
Don Gibbins/R7/USEPNUS 

0910312008 04:04 PM 

To DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo.org 

cc Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov 

bee 

Subject Camden County EPA Grant Extension 

I got a copy of the e-mail you sent to Joy about whether you would have to provide another .letter like the 
one dated 2/26/07. The answer is yes, if the grant funded construction will not be completed 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 wait 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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



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

09/03/2008 03:39 PM 

To "Traci Newberry" <trad.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>, Don 
Gibbins/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc "David Uhlig" <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov>, "Debbie Deeken" 
<debbie.deeken@dnr.mo.gov> 

bee 

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

Camden County is using the balance of its EPA grant to fund the construction 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 until a few months ago. Camelot's 
share is $598,465.15. Some draws have been made. 

The collection line contractor for Camelot, 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 I know there are no issues 
with Sterling or the_ wwtp for Camelot. 

I 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. 

USDA RD is 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. 

I'll keep you posted. Thanks. 

Joy Reven 
DNR - Financial Assistance Center 
573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396 

-----Forwarded by Joy Reven!WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 09/03/2008 03:18 PM----­

"Chasin, De De" <DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo.org> 

09/03/2008 12:59 PM 

Joy: 

To "Joy Reven" <joy.reVen@dnr.mo.gov> 

cc 
Subject EPA Grant Award XP-98722201 

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



contractor at Camelot (you may already know this), which is delaying the construction. He is defaulting on 
his bonding and we (County and engineer) are in the process of finding a new contractor. These 
problems will be delaying the completion of the sewer system in Camelot and it's closing. 

Normac has asked for a 30 day extension due to the wet weather from this past spring and summer, and 
expects to be completed Nov. 2~". 

Attached is a copy of a letter to Don Gibbins from the commission dated 2-26-07. Do we need to do a 
similar letter again to him 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 5th Street 
Kansas City, Kansas 66101 

Date: ' t \;. "n \ ""\ °U)O% 
-..J \.. '~ ' 

Subject: 

d \l \'> '"C'" A / 'K:.rn G: \\'.be·~ Sen er: 1\U.Cf\.<\. Oo<:, ,.,~f · 
Offke of Regional Counse 
Regional Office 1-800-223-0425 
Facsimile (913) 551-7925 

Number 6f pages (including cover sheet): .?---

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTE 

. . . t .. d in this facsimilernay be confidential or legally privileged, If 
Tue mformat10n con ame . . · f th.. " · ·1 please 

h . d" .d I atned above as the intended rec1p1ent o is iacs1m1 e, you are not t e m 1v1 ua n · . 
notify the sender immediately at 1-800-223-0425. 

Please use this as first page to the memo sent yesterday. I inadvertently switched the 16 
& the 19 on the date stamp. The official date is June I 6, 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 
it. Please use that with the first page with the corrected date I will be sending today. (' 1.-, 

~ )} J(t.-2\ 

~J\p Thank you & I apologize for any inconvenience or confusion. 

Kim Gifford -~ 
Admin. Asst. 
Office of Regional Counsel 
Region 7 

/ )'),__\_ /' 
/~ ~J-x~ 
\6 ~· 



Message Conf irrration Report JUN-17-200812:27 PM TUE 

Name/Number 
Page 
Start Time 
Elapsed Time 
Mode 
Results 

913144213144 
2 

Fax Number 
Name 

JUN-17-2008 12:27PM TUE 
00'20" 
STD ECM 

[O.KJ 

Subject: 

Region 7 
Office of Region.al Counse.1 

901 Norths"' Street 
Kansas City, Kansas 66101 

S•nd<r: \\1).1 :""' lOo«O""-•" / \'._,,..,. G,, ~ Q,oJI 
Office of Regional Counsel 
Regio-Oal Oftice l-B00-~23-0425 
Facsimile (913) 551-7925 

Number of pages (including cover sheet):-~ .. -

CONFIDENTIALffY NOTE 

9135517925 
w 

-------

. . . . fr · ·1 be confidential or ]e'~ally privileged. If 
The informatbio~ c..1~n~dm,ld 1~11'.hedl.S a~:;~set~~ai~tended recipient of this facsimile, please 
you atC-\ not l e mv1VL ua n., 
notify the selider in1rnediately ei!· 1-800-223-0425. 

Pk~cisc use this as first page to the memo sent yeste-rday. 1 inadvertently swiWhe-.d the 16 
& the 19 un the d<1t!! stamp. The official dale is June 1.6, 2008. · 
PJe.asc disregard the "FTRST PA08 ONLY" of the n1emo sent yesterday & !he hard copy 
which ls in the mail to you. The second p·Jge of the hard c.opy hiis original sign~llure. on 
it. Please use that with the first pag~. with thc correcled date I will be sending: lodriy 

Th:ink you & l arnlogize for any inconvenience or cont\1sion. 

Kim ~ifford ~ 
Admm.Ai;st. .· 
Of(ice of Regiona1! Counsel 
Regmn 7 I 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION VII 
901 NORTH 5TH STREET 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

JUN 1 S 2008 

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

Ralph E. Altmann, Esq. 
Rabbit, Pitzer & Snodgrass, P.C. 
l 00 Fourth Street, Suite400 
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 in a 
lawsuit 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 on .EPA employees 
testifying regarding official matters in any proceeding in which the United States Government is 
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. § 
2.40l(c). 

Under 40 C.F.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." I am the General Counsel's 
designee for purposes of determining whether compliance with your request "would clearly be in 
the .interests of EPA." 

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

RECYCLE~ 



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. I 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 ofEP A in private litigation. The lawsuit for which you 
seek 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. § 2.40l(c). EPA has not been allocated 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. 

In 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 C.F.R. § 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 I do not authorize Ms. Sherrill or Mr. Gibbins to testify in accordance with your request. I 
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. Sherrill 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. 

2 



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

cc: Carla Kohler 
Pradip Dalal 
Karen Sherrill 
Donald Gibbins 

David Cozad 
Acting Regional Counsel 

3 



May 29, 2008 

MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: Request for EPA Testimony 

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

TI-IRU: 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. 

cc: Karina Borromeo, CNSL 
Kent Johnson, CNSL 

D.Gibbins:dg:WIMB:7417:5/29/08:Cyd 08-05-29 memo-re giving testimony.doc 
WIMB WIMB WWP FILE TO: 
Gibbins Dalal Sprath Camden Co. SIG 

~ 5;2;8 ~;#/~ EPA Grant No. XP987222 01 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION 7 
901 NORTH 5TH STREET 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

MAY 2 7 2008 

MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: 

Jif FROM: 

TO: 

Request for EPA ~esti:.onyn. 

David Cozad Jt;2 ~ 
Acting Regional Counsel 

Pradip Dalal, Chief 
Wastewater & Infrastructure Management Branch 

I 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 detennination is 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, x7 67 5, or Kent 
Johnson, x7284, if you have any questions. 

Attachment 

cc: Karina Borromeo 
Kent Johnson 

rrai(f·~~RECYCLED 
~~7i.:l!:i!Hifil%FIBER 



Rabbitt, Pitzer & Snodgrass, P.C. 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

Ralph E. Altmann 
Direct: 314.335.1378 
Emal!: altmann@rabbittlaw.com 

David Cozad 
Acting Regional Counsel 

May 13, 2008 

U.s. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
901 N. 5th Street, Kansas City, Kansas 66101 

In re: 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. Louis, Missouri 63102-1821 

Telephone 314.421.5545 

Facsimile 314.421.3144 

www.rabblttlaw.com 

23 South First Street 

Bel!ev!lle, !lllnols 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 Sherrill 
and Donald 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@rabbittlaw.com, to discuss this 
matter. Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter. 

REA 
Enclosure 

00416894.DOC;1 

Very truly yours, 

Ralph E. Altmann 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION VII 
901 NORTH 5TH STREET 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

BYU.S. MAIL AND FACSIMILE (314) 421-3144 

Ms. Sharon Brooner 
Rabbitt, Pitzer & Snodgrass 
100 South 4th 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 is 
not a paiiy. As I stated to you, EPA has regulations at 40 C.F.R. § 2.40 I 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 
concerning 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 ai1d must state the nature of the requested testimoi1y and the reasons why the 
testimony would be in the interests ofEP A Such requests should be sent to David 
Cozad, Acting Regional Counsel, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII, 
901 N. 5th 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 

r=tf·~~ ~,:;.. lo R!'::CYCLED 
""~--- lrnllil'i%FIBER 



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF LACLEDE COUNTY 
STATE OF MISSOURI 

CAMDEN COUNTY, MISSOURI, et al., ) 
) 

Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

v. ) 
) 

JAMES DICKERSON, et al., ) 
) 

Defendants. ) 

Cause No. 07LA-CC00039 

PLAINTIFFS' EXPERT DISCLOSURE 

COME NOW Plaintiffs, by and through counsel, pursuant to Mo. S. Ct. R. 56.0l(b)(4) 

. and (5) and the Amended Scheduling 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. 56.0l(b)(4). Plaintiffs reserve the right to retain and disclose any expert within 

the meaning of Mo .S. Ct .R. 56.0l(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 56.0l(b)(S): 

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 ofNatural 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 

I Mary Clark 
1608 E. Miller St. 
Jefferson City, MO 65101-4157 
Field of Expertise: DNR & EPA grant. management 
and sewer project compliance with applicable regulations 

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

Don Gibbins 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency · 
901 N. 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 
Field of Expertise: EPA grant administration and compliance with 
applicable federal regulations 
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Karen Sherrill 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
901 N. 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 
Field of Expertise: EPA grant administration and compliance with 
applicable federal regulations 

Glen Langlois 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Field of Expertise: EPA grant administration and compliance 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 Plaintiffs claims and/or the defense of any counterclaim 

asserted by. any counterclaimant. 

Respectfully submitted, 

PLEBAN & ASSOCIATES, LLC 

rJ~ /1vr ~ L--
By ~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

C. John Pleban, #24190 
Lynette M. Petruska, #41212 
2010 S. Big Bend Blvd 
St. Louis, MO 63117 
Telephone: 314-645-6666 
Facsimile: 314-645-73 76 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

3 



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 Willi.am S. Thomas, 100 S. 4th 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 
658M. . . 

4 



g>~ & cd~,, 22<(f. 

Ms. Joy Reven 
Department of Natural Resources 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65 l 02 

o91~<M2?aa. 

· December 12, 2007 

Mr. Don Gibbins 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
901 North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 6610 l 

Re: Camden County Sewer Districts 
Can1den County, ct al. v. Ja1lles 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 EPNDNR grant forthe 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 
whereabo11ts 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, 

J_ (J1 ff f /1r(/ l--
Lynette M. Petruska 

LMP/me 

2010 67. PlJ';? PlJend PJJ~ cfl't. ~, of{'@ 6'3117 !?l'k- 314-6'45-6'6'6'6' @°"' 314-6'45-7376' 



NOTE 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

Date: April 25, 2007 

Subject: Camden County, MO, EPA Grant No. XP987222 OJ 

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 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

Enclosure 

FILE COPY 



NOTE 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region Vll 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas'City, KS 66101 

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. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands and Pesticides Division 

901 North Stb Street Kansas City, KS 66i01 

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 eonversation 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: 
Normac = $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 questions. 

Attachment 

FILE COPY 



XP - 98722201 - 3 Page 1 
.ASSISTANCE ID NO. 

~.:.~0 St4"' U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PRG I DOCID I AMEND# DATE OF AWARD 
.s . .. 04/20/2007 i ft"" PROTECTION AGENCY XP - 98722201 - 3 

,.~m TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE 
0 ~ No Cost Amendment 04/20/2007 

\;,.~AAfi>/ Assistance Amendment PAYMENT METHOD: ACH# 
ACH 77676 

RECIPIENT TYPE: Send Payment Request to: 
County U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.- Las Vegas Finance Center 

P. 0. Box 98515, Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515 
Contact# 702-798-2406, Fax# 702-798-2423 

RECIPIENT: PAYEE: 

Camden County Commission Camden County Commission 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Camdenton, MO 65020 
EIN: 44-6000457 . 

PROJECT MANAGER · EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST 

James R. Dickerson Don Gibbins Connie Allen 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 901 North Fifth Street, WWPD/WIMB Grants Management Office, PLMG/RFMB 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Kansas City, KS 66101 E-Mail: 
E-Mail: E-Mail: Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov Phone: 
Phone: 573-346-5616 Phone: 913-551-7417 

PROJECT TITLE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGES 

Camden County Infrastructure Improvement Project 

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

This amendment updates EPA contact information, extends the budget and project period to allow all eligible construction to be completed, revises 
Administrative Condition 10 to remove interim financial reporting, revises Programmatic Condition 1 and adds Programmatic Condition 17. The scope and 
budget are a!so being revised to reflect funding to be provided for only three areas of Camden County inste.ad of seven. 

BUDGET PERIOD I PROJECT PERIOD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST I 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 States acting by and through the US Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA), hereby awards $0. EPA agrees to cost-share 55.00o/o of alt approved budget period costs incurred, up to and not exceeding total 
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 time, 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 I ADDRESS ORGANIZATION I ADDRESS 

Grants Man~gement Office U.S. EPA, Region 7 
901 North Fifth Street Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 
Kansas City, KS 66101 901 North Fifth Street 

Kansas City, KS 66101 

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

SIGNATURE OF AWARD OFFICIAL I TYPED NAME AND TITLE I DATE 
Digital signature applied by EPA Award Official Connie Allen,· Grants Management Specialist 04/20/2007 

AFFIRMATION OF AWARD I 
BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION 

SIGNATURE I TYPED NAME AND TITLE I 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 $0 $ 1,455,000 

EPA In-Kind Amount $0 $ $ 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 $ $ 3,715,000 

Other Contribution $ 3,292,700 $ $ 3,292,700 

Allowable Project Cost $ 9,831,700 $0 $ 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 ReqNo FY Approp. Budget PRC Object Site/Project Cost Obligation I 

Code Organization Class Organization Deobligation 
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d Bu iaet Summarv Paae 

Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Allowable 
(Non~construction) Budget Period Cost 

1. Personnel $0 
2. Fringe Benefits 

. 

$0 
3. Travel $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 Costs: 0/o Base $0 
11. Total (Share: Recipient 45.00 % Federal 55.00 %.) $9,831,700 
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount $1,455,000 
13. Program Income $0 
14. Total EPA Amount Awarded This Action $0 
15. Total EPA Amount Awarded To Date $1,455,000 
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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 Programmatic 
as follows: 

10. Recipient agrees to provide a final Financial 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 (90) 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 follows: 

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 plan, including those performed by the Recipient through lnteragency 
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/outcomes established in the 
work plan for the performance period; 

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

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

These reports 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. 



•' 

573 346 5181 P.01 
APR-19-2007 15:10 CAMDEN COUNTY 

; 

.·· 

·, 

... 

, .. 

. .. 

FAx COVER LETTER 

~ · 6.mdeu County Courthouse 
. · #1 Court Circle N.W. · 

-. · Camd~nton, M:o .. 6507.0 . 
· · . . PHONE: 573:345444.0 ·Ext. /J'IV FAX: 573-346-5181 

. SEifJ;>ER: ,lli__A_ · ~ 
. · FRQM:'.fHm OFFICE OF: C:~'---~ 

. l'HEFOLLOWINGPAGESARF;FOR: · 
. . COMPANY: . cfA-
. · '':·· ''.ATJ.1i:~;N: · . £)~ 4~ : :: 

: CITY/STATE: . 
. . . "FAX~: S'.L'.3 - ::'.iT I- 9:V(7 .. 

.. ·-· 

Total Number·of Pages (Including-Cover Le~te_r):, ·R 
Date: .:./-/7-o? · . . · 
IFXOUDO NOTRECEIVE-.ALLTBEPAGES,ELEASE'CALL US_ 
BACK.SO WE CAN RETRANSMIT. . 

MEMO: .. . . 
... 

· . 
.· 

.. 

\ 

'. . 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
04/19/2007 02:14 PM 

To "Chasin, De De" <DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo.org> 

cc 

bee 

Subject Re: MBE/WBE Utilization ReportG'l 

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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

"Chasin, De De" <DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo.org> 

. Don: 

"Chasin 1 De De11 

<DeDe_Chasin@camdenmo. 
org> 

04/19/2007 02:04 PM 

To Do.n Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc 

Subject MBE/WBE Utilization Report 

Received your e-mail on the above report. Thank you very much. I 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 I am so sorry about this delay. 
DeDe Chasin 



Don 
Gibbins!WWPD/R7/USEPAIU 
s 
04/19/2007 01 :19 PM 

To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org 

cc dede_chasin@camdenmo.org, Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov 

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.) I do not believe you awarded any 
contracts during that period, and if true, the report we need would report zero utilization. 

Last MBE·WBE report.pdf 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



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

04/18/2007 08:58 AM 

To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org, 
dede_chasin@camdenmo.org 

cc "Traci Newberry" <traci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov>, Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7 /USEPNUS@EPA 

bee 

Subject Camden County STAG reporting requirements 

Carolyn and DeDe, I 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. I am copying my notes from the meeting last October. Specifically, EPA 
has said it doesn't have the MBE/WBE quarterly reports. I highlighted the part about the MBE/WBE 
reports. If you have not sent the required reports, will you please do them as soon as possible? Thanks. 

Attendees: 

Camden County -- ST AG Grant 10-20-06 
EPA Grant Reporting Requirements Meeting 

Carolyn Lorraine, Thom Gumm, Jennifer? (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 pennit 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. audited Camden County's management of their STAG funds A portion of the audit 
findings was that the county should get cmTent with the reporting requirements of the grant and inform EPA how 

they will handle the reporting requirements in the future 

I. EPA form 5700-52A "MBE/WBE Utilization Under Federal Grants, Cooperative Agreements and 
Interagency Agreements and Interagency Agreement§" 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 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
04/17/2007 01:38 PM 

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

cc Connie Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

bee 

Subject Re: STAG Grant Payment Update~ 

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. I contacted Carolyn Loraine several weeks ago and advised 
her, and we are still waiting for a report to bring them up to date. Please feel free to remind Carolyn about 
submitting this report. Thanks. 

***************************************************************** 

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

***************************************************************** 

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

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

04/17/2007 01 :30 PM 
To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

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 

0411712007 11 :23 AM 
To Trad.Newberry@dnr.mo.gov, Debbie.Deeken@dnr.mo.gov 

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

cc Jerry.Smith@dnr.mo.gov, Jeff.Pinson@dnr.mo.gov, Darrell.Barber@dnr.mo.gov 

Subject STAG Grant Payment Update 

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



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
04/04/2007 02:07 PM 

The attached is for your file. 

~ 
~ 

Camden Co enviro review.pdf 

To Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov 

cc David.Uhlig@dnr.mo.gov 

bee 

Subject Camden Co Normac Enviro Review 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street. Kansas City, KS 66101 

FILE NOTE 

Date: 

Subject: 

From: 

April 4, 2007 

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

Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/WIM~ Y. . / 

. Environmental Engineer {._r~ 

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. I 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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WIMB Rec'd APR o 2 2001 

OCT 2 7 20G5 
9 ! Rural~ 

Development 

Committed ta the future of wral communities. 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Missouri 
www.rurdev.usda.gov/mo 

October 25, 2006 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

Rural Development Processing Office 
Clinton Area Office 

Norrnac Sewer District Wastewater System Project 
Environmental Report/Environmental Documentation from Other Sources 
Review 

1~c,~!J-' 
Ra/!nond C. Homer, Jr. 
State Environmental Coordinator 

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 

____A_ 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 

____A_ Acceptable 

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

601 Business Loop 70 West • Suite 235, Parkade Center• Columbia, MO 65203 
Phone: (573) 876-0976 • Fax: (573) 876-0977 • TDD: (573) 876-9460 

"USDA is an equal Opportunity provider, employer and lender .. " 
To file a complaint of dfscrimiriatlon write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Ave., S.W., 

Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (BOO) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6362 (TDD). 
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PUBLIC NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS 

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

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION 

X NO PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIRED 

PRELIMINARY NOTICE 

The items checked should be included in this public notice: 

Important Farmland (conversion of) 

Floodplains (construction in) 

YVetlands(constructionin) 

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 Fannland (conversion of) 

Floodplains (construction in) 

YV etlands (construction in) 

Cultural Resources (adverse effect on) 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

SEE EXHIBIT C FOR SPECIFIC PUBLIC NOTICE REQIDREMENTS 

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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Finding: 

'.,•" 

Staff Instruction 1794-1 
Page 18 

I find that the proposed project meets 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 Environmental Report. Upon review of the project 
information or the environmental report I find that the proposed project is consistent with 40 
CFR §1508.4, Categorical Exclusion, and does not individually or cumulatively have a 
significant effect on the human environment and for which, therefore, neither an 
Environmental Assessment nor an Environmental Impact Statement is required. 

Date / : 

dceti 
· Title 

· Spec1'a l~ I 
Corict.ir: 

c,~- .. 

Date 

Titre 

Where a Preliminary Notice is required and upon conlpletion of a.nY publiC.comment periods, the SEC or Processing Office shall 
document any public concerns and note any resolution to any issue raised during the comment period. (If.necessary, attach additional 
sheets of paper.) · 

SEC or Preoarer's Initials Date 

9 Wher~ an EnVironmeritai"Report has not been prepared, the Processing Office staff should co~plete this Exhibit and ~lgn as tlie · 
prep·arer. In thiS ca.Se, the. State Envir.orimenta! Coordinator does not need tb review Or concur with this Exhibit. For proposed projects 
where an Envir.onmenta! Report is prepared, the Processilig. Office shaJI complete this Exhibit .9.s the preparer arrd submit it and the 
EnVkonmental Report to the State Environmental CoordihatOr for review ancl coocurrence. 
1 
O For proposed projecls where EriVironriientaJ Reports have been pr~pared and aCcepted, the. State Environmental Coordinator 

(SEC) shall c6mp!ete Staff Instruction 1794-1 1 Exhibit A Sfld if the Environi:nenta! Report is acceptable sign this Exhibit as a· concurring . 
·official. · 



( ( 

EXHIBIT H - Environmental Checklist for Categorical 
Exclusions Form 

Staff Instruction 1794-1 
Page 17 

Environmental Report/Environmental Documentatiori4 Prepar Yes
5 ~ No O 

Forhlal!Y Classified Lands8 (Parks, Monuments, Wild and Scenic D !:]/ u;y 0 0 Rivers, National Forest Lands, etc.) 

Important Farmland, Range or Forest land D M"' [g/ 0 0 0 

Floodplains (100 or 500 year floodplains) D [ff" .C9"" 0 0 0 

Wetlands D liY'" [Q".'."' 0 0 0 

CU!tura! Resources (Historic Properties, Archeologica! Sites, listed on D [!?" 
or potential to be fisted on the National Register of Historic Places) 

~ 0 0 0 

SiofogicaJ Resources (Th"reatened or Endangered Species, Critical D B" G"" 0 0 
Habitat, State Lists) 

I 
Water Quality (National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System or G"' 

\ 

Water Appropriation Permits, Sole SourCe Aquifers) 
D liY 0 0 

Coastal Resources (Coastal Zone Management Areas or Coastal 0 ~ .B"' 0 0 Barrier Resources System) 

So'cio-Econqmic!Environmental Justice Concerns D ~ 0 
0 

Miscellaneous Issues (Air Quality, Transportation, Noise, Odors, etc.) D 0 0 

Is the projeict propo.sal controversial for environmental reasons. If so, 
attach .a summary of the controversy(s) and any actions taken and D 
resolutions riecessary to respond to the concerns. 

!s the project proposal controversial _for other than environmental 
D reasons. If so, attach a summary_ of the contr.oversy(s} and any 

8.ctions ta~en aiid resolutions necessary tofespond to 'the concerns. 

Does. the pi'oject propnsa! have any extraordinary circumstances in 
which a normally excluded action may have a Significant 0 
einvironmental effect requiring an Environmental Assessment or 
Environmental Jmpact Statement be prepared. · 

4 
This form can be used to document the conslder~tion and adoption of environmental docuinentation prepared for or by other Fede~a! ag·e~cie's 

8nd for the incorporation of environmental information frorii any source. · . 
5 If an Environmental Report has been prepafed, the State Environmental Coordinator shali attach a copy of.Staff Jnstructioil 1794-1, Exhibit A. 
6 Check where mitigation n:ieasure.S a·re required. Summarize and attach a ILst of al! mitigation measures required for project proposals (this list 
should be included in Letter of Conditions) · · 
7 Refers to coriversion of !mpor:tant Farmland, construction or location of a facility (not utility !ines) In a floodplain or wetland, or an adverse efJ:t~r 
to a cultural resourCe pursuant to Section 106, National Historic Preservation Act {3q CFR 800). !f any of these boxes are checked, prefiminar\, 
and firlal public notices are required, see Section 5.0 in Bulletin 1794A-602. '" 
8 For a list of Formally Clessified Lands considered under 7 CFR 179'4, see Section 3.1.3 in Bulletin 1794A-602. 
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ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 

CAMDEN COUNTYSEWER D~STR~CT~ · 
NORMAC ESTATES SUBDiVISION 

SEWER COLLECTION AND 
TREATMENT SYSTEM 

SUBMITTED BY: 
Can1den County Sev11er District (Non11ac Estates) 

Camden County Courthouse 

One Court Circ!e, Suite 1, Can1denton, 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. 
Can1den County, with an estimated 1999 population of34,594, 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 permanent 
population in unincorporated areas and even higher growth in the number of housing units in those same 
areas, 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 treatment 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 of2004. USDA 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 remaining funds 
will be provided by a USDA Rural Development grant, an EPA special appropriations 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 concerning the details of the 
Engineer's Report may be directed to Darren David 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 will 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 l" 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, 1,500 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 fmiher 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 M0-0103306 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. 

It is unknown at this time what the size or condition of the privately owned septic tanks is. 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 
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inspection. 

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

Based on the amonnt of land available, it is projected that there could be a growth of 
approximately 60 residential units over the next 20 years. Camden Connty 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 rnnoff ends up in the Lake of the Ozarks due to the terrain. The 
possibility of flooding is unlikely, other than occasional intense stonns 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 personnel already in place and will take over the 
operation of the Nonnac 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 
system. 

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 maintenance 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 Pnmp Collection System with Extended Aeration Treatment 

With a grinder pump collection system, wastewater is typically transferred from the home a 
sho1i distance by gravity flow to a grinder pump unit. This grinder pump is placed in a low 
point and will serve one or several residences. A number of grinder pnmps located throughout 
the system will be required. Wastewater collected in the grinder pump basin is then pun1ped 
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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 Effluent Pumping Collection System 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 septic 
tanks if they are not acceptable. 

Alternate No. 5 - To Do Nothing 

To do nothing is just as the name implies. One alternative is to let the existing conditions remain 
"as is". 

Recommended Alternative 

Gravity, on grade, or collection line excavation would be so difficult in the area of this sub­
district. It would be virtually impossible to even attempt a cost estimate. 
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Therefore, the construction of a Septic Tank Effluent Pumping Collection System with 
Recirculating Coarse Media Filter is the recommended alternative. The improvements would be 
located on the site presently occupied by the Niangua Highlands treatnient facility. The receiving 
waters for this project will be Lal(e of the Ozarks after the proposed treatment process. Effluent 
requirements are anticipated to be 20 ppm BOD and 20 ppm TSS (rnontl1ly average) as established 
for discharge into the La)(e of the Ozarks. 

3.0 AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES 

3.1 Land use/Important Farmland/Formally Classified Land 

The Fannland Protection Policy Act (FPPA), the USDA regulation implementing the FPPA 
(7 CFR Part 658) and USDA Departmental Regulation No. 9500-3, "Land Use Policy" provide 
protection for important fannland and prime rangeland and forestland. 

3.1.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of the 
Norn1ac 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 

( 

Bureau 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-construction appearance. 

Land 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 
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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 floodplain development wherever there is a practicable alternative. 

3.2.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be contained to the area of 
the Nmmac Sewer Distiict. 
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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 l, 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 Cmmty, 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 hann 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.l Affected Environment: The affected 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, Trun1an Satellite 
Office was contacted on March 24 and June 1, 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 
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authorization from the Corps under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The Corp letter 
states that, after reviewing the infom1ation 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 in the 
proposed project area. 

The following exhibits are .included in Section 6.0 "Exhibits": 

6.6 Corps of Engineers' Letter 

3.4 Cultural Resources 
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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 
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 
"eligible 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 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) 

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. 
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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 (BSA) 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 BSA, 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 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 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 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 ofNatural Resources' pennit 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 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 socio­
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. 

Executive order 12989 "Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice 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 district. 

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 min01ity groups. 

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

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

The 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 enviromnent 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 
June 21, 2005, that it was not necessary to obtain clearance for sewer system projects, as 
they are generally not in non-attaimnent 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 
transpo1iation 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 nonnal construction debris, and will be disposed of in a DNR approved 
permitted landfill. Existing solid waste disposal consists of pick-up by p1ivate 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 YVaste: CERCLIS Hazardous Waste Sites in the EPA website has 
been reviewed. There are five listings for Camden County. There will be no impact to 
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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 Summ'ary 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 constmction 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 constmction pennit must be obtained from Department of Natural 
Resources before constmction commences. State and local agencies may require other 
permits for constmction and usage. During project design, the engineer must identify to 
the sewer district what specific pennits will be required. 

Missouri Clearing House Comments: The state clearinghouse was contacted in Febmary 
of 2006. A clearance letter dated Febmary 24, 2006, has been obtained from the Office of 
Administration, Missomi 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 
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4.0 SUMMARY OF MITIGATION 

o Land Use/Important FarmLand/Formally Classified Land- No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Floodplains - No mitigation measures required. 

o Wetlands -No mitigation measures required. 

o Cultural Resources - No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Biological Resources - No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Water Quality Issues - No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Coastal Resources - Not applicable to this project. 

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

o Miscellaneous Issues - No mitigation recommended or required. 

5.0 CORRESPONDENCE AND COORDINATION 

Scoping letters requesting comments relating to environmental and archaeological concerns which may be 
affected by the proposed action were sent to a variety oflocal, 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 
WETLANDS 
Department of the Army 
Kansas City District 
Army Corps of Engineers 
Truman Satellite Office 
Route 2, Box 29-C 
Warsaw, MO 65355 

Phone 

660-438-6758 

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 
101 Park DeVille Drive, Suite A 
Columbia, MO 65203-0007 

Department of Conservation 
Policy Coordination Unit 
P.O. Box 180 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

573-876-1911 

573-522-4115 
Ext. 3250 

Date Sent Date Received 

03-24-06 07-20-06 

03-06 03-22-06 

03-24-06 04-06-06 

03-24-06 03-27-06 
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LAND USE/IMPORTANT FARMLANDS 

Natural Resources Conservation Services 573-761-3105 
Area Office 
1911 Boggs Creek Ro.ad 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 

OTHER 
Office of Administration 
Missouri Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 809 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

573-751-4834 

( 13 

03-24-06 04-10-06 

02/21106 02/24/06 
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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 

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

/ o --"c fa --o ~ 
(Date) 
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Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAIU 
s 
03/23/2007 07:50 AM 

To Connie Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPAIUS 

cc 

bee 

Subject Re: Correction -L!il 

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

***************************************************************** 

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

***************************************************************** 

Connie Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 

,-·--· c . .t /'"""'--., onn1e 
~ ,,;;,;;:::::::: Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPAIUS 

\ • ./~" 03/22/2007 03:48 PM 

)'/ 
~ 

Your CR has 10/31/2008. 

Connie Allen 
Grants Management Specialist 
EPA Region 7 PLMG/RFMB/GRMS 
901 N. 5th St 
Kansas City, KS 66101 
allen.connie@epa.gov 
913-551-7363 
913-551-9363 (FAX) 

r;::.·,_._,, Connie 
/ 1:-:::::::, Allen/PLMG/R7/USEPAIUS _,///'''':7 , &''" . ) '.1;-;;=-. 03/22/2007 03:4 7 PM "*""' j 1' j' 

~I 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

Subject Correction -

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAIUS@EPA 

cc 

bee 

Subject Question 

Their request just asks for one year which I 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 
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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: 

Subject: 

From: 

File To: 

March 22, 2007 

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

Don.aid E. Gibbins, .WWPD/WIM~~/' 
EnvHonmental Engmeer ~ 

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 (FON SI) 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 accept the attached 
RD FONSI, and will not issue a separate EPA environmental review document. 

Attachment 

cc: Joy Reven, MDNR/WPP 



SUBJECT: 

TO: 

USDA mtfl&t 
zeqjj~~ 

Development 

United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Clinton, Missouri 
www.rurdev.usda.gov/mo 

Camelot Estates Sewer District 
Finding of No Significant ID1pact 

Project File 

11ie attached Environmental Assessment has been prepared and reviewed in accordance 
with the National Environmental Policy Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6941 et seg.); the 
Council on Environmental Quality Regulations for Implementing the Procedural 
Provisions of the National Environmental Policy Act.( 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508); and 7 
CFR Part 1794, Rural Utilities Service's Env.ironmental Policies and Procedures. Upon 
review of the environmental documentation included and referenced in the 
Environmental Assessment, I find that the proposed project will not have a significant 
impact on the human environment and for which an Environmental Impact Statement 

therefore"'/ n.ot be prepared. 

'1/dt\</ ( . 
K.-;;i!yN.·Gr~CafD~h~:c2',flr=v----····--

--~tJ_Z-_-q_z- tJ 7 ___ , __ _ 
Date 

Rural Development 

1306 North Second Street@ Clinton, MO 64735 
Phone: (660) 885-5567 ext 5 • Fax: .(660) 885-6260 •TDD: (573) 876·9480 

Committed to the future of rural communities 

Ruraf Deve!cprne_nt is ari Equal Opportunity Lender, Provider. and Employer. Complaints of discrimination should be sent. 
to USDA, Director, Office of Ch.ii! Rigrits, Washington, D. C. 20250-941 O 



January31,2007 

!§DA•cll 
~~ e Development 

United States Department of Agriculture 
· R.urat Oevelopment 

Missouri 
www.rurdev.usda.gov/mo 

FEB 0 5 2007 

SUBJECT: Camden County Sewer District- Camelot Esfates Phase - Wastewater System 
Project 

TO: 

Recommendation of a Finding of No Significant Impact 

Area Director 
Clinton Area Office 

I have reviewed the environmental documentation for the Camden County Sewer District-·· 
Camelot Estates Phase - wastewater system project. In accordance with 7 CFR Part 1794, Rural 
Utilities Service's Environtnental Policies and Procedures, the proposed project meets the 
classification criteria for an Environmental Assessment. The public review period is complete 
and all public comments and outstanding issues have been addressed and resolved to the extent 
practicable. Therefore, in accordance with 40 CFR 1508.13, I recommend that the Agency issue 
a determination that the proposed project v;rill not have a significant impact on the human 
environm~nt and that an Environmental Impact Statement iNill not be prepared. 

The approval official should prepare and sign a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI); refer 
to ExhibitE ofRUS Staff Instruction 1794-1 for a san1pleFONSI. The applicant should then be 
requested to publish a public notice (refer to Exhibit B.4 in RUS Bulletin l 794A-602 for an 
example) informing the public of our FONSI (see page 40 Section 5.3 - of RUS Bulletin 
J 794A-602 for the required publication schedule). The public notice should contain a statement 
that the 'Camden Co1mty Sewer District is an equal opportunity employer and provider'; any 
references, in the example public notice, to the 'Rural Utilities Service' should he changed to 
'Rural Development' 

Sincerely, 

1fv~C, ~(}-.· 
Ray\uond C. Homer, Jr. tJ 
State Environmental Coordinator 
Rural Development 

Ce: B&CP Section 

601 Business Loop 70 West o Suite 235, Par'({ade Center"' Co!umbla1 MO 65203 
Phone: (573) 876·0976 • Fax: (573) 876·0977 o TDD: (573) 876·9480 

~usoA is an equal opportUnity provider, employer and lender." 
To ti!e a complaint of dlscrimlnatlon write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Ave., S.W., Washington, ·DC 

20250-9410 or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720·6382 (TDD). 
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United States Department of Agriculture 
Rural Development 

Missouri 
www.rurdev.usda.gov/mo 
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October 26, 2006 

TO: 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

·Rural Development Processing Office 
Clinton Area Office 

Camden County Sewer District- Camelot Estates Phase - Wastewater System 
Project 
Environmental Report1Emironmental Documentation from Other Sources 
Review 

1~~ .. ~<},-
Raymond C Homer, Jr. (/ 
State Environmental Coordinator 

I have reviewed the Bnviromnental Report/Environmental Documentation for the Camden 
County Sewer District- Camelot Estates Phase - wastewater system project and have made the 
following determinations: 

CONCURRENCE WITH CLASSIFICATION OF PROPOSAL 

---· Categorical Exclusion with an Enviromncntal Report (7 CFR 1794.22 (b) and (c)) 

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

ACCEPTANCE OF E:NVIRONMENTAL REPORT/ENVIROJ\i'MENTAL 
DOCUMENTATION 

_x__ Acceptable 

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

601 Business Loop 70 West G Suite 235, Parkade Cerrter & Columbia! MO ss2o3 
Phone: (573) 876-0976 • Fax: (573) 875-0977 • TDD: (573) 876-9480 

"USDA is an eqµa! op_porh.1nlty provider, employer and lender." 
To file a complaint cif discrimi'naticin write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Ave., S.V./., 

Washington, DC 20250.9410 or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (2D2) 720-6382 (TDD), 
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Pl'BLIC NOTfF'ICATION ll.EQUIREMENTS 

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

CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION 

___ NO PUBLIC NOTICE ll.EQUIRED 

PRELLl\ilNARY NOTICE 

The items checked should be included in this public notice: 

Important Farmland (can version of) 

Floodplains ( consm.;:otion in) 

Wetlands (construction in) 

Cultural Resources (adverse effect on) 

ENVffi01'1V1ENTAL ASSESSMENT 

___x .... NOTICE ANNOUNCING THE AV AILABU,ITY OF 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

If any of the following are checked, integrate the infom1ation normally included 
in a Preliminaiy Notice 

Important Farmland (conversion of) 

Floodplains (construction in) 

. Wetlands (construction in) 

Cultural Resources (adverse effect on) 

FINDING OF NO SIGNIFICANT IMPACT 

SEE EXHIBIT C FOR SPECIFIC PUBLIC NOTICE REQUIREl\'1ENTS 

If you have any questions, please call me at 573-876-0976. The Enviromn<'nial Report is 
attached. The applicant will need to publish a public notice similar to Exhibit B.3 of Bulletin 
l 794A-602 - sec Page 40 (Section 5 3) of the Bulletin for the required publication schedule -
change references in the sainple public notice from 'Rural Utilities Service' to 'Rural 
Devclopmeni' - include a statement that the 'Camden County Sewer District is an equal 
opportunity employer mid provider' - follow the flowchart (Exhibit I-3 of Instruction 1794-l) 
for future actions to take in the environmental review process. 
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CAMDEN COUNTY SEWER DISTRICT, CAlVIELOT 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 rnid-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 is about one-half 
mile west ofthe 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 is 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 part-time 
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 wi!I result in a tax for users. Funds have 
also been funiished 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 wi!I 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 plant 
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 



(;;:-:) 
,\~' .. <.':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 Duplex Pump Stations 
2 Small Duplex Pump Stations 
18,000 LF of2' -4' Force Main 
6,000 LF of l" 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 Engineering 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 following 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 function according to their 
design arid threaten the health and safety of the Lake's residents and visitors. 

According to Department of Natural 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 treatment plant. The owners are agreeable to 
becoming part of the Camelot sewer project. 

A central 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 

3 

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. 

3 
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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 on! y allows liquid to travel into the pump chamber portion of 
the tank. Here, a pump lifts the liquid to a presslire 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 

Alternate No. I - Recirculating 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 
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point all the way to the treatment plant on the other side of town. 
this time. 

Alternate No. 4- No Action 

(p) 
•.,,-

This would not be feasible at 

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

Selected Alternatives 
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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 Shore·s 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 (FPP A), the USDA regulation implementing 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 the area of the 
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 
Wilderness 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 lines will be 
along road frontage areas and/or in easements. The effect to the environment would be 
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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-construction 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. It was determined that this the sites are part of an existing development, 
the sites are already converted or dedicated 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 required to minimize impacts to important farmland in 
the proposed project area. 

3.2 Floodplains 
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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 possibl.e: 
1. The long and short-term adverse impacts associated with the occupancy and modification of 
floodplains 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 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 
ofJuly 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 
district must also comply with the Kansas City District Regional NWP Conditions 
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posted at http ://v.'Ww.nwk. usace.arm y .mil/re!!:ulatorv/regul atory. 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 6.4) 

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 values and functions of any 
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 Jong 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 following exhibits are included in Section 6.0 "Exhibits": 

6.6 Corps of Engineers' Letter 

3.4 Cultural Resources 

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of1966, 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 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 
"eligible for inclusion in the National Register" includes both properties formally deterniined 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." 
(Exhibit 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) 

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 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 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 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 impacts 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 contained to the area of 
the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates Phase. 

3.6.2 Environmental Consequences: Since there are many malfunctioning on-site 
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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 ofthis project. There are no sole source aquifers in the State of Missouri. 

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 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/RDS 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. 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. 
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Executive order 12989 "Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice 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 !ow-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 Be_ach. 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. 

11 

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 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. 
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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 significant air 
quality impact. (Exhibit 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. Duririg 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 impact 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 constniction 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 
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Administration, Missouri Clearinghouse, stating that the proj~~t 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 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 

4.0 SUMMARY OF MITIGATION 

o Land Use/hnportant FarmLand/Formally Classified Land - No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Floodplains - No mitigation measures required. 

o Wetlands - No mitigation measures required. 

o Cultural Resources - No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Biological Resources - No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Water Quality Issues - No mitigation recommended or required. 

o Coastal Resources - Not applicable to this project. 

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

o Miscellaneous Issues - No mitigation recommended or required. 
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5.0 CORRESPONDENCE AND COORDINATION 

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 
WETLANDS 
Department of the Army 
Kansas City District 
Army Corps of Engineers 
Truman Satellite Office 
Route 2, Box 29-C 
Warsaw, MO 65355 

Phone 

660-438-6758 

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 De Ville 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/IMPORTAN.T FARMLANDS 

Natural Resources Conservation Services 573-761-3105 
Area Office 
1911 Boggs Creek Road 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 

OTHER 
Office of Administration 
Missouri Clearinghouse 
P.O. Box 809 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

573-751-4834 

Date Sent Date Received 

04-27-06 07-20-06 

04-27-06 05-17-06 

04-27-06 06-09-06 

04-24-06 05-01-06 

04-27-06 05-01-06 

2002 08-09-02 
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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) 
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 

Bacorn Enterprises, LLC prepared this report for the Camden County Sewer District, Camelot Estates 
Phase. 
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

Facsimile Cover Sheet 
March 21, 2007 

SUBJECT: Funds Available in EPA Grant 
/ 
~/J 

Donald Gibbins, Environmental Enginee~~-FROM: 
Telephone #: 913-551-7417 Fax#: 913-551-9417 

TO: 

PAGES: 

Carolyn Loraine, Camden County 
Telephone #: 573-346-4440 

2, including this cover sheet. 

COMMENTS: 

Fax#: 573-346-5181 

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 
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U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 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. I think they are cutting it too close the estimated construction completion 
date. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

Attachment 

FILE COPY 



David Uhlig 
<david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> 

03/19/2007 10:19 AM 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

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

bee 

Subject Re: EPA STAG - XP987222-01 

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 questions or need any other information, please 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 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, I will accept the RD review for the other 
subdivisions. 

(See attached file: File note.pdf) 

***************************************************************** 
Donald E. Gibbins 
EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB 
901 North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 



Joy Reven 

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

0212712007 09:42 AM 

DNR, Water Protection Program 
573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc 

bee 

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

-----Forwarded by Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 02/27/2007 09:40 AM-----

Kathy 
Deters/OD/MODNR 

02/26/2007 07:12 AM Kerry Cordray/ADMJN/FSD/MODNR@MODNR, Stuart 
Westmoreland/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Philip Tremblay/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Kristin 
Zapalac/DSP/MODNR@MODNR, Mark Miles/DSP/MODNR@MODNR, Sue 
HolsVDSP/MODNR@MODNR, Renee BungartlADMIN/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, Jennif~r Alexander/OD/MODNR@MODNR, Hylan 
Beydler/DGLS/MODNR@MODNR, Jessica Bahnsen/SWC/MODNR@MODNR, Victoria 
Lovejoy/SWRO/FSO/MODNR@MODNR, trent.summers@mo.gov, Jackson 

Bostic/OD/MODNR@MODNR 

cc 

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, 200711:34 PM CST 

E-mail this story I Print this page 
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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 LOCO LG, last 
Thursday notified attorney Chet Pleban they intended to file a motion to withdraw as legal 
counsel with the court. 

I: 

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. 

I 

I 
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 I 0 
days and that was unreasonable. 

r·· 
'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 after 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. 

I I 
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. 

I .•...•.•.•..••••. , 
Contact this reporter at joycem@lakesunleader.com 
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County of·CAMDEN St11te ofMiSsoyri· 

·:- ·.. - ·.. ':; .· 

. Presiding ComlTlissioner 
· Carolyn Loraire · 

. . 
Commission Clerk 

Rowland Todd 

f ebmary 26, 2007. 

1 Court Circle, suite 1 •. ·. 
Camdenton;. Missouri 65020 

. . . . Office of the .•. . . ·. · 
·CAMDEN COUNTY COMM.ISSION 

· . MLDon Gibbins . .·· . . .. •· ... . . 
. · · U.S. Environmental Protection Agei1cy 
L\£-~&m~.· .. 

· P'.6. Box371293M ···.•· · .•.• •")· 
· Pittsburgh, PA 1.525! . · .. < •·· · 

· RE: Cam en bunty Commission 
EPAGrantAw<trdNo. XPc98722201 

Mr. Gibbins; 

.·_ '_-. ::_ ' · ...... -· -._.-. -._ ·-_ : .· 

.·. · • •• 1st District ColTlmissicmer . 
·. Beverly Thomas 

.2nd DistrictCpmmissionEir 
·Thom Gumm 

. The purpose of this correspondence is. to request a one year extension for the· abbve 
referenced EPA STAG grant that is.setto expite on June30, 2007. 

Our delays.have been relat~d to thepast problems we experienced with. ouradministratorand ·. 
·· ·.· .. consulting engineer. We changed engineers in early 2006Jor both the Normac and. Camelot 

projects and <ti'e h<tppy to report both projects are nearly ready to advertise for bids .. Updated 
schedules and cost estimates for bot)1 projects are attached to this Jetter. . 

•·Please contact our. office <ttyourearliesi: convenience should you need additional 
ihfom1ation. . · . 

Sincerely, 

L.AV<~~_'>..L_,~~~····~(&/~~~~f?L_·.· .. . ··.•·· .. · ... · . ·~·~~ii2~~~ 
Be\Tetly T .. . s .· . . . Thom Gumm · · ·. . 
I'' District Commissioner 2nct District Comniissiotier . 

3/1~@z 
Dhled. I 

.3-/d-:.,oz 
Dated. · 

··'4/4z 
. Dated ·· · 

de 

enclo. · - . - ' ',· ' - .- : . . 
. cc: Joy Reven ·. ..• . ~w .... · . 

PHONE (573) 346-4440 X~M FAX (573) 346-5181 



PROJECT SCHEDULE 
Camelot Estates Sewer District of Camden County 

January 2007 

Preliminary Engineering Report 
PER Comments from DNR 
First Batch Easements.Sent Out 

Geohydrologic Evaluation 
Water Quality Review 
WWTP Design Complete 

Environmental Report Complete 
Second Batch Easements Sent Out 
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 Construction 
WWTP Complete 
Collection System Complete 

Start-Up 
As-Builts Complete 

Date Completed 
April 2006 
May 2006 
May 2006 

Spring 2006 
Spring 2006 
September 2006 

October 2006 
October 2006 
January 2007 

Date for Completion 

February 2007 
January 31, 2007 
January 31, 20_07* 

March2007 
March/ April 2007 
April 2007 

May2007 
April 2008 
June 2008 

July 2008 
September 2008 

* Missouri enacted a new law effective January 1, 2007 that 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, 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 ea $ 330,000 
300 Service Connections $ 900 ea $ 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 $ 8 ft $ 144,000 
6, 000' - l" Servfoe 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 ls $ 15,000 

Total Construction Cost ,$3,325,000 

Treatment System 
Excavation $ 3 cy $ 10,000 
800 CY Concrete (Aerator, Clarifier, 

and Sludge Holding) $ 450 cy $ 360,000 
Equipment $250,000 ls $ 250,000 

Plant Headworks $ 75,000 ls $ 75,000 
Site Piping $ 25,000 ls $ 25,000 
Sludge Mixing and Decanting $ 25,000 ls $ 25,000 

· . Disinfection $ 75,000 ls $ 75,000 

Road, Misc. Sitework $ 10,000 ls $ 10,000 
Seeding and Mulching $ 5,000 ls $ 5,000 
Woven Wire Perimeter Fence $ 5,000 ls $ 5,000 

· Flow Measuring Equipment $ 35,000 ls $ 35,000 

· Electrical Work $ 30,000 ls $ 30,000 
Laboratory Building $ 75,0')0 ls $ 75,000 
Stand-by Generator $ 35,000 ls $ 35.000 

Total Construction Cost $1,015,000 
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Development Costs 
Contingency (5%) $ 200,000 
Three-Phase Electric Extension $ 25,000 
Preliminary Engineering $ 15,000 
Bond Counsel $ 15,000 

Design Engineering (6.5%) $ 280,000 
Construction Observation 

Engineer X 500 hrs X $90/hr $ 45,000 
Technician X 2,400 hrs. X $55/hr $ 132,000 

Construction Surveying $ 25,000 
Environmental Report $ 5,000 
Cultural Resources Study $ 3,000 

Property Acquisitions/Survey $ 2,000 
Phase I Easement Preparation (350 X $50 ea) $ 17,500 
Phase I Easement Recording (350 X $32 ea) $ 11,200 

Legal Services and Easement Procurement $ 80,000 
Legal Ads in Newspaper $ 2,000 
Interest During Construction $ 200;000 

Initial Operation and Maintenance $ 35,000 
As-Bui!ts and O&M Manual $ 10,000 
DNRPermits '$ 2,000 

Total Development Cost Estimate $1,104,700 

TOTAL PHASE I COSTS $5,444,700 
.. 
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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 
Insurance Costs 
Power Costs 
Replacement Account 

Total O&M 

$ 22,000 
$ 7,000 
$ 42,500 
$ 11.000 
$ 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 

imposed a $300,000 General Obligation Bond on themselves that has yet to be issued. 

So, a total of $3,880,000 in funding was securedthree to four years ago as is indicated by 

the following breakdown: 

District GO Bond 
EPA Special Appropriation 
USDA Grant 
USDA Loan (35 Yrs. @ 4.25%) 
TOT AL FUNDING APPROVED 

$ 300,000 
$ 200,000 
$1,540,000 
$1,840,000 
$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 a 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: 
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I 
I 
I 
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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 
General Obligation Bond Retirement 
Debt Reserve Account 
SystemO &M 

Total Annual Costs 

$162,000 
$ 24,000 
$ 16,000 
$ 82,000 
$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 

MID or 1.6% of their 2000 MRI for sewer service. 
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KREHB!!El ENGINIEERiNG, INC 
63 Blair Ave. 
Camd1:mtcm, Missouri 55020 

Date: Thursday, February 16, 2006 

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

Prepared by: 

Construction Costs 

Engineering Design @ 8. 1415% 

Preliminary Engineering 

Construction Inspection (75% of Design fee) 
Environmental Study 

Property Acquisition 
Legal - Land 

Legal - Bonding 

Legal - Attorney 

Subtotal 
Contingencies @ 5% 

Interest during construction 

1 year at 4.5% on $320,000 

Estimated Total Project Costs 

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

ESTIMATE OF 
. PROJECT COSTS 

$649,256.25 

$52,859.00 

$2,500.00 

$39,644.00 

$5,000.00 

$50,000.00 
$18,000.00 

$10,000.00 

$18,000.00 

$845,259.25 

$42,262.96 ,. 

$14,400.00 

$901,922.21 
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KRIEHBllEL ENGiNEIERiNG, INC 
1:13 Blair Ave. 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

Date: Thursday, February 16, 2006 

RE: Normac Sewer District, 

PROPOSED 
PROJECT FUNDING 

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

PROJECT BUDGET 

AVERAGE 

EPA Funds 

RD Grant 

RD Loan 

Local 

TOTAL 

MONTHLY CHARGE PER CONNECTION 

Debt Service $35.29 . 

O&M $1~IB 

Average Monthly 
User Charge $51.05 

Prepared by: 

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 



Camden County 
Sewer System Improvements 

Activity Anticipated 

Final Plans, Specifications, and Engineering Report completed 

County Receive Transfer of Existing Treatment Plant September 29, 2006 

Environmental Report September 29, 2006 

Submit Existing Plant Name Change to MoDNR October 4, 2006 

Submit PS&ER to MoDNR October 10, 2006 

Submit PS&ER to County October 10, 2006 

Approval from MoDNR December 11, 2006 

Letter of Conditions 

Approval from County 

Notice to Bidders January 5, 2007 

Pre-Bid Meeting January 27, 2007 

Bid Date February 5, 2007 

Award by County February 19, 2007 

Pre-Construction Meeting February 26, 2007 

Construction Begins February 26, 2007 

Construction Ends July 26, 2007 

Krehbiel Engineering, Inc. 

Tuesday, February 20, 2007 

Actual 

10/20/2006 

10/18/2006 

11 /7/2006 

10/25/2006 

10/25/2006 

pending - we have 
received one letter 

pending - anticipated by 
March 1 

pending 

These dates will have to 
be adjusted forward. 

Until such time that the 
letter of conditions and 
the MoDNR review are 
received, no estimate 

as to schedule for these 
items can be made. 



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

0212212007 11 :11 AM 

To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org, 
dede_chasin@camdenmo.org, 
sjschultz@schultzengineering.com, 

cc 

bee 

Subject Camden County STAG grant expiration 

Carolyn, the EPA 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 should 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 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAIU 
s 
0210712007 10:55 AM 

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

cc 

bee 

Subject Re: Fw: Normac, Camelot FNSIJ.] 

Since I will be accepting the USDA NEPA review, I do not need a public meeting to be held. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

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

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

0210712007 10:47 AM 
To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAIUS@EPA 

cc David Uhlig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov>, 
tim.rickabaugh@mo.usda.gov 

Subject Fw: Normac, Camelot FNSI 

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 regulations 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 

05/15/2006 01 :37 PM To David Uhlig/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR 

cc tim.rickabaugh@mo.usda.gov 

Subject Re: Normac, Camelot FNStLink 



County of CAMDEN State of .'Missouri 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn Loraine 

Commission Clerk 
Rowland Todd 

1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

Office of the 
CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION 

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: 

1st District Commissioner 
Beverly Thomas 

2nd District Commissioner 
Thom Gumm 

Pursuantto 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/W~MB 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 of2 

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. 

CFL/lp 

Enclosure 

cc: C. John Pleban (attorney at law) 
~Gibbins (EPA) ·· 

Sincerely, 

. ; .··; v ··~ ! . ' 

{ /l1.,.ff '--' C:if· ~_.,_,__e._, 
Carolyn f Loraine 
Presiding Commissioner 

Stanley J. Schultz (Schultz Engineering) 
Darren Krehbiel (Krehbiel Engineering) 
Jem1ifer Riley (Camden County Wastewater) 
Joy Reven (DNR) 
Ivan Schraeder (attorney at Jaw) 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION VII 

November 3, 2006 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Camden County Commission 
Grant Agreement: XP-98722201 

901 NORTH 5TH STREET 
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County Courthouse 
1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

Dear Ms. Loraine, 

I have reviewed the July 2006 report from Leon Snead & Company, P.C., on the results 
of their limited scope review of the Camden County Cqmmission's financial management system 
for managing Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) grant funds. The review was conducted 
March 21, 2006 to March 23, 2006, in Camdenton, Missouri. The review objectives were to 
assess the effectiveness of the Commission's internal controls, and determine if its financial 
management system met the. requirements outlined in the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 
Office of Management and Budget (OMS) cost principles, and the terms and conditions of EPA 
assistance agreements. The review disclosed three system weaknesses. I 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 Costs 

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 Local 
Governments for preliminary project costs, without sufficient documentation to show the funds 
were disbursed for grant purposes. I 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 offunds 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 October2005, the Camden County Commission reimbursed EPA $63,744 of the total 
$141,893 unsupported costs. The auditors reported the remaining $78, 149 was still not 
adequately supported at the time of their review. On September 19, 2006, EPA formally 
requested that the Camden County Commission provide adequate documentation to support the 
validity, 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. 

RECYCLE~ 
....... -..... .. .,..cwi, .. ,,,.. 



The Camden County Commissi.on responded October 25, 2006, and provided 
information regarding the circumstances surrounding the absence of documentation·to support 
preliminary 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; I concur with the finding and require that you reimburse EPA $78, 149 as 
unsupported federal funds received. 

Inadequate Federal Reporting 

The auditors reported the Camden County Commission did not prepare and submit all 
required federal financial reports or minority/woman business enterprise utilization repo.rts 9n a 
timely basis. I concurwith 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. EPA has since 
received the required.federal reports, and I accept ·your establishment of responsibility to ensure 
that future required federal reports are prepared and submitted to EPA in accordance with 
federal regulations. I 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. I 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. I consider this finding resolved. 

In summary, $78, 149 must be repaid to the U.S. EPA, Las· Vegas- Finance Center, P.O. 
Box 371293M, Pittsburgh, PA 15251. Please indicate the EPA giant award number,. 
XP-98722201, on your remittance. Interest will be charged on money due EPA beginning 30 
days from the date of this decision un.less full payment is made. The interest rate to be charged 
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 involved, and; 
d) A concise statement of your final objections to the final decision. 

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

ecc: Kathy Finazzo/RFMB 
Carla Kohler/RFMB 
Debbie Titus/RFMB 
Robert Bukaty/RFMB 
Donald Gibbins/WWPD 
Pradip Dalal/WWPD 

Sincerely yours, 

'''T:MMJ~~ 
) 

Karen Sherrill 
Grants Management Official 
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County of CAMDEN State of :Missouri 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn Loraine · 

Commission Clerk 
Rowland Todd 

1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

• 
Office of the 

CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION 

October 25, 2006 

SENT VIA OVERNIGHT MAIL 

Ms. Karen Sherrill 
Grants Management Official 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
901North 5°1 Street ·. · · . 
Kansas City, MO 66101 

Re: Camden County Commission 
Grant AgreementXP-98722201 

Dear Ms: Sherrill: 

1st District Commissioner 
Beverly Thomas -

2nd District Commissioner 
Thom Gumm 

. ThisJetter is in response to yout correspondence dated September 19, 2006 
regarding Leon Snead and Company, P.C.'s limited scope review ofthe financial 
management system for managing EPA grant funds (hereinafter "Limited Scope· 
Review") as to the Camden County Commission. Initially, the Commission tlrnnks you 
for extending the. time to respond to your correspondence. I would further like to note 
that Snead and Company conclude!i 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 reviewed." Limited Scope Review, p. 2. 
Nonetheless, the County addresses the three areas of concern identified in the Limited 
Scope Review. 

At the time the Camden County Coinmissicin (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 ofthe Standard Form Agreement between Owner and Consultant for 
Professional Administrative Services entered between the patties 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 (hereinafter "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. 

PHONE (573) 346'4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-5181 
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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 correspondenceirom the Council and Green so that the 
Commission could support the EPA expenditure of78,149.00 ($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 oh another project. While the Commissiqn 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 Com.mission'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 othe.r records from the Council and to talce over the Council 
due to its mismanagementlwrongful 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. I 
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 
thi;: 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 malce 
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 
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agreement 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 Reporting 

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) ori October 20, 2006. 
The annual financial status report (Standard Form.269) was previously submitted,. a copy 
of which is enclosed for your records, At the October 20, 2006 meeting, Ms. Reven 
advised the Commission that it was not required to submit quarterly Reports of Federal 
Ca5h Transactions (Form 272) becaµse 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 Commission is now in the process of compiling ti-tis information and 
will submit Form 272 shortly. · 

With respectto the requirement thatthe Commission submit Form· 5700" 52A, 
MBE/WElE "Utilization Under Federal Grants, Cooperative Agreements and Interagertcy 
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 Commission submitted the · 
required report ori O.ctciber 25, 2006, retroactive to the start of the project. The 
Corrimiss.ion understands that its next report is due on December 31, 2006, which it will 
submit in cooperation with the project engineers. The Commission is now administering 
the grant and will be responsible for all future reports in cooperation with theproject · 
engineers. To ensure that all reporting requirements aremet, the Commission is working 
closely with Ms. Reven, 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 Commission has responded to all of the issues 
raised in your September 19, 2006 correspondence. 

If you should have any questions about this correspondence, do not hesitate to 
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contact nie. 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 P!eban, would be more than 
willing to discuss this matter with you. Thank you for your consideration of this request.. 

CFL/lp 

Enclosures 

cc: without enclosures 
. C. John Pleban (attorney at law) 

Don Gibbins (EPA) 

Sincerely, 

·f1~4~ 
~olyn P. ~oraine 
Presiding Commissioner 

Stanley J. Schultz (Schultz Engineering) 
Darren Krehbiel.(Krehbiel Engineering) 
Jennifer Riley (Cainden County Wastewater) 
Joy Reven (DNR) · 
Ivan Schraeder (attorney at law) 



County of CAMDEN State of:M.issouri 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn Lorain·e 

Commission Clerk 
Rowland Todd 

October 25, 2006 

Ms. Kathy Finazzo 

1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

• 
Office of the 

CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION . 

Grants Administration, PLMG/RFMB 
901 North Fifth Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

RE: Grant XP-98722201-2 

Dear Ms. Finazzo: 

1st District Commissioner 
· Beverly Thomas 

2nd District Commissioner 
Thom Gumm 

This letter is in regard to the EPA grant XP-98722201-2 issued to Camden County. 
While the total dollar amount of the grant ($1,455,000) remains the same, the scope of 
the project, project manager, timeline and cost schedules have changed. 

The scope of the projed will now cover three districts. Sunny Slope, Normac and 
Camelot. · 

Sunny Slope Sewer project was completed using $400,000 of EPA funds; Normac is 
projected to use $410,000 of EPA funds, and Camelot is projected to use $633,194 of 
EPA funds. There was a one time billing from Attorney Wm. McCaffery of $11,806. 
This docurnentation is on file with your office. This t0tals $1,455,000 .. 

Project manager is Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commis.sioner, and can be reached at 573-
346-4440 ext. 1244. · 

Stan Schultz of Schultz Engineering is the engineer for the Camelot proj eet, and Darren 
Krehbiel of Krehbiel Engineering is the engineer for the Normac project. 

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



Ms. Finazzo - Grant XP-98722201-2 
October 25, 2006 
Page 2 

Sunny Slope Sewer project is completed. Normac is projected for completion in 
·September, 2007, and Camelot December 31, 2008. 

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

Thank you for your patience. 

Sincerely, 

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 
Ivan Schraeder, Atty. at Law 

2"d District Commissioner 



PROJECT SCHEDULE 
Camelot Estates Sewer District of Camden County 

October 2006 

Preliminary Engineering Report 
PER Comments from DNR 
First Batch Easements Sent Out 

Geohydrologic Evaluation 
Water Quality Review 
WWTP Design Complete 

Environmental ReportComplete 
Second Batch Easements Sent Out 
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 Construction 
WWTP Complete 
Collection System Complete 

Start-Up 
As-Builts Complete 

Date Completed 
April 2006 
May2006 
May2006 

Spring 2006 
Spring 2006 
September 2006 

October 2006 
October 2006 

Date for Completion 

November 2006 

November 2006 
December 31, 2006 
December 31, 2006 

March2007 
March2007 
April 2007 

May2007 
April 2008 
June 2008 

July 2008 
September 2008 



COST ESTIMATE 

The following estimate of costs has been developed using past bids on area projects, local 

knowledge of the conditions, and recommendation.s 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 
220 Manholes 
300 Service Connections 
50 Grinder Pump Station 

7 Large Duplex Pump Stations 
2 Small Duplex Pump Stations 
18,000' 2" - 4" Force Main 
6,000' - 1" Service Line 

8,000 Tons Gravel 
1,500 SY Asphalt/Concrete Replacement 
Trash Pump 

$ 30 ft 
$ 1,500 ea 
$ 900 ea 
$ 5,000 ea 

$80,000 ea 
$50,000 ea 
$ 8 ft 
$ 6 ft 

$ 15 tn 
$ 40 sy 
$ 15,000 Is 

Total Construction Cost 

Treatment System 
Excavation 
800 CY Concrete (Aerator, Clarifier, 

and Sludge Holding) 
R • t uqu1pmen" 

Plant Headworks 
Site Piping 
Sludge Mixing and Decanting 
Disinfection 

Road, Misc. Sitework 
Seeding and Mulching 
Woven Wire Perimeter Fence 

· Flow Measuring Equipmerit 

Electrical Work 
Laboratory Building 
Stand-by Generator 

Total Construction Cost 

$ 3 cy 

$ 450 cy 
$250,000 ls 

$ 75,000 ls 
$ 25,000 Is 
$ 25,000 Is 
$ 75,000 Is 

$ 10,000 ls 
$ 5,000 ls 
$ 5,000 Is 
$ 35,000 ls 

$ 30,000 ls 
$ 75,000 ls 
$ 35,000 Is° 

$1,440,000 
$ 330,000 
$ 270,000 
$ 250,000 

$ 560,000 
$ 100,000 
$ 144,000 
$ 36,000 

$ 120,000 
$ 60,000 
$ 15,000 
$3,325,000 

$ 10,000 

$ 360,000 
$ 250,000 

$ 75,000 
$ 25,000 
$ 25,000 
$ 75,000 

$ 10,000 
$ 5,000 
$ 5,000 
$ 35,000 

$ 30,000 
$ . 75,000 
$ 35,000 
$1,015,000 



Development Costs 
Conting~ncy (5%) $ 200,000 
Three-Phase Electric Extension $ 25,000 
Preliminary Engineering $ 15,000 
Bond Counsel $ 15,000 

Design Engineering (6.5%) $ 280,000 
Construction Observation 

Engineer X 500 hrs X $90/hr $ 45,000 
Technician X 2,400 hrs. X $55/hr $ 132,000 

Construction Surveying $ 25,000 
Environmental Report $ 5,000 
Cultural Resources Study $ 3,000 

Property Acquisitions/Survey $ 2,000 
Phase I Easement Preparation (350 X $50 ea) $ 17,500 
Phase I Easement Recording (350 X $32 ea) $ 11,200 

Legal Services and Easement Procurement $ 80,000 
Legal Ads in Newspaper $ 2,000 
Interest During Construction $ 200,000 

Initial Operation and Maintenance $ 35,000 
As-Builts and O&M Manual $ 10,000 
DNRPermits $ 2,000 

Total Development Cost Estimate $1,104,700 

TOTAL PHASE I COSTS $5,444,700 



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

ESTIMATE OF 
CONSTRUCTION COSTS 

Date: Wednesday, August 16, 2006 

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

Item Description Quantity: Units 

WastewaterCollection.Line ... 

1" PVC Pressure Line 3,780 L.F. 

2" PVC Pressure Line 3,440 L.F. 

3." PVC Pressure Line 2,740 L.F. 

Service Connection Pit 44 Ea. 

· Grading, Seeding and Mulching 1 L.S. 

Septic Tank Effluent Pump Stations 

Septic Tanks - 1,500 gal. 44 Ea. 

Pumping Units 44 Ea. 

Sand Filter Treatment Facility 

Site Preparation 

Sand Filter 

Media 

Recirculation Tank 

Fencing 

Chlorinator and Dechlorinator 

Discharge Piping 

Grading, Seeding and Mulching L.S. 

Unit Price 

$12.75 

$17.00 

$18.00 

$225.00 

$7,500.00 

$2,500.00 

$3,ooo~oo 

$35,000.00 

$128,000.00 

$22,500.00 

$40,000.00 

$10,000.00 

$8,000.00 

$12,275.00 

$5,000.00 

TOTAL ESTIMATED CONSTRUCTION COSTS 

Prepared by: 

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

Cost 

$48,195.00 

$58,480.00 

$49,320.00 

$9,900.00 

$7,500.00 

$110,000.00 

$132,000.00 

m260,115.oo 

$676, 170.00 



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

Date: Thursday, February 16, 2006 

RE: Normac Sewer District, 

PROPOSED 
PROJECT FUNDING 

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

PROJECT BUDGET 

AVERAGE 

EPA Funds 

RD Grant 

RD loan 

Local 

TOTAL 

MONTHLY CHARGE PER CONNECTION 

Debt Service 

O&M 

Average Monthly 
User Charge 

Prepared by: 

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

$35.29 

$15.76 

$51.05 

$410,000.00 

$105,922.21 

$320,000.00 

$66,000.00 

$901,922.21 

; ' ' 



Schedule 

Final Plans, Specifications, and Engineering Report completed 

County Receive Transfer of Existing Treatment Plant September 29, 2006 Friday 
1 0/20/2006. 

Environmental Report September 29, 2006 Friday 
10/18/2006 

Submit Existing Plant Name Change to MoDNR 
e 

October 4, 2006 Wednesday 
pending 

Submit PS&ER to MoDNR October 1 0, 2006 Tuesday 
pending 

Submit PS&ER to County October 1 O. 2006 Tuesday 
pending 

Approval from MoDNR . oe·cember 11, 2006 Monday 

Approval from County November 9, 2006 Wednesday 

Notice to Bidders January 5, 2007 Friday 

Pre-Bid Meeting January 27, 2007 Friday 

Bid Date February 5, 2007 Monday 

Award by County February 19, 2007 Monday 

Pre-Construction Meeting February 26, 2007 Monday 

Construction Begins February 26, 2007 Monday 

Construction Ends July 26, 2007 Monday 

Items To Be Completed By The County 

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. 
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1A. 

1C. 

2A. 

2B. 

4A. 

SA. 

SD. 

OMB CONTROL N0.2030.0020 
APPROVED: 12130102 
APPROVAL EXP!RES: 12131/05 

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.) 

FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 18. REPORTING QUARTER (Check appropriate box} 

200_6 __ D 1" (Oct-Dec) D 2~ (Jan-Mar) D 3" (Apr-Jun) IZl 4'" (Jul-Sep) 

REVISION HIGHLIGHT ITEMS TO BE REVISED AND PROVIDE EXPLANATION IN BLOCK No. 6 
Year: 
Quarter: 

FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSIST ANGE AGENCY 3A. REPORTING RECIPIENT {Name and Address) 
(EPA Office Address - ATTN; DBE Coordinator) 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency-DBE Corrdinator Camden County 
P.O. Box 98515 1 Court Circle N.W. 
Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515 Camdenton, MO 65020 

REPORTING CONTACT 2C. PHONE: 38. REPORTING CONTACT (Recipient) 3C. PHONE: 
(EPA DBE Coordinator) 

Ill Annual 

Carolyn F. Loraine 57 3-346-4440 

FINANCIAL ASSIST ANG~ AGREEMENT ID NUMBER 4B. FEDERAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
(SRF State Recipients. Refer to Instructions for Completion of 4A, SA, and SC) 

XP 98722201 Special. Infrastructure Grant 

TOTAL ASSISTANCE AGREEMENT SB. Check and skip to Block SC. TOTAL PROCUREMENT AMOUNT THIS REPORTING 
AMOUNT No. 7 ff no procurements PERIOD (ONLY include the amount not in any prior reporting 

$ 727,273.00 
and accomplishments period and procurements made by SRF Loan Recipients and Sub-

EPA Share: were made this reporting Recipients) 

period. $_2 835,631.18 

. . 327 273.00 D (Exdude procurement amounts reported by Prime Contractors) 

Rec1p1ent Share: $ . ' 

ACTUAL MBE/WBE PROCUREMENT ACCOMPLISHED THIS SE. ACTUAL MBEIWBE PROCUREMENT ACCOMPLISHED THIS 
REPORTING PERIOD BY RECIPIENT (SRF State Recipients, Report REPORTING PERIOD BY LOAN RECIPIENTS, SUB-RECIPIENTS, 
State Procurement Activities Here) AND PRIME CONTRACTORS 

$MBE $WBE $MBE $WBE 
Construction 2,814,364.73 Construction 2 814 364 Z3 
Equipment Equipment 
Services Services 
Supplies supplies 
TOTAL 0.00 2.814 3fH 73 TOTAL 0.QQ 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 

AA 0) ='--d~ 10/2412006 
fl ' 

v / 
EPA FORM 57DO-S2A- (5196) available electronically at http:/lwww.epa,gov/osdbu/5700 52a.pdf 

NOTE: THIS REPORT IS DUE 30 DAYS AFTER THE END OF EACH FEDERAL FISCAL QUARTER OR ANNUAL: 
SUBMISSION DATES ARE: January 30, Aptil 30, July 30, and October 30* 

*ANNUAL REPORT 



(i. :i. J ",'. 

OMB APPROVAL NO. 0348-0003 

FEDERAL CASH TRANSA -- 1 • .- .. o~ra1 sponsoring agency an 1 I 'cit organlvitiona e emenl lo wh1 \his report 

is submitted 

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

2. RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION 4. Federa! grant' or other identification 5. Recipient's account number or 

number identifying number 

Name: Camden County XP98722201 
6. Letter of credit number 7. Last payment voucher number 

Number #1 Court Circle N.W., Suite #1 
and Street: 77676 

Give total number for this period 
City, State Camdenton, Missouri 65020 8. Payment Vouchers credited to 9. Treasury checks received (whether 

and ZIP Code: your account or not deposited} 

10. PERIOD COVERED BY THIS REPORT 

3. FEDERAL EMPLOYER FROM (month, day, year} 

IDENTIFICATION NO. 
.... 32-0131517 7-01-2005 

a. Cash on hand beginning of reporting period 

b. Letter of credit withdrawls 

11. STATUS OF 
c, Treasury check payments 

FEDERAL 
d. Total receipts (Sum of lines band c) 

CASH 
e, Total cash available (Sum of lines a and d) 

f. Gross disbursements 

(See specific 
instructions g. Federal share of program income 

on the back) 
h. Net disbursements (Line f minus line g) 

i. Adjustments of prior periods 

j. Cash on ~and end of period 

12. THE AMOUNT SHOWN 13. OTHER INFORMATION 
ON LINE 11j, 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. 

I certify to the best of my 
knowledge and belief that this 
report ls true In all respects and 
that all disbursements have 
been made for the purpose and 
conditions of the grant or 
agreement. 

THIS SPACE FOR AGENCY USE 

NSN 7540-01-016-5434 

272-103 

CERIFICATION 

AUTHORIZED 

CERTIFYING 

OFFICIAL 
Carolyn Loraine, Presiding 

TO (month, day, year) 

12-31-2005 

$ 0.00 

391,715.15 

391,715.15 

391,715.15 

391,715.15 

391,715.15 

$ 0.00 

$ 

$ 

DATE REPORT SUBMITTED 

03/22/2006 

TELEPHONE (Area Code, 

Number, Extension) 

573-346-4440 ext.1244 

STANDARD FORM 272 (Rev. 7-97) 

Prescribed by OMB Circulars A-102 and A-110 



1. Federal Agency and Organizatfona! Element 

to Which Report is Submitted 

USEPA 

FINANCIAL STATUS REPORT 
(Short Form) 

(Follow instructions on the back) 
2. Federal Grant or Other Identifying Number Assigned 

By Federal Agency 

XP98722201 

3. Recipient Organization (Name and complete address, including ZIP code) 

Camden County 1 Court Circle NW, Suite #1 Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

4. Employer Identification Number 

32-0131517 
5. Recipient Account Number or Identifying Number 6. Final Report 

XP98722201 D Yes [] No 

8. Funding/Grant Period ·(See instructions) 

From: {Month, Day, Year) 

101112002 

10. Transactions: 

a. Total outlays 

b. Recipient share of outlays 

c. Federal share of outlays 

d. Total unliquidated obligations 

e. Recipient share of un!iquidated obligations 

f. Federal share of unliquidated obligations 

g. Total Federal share(Sum of lines c and f) 

To: {Month, Day, Year) 

913012006 

h. Total Federal funds authorized for this funding period 

i. Unobligated balance of Federal fund!(Line h minus line g) 

9. Period Covered by this Report 
From: (Month, Day, Year) 

11112005 

II 
Previously This 

Reported Period 

0.00 3,237,286.18 

0.00 2,767,661.33 

0.00 469,624.85 

a. Type of Rate{P/ace ~x" in appropriate box) 

0 Provisional D Predetermined 0Final 

OMB Approval Page of 

No. 
0348-0038 1 

pages 

7. Basis 

0 Cash D Accrual 

To: (Month, Day, Year} 

412012006 

Ill 
Cumulative 

3,237,286.18 

2,767,661.33 

469,624.85 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

469,624.85 

469,624.85 

0.00 

D Fixed 11. Indirect 

Expense b. Rate c. Base d. Total Amount e. Federal Share 

12. Remarks: Attach any explanatfons deemed necessary or information required by Federal sponsonhg agency fn compliance with i;Jovernlng 

legislation. 

13. Certification: I certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that this report is correct and complete and thaf all outlays and 

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

Typed or Printed Name and Title Telephone {Area code, number and extension) 

Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 573-346-4440 ext.1244 

Signature of Authorized Certifying Official Date Report Submitted 

269-202 

April 20, 2006 

Standard Form 269A (Rev. 7-97) 
Prescribed by OMB CircU!ars A-102 and A-11C 



U.S. Environ,Diental 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 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION VII 

September 19, 2006 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

Camden County Commission 
Grant Agreement: XP-98722201 

901 NORTH 5TH STREET 
KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 661 01 

Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County Courthouse 
1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

Dear Ms. Loraine, 

I have reviewed the July 2006 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, 2006 in Camdenton, Missouri. The review objectives were to 
assess the effectiveness of the Commission's internal 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. I have taken Into 
account your response to the review dated June 27, 2006. This is my initial determination based 
on the report. 

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. I 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 October2005, the Camden County Commission reimbursed EPA $63,744 of the total 
$141,893 unsupported costs. The auditors reported the remaining $78,149 was still not 
adequately supported at the time of their review. Though this issue was discussed in August 
2006, this letter is a formal request for the Camden County Commission to provide adequate 
documentation to support the validity, allowabllity, 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 
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lnadeguate 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. I 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, I 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 accoidancewith federal regulations. 

Inaccurate Grant Budget 

The auditors reported that the original grant agreement itemized budget had not been 
revised when the scope of work cin the grant was reduced. The auditors noted some projects 
were revised, but not the grant budget. I concur with the finding; an official revised grant budget 
should be requested. 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 formally 
amend the grant scope and approved budget. 

. Please provide the requested documents, and complete the requested actions, within 30 
days of the receipt of this letter. If you have any questions concerning this matter, please 
contact me or the member of my staff most familiar with this decision, Kathy Finazzo, at (913) 
551,7833. 

cc: Chet Pleban 

ecc: Kathy Flnazzo/RFMB 
Carla Kohler/RFMB 
Debbie Titus/RFMB 
Donald Gibbins/WWPD 
Pradip Dalal/WWPD 

Sincerely yours, 

crjtWAJ ~ >$,/W;~ 
Karen Sherrill 
Grants Management Official 
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Don· 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
08/30/2006 08:52 AM 

To Karen EPA, Debbie EPA, Kathy 
Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS 

cc 

bee 

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/USEPNUS on 08/30/2006 08:49 AM----­

Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
08/30/2006 08:49 AM 

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

cc 

Subject Re: Camden Co reporting requirementsll2J 

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. I 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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

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

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

08/28/2006 04:59 PM 
To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

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

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

or two. 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
08/24/2006 11 :43 AM · 

To William Spratlin/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS, Pradip Dalal 

cc 

bee 

Subj17ct Fw: Camden Co. Discussion 

Below is the discussion Camden Co. has.made regarding the undocumented/unallowable pre-award 
costs. 

***************************************************************** 

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

***************************************************************** 

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

Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
08/24/2006 11 :39 AM 

To Karen EPA 

cc Debbie Titus/PLMG/R7/USE~NUS@EPA, Kathy 
Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS@EPA, Carla 
Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

Subject Camden Co. Discussion 

At the end of the Camden Co. meeting, with all still present, Carolyn Loraine tried to call Debbie to 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 lawsuit, so 
they want EPA to send what Carolyn called a "demand letter" requesting repayment of the funds. I told 
them I would let you know. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

***************************************************************** 

Donald E. Gibbins 
EPA Region 7 WWPDIWIMB 
901 North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

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

***************************************************************** 



Hi Martha -

Karen 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS 

0812312006 11 :31 AM 

To Martha Cuppy/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

bee Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS 

Subject Information Requested for the new RA 

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

Camden County Fact Sheetdoo Grants and caoperative 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: Congressional Earmark for infrastructure improvements to sewer systems 
located in Camden County, Missouri 

History: 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. 

Issue: On March 21-23, 2006, 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 questioned pre-award costs associated with a contract issued by 
the County to the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Governments and the 
Missouri Engineering 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. 

EPA Action: 

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 allowable 
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: 

Congressional 
Interest: 

Freedom of Infor­
mation Request 

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. 

EPA Office of External Programs (OEP), has been contacted by 
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. 

A Freedom of Information request has been received from Lathrop and 
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 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
08/22/200602:51 PM 

To Karen EPA, Debbie EPA, Kathy 
Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS 

cc 

bee 

Subject Fw: Camden County STAG overpayment 

This sure appeared in the paper quickly. (As far as I know, it is not a conference call but a meeting, and 
EPA will not be there.) 

-----Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS on 08/22/2006 02:47 PM----­

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

08/22/2006 02:32 PM 

More Camden County stuff 

To nonie.dudley@mo.usda.gov, Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc 

Subject Camden County STAG overpayment 

Camden seeks a way to repay EPA $70,000 
By Joyce L. Miller/Lake Sun 

Published: Monday, August 21, 2006 7:12 PM CDT 

EMmail this story I Print this page 

I 
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 adequately document where the 

funds ended up. 

Although Camden County has filed suit against LOCOLG and the engineering firm involved in the disputed fund,s 

the EPA is telling the county the money has to be repaid 

A conference call has been scheduled for later this week between county official~ 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 

I 

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 



running into problems with LOCO LG 

1: 

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 reporter at joycem@lakesunleader.com 
Joy Reven 
DNR, Water Protection Program 
573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396 



Doug Garrett 
<doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov> 

To Don GibbinslWWPDIR71USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov>, Karen 
Sherrill/PL.MG/R7 IUSEPA/US@EPA 08121/200610:12 AM 

bee 

Subject Re: Camden Co EPA overpayment 

Don, thanks for the update. This really helps. 

Glbbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov 

08/21/2006 08:04 AM 
"Doug Garrett" <doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov>, "Joy Reven" 

To . . @d <Joy.reven nr.mo.gov> 

cc Sherrill.Karen@eparriail.epa.gov 

Subject Re: Camden Co EPA overpayment 

I participated Friday afternoon 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 no choice but to disallow the costs 
because of lack of substantiation. They told them if 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 th.e 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. Our HQ has a cqnsultant doing 
grant reviews to determine the overall level of grantee compliance with 
grant requirements. 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 o.ur options. At the end of 
that meeting, they decided to call the County that afternoon. That 1 s 
why· I had not yet corrununicated with you all about what was going on. 

***************************************************************** 
Donald E. Gibbins 
EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB 
901 North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 



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

***************************************************************** 

Doug Garrett 
<doug.garrett@dn 
r.mo.gov> 

08/18/2006 04:58 
PM 

To 
Joy Reven <joy.reven@dnr.ffio.gov> 

cc 
Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

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 
Doug 
Garrett/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR 

To 

cc 
Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov 

Subject 
Camden Co EPA Overpayment 

I am meeting wi_th Camden Co. next Wednesday. I had a message from them 
that EPA wants the money back. The meeting is with Tim and the County 
Commissioners as well as the consultants for Norrnac and Camelot (Darren 
Krehbiel and Stan Schultz). 

Doug, I'm wondering is 
LOLCOG actually went. 
thoughts, please. 

Dave Shorr found out where the money paid to the 
Should I mention this in the meeting? Your 

Don, I'll call you on Monday. thanks. 

Joy Reven 
DNR, Water Protection Program 
573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396 



FYI 

Don 
Gibbins/WWPDIR7/USEPNU 
s 
0812112006 08:44 AM 

To Karen EPA, Kathy Finazzo/PLMGIR7/USEPNUS, Debbie 
EPA 

cc 

bee 

Subject Camden Co.- Max % on Future Draws to Repay 

The Camden Co. STAG grant currently has $965,375.15 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 project 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 $1,755,227.54 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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



Don -

Karen 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 

08/09/2006 01:51 PM 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Kathy 
Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Pradip 
Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

bee 

Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden 
County Commissionll'!I 

Since the grantee is way overmatched, I'm not sure what the advantage is of retaining the pre-award costs 
which at best are questionable 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 [which 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 I 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 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
08/09/2006 12:55 PM 

To Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Karen 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Pradip 
Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US 

Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden 
County Commission~ 

During the application process, I 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, I believe we should delay requiring repayment. If 
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 I believe we should accept the costs as 
allowable based on the court decision, and not require grant repayment. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 

Don-

Kathy 
Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
08/09/2006 09:03 AM 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Karen 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden 
County Commissionffili! 

Will you please review the email chain below and then give me a call? 

Thank you, 

Kathy 
x7833 

Karen Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 

Ka·ren 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 

08/09/2006 08:58 AM 

Sounds like a good approach. 

Karen 

Karen L. Sherrill, EPA Region 7 
Grants Management Officer 
(913) 551-7461 
(913) 551-9461 {fax) 
sherrill.karen@epa.gov 

Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 

Kathy 
Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
08/09/2006 08:54 AM 

To Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden 
County Commissionll!J 

To Karen Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

Subject Re: ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden 
County Commissionffil! 



What do you think about having then greatly 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 - I 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 

Kathy -

Karen 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
08/09/2006 08:07 AM 

To Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

Subject ACTION REQUIRED: final onsite report for the Camden 
County Commission 

Please provide me with Carla and myself with an update on where you are with resolving this limited 
scope review. Carla needs an update to provide information to Martha since this is getting calls from 
Senator Bonds office. Please Jet me know if I 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 Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US on 07/31/2006 05:33 PM---­

Kathy -

Karen 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
07 /18/2006 12:01 PM 

To Kathy Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 

cc Carla Kohler/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie 
Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert 
Bukaty/PLMGIR7/USEPA/US@EPA 

Subject Fw: final onsite report for the Camden County Commission 

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 



Compliance Database. 

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 Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US on 07/18/2006 12:00 PM-----

Joseph Lucia/DC/USEPA/US 

07/18/200611:17 AM 

Hello Karen: 

To Karen Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Glen Langlois/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

Subject final onsite report for the Camden County Commission 

Attached is our contractors final report with the Camden County Commission's response to the onsite 
review that your office ordered in CY05. 

Comden County Commission 7DBLS fnl 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 letter to the database. 

Heres a link to the database entry » l§il 

Thanks Joe Lucia 
EPA/OARM/OGD/Grants Admin. Div. 
202-564-5378 
lucia.joseph@epa.gov 



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

07/12/2006 09:38 AM 

Don, this is from our daily clips. FYI 

Joy Reven 
DNR, Water Protection Program 
573-751-2735, Fax 573-751-9396 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc Joe Boland <joe.boland@dnr.mo.gov> 

bee 

Subject Newspaper article on Camden Co (STAG) 

----- Forwarded by Joy Reven/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 0711212006 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, 200612:48 AM CDT 

EMmnil this story I Print this page 

I 
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 talfsupported 

agency to circumvent Missouri Sunshine Law requests 

The notice posted late Monday afternoon indicated the commission would be meeting with Ivan Schraeder the 

attorney hired several months ago by the Camden County CommissioIJ to review the records of LOCO LG. 

The move to review the records was prompted by criticism of the way t~e agency is operating from a number of 

sources. 

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-affinned their support of Director Jim Dickerson 

The council has hired the law fmn of Lathrop and Gage to represent it 



Miller County Presiding Commissioner Tom Wrigh~ who serves as a member. of the LOCO LG; confirmed the 

actions of the council. Wright said the action was taken during a closed session 

Camden County did not have a representative at the meeting 

Jn a separate action, the Camden County Commission is also pursuing documentation of more than$70,000 of grant 

money issued by the Environmental Protection Agency that was paid to LOCOLG for sewer projects 

F~ : 1 
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 LOCO LG had been administering Those grants included the EPA funds. 

1: 

Camden County has already repaid approximately$63,000 to EPA for engineering and administrative services that 

could not be documented. 

The council is responsible for administering a number of economic 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 LOCO LG and joined a neighboring regional planning council 

Contact this reporter at joycem@lakesunleader.com 

\ 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAJU 
s 

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

06/06/2006 1O:17 AM 

cc Karen Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPAJUS, Kathy 
Finazzo/PLMG/R7/USEPAJUS@EPA 

bee 

Subject Re: Fw: Camden Co STAG pre-award costs~ 

The only other thing I can think of is copies of the contracts that the invoices were based on. I 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 I 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. I will see if I 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 fin.al report comes out.) 

***************************************************************** 

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

***************************************************************** 

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

Joy Reven 
<joy.reven@dnr.mo.gov> To Don Gibbins!WWPD/R7/USEPAJUS@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/DEQIMODNR on 06/05/2006 04:02 PM ----­

"Loraine, Carolyn" <Carolyn_Loraine@camdenmo.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 OS, 2006 3:02 PM 
To: Loraine, Carolyn; Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov 
Cc: Traci Newberry 
Subject: Camden Co STAG pre-award costs 



Don, I 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 573-751-9396 



DNR WPP 

Carolyn Loraine, Colinzy Couunissioner 
Camden County Courthouse 
l Court Circle 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

Dear Ms. Loraine: 

7671 

PhOne# 

Fax# 

·Miil 

Pnone#" 

7 FaJ<# 

OFFICE OF 
AOMINISTRATION 
A~D RESOURCES 
M~NAGEMENT 

Leon Sn,ead &. Company, PC completed a limited !lCope review of the Camden County 
Commission financial management system for managing Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) Grant ftlnds. The review was requested by EPA and conducted on March 21 through 
March 23, 2006. 

The review di~;losed three system weaknesses that need improvement for compliance with EPA 
grant requirements. The system weaknesses noted during the review are addressed in the 
enclosed report. Please review the findings and recommendations and provide a re$ponse on 
tlw conective 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 corrective 
actions will be complet1ed. 

Please submit your response to Mr. Leon Snead at the following address by June 28, 2006. You 
may also send a copy o:fthe response to my attention at the address shown below: 

Leon Snead & Company, P .C. 
416 Hungexford Drive, Suite 400 
Rockville, MD 20850 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W. (3903R) 
Washington, DC 20460 
Attn: Glen Langlois 

We appreciate the assistance received from all of your staff members during the onsite review. 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

~q,:C~mp~Ofncer 
Policy, lnformation & Training Branch 
Office of Grants and Debarment 
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RESULTS OF REVIEW 

A. Unsupported Costs 

In December 2002, the Commission disbmsed funds tow.ling $141,893 to the Lake of the Ozarks 
Council of Local Governments ( Collncil) for preliminary costs without sufficient documentation 
to show the funds were disbursed for grant pmposes. 

OMll Citcular A-87, Attachment A ParagraphC. l.j. Basic Guidelines. states that for costs to be 
allowable undeJ: Feder.tl awards, the costs must be adeq\llltely documented. To meet this 
requiiement, 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 Council to submit monthly statements for services provided and expenses incurred at 
the time of the billing. In addition, on J anll<II)' 7, 2002, the Cam dim 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 eosts effective as of the date of the preliminary repon, and submit a 
preliminary engineering report following FrnHA instructions and guidelines. This agreement also 
required itemized billings each month. 

Our review of the $ l 41,893 payment to the Council showed that it included amounts reimbui:sed to 
the Missollri Engineering Corporation, based upon a one thne billing of$14 l,654 that dld not meet 
the agreement's requirement for itemized statements. 

In September zoos; the Conunission WI!$ notified by the Missouri State Department of Natural 
Resources that the ability to receive grant fimding from EPA was suspended in March 2003 due to 
an overpayment of$63,744, the Conunission's matching funds requirement from the: December 
2002 payment of$141,893 to the Council. On October 5, 2005, the Conunission reimbm:sed EPA 
$63, 7 44 to ensi.ll'e that fature grant funding could be received. The remaining $78, 149 continues 
to be unsupported because neither the Council nor the Missouri Engineering Coxporation provided 
monthly itemized statements for services provided and expenses inCIITTed. 

Recommendation 

The Presiding Commissioner should reimburse EPA for the remaining $78,149 or require the Lake 
of the Ozarks Council ofI.ocal Govexnments and theMissolJl'i Engineering Corporation to provide 
detailed monthly statements indicating services proVided and expenses incurred as required by1he 
agreements dated January 7, 2002. 

Leon Sn""d & Compa>I]', P, C J 

ashahan
Sticky Note
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5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD 

/I 90S 
SARASOTA f'L 34242 
(941) 346-8531 

DNR WPP 

BARBARA BOHLEY 
BLB &ASSOCIATES 

September 3, 2002 

Mr. Donald G.ibbons E. Gibbons, Environmental Engineer 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 

Region VII 

901 Norths"' Street 

Kansas City, Kansas 66101 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: 

r 
'• 

5737519395 P.03/05 

PO BOX 1027 

ROLLA, MO 65402 
(573) 578·0938 

Following are tbe pre-award costs for the Camden County Sanitary Sewer Project. These 

cosrs were incurred between April 2002 and Au~ust 2002. A portion of the match 

requirement is being billed to Camden County witb the remainder being paid by the 
districts affected. Since cash tlow is sometimes a problem witb the county and the 

districts the contractors are willing to accept the EPA portion and at tbis 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. 

Engilleering s1irvices for completion of preliminary 

engineering report and a portion of the facility plan 

for tl!e overall sewer district 

Preliminary administtation , financial planning, 

applications and bond financing. 

Total pre-award cosrs requested 

$110,450.00 

$ 31,204.00 

$ 141.654,00 

Please contact me if you have any qnestions, need additional documentation or invoices. l 
will be out of town from tbe 6" of September until the 10"'. You can, however, reach me 

on my cell phone which is 573 578 0938. Thank you_ 

Sincerely, 

Barb:na Bohley 
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LOCLG 

P0BDX786 

DNR WPP 

115 WEST HWY 54 
cAMD:ENTON, MO 65020 

t BILL TO 
CAA!Di!l< C:OONTI' 

.. l C0UR1' CIR.CLE 

! 
i <:AMOENTO:N. MO 6'()20 
;ATTfilHlOl'I: STEVE WEST 
: , __ J 

,---
DESCRll'TION 

1

1

• XJ> ~~IT'..22. Ol ···---------.. 

CGndon C..W.<r SPo<i"11b- GtMt 
I 

I 
!!qinmiog ..,.. ... (o• 0001pl«ion ~f Pft!Hmlbary engb>:<ting report and 
o portion of tho £silky plan f'ortl!c> oY<rOll .-u dlslrict 

I l'>oliminmy odminl-._ fi""""l&l pllu•d•s, llp!>i!<l!ion• mid bond 
.~ 
' I Rcsoarcb. bu<1e<1. OPP!i..uon 
i Ml!otj ... ""'~<all• 
I 

1
1 ~VlO> 
Toto! 
' I 
I 

i nw.ii-YOU.-____ .. 

~ """" mhoun 
s94 "°"" @ 51.50 ~ 31, m.oo 

19.00 
31,204.00 

5737519395 P.04/05 
t 

Invoice 

12/<VlOO'l ll! 

I AMOUNT 

----·---·~------
! I 

110,450.00 1' 

31.21,14,00 

i 
I 

I 
I 

·----1·--· 
I 

I I 
I j ____ ... _J _____________ ....j 

L_ ____ _ / Total S10,6s4.oo : 

-----------------· J 
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df/( U.~ ai.a.l £ n.9 in=. t ih9 Co>tpo 'I.a. tio n 
l;NGINEERING CONSULT ANTS 

P.O. BOX t3 
!IOU.A, MISSOURI 6$402 • P110NEi 573"~64 1003 

ra ............. CMl.d~ll..Co.uniy .. S~.~.Di>trim ...................... . 

5737519395 P.05/05 

D•n ........ 8l6t:zQQ2 ..... ... . 

Engineering services for completioii of prelirnilwy mgilleering ~epon 
and o. portion .. of the f..,Uicy plan f'or the on rail •ewer &strict. 

309S Users Smdied@$30.00 
Fecilit:f PLM·Can:ieJot 
Facilit-/ Plan- Cli= Springs 60% 

AMOUNT DUE 

92,8SO.OO 
11,000.00 
UQQ,illl 

$110,450.00 

TOTAL P.05 



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

06/05/2006 03:01 PM 

To carolyn_loraine@camdenmo.org, Don 
GibbinsfWWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc Traci Newberry <traci.newberry@dnr.mo.gov> 

bee 

Subject Camden Co STAG pre-award costs 

Don, I 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 573-751-9396 



FYI 

Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
05/15/2006 08:45 AM 

To Carrie Schulte 

cc Traci.Newberry@dnr.mo.gov, Richard.Harris@dnr.mo.gov 

bee 

Subject Fw: EPA STAG - XP987222-01 

----Forwarded by Don Gibbins!WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 05/15/2006 08:44 AM----­

Don 
Gibbins!WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
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-XP987222-01IBiJ 

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 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, I will accept the RD review for the other subdivisions. 

~ 
File note.pd[ 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

David Uhlig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> 

David Uhlig 
<david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> 

05/12/2006 12:40 PM 
To Don Gibbins!WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

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

Subject EPA STAG- XP987222-01 

For the NEPA portion of this project, I have been told they plan on using the Rural Development's format. 

Will you accept this format for the EPA STAG projects? 

Dave 



FILE NOTE 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

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: Don.aid E. Gibbins, .WWPD/WIMB,~L--. · 
Environmental Engmeer (.A~ 

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 docwnents and find that it adequately 
addresses the environmental impacts of the project. The Rural Development docwnents are included 
in the Project Officer file. 

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

Attaclunent 

cc: Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP w/ attachn1ent 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
05/15/2006 08:44 AM 

To David Uhlig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> 

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

bee 

Subject Re: EPA STAG - XP987222-01 l§il 

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 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, I will accept the RD review for the other subdivisions. 

File note. pdl 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

David Uhlig <david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> 

David Uhlig 
<david.uhlig@dnr.mo.gov> 

05/12/2006 12:40 PM 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAfUS@EPA 

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

Subject EPA STAG -XP987222-01 

For the NEPA portion of this project, I have been told they plan on using the Rural Development's format. 
Will you accept this format for the EPA STAG projects? 

Dave 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
0412012006 08:29 AM 

To Joy Reven 

cc Pradip Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US 

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.gov/region07/economics/pdf/Financial-Status-Report-short-form-(SF-259A).pdf 

***************************************************************** 

Donald E. Gibbins 
EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB 
901 North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 65101 

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

***************************************************************** 



1. Federal Agency and Organizational Element 

to Which Report is Submitted 

US EPA 

FINANCIAL STATUS REPORT 
(Short Form) 

(Follow instructions on the back) 
2. Federal Grant or Other Identifying Number Assigned 

By Federal Agency 

XP98722201 

3. Recipient Organization (Name and complete address, including ZIP code) 

Camden County 1 Court Circle NW, Suite #1 Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

4. Employer Identification Number 

32-0131517 
5. Recipient Account Number or Identifying Number 6. Final Report 

XP98722201 D Yes EJ No 

8. Funding/Grant Period (See instructions) 

From: (Month, Day, Year) 

10/1 /2002 
10. Transactions: 

a. Total outlays 

b. Recipient share of outlays 

c. Federal share of outlays 

d. Total unliquidated obligations 

e. Recipient share of un!iquidated obligations 

f. Federal share of un!iquidated obligations 

g. Total Federal share(Sum of lines c and f) 

To: (Month, Day, Year) 

9/30/2006 

h. Total Federal funds authorized for this funding period 

L Unobligated balance of Federal fund't'Line h minus line g) 

a. Type of Rate(P/ace "X" in appropriate box) 

9. Period Covered by this Report 

From: (Month, Day, Year) 

1/1/2005 

Previously 
Reported 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

II 
This 

Period 

3,237,286.18 

2,767,661.33 

469,624.85 

D Provisional D Predetermined D Final 

OMS Approval Page of 

No. 
0348-0038 1 

pages 

7. Basis 

0 Cash D Accrual 

To: (Month, Day, Year) 

4/20/2006 

Ill 
Cumulative 

3,237,286.18 

2,767,661.33 

469,624.85 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

469,624.85 

469,624.85 

0.00 

D Fixed 11. Indirect 

Expense b. Rate c. Base d. Total Amount e. Federal Share 

12. Remarks: Attach any explanations deemed necessary or information required by Federal sponsoring agency in compliance with governing 

legislation. 

13. Certification: I certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that this report is correct and complete and that all outlays and 

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

Typed or Printed Name and Title Telephone (Area code, number and extension) 

Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 573-346-4440 ext.1244 

Signature of Authorized Certifying Official Date Report Submitted 

269-202 

April 20, 2006 

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



j)f-/!-, (i.JJ/: 

OMB APPROVAL NO, 0348-0003 

FEDERAL CASH TRANSA -- , . reutlral sponsonng agancy an orgarnza ion a e emen ow 1c 1s repo 

is submitted 

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

2, RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION 4. Federal grant or other identification 5. Recipient's account number or 

number identifying number 

Name: Camden County XP98722201 
6. le\!er of cred;t number 7. Last payment voucher number 

Number #1 Court Circle NW., Suite #1 
and Street: 77676 

Give total number for this period 
City, State Camdenton, Missouri 65020 8. Payment Vouchers credited to 9. Treasury checks received (whether 

and ZIP Code: your account or not dB posited} 

10, PERIOD COVERED BY THIS REPORT 

3, FEDERAL EMPLOYER FROM (month, day, year) 

IDENTIFICATION NO, 
~ 32-0131517 7-01-2005 

a, Cash on hand beginning of reporting period 

b, Letter of credit withdrawls 

11, STATUS OF c, Treasury check payments 

FEDERAL 
d. Total receipts (Sum of lines band c) 

CASH 
e. Total cash available (Sum of lines a and d) 

f. Gross disbursements 

(See specific 
instructions g, Federal share of program income 

on the back) 
h, Net disbursements {Line f minus line g) 

i. Adjustments of prior periods 

j. Cash on hand end of period 

12. THE AMOUNT SHOWN 13, OTHER INFORMATION 
ON LINE 11J, 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, 

I certify to the best of my 
knowledge and belief that this 
report Is true In all respects and 
that all disbursements have 
been made for the purpose and 
conditions of the grant or 
agreement. 

THIS SPACE FOR AGENCY USE 

NSN 7540·01 ·016-5434 

272·103 

CERIFICATION 

AUTHORIZED 

CERTIFYING 

OFFICIAL 
Carolyn Loraine, Presiding ommissioner 

TO (month, day, year) 

12-31-2005 

$ 0,00 

391,715,15 

391,715,15 

391,715.15 

391,715,15 

391,715.15 

$ 0,00 

$ 

$ 

DATE REPORT SUBMITIEO 

0312212006 

TELEPHONE (Area Code, 

Number, Extension) 

573-346-4440 ext 1244 

STANDARD FORM 272 (Rev. 7-97) 

Prescribed by OMB Circulars A-102 and A-110 
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FAx COVER LETTER 

. C~den County Courthouse 
#1: court Circle N. w. 
Camd.enti>n., Mo. 65020 

PHONE: 573:346-444.0 Ext. /Jt/ ( FAX: 573-346-5181 

. ~ENDERt . . fJuiJ /c_a~ 
FROM THE OFFICE OF: Z · · ~ . . . . ,.-------'·......::-----
~~~~WING~~ 
AITENTION: · 5?l:1l ~ 
·.q:TY/STA,.TE: _____ --'-----~----
FAX #: ·. . . . . · 
T~tafNurnber of Pages (lncluding·Co-ver Letter): · {f 
Date: ]_...d:/-u f: · . · . · ~ 
IF YOU DO NOT RECEIVE.ALL THE PAGES. PLEASE' CALL US 
BACK so.WE CAN RETRANSMIT· 
" . 
MEMO: 

: . . 

". 

' . 
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LEON SNEAD Certiff<d l'ubli< l!c"""I""" 
& Mm-iagmimt C(ln$kl!anl$ 

&COMPANY,P.C.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-'-~~~~ 

416 H1>agerford Drive, Suite 400 
Rookvi1l•. Mai:yland 20BSO 
301-738-8190 
fa>e 30l-7S8-8210 
leorui:nead.i:ornpanypc®erols.~om 

March 17, 2006 

Carolyn Loraine, County Commissioner 
Camden County Commission 
c;amden County Courthouse 
1· Court Circle · ' ' 
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 Jetter is to confirm the date and time for the 
meeting at your office. As agreed during our telephone conversation, the 
.meeting·wilJ be held on March 21, 2006, at 10:00 a.m. to begin our review of 
your organization's records in support of EPA gran1s. The auditor will be Floyd 
Deidiker. The review will take no longer than a week. 

We request that the items on the enclosed 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 questions or concerns, please call Floyd Deidiker or me at (301) 738-8190. 

\ ' ' " 

Ellclo~ure ·· .. , ::. ' · · 
" .. 

". '' ,•, 

Sincerely, 

~ 
President 

.... · 

Z,CZ_, - _( b L\- ---- > 3 7 8 

(y?.,- S(4- - '5L-'1L 

., 
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E;nvironmental Protection Agency 
Limited Scope Financial Management System Review 

Data Request 

Enclosure 

Please haive the following information, if applicable, available for review by Leon 
Snead & Company, P. c. audit staff. 

1. EPA Grant agreements, including any amendments. 

2. Organization Chart and Mission Statement. 

3. Schedule of fixed assets acquired with grant funds. 

4. Payroll registers for most recent 12-month period. 

5. Organizational policies and procedures for: 

• Financial Management 
• Budgeting 
• Procurement 
• Accounts Payable 
• Payroll 
• Cash Management 
• Property. 

6. Two most recent financial status reports and project status reports (SF 
272. SF269, and other reports). 

7. Description of accounting system. 

8. General ledger for most recent 12-month period. 

9. Indirect cost allocation plan. 

10. Copies of independent audit reports for the past two years, management 
letters, and reports on Schedule of Federal Financial Assistance. 

11. Bani< reconciliation for the most recent three months. 

12. A summary of active federally funded grants/projects showing total 
number of projects and total amounts by awarding Agency. 

,. .'' ••• :·: :;..1 
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13. Most current budget vs. actual cost analysis. 

14. list of any purchases for more than $100,000. 

15.List of any consultants and/or sub grantees employed under the EPA 
assistance agreements. 

16. Most current MBE/WBE Utilizations Reports (EPA Forro 5700-52A) for 
each EPA assistance agreement. 

TOTAL P.04" 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAJU 
s 
0310612006 01 :40 PM 

To dede_chasin@camdenmo.org 

cc Traci.Newberry@dnr.mo.gov, Pradip 
Dalal/WWPDIR7/USEPA/US@EPA 

bee 

Subject Payment Documentation Form for EPA Grant No. XP987222 
01 

I 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. Attached is one for the 
subject grant. I 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. I have also 
included the document in Word format in case you do not want to use Excel. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

~ 
~ 

Payment 114 Camden Co.xis Payment documentation form.doc 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
02/08/2006 02: 12 PM 

To Joy Reven 

cc Pradip Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS 

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 I currently include in the grant authorization letter I 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 Item 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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
01/31/2006 10:03 AM 

To Joy Reven 

cc 

bee 

Subject Camden Co. Payments 

Attached is the current payment status for Camden Co. EPA Grant No. XP987222 01. 

***************************************************************** 

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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Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
12/20/2005 03:50 PM 

To Doug Garrett <doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov> 

cc Carrie Schulte <carrie.schulte@dnr.mo.gov> 

bee 

Subject Re: Fw: Camelottfu 

When talking to John Fraga about what to do with the Camden County grant, I did not know that any of the 
projects had proceeded as far as described by the engineer, except the one under construction, which I 
think is a different engineer. I thought nothing was happening. So when I encouraged John to get the City 
to divorce the engineer, I 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 I was not interested in paying any 
more of those. If the engineer has incurred reasonable costs for design on some of the projects and I had 
known that, I would not have suggested that the City pursue the divorce. Let me know if you want to talk 
about it. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

Doug Garrett <doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov> 

Doug Garrett 
<doug.garretl@dnr.mo.gov> 

12/20/2005 12:29 PM 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA, Carrie Schulte 
<carrie.schulte@dnr.mo.gov> 

cc 

Subject Fw: Camelot 

FYI. 

••••• Forwarded by Doug GarretUWPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 12/20/200512:29 PM····­

"Stark, Melissa* <mstark@hrgreen.com> 

12/20/2005 09:13 AM To doug.garrett@dnr.mo.gov 

cc 
Subject Camelot 

<<121905-Corr.doc>> 



~ 
Jerry L. Gilmore 121905-Corr.doc 



Doug, 

I 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? I 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. 



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

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: 

TO: 

PAGES: 

Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer~ 
Telephone#: 913-551-7417 Fax#: 913-551-9417 

Barbara Bohley 
Telephone#: 864-244-6575 

3, including this cover sheet. 

Fax#: 864-244-4044 

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 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
12/01/200510:47 AM 

As promised. 

1a 
Camden Co pre-award costs.pdf 

To Doug Garrett 

cc 

bee 

Subject Camden Co Pre-Award Costs Request 

***************************************************************** 

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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THOMAS, BIRDSONG & MILLS, P.C. 
ATIORNEYS AT IJ\W 

rol!a.l111w@fldna1.cotn 
web: www.rollu.le.w.oom 

No. 2581 P. 1/2 

W.H. :THOMAS, JR. 
DAN L. BIRDSONG 
DAVID L. MILLS 

JOHNJ,GARRABRANT 
scon MCBRIDE 

1100 NORTH ELM STREET 
P. 0. BOX248 

ROLLA, MISSOURI 85402·0248 
573-364·4097 (PHONE) 

573·364·0684 (FAX) 

ParfJ!1gsJIL.9g5/ Assistants: 

(Direct to Rolla from Waynesvllle artu1): 774·5252 

OFF/OE ADMIN/STRA TOR: 
ELSA M. PITTILLO, CLA 
NICKI CHAPMAN 

TELEQOPY FOR IMMEDIATE DELIVERY 
DATE: November 18. 2005 

TO: Charles E. McE!yea 

FIRM NAME: 

E:Jaa PlttlUo 

FAX NUMBER: ~1~-5~7~3--3~4-6-~4~41~1~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

FROM: W. H. Thomas Jr. 

TOTAL NUMBER OF PAGES: ;l, , INCLUDING THIS PAGE 

CLIENT MATTER/NAME: Howard R. Green Company - Camden County 

Please call the undersigned if you do not receive all of the pages. 

OPERATOR: Carole 

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS: 

oo: Howard R. Green Company - 364·0468 

EPA Region VII, Atteniion: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer 

Missouri Department of Natural Resources, Attention: Kevin Mohammadi 

THIS FAOSIM!LE CONTAINS PRIVILErJED AND CONFIDENTIAi. iNFORMATiON INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR 
ENTITY NAMED ABOVE, IF THE READER OF THE FACSIMILE IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT 
RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING IT TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT, YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISSEMINATION OR 
COPYING OFTMIS FACSIMILE IS STRICTLY PROHIBITED. IF YOU HAVE REClllVED THIS FACSIMILE IN ERROR, PLEASE IMMEDIATE"Y 
NOTIFY US BY TELEPHONE AND RETUFIN THE 0Rl1J!NA1.. FAOBJM!l,E TO US AT lHE; ABOVE ADDRE;SS VIA THE U.S. POSTAL SERVICE. 
THANK YOU, 

W. H. Thomae, Jr.Oom~2@fldman.com) Dan L. B!rdsol'lg (danlb@fldmaU.eom) D1vld L, MHls (davam@fldmaH.com) 
John J, ~arr11ibrM1 llaarr®!ldma!J.oom) Scott MoBrlde Jeoollm@fldmatl.oom) 

Elsa M. lflltlllo (el11t\S06@fldmt'ill.coni) Nie.kl Ch!ipman (n!cklc@fl mall.com) 



Nov 19. 2005 4:03AM Thomas, Birdsong t Mills P.C. No. 2581 P. 2/2 

THOMAS, BIRDSONG & MILLS, P.C. 

W.H. THOMAS, JR. 
DAN L, BIRDSONG 
DAVID L. MILLS 

JOHNJ.GARRABRANT 
SCOTT MCBRIDE 

Paraleg11/IL~al A18'Btanrs: 
ELSA M. PlTilLLO, OLA 
NICKI CHAPMAN 

November 18, 2005 

Charles E. Mcelyea 
Attorney at Law 
P.O. Box 559 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

ATTORNEYS AT LAW 
ro!lalaw@fldne1.com 

web: www.rQllafaw.com 

Fax Transmission 

Re: Camden County- Howard R, Green Company 
Our File No. 12411-05 

Dear Charlie: 

1100 NORTH ELM STREET 
P.O. BOX24B 

ROLLA, MISSOURI 65402-0248 
673·364-4097 (PHONE) 

673·364·0664 (FAX) 
(Diteet to Rolla from Waynesvlll& arit1): 774'<5252 

OFFICE AOMINISTRA TOR: 
Elsa Pht!llo 

I tried to reach you by phone a couple of times to let you know as a courtesy that 
Howard R. Green Company Intends to proceed with suit against the Camden 
County Commission. You have a copy of the original Contract with Missouri 
Engineering Corporation and know that Howard R. Green assumed the 
responsibilities of Missouri Engineering Corporation under that Contact. 
Paragraph 4 of Section A calls for additional work to be done after the preliminary 
engineering report was reviewed and approved. 

I am sure you have seen the agreement between your client and Lake of the 
Ozarks Council of Local Governments, wherein you client appointed the Council 
as "the Owner's representative for the project." 

The Council reviewed and approved the preliminary engineering report and 
directed H.R. Green Company to proceed. Thus, I thin!< it is clear that the 
County Commission does have a contract for the work for which the Commission 
has now refused to pay. 

My client has been unsuccessful to this point in getting 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 wait any further before filing suit. 

You~truly, 

W. H. T~asJr. 
WHT/cj~·- .. \ . 
cc: Howard R. Green Company 

EPA Region VII: Attention: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer 
Missouri Department of Natural Resources: Attention: Kevin Mohammadi 

W. H, ihomaa1 Jr. (tomx2®f!dm!ll,com) 
John J, Garrabrant Ogarr@fldmatl.com) 

Elsa M. pjttllJo (l)!tia80Si:GfllimaiL«im} 

David L. Mlll11 (de.vem@l!dmal!.oom) 
Scott MoSrlde (eeottm@fldm~l.QOm) 

Nickl Chapman (nlcklc:@ndm11!1.com) 



Thanks. 

Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
10/20/2005 11 :49 AM 

To LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US 

cc John.Fraga@dnr.mo.gov 

bee 

Subject Re: Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP987222 01 IEJ 

***************************************************************** 

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

***************************************************************** 

LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US 

Hi Don, 

LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US 

10/20/2005 11 :48 AM To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

Subject Re: Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP987222 01 EE! 

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 
U.S. 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 
s 
10/19/2005 06:26 AM 

To LuisE Rivera/L V/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Pradip Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US 

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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPAfUS 

10/19/2005 09:06 AM 

Thanks Don, I will keep an eye on it. 

Luis E. Rivera 
U.S. 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/USEPAfU 
s 
10/19/2005 06:26 AM 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAfUS@EPA 

cc 

bee 

Subject Re: Grant Repayment - Camden Co. - XP987222 01 l:l!i 

To LuisE Rivera/LV/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Pradip Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPAfUS 

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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



Ms. Carolyn Loraine 
Presiding Commissioner 
l Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camden, MO 65020 

RE: EPA Grant XP987222-01 - Camden County 

Dear Ms. Loraine: 

As of March 4, 2003, the County Conunission' 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 conunission 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 grantnurnber. A cover letter should accompany the 
check which includes the following information: grant number, ACH number, and the reason for retnming 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.O. 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 

~a~ 
EPA Project Coordinator 

JF/dmg 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
09/15/2005 08:30 AM 

To John Fraga 

cc 

bee 

Subject EPA Grant Repayment Info 

Attached is the info on how to repay an EPA grant. Thanks for your help. 

Repaymenl.pdf 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/U 
s 
02/08/2005 01 :07 PM 

To John_ Thigpen@kcmo.org 

cc Fran~Pogge@kcmo.org, Jim_Mellem@kcmo.org, 
Leona_Derse@kcmo.org, Joy.Reven@dnr.mo.gov, 
Traci.Newberry@dnr.mo.gov, Pradlp 

bee 

Subject Over Payment on EPA Grant No. XP987026 01 

R (which i anaglng 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 

.reviously Received" was subtracted from the "Total Payment Due from EPA" on the 
form submltte o DNR with payment documentation. Because no contracts are currently active under 
this grant wh h co make up this amount In the near future, EPA is requiring the excess payment to be 
repaid ass n as po Ible. You should contact Traci Newberry with MDNR, 573-526-0940, regarding the 
amount of e overpa men!. 

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 Included 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 !Wo weeks from the time the check'is mailed. Please advise me by e-mail message both 
now 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.O. Box 371293M 
Pittsburgh PA 15251 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

***********~**************************************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: gibblns.don@epa.gov 



• 
Don 

John Fraga 
<john.fraga@dnr.mo.gov> 

0910912005 02:49 PM 

To Don Gibbins/WWPDIR7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

bee 

Subject Camden County XP987222-01 

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 will be changing the scope of the grant. They will now only focus on the development and 
completion of three projects, 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 a.nd 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 
<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAIUS@EPA 

cc 
03131/2005 10:44 AM 

bee 

Subject Fw: Camden County EPA Grant 

The previous e-mail was undeliverable for some reason. I am trying again. 

Jeff Pinson 
Water Protection Program 
(573) 751-1406 
jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov, 

-·-·· Fmwarded by Jeff Pinson/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 03/31/2005 10:42 AM ·-­

Jeff 
Pinson/WPCP/DEQ/MODN 
R 

03/30/2005 09:57 AM 

Don, 

To gibbins.don@epamailepa.com 

John Fraga/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, David 
Uhlig/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, Elke Boyd/WPCPIDEQ/MODNR@MODNR, Traci 

cc Newberry/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR@MODNR, Carrie 

Schulte/WPCP/DEQIMODNR@MODNR 

Subject Camden County EPA Grant 

I 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 



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

Facsimile Cover Sheet 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

TO: 

March 28, 2005 
' 

Camden Co. znd Request for Pre-Award Costs Approval 

Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer~ 
Telephone#: 913-551-7417 Fax#: 913-551-9417 

John Fraga, MDNR/WPP 
Telephone#: 573-751-1399 Fax#: 573-751-9396 

PAGES: 2, including this cover sheet. 

COMMENTS: 

As per our telephone conversation 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. 



Don, 

Jeff Pinson 
<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

02101/2005 03:45 PM 

To Don GibbinslWWPDIR71USEPA/US@EPA 

cc Traci Newberry <traci.newberiy@dnr.mo.gov> 

bee 

Subject Re: Camden County 

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.Don@epamail.epa.gov 

02/01/2005 03:36 PM 

To Jeff.Pinson@dnr.mo.gov 

cc 
Subject Camden Couiity 

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 t~at he said the design 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(f) (4). 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

***************************************************************** 
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 

***************************************************************** 



~ HowardR.Grem~= 

To: 

From: 

Coples lo 
follow: 

February 1 , 2005 

Pages including this page: 3 

Don Gibbins, EPA, Region VII 
1-913-551-9417 

Jerry L. Gilmore 

Fax: 1-573-364--0468 
Phone: 1-573-364-4003 

Howard R. Green Company 
P.O. Box 13 
Rolla, MO 65402 

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 above. 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 strlctly prohibited. 

t • d BSvO ?SE ElS 

FAX TRANSMITTAL 

~Ev=ot so to qa~ 



~oward R. Green Company 

. • 

formerly Missouri Engineering Corporation Engineering Consultants 

January 25, 2005 

Jeff Pinson 
MoDNR 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

RE: Camden County Sewer Projects 

Dear Mr. Pinson: 

P.O. Box 13 
211 S. Highway 63 

Rolla, MO 65402 

573.364.4003 
fax 573.364.0468 

www.hrgreen.com 

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 I, 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, I 00. 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 . 

BSvO vSE El.S 



E • ol 

Principal 
Officer 
Project Manager 
Project Engineer 
Design Engineer 
Computer Technician 
Field/Office Assistant 
Mileage 

106.00 hours@ 85.00 
154.00 hours@ 75.00 
147.7.5 hours@ 50.00 
36.25 hours @ 45.00 

297.25 hours @35.00 
93.50 hours @ 32.00 

157.50 hours@27.00 
2681 miles @ .35 

Total 

9,010.00 
11,550.00 
7,387.50 
1,631.25 

10,403.75 
2,992.00 
4,252.50 
l,989.40 

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. Tue 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 

a~eJ'~--
J etfY if. 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 

BSvO vSE El.S 



~Howard R. Green Con>pany 

. 

formerly Missouri Engineering Corporation Engineering Consultants 

January 25, 2005 

Jeff Pinson 
MoDNR 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

RE: Camden County Sewer Projects 

Dear Mr. Pinson: 

P.O. Box 13 
211 S. Highway 63 

Rolla, MO 65402 

573.364.4003 
fax 573.364.0468 

www.hrgreen.com 

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 wit.'1 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 
Officer 
Project Manager 
Project Engineer 
Design Engineer 
Computer Technician 
Field/Office Assistant 
Mileage 

106.00 hours@ 85.00 
154.00 hours@ 75.00 
147.75 hours@ 50.00 
36.25 hours @ 45.00 

297.25 hours@ 35.00 
93.50 hours @ 32.00 

157.50 hours@ 27.00 
2681 miles@ .35 

Total 

9,010.00 
11,550.00 
7,387.50 
1,631.25 

10,403.75 
2,992.00 
4,252.50 
1,989.40 

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 

a~~~~ 
JetfY If.' Gilro"ore, P.E. 

CC: Jim Dickerson, LOCOG 
Kel!y Gregory, Rural Development 
Tim Rickabaugh, Rural Development 
Don Gibbins, EPA, Region VIII 
Carolyn Lorraine, Presiding Commissioner 
Barbra Bohley 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPAJU 
s 
01/19/2005 02:18 PM 

To Jeff Pinson <jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

cc Mary.Clark@dnr.mo.gov, Karen 
Sherrill/PLMG/R7/USEPAJUS, Pradip 
Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPAJUS 

bee 

Subject Re: Camden Countyl1§1 

I 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 thatnot all 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 should 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 include any 
information or thinking you have along those lines. That kind of investigation would be toward the 
engineer and Dickerson, not the County. 

I don't remember the break down of the payment between the engineer and Dickerson, but I would 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 allow us to require pre-approval 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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

Jeff Pinson <jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

Don, 

Jeff Pinson 
<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

01/06/2005 03:51 PM 
To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 

Subject Camden County 

I 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. I have a call in to Mr. Gilmore, so I get this 
straight from him, but I am still waiting for him to call back. I 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 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 Slope. 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: XP987222-0l, 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 concerning 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 concerning 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 engineer'u'lg 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 

[OJ/nv.P~ 
E. fe:Ji:s:n 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/dmg 

c: Ms. Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner Camden County 

Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region ]l{}}griry and excellence in all we do 
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Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
01/11/2005 09:51 AM 

To Jeff Pinson <jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

cc 

bee 

Subject Re: Camden County1§11 

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? 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

Jeff Pinson <jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

Don, 

Jeff Pinson 
<jeff.pinson@dnr.mo.gov> 

01/06/2005 03:51 PM 
To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 

cc 

Subject Camden County 

I 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. I have a call in to Mr. Gilmore, so I get this 
straight from him, but I am still waiting for him to call back. I 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 NE agreement, FNSI, approved Plans and Specs, and a contract 
awarded with construction starting. Plus the agreement is to pay only construction for Sunny Slope. Mary 
will talk to you tomorrow about this. 



November 16, 2004 

Mr. Jerry Gilmore, P.E. 
Howard R. Green Company 
P.O. Box 13 
211 South Hwy 63 
Rolla, MO 65402 

WIMB Rec'd NOV 2 3 2004 

RE: XP987222-0l, 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. I have enclosed with this letter the public he~ng 
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. I spoke with Melissa Stark on February 13, 2004 after 
receiving the draft. I informed 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. I am 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 

Integrity and excellence in all we do 

0 
Roi:yded Paptt 

Dfiljof 

~ 
Resources 



Mr. Jerry Gilmore, P .E. 
November 15, 2004 
Page2 

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, 

WATERPROTE~NPROGRAM 

~Jftt::: ~ 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/dmg 

Enclosures 

c: Ms. Carolyn F. Loraine, Presiding Commissioner, Camden County 
Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region VII 

., 



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

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 Enginee~/ 
Telephone#: 913-551-7417 ~551-9417 

TO: 

PAGES: 

Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP 
Telephone#: 573-751-1406 

3, including this cover sheet. 

COMMENTS: 

Fax#: 573-751-9396 

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. 

cc: Pradip Dalal, WWPD/WIMB 



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

FILE NOTE 

Date: 

Subject: 

From: 

File To: 

November 2, 2004 

Environmental Review for Camden County, Sunny Slope/Country Club Sewer District 
as Required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 

Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/WJM~ 
Environmental Engineer 

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 (FONS!) 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!, and will not issue a separate EPA environmental review document. 

Attachment 

cc: Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP w/ attachment 
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March 19, 200:3 

DNR 

tJSDA -UNITE)) STATES 
DEPARTMENT Of AGJUCIJLTURE 

- ' 

--· 
A.rea otr .... 

1366 N. Second 
Clint~n, MO 64735 

P.02/02 

(660) 885~!$67 
)'JU( (660) 885-6260 
TDD (573) 816-9480 

SUllJECT; Camden County Sunny Slope/Country Club Drive Sewer District 
Finding ofNo Significant lmpact 

TO' Project File 

The attached EnvJronmental Assessment has been prepared and reviewed in. accordance w:ith rhe Natioual 
En'l'irom:nenta! Policy Act, as amended (42 U.S.C. 6941 et seq.); the Council on Enviro:n:mental Quality 
RegulatiollS for lm.pkmenting the Procedural Provisions of the National En.vironmenti;J Policy Act (40 
CFR P~ 1500-1508); and 7 CFR Pm 1794, RUial Utilities Service's Environmental Policies and 
Procedures. Upon review of the environmental documentation included and referenced in the 
Environmenti!l. Assessmellt, I find that the proposed project will not have a significant Impact on the 
human environnient and for which an Environmental Impact Statement ther<::fore will not be prepared. 

Rural Development Manager 

TOTAL P.02 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNU 
s 
10/28/2004 10:24 AM 

To Jeff Pinson 

cc 

bee 

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 out until Monday, and I will be out Monday. Please 
let me know if the RD FONSI has actually been issued, and if so, please fax me a copy of the official 
FONS!. I don't need the Environmental Report resubmitted, just the one page FONSI. When I receive the 
FONS!, I will complete I file note and provide you a copy for your file. Thanks. 

***************************************************************** 

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-26-2004 15:46 DNR P.02/18 

Notice of a Finding of No Significant Impact 

The USDA, Rural Development and the Missouri Department of Natura.I Resotirces ba.ve 
received an application for :financial assi.s1anee from Camden County, 
Sunnyslope/Countty Club Drive Sewer District. The proposed project consists of the 
construction of a septic tank effluent }>llmping sewer collection system and a recirculation 
sand filter treannent system. 

As required by the National Environmental Policy Act, the Rural Utilities Service has 
assessed the potential enviromnental effects of the proposed project and has detennined 
that the proposal will not have a significant effect on the human environment and for 
which an Environmental Impact Statement will not be prepared. The basis of this 
determination is construction of a wastewater trealment plant and placement of sewer 
lines will not significantly affect the human environment. 

Copie$ of the Environmental Assessment can be reviewed or obtained at Rw'al 
Development, 1306 N. Second, Clinton, MO 64735. For further infoII11ation contact 
Tim Rickabaugh at the Clinton USDA Rural Development Area Office, Phone (660) 885-
5567, Ext. 5. The Camden C-Ounty Sunny Slope/Country Club Drive Sewer District is an 
equal opportunity employer. A general location map of the proposal is available for 
review at the add:fess provided above. 



OCT-25-2004 15:45 DNR P.03/18 

·ii .. '·,, 

Prepared by; 
Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 
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1.0 Purpose and Need of Project 

1.1 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, Missouri. This project will 
involve the installation of23,800 l.f. of2" PVC pressure line, 15,640 l.f. 
of 3" PVC pressure line, and 350 service pit connections as well as 275 
septic tanks and pumping units. 

1.2 Purpose and Need of Project 
Camden County, ho1ne of most of the acreage and shoreline of the Lake of 
the Ozarks, has been one of Missouri's fastest g;fowing counties since the 
1950s.The county's population grew from 27,495 to 37,051from1990 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 how;eholds on private septic 
systems or cesspools and 1,233 how;eholds with no sewer systems or other 
means of disposal of wastewater in Camden County. Since many of the 
septic systems in the county were 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 failure. Recently passed Missouri laws and 
associated regulations require individual treatment systems rather than 
septic tanks .be used in cases where lot sizes are less than three (3) acres. 
In addition, the topography and soils of Camden County are not conducive 
to 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 installation and operation of septic systems and the 
other five (S) 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 Ozarlcs water quality was 
initiated by th" 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 ele'Vated fecal colifonn levels in th" lake in July-an higher 
elevation might be expected during this month of high tourism activity at 
the lake. However, the study showed elevated fecal colifonn levels in 
October, 1998. In October, 1998, there' was a period of heavy rainfall and 
it has been ass'erted that the elevated fecal coliform levels resulted when 
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impurities were released into 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. ColJilty 
officials and staff have long worried about the contamination of water 
supplies along the lake's shoreline by septic systems .. More than 120 
different types of potentially harmful enteric viruses are exerted in human 
feces. In 1995, the occurrence of Shigellosis, also !mown as bacillary 
dysentery, was almost five times higher (94.6 per 100,000 residents) in 
Camden Coll11ty than in Missouri (19.6 per JOO, 000 residents). Tue 
transmission of Shigellosis occurs through the ingestion of food or water 
that has been contaminated by the feces of a human carrier of the infective 
· organiSm. The disease ranges from a mild attack to a suddenly 
commencing severe course ending in death cause by dehydration and 
bacterial toxins. 

Clearly, with an ever-inc,easing 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 colJilty's implementation efforts in that 
process. 

2.0 Alternatives to Proposed Action 

Altern~tives considered for collection and treatment systems included: 

Alternative No. I-Individual on-site Treatment Facllitle~: This plan would 
utilize the existing facilities in the Sunny Slope Coll11try Club Drive Sewer 
District. On-site facilities would be incorporated in the sewer district' jurisdiction 
with operation and maintenance by the sewel' 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, if 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 installed for these locations. This plan would require highly 
skilled maintenance personnel capable of working on several different types of 
systems. This pk'lil would require a detailed study of the area to fully develop the 
cost of implementing the plan. 

Alternative N<J. 2---Conventionat Gravity Collection System with Extended 
Aeration Treatment: Conventional gravity sewers are designed with minimal 
mechanical operations. Wastewater from homes is conveyed to the main gravity 
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line and lransported 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 
which requires stringent control of pipe grade to insure the pipe does not clog. 
Design practice of conventional sewer requires a monhole to be placed at all grade 
changes, directional changes of flow and at reasonable access distances .. 

Alternative No. 3-Grinder Pump Collection System with E.uended Aeration 
Treatment: With a 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 a low point and will serve one or several 
residences. A number of grinder pumps throughout the system will be required. 
Wastewater coilected in the grinder pwnp basin is then pumped under pressure to 
a treatment facility. Grinders are used 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 effluent in the septic tank is then screened and pumped to a recirculating sand 
filter wnere 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 sand filter will be of high quality suitable for 
whole body contact. 

Alternative No. 5:--No Action: To do nothing is just as the name implies. One 
alternative is to let the existing conditiow remain "as is". 

RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE FOR THE PROPOSED PROJECT 

TI1e construction of a Septic Tank Effluent Pumping Collection System with a 
Recirculating 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 operati.on and . 
maintenance to produce a high quality effluent suitable for discharge into the 
Lake of the Ozarks. 
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3.0 Affected Environment/Environmental Consequences 

3. 1 Land Use/Important Farmland/Fonnally Classified Lands 

The Farmland Protection Policy Act and United States Department of Agriculture 
(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 fore:;tland. F onnally 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, lake shores and 
trails, state parks, Bureau of Land Management admini:;tered lands, national 
forests and grasslands and Native American-owned lands. 

3.1.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment will be 
contained in the area of the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive 
Sewer District of Camden County (E-:r:hibit 3.1). 

3.1.2 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 area for rusting 
boats and other dilapidated equipment (E-:r:hibit 3.1.2). There is 
only one home in the vicinity of the treatment plant facility and 
that home is located across a small mmunade canal. All main 
collection lines are to be installed in either right of way owned by 
Camden County or right of way on the Lake Valley Country Club 
Golf Course. 

There is no prime forestland or prime rangeland in Sunny Slope 
Country Club Drive Sewer District. A form AD-1006 has been 
cowpleted 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 national parks or monuments, national natural 
landmarks, national battlefield sties, national hi:;toric sites, 
wilderness areas, wild and scenic recreational rivers, wildlife 
r~fuges, national seashores, lake shores or trails, state parks, 
Bureau of Land Management-adntlnisteted lands, national forests 

lake of the Ozark$ Council of Local Governments 5 

P.09/18 



DCT~26-2004 15:49 DNR 

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 to minimize impact to 
important :furm!and or formally classified lands. 

3.2 Floodplains 
Encroachments on floodplains dam<tge the natural flood control cap<tcity 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 direct or indirect support of 
floodplain development whenever another practical alternative is available. 

3.2.1 Affected Environment: Th<:> affected environment is Sunny Slope 
Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibir 
3.1). 

3.2.2 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. 

3.2.3 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. 

3.3.l Affected Environment: The affect<:>d environment is Sunny Slope 
Country Club Sewer District of Camden County· (Exhibit 3.1). 

3.3.2 Environmental Consequences: The U.S . .A.nny Corps of 
Engineers has determined that " .... there appear to be no waters of 
the U.S. on the project site" (Exhibit 3.3). In addition, a search of 
the National Fish md Wildlife Service's wetlands website 
Chttp://www.nwi.fws.gov) showed no wetlands in the project area 
(Exhibit 3.3.2): 

3.3.3 Mitigation: No mitigation is required to minimize impact on 
wetlands in the proposed project area. 
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3.4 Cultural Resources 

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966 as amended (16 US.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 effect their actions may have on historic 
properties that are within the proposed project area. Historic property is any 
prehistoric or historic district, site, building, struclure 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. 

3.4.1 Affected Environment: The Sunny Slope Country Club Drive 
Sewer District of Camden County (E;ehibit 3.1). 

3.4.2 Environmental Consequences: The Missouri Department of 
Natural Resources Historic Preservation Office was notified of th.is 
proposed project. The office responded on March 2, 2004 and 
indicated "Adequate documentation has been provided (36 CFR 
Section 800.J J). There will be 'no historic properties affected' by 
the current project {E;.:hibit 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 as 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 progrrun foderal agencies are 
required to check with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and/or the National 
t-.t!arine :Fisheries Sei-Vice for all threatened and endangered species and species 
that inhabit coastal areas or are anadromous. 

3.5.1 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 Sunny Slope 
Country Club Drive Sewer District. Tue U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
has reviewed this project proposal and responded on March 15, 2004, 
"The US. Fish and Wildlife Sel'Vice has rCTiewed 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" (Exhbit3.5). 
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Fish and Wildlife 
The Missouri De)Jartment of Conservation reviewed this project and in a 
letter dated March 9, 2004, regarding the Sunny Slope Country Club Drive 
Sewer District proje<;t area, wrote "A review of our records shows that 
sensitive species or comm11nifies are not known to exist on or near the 
above referenced site" (Exhibit 3. 5a}. 

Vegetation 
There is 110 significant vegetation in the project area where the treatment 
plant is to be located or where collection lines will run. Disturbance of 
laW11s 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. 

3.6 Water Quality 

3.6.1 Affected Environment: The affected environment is Sunny Slope 
Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibit 
3.1). 

3.6.2 Environmental Consequences: 111ere are currently three 
Department of Natural Resources permitted facilities (Permit Nos. 
M0-0120936, M0-0102873 and M0-0103306). Because this 
project is slated to discontinue operation o:fthese outflows into the 
Lake of the Ozarks, the number of outflows in the Sunny Slope 
Cou11try Club Drive Sewer district will be reduced to ooo. Because 
tliis project is portially 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 planoing 
phase of this project nurnber instances of failed septic systems 
have been report~d 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. 

3.7 Coastal Resources 
3.7.l Affected Environmeut: The affe.;ted euvironment is the Sunny 

Slope Country Chili Drive Sewer District of Camden County 
(Exhibit 3.1). 

3. 7 .2 Environmental Consequences: There are no coastal 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. 
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3.8 Socio-Economic/Environmental Justice 
3.8.1 Affected En-vironment: The affected environment is Sunny Slope 

Country Club Drive Sewer District of Camden County (Exhibit 
3.1). 

3.8.2 Environmental Consequences: The Sunny Slope Country Club 
Drive Sewei- District is located in Camden County's Wanen 
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 SUillly 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 discussed to the district management could· get an idea 
of what would be affordabl.e to the residents of the district. None of 
the activities of this project will place disproportionate bUiden on 
either 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 impUiities going into the soil that could potentially flow 
into wells or the Lake of the Ozarks-

3 .8.3 Mitigation: No mitigation measures are necessary. 

3.9 Miscellaneous Issues 
3.9.l Affected Environment: The affected environment is the Sunny 

Slope Country Club Drive Sewer District (Exhibit 3. !). 
3.9.2 Environmental Consequences: 

Air Quality 
There are no significant air quality issues in 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 projea and the county, there should be no significant impacts 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 county road pavements as part of this project. There will be no 
modification of traffic patterns EIS 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 
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chemical delivery issues regarding the treatment plant, and there is no 
possibility of any impairment of navigable waterways. The U.S. Corps of 
Engineers was contacted in 2002 concentlng this project and responded on 
May 2, 2002 indicating "Based on available information,. there appear to 
be no waters of the US. on the project 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.pdt). 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. 
Constr\lction noise will be temporary and no long-term adverse impacts 
will occur. 

3.9.3 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 ofthe Ozarks Council of Local Governments, 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 
Claire Blackwell 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
Attn: Section 106 Review 
P.0.Boxl76 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

Air Pollution Control Program 
JY!issouriilept. ofNaturalResources 
P.O. Box 176 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

Date Sent 
2-12·04 

2-12-04 

Lal<e of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 

pate Received 
3-03,04 

3-08-04 
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Harry S Truman Project Office 3-01-02 5-02-021 

U.S. Corps of Engineers 
Route 2, Box 29A 
Warsaw, MO 65355 

Natural Resource Conservation 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 3-11-022 

Office of Administration 
Intergoveromental Relations 
P.0.Box809 
Jefferson City,, MO 65102 

1 Tue Corps of Engineers was contacted May 13, 2004 and bad no further comments 
other than those made in 2002. 
'The only comment received in the 2002 review from the Missouri Department of 
Tra11sportation 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. 
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CAMDEN COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING 
DEPARTMENT 

Jim Dicl.e"'on 
County s.,.,... Co~ 
P.O. Box 786 
Camdenton. MO 65020 

Mayto,2004 

111e Majority" of die land locat:ed within the Sunnyslope Coon try Oub Orire Scw<:r District is zoned as R. 
t (Low Density l!esidential) with 1hc folb:iwing =options. 

Cedor Glen Condominiums-zoned .s R-3 (High Density" :Reoidential) 

L1l<e V.Jley Coodominlums - z011ed as R.l (High Dcosity Residential) 

Autumn Villagc-•oned as :a.a (M«lium Density l!esidential) 

Lolre Volley Co<mtty Oub - zoned as P-2 (Commetciol l':itlo.) 

1 COURT Cl:RCLE .. CAMDENTON .. t>tD .. 6SO'ZO 

"PJ!;ONE:; 573.l-J6-44"40 .. F.foX: S73'-':\l7-!1114 

P.18/18 
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PJ1;1'.'T I (To be comp/et"<l IW Rloeta/ Agency) Date Of lfif'l'd E'J'~!qgtji:;in R~qr,r.;S 2119/04. 

Name Of Project sunny.slop~ Counb'Y Club Drive Sewer District Feder.al A1;;enQJ /rwol11.ed USD • .6. Rural DevG.tapmGoflt 

PropQSed l.anct USe Wastewater Treatment PJa:nt County And~ Ca1r1.dan t:;ounty. ~"11.ssouii ·' 
PART II (To be ccmploled bjr NRCSJ ' . Date Reqt1esl:Repeiv2d8Y, NR.CS ""'· /~ ¥ • . • ~ • CJ ~;7,& .lk· 

Does the site contain prime, Unique, .sate:wftie or locs:l Important farrnT.and? · · · .Y.,,.. J\lo. Acra lrtiga:red · Alf~r.$.'!;f: Far.m .&z.e 
(If no, If!• F'PPA <ioe• not op ply - do rwt oomplot~ a<f<tfl/ort'1/ p•rts of this tbrm) •. fil D ~r 
.;M~orCrcp(s} , . F'an'nabfe l..=nc! ~n Gm¢ Jurisdiction 

S"i>,/ 
Arnounf:OfF.srin!.,.nd fts. Dafined in FPPA 

·~ c"''" - hr JP(~X' Acres:·/ 7£f: 3.-,,0 % . Acr&s:. /-? f5' ·'S ::50 % ~ '&' f 7 
Nam~ Ot Land Evdl1Jation syst.em Used Name Of~ Sita Assessment S~t:ern Dam L~ctd. Evfil~ Returned 8y NR~ 

c.;,.""' """" c,, ,,; iv . . ,V,,;,e_ . . .. : :r/,,. 7 o..t · 
PA~T Ill (To be completed by Federal Agmcy) Alt:emailve Sif:e Railrlo 

SiiaA I """'-' SilEC SlleD 
'A. Total Acres T<> 8• Converted Dlroelly 1.5 
8. Total Acres To 13e Con-ed rndlrecily 0.0 J 
. c. Total Acres In Site 1.5 0.0 0.0 o.o 

pp;'~T IV (To be compf'C(efi by NRCS) Land Evaiu~iiori lnfOrmation 

A. Total Aer;;,s Plin.'le.And.. Un~ue F.8rrtzlat1d : :O 
B. Total ActeS Statewide And Loral !mpoti.ant Farmland. Ir'-'··· 

·.c. Percent2ge Of Facmlaild In County Or Lo~l Govt. Unit To Be converted .t>~ , . . . .. 
D. Percantags DI' F'atmland !n Govt. Jurisdi'ction \IVi1f1 Sam~ Or Higher RelatNe ValtJe · . ... e-. 7 

PARTV (To be completed by NRCS) .. Land Eval"'t!oii Ciltenon 
Relative Value OfFarrnr9.nd To Be Converted (Scate·oro (Q 100 Pofnts). ·· iii ff '1 0 0 0 

PART VJ (To be completed by Federal Agency) M~rnum 
Sl~· ~essment Crtterfa (ffle~ mterfe fifP. ~xptained in 7 CFR 5$.!31.b) F'otnts 

1. Atea tn Nonurllrul Use 7 
2. Pelimetor In Nonurllan Uoe 7 

'· 3. Percent Ofsfte Eleing Farmed 0 
4. Protection Provided By State Ana Local ~vemmerrt 0 
5. Distance From Urnan Builtup Area 5 
6. Distance TO Urbart Support Services 0 

~ 7. S!ze Of Present Farm Unit Compared To. Average 0 
Bw Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 0 
9. Availabmty Of Farm support Seivl= 5 

:1 o. on-Farm investments 0 
11. Ell'ects Of Conversion On Fann Support Sarvfces 0 
12. CompatibUity W-rth ExiSting Agricuftura.l U.Se $ 

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 1eo 32 0 o· 0 

PA<RTV!I (10 b• ccmpleted by Federal Ag•mcy) 

Relatlv&.Va!ue Of Farmland (From P.rt VJ 100 49 0 0 jo 
TQial Site Aeeai;;sment (Fmm Ptnf VI abcwe 61';;, f(JCdJ 
~ assessml;!flt) 160 32 0 0 0 

TOTAL POINT$ (Total of above 2 linoo) 260 81 0 0 0 

;IJ \oate OfSefec:tion 5/:tf /tJ'f Woo. A Lile<W Site Assessment Used'? 
Site Selected; Yes £l No ~ 
Reason ~or S~ec:!!on: 

. 

{Sse /~"ons on re\/'anie sfde) 
This (!lB'I\ \VII$' 11tecltuf'J~lly pro<IUCl!!d 1::1/ Na{~ro:il Pttldua!cn~.s81' 



OCT-26-2004 15:57 DNR P.04/11 

Exhibit 3.2.2 

iz( 

\ 

(,,':· .. , ... 

. ·:;::;:;::" 



P.05/11 
ocr-25-2004 1s:ss DNR .......... ~~ ................. --

•--' .tlsDICTION.AL DE'l'li:RM:INA:rtON 
U.S. Anny Corps of Engineers, Kansas City District 

.A.PF'L!CA...TI; Lake Of Tb~ Gz:Jr!cl Cowu~il QfLoc:d f;Qy~rnme!l:b NIJM:a-ER: 2.0020(1649 

l..OCATION/WATOl.WAY: Adjasont t<> Lake oftbe Q;m:ks, L,"131.2+15, Sed. 33 •nd 3:!, T37N, R17W, Camden Co., MO 

PROJECTRBYl.:li:W COMPLETED: 0 Offiee 0 Field 

J!lRISTIICTIOr;AL Dl!TilRMlNA'J;TQN IJD): 

CB;'J Prelimi.n:iry Jb -Ba.!l'~ 011 a.va.il:.J)lc Jnfor:ourtion, then:i 11ppeqr to bl! no water" l'lfthe U.Sa no the proj~ct sh~. A prellri::ti~ary 
JD 'i."J not :tppe.:i:l.:11bl~ 

0 Apr>r'oved JD -There rue wtt;ten of"tho United Sb~ oo the: project 9ite.. An 11pp.-oved JD bu ap~labl~ '11.ctfoo (unle.u 
pr-ep:1re-d by th~ tr.S~ En.viranmd:ltl:lf Proieetion Age:ncy (US.EPA) ar tb~ Nataral .R~Gnri:e= Cot:Uervlltiaa Service-{NRCS)).. 

BASTS FOR JURlSDICTIQNAL DETERMTNA T!ON: 

l8l There are no jurisdictional watera oftbe- U.S. pre.sent on the project 11~. 
D The: presen~ of Witters whicb are corre-n'l;Jy used, or wen used lo the p.<'Q.t, or may be susceptible far use to tr:u:upot-i int:ent.te 

Dr fordgn ~Qtnmc~ ineladioe .tlJ w;iters wl::ili:b St'c subject t1;1 tile ebb md now 1Jfthe tid~ (L~ navignhfe wau:rs of the U,S). 
Tbe pre:senc:e ofinter!lt.QW w;iten (lnc:lAdiog intbf'Stlltt. mtfand.s ')• · 0 

8 
D 
D 

J'he r:ircsence l)f .11 "triht.rt:l.ry tct an !nterstate W.!ilfcr or e>thcr water Df the U.S. 
Imz;ioundmeut:J af Jntustah: or other w11ters of the U.S. or tb'l;:it"tribut.11.ries~ 
The presence ~f territorial sem~ 
Th~ priu111ni;:i:. Df ~tl<1D.d-' adj.;u:ent' to intr:rshat\3 Q'r othel'" Wiltel":i of t.bd lJ.S., except for tho.se wetJ3.0ds adja:~IU:lt to other 
wcttan~ 

D Tbt; presence of )!In lsol;a:ted w.rtet (i.e.7 intrn.HDte 1Qke$. riven, meium fmduding iatermlrtzut .rtreoum:), modthltl, :uuu:inats, 
"Wetland.$1 ~laug:h::i, p.-airle potholes, wet rueadmn, pJt.tya Jakes.,"' nilltanl po1:1d.s)~ 

D 'The: site ls qsed by intersta:te or forelg11 trqv12Jl!n for rcai:ationa• purpa:s:e.s. 
D The .:iite h..'TI! Mb or shtJltbb tb:rir: a~ l:iilkeq °'nd 10Jd i.a interstate or foroigu c:ommf:ree.. 
0 The sitD i.5 used tor i'Ddns:tr!.DJ par-p00t1.s by irldustrie.s 11' interstatt: c::rur.mere.c. 
D Other: __ 

LaJ:l11r-d E;rj:ent of JUriS"dic:!rfaJJ (33 CFR.3Z8 9.hd 329): 

0 Ordina.y Rlgh Wot.or M."lc illdicnt«l ~y: 
0 cicnr, n.atr..ral Uno lmpr"11.n:d on the bank 
D rile prcscn1:c of litter aad debri:t 
0 clu1agf:.$ lo th'l!: diar:u:ter of :ioil 
0 dostruc.tion of t:cr~J:ri:al y~get=-~Qa 
D ,helving 
0 other (hydrQ!ogic .stut17, irtc..Y,. _. 

D ~ Tid• Liu• iDdicawl by: 
U tril or .sc:urz 1iac along ~hora obj'Cli;:t:i 
D fiQd Jihell or dt:bti:t depo..dtlf (fo~or!J) 
[J pb)'!iQll tn.:U"kingstcb.u.ractct'i'.rti~ 
0 ti4·~ 0 oth•r. __ 

D Meno atgfl Water ~rk iudic.ated hyt 
0 s:u'l"V~ to ~vni.J,.ble d"atumt D phr.tleal tnPr-kinp; 0 ~etD.tioo ?fna/dJo.ng~ in vegetadl)a rypoo 

0 ID oceiirr o.- coastal oi:rea~ .!.iti:i iJ in 11 zone three geographic (nautic.al) lJ:lites seaw:ird of the h~line3 

.... 

0 Wctl~ nd) :1.s :ibowQ aa the q.tto.cltcd w1:U.and dellt1!!~tion .inup, al'tr:f/Or in: 1!11 jl.fr'~dictfruu1.I report: pre:p;u·ed b.:y _. o.nd dated 

-· 
0 Additional SUlJ[IOrting ~llfDrm.<1.tior:s ~rt.ached ~nd/or c:tlfhiple JD rorms coinpfrrt.Dd for site.i with rnnltipJq water c.:itegorie:;. 

P'fepai-e:r: Envit'anmc.~I Protection Sp~c:ialist, Rad.kte:y A. Chrisrttt.sm })a~: 26 April 2002 

1 Wetlands are ldmtif!cd a.qc:t d~lineared using tbr; Clldthc:ids and criteri~ established 1n the 1987 CQm:= gfBnginws Wetfand 
Dcligea,tion M9iQt1U! (8.7 M'anoa!) (i.e.., o~~ Qfhydtophyrlc ves&tio111 hydrlc soils and wl'!tlnnd hydrolo€:f)~Pto~ faI" 
dct.:rm.iolog w~i:la.nd:s on agri~ la.o.ds may v-:a:ry from J:i:"J,i;thod..$ d~ibed i11 Ui= 87 Manual. 
2 Tiu: tenn "adja:ccnr1' means !:en;lcrin~ coatiguous_. or neighboring. Wct!ind.s sepanued from other W'<ttet$' o(tb.e U.S. by .c:iM .. 

lllMe dikes: or barriers,. !l..21.tW'al river berms. bi:ach dunes, ~d tli-e like MC: i1lso a:dj11Ct:r.rL 
J Ba.si:1~ i:s th!!: lin.~ ou tli.c $.bore ~..,4 by lh~ ordia:uy !Ow tl&s from whld.i the di.stmlcc of three oilld is rni:asurcc:t. 

CENWX-OD-R. Jb l?orna.doc, V•r. 21May2001 
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CULTURAL RESOURCE ASSESSMENT 
Section 106 Review 

JNTACT PERSON/ADDRESS C: 

Jim Dickerson 
P.O. Box "f!;lo> 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

I Raymond Homer, USDNRD 

PROJECT: 
II Sunny Slope/Country Club Drive Sewer District 

FEDERAL AGENCY COUNTY: · 

fl~U-S_D_A/_R_D-...~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~......11JJ JI CAMDEN 

The State Historic Preservation Office has reviewed the infonnatlon submitted on the above referenced 
project. Based on this review, we have made the following determination: 

D 

D 

After review of Initial submission, the project area has a low potential for the occurrence .of cultural 
resources. A cultural resource survey, therefore, is not warranted. 

Adequate documentation has been provided (36 CFR Section M0.11 ). There will be "no historic 
properties affected" by the current project. 

An adequate cultural resource survey of the project area has been previously conducted. It has 
been determined that for the proposed undertaking there will be "no historic properties affected". 

For the above checked reason, the State Historic Preserva~ion Office has no objection to the initiation of project 
activities. PLEASE SE ADVISED THAT, IF THE CURRENT PROJECT AREA OR SCOPE OF WORK ARE 
CHANGED, A BORROW AREA IS INCLUDED IN THE PROJECT, OR CULTURAL MATERIALS ARE 
ENCOUNTERED DURING CONSTRUCTION, APPROPRIATE INFORMATION MUST BE PROVIDED TO THIS 
OFFICE FOR FURTHER FIE\IU:W AND COMMJ:NT. Please retain this documentation as evidence of compliance 
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, as amended. 

By:~d~-
Mark A. Miles, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer 

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
STATE HISTORIC PReseRVATION OFFICE 
P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102 

March 2, 2004 
Date 

II 

ii 

I For additional information, please contact Judith Deel, (573) 751-7862. Please be sure to refer to the project number: 
. 007-CM-04 
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February 12, 2004 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
101 ParK DeYille Dr., Sul~ A 
Columbia, MO 65203-0007 

P.O. Box 786 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

(573) 346-5616 
FAX {573) 346-2007 

idickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu 

REC'D FEB 1 9 2004 

Re: Camden County Sunny Slope/ Country Club Drive Sewer District 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

On November 28, 2001, in an effort to formulate an Environmental Report for the USDA Rural 
Utilities Service, I sent you a plat and description of a wastewater collection and treatment system 
Camden County intended to construct for the Camden County sunny Slope/ Country Club Drive 
Sewer District. At the time your office determineo that "The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has 
reviewed the subject project proposal and determined that no federally listed species or 
designated crltical habitat occurs within the project area; consequently, this concludes Section 7 
consultation and no further review of this project is necessary". 

Recently, oue to growth in the district, a desire to eliminate other paints Of discharge into the Lake 
of the Ozarks ano to achieve economies of scale, Camden County decided to expand the 
referenced sewer district. Furthermore, as part of this expansion, the treatment facility site for the 
system has been moved. I am enclosing a topo map showing the boundartes of the expanded 
district as well as the new location of the treatment plant facilities that rests next to the current site 
of t~e treatment plant for Cedar Glen Condominiums. The project will involve the Installation of 
about 23,800 linear feet of 2" PVC pressure line, 15,640 3" PVC pressure line and about 350 . 
sarvice connection pits. AH rnain collection line's 'Nill ·be placed in existing read right of w.a'f. · 

We. are interesting in any comments your agency might have on this project We would 
appreciate an ea~y response. If you need Mtr1er information or wish to discuss this project, 
please contact me at 573-346-5616. 

Sincerefy, 

P.08/11 

' 
~~ 
James R. Dickerson 
Camden County Sewer District Coordinator 

"Th_e U.S .. Fish and Wildlife Service has reviewed the 
s.ubJect pro!ect propo$al and determined that no federall 
listed s~ecies or designated critical h~bitat occun; withi~ 
the proJe.ct area; consequently this concludes section 7 
consul1ati~n. Please contact the Missouri Department of 
Conservation (57 /7~1-4 15) for state listed species 0. f ·· concern." ~ 

~upervisor \'tf:~r-.~•·· ZQ:)lf r. ~o 
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MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION 
FJ:eadquarten; 

2901 We-at 'lhlman BoUl~vard, P.O. Box 180, Jefferson City, ?vlis$01.lri 65102~0180 

Telephorte: 573/751-1115 & Missouri Relay Center: 1-800-735-2966 (TDD) 

JOHN D. HOSIITNS, Director 

March 9, 2004 

Mr. James R. Dickerson 
Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 
P. 0. Box 786 
Camdenton, 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 species of conservation concern within 
the proposed project area. 

A review of our records shows that sensitive species or communities are not known 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 sensiiive resources are known to be (or are likely to be) 

. located close to the proposed project 

Incorporating information from our Heritage Database into project plans is an important step that 
can help reduce unnecessary impacts to Missouri's sensitive natural resources.· However, the 
Heritage Database is only one reference that should be used to evaluate potential adverse 
impacts. Other types of information, such as wetland and soils maps and on-site inspections or 
surveys, should be considered. 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 occurs in a region of karst geology. These areas are characterized by 
subterranean water movement. Features like caves, springs, and sinkholes are common. Cave 
fsuna are influenced by water pollution and other changes to water quality_ Every effort should 
be made to protect groundwater in the project area. 

Gray bats (Federally endangered, State endangered) are likely to occur in the project area, as 
they forage over s'treams, rivers, and reservoirs in this part of Missouri. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. 

SH NONCAVE 
PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT COORDINATOR 

SDC:be 

STEPHEN C. BRADFORD 
Cape Girardenu 

ANITA JJ. GO!lMAN 
K'.ansas City 

COMMISSION 

CYNTHIA METCALFE 
St. Louis' 

LOWELL MOHLER 
J effel;'Son City 
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STATEb~ MISsouiJ \ Bob Holden, Govomor • Stephen M. Mallfood, Di=tor 

~-D_,,1.EfPARTMEryT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
\., ~ ·· .. ·,_··:: ~~ . I www.dnr.Sr:i.te.mo.us 

March 8, 2 004 

l'vfr. James R. Dickerson, Camden County Sewer District Coordinator 
Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Government 
P .0. Box 786 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

Dear Mr. Dickerson: 

P.10/11 

As requested in your February 12,-2004 letter, the Air Pollution Control Program has completed an 
environmental assessment of the proposed ex.pansion project of the Camden County Sunny 
Slope/County Club Drive Sewer District. Your letter describiiS 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 Can1den County Sunny Slope/County Club Drive Sewer District. 

Based on the available inforrilation concerning the proposed project and the county, there should be no 
significant impacts on air quality as a result of the project. Tbe proposed construction is tal<lng place 
within an area of the state that is in attainment of all applicable air-quality standards. However, 
wherever 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 occur at a distance-of more thmt 200 yards from the 
nearest inhabited residence or commercial business. 

Thank yo11 for your consideration oftbe air.in the state of Missouri. Should you have any further 
q11estions concerning this matter, please contact Terry Rowles or me at P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, 
MO 65102 or by phone at (573) 751-4817. 

Sincerely, 

AIR POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM 

~ 
Patricia Maliro · 
Research Analyst III 

PM:ms 

Integrity and excellence in all we do 

0 
"'°""' --
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Missouri 
Department 
of Transportation 

March 11, 2002 

Ewell Lawson 
Office of Administration 
lntergovemmental Relations 

·M~DC>T 

Henry Hungerbeeler, Director 

Truman State Office Building, Room 840 
P.O. Box 809 
Jefferson City, MO 65102 

Dear Ewell: 

105 Wast capitol AV81'L,1$ 
P.O. 8o>i70 

Jeffe,..on City. MO 85102 
(573) 751-2551 

Fax (573) 751-8555 
, www.modot . .state.mo.us 

We have reviewed the application subutitted by Camden County, Camdenton Mo, who is 
proposing "to make improvements to their water md 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 p=it will be required. To obtain this permit, 
the city should conta<::t our District Engineer Roger Schwartze at Missouri Deparb:nent of 
Transportation, District 5, 1511 Missouri Blvd., P.O. Box 718, Jefferson City, Missouri 65102, 
(573) 751-3322. His office is in a position to issue the necessary p=it when needed. 

Sincerely, 

Ralph M. Rankin 
Design Special Assignments Engineer 

rr 
j:\Rankjr'a9S•,dj\Ewell La.wson 7.doi: 
_Copy: Mr. Roger Schwart:2e -Sao 

Application No. OA 0203002 

Out mission Is to Pre$ervo and Improve Mlssaurf"s transportation $YSttim to- enhsnao safety and ttncou~ge Pf0$pen"ty. 

,• 

TOTAL P.11 

_,. 
.:·· 



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

Facsimile Cover Sheet 
October 26, 2004 

SUBJECT: Camden Co. Grant Amendment No. 2 and July 14 Letter 

FROM: Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer~~ 
Telephone#: 913-551-7417 Kxt'9~-551-9417 

TO: 

PAGES: 

Jeff Pinson, MDNR/WPP 
Telephone#: 573-751-1406 

6, including this cover sheet. 

COMMENTS: 

Fax#: 573-751-9396 

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. 
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ASSISTANCE ID NO. 
*°~'C.0 ST.q~ U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PRG I DOCID IAMEND# DATE OF AWARD 

"' .. 10/01/2004 i ft "<> PROTECTION AGENCY XP - 98722201 - 2 

"~ lt TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE i ~ No Cost Amendment 10/01 /2004 \; df Assistance Amendment PAYMENT METHOD: ACH# 
">:.,( ?Ro11> ACH 

RECIPIENT TYPE: Send Payment Request to: 
County U. S. Environmental Protection Agency - Las Vegas Finance Center 

P. 0. Box 98515, Las Vegas, NV 89193-8515 
Contact# 702-798-2426, Fax# 702-798-2423 

RECIPIENT: PAYEE: 

Camden County Commission Camden County Commission 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle Carnden County .Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Camdenton, MO 65020 
EIN: 44-6000457 . 

PROJECT MANAGER EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST 

James R. Dickerson Don Gibbins Kathy Finazzo 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 901 North Fifth Street, WWPD/WIMB Grants Administration, PLMG/RFMB 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Kansas City, KS 66101 E-Mail: Finazzo.Kathy@epamail.epa.gov 
E-Mail: E-Mail: Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov Phone: 913-551-7833 
Phone: 573-346-5616 Phone: 913-551-7417 

PROJECT TITLE AND EXPLANATION OF CHANGES 
Camden County Infrastructure Improvement Project 
This amendment revises programmatic condition #1; extends the project and budget periods 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 collection systems and treatment facilities for seven 
areas in Camden County adjacent to the Lake of the Ozarks. 

BUDGET PERIOD I PROJECT PERIOD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST I TOTAL PROJECT PERIOD COST 
04/01 /2002 - 06/30/2007 04/01/2002 - 06/30/2007 $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 extensio~ 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 alter the Agreemen~ 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 Coun~ Commission for 55.00 % of all approved costs 
incurred up to and not exceeding ~1,455,000 for the supp.art of approved budget period effort described in application 
(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 I ADDRESS ORGANIZATION I ADDRESS 

Grants Management Office U.S. EPA, Region 7 
901 North Fifth Street Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides 
Kansas City, KS 66101 901 North Fifth Street 

Kansas City, KS 66101 

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

SIGNATURE OF AWARD OFFICIAL I TYPED NAME AND TITLE I DATE 
Kathy R. Finazzo, Grant Specialist 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 all attachments), and (b) that 
acceptance of any payments constitutes an agreement by the payee that the amount& 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 I TYPED NAME AND TITLE 

I 
DATE 

Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 10/20/2004 
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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 Federal·Funds $0 $ $0 

Recipient Contribution $ 80,000 $ $ 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 $0 $ 24,774,000 

Assistance Program (CFDA) Statutory Authority Regulatory Authority 
66.606 - 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 I 

Code Organization Class Organization Deobligation 
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Budaet s p ummarv aoe 

Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Allowable 
(Non-construction) Budget Period Cost 

1. Personnel $0 
2. Fringe Benefits $0 
3. Travel $0 
4. Equipment $0 
5. Supplies $0 
6. Contractual $3,348,500 
7. Construction $20,509,000 
8. Other $916,500 
9. Total Direct Charges $24,774,000 
10. Indirect Costs: o/o Base . $0 
11. Total (Share: Recipient 45.00 °/o Federal 55.00 o/o.) $24,774,000 
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount $1,455,000 
13. Program Income $0 
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Administrative Conditions 

All 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: 

1. 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 CAMDEN State of Missouri 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn Loraine. 

Co.mmission Clerk 
RowlandTodd · · 

· July 14, 2004 

1 Court Circle, Suit.e. 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020. 

Office of the 
CAM.DEN COUNTY C.OMMISSION 

Mr. Don Gibbins,Envirorunental Engineer 
Wastewater and Infrastructure Management Branch 

• U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
901 North 5th St. 

· Kansas City, KS 66101 

Re:·· Grant#XP987222 lllPre-Award Costs 

Dear Mr. Gibbins: 

. . .. ' 

1 sfDi~tricf Commissioner• 
· Steve West 

2nd District Commissioner ·· 
.ThOm G.umm. 

. As wediscuss~d in our meeting March 19, 2003, theprecaward invoices submitted to 
· EPA in 2003 represented only 55% ofthe precaward costs incurred by the countY. The 

actual precaward costs were $200,800 for engineering services and $57, l 03 for · 
· administn1tive costs as reflected in invoices ah:eady submitted to the Missouri .··. . .. · . 

Department of Natural Resources. The request submitted ina letter from Barbara Bohley 
dat.ed September3, 2003 resulted in a misunderstanding since that request only included 
the EPA's 55% share. · · · · · · . 

Camden Coumy requests tbatamended pre-award ~osts inthe amount .of $200,800 for . 
engineering services.and $57,103 for administr<itive ~ervicesbe approved. 

If. there are an.·y que~tions .regarding this·r· equest, please cont<tct C.amqen Cbu. nty Se. wer.·. ")~ Y. . .. 
Coordinator Jim Dickerson at 573-346:5616. . . . ··. . . . . , . . \ju.(), ::'C)'J' · 

J'Mly,O fo< yom '""'"'"'<' '""''"~ ;n ili;" projoct . ·. · · ,j)- V / 
.. SCince±rely, ..• ··.·•··· .· ·.··.· .. Cj?. . .. ·· ..... · . ·. . . · Jc{0

0 ~ \
0

.~;1 ~\;.~··~ .. 
. . .ti .. ~ .. ·. . . .. ·.. . . -/. ·. .. . ... ··. . . . ' . . . . . . (J. . . . · ... r.e. . ·. ~ .. · . . 0 . £'< : 
. · · .··.·. ·•· · . ,. ~.( ... ~ ·. tr') .· ~-ildo--" '-11l':>( ~ (f . 

Carolyn .F.I.: raine .. · · ·. .· · .· . vJ .· .· • · V'- . · ... , ,c / , ... • i 

/y~.·\·.r·· GJ<·?· · .. 1 ... · .·•~ ... · ..... ~J .... ~ .. ~.·. ···.··flY .. ·. · .... · ··. 
\\.V···· . . ·.J<r').· .. · ·.· .. @~ lV<e · · · ·· . ·. \:a I \J u ~ ~ . . . . . • .. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

H"'GillON~Vll . 
901 NORTH 5TH STREET 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

Tc:.RU: 

TO: 

September 3, 2002 

FY2002 Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant - #XP987222-0 I 
Approval of Pre-Award Costs Incurred More Than 90 Days Prior to Award 

Donald Gibbins, WWPD/SRfiif?Jt/j / 
Project Officer V~ 
Debbie Titus, PLMGIRFMB/ AAMS/GAMul:tb 
Grants Specialist 

Carol Rampage, PLMG/RFMB/ AAMS/GAMU 
EPA Award Official 

The March 30, 2000, memorandum "Modification to Policy Guidance for 40 CFR Part 31" 
and tbe May 3, 2000, memorandum "Clarification on GP! 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 A ward 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 A ward Official finds that the costs 
.ere eiigible under statute or regulation. 

The above-referenced special infrastructure grant was authorized by Congress in the EPA 
FY1002 appropriation act to fund water and sewer improvements in Camden County. Attached is 
:~ i ::tter dated September 3, 2002, from Ms. Barbara Bohley on behalf of Camden County requesting 
: Dproval for the inclusion of pre-award costs in the amount of $141,654 and also asking that the 
1;roject and budget start dates be adjusted to April I, 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 ST AG account of the .EPA FY02 appropriations act. This 
memorandum discusses approval of pre-award costs by the regional award official on pages 7 :llld 
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@ 
........ ...,.....,on<('fct~on"'I•• 
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I have evaluated this. request and find that the requested pre-award costs are necessary, 
r~asQna!?k f!.!l<l.a.!J.oc.ableto the prnje.ct whic.his. specifie.d inthe..EPA EY20D2 . .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 3 I .36. 

// /) ;:/) (__ ~~~ L. ;,./~y---;/L--;7'-?__ <:.::_ 

Carol Rampage: Region 7 EPA Award Official 



Don 
Gibblns/WWPD/R7 /USEPA/US 

08/06/2004 07: l 4 AM 

FYI. 

To Jeff Pinson 

cc 

bee 

Subject Fw: Camden County EPA Grant 

----- Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7 /USEPA/US on 08/06/2004 07: l 4 AM -----

Jim Dickerson 
<jdickerson@coplc.exl.miss 
ouri.edU> 

To Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7 /USEPA/US@EPA 

cc 
08/05/2004 02:55 PM Subject Re: Camden County EPA Grant 

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 

-------Original Message-------

From: Gibbins.Oon@epamail.epa.gov 
Date: Wednesday, August 04, 2004 8:21 :13 AM 
To: James Dickerson 
Cc: Jeff.Pinson@dnr.mo.goy: Dalal.Pradip@epamail.epa.gov 
Subject: Camden County EPA Grant 

In accordance with the City's request, I have advised the grant 
specialist to issue a grant amendment to change Programmatic Condition 
No. 1 which defines the scope of the project. I 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. I have also requested that the end dates be 
extended in accordance with the new schedule submitted. I know that you 
did not request an extension at this time, but we can extend it again in 
the future if necessary due to unavoidatile 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 



Don 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7 /USEPA/US 

08/04/2004 08: 17 AM 

To James Dickerson <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu> 

Jeff.Pinson@dnr.mo.gov, Pradip 
cc 

Dalal/WWPD/R7 /USEPA/US 
bee 

Subject Camden County EPA Grant 

In accordance with the City's request, I have advised the grant specialist to issue a grant 
amendment to change Programmatic Condition No. l 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. I have also requested that the end dates be extended in accordance with the new 
schedule submitted. I 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 by MDNR. I 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 City has already drawn the 
funds they are now requesting for approval, I suggest resolving the contract approval issue as 
soon as possible. Please advise the engineer concerning this issue. 

Let me know if you have any questions on these matters. 

***************************************************************** 

Donald E. Gibbins 
EPA Region 7 WWPD/WIMB 
90 l North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

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

***************************************************************** 



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 I included 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 collection systems and treatment facilities for seven areas in Camden 
County adjacent 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:WJMB:7417:8/3/04:Finazzo 04-08-03 memo-grant amendment for scope.wpd 
WJMB WJMB 
Gibbins Dalal 
08/03/04 08/0ulw _ 
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FILE TO: 
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EPA Grant No. XP987222 01 



Col!nty of CAMDEN Sta.te ·of M.issouri 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn Loraine · 

1 Court Circle, Suite 1 . 
Camdenton, Missouri e5020 · .. - . ,- . . :. . ' .. 

. Office ofthe 
·CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION 

Commission Clerk 
Rowland Todd · 
July 12, 20.04 

·Mr. Donald. E. Gibbins, Environmental Engineer. 
Wastewater& Infrastructure Management Branch 
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency 
901 North 5th Street . · · 
Kansas City, Missouri 66101 

Re:· . EPA Grant N.o. XP987Z22 01 · 

Dear Mr. Gibbins: 

1st Dist~ict Commissioner 
Steve West 

2nd Di.strict Commissioner 
Thom Gumm · 

·· Camden County is ~nclo~ing a revised project budget andschedule as requested in your 
. letter of July 7,2004. The county realizes some of the dates go beyond the project period 

of this grant, but we prefer to waipo visit with you 011.this issue until we have more firm 
information on some of the projects. · · · · . · 

Also, a progress report has been included in that document. As you cart see, agreat deal 
of progress hasbeen achieved on s~veral oftl;ie projects. The Camelot Sewer District 
system should go to bidand .be under constructionthis year. All voter approvals have 
been achieved 011 that district. In addition, the countyanticipatesgoing to the.voters in 
the Normac Estates Sewer District in November, 2D04 or April, 2005. · · 
,' - ' ' ' .. '' " ' - \ ' ,. ' . ' ,• ._. . ' ' .. _ '' 

Regardi11g .the reasons for missing the deadlinesin the original application, itm'ust first. 
be said that the deadlines included in the application .were ambitious wnsidering the 
difficulty of determining the mo.st efficient and effective boundaries for the districts in 
our rough terrain, the timeframe of availability 9f relatively large amounts of grant and 
loan money from federal and state sources and the difficulty of communicating . · 
effectively regarding district plans and costs to a customer base in .districts that.include 

- ' '. ' . '- ' . - ' ·-.. -._·' ,• ' •' ' ·_ ,' . . 
large numbers of second)mmeowners. who are often away from the area during wiD.ter. 
Judging from the county's experiences in the Sunny Slope country club Drive DistriCt .. 

· we have learned that the non-resident.population creates chl)]lengesin.the'.easement · 
.. acquisition process .since these people can usually be contacted by mail, telephone. or on 

weeJcends during the spritigand smumer. · · ·. 

Even though.the county's projects have not moved asqulcldyas the application 
anticipated, the com1ty is proud that the bond issues in both the Sunny Slope. Country . 
Club Diive Sewer. District and the CameJpt Sewer District passed with a voter approval 

' ' . ·' ; ,' .. ··. ' ' 

Pij:ONE (573) 346'44.40 X-207. FAX (573) 346,5181. 



. ' ' ' 
·, . _.: ' . ' - ': '. ' .__ ' ' ' ' ' '. . . ' 

. ·. ·. of over 70%. Citizen input the county received in someofthe other districts has been 
positive, also; Eventhough the county has missed some deadlines in the application and 
will. miss others, we. believe ifmuchbetter to take the time we have learned is 11ecessary 

. to d~velop strong citi:zen supportfor this initial.effort to develop c~ntral wastewater . 
collection .and treatm.ent aroundthemore densely settled arl!<ts along .the .shoreline of the · 
Lake of the Ozarks. Each time a district.is successfully implementedthrough · · 
construction, we believe, will. create. stronger citizen s].\pport for the implementation of 
this and what .will undoubtedly be successive projects. · 

. Can1den County thanks you for your efforts to help us with the successful· . . .. 
implementation: of this pr<Jject. Ifyou shoµld have any qµestions about the materials we · 
are. submitting, please.feel freeto contact Jim Dickerson, Can1denCounty's Sewer 

. District Coordinator, at 573-346-56]6 .. · 

Sincerely, 

e~.~~ 
Carolyn F. Loraine . · · · . 



County of ·cAMDEN ·state of.Missouri 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn. Loraine 

Commission Clerk 
Rowland Todd . 

Project Segment 

>Camelot· 
• .., Normac 

Crane/Davey Cove 
Coffman Bend 

. Greenview 
· - Sunny Slope 

Total 

. . 
1 Court Circle, Suite 1 

Camdenton, Missouri .65020 

• 
. .· Office pf the · 
CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION 

. . 

Revised. Project Cost Schedule. 
July 9, 2004 . 

' ' '' ,' .·. '• . '. ··. ' ' .. 

· ·. tsti:>istrict Commissioner . 
· Steve West · 

2nd District Commissioner 
Thom Gumm 

. . 

EPA$ 

$200,000 
$ 55,000 

Total$ 
l>esign 
Complete 

· .. Construction 
.Complete 

.. $400,000 
$175,000 

. $215,000 .. 
$400,000 . 

$3,840,000 
$ 400,000 
$8,500,000 
$1,500,000 
$9,200,000 
$3,485, 100 

$1,445,000 . . $26,925,100 

Progress Repiirt 

4/04 
·. 4104 

10/04 
03/05 
10/04 

. 5104 

10/05 
11105 
11106 
11106 
11/06 
6105· 

· Camelot Sewer Distril~t: The district has been formed an.d the necessary revenue and 
general obligation bonds to construct the system have been approved by voters.Jn 
addition, the district has beenexpanded from its original size to include two large 

. condominium developments that increase the district's number ofcµstomers and put 
downward pressure oi1the user rate.. · ·. 

Normac Estates l>istrict: This district has been formed and the Preliminary Engin~ering. 
· Report is complete. Environmental Review is to be initiated within _the next two weeks: · 
·Two public meetings have been held with residents of the district to gettheir.approv<1l of 
·the concept and estimated user ratesfot the system. Response ha,s been overwhelmingly 

· positive. A vote is anticipated in November,. 2004 or April 2005 on proposed financing 
for the system. · 

. Greenview: This dist;ict h~s been. formed. and wol'k is just abo~t completed on the .. 
PreliminaryEligineering Report._This. district, unlike most.of the others, has.a relatively. 

. large number of existing treatmentplants even thongh the district as proposed is st.ill 
largely served.with septic tank systems. County and engineering staff has.met with most 
of the owners ofthes.e existing plants.to determine which.of these plants i,nightbe.used in 

PHONE (573) 346-4440 X-207 FAX (573) 346-518_1 
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the proposed county system. The. Environmenl~l Review will be initiated as soon as the. ·. 
PERis complete. · · · 

· Crane/Davey Cove:· A lot ofworkhas gone into establishing the boundaries of this 
.district: A proposed boundary has been developed after extensive field research and a 

· projected number of users has been developed. This district should be the next district 
formed. 

' ,'.'.·. . . : " ' ,' . . ' . 

Coffman Bend: Initial.fieldwork has been doneinthis district to provide information for 
boundary determinations. · 

Climax Springs: This proposed district has been the most problematic. Bmmdary work 
has been completed, and all necessary documents forthe formation of the district have 
beeii prepared, However, the Climax Springs School, which just over two years ago 
installed a new system, has. been hesitant to agree to use the proposed county system and 
hesitant tosupport the formation of the district. Pue to the fact that most of the residents . 
of the distr.ict have low income, it has always been believed that this district would be the 
most challenging ofall those proposed to get voter approval on the issuance of bonds. 
That challenge. would only be. irn;reased by lack of support from .the school district. 
Finally, communication with the school district has been harmed over the last two years 

· because the scho.ol district'. s superintendent was embroiled in a federal. embezzlement 
trial and has now been removed . .For these reasons, the Climax Springs District has been. 
removed from the project budget above. · 



Jim Dickerson To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
<jdickerson@copic.ext cc: Pradip DalaVWWPD/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. I will get on this. 
jrd 

-------Original Message-------

From: Gibbins.Don@epamajl.epa.gov 
Date: Wednesday, July 07, 2004 09:57:37 
To: Jim Dickerson 
Cc: Jeff.Pjnson@dnr.mo.gov; Dalal. Pradip@epamail.epa.gov 
Subject: Re: Camden County Requests 

This message is regarding the two letters you sent me for the Camden 
County EPA grant. 

I have written a letter to the County in response their letter regarding 
the change in scope. I am asking for a new breakdown of project costs 
and revised schedules for the projects. I am faxing you a copy of that 
letter for your information. 

The second letter from the County is not what I 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. (I 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. I 
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. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

Jim Dickerson 
<jdickerson@copjc.ext.mi To: Don 

Gibbins/WWPD/R7 /USEP A/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 

-------Original Message-------

From: Jim Dickerson 
Date: Monday, June 28, 2004 11 :25:38 
To: Gibbons.Don@epa.gov 
Subject: Camden County Requests 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: I 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 



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901North5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

![acsimi[e Cover Slieet 
July 7, 2004 

SUBJECT: Camden County EPA Grant No. XP987222 01 

FROM: 

Letter Regarding Change of Scope ~pl __./ 
Donald Gibbins, Environmental Engineer ~ 
Telephone#: 913-551-7417 Fax#: 913-551-9417 

To: Jim Dickerson 
Telephone#: 573-346-5616 Fax#: 573-346-2007 

PAGES: r /ncluding 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 
913103 which requests approval of pre-award costs. I make reference to this letter in an e-mail I sent 
to you on this date. 



Ms. Carolyn F. Loraine 
Presiding Commissioner 
1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

Dear Ms. Loraine: 

July 7, 2004 

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~ Comnlete Comnlete 

Camelot Estates $200,000 $3,444,000 09/03 11/04 
Climax Springs/Normac 160,000 1,565,000 09/03 06104 - Normac 

09104 - Climax Springs 
Crane Cove/Davey Cove 500,000 8,500,000 09104 12/05 
Coffman Bend 245,000 1,500,000 06104 06105 
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 
Gibbins ,& ft Dalal 
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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 
I am 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 «• 07/06/2004 02:17 PM 

To: Jeff Pinson 
cc: 

Subject: Fw: Camden County Requests 

Below is the e-mail message I told you about today in our telephone conversation. Let me know if you 
have any questions. 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 

-----Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS on 07/06/2004 02:16 PM-----

Jim Dickerson To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@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 

-------Original Message-------

From: Jim Dickerson 
Date: Monday, June 28, 2004 11 :25:38 
To: Gjbbons.Don@epa.gov 
Subject: Camden County Requests 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: I 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 



• • I'll IncrediMai/- Email has finally evolved - Click Here-0628111354_001.pdf _0628111338_001.pdf 



June 28, 2004 

Mr. Thom Gumm, Commissioner 
Camden County Commission 
I Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

RE: EPA Grant XP 987222-01, Camden County 

Dear Commissioner Gumm: 

WJMB;Rec'd JUL 0 9 2004 

Referring to our conference call on June 24, 2004 with you, Mary Clark, Joy Reven and I, 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 included 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 received. Please feel 
free to state this in your letter. 

Missouri 

Integrity and excellence in all we do 

0 
Rttyded P:op<ir 

Dmif 
~ 
Resources 



Commissioner Thom Gwnm 
June 28, 2004 
Page Two 

Other issues that must be addressed concern 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 

c. (},J'UIA p~ 
E.'fe~:on 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/amb 

c: Mr. Donald Gibbins, EPA Region 7 



Jim Dickerson To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@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 

-------Original Message-------

From: Jim Dickerson 
Date: Monday, June 28, 2004 11 :25:38 
To: Gibbons.Pon@epa.gov 
Subject: Camden County Requests 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: I 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 

• • llill IncrediMail- Email has finally evolved- Click Here-062a1113s4_001.pdf _0628111338_001.pdf 
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County of CAMDEN Stat;'of .'Missouri 
==--~-=--= 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn Loraine 

1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

Office of the 
CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION 

Commission Clerk 
Rowland Todd 

June 28, 2004 

Mr. Don Gibbons, Project Officer 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VJI 
901 North Fifth Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

Re: Pro.ject XP-98722201-l 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: 

1st District Commissioner 
Sieve West 

2nd District Commissioner 
Thom Gumm 

Camden County is writing to assure you that invoice.s previously submitted to EPA for 
the referenced project represented EPA's 55% of project costs. Invoices representing 
Camden County's 45% share have been submitted to the Missomi Department of Natural 
Resources for documentation purposes. 

[fyou should have any questions, please do not hesitate to call Project Manager .Jim 
Dickerson at 573-346-56 I 6. 

Thank yoll. 

Sincerely, 

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



rr==========================·-======= 

Presiding Commissioner 
Carolyn Loraine 

County of CAMDEN 
~- --

1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, Missouri 65020 

• 
Office of the 

-·------------
State of Jvlissouri 

1st District Commissioner 
Steve West 

CAMDEN COUNTY COMMISSION 
Commission Cieri< 

Rowland Todd 

June 28, 2004 

Mr. Don Gibbons, Project Offlcer 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
90 I North Fifth Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 

Re: Project XJ>-98722201-1 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: 

2nd District Commissioner 
Thom Gumm 

Camden County requests an amendment to the referenced project to include the Sunny 
Slope Country Club 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 fonds were discussed. Howevt'r, due 
to delays caused by a need to hold a new bond election and other matters, the Sunny 
Slope Country Club Drive construction bid solicitationjqst occuned. Due to the levels 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 lf you should have any questions, please do not hesitate to cal! 

·. Project Manager Jim Dickerson at 573-346-56 J 6. 

Thank you. 

n 
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Jeff Pinson To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@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 I 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 Federal Regs. 

Thanks, 

EJP 

-----Forwarded by Jeff Pinson/WPCP/DEQ/MODNR on 01/22/2004 09:47 AM----­

"Jim Dickerson" <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu> 
To: nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us 

01/22/2004 09:24 AM 
cc: 

Subject: Camden County Administrative Contract 

Jeff: I am attaching a letter sent to Commissioner Loraine regarding your last letter. Would you be kind 
enough for forward to Don Gibbons. I don't have his e-mail address in this computer. We will have 
contract revisions completed soon. 

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. 

===================================================================== 
[I 

========= _0122091758_001.pd 



t~ak~) of tl1e Oi:arks Cou1nci~ of loc~aJ \3o·vernri~ents 
P.O. Box 786 

Camdenton, MO 65020 
(573) 346-56116 

jclickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu 

January 20, 2004 

Camden Countj 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: 

Relating to Mr. Pinson's citing of 40 CFR 31.36(1)(4) wherein EPA will not allow compensation 
based on either a cost plus percentage or percentage of construction cost, we have no problem 
redrawing our contract for a lump sum of $8S,364-the original value of the contract. As I 
explained in my earlier letter, the amount was originally determined based on a state-approved 
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, 

~~ .... <:::i· 
~---~---·---' 

James R. Dickerson 
Sewer District Coordinator 

Cc: E. Jeffrey Pinson 



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: 

I 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 Jetter. The following is the comment that must be added: 

As per 40 CFR 31.36(f)( 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 3 l.36(d)(3), acceptable forms of compensation include Jump 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 

~®£~ 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/amb 

c: Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 
Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region VII 

c,\CALs 
~O ""~ ~sess111"-& ~ 
0.; ~·. •_.L Oi/9 ' ~~ 

":~· ;..-! 
I\,... . . 'II&'.'. ~ ·,' 

l::t-pt"r"fog Mbsnurl's RcsollTI'~ 

Integrity and excellence in everything we do 

R<>eyclro Papor 



December 9, 2003 

Ms. Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County 
I Court Circle, Suite I 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

RE: EPA Grant XP987222-0l, Camden County, Missouri, Engineering Agreement 

Dear Commissioner Loraine: 

On June I 0, 2003 I sent comments concerning the engin. eering. 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 Jetter, 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. 

Integrity and excellence in everything we do 



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 POLr:qoN CONTROL PROGRAM 

(.~~ 
E. ~f::c;Cson 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/amb 

c: Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 
''MT,Elott'.6ibbitts;'EPA"Regicfif3~IV.· - -,,,,.,,, 
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WIMB:f!ec'd DEC 1 2 2003 

Bob 1-folden, Governor • Stephen M. Mahfood, Director 

Ms. Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County 
1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

RE: EPA Grant XP987222-01, Camden County, Missouri, Adnrin.istrative Services Contract 
between Camden County and Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 

Dear Commissioner Loraine: 

The Missouri Department ofNatural Resources (MDNR) has reviewed the executed adnrin.istrative 
services agreement between Camden County and Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments, 
dated January 7, 2002. Grant conditions concerning the adnrin.istrative 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 language required in the solicitation for proposals 
shall be included into the adnrin.istrative 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 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 adnrin.istrative 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 
transactions by any Federal Department or Agency." 
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Ms. Carolyn Loraine 
December 5, 2003 
Page Two 

3. As per 40 CFR 3 l .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%ofproject 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 3 l .36(f)(l ), you must perform a cost or price analysis in connection with 
every procurement action including contract modifications, including as a miillmum, 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)(l), contracts exceeding $100,000 must include the administrative, 
contractual, and legal remedies which will be used by the grantee in instances where the 
contrac'tor 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)(l0), 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. 

8. As per 40 CFR 31.36(i)(l l), 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. 

. •· 
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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 

~m:9~ 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/arnb 

c: Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Goverrunents 
Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region VII 



MEMORANDUM 

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION VII 
901 N. 5™ ST. 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

~Jij_ c)Cj J d()O 3 

SUBJECT: Review ofinterim Financial Status Report 

FROM: Connie Allen QD-1'-;~u_J ()JliJ_j)~ 
Grants Administration 

TO: EPA Project Officer, --~I)~·~C~·'~'~b=b=i~C\~s~· __ 

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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June 10, 2003 

Ms. Carolyn Loraine, Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County Commission 
1 Court Circle, Suite 1 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

RE: Engineering Agreement between Camden County and Missouri Engineering 
Corporation 

Dear Commissioner Loraine: 

The Missouri Department ofNatural 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 sub grant, 
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 
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Ms. Carolyn Loraine 
June I 0, 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 3 l.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 3 l.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 affirmative 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 BP A requirement can be obtained at 
the following web site address: www.epa.gov/osdbu/pubs.htrn. 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: 

(i) 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; 

(iii) 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 
Commerce; and 

(vi) Requiring the prime contractor, if subcontracts are to be let, to take the 
affirmative steps listed in Paragraphs (e)(2)(1) 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)(l ), 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)(l), 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. 

i 
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Ms. Carolyn Loraine 
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7. As per 40 CFR 3 l .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. 

8. As per 40 CFR 3 l .36(i)(l 0), 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. 

9. As per 40 CFR 3 l .36(i)(l l ), 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. 

10. As per 40 CFR 3 l.36(i)(l2), 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). ' 

11. As per 40 CFR 3 l .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). 

12. 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? 



Ms. Carolyn Loraine 
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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 

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 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

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 

PAGES: 5~ncluding this cover sheet. 

COMMENTS: 

Fax#: 573-751-9396 

Attached is amendment #1 for the Camden Co. EPA grant No .. XP987222-01. This was 
mailed to the county on 4/4/03. It amends the grant percentage shown on the first page and changes 
the authorized representative. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 



XP - 98722201 - 1 Page 1 
ASSISTANCE ID NO. 

~~~~os.,.4,~ U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PRG I DOCID JAMEND# DATE OF AWARD 

f ft\ XP - 98722201 - 1 04/04/2003 
PROTECTION AGENCY TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE " " \; ; No Cost Amendment 04/04/2003 

Assistance Amendment PAYMENT METHOD: ACH# 
4tpA# ACH 

RECIPIENT TYPE: Send Payment Request to: 
County U.S. 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 Recipient 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Camdenton, MO 65020 
EIN: 44-6000457 

PROJECT MANAGER EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST 

James R. Dickerson Don Gibbins Karen Sherrm 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 901 North Fifth Street, VVWPD/SRFB Grants Administration 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Kansas City, KS 66101 E-Mail: sherri!Lkaren@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 I PROJECT PERIOD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST I 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 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 alter 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 Coun~ Commission for 55.00 0/o 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 modifications) ci.ted in the Project Title and Description above, signed 07/30/2002 
included herein by reference. 

ISSUING OFFICE (GRANTS MANAGEMENT OFFICE) AWARD APPROVAL OFFICE 

ORGANIZATION I ADDRESS ORGANIZATION I ADDRESS 

Grants Management Office U.S. EPA, Region 7 
901 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 I TYPED NAME AND TITLE I DATE 
. Karen L. Sherri!!, Senior Grants Specialist 04/04/2003 

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 8 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 full to EPA. 

BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION 

SIGNATURE I TYPED NAME AND TITLE I DATE 
Carolyn 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 Federal Funds $0 $ $0 

Recipient Contribution $ 80,000 $ $ 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 $0 $ 24,774,000 

Assistance Program (CFDA) Statutory Authority Regulatory Authority 
66.606 - Suiveys - Studies - Investigations - Spec! Appropriations Act of 2002 (PL 107-73) 40 CFR PART 31 

Fiscal 
Site Name DCN FY Approp. Budget PRC Object Site/Project Cost Obligation I 

Code Organization Class Organization Deobligation 



XP - 98722201 - 1 Page 3 
Budget Summary Page 

Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Allowable 
(Non-construction) Budget Period Cost 

1. Personnel $0 
2. Fringe Benefits $0 
3. Travel $0 
4. Equipment $0 
5.Supplies $0 
6. Contractual $3,348,500 
7. Construction $20,509,000 
8. Other $916,500 
9. Total Direct Charges $24,774,000 
10. Indirect Costs: o/o 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 



Administrative Conditions 

All Administrative Conditions Remain the Same 

Programmatic Conditions 

All Programmatic Conditions Remain the Same 

XP - 98722201 - 1 Page 4 
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'·S~~T~,~q:~_~,9~_pµRI Bob Hokk~n. Governor e Stephen M. Mahfood, Director\ · 

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURC:ES 
. ',~,f~~~~t;::;',:r{ ··, www.dnr.statc.mo.us , 

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 Commissioner Loraine: 

FU:'.CE!VED 

APR 09 2.003 

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 
Governments. 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 requested 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. I 
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 

0 
ReCYCLW PAPER 



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 

cflh-P~ 
E. Jeffrey Pinson 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/dmg 

Enclosures 

c: Mr. Don Gibbons, EPA Region 7 
Mr. Jim Dickerson, Lake Ozark Council of Local Governments 



Don Gibbins :d'f. 03/31/2003 04:06 PM 

To: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 
cc: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 

Subject: Re: Camden CountyffiS) 

I don't know anything about it, but I think it is possible that something got lost in the chain of 
communication. I would expect that they really meant an environmental impact evaluation would be 
required. From what I have seen, the other Federal agencies do a lot less than EPA/MDNR does, so I 
would be surprised if they intended to do an EIS on such a small project. 

***************************************************************** 

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/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
<nrpinsj@mail.dnr.stat cc: 
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. It shows RD as a 
funding source 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. I have called Missouri 
Engineering for additional information, but haven't heard back yet. 

Jeff Pinson 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

March 4, 2003 

Camden County Commission 
Grant Number: XP987222 01 

Mr. 0. L Wallace 
Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County Commission 
Camden County Courthouse 
1 Court Circle 
Camdenton, Missouri 6.5020 

Dear Mr. Wallace: 

REGION VII 
901 NORTH STH STREET 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has been made aware the Camden County 
Commission has not compttei::J with the terms of the assistance agreement. Specifically the 
foll.owing have occurred: 

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 
reqwest 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 (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. 

3. 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 

RECYCLE~ 
PAP<.Ae<>•r<m•<e>C"o~OEM 



control structure is the segregation of duties among employees to 
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. Temporarily 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 grantE'fe"s 
or subgrantee's program [EPA can also wholly or partly annul the current 
award for the grantee's or subgrantee's program], 

4. Witl:\Fiold further awards; oil'. _ 

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 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. 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. It 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 questions 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, 

c-;L-~/ ~~~---
Carol Rampage 
Grants Management Officer 

cc: Missouri Department of Natural Resources 



Don Gibbins 

03/04/2003 08:36 AM 

To: Mary Clark 
cc: Malinda King <nrkingm2@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>, Pradip 

Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS 
Subject: Camden County EPA Letter 

Attached is the letter that Karen Sherrill 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 

***************************************************************** 

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 

***************************************************************** 



Karen Sherrill 

03/04/2003 08:21 AM 

Hi Don -

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 
cc: 

Subject: Final Camden County Commission; XP987222 01 
On-Site Letter 

Attached is the final version of the letter to Camden County Commission concerning grant number 
XP987222 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 also 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) 551-9461 (fax) 
sherrill.karen@epa.gov 



CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

March 4, 2003 

Camden County Commission 
Grant Number: XP987222 01 

Mr. 0. 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. 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 (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. 

3. 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 

SHERRILL 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. Temporarily 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 program), 

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 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. 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. It 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 questions 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 

cc: Missouri Department of Natural Resources 



Don Gibbins 

:lllf « 02/25/2003 08:09 AM 

To: Karen EPA 
cc: 

Subject: Camden Co. SD 

Please 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/USEPNUS on 02/25/2003 08:07 AM-----

Mary Clark To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta cc: 
le.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? 



Don Gibbins 

<dl'l 'illll!!.. fl(1~ 0212512003 08:07 AM 

To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 
cc: 

Subject: Re: Camden Co. SDLEJ 

I don't think Karen has scheduled the meeting yet. I 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. 

************************************************************************** 

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 Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta cc: 
le.mo.us> Subject: Camden Co. SD 

0212412003 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 1 00% 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: 

Subject: 

From: 

File To: 

February 5, 2003 

Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant 
MDNR Concerns 

Donald E. Gibbins, WWPD/SRF~ d.___.­
Environmental Engineer UC~ 

XP987222-01 

I traveled 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: I) 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 I 00% 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 I 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 !Gs office. 

cc: Karen Sherrill, 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 (invoices) 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. 

fJ\ "- 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 b Barbar Bohley do not equal the amount shown on the pay request form 
and paid by grant funds. More was ai an 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 Ozark 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 a copy of the contract with Mr. Dickerson or Ms. Bohley. 
We do not have a copy of the engineering agreement. 



Intennunicipal agreements have not been provided and likely have not been entered into, since there are no 
sewer districts fanned. 

Pl/ The grant recipient has not secured their match for the grant and will not do so, in all probability, for a long 
~;time. 

(l 

'\ 
Should payment have been made if the above requirements (no intennunicipal agreements, engineering 
agreement, contracts or match) have not been met? We don't know when the request for payment is made 
until we are informed by EPA. 

~ What are eligible pre-award costs? 

What are the options to correct Camden County's problems? 

Should 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: 

!.)Vegas should receive documentation 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 met with pay request 

How can we minimize over paying and then having to spend the rest of time trying to collect? 

Options: 

I.) Have grantees send pay request to us for approval prior 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? 

Small Purchases Requirements? 
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U.S. EPA PAYMENT REQUEST -~ 

Reciplenl Name: CAMDEN COUNTY Contact Person: JAMES R. DICKERSON ·t 
"ii, 
..: 

\ 

Phone II: (573) 346-5616 Fax II: (573) 

ACH II 7676 Request ll l Cash on Hand: $ 0.00 

{if applicable) 

Account No/Activity Code 
Assis lance Agreement (Superfund Siie Specific) s Amount """ .. 
XP987222-0l M /A 141,654.00 

TOTALAMOUNTREOUESTEDS 141, 654. DO 
I cer1ily lhal lo the Lies! al my knowledge and lleliel !he dala al.love are correcl 

.and that all oullays were made in acco1dance with the gran! condilions or other 
agreement and Iha! paymenl is due and has no! been previously requesled. 

346-2007 

Mark 
(X) II 

' 
Credit 

APPROVALS: \\_oZ:.-oL-
Date Approved 

\ 
EPA Certifying Officer Approval Oale Approved 

For EPA Internal Use Only 

$ 
EPA APPROVED AMOUNT 

For EPA Use ()nlv 

' 

·1 



5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD II 908 

SARASOTA FL 34242 

(941) 346-8531 

Mr. E. Jeffrey Pinson 

Project Coordinator 
Department of Natural Resources 

PO Box 179 
Jefferson City, MO 65102-0176 

BARBARA BOHLEY 

BLB & ASSOCIATES 

January 15, 2003 

Re: Special Infrastructure Grant Project XP987222-01 

Dear Mr. Pinson: 

PO BOX 1027 

ROLLA, MO 654H2 

(573) 467 0197 

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 

WATER POLLUTION 
CONTROL PROGRAM 



5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD 

11908 

SARASOTA FL 34242 

(94 l) 346-853 I 

BARBARA BOHLEY 

BLB & ASSOCIATES 

September 3, 2002 

Mr. Donald Gibbons E. Gibbons, Environmental Engineer 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 

Region VII 
901 North s•h Street 

Kansas City, Kansas 66101 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: 

P 0 BOX I 027 

ROLLA. MO 65402 

(57.\) 578"-0938 

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. 

Preliminary administration , financial planning, 

applications and bond financing. 

Total pre-award costs requested 

$110,450.00 

$ 31,204.00 

$ 141.654.00 

Please contact me if you have any questions, need additional documentation or invoices. I 

will be out of town from the 6'h of September until the 10''. You can, however, reach me 

on my cell phone which is 573 578 0938. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Bohley 



~l/15/2883 12:27 

LOCLG 

POBOX786 
115 WEST HWY 54 
CAMDENTON, MO 65020 

BILL TO -------
CAMDEN COUNTY 
l COIJRT CIRCLE 

i CAM°*'NTON. MO 65020 
! ATTI™nON: STEVE WEST 
i 
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Invoice 
DATE INVOICE# l 

·---~~;~---~---2-8' 1 

I 
__ J 

_ ..... -,"~~---------· ·-----. '··-------·---. -·-···-----r-------~ '"' 
DESCRIF'TION l AMOUNT 

r::.987222. 01 · ·· --------.·--· ·· ··--------- -----·· ··------ .·----··-··--· -· 
[ Cundon Counl)' Spociol illli'ostnlctuJ< Grant 
i 
Engin1XTing !H!rVices for oomple:tion .of preliminary eng.lneering report and 
• por1ion oftlle facility plan for tlie ovomll -er district 

I Preliminary edmi.olfl'Ultion. financiaJ plannins, applkation~ and bond 
; financing 

' I ~. bud&et. lll'lluc..non 
i Mo.tins, ron(ete11ce calls 
I 

1

1Copi .. 
. Total 

i ,. 
' 

463 bours 
131 bours 
5!14houn @5UO~ 31,185.00 

19.00 
31,21)4.00 

I 
I 

110,450.00 

11,204.00 

i TI!ANx; YOU. 
I -·----- ·------.-·----,-·---'---. ----·-···"------··--1 

i Total sl41,65•.oo 
! _______ _..,., ______ . -·~----···------ ________________ .... __ ! ·-··--"· ---·---" 



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 



cJt;( ~~ou t.i 529 in.EL. t in9 Co'r..fa.o ta.ti.on 
ENGINEERING CONSULTANTS 

P.O. BOX 13 
ROLLA, MISSOURI 65402 • PHONE: 573-364-4003 

To ·······-· .... Cll.lll.Q~I!. ColJtllY. .. Sew.l:T..D.iotri1<L .................. . 

DATE ••••.••.• 8/6{2QQ2 ..•..... 

Engineering services for completion of prelimiruuy engineering repon 
and a. portion of the facility plan for the overall sewer di!ltrict. 

3095 Users Studied@$~0.00 
Facility Plan-Camelot 
Facility Plan- Climax Springs 60% 

AMOUNT DUE 

92,850.00 
11,000.00 

6.600,QQ 

$110,450.00 



Small Purchase <100,000.00 Procurement Reqnirements for EPA Infrastructure Grant prior to approval 

I. Copy of Specifications. 
2. Copy ofletter requesting price quotes 
3. Documentation of good faith eff011s for MBE/WBE 
4. Copy of individual quotes 
5. Grantees recommendation of low bid 
6. Certification of Debarment and Suspension 
7. Anti-Lobbying 

Note: On all purchases > 100,000.00 please refer to progranunatic conditions and EPA regulations at 40 
CPR Part 31.36 



February 4, 2003 

Mr. O.L. Wallace 
Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County Courthouse 
1 Court Circle 
Carndenton, MO 65020 

www.dnr.state.mo.us 

RE: Special Infrastructure Grant Project XP987222-01 

Dear Commissioner Wallace: 

RECEIVED 

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 withheld 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 POLLUTION CONTROL PROGRAM ,-.... 

mson 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/amb 

c: ·· Mr .. Don Gibbins, EPA Region 7 
Mr. Jim Dickerson, Project Manager 

Integrity and excellence in all we do 

0 
RECYCLED Pll?Ef.' 



Don Gibbins 

,,,.. 021041200312:44 PM 

To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@maiLdnr.state.mo.us> 
cc: 

Subject: Camden County - XP987222 01 - Payments 

I am forwarding this message to you for your information and EPA file. 

************************************************************************** 

Donald E. Gibbins 
EPA Region 7 VVWPDISRFB 
901 North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

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

-----Forwarded by Don Gibbins/VvWPDIR?/USEPNUS on 02/0412003 12:43 PM-----

Karen Sherrill 

02/04/2003 10:57 AM 

Hi Eileen -

To: Eileen Brasier/LV/USEPNUS@EPA 
cc: Don Gibbins/VvWPD/R?/USEPNUS@EPA 

Subject: Camden County - XP987222 01 - Payments 

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 



Don, 

Mary Clark 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta 
ta.mo.us> 

01 /23/2003 09:54 AM 

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 
cc: John Fraga <nrfragj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>. Steve Townley 

<nrtowns@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>, Jeff Pinson 
<nrpinsj@mail .dnr .state.mo. us> 

Subject: EPA grant payments 

John and I 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 95% of the total grant to the county, the last project will be very 
short of money. How do we convey to the payment people in Las Vegas that they should be 
holding payment because a project has not had a final inspection or complied with all of their 
grant 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 I 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 hold payment if 
they continue to request payment without sending the documentation to us? 

So what do we do With these council of governments? Do we need a contract? On our State grants 
and loans we require a contract for everything we pay on, bids or quotes (Small 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. I 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 Hills 
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 alter we have reviewed the 
invoices and the amount requested. It would certainly eliminate the problem with paying more than 55% 
of the invpices as is now occurring. 
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REf "'IVED 

JAN 14 2003 

si:~T~-.~~~-~J9~.8JJ~ \ Bob Holden, Governor • Stephen M. Mahfood, Dirfctor \t II It II r~ u Is AF 8 
DEPi\RTMJ3NT OF NATURAL RESOU~CES 

,~,'~t~;r_j~.;f.t .. ,· . www.dnr.swte.mo.us 
'· ': ,, ' 
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January 8, 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 Jetter 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 

{;~~ 
Project Coordinator 

EJP/amb 

c: Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region 7 
Mr. Jim Dickerson, Project Manager 

Integrity and excellence in all we do 

0 
f/EC\'Cl£D PAf'Ell 

i., 
' 
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November 27, 2002 

Mr. 0. L. Wallace 
Presiding Commissioner 
Camden County Courthouse 
1 Court Circle 
Camdenton, MO 65020 

RE: XP987222-0l 

Dear Commissioner Wallace: 

W\Vw.dnr.state.mo.us 

The Camden County Commission is the recipient ofa $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 5.5% 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. 

I 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 

0 
RECYCLED PAl'fl< 



Mr. 0. L. W a!lace 
November 27, 2002 
Page Two 

While I 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 #1 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 thest; 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 l" 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. 0. 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 

~~-,)~. 
Marys.~· 
Senior Project Coordinator 

MSC/amb 

c: Mr. Don Gibbins, EPA Region 7 
Mr. Clark Thomas, RD 
Mr. Tim Rickabaugh, CDBG 
Mr. Jeff Pinson, Water Pollution Control Program 



Don Gibbins 

10/15/2002 08:13 AM 

To: Debbie Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US 
cc: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 

Subject: Camden Co. 

Mary Clark with MDNR is the grant manager for the grant we have awarded to MDNR for them to manage 
the FY01 and FY02 Missouri special infrastructure grants. The Camden Co. grant she is referring to is 
one of the FY02 grants which we recently awarded. 

When the application first came in, I think I talked to you about whether the County could make someone 
not a part of the County the official signer, and I think you said yes. I am forwarding this to you for your 
information and consideration. 

*********************************** 

Donald E. Gibbins 
EPA Region 7 WWPD/SRFB 
901 North 5th Street 
Kansas City, KS 66101 

Telephone#: 913-551-7417 
Facsimile#: 913-551-9417 

-----Forwarded by Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US on 10/15/2002 07:55 AM-----

Mary Clark 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta 
te.mo.us> 

10/11/2002 08:30 AM 

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc: Steve Townley <nrtowns@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 

Subject: Camden Co. 

It stuck in my head that you said that Jim Dickerson signed <JS every person in charge of every capacity in 
the grant application. I hope he is not signing the grant. I wanted to check to make sure he wasn't 
claiming to be the authorized representative of the county, so I pulled out our copy of the application. 

He signed as the authorized certifying official. He is not an official of the county as far as I 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 I 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 Council 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. I am the project management person for the 3% management grant but I 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. 



NOTE 

Date: 

Subject: 

From: 

To: 

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

October 10, 2002 

Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant 
EPA Grant No. XP987222-0l 

Donald Gibbins~· 
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 



NOTE 

Date: 

Subject: 

From: 

To: 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

September 19, 2002 

Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant 
EPA Grant No. XP9871l7-01, Amendment No. 1 

Donald Gibbinsif.fr-

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 Page 1 

ASSISTANCE ID NO. 

'"'<EDS)"~>;<; U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PRG I DOCID I AMEND# DATE OF AWARD 
-1:1 .. 

09/19/2002 i ft \ PROTECTION AGENCY 
XP . 98722201 . 0 

~~~ TYPE OF ACTION MAILING DATE 
~ - - q New 09/26/2002 

~'% ~&' Grant Agreement PAYMENT METHOD: ACH# 
41. PR01- ACH 

RECIPIENT TYPE: Send Payment Request to: 
County U.S. Environmental Protection Agency ~ LasVegas FMC 

P.O. Sox 98515, LasVegas, NV 89193-8515 
Contact: #702-798-2507, Fax: #702-798-2423 

RECIPIENT: PAYEE: 

Camden County Commission Same as Recipient 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Camdenton, MO 65020 
EIN: 44-6000457 . 

PROJECT MANAGER EPA PROJECT OFFICER EPA GRANT SPECIALIST 

Ja·mes R. Dickerson Don Gibbins Debbie Titus 
Camden County Courthouse, 1 Court Circle 901 North Fifth Street, WWPD/SRFB 
Camdenton, MO 65020 Kansas City, KS 66101 E~Mail: Titus.Oebbie@epa.gov 
E-Mail: E~Mail: Gibbins.Don@epa.gov Phone: 913-551-7712 
Phone: 573-346-5616 Phone: 913-551-7417 

PROJECT TITLE AND DESCRIPTION 
Camden County Infrastructure 
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. 

BUDGET PERIOD I PROJECT PERIOD TOTAL BUDGET PERIOD COST I 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 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 alter 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 Countk'. Commission for _§:_QQ_ %1 of all approved costs 
incurred up to and no~ exceeding ~1,455,000 for the support of approved budget period effort described in application 
(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 I ADDRESS ORGANIZATION I ADDRESS 

Grants Management Office U.S. EPA, Region 7 
901 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 I TYPED NAME AND TITLE I DATE 
Carol Rompage, Grants Management Official 09/19/2002 

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 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 full to EPA. 

BY AND ON BEHALF OF THE DESIGNATED RECIPIENT ORGANIZATION 

SIGNATURE I TYPED NAME AND TITLE I 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 $ $ 1,455,000 $ 1,455,000 

EPA In-Kind Amount $ $ $ 0 

Unexpended Prior Year Balance $ $ $0 

Other Federal Funds $ $ $0 

Recipient Contribution $ $ 80,000 $ 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 $0 $ 24,774,000 $ 24,774,000 

Assistance Program (CFDA) Statutory Authority Regulatory Authority 

66.606 - 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 I 

Code Organization Class Organization Deobligation 

- SX2017 2002 E4 0700QG2 203018 4183 - - 1,455,000 

1,455,000 



XP - 98722201 - 0 Page 3 
Budget Summary Page 

Table A - Object Class Category Total Approved Allowable 
(NonMconstruction) Budget Period Cost 

1. Personnel $0 
2. Fringe Benefits $0 
3. Travel $0 
4. Equipment $0 
5. Supplies $0 
6. Contractual $3,348,500 
7. Construction $20,509,000 
8. Other $916,500 
9. Total Direct Charges $24, 774,000 
10. Indirect Costs: 0/o Base $0 
11. Total (Share: Recipient 94.00 o/o Federal 6.00 °/o.) $24,774,000 
12. Total Approved Assistance Amount $1,455,000 
13. Program Income $0 



XP - 98722201 - 0 Page 4 

Administrative Conditions 

1. In order to comply with the Debt Collection Improvement Act of 1966, the Recipient 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, Telephone: 702-798-2507. 

2. In accordance with OMS 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 Federal 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 unless 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. 

3. Recipient agrees to comply with the Anti-Lobbying Act, Section 319 of Public Law 101-121, 
effective December 23, 1989. 

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 forr,n, if required, shall 
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 all solicitation documents the following: 

"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 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." 

4. 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 Relations on Federal and Federally Funded 
Construction Projects," as amended by Executive Order 13208 (April 11, 2001, 66 Fed. Reg. 
18717) of April 6, 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." 

5. Recipient agrees to comply with Federal Register, Volume 53, No. 102, dated May 26, 1988, 
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. 

6. Recipient agrees to ensure that all space for conferences, meetings, conventions or training 
funded in whole or in part with Federal funds comply with the Hotel and Motel Fire Safety Act of 
1990. 

7. 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 Minority 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% 
Equipment 10% 5% 
Construction 10% 5% 

(b)(1) The recipient agrees to ensure, to the fullest extent possible, that at least the applicable "fair 
share" objectives of Federal funds for prime contracts or subcontracts for supplies, construction, 
equipment or services are made available to organizations owned or controlled by socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals, women and Historically Black Colleges and Universities. 

(2) For assistance agreements related 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 Federal funds for prime contracts or subcontracts for supplies, construction, 
equipment or services are made available to organizations owned or controlled by socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals, women, disabled Americans, Historically Black Colleges 
and Universities, Colleges and Universities having a student body in which 40% or more of the 
students are Hispanic, minority institutions having a minority student body of 50% or more, and 
private and voluntary organizations controlled by individuals who 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 §35.6580, 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 lnteragency 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 Coordinator, within 30 days of the end of the 
Federal 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 neutral 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. 



(g) Non-governmental recipients that wish to negotiate their own FY 1999 MBE/WBE goals must 
submit proposed MBE/WBE goals based on an availability analysis, or, at their option, a disparity 
study, of qualified MB Es and WBEs 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/WBE 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)-(1). 

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. 

8. Any State agency or agency of a political subdivision of a State which is using appropriated 
Federal funds shall comply with Section 6002 of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA) (42 U.S.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 shall give 
preference in procurement programs to the purchase of recycled products pursuant to the EPA 
guidelines. 

9. 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. 

10. 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 lnteragency 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 89193-8515. 

Programmatic Conditions 

1. 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, 



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 unless the Recipient is 
advised otherwise by the EPA. Submittals to MDNR should be mailed to Ms. Mary Clark, 
Financial Services Section, Water Pollution Control Program, Department of Natural Resources, 
P.O. Box 176, Jefferson City, MO 65102. (Telephone number 573-751-6680, facsimile number 
573-7 51-9396) 

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 title "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 
allowable 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 anticipates 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 6, 
Subpart C. 

7. 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 schedule changes occur, Recipient will 
provide the EPA Project Officer with an amended schedule and an explanation for the changes. 

8. Recipient agrees to submit plans 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 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 contract to the low 
bidder. 

10. 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 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 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). 

12. Recipient agrees to 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 all users of the new sewer systems and treatment facilities, and will ensure that sufficient 
revenues are generated to adequately fund the Recipient's annual 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 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 system in accordance with modern 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 period. 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 final inspection. 

15. Recipient agrees that a manual 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 
submittal of the draft manual(s) for review (by 50% completion of construction) will ensure that this 
requirement does not delay 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 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 
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, 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 unless the Recipient is advised otherwise by the EPA. Submittals to 
MDNR should be mailed to Ms. Mary Clark, Financial Services Section, Water Pollution Control 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 title "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 allowable 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 anticipates 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 6, Subpart C. 

7. 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 schedule changes occur, Recipient will provide the EPA Project Officer 
with an amended schedule and an explanation for the changes. 

8. Recipient agrees to submit plans 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 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 Recipientthat 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 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 will not impact the timing of the electronic funds transfer, but findings of 
the review may require the Recipient to modify the subsequent request tor reimbursement to adjust tor any 
ineligible or unallowable costs noted. 

11. 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). 

12. Recipient agrees to properly operate and maintain all facilities partially funded by this grant tor 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 tor bids. The user charge system will 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 annual operation and maintenance budget. This budget should include 
payments to a reserve account which will be used solely tor 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 lees tor groups of similar users will be acceptable ii water meters are not used on the drinking water 
supply. Recipient also agrees thatthe 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 tor review a draft or existing sewer use ordinance before the first construction 
contract is advertised tor bids. The ordinance will regulate the use of the sanitary sewer system in accordance 
with modern 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 period. 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 final inspection. 

15. Recipient agrees that a manual 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 tor that contract. Recipient understands that early submittal of the draft manual(s) 
for review (by 50% completion of construction) will ensure that this requirement does not delay the scheduling 
of final inspections. 

16. Recipient agrees that no more than 95% of the grant amount tor each construction contract will be 
requested tor 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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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION VII 
901 NORTH 5TH STREET 

KANSAS CITY, KANSAS 66101 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

TI-!RU: 

TO: 

September 3, 2002 

FY2002 Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant - #XP987222-0 I 
Approval of Pre-Award Costs Incurred More Than 90 Days Prior to Award 

Donald Gibbins, WWPD/SRFB-tz::, , ~
. 

Project Officer 

Debbie Titus, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU~ 
Grants Specialist 

Carol Rompage, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU 
EPA A ward Official 

The March 30, 2000, memorandum "Modification to Policy Guidance for 40 CFR Part 31" 
and the May 3, 2000, memorandum "Clarification on GP! 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 ifthe 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 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 I, 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~ 
•Af'<Re<>..,A!l .. "tc<OL<Ont"M 
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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. 

7 o~ 
6?v-rf ~rv-- "-=?:7;, ··"'·· 

Carol Rompage'; Region 7 EfA 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/SRFB 
Project Officer 

THRU: Debbie Titus, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU 
Grants Specialist 

TO: Carol Rampage, 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 GP! 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 ifthe 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 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 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. 

WWPD/SRFB:D.GIBBINS:dg:9/3/02:Rompage 02-09-03 memo-approve preaward costs.wpd 
SRFB SRFB FILE TO: 
GIBBINS 

<'.~'.-~10310 
. r, 

..-"" 
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Camden County SIG 
EPA Grant No. XP987222-0I 
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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. 

Carol Rompage, Region 7 EPA Award Official 



Barbara Bohley 
<bohleyb@earthlink.ne 
t> 

09/03/2002 02:51 PM 

Mr. Don Gibbions: 

To: Don Gibbins/VVWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc: 

Subject: Re: Approval of Pre-Award Costs for Camden County 

In reference to the request 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: Tu·e, 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. 
> 



Jim Dickerson 
<jdickerson@copic.ext 
.missouri.edu> 

To: Don Gibbins/VVWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Barbara Bohley 
<bohleyb@earthlink.net> 

cc: 

09/03/2002 12:51 PM 
Subject Re: Approval of Pre-Award Costs for Camden County 

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. 
----- Original Message -----
From: <Gibbins.Don@epamail.epa.gov> 
To: "Barbara Bohley 11 <bohleyb@earthlink.net> 
Cc: "James Dickerson 11 <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu> 
Sent: 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 requests 
> approval of pre-award costs for the Camden County special infrastructure 
> grant for "Preliminary administration, financial planning, applications 
>and bond financing, 11 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. 
> 
> 



BARBARA BOHLEY 

BLB &ASSOCIATES 

RECEIVED 

SEP 052fg 

5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD 

#908 
SARASOTA FL 34242 

(941) 346-8531 

11 o a&x\1fi'f.l/SRFs I 
ioLLA, MO 65402 , , 
Cs73) 578-0938 ' 

I t 

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. I 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 lO'h. You can, however, reach me on my cell phone which 

is 573 578 0938. 

Thank you. 

' 



AREA 

Camelot 

Normac 

Climax Springs 

Crane/Davey Cove 

Coffman Bend 

Greenview 

CAMDEN COUNTY SANITARY SEWER 
DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION 

SCHEDULE 

DESIGN CONSTRUCTION 
COMPLETE COMPLETE 

September 2003 November 2004 

September 2003 June2004 

September 2003 September 2004 

September 2004 December 2005 

June 2004 June 2005 

December 2004 December 2005 



5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD 

Ii 908 

SARASOTA FL 34242 

(941) 346-8531 

BARBARA BOHLEY 

BLB &ASSOCIATES 

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: 

PO BOX 1027 
ROLLA, MO 65402 

(573) 578-0938 

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. 

Preliminary administration , financial planning, 

applications and bond financing. 

Total pre-award costs requested 

$110,450.00 

$ 31,204.00 

$ 141.654.00 

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 JO'". You can, however, reach me 

on my cell phone which is 573 578 0938. Thank you. 

Si5erey, 
~A_/A/L,/ 
Barbara Boh~vl'-7 



Barbara Bohley 
<bohleyb@earthlink.ne 
t> 

08/29/2002 11 :35 PM 

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc: 

Subject: Re: Need Information for Approval of Pre-Award Costs 

Sorry, 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@eart~link.net> 
>Subject: Need Information for Approval of Pre-Award Costs 
>Date: Thu, Aug 29, 2002 1 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 
> as the date a contract for services was effective. 
> 
> Let me know if you have any questions regarding this matter. 

> 



Don Gibbins 

08/29/2002 08:30 AM 

To: Barbara Bohley <bohleyb@earthlink.net> 
cc: James Dickerson <jdickerson@coplc.ext.missouri.edu>, Debbie 

Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPNUS@EPA, Mary Clark 
<nrclarm@mai! .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 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 as the date a contract for 
services was effective. 

Let me know if you have any questions regarding this matter. 



Mary Clark 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta 
te.mo.us> 

08/29/2002 12:50 PM 

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 

Subject: Re: Grant Conditions for Camden County 

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" <nrclarm@maiLdnr.state.mo.us> 

08/29/2002 08:56 AM 
cc: 

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) 

f0:J:i 
~ 

Grant conditions for Camden County.wp 



Don Gibbins To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 
cc: 

08/20/2002 09:35 AM Subject: Re: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant ProjectEJ 

The grant application (which I sent you a copy of) has a page titled Key Contacts, and he is listed there. 
don't think I gave you his number before. It is 573"346-5616. The County Commissioners have made Mr. 
Dickerson the official grant signer for the County, besides being the project manager. He is the Chairman 
of the Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments. 

Mary Clark <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc: 

Mary Clark 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta 
ta.mo.us> Subject: Re: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project 

08/20/2002 09:09 AM 

Do you have Mr. Dickerson's phone number? I thougnt you sent it to me and I sent it to Jeff but he 
doesn't remember if he has it. I would like to call him to discuss his project and his user charge. If 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. 

Gibblns.Don@epamail.epa.go 

v To: 

cc: 

"Jim Dickerson" <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu> 

boh!eyb@earthlink.net, Titus.Debbie@epamail.epa.gov, "Mary Clark" 

0812012002 08:53 AM 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>, Dalal.Pradip@epamail.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 

Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, 
ssouri.edu> 

Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie 
08/20/2002 08:34 AM 

To: Don 

bbohley@socket.net 
CC: Pradip 



Jim Dickerson 
<jdickerson@copic.ext 
.missouri.edu> 

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 
cc: 

Subject: Re: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project 

08/20/2002 12:05 PM 

I visited 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.gov> 
To: ttJim Dickerson 11 <jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu> 
Cc: <bohleyb@earthlink.net>; <Titus.Debbie@epamail.epa.gov>; 11 Mary Clarkn 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us>; <Dalal.Pradip@epamail.epa.gov> 
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 
> schedule as soon as possible. 
> 

> 

> 
> 
> 
> Jim Dickerson 
> <jdickerson@copic.ext.mi 
Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, 
> 
> 

ssouri.edu> 

Dalal/WWPD/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie 
> 08/20/2002 08:34 AM 
Titus/PLMG/R7/USEPA/US@EPA, Mary Clark 
> 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 
> 
County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant 
> 
> 

> 

> 
> 

> 

To: Don 

bbohley@socket.net 
cc: Pradip 

Subject: Re: Camden 

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 



> 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.gov>; 
> <Titus.Debbie@epamail.epa.gov>; "Mary Clark 11 

> <nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 
> Sent: Friday, August 16 1 2002 1:45 PM 
> Subject: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project 
> 

> 
> > I am reviewing the application 
> > special infrastructure grant. 
> we 

you submitted for 
I wanted to point 

the Camden County EPA 
out one thing before 

> > 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) I 

> > and as per the 11 0ver All Project Costn 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 
> > subject 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 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 
> > isn is fine if that is the way the County wants to do it. 
> decide 

If you 

> > 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 completion of design and completion of construction. I understand 
> > that such a schedule may be a guess on the County 1 s part at this time, 
> >but we can amend it later if need be due to legitimate delays. 
> > 
> > Thanks 
> > 
> > 

> 
> 



Don Gibbins 

08/16/2002 01 :45 PM 

~a 1 IJ b @eftv-/ich~ 'r-. ,J: 
To: eeehley@soc~et.net 
cc: jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu, Pradip 

Dalal/WWPD/R?/USEPA/US@EPA, Debbie 
Titus/PLMG/R?/USEPA/US@EPA, Mary Clark 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.state.mo.us> 

Subject: Camden County EPA Special Infrastructure Grant Project 

I am reviewing the application you submitted for the Camden County EPA special infrastructure grant. 
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 Band 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 subject 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 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 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 be due to legitimate delays. 

Thanks 



NOTE 

Date: 

Subject: 

From: 

To: 

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

August 13, 2002 

Camden County Special Infrastructure Grant 
Application for EPA Grant No. XP987222-01 

Donald GibbinsO~ 
Mary Clark, MDNR 

We just received the application for Camden County, and they submitted three copies, so I 
am sending one to you now for your information and files. 

Let me know if you have any questions. 

Attachment 



NOTE 

U. S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region VII 
Water, Wetlands, and Pesticides Division 

901 North 5th Street Kansas City, KS 66101 

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 
in a CWSRF annual program review. I 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 



5641 MIDNIGHT PASS RD ti 908 

SARASOTA FL 3424~ 

(941) 346 8531 

July 30, 2002 

BARBARA BOHLEY 

BLB & ASSOCIATES 

Mr. Donald Gibbons, EPA Coordinator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

901 North 5'". Street 

Kansas City, KS 66101 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: 

PO BOX 1027 

ROI~LA, MO 65402 

(573f 578-0938 
,, 

RECEIVED 

~UG 07 2002 

f WWPD/SRFB 
~· 
it 
~l 

Enclosed are three signed copies of the Camden County Special Appropriations wastewater 

project application. The budget information is quite extensive. I 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 Governments 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 administration of this project. I 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, 

~~ 

1 
" ' u • 



APPLICATION FOR Annroval No. 0348-0043 
2. DA TE SUBMITTED Applicant Identifier 

OMB 

Fl::DEP.ML ASSISTANCE 
1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION: 3. DA TE RECEIVED BY State State Applicant Identifier 

Application Preapp!ication 

rn" Construction D Construction 4. DA TE RECEIVED BY Federal AGENCY Federal Identifier 
D Non-construction 0 Non-construction 

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION Camden County Commission 
Legal Name Organizational Unit 

Address (give cffy, county, state and zip code) Name and telephone number of person to be contacted on matters involving this 

Camden County Courthouse 
application (give area code) 

Barbara Bohley 
l court Circle Camdenton MO 65020 (941) 346 853 

6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFJCATION NUMBER (EJN) : 

l!:TIJ-1
6 1°I 0

1°1
4

1
5 I 71 

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: (enter appropriate letter in box) [i] 
A.. State H. Independent School.Dist. 

8. TYPE OF APPLICATION B. County I. State Controlled Institution of Higher Leaming 
C. Municipal J. Private University 

[21' New D Continuation D Revision 
D. Township K. indian Tribe 
E. Interstate L. Individual 
F. lntermunicipal M. Profit Organization 

D D G. Special District N. Other 
If Revision, enter appropriate letter(s) in box(es} 

A. Increase Award B. Decrease Award c. Increase Duration 
D. Decrease Duration Other (specify) 9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY 

Environmental Protection Agency 

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER: 11. DESCRtPTlVE TITLE OF APPLICANT'S PROJECT: 

Special Projects 66.606 
Wastewater Collection and 

TITLE 

12. AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT (Cities. CoU'nties, States, etc.) Treatment Facilities 

Camden County Missouri 
··-

13. PROPOSED PROJECT 14. CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS OF: 

Start Date I Ending Date a. Applicant b. Project. 

10/ll? Q/llf; Aq, .4th. - -·-
15. ES Tl MA TED FUNDING 16. IS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY State EXECUTIVE 

a. Federal $ .00 ORDER 12372 PROCESS? 

1,455,000. a .YES THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE AVAILABLE 

b. Applicant $ .00 TO THE State EXECUTIVE ORDER 12372 PROCESS FOR 

80,000. REVIEW ON: 

c. State $ .00 
1,289,000. 

DATE 7/20/02 
d. Local $ .00 

3,715,000. b.NO D PROGRAM IS NOT COVERED BY E.O. 12372 

e. Other $ .00 D PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY State FOR 
RD 18,235,000. REVIEW 

f, Program Income $ .00 
- 17. IS THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY Federal DEBT? 

g. TOTAL $ .00 
24,774,000. D Yes tf•Yes", attach an explanation. g' No 

18_ TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE ANO BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATIONIPREAPPLICATION ARE TRUE ANO CORRECT, THE DOCUMENT HAS 
BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT ANO THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE 
ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED. 

a. Type Name of Authorized Representative 

James R. Dickerson 
d. Signature of Authorized Representative 

. """'--~~~ .--&~ .• 
Prev1ous Edition Useable 

Authorized for Local Reproduction 

I b. nue 

Executive 

F-1 

Director 

c. Telephone Number 

1573) 346 ~f; l h 
e. Date Signed 

'7-3 0 ·~a 1...-

Standard Form 424 (Rev. 4·92) 

Proscribed by OMB Circular A·102 
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KEY CONTACTS 

AGENCY/ORGANIZATION DIRECTOR - This is the individual who is 
authorized to sign the Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424) 

NAflltE: James R. Dickerson 

TITLE: Executive Director LOCLG 

TELEPHONE NUMBER: 1s131 346 561 6 

FAX NUMBER: . c 573l 346 2001 

Internet Address: jdickerson@copic. ext. missour i. edu 

PROGRAM/PROJECT DIRECTOR - This is the individual who is responsible 
for the namangement of the program/project for the Applicant. 

NAME: James R. Dickerson 
TITLE: Executive. Director LOCLG · 

TELEPHONE NUMBER: 1s731 346 5616 

FAX NUMBER: (573) 346 2001 

Internet Address: jdick;¥'rson@c~pic. ext. missour i. 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: 1513 l 346 561 6 

FAX NUMBER: (573) 346 2001 

Internet Address: jdickerson@copic.ext.missouri.edu 

Note: Mr.Dickerson has been appointed by the County Commission 
to.9versee this See Mr. Di 

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 aw!'lrding Agency. Further, certain Federal awarding !'lgencies may 
require applicants to certify lo additional assurances. If such is the case, you will be notified. 

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant I certify that the applicant: 

1. Has the legal authority to apply for Federal 
assistance, aild the institutional, managerial and 
financial capability (including funds sufficient to 
pay the non-Federal share of project costs) to 
ensure proper planning, management and com­
pletion of the project described in this application. 

2. Will give the awarding agency, the Comptroller 
General of the United States, and if appropriate, 
the State, through any authorized representative, 
access to and the right to examine all 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. 

3. Will establish 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. 

4. Will initiate and complete the work within the 
applicable lime frame after receipt of approval 
of !he awarding agency. 

5. Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel 
Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 47284763) relating 
to prescribed standards for men! systems for 
programs funded under one of ihe nineteen 
statutes or regulations specified in Appendix A of 
OPM's Standards for a Merit System of Personnel 
Administration (5 CFR 900, Subpart F). 

6. Will comply with ail Federal statutes relating to 
nondiscrimination. These include but are not 
limited to: (a) Tille VI of !he Civil Rights Act of 
1964 (P .L. 88-352) which prohibits discrimination 
on the basis of race, color or national origin; (b) 
Tille 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.S.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. 

(e) the Drug Abuse Office and Treatment Act of 
1972 (PL 92-255), as amended, relating to non­
discrimination on the basis cit drug abuse; (f) the 
Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism 
Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation Act of 
1970 (PL 91-616), as amended, relating to non­
discliminalion 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
tiality of alcohol and drug abuse patient records; 
(h) Tille VIII or the Civil Rights Act of 1968 (42 
U.S.C. Sec. 3601 et seq.), as amended, relating 
to nondiscrimination in the sale, rental, or financing 
of housing; (i) any other nondiscrimination pro­
visions in the specific slatute(s) under which appli­
cation for Federal assistance is being made; and 
0) the requirements of any other nondiscrimination 
statute(s) which may apply to this application. 

7. Will comply, or already complied, with the require­
ments of Titles II and Ill of the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 
Act of 1970 (PL 91-646) Y!hich provide for fair and 
equitable treatment of persons displaced or whose 
property is acquired as a result of Federal or 
federally assisted programs. These requirements 
apply to all interests in real property acquired for 
project purposes regardless of Federal participation 
in purchases. 

8. Will comply with the provisions of the Hatch Act 
(5 U.S.C. Sec. 1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which 
limit the political activities of employees whose 
principal employment activities are funded in whole 
or in part with Federal funds. 

9. Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of 
the Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. Sec. Z76a to 
276a-7), the Copeland Act (40U.S.C. Sec. 276c 
and 18 U.S.C. Sec. 874), and the Contract Work 
Hours and Safety Standards Act {40 U.S.C. Sec. 
327-333), regarding labor standards for federally 
assisted construction subagreements. 

F-7 
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10. Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance 13. Will assist the awarding agency in assuring 
purchase requirements of Section 102{a} of the compliance with Section 106 of the National 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended 

which requires recipients in a special floocj hazard (16 U.S.C. 470), EO 11593 (identification and 
area to participate in the program and to purchase protection of historic properties), and the 
flood insurance if the total cost of insurable con- Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act 
struclion and acquisition is $10,000 br more. of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 469a-1 et seq.). 

11. Will comply with environmental standards which 14. Will comply with P .L. 93-348 regarding the 
may be prescribed pursuant lo the foUowlng: (aj prolection of human subjects involved in 

institution of environmental quality control research, development, and related 
measures under the National Environmental activities supported by this award of 
Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and Executive assistance. 
Order (EO) 11514; {b) notification of violating 

Will comply with the Laboratory Animal facilities pursuant to EO 11738; (c) protection of .15. 
weUands pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of Welfare Actof 1966 (P.L. 89-544, as 
flood hazards in floodplains in accordance with amended, 7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.) per-

EO 11988; (e) assurance of project consistency taining to the care, handling, and treat-
with the approved State management program men! of warm blooded animals held for 
developed under the Coastal2one Management research, teaching, or other activities 
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. Sec. 1451 et seq.); (f) supported by this award of assistance. 

conformity of federal aclions to State (Claar Air) 
Implementation Plans under Section 176(c) of the 16. Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint 
Clean Air Act of 1955, as amended (42 U.S.C. Poisoning Prevention Act (41 U.S.C. Sec. 
Sec. 7401 et seq.); (g) protection of underground 4801 et seq.) which prohibits the use of 
sources of drinking water under the Safe Drinking lead based paint in construction or rehabll-
Water At;t of 1974, as amended, {P.l. 93-523); itation of residence structures. 
and (h) protection of endangered species under 
the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 17. Will cause to be performed the required 

I amended, (P .L. 93-205). financial and compliance audits in accor-
dance with the Single Audit Act of 1984. 

·~ wm comply wiill the Wild ano Scenic Rivers Aci IL • ... 
of 1968 (16 U.S.C. Sec 1271 et seq.) relating to 18. Will comply with all applicable requirements 
protecting components or potential components of all other Federal laws, executive orders, 
of the national wild and scenic rivers system. regulations and policies governing this program. 

SIGNATUREOF AUTHIORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL TITLE 

Executive Director 

DATE SUBMi 1 1 ED 

'°7-)0-Dc_. 

SF 4248 (4-88) Back 
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CAMDEN COUNTY 

WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT FACILITIES 
TOTAL 

PROJECT BUDGET 



J. u .l. li..L.i vu i..;.i·...,,.1.- uvw ..... ~ ... 
EBUDGICT tNflJKMA 1 IUrl - - 'l'""""HD&tUv•tv•• m •w1:111•-,.,,_ .. '""''::!'- ..... --- SECTION A· EIU1.1.;&T SUMMARY . 

Grant Program 011talo9 of Federal --Estimated Unobllgatad Funds New or Ravlaad Budget " 

Funcllon Domestic Aaslstance ., 
or Actlvhy Nurnber Federal Nan-Federal Federal Non-Federal i Tolal 

(a) i[b) (c) (d) (e) (I) (g) 
~ 

I. EPA 66.606 ~ $ $ $ !$ 
.11455,000 114551000 -

2· RD Grant 1.0.760 '.},650,000. 5,650,000 - ... ... . - . "' 
3. RD Loan . lD. 760 12_, 585, 000 • ~2, 585_,,0?9 -
4. MO DNR I 345,000 3451000 

5. Sub I SJ 9l !~9,69,0,000 J 345, 000. s 20,035,000 Totals i:!' 
SEG'flON B • BUDGl!T CATEGORY 

rfotii 6. Object Clase Cate{IOrles QNOR I 
W'Ull n I '!!\""If' uo 1.nan •10 ·-· 

a. Peraonnell $ $ $ $ $ 

. b. Fringe Benefit& . - '" 

c. Travel . 
'.·'f -- '• 

d. Equipment 
• -

e. Supplies . 
f. Contractu1al 

•I 
1,488,500. 341000 383,000 632,000 2,537,500. 

g. COnstruc:llt1111 11072,00Cl 4'i 988, 000. 10,310,500. 3041000 16,6741500 • . 
h. other 30,.000. 786,000. 7,000 823,000. 

I . . . - ~ 345,000 -I. Total Direct Chargee (sum of Ela-llh) 1,455,000 5,650,000 12,585,000 • 20, 035, o·o·6. . -j, lndlrecl Clhlllgl!e 
' . 

k. fcffl.1.s (Sum of Ill and El)) 
illl 11455,000 $. 5,650,0DO. $ .12,'585,000. $ 345,000 S:2o, 035 I 000 • - . 

7. Program Income 
,, 

- Is 
Other: Land, Oper & Mait. and interest. 

f'!"f\llouo ldltfon Uoaltl1 Authorlzo1d for Local Reproduction 

I ~: :JS 
-

I s 

lf.lndiJnl Fotmt424A "''"• ..w;t) 
Prcscf!be!I bl{ CHiii C1roufar A•1' 



--' - - -- . . ---· -
SECTION A. sue r SUMMARY 

TO , J?ROJECT BUQG!!:'l' 

- Grant Program r.sumeted Unobllgsted FunaS--
. 

New or Revised Budget -C'atalog of Federal 
Function Clomestlc Assistance 

1$ 

ar Activity Number Federal Non-Federal Federal Non-Federal Total 
(a) l'b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (g) - . $ $ $ $ 

I. MO CDBG '"' ,, " '"'- nr. 9441000 - " --

--
·-
·-

2. Camden Count 801000 so,ooo. . . 
3. Sewer Dist. ·3. 715. ooo . 3.715 odb· . 

'4. - . 
5. Totals $ ~ $ ~91690100_0. I!!: 5,0(\4 1000. 1'241774,000 . 

' --SECTION B • BUDGeT CATEGORY 
•a. Object Class Categories T R F IO!Nl0° " Tolill --- - '"'L Connty c_"" ¥"., ; --

a. Personnel $ $ . $ $ $ 

- - - -
b. Fringe Benefile 

- . - . 
c. Travel . .. 
d, Equipment 1'' - - . 
e. Supplies -- . 
f, Contractual 

I 

44,000 801000 -
' . -687,000 3 3~~ '-500; 

g. Conslruc;tlon 9001000 .2, 934, 500 20,409,000. . - - . 
h. Olher 93,500 916,500. - -L To1al Direct Chargies (sum c" 6a·6h) 944,000 801000 3,715,000 24 1774,QQO. 

J. Indirect Charges -+r-• 
k. TOTALS (Sum of 61 and EIJ)i 

$ $ $ #24,7741000. 9441000 so / ooo_L:, 11s, ooo. 
- 'w .. --.-~......., I 

l1-.-P-ro-gr-am~ln_co_m_e--------------~--~,r~--· ~ =r=:- --- JS m- - r -
Pre11la1H Edlltart U111bh1 Authcrlzed for Local Reprod111cllllon SID:ndurd Porm ~A tn.v. &112) 

Prl!lm1bad 1)11 Of.,110 C!Muf;ar A~1!: 



TOTAL .WJECT 

~
--.· SECTION C • N01N..fEDEIAAL RESOURCES 

Pa§ e .. ~-----------

--- (a) Grant Program - (b) Applicant (c) Stele (d) Other Sources I 
-- $ $ 

)lilPsrtroeot gf N;;itia::sl ""'""",.'"""' 

~
J:l.Q...D.. 345,000. 

MO Department of Ee. 

. 
:len County cam 

111. -
~ Nei 

1
12. TOTAL 

~=-= 

rhborhood Develop. 

(sum of lines 8-11) 

I 
i 13. Fed 
l---
l 14. Non deral 

(sum of ltnes 13 snd 14) 

Development (CDBG) 944,000. 

so,ooo 

Sewer Districts --- $ so,ooo $ 1,289,000. 

-
llECTION 0 • FORECASl'ED CASH! NEEDS 

Total for 1st Year 1stQuorter 2nd Quarter 

$ 
110 ,, 000. 

$ $ 

70,000. -Iii 
180,000. 

$ $ 

$ 

31715,000. 
$ 

31715,oO. 

3rd Quarter 

$ 

' ~ SECTION E • BUDGE1f ESTIMATES OF FEDERIAL FUNIOS NEEDED FOR BALANCE OF TtiE PROJECT 
(a) Giant Program 

6. 
EPA ( Sc.cial Approp.L 

17. Rural Development Grant 

18. Rural Development Loan -· 19. 

20: TOTAL (sum of lines 16 • 19) 

24,774,000. 

,_, 
21. Direct Charges 

23. Remarks: 

- ~'WRE FUNDING PER!ODS_{Vears} ---(b) First 2002 \c) Second - $ - $ 
1101000. 451000. -

145,000. 

2451000. 
-
- $ 

1101000. $ 
4351000. -

S!!CTION F ·OTHER BUDGET INFORMATION 

122. Indirect Charges -

(di) Third 
$ '' 

341,875 

11482:, 500 

2,8351625 

$ . 
·4,6601000.• 

1s 

l> 

$ 

Iii 

$ 

$ 

(e)TQJTALS -

345,000. 

944,000 • 

so,ooo. 

:·3, 715, 000. 

51084,000. 

-
4th Quarter.;;,,. :I. 

110,000. 

70,000. 

·~,101000. 

(e) Fourth -
79§1300 

31099,900 

619041800 

10,803,000. 



Total Project Budget Page 4 
- - ---SECTION C • NON-FEtlflRAL RESOURCES 

(a) Grant Pr()gram (b) Applicant (c) State - (d) Other $(1urces · (e)TOTALS -

8. $ $ $ $ 

9. 

-10. 

11. 

12. TOTAL (sum of lines 8-11) - $ $ $ $ 

- ---SECTIONI D • FORECASTED CASH NEEDS .. -Totetlor 1st Year 1st Quarter 2nd Quarter 3rd Quarter 41~1 Quarter .. 
$ $ $ $ $ 

13. Federal 

14\. Non·Federal 

~ ' $ $ $ ·-." 
15. TOTAL (sum of lines 1311nd 14) 

-
SEGTION E •BUDGET ES11MATES OF FEDERiAL FUN\OS NEEDED !;OR BALANCE OF Tl'iE PROJECT 

(a) ... remt Progreun Ftm.•t.IRE FUClDING PERIODS JYears 
(b) 'l!:'i·f th. (c) Second (d) Third (e) Fourth 

16. 
$ ---'..tv--= 

' 
.. $ $ 

EPA (Spe~ial Approp) _l 59, EP" - .. 
17. Rural Dev~loprnent Grant 922,600 - - .. 
18. Rural Developrnent Loan 2/599,575 -19. 

-20. TOTAL (sum of Bloes 16 • 19) $ 3,682,000. $ $ $ ... 

- SECTION F -OTHER BUDGET INFORMATION 

21. Direct Charges 
241774,000 

, 22. Indirect Charges 

23. Remarks: 
i 
I 



CAMDEN COUNTY 
WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT FACILITIES 

PHASE I PROJECT A 
BUDGET 



1'ro1ru; 
---~-- -----·--------

Grant Pro111a1T1 
FuV1ct1on 

Cal•lo11 or Federal 
Domesilc A8alst11nce 

or Acllvlly ~lumber 
(a) (b) 

1. El? A 66.606 - ' 
2. RD Grant 10.760 

• 
3. RD Loan io.766 -· . 
4. MO DNR - .... . 
5. ¥.;1~. 
' 

Ei. Object Cl111 CaltllGlllfH 

a, Pereonnel 

I), "• !;®ll@flill 

o. Tr1~11I 

d. Equtpm11nt 

e. SUpplk111 . ' .. 
' f, Con1raet1u1I ' 

11· COn11ru!Gllon 

h. Oilier 

- I. TOlll Dl~eal Cltargea (11111'1 of 8a-Eill) 

J, lndlraci c~hargea . 
k. TOTAi.!~ !Slllll Dfi11IB!ld0,D -- " -- . 

1. Prograim I~ 
~ 

Pf"lllll«raJ EdlU11J1 Ulllbfll 

SECTION A •II - ~--~·-·- --~. --Estimated Unobllgated i'tJ1nde New 01· ;;.·•vl1ed Budget -· ', ·-
~·ederal Non-Federal Fed.'Gral Non-Federal Total 

(C) (d) (•) (I) (g) -- --$ $ l $ 
$ $ 

415,000. 415,0 
-

~ 1,300,000 • 1,300,0 '-

$ 

$ 

' 
I s 

i 2,180,000. .2,100,0 

! 345,ooo· 345,0 _ .... 
' 

·-
-

-·1 .~ 1~~.:~00 . .L.~.:~.~- ! 4.:.2401000 
SEiCTION B • lill.lr CATIGD~V · 

~-=--""~'"" - 'Mil • 0"'""'· m . 
w:fo'A L ' r;,;r ,r 1"!~ t{fJ ~ OT "' ::m:r:::imc- ... ... ...-=-=---= "'= - -· -$ $ Ill $ - ""'-""·"' - ' 

- -
! I {:;-

'"'if• 

I fr~· . ..,,......,,_ 

,,;, o. /-- ;~QQQ, --· 187.800 146,500. -227,200 lt.147 ,900 

' 5;600 134,250 7,000. 
~--- """""""'"' --. ' 

415,000. 11300,000. 2,100,000. 345 , 000 . . 
I u:.o a: .... -· -' ' j . 

' . $ ' $ - - r--~ .. $ 
~15 / ~00 • _[2;.r 30_? 1 000. 2 r 180: 000. _I __ 34::.~-~o. -

----~ 

. I~ I ~ : JS I~ ::-:-
.Authorl:E&d Wcr L11:1i:lliil Rc1prod111:tllu11 1-., ,.,,,,,,424A (fllw. 41111 

Pnoorlb111:I i'l!J CJ!lJlll Cflrau&air A-1, 



..... .., .J ._ - .-- -
3ecmo~ A· Ill' · ll!T fllJ~lilY ,_ u.~':::!.:;;: "' 

Grant Pragrmm Co~ of Fede•l'lll - ~ 01111.bUililild .,_.., mm or "'ml8d llUllSflt -·, 

FUllCllon Domeaile Alllel:ance 

I ar ACllVlty Nllmber 1:edefa1 Na""Foclnl Fisdoral Nan-Federal 'fa1811 
(a) (b) (a) (cl) (•) (f) (g) . 

' • ' • If 
1. ,CDBG 420,000. 42·o·;go·rr.._ - ' 
2. County - 80 I 000 _· ao,ooo. 

3 •. ND Distri<:::t aoo,ooo. aoo,ooo. 
' -

4 . 

. 5, 
TR.f!L--..... ·----~..-~ $ § $ 3,895,000. L-]. ,_645, oo . .o e.1540, ooo. 

' - ~-- ,... .... --- .._,. __ a ,_ 
6. Objt!C! C:lms Cmt@tliifl;-- - ~ lz __ __!!f:!!2f! El· Bl\llilG!!IT CATIGCllRV 

---- - ·-~ ·- •" iww: 1:·m•itrila,;'M=Ttt@-; h ·::i ---..,... 
. ........,-:.:...... !'P' .. ·--·--$ m. P11raonn®I 

1-~~~-~~~~~~~·---~··.......,,.._,....,,_.._.........,,_. ....... ... ~_ ........... 
b. Fringe S•neftll 

o, Travel ---t-1 -·---·--,__________ '" --!-·----
cl, l!qulpmsnil '; 

• if\ -J -·-----
•• Supplla• 

f, ConlflQluel 

--+--.4·~:-:-:-~-~:-.. ~ I so,'ooo. I ~:::~~~. I ! 4,::~~::~~: g, Canllruatlan 

h. OU. I l.9,500. l I l.661350. 

1. Total DlrlOIChargu-;; oftllHlh) I 4"20, ooo. · so, ooo. I · soo, ooo. • .5 ;··5~~', ~'0''t 
1. lndlrecl Ch1111J18 

11: TOTAUl(~umaUllendGJ) 1$~~,00~1- so,ooo. jt 800,000. js ~540,000. 
·--·----· .. ._ __ .. _ _, 

1 7,·Proaramln<:e~- = .r:=:rn--7------- I' JS jS :: 

Pf!VfDlll ldfllotl tbnll> A111lll'larlzad for LoCaU Repniduoltfon 
llllld•rdi"-"*ll'''" 11111 _,,,_,.111111311 dli .. !ar Mf 

' 



Projer A · 

SECTION C ·NON·~ ifi:M:'fi:ESOURCES--·-· 
(a) Grant Program - (b) Appllicaot ~- I (c) Slate' I (d) Olliersources (e) . ~ tAL.S 

8. s·- l 
_=+....,._, 

MO Dept. Natural Resources . . 345 1 000 
l - - -9 ' . ! ~ M:_ Dop<nm.,t•opoo,,, Dmlop' (CD•~ . 420,000 i _ 

I 

j -
is $ -~--

76s,ooo __J _ : :! a~~o: 

345 ·' 000 

420.1000 

1u. 
B 0 I 00 ..Q.__,_ Camden County 

11. 

-
1$= 

- 1~ FTOTAL (sum of lines a· 11) 
B0.1000 

- -~,_,._,_., ... ·-

so,ooo 

SEC1'10N D • FOl~ECASTIOD CASH NEECS 

" , .... , -~~:~. :~;;;;-::r--·;;;o;.~-y ~'"-- 1:-~:. ~ 
14. Ncn·Federal 70, 000. l i I 70, ooo. 
15. TOTAL(sumofllnes13and14J - ~;o,ooo .. 1 ==- ~=='$ -~ : ;r~,o~·.--

SECTION e. BUDGET ESTIMATES OF FEDERAL FUNC)S NEEDED FOR BAl.ANC!E OF THE PR0.1ec·r 
·ca)-Grant Prortram -----.....;·---·----'-·-·FlJi1rREAJi1ffii':rr:rrE"Rii'5os Neirsr-----

~ _ = (bl i:1rli~-==3-·--~=(C)SeC.~!1d" · __ J~I) t~~:¥.=::1·-. · (e) Fouii"h-::: 
16. $ $ $ l' . 

BPA . 

,.,1.,,,7.---·RD Grant . - ;-- -II -
18. - - ---1-~- -- -

RD Loan , · ~ 

: '0TAL(~••"~· ... ,. - =±::=-= = j ' . - :1-~ :: = :: I. -_--· 
l:!cCTION I' • OTHtR aUOGIET INFORMATION 

21. Direct Charges ~ 
5 

, 
5 40 

~-=-- :: = 122. lndi'iiiCi'"'c"'"h-ar-g-es·----_·--_-_---------- -

23. Remar1<s: Other: Land pucchase, interest on bonds, operation ana mait. (1 yaar) . -- -----~--·- .. ----



CAMDEN COUNTY 
-

WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT FACILITIES 
PHASE I PROJECT B 

BUDGET 



Phase 
Project.. 

Grant Programi 
Function 

or Activity 
(a) 

1. EPA 

2· RD Grant 

3· RD Loan 

4. MO CDBG 

5. 
Totals 

l 
B 

6. Object Class Cat13gorles 

a. Personnel 

b. Fringe B:eneflts 

c. Travel 

d. Equipmont 

e. Suppliee1 

f. Contract1ual 

g. Constru.ction 

h. Other 

Catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance 

Number 
(b) 

66.606 

10.760 

Hl, 760 

' 

I. Total Oi,,ect Charges (sum of6a·6h) 

j. Indirect Charges 

' 
k. TOTALS {Sum of 61 and 6j) 

7. Program lncomEl 

Pr•wlou• Edllfon Uaable 

BUDGET INFORMATION - N :onstruction Programs 

SECTION A· BUDGET SUMMARY 
Estimated Unobligated Fu111ds 

Federal Non-Federal Federal 
(c) {d) (e) 

$ $ $ 
500,000 

? nnn nnn 

5,500,000 

$ $ 
$8,000,000 

SECTION B • BUDGET CATEiGORY 
GRANTS PROGRANt FUNCTION OR ACTMTY 

k'Dn on Grant J.,, on r.-.~ .... 

$ $ $ 

-

': 
\}~;\ 

93,800 223,250 649,500 

406,200 i,765,550 4,514,500 

11,200 336,000 

500,000 2,000,000 5,500,000 

$ 
500,000 

$ 2,000,000 $ 5,500,000 
-

:i; :i; I s 

Authorized for Local Reproduc~ion 

-·-
New or Revised Budget 

Non-Fedl3ral 
(I) 

$ 

524,000 

$ 
524,000 

1A1 ant""\ t•-•l-'if:f-·•--·~.J 

$ 

24,000 

500,000 

524,000 

$ 524,000 

l' 

Total 
(g) 

$ 
500,000 

2,000,000 

5,500,000 

524,000 

$ 
8,524,000 

Total , .. 
$ 

990,550 

7,186,250 

347,200 
.. 

. 8,524,000 

$ 
8,524,000 

"' 

Stllndllrd Fc11m .. 24A (Rev • .WZ) 
P111acrtbed by OMB Clrcutal' A•1!2 



Proiec\. B 
.--.'· 

SECTION C • NON-Fc~-AAL RESOURCES 
(a) Grant Progiaill (b) Applicant (c) State (d) Other Sources ,(el Tu' ALS 

a.· $ $ $ $ 
MO DeJ?t. of Ee. Develop. (CDBG) 524,000 

~ za' QQQ 
9. 

10. 

-11. 

12. TOTAL(sumoflin.as8·11) $ $ 524,000 $ $ 5 24, 000 

SECTION D • FORECASTED CASH NEEDS -
To~1•tYoar 1atQuarter 2nd Quartmr 3rd Quarter 4th CIUarter 

$ . $ $ $ $ 
13. Federal 

14. Non-Federal 

15. TOTAL (sum of lines 13 and 14) 
$ $ $ $ 1i 

SECilON E ·BUDGET ESTIMATES OF FEDERAL FUNDS NEEDED FOR BALANCE OF THE PROJECT 
(a) Grant Program--

. . ' 
FU m'IRE FUNDING PERIODS rYears 

(b) First (c) Second (d) Third (e) Fourth 
16. .• $ $ ' $ 

S]Pl!I -17. RD Grant'' -18. 
RD Loan 

19. 

-20. TOTAL (sum of lines 16 • 19) $ $ $ $ 

- - -
Sl<CTION I'• OTHER BUDGET INFORMATION -21. Direct Charges 

8,524,000 : 122. Indirect Charges 

-
23. Remarks: Other_;__ Land Purchase, Interest ~lil; boO!llil, Q12!lt: Ii ~i:!H ( 1 :i:ear l 



CAMDEN COUNTY 

WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT FACILITIES 
PHASE 2 PROJECT A 

BUDGET 



1. 

2. 

3. 

4, 

5. 

t'nase 
Projec.. 

Grant Program 
Function 
or Activity 

(a) 

EPA 

RD Grant 

RD Loan 

.t. 
A 

sewer D.ist. 

Totals 

6. Object Class Catagortes 

e. Personnel 

b. Fringe Benefits 

c. Travel 

d. Equipment 

e. Supplies 

f. Contractual 

g. Construction 

h. Other 

Catalog of Federal 
Oomeatic Assistance 

Number 
(b) 

66.606 

.10.760 

. 10. 760 

.. 

., 

I. Total Direct Charges (sum of 6a-6h) 

j. Indirect Charges 

' 
k. TOTALS (Sum of 61 and 6j) 

7. Program Income 

Pr,..,lou• Edlllon U••ble 

BUDGET INFORMATION-' '-Construction Programs 

SECTION A· BUt!GlliT SUMMARY 
Estimated Unobllgated Funds .. 

Federal Non-F1mderal Federal 
(c) (d) (e) 

$ $ $ 245,000 

.350,000 

. 505, 000 

s " $ 
1,100,000 

SECTIONS• l!IUDGl:T CATEGORY 
TSPR .FU CTIONOR Vin 

•.~a ..1.-...lJ \.:)ra11 t.. "' n 
$ $ $ 

'i 

f 

-
461066 39,000 59,500 

199,000 . 309,000 415,000 

2,000 30,500 

245,000 350,000 505,000 

$ 
245,000 

$ 
350,000 

$ 505,000 --
" " I s 

Authorized for L.oi:al Reproduction 

--
New or Revised Budget 

Non-Federal 
(f) 

$ 

400,000 

$ 400,000 

.. \::::: !.. J..J .I..::;-, L. 

$ 

'74;000 

... 3161000 

10,000 

400,000 

$ 
400,000 -

I' 

Total 
(g) 

$ 
245,000 

350,000 

505,000 

400,000 

$ 1,500,000 

Total 
·~ 

$ 

~is,500 

l,239,000 

<121500 

1, 500 ,o-bo 

$ 
1,500,000 

" 
Bilndard FOf'TI '12'lA (Aly. 4tl:I} 
P,.s4:r1bed bV CMB Clrc11t1r A·1~2 



..... 'u. .... ..::; 
p - ......... c ..... ..::..... .. 1. 

SECTION C ·NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES 
(a) Grant Program (b) Applicant (C) State (d) Other sources (e) TOTALS 

8. $ $ $ $ 
Sewer Su~ District 400,000 400,000 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. TOTAL (sum of lines 8. 11) $ $ $ 400,000 $ 
400,000 

SECTION D • FORECAS"TED CASH NEEDS 

Tot.at for 111 Year 1st Quarter Znd Quarter 3rd Quarter 4th Quarter 

$ $ $ $ $ 
13. Federal 

14. Non-Federal 

15. TOTAL (sum or lines 13 and 14) 
!J ~ $ ~ $ 

SECTION E • BUDGET ES'nMATES OF FEDERAL FUNDS NEEDED FOR BALANCE OF THE PROJECT 
' (a) Grant Program FU RE FUNDING PERIODS nears 

(b) First (c) Second (d) Third (e) Fourth 
16. ·' $ $ $ $ 

"'''" 17. 
RD Grant ' 

18. 
RD Loan 

19. 

20. TOTAL (sum of lines 16 • 19) $ $ $ $ 

SECTION F ·OTHER BUDGET INFORMATION 

21. Direct Charge'S 122. Indirect Charges 
i,soo,ooo 

23. Remarks: Other Land Purchase, Interest on bonds, Oper. & Mait (1 year) 



CAMDEN COUNTY 

WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT FACILITIES 
PHASE 2 PROJECT B 

BUDGET 



1. 

2. 

3. 

Pt1dSC 

Project 

Grant Program 
Function 

or Activity 
(a) 

EPA 

RD Grant 

RD Loan 

4. T"\; "' +- Y'; {'"I+-

5. 
Totals 

6. Object Class Categories 

a. Personnel 

b. Fringe Beneftta 

c. Travel 

d. Equipment 

e. Supplies 

f. Contractual 

g. Construction 

h. Other 

Catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance 

Number 
(b) 

66.606 

lQ •. 160 .. 

'l.0.760 

, 

I. Total Direct Charges (sum Of 6a-6h) 

j. Indirect Charges 

' 
k. TOTALS (Sum of Bl and 6j) 

7. Program Income 

Prt..-lou• Edition U11ble 

BUDGET INFORMATION - N ~onstruction Programs 

SECTION A· BUDGET SUMMARY 
Estimated Unobllgaled Funds 

Federal Non-Federal Federal 
(c) (d) (e) 

$ $ $ 
295,dOO 

2";'000,000 

4,400,000 

$ ~ $ 6,695,000 

SECTION B ·BUDGET CATEGORY 
GRAN1SPRO NC Tl ON OR .6.CTIVI I 'I 

-~l;;>~ ont:- '.•-~,,,. .... +- nn • ·-
$ $ $ 

i 

If' 

55,400 2:23,250 519,750 

239,600 1,765,550 3,612,000. 

11,200 268,250 

295,000 2,000,000 4,400,000 

$ 295,000 $ 2,000,0.00 $ 4,400,000 

:i; "' "' 

Authorized for Loi:al ReproducUon 

--
New or Revised Budget '. 

Non-Federal 
(f) 

$ 

• 
2,515,000 

~d/l\) I QQI) 

--n.:·.:...."'..::.:.: -~ 

$ 

466,500 

'-- j - ,,. L i ._,. . .,- ·~ 

1,986,500 

. 62 j(')()i') 

2,515,000 

$ 2,515,000 

1$ 

Total 
(g) 

$ 
?[J?1PQQ 

2,000,000 

4,400,000 

:2,515,00G 

$ 9,210,000 

Tola! 
"-
$ 

1,264,900 

7,603,650 

341,450 

·9,210,000 

$ 9,210,000 

"' 
Slllnchrd fonn 424A ~'· .&112') 
Pl"l.Crlbed by 0111111 Clrcull• ,4.11!2 



a. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

r; UQO! 
p ........ ..:t' 
- - - I - "' -

(a) C3rant Program 

Camden county sewer District 

12. TOTAL (sum ofllnes 8 • 11) 

( 
SECTION C • NON-Ft:oJEAAL RESOURCES 

{b) Applicant (c) State - (d) Other Sources 
' " 

$ $ $ 
2,515,000 

' 

$ '$ $ 

SECTION D • FORECM.fED CASH NEEDS 

T«ti for 111 Year 11lQUlrtlf ZndQuartor 3rd auiuier 

$ $ $ '. $ 
13. Federal -
14. Non-Federal 

'. 

15. TOTAL (sum of llnea 13 and 14) 
11' !$ s $ 

SECTION E ·BUDGET ESTIMATES OF FEDER!AL FUNDS NEEDED F,9R BALANCE OF' THE PROJECT 

(a) Grant Program ~· R=:-"UNOING PERIODS (Year:s 
(bl First (c) Second (d) Third 

10. '·' ' $ $ 

EPA (Sneciai .. Aonrooriation) 
17. 

Rural Developmer\<t Grant 

18. 
Rural Development Loan 

19. 

20: TOTAL (sum oflines 16 • 19) $ $ $ 

SECTION F • OTHE:R BUDGET INFORMATION 

21. Direct Charge11 
$9,210,000 

122. Indirect Charges 

23. Remarks: Other: Land Purchase, Interest on bonds; Oper. & Mait (1 year) 

---
, {e) TOTALS-

$ 

-
---
- -

$ 

<lthQullfar 

$ 

$ ' -

-
· (e) Fouru;---

$ 

-

$ ' ' 

- -
-

-



CAMDEN COUNTY 
WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT FACILITIES 

OVERALL BUDGET BREAKDOWN 



CAMDEN COUNTY 

LAKE OF THE OZARKS 

WASTEWATER COLLECTION & TREATMENT 

SPECIAL APPROPRIATIONS 

NARRATIVE 

I. 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. 

II. 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 areas. 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. 
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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 specificaiiy second homeowners, is taken into account, this number is nearly 

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 
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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 

households with no sewers or other means of disposal. On-site septic systems, 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 carrying 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. 
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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 seem 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 families 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). 

Soils 

The "Soil Resource Inventory of Camden County, Missouri" prepared by the United 

States Department of Agriculture shows that of the twenty-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. It 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 
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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 characterized as having relatively free excha.>ge 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 

the 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. 
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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. 

III. 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 Jmo'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 Department of Natural 
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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 I). 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. 

Elimination 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. 

Economic Impact 

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 (JOO) 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. 

IV. 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. 
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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 $1,8@, 

$1,8@,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. 

This project has been designed into two major phases with separate projects in each 

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 org:u1izations. 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 ] t\-A-V)av"V 
) 

USDA Rural Development for both $600,000 grant and bond backed loan of $1,8@,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 l r;G \)r:J1fV 
\ 

Rural Development bond secured Joans 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 Joan funds from Rural Development, $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 

facility for the Coffman Bend area of Adair Township with funding proposed as follows:J 1 ,:;. !Y r/O . r1 )cj 

$ 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 Greenview/Hwy E area of Adair Township. ff-
1 • • 1'. c,oe.O 

Financing proposed for this project include:~$2,525,000 in private bond financing, $4.4 Cf ?/1 
) 

mlllion in Rural D~velopment bond backed loans,. $2.o 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. 
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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 Governments 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 
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CAMDEN COUNTY, MISSOURI SEWER DISTRICT 

OVER ALL PROJECT COST· 

> 
Activity Cost EPA CDBG RD Grant RD Loan District DNR County Total 

Construction $19,373,300. $1,072,000 $ 900,000. $ 4,678,000 $9,649,800 $2,769,500, $ 304,000. $19.373,300. 

Preliminary Engineering, soils and site 
review $ 120,000. 66,000 32,500. 21,500 $ 120,000 

Engineering Design $ 1.,309,000. 66,500 310,000 670,000 245,000 17,500 $ 1,309,000. 

Engineering Inspection $ 993.000. 49,000 238,000 520,000 176,500 9,500 $ 993,000. 

Other Prof. Engineering Services $ 135,000 .. 33,000 76,000 25,000 1,500 $ 135,500. 

(Testing. rate and user ordin., start-up, etc) 

Interest during constructipn $ 561,000. 506,000 51,500 4;000 $ 561,500. 

Operation & Maintenance (1 year) $ 275,000 240,000 
/ 

32,000 3,000 $ 275,000 

Environmental $ 3.Q,000* 16,500 10,000 3,500 $ 30,000 

Prelim Legal, Bonding & Financing $ 30,000 16,500 13,500 $ 30,000 



Actiyity Cost EPA CDBG RD Grant RD Loan District DNR County Total 

Legal, Bonding &-Fina~cing $ 293,000. J--20,000 158,500' 100,000 2,000 12,500 $ 293,000. 

Preliminary A'ctministrati~n. Financial Planning 
A~plications· $ 50,000.* 27,500 22,500 $ 50,000. 

Ad1ninistration $ 251,000.• 45,000 44,000. 21,000 21,000 110,000 10,000 $ 251,000. 

+ Easement Acquisition $ 139,000. 76,00~-) 30,000 . 33,000 $ 139,000. 

Land Acquisition $ 80,000. 30,000 40,000 . 10,000 $ 80,000. 

Contingency $ 1,135,700 .. 310,000 660,700 165,000 $ 1,135,700. 

. Total $ 24,77 4,000. 1,455,000. $ 944,000. 5,650,000 $ 12,585,000 $3,715,000 $ 345,000 $ 80,000 ·$24,774,000 

.,, 



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 

CLIMAX SPRINGS 

NORMAC 

CAMELOT 

CRANE COVE & DA VEY COVE 

GREENVILLE/EE 

COFFMAN BEND 

Total Residences 

Total Resort Units 

Total Businesses 

Public Buildings 

1,942 

376 

37 

1 

12 

USERS 

96 Residences & Businesses 

1 Public School 

35 Residences 

216 Residences 

152 Condo units 

663 Residences 

300 Resort Units 

3 Businesses 

656 Residences 

76 Resort Units 

34 Businesses 

124 Residences 



APPENDIXB 

PROPOSED F1NANCING 

Community Development Block Grant1 

USDA Rural Development Revenue Loans2 

General Obligation Loans 

USDA Rural Development Grants 

MO Department of Natural Resources SRF Loan 

Special Appropriation 

Camden County 

Total 

2 

Two areas with a total of 200 + Residences qualify for CDBG funding. 

Rural Development has indicated they are willing to fund this project. 

$ 944,000. 

$12,585,000. 

$ 3,715,000. 

$ 5,650,000. 

$ 345,000. 

$ l,455,000. 

$ 80,000. 

$ 24,774,000. 



United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Certification Regarding 

EPA Project Control Nwnber 

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 them 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 f;llse 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 (l)(b) of this certification; and 

( d) Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more 
public transactions (Federa~ State, or local) terminated for cause or default. 

I understand that a false statement on this certification may be grounds for rejection of this proposal 
or tefmination of the award. In addition, nnder 18 USC Sec. 1001, a false statement may result in a 
fme of up to $I 0,000 or imprisonment for up to 5 years, or both. 

James R. Dickerson, . Director 
Typed Name & Title of Authorized Representative 

~~~ 
SigmuureofAliil\orized Representative 

I -'.lo-oz_ 
Date 

D I am unable to certify to the above statements. My explanation is attached. 

EPA Form 5700-49 (l J-88) 



~-= .. === %~w<~=-~===--'"" ---=- m. 

;£Osr,.~ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

I ! ft\ WASHINGTON, DC 20460 Form Approved 

5~~ P;eawa:d Comp!ian~~ Review Report For All Ap!Jlicants OMB No. 2090-0014 

~ .. :;? Requesting Federal Financial Assistance 
Expircs4-10$ 

Note: Read instructions on reverse side before Completing form. 
I. A. Applicant {Name, C"lly, Stale) I . . . {Ha City s~~· 

I 
G. EPA Project No. 

B. 11eC1p1em . . me, • -. ~·~1 

II 
Camden County Camden County 
Camdenton MO 65020 . Camdenton MO 65020 

II. Brief desCl1ption of proposed project, program or activity. 

I Wastewater collection and treatment facilities. 
111. Are any civil rights taWSutts or complaints pending against appiicaniamiiotreQpient? ~.tcs ~NO 

lf"yes". list those complaints and the disposition of each complalnL -

ii 
tV. Have any civil rights comp1iancereviews of the applicant and/or recipient been conducted - YES ~o I by any Federal agency during the two years prior to this Application for activities which 

would receive EP.J'. assistance? 
lt'"yes". list thos& compliance reviews and status of each review. 

v. Is any other Federal financial assislance being applied for or is any ofber Federal financial _k'.'"YES NO 
assistance t>eing applied to any portion of this proje~ program or activity? -
If "'yes", list the other Federal Agency(s), describe the associated work and the dollar amount 
of assistance. 

USDA Rural Development $18,235,000. I VI. If e"'!m commuiiily urrile• Ille applicant's jarisdiciion is ~ seF;i!i urni;;rihe ;;dsl.'n!l faci!itiesl 
services, orwlll not be served un-the proposed plan, give reasons why. Are as s es i gnat e d f or 

service are those areas where sewage is negatively impacting the I the lake. 
VII. Population Characteristics NumberofPeopte 

1. A.. PopulalionofEntireServiceArea 27,495 
B. Minority P0pulation of Entire Service Area 32~ 

2. A. Population CUrrentiy Being Served 5,75q 
B. Minority Population CurrenUy Being Served . 70 

3. A. Population to be Served by Project, Program or Activity 4,660 I B. Minority Population to be Served by Project, Program or Activity 107 
4. A. Pop-J!ztiootcRew.a!nW"~Ji.eutS.e..~!oo 17;076 

· B. Minonty Population to Remain Without Service 152 

.I 1/tn, Will all new faciliUes or alterations lo Ql!lsting facilities financed by these funds be designed 
and constructed to be readily accessible to and usable by rn;ndicapped persons? . 

I,,_ __ 
_NC _j_ t!:.~ 

If "No",explain how aregulatoryexceplion appli~ (40 CFR 7.70). 
··<"' ,.,,, 

!X. Give !he schedule for futuJB projects, programs or actMties (or of future plans), by which service.will be 
provided to all beneficiaries within applicanfs jurisdiction. lflhere is no schedule, explain why. 

Once this 5 year proj. is complete future service will be eval. 
X. I certify ihel the statements I have made on this form and all attachments thereto are true, accurate and complete. I 

acknowledge that any knowingly false or-misleading statement may b9 punishable by fine or imprisonment or both under I appliC3bla """· 
A. Signature of Authorized Ollicial I B. Tiiie of Authorized Ollicial C. Date 

II Executive Director II 

~~~ 
.. 

Tetee,hone Number '7 - )O .o ·"2.: I 5 3 346 5616 
I 

For the U.$. Emtlronmentai Protection Agen!:y 

I Authorized EPA Officia.1 Date 
_Approved -- Disapproved 

- '' 
EPAFann47CI0-4 {Rev.1~90) PreWlusedilions are:obso4ete Printed on Recyded Paper 



YES NO 

DQ 

D GJ 

QUALITY ASSURANCE 

REQUIREMENT FORM 
40 CFR 30.54 and 31.45 

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. 

The workplan, which is submitted with the Application for 
Federal Assistance, includes environmental sampling 
or data generation. 

A Quality Management Plan was previously reviewed and 
9pproved by the U.S. EPA and is still 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 quality assurance. please contact the R7 
Q.!J._ality Assurance Manager at (913) 551-5000. 

<1-sa~v u 
Date 

Executive Director 

Applicant Title 

Camden County 

Applicant Organization 

l-i 

ENSV Revised 03197 



Applicant Name: Camden County 
Project/Program Title: Camden County Wastewater 

ANTI-LOBBYING ACT OF 1990 
APPLICANT CERTIFICATION 

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: 

(l) 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) If any 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 ofCoi:igress 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 ihi! award documents for aii subawards at aii tiers (including subcontracts, 
subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans, and cooperative agreements) and 
that all subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly. 

Date 

(R7PLMG/GRAD:12/94) 

J-2 
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Non-Profit Organization Certification 
Regarding Internal Revenue Code of 1986 

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 appropriate block): 

D 

D 

It is not a non-profit organization described in Section 501(c)(4) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986; or 

It is anon-profit organization described in Section 50l(c)(4) ofthe 
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 lobbying activities as defined in 
Section 3 of the Lobbying Disclosure Act of 1995. 

James R. Dickerson, Executive Director 
Typed Name & Title of Authorized Representative 

. ~~A=<~ 
Signature oh\utll()fi; Representative 

K-1 · 

1- so-oc__ 
Date 



#OST'!~ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
lA\ WASHINGTON, DC 20460 Form Approved 

,~~ OMB No. 2030--0020 
PROCUREMENT SYSTEM CERTIFICATION "llpp,/ 

APPLICANT'S NAME ASSISTANCE APPLICATION NUMBER 

Camden County 

APPLICANT'S ADDRESS 
Camden County Courthouse 

1 Court Circle su:i.te 1, Camdenton MO 65020 
. SECTION I - INSTRUCTIONS 

The applicant must complete and submit a copy of this form with each application for EPA Assistance. If the 
applicant has certified its procurement system to EPA within the past 2 years and the system has not been 
substantially revised, complete Part A in Section II, 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. 

A. I 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 certification is: 

B. Based upon my evaluation of the applicant's procurement system, I, as authorized representative of the 
applicant: (Check one of the following:) 

D 1. CERTIFY that the applicanrs procurement system will meet all of the requirements of 40 CFR Part 35, 
Subpart 0 before undertaking any procurement action with EPA assistance. 

Please furnish citations to applicable procurement ordinances and regulations 

02. DO NOT CERTIFY THE APPLICANT'S PROCUREMENT SYSTEM. The applicant agrees to follow the 
requirements of 40 CFR Part 35, Subpart 0 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 t-/o -De 
. 

EPAFosm5700-4'3 (Rev. 11--90) Prevtousedll.ionmobsolele 

L-1 
Printed on Recycled Paper 
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Applicant Name: Camden County 

Assistance Program/Project Tidc:Camden County Wastew ter 

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: 

D YES, I have a ACH Account with EPA. This 
ACH account number is: 

ACHNumber: 

~ 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 wili receive a TFS Form 388i, Department ofTreasury 
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 questions concerning this payment method, please contact 
the EPA, Region VII, Financial Management Office, at (913) 551-7046. 

M-1 

· 1. 
I 
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Camden County Commission Minutes 

TUESDAY, MARCH 12, 2002, 25th DAY OF 
FEBRUARY TERM 

The Camden County Commission 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. Commissioner 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 Department of Natural 
Resources. 

MOTION ·AUTHORIZE JIM DICKERSON TO SIGN 
ALL GRANT AND LOAN DOCUMENTS FOR 

CAMDEN COUNTY SEWER DISTRICTS. • 
Commissioner West made a motion to authorize Jim Dickerson tO"sign all grant 
and loan documents for Camden County Sewer Districts. Commissioner 
Wallace seconded the motion. The motion passed by vote: Commissioner 
Wallace (Yes), Commissioner West (Yes) 

ADJOURN 

Ordered lliat the Commission adjourn until March 13, 2002. 

TOTAL P.01 



RESUME 

JAMES R. DICKERSON 

EDUCATION 

B. S. Political Science-University of Missouri-Columbia 
1975 Graduate 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE 

Member, Missouri Training & Employment Council 

Chairman, Central Ozarks Private Industry Council 

Camden County Presiding Commissioner 

Chairman, Lake of the Ozarks Council of Local Governments 

Chairman, Missouri Ozarks Community Action Agency 

Member, Missouri Ozarks Community Action Board 
Of Directors 

Chairman, Camden County University Extension Council 

Vice Chairman, Camden County University Extension Council 

President, Missouri County Commissioners 

President, Missouri Association of Counties 

Chairman, Missouri Association of Councils of Go.vernments 

Newspaper Publisher 

Director, Lake of the Ozarks Solid Waste District 
Executive Committee 

1996-

1991-

1977- 1986 

1978 - 1985 

1980- 1986 

1990-

1978 - 1986 
2000-

1989 - 1991 

1985 

1986 

1984 

1980- 2000 

1992 -



Director, Central Ozarks Development, Inc. 
(SBA Development Corporation). 

Executive Director, Lake of the Ozarks Council of 
Local Governments 

State Chairman, Missouri Extension County Council 
Leadership Conference 

Member, Camden County Planning & Zoning Commission 

Chairman, Missouri Organization for Private Industry 
Council Chairs (MOPICC) 

Chairman, U. S. Department of Labor Performance 
Excellence Committee 

Co-Chair, U.S. Departmnet of Labor Workforce 
Excellent Network 

Member, U.S. Department of Labor Workforce 
Excellence Board 

Chairman, Central Region (Missouri) Workforce 
Investment Board 

AWARDS 

1991 -

1991 -

1993 -

1999 -

1994 - 1999 

2000 - 2001 

2001-

2000 -

2000-

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 

07/23/2002 02:59 PM 

To: Mary Clark <nrclarm@maiLdnr.state.mo.us> 
cc: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@maiLdnr.state.mo.us> 

Subject: Re: Cape and Camden Co.~ 

I have not sent you any information to date on these because I have not yet received applications for 
these grantees. I 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 
<nrclarm@mail.dnr.sta 
te.mo.us> 

07/23/2002 01 :48 PM 

To: Don Gibbins/WWPD/R7/USEPNUS@EPA 
cc: Jeff Pinson <nrpinsj@maiLdnr.state.mo.us> 

Subject: Cape and Camden Co. 

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. I would like to 
start working with both projects before they get off track. Thanks, Mary 



Ms. Barbara Bohley 
P.O. Box 98 
Osage Beach, MO 65065 

May 13, 2002 

RE: Guidelines for the EPA Special Grant for Camden County, Missouri 

Dear Ms. Bohley: 

I previously mailed to you a pre-application information letter dated January 24, 2002. In 
that Jetter, I provided a copy of the national project guidelines issued for FYOl 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 Projects and 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 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

Donald E. Gibbins 
Environmental Engineer 

WWPD/SRFB:D.GIBBINS:dg:5/13/02:Bohley 02-05-13 letter-final guidelines.wpd 
SRFB SRFB 
DALAL GIBBINS 
5/13/02 5/13/02 

/r c£f2< 

FILE TO: 
Camden County, Missouri 

SIG File 



Ms. Barbara Bohley 
P.O. Box 98 
Osage Beach, MO 65065 

January 24, 2002 

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. I have enclosed 
a copy 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 ifthe 
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 
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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.e., 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. 

Enclosures 

cc: Mary Clark, MDNR 

Sincerely, 

Donald E. Gibbins 
Environmental Engineer 

bee: Debbie Titus, PLMG/RFMB/AAMS/GAMU 
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