Town of Montville WPCA
Public Hearing Meeting Minutes for Monday, October 4, 2010

Meeting Minutes
Public Hearing and Open House
Town of Montville Water Pollution Control Authority
Monday, October 4, 2010
5:30 p.m. — Open House - 6:00 p.m. — Public Hearing
Town Council Chambers — Town Hall

1. Call to Order
Chairman May called the Public Hearing to order at 6:00 p.m.
2. Roll Call

Present were Commissioners Hillman, May, Schober, Siragusa and Thorn. Also
present were Administrator Lynch, Superintendent Didato, Mayor Jaskiewicz, Alan
Asikainen from the Maguire Group, Richard Kruczek from URS Corporation and Laurel
Stegina and Josh Weiss from Fitzgerald and Holiday.

3. Pledge of Allegiance
4, Open House
5. Public Hearing

Presentation by URS Corporation regarding the Town of Montville Water Pollution
Control Authority updating its Facilities Plan to determine the sewage collection and
treatment needs of the community for the next twenty years.

Laurel of Fitzgerald & Holiday explained she will be the moderator for the public hearing
and reviewed the format, rules of order, schedule and timeline for the public hearing for
clarification.

Mr. Richard Kruczek, URS Corporation and Alan Asikainen from the Maguire Group
gave their presentations regarding the Facilities Plan and a copy of the presentation as
discussed is attached to the meeting minutes as Schedule C and a recording of the
Public Hearing is available at the Town Clerk’s office at the Town Hall.

Chris Clark, representing the Mohegan Tribal Utility Authority, asked questions
regarding the three large basins proposed to be installed. Discussions were held
regarding the rate of BOD per day, capacity, permits, goals for nitrogen removal, credits
for nitrogen, goals for nitrogen per day, discrepancies in the agreement between the
Mohegan Sun and the Town, the | & | Study and cost analysis, construction schedules
and items that he feels should be removed from the study, design work timelines and
who will be designated to do the design work, cost analysis to remove inflow, the
process regarding the sludge system, operation costs, sludge production rates, single
vs. double tanks and the rating of each basin as recognized by DEP, and turbine
blowers. Mr. Kurczek and Mr. Asikainen discussed and answered all of Mr. Clark’s
questions regarding these issues. The following is a list of the original questions
submitted by Mr. Clark;
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Your proposal calls for adding three new basins each one being of equal size to two of
the current basins, resulting in a 100% expansion in capacity. What is the BOD capacity
of each of the new basins?

The existing six basins have a rating from the manufactures of 5000 Ibs. /day however
DEP only recognizes the capacity as 4000 Ibs./day, why has the study not look at re-
rating the basins? This would be a 20% increase to treatment capacity at no cost.

The study refers to changing the decant cycle so as to prevent an overlapping decant,
the new process will decant the existing basins two at a time at a slower rate preventing
any flows that may exceed the outlet pipe. Has the manufactures agreed that this can
be accomplished and why in section 8 do you state that “it appears that the existing
outfall will be large enough to accommodate the flows”

When doing the facility expansion in 2001 we were required to look at Horton Cove for
its ability to handle additional loading and a mixing study was conducted, because the
plan talks about doubling the facilities size | would assume that the loading at the
discharge point would double also, has a similar study been done?

The report assumes that the current discharge limits will be applicable through the study
period of 2029 is this a reasonable assumption?

Section 5 Town/MSR agreement indicates our commitment limit as 1.4 mgd when it
should be 1.6 and all of the treatment was constructed during the tribes funded
expansion.

Section 6 water supply makes reference to the town being serviced by the Cities of New
London and Norwich.

I&I studies, Table 3-2 indicates that by January 1 of 2012 design will begin with
construction starting on July of 2012, my understanding from staff is that this is incorrect
and no construction is currently being planned, | feel the report should be amended to
eliminate this statement.

Also along that same line in section 8 there is a statement that reads “URS/Maguire will
be designing the SBR basins and CCT as part of the system upgrade and expansion
project”

The facility has been able to handle peaks associate with current 1&I rates, has a cost
analysis been performed to determine the return on investment of the proposed
improvement?

Regarding the sludge systems you state that even thought the facility will double in size
the yield of solids will be the same. This is being accomplished as a result of the new
decant cycle? If this is correct why does the report not recommend that the town change
the current single SBR decant cycle?

Your report represents that you looked at “a number wastewater treatment alternatives
were identified” however the only alternative discussed was the MBBR or moving bed
reactor. At the last public information section | asked whether any one has look at MBR
or Membrane Bio Reactor and was told it was studied but was not cost effective, why
did this information not make it into the report?

Ms. Stegina stated all written comments will be accepted until October 18, 2010.
6. Adjournment

The Public Hearing concluded at 7:05 p.m.
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Respectfully Submitted by:

Audrey Ulmer, Recording Secretary for the Town of Montville

Schedule A
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URS Montville Facilities Plan
PROJECT HISTORY

» Purpose of the Facilities Plan

o Compliance with DEP Request and NPDES Discharge Permit
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On-Site Disposal Evaluation

= Study Area Description
o 195 properties — 116 (60%) developed
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Oxoboxo Lake
Public Sewer Alternatives

m 3.6 — 4.2 miles of sewers
= 38,025 gallons per day (GPD) average
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Equipment Cataloging
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Water Pollution Control Facility
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= Evaluation period is through 2029
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Plant Flows

= Existing flows
o average wet weather 3.305 mgd
o peak hourly 7.485 mgd




URS Montville Facilities Plan
WPCF Treatment Needs

= Some equipment has reached the end of its useful life
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Slide Show of the Water
Pollution Control Facility
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Equipment Requiring Upgrade

» Influent pumping station
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= Rehabilitation of collection system (Sewer System
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WPCF Expansion / Upgrade Funding Sources

= State & Federal
o Clean Water Fund Priority List -
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= Public comments must be received by = Receive, review, and address public comments in
October 18, 2010 the final facilities plan
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Existing Sewers and Their Flows

= 76.1 miles of sewers
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= Evaluate areas for on-site disposal
o Research Health District records on failures

Montville Facilities Plan
Sewer Avoidance

e ]
LAl :mh’

14



	WPCA100410PUBLICHEARINGMINUTES
	MontvilleATTACH

