Don Gibbins/R7/USEPA/US . To DeDemChaéin@camdenmo.org
- 09/03/2008 04:04 PM cc  Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov
bee.

Subject Camden County EPA Grant Extension

| got a copy of the e-mail you sent to Joy about whether you would have to provide another letter Hike the
one dated 2/26/07. The answer is yes, if the grant funded construction will not be compieted by 10/31/08.
The letter should explain why the grant project will not be completed, and include a new schedule. If it
helps to know what your new schedule on Camelot will be (with a new contractor), you can watt to mail the
letter until as late as 10/6/08.

You will also need to be sure you are up to date on the required quarterly MBE/WBE Utilization Reports
that are required by grant condition. Our grants office will not award a grant amendment unless your are.
If you are not current, you can include the form with the letter you submit to me to request the extension.
‘You should copy that letter to Joy.

Let me know if you have any questions.

*w'***i’**********;**********************l***************************

Donald E. Gibbins .

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
801 North 5th Street .
Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile # 913-551-8417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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"Joy Reven" To "Traci Newberry" <traci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>, Don

- <joy.reven@dnr.mo. gow- - Gibbins/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
09/03/2008 03:39 PM cc “David Uhlig” <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov>, "Debbie Deeken"
: <debbie. deeken@dnr mo.gov>
bce

Subject Fw: XP-98722201 -Camden Co, Camelot Contractor Issues

Camden County is using the balance of its EPA grant to fund the constructlon of treatment and collection
at 2 sewer districts -~ Camelot Estates SD and Normac SD.

Normac SD construction is proceeding and will be complete this November. If all goes as planned,
Normac will use $445,059 of the $1,043,524.15 that was in the grant untif a few months ago. Camelot's

share is $598,,465.15. Some draws have been made.

The collection line contractor for Ca melot, Joshua Excavating, is having financial problems. There are 2
collection contracts at Camelot (Contracts 2 and 3) - Joshua has both contracts, Contract 2 is 43%

complete. Contract 3 is 75% complete,

Contract 1 is for the wwtp. That contractor is Sterling Excavation. As far as | know there are no issues
with Sterling or the wwtp for Camelot.

| understand that the bonding company for Joshua has already paid claims on other Joshua projects and
doesn't feel comfortable insuring them. The bonding company recommended that the county terminate
Joshua's contract. It seems to me that Joshua should find another surety company and continue the
project. The county is working on this. They are considering terminating Joshua's contract so there is

definitely a delay.

USDARD Eé the primary funding agency on these projects. They are holding pay estimate for Joshua that
the inspector has signed by the county has not signed. The citizens at Camelot are upset stating that their

property is torn up and that sewer lines have been cut and there is raw sewage on the ground.

M kgep you posted. Thanks,

Joy Reven
DNR - Financial Assistance Center

573-751-2735, Fax b73-751-9396
- Forwarded by Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 09/03/2008 03:18 PM -
"Chasin, De De* <DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo.org>
To "Joy Reven" <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>
09/03/2008 12:59 PM o cc '
‘ : Subject EPA Grant Award XP-88722201

Joy:
The EPA STRAG grant XP-98722201 expires Oct. 31, 2008. We are experiencing some issues with the



contractor at Camelot {(you may already know thns) which is delaying the construction. He is defaumng on
his bonding and we (County and engineer) are in the process of finding a new contractor. These

problems will be deiaylng the completson of the sewer system.in Camelot and it's closing.

Normac has asked for a 30 day extensnon due to the wet weather from this past spring and summer, and
expects to be completed Nov. 24 :

* Attached is a copy of a letter to Don. Gibbins from the commission dated 2-26- 07 Do we needto do a
similar letter again to tiim asking for another extension? :

Please advise ASAP. Thank you much.

DeDe EPA-one year extension.doc
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Region 7
Office of Regional Counsel
| 901 North 5% Street
i .- Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Date: AL VY, 200%
Addreséee: ?)\'\_\“ L\“é\m:%\“gu\

Suhject:

Sender: \\[)'(:[\ck \?)G\"{GN\GO/ Koo (:QQ)RQ

Office of Regional Counsel
Regional Office 1-800-223-0425

Racsimile (913) 551 -7925

Number of pages (including cover sheet): A ‘

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE

' (eined in th irnile i ' ivileged: If
i 1 i this facsimile may be confidential or legally privilege!
e information e me e e intended recipient of this facsimile, please

indivi med above as th
you are not the 1nd1V1du§1 name
notify the sender immediately at 1-800-223-0425.

m\@&g} (\Oﬁ\@ﬁ(‘;\;} cer Yo v cec e ved kﬁ@)wc{}(&&

" Please use this as first page to the memo sent yesterday. 1 inadvertently switchéd the 16
& the 19 on the date stamp. The official date is June 16, 2008. :
Please disregard the “FIRST PAGE ONLY" of the memo sent yesterday & the hard copy
which is in the mail to you. The second page of the hard copy has original signature on y o
it. Please use that with the first page with the corrected date I will be sending today. [ }& '
. S ‘}\ et

Thank you & I apologize for any inconvénience or confusion. ‘ vy M .
Kim Gifford YY" S A x >

Admin. Asst. 6// ‘ W w)@

Office of Regional Counsel J-’é}u

Region 7 Q



 Message Confirmation Report JUN=17-2008 12:27 PM TUE-

. _ Fax Number @ 9135517925
c Name W
Name/Number T 913144213144
Page : 2
Start Time  :  JUN-17-2008 12:27PM TUE
Elapsed Time ¢ 0pr2on '
Mode ¢  STD ECM
Resul ts : [O.K]
T Region 7

Office of Regional Coumsel
- 901 North 5 Street
' Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Date: __\ L \'\‘, 200?‘
Addresseet 341G (=N

Subject:

sender: pcing, Dorrorneg ( kin & CQoed)
Office of Regional Counse
Regional Office 1-B00-223-0425
Facsimile (913) 551-7925

Number of pages (including cover sheet): MWQ:-W

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE

be contidantial or ealty privileged. If

The i i ined in this facsimile may : i
e e wiidest maned tended recipisnt of this facsimile, please

you are not the individua} named above as the in
notify the sender immediately at 1-800-223-0425,

m‘\eo.m Ao Wao re Yo o <ee e.vad \_hQD‘\-ﬂng-%,

Please use this as frst page to the memo sent yesterday. | inadvertently switched the 16
& the 19 on the date stamp, The official dute s June 16, 2008. :

Pleage disregard the “FIRST PAGE ONLY™ of the memuo sent yesterday & the haed copy
which is in the mail to you. Fhe second page of the hard copy has original signalure on
it. Please use that with the first page with the comected date | wili be sending today.’

Thank you & ¥ apologize for any inconvenience or confugion.

Kim Giftoed
Adnin. Asst. W
Office of Regiona) Counsel

Regon 7 |
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION Vil
901 NORTH 5TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 86101

JUN 16 2008

{ moﬁ,c"

BY U.S. MAIL AND FACSIMILE TO (314) 421-5545

Ralph E. Altmann, Esg. :

Rabbit, Pitzer & Snodgrass, P.C.

100 Fourth Street, Suite. 400

St. Louis, MO 63102-1821 ;
Re:  May 13, 2008 Request for Deposition Testimony regarding Camden
County, et al. v. Howard R. Green Co., et al.

Dear Mr. Altmann:

This is in response to your May 13, 2008, letter to me requesting the deposition testimony
of two U.S. Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA") employees, Karen Sherrill and Donald
Gibbins, on behalf of your client, Howard R. Green Company. Your client is the defendant ina
Jjawsuit filed by Camden County, Missouri. EPA is not a party to the lawsuit. '

EPA's regulations at 40 C.F.R. Part 2, Subpart C, contain restrictions o EPA employees
testifying regarding official matters in any proceeding in which the United States Government 1s
not a party. The purpose of the regulation is "to ensure that employees' official time is used only
for official purposes, to maintain the impartiality of EPA among private litigants, to ensure that
public funds are not used for private purposes and to establish procedures for approving
testimony or production of documents when clearly in the interests of EPA.” 40 C.F.R.§
2.401(c). '

Under 40 C.E.R. § 2.402(b), no EPA employee may provide testimony concerning -
information acquired in the course of performing official duties or because of the employee’s
official relationship with EPA unless authorized by the General Counsel or his designee. Under
40 C.F.R. § 2.403, the General Counsel or his designee determines whether compliance with the
request for testimony *would clearly be in the interests of EPA." Iam the General Counsel's .
designee for purposes of determining whiether compliance with your request "would clearly be in
the interests of EPA." : ‘

In your letter requesting testimony, you failed to provide EPA with any discernable
reasons to establish that, pursuant to the regulations, this testimony would clearly be in EPA's

RECYCLE
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interest. Except to state that "the testimony is of interest to the EPA in that it involves the
administration of a grant for sewer and water improvements consisting of new collection systems
and treatment facilities adjacent to the Lake of the Ozarks, in Camden County, Missouri," you
have not presented EPA with any supporting reasons for consideration.

I have reviewed your request and have consulted with Ms. Sherrill's and Mr. Gibbins'
supervisors. ] have determined that providing official time for Ms. Sherrill and Mr. Gibbins to
testify in this lawsuit would be an inappropriate use of EPA resources. In making this
determination, my primary concern is the diversion of Agency employees from their official
duties and maintaining the impartiality of EPA in private litigation. The lawsuit for which you
seck Ms. Sherrill's and Mr. Gibbins' testimony concerns a dispute among private litigants, the
outcome of which will have no significant effect upon EPA's programs, functions, or
responsibilities. Ms. Sherrill's and Mr. Gibbins' job duties do not include preparing for, or
providing testimony in litigation in which the United States is not a party. Therefore the time
they would need to prepare for and present testimony would not be considered "official time
spent for official purposes.” See 40 C.F.R. § 2.401(c). EPA has not been aliocated funding to
provide testimony in private actions to which the United States is not a party; therefore, in this
sense too, the use of an employee's time for such endeavors would be inconsistent with EPA's
official purposes and mission. '

Tn addition, while the time required for any one employee to testify in private litigation
might not be great, the cumulative disruption to EPA's mission would be severe if EPA
employees had to testify in private litigation every time such testimony was requested. Private
litigation which relates to EPA's activities is common, and private litigants often seek testimony
from EPA employees.

Finally, 40 CFR. § 2.401(c) generally discourages EPA from providing witnesses to
testify in litigation in which the United States is not a party, inasmuch as providing such
testimony might call into question the Agency's impartiality on such matters.

_ After consideration of the above factors, it is my determination that that it would not
clearly be in the interest of EPA to have Ms, Sherrill and Mr. Gibbins testify in the above matter
and T do not authorize Ms. Sherrill or Mr. Gibbins to testify in accordance with your request. 1
find the lawsuit to be a purely private matter. The outcome of the litigation will not advance the

interest of any EPA program, function or responsibility.

Moreover, any testimony which may be given in this lawsuit has already been made
available to you. Specifically, you have previously made a Freedom of Information Act request
for documents (Request No. 07-RIN-00296-08) and have been provided with all the documents
requested. Both Ms. Shertill and Mr, Gibbins would be testifying about information contained in .
" documents that are self-explanatory. To provide testimony, in light of this, would be cumulative.
EPA would be willing to authenticate the documents for admissibility if you so desire and the
Agency will charge the direct costs of providing the service. Please let us know if you would
like the authentication. ‘



If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Karina Borromeo,
Assistant Regional Counsel, (913) 551-7675.

Sincerely,

0L Cof

David Cozad
Acting Regional Counsel

ce: Carla Kohler
Pradip Dalal
Karen Sherrill
Donald Gibbins



May 29, 2008

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Request for EPA Testimony

FROM: Pradip Dalal, Chief
Wastewater & Infrastructure Management Branch, WWPD

“THRU: William A. Spratlin, Director
Water, Wetlands and Pesticides Division

TO: David Cozad, Acting Regional Counsel
Office of Regional Counsel

This memorandum is in response to your memorandum dated May 27, 2008. Don
Gibbins has been requested to give testimony in private litigation where EPA is not a party, and
you requested whether I consider providing the testimony to be clearly in the interests of EPA.

The litigation involves a dispute between an EPA grantee, Camden County, and an
individual initially contracted by the County to provide grant administration services. Those
issues do not impact our grant with Camden County. Also, if Don participated in depositions
and testimony during the trial, those activities would detract him from his normal work activities.
For these reasons, I believe that providing the requested testimony would not be clearly in the
interest of EPA.

Please contact me at (913) 551-7454 or dalal.pradip@epa.gov if you have any questions
or need additional information.

ce: Karina Borromeo, CNSL
Kent Johnson, CNSL

D.Gibbins:dg:WIMB:74l7:5/29/08:%/@(1 08-05-29 memo-re giving testimony.doc

WIMB WIMB WWP FILE TO:
Gibbins Dalal Spratli Camden Co. SIG
5/29/08 5/29/08 EPA Grant No. XP987222 01

gs Iy *@/gow
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Mﬁ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
40 oot REGION 7 o~
901 NORTH 5TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 ﬂ. M

MAY 27 2008 /ﬂ/

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Request for EPA Testimony,

# TFROM: David Cozad /);g-Q (

Acting Regional Counsel

TO: Pradip Dalal, Chief
Wastewater & Infrastructure Management Branch

1 have just received new correspondence (see attached) which requests the testimony of
Don Gibbins in private litigation where EPA is not a party. EPA's regulations require that, in
consultation with the employee’s supervisors, I, as the Acting Regional Counsel, determine
whether or not to grant the request. The standard for making this determination 1s whether the
provision of the requested testimony would clearly be in the interests of EPA. '

In order for me to respond to this request, I need a short memorandum from you stating
whether you consider the provision of this testimony to be (or not to be) clearly in the interests of
EPA and why.

I would like to receive this information as soon as possible to allow us enough time to
draft a response letter to the requester. Please contact Karina Borromeo, x7675, or Kent
Johnson, x7284, if you have any questions.

Aftachment
ce: Karina Borromeo
Kent Johnson




Rabbitt, gPitzer & Snodgrass, P.C.

L ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Raiph E. Altmann
Direct; 314.335.1378
Email: altmann@rabbittlaw.com

May 13, 2008

David Cozad

Acting Regional Counsel ‘

U.s. Environmental Protection Agency, Region Vil
901 N. 5™ Street, Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Inre; Camden County, et al v. Howard R; Green Co., et al
Our File No.:6055.12378

Dear Mr. Cozad:

100 South Fourth Street » Suite 400
St. Louls, Missouri 63102-1821

Telephone 314.421.5545
Facsimile 314.421.3144
www.rabblttiaw.com

23 South First Street
Believille, Hiinols 62220

As required under 40 C.F.R. §2.401 et‘seq. for subpoenaing EPA employees for

deposition in a civil litigation, this letter is a request to depose employees Karen Sherrili
and Donaid Gibbins regarding their knowledge of the Camden County wastewater
project and the Grant Number 98722201-0 administered by the EPA which funded part
of this project. Karen Sherrill and Donald Gibbins have been identified by plaintiff in the
enclosed disclosure as non-retained experts.

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. §2.401 et seq., the testimony is of interest to the EPA in
that it involves the administration of a grant for sewer and water improvements .
consisting of new collection systems and treatment facilities adjacent to the Lake of the
Ozarks, in Camden County, Missouri.

Please contact me at 314-335-1378, or altmann@rabbittiaw.com, to discuss this
matter. Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter.

Very truly yours, :

R T S

_ Raiph E. Altmann
REA
Enclosure

00416894.D0OC;1
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PHOTECTION AGENCY

~ REGION Vi
901 NORTH 5TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

MAY 0 8 2008

BY U,S, MAIL AND FACSIMILE (314) 421-3144

Ms, Sharon Brooner

Rabbitt, Pitzer & Snodgrass
100 South 4™ Street, Suite 400
St. Louis, MO 63102

Re:  Request for testimony of EPA employees Karen Sherrill and Donald Gibbins:

Dear Ms. Brooner:

This letter will confirm our conversation earlier this afternoon regarding your
request for the deposition testimony of U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
employees Karen Sherrill and Donald Gibbins. It is my understanding that the requested
testimony is for a lawsuit involving Camden County and Howard Green and that EPA 1S
not a party. AsIstated to you, EPA has regulations at 40 C.F.R. § 2,401 et seq. that set
forth the procedures to be followed when an EPA employee is requested or subpoenaed
to provide testimony in civil legal proceedings where the United States is not a party
concemning information acquired in the course of performing official duties or because of
the employee's official status. A request for testimony by an EPA employee must be in
writing and must state the nature of the requested testimony and the reasons why the
testimony would be in the interests of EPA. Such requests should be sent to David
Cozad, Acting Regional Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII,
901 N. 5™ Street, Kansas City, KS 66101.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (913) 551-7675." If you are not
able to reach me, you may contact Kent Johnson, Assistant Regional Counsel, at
(913) 551-7284.

Sincerely,

Karina Borromeo
Assistant Regional Counsel

s
S -
vy | TAWIEN % FIRER



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF LACLEDE COUNTY

STATE OF MISSOURI
CAMDEN COUNTY, MI_SSOURI, etal, )
?1&1ntiffs, ;
v % ~ Cause No. 07LA-CC00039
JAMES DICKERSON, et al., %
| Defendants. g

PLAINTIFFS’ EXPERT DISCLOSURE |

COME NOW Plaintiffs, by and through counsel, pursuant to Mlo. S. Ct. R. 56.01(b)4)
~and (5) and the Amended Schedﬁling Order submitted by the parties and approved by the Court,
and make the following expert disclosures:

1. At this time, Plaintiffs have not retained any expert witnesses within the meaning
of Mo. S. Ct. R. 56.01(b)(4). Plaintiffs reserve the right to rétain and disclose any expert within
the meaning of Mo .S. Ct .R. 56.01(b)(4) after the Defendants and counterclaimant’s disclosure
of experts.

2. Plaintiffs anticipate calling the following non-retained experts at the trial of this
matter and provide the following information with respect to such non-retained experts as
~ required by Rule 56.01(b)}(5):

Stanley J. Schultz, P.E.,P.L.S.
Schultz Engineering Services, Inc.
4800 West Blvd.

Poplar Bluff, MO 63901

Filed of Expertise: Engineer
Elka Byod

Current address unknown
Field of Expertise: Engineer



Darren Krehbiel

Krehbiel Engineering

63 Blair Ave.

Camdenton, MO 65020

Field of Expertise: Engineering

Joy Reven

Department of Natural Resources

Lewis & Clark State Office Building

1101 Riverside Drive '

Jefferson City, MO 65101 .

Field of Expertise: DNR & EPA grant management

and sewer project compliance with applicable regulations

Jeff Pinson

Department of Natural Resoutces

Lewis & Clark State Office Building

1101 Riverside Drive

Jefferson City, MO 65101

Field of Expertise: DNR & EPA grant management

and sewer project compliance with applicable regulations

! Mary Clark
1608 E. Miller St.
Jefferson City, MO 65101-4157
Field of Expertlse DNR & EPA grant management
and sewer project compliance with applicable regulanons

' John Fraga
Public Works Director
109 E. Broadway
Ashland, MO 65010
Field of Expertise: DNR & EPA grant management
and sewer project compliance with applicable regulations

Don GlbblﬂS

1J.S. Environmental Protection Agency

901 N. 5" Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

. Field of Expertise: EPA grant administration and compliance with
applicable federal regulations



Karen Sherriil

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

901 N. 5™ Street

Kansas City, KS 66101 '
Field of Expertise: EPA grant administration and compliance with
applicable federal regulations '

Glen Langlms :
1J.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave.
Washington, D.C. 20460

Field of Expertise: EPA grant administration and comphance with
applicable federal regulations

Leon Snead & Co
416 Hungerford Dr., Suite 400
Rockville, MD 20850

Field of Expertise: Financial management systems for managing EPA
grant funds

Plaintiffs further reserve the right to disclose additional expert witnesses as deemed

necessary for the prosecution of Plaintiff's claims and/or the defense of any counterclaim

asserted by.any counterclaimant.

‘Respectfully submitted,

PLEBAN & ASSOCIATES, LLC

I fity —

C. John Pleban, #24190
Lynette M. Petruska, #41212
2010 S. Big Bend Blvd

St. Louis, MO 63117
Telephone: 314-645-6666 .
Facsimile: 314-645-7376

Attorneys for Plaintiff



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned certifies that a copy of the foregoing was mailed this 13th day of March,
2008 to Marc H. Ellinger and Jane A. Smith, 308 E.High St., Suite 301, Jefferson City, MO
65101; Gary Snodgrass and William S. Thomas, 100 S. 4™ St Suite 400, St. Louis, MO 63102-
1821; Jason L. Call, 515 E. High St., P.O. Box 28, Jefferson City, MO 65102; and M. Douglas

Harpool and Erin Lary, 1949 E. Sunshine, Suite 2-102, Two Corporate Centre, Springfield, MO
65804. .

%m_ p L {ﬂ-w@ —




Plobon & Slssocintes, TZL.C,
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Ms. Joy Reven Mr. Don Gibbins

Department of Natural Resources U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
P.O. Box 176 , 901 North 5™ Street
Jefferson City, MO 65102 Kansas City, KS 66101

Re: Camden County Sewer Districts

Camden County, et al, v. James Dickerson, et al.

Cause No. 07LA-CC00039
Dear Ms. Reven abd Mr. Gibbins

- As you may know, this office represents Camden County and the Camden County
Commissioners in a legal action filed against James Dickerson, the Lake of the Ozarks Council of
Local Governments, Jerry Gilmore, and Howard R. Green Company with respect to the
administration of the EPA/DNR grant for the Camden County sewer projects and the engineering
services provided on those sewer projects. This office would appreciate the opportunity to speak
with both of your offices regarding the Camden County sewer projects to determine any '
information you might have regarding the administration of the grant and/or the engineering
services provided by the defendants.

It is our understanding that there has been some turnover in both of your offices since the
beginning of these projects. Specifically, it is our understanding that both Jeff Pinson and John
Fraga (Water Protection Program), who initially identified some of the issues with respect to this
project that are now the subject of the lawsuit filed by the County, are no longer with the DNR. It
is also our understanding that a Mary Clark, who was initially involved with the project, is still
employed by DNR but in a different office. While we would appreciate the opportunity to meet
with these individuals successors, we would also like to meet with them should you know their
whereabouts because they are the individuals with firsthand knowledge of the facts and
circumstances surrounding the projects and/or the administration of the grant.

If DNR and EPA are agreeable to meeting with this office, please contact Julie Barnett at
314-645-6666 at your earliest convenience so that we may arrange a meeting with both of your
offices at a mutually convenient date, time, and location. Thank you in advance for your
attention to this request.

Sincerely,

Lynette M, Petruska

LMP/me

2010 . Big Bond Blud, Tt Lowis, MO 63117 Phone 3/4-645-6666 Faw 314-645-7376



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE
Date:  April 25, 2007
Subject: Camden County, MO, EPA Grant No. XP987222 01
From: Donald Gibbins

To: Joy Reven, MDNR -

Attached is the first page of the subject grant agreement which shows that the County
returned the grant amendment signed on April 23, 2007 L

Let me know if you have any questions. -

Enclosure

FILE COPY



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE
Date:  April 20, 2007
Subject: Camden County, EPA Grant No. XP987222 01
From: Donald Gibbins |
To: Joy Reven, MDNR

Enclosed for your files is a grant amendment for the subject grant which extends the grant
period and reduces the scope to the three areas to be sewered.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Enclosure

FILE COPY



U. S. En'vir.onmental Protection Agenpy, Region VII
Water, Wetlands and Pesticides Division '
901 North 5th Street  Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE
Date:  April 20, 2007

Subject: Camden Co. EPA Grant No. XP987222 01
Revised Total Project Cost '

From: Donald Gibbins
To: Connie Allen

' As per our conversation the other day, the pending amendment for the subject grant needs
to be revised to reduce the total project costs to reflect the reduced scope of the grant.

The original work plan included sewer service to six different areas in the County. The
attached 10/25/06 letter from the County documents the reduction to serve only three areas. That
letter includes updated cost estimates for the two projects which have not yet been constructed:
Notmac = $901,900 and Camelot = $5,444,700. The original work plan includes a total project
cost estimate for Sunny Slope of $3,485,100.

Using the three figures listed, the revised total project cost should be $9,831,700. With
an EPA grant of $1,455,000, the recipient share should be $8,376,700.

Let me know if you have any guestions.

Attachment

FILE COPY
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U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

Assistance Amendment

JASSISTANCE ID NO. .
PRG | DOC ID [AMEND# | DATE OF AWARD
XP - 98722201 - - 3 | 04202007
TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE
No Cost Amendment 04/20/2007
PAYMENT METHOD: ACH#
ACH 77676

RECIPIENT TYPE:

Send Payment Request to:

County U. S. Environmental Protection Agency - Las Vegas Finance Center
P. O. Box 88515, Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515
Contact # 702-798-2406,,Fax # 702-798-2423

RECIPIENT: PAYEE:

Camden County Commission

Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle
Camdenton, MO 65020

EIN: 44-6000457

Camden County Commtssmn
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circie
Camdenton, MO 65020

PROJECT MANAGER - EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST

James R, Dickerson Don Gibbins Connie Allen

Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Citcle 901 North Fifth Street, WWPD/MWIMB Grants Management Office, PLMG/RFMB
Camdenton, MO 65020 Kansas City, KS 66101 E-Mait:

E-Maii: E-Mail: Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov Phone: -

Phone: 573-346-5616 Phone: 913-561.7417

PROJECT TITLE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGES

Camden Couniy Infrastructure improvement Project

SEWER AND WATER IMPROVEMENTS consisting of new coliection systems and treatment facilities for areas in Camden County adjacent to the Lake of the

Qzarks.

This amendment updates EPA contact information, extends the budget and project period to aliow all eligible construction to be completed, revises

Administrative Condition 10 to remove interim financial reperting, revises Programmatic Condition 1 and adds Programmatic Condition 17. The scope and

budget are also being revised to reflect funding to be provided for only three areas of Camden County instead of seven,

“BUDGET PERIOD PROJECT PERICD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST | TOTAL PROJECT PERIOD COST
04/01/2002 - 10/31/2008 04/01/2002 - 10/31/2008 $9,831,700.00 $9,831,700.00
‘NOTICE OF AWARD

Based on your application dated 07/30/2002, including all modifications and amendments, the United Staies acting by and through the US Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), hereby awards $0. EPA agrees to cost-share 55.00% of all approved budget period costs incutred, up to and not exceeding iotal
federal funding of $1,455,000. Such award may be terminated by EPA without further cause if the recipient fails to provide timely affirmation of the award by
signing under the Affirmation of Award section and returning all pages of this agreement to the Grants Management Office listed below within 21 days after
receipt, or any extension of ime, as may be granted by EPA. This agreement is subject to applicable EPA statutory provisions. The applicable regulatory

provisions are 40 CFR Chapter 1, Subchapter B, and all terms and conditions of this agreement and any attachments,

ISSUING OFFICE {GRANTS MANAGEMENT OFFICE)

AWARD APPROVAL OFFICE

ORGANIZATION/ ADDRESS

ORGANIZATION/ ADDRESS

Grants Management Cffice
901 North Fifth Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

U.8. EPA, Region 7
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
801 North Fifth Street

Kansas City, K& 86101

" THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BY THE US. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

SIGNATURE OF AWARD OFFICIAL TYPED NAME AND TITLE DATE
Digital signature applied by EPA Award Official Connie Allen, Grants Management Specialist 04/20/2007
‘ AFFIRMATION OF AWARD
BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION
SIGNATURE TYPED NAME AND TITLE DATE
Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 04/23/2007




EPA Funding Information XP - 98722201 -3 Page 2
FUNDS FORMER AWARD THIS ACTION AMENDED TOTAL
EPA Amount This Action § 1,455,000 30 $ 1,455,000
EPA In-Kind Amount $0 $ $0
Unexpended Prior Year Balance $0 $ $0
Other Federal Funds 30 $ 350
Recipient Contribution $ 80,000 $ $ 80,000
State Contribution $ 1,289,000 $ $ 1,289,600
Local Contribution $ 3,715,000 $ 83,715,000
Other Coniribution $ 3,292,700 3 $ 3,292,700
Allowable Project Cost $ 9,831,700 50 $ 9,831,700
Assistance Program (CFDA) Statutory Authority Regulatory Authority
66.606 - Surveys - Studies - Investigations - Spec! | Appropriations Act of 2002 (PL 107-73) 40 CFR PART 31
Fiscal
Site Name Req No FY Approp. Budget PRC Object § Site/Project Cost Obligation /
Code Organization Class Organization | Deobligation




XP-08722201-3 Page 3

Budget Summary Page
Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Alowable
(Non-construction) Budget Pericd Cost

1. Personnei ' $0
2. Eringe Benefits $0
3. Trave! $0
4, Equipment %0
5. Supplies $0
6. Contractual $500,000
7. Construction $9,319,700
8. Other $12,000
9, Total Direct Charges $9,831,700
10. Indirect Cosis: % Base $0
11. Total (Share: Recipient 45.00 % Federal 55.00 %.) $9,831,700
42. Total Approved Assistance Amount $1,455,600
13. Program Income $0
14, Total EPA Amount Awarded This Action $0
15. Total EPA Amount Awarded To Date $1,455,000




XP-98722201-3 Page 4
Administrative Conditions :

Administrative Conditions 1-9 remain the same. Administrative Term and Condition Number 10 has
been revised to eliminate interim financial reporting and move performance reporting to Pregrammatic
as follows:

10. Recipient agrees to provide a final Financia! Status Report (SF-269 or SF269A) in
accordance with 40 CFR 30.52 or 40 CFR 31.41(b); whichever is applicable. The final Financial
Status Report will be due within ninety (30) calendar days after the expiration or termination of
grant support. Financial Status Reports must be submitted to the following address: U.S. EPA -
Las Vegas FC, P.O. Box 98515, Las Vegas, Nevada 89193-8515.

Programmatic Conditions

Programmatic Conditions 2-16 remain the same. Programmatic Condition Number 1 is revised and
Programmatic Condition Number 17 has been added as foliows:

1. Recipient agrees that this grant is FOR SEWER AND WATER IMPROVEMENTS
consisting of new collection systems and treatment facilities for three areas in
Camden County adjacent to the Lake of the Ozarks.

17. Recipient agrees to provide Annual Performance Reports, for all activities identified in
the work ptan, including those performed by the Recipient through Interagency
Agreements and sub-agreements in accordance with 40 CFR 30.51 or 40 CFR 31.40; whichever
is applicable.

Performance reports submitted under this agreement will contain at a minimum:

i) a comparison of actual accomplishments to the outputs/cutcomes established in the
work plan for the performance period;

i) the reasons for slippage if established outputs/outcomes were not met; and,

ity additional pertinent information including, when appropriate, analysis and explanation
of cost overruns or high unit costs. :

These reborts shall be due no later than ninety (90} days after the end of the grant year. The final
performance report is due to the EPA Project Officer (PO) within ninety (90) days after the
expiration of the project period.

Questions, concerns, notification of any problems or delays should be directed to the EPA PO
listed on the first page of your assistance award or assistance amendment document.
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Don ) To "Chasin, De De" <DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo.org>

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U o
S
04/19/2007 02:14 PM bec

Subject Re: MBE/WBE Utilization Report

Your current award shows EPA share $1,455,000, and total project amount $24,774,000. The total cost
was way high because more subdivisions than what you are going to do now were originally included in
the work plan. The Recipient share would be the second figure minus the first.

The total project cost will be reduced when the amendment is awarded.
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Donald E. Gibbins -

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-5651-7417
Facsimiie #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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"Chasin, De De" <DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo.org>

"Chasin, De De" .
<DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo. To Don Gibbins/MWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
org>

04/19/2007 02:04 PM

cc
Subject MBE/WBE Utilization Report

.Don: .
Received your e-mail on the above report. Thank you very much. | have it ready except for one blank
which is 5A. It is asking for the Total Assistance Agreement Amount EPA Share § and
Recipient Share $. . Can you please help me on this one item,

Thank you and | am so sorry about this delay.
- DeDe Chasin



Don To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org
Gibbins/MWWPD/R7/USEPA/U

s ‘ cc dede_chasin@camdenmo.org, Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov
04/19/2007 01:19 PM bee
Subject MBE/WBE Utilization Report

Attached for your information is the last MBE/WBE Utilization Report we received for your EPA grant. It

* covers the period through 9/30/06. What we need is a report for the period of 10/1/06 to 3/31/07. (These
are supposed to be submitted quarterly, even if the utilization is zero.) 1 do not believe you awarded any
contracts during that period, and if true, the report we need would report zero utilization.

Last MBE-‘\.&WE;&pnﬁ,pdi
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Tétephone #:913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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*Joy Reven" To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org,

<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> dede_chasin@camdenmo.org

04/18/2007 08:58 AM cc "Traci Newberry" <traci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>, Don
Gibbins WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

bee
Subject Camden County STAG reporting requirements

Carolyn and DeDe, | called Don Gibbins to see why the STAG grant to Camden County wasn't extended
past June 30, 2007. Don said that they cannot give grant amendments to recipients that are not current
with the reporting requirements. | am copying my notes from the meeting last October. Specifically, EPA
has said it doesn't have the MBE/WBE quarterly reports. | highlighted the part about the MBE/WBE

reports. If you have not sent the reguired reports, will you please do them as soon as possible? Thanks.

Camden County ~ STAG Grant 10-20-06
EPA Grant Reporting Requirements Meeting

Attendees: Carolyn Lorraine, Thom Gumm, Jennifer 7 (works in County Water and Wastewater Dept)
Darren Krehbiel (Krehbiel Engineering), Stan Schultz (Schultz Engineering)
Joy Reven, FAC

The meeting was held in Camden County to discuss the county’s STAG reporting requirements The following
pre-agenda items were discussed:

1. Stan asked if he could submit the WWTP plans and specifications for the Camelot project since the
environmental report had been received by DNR. He stated that he didn’t have the collection plans and
specifications done and that he would ask Dave Uhlig to issue two construction permits(one for collection without
public notice and one for the treatment works now since that permit requires a public notice) Stan will call Dave

Uhlig.

2. Darren stated that the environmental work for Normac is complete The land sale was to close on 10-20-06.
After closing, Ronnie Testerman will come to Jefferson City and have the permit changed to the Camden County
Normac District as owner of the former Niangua Highlands(Jack Dickerson) WWTP. Once the permit is changed,

Darren will send in the items necessary for the FNSI to Dave Uhlig

Reporting Requirements:
Leon Snead & Company, P.C. andited Camden County’s management of their STAG funds A portion of the andit
findings was that the county should get current with the reporting requirements of the grant and inform EPA how

they will handle the reporting requirements in the future

1. EPA form 5700-52A "MBE/WBE Utilization Under Federal Grants, Cooperative Agreements and
Interagency Apreements and Interagency Agreements” is due within 30 days of the each quarter end to EPA
MBE/WBE Coordinator at Region VII. Carolyn will complete the form She did the “catch up” form during the
meeting, The form will change when a new construction contract is awarded Only construction is paid with STAG
funds. She will combine both Normac and Camelot on one form but it appears that the contracts won’t be awarded

in the same quarter so it shouldn’t be too confusing



Dgn ) To "Joy Reven" <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>
g'bb'"s‘w WPD/R7/USEPAIU cc Connie Alien/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
04/17/2007 01:38 PM bee

Subject Re: STAG Grant Payment Update[5

Just recently our grants office has stopped issuing amendment awards if the grantee is not up to date on
the required MBE/WBE Utilization Report. | contacted Carolyn Loraine severai weeks ago and advised
her, and we are still waiting for a report to bring them up to date. Please feel free to remind Carclyn about
submitting this report. Thanks.
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Donald E. Gibbins
Telephone #: 913-551-7417
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"Joy Reven” <joy.reven{@dntr.mo.gov>

*Joy Reven"
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> To Don GibbinsWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

04/17/2007 01:30 PM cc "Traci Newberry" <traci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>

Subject Re: STAG Grant Payment Update

Hi, Don. Did you accept Camden County's request to extend their grant? Thanks.

Joy Reven
DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396

Gibbins.Don@epamail,
epa.gov

To Tracl Newberry@dnr,mo.gov, Debbie.Deeken@dnr.mo.gov

Doug.Garrett@dnr.mo.gov, Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov, Tonya.Roth@dnr.mo.gov,

ce Jerry.Smith@dnr.mo.gov, Jeff.Pinson@dnr.mo.gov, Darrell.Barber@dnr.mo.gov
Subject STAG Grant Payment Update

04/17/2007 11:23 AM

Attached is the latest STAG grant status report with updated payment
info. Grants managed by MDNR are included in the third and fourth
shests. The third sheet is the status rsport, and the fourth sheet
shows the amount paid to date, with those grantees reguesting payments



Don To Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov

GibbinsMWWPD/R7/USEPA/U
S' ns cc David.Uhlig@dnr.mo.gov

04/04/2007 0207 PM bee _
Subject Camden Co Normac Enviro Review

The attached is for your file.

\L.

i et

Camden Co envim review.pdf

Tl e v A T ok e e Ak e e ol e ok e sk e e e ke e ok sk she e ok ok ke v ke ke e e e e e Rl ok e de ok o e e e ok ok

Donald E. Gibbins .
EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101 .

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-8417
E-mait: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street . Kansas City, KS 66101

FILE NOTE
Date: April 4, 2007

Subject:  Environmental Review for Camden County, Normac Sewer District
' as Required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

From:  Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/WIM@
Environmental Engineer & :

File To: EPA Grant No. XP987222 01

The USDA, Rural Development is providing significant funding for the above-subject
project, and issued a Categorical Exclusion with an Environmental Report dated October 25, 2006.
Those documents evaluate the same project which is receiving a portion of the grant funding from
the EPA special infrastructure grant awarded to Camden County. 1 have reviewed the Rural
Development documents and find that they adequately address the environmental impacts of the
project. The Rural Development documents are included in the Project Officer file.

This file note is to document that I, as the Project Officer, have chosen to accept the attached
Categorical Exclusion, and will not issue a separate EPA environmental review document.
Attachment

cc: Joy Reven, MDNR/WPP
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QUE < '? éUﬂE Committed %o the future of rural communitias.

United States Department of Agricuiture
Rural Development
Missouri
www.rurdev.usda.govimo

October 25, 2006

TO: Rural Development Processing Office
Clinton Area Office

SUBJECT:  Normac Sewer District Wastewater System Project
Environmental Report/Environmental Documentation from Other Sources

Review

“J

FROM:
.- State Enwronmental Coorchnator

I have reviewed the Environmental Report/Environmental Documentation for the Normac Sewer
District wastewater system project and have made the following determinations: '

CONCURRENCE WITH CLASSIFICATION OF PROPOSAL
X Categorical Exclusion with an Environmental Report (7 CFR 1794.22 (b) and (c))

Environmental Assessment (7 CFR 1794.23 (a) and (b))

ACCEPTANCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT/ENVIRONMENTAL
DOCUMENTATION

X Acceptablle

Unacceptabie. In order to bring the report into compliancle with regulatory and Agency
requirements, please address the items listed in Exhibit B

801 Business Loop 70 West » Suite 235, Parkade Center e Columbia, MO 65203
Phone: (573) 876-0976 » Fax: (573) 876-0977 e TOD: (573) 876-0460

_ "USDA is an equal apporiunity provider, employer and Iender.f’
To file & compiaint of discrimination write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Ave., S.W.,
Washington, DC 20250-8410 or call {800) 795-3272 {voice) or {202} 720-6382 (TDD).

¢



PUBLIC NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

Please inform the applicant to publish the following public notices in the non-classified
section of newspapers of local circulation:

X CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION
X NO PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIRED
PRELIMINARY NOTICE

The items checked should be in¢luded in this public notice:
Important Farmland (conversion of)
Floodplains (construction in)

Wetlands (construction in)

Cultural Resources (adverse effect on)
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

NOTICE ANNOUNCING THE AVAILABILITY OF
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

If any of the following are checked, integrate the information normally included
in a Preliminary Notice

Important Farmland (conversion of)
Fleodplains (censtruction in)
Wetlands (construction in)

Cultural Resources (adverse effect on)
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

SEE EXHIBIT C FOR SPECIFIC PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIREMENTS

If you have any questions, please call me at 573-876-0976. The Environmental Report and
the Environmental Checklist for Categorical Exclusions form are attached. Once the
Approval Official signs/dates the Checklist form, the environmental review process for this
project will be concluded.
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Staff Instruction 17841

Page 18
{ ~ Finding?
| find that the proposed projeét meefs the criteria established in 7 CFR §§1794.21 (a) and
(c) Categorically excluded proposals without an ER or §§1794.22 (b) and (c) Categorically
excluded proposals requiring an Environmentai Report. Upon review of the project
information or the environmental report | find that the proposed project is consistent with 40
CFR §1508. 4, Categorical Exclusion, and does not individually or cumulatlveiy have a
significant effect on the human environment and for which, therefore, neither an
Environmental Assessment nor an Environmental Impact Statement is required.
/MWZ} _joig)ow
S;gnature of Preparer’ ‘ Date .
_ Af'm Sf)ém}s' / s*7£
Title
Congir: %WW C; ;JAD"‘W 91‘ ' "/‘0/‘2 S/Dé
Signature of Staﬁ nvironmental Coordinator Date / ’
Concur: A" [l I/ o | /A/ﬂlf /dé
- Signature of Approvgll Official / ﬂ Daie )
I's f

f?ﬁm DIREATOR

Title

Where a Preliminary Nofice is required and upon completlon of any publi¢ comment periods, the SEC or Processing Office shall
document any public concerns and note any resolution fo any issue raised during the comment period. (if necessary, attach additional

sheets of paper.)

SEC or Preparer's Initials 'Date

Where an Enwronrnehtal'Report has not been prepared, the Processing Office staff shouid complete this Exhibit and sign as the’
preparer. [n this case, the 8tate Environmental Ccordinator does not need to review ar concuf with this Exhibit. For proposed projects
where an Envirpnmental Report is prepared, the Processing. Office shall complete this Exhibit as the preparer and submit it and the T
Environmental Report to the State Environmental Coordinatar for rewew and concurrencs,

For proposed projects where Environmental Reports have been prepar'ed and accepted, the State Environmental Coordinator
{SEC) shail complete Staff instruction 1794-1, Exhibit A and i the Environmental Report is acceptabie sign this Exhibit a5 a concurring .

. gfficial.



Staff instruction 1794-1

EXHIBIT H - Environmental Checkhst for Categorical
Page 17

Exclusions Form

'?f@n%ﬁé,nf’g&ITChéek*! é"t%ﬁ"i)r ‘

R

Name of Pm}ea Nocmae Serer DESJN {L‘IL
Location (City/County/State):  (°, Gnden Co s \1u / / 4 | 5S o

Envronmental Repor/Environmental Documentatlon Prepar E/ No 1]

Forimaify Classified Lands® (Parks, Monuments, Wild and Scernc

RlVers Mational Forest Lands, stc.) a m/’ Dy 0 O
lrriportaht Farmiznd, Range or Forest land O & B O a O
Fleodpiains (100 or 500 yaar floodplains} O (_\3’ . E/ O 0 Il
Wetiands O | m| o o | o 0
Cuttural Resources (Historic Properties, Archeologicai Sites, listed on 0 |- [3/ O 0 0
or potenﬂal to be listed on the Natienal Register of Historic Places) !

Biological Resources (Threatened or Endangered Species, Criticai O . m/ ) @/

Habztat State Lists) .

Water Quality {(Nationat Pollutant Discharge Elimination System or O o E/

Water Appropriation Permits, Sole Source Aquifers) :

Coastal Resources {Coastal Zone Management Areas or Coastal

Barrser Resources System) - E?/ E/

Socio-Economic/Environmental Justice Concarns N G~-1 B

Miscellanequs issues {Air Quaiity, Transponriation, Noise, QOdors, etc.) O o M

Is the project propasal confroverslai for env%ronrnental reasons. If so,
attach.a summary of the controversy(s) and any actions taken and
resolufions necessary to respond to the concerns.

is the project proposal controversial for other than environmental .
reasons. If so, attach 2 summary, of the controversy(s) and any g
actions taken and resolutions necessary toTespond to the concems.

Does, the project proposal have any extraordinary cireumstances in
which a nomally excluded action may have a significant O
environmental effect requiring an Environmental Assessment or
Environmental Impact Statement be prepared. -~

4 This form can be used fo document the constderahon and adoption of enwronmeniai docurnentation prepared for or by other Federai agenc;es
and for the incerporation of environmental information fram any source.
®If an Environmental Report has been prepared, the State Environmental Coordinator shall attach a copy of Staff Instruction 1794-1, Exhiblt A,
® Check where mitigation measures are required. Summarize and attach a list of all miigation measures required for project proposals (this list
should be included in Letter of Conditions)

7 Refers to conversion of important Farmiand, construction or location of a facility (not utility lines) in a ﬂoodplam or wetland, or an adverse effy”
to a cultural résource pursuani fo Section 106, Mationa! Historic Preservation Act {36 CFR 800). f any of these boxes ate checked, preilmanar\\

and final public nofices are required, see Section 5.0 in Bulletin 1784A-602.
¥ For a fist of Formally Ciessified Lands considered under 7 CFR 1784, see Section 3.1.3 in Bulietin 1794A-602.




CAMDEN COUNTYSEWER DISTRICT,
NORMAC ESTATES SUBDIVISH

SUBMITTED BY: |

Camden County Sewer District (Normac Estates)
Camden County Courthouse

One Court Circle, Suite 1, Camdenton, MO 65020
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NORMAC SEWER DISTRICT, A SUBDIVISION OF THE CAMDEN COUNTY SEWER
DISTRICT, CAMDEN COUNTY, MISSOURI '

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Normac Sewer District is a subdivision of the Camden County Sewer District and is located just off
Highway 54 and County Road 54-77(Ballpark Road), just a small distance west of Camdenton, Missouri.
Camden County, with an estimated 1999 population of 34,594, had an estimated 37,000 housing units that
same year. The high number of housing units reflects the County’s large number of homes owned by
second homeowners, who frequent the County during the spring and summer months. Permanent
residents occupy well over 90% of the housing units in Normac Subdivision. Many of those who initially
arrived as second homeowners years ago, have now retired and are permanent residents in the sub-district.
The area, largely comprised of one of the earliest lakeside subdivisions at the Lake of the Ozarks, has not
been a primary settlement area for second homeowners for a number of years.

Much of Camden County’s 2.9% annual population growth occurs in the unincorporated areas of the
County along the shoreline of the Lake of the Ozarks. Considering the County’s growth in permzanent
population in unincorporated areas and even higher growth in the number of housing units in those same
arcas, a failure to act in addressing wastewater collection and treatment needs could spell environmental
disaster for the Lake of the Ozarks.

A new sewer collection and treaiment system is proposed for the Normac Estates subdivision. There are
44 existing homes and 60 vacant lots in this subdivision. Voters approved a $500,000 revenue bond issue
in November of 2004. USDA Rural Development will purchase a portion of the revenue bords for
construction of the project. The bond debt service will be repaid by sewer user rates. The remaining funds
will be provided by a USDA Rural Development grant, an EPA special approprations grant, and local
funds.

Camden'County contracted the services of Krehbiel Engineering, Inc. to develop a comprehensive master
plan for this project. This report is dated March 13, 2006. Direct questions concemning the details of the
Engineer’s Report may be directed to Darren Dav1d Krehbiel, P.E., 63 Blair Avenue, P.O. Box 587,
Camdenton, MO 65020, telephone 573-346-5316.

1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR PROJECT
1.1 Project Description (Proposed Action)

The proposed collection system W111 be a Septic Tank Effluent Pumping Collection System
(STEP) followed by a treatment system consisting of a recirculating coarse media filter. The
proposed system will follow the guidelines and requirements set forth by Department of Natural
Resources for the placement of sewer lines in relation to existing water lines. Effluent
requirements are anticipated to be 20 ppm BOD and 20 ppm TSS (monthly average) as
established for discharge into the Lake of the Ozarks.

The components of the proposed sewer project are:
Collection System
3,575 LF of 1” PVC Pressure Line
4,300 LF of 2 PVC Pressure Line
1,800 LF of 3” PVC Pressure Line
44 Service Connection Pits
Grading, Seeding, and Mulching
Septic Tank Effluent Pump Stations




44 Septic Tanks, 1,5 00 Gallon
44 Pumping Units

Sand Filter Treatment System
Site Preparation
Sand Filter
Media
Recirculation Tank
Fencing
Chlorinator and Dechlorinator
Discharge Piping
Grading, Seeding, and Mulching

The Engineering Report dated March 13, 2006, explains the proposed project in more
detail. (Exhibit 6.1) Maps of the project outline the area (Exhibit 6.2)

The following exhibits are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.1 Engineering Report
6.2 General Project Maps

1.2 Purpose and Need of Project

The proposed project area currently receives water service from both community and
individual wells. There is no community sewer system. The majority of the residents are
using individual on-site treatment systems. Many of these systems appear to be inadequate.
Raw sewage has been spotted on the ground in surfacing fluid from drain fields. This creates

a health hazard for all residents and visitors of the Lake of the Ozarks area in that raw sewage
enters the ground water, and in most cases, eventually or directly enters the Lake of the Ozarks.

The current situation is further complicated by the high rate of area growth combined with

the rocky and porous nature of the soil around the Lake of the Ozarks. Many structures

along the lake shoreline are 1950°s -- 1980’s vintage with failing septic systems, which pose an
increasing threat to the County’s lake and drinking water quality.

All of the approximate 44 homes in the area are being serviced with individual septic tanks or
aeration units. There is no existing wastewater collection or treatment facility serving the
single-family residential homes.

There is an existing, recently constructed, STEP collection and sand filter treatment system
serving Niangua Highlands. This system is being constructed under MO-0103306 and it is
currently intended that the Niangua Highlands treatment facility will be incorporated into the
proposed treatment facility. Negotiations regarding the gifting of this facility to the County
continue. The location of the existing plant is adjacent to the Normac development.

The Camden County Commission, in an effort to negotiate acceptance of the existing Niangua
Highlands wastewater treatment facility, have requested the design plans, engineering report,
and copies of the construction permit. This information will provide average design flows,
design BOD loadings, and other design considerations.

Tt is unknown at this time what the size or condition of the privately owned septic tanks 1s. At
the time of construction, all existing septic tanks will be pressure tested for leaks and replaced
if they do not pass the testing. Those septic tanks that may be retrofitted will be pumped for



inspection.

The existing treatment plant will be upgraded as necessary and incorporated into the proposed
treatment facility.

‘Based on the amount of land available, it is projected that there could be a growth of
approximately 60 residential units over the next 20 years. Camden County has a requirement
that when the system goes on line, all the units served by the collection line be connected.

The proposed project area’s runoff ends up in the Lake of the Ozarks due to the terrain. The

possibility of flooding is unlikely, other than occasional infense storms which produce short-

term high water, but no area of the proposed project area is believed to be at risk from long
standing flood waters.

The Camden County Sewer District has personne! already in place and will take over the
operation of the Normac Estates Sewer District’s proposed facilities. :

Because of the failed septic tanks and lateral systems, untreated wastewater is flowing into

the Lake of the Ozarks. As the untreated flow increases, the water quality of the Lake
deteriorates. By collecting and treating the wastewater, the quality of the Lake water

will improve and the possibility of contamination of the ground water supply will lessen.

This proposed sewer project will provide a much needed central sewer collection and treatment
systern.

2.0 ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

ALTERNATIVES

Alternate No. 1 — Individual On-Site Treatment Facilities.

This plan would utilize the existing facilities in the Normac Estates Sewer District. The
Sewer District would incorporate on-site facilities into the Sewer District’s jurisdiction with
operation and maintenance. Each system would be evaluated for effectiveness and repaired
or upgraded if possible. Replacement of the system would be done using on-site methods
again, if possible. This plan would require skilled mainienance personnel capable of working
on several different types of systems. | '

Alternate No. 2 — Conventional Gravity Collection System

Conventional gravity sewers are designed with minimal mechanical operations. Wastewater
from homes is conveyed to the main gravity line and transported to the treatment plant by
gravity or to a lift station to be pumped. With no on-site tanks, the wastewater contains high
amounts of solids that require stringent control of pipe grade to insure the pipe does not clog.
Design practice of conventional sewers requires a manhole to be placed at all grade changes,
directional changes of the flow, and at reasonable access distances.

“Alternate No. 3 ~ Grinder Pump Collection System with Extended Aeration Treatment

With a grinder pump collection system, wastewater is typically transferred from the home a
short distance by gravity flow 1o a grinder pump unit. This grinder pump is placed in a low
point and wiil serve one or several residences. A number of grinder pumps located throughout
the system will be required. Wastewater collected in the grinder pump basin is then pumped
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under pressure to a treatment facility. Grinders are used as part of the pumping process to
eliminate or reduce solid material, which might clog the pressure line. -Pressure lines are
typically smaller in diameter and are less restricted by slope considerations due to the pressure
nature of the flow. Grinder stations are mechanical and require a certain amount of
maintenance and cleaning.

Alternate No. 4 — Septic Tank Efflyent Pumping Collection Svstem and Recirculating Coarse
Media Filter. .

The proposed method of treatment is a STEP collection system followed by a recirculating
coarse media filter. Residential waste enters an individual septic tank where a large percentage
of solids are settled out. The effluent in the septic tank is then screened and pumped through
small diameter pressurized sewer pipe. From there, the wastewater is pumped to a recirculating
coarse media filter where it receives treatment and is then either recirculated back to the filter

or discharged. Septic tanks are pumped on regular intervals to remove solids, which can be
disposed of under contract with a private disposal company. The effluent from the proposed
recirculating coarse media filter will be of a high quality, suitable for whole body contact.
Individual septic tanks will be tested individually and be replaced with new state approved septw
tanks if they are not acceptable.

Alternate No. 5 — To Do Nothing

To do nothing is just as the name implies. One alfernative is to let the existing conditions remain
“as 1s”.

Recommended Alternative

Gravity, on grade, or collection line excavation would be so difficult in the area of this sub-
district. It would be viﬁually impossible to even attempt a cost estimate.

Therefore, the construction of a Septic Tank Effluent Pumping Collection System with
Recirculating Coarse Media Filter is the recommended altemative. The improvements would be
locaied on the site presently occupied by the Niangua nghlands treatment facility. The receiving
waters for this project will be Lake of the Ozarks after the proposed treatment process. Effluent
requirements are anticipated to be 20 ppm BOD and 20 ppm TSS (monthly average) as established
for discharge into the Lake of the Ozarks.

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES
3.1 Land use/Important Farmland/Formally Classified I.and
The Fannland Protection Policy Act (FPPA), the USDA regulation implémeﬁting the FPPA
(7 CER Part 658) and USDA Departmental Regulation No. 9500-3, “Land Use Policy” provide

protection for important farmland and prime rangeland and forestland.

3.1.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of the
Normac Sewer District. There will be no effect on formally classified lands.
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Formally classified lands include;

National Parks and Monuments

National Natural Landmarks

National Battlefield Park Sites

National Historic Sites and Parks
Wilderness Areas

Wild and Scenic or Recreational Rivers
Wildlife Refuges

National Seashores, Lakeshores, and Trails
State Parks

Rurcau of Land Management Administered Lands
National Forests and Grasslands

Native American Owned Lands

3.1.2 Environmental Consequences: Construction for the sewer collection lines will be
along road frontage areas and/or in easements. The effect to the environment would be
temporary during construction of the installation of the sewer system. Such activity would
consist of disturbance to the soil and environment from trenching, digging, and movement
of machinery over the surface. Upon completion of the system, the environment will
return to pre-constructi.on appearance.

T.and Use: A site for the sewer treatment plant will be the only real estate site for this
project, which is .65 acres.

Important Farmland: Form AD-1006 was completed by USDA, National Resource
Conservation Service on April 10, 2006, for the sewer treatment facility. It was
determined that this site does not contain prime, unique, statewide, or locally important
farmland, so FPPA does not apply. No further action is needed. (Exhibit 6.3)

Prime forestland will not be affected by the scope of this project.
The following exhibit is included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:
6.3 AD-1006 Form

3.1.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to important farmland in
the proposed project area.

3.2 Floodplains

Continued encroachments on fioodplains decrease the natural flood-control capacity of these land
areas, create the need for expensive manmade flood-control measures and disaster-relief activities,
and endangers both lives and property. In compliance with Executive Order 11988, “Floodplain
Management” and USDA Departmental Regulation 9500-3, “Land Use Policy”, it is USDA’s
policy to avoid to the extent possible:

1. The long and short-term adverse impacts associated with the occupancy and modification of
fioodplains and _

2. Direct or indirect support of floodplain development wherever there is a practicable alternative.

3.2.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Normac Sewer District.

U
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3.2.2 Environmental Consequences: The Department of the Army, Kansas City District,
Corps of Engineers, Truman Satellite Office was contacted on March 24, 2006, and again

~ on June 1, 2006. Their reply of July 20, 2006, states that the Corps of Engineers has
jurisdiction over all waters of the United States. Discharges of dredged or fill material in
waters of the United States, including wetlands, require prior authorization from the Corps
under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. '

The July 20, 2006, letter further states that after reviewing the information

furnished, they determined that the proposed project will not involve the discharge of
dredged or fill material in waters of the United States. Therefore, Department of the Army
permit authorization is not required. (Exhibit 6.4) ‘

The Flood Hazard Boundary Map for Camden County, Missouri, unincorporated area,
Community Panel Number 290789 0008 A with an original effective date of April 1983,
converted by letter to an effective date of 5/1/94, was reviewed. (Exhibit 6.5) The
proposed site for the sewer treatment facility is not located in a floodplain

Since the sewer collection lines will be buried below ground level, it is determined that the
construction of these lines would not cause changes in the natural values and functions of
any possible floodplains.

3.2.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to floodplains in the
proposed project area. '

The following exhibit is included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits”:

6.4 Corps of Engineers’ Letter
6.5 Floodplain Map and Form 81-93

3.3 Wetlands

Executive order 11990, “Protection of Wetlands” states that it is Federal policy to avoid to the
extent possible long and short-term adverse impacts associated with the destruction or
modifications of wetlands and to avoid direct or indirect support of new construction in wetlands
wherever there is a practicable alternative. Each agency, therefore, to the extent permitted by law,
shall avoid undertaking or providing assistance for new construction located in wetlands unless the
head of the agency finds that:

1. There is no practicable alternative to such construction, and _
2. The proposed project includes all practicable measures to minimize harm to wetlands that may
result from such use. In making this finding, the head of the agency may take into account
economic, environmental, and other pertinent factors.

3.3.1 Affected Environment: The affeoted environment will be contained to the area of
the Normac Sewer District.

3.3.2 Environmental Consequences:

The Department of the Army, Kansas City District, Corps of Engineers, Truman Satellite
Office was contacted on March 24 and June 1, 2006. Their reply dated July 20, 2006,
states that the Corps has jurisdiction over 411 waters of the United States. Discharges of

dredged or fill material in waters of the United States, including wetlands, require prior
6
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authorization from the Corps under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The Corp letter
states that, after reviewing the information furnished, they determined the proposed
activity will not involve the discharge of dredged or fill material in waters of the United
States. Therefore, Department of the Army permit authorization is not required. _
(Exhibit 6.6) The engineer also states in the Engineering Report that there are no known
wetlands within the project area.

It is determined that the project will not cause any long-term adverse impacts associated
with the destruction or modifications of wetlands.

3.3.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to wetlands i the
proposed project area.

The following exhibits are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits”:

6.6 Corps of Engineers’ Letter
3.4 Cultural Resources

The Nationa] Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. & 470 et seq.)
and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s (ACHP) implementing regulations, 36 CFR
part 800 (Section 106 regulations), requires Federal agencies to take into account the effect their
actions may have on historic properties that are within the proposed project’s area of potential
effect. This evaluation must take place prior to the carrying out of such actions. The area of
potential effect is the geographic area or areas within which a proposed project may cause changes
in the character or use of historic properties. Historic property means any prehistoric or historic
district, site building, structure, or object included in, or eligible for inclusion in the National
Register of Historic Places. This term includes, for the purposes of the Section 106 regulations,
artifacts, records, and remains that are related to and located within such properties. The term
“cligible for inclusion in the National Register” includes both properties formally determined as
such by the Secretary of the Interior and all other properties that meet National Register of
Historic Properties listing criteria.

3.4.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Normac Sewer District.

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences: The Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Historic Preservation office was requested to review the proposed project in March of
2006. (Exhibit 6.7) Their Cultural Resource Assessment, Section 106 Review dated
March, 22, 2006, states that “Adequate documentation has been provided (36 CFR Section
800.11). There will be “no historic properties affected” by the current project.”

- (Exhibit 6.8)

The National Register Information Systemn website was reviewed on April 27, 2006,
for listings for Camden County. There are nine listings, however, none of the listings
will be affected by this proposed project. (Exhibit 6.9)

It is determined that the project will not cause any adverse impacts to cultural resources.

3.4.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to historical or cultural
resources in the proposed project area.



The following exhibits are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits*:

6.7 Letter to SHPO
6.8 Section 106 Review from Historic Preservation Program
6.9 National Register Information System Report

3.5 Biological Resources

Threatened and Endangered Species-There are many plant and animal species that are threatened
with extinction or exist in greatly reduced numbers partly as a result of human activities. The
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 establishes a national program for the conservation and
protection of threatened and endangered species of plants and animals and the preservation of
habitats upon which they depend. Under Section 7 of the ESA, Federal agencies are required to
consult with USFWS and/or the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for all threatened and
endangered species and species that inhabit coastal areas or are anadromous (fish born in
freshwater that spend most of their life at sea and return to fresh water to spawn).

3.5.1 Affected Environment: The affected env1ronment will be contained to the area of
the Normac Sewer District.

3.5.2 Environmental Consequence: The Fish and Wildlife Service was contacted on
March 24, 2006, requesting comments on the proposed project. Their reply of April 6,
2006, states that they have reviewed the subject project proposal and determined that no
federally listed species or designated critical habitat occurs within the project area;
consequently, this concludes section 7 consultation. (Exhibit 6.10}

The Missouri Department of Conservation was contacted on March 24, 2006. Their reply
dated March 27, 2006, indicates that there were no records found for species/habitats with
Federal and State concerns. (Exhibit 6.11)

There should be no adverse impact to biological resources.

3.5.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are required to minimize impacts to biological
resources in the proposed project area.

The following exhil&its are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.10 U.S, Fish and Wildlife letter
6.11 Department of Conservation letter

3.6 Water Quality Issues

3.6.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Normac Sewer District.

3.6.2 Environmental Consequences: Because of the failed septic tanks and lateral
systems, untreated wastewater is flowing into the Lake of the Ozarks. As the untreated
flow increases, the water quality of the Lake deteriorates. The effluent from this project
must meet Department of Natural Resources’ permit requirements. Effluent requirements
are anticipated to be 20 ppm BOD and 20 ppm TSS (monthly average) as established for
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discharge into the Lake of the Ozarks. With the construction of a central sewer collection
and treatment system, the quality of the Lake water will improve and the possibility of
contamination of the ground water supply will lessen. There should be a positive impact on
the quality of water because of this project.

The proposed project will not have an adverse impact or negatively affect the water quality
of the area.

3.6.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to water quality issues.
3.7 Coastal Resources

3.7.1 Affected Environment: This section is not applicable for this arca of the
country. '

3.7.2 Not applicable
3.7.3 Not applicable
3.8 Socio-economic/Environmental Justice Issues

Proposed projects funded by or in part by RD/RUS have a potential to affect the socio-economic
conditions of the areas being served. Applicants should be aware of potential effects to the socio-
economic makeup of the area proposed to be served and be prepared to discuss these effects.
Effects could be beneficial or adverse. I addition, applicants need to determine if their proposed
project has or may have a disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental
effects on minority and low-income populations.

Executive order 12989 “Federal Actions to Address Environmental J ustice in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations”, dated February 11, 1994, and USDA DR 5600-2
“Environmental Justice””, dated December 15, 1997, requires the consideration of environmental
justice issues into NEPA. environmental reviews.

3.8.1 Affected Environment: The socio-economic and environmental justice
environment would encompass a larger area than the site where construction will be
occurring. The environment includes all of the Normac Sewer District. Current residents
in the area will be the primary beneficiaries from the project. A central sewer system will
beneficially impact the area and residential property values should stabilize or increase as a
result. :

3.8.2 Environmental Consequences: This proposed project will provide a centralized
sewer collection and treatment system eliminating failing septic tanks and lateral systems.

These improvements would encourage development within the sewer disfrict.

This project would have a positive impact on human health and the environment by
eliminating existing malfunctioning septic tanks and lateral systems.

Environmental Justice Issues:

The implementation of this project will not have a disproportionate adverse impact -
on the human health of the minority or low-income population of the district.
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Health services are provided by Camdenton Clinic and Lake Regional Health Systems.
Mid- County Fire District provides fire protection in the project area. Social services are
available in the City of Camdenton and Osage Beach. Schools in the district include
Camdenton R-3 plus private schools and home schooling.

A Civil Right Impact Analysis, Form 2006-38 (Exhibit 6.12), has been prepared for the
project. No adverse civil rights impacts from this project are anticipated.

Demographics: Camden County consists of a predominately-white population, 97.5%
white with the remaining 2.5% geographically dispersed. The project will not adversely
affect any minority groups.

Therefore, the proposed project is not likely to have an adverse impact on socio-economic
issues or negatively affect environmental justice issues.

3.8.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are required for socio-economic or
environmental justice issues in the project area.

The following exhibif is included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.12 Civil Rights Tmpact Analysis, Form 2006-38
3.9 Miscellaneous Issues

3.9.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Normac Sewer District. ‘

3.9.2 Environmental Consequences:

Air Quality: The Missouri Department of Natural Resources stated in an e-mail dated
Tune 21, 2005, that it was not necessary to obtain clearance for sewer system projects, as
they are generally not in non-attainment areas of the state and do not pose a significant air
quality impact. (Exhibit 6.13) '

- Transportation: The primary roads in the project area consist of roads in the subdivision.
There are no railroads operating within the sewer district. No changes to the existing
transportation patterns are expected because of the proposed project. During construction,
minor delays or detours may occur.

Noise: The major source of noise will be during construction of the project. Construction
noise will be a temporary adverse impact. There are no railroads in the project area. No
long-term adverse impacts are expected because of the proposed action.

Solid Waste Management: Solid waste resulting from the project is expected to be typical
rubbish waste from normal construction debris, and will be disposed of in a DNR approved
permitted landfill. Existing solid waste disposal consists of pick-up by private trash
haulers and disposed of in a state approved landfill. No toxic, hazardous, or radioactive
substances will be utilized or produced because of this project. There should be no adverse
impact to solid waste.

Hazardous or Toxic Waste: CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites in the EPA website has {
been reviewed. There are five listings for Camden County. There wiil be no impact to

10
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these sites nor will the sites impact the proposed project. (Exhibit 6.14) A review of
_ the EPA website for Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRAInfo) shows
numerous listings for this area. These listings will not be impacted by this project, nor will
the listings impact the proposed project. (Exhibit 6.15)

The Department of Natural Resources’ “Underground Storage Tank Summary Database”
updated April 7, 2006, was reviewed for Camden County. (Exhibit 6.16) There are
numerous listings. This project should have no impact on the listings and the underground
tanks should have no impact on the proposed project.

Energy: The primary source of energy in the project area is electricity. The project will
use electricity in minimal amounts. Laclede Electric Co. will furnish electricity with
offices in Lebanon, MO. There should be no significant depletion of this resource that will
result from construction or operation of this project. ~Care should be taken to identify and
avoid all electrical lines during construction. There is no natural gas in the area.

Permitting: A construction permit must be obtained from Department of Natural
Resources before construction commences. State and local agencies may require other
permits for construction and usage. During project design, the engineer must identify to
the sewer district what specific permits will be required.

Missouri Clearing House Comments: The state clearinghouse was contacted in February
of 2006. A clearance letter dated February 24, 2006, has been obtained from the Office of
Administration, Missouri Clearinghouse, stating that the project has been reviewed. A
comment letter was received from the Missouri Department of Transportation stating that a
permit is required if using state highway right of way. There are no plans at this time to
use state right of way in this project. There were no other comments. (Exhibit 6.17)

3.9.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are required for any miscellaneous
environmental issues in the project area.

The following exhibit is included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits”:

6.13 DNR Air Quality Letter

6.14 CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites

6.15 RCRA TSD Listing

6.16 DNR Underground Storage Tank Information
6.17 Missouri Clearinghouse Comments

11
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4.0 SUMMARY OF MITIGATION
0 TLand Use/Important Farmland/Formally Classified Land — No mitigation recommended or required.
a Floodplains — No mitigation measures required.
0 ‘Wetlands — No mitigation measures required.
g Cultural Resources — No mitigation recommended or required.
o Biological Resources - No mitigation recommended or required.
o Water Quality Issues — No mitigation recommended or required.
a Coastal Resources — Not applicable to this project.
0 Socio-economic/Environmental Justice Issues - No mitigation recornmended or required.
o Miscellaneous Issues - No mitigation recommended or required.
5.0 CORRESPONDENCE AND COORDINATION
Scaf)ing letters requesting comments relating to environmental and archaeological concerns which may be
affected by the proposed action were sent to a variety of local, state, and federal agencies. Attached to the
correspondence was a Project Map defining the proposed project area. The following is a summary of
agencies that were contacted. Copies of the correspondence are included in Section 6.0 of this report.
Agency Phone Date Sent Date Received
WETLANDS _
Department of the Army 660-438-6758 03-24-06 07-20-06
Kansas City District ‘
Army Corps of Engineers
Truman Satellite Office

Route 2, Box 29-C
Warsaw, MO 65355

HISTORICAL, ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES

DINR, State Historical Preservation 573-751-7862 03-06 - 03-22-06
P.O.Box 176

Jefferson City , MO 65102-0176

CRITICAL HABITAT AND ENDANGERED SPECIES

1.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Columbia Ecological Services Field Office 573-876-1911 03-24-06 04-06-06
101 Park DeVille Drive, Suite A

Columbia, MO 65203-0007 .

Department of Conservation : ‘

Policy Coordination Unit 573-522-4115 03-24-06 03-27-06
P.O. Box 180 Ext. 3250

Jefferson City, MO 65102 '

12
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LAND USE/IMPORTANT FARMLANDS

Natural Resources Conservation Services  573-761-3105
Area Office

1911 Boggs Creek Road

Tefferson City, MO 65101

OTHER

Office of Administration 573-751-4834
Missouri Clearinghouse

P.O. Box 809

Jefferson City, MO 65102

03-24-06

02/21/06

04-10-06

02/24/06

13
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6.0 EXHIBITS

6.1 Engineering Report
6.2 General Project Maps
6.3 AD-1006 Form
6.4 Corps of Engineers Letter
6.5 Floodplain Map and Form 81-93
6.6 Corps of Engineers’ Letter (wetlands)
6.7 Section 106 Project Information Form
6.8 SHPO Section 106 Review
6.9 National Register Information System Report
6.10 U. S. Fish and Wildlife Letter
6.11 Department of Conservation Letter
6.12 Civil Rights Impact Analysis, Form 2006-38
6.13 DNR, Air Quality E-Mail
6.14 CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites
6.15 RCRA List '
6.16 DNR Underground Storage Tank Summary Database List
6.17 Missouri Clearinghouse Comments

Bacormn Enterprises, LLC prepared this report for the Normac Sewer District for USDA Rural
Development financing.

. Bacor Enterp%
Byib/ (o7& o6

(Date)
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Don To Connie Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U c
5 .

03/23/2007 07:50 AM bece |
Subject Re: Correction -

I sometimes add additional time when | think their schedule estimate is too conservative so that we don't
have to issue another amendment down the road. |think. | mentioned that in the second paragraph in the
NOTE is give you with their request,

ek e okl e o ke e e e e o v e ok e v e Arle ok e o e ek e stk drde ok R AR ek Aok el skl Rk ke

Donald E. Gibbins
Telephone #: 913-551-7417

e e e e A e s e ok e e e ey e ol sl e vk e sl ol ke e sk s e i ok e sk e e e de e e de e e ek e ek ek ke e

Connie Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US

P, GONNIG

e 7 Mlen/PLMGIRTIUSEPAIUS To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
e %”:fm» 03/22/2007 03:48 PM CC

Wy B A .

“ii“/; ’ Subject Correction -

Your CR has 10/31/2008.

Connie Allen

Grants Management Spemahst
EPA Region 7 PLMG/RFMB/GRMS
901 N, 5th St.

Kansas City, KS 66101
allen.connie@epa.gov
913-551-7363

913-551-9383 (FAX)

/. Connie To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
A f‘t&tt:; Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US
Pl x’" ce
g N 0312212007 03:47 PM
u‘?ﬁ‘@ v‘;f bce

Subject Question

Their request just asks for one year which | would assume as ending 06/30/08, but your CR has
December 2008 as the ending date?

Connie Allen

Grants Management Specialist
EPA Region 7 PLMG/RFMB/GRMS
901 N. 5th St

Kansas City, KS 66101



Don
Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/U
S

03/22/2007 10:19 AM

The attached is for your file.

Eie o

Camden Co enviro review. pdf

Joy Reven

David.Uhlig@dnr.mo.gov

Camden Co Camelot Estates Enviro Review

sl e e e 7t e Y0 e e e e e e ey e e vk v dek v i ek vl e sk ok e e e ey e e o e e ek Ak Ak ok Aok

Donald E: Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Stireet

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov

e e e e she e it o e sk e e Aok e ek e e e e ok e ok e sk e st v e ok ke e e el e e de o e e ol o ol ke e



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101

FILE NOTE
Date: March 22, 2007

Subject:  Environmental Review for Camden County, Camelot Estates Sewer District
as Required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

From: Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/WIMB%
Environmental Engineer ' !
File To: EPA Grant No. XP987222 01

The USDA, Rural Development is providing significant funding for the above-subject
project, and issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) dated February 7, 2007. That
document and the accompanying Environmental Report evaluates the same project which is
receiving a portion of the grant funding from the EPA special infrastructure grant awarded to
Camden County. I have reviewed the Rural Development documents and find that it adequately
addresses the environmental impacts of the project. The Rural Development documents are included
in the Project Officer file.

This file note is to document that I, as the Project Officer, have chosen to acéep‘t the attached
RD FONSI, and will not issue a separate EPA environmental review document. ‘

Attachmeht

cc: Joy Reven, MDNR/WFPP
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Development
. Comimitted te the fmur o rurl cummunities,

United States Department of Agricutfture
Rural Development
Ciinton, Missouri
wvw. rurdev.usda.govmo

SUBJECT:  Camelot Estates Sewer District
’ Finding of No Significant Impact

TO: Project File

The attached Environmental Assessmernt has been prepared and reviewed in accordance
with the National Environmental Policy Act, as amended (42 U.S.C, 6941 et seq.); the
Council on Environrmental Quality Regulations for Implementing the Procedural
Provisions of the National Environmerital Policy Act (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508); and 7
CFR Part 1794, Rural Utilities Service’s Environmental Policies and Procedures. Upon
review of the environmental documentation included and referenced in the
Environmental Assessment, I firid that the proposed project will not have & significant
impact on the human environment and for which an Environmental Impact Statement
therefore wili not be prepared.

At Hoper _s2-00-07

Kelly N. Gregdry, Area Difeﬁbr / | Date
Raural Developmient .

1306 .'\Jorth Second Street » Clinton, MO 64735 )
Phore: (660) RE5.5587 axt 5 o Fax (3B0) 885-6260 « TDD: fo73) B76-0480

Committed fo Ehe future of ruraf commumfxes

Rural Dave epment is an Equal Gpporienity Lender, Provider. and Employver. Complamts of discrimination should be sent
{0 USDA, Biractor, Offide of Civil Rights, Washingfan, D. C. 20250.8410
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Developmant

Cemmaime wa the fubare of tor! communities.

United States Pepariment of Agricuiture
© Rural Development
Missouri
www rurdev.usda.goevimoe

January 31, 2007

SURJECT:  Camden County Sewer District ~ Camclo’c Estates Phasc Wastewater System
' Project
Recommendation of a F inding of No Slgmfiocmt Impact

TO: Area Director
Clinton Area Office

I have reviewed the environmental documentation for the Camden County Sewer District -
Camelot Hstates Phase - wastewater system project. In accordance with 7 CFR Part 1794, Rural
Utilities Service’s Environinental Policies and Procedures, the proposed project meets the
classification criteria for an Environmental Assessment. The public reviéw period is complete
and all public comments and outstanding issues have been addressed and resolved fo the exient
practicable. Therefore, in accordance with 40 CER'1508.13, ITrecommend that the Agency issue
4 determination that the proposed project will not have a significant i nnpact on the human
environment and that an Envirorimental Impact Statemnent will not bc prepared.

The approval official should prepare and sign a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI); refer
to Exhibit E of RUS Staff Instruction 1794-1 for a sample FONSL The appiicant should then be
requested. to publish a public notice (refer to Exhibit B.4 in RUS Bulietin 1794A-602 for an
example) informing the public of our FONSI (see page 40 — Section 5.3 ~ of RUS Bulletin
1794A-602 for the required publication schedule). The public notice should contain a statement
that the ‘Camden County Sewer District is an equal opportunity employer and provider’; any
references, in the example public notice, to the ‘Ruml Utilities Serviee” shouid be changed to
‘Rardl Developmem

Sincerely,

ook & e
Ra; ond C. Homer, Jr.

State Environmental Coordinator
Rura] Development

Ce: B&CP Section

607 Businass Loop 70 West o Suite 235, Parkade Center « Colurabla, MO 65203
Phone: (573) 876-0975 e Fax: {§73) 876-0577 o TDD: (573) B875-8480
"USDA is an egual opportinity provider, employer and lender.”

To file a complaint of discrimination wite USDA, Director, Office of Civit Rights, 1400 Independence Ave., SW., Wa shington, DC
202505410 or cail {800) 785-3277 (voice) or (202} 7205387 {TDD}.



&
.

hd

- USDA
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Development

Committed e the funre of vzl communities,

United States Department of Agriculturs
Rural Developrarnit
Missouri
wiww.rurdev.aasda.govima

October 26, 2006

TO: 'Rural Development Processing Office
Clinton- Area Office

SUBJECT: . Cariden County Sewer District — Camelot Bstates Phase - Wastewater System
Project ’ ' _
Environmental Report/Envivonmental Documentation from Qther Sources
Review. : '

(o iy ol

FROM: Raymond C. Homer, Jr,
State Environmental Coordinator

Ihave reviewed the Environmental Report/Environmental Documentation for the Camden
County Sewer District — Camelot Estates Phase - wastewater system project and hiave made the
following determinations: .

CONGURRENCE WITH CLASSIFICATION OF PROFOSAL
____ Categorical Exclusion with an Environmental Report (7 CFR. 1794.22 (b) and (¢))

__ & Environmental Assessment (7 CFR 1794:23 (a) and )

ACCEPTANCE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REPORTIENVIIRONMENTAI;
BOCUMENTATION

X Acceptable

Tnacceptable. In order to brin'g the report into complience with regulatory and Ageney
requirernents, please address the items listed in Exhibit B :

il

609 Business Loop 70 Weét = Suite 235, Parkade Cener & Columbia, MO 65208
Phona: {573) 876-0076 « Fax: (573) 875-0977 » TDD: (573) 8758480

- "UBDA Js an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.”
To file & compiaint of discrimination wiite USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Indapendence Ave., SW.,
Washington, DC 20256-9410 or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) of {202) 720-8362 (TDD).



PUBLIC NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

Please inform the applicant to publish the following public notices in the non-classified
section of newspapers of Jocal circulation:

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION
. NO PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIRED
_ PRELIMINARY NOTICE

The items shecked should be included in this public notice:
Important Farmland (conversion of)
Floodplains (construotion in)

Wetlands (construction i)

Cultural Resources (adverse effect on)

X ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

ENWRO\W’EE\TTAL ASSESSM ENT

If any of the following are checked, miegrate the information normally inctuded
in 2 Preliminary Notice
N Important Farmland {conversion of)

Floodplains (construction in)
. Wetlands {construction in})

 Culiural Resources (advers.é effect on)
FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT

SEE EXHIBIT C FOR SPECIFIC PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIREMENTS
If you have any questions, please call me at 573-876- 0976. The Environmenial Report is
attached. The applicant will need to publish a public notice similar to Exhibit B.3 of Bulletin
1794A-602 ~ see Page 40 (Section 3.3) of the Bulletin for the required publication schedule -
change references i the sampie public notice from ‘Rural Utilities Servicé” to ‘Rura)
Development” - include a statement that the ‘Camden County Sewer District is an equal
opportunity employer and provider’ ~ follow the flowchart (Exhibit I-3 of Instruction 1794-1)
for future actions to take in the environmental review process.
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CAMDEN COUNTY SEWER DISTRICT, CAMELOT ESTATES PHASE
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Efforts have been underway in Camden County for twenty years to address the Wastewater problems at
the Lake of the Ozarks. The Camden County Sewer District organized in the mid-1980s but there was no
further action until the mid-1990s when a task force was formed. In 2002 there was $1.4 million of
federal funds earmarked for sewer construction in Camden County by EPA. In 2002, USDA, Rural
Development committed almost $3.4 million in loan and grant financing. To date, of the seven proposed
projects the county has planned, only the Sunny Slope project has been completed. At the present,
Normac Estates and Camelot Estates projects are moving forward. Generally, the project for Camelot
Estates lies east of Highway 5 between Lake Road 5-84 and Lake Road 5-89. By lake, it 1s about one-half
mile west of the main channel on the Niangua Arm. There are no incorporated municipalities within the
boundaries of the Camelot portion of the Camden County Sewer District.

The Camelot Estates area 1s experiencing steady growth since the owners’ association bought the
remaining lots from the original developer and sold them to new developers. Several new homes and
condo units continue to be built each year in this area. Camden County has had 91% population increase
over the past 23 years. Locally, within the District’s boundaries, exists approximately 320 homes and 130
condo units. The permanent population is about 80% of the homes and about 20% of the condos or about
700 persons. Other nearby developments, known as The Oaks and Tuscany, will add mostly partmtlme
weekend users. The 2020 permanent population is expected to be about 1,000. :

A new sewer collection and treatment system is proposed for the Camelot Estates area. On April 8, 2003,
the Camelot Estates residents passed $2,900,000 in revenue bonds for the sewer project. The voters also
passed $300,000 in general obligation bonds. Rural Development will purchase a portion of the revenue
bonds for construction of the project. The bond debt service will be repaid by sewer user rates. The
general obligation bonds have been sold on the open market and will result in a tax for users. Funds have
also been furnished by an EPA special appropriations grant and a Rural Development grant.

Camden County Sewer District, contracted the services of Schultz Engineering Services, Inc. for the
Camelot Estates Phase, to address methods of collecting and treating the wastewater. The Preliminary
Engineering Report is dated April, 2006. Direct questions concerning the details of the Preliminary
Engineering Report may be directed to Schultz Engineering Services, Inc., 4800 West Blvd., Poplar Bluff,
Mo 63901, telephone 573-686-0806.

1.0 PURPOSE AND NEED FOR PROJECT
1.1 Project Description (Proposed Action)

The proposed project includes construction of a sewer collection system to include traditional
8” gravity in most of the western and southern portions of the project. There is an abundance of
common area behind the homes that will allow easy construction. In the eastern area of the
district, especially the lake front homes, grinder pump stations will be used to evacuate
individual sewers. Large duplex pump stations will be replace the two treatment plants at the
Shores of Camelot condo development and the existing plant at Tuscany. Other duplex pump
stations will collect the gravity and grinder waste and transport it to the new treatment pla.nt

location.

For the sewer treatment system, a technology capable of nutrient removal is being chosen. The
extended air plant will have the ability to operate in an anoxic state that will allow it to
efficiently remove nutrients as a normal part of its process without the addition of a tertiary filter.

1



The components of the proposed sewer project are:
Collection System
48,000 LF of 8” Gravity Sewer Line
220 Manholes = - ‘
300 Service Connections
50 Grinder Pump Stations
7 Large Dupiex Pump Stations
2 Small Duplex Pump Stations
18,000 LF of 2’ — 4’ Force Main
6,000 LF of 1” Service Line
8,000 Tons Gravel ‘
1,500 SY Asphalt/Concrete Replacement
Trash Pump

Treatment System
Excavation
800 CY Concrete (Aerator, Clarifier, & Sludge Holding)
Equipment
Plant Headworks
Site Piping
Sludge Mixing and Decanting
Disinfection
Road, Misc. Sitework.
Seeding and Mulching
Woven Wire Perimeter Fence
Flow Measuring Equipment
Electrical Work
Laboratory Building
Stand-by Generator

" The Preliminary Engineeriﬁg Report dated April, 2006, explains the proposed project in more
detail. (Exhibit 6.1) A map of the project outlines the area (Exhibit 6.2)

The fdl!owing exhibits are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.1 Preliminary Engineering Report
6.2 General Project Map

1.2 Purpose and Need of Project

Camden County, the home to most of the acreage and shoreline of the Lake of the

Ozarks, has been one of Missouri’s fastest growing counties since the 1950’s. The
County population grew from 27,495 to 37,051 from 1990 to 2000. Over 75% of the
County’s population lives in the unincorporated areas of the county. General soil
conditions in the proposed service area are not considered favorable for on-site
wastewater disposal systems. Besides being very steep, the soil is thin and the underlying
rock is often fractured, allowing untreated effluent from septic tanks to seep down into the
~ nearby water table and directly into the Lake.

It is believed that only the Shores of Camelot and a few individual homes have central
wastewater treatment within the boundaries of this project. The other 300 plus homes and
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1,000 vacant lots are using on-site systems, many of which won’t functzon according to their
design and threaten the health and safety of the Lake’s residents and visitors.

According to Department of Natura]l Resources, there are two permitted systems within the
proposed project boundaries. The plants are adequately maintained and being operated within
permitted parameters. However, these systems do not have the ability to remove ammonia and
phosphorus so each will be required to upgrade in the future, if a regional solution is not
available when that time comes.

The operating permit for each of the systems includes a paragraph that states:
“Permittee will cease discharge by connection to area wide wastewater treatment system within
90 days of availability.” ‘

The Shores of Camelot is a condo development separate from Camelot Estates except they
purchase water from Camelot and use their amenities. The Shores operate two extended air
package treatment plants. This facility was constructed in 1991 and their permit expires on
December 13, 2006.

Tuscany development has struggled for several years with wastewater issues. The owners
constructed a temporary holding tank for their wastewater in 2003 so they could build and sell -
units until the Camelot project was completed The Tuscany development has been fined by
Department of Natural Resources for constructing facilities without a permit. The January 26, -

- 2005, engineering report submitted for a temporary treatment plant that is now permitted states
that public sewer should be available in about two years. On March 30, 2005, a permit was
issued by DNR for a 14,800 gallon extended air freatment plant. The owners are agreeable to
becoming part of the Camelot sewer project.

A cenfral system is needed to replace the existing systems and the 300 plus septic tanks. This
proposed prOJect will provide this needed central system.

2.0 ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED ACTION

COLLECTION SYSTEM

Alternate No. 1 — Gravity Sewers

Traditional gravity sewer consists of installing SDR 35 PVC pipe on a constant grade with clean-
outs and/or manholes placed at every change in grade and every change in direction. A wye is
placed in the sewer main lines at each home connection. A 4” diameter Schedule 40 PVC pipe is
laid on a constant grade to each home where it is connected to the house service line at a point
between the house and the existing septic tank.

Alternate No. 2 — Pressure Collection System

A pressure sewer collection system is a small diameter pipeline that follows the contour of the
ground. Main diameters are sized according to the loading of each connection and the elevation
and friction head developed along the way to the discharge point. Each home is equipped with
a container capable of holding about 80 gallons and a grinder pump, similar to a garbage -
disposal, to chew up any large solids. The ground up slurry is then pumped into the main line.

- Each homeowner provides power for the pump and its cost is minimal. If a malfunction occurs
with the pump, an alarm light goes off and the affected homeowner then knows to contact the
authorities to report a problem.
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Alternate No. 3 — Septic Tank Effluent Pump ( STEP) System

A system related to the grinder pump alternative is the STEP system. It utilizes a septic tank/
pump tank configuration that results in only gray water being transported to the treatment
facility. Raw wastewater first enters the septic tank end of the 1,000 gallon tank where solids
are trapped behind a baffle that only allows liquid to travel into the pump chamber portion of
the tank. Here, a pump lifts the liquid to a pressure collection system. The pump is generally
less expensive than in the grinder pump application discussed above. A routine pumping
schedule of the sludge accumulation in each septic tank must be developed. A five year
frequency is generally considered normal. In recreational areas with a large number of
part-time residents, the frequency could be much less than every five years. .

Alternate No. 4 — Vacuum System

Vacuum sewerage is a mechanized system of wastewater transport. Unlike gravity flow, it uses
differential air pressure to move the wastewater. It requires a central source of power to run
vacuum pumps, which maintain vacuum on the system. The system requires a normally closed
vacuum/gravity interface value at each entry point to seal the lines so that vacuum is maintained.
These valves, located in a pit, open when a predetermined amount of wastewater accumulates

in the collecting pump. The resulting differential pressure between atmosphere and vacuum
becomes the driving force that propels the wastewater towards the vacuum station.

Alternate No. 5 — No Action

No action would mean that the area would continue without a central sewer collection system.

TREATMENT SYSTEM

Altermate No, | — Recircﬁlating Sand Filter

Recirculating sand filters are popular at the lake and are usually used to treat wastewater from

housing developments, condo complexes, or mobile home parks. They are capable of meeting -
_ the tightening regulations, but are somewhat limited in size and capacity. The expected initial

effluent limits makes the sand filters a viable alternative for the first portion of this development.

Alternate No. 2 — Mechanical Plant

The most popular mechanical plant for small clusters of homes is typically extended air,

utilizing aerobic treatment technology. Treatment is accomplished within a 24-26 hour detention
period. Submerged fine bubble diffusers disburse millions of tiny air bubbles into the aeration
basin to properly start the treatment process. Traditional extended air plants follow the aeration
basin with clarification. This step allows solids to settle to the bottom of the chamber and clear
water to flow over the tope of weirs in the clarifier. The solids are returned to the aeration basin
for additional treatment. Periodically, treated solids are discharged to sludge storage for disposal.

Alternate No. 3 — Pump to the City of Camdenton

The City’s corporate limits are about two miles from this project. The City advised the project
engineer that the City currently does not have sufficient capacity in the portion of the City where
this proposed project would need to connect. Therefore, an upgrade would be needed from that

4
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point all the way to the trea:tinent plant on the other side of town. This would not be feasible at
this time.

Altemnate Nq. 4 — No Action

No action would mean that the area would continue to be without an adequate central sewer
system.

Selected Alternatives

The collection system will be a hybrid utilizing more than one of the alternatives mentioned under
collection systems. It is expected that traditional 8” gravity can be used on most of the western
and southern portions of the project. There is an abundance of common area behind the homes
that will allow easy construction. In the eastern area of the district, especially the lake front
homes, grinder pump stations will be used to evacuate individual sewers. Large duplex pump
stations will replace the two treatment plants at the Shores of Camelot condo development and
the existing plant at Tuscany. Other duplex pump stations will collect the gravity and grinder
waste and transport it to the new treatment plant location. ' '

The treatment system needs a technology capable of nutrient removal, therefore a mechanical

plant was chosen. The extended air plant will have the ability to operate in an anoxic state that
will allow it to efficiently remove nutrients as a normal part of its process, without the addition of
a tertiary filter. '

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL‘ CONSEQUENCES
3.1 Land use/important Farmland/Formally Classified Land

The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA), the USDA regulation implementin_g the FPPA
(7 CFR Part 658) and USDA Departmental Regulation No. 9500-3, “Land Use Policy” provide
protection for important farmland and prime rangeland and forestland.

3.1.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to thé area of fhe
Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase. There will be no effect on formaily
classified lands.

Formally classified lands include:

National Parks and Monuments

National Natural Landmarks

National Battlefield Park Sites

National Historic Sites and Parks
Wildemess Areas

Wild and Scenic or Recreational Rivers
Wildlife Refuges

National Seashores, Lakeshores, and Trails
State Parks

Bureau of Land Management Administered Lands
National Forests and Grasslands

Native American Owned Lands

3.1.2 Environmental Consequences: Construction for the sewer collection limes will be
along road frontage areas and/or in easements. The effect to the environment would be

5
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temporary during construction of the installation of the sewer system. Such activity would
consist of disturbance to the soil and environment from trenching, digging, and movement

of machinery over the surface. Upon completion of the system, the environment will
return to pre- constructlon appearance,

Land Use: A site for the sewer treatment plant will involve the largest tract of land that
will be owned by the sewer district. There will be nine sites for seven large duplex pump
stations and two small duplex pump stations. These sites are either owned now by the
district or will be purchased. These pump stations will be on very small tracts of land.

Important Farmland: Forms AD-1006 were completed by USDA, National Resource
Conservation Service on May 1, 2006, for the nine sewer pump stations and the sewer
treatment plant, Tt was determined that this the sites are part of an existing development,
the sites are aIready converted or ded1cated to conversion, so FPPA does not apply. No
further action is needed.

Prime forestland will not be affected by the scope of this project.
The following exhibit is included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits”:

6.3 AD-1006 Forms

3. 1.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is requn'ed to minimize impacts to important farmland In
the proposed project area.

3.2 Floodplains

Continued encroachments on floodplains decrease the natural flood-control capacity of these land
areas, create the need for expensive manmade flood-control measures and disaster-relief activities,
and endangers both lives and property. In compliance with Executive Order 11988, “Floodplain
Management” and USDA Departmental Regulation 9500-3, “Land Use Policy”, it is USDA’s
policy to avoid to the extent possible:

1. The long and short—term adverse impacts associated with the occupancy and modification of
floodplains and

2. Direct or indirect support of ﬂoodplam development wherever there is a practlcable alternative.

3.21 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase.

3.2.2 Environmental Consequences: The Department of the Army, Kansas City District,
Corps of Engineers, Truman Satellite Office was contacted on April 27, 2006. Their reply
of July 20, 2006, states that the Corps of Engineers has jurisdiction over all waters of the
United States. Discharges of dredged or fill material in waters of the United States,
including wetlands, require prior authorization from the Corps under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act. -

The July 20, 2006, letter further states that after reviewing the information
furnished, they determined that the proposed project is authorized by nationwide permit
(NWP) 12, provided the conditions listed in the copy of excerpts from the January 15,
2002, Federal Register, Issuance of Nationwide Permits: Notice (67 FR 2020) and the
February 13, 2002 Correction (67 FR 6692) are met. They further state that the sewer
distrct must also comply with the Kansas City District Regional NWP Conditions
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posted at http://www.nwk.usace.army. nnl;regu}atow/recrulato;‘y htm

General Condition 14 of the permit requires the sewer district to sign the “Compliance

- Certification” furnished by the Corps of Engineers upon completion of the authorized work
and any required mitigation. The NWP verification is valid until the NWP is modified,
reissued, or revoked. All of the existing NWPs are scheduled to be modified, reissued, or
revoked prior to March 18, 2007. The letter states that it 1s incumbent upon the district to
remain informed of changes to the NWPs. If the project work is commenced or under
contract to commence the activity before the date that the relevant NWP 1s modified or
revoked, the district will have tweive months from the date of the modifications or
revocation of the NWP to complete the activity under the present terms and conditions of
this NWP.

The Corps’ letter further states that the Missouri Department of Natural Resources has
certified that the NWP will not violate existing state water quality standards provided the
sewer district complies with the conditions included in their certification document which
is attached to the Corps’ letter. All conditions in the water quality certification become
conditions of the NWP anthorization. (Exhibit 6.4)

The sewer district will instruct the project engineer to place all requirements of the Corps
of Engineers’ letter into the contract documents.

The Flood Hazard Boundary Map for Camden County, Missouri, unincorporated area with
an effective date of April 19, 1983, was reviewed. (Exhibit 6.5) The proposed sites were
located on the map by the project engineer. The treatment plant and the nine sewer pump
stations are not located in a floodplain.

Since the sewer collection lines will be buried below ground level, it is determined that the
construction of these lines will not cause changes in the natural vaiues and functions of any
floodplains.

3.2.3 Mltlgatlon No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to ﬂoodplams in the
proposed project area.

The following exhibit is included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.4 Coi—ps of Engineers’ Letter
6.5 Floodplain Map and Form 81-93

3.3 Wetlands

Executive order 11990, “Protection of Wetlands” states that it is Federal policy to avoid to the
extent possible long and short-term adverse impacts associated with the destruction or
modifications of wetlands and to avoid direct or indirect support of new construction in wetlands
wherever there is a practicable alternative. Each agency, therefore, to the extent permitted by law,
shall avoid undertaking or providing assistance for new construction located in wetlands unless the
head of the agency finds that:

1. There is no practicable alternative to such construction, and

2. The proposed project includes all practicable measures to minimize harm to wetlands that may
result from such use. In making this finding, the head of the agency may take into account
economic, environmental, and other pertinent factors.
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3.3.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase. -

3.3.2 Environmental Consequences:

The Department of the Army, Kansas City District, Corps of Engineers, Truman Satellite
Office was contacted on April 27, 2006, Their reply dated July 20, 2006, states that the
Corps has jurisdiction over all waters of the United States. Discharges of dredged or fill
material in waters of the United States, including wetlands, require prior authorization from
the Corps under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The Corp letter determined that this
project is authorized by nationwide permit (NWP) 12 provided all conditions listed in the
copy of excerpts from the January 15, 2002 Federal Register, Issuance of Nationwide
Permits: Notice (67 FR 2020) and the February 13, 2002 Correction (67 FR 6692) are met.
They further state that the sewer district must also comply with the Kansas City District
Regional NWP Conditions posted at '
http://www.nwk.usace.army.mil/regulatory/regulatory.htm

General Condition 14 of the permit requires the sewer district to sign the “Compliance
Certification” furnished by the Corps of Engineers upon completion of the authorized work
and any required mitigation. The NWP verification is valid until the NWP is modified,
reissued, or revoked. All of the existing NWPs are scheduled to be modified, reissued, or
revoked prior to March 18, 2007. The letter states that it is incumbent upon the district to
remain informed of changes to the NWPs. If the project work is commenced or under
contract to commence the activity before the date that the relevant NWP is modified or
revoked, the district will have twelve months from the date of the modifications or
revocation of the NWP to complete the activity under the present terms and conditions of
this NWP.

The Corps’ letter further states that the Missouri Department of Natural Resources has
certified that the NWP will not violate existing state water quality standards provided the
sewer district complies with the conditions included in their certification document which
is attached to the Corps’ letter. All conditions in the water quality certification become
conditions of the NWP authorization. (Exhibit 6.6)

The sewer district will instruct the project engineer to place all requirements of the Corps
of Engineers’ letter into the contract documents.

It is determined that the project will not cause any long-term adverse impacts associated
with the destruction or modifications of wetlands.

3.3.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to wetlands in the
proposed project area.

The fdl!owing exhibits are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits”:

6.6 Corps of Engineers’ Letter
3.4 Cultural Resources

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C. & 470 et seq.)
and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s (ACHP) implementing regulations, 36 CFR
part 800 (Section 106 regulations), requires Federal agencies to take into account the effect their
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~ actions may have on hlStOI‘.lC properties that are within the proposed project’s area of potential
effect. This evaluation must take place prior to the carrying out of such actions. The area of
potentlal effect is the geographic area or areas within which a proposed project may cause changes
in the character or use of historic properties. Historic property means any prehistoric or historic
district, site building, structure, or object included in, or eligible for inclusion in the National
Register of Historic Places. This term includes, for the purposes of the Section 106 regulations,
artifacts, records, and remains that are related to and located within such properties. The term
“eligible for inclusion in the National Register” includes both properties formally determiined as
such by the Secretary of the Interior and all other properties that meet National Register of
Historic Properties listing criteria.

3.4.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase.

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences: The Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Historic Preservation office was requested to review the proposed project on April 27,
2006, (Exhibit 6.7) Their Cultural Resource Assessment, Section 106 Review dated May
17, 2006 states that “Adequate documentation has been provided (36 CFR Section
800.11). There will be “no historic properties affected’ by the current project.”

(Exh1b1t 6. 8)

The National Register Information System website was reviewed on April 27, 2006,
for listings for Camden County. There are nine listings, however, none of the listings
will be affected by this proposed project. (Exhibit 6.9)

343 Mitigaﬁon: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to historical or cultural
resources in the proposed project area.

The following exhibits are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.7 Letter to SHPO
6.8 Section 106 Review from Historic Preservation Program
6.9 National Register Information System Report

3.5 Biological Resources

Threatened and Endangered Species-There are many plant and animal species that are threatened
with extinction or exist in greatly reduced numbers partly as a result of human activities. The
Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973 establishes a national program for the conservation and
protection of threatened and endangered species of plants and animals and the preservation of
habitats upon which they depend. Under Section 7 of the ESA, Federal agencies are required to
consult with USFWS and/or the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for all threatened and
endangered species and species that inhabit coastal areas or are anadromous (fish born in
freshwater that spend most of their life at sea and return to fresh water to spawn).

3.5.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase.

3.5.2 Environmental Consequence: The Fish and Wildlife Service was contacted on
April 27, 2006, requesting comments on the proposed project. Their reply of June 9, 2006,
states that they have reviewed the subject project proposal and determined that no federally
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listed spec1es or designated critical habitat occurs within the pI‘O_] ject area; consequently,
this concludes section 7 consultation. (Exhibit 6.10)
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The Missouri Department of Conservation was contacted on April 24, 2006. Their reply
dated May 1, 2006, indicates that there were no records found for species/habitats with
Federal and State concerns. (Exhibit 6.11)

There should be no adverse impact to biological resources.

3.5.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are required to minimize 1mpacts to biological
resources in the proposed project area.

The following exhibits are included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.10 U.S. Fish and Wildlife letter
6.11 Department of Conservation letter

3.6 Water Quality Issues

3.6.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contamed to the area of
the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase.

3.6.2 Environmental Consequences: Since there are many malfunctioning on-site

septic tanks in the project area and an existing sewer system that has problems, pollution of
groundwater is a very real possibility. The effluent from this project must meet Department
of Natural Resources’ permit requirements.” With the construction of a central sewer
collection and treatment system, there should be a positive impact on the quality of water
because of this project. There are no sole source aquifers in the State of Missouri.

The proposed project will not have an adverse impact or riegatively affect the water quality
of the area.

3.6.3 Mitigationi: No mitigation is required to minimize impacts to water quality issues.

3.7 Coastal Resources

3.7.1 Affected Env1r0nment This section is not apphcable for th15 area of the
country. '

3.7.2 Not applicable

3.7.3 Not applicable

3.8 Socio-economic/Environmental Justice Issues

Proposed projects funded by or in part by RD/RUS have a potential to affect the socio-economic
conditions of the areas being served. Applicants should be aware of potential effects to the SOC10-
economic makeup of the area proposed to be served and be prepared to discuss these effects.
Effects could be beneficial or adverse. In addition, applicants need to determine if their proposed
project has or may have a disproportionately high and adverse human health or environmental
effects on minority and low-income populations.

10



. Executive order 12989 “Federal Actions to Address Envu'onmental Justzce in Minority
Populations and Low-Income Populations”, dated February 11, 1994, and USDA DR 5600-2
“Environmental Justice”, dated December 15, 1997, requires the consideration of environmental
justice issues into NEPA environmental reviews.

3.8.1 Affected Environment: The socio-economic and environmental justice
environment would encompass a larger area than the site where construction will be,
occurring. The environment includes all of the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot
Estates Phase. Current residents in the area will be the primary beneficiaries from the
project. A central sewer system will beneficially impact the area and residential property
values should stabilize or increase as a result.

3.8.2 Environmental Consequences: This proposed project will provide a centralized
sewer collection and treatment system eliminating failing on-site individual septic tanks.
These improvements would encourage development within the sewer district.

This project would have a positive impact on human health and the environment by
eliminating existing malfunctioning on-site individual septic tanks.

- Environmental Justice Issues:

The implementation of this project will not have a disproportionate adverse impact
" on the human health of the minority or low-income population of the district.

Health services are provided by Camdenton Clinic and a local hospital. The Camden
County Fire Department provides fire protection in the project area. Social services are
available in the City of Camdenton and Osage Beach. Schools in the district 1ncIude
Camdenton R-3 plus private schools and home schooling.

A Civil Right Impact Analysis, Form 2006-38 (Exhibit 6.12), has been prepared for the
project. No adverse civil rights impacts from this project are anticipated.

Demographics: Camden County consists of a predominately-white population, 97.5%
white with the remaining 2.5% geographically dispersed. The project will not adversely
affect any minornty groups.

Therefore, the proposed project is not likely to have an adverse impact on socio-economic
issues or negatively affect environmental justice issues.

3.8.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are required for socio-economic or -
environmental justice issues in the project area.

Tﬁe following exhibit is included in Section 6.0 “Exhibits”:

6.12 Civil Rights Impact Analysis, Form 2006-38

3.9 Miscellaneous Issues

3.9.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of
the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase.

11



3.9.2 Environmental Consequences:

Air Quality: The Missouri Department of Natural Resources stated in an e-mail dated
June 21, 2005, that it was not necessary to obtain clearance for sewer system projects, as
they are generally not in non-attainment areas of the state and do not pose a 51g111ﬁcant air
quality impact. (Exh1b1t 6.13)

Transportation: . The primary roads in the project area consist of county roads and roads
in the subject subdivisions. There are no railroads operating within the sewer district. No
changes to the existing transportation patterns are expected because of the proposed
project. During construction, minor delays or detours may occur.

Noise: The major source of noise will be during construction of the project. Construction
" noise will be a temporary adverse impact. There are no railroads in the project area. No
long-term adverse impacts are expected because of the proposed action.

Solid Waste Management: Solid waste resulting from the project is expected to be typical
rubbish waste from normal construction debris, and will be disposed of in a DNR approved
permitted landfill. Existing solid waste disposal consists of pick-up by private trash
haulers and disposed of in a state approved landfill. No toxic, hazardous, or radioactive
substances will be utilized or produced because of this project. There should be no adverse
impact to solid waste. '

Hazardous or Toxic Waste: CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites in the EPA website has
been reviewed. There are five listings for Camden County. There will be no impact to
these sites nor will the sites impact the proposed project. (Exhibit 6.14) A review of the
EPA website for Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRAInfo) shows numerous
listings for this area. These listings will not be impacted by this project, nor will the
listings 1n'1pact the proposed project. (Exhibit 6. 15)

The Department of Natural Resources’ “Underground Storage Tank Summary Database”
updated April 7, 2005, was reviewed for Camden County. (Exhibit 6.16) There are
numerous listings. This project should have no impact on the listings and the underground
tanks should have no impact on the proposed project:

Energy: The primary source of energy in the project area is electricity. The project will
use electricity in minimal amounts. Laclede Electric Co. will furnish electricity with
offices in Lebanon, MO. Even though this project requires electricity for the grinder pump
stations and pump stations, there should be no significant depletion of this resource that
will result from construction or operation of this project. Care should be taken to identify
and avoid all electrical lines during construction. There is no natural gas in the area.

Permitting: A construction permit must be obtained from Department of Natural
Resources before construction commences. State and local agencies may require other
permits for construction and usage. During project design, the engineer must identify to
the sewer district what specific permits will be required.

Missouri Clearing House Comments: The state clearinghouse was contacted in 2002. A
clearance letter dated August 9, 2002, has been obtained from the Office of

12
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Administration, Missouri Clearinghouse, stating that the proj ect has been reviewed. A

comment letter was received from the Missouri Department of Transportation stating that a
permit is required if using state highway right of way. There are no plans to use state right

of way in this project. There were no other comments. (Exhibit 6.17)

3.9.3 Mitigation: No miti gatidn measures are required for any miscellaneous
environmental issues in the project area.

The following exhibit is inciuded in Section 6.0 “Exhibits™:

6.13 DNR Air Quality Letter

6.14 CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites

6.15 RCRA TSD Listing '

6.16 DNR Underground Storage Tank Information
6.17 Missouri Clearinghouse Comments :

4.0 SUMMARY OF MITIGATION

a

a

Land Use/Important Farmland/Formally Classified Land — No mitigation recommended or required.

Floodplains — No mitigation measures required.

- Wetlands — No mitigation measures required.

Cultural Resources — No mitigation recommended or required.

Biological Resources — No mitigation recommended or required.
Wate; Quality Issues — No mitigation recommended or required.
C_oastél Resources — Not épplicabl_e to this project.

Socio-economic/Environmental Justice Issues - No mitigation recommended or required.

Misceilaneous Issues - No mitigation recommended or required.

13



5.0 CORRESPONDENCE AND COORDINATI‘O-N

14

Scoping letters requesting comments relating to environmental and archaeological concerns which may be
affected by the proposed action were sent to a variety of local, state, and federal agencies. Attached to the
correspondence was a Project Map defining the proposed project area. The following is a summary of -
agencies that were contacted.” Copies of the correspondence are included in Section 6.0 of this report.

Agency Phone
WETLANDS ' ‘

Department of the Army . 660-438-6758
Kansas City District ' | '
Army Corps of Engineers

Truman Satellite Office

Route 2, Box 29-C

Warsaw, MO 65355

HISTORICAL, ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITES .

DNR, State Historical Preservation 573-751-7862
P.O.Box 176 :
Jefferson City , MO 65102-0176

CRITICAL HABITAT AND ENDANGERED SPECIES
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

Columbia Ecological Services Field Office 573-876-1911
101 Park DeVille Drive, Suite A

Columbia, MO 65203-0007

Department of Conservation
Policy Coordination Unit 573-522-4115
P.O. Box 180 Ext. 3250

. Jefferson City, MO 65102
LAND USE/IMPORTANT FARMLANDS

Natural Resources Conservation Services  573-761-3105
Area Office '

1911 Boggs Creek Road

Jefferson City, MO 65101

OTHER

Office of Administration 573-751-4834
Missouri Clearinghouse '
P.O. Box 809

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Date Sent Datg Received
04-27-06 07-20-06
04-27-06 05- 1 7-06
04-27-06  06-09-06
04-24-06 ‘0.5~01~06-
04-27-06 05-01-06
2002 08-09-02

14
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6.0 EXHIBITS

6.1 Preliminary Engineering Report
6.2 General Project Map

6.3 AD-1006 Forms

6.4 Corps of Engineers Letter

6.5  Floodplain Map and Form 81-93
6.6 Corps of Engineers’ Letter (wetlands) L
6.7 Letter to SHPO !
6.8 SHPO Section 106 Review
6.9 National Register Information System Report
6.10 U. S. Fish and Wildlife Letter , _

6.11 Department of Conservation Letter . .
6.12 Civil Rights Impact Analysis, Form 2006-38

6.13 DNR, Air Quality E-Mail =~

6.14 CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites .
6.15 RCRA List ;
6.16 DNR Underground Storage Tank Summary Database List
6.17 Missouri Clearinghouse Comments

Bacom Enterprises, LLC prepared this report for the Camden County Sewer DlStIlCt Carnelot Estates
Phase. ,

Aifi,{w-/ (0Fog

»6 e ST piriien LLC
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All administrative conditions remain the same.

All programmatic conditions remain the same with one exception, which is to replace
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consisting of new collection systems and treatment facilities for three areas in
Camden County adjacent to the Lake of the Ozarks. ‘
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII .

%M ;’ Water, Wetlands and Pesticides Division
K—— 901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101

Facs:mzle Cover Sheet

March 21, 2007

SUBJECT: Funds Available in EPA Grant
FROM:  Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineeéc Z LD/

Telephone #: 913-551-7417 Fax #: 913-551-9417
TO: Carolyn Loraine, Camden County
Telephone #: 573-346-4440 Fax #: 573-346-5181

PAGES: 2, including this cover sheet.

COMMENTS:

As per our telephone conversation on this date, attached is information on funds available
for the two remaining subdivisions.

Following is my address:

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101



IFMS DNocument; GO XP98722201

s Document Review

Document Summary:
Doc Type: GO

Doc No: XP98722201
Vendor Code: 446000457AV

GICS Grant No: 987222012

 GICS Budget Start Date: 04/01/2002
GICS Budget End Date: 06/30/2007
GICS Project Start Date: 04/01/2002
GICS Project End Date: 06/30/2007
Order Date: 09/19/02
Effective Date: 09/ 19/02
Closed Date:

End Date:

~ Servicing Finance Office: AP33
Order Amount: $1,455,000.00
Paid Amount: $411,475.85

General Ledger Entries

Available Amount: $1,043,524.15
Vendor;: CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION

Document Details: LE=p

IFMS Document:
GO XP98722201

Page 1 of 2
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division '
901 Nortih 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE
Date: = March 21, 2007

Subject: EPA Grant No. XP987222 01, Camden Co., MO
Grant Extension Request

From: Donald Gibbins
To: Connie Allen/Debbie Titus

Attached is a request for an extension for the subject grantee. The amendment will also
involve a change of scope. They have decided to distribute the funds to only three subdivisions
instead of spreading it between seven. The other four subdivisions do not currently have feasible
projects. '

I will be submitting a change request through IGMS this afternoon. The request will
include a revised programmatic condition. I will be adding some additional time to the end date
requested to be safe. Ithink they are cutting it too close the estimated construction completion

date.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Attachment

FILE COPY



David Uhfig * To Den Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov>

cc Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>
03/19/2007 10:19 AM

bece
Subject Re: EPA STAG - XP987222-M1

Don, we received a copy of the Camelot Estates FONSI from RD. Attached is a PDF copy of the FONSI
and a hard copy of the environmental report will be following soon.

If you have any guestions or need any other information, piease let me know.

Dave

Gibbins, Don@epamail.epa.gov

05/15/2006 08:44 AM
To "David Uhlig” <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov>

cc "Joy Reven" <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>
Subject Re: EPA STAG - XP987222-01

Since we have one subdivision under construction on this grant, I
checked my file to see what we did on it. It has been long enough that
I did not remember that I accepted the RD environmental review on Sunny
Slope. See the attached File Note which I previously provided to MDNR.
As long as you get a copy cf both the FONSI (which is not much of a
document) and the Environmental Report (the basis of their decision),
and then send them to me, I will accept the RD review for the other
subdivisions. ‘

{See attached file: File note.pdf)

Ak khkhkhkhhh kA hhhhhkhhr b ARk h bbb b hkhh kb khddhhhd kb hh ok hrkdhkhkddhhkrk

Donald E. Gibbins

EFA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

. Kansas City, K5 66101



Joy Reven To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

02/27/2007 09:42 AM

cc

bce

Subject Fw: Today's Clips Feb. 26 (Cémdeﬁ Co)

Eme

Joy Reven
DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396
- Forwarded by Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 02/27/2007 09:40 AM -

Kathy
Deters/OD/MODNR
02/26/2007 07:12 AM Kefry Cordray/ADMIN/FSD/MODNR@MODNR, Stuart
: Westmoreland/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Phifip TremblayOD/MODNR@MODNR, Kristin
Zapalac/DSP/MODNR@MODNR, Mark Miles/DSPIMODNR@MODNR, Sue
Holst’ DSP/MODNR@MODNR, Renee Bungart/ADMIN/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, Kenny
Seeney/EIERA/MODNR@MODNR, Connie Patterson/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Joann
To Russel/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Larry Archer/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Bryan
Hopkins/ADMIN/FSD/MODNR@MODNR, Jennifer Alexander/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Hylan
Beydler/DGLS/MODPNR@MODNR, Jessica Bahnsen/SWC/MODNR@MODNR, Victoria
Lovejoy/SWRO/FSD/MODNR@MODNR, trent.summers@mo.gov, Jackson
Bostic/OD/MODNR@MODNR
lole:
Subject Today's Clips
Lake Sun Leader

LOCOLG stalling county’s court case, Attorney charges
By Joyce L. Miller/Lake Sun

Published: Sunday, February 25, 2007 11:34 PM CST

E-mail this story | Print this page :




LAKE OF THE OZARKS - The attorney representing the county says the taxpayers are paying
the price for the legal maneuvering, stall tactics and nonsense that have become the course of
action in a suit filed by the commission on behalf of Camden County against the Lake of the
Ozarks Council of Local Governments.

Now, he says, the case is at a standstill.
Lathrop and Gage, the legal firm in Jefferson City that has been representing LOCOLG, last

Thursday notified attorney Chet Pleban they intended to file a motion to withdraw as legal
counsel with the court.

Pleban received the notice one day before the director of the LOCOLG, Jim Dickerson, had been
requested to appear for a deposition. '

Dickerson was apparently out-of-town and did not show up for the deposition, nor could he be
reached for comment. ‘

According to a letter from Lathrop and Gage, Dickerson was scheduled to be in Washington, D.
C. |

Less than three weeks ago, the same firm that now apparently intends to withdraw had filed a
motion with the court asking for a protective order for public documents/records that had been |
requested by Pleban.

In the motion, the council's attorney, David Brown, said the subpoena 'consists of 26 overboard,
unduly burdensome document requests which are not reasonably calculated to lead to the
discovery of admissible evidence.'

Brown also said the notice to produce the documents asked for them to be provided within 10
days and that was unreasonable.

r— - N I — —— ., o

"This is ridiculous,’ Pleban said, referring to the ongoing legal maneuvers. "Those documents
should have been readily obtained. Now we have to wait.



"We couldn't even get the deposition of the person who is the custodian of the records. It's
obstruction,' he charged. "The suit is simply seeking to collect money that belongs to the public.
We need to resolve this, but instead, we are playing games at the taxpayers expense.’

Brown -could not be reached for comment.

The suit stems from repayment of more than $140,000 in grant money the county was forced to
give back to the Environmental Protection Agency.

The commission agreed to repay the EPA afier the federal agency requested documentation
regarding how the grant money was spent. The grant money was funneled through the Lake of
the Ozarks Council of Local Governments for sewer projects. The council, in turn, hired a
consulting engineer.

The council did not comply with the county's request for documents and failed to provide a
detailed explanation of how the money had been spent. - :

The problems with the sewer projects date back to 2005, when the county commission stepped in
and took over management of two large grants LOCOLG had been overseeing. Those grants
included the EPA money.

The council is responsible for administering a number of economic, solid waste and workforce
development programs through the federal and state economic development agencies.

The suit involving the grant funds is one of two the county commission has filed against the
council,

Contact this reporter at joycem(@lakesunleader.com
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PROJECT SCHEDULE
Camelot Estates Sewer District of Camden County

January 2007

Date Completed Date for Compietion

Preliminary Engineering Report April 2006
PER Comments from DNR May 2006
First Batch Easements.Sent Out May 2006
Geohydrologic Evaluation Spring 2006
Water Quality Review Spring 2006
WWTP Design Complete September 2006
Environmental Report Complete October 2006
Second Batch Easements Sent Out October 2006
Field Survey Work January 2007
Title Work for PSY'WWTP February 2007
Collection Systemn Design Complete January 31, 2007
*Easement Donations Complete January 31, 2007*
* DNR Review of Design Drawings March 2007 |
" Advertise for Bids March/April 2007
Open Bids April 2007 '
"Begin Construction May 2007 -
- WWTP Complete April 2008
‘Collection System Complete June 2008
- Start-Up July 2008
" As-Builts Complete September 2008
* Missouri enacted a new law effective January 1, 2007 fhat changes the way

easements are acquired. The new easement form is not available at this time. Even
though we have secured about 80% of the necessary easements we are unsure of the
timing of the remaining acquisitions. This could delay the start of construction.



COST ESTIMATE
The following estimate of costs has been developed using past bids on area projects, [ocal
knowledge of the conditions, and recommendations from several manufacturers and
eqﬁipment representatives. The cost estimate will not match those in previous sections

exactly because there are some common items that are included in ali alternatives. The

estimate for Phase I of this project is as follows:

Collection System

48,000’ — 8” Gravity Sewer Line $ 30f $1,440,000
220 Manholes $ 1,500 ea $ 330,000
300 Service Connections $ 900ea $ 270,000
50 Grinder Pump Station $ 5,000 ea $ 250,000
7 Large Duplex Pump Stations $80,000 ea 5 560,000
2 Small Duplex Pump Stations $50,000 ea § 100,000
18,0007 2” - 4” Force Main 3 8 ft $ 144,000
6,000’ - 1” Service Line 3 6 fi $ 36,000
8,000 Tons Gravel $ 15tn § 120,000
1,500 SY Asphalt/Concrete Replacement  § 40 sy $ 60,000
Trash Pump ' $ 15,000 1s § 15,000
Total Construction Cost “$3,325,000
Treatment System

Excavation 5 3 ey $ 10,000

800 CY Concrete (Aerator, Clarifier,
and Sludge Holding) § 450 ¢y ¥ 360,000
Equipment $250,000 Is $ 250,000
Plant Headworks § 75,000 1s $ 75,000
Site Piping $ 25,0001s $ 25,000
‘Sludge Mixing and Decanting $ 25,0001s $ 25,000
- Disinfection $ 75,000 1s $ 75,000
Road, Misc. Sitework $ 10,000 Is $ 10,000
Seeding and Mulching $ 5,0001s § 5,000
“Woven Wire Perimeter Fence § 50001s $ 5,000
'Flow Measuring Equipment $ 35,000 1s $ 35,000
" Electrical Work $ 30,0001s $ 30,000
Laboratory Building $ 750001s - $ 75,000
Stand-by Generator §350001s $ 35,000

Total Construction Cost $

1,015,600




Development Costs
Contingency (5%)

Three-Phase Electric Extension
Preliminary Engineering

Bond Counsel

Design Engineering (6.5%)

Construction Observation
Engineer X 500 hrs X $90/hr
Technician X 2,400 hrs. X $55/hr

Construction Surveying
Environmental Report
Cultural Resources Study

Property Acquisitions/Survey
Phase I Easement Preparation (350 X $50 ea)
Phase I Easement Recording (350 X $32 ea)

Legal Services and Easement Procurement
Legal Ads in Newspaper
Interest During Construction

Initial Operation and Maintenance
As-Builts and O&M Manual
DNR Permits

Total Development Cost Estimate

TOTAL PHASE I COSTS

$ 200,000
$ 25,000
$ 15,000
$ 15,000
$ 280,000
$ 45,000
$ 132,000
$ 25,000
$ 5,000
$ 3,000
$ 2,000
$ 17,500
$ 11,200
$ 80,000
$ 2,000
$ 200,000
$ 35,000
$ 10,000
'$ 2,000
$1,104,700
$5,444,700



PROJECT FINANCING
Since this is a brand new system for the Camelot area of the Camden County Sewer
District there are no past wastewater related records to examine. The following estimates
of annual operation and maintenance expenses are taken from past knowledge and

information gathered from various sources:

Labor Cost $ 22,000
Insurance Costs $ 7,000
Power Costs - ' $ 42,500
Replacement Account $ 11.000

Total O & M $ 82,500

A portion of the project financing ($200,000) was secured as far back as early 2002 with
the approval of the EPA earmarked STAG funds. A total of $3.38 million was-set aside
by USDA — Rural Development in March 2003, Additionally, the voters of the area
imﬁosed a $300,000 General Obligation Bond on themselves that has yet to be issued.
So, a total of $3,880,000 in funding was secured‘three to four years ago as 1s indicated by

the following breakdown:
District GO Bond . § 300,000
EPA Special Appropriation $ 200,000
USDA Grant $1,540,000
USDA Loan (35 Yis. @ 4.25%) $1.840.000
TOTAL FUNDING APPROVED $3,880,000

The funding scheme shown above was developed on May 6, 2003 by USDA’s Clinton
office of Rural Development. Notes observed in the project file in the Clinton office
indicated the total number of users at 'that time were 216 homes and 152 condos. Current
totals today include 320 homes and 130 condos for él net increase of 82 customers not
counting the 30 units already constructed at Tuscany. So, a new financial strategy needs

to be developed for the 500 initial customers as follows:



— T [ &

[}

Old Scheme New Scheme  Change

District GO Bond $ 300,000 $ 300,000 $ 0
EPA Special Appropriation $ 200,000 § 567,000 § 367,000
USDA Grant $1,540,000  $1.827.700 % 287,700
USDA Loan - $1.840.000  $2.750.000 $ 910.000
Total Funding $3,880,000  $5,444,700  $1,564,700

The yearly expenses expected to be incurred by this project are as follows:

Revenue Bond Debt Retirement $162,000
General Obligation Bond Retirement $ 24,000
Debt Reserve Account $ 16,000
System O & M $ 82.000

Total Annual Costs $284,000

The resulting monthly bill will be $47. 33 per customer. Each customer will receive a
monthly sewer bill of about $43.50 and pay an annual assessment on their properties of
approximately $50 depending on how many parcels of property are assessed a sewer

charge.

The Median Household Income of Camden County for the 1990 census was $25,936 and
for the 2000 census it rose to $35,840. So, the residents will be paying 2.2% of the 1990
MHI or 1.6% of their 2000 MHI for sewer service.



KREHBIEL ENGINEERING, INC _ ‘
83 Blair Ave,. ' ESTIMATE OF

Camdenton, Missouri 65020 " PROJECT COSTS

Date: Thursday, February 16, 2006

RE: Normac Sewer District,
A subdivision of the Camden County Sewer District
Camden County, Missouri

g

Construction Costs $649,256.25
Engineering Design @ 8.1415% $52,859.00
n Preliminary Engineering $2,500.00
- Construction Inspection (75% of Design fee) $39,644.00
m Environmental Study $5,000.00
o Property Acquisition $50,000.00
. Legal ~ Land $18,000.00
m Legai — Bonding $10,000.00
Legal - Attorney $18,000.00
m Subtotal - . $845,259.25
= Contingencies @ 5% $42,262.96

! Interest during construction ‘ ., \
m 1 year at 4.5% on $320,000 $14,400.00
Estimated Totat Project Costs = $901,922.21

Prepared by:

v

Darren David Krehbiel, P.E., P.L.S.
-E-24999




KREHBIEL ENGINEERING, INC
63 Blair Ave. PROPOSED

Camdenton, Missouri 65020 PROJECT FUNDING

Date: Thursday, February 16, 2006

ﬁ —= tﬁ :ﬁ

RE: Normac Sewer District,
A subdivision of the Camden County Sewer District
Camden County, Missouri

ﬂ PROJECT BUDGET
EPAFunds $410,000.00
ﬂ RD Grant : $105,922.21
RD Loan | $320,000.00
Local 66.000.00
= TOTAL $901,922.21
AVERAGE

MONTHLY CHARGE PER CONNECTION

Debt Service $35.29 .
O&M $15.76
Average Monthly | :
User Charge . $51.05
iz
Prepared by:

o

Darren David Krehbiel, P.E., P.L. S
E-24999
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Joy Reven To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org,
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov=> dede_chasin@camdenmo.org,

02/22/2007 11:11 AM SjSChUiTZ@SChUluengineering.com,
' cc

bce

Subject Camden County STAG grant expiration

Carolyn, the EFA STAG grant for the county expires on 6-30-07. The county must send a letter to Don
Gibbins at EPA asking for the grant time to be extended. The letter shouid include the reasons for the
delay, how much of the grant balance will be allocated to Normac and how much to Camelot and the most

recent schedules for both projects. thanks.

Joy Reven
DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396



Don To Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnt.mo.gov>
Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/U

5

02/07/2007 10:55 AM bece
Subject Re: Fw: Normac, Cametot FNSIE

cc

Since | will be accepting the USDA NEPA review, | do not need a public meeting {o be held.

e e e i e e e e e vk i e ek e s e o e e e e e ek e e e e e e ek e e dede ke des e de ok ek dede ke

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Regicn 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North bth Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov

*'A'**'A'*‘.l'***************‘*******‘**********************i***i*********

Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

Joy Reven
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
02/07/2007 10:47 AM cc David Uhlig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov>,

tim.rickabaugh@mo.usda.gov
Subject Fw: Normac, Camelot FNS)

I'm suffering from dementia (or at a minimum, short term memory loss). In light of the attached email
string, does there need to be a public meeting on the facility plan for the NEPA review? Normac's
consultant has scheduled an appointment with every property owner in Normac SD and wonders if this

can take the place of a public meeting.

i think I'm confusing our regulations on accepting a facility plan for and the EPA reguiations for
environmental review,

Thanks, Don.

Joy Reven
DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396
- Forwarded by Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 02/07/2007 10:44 AM ——

Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR

(51512006 61:37 P To David Uhlig WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR

€¢ tim.rickabaugh@me.usda.gov
Subject Re: Normac, Camelot FNSILink



County of C AMDEN State of Missouri

1 Court Circle, Suite 1
Camdenton, Missouri 65020

Presiding Commissioner 1st District Commissioner
Carolyn Loraine ' Beverly Thomas
Office of the
CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION
Commission Clerk 2nd District Commissioner
Rowland Todd Thom Gumm

November 30, 2006

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Las Vegas - Finance Center

P.O. Box 371293M

Pittsburgh, PA 15251

Re:  Camden County Commission
EPA Grant Award No. XP-98722201

Dear Sir or Madam:

Pursuant to Karen Sherrill’s correspondence dated November 3, 2006, enclosed
please find the Camden County Commission’s check in the amount of $78,149.00. While
Ms. Sherrill acknowledges extenuating circumstances surrounding this reimbursement,
the Commission once again wants to make it clear that it is not admitting to. any
wrongdoing in reimbursing the funds requested due to the absence of proper supporting
documentation. Rather, the Commission’s inability to provide the supporting documents
requested by the EPA is due to the failure and/or refusal on the part of the grant
administrator and the engineer hired under the grant to provide the requested
documentation to the Commission, despite repeated requests and the initiation of a civil
lawsuit.

Even the EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB has previously concluded that the actions
of the grant administrator, the Lake Ozark Council of Local Governments, and the
engineer, Howard R. Green Company, under the grant might be the proper subject of a
debarment/criminal investigation. He has also questioned the legitimacy of charges made
by the grant administrator and engineer. Ultimately, the only action the Commission
could take was to terminate the services of the grant administrator and engineer after this
damage had already been done.

Even though the EPA was unwilling to delay this reimbursement to allow the
Commission the opportunity to obtain the repayment of these funds from the responsible
parties, the Commission trusts that the EPA will cooperate with the Commission in its
efforts to obtain reimbursement of these funds from the grant administrator and engineer
as the responsible parties. Should the EPA decide to pursue a debarment/criminal
investigation against these parties, the Commission would be more than happy to
cooperate with the EPA to further detail the issues that led to it being required to

PHONE (573) 346-4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-5181




U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
November 30, 2006
Page 2 of 2

reimburse the EPA an additional $78,149.00 beyond the $63,744.00 previously
reimbursed due to the actions of the grant administrator and engineer.

Sincerely,

‘,v; 7 f o '“_ ¢

Carolyn F. Loraine
Presiding Commissioner

CFL/lp
Enclosure

ce: C. John Pieban (attorney at law)
/P6n Gibbins (EPA)
Staniey J. Schultz (Schultz Engineering)
Darren Krehbiel (Krehbiel Engineering)
Jennifer Riley (Camden County Wastewater)
Joy Reven (DNR)
Ivan Schraeder (attorney at law)




UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION-ViI
901 NORTH &TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 65101

November 3, 2006

CERTIFIED MAIL |
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Camden County Cominission
Grant Agreement: XP-88722201

Carolyn F, Loraine, Presiding Commissioner
Camden County Courthouse

1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, Missouri 65020

Dear Ms, Loraine,

I have reviewed the July 2008 report from Leon Snead & Company, P.C., on the results
of their limited scope review of the Camden County Commission’s financial management system
for managing Environmental Protection Agency {(EPA) grant funds. The review was conducted
March 21, 2006 to March 23, 2008, in Camdenton, Missourl. The review objectives were to
assess the effectiveness of the Commission's intemal controls, and determine if its financial
management system met the requirements outlined in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR),

'Office of Management and Budget (OMB} cost principles, and the terms and conditions of EPA
assistance agreements. The review disclosed three system weaknesses. | have taken into
account your responses to the review dated June 27, 2006 and October 25, 2006. This is my
final determination based on the report.

Unsupported Cos'ts

The auditors reported that in December 2002, the Camden County Commission
disbursed federal funds totaling $141,893 to the Lake of the Ozarks Council of l.ocal
Govemments for preliminary project costs, without sufficient documentation to show the funds
were disbursed for grant purposes. | concur with the finding. 40 CFR Part 31.20, Standards for
Financial Management Systems, details that grantees and subgrantees must maintain records
which adequately identify the source and application of funds provided for the financially
assisted activities, and that fiscal controf and accounting procedures must be sufficient to permit
the tracing of funds to a level of expenditures adequate to establish that such finds have not
been used in violation of the restrictions and prohibitions of applicable statutes.

in October 2005, the Camden County Commissicn reimbursed EPA $63,744 of the total
$141,893 unsupported costs, The auditors reported the remaining $78,149 was stilf not
adequately suppotted at the time of their review. On September 19, 2006, EPA formally
requested that the Camden County Commission provide adequate documentation to support the
vaijidity, allowability, and eligibility, of the remaining $78,149 claimed as a grant expense and
paid to the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments.

RECYCLEE®
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The Camden County Commission responded October 25, 2006, and provided
information regarding the circumstances surrounding the absence of documentation to support
prefiminary project costs. The Camden County Commission explained the actions being taken
" to either obtain adequate supporting documentation, or repayment of funds from their
contractors. EPA acknowledges the situation, yet due to the absence of supporting
documentation; 1 concur with the finding and require that you reimburse EPA $78,149 as
unsupported federal funds received. _

Inadeguate Federa) Reporting

The auditors reported the Camden County Commission did not prepare and submit all
required federal financial reports or minority/woman business enterprise utilization reports on a
timely basis. | concurwith the finding. 40 CFR 31.41, Financial Repoiting, requires grantees
submit the following reports to EPA annually: F:nanc;al Status Reports, Federal Cash
Transaction Reports, and MBE/WBE Utilization under Federal Grants reports. EPA has since
received the required federal reports, and | accept your establishment of responsibility to ensure
that future required federal reports are prepared and submitted to EPA in accordance with
federal regulations. 1 consider this finding resolved.

inaccurate Grant Budget

The auditors reported the original grant agreement itemized budget had not been revised
 when the scope of work on the grant was reduced. The auditors noted some projects were
revised, but not the grant budget. | concur with the finding; an official revised grant budget
should be requested. The EPA Project Officer has now received your request, and once
approved, a grant amendment will be processed to incorporate these changes and formally
amend the grant scope and approved budget. | consider this finding resolved.

In summary, $78,148 must be repaid to the U.S. EPA, Las VVegas— Finance Center, P.Q.
Box 371293M, Pittsburgh, PA 15251, Piease indicate the EPA grant award number,.
XP-98722201, on your remittance. Interest will be charged on money due EPA beginning 30
days from the date of this decision unless full payment is made. The interest rate to be chamged
will be the rate established by the Secretary of Treasury Fiscal Requirements Manual 6-8020.20,
The current interest rate is 2 percent per annum.

This letter is a final determination by me, the Dispute Decision Official, under applicable
regulations (40 CFR Part 31, Subpart F). This decision constitutes final Agency action unless a’
written request for review is submitted to the Regional Administrator by registered mail, return
receipt requested, within 30 calendar days of this decision.

Your request for review must include;

a) A copy of this decision letter,

b) A statement of the amount in dispute;

c) A description of the issues invoived, and;

d) A concise statement of your final objections to the final decision.

If you have any questions conceming this matter, please contact me or the member of
my staff most familiar with this decision, Kathy Finazzo, at (913) 551-7833.



Sincerely yours,

Karen Sherrill
Grants Management Official

cc;.  Chet Pleban

ecc:  Kathy Finazzo/RFMB
Carla Kohlet/RFMB
Debbie Titus/RFMB
Robert Bukaty/RFMB
Donald GibbinsAWWPD
Pradip DalaliWWPD



County of CAMDEN State of Mﬁsouﬁ

1 Court Circle, Suite 1
L o Camdenton, Missouri 65020 :
Presiding Commissioner 1st District Commissioner
Carolyn Loraine * ' Beverly Thomas
: Office of the -
CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION

Commission Clerk 2nd District Commiissioner
" Rowland Todd _ Thom Gumm

October 25, 2006
SENT VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL -

‘Ms. Karen Sherrill
Grants Management Official

+

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VI
901 North 5" Street o o |
Kansas City, MO 66101

_ Re: Camden County_Cornmission
' . Grant Agreement XP-98722201

Dear Ms. Sherfill: ,

. This letier is in response to your ¢otrespondence dated September 19,2006
r’egardi.hg Ieon Snead and Company, P.C.’s limited scope review of the financial
management system for managing EPA grant funds (hereinafter “Limited Scope-
Review™) as to the Camden County Cominission. Initially, the Commission thanks you
for extending the time to respond to your correspondence. | would further like to note
that Snead and Company concluded that “{o]verall, the Commission has an adequate

financial management system and related controls and procedures to effectively manage
and administer the EPA assistance agreements reyiewed.” Limited Scope Review, p. 2.
Nonetheless, the County addresses the three areas of concern identified in the Limited

Scope Review.
Costs

At the time the Camden County Commission (hereinafter “Commission”)
disbursed funds totaling $141,893.00 to the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local
Governments (hereinafter “Council”). for preliminary costs, the Council was the
administrator of the EPA grant for the Commission consistent with the terms and .
conditions of the Standard Form Ag;eement between Owner and Consultant for
Professional Administrative Services entered between the paities on January 7, 2002,
Similarly, the Commission entered into an Agreement for Engineering Services with
Jerry Gilmore of Missouri Engineering Corp., which ultimately merged with Howard R.
Green (hereipafter “Green’). Due to the Council and Green’s failure and/or refusal to
comply with the terms and conditions of the EPA grant, their services were terminated by
the Commission on September 8, 2005. o

PHONE (573) 3d6-4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-5181.




|
|

|

Ms. Karen Sherrill
October 25, 2006
Page 2 of 4 .

At the time the Council and Green’s services were terminated (and on several
occasions prior thereto), the Commission requested the same documentation requested in
your September 19, 2006 correspondence from the Council and Green so that the .
Commission could support the EPA expenditure of 78,149.00 ($141,893.00 less
$63,744.00 previously reimbursed to the EPA by the Commission) to the Council and

‘Green. Neither the Council, nor Green, responded to these requests for detailed billing

invoices, even though the DNR submitted to Green a copy of a compliant billing invoice
it had submitted on another project. While the Commission has repeatedly attempted to
obtain supporting documents for these preliminary costs, these efforts have been
unsuccessful. A formal request for these supporting documents was once again made to
the Council and Green by the Commission’s counsel on July 7,2006. When this request
also proved unsuccessful, the Commission initiated legal action against the Council and
Green premised, in part, upon its failure to comply with the terms-of the EPA grant
incorporated into the Commission’s contracts with the Council and Green. The
Commission has initiated a second legal action against the Council in an effort to obtain
the requested records and other records from the Council and to take over the Council
due to its mismanagement/wrongful acts to include its actions/inaction while serving as

“administrator of the EPA grant, which demonstrates the Commissions’ commitment to .

holding those responsible for the issues raised in your September 19, 2006 accountable. |
have enclosed copies of both of these lawsuits for your review and consideration.

If these itemized statements or any other pertinent documents are produced in’
conjunction with the two lawsuits filed against the Council and the lawsuit filed against
Green, the Commission will produce them to the EPA. However, the Commission does
not believe itemized statements exist in light of the extensive efforts the Commission has
taken to obtain these statements-from the Council and Green. As set forth above, the:
Commission has initiated legal action to obtain reimbursement from the Council and
Green for these improperly supported preliminary costs. As the Commission explained -
to Snead and Company in correspondence dated June 27, 2006, the Commission has been
caught in the middle of this dispute because the Council was the grant administrator at
the time the disbursements at issue were made. At this time, repayment of the

$78,149.00 to the EPA, without reimbursement from the responsible parties, will create
_ hardship on the County and interfere with the administration of the projects.

The Commission requests that the EPA grant it additional time to determine
through its pending lawsuits whether supporting detailed invoices exist that would make
reimbursement to the EPA unnecessary. If these invoices do not exist (as we believe is
likely), the Commission requests additional time to secure the repayment of these
preliminary costs from those responsible for their improper documentation — the
Council and Green. The Commission would have no objection to entering into an.




|

Ms. Karen Sherrill
October 25, 2006
Page 3 of 4

agrecment with the EPA or joining the EPA as a party plaintiff in any pending lawsuit to
secure repayment to it from the responsible parties, if the EPA does not have an objection
to either of these courses of action. ‘ '

Federal Réborting

The auditors reported that the Commission submitted some but not all federal
financial reports and/or minority/woman business enterprise utilization reports on a
timely basis. The Commission met with the project engineers, Joy Reven (the DNR
Project Coordinator), and Jennifer Riley (wastewater manager) oni October 20, 2006.

* The annual financial status report (Standard Form 269) was previously submitted, a copy

of which is enclosed for your records. At thé Octobef 20, 2006 meeting, Ms. Reven, -
advised the Commission that it was not required to submit quarterly Reports of Federal

~* Cash Transactions (Form 272) because it was not a grant condition; On October 23,
2006, Ms. Reven advised the Commission that Form 272 reports were required from the
Commission. The Cotmission is now in the process of compiling this information'and -

will submit Form 272 shortly.

. With respect to the requiremient that the: Commission submit Form-5700-524,
MBE/WBE “Utilization Under Federal Grants, Cooperative Agreements and Interagency
Agreements, as set forth above, the Commission met with Ms: Reven on October 20,
2006 to ensure that it was properly preparing this report. The Commiission submitted the -
required report on October 25, 2000, retroactive to the start of the project. The = _
Commission understands that its next report is due on Decémber 31, 2006, which it will
submit in cooperation with the project engineers. The Comrmission is now administering.
the grant and will be responsible for all futute reports in coopération with the project’
engineers. To ensute that all reporting requirements are met, the' Commission is working
closely with Ms. Reveri, who has been very helpful to the Commission. '

Grant Budget

- As part of the October 20, 2006 meeting with Ms. Reven, we discussed a revised
grant budget due to a revision in the scope of the work on the project. The Commission
was advised by Ms. Reven, that the request to revise the grant budget could be made by
correspondence, which was sent to Don Gibbins (EPA Region 7) and yourself on October
25, 2006. I have enclosed an additional copy of this correspondence for your
convenience. Accordingly, I'believe the Comrnission has responded to all of the issues
raised in your September 19, 2006 correspondence.

If you should have any questions about this correspondernce, do not hesitate to.




Ms. Karen Sherrill
October 25, 2006
Page 4 of 4

contact me. Should the EPA be interested in exploring options with the Commission for
-securing repayment of the preliminary costs from the Council and Green as the
responsible parties, the Commission’s attorney, C. John Pleban, would be more than
‘willing to discuss this matter with you. Thank you for your consideration of this request..

Sincerely,

Carolyn F. Loraine
* Presiding Commissioner

CFLIp
E‘nclosureé

cc: without enclosures o

_ C. John Pleban (attorney at law)
Don Gibbins (EPA) . =
Stanley J. Schultz (Schultz Engineering)
Darren Krehbiel (Krehbiel Engineering)
Jenmifer Riley (Camden County Wastewater)
Joy Reven (DNR)

. Ivan Schraeder (attorney at law) -




County of C AMDEN State of .Mr.ssoun

' ‘, 1 Court: Clrcie Smte1

| Camdenton Missouri 65020 '
- : - 1st Dlstrlct Commlssioner

y g ‘ o BeVerly Thomas
: : Offlce of the . x
' CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION

Presrdmg Commlssmner
Carolyn Loraine

Commrssson Clerk o 2nd District Commissioner
: Rowland Todd T ‘ i R - Thom Gumm

October 25, 2006 -

Ms Kathy Finazzo

‘Grants Administration, PLMG/RFMB
901 North Fifth Street .

Kansas City, KS 66101

" RE: Grant XP-9'8.7,2;2"2'01-2 |
Dear Ms Finazzo:

'. ' Thrs 1etter is in regard to the EPA grant XP- 98722201 -2 rssued to Camden County
- While the total dollar, amount of the grant ($1,455,000) remains the same, the scope of
the pl’O_]eCt project rnanager, trmelrne and cost schedules have changed :

The scope of the pro;ect will now. cover three drstrrcts ‘Sunny Slope Normac and '
Camelot - - : ‘

Sunny Slope Sewer orolect was completed us1ng $4OO 000 of EPA funds Normac is '_ '
projected to use $410,000 of EPA funds, and Camelot i projected to use $633,194.of

~EPA funds. There was a one time billing from Attorney Wm. McCaffery of $11,806.
Thrs documentatron 1S on ﬂle wrth your ofﬁce Th1s totals $1, 455 000 ' :

_ PI’O_]CCl manager is Carolyn Lorarne Pre51d1ng Commrssroner and can be reached at 573— |
3464440ext ]244 L ‘ - T _ :

" Stan. Schultz of Schultz Engrneermg is the engineer for the Camelot proj ject, and Darren
Krehbrel of Krehbrel Englneerlng is the engmeer for the Normac prOJect

. PHONE (573) 346-4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-5181




Ms. Finazzo — Grant XP-8722201-2

‘October 25,2006~ ‘
 Page 2 ' o

Sunny Slope Sewer project is completed. Normac is projecfcd for completion in .
* September, 2007, and Camelot Decémber 31, 2008.

Hopefully with the enclosed reports this will put Camden County in cor__npliénce with all
of the grant requirements. Please feel free to contact us with any questions or concerns.

. T_hank you for your patience.

Sincerely,

Clirolyn F. Lokaine : ,
Presiding Commissioner 1 District Commissioner

' enclo.

cc: C. John Pleban, Atty-. at Law

Don Gibbins, EPA -
Stanley J. Schultz, Schultz-Eng.
Darren Krehbiel, Krehbiel Eng.
Jennifer Riley, County Wastewater
Joy Reven, DNR o
Ivan Schraeder, Atty. at Law

[ P>
" Thom Gumm
2™ District Commissioner




PROJECT SCHEDULE
Camelot Estates Sewer District of Camden County

October 2006
Date Completed _ Date for Completion.

Preliminary Engineering Report April 2006
PER Comments from DNR May 2006
First Batch Easements Sent Out May 2006
Geohydrologic Evaluation Spring 2006
Water Quality Review Spring 2006
WWTP Design Complete September 2006
Environmental Report Complete October 2006
Second Batch Easements Sent Out October 2006

Field Survey Work

Title Work for PS/WWTP
Collection System Design Complete
Easement Donations Complete

DNR Review of Design Drawings
Advertise for Bids
Open Bids

Begin Constructic‘)n
WWTP Complete |
Collection System Complete

Start-Up
As-Builts Complete

November 2006

November 2006 :
December 31, 2006
December 31, 2006

March 2007
March 2007
April 2007

May 2007
April 2008
June 2008

July 2008

September 2008



COST ES’fIMATE
The following estimate of costs has been developed using past bids on area projects, local
knowledge of the conditions, and recommendations from several manufacturers and
equipment representatives. The cost estimate will not match those in previous sections

exactly because there are some common items that are included in all alternatives. The

estimate for Phase I of this project is as follows:

Collection System
48.000° — 8” Gravity Sewer Line $ 30 ft $1,440,000
220 Manholes ' $ 1,500 ca $ 330,000
300 Service Connections $ 900ea $ 270,000
50 Grinder Pump Station $ 5,000 ea $ 250,000
7 Large Duplex Pump Stations $80,000 ea $ 560,000
2 Small Duplex Pump Stations $50,000 ea $ 100,000
18,000’ 2” - 4” Force Main $ g ft $ 144,000
6,000” - 17 Service Line $ 6 ft $ 36,000
8,000 Tons Gravel $ 15 tn $ 120,000
1,500 SY Asphalt/Concrete Replacement ~ $ 40 sy $ 60,000
Trash Pump $ 15,000 Is $ 15.000
Total Construction Cost $3,325,000
Treatment System ‘
Excavation $ 3 ¢y $ 10,000
800 CY Concrete (Aerator, Clarifier, : .
and Sludge Holding) $ 450 cy $ 360,000
Equipment $250,000 1s $ 250,000
Plant Headworks $ 75,000 Is $ 75,000
Site Piping $ 25,0001s $ 25,000
Sludge Mixing and Decanting $ 25,000 1s $ 25,000
Disinfection $ 75,000 1s $ 75,000
Road, Misc. Sitework $ 10,0001s "$ 10,000
Seeding and Mulching $ 5,0001s $ 5,000
Woven Wire Perimeter Fence $ 5,0001s $ 5,000
" Flow Measuring Equipmerit $ 35,0001s $ 35,000
Electrical Work $ 30,0001s $ 30,000
Laboratory Building $ 75,0001s $ . 75,000
Stand-by Generator $ 35,000 1s $ 35.000
Total Construction Cost $1,015,000



Development Costs
Contingency (5%)
Three-Phase Electric Extension
Preliminary Engineering

. Bond Counsel

Design Engineering (6.5%)

Construction Observation -
Engineer X 500 hrs X $90/hr
Technician X 2,400 hrs. X $55/hr

Construction Surveying
Environmental Report
Cultural Resources Study

Property Acquisitions/Survey
Phase I Easement Preparation (350 X $50 ea)
Phase I Easement Recording (350 X $32 ea)

Legal Services and Easement Procurement
Legal Ads in Newspaper
Interest During Construction

Initial Operation and Maintenance
As-Builts and O&M Manual
DNR Permits
Total Development Cost Estimate

TOTAL PHASE I COSTS

$

$

$

$ 2,000
8

$

200,000
25,000
15,000
15,000

o5 5 55 5

$ 280,000

$ 45,000
$ 132,000

25,000
5,000
3,000

17,500
11,200

80,000
2,000
200,000

o5 ©9 o5

$ 35,000
$ 10,000
$ 2,000

$1,104,700

$5,444,700



KREHBIEL ENGINEERING, INC

. 63 Blair Ave. ESTIMATE OF

Camdenton, Missouri 65020 CONSTRUCTION COSTS
Date: Wednesday, August 16, 2006
RE: Normac Séwer District,

A subdivision of the Camden County Sewer District
Camden County, Missouri

ltem Description ' Quantity Units  Unit Price Cost
Wastewater Collection Line. _. -

1" PVC Pressure Line 3780 - LF $12.75 $48,195.00

2" PVC Pressure Line 3440 LF. $17.00  $58,480.00

3" PVC Pressure Line 2,740 L.F. $18.00 $49,320.00

. Service Connection Pit - 44 Ea. $225.00 $9,900.00

~ Grading, Seedifig and Mulching =~ 1 = LS. $7,500.00  $7,500.00

Septic Tank Effluent Pump Stations
Septic Tanks — 1,500 gal. 44  Ea..  $250000  $110,000.00
Pumping: Units : 44 Ea. $3,000.00  $132,000.00
Sand Filter Treatment Facility

Site Preparation ‘ _ $35,000.00
Sand Filter $128,000.00
Media | o $22,500.00
Recirculation Tank $40,000.00
Fencing $10,000.00
Chiorinator and Dechlorinator $8,000.00
Discharge Piping $12,2775.00

Grading, Seeding and Mulchtng L.S. $5,000.00 $260.775.00

TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COSTS $676,170.00

Prepared by:

Darren Dawd Krehbtel PE., P.LS.
E-24999



KREHBIEL ENGINEERING, INC
63 Blair Ave.
_Camdenton, Missouri 65020

PROPOSED
PROJECT FUNDiNG

Date: Thursday, February 16, 2006

RE: Normac Sewer District,

A subdivision of the Camden County Sewer District

Camden County, Missouri

PROJECT BUDGET

EPA Funds
- RD Grant
RD Loan
Local
TOTAL

AVERAGE
MONTHLY CHARGE PER CONNECTION

Debt Service : $35.29

O&M - $15.76

Average Monthly
User Charge . $51.05

Prepared by:

oty

Darren David Krehbiel, P.E., P.L.S.
E-24999

$410,000.00
$105,922.21
$320,000.00

$66,000.00
$901,922.21
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Schedule

JIC e &

ltems To Be Cornpieted By The County

Final Plans, Specifications, and Engineering Report completed _

County Receive Transfer of Existing Treaﬁent Piant Septermnber 29,2006 Friday 10/20/2006,
Environmental Report -~ September 29, 2006 Fn’d ay 1071 BIZDQG
Submit Existing Plan{ Name Change to MoDNR October 4, 2006 | Wecqlnesday pending
Submit PS&ER to MoDNR October 10, 2006 Tuesday pending
Submit PSAER to County October 10,2006 Tuesday pending
Approval from MoDNR - December 11, 2006 Monday

’Ap;?roval from County November 9, 2006 Wednesdéy

Notice to Bidders January 5, 2007 Friday

Pre-Bid Meeting Januéry 27, 2007 | Friday

Bid Date February 5, 2007 | Monday

Award by County | February 19, 2007 Mondéy

Pre-Construction Meeting . February 26, 2007 Monday

Construction Begins February 26, 2b07 Mondéy

Construction Ends July 26, 2007 Monday

If they have not already, the County Commission should contact Mr. Tim Rickabaugh to
receive a Letter of Conditions for this project. A copy of this letter should be forwarded
to Krehbiel Engineering. Tim will also ultimately be providing a checklist for Rural
Development projects and the “boiler plate” [i.e. information for bidders, compliance
statements, bond language, forms, etc.] documentation for the project.

-d 1SBE~9%E-ELS

*42um T2TgUady

esp:01 90 €2 320



OMB CONTROL NO.2030-0020
APPROVED: 12/30/02
APPROVAL EXPIRES: 12/31/05

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
MBE/WBE UTILIZATION UNDER FEDERAL GRANTS, COOPERATIVE
AGREEMENTS, AND INTERAGENCY AGREEMENTS

PART 1. (Reports are required even if no procurements are made during the reporting period.)

1A. FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 18. REPORTING QUARTER {Check appropriate hox}
7200—5—-» O = {Oct-Dec) O o {(Jan-Mar} Oae (Apr-Jun) A 4o {Jul-Sep) I annual
1C. REVISION HIGHLIGHT ITEMS TO BE REVISED AND PROVIDE EXPLANATION IN BLOCK Nbo. 6
Year:
Quarler:

24, FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE AGENCY
{EPA Office Address - ATTN: DBE Coordinater)
U.5. Environmenta! Protection Agency-DBE Corrdinator
P.0. Box 98515
Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515

3A. REPORTING RECIPIENT {Name and Address)

Camden County
1 Court Circle NW. -
Camdenton, MO 65020

2B. REPORTING CONTACT
(EPA DBE Coordinator)

2C. PHONE:

3B. REPORTING CONTACT (Recipient) 3C. PHONE:

Carofyn F. Loraine 573-346-4440

42, FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT ID NUMBER
(SRF State Recipients, Refer to Instrudions for Completion of 44, 54, and 5C)

XP 98722201

4B. FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM

Speciat Infrastructure Grant

5A. TOTAL ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT 5B. Check and skip to Block
AMOUNT No. 7 if no procurements
and accomplishments
EPA Share: § 727,273.00 . were made this reporling
' period.
Recipient Share: § 327’273‘00 ) D

5C. TOTAL PROCUREMENT AMOUNT THiS REPORTING
PERIOD {ONLY include the amount not in any priof reperting
period and procurements made by SRF Loan Recigients and Sub-
Redipients) :
$_2,835.831.18

{Exclude procurement amounis reporied by Prime Contradors)

50, ACTUAL MBEMBE PROCUREMENT ACCOMPLISHED THIS

REPORTING PERIOD BY RECIPIENT (SRF State Recipients, Report
State Procurement Aclivities Here)

§E. ACTUAL MBE/WBE PROCUREMENT ACCOMPLISHED THIS
REPORTING PERIOD BY LOAN RECIPIENTS, SUB-RECIPIENTS,
AND PRIME CONTRACTORS

. $ MBE $WBE 3 NIBE $WEE
Construction 2,814,364.73 Canstruction 2814364 73
Equipment Equipment
Services Services
Supplies Supplies
TOTAL 0.00 281436473 | TOTAL 0.00 2.814.364.73
6. COMMENTS:

This quarterly report covers project to date.
7. NAME OF AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE TITLE

Carolyn F. Loraine

Presiding Commissioner

8. SIGNATURE OF AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

DATE

10/24{2006

vy

EfA FORM 5700-52A - {5/96) available electronically at hiipufvewer.epa.goviosdb/5700 52a,pdf
NDTE: THiS REPORT IS DUE 30 DAYS AFTER THE END OF EACH FEDERAL FISCAL QUARTER OR ANNUAL:
SUBMISSION DATES ARE: January 30, Apfil 30, July 30, and Cctober 30
* ANNUAL REPORT




A

FEDERAL CASH T

(See instructions on the back. if report is for more than one grant or
assistance agreement, attach completed Standard Form 272A.}

£
i'(

OME APPROVAL NO, 0348-0003

/
RANSA ﬁ .

is submitted

USEPA

1. Feukral SPONSOfing agency and arganizalional elgrnent Lo which this reporl

report is true In afl respects and

(s

2. RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION 4. Federaf grant‘or other idenliﬁcaﬁan 5. Regipient’s account number or
number identitying numbet
Name: Camden County XP98722201 .
6. Letter of credit number 7. Last payment voucher number
Number #o : "
ourt Circle N.W., Suite #1
and Streef: 77676
Give total number for this period
City, State Camdenton, Missouri 65020 8, Pryment Vouchers credited to 9. Treasury thecks raceived (whelher
and ZIP Code: your account or nat depusited}
10. PERIOD COVERED BY THIS REPORT
3. FEDERAL EMPLOYER . FROM {month, day, year) TO {month, day, year)
IDENTIFICATION No, ™ 520131517 7-01-2005 12-31-2005
a. Cash on hand beginning of reporting period $ 0.00
b. Letter of credit withdrawls 391,715,156
11. STATUS OF ¢. Treasury check payments
FEDERAL d. Total receipts (Sum of lines b and c} 381,715.15
CASH e. Total cash available (Sum of lines 2 and d) 391,715.15
f. Gross disbursements 391,715.15
(See specific :
instructions g. Federai share of program income
on the back}
h. Net disbursements (Line f minus line g) 391,71515
i. Adjustments of prior periods
j. Cash on hand end of period ] : ' 0.00
42, THE AMOUNT SHOWN |13, OTHER INFORMATION
ON LINE 11, ABOVE,
REPRESENTS CASH RE- a. interest income $
QUIREMENTS FOR THE
ENSUING b. Advances to subgrantees or subcontractors §
Days
14. REMARKS (Attach additional sheets of plain paper, if more space is required)
15. CERIFICATION
A &y " ’ ‘ SIGNATURE DATE REPORT SUBMITTED
cerlify to the hest of my N
. knowledge and helfief that this AUTHORIZED _Q) C;t’_j/%e_/ 03/22/2006

that ali disbursements have | CERTIFYING |TYPED OR @lNTED NAME AND TETL{EI/ TELEPHONE (Area Code,

been made for the purpose and . - . Number, Extension} '

condiions of the grant or | OFFICIAL Carolyn Laraine, Presiding Commissioner

agreement. 573-346-4440 ext.1244
THIS SPACE FOR AGENCY USE

NSH 7540-01-016-5434
272-103

. STANDARD FORM 272 (Rov. 7-97}
Prescribed by OMB Girculars A-102 and A-110



FINANCIAL STATUS REPORT
{Short Form)
(Follow instructions on the back)

1. Federal Agency and Organizational Element 2. Federal Grant or Other identifying MNumber Assigned OMB Approvai {Page of
to Which Report is Submitied By Federal Agency Na.
0348-0038 1 1
USEPA XP98722201 pages
3. Recipient Organization {Name and complete address, including ZIP code)
Camden County 1 Court Circle NW, Suite #1 Camdenton, Missouri 65020
4. Employer ldengification Number 5, Recipient Account Number or [dentifying Number |6. Final Repori 7. Basis
32-0131517 XP98722201 O Yes [l Mo cash [ Acerual
8. Funding/Grant Period {See instructions) 8. Period Covered Ey this Report ,
From: (Month, Day, Year) To: (Month, Day, Year) From: (Month, Day, Year} To: (Month, Day, Year)
10/1/2002 9/30/2006 1/1/2005 4202006
10. Transactions: I i fil
Previously This Cumulative
Reporied Period
a. Total outlays 0.00 3,237,286.18 3,237,266.18
b. Recipient share of outlays 0.00 2,767,661.33 2,767,661.33
.l ¢ Federal share of outlays 0.00 469, 524 85 469,624.85
d. Total unfiquidated obligations 0.00
e. Recipient share of unfiquidated obigations 0.00
f.© Federal share of unliquidated obligations 0.00
g Total Federal share{Sum of lines ¢ and f) 469,624.85
h. Total Federal funds authorized for this funding period 469,624.85
i. Unobligated batance of Federai fundgLine h minus fine g) 0.00
a. Type of Rate(Place “X" in appropriate box)
11. indirect ) [} Provisionat ] Predetermined [ Final [ Fixed
Expense b. Rate c. Base d. Total Amount e. Federal Share
12. Remarks: Atach any explanations deemed necessary or information required by Federal sponsoning agency in compliance with governing

legisiation.

unliquidated obligations are for the purposes set forth in the award documents.

13. Certification: | cerlify to the best of my knowledge and belief that this report is correct and complete and that ail outiays and

Typed or Printed Name and Title

Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner

Tetephone {Area code, number and extension)

573-346-4440 ext.1244

Signature of Authorized Certifying Offictal

Wo#%

Date Report Submitted

April 20, 2006

NSN 7540-01118-4387 269-202

Standard Form 269A (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribed by OMB Circulars A-102 and A-11(



U. S. En\;ironmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE
Date:  October 16, 2006

Subject: Project Officer File
" Camden Co. EPA Grant No. XP987222 01

From: Donald Gibbins
To: Carolyn F. Loraine

Attached as requested is a copy of the file information that was provided to Lathrop &
Gage, including a copy of their letter of request.

Attachment

FILE COPY
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

4 o - REGION Vii
901 NORTH 5TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

‘.

September 19, 2006

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN REGEIPT REQUESTED

Camden County Commission
Grant Agreement: XP-98722201

Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner
Camden County Courthouse

1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, Missouri 65020

Dear Ms. Loraine,

{ have reviewed the July 2008 report from Leon Snead & Company, P.C., on the results
of their limited scope review of the Camden County Commission’s financial management system
for managing Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) grant funds. The review was conducted
March 21, 2008 to March 23, 2008 in Camdenton, Missourl. The review objectives were to
assess the effectiveness of the Commission’s intemal controls, and determine if its financial
management system met the requirements outlined in the Code of Federal Regutations (CFR),
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) cost principles, and the terms and conditions of EPA
assistance agreements. The review disclosed three system weaknesses, |have taken into
account your response to the review dated June 27, 2008. This is my initial determination based
on the repont.

_ Unsupported Costs

The auditors reported that in December 2005, the Camden County Commission
disbursed federal funds totaling $141,893 to the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local - -
Governments for preliminary project costs, without sufficient documentation to show the funds
were disbursed for grant purposes. | concur with the finding. 40 CFR Part 31.20, Standards for
Financial Management Systems, details that grantees and subgrantees must maintain records
which adequately identify the source and application of funds provided for the financially
assisted activities, and that fiscal control and accounting procedures must be sufficient to permit
the tracing of funds to a level of expenditures adequate to establish that such funds have not
been used in violation of the restrictions and prohibitions of applicable statutes.

In October 2005, the Camden County Commission reimbursed EPA $63,744 of the total
$141,883 unsupported costs. The auditors reported the remaining $78,149 was stili not
adequately supported at the time of their review. Though this issue was discussed in August
2008, this lefter is a formal request for the Camden County Commission to provide adequate
documentation to support the validity, allowabifity, and eligibility, of the remaining $78,149
claimed as a grant expense and paid to the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments.
Otherwise, EPA must request reimbursement of $78,149 as unsupported federal funds received.

1
RECYCLEE%

PASTR EOSTARE RIFYLLO LA



Inadequate Federal Reporting

The auditors reported that the Camden County Commission did not prepare and submit
all required federal financial reports or minority/woman business enterprise utilization reports on
a timely basis. 1 concur with the finding. 40 CFR 31.41, Financial Reporting, requires grantees
submit the following reports to EPA annually. Financial Status Reports, Federal Cash
Transaction Reports, and MBE/WBE Utilization under Federal Grants reports. The auditors
reported none of these required reports had been prepared and submitted to EPA.: Though EPA
has received a few of the required reports, | concur with the finding, and require the Camden
County Commission to develop and implement controls and procedures that ensure all required
federal reports are accurately prepared and timely submitted, Please provide documentation of
the policies, procedures, and controls you have established to ensure required federal reports
are prepared and submitted to EPA in accodance with federal regulations.,

Inaccuraie Grant Budget:

The auditors reported that the original grant agreement itemized budget had not been
revised when. the scope of work on the grant was reduced. The auditors noted some projects
were revised, but'not the grant budget, | concur with the finding; an official revised grant budget
shouid be réquested. Once this request is received and approved, a grant amendment will be
processed to incorporate these changes. Please work with your EPA Project Officer to formaily
armnend the grant scope and approved budget.

, Please provide the requested documents, and comp¥eie the requested actions, within 30

days of the receipt of this letter. If you have any questions conceming this matter, please
contact me or the member of my staff most familiar with this decision, Kathy Finazzo, at (913)
551-7833.

Singerely yours,

Karen Sherrill
Grants Management Officiaj

cc; Chet Pleban

ecc.  Kathy Finazzo/RFMB
Carla Kohler/RFMB
Debbie Titus/RFMB
Donald Gibbins/WWWPD
Pradip DalalWWPD




Don - To Karen EPA, Debbie EPA, Kathy

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/JSEPA/U Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US
S cc
08/30/2006 08:52 AM bce

Subject Fw: Camden Co reporting requirements

The messages below are for your info regarding the Camden Co. grant review findings.

---— Forwarded by Don Gibbins\WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 08/30/2006 08:49 AM ——-

h Don
gibbinslww PD/R7/USEPAJU To Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>
ce
08/30/2006 08:49 AM

Subject Re: Camden Co reporting requirementsf]

They just need to submit one of each that they have not been submitting to cover the period not previously
reported on to bring them up to date. | had advised Traci that the performance reports should go to MDNR
for review and filing since you all are managing the projects for EPA and maintaining an EPA file .

Let me know if you have any further questions.

Fdkdkkkkkdkkkkhkikhkkhkkihkhkhkhkkhhkkidihkdihhhkithkkdihkhihkrkbhkhhidkhhiikx

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 813-551-7417

Facsimile # 913-551-9417

E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
i**************************i***************************‘**********

Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

Joy Reven
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/WWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
08/28/2006 04:59 PM cc

Subject Camden Co reporting requirements

Don, Carolyn Lorraine said in our meeting last Thursday that the examiner had mentioned that the county
was not complying with the reporting requirements of the grant. Your best advice on how to get the county

into compliance is deeply appreciated,

As near as | can tell, there are 3 reports needed:
1. Form 5700-52A -- MBE/WBE Utilization Under Federal Grants... Report quarterly to EPA. {don't
know if any of these were ever submitted.

2. Quarterly performance reports
3. Financial status reports. think Camden County has been doing these for at least the last quarter

or two.



Don To  william SpratinfWWPD/R7/USEPA/US, Pradip Dalal

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U cc
S

08/24/2006 11:43 AM - bec
Subjgct Fw: Camden Co. Discussion

Below is the discussicn Camden Co. has made regarding the undocumented/unatiowable pre-award
costs.

e e e ke e e o s e ok e b e b e o ok ek e

Donald E. Gibbins
Telephone #: 913-651-7417

ke el e e e ke T e i e v e e ok e e e o e e e e v e e ok e ek e e e ek ok e e ok dede ok e kokok Rk ek

- Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 08/24/2006 11:42 AM ——

Don
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U To Karen EPA
S
ct Debbie Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Kathy
08/24/2006 11:39 AM Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Carla

Keohier/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
Subject Camden Co. Discussion

At the end of the Camden Co. meeting, with all still present, Carolyn Loraine tried to cali Debbie o advise
her regarding their decision. Since she was not in, they asked for me.

They don't want to delete the pre-award costs from the grant, for fear that it may effect their lawsult, so
they want EPA to send what Carolyn called a "demand letter" requesting repayment of the funds. | told
them | would let you know. ‘

Let me know if you have any questions.

ek e A e e ol e ek Tk A A R AR R A A e AR R R R e e de ok ek sk ek ek ek ek kR R ke ke

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
931 North 5ih Street

Kansas City, K8 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile # 913-551-9417
E-mall: gibbins.don@epa.gov

e e i dr ik e A Aok T ek e e ok vk ko v ok e sk vk e e e e sk e e e vk e e Ve e T e e e e de e vk ok



Karer! To Martha Cuppy/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
. 08/23/2006 11:31 AM e
bec Don Gibbins WWPD/R7/USEPA/US
Subject information Reguested for the new RA

Hi Martha -

Below is the information you requested concerning Camden County and grants/cooperative agreements.

o

Camden Courtly Fact Sheetdoo  Grants and Caoperstive Agreements doc

Let me know if you need anything else.

Karen

Karen L. Sherrill, EPA Region 7
Grants Management Officer
(913) 551-7461 .

(913) 551-9461 (fax)
sherrill.karen@epa.gov



Grantee: Camden County Commission
Camdenton, Missouri
Assistance Number: XP 987222 01

Type of Grant:

History:

Issue:

EPA Action:

Congressional Earmark for infrastructure improvements to sewer systems

 located in Camden County, Missouri

This grant was awarded on October 1, 2004, in the amount of
$1,455,000 [federal share}, with a project end date of June 30, 2007.
The original project is valued at $24,774,000, with the level of federal
participation at approximately 6 percent of total project costs.

On March 21-23, 20086, the HQ Office of Grants & Debarment contractor,
Leon Snead & Company, conducted a limited scope review of the ‘
Camden County Commission financial management system to ensure
compliance with regulatory administrative grant requirements. This
review guestioned pre-award costs associated with a contract issued by
the County to the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Governments and the
Missouri Enginegring Corporation for preliminary engineering services
due to lack of supporting documentation. The report requested EPA to
recover funds in the amount of $78,149 for these unsupported costs.
The County has filed a lawsuit against both contractors for recovery of
this amount. This action is pending.

Note: The HQ review erred in the amount of reported unsupported
costs. The correct amount is $77,909.

Regional Representatives (Grants Officer, Project Officer, Grant
Specialist, and Audit Liaison} contacted Carolyn Loraine, Camden
County Commissioner, on August 18, 2006, to discuss options for
resolving this review finding, including:

o Eliminating the pre-award costs from the approved work plan
and substituting other allowable costs {which have been incurred
but not billed]

o Eliminating the pre-award costs from the approved work plan
and, in the event the County did not have other aliowabie
unbilled costs, setting them up on a payment plan which would
reduce future draws by a small percentage until the $77,909 is
repaid,

o Keeping the pre-award costs in the work plan, and in the
absence of the City providing us additional supporting
documentation for the contracts, disallowing the costs and
requiring the City to repay the $77,909 [this would result in the
City owing interest on the repayment]

o Likelihood of the City prevailing on their lawsuit against the Lake
of the Ozarks Council of Governments and the Missouri
Engineering Corporation and recovering either the supporting
documentation or the $77,909.



Next Steps: The County is meeting with representatives from the Missouri
Department of Natural Resources (EPA’'s agent for this grant) tomorrow,
Thursday, August 24, 2006, to discuss these options and will respond to
EPA by the end of the week regarding their decision.

Once the County's decision is made, EPA will issue a Final
Determination Letter with the Agency's final position regarding the
unsupported costs.

Congressional EPA Office of External Programs (OEP), has been contacted by

interest: staffers from Congressman Bond’s office regarding this grant. On
August 18, 2006, OEP, along with the: Regional Project Officer and
the Grants Officer responded to the call, explained the process for
resolution, and committed to providing the Congressman'’s office a
copy of the Final Determination Letter when it is issued.

Freedom of Infor- A Freedom of Information request has been received from Lathrop and

mation Request  Gage by the OEP mid-July, both the Program Office (Water, Wetlands &
Pesticide Division) and the Grants Office provided copies of requested file
documents.




Don ' To Karen EPA, Debbie EPA, Kathy

GibbinsMWWPD/R7/USEPAMU Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US
S cc
08/22/2006 02:51 PM bee

Subject Fw: Camden County STAG overpayment

This sure appeared in the paper quickly. (As far as | know, it is not a conference call but a meeting, and
EPA will not be there.)

. Forwarded by Don Gibbins/MWWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 08/22/2006 02:47 PM «-eue

Joy Reven
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> To nonie.dudley@mo.usda.gov, Don
08/22/2006 02:32 PM Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/JUS@EPA
cC ’
Subject Camden County STAG ovetpayment
More Camden County stuff

Camden seeks a way to repay EPA $70,000

By Joyce L. Miller/Lake Sun

Published: Monday, August 21, 2006 7:12 PM CDT

E-mail this story | Print this page

CAMDEN COUNTY - Officials are hoping to work out an agreement with the Environmental Protection Agency
over the repayment of more than $70,000 in grant money for engineering services turned over to the Lake of the

Ozarks Council of Governments.

So far, LOCOLG has not provided documentation to the county or its attorney to adecjuateiy document where thé
funds ended up.

Although Camden County has filed suit against LOCOLG and the engineéring firm involved in the disputed funds
the EPA is telling the county the money has to be repaid '

i
Ia

A conference call has been scheduled for Jater this week between county officials representatives of the EPA,
Missouri Department of Natural Resources, engineers for the Normac and Camelot Sewer Districts and a

representative of the United States Department of Agriculture Rural Development program

Presiding Commissioner Carolyn Loraine said EPA has been willing to work with the county and she does not expect
that to change. Camden County has already repaid more then $60,000 to EPA.

Last year, the county commission appointed engineers to oversee the development of the two sewer projects after



rinning into problems with LOCOLG

In the meantime, Howard R. Green, the engineering firm that allegedly employed the engineer who worked with the
LOCOLG, has countersued Camden County for breach of contract '

County officials said they were anticipating the lawsuit and it did not come as a surprise

Contact this reporfer at joycem(@lakesunleader.com
Joy Reven
DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396



Doug Garrett To Don Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

<doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov>
g.garreti@dn g cc Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>, Karen

08/21/2006 10:12 AM Sherril/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
bece

Subject Re: Camden Co EPA overpayment

Don, thanks for the update. This really helps.

Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov

08/21/2006 08:04 AM
"Doug Garrett" <doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov>, "Joy Reven"

o ..
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

cc Shesriﬂ,Karen@eparﬁail.epa.gov
Subject Re: Camden Co EPA overpayment

I participated Friday afterncon at 2:00 in a call to Camden Co. with
Karen Sherrill (our grants management official), Debbie Titus (grant‘
specialist for Camden Co.}, and Kathy Finazzo (our audit resolution
person}.

They advised the County that we had nc choice but to disallow the costs
because of lack of substantiation. They told them i1f we just asked for
the funds back, they would have 30 days, and after that, interest would
begin to accrue. Another option would be for the County to ask us to
remove those contracts from the scope of the grant. That would resolve
the review finding, and then the problem would become an overdraw
situation. We are able to negotiate the method of repayment, such as
reducing the percent EPA payment on future draws until the overdraw is
repaid, and that would not involve any interest.

Carolyn. Loraine advised she would get together with the consultants this
week to see where the money could come from, and get back to us. That
is probably the meeting Joy is scheduled to attend Wednesday.

The review was not actually an audit. OCur HQ has a consultant doing
grant reviews to determine the overall level of grantee compliance with
grant regquirements. When the report was issued as final, HQ sent it to
the Region for resolution. I met with the those mentioned above, plus
our comptroller, Friday at 10:00 to discuss our eptions. At the end of
that meeting, they decided to call the County that afterncon. That's
why I had not yet communicated with you all about what was going on.

dhkkdkk ko k bk hkkhkhkdhkdhkhd b hkd bk kkdrhk kb kd kb kdrk ko ko ko dkhkxhk ko

Donald F. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
801 Nerth 5th Street
Kansas City, KS 66101



Telephone #: 913~551-~7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@spa.gov
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Doug Garrett -
<doug.garrett@dn

r.mo.gov> To
Joy Reven <joy.revenfdnr.mo.gov>

08/18/2006 04:58 \ cc
PM Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/USGEPA
Subject

Re: Camden Co EPA overpayment

Do we know the status of the EPA audit? Strange that they would get the
final letter without Don alerting us. )

Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR

08/18/2006 04:41 PM To
Doug
Garrett/WPCE/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR
co
Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov
C Subject
Camden Co EPA overpayment

I am meeting with Camden Co next Wednesday. I had a message from them
that EPA wants the money back. The meeting is with Tim and the County
Commissionars as well as the consultants for Wormac and Camelot (Darren
Krehbiel and Stan Schultz).

Doug, I'm wondering is Dave Shorr found put where the money paid to the
LOLCOG actually went. Should I mention this in the meeting? Your
thoughts, please.

Don, I'1ll call you on Monday. thanks.
Joy Reven

DNR, Water Protection Program
573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396



Don ' To Karen EPA, Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US, Debbie
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/ EPA

S ce
08/21/2006 08:44 AM bce

Subject Camden Co.- Max % on Future Draws to Repay

FYI

The Camden Co. STAG grant currently has $865,375.15 available. Subtracting the overdraw, $77,909.70,
from the grant funds available equals $887,465.45, which is the actual grant funds available. Dividing the
grant funds available (965,375.15) by 55%, equals $1,755,227.55, which is the remaining projec"t costs
that we would normally participate in at 55%. Dividing the actual grant funds available (887,465.45) by
$1,755,227.55 equals 50.56%. As a check, 4,44% (minimum % withheld on future draws) times remaining
project costs of $1,755,227.64 equals $77,932.10, which slightly exceeds amount of overdraw. '

Unless my logic is off, 50.56% is the maximum we could allow on future draws and still recover all the
overdraw by the end of the grant.

Let me know if you have any questions.

************i**********I'*ir**i‘ti:**i*****************i‘*****‘*i**i**i

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-5651-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Karen To Don GibbinsWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

heril/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US

Sheril/PLMG/R7/US cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Kathy

08/09/2006 01:51 PM Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Pradip
DalalAWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden
County Commission=]

Since the grantee is way overmatched, I'm not sure what the advantage is of retaining the pre-award costs
which at best are questionabie and instead moving the costs to other portions of the project which are
"unfunded" to allow for the inclusion of the pre-award costs. Either way, the City will need to recover the
funds from the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Governments and the Missouri Engineering Corporation.
Deleting the pre-award costs will remove our having to keep the grant open for the outcome of the
litigation plus will take away another decision at the end of the litigation. This project expires 6/20/2007,
so if we keep the pre-award costs in are you planning to extend the budget and project period pending the
outcome of the litigation fwhich as we know can drag on for many years]?

Let's set up a meeting between you, Kathy and myself to discuss further. We need to get this limited
scope review resolved and | realize this is your call as the PO.

Karen

Karen L. Sherrill, EPA Region 7
Grants Management Officer
(913) 551-7461
(913) 551-9461 (fax)
sherrill.karen@epa.gov

Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US

Don ‘
gibbinsMWPDfRWUSEPA/U To Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
cc Caria Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Karen
08/09/2006 12:55 PM SherrilllPLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Pradip
Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US

Subject Re; ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden
County CommissionE

During the application process, | approved the preaward costs in question. There is no basis for just
deleting the contracts from the grant. These kinds of pre-award costs are allowed in the national
guidelines for STAG earmarks.

The issue is whether the costs can be substantiated. If the Region agrees with the finding that the costs
are not allowable due to lack of documentation, then we should request repayment.

Since the County has filed in court to recover the costs, | believe we should delay requiring repayment. f
they win the case, then repayment should be made. If the court finds against the County, i.e., that the
costs are justified and the contractors need not repay, then | believe we should accept the costs as
allowable based on the court decision, and not require grant repayment.

e ek e v e ke e e Y e e e ke ol oo e s i e vk e v i e e i e e sk e sk ok e e e ke e kol

Donald E. Gibbins
EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB



901 North 5th Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #:913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US

Kathy
ginazzofPLMGfRWUSEPAJU To Don Gibbins/WPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

_ | cc Caria Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Karen
08/09/2006 09:03 AM Sherill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US @EPA

Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden

County Commission

Don -

Will you piease review the email chain below and then give me a call?
Thank you,

Kathy
X7833

Karen Sherrill/ PLMG/R7/USEPA/US

Karen ‘
Sherril/ PLMG/R7/USEPA/US To Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
08/09/2006 08:58 AM c¢ Carla Kohlet/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden
County Commission [

Sounds fike a good approach.

Karen

Karen L. Sherrill, EPA Region 7

Grants Management Officer

{913) b51-7461

(913) 551-9461 (fax)

sherrill.karen@epa.gov

Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US
Kathy
gmazzo/PLMG/RWUSEF’NU To Karen Sherril/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

08/09/2006 08:54 AM

Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden
County CommissionE :



.

What do you think about having then greatiy reduce the scope of the grant? The 'federal project’ as
awarded is a 24 million dollar project - but to justify the amount of federal funds available and awarded -
they only needed a 'federal project’ of $2,645,454 , If they reduce the scope of the federal project they
could exclude all preliminary phase work. If you are agreeable to looking down that path - | could talk with
Don and see if they've completed enough work to justify the $489,624.85 that they have drawn to date -
(they would roughly need only one million of allowable, eligible - 'good’ expenses) - if not - they have
unsupported costs, and we'd have to ask for them to return the money.

As for the other findings - we will request they submitted the required federal reports. The last issue -
would resolve itself with a revised grant/scope.

Let me know your thoughts.

Kathy
Karen Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US
Karen _ ‘
gherﬁﬂprMGfR?fUSEPNU To Kathy Finazzo/PL.MG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

cc Catla Kohier/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden
County Commission

08/09/2006 08:07 AM

Kathy -

Please provide me with Carla and myself with an update on where you are with resolving this limited
scope review. Caria needs an update to provide information to Martha since this is getting calis from
Senator Bonds office. Please let me know if | can be of assistance.

Thanks

Karen

Karen L. Sherrill, EPA Region 7
Grants Management Officer
{913) 551-7461

{913) 551-9461 (fax)
sherrill.karen@epa.gov

~~~~~ Forwarded by Karen Sherril/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US an 07/31/2006 05:33 PM wemew

Karen
gherrilt/PLMG/RWUSEPA!U To Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US

¢t Carla Kohlet/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie
07/18/2006 12:01 PM Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert

Bukaty/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
Subject Fw: final onsite report for the Camden County Commission

Kathy -

Below is a report conducted by the EPA Contractors which needs to be resolved. Our formal response is
required to be posted into the grantee compliance database upon resolution. in addition, HQ is also
requesting all A-133 audit responses be posted in the grantee compliance database to aid the Agency in
their post award management. Please let me know if you need Rob's help in accessing the Grantee



Comptiance Database.

Thanks,

Karen

Karen L. Sherriil, EPA Region 7

Grants Management Officer

(913) 551-7461

(913) 551-9461 (fax)

sherrill.karen@epa.gov _

-eee FOFrwarded by Karen Sherril/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US on 07/18/2006 12:00 PM ----

Joseph Lucia/DC/USEPA/US
To Karen Sherrili/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

07/18/2006 11:17 AM cc Glen Langlois/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject final onsite report for the Camden County Commission

Hello Karen:

Attached is our contractors final report with the Camden County Commission's response to the onsite
review that your office ordered in CY05.

Ve
Camden Caurty Commission TOBLS frit R7 pdf

Please review the final report and if the grantees response is satisfactory to you, please send a closeout
letter to the grantees, post it to the compliance database and closeout the database report.

if not, please correspond with the grantee to resolve any outstanding issues and take any corrective action
your office may deem appropriate, then post a closeout ietter to the database.

Heres a link to the database entry >> [

Thanks Joe Lucia
EPA/CARM/OGD/Grants Admin. Div.
202-564-5378
lucia.joseph@epa.gov



Joy Reven " To Don Gibbins/MWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

cc Joe Boland <joe.boland@dnr.mo.gov>
07/12/2006 09:38 AM

bcc

Subject Newspaper article on Camden Co {STAG)

Don, this is from our daily clips. FY]

Joy Reven
DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9386
~~~~~ Forwarded by Joy Reven/WPCPF/DEQ/MODNR on 07/12/2006 09:36 AM -

“Where’s the money?

EPA may ask Camden County to repay another $70K; lake Council of Local
Governments snubs Missouri Sunshine Law

By Joyce L. Miller/Lake Sun

Published: Wednesday, July 12, 2006 12:48 AM CDT

E-mail this story | Print this page

CAMDENTON - County commissioners have scheduled a meeting with the attorney handling the review of the Lake
of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments to discuss what appears to be the latest attempt by the taxsupported

agency to circumvent Missouri Sunshine Law requests

The notice posted Jate Monday afternoon indicated the commission would be meeting with Ivan Schraedey the
attorney hired several months ago by the Camden County Commission to review the records of LOCOLG.

The move to review the records was prompted by criticism of the way the agency is operating from a number of
SOUrces.
i

The notice listed the possibility of a closed meeting to discuss potential litigation

Presiding Commissioner Carolyn Loraine called the meeting after being notified that LOCOLG voted last week to
close their records and re-atfirmed their support of Director Jim Dickerson

The council has hired the law firm of Lathrop and Gage to represent it




Miller County Presiding Commissioner Tom Wright who serves as a member of the LOCOLG, confirmed the
actions of the council. Wright said the action was taken during a closed session

Camden County did not have a répresentative at the meeting

In a separate action, the Camden County Commission is also pursuing decumentation of more than$70,000 of grant
money issued by the Environmental Protection Agency that was paid to LOCOLG for sewer projects

Camden County has sent a demand letter to the council and the engineer who worked on the grant asking for
documentation. '

The county may be forced to repay the money if they unable to document completed work

The council ran into problems in 2005 when the Camden County Commission stepped in and took over management
of two large sewer grants LOCOLG had been administering Those grants included the EPA funds,

Camden County has already repaid approximateiy $63,000 to EPA for engineering and administrative services that
could not be documented.

The council is responsible for administering a number of econemic and workforce development programs through
various grants under the federal Economic Development Agency It is governed by a board of directors.

At one time, Camden, Laclede, Miller, Morgan and Pulaski counties belonged to the council Pulaski County
dropped out of LOCOLG and joined a nelghbormg reglonal plaimmg counc;l

Contact this reporter at joycem(@lakesunleader.com



Den To Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U _
sl ins cc Karen Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US, Kathy

Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
06/06/2006 10:17 AM bec

Subject Re: Fw: Camden Co STAG pre-award costs@[

The only other thing | can think of is copies of the contracts that the invoices were based on. | shared
what you faxed me with Kathy Finazzo, who is involved in audit resolution in our management division,
and she said in an e-mail to me | hope Camden County has additional documentation to support the
expenditure of $141,654. Karen Sherrill, our grants management official, is out until Thursday. She was
the grants specialist on this grant in the beginning. | will see if | can talk to her and Kathy on Thursday or
Friday about what we can do at this point. (HQ has not been involving the regions in these audits until
after the final report comes out.)

e e T e e v e e e e ke ok e o o o o e e e e ek e e ol ke sl e vkl e e e e e e sk e e e ey ke e e e de el de b e de e

Donald E. Gibbins
Telephone #: 913-551-7417
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Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

Joy Reven ‘
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
06/05/2006 04:02 PM _ cc Traci Newberry <traci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>

Subject Fw: Camden Co STAG pre-award costs

What do you think, Don? Thanks.

Joy Reven

DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751 —2735,_ Fax 573-751-9396 ‘

- Forwarded by Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 06/05/2006 04:02 PM -
"Loraine, Carolyn” <Carclyn_Loraine@cemdenmo.org> ’

06/05/2006 03:56 PM To "Joy Reven® <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>
cc
Subject RE: Camden Co STAG pre-award costs

Joy....the EPA auditor has already seen the invoices that you just faxed to me....apparently he did not think
they were adequate. Please advise, - Carolyn
————— Original Message----- '
From: Joy Reven [mailto:joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov]
- Sent: Monday, June 05, 2006 3:02 PM
To: Loraineg, Carolyn; Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov
Cc: Traci Newberry
Subject: Camden Co STAG pre-award costs



Don, | am faxing you a letter dated 5-18-06 concerning the EPA audit conducted in Camden Co. on March
21 through 23, 2006. One audit finding was that the documentation for the pre-award costs was

inadeguate and that $78,149 be refunded to EPA.

I'm also sending 3 invoices to support the $141,654 in costs. (Carolyn, I'm also faxing these 3 invoices to
you).

Don, any advice on this would be appreciated. Thanks.

Joy Reven
DNR, Water Protection Program

573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-93%6
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Carolyn Loraine, County Commissioner P sea A

Carnden Counvy Courthouse MANAGEMENT

1 Court Circle

Camdenton, MO 65020
Dear Ms. Loraine:

Leon Snead & Company, PC completed a limited scope review of the Camden County
Commission financial management systern for managing Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Grant fupds. The review was requesied by EPA and conducted on March 21 through
Marceh 23, 2006.

The review disclosed three systern weaknesses that need improvement for compliance with EPA
grant requirernents, The system weaknesses noted during the review are addressed in the
enclosed report, Please review the findings and recommendations and provide a response on
the corrective actions taken to correct the system weaknesses, Your response should indicate
what corrective actions you have taken or contemplate to implement the recommendations. If
corrective actions have not already taken place, please provide projected dates when comective
actions will be completad.

Please submit your response to Mr. Leon Snead at the following address by June 28, 2006. You
may also send & copy of the response to my atteption at the address shown below:

Leon Snead & Company, P.C. U.S, Environmental Protection Agency
416 Hungerford Drive, Suite 400 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NJW. (3203R)
Rockvﬂle, MD 20850 Washington, DC 20460

Aitn: Glen Langlois
'We appreciate the assistance received from all of your staff members during the onsite review.

Sincerely,

Fom_

anglois, Compliance Officer
Policy, Information & Training Branch
Office of Grants and Debarment

Enclosure

Intemel Address (DALY @ hipifiwww,opa.gov
RecyclgdMecyclabla » Printad with Vageakie Of Based inks on 100% Postconsumer, Proeoss Chioring Fras Rocyclea Paper
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RESULTS OF REVIEW

A. Unsupported Costs

In December 2002, the Commission disbursed funds totaling $141,893 to the Lake of the Ozarks
Counril of Loeal Governments (Council) for preliminary costs without sufficient docwmentation
to show the funds were disbursed for grant purposes.

OMB Circular A-87, Attachment A Paragraph C. 1. j. Basic Guidelines, states that for costs to be
allowsble under Federal awards, the costs must be adeguately documented. To meet this
requirernent, an agreement dated January 7, 2002 was signed by the Commission and the Council
for professional administrative services in all phases of the project. Section 4 of this agreement
required the Couneil to submit monthly statements for services provided and expenses incurred at
the time of the billing. In addition, on January 7, 2002, the Camden County Court and the
Missouri Engineering Corporation signed an agreement in which the Corporation was to conduct
preliminary investigations, prepare preliminary drawings, provide a preliminary itemized list of
probable construction costs effective as of the date of the preliminary report, and submit a
preliminary engineering report following FmHA. instructions and guidelines. This agreement also
required itemized billings each month.

Onrreview of the Sl41,893 payment to the Council showed that it included amounts reimbursed to
the Missouri Engineenng Corporation, based upon a one time billing of $141,654 that did notmeet
the agreement’s requirement for itemized statements.

In September 2005, the Commission was notified by the Missouri State Department of Natural
Resources that the ability to receive grant funding from EPA, was suspended in March 2003 due to
an overpayment of 563,744, the Coxmission’s matching funds requirernent from the December
2002 payment of $141,893 to the Council. On Ootober 5, 2005, the Commission reimbursed EPA
$63,744 to ensure that foturc grant funding could be received. The remaining 378,149 continues
to be unsupported because neither the Council nor the Missouri Engineering Corporation provided
monthly itermized staternents for services provided and expenses incurred.

Recommendation
The Presiding Commissioner should reimburse EPA for the remaining $78,149 or require the Lake
of the Ozarks Counci) of Local Governments and the Missowri Engineering Corporation. o provide

detailed monthly statements indicating services provided and expenses incurred as required by the
agreements dated Januwary 7, 2002

Leon Snead & Company, PG k]

P.@2-85
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L ""
BARBARA BOHLEY
BLB & ASSOCIATES
5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD PO BOX 1027
#908 ROLLA, MO 63402
SARASOTA FL 34242 (373 578.0938

(941) 345-8531
September 3, 2002

Mr. Donald Gibbons E. Gibbons, Environmental Engineer
United States Environmental Protection Agency

Region VII

901 North 5" Street

Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

Following are the pre-award costs for the Camden County Sanitary Sewer Project. These
coats were incurred between April 2002 and Aungust 2002. A portion of the match
requirement is being billed to Camden County with the remainder being paid by the
distticts affected. Since cash flow is sometimes a problem with the county and the
districts the confractors are willing to accept the EPA portion and at this point in time and
will invoice the match entities work with them on arranging payment until sufficient
funds are availabie. Both the engineering and administration services were procured
using federal procurement standards, '

Engineering services for compietion of preliminary

engineering report and a portion of the facility plan
for thie overall sewer district. $110,450.00

Preliminary administration , financial planning,
applications and bond financing. $ 31,204.00

Total pre.award costs requested $ 141 .654.00
Please contact me if you have any questions, need additional documentation or invoices. 1
will be out of town from the 6" of September until the 10™. You can, however, reach me
on my cell phone which is 573 578 0938. Thank you

Sincerely,

Barbara Bohley
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JUN-B5-2806 15:22 DNR WPP
LOCLG Invoice
P Q) BOX 786
115 WEST HWY 54 DATE INVOKCE »
CAMDENTON, MO 45020 VA0 s
BILL TO . h “
CAMDEN COUNTY
't coumT CIRCLE
i CAMOENTON, MO 65020
{ ATTERTION: STEVE WEST !
H Rl
XP . 97222 - 01 5
Caroden County Specinl Infietrachin: Grant :
Engincering services (or completion of peeliminary enginecring report and | 110,450.00
# purtion of the facility plan for the overal] sewer dlamict ]
! Prcliminary adrinistreton, fisancial planning, applieations and bond : 31.204.00
i
1
Reatarch, budget, sppiication 463 haurs
Mueting, confrrence cally 131 hours
| 394 bours @ 51.50=31,185.00
] Copley 19,00
}'Total 31,204.00
i
| R
!
;
!
!
!
i
[ 13
]
~

{ THANK YOU.
L

Total 314165400
;
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=Miasoure ff?.gins.sti)zg Con orakion
ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS

PO, BOX 13
ROLLA, MISEOURI 65402 + PHONE; 573-354-4003

T e S0clER County. Sevenr District. e

n
............... S RITNRIN ¢ TV U 17y 1y, S

Engineeting services for completion of preliminary engineering report
and a portion, of the facility plan for the averall sewer district.

3095 Users Studied@$30.00 92,850.00
Facility Plan-Camelot 11,000.00
Facility Plan- Climax Springs 60% 6,500.00

AMOUNT DUE $110,450.00

TOTAL P.B5



Joy Reven To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org, Don
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
06/05/2006 03:01 PM cc Traci Newberry <traci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>

bcc

Subject Camden Co STAG pre-award cosis

Don, | am faxing you a letter dated 5-18-06 concerning the EPA audit conducted in Camden Co. on March
21 through 23, 2006. One audit finding was that the documentation for the pre-award costs was

inadequate and that $78,149 be refunded to EPA.

I'm also sending 3 invoices to support the $141,654 in costs. (Carolyn, I'm also faxing these 3 invoices to
you).

Don, any advice on this would be appreciated. Thanks.
Joy Reven

DNR, Water Protection Program
573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-0386



Don To Carrie Schulte

ibbi WPD/R7/USEPA/U
g-lbb!nsNV cc Traci.Newberry@dnr.mo.gov, Richard.Harris@dnr.mo.gov
05/15/2006 08:45 AM bece

Subject Fw: EPA STAG - XP$87222-01

FYl

- Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 05/15/2006 08:44 AM -—--

o Don
gibbinsN\!WPDlRWUSEPAIU To David Uhlig <david.ublig@dnr.mo.gov>
cc Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>
05/15/2006 08:44 AM ¥ joy.reven@ g

Subject Re: EPA STAG - XP987222-01

Since we have one subdivision under construction on this grant, | checked my file to see what we did on it.
It has been long enough that i did not remember that | accepted the RD environmental review on Sunny
Slope. See the attached File Note which | previously provided to MDNR. As long as you get a copy of
both the FONS! (which is not much of a document) and the Environmental Report (the basis of their
decision), and then send them to me, | will accept the RD review for the other subdivisions.

Filz note, pdf

e e e B e e ek o e ke e ke s ke e ke e s o e e 9 ke e e e ol she e e sk ok ok ke ek ke e ke e ok e ok ek ok

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile # 913-551-9417
E-mail; gibbins.don@epa.gov

she e s ki e ke i e vk ol e v i e vk e e vk e e e e v i e e it o e e e e e v e e e e ook e ke ok ok ek ok ok e e

David Uhlig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov=>

David Uhiig
<david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
05/12/2006 12:40 PM cc Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

Subject EPA STAG - XP987222-01

For the NEPA portion of this project, | have been told they plan on using the Rural Development's format,
Will you accept this format for the EPA STAG projects?

Dave



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101

FILE NOTE
Date: November 2, 2004

Subject:  Environmental Review for Camden County, Sunny Slope/Country Club Sewer District
as Required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

=

From: Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/WIMB
Environmental Engineer

File To: EPA Grant No. XP987222 01

The USDA, Rural Development is providing significant funding for the above-subject
project, and issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) dated March 19, 2003. That
document and the accompanying Environmental Report evaluates the same project which is
receiving a portion of the grant funding from the EPA special infrastructure grant awarded to
Camden County. I have reviewed the Rural Development documents and find that it adequately
addresses the environmental impacts of the project. The Rural Development documents are included
in the Project Officer file.

This file note is to document that I, as the Project Officer, have chosen to accept the attached
RD FONSI, and will not issue a separate EPA environmental review document.
Attachment

cc: Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP w/ attachiment



Don To David Uhiig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov=>

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U .
s cc Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

05/15/2006 08:44 AM bee
Subject Re: EPA STAG - XP987222-01

Since we have one subdivision under construction on this grant, | checked my file to see what we did on it.
It has been long enough that i did not remember that i accepted the RD environmental review on Sunny
Slope. See the attached File Note which | previously provided to MDNR. As long as you get a copy of
both the FONSI (which is not much of a document) and the Environmental Report {the basis of their
decision), and then send them to me, 1 will accept the RD review for the other subdivisions.

File note. pdf
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Donald E. Gibhins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Strest

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail; gibbins.don@epa.gov
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David Uhlig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov>

David Uhlig
<david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
05/12/2006 12:40 PM cCc Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>

Subject EPA STAG - XP987222-01

For the NEPA portion of this project, | have been told they plan on using the Rural Development's format.
Will you accept this format for the EPA STAG projects?

Dave



Don To Joy Reven

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U
gons cc Pradip Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US

04/20/2006 08:29 AM bee
Subject Camden Co. Question

Camden Co should use the 269A (short form). Go to the following EPA web site. The instructions are on
the second page. They can also call Luis Rivera (EPA Las Vegas) for help to complete the form. Let me
know if you have any additional questions.

http://epa.goviregion07/economics/pdf/Financial-Status-Report-short-form-(SF-269A). pdf

e e e e e e e e e R e e e v e e ke skl e ek e ok e ek e deie de ko deni e e o e i ok ke e e

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-5651-7417
Facsimile #; 913-551-9417
E-mafl; gibbins.don@epa.gov
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FINANCIAL STATUS REPORT
(Short Form)

(Follow insfructions on the back)

1. Federal Agency and Organizational Element 2. Federal Grant or Other identifying Number Assigned OMB Approval [Page of
to Which Report is Submitfed By Federal Agency No.
0348-06038 1 1
USEPA XP98722201 pages
3. Recipient Organization (Name and compiete address, including ZiP code)
Camden County 1 Court Circle NW, Suite #1 Camdenton, Missouri 65020
4, Employer Identification Number 5. Recipient Account Number or dentifying Number |8, Final Reporl 7. Basis
32-0131517 XPa8722201 |:] Yes No Cash [ Accrual
8. Funding/Grant Persicd (See instructions) 9. Period Covered by this Report
From: (Month, Day, Year} To: {Month, Day, Year) From: {Month, Day, Year) To: (Month, Day, Year}
10/1/2002 9/30/2008 1/1/2005 ‘ 4/20/2006
10. Transactions: | i Il
Previously This Cumulative
Reported Period
a. Total outlays 0.00 3,237,286.18 3,237,286.18
b. Recipient share of outiays 0.00 2,767,661.33 2,767,661.33
c. Federat share of outlays 0.00 469,624.85 469,624.85

d. Total unliquidated obiigations

0.00

e, Recipient share of unfiquidated obligations

0.00

f." Federal share of unliguidated obligations

0.00

g. Total Federal share{Sum of lines ¢ and £}

469,624.85

h. Total Federal funds authorized for this funding period

469,624.85

i. Unobligated batance of Federai fundgLine h minus fine g}

0.00

a. Type of Rate(Place "X" in appropriate box)
11. Indirect 7] provisionat

{"] Predetermined [_] Final D Fixed

Expense b. Rate

c. Base

d. Total Amount e. Federal Share

legisiation.

12, Remarks: Attach any explanations deemed nacessary or information required by Federal sponsoring agency in compliance with governing

13. Certification: | certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that this report is correct and complete and that afl outtays and
unliquidated obligations are for the purposes set forth In the award documents.

Typed or Printed Namne and Title

Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner

Telephone {Area code, number and extensicn)

573-346-4440 ext.1244

S':gnature of Authorized Certifying Officia

Date Report Submitted

April 20, 2006

NSN 7540- 01k218-4387

269-202 Standard Form 2684 (Rev. 7-97}

Prescribed by OMB Circulars A-102 and A-11(



OMB APPROVAL NO, 0348-8003

F ED ERAL CASH TRAN SA .- 1. reueral Sponsoring agancy and erganizational element lo which this report
is submitted
(See instructions on the back. If report is for more than one granf or USEPA.
assistance agreement, altach completed Standard Form 272A.)
2. RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION 4. Federal grant or other Wentification 5. Recipienl's account number of
number identifying number
Name: Camden County XP98722201
6. Lelter of credit number 7. Last payment vaucher number
Nurnber #C : :
ourt Circle N.W., Suite
and Street: » Suite #1 77676
Give tofal number for this period
City, Stafe Camdenton, Missouri 65020 8. Payment Vouchers credited to 9. Treasury chechs recaived (whather
and ZIP Code: your account or nol deposited}
10. PER!OD COVERED BY THIS REPORT
3. FEDERAL EMPLOYER FROM {month, day, year} TO (month, day, year}
IDENTIFICATION No, . ©2-0131517 7-01-2005 12-31-2005
a. Cash on hand beginning of reporting period 3 0.00
b. Letter of credit withdrawls 391,715.15
11. STATUS OF ¢, Treasury check payments
FEDERAL d. Total receipts (Sum of lines b and c} 391,715.15
CASH €. Total cash available (Sum of lines a and d} 391,715.15
f. Gross disbursements 391,715.15
(See specific i
instructions g. Federal share of program ihcome
on the back)
h. Net disbursements (Line f minus line g) 381,715.15
i. Adjustments of prior pericds
j. Cash on hand end of period § 0.00
12, THE AMOUNT SHOWN 13, OTHER INFORMATION
ON LINE 11}, ABOVE,
REPRESENTS CASH RE- a. Interest income 3
QUIREMENTS FOR THE
ENSUING b. Advances to subgrantees or subcontractors $
Days

14. REMARKS {Attach addifional sheets of plain paper, if more space Is required)

15, CERIFICATION

SIGNATURE
I cerify to the hest of my

DATE REPCRT SUBMITTED

' *
knowledge and belief that this | ~UTHORIZED W b %&J 03/22/2006
report is true in ail respects and /

that all disbursements have CERTIFYING |TYPED OR @NTED NAME A
been made for the purpose and
conditions of the grant or OFFICIAL
agreement.

Carolyn Loraine, Presiding

NG rm_z/ TELEPHONE (Area Code,
ommissioner Number, Extension)}

573-346-4440 ext.1244

THIS SPACE FOR AGENCY USE

N5HN 7540-01-016-5434
272103

STANDARD FOBM 272 (Rav, 7-87)
Prescribod by OMB Circulass A-102 and A-110
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MAR-21~2685 1G:11 DNR WPP

FAX COVER LETTER

.Camden County Courthouse
#1 Court Cirele N.W.
' Camdenton, Me. 65020
o PHONE: 573-346-4440 Ext. /)¢ z FAX: 573-346-5181

" SENDERs M /C',ém»&/,,,

FROM THE OFFICE OF:

' THE FOLLOWING FOR .
. COMPANY:__ % %ﬂv_ .

" ATTENTION:

. CITY/STATE:
FAX #: '
‘Total Number of Pages (Includmg Cover Letter):
Date: 3 "::)’/ = u N

W%LTHEPAGE& PLEASE CALL US ‘
BACK SO WE CAN RE . .

MEMO:
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Certified Public Accasnbarhs

LEON SNEAD Publiy Acoruntan
& COMPANY, BC, & Mmiagement Congwltants

416 Hungerford Drive, Suite 400
Rockvilla, Maryland 20850
201-738-8190

Fax: 301-738-8210
lecnamead.companypc@erls.com

March 17, 2006

Carolyn Loraine, County Commissioner

Camden County Commission .
Camden County Courthouse W%
1 Court Circle : T
Camdenton, MO 65020

Dear Ms. Loraine:

Leon Snead & Company, P.C. has been engaged by the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to perform a limited scope management system review
of EPA grant{s). The purpose of this letter is to confirm the date and time for the
meeting at your office. As agreed during our telephone conversation, the
‘meeting will be held an March 21, 20086, at 10:00 a.m. to begin our review of
your organization's records in support of EPA grants. The auditor will be Floyd
Deidiker. The review will take no longer than a week.

We request that the items on the enciosed be provided to us at the meeting. In
addition, we request that the person or personnel that we will work with be
available at the initial meeting.

We appreciate your cooperation and assistance during this review, If you have .
any «uestions or concems, please call Floyd Deidiker or me at (301) 738-8190. >

Sincerely,

éeon Snead {

President

SO e
Enclosure: . .. i

j’Q_, Lu\c: G ZOZ"S‘S A S35

“len L,mjizag 70— SEA-S2TL

r——

Jieo va,aa«/;f



MAR-21—-2806 1@:12 DNR WPP 5737519396 P.83-84

Enclosure
Environmental Protection Agency

Limited Scope Financial Management System Review
Data Reguest

Please have the following information, if applicable, available for review by Leon
Snead & Company, P. C. audit staff.

1. EPA Grant agreements, including any amendments.
Organization Chart and Mission Statement,

Schedule of fixed assets acquired with grant funds.

Pl

Payroll registers for most recent 12-month period.
5. Organizational policies and procedures for:

Financial Management
Budgeting
Procurement
Accounis Payable
Payroll

Cash Management
Property.

€ 4 a » ¢ & 4

6. Two most recent financial status reports and project status reporis (SF
272, SF269, and other reports).

7. Deseription of accounting system,
8. General ledger for most recent 12-month period,
9. Indirect cost allocation plan.

10. Gopies of independent audit reports for the past two years, management
letlers, and reports on Schedule of Federal Financial Assistance.

11, Bank recanciliation for the most recent three months.

12. A summary of active federally funded granis/projects showing total
number of projects and total amounts by awarding Agency.



MAR-Z21-2806 1@:12 DNR WPP 5737515396

13.Most current budget vs. actual cost analysis.
14.List of any purchases for more than $100,000.

15.List of any consultanis and/or sub grantees employed under the EPA
assistance agreements.

16. Most current MBEMWBE Utlizations Reports (EPA Form 5700-52A) for
each EPA assistance agreement.

P. 84,04

N
ot G:s-"';".\l‘&w

Lt ]

TOTAL P04



Don To dede_chasin@camdenmo.org

Gibbins/iWWPD/R7/USEPA/U

Si ns S cc Traci.Newberry@dnr.mo.gov, Pradip
DalalWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

03/06/2006 01:40 PM bee

Subject Payment Documentation Form for EPA Grant No. XP987222
01

| have created an Excel version of the payment documentation form that was previously provided to you
by MDNR in paper format. It automatically performs calculations as you enter costs due to date and
previous EPA payments, and it limits the total due from EPA to the grant amount. Aftached is cne for the
subject grant. | have set it up for your 4th payment request and included the paid to date figure shown in
our financial database after your 12/05 payment. if you use this form, you will need to include the costs
already claimed under this grant or the figures will not be correct. That would include payments made for
grant administration and engineering with EPA payment no. 1. If you need any help with the previous
payment information, Traci Newberry with MDNR (573-526-0940) would be glad help you. | have also
included the document in Word format in case you do not want to use Excel.

Let me know if you have any guestions.

Payment 84 Camden Co.ds Payment dacurneniation form.doc

oy s e ok vl i e e ok e ksl e e o v ok ok ke e ke ok ol il ke ke v o e vk e e e e e ok ek ok e e e ke e e e e e

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-5651-7417
Facsimile #; 913-5561-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Don To Joy Reven

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U
s* bins ¢ Pradip Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US

02/08/2006 02:12 PM bee
Subject Camden Co. DUNS Number

This message is in response to your voice mail message regarding the Camden County DUNS number.
Here is information | currently inciude in the grant authorization letter | send to each new grantee.

"The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) has determined that improved statistical reporting
capabilities are needed for Federal grants. To provide a universal identifier, grantees are now required to
provide in the application package a Dun and Bradstreet Data Universal Numbering System (DUNS)
number. The OMB policy which established this requirement was published in Vol. 68, No. 124 of the
Federal Register dated June 27, 2003. The Notice of Final Policy Issuance can be viewed at
www.whitehouse.gov/omb/grants/grants_docs.html. A DUNS number can be obtained in one day, at no
cost, by calling (866) 705-5711. A number can also be obtained at the website www.dnb.com, but this
may take up to thirty days unless you pay a $40 fee for one-day service. The September 2003 version of
the Application for Federal Assistance (SF 424) has a location for the DUNS number in ltem 5.

The DUNS number is a privately issued identifier for each particular entity, and that number remains
theirs, so no the Camden Co number would not change. A public entity would use that number for any
grant application to any federal program.

Camden County originally applied before the above requirement was in place, so unless they got a DUNS
number for some other purpose, they probably do not have one.

Let me know if you have any additional questions.

Donaid E. Gibbins
EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB

901 North 5th Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibhins don@epa.gov

e e e e e e 7o T e ko e e e vl e s ok e o e e e e ke e v e e e de e e e e o e de e el ke ok



Don To Joy Reven

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U cc
S .

01/31/2006 10:03 AM bee
Subject Camden Co. Payments

Attached is the current payment status for Camden Co. EPA Grant No, XPS87222 01,

ks
Camden Co payments.pdf
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPDB/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-6417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Don To Doug Garrett <doug.garreti@dnr.mo.gov>
Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/U . :
S cc Carrie Schulte <carrie.schulte@dnr.mo.gov>

12/20/2005 03:50 PM bee
Subject Re: Fw: CamelotfH

When talking to John Fraga about what to do with the Camden County grant, | did not know that any of the
projects had proceeded as far as described by the engineer, except the one under construction, which |
think is a different engineer. | thought nothing was happening. So when | encouraged John to get the City
to divorce the engineer, | did not understand they had performed design work. This certainly muddies the
water.

My only concern was that the pre-award costs were unreasonable, and | was not interested in paying any
more of those. I the engineer has incurred reasonable costs for design on some of the projects and | had
known that, | would not have suggested that the City pursue the divorce. Let me know if you want to talk
about it.

e e e e e e e i e ok e e e s ke e sk e e sk e ke sk ke ke ok i e vk i ko ke e o e e e ko e e e ok

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
801 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-5417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Doug Garrett <doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov>

Doug Gairett
<doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Carrie Schuite

12/20/2005 12:29 PM <carrie.schulte@dnr.mo.gov>
cc ‘

Subject Fw: Camelot

FYL.

-~ Forwarded by Doug GarretttWPCP/DECQ/MODNR on 12/20/2005 12:29 PM »wwe-
“Stark, Melissa” <mstark@hrgreen.com:>

12/20/2005 09:13 AM To doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov

ce
Subject Camelot

<<121905-Corr.doc>>



Jerry L. Gilmore 121905-Con. doc



Doug,

[ appreciate your taking time to attend the meeting in Camden County last week. I think
you would agree that there has been a lot of misunderstanding about this wastewater plan
and projects. I feel that HRG and the original Camden County Commission had a great
plan and HRG has provided the necessary documents from planning thru design that were
necessary to reach the very important goals that we set out in the early stages of these
badly needed wastewater systems. Procedures for the funding through construction plans
and specifications for these projects including the Camelot and Normac systems were the
same as Howard R. Green and Missouri Engineering Company has followed for over 30
years.

Doug, these two projects were within a few months of going to construction bidding
which was the goal for any of these projects. We were also working on funding for the
other projects. After giving some thought concerning the overall issues discussed and not
discussed at the meeting I feel that you could be a big help in finding a solution that will
allow the two projects to proceed. I know you have been of great assistance on our
projects in the past.

Is there a way that DNR could assist the county in satisfying the requirements of HRG, to
get construction started as soon as possible and avoid getting into a long drawn out
expensive lawsuit? [ think everyone would benefit especially the citizens of the two
districts who so badly need the sewer service.

Doug, you are probably the key man right now. If you would like to discuss these issues
and some that were not discussed at the meeting with Charlie or me please feel free to
call (573) 364-4003.
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§ % U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
%M N Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division

4 paore 901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101

Facsimile Cover Sheet

December 13, 2005

SUBJECT: Camden Co EPA Grant No. XP987222 01
Approval of Pre-Award Costs

FROM: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer W

Telephone #: 913-551-7417 Fax #: 913-551-9417
TO: Barbara Bohley
Telephone #: 864-244-6575 Fax #: 864-244-4044

PAGES: 3, including this cover sheet.

COMMENTS:

An approval was not provided to the grantee. An in-house approval was done by our
Grants Management Officer, and that is probably what I provided to you. I am attaching a copy
to this cover sheet. Let me know if you have any additional questions.



Don Te Doug Garrett

GibbinsMWWPD/R7/USEPA/U e
S,
12/01/2005 10:47 AM bee
Subject Camden Co Pre-Award Costs Request
As promised.

Camden Co pre-award costs.pdf
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 Ncrih 5th Sireet

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephonhe #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail. gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Nov. 19. 2005 4:03AM Thomzs, Birdsong + Mills P.C. No. 2581 P, 1/

THOMAS, BIRDSONG & MILLS, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

rollainw@ﬂdnaz cam
wah! www rollalaw.aom

W.H. THOMAS, JR. 1100 NORTH ELM STREET
DAN L. BIRDSONG P. O. BOX 248
DAVID L. MILLS ROLLA, MiBSOUFII 85402-0248
[R— 573-364-4007 (PHONE)
JOHN J, GARRABRANT 573-364-0664 (FAX)
SCOTT MCBRIDE
P— (Diract to Rolle from Waynseviie ares): 774-5252

Paralsgai/ilags Asslsrams- OFFIGE ACMINISTRATOR:

EL3A M, PITTILLD, G
NICK] GHAPMAN Elea Plifllio

e e s ey

TELECOPY FOR IMMEDIATE DELIVERY
DATE: November 18, 2008
TO: Charles £, McElvea
FiRM NAME:
FAX NUMBER: 1-573-346-4411
FROM: W. H. Thomas Jr.
TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES: _.ad. ., INCLUDING TH!IS PAGE
CLIENT MATTER/NAME: Howard R. Green Company ~ Camden County

Piease call the undersigned if you do not receive all of the pages.
OPERATOR: Carole

e e o e e d |

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS:
ves Howard R. Gragn Company ~ 364-0468

EPA Region Vii, Attention: Donaid Giibbins, Environmentai Enginaer

Missourl Department of Natural Resources, Attention: Kevin Mohammadi

THIS FACSIMILE CONTAINS PRIVILEAED AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION INTENDED QNLY FOR THE UBE QF THE INDIVIDUAL CR
ENTITY NAMED ABOVE, iF THE READER OF THE FAGBIMILE t5 NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEE OF AGENT
RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING IT TO THE INTENDED RECIFIENT, YOU ARE HESEBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION OR
COPYING OF THIS FACBIMILE 18 STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE RECEIVED THIS FACSIMILE IN ERROR, PLEABE IMMEDIATELY
NOTIFY Us BY TELEPHONE AND AETURN THE QRIQINAL FACBIMILE TQ US AT THE ABQVE ADDRESS VIA THE U.5. PQETAL BERVICE.

THANK YQU,
W. H. Thomas, J{ toms2 g ildmail.com} Dar L. Blrdsong (danlh®{ldmat.com) David L, Mile (davam@fldmall.com)
Jokn arrabrant {{garr@1ldmail.oom) 2colt MoBride (seotim®fidmall.com
Elsa M. Fiithlo (slgeBl8@{ldmali.com) Nigki Chapman (nigklc @ fidmali.com)

v o lt@f’ltﬂ € //Aﬂ;\{'—f’/ PLrAG—
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THOMAS, BIRDSONG & MILLS, P.C.
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

rodlataw @fldnat.com
wal: www.rollalaw.com

W.H. THOMAS, JR. 1100 NORTH ELM BTREET
DAN L, BIRDSCNG F. Q. BOX 248
DAVID L. MILLS ROLLA, MISSOURI 65402-0248
—_— 573-364-4087 (PHONE)
JOHN J. GARRABRANT 573-384-0884 {FAX}
SCOTT MCBRIDE {Direct to Rotia from Wayneavills arsa): 7745252
ParalegelLegel ABsistants: CFFICE ADMINISTRATOR;
ELSA M. PITTILLO, GLA Elen Phtillo
NICK! CHAPMAN

Novamber 18, 2005

Charles E. McElyea

Attorney at Law Fax Transmission
P.O, Box 559

Camdenton, MO 85020

Re: Camden County — Howard R, Green Company
Our Flle No. 12411-05

Dear Charlle!

| tried to reach you by phone a couple of times to Iet you know as a courtesy that
Howard R. Green Companx Interds to proceed with suit against the Camden
County Commission. You have a copy of the ofiginal Contract with Missouri
Engineering Corporation and know that Howard R, Green assumed the
responsibilities of Missouri Engineering Gorporation under that Contact.
Paragraph 4 of Section A cails for addltional work to be done after the preliminary
engineering report was reviewed and approved,

| am sure you have ssen the agreement betwean your client and Lake of the
Ozarks Gouncll of Local Governments, wherein you client appointed the Council
as “the Owner’s representative for the project.”

The Council reviewed and approved the preliminary eneineerlng report and
directed H.R. Green Company to proceed. Thus, | think it is clear that the
County Commission does have & contract for the work for which the Commission
has now refused to pay.

My cllent has been unsuccessful to this point in é;etting the various parties to sit
down to discuss these issues. It does not Intend to abandon that effort, but it
also does not Intend to walt any further before filing suit.

You?w truly,

W. H. Thotkas Jr.

WHT/cjs

ce: oward R. Green Company
EPA Region VII: Attention: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer
Missourl Department of Natural Resources: Attention: Kevin Mohammadi

W, H. Thomas, Jr. {tomx2@ldmall.com} Dan L. Blrdeenp (danb@iidmail.com} Dravid L. Mg {davem® Hdmali.com}
John J. Garrebrant (|garr@tidmall.com) Goott MeBride (seottin GeHdmall.com)
Elsa M. Pittllo (2164808 @ fidmail.com) Nigki Chapman (nichlc@ fidmeil.com)



Don To LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U
S;bblns IU cc John Fraga@dnr.mo.gov

10/20/2005 11:49 AM bce
Subject Re: Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP987222 01

Thanks.

o i e e e i el sk e e ok ik e o ok o o vk i e o e v o ke e R ke ke e e ok e e e e el e v e dr ok ke drok

Donald E. Gibbins
Telephone #: 913-551-7417
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LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US

LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US

cc

Subject Re: Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP987222 01

Hi Don,
We received a check from Camden County for the amount of $63,744.30. You should see it in the
Warehouse late today.

Luis E. Rivera

US. E.P.A

LVFC

P.O. Box 98515

Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515

Tel: 702 798-2495 Fax: 702 798-2423
Don Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/US

Don
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U To LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US@EPA

§
cc Pradip Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US
10/19/2005 06:26 AM . ‘
Subject Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP987222 01

Camden County is repaying funds previously drawn on their grant. They supposedly mailed it to the
proper P.O. Box last week. The amount is $63,000+. It has not yet shown up in Data Warehouse. Please
keep your eyes open for it. Thanks.

Y e i v e e e e s ke ik e b ke T ol e T e e e o e v ok e e sk ok v e o e e o ok e o e b e o e e e kol e vk e ok

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Regiocn 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-8417
E-maii: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
10/19/2005 09:06 AM cc

bece

Subject Re: Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP$87222 01

Thanks Don, 3' will keep an eye on it.

Luis E. Rivera

US.E.PA

LVFC

P.O. Box 98515

Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515

Tel: 702 798-2495 Fax: 702 798-2423
Don GibbinsMWWPD/R7/USEPA/US

Dan '

gibbinsNVWPDlRWUSEF’NU To LuisE Rivera/lLV/USEPA/US@EPA
¢c Pradip DalaWWPD/R7/USEPA/US

10/18/2005 06:26 AM

Subject Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP987222 01

Camden County is repéying funds previously drawn on their grant. They supposedly mailed it to the
proper P.O. Box last week. The amount is $63,000+. It has not yet shown up in Data Warehouse. Please
keep your eyes open for it. Thanks.

*************************\l********i*********i****"k***************

Donald E. Gibbins -

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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S 1 Marr Blung, Governor « Doyle Childers, Direcror

~ DERART, VENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
D@ T OF NA RCES

-/ ' www.dnz.mo.gov

Ms. Carolyn Loraine
Presiding Commissioner
I Court Circle, Suite 1
Camden, MO 65020

RE: EPA Grant XP987222-01 —~ Camden County
Dear Ms. Loraine:

As of March 4, 2003, the County Commission’s ability to receive grant payments was temporarily suspended
due to the overpayment of $63,744.30 and other grant compliance issues. Since then, all other issues have
been resolved except for the overpayment. EPA is requiring the $63,744.30 be repaid as soon as possible.
Once this issue is resolved the commission will be eligible to receive grant payments for current construction
projects.

A check made out to the Environmental Protection Agency should be mailed to the address below. The check
should state “Grant Refund” and should also include the grant number, A cover letter should accompany the
check which inctudes the foliowing information: grant number, ACH number, and the reason for returning the
funds. The funds will be posted back to the grant. This process usually takes less then two weeks from the
time the check is mailed. Please advise me with the expected date the check will be mailed and also later when
the check has been mailed.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Financial Management Center

P.0. Box 371293M

Pittsburgh, PA 15251

If you have any questions you may contact me at (573) 751-1399 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102.

Sincerely,

WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM

John Fraga T\_f

EPA Project Coordinator

Recycled Paper



Don To John Fraga

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U o
s
09/15/2005 08:30 AM bce

Subject EPA Grant Repayment info

Attached is the info on how to repay an EPA grant. Thanks for your help.

Repayme.pdf

'l!*****i-****1\'**1\'***i-**********!'*1\-***i-*i-**1\'*****;\-***i—**************

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North bth Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Don ‘ T

Q

John_Thigpen@kcmo.org

ibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U .
g'bbms P JUSEP cc Frank_Pogge@kcmo.org, Jim_Mellem@kcmo.org,
Leona_Derse@kcmo.org, Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov,
02/08/2005 01:07 PM- Traci.Newbenry@dnr.mo.gov, Pradip

bee
Subject Over Payment on EPA Grant No. XP987026 01

The is/managing the subject grant for EPA) has just advised me that the City has

bject grant by approximately $600,000. This occurred because the wrong amount for
"Total Payme reviously Recelved” was subtracted from the "Total Payment Due from EPA" on the
form submitted//OMIDNR with payment documentation. Because no contracts are currently active under
this grant which cotlid make up this amount in the near future, EPA is requiring the excess payment to be
repaid as sgon as possible. You should contact Traci Newberry with MDNR, 573-526-0940, regarding the
amount of fhe overpayment. :

A check made out to the Environmental Protection Agency should be mailed to the address below. The
check should state "Grant Refund" and should also inciuded the grant number. A cover letter should
accompany the check which includes the following information: The grant number, the ACH Number, and
_ the reason for returning the funds. The funds will be posted back to the grant, and this process usually
takes less than two weeks from the time the check is mailed. Pleage advise me by e-mail message both

now with the expected date the check will be mailed, and also later when the check has beén maited,

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Financial Management Center

P.O. Box 371293M

Pittsburgh PA 15251

Let me know if you have any questions.

****************w*w*********k***w*#*ww***************ww***w&w***«

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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John Fraga ' To Don Gibbins/MWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<john.fraga@dnr.mo.gov> \

05/09/2005 02:45 PM

ccC

bcec.

Subject Camden County XP987222-01

Don . :
I met with the county commission on 9/7/05 to discuss the status of the preaward cost $141,654.00.
Based on the documentation we have received the county was over paid the first pay request. They
requested 100% instead of 55%. The county was overpaid in the amount of $63,744.00. The county has

agreed to modify future request to correct this.

The county wilt be changing the scope of the grant. They will now only focus on the development and
completion of three pro;ects Sunny Slope, Camelot Estates, Normac. Sunny Slope is already under

construction.

The county also decided to terminate the Council of Governments administration services. The county
believes they can handle the administration more efficiently and more cost effectively. The county will be
terminating their engineering contract with Howard Green and Company (formerly Missouri Engineering)
due to delay of obtaining information and documentation. The county will procure another consultant to

help them finish project development and final design for the remaining projects.



Jeff Pinson To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov>

03/31/2005 10:44 AM

CcC

bcec .
Subject Fw: Camden County EPA Grant

The previous e-mail was undeliverable for some reason. 1am trying again.

Jeff Pinson :

Water Protection Program

(573) 751-1406

jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.goyv,

- Forwarded by Jeff PinsornyWPCP/DEQYMODNR on 03/31/2005 10:42 AM «r

Jeff

Pinson/WPCP/DEQ/MODN
R To gibbins.don@epamait.epa.com

John Fraga/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, David
Uhlig/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, Elke Boyd/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, Traci
03/30/2005 09:57 AM CC Newherry/ WPCP/DEQMODNR@MODNR, Carrie ]

Schulte/ WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR
Subject Camden County EPA Grant

Don, ‘

-1 am know longer the project coordinator for the Camden County EPA Grant Projects and will not be
involved with these projects in any way. Mr. John Fraga will be the project coordinator from this point on.
The work load from these projects, which all have major problems, is severely effecting my DWSRF

projects. DWSRF is my #1 priority. Please contact Mr. Fraga concerning this issue from this point on.

Thanks,

Jeff Pinson .
Water Protection Program
(573) 751-1406

jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov
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;? | e % U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
%M & Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
P e 901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101

Facsimile Cover Sheet
March28,200§ |

SUBJECT: Camden Co. 2™ Request for Pre-Award Costs Approval

Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer

" FROM: J
Telephone #: 913-551-7417 Fax #: 913-551-9417

TO: John Fraga, MDNR/WPP

Telephone #: 573-751-1399 Fax #: 573-751-9396

PAGES: . 2, including this cover sheet.

COMMENTS:
As per our telephone conversatioh is date, attached is the July 14, 2004, letter from Camden

County requesting approval of additional pre-award costs.

Let me know if you have any questions.



Jeff Pinson : To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

jeff.pi dnr.mo.gov> '
<jeft.pinson@dnr.mo.gov cc Traci Newberry <fraci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>
02/01/2005 03:45 PM

bce

' Suﬁed Re: Camden County

Don,

You assumed correctly. This is just another curve in the road.

Jeff Pinson
Water Protection Program
(573) 751-1406

jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov

Gibbins.D'on@epamaiI.epa.gov
. To Jeff.Pinson@dnr.mo.gov
02/01/2005 03:36 PM - , cc
' Subject Camden County

Jerry Gilmore faxed me the letter he sent you dated 1/25/05 about his
engineering fees. I don't know why. ‘

I couldn't help but notice that he said the désign work was based on a
percentage of construction costs, and I assume that you know that is not
an acceptable form of contract under 40 CFR 31.36(Z) (4). .

Let me know if you have any questions.

kkkkkhkhkkhkkkk ke rk bk kR kkk ko dehdkh ko hdehkhkhhkdhkdkdkhkhhkhhkhhhrhkhbhkrhtdkh kit

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB.
901 North 5th Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 213-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov

******************************************i’**********************



Celebrating 90 Years

Howard R. Green Company

February 1, 2005 FAX TRANSMITTAL

Pages including this page: 3
To:

Don Gibbins, EPA, Region Vil
1-913-551-9417

From: Jerry L. Gilmore

Fax; 1-573-364-0468
Phone; 1-573-364-4003

Howard R. Green Company
P.O. Box 13
Rofla, MO 65402

Gopies to
follow: Yes

If you have received this fax in error, please
notify Howard R. Green Company IMMEDIATELY
by phone at 1-573-364-4003 and return the fax to
us via U.S. Mail. This fax contains confidential
information intended solely for the use of the
individual or entity named ahove. If the recipient
of this fax is not the addressee, or a designated
responsible party thereof, you are notified that
any dissemination or replication of the
information Is strictly prohibited.
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@Tﬂoward R.Green Company

formerly Missouri Engineering Corporation Engineering Consultants BO. Box 13
211 S. Highway 63

Rolla, MO 65402

January 25, 2005

573.364.4003
, fax 573.364.0468
Jeff Pinson
Mo DNR www.hrgreen.com
P.O.Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

RE: Camden County Sewer Projects

Dear Mr. Pinson:

This letter has been prepared in response to your request to document the hours expended
by Missouri Engineering Corporation’s staff in completion of the prelimivary
reports/facility plans and portions of the design on the Camden County lake area sewer
projects. As you are aware, this project began previous to 2002 but the work we are
discussing began about April 1, 2002 with the preparation of the first preliminary
reports/facility plans with final submittal of some of these to Rural Development for
funding obligations. I recently delivered copies of these reports and design plans, all at
various stages of completion, to your office at your request. Typically these are-submitted
at the time that they are ready for review and approval.

There are several issucs that are involved on the engineering agreement and invoices that
were submitted for payment through the special appropriation funds for this project.
Invoices were submitted that included payment for the preliminary study, preliminary
reports/facility plans, and design engineering.

I have tried to work backwards fo provide you with hours and expenses for the poriions of
work that was involved in the preliminary reports/facility plans since the study was based
on a fee per user and the design was based on a percentage fee of estimated construction
costs.

The approximate tota! fee submitted for work completed was $200,800. In this fee, was
$92.850 for the preliminary study based on 3095 users studied and 30% of the design fee
on Camelot Estates which had a total fee of $197,000 based on estimated construction
costs for a calculated 30% amount due of $59,100. After you deduct these two portions
from the total, the invoice for the preliminary reports/facility plans was the remaining
$48, 850, The following table lists the staff and appropriate rate of charge for these tasks.

BS+0 +39E ELS . *00 N3IIY9 o ddLEmMOH BE¥+ QT S50 10 994



Principal

106.00 hours @ 85.00

Officer 154.00 hours @ 75.00
Project Manager 147.75 hours @ 50.00
Project Engineer 36.25 hours @ 45.00
Design Engineer 297.25 hours @ 35.00
Computer Technician 93,50 hours @ 32.00
Field/Office Assistant 157.50 hours @ 27.00
Mileage 2681 miles @ .35
Total

We had originally

as there was some overlap and we invoiced bas

reports were at that time.

exact split between each o

Estates, Greenview/Highway

Camelot and Climax Springs preliminary report

9,010.00
11,550.00
7,387.50
1,631.25
10,403.75
2,992.00
4,252.50
1,989.40
49216.40

allotted lump sum fees to each of the preliminary reports/facility plans
ed on the percentage complete that the

We knew what our total costs were but didn’t necessarily have an
f the areas. The figures above include time expended on Camelot
E, Davey/Crane Cove and Coffman Bend. However only
s/facility plans were 100% complete at that

time as our invoice indicated. All other items were based on individual percentages of
being complete.

Hopefully this information will provide you with the back-up data you need in addition to
the plans and reports already submitted.

Sincerely,

Howard R. Green Company

cC:

WM{W
Jexty 14 Gilmore, P.E.

Jim Dickerson, LOCOG

Kelly Gregory, Rural Development

Tim Rickabaugh, Rural Development

Don Gibbins, EPA, Region VIII

Carolyn Lorraine, Presiding Commissioner

Barbra Bohley

89+0 +9E ELS
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%oward R.Green Company

formerly Missouri Engineering Corparation Engineering Consuiltants PO, Box 13
211 8, Highway 63
Rolla, MO 85402

January 25, 2005
573.364.4003

. fax 573.364.0468
Jeff Pinson

Mo DNR www, hrgreen.com
P.O. Box 176
Jefferson City, MO 65102

RE: Camden County Sewer Projects
Dear Mr. Pinson:

This letter has been prepared in response to your request to document the hours expended
by Missouri Engineering Corporation’s staff in completion of the preliminary
reports/facility plans and portions of the design on the Camden County lake area sewer
projects. As you are aware, this project began previous to 2002 but the work we are
discussing began about April 1, 2002 with the preparation of the first preliminary
reports/facility plans with final submittal of some of these to Rural Development for
funding obligations. I recently delivered copies of these reports and design plans, all at
various stages of completion, to your office at your request. Typically these are submitted
at the time that they are ready for review and approval.

There are several issues that are involved on the engineering agreement and invoices that
were submitted for payment through the special appropriation funds for this project.
Invoices were submitted that included payment for the preliminary study, preliminary
reports/facility plans, and design engineering.

i have tried to work backwards to provide you with hours and expenses for the portions of
work that was involved in the preliminary reports/facility plans since the study was based
on a fee per user and the design was based on a percentage fee of estimated construction
costs. :

The approximate total fee submitted for work completed was $200,800. In this fee, was
$92,850 for the preliminary study based on 3095 users studied and 30% of the design fee
on Camelot Estates which had a total fee of $197,000 based on estimated construction
costs for a calculated 30% amount due of $59,100. After you deduct these two portions
from the total, the invoice for the preliminary reports/facility plans was the remaining
$48.850. The following table lists the staff and appropriate rate of charge for these tasks.



Principal 106.00 hours @ 85.00 9,010.00
Officer 154.00 hours @ 75.00 11,550.00
Project Manager 147.75 hours @ 50.00 7,387.50
Project Engineer 36.25 hours @ 45.00 1,631.25
Design Engineer 297.25 hours @ 35.00 10,403.75
Computer Technician 93.50 hours @ 32.00 2,992.00
Field/Office Assistant 157.50 hours @ 27.00 4,252.50
Mileage 2681 miles @ .35 1.989.40

Total 49,216.40

We had originally allotted lump sum fees to each of the preliminary reports/facility plans
as there was some overlap and we invoiced based on the percentage complete that the
reports were at that time. We knew what our total costs were but didn’t necessarily have an
exact split between each of the areas. The figures above include time expended on Camelot
Estates, Greenview/Highway E, Davey/Crane Cove and Coffman Bend. However only
Camelot and Climax Springs preliminary reports/facility plans were 100% complete at that
time as our invoice indicated. All other items were based on individual percentages of
being complete.

Hopefully this information will provide you with the back-up data you need in addition to
the plans and reports already submitted. -

Sincerely,

Howard R. Green Company
e
Jerty I Gilmore, P.E.

CC:  Jim Dickerson, LOCOG ,
Kelly Gregory, Rural Development
Tim Rickabaugh, Rural Development
Don Gibbins, EPA, Region VIII
Carolyn Lorraine, Presiding Commissioner
Barbra Bohley



Don To Jeff Pinson <jeff pinson@dnr.mo.gov>
Gibbins/IWWPD/R7/USEPA/U

S cc Mary.Clark@dnr.mo.gov, Karen
Sherril/PLMG/R7/USEPA/S, Pradip
01/19/2005 02:18 PM Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US
bece

Subject Re: Camden County

| have talked to one of our experienced grant specialists, Karen Sherrill, about this grant. She advised
that if we think an adequate justification has not been provided for the payments requested to date, they
{our grants office) would send what is called an enforcement letter which would request a refund of the
payment previously made because of inadequate documentation. What she needs from MDNR (as
managers of the grant for EPA} is a summary of the events and the basis for the request. That should
start with our on-site meeting when they told us that not ali of the pre-award costs were requested (only
the federal share), and our request that they first get the contracts approved before we took action to
authorize additional pre-award costs. You shouid explain the difficult process you have had to get
approvable contracts, and then explain the problem about obtaining adequate justification for the amount
paid by EPA. We may also pursue a debarment/criminal investigation, so you should inciude any
information or thinking you have along those lines. That kind of investigation would be toward the
engineer and Dickerson, not the County.

{ don't remember the break down of the payment between the engineer and Dickerson, but | wouid like to
provide some comment on Dickerson's fees. During the pre-award period, the only duties he could have
provided was completing the grant application, and possibly spending some time toward obtaining the
local match. That does not seem like a substantial cost to me. Please keep that in mind regarding what
he has been paid.

We could also designate the County a high-risk grantee, which would aliow us to require pre~approvai of
their payment requests. That way we could pay for the current construction contract but not the
questionable costs.

Let me know if you have any questions. Thanks for your efforts.

e gk Feie v o e e i e vk e ok W vk 9t i e ek e e o e ok ol ok e e gt o s el e e sl e el e ke e ok ol de ek ok de e ok

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417

Facsimile #: 913-551-9417

E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Jeff Pinson <jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov>

Jeff Pinson
<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
01/06/2005 03:51 PM cc

Subject Camden County

Don,

| want to go into this in more detail later, but for now short and to the point.



We have not received, as of this writing, any engineering documents for any Camden County project other
than Sunny Slope, which has Krehbiel Engineering not Howard R. Green. We have had meetings, calls

and sent letters, but nothing has been received.

Mr. Dickerson has made changes and executed an amendment to his agreement, but the hourly rates are
different now.

We have asked Mr. Gilmore, P.E. with Howard R. Green to submit corrected invoices that have
appropriate information on them so the accounting staff can make sure correct payment was made, Word
of mouth, Howard R. Green can't go back provide information to back up the inadequate invoices that
have been submitted and paid through the EPA Grant. Such simple things as, who did the work, their job
title, what was the hourly rate, how may hours were worked. | have a call in to Mr. Gilmore, so | get this
straight from him, but | am stili waiting for him to call back. | want him to send a letter stating he can

provide no further information concerning the work performed other that on the original invoice.

Sunny Slope needs the Grant money to complete their project. Is it possible to aliow payment to be made
for Sunny Slope and still have a hold on the remaining Camden County projects. Sunny Siope is a clean
project right now with an approved A/E agreement, FNSI, approved Plans and Specs, and a contract
awarded with construction starting. Plus the agreement is to pay only construction for Sunny Siope. Mary

will talk to you tomorrow about this.

Thanks,

Jeff Pinson

Water Protection Program
(573) 751-1406
jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov
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January 12, 2005

Mr. Jerry Gilmore, P.E.
Howard R. Green Company
P.O. Box 13

211 South Hwy 63

Rolla, MO 65402

RE:  XP987222-01, Engineering Agreement between Camden County & Howard R. Green Company.

Dear Mr. Gilmore:

On November 16, 2004, I sent a letter asking for the submittal of engineering documents conceming projects
identified in the original EPA Grant. These documents include:

Preliminary Engineering Report for Camelot Estates
Facility Plan for Camelot Estates

25% Design for Camelot Estates

Facility Plan for the other five districts included in the grant.

These documents were to be received by us on or before November 29, 2004. As of the date of this letter
nothing has been received. The documents must be submitted by January 21, 2005.

In addition, we have not received a response concemning more detailed invoices for the billings sent to the
County and paid by the EPA Grant. Mr. Dickerson has informed me that more detailed information
concerning these billings cannot be provided. I would like to have spoken to you about this, but you have not
returned my calls,

Finally, the engineering agreement between Camden County and Howard R. Green Company is still not
approved.

If you have any questions, please contact me at {573} 751-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102.
Sincerely,

WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM

£ fuhonn

E. Jeffrey Pinson
Project Coordinator

EIP/dmg : Missouri

Cepartment of

c Ms. Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner Camden County

Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region tH EgTiLy arzd excellence in all we da -

O Natural
Recyeled Paper Resources



Don To Jeff Pinson <jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov>

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U
S cc

01/11/2005 09:51 AM bee
Subject Re: Camden County

Is this an accurate summary of what you think - grant administration costs are approvable and engineering
costs are not? Regarding the second, is it true that there are no work products and no documentation for
the work effort claimed?
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-651-8417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Jeff Pinson <jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov>

Jeff Pinson
<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
01/06/2005 03:51 PM ce

Subject Camden County

Don,

{ want to go into this in more detait later, but for now short and to the point.

We have not received, as of this writing, any engineering documents for any Camden County project other
than Sunny Slope, which has Krehbiel Engineering not Howard R. Green. We have had meetings, calls

and sent letters, but nothing has been received.

Mr. Dickerson has made changes and executed an amendment to his agreement, but the hourly rates are
different now.

We have asked Mr. Giimore, P.E. with Howard R. Green to submit corrected invoices that have
appropriate information on them so the accounting staff can make sure correct payment was made. Word
of mouth, Howard R. Green can't go back provide information to back up the inadequate invoices that
have been submitted and paid through the EPA Grant. Such simple things as, who did the work, their job
title, what was the hourly rate, how may hours were worked. | have a call in to Mr. Gilmore, so | get this
straight from him, but | am still waiting for him to call back. [ want him to send a letter stating he can

provide no further information concerning the work performed other that on the original invoice.

Sunny Slope needs the Grant money to complete their project. Is it possible to allow payment to be made
for Sunny Slope and still have a hold on the remaining Camden County projects. Sunny Slope is a clean
project right now with an approved AJ/E agreement, FNS1, approved Plans and Specs, and a contract
awarded with construction starting. Plus the agreement is to pay only construction for Sunny Siope. Mary

will talk to you tomorrow about this.
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November 16, 2004

Mr. Jerry Gilmore, P.E.
Howard R. Green Company
P.O.Box 13

211 South Hwy 63

Rolla, MO 65402

RE: XP987222-01, Engineering Agreement between Camden County & Howard R. Green Company

Dear Mr. Gilmore:

We have been reviewing the invoices concerning the Camden County project and have noticed that Howard R.
Green, previously Missouri Engineering, has developed the following documents:

Preliminary Engineering Report for Camelot Estates
Facility Plan for Camelot Estates

25% Design for Camelot Estates

Facility Plan for the other five districts,

These documents need to be submitted by November 29, 2004 for our review. Since these documents are
completed, the project must continue to progress. Ihave enclosed with this letter the public hearing
requirements for the facility plan public hearing and a list of addresses for the required clearance agencies.
These will aid you in completing the information required for the issuance of a Finding of No Significant
Impact (FNSI).

In reviewing the invoices our accountants have determined that the county has been charged $198,600.00 in
engineering, which refers to the above mentioned documents. The invoices we have reviewed are not what we
expected or are used to seeing in normal projects. We need more detailed invoices concerning the work that
has been done. The invoices should include the person who worked on the project, the hours worked, the
hourly rate schedule and dates of the work performed. As an example, I have included an invoice from
Missouri Engineering for Koshkonong’s 40% Grant that are more along the lines we are expecting.

Also, the amendment to the engineering agreement, executed July 21, 2004, didn’t include all the EPA
requirements stated in my letter dated June 2, 2003. Ispoke with Melissa Stark on February 13, 2004 after
receiving the draft. Iinformed her that there are two comments that have not been-addressed. These
comments were: 1) the agreement must have a not to exceed cost for each category and 2) the six affirmative
steps were not included. Iam positive that Melissa passed this information on to the proper person. I believe
that between February and July these issues were forgotten. To correct this, another amendment will be
needed to include the above requirements. Please submit a draft of the amendment before it is executed for
review and approval. Once approved an executed copy will be needed.

Missouri
Department of

Insegrity and excellence in all we do

e
&
Recycled Paper Rescurces



Mr. Jerry Gilmore, P.E.
November 15, 2004
Page 2

The hold on EPA payments will continue until all issues stated in this letter are resolved.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (573) 751-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102-
0176.

Sincerely,

WATER PROTE@N PROGRAM
£ W o

E. Jeffrey Pinson
Project Coordinator

EJP/dmg
Enclosures

¢ Ms. Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner, Camden County
“Mr.Don Gibbins; EPA Region: VI .
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%j?’ - % U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
%@M N Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
e e 901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
Facsimile Cover Sheet
November 2, 2004

SUBJECT: EPA NEPA Decision for Camden County, Sunny Slope/Country Club Drive S.D.

FROM: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer

Telephone #: 913-551-7417 ax #: 913-551-9417
TO: Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP
‘Telephone #: 573-751-1406 Fax #: 573-751-9396

PAGES: 3, including this cover sheet.

COMMENTS:

Attached is the file note I have written concerning the above-subject matter. Please advise
the grantee that the NEPA condition has been satisfied for this first project.

Let me know if you have any questions.

ce: Pradip Dalal, WWPD/WIMB



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Regio.n VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101

FILE NOTE -
Date: November 2, 2004

Subject:  Environmental Review for Camden County, Sunny Slope/Country Club Sewer District
as Required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) -

From: Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/WIMB <74
Environmental Engineer

File To: EPA Grant No. XP987222 01

The USDA, Rural Development is providing significant funding for the above-subject
project, and issued a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) dated March 19, 2003. That
document and the accompanying Environmental Report evaluates the same project which is
receiving a portion of the grant funding from the EPA special infrastructure grant awarded to
Camden County. I have reviewed the Rural Development documents and find that it adequately
addresses the environmental impacts of the project. The Rural Development documents are included
in the Project Officer file.

This file note is to document that I, as the Project Officer, have chosen to accept the attached
RD FONS]I, and will not issue a separate EPA environmental review document.
Attachment

cc: Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP w/ attachment
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Rural Busines: ;&-‘——"
Cooperntive Service ‘ _ Axea Office (660) 885-5567

Rurs) Housing Service UNITED STATES 1306 N. Second FAX (660) 385-6260
Rura) Utilides Service DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE Chinton, MO 64735 ~ TDD (573) 876-9450

March 19, 2003

SUBJECT: Camden County Sunny Slope/Comntry Club Drive Sewer District
Finding of No Significant fmpact

TO: Project File

The attached Environmental Assessment has been prepared and reviewed in aceordance with the Natipnal
Environmental Policy Act, as amended (42U.8.C. 6541 et seq.); the Council on Environmental Quality
Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of'the Nationa] Environmental Policy At (40
CER Parts 1500-1508); and 7 CFR Part 1794, Rural Utilities Service’s Environmental Policies and
Procedures. Upon review of the environmental documentation, included and referenced in the
Environmental Assessment, T find that the proposed project will not have o sienificant impaet on the
humen environment and for which an Environmental Impact Statement therefore will not be prepared.
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Don To Jeff Pinson

GibbinsfWWPD/R7/USEPA/U
S cc
10/28/2004 10:24 AM bce

Subject Camden Co., Sunny Slope Environmental Review

I have reviewed the RD environmental review you faxed me on 10/26/04, and intend to accept it in lieu of
issuing a separate EPA FONSI. The copy you sent me has the words of the FONSI, but it is not a signed
and dated version. Both you and Tim Rickabaugh are cut until Monday, and | will be cut Monday. Please
let me know if the RD FONSI has actually been issued, and if 50, please fax me a copy of the official
FONSI. | don't need the Environmenta!l Report resubmitted, just the one page FONSI. When | receive the
FONSI, | wili complete i file note and provide you a copy for your file. Thanks.
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #; 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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OCT-26-26884 15:46 DNR P.82-18

Notice of 2 Finding of No Sigpificant Impact

The USDA, Rural Development and the Missouri Department of Natural Resources have
received an application for financial assistance from Camden County, :
Sunnyslope/Country Club Drive Sewer District. The proposed project consists of the
coustruction of a sepric tank efflueat pumping sewer collecrion system and a recirculation
sand filter wearrnent system,

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, the Rural Utlities Service has
assessed the potemtial environmental effects of the proposed project and has determined
that the proposal will not bave a sigmificant effect on the buman environment and for
which an Environmental Impact Statement will not be prepared. The basis of this
determination is construction of a wastewater treatment plant and placement of sewer
lines will not significantly affect the human environment,

Copies of the Environmental Assessment can be reviewed or obmined at Rural
Development, 1306 N. Second, Clinton, MO 64735. For further information contact
Tim Rickabaugh at the Clinton USDA Rural Development Area Office, Phone (660) 885-
5567, Ext, 5. The Camden County Sunny Slope/Country Club Drive Sewer District is an
equal opportunity employer. A peneral location map of the proposal is available for
review at the address provided above.
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Environmental Repori
Camden County

Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer Distr

Prepared by:

Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments
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1.0 Purpose and Need of Project

1.1

1.2

Project Description
Installation of an innovative pressurized sewer system using septic tanks,

low flow pumps and small diameter force mains for collection, using a

recirculating sand filter system for treatment in the Sunny Slope Country
Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County, Missourd. This project will
involve the installation of 23,800 1£f. of 2” PVC pressure line, 15,640 LE,
of 3" PVC pressure line, and 350 service pit connections as well as 275
septic tanks and pumping units.

Purpose and Need of Project

Camden County, home of most of the acreage and shoreline of the Lake of
the Oizarks, has been one of Missouri’s fastest growing counties since the
1950s.The county’s population grew from 27,495 to 37,051 from 1990 to
2000. Even more importantly, over 75% of the county’s population
(28,092) lives in the unincorporated areas of the county since the major
impetus for the county’s growth is the lake’s shoreline. Since no city
relishes the thought of being hundreds of miles long and a mile or two
wide, it is highly likely that a majority of the county’s population will
continue to live in unincorporated areas for years to come.

The 1990 Census showed there were 18,670 households on private septic
systems or cesspools and 1,233 households with no sewer systems or other
means of disposal of wastewater in. Camden County. Since many of the
septic systems in the county werte installed in the early growth years in the
1950s, 1960s and 1970s in the county’s lake area, a number of those
systems are now failed or near failute, Recently passed Missouri laws and
associated regulations require individual treatment systems rather than
septic tanks be used in cases where Iot sizes are less than three (3) acres.
Tn addition, the topography and s0ils of Camden County are not conducive
1o septic tank usage. Of the twenty-seven {27) dominant soil conditions in
the county, twenty-two (22) are rated severe in terms of their ability to
effectively handle the jnstallation and operation of septic systems and the
other five (5) soils are rated as moderate.

Recent lake water quality studies point to problems in the county. The
most notable ongoing study of the Lake of the Ozarks water quality was
injtiated by the Missouri Department of Health in January, 1997. In this _
study, water quality samples were taken from the lake quarterly (January,
April, July and October). The findings that resulted from these tests
showed elevated fecal coliform levels in the lake in July—an higher
elevation might be expected during this month of high tourism activity at
the lgke, However, the study showed elevated fecal coliform levels in
October, 1998. In October, 1998, thers was a period of heavy rainfall and
it hag been asserted that the elevated fecal coliform levels resulted when

Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 2
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impurities were released inta the lake as the heavy rainfall washed soil-
stored impurities that had been produced by heavy concentrations of sptic
systems along the lake’s shoreline,

High concentration of septic tanks along the Lake of the Ozarks shoreline
has created other health concerns for Camden County, also. County
officials and staffhave long worried about the contamination of water
supplies along the lake’s shoreline by septic systems..More than 120
different types of potentially harmful entetic viruses are exerted in human
feces. In 1995, the occurrence of Shigellosis, also known as bacillary
dysentery, was almost five times higher (94.6 per 100,000 residents) in
Camden County than in Missouri (79.6 per 1 00,000 residents). The
transmmission of Shigellosis occurs through the ingestion of food or water
that has been contaminated by the feces of a humen carrier of the infective
‘organism. The disease ranges from 2 mild attack to a suddenty
commencing severe course ending in death canse by dehydration and
hacterial toxins. -

Cleatly, with an ever-increasing population that has been estimated to be
43,500 by 2010, and in view of 2000 population totals that 2010 estimate
is probably low, Camden County must begin to address wastewater
collection and treatment issues, especially along the lake’s shoreline.

This project is the beginning of the county’s implementation efforts n that
process.

Alternatives to Proposed Action

Alternatives considered for collection and treatment systems included:

Alternative No. I—Individual on-site Treutment Facilities: This plan would
utilize the existing facilities in the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer
District. On-site facilities would be incorporated in the sewer district’ jurisdiction
with operation and maintenance by the sewet district. Each system would be
evaluated for effectiveness and repaired or upgraded if possible. Replacement of
the system would be done using on-site methods, again, il possible. When on-site

_systems have failed or never worked, an assessment would be made as to how

many other facilities are failing within an area and small collection and treatment
works would be instailed for these locations. This plan would require highly
skilled maintenance personnel capable of working on several different types of
systems. This plan would require & detailed study of the area ta fully develop the
cost of implementing the plan.

Alternative No. 2—Conventional Gravity Collection System with Extended
Aeration Treatment: Conrventional gravity Sewers arc designed with minimal
mechanical operations. Wastewater from homes is conveyed to the main gravity

Lake of the Ozarks Coungcii of Local Governments 3
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line and transported to the treatment plant by gravity or {o a lift station to be
pumped. With no on-site tanks, the wastewater contains high amounts of solids
which requires stringent control of pipe grade to insure the pipe does not ctog.
Design practice of conventional sewer requires a manhole to be placed at all grads
changes, directional changes of flow and at reasonable access distances..

Alternative No. 3—Grinder Pump Collection System with Extended deration
Treatment: With = grinder pump collection system, wastewater is typically
transferred from the home a short distance by gravity flow to a grinder pump unit.
This grinder pump is placed in & low point and will serve one or several
residences. A number of grinder pumps throughout the system will be required.
Wastewater collected in the grinder pump basin is then pumped under pressure to
a treatment facility. Grinders are uscd as part of the pumping process to eliminate
or reduce solid material, which might close the pressure line. Pressure lines are
typically smaller in diameter and are less restricted by slope considerations due to
the pressure nature of the flow. Grinder stations are mechanical and require a
certain amount of maintenance and cleaning,

Alternative No. 4—Septic Tank Effluent Pumping Collection System with
Recirculation Sand Filter Treatment: The proposed method of treatment is a
STEP collection system following by a recirculating sand filter. Residential waste
enters an individual septic tank where a large percentage of solids is settled out,
The efffuent in the septic tank is then screened and pumped to a recirculating sand
filter where it receives treatment and is then either recircujated back to the filter or
discharged. Septic tanks are pumped on regular intervals to remove solids, which
can be disposed of under contract with a private disposal company. The effluent
from the proposed recirculating sand filter will be of high quality suitable for
whole body contact.

Alternative No. §-No Action: To do nothing is just as the pame implies. One
alternative is to let the existing conditions remain “as 187,

RECOVMMENDED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE_PROPOSED PROJECT

The construction of a Septic Tank Effluent Pumping Collection System with a
Recireulating Sand Filter Treatment is recommended. The “No Action”
alternative was not selected because the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive area
began to develop in the 1960 and many residents have already reported failing
systems to project staff. The primary reason for selection of the recommended
alternative is that it is the lowest cost approach. It provides a reasonable solution
to the current problems and requires a minimum amount of operation and .
maintenance toproduce a high quality effluent suitable for discharge into the
Lake of the Ozarks.

Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 4
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Affected EnvironmentEnvironmental Consequences
34 Land Use/lmportant Farmland/Formally Classified Lands

The Farmland Protection Policy Act and United States Department of Agricuiture
(USDA) regulations implementing the legislation (7 CFR Part 658) and USDA
Departmental Regulation 9500-3, “Land Use Policy™, provide protection for .
important farmland and prime rangeland and forestland, Formally classified lands
include national parks and monuments, national natural landmarls, national
battlefield park sites, national historic sites and parks, wildemness ateas, wild and
scenic or recreational rivers, wildlife refuges, national seashores, lake shores and
trails, state parks, Bureau of Land Management administered lands, national
forests and grasslands and Native American-owned lands.

31.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be
contained in the area of the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive
$ewer District of Camden County (Exhibir 3.1).

312 Environmental Consequences: Most of the land in the Sunny
Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District is considered to be for
residential use by Camden County’s Planning Department (Exhibit
3.1.1) There are approximately 290 single family residential units,
246 condominium units, one club house for a golf course with
restaurant, a lakeside resort and a clubhouse for a residential
development in the sewer district. :

The treatment plant is to be located in vacant land that has already
been disturbed and is currently the site of a storage arca for rusting
boats and other dilapidated equipment (Exhibit 3.1.2). There is
only one home in the vicinity of the treatment plant facility and
that home is located across a smail manmade canal. All main
collection lines are to be instailed in either right of way owned by
Camden County ot right of way on the Laks Valley Country Club
Golf Course.

There is no prime forestland or prime rangeland in Sunny Slope
Country Club Drive Sewer District. A form ATD-1006 has been
completed by USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service
(Exhibit 3.1.3) where it was determined that this project would
convert approximately 1.5 acres of farmland.

There are no naiional parks or monuments, national natural
landmarks, national battlefield sties, national historic sites,
wilderness areas, wild and scenic recreational rivers, wildlife
refuges, national seashores, lake shores or trails, state parks,
Bureau of Land Management-administered lands, national forests

L'ake of the Dzarks Council of Local Governments ‘ 5
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or grasslands or Native American owned land or lease in Sunny
Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District.

3.1.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required 1o minimize impact to
jmportant farmland or formaily classified lands.

3,2 Floodpiains

Encroachments on floodplains damage the natural flood control capacity of these
areas as well as creating the need for the extensive flood control measures as well
as opening up the potential for disaster relief actions and endangering people and
property. It is USDA's policy under Executive Order 11988 (Land Use Policy) to
avoid as much as possible the long and short term adverse impacts connected with
occupancy and modification of floodplains and the direet or indirect support of
floodplain development whenever another practical alternative is available.

-

391 Affected Environment: The affected environment is Sunny Slope
Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibir
3.1

322 Environmental Consequences: There are limited floodplains
areas in Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District (Exhibit
3.2.2), but there are no construction activities proposed in those
areas.

323 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impact on

floodplains in the proposed project area.

3.3 Wetlands

Executive Order 11990 Protection of Wetland states federal policy designed to
avoid as much as possible the long and short-term adverse impacts connected with
the destruction or medication of wetlands and avoidance of direct or indirect
support of new construction in wetland areas whenever there is a practical
alternative. -

33.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment is Surmy Slope
Country Club Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibit 3.1).

332 Envirenmentsl Consequences: The 1.5, Amy Corps of
Engineers has determined that ... :there appesr to be no waters of
the U.S. on the project site” (Exhibit 3.3). In addition, 2 search of
the National Fish and Wildlife Service’s wetlands website
(hetps//www.nwi fws.goy) showed no wetlands in the project area
(Exhibit 3.3.2).

333 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minjmize impact on
wetlands in the proposed project area. '

Lake of the Ozarks Gouncil of Local Governments. 6
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3.4 Cultural Resources

The National Historic Preservation Act (NIPA) of 1966 as amended (16 U/.S.C.
Section 470 et. Seq.) and the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation
implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800—Section 106 regulations) requires
federal agencies to consider the affect their actions may have on historic
properties that are within the proposed project area, Historic property is any
prehistoric or historic distriet, site, building, structure or objected included in or
eligible to be included in the National Register of Historic Places. For purposes of
Section 106 regulations this includes artifacts, records and remains,

141 Affected Environment: The Sunny Slope Country Club Drive
Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibit 3.1).

342 Environmental Consequences; The Missouri Department of
Natural Resources Historic Preservation Office was notified of this
proposed project. The office responded on March 2, 2004 and
indicated “Adequate documentation has been provided (36 CFR
Section 800.1 1). There will be ‘no historic properties affected’ by
the current project (Exhibit 3.4).

3.4.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures relating to historic properties
is necessary for this project.

3.5 Biological Resources

‘There are numerous plant and animal species threatened with extinction or greatly
reduced zs a result of human activities. The Endangered Species Act of 1973
established a national program for the conservation and protection of threatened
and endangered species of plants and animals and the preservation of habitats
upon which they depend. Under this national program federal agencies are
required to check with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and/or the Nationai
Marine Fisheries Service for all threatened and endangered species and species
that inhabit constal areas or are anadromous.

351 Affected Environment: The affected environment is the Sunny
Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County -
(Exhibit 3.1).

3.5.2 Environmental Consequences:

Threatened and Endangered Species

There are no known threatened or endangered species in Summy Slope
Country Club Drive Sewer District. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
has reviewed this project proposal and responded on March 15, 2004,
“The U5, Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the subject project
proposal and determined that no federally listed species or designated
critical habitat occurs within the project ared, consequently this
concludes section 7 consultation™ (Exhbit3.5).

Lake of the Ozarks Councit of Local Governments ' 7



OCT-26—2884 15:58 DNR

"

3.6

3.7

Fish and Wildiife

The Missouri Department of Conservation reviewed this project and in a
letter dated March 9, 2004, regarding the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive
Sewer District project area, wrote “A review of our records shows that
sensitive species or communilies are not known to exist on or near the
above referenced site” (Exhibit 3.5¢).

Vegetation
There is no significant vegetation in the project area where the treatment
plant is to be located or where collection lines will run, Disturbance of

~ lawns will occur when residences are hooked up to the system but the

impact of those activities is projected to be minimal.
3.5.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are necessary.
Water Quality

3.6.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment is Sunny Slope
Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibit
3.1). _

3.62 Environmental Consequences: There are currently three
Department of Natural Resources permitted facilities (Permit Nos.
MO-0120936, MO-0102873 and MO-0103306). Because this
project is slated to discontinue operation of these outflows into the
Lake of the Ozarks, the number of outflows in the Sunny Slope
Country Club Drive Sewer district will be reduced to one. Because
this project is partially funded with a Missouri Department of
Natural Resources 40% grant through the Water Pollution Control
Program, all plans actions in this project will be approved by state
water pollution control personnel. In addition, during the planning
phase of this project number instances of failed septic systems
have been reported and documented. As part of this project, those
instances of malfunctioning systems will be corrected.

3.6.3 Mitigation: There are no mitigation measures necessary relating to
this project.

Coastal Resources -

371 Affected Environment: The affected environment is the Sumny
Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County
(Exhibit 3.1).

3.7.2 Environmental Consequences: There are no goastal resources in
Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District.

3.7.3 Mitigation: There are no mitigation measures necessary relating to
coastal resources in Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer
District. '

Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governmenis ‘ g
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3.9

Lake of tha Ozarks Council of Local Governments

Socio-Economic/Environmental Justice

3.5.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment is Summy Slope

' Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibit
3.1).

332 Environmental Consequences: The Sunny Slope Country Club
Drive Sewer District is located in Camden County’s Warren
Township. The 2000 Census showed that 400 or 16.5% of the -
townships residents were below poverty level. At the time of the
2000 Census there were 20 Indians or Alaskan natives, nine Asians
and 19 people of two or more races in the township. None of the

. minorities are known to live in the Sunny Slope Country Club
Drive Sewer District but there are people of lower income in the
district, mainly in a mobile home settlement in the district,
Numerous public meetings have been held where proposed rates
have been digcussed to the district management could get an idea
of what would be affordable to the residents of the district. None of
the activities of this project will place disproportionate burden on
gither any minority population that might eventually settle in the
district or on the low income. The benefits of the project, which
correcting failing septic systems, will benefit all in the district by
reducing impurities going into the soil that could potentially flow
into wells or the Lake of the Ozarks.

183 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are necessary.

Miscellaneous Issues
391 Affected Environment: The affected environment is the Sunny
Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District (Exhibit 3.1).

©4.92 Environmental Conseguences:

Air Quality

There are no significant air quality issues i the Sunny Slope Country
Club Drive Sewer District, and none are anticipated as a result of this
project. The Missouri Department of Natural Resources Air Pollution
Control Program office was contacted regarding this project and on March
8, 2004 responded, “Based on the available informarion concerning the
proposed project and the county, there should be no significant impacis on
air quality as a result of the project” (Exhibit 3.9).

Transportation

There are no airports or navigation hazards in the district and no highway
safety issues are anticipated as a result of this project. There will be some
cuttings of coumty road pavements as part of this project. There will be no
modification of traffic patterns as a result of the project. Camden County,
which has been called upon to do road cuttings previously, will supervise
the cutting process and will require that already developed and highly
successful safety procedures be used. Also, there will be no fuel or

P. 13718
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chemical delivery issues regarding the treatment plant, and there is no
possibility of any jimpairment of navigable wateTways. The U.S. Corps of
Engineers was contacted in 2002 concerning this project and responded on
May 2, 2002 indicating “Based on available information, there appear to
be no waters of the U.S. on the profect site” (Exhibit 3.3). Furthermore,
there is no state highway right-of-way in the project area (Exhibit 3.9.2).

Hazardous Waste

There are no known abandoned or uncontrolled hazardous waste sites in
Camden County (http://www.dnr.mo. gov/alpd/hwp/ar-current.pdf). Also,
there are no known buried storage tanks in the construction area of this
project. ‘

Noise
The major source of noise will be during construction of the project.

Ceomstruction noise will be temporary and no long-term adverse impacts
will oceur. '

3.03 Mitigation: There are no mitigation measures necessary.

4.0 Summary of Mitigation
No mitigation measures are necessary in relation to this proposed project in the Sunny
Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County.

5.0 Agency Correspondence

The Lake of the Qzarks Council of Local Governthents, Camden County’s administering
agency for all grant and loan programs for all Camden County sewer districts, has
contacted the following agencies regarding this report:

Agency Date Sent Date Received
Claire Blackwell 2-12-04 3-03-04

State Historic Preservation Officer
Attn: Section 106 Review
P.O.Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Air Pollution Control Program 2-12-04 3-08-04
Missouri Dept. of Natural Resources

P.O.Box 176

Jefferson City, MO 65102

Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments e 10
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Harry S Truman Project Office 3-01-02 5-02-02"
U.8. Corps of Engineers '

Route 2, Box 29A

Warsaw, MO 65355

Natural Resource Counservation Service 2-12-04 2-27-04
601 Business 70 West, Suite 250
Columbia, MO 65203

Missouri Department of Conservation 2-12-04 3-09-04
2901 W. Truman Blvd.

P.O.Box 180
Jefferson City, MO 65102

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 2-12-04 2-19-04
608 W, Cherry St., Room 210 :
Columbia, MO 65201

State of Missouri 2-06-02 3-11-02°
Office of Administration

Intergovernmental Relations

P.O.Box 809

Tefferson City,, MO 65102

! The Corps of Engineers was contacted May 13, 2004 and bad no further cornments
other than those made in 2002.

2 The only comunent received in the 2002 review from the Missouri Department of
Transportation is included herein. Since this new review would not have required any
change in information on the review form, the 2002 comments are still appropriate.

Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governmeants 11
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C&M.DEN COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING
DEPARTMENT

May 10, 2004

Jim Dricherson

County Sewer Cooxdinatar

2.O. Box 786

Camdenton, MO 65070

RE: Sunnyslope Zoning Classifications
Dear Mr, Dickerson:

The Majority of the Jand located within the Sunnyslope Country Club Drive Scwer District  zoned 2s R-
1 (Low Density Residentinl) with the following cxceptions.

Ceder Glen Condominiums —zoned a5 R-3 (Figh Density Residentia)
Lake Veilley Condominiums ~ zoned as R-3 {High Density Residential)
Auturn, Village - zoned 25 -2 (Medium Density Resideatial
Lake Valley Country Club —zoned a3 P-2 {Commercial Pa:iu)

Sincerely,

Eric Barron
Secremry

1 COURT CIRCLE ~ CAMDENTON, MO = §5020
THONE; 573.336-4440 + FAX: 573-317-2114

TOTAL P.18
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EARMLAND CONYVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Faderal Agancy)

Date Of Land Byaluetion Recqesst 2119/04

Name Of Project g nnysinne Country Club Drive Sewer District

Federsl Ageney lwolvad 1yepn Rura) Development

Proposed Lend Lse wastewster Tresiment Plant

County And S22 Camden County, Missour

: PART Il (To be romplated By NRGS)

Date Reaqwastﬁ‘wadw NRCS / ,_«5%

Y

Agies !mg‘md

P\\ﬂ’c?-ﬁﬁ?ﬁ‘f Farm Sizs

Does the site contain prime, unigue, sistewide or locul impunant farmiang? -
{10, the FPFPA doos not gpaly — do not complete adifianst parts of this form).,

o Yes, No

2FE

afor Crop(s}
y Coorat — Zae ﬂ’l’ﬁ{"K

B0
Famable Landin Emt Jusisdiction
Acres: .75 3 % 3%, '7

Amount Of Femnland A= Dafined in FPPA
ACISS! 75" 320 % 3,7

- MName Of E_and Evaluation System Used

Coromdon Lasw T

Name OF Lo Bliw Assessmem" System
/f/a; ME .

Date Land Svattiation Refurmed By NRCS

Ehvlov

PART Ul {To be complefed by Federst Agency)

Siteingive Sie Rating

- =Y ites )

A Total ACiEE Tp He Convertes Lireciy

B. Tofal Acres To Be Comverted Indirecily

C. Total Avres In Bie

15

3.0 6.0 0.0

PART W (To be complefed hy NRUS} LLand Evaiesiion iformation

A, Totel Acras Prid. And Unique Farmatatd !

B. Total Aares Statewide And Local hmporiant F;arm!and

X

L, Percertage Of Famutand in County Or Lacal Govt. Unit To Be Converted

V-1 A

- D), Percentsge Of Farmlznd In Govt, Suristfelion Whth Same Or Higher Relagve Value

_38.7.

PARTV (To be compieted by NRGS} Land Evaluation Cikarion

Retative Yalue OF Farmiand To B8 Converted (Sca!e of 3 i 100 Pﬂ{nfs}

.1&.

77

PART Vi (To be vampleted by Federaf Agency}
Sim Asseesment Giiteria (Thess orterie are explained in 7 CFR 628.5(5)

feadprum
Points

1. Area in Nonurban Use

2, Perimeier In Nonurhan Use

43, Percent QF Site Being Farmed

4, Frotection Provided By State Andg Loeal Governtrnent

§, Distance From Urban Buitap Area

6. Distance To Urban Support Services

7, Sige OF Prasent Farn Unit Compared To Avertage

8. Creation OF Nonfanmable Fammiland

8, Availability Of Farm Support Servicas

10, On«Famn lnvestments

11, BFscty OF Conversion On Fanm Support Servicas

12. Compatibifity Wil Existing Agricuffucal Use

HGIOmoIaiololOio i~~~

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS

160

#

PART VY (7o be completed by Federal Agency)

Raiative VValue Of Fanmiand (From Pzt ¥)

100

49

0 b ¥

winl Bitg Assessment (From Part WV abovs & 3 local
Bite aeuessnent)

160

a 1] ¥

TOTAL FOINTS (Total of above 2 fines)

2680

51

£ : o Q

A

Stte Eelected: {ate Of Selection

Was A Local Site Asseserment Used?
Yes f Mo B

Reason For Selection:

5 /24 [0

(Sea fnstrimtions on ravarse cida)
This fenn W alscinicaly priduoes! by Nadene? Draducton Sarvices SefT

Form AD-TO0® {1033}
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; , =" . RISPICTIONAL DETERMINA=1ON '

R U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers, Kansas City District
" APPLICANT: Lake Of The Omria Council Of Loca] Goveryments NUMBER: 200300645 ,
HOCATIONWATERWAY: Adiscent to Lake of the Ozarls, LV 31.2515, Sect, 33 snd 34, T3TN, RITW. Camdon Cau MO

PROJECT REVIEW COMPLETED: [{] Offiee [ Field

JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINA TICIN (T

B Preliminary JD — Based on availahic informztion, thers eppear fo be np watery of the TLS. an the project sits, A prel.‘tmi;:sry
JD iz oot appealable,
[ Appreved ID - There zrs waters of the United States on the project site. An approved JI) is ag appealsble action (unless
prepared by ihe T.S. Environmantaf Protection Ageacy (USEFA) or the Natural Resourees Conservatiog Service (NRCS)).

BASTS FOR JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION: : .'

There are no jorisdietional waters of the U.S. present oo the project site,
The presence of waters which are currently veed, or were uged ip the P2st, or may be sudcagtible for use to franspert interstats
or forcign commarce, inclading a)l waters whleh are subject to the ehb and flow of the tide (ie, navigable wrters of e U.S).
The presence of intarstate waters (inclnding interstats wetlands", : .
The prasence of a iribirtary toan (nterstate Water ar other water of the US.
Impoundmeuts of luterstate or oiher waters of tha .5, or their tributaries.
The presence of territorial seas.
‘The prasence of wetfands adjzcent® to interstata pr other waters of the 1.5, execpt for those wetlands adjacent to othey
wotlands,
The presence of an isolated wates {i.e., intrastate lakes, vivers, streams {ncluding intermitteas streams), modfiats, sandflatg,
wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadaws, playz lakss, or nataral poads).
The sita is nsed hy {nterstate oc forelgn travelars for recreational pHrposes,
[ Tbe site has fisk or shelifish that arp taken xad sold in interstate or forsizu commerce.
The sits is wsed for tadustrial porposss by jndustries fn interstate sammerte,
O Other ' :

Ratlonate for Basis (apyplies tn auy boxes thecked abave):Review of maps
Lataral Extent of Turisdieton (33 CFRATE and 320},

[ Ordinary High Water Mark indicnted hy: £ 1 Fiigh Tida Line indieatsd by:

O 00000 Oox

] clear, natural line impreased on the baglk oi} or scum live alony shorn ohjects

[l ebe presence of litter aud debriy ] faa shell or debris deposits (foreshoro)
changes in the characher of goil L] physical markings/charaeterissies

[ destruction of terresteist vegemation Ll tide gages

L] shetving [1 other: *

[ ather (hydrologic stuay, et .

0 Mean High Water Mark fndicated byt
L) survoy te available datum; [ physical mackings; [ vegetation lincs/changes in vegetation types

[1 Io ocean or coastal ares, site ix in 1 zone three gevgraphic (nautical) mifes seavwzrd of the bnsctine’

L1 Wenand, a3 shown oo the aitached wetland delineation rap, andfor in a jurisdictions) report prepared by , and datad

Attt

L1 Additional supporting information sttached andfor multiple JD forms compieted for sirer with ranlEple water catesories,

Preparer: Environmental Protection Speciatist, Bodvey A. Christescen Date: 26 April 2002

' Wetlands are idvntificd and delineared usjug the methods and crieeria estabshed In the 1987 Corns of Enginsmrs Watland
Deligeation enuz] (37 Mennal) (Le., cectisrenes of hydraphyde vepetation, hydric solls and wetland hydralogy). Processes far
determining werlands an egrigutturs) fands may vary from methads descrfbed i the 87 Manual,

* The term “adjacear” means bordering, eontiguons, or neighboring, Wetlands sepamied from other waizrs of the U5, by man.
jnade dikes or hagriers, aatral fver berms, brach dunes, and the like are also adjacent

? Baseliar is the line og the shore meachad By the ordinary low tides Gom which the distancs of threc mites is mewnrad,

CENWEK-OD-R ID Form2.doc, Ver. 21 May 2001
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CULTURAL RESOURCE ASSESSMENT
Section 106 Review

JNTACT PERSON/ADDRESS C:

Jim Dickearson Raymond Homer, USDA/RD
P.O. Box T€b
Camdenton, Missouri 65020
PROJECT:
| sunny Stope/Country Club Drive Sewer District ' i
FEDERAL AGENCY COUNTY: -
[uspA/RD - | | CAMDEN i

The State Historic Preservation Office has reviewed the information submitted on the above referenced
project. Based on this review, we have made the following determination:

After review of nftial submission, the project area has a jow poiential for the occurrence of cultural
resources. A cuitural resource survey, therefore, is not warranted.

X Adequate documentation has been provided (36 CFR Section 800.11). Thare will ba ‘no historic
properties affécted” by the current project.

An adequate cuitural resource survey of the project area has been previously conducted, it has
been determined that far the proposed undertaking there will be *no historic properties affected".

For the ahove checked reason, the State Historic Preservation Office has no objection to the initiation of project
activities. PLEASE BE ADVISED THAT, I[F THE CURRENT PROJECT AREA OR SCOPE OF WORK ARE
CHANGED, A EORROW AREA IS INCLUDED IN THE PROJECT, QR CULTURAL MATERIALS ARE
ENCOUNTERED DURING CONSTRUCTION, APPROPRIATE INFORMATION MUST BE PROVIDED TO THIS
OFFICE FOR FURTHER REVIEW AND COMMENT. Please retain this documentation as evidence of compliance
with Section 105 of the Mational Historic Preservation Act, as amendad.

%ﬁé ég ,7/'%.._/42—-—— March 2, 2004

Mark A. Miles, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer Date

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOQURCES
: STATE HISTORIC FRESERVATION OFFICE
P.0O., Box 176, Jefferson Ciy, Missouri 65102
IFor additional mfurmatlon please contact Judith Deel {573) 751-7862. Please be sure to refer to the projsct number:
: 007-CM-04
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Lawge of the Juarks Councl! of Lavs] Gove: sy

P.O. Box 786
Camdenton, MQ 65020
(573) 346-5616

FAX (573) 346-2007

idickersond@copic.ext.missouri.edu

February 12, 2004

L.S. Fish and Wildiife Service | REC,D FEB 1 9 2004

101 Park DaVille Dr, Sulis A
Columbia, MO 65203-0007

Re: Camden Caunty Sunny Slape/ Country Club Drive Sewer District
Ladies and Gentlermnen:

On November 28, 2001, in an effort to formutate an Environmental Report for the USDA Rural
Utilities Service, | sent you a plat and description of a wastewater colfection and treatment system
Camden County intended to construct for the Camden County Sunny Slope/ Country Club Orive
Sawer District. At the time your office determined that *The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has
reviewed the subject project proposal and determined that no federally listed species or
designated critical habitat accurs within the project area; consequently, this concludes Saction 7
consuitation and no further review of this project is necessary”,

Recently, due to growth in the district, a desire to eliminate other points of discharge into the Lake
of the Qzarks and to achieve economies of scale, Camden County decided to gxpand the
referenced sewer district. Furthermore, as part of this expansion, the treatment facility site for the
syster has been moved. | am enclosing a topo map showing the boundaries of the expanded
district as well as the new location of the treatment plant facilities that rests next to the current site
of the treatment plant for Cedar Glen Condominiums, The project will involve the installation of
about 23,800 linear feet of 2" PVC pressure fine, 15,640 3" PVG pressure line and about 350 . .
service cannection pits. All main collection lings will be placed in existing rcad right of way.

We are interesting in any comments your agency might Mave on this project. We would
appreciate an early response. If you need further inforrmation or wish (¢ discuss this project,
please contact me at 573-346-5615. :

Sincerely,
’ "Thle U.S, _Fish and Wildlife Service hag reviewed the
o - s‘ub_yect project proposal and determined that no federally
s e listed species or designated critical habitat occurs within

Conneton County Sewer District Garelator the project area; consequently this concludes section 7
' '_ » - ¢ consultation. Please contact the Missouri Department of

c . , .
moﬂn::gﬁtmﬁ%f% 15) for state listed species pf
M ’ 20

Field Supervisor

Date
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MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

Headguarters
2301 West Truman Bowtlevard, BO. Box 180, Jeffersan City, Missouri 65102-0180
Telephone: 573/751-4115 A Missouri Relay Center: 1-8G0-735-2086 (T} .

MISSOUR]

JOHN D, HOSKINS, Director

March 9, 2004

Mr. James R. Dickerson

Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments
P, O, Box 786

Camdanton, Missouri 65020

Dear Mr. Dickerson:
Re:  Camden County Sunny Slope/Country Club Drive Sewer District — Camden County, MO

Thank you for your letter of February 12 2004, regarding specles of conservation concern within
the proposed project area.

A review of our racords shows that sensitive species or communities are not krnown to exist on
or near the above referenced site. This reflects information we currently have in our database,
Please be advised this is not a site clearance letter. Rather, this letter provides an indication
of whether or not public lands and sensitive resources are known fo be (or are likely to be)

- Incated ciose to the proposed project. .

Incorporating infoermation from our Heritage Database into project plans is an important step that
can help reduce unnecessary impacts to Missouri's sensitive natural resources. . Howevear, the
Heritage Database is only one reference that should be used to evaluate poteniial adverse
impacts. Other types of information, such as wetland and soils maps and on-site inspections or
surveys, should be considersd. Reviewing current landscape and habitat information and
species biological characteristics would additionally ensure that species of conservation concern
are appropriately identified and addressed. '

The project area oceurs in a region of karst geclogy. These areas are characterized by
subterranean water movernent. Features fike caves, springs, and sinkhoies are common. Gave
fauna are influenced by watsr poliution and other changes to waler quality. Fvery effort should
be made to protect groundwater in the preject area.

Gray bats (Federally endangered, State endangered) are likely to accur in the project area, as
they forage over streams, rivers, and reservoirs in this part of Missouri.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment.

SHARNNON CAVE
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT COORDINATOR

SDC:be COMMISSION

STEPHEN C. BRADFORD ~  ANITA B. GORMAN CYNTHYA METCALFER LOWELL MOHLER
Cape Girardesu Kansas City §t. Louis’ Jefferson City
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March 8, 2004

M. James R, Dickerson, Camden County Sewer District Coordinator
Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Government :

P.O. Box 786 '

Camdenton, MO 65020

Dear Mr, Dickerson:

As requested in your February 12,2004 letter, the Air Pollution Control Program has completed an
environmental assessment of the proposed expansion project of the Camnden County Supny
Slope/County Club Drive Sewer District, Your jetter describes the project to include the construction
of a wastewater collection system and treatment facility to serve a subdivision of the Camden County
Sewer District, the Camden County Sunny Slope/County Club Drive Sewer District.

Based on the available information concerning the proposed project and the county, there should be no
significant impacts on air quality as a result of the project. The proposed construction is taking place
within an area of the state that is in attainment of 2] applicable air-quality standards, However,
whetever necessary, steps should be taken to reduce the emissions of escaping dust associated with the
actual implementation of the project. Also, as stated in 10 Code of State Regulation (CSR) 10-3.030,
open burning of materials from land clearing must oceur at a distance-of more than 200 yards from the
nearest inhabited residence or commercial business. : -

Thank you for your consideration of the air in the state of Missouri. Should you have any further
questions concerning this matter, please contact Terry Rowles or me at P.0). Box 1 76, Jefferson City,
MO 65102 or by phone at (573) 751-4817,

Sincerely,

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM

Patricia Maliro -
Research Analyst IT]

PMV:ms

Integrity and excellence in all we do

ECYCED PAPER
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105 West Capifol Avanus

Missouri . .0, Box 270
Jeffarson City, MO 85102
Department (§73) 751-2551

Fax (573) 751-8555
www.modol, stafe.mo.us

of Transportation

Henry Hungerbeeier, Director

. -

March 11, 2002

Ewell Lawson

Office of Administration
Intergovernmental Relations

Truman State Office Building, Room 840
P.O. Box 809

Tefferson City, MO 65102

Dear Fwell:

We have reviewed the application submitted by Camden County, Camdenton Mo, who is

proposing to make improvenients to their water and waste disposal system in their Sunny
Slope/Country Club Drive Sewer Sub-District. If any of the proposed service improvements

requires the use of state highway right of way, a permit will be required. To obtain this permit, -
the city should contact our District Engineer Roger Schwartze at Missouri Department of
Transportation, District 5, 1511 Missouri Blvd., P.O. Box 718, Jefferson City, Missourd 65102,

(573) 751-3322. His office is in a position to issue the necessary permit when needed.

Sincerely,

Ralph M. Rankin ‘
Design Special Assignments Engineer

2

T
jhRankira?sds Ewell Lawson 7.dog

Copy: Mr. Roger Schwartze -5a0

Application No. OA 6203002.

Our mission Is to preserve and improve Missour’s transportation system o enbance safety and encoursge prosperity.

TOTAL P.11
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII

I« I
%M; Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
A 901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
L ® |
Facsimile Cover Sheet

QOctober 26, 2004
SUBJECT: Camden Co. Grant Amendment No. 2 and July 14 Letter
FROM: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Enginee%
Telephone #: 913-551-7417 ax #: 913-551-9417

TO: Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP

Telephone #: 573-751-1406 Fax #: 573-751-9396

PAGES: 6, including this cover sheet.

COMMENTS:

Attached is amendment #2 for the Camden Co. EPA grant No, XP987222-01, which changes
Programmatic Condition No. 1 and extends the project and budget periods.

Also attached is a letter from Camden County dated July 14 regarding the pre-award costs

Let me know if you have any questions.



XP-98722201 -2 Page 1

S ST, U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
¢ @B % | pPROTECTION AGENCY
% g
%L o 01&0& Assistance Amendment

ASSISTANCE D NO.
PRG | DOC iD [AMEND# | DATE OF AWARD
XP - 98722201 - 2 10/01/2004
TYPE OF ACTION . MAILING DATE
No Cost Amendment 10/01/2004
PAYMENT METHOD: ACH#
ACH

RECIPIENT TYPE: Send Payment Request to:

County U. S. Environmental Protection Agency - Las Vegas Finance Center
P. O. Box 98515, Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515
Contact # 702-798-2428, Fax # 702-798-2423

RECIPIENT: PAYEE:

Camden County Commission

Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle
Camdenton, MO 65020

EIN: 44-6000457

Camden County Commission
Carnden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circie
Camdenton, MO 65020

PROJECT MANAGER

EPA PROJECT OFFICER

EPA GRANT SPECIALIST

James R. Dickerson Don Gibbins
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle
Camdenton, MO 65020

E-Maii:

Phone: 573.346-5616 Phone: 913-551-7417

901 North Fifth Street, WWPDAWIMB
Kansas City, KS 66101
E-Mail: Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov

Kathy Finazzo

Grants Administration, PLMG/RFMB
E-Mail: Finazzo Kathy@epamail.epa.gov
Phone: 913-551-7333

PROJECT TITLE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGES
Camden County Infrastructure Improvemeni Project

This amendment revises programmatic condition #1; extends the project and hudget pericds from September 30, 2006, to June 30, 2007; and revises the
EPA contact information. This project consist of sewer and water improvements consisting of new coltection systems and treatment facilities for seven

areas in Camden County adiacent to the Lake of the Ozarks.

PROJECT PERIOD
04/01/2002 - 06/30/2007

BUDGET PERIOD
04/01/2002 - 06/30/2007

TOTAL PROJECT PERIOD COST
$24,774,000.00

TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST
$24,774,000.00

NOTE: The Agreement must be completed in duplicate and the Original returned to the appropriate Grants Management Office listed below,
within 3 calendar weeks after receipt or within any extensjon of time as may be granted by EPA. Receipt of a written refusal or
failure to return the properly executed document within the prescribed time, may result in the withdrawal of the offer by the Agency.
Any change to the Agreement by the Recipient subsequent to the document being signed by the EPA Award Official which the
Award Official determines to materially aiter the Agreement, shall void the Agreement.

OFEER AND ACCEPTANCE

The United States, acting by and through the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), hereby offers

Assistance/Amendment to the Camden County Commission for
for the support of approved budget period effort described in application

incurred up to and not exceeding $1.455,000

55.00 % of all approved costs

{including all application modifications) cited in the Project Title and Description above, signed 07/30/2002
included herein by reference.
ISSUING OFFICE (GRANTS MANAGEMENT OFFICE) AWARD APPROVAL OFFICE

ORGANIZATION/ ADDRESS

ORGANIZATION/ ADDRESS

Grants Management Office
901 North Fifth Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

U.S. EPA, Region 7

Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides
901 North Fifth Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BY THE US. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

SIGNATURE OF AWARD OFFICIAL

TYPED NAME AND TITLE
Kathy R. Finazzo, Grant Specialist

DATE
10/01/2004

This agreement is subject to applicable U.S, Environmental Protection Agency statutory provisions and assistance regulations. in
accepting this award or amendment and any payments made pursuant thereto, (1) the undersigned represents that he is duly
authorized to act on behalf of the recipient organization, and (2) the recipient agrees (a) that the award is subject to the applicable
provisions of 40 CFR Chapter 1, Subchapter B and of the provisions of this agreement (and ali attachments}, and (b} that
acceptance of any payments constitutes an agreement by the payee that the amounts if any found by EPA to have been overpaid

will be refunded or credited in full to EPA.

BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION

SIGNATURE

TYPED NAME AND TiTLE
Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner

DATE
10/20/2004




EPA Funding Information XP - 98722201 -2 Page 2
FUNDS FORMER AWARD THIS ACTION AMENDED TOTAL
EPA Amount This Action $ 1,455,000 $ $ 1,455,000
EPA in-Kind Amount $0 5 $0
Unexpended Prior Year Balance $0 § $0
Other Federal Funds $0 $ $0
Recipient Contribution $ 80,000 $ $ 80,000
State Contribution % 1,289,000 $ $ 1,289,000
Local Contribution $ 3,715,000 3 $ 3,715,000
Other Contribution $ 18,235,000 5 $ 18,235,000
Allowable Project Cost $ 24,774,000 $0 $ 24,774,000
Assistance Program (CFDA) Statutory Authority Regulatory Authority
86.606 - Surveys - Studies - Investigations - Specl | Appropriations Act of 2002 (PL 107-73) 40 CFR PART 31
Fiscal
Site Name DCN FY Approp. Budget PRC Object | Site/Project Cost Obligation /
Code Organization Class Organization | Deobligation
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Budget Summary Page
Tabie A - Object Class Category Total Approved Allowable
{Non-construction) Budget Period Cost

1. Personnei $0
2, Fringe Benefits 30
3. Travel $0
4. Equipment $0
5. Supplies $0
6. Contractual $3,348,500
7. Construction $20,509,000
8. Other $8916,500
9, Total Direct Charges $24,774,000
10. Indirect Costs: % Base . 80
11. Total (Share: Recipient 45.00 % Federal 55.00 %.) $24,774,000
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount ' $1,455,000
13. Program income ' 30

Page 3
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Administrative Conditions

Al administrative. conditions remain the same.

Programmatic Conditions

All programmatic conditions remain the same with one exception, which is to replace
programmatic condition # 1 with the following:

Recipient agrees that this grant is FOR SEWER AND WATER IMPROVEMENTS
consisting of new collection systems and treatment facilities for seven areas in
Camden County adjacent to the Lake of the Ozarks.



County of CMEN State of Mwsoun

:~ 1Cour1 Clreie Su1te1 SR li L

Camdenton stsoun 65020 ' L
N T 1st D:stnct Commlss;oner

' SteveWest e

Presnd:ng Commlss:oner
Carolyn Lorame - U
E . Ofﬁceof’the

o L IR CAMDEN COUNTY COMMESS]ON wl ‘ TR

Commlssron C'erk 3‘” o R s ‘ .f " 2nd Distnct Commlssnoner

ROWIG”d TOdd S - "':’I"f : Thom Gumm

SR July 14 2004

',"‘,.Ml Don Grbbms Envrronmental Engmeer ,

W astewa’rer and Infrastructure Management Branch
2 S. Env1ronmental Protectron Agency T
~ ' 901 North 58t e

S Kansas Clty, 1<s 66101

i V:L.ER Grant # XP987222 01 Pre-Award Costs

: _.'?Dear Mr Glbbms

= "_;-As we, drsoussed inour meeung March 19 2003 the pre award invoices subnntted o
R EPA i n 2003 represcnted only 55% of the pre—award costs: 1ncurred by the county The {
- actual pre-award costs were. $200,800 for engineering services and. $57,103. for sl i
".::admrmstratrve costs as reflected in invoices, already submrtted to the Missouri ERRSEE T B
L e Department of Natural Resources The request submltted 1n a letter f1om Barbara Bohley L S
" -dated September 3; 2003 1esu1ted ina mrsunderstandmg since; that request only 1nc1uded RS
. -f,-;the EPA’s 55% share Do S S . :

. fCamden Cor_ﬂty requests that amended pre—award costs in the amount of $200 800 f01
' _engmeermg serv1ces and $57 103 f01 admrmstratlvc serv1ces be approved :

o "-If there are any quostlons rega1d1ng th1s request please contact Carnden County Sewer
[ 'Coordmator J1m chkerson at. 573 346 3616 ' E g

l“hank you for your connnued gurdance in th1s prOJect |

PHONE (573) 346-4440 X~207 FAX (573) 346 5181
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

o o REGIONMH e
. 90t NORTH 5TH STREET
. KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

MEMORANDUM

DATE: September 3, 2002

SUBJECT: FY2002 Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant - #XP987222-01
Approval of Pre-Award Costs Incurred More Than 90 Days Prior to Award

FROM: Donald Gibbins, WWPD/SRW%
PrOJect Officer

T=RU: Debbie Titus, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU ,ﬂ
Grants Specialist

TO: Carol Rompage, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU
EPA Award Official

The March 30, 2000, memorandum “Medification to Policy Guidance for 40 CFR Part 31"
and the May 3, 2000, memorandum “Clarification on GPI 00-02 Modification to Policy Guidance
for 40 CFR Part 31 Pre-Award Costs,” both from Bruce Feldman, Acting Division Director, Grants
Administration Division, provide for approval by the EPA Award Official of pre-award costs
incurred more than 90 days prior to the award of the grant if the EPA Project Officer finds the costs
are necessary, reasonable and allocable to the project and the EPA Award Official finds that the costs
are eligible under statute or regulation.

The above-referenced special infrastructure grant was authorized by Congress in the EPA
F¥2002 appropriation act to fund water and sewer improvements in Camden Countv. Attached is
& fetter dated September 3, 2002, from Ms. Barbara Bohley on behalf of Camden County requesting
tpproval for the inclusion of pre-award costs in the amount of $141,654 and also asking that the
wroject and budget start dates be adjusted to April 1, 2002. In this letter, Ms. Bohley states that the
costs include preliminary planning and project administration costs. Also attached is a follow-up
e-mail message which further clarifies the nature of some of the services included in the request.

Attached is a portion of the headquarters memorandum dated April 15,2002, from Michael
B. Cook, Director, Office of Wastewater Management, which addresses the award of grants for
special projects authorized in the STAG account of the EPA FY02 appropriations act. This
memorandum discusses approval of pre-award costs by the regional award official on pages 7 and
8. The conclusion stated in the memorandum is that the Regions can approve pre-award costs when
the costs were incurred after the start of the fiscal year for which the funds were appropriated, but
before the grant award. That is the case for the costs in question for this request for approval.

RECYCLE 7%

#APER CONTADIE RECTELEC. ARGRE



2

I have evaluated this request and find that the requested pre-award costs are necessary,
.reasonable and allocable to the project which is specified in the EPA FY2002 appropriations act,
I'ask that you approve these costs by signing below. Please retain this original for your grant file
and return a copy for my project offiger file.

Please contact me at (913) 551-7417 if you bhave any questions or need additional
information.

Attachments

I find that the pre-award costs discussed in this memorandum and the attached letters are eligible
under the authorizing statue and I approve their inclusion in the grant. Reimbursement for the grant
share of these costs will only be allowable if the services were procured in dccordance with the
applicable procurement regulation at 40 CFR 31.36.

B - 7
// 7 ,//
(_,—»—” 1l ;‘1\{_ e WY

Carol Rompage, Region 7 EPA Award Official




bDon _ To Jeff Pinson
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US

bce
Subject Fw: Camden County EPA Grant

08/06/2004 07:14 AM

FYl.

-~ Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 08/06/2004 07:14 AM -

Jim Dickerson
<jdickerson@copic.ext.miss To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
ouri.edu>

08/05/2004 02:55 PM

cc
Subject Re: Camden County EPA Granf

Don: Thank you for your assistance. The county has executed the engineer's contract
amendment and the amendment was delivered to the engineer's office this morning for
his review and signature.

jrd

From: Gibbins.Don@ epamail.epa.gov

Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2004 8:21:13 AM

To: James Dickerscn

Cc: Jeff. Pinson @dnr.mo.gov; Dalal.Pradip @ eparnail.epa.gov
Subject: Camden County EPA Grant.

In accordance with the City's request, | have advised the grant

specialist to issue a grant amendment to change Programmatic Condition
No. 1 which defines the scope of the project. | have chosen to delete

the list of subdivisions from the condition so that any future scope
changes can be handled through correspondence only without the need to
amend the grant again. | have also requested that the end dates be
extended in accordance with the new schedule submitted. | know that you
did not request an extension at this time, but we can extend it again in

the future if necessary due to unavoidable delays with any of the
individual projects.

I will act on the City's request to approve all of the pre-award costs
incurred when the contract revisions have been submitted to and approved



bon To James Dickerson <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edux

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US Jeff.Pinson@dnr.mo.gov, Pradip

CC Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US

08/04/2004 D8:17 AM oo
Subject Camden County EPA Grant

In accordance with the Cify's request, | have advised the grant specialist to issue a grant
amendment o change Programmatic Condition Ne, 1 which defines the scope of the project. |
have chosen to delete the list of subdivisions from the condition so that any future scope
changes can be handied through correspondence only without the need to amend the grant
again. | have also requested that the end dates be extended in accordance with the new
schedule submitted. | know that you did not request an extension at this time, but we can
extend it again in the future if necessary due to unavoidable delays with any of the individual
projects, '

1 wilt act on the City's request to approve all of the pre-award costs incurred when the contract
revisions have been submitted to and approved by MDNR. | understand that Mr. Pinson is
waiting for revisions to both your contract and the one with the engineer. The pre-award costs
would only be allowable if the contracts are approvable, Since the Cify has already drawn the
funds they are now requesting for approval, | suggest resolving the confract approval issue as
soon as possible, Please advise the engineer conceming this issue,

Let me know if you have any questions on these matters.
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Donaid E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
@01 North &th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-661-7417
Facsimile #; 913-551-6417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov

e e e e e e e e e vk e e e iy ok e e e ek e e e e e e ek e ke e ok e e g ek ok e e e ek ok e e v e



August 3, 2004
MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: EPA Grant No. XP987222 01, Camden County, MO
Request for Grant Amendment

- FROM: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer
Wastewater & Infrastructure Management Branch, WWPD

TO: Kathy Finazzo, Grants Specialist
Grants & Assistance Management Unit, PLMG

In accordance with the attached correspondence from Camden County, Missouri, please
amend the above-subject grant to change one of my conditions and the Budget and Project Period
end dates. You may also want to change the EPA Grant Specialist name.

The County requested in their attached letter dated June 28, 2004, that another
subdivision be added to the scope of the project. I made the project description for the original
grant general, but Tincluded the subdivision names in the scope of the project included in
Programmatic Condition No. 1, so I need to revise that condition. Since the grant application
and later correspondence adequately defines the project, I want to revise my condition to be more
general as follows:

1. Recipient agrees that this grant is FOR SEWER AND WATER IMPROVEMENTS
consisting of new collecticn systems and treatment facitities for seven areas in Camden

County adiacent to the Lake of the Ozarks.

In response to the letter from the County, I requested some additional information from
them in a letter dated July 7, 2004, and I received a response dated July 12, 2004. That
correspondence is also attached. The response includes a revised project schedule, and although
the County did not request a grant extension at this time, I would like you to amend the Budget
and Project Period end dates at this time to June 30, 2007.

Please contact me at (913) 551-7417 or gibbins.don@epa.gov if you have any questions

or need additional information.

Attachments

cc: Jeff Pinson, MDNR

D.Gibbins:deg:WIMB:7417:8/3/04:Finazzo 04-08-03 memo-grant amendment for scope.wpd :
WIMB WIMB FILE TO:

Gibbins Dalal Camden Co. SIG
08/03/04 O&’C.)ﬁ/ﬁ( EPA Grant No, XP987222 01
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- 1 Court Csrs!e Su;tet
R Camdenton MISSOUFI 65020

Presm;ng Commlssmner
Carolyn Loralne ' e Steve West
' Ofﬁce of the

CAMDEN COUNTY COMMESS!ON .

Commass;on Clerk " g S e 2nd Drstrzct Commtssroner’: i."--.

o July 12 2004

R Mr DonaldE Glbbll’lS Envrronmental Engmeer
Wastewater & Infrastructure Management Branch
U S. Environmental Protectron Agency T

901 North 5% Street B o
o ;‘;‘Kansas Crty, MlSSOU.I‘l 66101

;‘ﬁ;'R EPA Grant No XP987222 01 e

Dear Mr Grbblns

L “-Camden County is enclosrng a: reV1sed proJect budget and schedule as requested in your
o etter of Tuly 7, 2004 The. county realizes some of the dates; go beyond the project peuod

L }_;'of this grant, but we prefer 10 wait to vrsrt w1th you on thrs 1ssue unul we: havc more: ﬁrm
o _'mformatron on some of the progects R : R I STt

e Also a progress report has been mcluded in that document As you can see a great deal
of plogress has been achleved on several of thc prOJeCtS The Camelot. Sewer Drstrrct
. system should go to. bid:and. be under construction this year. Al voter approvals have
“. ¢ " been achreved on that drstrlct In addltlon, the’ county antrmpates gomg 1o the voters 1n
RERRE the Normac Estates Sewer D1str1ct 1n November 2004 or Aprti 2005 e

B ‘_Regardrng the reasons for mlssmg the deadhnes in the or1g1nal apphcatron, 1t must ﬁrst;" o

*be said that the dcadhncs includéd in the. apphcatlon were ambitious- consrdertng the © oo i

" difficulty of defermining the most efficient and effective boundaries for the districtsin N
Sour rough terraln, the: trmeframe of avallablhty of relatrvely large’ amounts of grant and '
‘Joan money from federal and state sources: and the drfﬁculty of communicating _
‘f‘-‘effectlvely regardmg d1str1ct plans and’ costs 10 a'customer base in‘districts that. 1nclude S
- ‘large: numbers of second homeowners who are often away. from the area durrng winter.-

B Judgtng from the county s experiences in the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive. DIStI‘lCt."'A.' B S

- we have learned that the non-resident. populatron creates challenges. in the easement.

- ‘acqutsltlon process since; these people can usually be contacted by mazl telephone or on T A

S weekends durlng the sprmg and summer

o :Even though the county s pl‘O_]CClS havc not moved as qulckly as the apphcatlon _
"antrcrpated the ¢ounty is proud that the bond issues in'both-the: Sunny Slope Country
' ,=_.‘C1ub Drrve Sewer DlSlI‘lCt and the Camelot Sewer Dlstrrct passed w1th a voter approval

' PHONE (73) 346-4440 _}]{_ﬁi_pj,lrnx'(sft:’;)‘ 3465181

1st Dlstrlct Commtssroner':-r_?;:.-:---.' S i




i of over 70% C1t12en in ut the count recerved in some of the othcr diSlLl‘ICtS has been DR
p 4 ‘

BRI ‘1o develop strong citizen support for thts initial effort to develop central wastewater

e .j-:_,Lake of the Ozarks. Each ttme i dlstrrct 1s successfully 1rnplemented through

SuE ___':thts and What W1ll undoubtcdly be sucoessrve prOJects G e

X Camden County thanks you for your efforts to help s w1th the successful :

1mplementat10n of this project. If you should have any questrons about the materlals we e

L are submitting, please feel free 10 contact Jun chkerson, Camden County s Sewer Genll
e District Coordrnator at 573 346- 5616 FRRT e T

: _,'-Smcerely, o T

o Carolyn F Lorame " Sl

: ,postttve also. Even' though the county’ has missed some deadlmes in the apphcatlon and - ’j R
_._l-_wrll miss. others we' beheve it much better to take the tlme we have learned 18 necessary_'. TR

collectton and treatment around the rnore densely settled areas along the shorehne of the L

ik .construetron We beheve w1ll Ccreate, stronger citizen support for the lmplernentauon of TN |




I ey Caro!yn Loraine. -~

oy of C AM‘EN State ffM

, L 1 Court Clrcle Sulte 1
T S Camdenton, Missoun 65020
Presrdlng Commrssroner L . > R

P Steve West
Office of the SR o
CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION

1st Dlstrlct Commlssroner‘ lf‘:‘.'{ o

Commrssron Clerk i BTl _ 2nd Distrlct Commlss:oner“-"-'-‘jf:‘ o

Rowiand Todd RS R

Rev1sed Pro;ect Cost Schedule :
DEIERIES July 9 2004 L

Desrgh' - ‘Constructlon

ProrectSeament EPA $ TotalS Complete Comnlete

e Camelot $2000005>38400004/04 . 10/05
NOfmaC L 78550000  §7400,000- /04 < STN05 e i

e cran'e/Daveyfo'csve,”*;----.*-i"-'_=r.. $400,000 " $8;500,000 10004 11/06 i
. Coffiman Bend- . - $175000 . 81,500,000, -03/05 " 11/06

| Greemview . 0 $215000 - $9200000 1004 1106 CE R i
R }_"_';"g-_Sunny Siope SR R '-’--‘"‘-"T$400 00'0 ey $3 485 100*’,“55/04-_ S 6/05 R e

e :.'-_Total }f '*f"i‘i_;}sr 445 000 . $26 925 100

Progress Report

- -"'Camelot Sewer Dlstrlct The drstrrct has been formed and the necessary reventc and

L ..:general obhgatton bonds to construct the SYstem have been approved by voters. In o oAl

 "addition, the:district has been expanded from its orlgtnal size to include two large - SR
o _condomlmum developments that i increase the, d1str1ct S number of customers and put
N downward pressure on. tho user rate I : ‘ . :

_Normac Estates Dlstrrct ThlS d1str1ct has been formed and the Prehmlnary Engrneermg

. Reportis complete Environmental Review is to be 1n1trated wrthm the next two weeks.

L “Two public meetings have been held with residents of the district to get their- approva1 of
e the concept and est1mated user rates for- the system Response has'been. overwhelnnngly
o _positive. A vote i ant1c1pated m November 2004 or Apnl 2005 on proposed ﬁnanclng
-.'.f_.-_‘forthesystem ST SR . e e

o -'.‘:Greenwew Thls dlstr1ct has been formed and work is JU.St about completed on the -,:; g e

0 -7,.}'3'Prehm1nary anmeerrng Report This dlstr1ct unlike most.of the others “has.a relatlvely
-+ Jarge number of' exrstlng treatment plants even though the drstrrct as proposed is still -
o largely served with septic fank . systems. County and englneermg staff has met with most
o _of the owners of these ex1strng plants to determme Wthh of thesc plants mlght be used in-

{' . PHONE (573) 346-4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-5181 ~*.

Thom Gumm e 5 R




S ;_fithe ploposed county system The Envzronmental Rev1ew w111 be 1n1t1ated as soon as the .
. PERIs complete IR ‘ SE o

. 'Crane/Davey Cove A lot of work has gone mto establlshmg the boundarres of this R

district: A, proposed boundary has been developed after extensive ﬁeld researeh and a.
' ".pIOJected number of usets has been developed Thrs drstrlot should be the next drstnct

L ‘:'i-:";formed

- B f_iCoffman Bend Imnal ﬁeldwork has been done in thrs drstrlet 1,0 provrde 1nformat10n for' ":_ e
T __“boundary determma’uons : - R . S »

" Cllmax Sprmgs ThIS proposed drstrlot has been the most problemauc Boundary work -
~has been compleled ‘and-all necessary documents for the formation of the district have T
" been preparod However, the Climax Springs, School wh1ch just over two yearsago -
. installed a new system, has been Thesitant to agree to use the proposed county systemand ** .
- 'I‘hesrtant to support the formation of the district. Due to the fact that most of the residents .~~~
" +of the district have low income; it has always been believed that this district would be the .
" 'miost challenging of all those proposed to get Voter approval on the issuance of bonds ‘

" That challenge.s would only be increased by lack’ of support from ihe school district,

' 'Finally, communijcation with the school district has been harmed over the last two vears ..

" because the school district’s superrntendent was embrorled in a federal. embezzlement -

trial and has now been removed. For these reasons, the Clnnax Sprmgs Drstrlct has been S S

:'removed from the pI‘O_]CCt budget above o




Jim Dickerson To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<jdickerson@ copic.ext cc: Pradip DalaYWWPD/R7/USEPA/US @ EPA, Jeff.Pinson@ dnr.mo.gov
.missouri.edu> Subject: Re: Camden County Requests

07/07/2004 10:03 AM

Thank you, Don. | wiil get on this.

jrd

~~~~~~~ Original Messagg-------

From: Gibbins.Don @ epamail.epa.gov

Date: Wednesday, July 07, 2004 09:57:37

To: Jim Dickerson -

Cec: Jeff.Pinson @dnr.mo.goy; Dalal.Pradip @epamail.epa.gov

Subject: Re: Camden County Requests

This message is regardéng the two letters you sent me for the Camden
County EPA grant.

| have written a letter to the County in response their letter regarding
the change in scope. | am asking for a new breakdown of project costs
and revised schedules for the projects. | am faxing you a copy of that
letter for your information.

The second ietter from the County is not what | was looking for
regarding the pre-award costs. Currently, pre-award costs are approved
in the amount of $141,654, and only 55% of that is eligible for EPA
payment. That approval was based upon information submitted by Barbara
Bohley in a letter dated 9/3/03. (1 am faxing a copy of that letter for
your information.) During our 3/19/03 meeting, we were told that only
the EPA portion of the pre-award costs were submitted for approval. |
need the County to send me a letter referring to the Bohley letter and
stating that such a misunderstanding occurred, and that the original
request for approval of pre-award costs should be amended, list the
total pre-award costs incurred with the breakdown between engineering

- and administration, and asked that the total pre-award project costs be
approved by EPA for inclusion in the EPA grant.

Let me know if you have any questions regarding these matters.
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Donald E. Gibbins



EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417

E-mail: gibbins.don @ epa.gov
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Jim Dickerson

<jdickerson @ copic.ext.mi To: Don
Gibbins/ WWPD/R7/USEPA/US @EPA

ssouri.edu> cc: _
Subject: Fw: Camden County Requests
06/28/2004 12:50 PM

Don: Checked the spelling. Looking right at it and still got in wrong..
Sorry. Let's try it again. ‘
jrd

From: Jim Dickerson
Date: Monday, June 28, 2004 11:25:38

To: Gibbons.Don @epa.gov
Subject: Camden County Requests

Dear Mr. Gibbons: | am attaching two letters as instructed executed by
the Camden County Commission this morning. If you need additional
information or have questions, please call.

Jim Dickerson .

Camden County Sewer District Coordinator



§ 1% U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
3 N Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
- 901 North 5th Street  Kansas City, KS 66101

Facsimile Cover Sheet

July 7, 2004

SUBJECT: Camden County EPA Grant No. XP987222 01

Letter Regarding Change of Scope ‘
FROM: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer %

Telephone #: 913-551-7417 Fax #: 913-551-9417
TO: Jim Dickerson
Telephone #: 573-346-5616 Fax #: 573-346-2007

PAGES: ; , including this cover sheet.

COMMENTS:

Attached is your copy of the letter I am mailing to Camden County regarding the 6/28/04
request for a change in project scope.

Also attached for your information is a copy of correspondence from Barbara Bohley dated
9/3/03 which requests approval of pre-award costs. 1 make reference to this letter in an e-mail I sent
to you on this date.

o o jjm
ﬂj“ .

0\/\—/



July 7, 2004

Ms, Carolyn F. Loraine
Presiding Commissioner
1 Court Circle, Suite 1
Camdenton, MO 65020

Dear Ms. Loraine:
RE: EPA Grant No. XP987222 01, Request for Revision to Project Scope and Schedule

I have received your letter dated June 28, 2004, which requests a revision to the scope of the
referenced EPA grant project to include a project for the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer
District. The authorization by Congress for this grant stated that the grant was for sewer and water

improvements, so the proposed addition is within the scope of the authorization.

The following information was provided to EPA with the original grant application and with
a memorandum from Barbara Bohley dated September 3, 2002:

Design Construction
Project Segment EPA $ Total $ Complete Complete
Camelot Estates $200,000 $3,444,000 09/03 11/04
Climax Springs/Normac 160,000 1,565,000 09/03 06/04 - Normac
‘ 09/04 - Climax Springs
Crane Cove/Davey Cove 500,000 8,500,000 09/04 12/05
Coffman Bend 245,000 1,500,000 06/04 06/05
Greenview/Hwy E 285,000 9,210,000 12/04 12/05
Other project costs 65.000 555.000
- Application Totals $1,455,000 $24,774,000

Your requested revision to the scope of the grant project will impact the above project cost
information. Before I approve the change, you should submit a revision to the above chart which
includes the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District project and a revision to all of the cost
information. The project segment costs were taken from pages 10 and 11 of the Narrative statement
submitted with your grant application. Those costs do not equal the grant amount and total project
cost listed in the application, so I have added the line “Other project costs.” Your revised table
-should distribute the grant amount and all of the total costs to the various project segments. I
understand that the new total project cost may be different with the addition of another project
segment.

D.Gibbins:dg: WIMB:7417:7/6/04:Loraine 04-07-07 letter-request project schedule.wpd
WIMB ;  WIMB FILE TO:
Gibbins Camden County SIG

@ﬂ Dalal
07/07/04 ~ % EPA Grant No. XP987222 01



The project schedules included in the chart were taken from the above-referenced letter from
Barbara Bohley. Several of the scheduled dates have passed or are soon approaching, and as far as
Tam aware, no progress has been made on any of the originally proposed projects. Please revise the
schedule dates with your best current estimate, and provide a reason for the missed schedule
milestones as required by Programmatic Condition No. 7.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (913) 551-7417 or gibbins.don@epa.gov if you have
any questions or need additional information.

Sincerely,

Donald E. Gibbins

Environmental Engineer

Wastewater & Infrastructure Management Branch
Water, Wetlands & Pesticides Division

cc: Jim Dickerson, Project Manager, via facsimile
Barbara Bohley, BLB & Associates
Jeff Pinson, MDNR



Don Gibbins To: Jeff Pinson

: cc:
07/06/2004 02:17 PM Subject: Fw: Camden County Requests

Below is the e-mail message | told you about today in our telephone conversation. Let me know if you
have any questions.
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mait: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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----- Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 07/06/2004 02:16 PM -----

Jim Dickerson To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US @ EPA

<jdickerson@copic.ext cc:
.missouri.edu> Subject: Fw: Camden County Requests

06/28/2004 12:50 PM

Don: Checked the spelling. Looking right at it and still got in wrong. Sorry. Let's try it
again.
jrd

From: Jim Dickerson
Date: Monday, June 28, 2004 11:25:38

To: Gibbons.Don@epa.gov
Subject: Camden County Requests

Dear Mr. Gibbons: | am attaching two letters as instructed executed by the Camden
County Commission this morning. If you need additional information or have questions,
please call.

Jim Dickerson

Camden County Sewer District Coordinator




IncrediMail - Email has finally evelved - Click Here -0628111354_001.pdf _0628111338_001.pdf



WIMB:Rec'd JUL 0 9 2004

Bob Holden, Governor « Stephen M. Mahfood, Director

T OF NATURAL RESOURCES

www.dnr.mo.gov

June 28, 2004

Mr. Thom Gumm, Commissioner
Camden County Commission

1 Court Circle, Suite 1
Camdenton, MO 65020

RE: EPA Grant XP 987222-01, Camden County
Dear Commissioner Gumm;:

Referring to our conference call on June 24, 2004 with you, Mary Clark, Joy Reven and [, this
letter is a summary of what was discussed.

The county will need to send two letters to Mr. Don Gibbins, Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Region 7. The first letter needs to request that Sunny Slope be included as part of the
EPA grant. If Mr. Gibbins agrees to amend the grant it will not increase the grant amount, but
will allow the grant to fund the Sunny Slope project in the appropriate percentage (55%).

The project will also be required to have a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI). It appears
that clearances may have already been obtained from the appropriate agencies, but a public
hearing and 30 day advertisement for the hearing is needed to allow a FONSI to be written. The
FONSI is then placed on a 30 day comment period. After this 30 day period, if no valid
comments are presented, construction can begin. Also, a change order will be needed to include
any EPA grant requirements that are not already mcluded in the specifications.

The second letter to Mr. Gibbins must address the overpayment issues with the grant. EPA
considers the grant as over paid at this time and has a hold on further payments. To correct this
problem Mr. Gibbins asked during our meeting on March 19, 2003 for a letter to be sent to him
stating that an error was made on the first pay request. The error resulted when the total amount
of costs incurred was not placed on the pay request form, only 55% was shown. The total costs
incurred must be shown in order to verify that the actual requested amount.is 55%.

He also asked that invoices be submitted to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources
verifying that additional costs were incurred. These invoices have been recelved Please feel
free to state this in your letter.

Missouri
Department of

Integrity and excellence in all we do

[ 4 2
w2
Recycled Papar Resources



Commissioner Thom Gumm
June 28, 2004
Page Two

Other issues that must be addressed concem the engineering agreement and administrative
agreement: Both agreements need to be approved. Each has been reviewed and comments have
been made. Mr. Dickerson and The Howard R. Green Company have addressed the comments
to their respective agreements by e-mail, mail and telephone. To approve the agreements,
executed amendments must be received and reviewed for completeness. I would prefer that you
send these agreements to me as a draft before the commission executes them. I will review them
and contact the commission if all is in order. They can then be executed. Send the executed
copies to me, Mr. Gibbins does not review these, I will then send an approval letter.

When all before mentioned issues are resolved, payments may be resumed.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (573) 751-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City,
Missouri 65102-0176.

Sincerely,
WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM

£ msoe.

E. Jeffréy Pinson
Project Coordinator

EJP/amb

c: Mr. Donald Gibbins, EPA Region 7




Jim Dickerson To: Don Gibbins/WWFPD/R7/USEPA/US @ EPA
<jdickerson@copic.ext ce:
.missouri.edu> Subject:. Fw: Camden County Requests

06/28/2004 12:50 PM

Don: Checked the spelling. Looking right at it and still got in wrong. Sorry. Let's try it
again.
jrd

~~~~~~~ Original Messagg-------

From: Jim Dickerson
Date: Monday, June 28, 2004 11:25:38
To: Gibbons.Don@epa.gov

Subject: Camden County Requests

Dear Mr. Gibbons: | am attaching two letters as instructed executed by the Camden
County Commission this morning. If you need additional information or have questions,
please call.

Jim Dickerson

Camden County Sewer District Coordinator

@ IncrediMail - Email has finally evolved - Click Here 0628111354 001.pdf 0628111338 _001.pdf



State of Missouri

1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, Missour 65020 L o
Presiding Commissioner 1st District Commissioner

® Steve West

Office of the
CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION
Commission Clerk Znd District Commissioner

Rowtand Todd Thom Gumm

Carolyn Loraine

fune 28, 2004

Mr. Don Gibbons, Project Officer

0.8, Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
901 North Fifth Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

VIABLECTRONIC MAIL

Re:  Project XP-98722201-%

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

Camden County is writing to assure you that invoices previously submitted to EPA for
the referenced project represented BPA™s 55% of project costs. Invoices representing
Camden County’s 45% share have been submitted to thc Missourt Departiment of Natural

Resources for documentation purposes.

If you should have any questions, please do not hesttate to call Project Manager Jim
Dickerson at 573-346-5616.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

oy )
o 7 ﬂ ' il 7 .
A e - e

Carofyn F. Y.oraine

poinhr

FHONE (573) 346-4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-5181




State of Missouri

county of AR

1 Couwrt Circle, Suite 1
Camdenton, Missouri 65020

Presiding Commissioner . 15t District Commissioner
Carolyn Loraine Steve West
Office of the
: " CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION
Commissicn Clerk Znd District Commissioner
Rowland Todd Thom Gumm

June 28, 2004

© Mr. Don Gibbons, Project Officer
- U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region V]I
. 901 North Fifth Street

‘Kansas City, KS 66101

. VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

Re:  Projeet XP-98722201-1
De‘ar Mpr. Gibbens:

Camden County requests an amendment to the referenced project to inciude the Sunny
Slope Country Chab Drive Sewer District. The Sunny Slope Country Club Drive Sewer
District was not originally included in the broader county wastewater project because the
sewer district was the farthest along at the time EPA funds were discussed. However, due
to delays caused by a need to hold a new bond election and other matters, the Sunny
Slope Country Club Drive construction bid solicitation just occurred. Due to the tevels of
the bids received and funds available to Camden County, use of some of the referenced
EPA funding is necessary to complete the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive portion of the
county’s project.

Camden County would greatly appreciate your favorable consideration of this
- amendment request, If you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to cail
- Project Manager Jim Dickerson at 573-346-5616.

Thank vou.

Sincerely,

7 N .

; i "):‘ i I-"’""“"'a\ S

Cfﬁ/'[’fr’jqﬁ“" .:*»77{ . i..__-/Yﬁ'é"‘Fwﬁﬁfﬂ,wm
{ /

Carobyn . Loraine

PHONE (573) 346-4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-5181




Jeff Pinson To: Don GibbinsWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.g cc
ov> Subject: Camden County Administrative Contract
01/22/2004 09:53 AM

Don,

Per Mr. Dickerson's request | am forwarding this e-mail to you. The attached letter is to the County and
Mr. Dickerson states that he has no problem correcting the agreement to comply with Federail Regs.

Thanks,

EJP
-~ Forwarded by Jeff PinsonAWPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 01 122/2004 09:47 AM v

"Jim Dickerson" <jdickerson@copic.ext.missourt.edu>
To: nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us
01/22/2004 09:24 AM ee-
Subject: Camden County Administrative Contract

Jeff: | am attaching a letter sent to Commissioner Loraine regarding your last letier. Would you be kind
enough for forward to Don Gibbons. | don't have his e-mail address in this computer. We wiil have

contract revisions completed scon.
James R. Dickerson

DNR is changing all e-mail addresses to a new format. Old e-mail addresses will only work
during a transition period. Please update your records with my new e-mail address, above.

_________ _0122091758_001.pd



Loke of the Grarks Council of Local Governments
P.O. Box 786

Camdenton, MO 65029

{573) 346.56118

idickersonconic.ext. missourt.edu

January 20, 2004

Camden County Presiding Commissioner Carolyn Loraine
Camden County Courthouse

#1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, MO 65020

Re: Jeffrey Pinson letter of January 2, 2004
Dear Carolyn:

Reiating fo Mr. Pinson’s citing of 40 CFR 31.36{f}{(4) wherein EPA will not afiow compansation
based on ejther a cast plus percentage or percentage of construction cost, we have no problem
redrawing our contract for a lump sum of $88,364the original value of the contract. As |
explained in my earlier latter, the amount was originally determined based on a state-approvad
formula that is allowed by HUD but apparently, EPA prefers another route, We will include this
change in the items presented in a revised contract for consideration.

Thank you.
Sincerely,
- e

Jamas R. Dickerson
Sewer District Coordinator

Ce: E. Jeffrey Pinson
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January 2, 2004

Ms. Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner
Camden County

1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, MO 65020

RE: EPA Grant XP987222-01, Camden County, Missouri, Administrative Services Contract
between Camden County and Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments

Dear Commissioner Loraine:

] sent comments concerning the administrative services agreement on December 5, 2003, but an
additional comment needs to be included in the agreement that was not mentioned in the
previous letter. The following is the comment that must be added:

As per 40 CFR 31.36()(4), compensation based on either cost plus a percentage of cost or
percentage of construction cost is not allowable. The contract should be renegotiated. As per 40
CFR 31.36(d)(3), acceptable forms of compensation include lump sum or cost-plus-a-fixed-fee
with a limit on the total cost.

This comment may be included by amendment to the agreement. If you have any questions
please contact me at (573) 751-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176.

Sincerely,

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM

f%%
E. Jeffrey Pinson

Project Coordinator
EJP/amb
c Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments

7 Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region VII

Integrity and excellence in everything we do
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December 9, 2003

Ms. Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner
Camden County

1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, MC 65020

RE:  EPA Grant XP987222-01, Camden County, Missouri, Engineering Agreement
Dear Commissioner Loraine:

On June 10, 2003 I sent comments concerning the engineering agreement between Camden
County and Missouri Engineering, now Howard R. Green Company. The comments addressed
additional EPA requirements that are needed for inclusion in the engineering agreement. As
stated in the letter, the changes may be done by amendment to the agreement.

I have not received correspondence that addresses the comments sent. Please submit an
amendment to the engineering agreement that satisfies the EPA requirements included in the
comments.

Also, I'have received additional invoices from Jim Dickerson for the engineering and
administrative services performed. Mr. Dickerson stated at our meeting on March 19, 2003, the
payment processed and paid by EPA was 55% of the costs incurred. The additional invoices are
for those costs to be paid by the County. Mr. Don Gibbins with EPA Region 7 has asked that
you send a letter requesting that we review these invoices as the 45% the county is going to pay.
Doing this may reconcile the 45% of the total cost, which was not shown on the pay request and
should bring the county out of overpayment status.

Qo ¢
S
é’ f ;’é’. e Integrity and excellence in everything we do
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Ms. Carolyn Loraine |
- December 9, 2003
Page Two

If you have questions, please contact me at (573) 751-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO
65102-0176.

Sincerely,

WATER POLSON CONTROL PROGRAM

Z ~ioic

E. Jeffrey Pinson
Project Coordinator

EJP/amb

c: Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments
N L v EPARegion: VIE»
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December 5, 2003

Ms. Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner
Camden County

1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, MO 65020

RE: EPA Grant XP987222-01, Camden County, Missouri, Administrative Services Contract
between Camden County and Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments

Dear Commissioner Loraine:

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR} has reviewed the executed administrative
services agreement between Camden County and Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments,
dated January 7, 2002. Grant conditions concerning the administrative services agreement have not
been fully complied with. The following comments must be addressed:

1. The request for proposals did not contain language required by the grant conditions
concerning the Anti-Lobbying Act. The Ianguage required in the solicitation for proposals
shall be included into the administrative services agreement so the firm is aware of their
requirement to comply with the Anti- -Lobbying Act. The following is the statement required
by the grant conditions:

“Sub recipients who request or receive from the grant recipient a subgrant, contract, or
subcontract exceeding $100,000, at any tier under a federal grant shall comply with the Anti-
Lobbying Act, Section 319 of the Public Law 101-121, and file an Anti-Lobbying
Certification form and the Disclosure of Lobbymg Activities form, if required, to the next tier
above.”

2. The request for proposals did not contain the statement required by the grant conditions
concerning Debarment and Suspension. The statement required in the solicitation for
proposals must be included in the administrative services agreement. The following
statement is required by the grant conditions: :

“The prospective participants must certify by submittal of EPA Form 5700-49, Certification
Regarding Debarment and Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters, that to the best of its
knowledge and belief that it is and it’s principals are not presently debarred, suspended,
proposed for debarment, declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered

Ct};uca.ns;actlons by any Federal Department or Agency.”
feAt
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Ms. Carolyn Loraine
December 5, 2003
Page Two

3. As per 40 CFR 31.36(d)(3)(v), after the most qualified firm is selected, the contract will be
subject to negotiation of fair and reasonable compensation. Section 4 of the agreement states
that the maximum amount the owner shall pay the consultant for performance of this
agreement shall not exceed $10,000.00 plus 3% of project costs. There is no fixed not to
exceed amount, but with your project possibly being $24,744,000.00, 3% of this is
$742,320.00 plus the $10,000.00. It is up to the commission to determine if this cost for
services is fair and reasonable, but a percent of construction cost contract, such as used in

your agreement, is not acceptable. The agreement must be amended to state an actual dollar
amount that is not to be exceeded.

4. As per 40 CFR 31.36(f)(1), you must perform a cost or price analysis in connection with
every procurement action including contract modifications, including as a minimum, making
any independent estimate before receiving proposals. Please provide a description of your
method of performing a cost analysis for this contract.

5. As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(1), contracts exceeding $100,000 must include the administrative,
contractual, and legal remedies which will be used by the grantee in instances where the
contractor violates or breaches contract terms, and also provide for such sanctions and
penalties as may be appropriate.

6. As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(2), contracts exceeding $10,000 must include provisions for the
grantee to terminate the contract for cause and for convenience, including the manner by
which the termination will be effected and the basis for settlement.

7. As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(10), contracts must require the contractor to provide access for the
grantee, the Environmental Protection Agency, the Comptroller General of the United States,
or any of their duly authorized representatives to any books, documents, papers, and records
of the contractor which are directly pertinent to the contract for the purpose of making audit, -
exarnination, excerpts, and transcriptions.

8. As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(11), contracts must require the contractor to retain all required
records for three years after the latter of the grantee making final payment or when all other
pending matters are closed. =




Ms, Carolyn Loraine
-, December 5, 2003
Page Three

Corrections that address the comments listed above may be done by amendment to the agreement. If
you have any questions, please contact me at (573) 751-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO

65102-0176.
Sincerely,
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM

E \Omm

E. Jeffrey~Pinson
Project Coordinator

EJP/amb

c: Mr, Jim Dickerson, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments
+Mr. Don Gibbins; EPA Region-VII .




Y <€D 57
& Ar“*@_

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

.{\\'\OH k3
W agenct

Wi o i REGION VII
A 901 N. STHST.
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101
%\,a aﬂ&qjm@ 3
MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Review of Interim Financial Status Report

FROM: Connie Allen QQMQ@.) C\QD_DPJ
Grants Administration

ToO: EPA Project Officer, D. Gibbins

Attached is a copy of the interim Financial Status Report (FSR) for the referenced grant and
grantee listed in blocks 2 and 3 of the report. Please review the FSR to determine if the costs
expended are in line with work plan accomplishments. No further action will be taken by this office
unless you contact us.

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact me at X7363.

Attachment
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FINANCIAL STATUS REPORT o
(Foikow instruchions on the back) Lmoniy =
1. Faderal Agency snd Orpanizebonal Blernect |2, Federal Grant or Other dentifying Number Assigned
1o Which Repart is Subsmitted By Fedaral Agancy ACH # 7676
EPA v g
XP-98722201-0 s
3, Reciplent Orgmiration (Rame aind complate addrm ichuding ZIP code)
Camden County Commission
#1 Court Gircle J
Camdenton, Missowri 85020
4. Gmployer idantification Number 5, Recipient Account Number or identifying Number {8, Final Report 7. Basis
44.0000-457 ' Oves Eno Cesh [ Acerual
5. Funding/Grart Period (See instuctions) 5. Pertod Coverad by s Report
From: (Month, By, Yeer) To: (Month, Day, Year) From: (Month, Dy, Year) To: {Manth, Dey, Year)
4.01.02 9.30.08 10.04.02 123102
10. Transactons: i i I L]
Previously This Cumutative
Reparied Period
o Tots! ouliays 0 $257,552.73 $257,852.73
b Recigient share of autays 0 $115,808.73 $115,888.73
¢. Federal share of oultays §$141,654.00
d  Total uniiquidated obllgations $115,868.73
e  Recpiom shar of uniquidatsd chilgations $115,808.73
f.  Federal share of uniicuicated chigationy o
6 Taal Feden swiwSm o b o ot ) $141,854.00
fr.  Total Fadere! funds authorized for this funding pericd $141,854,00
i.  Unobligated balarvce of Federal fundxLive h minus kno g
Typs of Rite(Place X i appropriste box}
11, Indeot [] Provisionat [.] Predatacmined o Dmme
BExpanss r Ruts c. Baw 4 Tolat Amount 6 Fadual Share
15 Fiormarks: Al any expienetons doomod necesswy o Iormetion requIed by Faderul sponsaring sgency in compiance wil goveming

13. Cariification: [ certify to the best of ry knowiadge and bellef that this report Is comact and pompiste ang that 3 outings and

,mmeum-nwnmmmmm awerd documents.
Typed or Printect Nwms art Yitio

James R. Dickerson, Sewer District Coordinatos”

Telephone (Area code, number shd extonsion)

573-246.5618

Signeture of Autherized Certitying Oficial

—— S

Oute Repot SERT" 1 2003

NEN 7540-01-218-4387 268-202

ianderd Eorm 269A (RwV. 7-97)
Prescribod by OMB CHaiere A-402 end A-114(
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June 10, 2003

Ms. Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner
Camden County Commission

1 Court Circle, Suitel

Camdenton, MQ 65020

RE: Engineering Agreement between Camden County and Missouri Engineering
Corporation

Dear Commissioner Loraine:

The Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) has reviewed the executed
engineering agreement between Camden County and Missouri Engineering Corporation,
dated January 7, 2002. All applicable grant conditions concerning the engineering
agreement have not been complied with, as such the following comments must be
addressed:

1. The request for proposals did not contain language required by the grant®
conditions concerning the Anti-Lobbying Act. The language required in the
solicitation for proposals shall be included into the engineering agreement so the
engineering firm is aware of their requirement to comply with the Anti-Lobbying
Act. The following is the statement required by the grant conditions:

“Sub recipients who request or receive from the grant recipient a subgrant,
contract, or subcontract exceeding $100,000, at any tier under a federal grant shall
comply with the Anti-Lobbying Act, Section 319 of the Public Law 101-121, and
file an Anti-Lobbying Certification form and the Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities form, if required, to the next tier above.”

2. The request for proposals did not contain the statement required by the grant
conditions concerning Debarment and Suspension. The statement required in the
solicitation for proposals must be included in the engineering agreement. The
following statement is required by the grant conditions:

Integrity and excellence in everything we do

o
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Ms. Carolyn Loraine
June 10, 2003
Page Two

“The prospective participants must certify by submittal of EPA Form 5700-49,
Certification Regarding Debarment and Suspension and Other Responsibility
Matters, that to the best of its knowledge and belief that it is and it’s principals are
not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible or

voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any Federal Department or
Agency.”

3. The grant conditions require fair share goals to be included in the contract to
apply to subcontracting by the engineering firm and any subcontractors. The
engineering firm will be required to comply with the affirmative steps listed in 40
CFR 31.36(e) when subcontracting. The following paragraphs must be included
in the engineering agreement:

As per Administrative Condition No. 7 in the Environmental Protection Agency
grant agreement, you are to require contractors and any subcontractors to take the
affirmative steps listed at 40 CFR 31.36(e)(2)(i) through (v) in attempting to reach
the fair share objectives of 10% subcontracting to minority business enterprises
and 5% subcontracting to women’s business enterprises if subcontracts are to be
let. [See 40 CFR 31.36(e)(2)(vi).] The affirmative steps are listed below for your
information. This list should be included in the contract for clarity. Although no
goals are required, the contractor must take the same affirmatjve steps to
subcontract with small business enterprises. Prior to the award of contract, the
proposed firm should be required to identify the disadvantaged firms which will
receive subcontracts, and for each firm, a listing of the type of enterprise and the
contract amount. If the established goals are not met, the proposed firm should
also be required to submit documentation which demonstrates that the affirmative
steps were taken. The bidder would be considered unresponsive without such
documentation. Further information on this EPA requirement can be obtained at
the following web site address: www.epa.gov/osdbu/pubs.htm. 40 CFR
31.36(e)(2)(e): Contracting with small and minority firms, women’s business
enterprises and labor surplus area firms.

(1) The grantee and subgrantee will take all necessary affirmative steps to assure
that minority firms, women’s business enterprises, and labor surplus area
firms are used when possible,



Ms. Carolyn Loraine
June 10, 2003
Page Three

(2) Affirmative steps shall include:

(1) Placing qualified small and minority businesses and women’s business
enterprises on solicitation lists;

(ii)  Assuring that small and minority businesses, and women’s business
enterprises are solicited whenever they are potential sources;

(i)  Dividing total requirements, when economically feasible, -into smaller
tasks or quantities to permit maximum participation by small and minority
businesses, and women’s business enterprises;

(iv)  Establishing delivery schedules, where the requirement permits, which
encourage participation by small and minority businesses, and women’s
business enterprises;

(v) - Using the services and assistance of the Small Business Administration
and the Minority Business Development Agency of the Department of
Comrmerce; and

(vi)  Requiring the prime contractor, if subcontracts are to be let, to take the
affirmative steps listed in Paragraphs (&)(2)(I) through (v) of this section.

4, As per 40 CFR 31.36(d)(3)(v), after the most qualified firm is selected, the
contract will be subject to negotiation of fair and reasonable compensation.

5. As per 40 CFR 31.36(f)(1), you must perform a cost or price analysis in
connection with every procurement action including contract modifications,
including as a minimum, making any independent estimate before receiving
proposals. Please provide a description of your method of performing a cost
analysis for this contract.

6. As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(1), contracts exceeding $100,000 must include the
administrative, contractual, and legal remedies which will be used by the grantee
in instances where the contractor violates or breaches contract terms, and also
provide for such sanctions and penalties as may be appropriate.




Ms. Carolyn Loraine
June 10, 2003
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10.

11.

12.

As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(2), contracts exceeding $10,000 must include provisions
for the grantee to terminate the contract for cause and for convenience, including
the manner by which the termination will be effected and the basis for settlement.

As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(10), contracts must require the contractor to provide
access for the grantee, the Environmental Protection Agency, the Comptroller

- General of the United States, or any of their duly authorized representatives to any

books, documents, papers, and records of the contractor which are directly
pertinent to the contract for the purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts,
and transcriptions.

As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(11), contracts must require the contractor to retain all
required records for three years after the latter of the grantee making final
payment or when all other pending matters are closed.

As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(12), contracts exceeding $100,000 must require the
contractor to comply with all applicable standards, orders, or requirements issued
under Section 306 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. 1857(h)), Section 508 of the
Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. 1368), Executive Order 11738, and Environmental
Protection Agency regulations at 40 CFR part 15). i

As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(13), contracts must require the contractor to comply with
mandatory standards and policies relating to energy efficiency which are
contained in the state energy conservation plan issued in compliance with the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act (Public Law 94-163, 89 Stat 871).

Compensation for engineering services shown in Section B is not a usual method
of billing. Mary Clark spoke with Rural Development and the format for the
agreement used is theirs, but the billing method is not their customary method.
The blank under Section B, 1., is to include a not to exceed amount for services
provided. This is according to the explanation provided by Rural development.
Having $30.00 per user studied and not knowing what the number of users is at
the beginning, as stated in Mr. Gilmore’s letter, is an open ended contract. A cost
not to exceed must be placed in the contract. Does a user studied mean a study

was performed for each specific property or was this a study on an area as a
whole? :
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Under Section B (2.) of the contract, compensation for design, construction and
administration is discussed. Attachment 1 is to be used to establish the
compensation amount to be paid. Attachment 1 is a percent of construction cost
curve and is not an acceptable way of determining the amount to be paid. A not
to exceed amount must be stated. The cost of design should remain the same even
when the cost of materials increases or decreases.

Corrections to the engineering agreement may be done by amendment. If additional
services are required, an amendment to the agreement must be submitted for review and
approval. Feel free to contact me at (573) 751-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO
65102-0176 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM

£ o

E. Jeffre on
Project Coordinator

EJP/amb

c’ Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments
Mr. Donald Gibbins, EPA Region VII




; ;"% U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
% N Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
e pr 901 North 5th Street  Kansas City, KS 66101

Facsimile Cover Sheet

April 7, 2003
SUBJECT: Camden Co. Grant Amendment No. 1

FROM: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer

Telephone #: 913-551-7417 Fax #: 913-551-9417
TO: . Mary Clark, MDNR/WPCP
Telephone #: 573-751-6680 Fax #: 573-751-9396

PAGES: S/(,/including this cover sheet.

COMMENTS:
Attached is amendment #1 for the Camden Co. EPA grant No, XP987222-01. This was
mailed to the county on 4/4/03. 1t amends the grant percentage shown on the first page and changes

the authorized representative.

Let me know if you have any questions.
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ASSISTANCE iD NO.
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PRG | DOC ID |AMEND# | DATE OF AWARD
o~ XP - 98722201 - 1 04/04/2003
P ROTECTIO N AG E N CY TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE
No Cost Amendment 04/04/2003
Assistance Amendment ig:MENT METHOD: ACH#
RECIPIENT TYPE: Send Payment Request to:
County U.8. Environmental Protection Agency - LasVegas FMC

P.O. Box 98515, LasVegas, NV 89193-8515
Contact: #702-798-2507, Fax: #702-798-2423

RECIPIENT: PAYEE:

Camden County Commission Same as Reciplent

Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle
Camdenton, MO 65020 Camdenton, MQ 65020

EIN: 44.5000457

PROJECT MANAGER EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST
James R. Dickerson Don Gibbins Karen Sherrill

Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 901 North Fifth Street, WWPD/SRFB Grants Administration
Camdenton, MO 65020 Kansas City, KS 66101 E-Maii: sherriil. karen@epa.gov
E-Mail: E-Mail: Gibbins.Don@epa.gov Phone; 913-551-7461
Phone: 573-346-5616 Phone: 913.551-7417
AMENDMENTS

Camden County Infrastructure Project - This amendment changes the Authorized Representative and corrects the percentage of federal participation in the
project.

BUDGET PERIOD PROJECT PERIOD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST TOTAL PROJECT PERIOD COST
04/01/2002 - 09/30/2006 04/01/2002 ~ 09/30/2006 $24,774,000.00 $24,774,000.00

NOTE: The Agreement must be completed in duplicate and the Original returned to the appropriate Grants Management Office listed below,
within 3 calendar weeks after receipt or within any extension of time as may be granted by EPA. Receipt of a written refusa! or
failure to return the properly executed document within the prescribed time, may result in the withdrawal of the offer by the Agency.
Any change to the Agreement by the Recipient subsequent {o the document being signed by the EPA Award Official, which the
Award Official determines to materially aiter the Agreement, shall void the Agreement.

OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE

The United States, acting by and threugh the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), hereby offers
Assistance/Amendment to the Camden County Commission for _55.00 % of all approved costs
incurred up to and not exceeding $1,455,000 for the support of approved budget period effort described in application
(including all application medifications) cited in the Project Titie and Description above, signed 07/30/2002
included herein by reference.
ISSUING OFFICE (GRANTS MANAGEMENT OFFICE} AWARD APPROVAL OFFICE

ORGANIZATION / ADDRESS ORGANIZATION f ADDRESS

Grants Management Office U.S. EPA, Region 7

801 North Fifth Street

Kansas City, KS 66101 901 North Fifth Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BY THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

SIGNATURE OF AWARD OFFICIAL TYPED NAME AND TITLE DATE
. Karen L. Sherrili, Senior Grants Specialist 04/04/2003

This agreement is subject to applicable U.S. Environmentai Protection Agency statutory provisions and assistance regulations. In
accepting this award or amendment and any payments made pursuant thereto, {1} the undersigned represents that he is duly
authorized to act on behalf of the recipient crganizaticn, and (2) the recipient agrees {a) that the award is subject to the applicable
provisions of 40 CFR Chapter 1, Subchapter B and of the provisions of this agreement {and all attachments}, and {b) that
acceptance of any payments constitutes an agreement by the payee that the amounts, if any found by EPA to have been overpaid
will be refunded or credited in fuil to EPA.

BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION

SIGNATURE TYPED NAME AND TITLE DATE
Carelyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 04/10/2003




EPA Funding Information XP - 98722201-1 Page 2
FUNDS ' FORMER AWARD THIS ACTION AMENDED TOTAL
EPA Amount This Action $ 1,455,000 $ $ 1,455,000
EPA In-Kind Amount $0 $ $0
Unexpended Prior Year Balance $0 $ $0
Other Federa!l Funds $0 $ 30
Recipient Contribution $ 86,000 $ $ 80,000
State Contribution $ 1,289,000 $ $ 1,289,000
Local Contribution $ 3,715,000 $ $ 3,715,000
Other Contribution $ 18,235,000 $ $ 18,235,000
Allowable Project Cost $ 24,774,000 350 $ 24,774,000
Assistance Program (CFDA) Statutory Authority Regutatory Authority
86.606 - Surveys - Btudies - Investigations - Spect | Appropriations Act of 2002 {PL 107-73} 40 CFR PART 31
Fiscal
Site Name DCN FY Approp. Budget PRC Object | Site/Project Cost Obligation /
Code Organization Ciass Qrganization | Deobligation




Budget Summary Page

XP -98722201 -1

Table A - Object Class Category
{Non-construction)

Total Approved Aliowable

Budget Period Cost

1. Personnel $0
2. Fringe Benefits $0
3. Travel $0
4. Equipment 30
5. Supplies $0
6. Contractual $3,348,500
7. Construction $20,509,000
8. Other $9186,500
9. Total Direct Charges $24,774,000
10. indirect Costs: % Base $0
11. Total (Share: Recipient 45.00 % Federal 55.00 %.} $24,774,000
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount $1,455,000

13. Program Income

$0

Page 3



XP - 98722201 -1 Page 4
Administrative Conditions

All Administrative Conditions Remain the Same

Programmatic Conditions

All Programmatic Conditions Remain the Same -
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April 4, 2003

Ms, Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner
Camden County Commission

1 Court Circle, Suite 1

Camdenton, MO 65020

RE:  Special Infrastructure Grant XP987222-01
Dear Comumissioner Loraine:

As we discussed in our meeting held on March 19, 2003, several items were requested for
submittal and review. Since we have not received any of the requested items at this time, I am
asking that they be submitted at your earliest convenience. As a reminder, the following are the
items we need for review:

1. A copy of the executed engineering agreement between Camden County and Missouri
Engineering Inc.

2. A copy of the contract between Camden County and Lake Ozarks Council of Local
Govemments. This should include Ms, Bohley’s services.

3. Copies of the invoices for the remaining 45% of the funds expended and attributed to the
first payment requesied on November 8, 2002 from the Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA). Mr. Dickerson stated that the invoices submitted on the pay request were only for
55% of the costs. Therefore, we need the remaining, approximately $119,000.00, worth
of invoices Camden County received prior to the EPA payment request. We have
previously provided a form that must be completed for our review of each pay request. 1
have enclosed the form with this letter. This form must be completed for the pay request
that has been made to EPA and submitted along with the invoices discussed above.

Integrity and excellence in all we do

Lo
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Ms. Carolyn Loraine
April 4, 2003
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact me at (573) 571-1406 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City,
MO 65101-0176.

Sincerely,
WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM
E fforti

E. Jeffrey Pinsen
Project Coordinator

EJP/dmg
Enclosures

c: Mr. Don Gibbons, EPA Region 7
Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake Ozark Council of Local Governments



Don Gibhins To: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
) cc: Mary Clark <nrelarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
03/31/2003 04:06 PM Subject: Re: Camden County [

| don't know anything about it, but ! think it is possible that something got lost in the chain of -
communication. | would expect that they really meant an environmental impact evaluation would be
required. From what | have seen, the other Federal agencies do a lot less than EPA/MDNR does, so |
would be surprised if they intended to do an EIS on such a small project.
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/SRFB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov

Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

Jeff Pinson To: Don Gibbins/WPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<nrpinsj@mail.dnr.stat ce
e.mo.us> Subject: Camden County

03/31/2003 03:55 PM

Don,

A recent clearinghouse weekly review from the State Office of Administration included Climax Springs
Sewer District in Camden County as needing an Environmental Impact Statement. 1t shows RD as a
funding scurce along with the applicant and state funds as additional sources, We think this is part of the
SIG. Mary wanted me to check with you to see if you knew anything about this. | have called Missouri
Engineering for additional information, but haven't heard back yet.

Jeff Pinson
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CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

March 4, 2003

Camden County Commission
Granf Number: XP987222 01

Mr. O. L Waliace

Presiding Commissioner

Camden County Commission

Camden County Courthouse

1 Court Circle

Camdenton, Missouri 65020 e .

Dear Mr. Wallace:

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has been made aware the Camden County
Commission has not cormptied with the terms of the assistance agreement. Specifically the
following have occurred:

k2

1. The City requested payments from the EPA for 100 percent of the costs incurred
for engineering services for the completion of a preliminary engineering report
and a portion of the facility plan for the overall sewer district; and preliminary
“administration, financial planning, applications and bond financing. The payment
request submitted to the Agency dated November 8, 2002, was in the amount of
$141,654. On November 12, 2002, the Commission was paid $141,654 by the
US. EPA. The federal share of payments authorized in the grant agreement
{Programmatic Term and Condition of Award No. 2) were for fifty-five percent of
allowable costs. Based on this percentage, the Commission received an
overpayment of federal funds in the amount of $63,744.30 ($141,654 x .45).

2. Programmatic Term and Condition of Award No. 10 required.the City to provide
to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNRY), as our Agent, copies
of all grant payment requests and their supporting documentation at the same
time a payment was requested from the EPA. This payment information was not
provided to the MDNR as agreed to in the award document.

3. In addition, EPA believes that the City’s fiscai accounting functions are not
adequately segregated. Qur records indicate oné person is responsible for
performing accounting functions (authorizing and approving payments, receipts,
etc) which are incompatible. An important aspect of an organization’s internal

RECYCLE§®
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control structure is the segregation of duties among empioyees to
prevent an individual employee from handiing duties which are
incompatible. Goed accounting practices call for segregation of
these fiscal accounting functions.

The above issues raise concerns about the overall management by the Camden County
Commission of the grant with our agency. Federal regulation, 40 CFR 31.42, Enforcement,
states,

“...If a grantee materially fails to compiy with any term of an award, whether
stated in a federal statute or regulation, an assurance, in a State plan or
application, a notice of award or elsewhere, the awarding agency may take one
or more of the following actions, as appropriate in the circumstances:

1. Temporarily withholding cash payments pending correction of the
deficiency by the grantee or subgrantee or more severe enforcement
action by the awarding agency,

2. Disailow (that is deny both use of funds and matching credit for} all or part
of the cost of the activity or action not in compliance,

3. Whoily or partly suspend or terminate the cusrent award for the grantee’s’
or subgrantee’s program [EPA can also wholly or partly annul the current
award for the grantee’s or subgrantee’s program],

4, Withhold further awards, ot _ ——

5. Take other remedies that may be legally available.”

Based upon non-compliance with the terms of the assistance agreement, we have
temporarity suspended the Camden County Commissicn's ability to receive grant payments
from the EPA, in accordance with federal regulatory Enforcement provisions.

" In order to resolve the above-referenced issues, a technical assistance site visit has
been scheduied for March 19, 2003, at 10:30 a.m., at the Camden County Courthouse. This
technical assistance visit will be led by Ms. Karen Sherrill, Senior Grants Specialist, Mr. Denaid -
Gibbins, EPA Project Officer, and wili include representatives from the MDNR. During this visit
the financial management, internal control and procurement requirements which apply to this
grant agreement will be discussed. Itis necessary that these issues be resolved in order to
restore the Commission’s ability to receive payments from the EPA. Please have
representatives in attendance from the Commission's financial management office,

if you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact me or the member of
my staff most familiar with this matter, Ms. Sherrlil at (913) 551-7461; internet address:
sherrill.karen@epa.gov. ,
Sincerely yours,

(el K

Carol Rompage
Grants Management Officer

cc: Missouri Department of Natural Resources



Don Gibbins To: Mary Clark
] cc: Malinda King <nrkingm2@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>, Pradip
03/04/2003 06:36 AM Dalal/ WWPD/R7/USEPAIUS
Subject: Camden County EPA Letiter

Attached is the letter that Karen Sherrift will be mailing out today to Camden County regarding a meeting
to discuss the problems with their grant.

Malinda, would you please print a copy of this letter for Mary. Thanks

Camden County.wpd
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Donaid E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/SRFB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #; 913-551-7417
Facsimile # 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov
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Karen Sherrill To. Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA

CC:
03/04/2003 08:21 AM  ghyect: Final Camden County Commission; XP987222 01

On-Site Letter

Hi Dot -

Attached is the final version of the letter to Camden County Commission concerning grant number
XPO87222 01. This letter will be mailed to the Commission this morning by certified mail. Please feel free
to forward a copy of this letter on to the MDNR (they aiso will be receiving a hard copy of the letter).

Thanks for your assistance.

Camden County.

Karen L. Sherrill, Region 7
Senior Grant Specialist
Competition Advocate
{913) 551-7461

(913) 551-0461 (fax)
sherrill. karen@epa.gov



CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

March 4, 2003

Camden County Commission
Grant Number: XP987222 01

Mr. O. L Wallace

Presiding Commissioner.
Camden County Commission
Camden County Courthouse
1 Court Circle

Camdenton, Missouri 65020

Dear Mr. Wallace;

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has been made aware the Camden County
Commission has not complied with the terms of the assistance agreement. Specifically the
following have occurred:

1.

SHERRILL

The City requested payments from the EPA for 100 percent of the costs incurred
for engineering services for the completion of a preliminary engineering report
and a portion of the facility plan for the overall sewer district; and preliminary
administration, financial planning, applications and bond financing. The payment
request submitted to the Agency dated November 8, 2002, was in the amount of
$141,654. On November 12, 2002, the Commission was paid $141,654 by the
US. EPA. The federal share of payments authorized in the grant agreement
(Programmatic Term and Condition of Award No. 2} were for fifty-five percent of
allowable costs. Based on this percentage, the Commission received an
overpayment of federal funds in the amount of $63,744.30 ($141,654 x .45).

Programmatic Term and Condition of Award No. 10 required the City to provide
to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR), as our Agent, copies
of all grant payment requests and their supporting documentation at the same
time a payment was requested from the EPA. This payment information was
not provided to the MDNR as agreed to in the award document.

in addition, EPA believes that the City’s fiscal accounting functions are not
adequately segregated. Our records indicate one person is responsible for
performing accounting functions (authorizing and approving payments, receipts,
etc) which are incompatible. An important aspect of an organization’s internal
control structure is the segregation of duties among employees to

ROMPAGE



prevent an individual employee from handling duties which are incompatible, Good accounting
practices call for segregation of these fiscal accounting functions.

The above issues raise concerns about the overall management by the Camden County
Commission of the grant with our agency. Federal regulation, 40 CFR 31.42, Enforcement,
states,

“,..If a grantee materially fails to comply with any term of an award, whether
stated in a federal statute or regulation, an assurance, in a State plan or
application, a notice of award or elsewhere, the awarding agency may take one
or more of the following actions, as appropriate in the circumstances:

1. Tempeorarily withholding cash payments pending correction of the
deficiency by the grantee or subgrantee or more severe enforcement
action by the awarding agency,

2. Disallow (that is deny both use of funds and matching credit for) all or
part of the cost of the activity or action not in compliance,

3 Wholly or partly suspend or terminate the current award for the grantee’s
or subgrantee’s program [EPA can also wholly or partly annul the current
award for the grantee’s or subgrantee’s programj,

4, Withhold further awards, or
5. Take other remedies that may be legally available.”

Based upon non-compliance with the terms of the assistance agreement, we have
temporarily suspended the Camden County Commission’s ability to receive grant payments
from the EPA, in accordance with federal regulatory Enforcement provisions.

in order to resolve the above-referenced issues, a technical assistance site visit has
been scheduled for Maich 18, 2003, at 10:30 a.m., at the Camden County Courthouse. This
technical assistance visit will be led by Ms. Karen Sherrili, Senior Grants Specialist, Mr. Donald
Gibbins, EPA Project Officer, and will include representatives from the MDNR. During this visit
the financial management, internal control and procurement requirements which apply to this
grant agreement will be discussed. [t is necessary that these issues be resolved in order to
restore the Commission’s ability to receive payments from the EPA. Please have
representatives in attendance from the Commission’s financial management office.

If you have any gquestions concerning this matter, please contact me or the member of
my staff most familiar with this matter, Ms. Sherrill, at (913) 551-7461; internet address:
sherrill. karen@epa.gov.

Sincerely. yours,

Carol Rompage
Grants Management Officer

olox Missouri Department of Natural Resources



Don Gibbins To: Karen EPA

ce
02/25/2003 08:09 AM Subject: Camden Co. SD

s

Piease note below that MDNR is inquiring if we have set up a meeting with Camden County yet. Please
advise.

~~~~~ Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 02/25/2003 08:07 AM —----

Mary Clark To: Don GibbinsMVWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta ce:
te.mo.us> Subject: Camden Co. SD

02/24/2003 03:17 PM

Has there been a date set to meet with the county commission? We haven't heard anything from them
since our letter informing them that EPA wouid withhald payment.

PS this project is why we want to be consistent on inspections befare final payment. What if these guys
had asked for 100% payment with out a final inspection?



Don Gibbins To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

e
02/25/2003 08:07 AM Subject: Re: Camden Co. SDf

| don't think Karen has scheduled the meeting yet. | will bug her today by forwarding your e-mail and
asking if she has scheduled anything yet.

If they had requested 100%, we would have decided if we should ask for a return of federal funds, and go
from there.
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Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/SRFB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417

Facsimile #; 913-551-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov

Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

Mary Clark To: Don GibbinsAMWPD/R7/USEFPA/US@EPA
<nrelarm@mail.dnr.sta cc:
te.mo.us> Subject: Camden Co. SD

02/24/2003 03:17 PM

Has there been a date set to meet with the county commission? We haven't heard anything from them
since our letter informing them that EPA would withhold payment.

PS this project is why we want to be consistent on inspections before final payment. What if these guys
had asked for 100% payment with out a final inspection?



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101

FILE NOTE
Date: February 5, 2003

Subject:  Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant
MDNR Concerns

From:  Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/SRFI%/
Environmental Engineer
" FileTo: XP987222-01

Itraveled to Jefferson City with Karen Sherrill on January 30 to meet with MDNR to discuss
concerns they have with the subject grant project which they are managing for EPA.

The major concerns are: 1} the official signer (Jim Dickerson) is the Executive Director of
the regional council of governments which is also being paid with grant funds to administer the
grant, thereby constituting a conflict of interest, 2) the first payment was for 100% of incurred costs,
and 3) the pre-award costs do not seems reasonable and the payment documentation was inadequate.

Karen advised that she would contact the county commissioners and set up a meeting to
discuss item 1 and 2, and she would also notify Las Vegas to hold any additional payment requests
until item 2 is resolved. MDNR will also send a letter to Mr. Dickerson advising that additional
payments will be withheld until item 2 is resolved.

Regarding item 3, MDNR will request copies of all contracts for the pre-award services
(preliminary engineering, assistance with grant application, and grant management assistance) to
determine if the contracts comply with EPA requirements and if the method of payment in the
contracts corresponds with the invoices submitted for payment request #1. If the contracts do
include the same basis for payment, we will decide with MDNR whether we should conduct a
reasonableness of costs review as per requirements in OMB Circular A-87 (cost principles for
grants). We will also consider requesting an interim audit from the IGs office.

cc: Karen Shemill, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU
Pradip Dalal, WWPD/SRFB



TOPICS FOR DISCUSSION
1-29-03
MEETING WITH EPA

Should we review the payment requests and back-up information (invoeices) for eligibility and proper
percent to be paid before the payment submitted to Las Vegas?

The EPA pay request form being used by Camden County and possibly others does not indicate the percent
of eligible costs to be paid from the grant. We have sent a form that EPA gave us to Camden County that
does have the percent shown (55%). They are to submit this form with invoices to us in the future.

Las Vegas paid 100% of the amount requested by Camden County, not 55%. Camden County has been

overpaid by receiving 100% of their requested payment and many of their costs billed may not be eligible.

* The invoices submitted to us by Barbara Bohley do not equal the amount shown on the pay request form

and paid by grant fundsC More was paid #han the total of all invoices submitted. Nothing, according to
information submitted, adds up to the amount paid.

Mr, Dickerson is the person who signed for the grant, has all the authority over the administration of the
grant and is the financial official responsible for payment to himself and the contractors. This appears to be
a conflict of interest. Mr. Dickerson is the Director of the Lake Qzark Council Local of Governments. The
County gave authority for being the grantee’s representative to Mr. Dickerson. We do not believe the
County can abdicate and give authority over the grant to a contractor.

We do not have copy of the contract with Mr. Dickerson or Ms. Bohiey.
We do not have a copy of the engineering agreement.



Intermunicipal agreetents have not been provided and likely have not been entered into, siice there are no
sewer districts formed.

..

7

/ The grant recipient has not secured their match for the grant and will not do so, in all probability, for a long
time,

agreement, contracts or match) have not been met? We don’t know when the request for payment is made

ﬁ/ " Should payment have been made if the above requirements (no intermunicipal agreements, engineering
#R‘\. until we are informed by EPA.

-+ What are eligible pre-award costs?

What are the options to correct Camden County’s problems?

Shouid Mr. Dickerson be replaced as grant administrator and be replaced with an employee of the county
" or County Commissioner? :

Should Mr. Dickerson resign from the LOCLG?



Topics for Discussion
January 30,2003
EPA Special Infrastructure Grants
How does Las Vegas know to hold 5% of the grant payment until final inspection of each construction

contract and all grant conditions have been met? How does this work when there is a recipient and a
subrecipient involved? Example: Holt County

Options:

"1.)Vegas should receive documentatjon project is complete and all grant conditions have been met before
5% is paid '

2.) Review pay requests and approve before they are sent to Las Vegas

3.)Grantee could be required to include a copy of letter requesting final inspection and stating all grant
conditions have been 1net with pay request

How can we minimize over paying and then having to spend the rest of time trying to collect?

Options:

1.) Have grantees send pay request to us for approval prier to sending to Vegas

If grant money is to be used for the payment of financial planners and grant administrators do they have to
comply with procurement regulations? Do we need to approve contract?

Options:
1.} Not Eligible

If grantee does not comply with grant condition how do we withhold payments?

Smal! Purchases Requirements?
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BARBARA BOHLEY
BLB & ASSOCIATES

5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD # 908 PO BOX 1027
SARASOTA FL 34242 ROLLA, MO 6342
{941) 346-8531 (573) 467 0197

January 15, 2003

Mr. E. Jeffrey Pinson

Project Coordinator ,
Department of Natural Resources
P O Box 179

Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176

Re: Special Infrastructure Grant Project XP987222-01

Dear Mr. Pinson:

Enclosed is the documentation that you required for the EPA Grant for Camden County regarding
the Pre-award Grant Payment Request # 1. I apologize for not getting this to you sooner. It is
my fault, I mislaid your letter. In the future we will send you a copy of all requests at the ame
time that they are sent to EPA on this project and I am sorry for the inconvenience.

If you have any questions would you please contact me at the above Sarasota address or call my
573 467 0197 number. In the future would it be possible to copy me on any correspondence you
have on this project. I am assisting the Project Manager, Jim Dickerson and am responsible for

coordination.

Thank youi

Sincerely,

arbara Bohley

Ptoject Coordinator

E
L JAN 21 2003

WATER POLLUTION
CONTROL PROGRAM




BARBARA BOHLEY
BLB & ASSOCIATES

5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD - POBROX 1027
it 908 ROLLA. MO 63402

SARASOTA FL 34242 {573 3780938
(9<1) 346-8531 '
September 3, 2002

Mr. Donald Gibbons E. Gibbons, Environmental Engineer
United States Environmental Protection Agency

Region VII

901 North 5™ Street

Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

Following are the pre-award costs for the Camden County Sanitary Sewer Project. These
costs were incurred between April 2002 and August 2002. A portion of the match
requirement is being billed to Camden County with the remainder being paid by the
districts affected. Since cash flow is sometimes a problem with the county and the
districts the contractors are willing to accept the EPA portion and at this point in time and
will invoice the match entities work with them on arranging payment until sufficient
funds are available. Both the engineering and administration services were procured
using federal procurement standards.

Engineering services for completion of preliminary
engineering report and a portion of the facility plan
for the overall sewer district. $110,450.00

Preliminary administration , financial planning,
applications and bond financing. $ 31,204.00

Total pre-award costs requested 41,654,
Please contact me if you have any questions, need additional documentation or invoices. I
will be out of town from the 6™ of September until the 10" You can, however, reach me
on my cell phone which is 573 578 0938. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Barbara Bohley
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P O BOX 786
115 WEST HWY 54
CAMDENTON, MO 65020

__ o ?}\‘ﬁ‘

CAMDEN COUNTY

' COURT CIRCLE
CAMDENTON, MO 65020
ATTENTION: STEVE WEST

e ' o .____J

DESCRIPTION

FaE a2

invoice

DATE

INVOICE #

12/4/2002

288

AMOUNT

XF-987222- 0}
Canden County Special Infustructure Grant

Engincoring services for completion of preliminary englneering report and
a portion of the facility plan for the overall sewer diatrict

j Preliminary administratlon, financis) planning, applications and bond
; financing
| Reseurch, budget, spplication 463 hours
Mueting, conference calls £31 hours

594 hours @ 51.50= 31,135.00
[ Copies 19.00
Total 31,204.00

$10,450.00

31,204.00

"THANK, YOU.

i Total

$141.654.00

J
=
)




BARBARA BOHLEY
BLB & ASSOCIATES
5641 MIDNGIHT PASS RD. # 908
SARASOTA FL 34242
(941) 346 8531 Sarasota
(573) 467 0197 Missouri

INVOICE
August 2002

Camden County Wastewater Project:

Research, budget, application 231.5 hours
Meeting, conference calls 65.5 hours
Total 297hours

@ $52.50= $15,592.50




Missour 5_296;:5;:6}29 (fozpomtiorz
ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS

P.0.BOX 13
ROLLA, MISSOUR! 65402 » PHONE: 573-364-4003

L TS UT TR CVSSRSTON 7% « ST 8 /6!2002

S o et ani WMWM“MW%M T
|

Engineering services for completion of preliminary engineering report
and a porﬁon_of the facility plan for the overall sewer district.

3095 Users Studied@$30.00 ' 92,850.00
Facility Plan-Camelot ' 11,000.00
Facility Plan- Climax Springs 60% 6.600,00

AMOUNT DUE $110,450.00




Small Purchase <100,000.00 Procurement Requirements for EPA Infrastructure Grant prior to approval

Copy of Specifications.

Copy of letter requesting price quotes
Documentation of good faith efforts for MBE/WBE
Copy of individual quotes

Grantees recommendation of fow bid

Certification of Debarment and Suspension
Anti-Lobbying

N

Note: On all purchases > 100,000.00 please refer to programmatic conditions and EPA regulations at 40
CFR Part 31.36
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February 4, 2003

Mr. O.L. Wallace

Presiding Commissioner
Camden County Courthouse
1 Court Circle

Camdenton, MO 65020

RE:  Special Infrastructure Grant Project XP987222-01
Dear Commissioner Wallace:

We have received the information that was requested concerning the pay request for the first
payment. After reviewing the information it has been determined that the county is in non-

- compliance with the grant conditions. The percentage of eligible cost to be paid, as stated in the
grant conditions, is 55% of eligible costs. The correct amount was not included on the pay
request form and 100% of the eligible costs were paid. This constitutes an over payment to the
county. ‘As such, funds are being w1thhe1d until further notice by the Environmental Protection
Agency.

- .If you have any questions, please contact me at (573) 751-1406 or at P.O. Box 176, Jefferson
City, MO 65102-0176.

Sincerely,

WATER POLI_’,H\TION CONTROL PROGRAM

E. Jeffrey-Pmson
Project Coordinator

EJP/amb
“¢r :MrDon Gibbins, EPA Region 7

Mr. Jim Dickerson, Project Manager

~ Integrity and excellence in all we do

RECYCLED PAPER
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Don Gibhins To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

ce:
02/04/2003 12:44 PM g et Camden County - XP987222 01 - Payments

| am foMarding this message to you for your information and EPA file.

e e e e e e ke e v sk e e e e e Sk s s e e e e e e e e ke e she e ol e e e e ke vie e e e e vk de gk e e ke ol de e S de e de ol ok de de ok de e

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/SRFB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone #: 913-551-7417
Facsimile #: 913-5561-9417
E-mail: gibbins.don@epa.gov

Karen Sherrill To: Eileen Brasier/LV/USEPA/US@EPA
02/04 10: cc: Don GibbinstMAVWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
2/04/2003 10:57 AM Subject: Camden County - XP987222 01 - Payments

Hi Eileen -

It has been brought to our attention that Camden County has requested and received payments for 100
percent of costs incurred. We are currently in the process of scheduling a visit with the grantee which will
hopefully correct this problem with the amounts they are requesting for reimbursement. Until we get this
problem corrected, please do not process further payments to this grantee without EPA PO approval.
Hopefully, this will be resolved in the near future.

Thanks,

Karen L. Sherrill, Region 7
Senior Grant Specialist
Competition Advocate
{913) 551-7461



Mary Clark To: Don GibbinsMWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta cc: John Fraga <nrfragj@mail.dnr.state. mo.us>, Steve Townley
te.mo.us> <nrtowns@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>, Jeff Pinson

’ <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

Subject: EPA grant payments

01/23/2003 09:54 AM

Don,

John and | have been in a quandary about how we are going to handle the limit of 95% payments to the
county projects that have more than one project. The EPA payment people don't know when the project is
at 95% since they have no individual project information. We know we have Maitland that has had their
final inspection and Craig has had their final inspection so they could be paid to 100% of their share of the
grant amount {of course, Craig has already been paid 100%). But, is it even possible for us to hold

payment on the projects except the last project?

If it is the case that we can only hold to 85% of the total grant to the county, the last project will be very -
short of money. How do we convey to the payment peopie in Las Vegas that they should be
holding payment because a project has not had a final inspection or complied with all of their

drant conditions?

We have no input into the payment process to prevent the government from overpaying. If the community
is overpaid then EPA will recover the grant funds at a later date. As in the case with Craig, Camden also
requested more of their costs on their first pay request than invoices submitted to us. The County's
invoices total $157,246.500 and EPA paid $145, 500. Actual payment should have been $86,485.30 if
they paid on all of the invoices at 55%. Now we need to know how we tell Las Vegas to withhold the
excess of the payment # 1, out of the next payment to Camden. In addition, we need to determine what
was actually eligible for grant payment (is the cost of developing the grant application and . We also need
to determine if there are any EPA regulations on conflict of interest for these grants in Part 31, like Part
30.613. WE will start reviewing Part 31 but if you have any knowledge of conflict of interest or the legality

I guess we can just tell the grantee to deduct the grant amount out of their next payment but it isn't going
to work with Camden, since they don't obviously have any match to the grant. We are aware that it is our
responsibility to inform the grantee to comply with the grant conditions and submit the payment
documentation. We don't know when grantees request payment from Las Vegas, however, until | see
your Status of EPA SPECIAL GRANTS...unless we can convince them to send us the payment form we
have given communities and the invoices to match. When or how can we have EPA hoid payment if
they continue to request payment without sending the documentation to us?

So what do we do with these council of qovernments? Do we need a contract? On our State grants
and loans we require a contract for everything we pay on, bids or quotes {Smalt purchases). We don't
have a contract for the NWRCOG but if we don't pay them out of the grant it is OK, isn't it? Since Jim
Dickerson just got $31,000+ don't we need a contract? They should have to meet the procurement
requirements just like any other contractor with the grantee. | also think it is totally ineligible(and illegal) for
the grant signer AND FINANCIAL Director of the grant to be paid out of the grant but that is EPA’s
decision. We don't want to be in the position of having the FBI investigate the RCOG like the Green Hilis
RCOG where the director and his assistant were investigated for misappropriating (CDBG) grant funds.

John can come up with some procedures for grantees to follow on the above questions. Would you be

interested in looking at some additional guidance to grantee?. We would propose that the grantees
send the payment request forms here and then.we send them to Las Vegas after we have reviewed the

invoices and the amount requested. It would certainly eliminate the problem with paying more than 55%
of the invoices as is now cccurring.
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REC™IVED
JAN 14 2003

STATE 0§MI§SOURI Bob Holden, Governor » Stephen M, Mahfood, Dlr&ctor Wy ew oL/ bRF B

DEP "‘RTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

W W, dNrSkie. mo.us

January &, 2003

Mr. O.L. Wallace

Presiding Commissioner
Camden County Courthouse
1 Court Circle

Camdenton, MO 65020

"RE:  Special Infrastructure Grant Project XP987222-01
Dear Commissioner Wallace:

I have not received the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Grant Payment Request form
and the invoices that back-up the amount ($145,500.00) paid to Camden County by EPA. This
information was requested in a lefter dated December 5, 2002. We must have this information
for this pay request and any future requests. It is required that the county submit to us a copy of
a Grant Payment Request and the invoices each time the request is submitted to EPA.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (573) 751-1406 or P.O. Box 179, Jefferson City,
MO 65102-0176.

Sincerely,

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM

..E. Jeffrey Pinson
Project Coordinator

EJP/amb

c: Mr.-Don Gibbins, EPA Region 7
Mr. Jim Dickerson, Project Manager

~Integrity and excellence inallwedo
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RECEIVED
DEC 05 2909
STATE Q?M}SSOURI Bob Holden, Governar « Stephen M. Mabfood, Director WWPD/S RFB

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

www.dnrstate.mo.us

November 27, 2002

Mr. O. L. Wallace
Presiding Commissioner
Camden County Courthouse
1 Court Circle

Camdenton, MO 65020

RE: XP987222-01
Dear Commissioner Wallace:

The Camden County Commission is the recipient of a $1,455,000 grant from the Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to provide sewer and water improvements for seven areas of Camden
County. This grant will provide 55% of the cost of eligible work and the county must provide
45% of the cost of the work for a project of at least $2,645,455. My unit will be managing the
project to insure that the county complies with the EPA requirements and moves along as
expeditiously as possible. The first requirement that the county will need to complete is
intermunicipal agreements. The county commission is passing money through to other entities to
spend and therefore will need to enter into agreements with those entities guaranteeing they will
abide by the grant conditions just as the county is required to abide by those grant conditions.

I have met with'Jim Dickerson, your project manager, to discuss the requirements of the grant.
He has been very helpful in identifying the county’s revised plan for individual sewer districts to
run each of the seven projects proposed in the grant application, Since this is a very long-term
proposition and the funding for the projects is uncertain, I would like to have your input on the
commissioner’s expectations for the projects.

[ understand from Don Gibbins at EPA, that the county preferred to spread the money over all
seven projects rather than spend it as soon as possible on one or two projects. This means that
the EPA grant, only 6% of the total project, will be open until all seven projects are complete.
As time passes, if these projects do not proceed expeditiously, this percentage will decrease.
More loan and grant money may be needed from the other funding agencies to provide the
matching funds. Based on my understanding, there is no commitment from Rural Development,
Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) or the State Revolving Fund to provide the
match for any of the projects identified in the EPA application.

Integrity and excellence in all we do

L,
L
RECYCLED PAPER



Mr. O. L. Wallace
November 27, 2002
Page Two

While [ do not speak for Rural Development, they may have some concerns about providing
separate loans to newly formed, small, sewer districts instead of the Camden County Sewer
District #] that we originally anticipated would be the entity receiving the funding. Camelot is
identified as the first sewer district that must be formed and bonds passed to complete the
funding package. The EPA grant application indicates that it will be funded in part by a
$2,300,000 Rural Development “Neighborhood Improvement District” loan. You will want to
discuss this option thoroughly with the Rural Development program to determine if they will
fund an NID loan before moving forward with that alternative. Rural Development must be

- consulted on:all of the anticipated loans and grants for these seven projects since they are
currently identified as providing 75% of the funding for the seven projects.

I also do not speak for the Community Development Block Grant program, but you will need to
submit an application to the Missouri Water and Wastewater Review Committee for their grant
funds. Climax Springs appears to be the first project with CDBG funding as the match to the
EPA grant. When that project is complete with all construction the county can apply for the
Crane Cove and Davey Cove project. I need a project schedule for all seven projects that
indicates the timing for the projects’ progress toward securing all funding.

The “Phase 1” group of projects has one existing village, Climax Springs, that does not need to
form a sewer district. The current plans for Climax Springs are to have Rural Development fund
half of the project with a loan {$340,000) and a grant ($300,000), and to have 1/3 of the project
funded by a grant from CDBG ($400,000). 13.33% ($160,000) of the project would be paid for
through the EPA grant. Currently, this project has not been submitted to the Committee for
funding consideration. The 1990 census indicates there were 34 households in Climax Springs
and based on the 2000 census the community lost 12% of its population in the last 10 years. I
have concerns that the community will be able to operate and maintain a complete sewer system
in the future because of the very small user base.

The funding schedule I have indicates that more than half of the total project financing will be
through bonds. It may take years to get six sewer districts formed, bonds passed and funding
agencies satisfied before the projects will move to construction. The EPA grant is only 6% of a
$24 million project; the 94% match to this project is not committed as yet. If you are interested
in discussing these issues with me I would be happy to meet with you at your convenience.



Mr, O. L. Wallace
November 27, 2002
Page Three

Thank you for the opportunity to express my concerns and if you wish to discuss any issues or a
meeting date, please contact me at (573) 751-6680 or P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102~
0176. '

Sincerely,

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM

Mary S. Cfark
Senior Project Coordinator

MSC/amb

c: ‘Mt. Don Gibbins, EPA Region 7 .
Mr. Clark Thomas, RD
Mr, Tim Rickabaugh, CDBG
Mr. Jetf Pinson, Water Pollution Control Program



Don Gibbins To: Debbie Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US
) cc: Mary Clark <nrciarm@mail.dnr.staie.mo.us>
10/15/2002 08:13 AM Subject: Camden Co.

Mary Clark with MDNR is the grant manager for the grant we have awarded to MDNR for them to manage
the FYO1 and FY02 Missouri special infrastructure grants. The Camden Co. grant she is referring to is
one of the FY02Z grants which we recently awarded.

When the application first came in, 1 think | tatked to you about whether the County could make someone
not a part of the County the official signer, and | think you said yes. | am forwarding this to you for your
infformation and consideration.

P e ke e gl e v v e s e e ke e b e o e e e e v e e e ek

Donald E. Gibbins

EPA Region 7 WWPD/SRFB
901 North 5th Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Telephone # 913-6561-7417
Facsimile #:. 913-5561-9417

—-- Forwarded by Don GibbinsMWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 10/15/2002 07:55 AM -----

Mary Clark To: Don GibbinsMVWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<nrelarm@mail.dnr.sta cc: Steve Townley <nrtowns@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
te.mo.us> Subject; Camden Co.

10/11/2002 08:30 AM

It stuck in my head that you said that Jim Dickerson signed as every person in charge of every capacity in
the grant application. 1 hope he is not signing the grant. | wanted to check to make sure he wasn't
claiming to be the authorized representative of the county, so | putied out our copy of the application.

He signed as the authorized certifying official. He is not an official of the county as far as | can tell he is an
employee (Executive director) of the regional planning commission which is a multicounty agency. He is
also on the planning and zoning commission for the county | think, but the grant is not to the plannng and
zoning commission, it is to the county commission. The application is for Camden county and he signed
as the executive director, which is of the Local Councit of Governments, not the county. There is a note
that he was appointed to oversee this project. Did they submit an agreement designating him to sign the
grant application or just submit the grant application? That still doesn't make him a certifying official
however. | am the project management person for the 3% management grant but | am not the certifying
official. That should mean the county presiding commissioner. The agency/organization director means
of

In a financial vein it is not appropriate for the person that is requesting the money to be the same as the
one who is doing the program management and signing for everything. The auditors will have a field day
with this one. We were told by the auditors that you need three people to review the financial requests
before they are paid. Here you have a guy deciding what to do, who to do it, and approving the spending
of money on it and keeping account of the money. Not good.



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, a.nd Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE

Date: October 10, 2002

Subject: Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant
EPA Grant No. XP987222-01

From: Donald Gibbins %

To: Mary Clark, MDNR

Attached for your information and use is a copy of my file for the above-subject EPA grant
project. I previously sent you a copy of the grant application with a note dated August 13, 2002.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Attachment



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE
Date:  September 19, 2002

Subject: Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant
EPA Grant No. XP987117-01, Amendment No. 1

From: Donald Gibbinsz %/g/

To: Mary Clark

Attached is a copy of the amendment to the subject grant. Note that the County is now the
official signer. Let me know if you have any questions.

Attachment



XP-98722201-0 Paget

ASSISTANCE 1D NO.
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PRG | DOC 1D JAMEND# | DATE OF AWARD
PROTECTION AGENCY | <P - 98722201 -0 | W02
TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE
New 09/26/2002
Grant Agreement - f\gYMENT METHOD: ACH#
H

RECIPIENT TYPE:

Send Payment Request to:

County U.S. Environmental Protection Agency - LasVegas FMC
P.0Q. Box 98515, LasVegas, NV 89193-8515
Contact: #702-788-2507, Fax: #702-798-2423
RECIPIENT: PAYEE:

Camden County Commission

Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle
Camdenton, MO 85020

EIN: 44-6000457

Same as Recipient
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle
Camdenton, MO 65020

PROJECT MANAGER EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST
James R. Dickerson ) Don Gibbins ‘ Debbie Titus

Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 901 North Fifth Street, WWPD/SRFB

Camdenton, MO 85020 ‘ Kansas City, KS 66101 E-Maii: Titus.Debbie@epa.gov
E-Mail: E-Mail: Gibbins.Don@epa.gov Phone: 913-5651-7712

Phone: 573-346-5616 Phone:; 913-551-7417

PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION
Camden County Infrastructure

SEWER AND WATER IMPROVEMENTS consisting of new cotiection systems and treatment facilities for seven areas in Camden County adjacent to the

Lake of the Ozarks.

BUDGET PERIOD PROJECT PERIOD

TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST TOTAL PROJECT PERIOD COST

04/01/2002 - 09/30/2006 04/01/2002 - 09/30/2006 $24,774,000.00 $24,774,000.00

NOTE: The Agreement must be completed in duplicate and the Original returned to the appropriate Grants Management Office listed below,
within 3 calendar weeks after receipt or within any extension of time as may be granted by EPA. Receipt of a written refusal or
failure to return the properly executed document within the prescribed time, may resuilt in the withdrawal of the offer by the Agency.
Any change tc the Agreement by the Recipient subsequent to the document being signed by the EPA Award Official, which the
Award Official determines to materially aiter the Agreement, shall void the Agreement.

OFFER AND ACCEPTANCE

The United States, acting by and through the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency {EPA), hereby offers
Assistance/Amendment to the Camden County Commission for _6.00 % of all approved costs

incurred up to and not exceeding $1,455,000

for the support of approved budget period effort described in application

{including alj application modifications) cited in the Project Title and Description above, signed 07/30/2002

included herein by reference.

ISSUING OFFICE (GRANTS MANAGEMENT OFFICE)

AWARD APPROVAL OFFICE

ORGANIZATION / ADDRESS

ORGANIZATION / ADDRESS

Grants Management Office
901 North Fifth Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

U.S. EPA, Region 7

901 North Fifth Street
Kansas City, KS 66101

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA BY THE U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

SIGNATURE OF AWARD OFFICIAL TYPED NAME AND TITLE DATE

Carol Rompage, Grants Management Official 09/19/2002

This agreement is subject to applicable U.S. Environmentai Protection Agency statutory provisions and assistance regulations. in
accepting this award or amendment and any payments made pursuant thereto, {1} the undersigned represents that he is duly
authorized to act on behalf of the recipient organization, and (2) the recipient agrees (a} that the award is subject to the applicabie
provisions of 40 CFR Chapter 1, Subchapter B and of the provisions of this agreement (and ali attachments), and {b) that
acceptance of any payments constitutes an agreement by the payee that the amounts, if any found by EPA to have heen overpaid
will be refunded or credited in full to EPA.

BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION

SIGNATURE TYPED NAME AND TITLE DATE

James R. Dickerson, Executive Director 10/01/2002




EPA Funding Information XP - 98722201-0 Page 2
FUNDS FORMER AWARD THIS ACTION AMENDED TOTAL
EPA Amount This Action 3 $ 1,455,000 $ 1,455,000
EPA in-Kind Amount $ $ $0
Unexpended Prior Year Balance $ ] $¢C
Other Federal Funds $ $ $0
Recipient Contribution $ $ 80,600 $ 80,000
State Contribution 3 $ 1,289,000 $ 1,289,000
Local Contribution 3 $ 3,715,000 $ 3,715,000
Other Contribution $ $ 18,235,000 $ 18,235,000
Altowable Project Cost $0 $ 24,774,000 $ 24,774,000
Assistance Program {CFDA) Statutory Authority Regulatory Authorify
66.606 - Surveys - Studies - Investigations - Specl | Appropriations Act of 2002 (PL 107-73) 4D CFR PART 31
Fiscal
Site Name DCN FY Approp. Budget PRC Object | Site/Project Cost Obligation /
Code Organization Class Organization | Deobligation
- SX2017] 2002 E4 0740062 20301B 4183 - « 1,455,400

1,455,000




Budget Summary Fage

XP - 98722201 -0

Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Allowabie
{Non-construction) Budget Period Cost
1. Personnel 80
2. Fringe Benefits 50
3. Trave! 30
4. Equipment $0
5. Supplies $0
6. Contractual $3,348,500
7. Construction $20,509,600
8. Other $916,500
9. Total Direct Charges $24,774,000
10. Indirect Costs: % Base $0
11. Total (Share: Recipient 84.00 % Federal £.00 %.) $24,774,000
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount $1,455,000
13. Program Income $0

Page 3



XP - 98722201 -0 Page 4
Administrative Conditions

In order to comply with the Debt Collection improvement Act of 1966, the Reciplent agrees to
complete and return the attached Payment Information Form ACH Vendor Payment System, {TFS
Form 3881) to the EPA Las Vegas Financial Management Center, P.O. Box 98515, Las Vegas,
Nevada 89193-8515. Attention: Eileen Brasier, Fax: 702-798-2423, Teiephone: 702-798-2507.

¢

In accordance with OMB Circular A-21, A-87 or A-122, as appropriate, the Recipient

agrees that it will not use project funds, including the Federal and non-Federal share, to engage in
lobbying the Federat Government or in litigation against the United States. The recipient agrees to
provide EPA Form 5700-53, Lobbying and Litigation Certificate as mandated by EPA's annual
Appropriations act. The Chief Executive Officer of any entity receiving assistance funds must
certify that none of these funds have been used to engage in the lobbying of the Federal
Government or in litigation against the United States uniess authorized under existing law. The
certification must be submitted to the EPA grants specialist, who is identified on the award
document, within 90 days after the end of the project period.

Recipient agrees to comply with the Anti-Lobbying Act, Section 319 of Public Law 101-121,
effective December 23, 15889,

Recipient acknowledges that if any expenditure is made as prohibited by the Act, that he shall be
subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such
expenditure.

Recipient further acknowledges that failure to file or amend the disclosure form, if required, shail
be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such
failure.

Recipient also agrees to include in aif solicitation documents the foliowing:

"Sub recipients who request or receive from the grant recipient a subgrant, contract, or
subcontract exceeding $100,000, at any tier under a federat grant shall comply with the
Anti-Lobbying Act, Section 319 of Public Law 101-121, and file an Anti-Lobhbying Certification
form, and the Disclosure of Lobbying Activities form, if reguired, to the next tier above.”

Recipient agrees to comply with Executive Order 13202 (Feb. 22, 2001, 66 Fed.

Reg. 11225 ) of February 17, 2001, entitled "Preservation of Open Competition and Government
Neutrality Towards Government Contractors' Labor Retations on Federal and Federally Funded
Construction Projects,” as amended by Executive Order 13208 (Aprit 11, 2001, 66 Fed. Reg.
18717} of April 8, 2001, entitled "Amendment to Executive Order 13202, Preservation of Open
Competition and Government Neutrality Towards Government Contractors’ Labor Relations on
Federal and Federally Funded Construction Projects.”

Recipient agrees to comply with Federal Register, Volume 53, No. 102, dated May 26, 1588,
Debarment and Suspension Under EPA, Assistance, Loan and Benefit Programs, which requires
all solicitations for subagreements to include the following statement;

The prospective participants must certify by submittal of EPA Form 5700-49, Certification
Regarding Debarment, Suspension and Other Responsibility Matters, that to the best of its
knowledge and belief that it and its principals are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed
for debarment, declared ineligible or voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any
Federal department or agency."

The Recipient acknowledges that doing business with any party appearing on the



non-procurement portion of the "List of Parties Excluded from Federal Procurement Programs"
may result in disallowance of costs under this agreement and may also result in suspension or
debarment.

Recipient agrees to ensure that all space for conferences, meetings, conventions er training
funded in whole or in part with Federal funds comply with the Hotel and Motel Fire Safety Act of
1890.

The recipient agrees to comply with the requirements for EPA's Program for Utilization of Small,
Minority and Women's Business Enterprises in procurement under assistance agreements:

{(a) Except as otherwise provided, the recipient accepts the applicable FY 1999 Mincrity Business
Enterprise {(MBE}Womens Business Enterprise (WBE) "fair share” goals/objectives negotiated
with EPA by the MDNR as follows:

MO MBE WBE
Services 10% 5%
Supplies 10% 5%
Egquipment 10% 5%
Construction 10% 5%

(b)(1) The recipient agrees to ensure, to the fullest extent possible, that at least the applicabie "fair
share" objectives of Federal funds for prime contracts or subcontracts for supplies, construction,
equipment or services are made available to organizations owned or controlfed by socially and
economically disadvantaged individuals, women and Historically Black Colleges and Universities.

(2) For assistance agreements refated to research under the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990,
the recipient agrees to ensure, to the fullest extent possible, that at least the applicable “fair share”
objectives of Federai funds for prime contracts or subcontracts for supplies, construction,
equipment or services are made available to organizations owned or controlled by socially and
eccnomicaily disadvantaged individuals, women, disabled Americans, Historically Bfack Colleges
and Universities, Colleges and Universities having a student body in which 40% or more of the
students are Hispanic, minority institutions having a minerity student body of 50% or more, and
private and voluntary organizations contreiled by individuals whe are socially and economically
disadvantaged.

(c) The recipient agrees to include in its bid documents the applicable “fair share” objectives of
Federal funds and require all of its prime contractors to include in their bid documents for
subcontracts the negotiated "fair share" percentages.

(d) The recipient agrees to follow the six affirmative steps stated in 40 CFR §30.44(b), 40 CFR
§31.36(e), or 40 CFR §35.8580, as appropriate, and retain records documenting compliance.

{e) The recipient agrees to submit an EPA form 5700-52A "MBE/WBE Utilization Under Federal
Grants, Cooperative Agreements and interagency Agreements,” beginning with the Federal fiscal
year quarter the recipient receives the award and continuing until the project is completed. These
reports must be submitted to the EPA, MBE/WBE Coerdinator, within 30 days of the end of the
Federai fiscal quarter (January 30, April 30, July 30, and October 30). For assistance awards for
continuing environmental programs and assistance awards with institutions of higher education,
hospitals and other non-profit organizations, the recipient agrees to submit an EPA form 5700-52A
to the EPA, MBE/WBE Coordinator, by October 30 of each year.

{f) If race and /or gender neutra!l efforts prove inadequate to achieve a "fair share” objective, the
recipient agrees to notify EPA in advance of any race and/or gender conscious action it plans to
take to more closely achieve the "fair share” objective.



10.
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(g} Non-governmental recipients that wish to negotiate their own FY 1999 MBE/WBE goals must
submit proposed MBE/WRBE goals based on an availability analysis, or, at their option, a disparity
study, of quaiified MBEs and WBESs to do the work in the relevant market for construction,
equipment, services, and supplies. The recipient agrees to submit proposed "fair share”
objectives, together with the supporting availability analysis or disparity study, to the EPA,
MBE/MWBE Coordinator, within 30 days of award. EPA will conclude "fair share" negotiations
within 30 days of receiving the submission. Once EPA approves the objectives, the recipient
agrees to apply them in accordance with paragraphs {(b)-{f).

3. EPA may take corrective action under 40 CFR Parts 30, 31, and 35, as appropriate, if the
recipient fails to comply with these terms and conditions.

Any State agency or agency of a political subdivision of a State which is using appropriated
Federal funds shali comply with Section 6002 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
{RCRA) (42 U.5.C. 6962). RCRA Section 6002 requires that preference be given in procurement
programs to the purchase of specific products containing recycled materials identified in
guidelines developed by the Environmental Protection Agency {EPA}. Current guidelines are
contained in 40 CFR 247-254. State and local recipients and subrecipients of grants, loans,
cooperative agreements or other instruments funded by appropriated Federal funds shail give
preference in procurement programs to the purchase of recycled products pursuant to the EPA
guidelines.

Recipient agrees, pursuant to EPA Order 1000.25, dated January 24, 1990, to use recycled paper
for all reports which are prepared as a part of this assistance award and delivered to the Agency.

Recipient agrees to provide the following financial and programmatic reports:

1. Quarterly performance reports, are due on all activities identified in the workplan,
including those performed by the Recipient through Interagency Agreements and
subagreements in accordance with 40 CFR 30.51 or 31.40(b}); whichever is applicable.
These reports will contain at a minimum:

a) a comparison of actual accomplishments to the objectives established for the
performance period;

b) the reasons for slippage if established objectives were not met;

c) additional pertinent information including, when appropriate, analysis and
explanation of cost overruns or high unit costs.

These reports shall be due no later than 30 days after the end of each reporting period. The final
performance report is due within 90 days after the expiration of the project period.

2. Financial Status Reports (Standard Form 269) are due in accordance with 40 CFR
30.52 or 40 CFR 31.41(b); whichever is applicable. For programs or projects with a
project period in excess of one year a annual Financial Status Report will be due within 90
days after the grant year. Final reports will be due within 90 days after the expiration or
termination of grant support. Financial Status Reports must be submitted to the following
address: U.S. EPA - Las Vegas FMC, P.O. Box 98515, Las Vegas, Nevada 88193-8515.

Programmatic Conditions

Recipient agrees that this grant is FOR SEWER AND WATER IMPROVEMENTS consisting of
new collection systems and treatment facilities for the following seven areas in Camden County
adjacent to the Lake of the Ozarks; Camelot Estates, Normac, Climax Springs, Crane Cove,
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Davey Cove, Coffman Bend, and Greenview/Hwy E.

Recipient understands that 55% of the eligible costs incurred after the award of this grant for the
planning, design, and construction of the projects described above will be eligible for
reimbursement by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA} up to but not to exceed a
maximum grant amount of $1,455,000. Recipient also understands that no additional EPA grant
funds are available for EPA participation in eligible project costs that exceed $2.645,455, and
Recipient agrees to complete all contracts partiafly funded with this grant. Recipient also agrees
that the non-EPA project funding described in the grant application will be available for a specific
project before a construction contract is advertised for bids for that project.

Recipient understands that EPA has the primary responsibility for administering this grant,

but that the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) will manage most aspects of the
grant for EPA in accordance with a project management grant awarded by EPA to MDNR. All
reference in these conditions to EPA Project Officer will mean MDNR unless the Recipient is
advised otherwise by the EPA. Submittals to MDNR should be mailed to Ms. Mary Clark,
Financial Services Section, Water Pollution Controf Program, Department of Natural Resources,
P.O. Box 178, Jefferson City, MO 65102, (Telephone number 573-751-6680, facsimile number
573-751-9396)

Recipient understands that this grant is subject to the provisions in EPA reguiations at

40 CFR Part 31 and the EPA memorandum dated April 15, 2002, with the subject title "Award of
Grants and Cooperative Agreements for the Special Projects and Programs Authorized by the
Agency’s FY 2002 Appropriations Act.”

Recipient agrees to provide necessary information to the EPA Project Officer for review and
approval prior to awarding a contract for Architect/Engineer services. Preexisting cantracts will be
allowable for funding only if they are in compliance with the EPA procurement regulations.

Recipient agrees that no construction will begin until EPA has satisfied the requirements of the
National Environmentat Policy Act. EPA anticipates issuing one or more Findings of No
Significant impact for the proposed construction in accordance with provisions in the EPA
reguiations at 40 CFR 6. Recipient agrees to submit an Environmental Information Document as
described in 40 CFR 6.105(b) and to coordinate with other agencies as required in 40 CFR 6,
Subpart C.

Recipient agrees to meet the project schedule provided with the grant application or the most
recent amended schedule approved by the EPA Project Officer unless justifiable delays occur due
to unexpected circumstances. Whenever significant scheduie changes occur, Recipient will
provide the EPA Project Officer with an amended schedule and an explanation for the changes.

Recipient agrees to submit pfans and specifications to the EPA Project Officer for review and
approval prior to advertising for bids. Recipient will also submit any addenda to the plans and
specifications to the EPA Project Officer for approval prior to the opening of bids, and any change
orders execuied after the award of the contract.

Recipient agrees to submit to the EPA Project Officer, within ten calendar days after a bid
apening, the bid package of the lowest responsive, responsibie bidder for review and approval
prior to the award of a contract. The bid package will include a bid tabulation, a copy of the proof
of advertising, the bid bond of the low bidder, the signed EPA Form 5700-49 {Certification
Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters), the MBE/WBE proposed
utilization by the low bidder with a statement from Recipient that the efforts taken by the low
bidder meet the regulatory requirements, and the recommendation to award a coniract to the low
bidder.

Recipient agrees to submit supporting documentation to the EPA Project Officer for review at the
same time a request is made to the EPA payment office for a grant payment by electronic funds
transfer. The review of supporting documentation wili not impact the timing of the electronic funds
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

transfer, but findings of the review may require the Recipient to modify‘ the subsequent request for
reimbursement to adjust for any ineligible or unatiowable costs noted.

Recipient agrees to make prompt payment to its contractor(s) of sums due under this grant and to
retain only amounts as may be justified by specific circumstances and provisions of this grant or
the construction contract(s). ‘

Recipient agrees to properly operate and maintain ail facilities partially funded by this grant
for the useful life of the facilities,

Recipient agrees to submit for review a draft or existing user charge system and implementing
ordinance before the first construction contract is advertised for bids. The user charge system wili
cover all users of the new sewer systems and treatment facilities, and will ensure that sufficient
revenues are generated to adequately fund the Recipient's annuai operation and maintenance
budget. This budget should include payments to a reserve account which will be used solely for
future replacement of critical equipment with design lives less than the overall project design life,
such as aerators, compressors, pumps, and metors. The operation and maintenance fees
charged individual users will be proportional to use, although appropriate flat rate fees for groups
of simitar users will be acceptable if water meters are not used an the drinking water supply.
Recipient also agrees that the user charge system will be approved and the ordinance enacted
before the Recipient requests the first final inspection. The user charge system will be updated as
needed throughout the useful life of the facilities.

Recipient agrees to submit for review a draft or existing sewer use ordinance before the first
construction contract is advertised for bids. The ordinance will regulate the use of the sanitary
sewer system in accordance with modern standard practice, and will inciude a provision that
requires improved properties that generate wastewater and have reasonable access to a sewer to
be connected to the sewer system within a reasonable time petiod. It will also prohibit anyone
from connecting to the sewers or service laterals any sources of rain water or ground water, such
as roof drains, foundation drains, sump pumps, area drains and cross connections with storm
water sewers, Recipient also agrees that the sewer use ordinance will be approved and enacted
before the Recipient requests the first finat inspection.

Recipient agrees that a manual or manuals describing the proper operation and maintenance of
each pump station and/or wastewater treatment facility within a confract must be approved before
the recipient requests a fina! inspection for that contract. Recipient understands that early
submittal of the draft manual(s) for review (by 50% completion of construction} wilf ensure that this
requirement does not delay the scheduling of final inspactions.

Recipient agrees that no more than 95% of the grant amount for each construction contract

will be requested for reimbursement until a final inspection is conducted by the EPA Project
Officer and any noted deficiencies are resolved, including punch list items identified by the
Recipient's consulting engineer. Recipient also agrees to provide notification in writing to the EPA
Project Officer when each construction contract is ready for final inspection.
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The following are programmatic conditions prepared by the Project Officer, Donald E. Gibbins, on
August 29, 2002. These are to be included in Grant No. XP987222 01, to be awarded to Camden
County, Missouri. '

1. Recipient agrees that this grant is FOR SEWER AND WATER IMPROVEMENTS consisting of new
coliection systems and treatment facilities for the following seven areas in Camden County adjacent to the
Lake of the Ozarks: Cameiot Estates, Normac, Climax Springs, Crane Cove, Davey Cove, Coffman Bend,
and Greenview/Hwy E.

2. Recipient understands that 55% of the eligible costs incurred after the award of this grant for the planning,
design, and construction of the projects described above will be eligible for reimbursement by the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) up to but not to exceed a maximum grant amount of $1,455,000.
Recipient also understands that no additional EPA grant funds are available for EPA participation in eligible
project costs that exceed $2,645,455, and Recipient agrees to complete all contracts partially funded with this
grant, Recipient also agrees that the non-EPA project funding described in the grant application will be
available for a specific project before a construction contract is advertised for bids for that project.

3. Recipient understands that EPA has the primary responsibility for administering this grant, but that the
Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR) will manage most aspects of the grant for EPA in
accordance with a project management grant awarded by EPA to MDNR. All reference in these conditions
to EPA Project Officer will mean MDNR uniess the Recipient is advised otherwise by the EPA. Submittals to
MDNR should be mailed to Ms. Mary Clark, Financial Services Section, Water Pollution Controt Program,
Department of Natural Resources, P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102. (Telephone number 573-751-
6680, facsimile number 573-751-9396)

4. Recipient understands that this grant is subject to the provisions in EPA regulations at 40 CFR Part 31 and
the EPA memorandum dated April 15, 2002, with the subject titte “Award of Grants and Cooperative
Agreements for the Special Projects and Programs Authorized by the Agency’s FY 2002 Appropriations Act.”

5. Recipient agrees to provide necessary information to the EPA Project Officer for review and approval prior
to awarding a contract for Architect/Engineer services. Preexisting contracts will be allowabte for funding only
if they are in compliance with the EPA procurement regulations.

6. Recipient agrees that no construction will begin until EPA has satisfied the requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act. EPA anficipates issuing one or more Findings of No Significant Impact for the
proposed construction in accordance with provisions in the EPA regulations at 40 CFR 6. Recipient agrees
to submit an Environmental Information Document as described in 40 CFR 6.105(b) and to coordinate with
other agencies as required in 40 CFR 8, Subpart C.

7. Recipient agrees to meet the project schedule provided with the grant appiication or the most recent
amended schedule approved by the EPA Project Officer unless justifiable delays occur due to unexpected
circumstances. Whenever significant scheduie changes occur, Recipient wiil provide the EPA Project Officer
with an amended schedule and an explanation for the changes.

B. Recipient agrees to submit pians and specifications to the EPA Project Officer for review and approval prior
to advertising for bids. Recipient will also submit any addenda to the plans and specifications to the EPA
Project Officer for approval prior to the opening of bids, and any change orders executed after the award of
the contract. :

9. Recipient agrees to submit to the EPA Project Officer, within ten calendar days after a bid opening, the bid
package of the lowest responsive, responsible bidder for review and approval prior to the award of a contract,
The bid package wili include a bid tabulation, a copy of the proof of advertising, the bid bond of the low bidder,



the signed EPA Form 5700-49 (Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility
Matters), the MBE/WBE proposed utilization by the low bidder with a statement from Recipient that the efforts
taken by the low bidder meet the regulatory requirements, and the recommendation to award a contract to
the low bidder.

10. Recipient agrees to submit supporting documentation 1o the EPA Project Officer for review at the same
time a request is made to the EPA payment office for a grant payment by electronic funds transfer. The
review of supporting documentation will not impact the timing of the electronic funds transfer, but findings of
the review may require the Recipient to modify the subsequent request for reimbursement to adjust for any
ineligible or unallowable costs noted.

11. Recipient agrees to make prompt payment fo its cantractor(s} of sums due under this grant and to retain
only amounts as may be justified by specific circumstances and provisions of this grant or the construction
contract(s).

12. Recipient agrees ta properly operate and maintain all facilities partially funded by this grant for the useful
life of the facilities.

13. Recipient agrees to submit for review a draft or existing user charge system and implementing ordinance
before the first construction contract is advertised for bids. The user charge system will cover alt users of the
new sewer systems and {reatment facilities, and will ensure that sufficient revenues are generated to -
adequately fund the Recipient’s annual operation and maintenance budget. This budget shouid include
payments to a reserve account which will be used solely for future replacement of critical equipment with
design lives less than the overall project design life, such as aerators, compressors, pumps, and motors. The
operation and maintenance fees charged individual users will be proportional to use, although appropriate flat
rate fees for groups of similar users will be acceptable if water meters are not used on the drinking water
supply. Recipient also agrees that the user charge system will be approved and the ordinance enacted before
the Recipient requests the first final inspection. The user charge system will be updated as needed
throughout the useful life of the facilities.

14, Recipient agrees to submit for review a draft or existing sewer use ordinance before the first construction
contract is advertised for bids. The ordinance will regulate the use of the sanitary sewer systemin accordance
with medern standard practice, and will include a provision that requires improved properties that generate
wastewater and have reasonable access to a sewer to be connected to the sewer system within a reasonable
time periad. 1t will also prohibit anyone from connecting to the sewers or service laterals any sources of rain
water or ground water, such as roof drains, foundation drains, sump pumps, area drains and cross
connections with storm water sewers. Recipient also agrees that the sewer use ordinance will be approved
and enacted before the Recipient requests the first final inspection.

15. Recipient agrees that a manua! or manuals describing the proper operation and maintenance of each
pump station and/or wastewater treatment facility within a contract must be approved before the recipient
requests a final inspection for that contract. Recipient understands that early submittai of the draft manual(s)
for review {by 50% completion of construction} wilt ensure that this requirement does not defay the scheduling
of final inspections.

16. Recipient agrees that no more than 95% of the grant amount for each construction contract will be
requested for reimbursement untit a final inspection is conducted by the EPA Project Officer and any noted
deficiencies are resolved, including punch list items identified by the Recipient's consulfing engineer.
Recipient also agrees to provide notification in writing to the EPA Prgject Officer when each construction
contract is ready for final inspection.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION: Vii
901 NORTH 5TH STREET
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101

MEMORANDUM

DATE: September 3, 2002

SUBJECT: FY2002 Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant - #XP987222-01
Approval of Pre-Award Costs Incurred More Than 90 Days Prior to Award

. {/"’- ;
FROM: Donald Gibbins, WWPD/SRFB‘;*%
Project Officer

THRU: Debbie Titus, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMGK‘;{
Grants Specialist

TO: Carol Rompage, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU
EPA Award Official ‘

The March 30, 2000, memorandum “Modification to Policy Guidance for 40 CFR Part 31"
and the May 3, 2000, memorandum “Clarification on GPI 00-02 Modification to Policy Guidance
for 40 CFR Part 31 Pre-Award Costs,” both from Bruce Feldman, Acting Division Director, Grants
Administration Division, provide for approval by the EPA Award Official of pre-award costs
incurred more than 90 days prior to the award of the grant if the EPA Project Officer finds the costs
are necessary, reasonable and allocable to the project and the EP A Award Official finds that the costs
are eligible under statute or regulation.

The above-referenced special infrastructure grant was authorized by Congress in the EPA
FY2002 appropriation act to fund water and sewer improvements in Camden County. Attached is
a letter dated September 3, 2002, from Ms. Barbara Bohley on behalf of Camden County requesting
approval for the inclusion of pre-award costs in the amount of $141,654 and also asking that the
project and budget start dates be adjusted to April 1, 2002. In this letter, Ms. Bohley states that the
costs include preliminary planning and project administration costs. Also aftached is a follow-up
e-mail message which further clarifies the nature of some of the services included in the request.

Attached is a portion of the headquarters memorandum dated April 15, 2002, from Michael
B. Cook, Director, Office of Wastewater Management, which addresses the award of grants for
special projects authorized in the STAG account of the EPA FY02 appropriations act. This
memorandum discusses approval of pre-award costs by the regional award official on pages 7 and
8. The conclusion stated in the memorandum is that the Regions can approve pre-award costs when
the costs were incurred after the start of the fiscal year for which the funds were appropriated, but
before the grant award. That is the case for the costs in question for this request for approval.

RECYCLE &7

PAPER CONTAIRS RESYOLED REERD
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I have evaluated this request and find that the requested pre-award costs are necessary,
reasonable and allocable to the project which is specified in the EPA FY2002 appropriations act.
I ask that you approve these costs by signing below. Please retain this original for your grant file
and return a copy for my project officer file.

Please contact me at (913) 551-7417 if you have any questions or need additional
information, |

Attachments

I find that the pre-award costs discussed in this memorandum and the attached letters are eligible
under the authorizing statue and I approve their inclusion in the grant. Reimbursement for the grant
share of these costs will only be allowable if the services were procured in accordance with the
applicable procurement regulation at 40 CFR 31.36.

el A ey s N

Carol Rompagef, Region 7 EPA Award Official




MEMORANDUM

DATE: September 3, 2002

SUBJECT: FY2002 Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant - #XP987222-01
Approval of Pre-Award Costs Incurred More Than 90 Days Prior to Award

FROM: Donald Gibbins, WWPD/SRI'B
Project Officer

THRU: Debbie Titus, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU
Grants Specialist

TO: Carol Rompage, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU
EPA Award Official

The March 30, 2000, memorandum “Modification to Policy Guidance for 40 CFR Part 31"
and the May 3, 2000, memorandum “Clarification on GPI 00-02 Modification to Policy Guidance
for 40 CFR Part 31 Pre-Award Costs,” both from Bruce Feldman, Acting Division Director, Grants
Administration Division, provide for approval by the EPA Award Official of pre-award costs
incurred more than 30 days prior to the award of the grant if the EPA Project Officer finds the costs
are necessary, reasonable and allocable to the project and the EPA Award Official finds that the costs
are eligible under statute or regulation.

The above-referenced special infrastructure grant was authorized by Congress in the EPA
FY2002 appropriation act io fund water and sewer improvements in Camden County. Attached is
aletter dated September 3, 2002, from Ms. Barbara Bohley on behalf of Camden County requesting
approval for the inclusion of pre-award costs in the amount of $141,654 and also asking that the
project and budget start dates be adjusted to April 1, 2002. In this letter, Ms. Bohley states that the
costs include preliminary planning and project administration costs. Also attached is a follow-up
e-mail message which further clarifies the nature of some of the services included in the request.

Attached is a portion of the headquarters memorandum dated April 15, 2002, from Michael
B. Cook, Director, Office of Wastewater Management, which addresses the award of grants for
special projects authorized in the STAG account of the EPA FY02 appropriations act. This
memorandum discusses approval of pre-award costs by the regional award offictal on pages 7 and
8. The conclusion stated in the memorandum is that the Regions can approve pre-award costs when
the costs were incurred after the start of the fiscal year for which the funds were appropriated, but
before the grant award. That is the case for the costs in question for this request for approval.

WWPD/SRFB:D.GIBBINS:dg:9/3/02:Rompage (2-09-03 memo-approve preaward costs.wpd
SRFB SRFB FILE TO:
GIBBINS DALAL Camden County SIG

09/03/0 09/03/02 EPA Grant No. XP987222-01
AL
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I have evaluated this request and find that the requested pre-award costs are necessary,
reasonable and aliocable to the project which is specified in the EPA FY2002 appropriations act.
[ ask that you approve these costs by signing below. Please retain this original for your grant file
and return a copy for my project officer file.

Please contact me at (913) 551-7417 if you have any questions or need additional
information.

Attachments

1 find that the pre-award costs discussed in this memorandum and the attached letters are eligible
under the authorizing statue and I approve their inclusion in the grant. Reimbursement for the grant
share of these costs will only be allowable if the services were procured in accordance with the
applicable procurement regulation at 40 CFR 31.36.

Carol Rompage, Region 7 EPA Award Official



Barbara Bohley To: Don GibbinsMWPD/R7/USEPA/JUS@EPA
<bohieyb@earthiink.ne cc: )
t Subject: Re: Approval of Pre-Award Costs for Camden County

09/03/2002 02:51 PM

Mr. Don Gibbions:
In reference to the regquest for pre-award costs.

All of the pre-award costs are expenses that have been incurred by the
engineer and administrators and are above the normal and regular costs of
the County. These costs are project specific. The costs were incurred
after procurement and award of the administration and engineering contracts.
These services are being provided by non-County personnel

>From: Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov

»>To: Barbara Bohley <bohleyb@earthlink.net:>

»Subject: Approval of Pre-Award Costs for Camden County
>Date: Tue, Sep 3, 2002, 9:21 AM

>

In reference to your letter dated September 3, 2002, which requests
approval of pre-award costs for the Camden County special infrastructure
grant for "Preliminary administration, financial planning, applications
and bond financing," I understand that these costs are project related
and beyond the normal cost of doing business for the County, and are
services being provided by non-County personnel. These conditions need
to be true for these costs to be allowable. Please confirm by return
e-mail if my understanding of these costs is correct.

Voo oY VY VYV



Jim Dickerson To: Don GibbinsAMWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Barbara Bohley
<jdickerson@copic.ext <bohieyb@earthlink.net>
.missouri.edu> cG!

Subject: Re: Approval of Pre-Award Cosis for Camden County
09/03/2002 12:5% PM

Mr. Gibbins: I am answering for Barbara Bohley-- the tasks performed were
beyond the normal cost of doing business for the county and were project
related and performed by non-county personnel.

wwwww Original Message =w~==

From: <Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.govs

To: "Barbara Bohley® <bohleyb@earthlink.net>

Cc: "James Dickerson" <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edus>

8ent: Tuesday, September 03, 2002 11:21 AM

Subject: Approval of Pre~Award Costs for Camden County

In reference to your letter dated September 3, 2002, which requestsg
approval of pre-award costs for the Camden County special infrastructure
grant for "Preliminary administration, financial planning, applications
and bond financing,® I understand that these costs are project related
and beyond the normal cost of doing business for the County, and are
services being provided by non-County personnel. These conditiong need
to be true for these costs to be allowable. Please confirm by return
e-mail if my understanding of these costsg is correct.

VOV OV VOV VYV Y VY
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HECEIVED

E.
BARBARA BOHLEY SEP 05 ﬂm
BLB & ASSOCIATES ‘
5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD | ro BXURDR/SRFB
# 908 ?OLLA, MO 65402 " !
SARASOTA FL 34242 { 573) 578-0938 ;2
(941) 346-8331 g %
Date: September 3, 2002
TO: Donald Gibbons
FROM: Barbara Bohley
Re: Camden County Sanitary Sewer Project

Attached is the design and construction schedule from Missouri Engineering. 1 have also
included the request for preliminary expenses with a breakdown of the categories for
those expenses. Please contact me if you have any questions. I will be out of town from
the 6™ of September until the 10®. You can, however, reach me on my cell phone which
is 573 578 0938.

Thank you.



AREA

Camelot

Normac

Climax Springs
Crane/Davey Cove
Coffr;lan Bend

Greenview

CAMDEN COUNTY SANITARY SEWER

DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION

SCHEDULE
DESIGN
COMPLETE
September 2003
September 2003
September 2003
September 2004
June 2004

December 2004

CONSTRUCTION
COMPLETE

November 2004

June 2004

September 2004

December 2005

June 2005

December 2005



BARBARA BOHLEY

BLB & ASSOCIATES
5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD PO BOX 1027
# 908 ROLLA, MO 65402
SARASOTA FL 34242 (573) 578-0938
(941) 346-8531
September 3, 2002

Mr. Donald Gibbons E. Gibbons, Environmental Engineer
United States Environmental Protection Agency

Region VII

901 North 5" Street

Kansas City, Kansas 66101

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

Following are the pre-award costs for the Camden County Sanitary Sewer Project. These
costs were incurred between April 2002 and August 2002. A portion of the match
requirement is being billed to Camden County with the remainder being paid by the
districts affected. Since cash flow is sometimes a problem with the county and the
districts the contractors are willing to accept the EPA portion and at this point in time and
will invoice the match entities work with them on arranging payment until sufficient
funds are available. Both the engineering and administration services were procured
using federal procurement standards.

Engineering services for completion of preliminary
engineering report and a portion of the facility plan

for the overall sewer district. $110,450.00

Preliminary administration , financial planning,
applications and bond financing. $ 31,204.00

Total pre-award costs requested 41.654.00
Please contact me if you have any questions, need additional documentation or invoices. 1

will be out of town from the 6™ of September until the 10", You can, however, reach me
on my cell phone which is 573 578 0938. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Barbara Bohtey



Barbara Bohley To: Don GibbinsAWWWPD/R7/USEPA/S@EPA
<hohleyh@earthlink.ne ce
t> Subject: Re: Need Information for Approval of Pre-Award Costs

08/29/2002 11:35 PM

Scrry, have been traveling on business and to Canada for the Marathon in
Quebec. Will work on it tomorrow and try to have it to you early next week.
Have a nice holiday. Thanks Barb

>From: Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov

>To: Barbara Bohley <bohleyb®earthlink.net>

>Subject: Need Information for Approval of Pre-Award Costs
>Date: Thu, Aug 29, 2002, 6:30 AM

>

In your letter dated July 30, 2002, with which you transmitted the EPA
Grant Application for Camden County, you stated that within a week I
would receive a request for approval of pre-award costs for engineering
and administrative services which have been incurred to date. ‘

Please be advised that I have not yet received that information and
would like to see it before approving the award of the grant. I need to
know the items of work (types of services), how each relates to the
approved project, and a date when the costs began to be incurred, such
ag the date a contract for services was effective.

Let me know if you have any guestions regarding this matter.

VOV oV VY VOV VY Y VY Y Y Y



Don Gibbins To: Barbara Bohley <bohleyb@earthlink.net>
) cc: James Dickerson <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu>, Debbie
08/29/2002 08:30 AM Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Mary Clark
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
Subject: Need Information for Approval of Pre-Award Costs

In your letter dated July 30, 2002, with which you transmitted the EPA Grant Application for Camden
County, you stated that within a week | wouid receive a request for approval of pre-award costs for
engineering and administrative services which have been incurred to date.

Please be advised that | have not yet received that information and wouid like o see it before approving
the award of the grant. | need to know the items of work (types of services), how each relates to the
approved project, and a date when the costs began to be incurred, such as the date a contract for
services was effective.

Let me know if you have any questions regarding this matter.



Mary Clark To: Don GibbinsMVWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta cc: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.siate.mo.us>
te.mo.us> Subject: Re:.Grant Conditions for Camden County

08/29/2002 12:50 PM

Good. I'm glad it says that there will be a hold on each contract at 95%.

Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov

To: "Mary Clark" <nrolarm@mail.dnr.state. meo.us>
08/29/2002 08:56 AM ce
Subject: Grant Conditions for Camden County

Attached are my proposed grant conditions for the Camden County special
infrastructure grant. Let me know if you have any questions or

comments.

{See attached file: Grant conditions for Camden County.wpd}

Grant conditions for Camden County.wp



Don Gibbkins To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

ce:
08/20/2002 09:35 AM Subject: Re: Camden Couniy EPA Special infrastructure Grant Project

The grant application {(which | sent you a copy of) has a page titled Key Contacts, and he is listed there. |
don't think | gave you his number before. itis 573-346-5618. The County Commissioners have made Mr.
Dickerson the offictal grant signer for the County, besides being the project manager. He is the Chalrman
of the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments.

Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

Mary Clark To: Don GibbinsMWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<nreciarm@mail.dnr.sta oo
te.mo.us> Subject: Re: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project

08/20/2002 09:08 AM

Do you have Mr. Dickerson's phone number? | thougnt you sent it to me and | sent i to Jeff but he
doesn’t remember if he has it. | would like to call him to discuss his project and his user charge. i the
county will have a county wide district there is no reason to be spreading the grant to all projects to keep

user charges equal to all.

Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.go
v To; "Jim Dickerson” <idickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu>
cc: bohieyb@earthlink.net, Titus.Debbie@epamail.epa.gav, "Mary Clark”

08/20/2002 08:53 AM <nrclarm@mail.dor.state. mo.us>, Dalat Pradip@epamaii. epa.gov

Subject; Re: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project

Thanks for letting me know how you want to proceed with the EPA grant.
Please refer to the last paragraph of my first e-mail (below) regarding
a project schedule. I would like to have that schedule for my file
before recommending award of the grant. Please provide the project

schedule as soon as possible.

Jim Dickerson

<jdickerson@copic.ext.mi To: Don
Glbblns /WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA,
gsouri.edus bbohleya@socket .net
cc: Pradip

Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie
08/20/2002 08:34 AM



Jim Dickerson To: Don GibbinsMWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA
<jdickerson@copic.ext cc
.missouri.edu> Subject: Re: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project

08/20/2002 12:05 PM

I vigited with the engineer today on the project list and he will be in my
office tomorrow. We will get it to you as soon as possible.

————— Original Message -----

From: <Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.govs>

To: "Jim Dickerson" <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edus

Cc: <bohleyb@earthlink.nets>; <Titus.Debbie@epamail.epa.gov>; "Mary Clark"
<nrclarm@mail .dnr.state.mo.us>; <Dalal.Pradip@epamail.epa.govs.

Sent: Tuesday, August 20, 2002 8:53 AM

Subject: Re: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project

.

>

» Thanks for letting me know how you want to proceed with the EPA grant.
> Please refer to the last paragraph of my first e-mail {below) regarding
> a project schedule. I would like to have that schedule for my file

> before recommending award of the grant. Please provide the project

> gchedule as soon as possible.

>

>

-

>

>

> Jim Dickerson

> <jdickerson@copic.ext.mi ToO: Don .
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/USEBEPA,

> ssouri.edu> bbohley@socket .net
> oc: Pradip
Dalal/WWPD/R7 /USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie

> 08/20/2002 08:34 AM

Titus/PLMG/R7/USEDPA/US@EPA, Mary Clark
b=
<nrclarm@mail ..dnr.state.mo.us>

> Subject: Re: Camden
County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant

> Project

>

>

>

>

>

> Don: Thanks for your comments., It is unusual for a federal person to be
> advising on how to limit exposure to federal requirements. I really do

> appreciate your effort to help. Unfortunately, the money has been spread
> through projects in most cases based on our estimation on how each

> district

> will do in income sensitive grant processes and other matters. We really
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are

aiming to provide the most reasonable wastewater fees possible for the
people of Camden County. Again, thank you for your advice.

JRD

————— Original Message ~-----

From: <Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov:

To: <bbohley@socket.net:

Cc: <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu>; <Dalal.Pradip@epamail.epa.govs>;
<Titus.Debbie@epamail.epa.gov>; *Mary Clark”

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

Sent: Friday, August 16, 2002 1:45 PM

Subject: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project

> T am reviewing the application you submitted for the Camden County EPA
> special infrastructure grant. I wanted to point out one thing before
we

> go any further, I note that the EPA funds are being utilized for all
> four projects (Phase 1, Projects A and B and Phase 2, Projects A and
B) !

> and as per the "Over All Project Cost" attachment, you are planning on
> using EPA funds for engineering, legal, financing, administration, and
> easement acquisition (which will be subject to the requirements of the
> Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies
Act

> of 1970 as amended, if funded with federal funds). With the current

> scope of the project, the entire 25 million dollar project will be

> subject to EPA requirements and reviews and possible audit by our

> Inspector General after the project is completed. Another option
would

> be to put all of the EPA funds into only one or more construction

> contracts and then those contracts would be the only thing that would
be

> gsubject to our regulations and review and possible audit. I did not

> remember if we talked about this option when we first talked early
this

> year, so I wanted to raise the issue now. I wanted to make sure that
> you understand that our grant funds do not have to be spread out to

> include your total project. If you limit the funding to an early part
> of the total project, even 1f it includes the design and/or inspection
> services with the construction, you can limit your interaction with
EPA

> and get us out of the picture as soon as those particular contracts
are

> completed.

>

> Pleage let me know which way you want to proceed for the EPA grant.
YAs

> ig" is fine if that is the way the County wants to do it. If you
decide

> to limit the scope for the EPA grant, please provide a new description
> by letter or e-mail by referring to the appropriate parts of what you
> have already submitted.
4



V OV VYV VY VY YV YV

V OV VOV VYV VY VY

Once you know what you want the EPA grant project to include, please
submit an estimated schedule for each project/contract including dates
for completion of design and completion of construction. I understand
that such a schedule may be a guess on the County's part at this time,
but we can amend it later if need ke due to legitimate delays.

Thanks
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Den Gibbins To: -bbohley@sotketnet

‘ ce: jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu, Pradip
08/16/2002 01:45 PM DalalWWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie
Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EFRA, Mary Clark
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
Subject: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project

| am reviewing the application you submitted for the Camden County EPA special infrastructure grant. |
wanted {o point out one thing before we go any further. 1 note that the EPA funds are being utilized for all
four projects (Phase 1, Projects A and B and Phase 2, Projects A and B), and as per the "Over All Project
Cost” attachment, you are planning on using EPA funds for engineering, legal, financing, administration,
and easement acquisition (which will be subject to the reguirements of the Uniform Relocation Assistance
and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 as amended, if funded with federat funds). With the
current scope of the project, the entire 25 million dollar project will be subject to EPA requirements and
reviews and possible audit by our Inspector General after the project is completed. Another option would
be to put all of the EPA funds into only one or more construction contracts and then those contracts would
be the only thing that would be subject to our regulations and review and possible audit. | did not
remember if we talked about this option when we first talked early this year, so | wanted to raise the issue
now. | wanted to make sure that you understand that our grant funds do not have to be spread out to
include your total project. If you limit the funding to an early part of the total project, even if it includes the
design and/or inspection services with the construction, you can limit your interaction with EPA and get us
out of the picture as soon as those particular contracts are completed.

Please let me know which way you want to proceed for the EPA grant. "As is" is fine if that is the way the
County wants to do it. If you decide to limit the scope for the EPA grant, please provide a new description
by letter or e-mail by referring to the appropriate parts of what you have already submitted.

Once you know what you want the EPA grant project to include, please submit an estimated schedule for
each project/contract including dates for compietion of design and completion of construction. |
understand that such a schedule may be a guess on the County's part at this time, but we ¢an amend it
later if need be due fo legitimate delays.

Thanks



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE

Date:  August 13, 2002

Subject: Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant
Application for EPA Grant No. XP987222-01

From: Donald Gibbins‘l ié/

To: Mary Clark, MDNR

We just received the application for Camden County, and they submitted three copies, so |
am sending one to you now for your information and files.

‘Let me know if you have any questions,

Attachment

e Copy



U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division
901 North Sth Street Kansas City, KS 66101
NOTE

Date:  August 12, 2002

Subject: Camden County, Missouri
Special Infrastructure Grant Application

From: Donald Gibbins %/

To: Debbie Titus
I received the attached grant application on August 7 while I was in Jefferson participating

ina CWSRE annual program review. [ kept two of the originals, one for my file and one for MDNR
which will be managing this grant for EPA.. Let me know if you have any questions.

Attachment

cc: Pradip Dalal

Fle (oov



5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD # 908
SARASOTA FL 34242
(941) 346 8531

BARBARA BOHLEY

BLB & ASSOCIATES
PO BOX 1027
ROLLA, MO 65402
(573;578-0938

55

W

RECEIVED
BYE 07 2007

July 30, 2002 WWPD/SRFE

[t R

Mr. Donald Gibbons, EPA Coordinator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
901 North 5™, Street

Kansas City, KS 66101

Dear Mr. Gibbons:

Enclosed are three signed copies of the Camden County Special Appropriations wastewater
project application. The budget information is quite extensive. 1 have provided a total project
budget and then a budget for each phase of the project. If you have any questions on any portion
of the application please do not hesitate to call me a one of the above numbers.

James Dickerson, Executive Director of the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governmenss has
been authorized to sign all documents and act on behalf of the County Commission. The Camden
County Commission passed a resolution to that effect. He will be the contact on most aspects of
the project. His organizations has also been selected through the procurement process to handle
the adminjstration of this project. 1 will be assisting Mr. Dickerson on some aspects of
administration but he will be the principal contact.

I will be forwarding a request for engineering and administrative funds to cover costs that have
been incurred to date. You should receive that request in the next week.

Again, if you have any questions on the application or if I have failed to provide information or
data that you need please contact me. Thank you for your assistance.

Sincerely,

i

ey Ao

HIFENE L  y



APPLICATION FOR

FEDERAL ASSISTANCE

OMB Approval No. 0348-0043

2. DATE SUBMITIED

Applicant identifier

i. TYPE OF SUBMISSION;

Appiication i Preapplication

Construction 0 construction
£ Non-construstion 3 Non-construction

3. DATE RECEIVED BY State

State Applicant identifier

4. DATE RECEIVED BY Faderal AGENCY Federal identifier

5, APPLICANT INFORMATION Camden County Commission

Legal Narme

Organizational Unit

1 court Circle

Address (give cily, county, state and zip code)

Camden County Courthouse
Camdenton MO 65020

Name and telephone number of person to be contacted on matters involving this
application {give area code)

Barbara Bohle
{(941) 346 853

6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (E) ;

41 4i~-161041 0

Ol 4{517

8. TYPE OF APPLICATION

A. Increase Award
D. Decrease Duration

If Revision, enter appropriate letter{s} in box({es}

B. Decrease Award
Other (specify)

M, New D Continuation D Revision

C. Increase Duration

T. TYPE OF APPLICANT: {enter appropriate letter in box)

B
A State H. Independent Schoot Dist.
B. County . State Controiled institution of Higher Leaming
C. Municipal J. Private University
D. Township K. indian Tribe
E. Interstate L. Individuat
F. Intermunicipal M. Profit Organization
G. Spectal Disirict N. Other

9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY

Environmental Protection Agency

TITLE

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER:
Special Projects 66.606

12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (Cities, Colnties, States, etc.)

Camden County Missouri

11. DESCRIPTIVE TITLE QOF APPLICANT'S PROJECT:

Wastewater Collection and
Treatment Facilities

13. PRDPOSED PROJECT

14. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF:

24,774,000.

Siart Dale Ending Date a. Applicant b. Project.
10/02 9/06 4th 4th.

15, ESTIMATED FUNDING 16. 1S APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY State EXECUTIVE
a. Federal 3 60 ORDER 12372 PROCESS?

1,455,000. a .YES THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE AVAILABLE
b. Apprcant § ) TO THE State EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS FOR

80,000. REVIEW ON:

c. State 5 00

1,289,000. DATE 7/20/02
d. Local 5 .00

3,715,000. oNo [ PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY E.O. 12372
. Othet 3 ) [0 PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELEGTED BY State FOR

RD 18,235,000. REVIEW
. Program income $ 00
- 7. 1S THE APPLICANT DELINGUENT ON ANY Fedarat DEBT?

o TOTAL )

D Yes if *Yes", attach an explanation, E’ No

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BEUIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPUCATIONPREAPPLIC ATION ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE DOCUMENT HAS
BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WiILL COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE

ASSISTANCE 1S AWARDED.
a. Type Name of Authorized Representative b. Tile c. Telephone Number
James R. Dickerson Executive Director (573) 346 58616

LS OSSN

e. Date Signed
1~-3c -0

Previous Edition Useable
Authorized for Local Reproduction

Standard Form 424 {Rev. 4.92)
Proscribed by OMB Circutar A-102



' KEY CONTACTS

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION DIRECTOR - This is the individual who is
authorized to sign the Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424)

NAME: James R. Dickerson

TITLE: Executive Director LOCLG
TELEPHONE NUMBER: {573} 346 5616
FAX NUMBER: . (573) 3462007

internet Address: idickersonfcopic.ext.missouri.edu

PROGRAM/PROJECT DIRECTOR - This is the individual who is respons:bie
for the namangement of the program/project for the Applicant.

NAME: James R. Dickerson

TITLE: Executivé Director LOCLG
TELEPHONE NUMBER: (573) 346 5616
FAX NUMBER: (573) 346 2007

lntemet Address: idickg‘rson@cépic .ext.missouri.edu

FINANCE DIRECTOR - This is the individual who is responsible for the adminis-
trative and financial management of the program/project for the Applicant.

NAME: | _James R. Dickerson

TITLE: Executive Director LOCLG
TELEPHONE NUMBER: (573) 346 5616
FAX NUMBER: (573) 346 2007

Internet Address; -gickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu

Note: Mr.Dickerson has been appointed by the County Commission

to oversee this project.  See Mr, Dickerson's bio.

E-1




OMB Approval No, 0348-0040

ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project or program. If you have
questions, please contact the awarding Agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may

require applicants to certify to additional assurances. If such is the case, you will be notified.

As the duly authorized represeritati\;re of the applicant | cerfify that the applicant:

{e) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of
1972 (PL 92-255}, as amended, relating to non-
discrimination on the basis of drug abuse; {f} the
Comprehensive Aicohol Abuse and Alcoholism
Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation Act of
1970 (PL 91-616), as amended, relating o non-
discrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or
alcoholism; (g) Sec. 523 and 527 of the Public
Health Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. 290 dd-3
and 290 ee-3), as amended, relating to confiden-
tiafity of aicohol and drug abuse patient records;
(h} Title Vil or the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42
U.8.C. Sec. 3601 et seq.), as amended, retating
to nondiscrimination in the sale, rental, or financing
of housing; (i} any other nondiscrimination pro-
visions in the specific statute(s) under which appli-
cation for Federal assistance is being made; and
(i) the requirements of any other nondiscrimination
statute(s) which may apply to this application.

Has the legal authority to apply for Federal
assistance, and the institutional, managenai and
financial capability (including funds sufficient to
pay the non-Federal share of project costs) to
ensure proper pianning, management and com-
pletion of the project described in this application,

\Will give the awarding agency, the Comptrofler
General of the United States, and if appropriate,
the State, through any authorized representative,
access to and the right to examine alf records,
books, papers, or documents related to the award;
and will establish a proper accounting system in
accordance with generally accepted accounting
standards or agency directives.

Will estabiish safeguards to prohibit employees
from using: their positions for a purpose that
constitutes or presents the appearance of
personal or organizational conflict of interest,

or personal gain. 7. Wil comply, or already complied, with the require-
ments of Titles i and it of the Uniform Relocation

Will initiate and complete the work within the Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies

applicable time frame after receipt of approval Act of 1970 (PL 91-646) which provide for fair and

of the awarding agency. equitable treatment of persons displaced or whose
property is acquired as a resuit of Federal or

Will comply with the Intergovemmental Personnel federally assisted programs. These requirements

Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 4728-4763) relating apply to all interests in real property acquired for

to prescribed standards for merit systems for Project purposes regardless of Federal participation

programs funded under one of ihe nineteen in purchases.

statufes or regulations specified in Appendix A of )

OPM's Standards for a Merit System of Personnel 8. Will comply with the provisions of the Hatch Act

Administration (5 CFR 900, Subpart F). {5 U.S.C. Sec. 1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which
limit the political activities of employees whose

Will comply with all Federal statutes relating to principal employment activities are funded in whole

nondiscrimination. These inciude but are not or in part with Federal funds.

fimited to; (a) Title Vi of the Civil Rights Act of :

1964 (P.L. 88-352) which prohibits discrimination Q.  Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of

on the basis of race, color or national origin; (b)
Title IX of the Education Amendments of 1972,

as amended (20 USC Sec. 1681-1683, and 1685-
1686) which prohibits discrimination on the basis
of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act

of 1973, as amended (29 U.5.C. Sec. 794), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps;
{d) the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as
amended {42 U.S.C. Sec. 6101-6107), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of age.

the Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. Sec. 276a to
276a-7), the Copeland Act (40U.S.C. Sec. 276c
and 18 U.S.C. Sec. 874), and the Contract Work
Hours and Safely Standards Act {40 US.C. Sec.
327-333), regarding labor standards for federally
assisted consfruction subagreements.

Standard Form 424B (4-88)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102




10. Wili comply, if applicable, with flood insurance
purchase requirements of Section 102{a) of the
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 {(P.L. 83-234)
which requires recipients in a special flood hazard
area to participate in the program and to purchase
flood insurance if the total cost of insurable con-
struction and acquisition is $10,000 &r more.

11. Will comply with environmental standards which
may be prescribed pursuant io the following: (a)
institution of environmental quality control
measures under the National Environmental
Poticy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and Executive
Order {(EO) 11514; {b) notification of violating
facilittes pursuant to EO 11738; (c) protection of
wetlands pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of
ficod hazards in floodpiains in accordance with
EO 11988; (e) assurance of project consistancy
with the approved State management program
developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. Sec. 1451 et seq.); ()
confermity of Faderal actions to State (Clear Aif)
implementation Plans under Section 176(c) of the
Clean Air Act of 1955, as amended (42 U.S.C.
Sec. 7401 et seq.); (g) protection of underground
sources of drinking water under the Safe Drinking
Water Act of 1874, as amended, (P.L. 83-523);
and (h) protection of endangered species under
the Endangered Species Act of 1873, as
amended, (P.L. 93-205).

Wil comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act
of 1868 (16 U.S.C. Sec 1271 et seq.) relating to
protecting components or potential components
of the nationa! wild and scenic vivers system.

-
¥

13.

14.

5.

16.

17.

18.

Will assist the awarding agency in assuring
compliance with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended
(16 U.S.C. 470), EC 11593 (identification and
protection of hisforic properties), and the
Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act
of 1974 {16 U.5.C. 46%a-1 et seq.).

Wil comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the
protection of human subjects involved in
research, development, and related
activities supported by this award of
assistance.

Wilt comply with the Laboratory Animal
Welfare Act'of 1966 (P.L. 82-544, as
amended, 7 U.5.C. 2131 et seq.} per-
taining to the care, handling, and treat-
rment of warm blooded animals held for
research, igaching, or other activities
supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint
Poisoning Prevention Act (41 U.5.C. Sec.
4801 et seq.) which prohibils the use of
lead based paint in construction or rehabil-
itation of residence structures.

Will cause to be performed the required
financial and compliance audils in accor
dance with the Single Audit Act of 1984.

Will comply with al applicable requirements
of all other Federal laws, executive orders,
regutations and poficies goveming this program.

SiGNAWRE' OF AUTHIORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

TITLE

S \\\ & - Executive Director
Sl At et S ey

b ! .

APPLICANT ORCANIZATION DATE SUBMITIED

Camden County

SF424B (4-68)Back

E.8 -




CAMDEN COUNTY .
WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT FACILITIES
TOTAL
PROJECT BUDGET
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CAMDEN COUNTY
LAKE OF THE OZARKS
WASTEWATER COLLECTION & TREATMENT
SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS
NARRATIVE

Introduction

The topographic situation in Camden County, combined with unsuitable soils, intense pockets of

poverty, and karst geology, necessitates the creation of publicly owned sanitary sewer systems in

unincorporated parts of the county in order to protect the health of the residents of the county and

the local tourism industry which is the economic base for Camden County.

IL.

Objective

The proposed project consists of the construction of seven (7) collection systems and
treatment facilities that will serve the identified areas surrounding the Lake of the Ozarks.
These areas of various sizes, sewer sub-districts, are part of the Countywide Camden
County Sewer District established by the Camden County Commission and are the most
densely populated un-sewered arcas. The proposed project areas have private septic
systems, no septic system or small treatment facilities that may or may not meet code. A
high percentage of the proposed users for this sewer project have private untested water
wells. These wells are subject to contamination from surface water. The areas and the

population to be served are listed in Appendix A.



There are 1942 residences, 376 resort units, 37 businesses and one (1) public school to be

served by this project.

Description of Area

The Lake of the Ozarks lies mainly in Camden County and extends 92 miles from end to
end with 1310 miles of meandering shoreline of which 980 are located in Camden
County. This shoreline is greater than that of Lake Michigan or the entire coastline of the
State of California. There are several communities and numerous housing and resort
areas located around the Lake. The Lake is located in the South-central part of the State
of Missouri and is 175 miles from St. Louis and 165 miles from Kansas City. Currently
over three million (3,000,000) people a year visit the Lake of the Ozarks as vacationers

and part-time residents.

Camden County is located on the northern portion of the Ozark Highlands, rugged hills,
steep ridges, and narrowly entrenched valleys characterize the area. In 1999, the U.S.

Census Bureau estimated that there were 34,594 people living in Camden County.

Projections for 2010 estimate a population of 43,529. When the seasonal impact of Lake
visitors specificaily second homeowners, is taken into account, this number is neaily
doubled. The majority of the people living permanently in Camden County, and nearly
all of the seasonal visitors, live on or close to the shorelines of the Lake of the Ozarks in
unincorporated areas. Housing developments around the lake tend to be quite dense. A
count of housing units located within the Lake Area Planning and Zoning District was
conducted in 1999 and showed that there were 15,889 housing units within this district
(Lake Area Housing Count, 1999). The Lake Area Planning and Zoning District
encompasses approximately 189 square miles of land which, when combined with an
average of 2.4 people per housing unit, would put the population density within the

planning district at 202 people per square mile. Camden County population is growing



between 2.5 to 3.3 percent per year. The housing stock is increasing at a greater rate with
1,663 housing unit starts (this figure includes condominium units) in 1999. This is due,

in part to the number of second and/or vacation homes.

The county has a wide range of topographic relief; much of it characterized by moderate
to steep slopes with few (relatively flat) areas suitable for housing development. The
housing development that does occur in the county is for the most part highly
concentrated into small rural neighborhoods or strung along the shoreline of the Lake of
the Ozarks. When the densities of these pockets of housing developments are calculated,
it is found that housing densities range from one-half to one and a half housing units per
acre (USGS Air Photos, 1995). Generally, the housing developments in the county are
not served by any sort of public or community wastewater treatment facilities, but by

private on-site septic systems.

The housing development trends in the county imply that in many of these rural
neighborhoods there are a high number of private septic systems concentrated in a
relatively small amount of space. The 1990 census shows 5,759 households on public
sewer systems, 18,670 households with private septic tanks or cesspools and 1,233
househoids with no sewers or other means of disposal. On-site septic sysiems, when
properly built and maintained, are for the most part capable of effectively treating
household waste, but when too many of these septic systems are concentrated in a small
amount of space, the carrying capacity, or ability of the soil of the area to effectively
absorb all of the household waste, is exceeded. When this carmrying capacity is exceeded,
hazardous toxins seep not only down into the local groundwater supply, but up to the
surface of the ground or find their way into the Lake waters, creating a number of health

risks for the local community.



Poverty

The 1990 U.S. Census data shows that the poverty rate in Camden County was 12.4%.
Almost five (5) percent of the population of the county, 1336 people, were rated as being
below half the poverty level. Although these poverty rates do not secem bad when
compared to the 1990 state average of 12.9%, poverty in Camden County is to a large
extent confined in extremely impoverished pockets located in various parts of the county.
For example, Census tract 0299507, which is located in the northwestern part of the
county, had a 1990 poverty rate of 21.1 %. A subset of this census tract, census block
004, had a 1990 poverty rate of 61.2%. In this particular pocket of poverty, 83% of the
occupied housing units were owned by the person(s) living in them, so even though many
of these impoverished familics are fortunate enough to own their own home, they are not
likely to be able to afford maintain their septic system or replace them failure. If an
effective septic system does not exist, individuals with low or moderate incomes cannot
afford to have a proper functioning system installed. In a number of instances sewage is

directed onto the property or nearby property. (1990 U.S. Census).

oils
The “Soil Resource Inventory of Camden County, Missouri” prepared by the United
States Department of Agricuiture shows that of the iwenty-seven (27) dominant soil
conditions in Camden County, five (5) are rated as moderate and twenty-two (22) are
rated as severe in terms of their ability to effectively handle the installation and operation
of an on-site septic sewer system. 1t is still possible to build and operate septic systems
with absorption fields in soils with moderate or severe limitations, but as the inventory
states, “The limitations are considered severe if soil properties or features are so
unfavorable or so difficult to overcome that special design, significant increases in
construction costs, and possible increased maintenance are required” (USDA, pg. 54).
Missouri State Statutes require that “No person or property owner may operate an on-site

sewage disposal system or transport and dispose of waste removed therefrom in such a



manner that may result in the contamination of surface water or groundwater or present a
nuisance of imminent health hazard to any other person or property owner” (701.029
RSMO). The cost of installing a private septic system, at the shoreline of the Lake, that
is in conformance with Missouri State statutes and Department of Health rules is
generally $5,000 to $8,000 and can be as high as $10,000 (Dr. Rooter & Plumbing). The
cost to install a proper system even when conditions exist for proper installations is
beyond the financial means of a high percentage of the people living in the Lake area.
Individuals

working in the tourism and service industry are not highly paid. In addition many of the
onsite septic systems in Camden County were not properly constructed in the first place
and the poorer residents of the county cannot afford the high cost of replacing their
failing system with a properly constructed one, so the problem goes unresolved and

consequently gets worse.

Groundwater

Groundwater in Camden County consists of the water contained in the aquifer called the
Ozark confining unit. Although the water in the Ozark confining unit is for the most part
clean, the geology above it contains many karst features, such as springs, sinkholes, and
caves. “Karst aquifers are characierized as having relatively free exchange of surface and
ground water with limited geologic restrictions on water movement, which makes the

aquifers susceptible to surface contamination” (USGS, pg 2).

Surface water

The Lake of the Ozarks is the major body of surface water in Camden County. The lake
is the major factor contributing to the tourism industry of the area and a large number of
housing units and unincorporated subdivisions have been developed along its shores. For
lthe most part, these housing units have on-site household waste facilities that are either

independent or shared between several houses, and may or may not meet state code.



Regrettably, some houses have no waste treatment system whatsoever and their sewage is
discharged directly into the lake. The environmental quality of the lake is of major
concern to the county, the region, and the state as a whole due to the significant amount
of tourism that the lake attracts. Recreational activities at the Lake of the Ozarks could

be significantly impaired if the quality of the lake water were to drop below acceptable

levels.

Interest in the water quality of the Lake of the Ozarks has resulted in several water
quality studies by local universities, volunteer groups, and state departments. Of these,
the most comprehensive study of fecal coliform water contamination covering the longest
amount of time is an ongoing water quality study being conducted around the Lake by the
Missouri Department of Health (Missouri Department of Health, Dr. Patrick Phillips). In
this study, which began in January of 1997, water quality samples from the lake testing
the level of fecal coliform are taken every three months in (January, April, July, and
October) from over a hundred and thirty sites located in the Horseshoe Bend area,
Shawnee Bend area, and the Lake of the Ozarks State Park. The findings that resulted
after the analysis of this data were that fecal coliform levels in the lake were generally
higher during the summer month of July, which is explainable due to the increased level
of tourism around the Lake during this month. But a notable surge in fecal coliform
levels in October of 1998 gives an example of how ineffective on-site sewage treatment
systems are around the Lake of the Ozarks. In October of 1998, there was a period of
sustained rainfall in the area. This rainfall had the effect of washing the pollutants
located beneath the ground, in on site septic systems, into the lake. This study
demonstrates how unsuitable the soils in Camden County are for on-site wastewater
treatment facilities and how easy it is for contaminants such as fecal coliform to be

washed out of the local soil and into the local groundwater supply or surface water
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system. The lack of effective treatment facilities in the county creates an obvious health

risk for people swimming in the Lake and threatens the regions tourism industry.

Results or the Benefits Expected

At the completion of each phase of the project the residents and businesses in the project
area will receive sanitary sewer service and will no longer have to rely on inadequate
septic systems. This will result in less pollution of the Lake of the Ozarks waters,
eliminate pollution of individual wells, ground water and the surfacing of bacterial laden

effluent.

Water Quality Violations

The responsibility of monitoring of public water supplies in the state of Missouri is
delegated to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources. A public water supply is
defined in state statutes as having “at least 15 service connections or regularly serve an
average of at least 25 people per day for at least 60 days out of the year.” In 1997, there
were 376 public water supply systems, as defined in state statute, that were being
regulated by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (Office of Ground Water and

Drinking Water SDWIS, 1997).

Thirteen private water systems in Camden County were placed “under boil water orders
due to acute MCL violations for fecal coliform or E. Coli bacteria in 1998” (Missouri
Department of Natural Resources). Many restaurants including Imo’s Pizza, Bayou
Bill’'s Bar & Grill, and Wendy’s were on this list. Some of these boil orders are still in
effect, evidence that the water supply they tap into is in a constant state of contamination.
Also, in 1998 there were a total of 52 public water supply systems in the county that were
listed as violators in the 1998 Annual Compliance Report prepared by the Department of

Natural Resources Public Drinking Water Program (Missouri Depariment of Natural



Resources, 1998). This would give the water supply systems of Camden County a

violation rate of about 14 percent.

There are 16,987 households on private or shared wells, which are not tested and are

susceptible to contamination (U.S. Census 1990)

More than 120 different types of potentially harmful enteric viruses are exerted in human
feces (USGS, pg 1). In 1995, the occurrence of a disease called Shigellosis (also known
as bacillary dysentery) had a significantly higher rate of occurrence in Camden County
than in the State of Missouri. Shigellosis is a “disease [that] ranges from a mild attack to
a suddenly commencing severe course ending in death caused by dehydration and
poisoning by the bacterial toxins. After an incubation period of one to six days, the
disease has an abrupt onset with fever and the frequent production of watery stools that
may contain blood” “The transmission of bacterial dysentery occurs through the
ingestion of food or water that have been contaminated by the feces of a human carrier of
the infective organism” In 1995, the rate of occurrence of shigellosis in Camden County
was 94.6 (per 100,000 residents), nearly five times the rate of 19.6 for the state of

Missouri as a whole (Missouri Department of Health).

Ending pollution of individual wells and the groundwater will contribute to the health of
the individuals and eliminate sources of pollution of these wells.
Flimination of effluent surfacing will eliminate health hazards to area residents and add

to the esthetics of the area served and maintain and increase property values,

Economi act
The economy of the Camden County and Lake of the Ozarks area is heavily dependent
tourism. The economic impact of the Lake of the Ozarks for Camden County was

$134,918,000 in FY 2000, according to statistics from the Missouri Division of Tourism.
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This figure does not include the economic impact of retail sales and the impact on the
other two counties that include the Lake. The Factory Merchants Outlet Mall located in

Osage Beach contributes 70% of the sales tax dollars received by Osage Beach.

There are 162 restaurants located in the Lake area of which 30 are lakeside; there are over
one hundred (100) resorts with approximately 3,200 rooms and twenty-seven (27)

campgrounds.

Less pollution of the Lake of the Ozark waters will insure the continuation of the
economic health of the of the Lake area. Since this area’s main economic base is tourism
it is essential that the Lake is kept as pure as possible to insure the future of the economic

base of this area.

Approach

Financing

The proposed financing of this project requires several combinations of financing plans
due to the diverse population to be served. Those areas that are designated as having a
population which consists of a majority of low to moderate income households will
require more grant assistance than those that are more able to support a larger percentage
of the financing. The goal is to keep the monthly rates affordable for each population
area with a range of $28.00, for low to moderate income households, to $42.00, for those

households with above moderate incomes.

The total cost of the project is $24,774,000. Of this $16,300,000. will be loans secured
with revenue and/or general obligation bonds, $8,394,000 are proposed grant funds and

$80,000 in applicant funds from Camden County.



USDA Rural Development is a major element in the structure of this project and has been

included in the discussion of the project and financing. Funding has been designated by
the agency for the initial portion of the first phase of the project in the amount of $1,840,
$1,840,000. in loan funds and between $300,00 and $600,000 in grant funds. An
application for this initial portion of the first phase of the four-phase project has been
submitted to Rural Development. An application for the Community Development Block

Grant Funds is in process and should be submitted within the next two weeks.

Phases

This project has been designed into two major phases with separate projects in ecach
phase. This was necessary due to the funding variables for each area, the need for
separate treatment facilities to meet the needs of each area and the rate structure

differences for areas.

Phase I, Project A includes the Camelot Estates area in Osceola Township, Normac in
Niangua Township and Climax Springs in Adair Township. Each of these areas while
part of the initial phase will have a separate financing model, construction contracts and
operation and maintenance organizations. The Camelot project of Phase I Project A has
been initiated with plans for a bond issue for the November 2002 ballot, an application to
USDA Rural Development for both $600,000 grant and bond backed loan of $1,840,000
from Rural Development, $800,000 in private bond financing, $200,000 from the EPA
Special Appropriation make up the financing of this Camelot Estates portion of this phase
of the project. An application for the Rural Development financing has been submitted.
Camden County will supply $80,000 toward the cost of this phase of the project. It is
estimated that a contract for construction will be issued in mid 2003 for this portion of the

project. This project will serve 216 residences and 152 condo units.
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The remainder of this first phase including Climax Springs and Normac will be
undertaken by the end of 2002 with applications for financing and bond issues placed on
the ballots of the respective communities. The remainder of this portion of the project

includes $345,000 in Missouri Department of Natural Resources funding, $340,000 in

.’ Rural Development bond secured loans and $300,000 in Rural Development grant funds,

$160,000 in EPA Special Appropriations and $420,000 in Missouri Economic
Development Block Grant funds. Approximately 130 residences and 1 public school will

benefit from this phase of the project.

'Project B of Phase I includes the Crane Cove and Davey Cove areas in Jasper Township.

. Financing for this project includes $. 2,000,000. In Rural Development grant funds, $5.5

million in bond backed loan funds from Rural Develop}nent, $500,000 in Missouri
Community Development Block Grant funds and $500,000 in EPA Special
Appropriations. Funding. The Crane Cove and Davey Cove area project will serve 663

residences, 300 resort units and 3 businesses.

Phase 2

Phase 2 has two projects, the first of this Project A includes collection lines and treatment

( A

facility for the Coffman Bend area of Adair Township with funding proposed as follows % § & o l?

$ 400,000 in privately financed bonds, $505,000 in Rural Development loan funds,

. $350,000 in Rural Development grant funds and $245,000 in EPA Special

Appropriations funding. This project will serve 124 residences.

The final project in Phase two is for the Greenv;ew/Hwy E area of Ada:r Township, ﬁ

million in Rural Development bond backed lcans, $2.0 million in Rural Development
Grant funds and $ 285,000 in EPA Special Appropriation funding. This project will

serve approximately 656 residences, 76 resort units and 34 businesses.

11
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Public & Governmental Support

In the mid-eighties a petition was presented to the Camden County Commission from
county residents concerning the problems with wastewater in Camden County and the
need for public sanitary sewer systems. The Camden County Commission took the first

steps in meeting this need by establishing a countywide Sewer District.

Since that time several communities and neighborhoods have contacted the County
Commission, the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Governmenis and Missouri Engineering,
Inc. to assist in the development of public sanitary sewer systems. Missouri Engineering,
which assisted in the development of this proposal and project has met with three of the

areas identified in this proposal and studied the areas identified in this proposal.

Missouri Engineering and the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Governments staff met with
the Camelot Estates Homeowners Association three times beginning in the winter of
1999; with the Crane Cove Homeowners Association three times beginning in the
Summer of 2000; and the Normac Estates Homeowners Association three times
beginning in Mid-1999. The main obstacle in meeting the needs of these areas is the high
cost. If all of the funds needed for this project are received from loans and grants

available the monthly sewer rates are beyond the means of the homeowners.

V. Conclusion

In Camden County, many newer housing developments do have properly constructed and
maintained septic systems. The socio-economic status of incoming residents of the county is in
general high enough to afford the more expensive septic systems that the soil and topography of

the area demand, but these households are for the most part still served by private on-site water

12
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supplies utilizing the local groundwater. The problem rests with the older residences, the poorer
residents and those residents employed in the service industry who are of moderate means, in the
county who have failing or near failing septic systems. Due to the local geology, these failing
septic systems have the ability to contaminate the local groundwater and therefore render even the
most affluent subdivisions water supply undrinkable. The lack of effective public sewer systems
in Camden County is not just a problem for the poorer residents, but for everyone who visits or

resides in the area.
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APPENDIX A

AREAS TO BE SERVED
AREA USERS
CLIMAX SPRINGS 96 Residences & Businesses
1 Public School
NORMAC 35 Residences
CAMELOT 216 Residences
152 Condo units
CRANE COVE & DAVEY COVE 663 Residences
300 Resort Units

3 Businesses

GREENVILLE/EE 656 Residences
76 Resort Units
34 Businesses
COFFMAN BEND 124 Residences
Total Residences 1,942
Total Resort Units 376
Total Businesses 37
Public Buildings 1
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APPENDIX B

PROPOSED FINANCING

Community Development Block Grant' $  944,000.

USDA Rurai Development Revenue Loans® $12,585,000.
General Obligation Loans $ 3,715,000.
USDA Rural Development Grants $ 5,650,000.
MO Department of Natural Resources SRF Loan $ 345,000.
Special Appropriation $ 1,455,000.
Camden County $  80,000.
Total $ 24,774,000.

Two areas with a total of 200 + Residences qualify for CDBG funding.
Rural Development has indicated they are willing to fund this project.
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United States Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, D.C. 20460

Certification Regarding
Debarment, Suspension, and Other Responsibility Matters

The prospective participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief that it and its principles:

(a) Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or
voluntarily excluded from covered transactions by any Federal department or agency;

(b) Have not within a three year period preceding this proposal been convicted of or had a civil
judgement rendered against thexn for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection
with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing a public (Federal, State or local)
transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust
statututes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction
of records, making false statements, or receiving stolen property;

(c) Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a government
entity (Federal, State, or local) with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in para-
graph (1)(b} of this certification; and :

(d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/pro osal had one or more
Y prop 1
public transactions (Federal, State, ot local) terminated for cause or default.

I understand that 2 false statement on this certification may be grounds for rejection of this proposal
or termination of the award. In addition, under 18 USC Sec. 1001, a false statement may resuitin a
fine of up to $10,000 or imprisonment for up to 5 years, or both.

James R. Dickerson:, B : . Director
Typed Name & Title of Authorized Representative

R Q_}\x\w T-30 -0 2

Signature of Authorized Representative Date

I am unable to certify to the above statements. My explanation is attached.

EPA Form 5700-49 (11-38) .



Py UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC 20460
b Progward Comnliance Review Renort For All Appiicants

1*%..@“‘3 Requesting Federal Financial Assistance
Note: Read instructions on reverse side before completing form.
l. A. Apphicant  (Name, City, Stafe} B. Recipieni {reame, City, Stats) C. EPA ProjectNo.

Camden County Camden County
camdenton MO 65020 - Camdenton MO 65020

il. Brief description of proposed projéct, prografn or activity.

Form Approved
QOME Ng. 2090-0014
Expires 4-30-5%

|
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Wastewater collection and treatment facilities.

. Areany civii rights lawsuits or complaints pending against applicant ARGIOT TECABIBITT
It "yes". list those complaints and the disposition of each complaiat.

g

'Y
N
|
<&

V. Have any civil rights compliance reviews of the applicant and/or recipient baen conducted YES ,.NO
by any Federal agency during the two years prior to this Application for activities which
. would receive EPA assistance?
i *yes™, list those compliance reviews and stztus of each review.

V. Is any other Federal financial assistance being applied for or is any other Federal financial _L-YES NO
assistanse being apptied fo any portion of this project, program or activity 7
H “yes", list the other Federal Agencyls), describe the assacialed work and the daliar amouni

istance.
ofassistance.  ops pural Development $18,235,000.

Vi if entire communily uider the applicant’s juriisdictionis not servest under e seisting faclities!
services, or will not beserwedunderlhaproposedplan,givereasonswhy. Areas sesignated for
service are those areas where sewage is negatively impacting the

,,,,, the lake.
Vil " Population Gharacteristics ‘ Hutnber of Paople
4. A Papulation of Entire Service Area 27,495
fl_®©. Minority Population of Entire Service Area i . 379
2, A. Popudation Currently Being Served 5,759
8. Minosity Poputation Currently Being Served 70
3. A, Population o be Served by Project, Program or Activity 4,660
B. Minority Population to be Served by Project, Program or Activity 107
4”& Population to Remain Without Service ) 17,076
~B. Mincnaty Population to Remain Without Sesvice 152
Vi, Wil alt new facilities or alterations to existing facitities financed by these funds be designed
and constructed to he readily accessible to and usahle by handicapped personsT . Jf_ YES __ BO

# "No", explain how a regulatory exception appligs; (40 CFR 7.70). »

e

0L Give the schedule for future projects, programs or activities {or of future plans), by which service will be
providad to all beneficiaries within applicant’s jurisdiction. fthereisno scheduie, expiain why.

Once this 5 year proj. is complete future service will be eval.

. |certify that the statements | have made on this form and all attachments thereto are true, accurate and complete. i
acknowledge that any knowingly false or misleading statement may be punishable by fine or imprisonment or both under
applicable la.

A. Signature of Authorized Official B. Title of Authorized Official C. Date

- Executive lirector
c‘-L_‘ & S - ) . . . )
\\@5 }; . Tefggigmegﬁr%berselﬁ 7-30 .0 28

For the U.S. Environmentai Proiaciion Agency
Authorized EPA Official’ Date

__. Approved Disapproved

EPA Fonn A700-8 {Rev. 1-90) Previous ediions are chsoiete ] Printed on Recydied Paper
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2 M QUALITY ASSURANCE
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Z
% S 40 CFR 30.54 and 31.45
0 .
AL prot® -
If your program/project involves environmentally related measurements or data genera-
tion, you are required to develop and implement quality assurance practices. Please
complete this form in its entirety and return it with the Application for Federal Assis-
tance, SF-424.
YES NO

% The workplan, which is submitted with the Application for

Federal Assistance, includes environmental sampling
or data generation.

| X A Quality Management Plan was previously reviewed and
approved by the U.S. EPA and is stili current and applicable.

Please note that prior to environmental sampling or data generation, a site
specific Quality Assurance Project Plan must be prepared and approved. For

additional information concerning gquality assurance, please contact the R7
Quality Assurance Manager at (913) 551-5000.

7. 2O~ D T == q\\W
Date -Applicant Signature

Executive Director

Applicant Title

Camden County

Applicant Organization

ENSV Revised 03/97
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Applicant Name: Camden County
D ST
Q\Aﬁe A}é“s‘ Project/Program Title: Camden County Wastewater
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g %2 ANTI-LOBBYING ACT OF 1990
2 A\I/4 °  APPLICANT CERTIFICATION
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This Certification is a material representation of fact upon which reliance was placed
when this transaction was made or entered into. Submission of this Certification is a
prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by Section 1352,
Title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the required Certification shall be
subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for
each such failure.

The undersigned certifies to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

(1)  No federal appropriated funds have been or will be paid, by or on behalf of
the undersigned, to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an
officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or
employee of C&ngress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection
with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making of any Federal grant, the
making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement,
and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any
Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement.

(2)  Ifany funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be
paid to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
employee of any agency, a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal
contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete
and submit Standard Fom-LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities," in accord-
ance with its instructions.

3) The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included
in the award documenis jor ail subawards at all tiers (including subcontracts,
subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and
that all subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly.

T TFo o 2 ‘\\,?i\m&r\x&,—uw

Date : Signature of Authorized Representative

(R7PLMG/GRAD:12/94)
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> Non-Profit Organization Certification
Regarding Internal Revenue Code of 1986
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In order to comply with government-wide restrictions on lobbying activities for
non-profit organizations and educational institutions, all non-profit organizations
who apply for financial assistance with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
Region VII, must certify the following (check the apprapriate block):

" It is not a non-profit organization described in Section 501(c)(4)
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; or

It is a non-profit organization described in Section 501(c)(4) of the
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 but does not, and will not, engage in
lobbying activities as defined in Section 3 of the Lobbying Disclosure
Act of 1995.

It is a non-profit organization described in Section 501(c)(4) of the Internal
Revenue Code of 1986 who engages in Iobbying activities as defined in
Section 3 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995,

James R. Dickerson, Executive Director
Typed Name & Title of Authorized Representative

\\XMD‘,——”\’ “1-3o~0

Signature of Authorized Representative Date




& mi’q,.. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

s By WASHINGTON, DG 20460 Farm Approved
s 3 OMB No. 2030-0020
' PROCUREMENT SYSTEM CERTIFICATION
Lol
APPLICANT'S NAME ASSISTANGE APPLIGATION NUMBER
Camden County
APPLICANT'S ADDRESS

Camden County Courthouse
Suite 1, camdenton MO 65020
. SECTION | - INSTRUCTIONS

The applicant must complete and submit a copy of this form with each application for EPA Assistance. If the
applicant has cerlified its procurement system to EPA within the past 2 years and the system has not been
substantially revised, complete Part A in Section i, then sign and date the form. If the system has not been
certified within the past 2 years, complete Part B, then sign and date the form.

1l Court Circle

A. | affirm that the applicant has, within the past 2 years, certified to EPA that its procurement § MONTH/YEAR
system complies with 40 CFR Part 30 and that the system meets the requirements in 40 CFR
Part 35, Subpart O, The date of the applicant's latest cerification is:

B. Based upon my evaluation of the applicant's procurement sYstem, I, és authorized representative of the
applicant: (Check one of the following:)

[:I 1. CERTIFY that the applicant's procurement system will meet all of the requirements of 40 CFR Part 35,
Subpart O before undertaking any procurement action with EPA assistance.

Please fumish citations to applicable procurement ordinances and regutations

2.-DO NOT CERTIFY THE APPLICANT'S PROCUREMENT SYSTEM. The applicant agrees to foliow the

requirements of 40 CFR Part 35, Subpart O and allow EPA preaward review of proposed procurement
actions that will use EPA assistance.

TYPED NAME AND TITLE SIGNATURE DATE
James R. Dickerson

Executive Director m&gw -7 o -0y

EFPA Forrmn 570048 (Rev. 11-90) Previous edition i cheolpte

' Printed on Retyded Paper
T.-1




<€D STay. Applicant Name;_Camden County
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:?- 1‘% Assistance Program/Project Tine:Camden County Wastews
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Mg e METHOD OF PAYMENT

All applicants will receive payments, upon award of federal financial
assistance from the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, via the
Automated Clearing House method of payment. Please check the
applicable box below:

YES, I have a ACH Account with EPA. This

ACH account number is:

ACH Number:

X | NO, I do not have an ACH Account with EPA.

- If you do not have a ACH account with EPA, upon award of financial
assistance, you will receive a TFS Form 3881, Department of Treasury
Payment Information Form, ACH Vendor Payment System. This form will
allow you to enroll in the ACH system and to receive payments from the
EPA via electronic funds transfer.

If you have any guestions concerning this payment method, please contact
the EPA, Region VII, Financial Management Office, at (913) 551-7046.

ter




FIHRS T E DS Ltrtor RHPILVEN UL T L= LMD IOk Fosale vl

4

Camden County Commission Minutes

TUESDAY, MARCH 12, 2002, 25th DAY OF
FEBRUARY TERM

The Camden County Cammission met with Presiding Commissioner Orbie
Wallace and District #1 Commissioner Steve West .

PRIOR MINUTES

Commissioner West made a motion to approve prior Commission minutes dated
March 11, 2002. Cammissioner Wallace seconded the motion. The motion
passed by vote: Commissioner Wallace (Yes), Commissioner West (Yes).

NEW BUSINESS

RURAL DEVELOPMENT BLOCK GRANT
MEETING

The Commission met with Kelly Gregory, Dave Krehbiel, and Jim Dickerson on
the Rural Development Block Grant meeting conducted by Jim Dickerson. Also
present was Joy Reven and Leland Neher from Depariment of Natural
Resoufces.

MOTION - AUTHORIZE JIM DICKERSON TO SIGN
ALL GRANT AND LOAN DOCUMENTS FOR
CAMDEN COUNTY SEWER DISTRICTS.

Commissioner West made a mation to authorize Jim Dickerson to‘sign all grant
and loan documents for Camden County Sewer Districts. Commissioner
Wailace seconded the motion. The metion passed by vote: Commissicner
Wallace (Yes), Commissioner West (Yes)

ADJOURN

Ordered that the Commission adjourn until March 13, 2002.

érbie Wallace, Presiding Commissioner

n, County Clerk

TOTAL P.B1



RESUME

JAMES R. DICKERSON

EDUCATION

B. 5. Political Science-University of Missouri-Columbia
1975 Graduate '

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

Member, Missouri Training & Employment Council 1996 -
Chairman, Central Ozarks Private Industry Council 1991 -
Camden County Presiding Commissioner 1977 - 1986

Chairman, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 1978 - 1985
Chairman, Missouri Ozarks Community Action Agency 1980 - 1986

Member, Missouri Ozarks Community Action Board 1990 -
Of Directors

Chairman, Camden County University Extension Council 1978 - 1986
2000 -
Vice Chairman, Camden County University Extension Council 1989 - 1991
President, Missouri County Commissioners 1985
President, Missouri Association of Counties 1986
Chairman, Missouri Association of Councils of Governments 1984
Newspaper Publisher 1980 - 2000
Director, Lake of the Ozarks Solid Waste District 1992 -

Executive Committee



Director, Central Ozarks Development, Inc. 1991 -
(SBA Development Corporation),

Executive Director, Lake of the Ozarks Council of 1991 -
Local Governments

State Chairman, Missouri Extension County Council 1993 -
Leadership Conference

Member, Camden County Planning & Zoning Commission 1996 -

Chairman, Missouri Organization for Private Industry 1994 - 1999
Council Chairs (MOPICC)

Chairman, U. S. Department of Labor Performance 2000 - 2001
Excellence Committee '

Co-Chair, U. S. Departmnet of Labor Workforce 2001 -
Excellent Network

Member, U, S. Department of Labor Workforce 2000 -
Excellence Board

Chairman, Central Region (Missouri) Workforce 2000 -
Investment Board

AWARDS
U. S. Presidential Award For Meritorious Achievement 1970
County Commissioner of the Year 1985
Missouri Association of Counties Award 1986
University of Missouri Outstanding Achievement Award 1993

Governors Special Award In Workforce Development Award 1994



Don Gibbins To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.drr.state.mo.us>
X cc: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
07/23/2002 02:59 PM Subject: Re: Cape and Camden Co.[)

| have not sent you any information to date on these because | have not yet received applications for
these grantees. | mentioned in my pre-app letters that MDNR may be managing their grant for EPA.

Here are my contacts:
Camden Co.: Barbara Bohley (grants application consultant), 941-346-8531.

Cape Girardeau: Kent Bratton, 573-334-8326.

Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>

Mary Clark To: Don GibhinsMWPD/RT/USEPA/US@EPA
<nrcfarm@mail.dnr.sta cc: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>
te.mo.us> Subject: Cape and Camden Co.

07/23/2002 01:48 PM

Could you send us some info on these two projects so we can set up a meeting. I'm concerned about
Camden Co. because Joy has a 40% grant project with them and know that they screwed up their ballot
issue for bonds. Some of the bonds we believe are for the 45% match to the EPA grant. | would like to

start working with both projects before they get off track. Thanks, Mary



May 13, 2002
Ms. Barbara Bohley
P.O. Box 98
Osage Beach, MO 65065
RE: Guidelines for the EPA Special Grant for Camden County, Missouri
Dear Ms. Bohley:

[ previously mailed to you a pre-application information letter dated January 24, 2002. In
that letter, I provided a copy of the national project guidelines issued for FY01 projects to use as an
example of the kind of information the guidelines for FY02 would include.

Enclosed is a copy of the April 15, 2002, document entitled “Award of Grants and
Cooperative Agreements for the Special Projectsand Programs Authorized by the Agency’s FY2002
Appropriations Act.” This document applies to and establishes requirements for your project, so you
should familiarize yourself with it. Although it is dated April 15, we were only recently given

authority to distribute it.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (913) 551-7417 or gibbins.don@epa.gov if you have
any questions or need additional information

Sincerely,

Donald E. Gibbins
Environmental Engineer

Enclosure

WWPD/SRFB:D.GIBBINS:dg:5/13/02:Bohley 02-05-13 letter-final guidelines.wpd

SRFB SRFB FILE TO:
DALAL GIBBINS Camden County, Missouri
5/13/02 5/13/02 SIG File

¢ s



January 24, 2002

Ms, Barbara Bohley
P.O. Box 98
Osage Beach, MO 65065

RE: EPA Special Infrastructure Grant for Camden County
Dear Ms. Bohley:

This letter is to confirm and follow up on our telephone conversation regarding a grant
authorization for Camden County which was included in the fiscal year 2002 appropriations act for
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The act authorized a $1,500,000 grant for water and
sewer improvements. Please note that the EPA appropriations act for last year included a continuing
provision that established a three percent set-aside from each authorized grant to be used by EPA
to fund the cost of managing the grant. Taking that reduction into account, the grant amount for
which the County should apply is $1,455,000.

One possible use of the three percent management set-aside mentioned in the previous
paragraph is for EPA to provide a grant to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (MDNR)
to manage your grant for us. MDNR has expressed their desire to manage the FY 2002 grants. If
this happens, I will be working with you in consultation with MDNR until the grant is awarded.
After that, MDNR will be performing all of the review and grant management functions for EPA.

Each year, our national headquarters office issues guidance for the special infrastructure
grants. The guidance for this year is not expected to be final until around April 1. T have enclosed
acopy of the guidance issued last year to give you an idea of what is included. Only the attachments
applicable to this grant have been included. One thing that will change in the guidance is that a loan
from the Missouri state revolving loan program can now be used for the local match if the project
qualifies to receive such loans. I have enclosed a copy of an EPA memorandum which discusses this
change. Please note that the grant will be subject to EPA grant regulations found in the Code of
Federal Regulations at Part 31 of Title 40. These regulations include procurement requirements to
which you should pay special attention, and I have enclosed a copy of that regulation for your use.

Grant funding is limited to $1,455,000, with no possibility of a grant increase for cost
overruns. We will expect any contract partially funded by the EPA grant to be completed and to
provide operable works. The grant will require a 45 per cent local match. (See the guidance for
exceptions.) Grants or loans from other Federal agencies may be used for the local match if the
enabling legislation allows such use of those funds. You should check on this matter with the
funding agency. To fully utilize the grant, the total project costs should be at least $2,645,455
($1,455,000 grant + $1,190,455 local match). The EPA funded project can exceed that amount if

WWPD/SRFB:D.GIBBINS:dg:1/24/02:Bohley 02-01-24 letter-guidance and app kit.wpd

SRFB SRFB FILE TO:
DALAL GIBBINS Camden County
1/24/02 1/24/02 SIG File
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the County has additional funds available for 100% of the extra costs. Multiple contracts are
acceptable. Costs incurred prior to the date of the grant award are usually not eligible for grant
funding. (See the guidance for exceptions.)

I have also enclosed an EPA Region 7 grant application kit. The Narrative Description of -
the Project which the County submits with the application should fully describe the project to be
constructed, and the types of costs to be included (i.c., planning, design, construction, land, etc.).
It should also include a project schedule with applicable milestones such as completion of planning,
design, and construction for each contract, and closeout of the grant. Please feel free to submit the
grant application as soon as the County is ready, but please note that EPA will not be able to award
the grant until the final agency guidance is issued. The last page of the application kit includes the
address to use for submitting the grant application,

I will be the Project Officer for the grant and will be responsible for ensuring that the project
is successfully completed in compliance with Federal requirements. I am looking forward to
working with you and the County on this grant. Please do not hesitate to contact me at (913) 551-
7417 or gibbins.don@epa.gov if you have any questions or need additional information. My number
for facsimile transmissions is (913) 551-9417.

Sincerely,

Donald E. Gibbins
Environmental Engineer
Enclosures
cc:  Mary Clark, MDNR

bee: Debbie Titus, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU





