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Comes Hillridge Facilities, Inc., (“Hillridge”) by counsel and for its Answers to 

Commission Staffs Second Request for Information states as follows. 

1. Describe the present status of Hillridge Facilities’ Kentucky Pollutant 

Discharge Elimination System permit. Answer: KPDES Permit No. KY0036226 was 

issued to Hillridge on December 3, 2003 and was to expire on December 31, 2007. 

Hillridge submitted a timely application to renew the permit. The Kentucky Division of 

Water has failed to renew the permit and Hillridge is therefore operating pursuant to the 

administrative authorization issued to it on December 28, 2007 by the Division of Water. 

2. Provide a copy of the most recent infiltration and inflow study performed 

on Hillridge Facilities’ system. Answer: To be provided. 

3. Identify the person or firm that conducted the most recent infiltration and 

inflow study on Hiltridge Facilities’ system. Answer: The infiltration and inflow study 

does not identify the contractor that completed same. 

4. Describe how the person or firm that conducted the most recent infiltration 

and inflow study on Hillridge Facilities system was selected to perform the study. 
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Answer: The Louisville and Jefferson County Metropolitan Sewer District (“MSD”) 

performed the infiltration and inflow study with its own employees and equipment. 

5. State the percentage of Hillridge Facilities’ system that was examined as 

part of the most recent infiltration and inflow study on Hillridge Facilities system. 

Answer: The infiltration and inflow study examined approximately ninety percent (90%) 

of the entire Hillridge collection system. 

6. State the cost of the most recent infiltration and inflow study on the 

Hillridge Facilities system and describe how this cost was financed. Answer: MSD 

paid the cost of the infiltration and inflow study. Hillridge monitored the Inflow and 

Infiltration study at a cost of approximately $4,500.00. 

7. List the order in which Hillridge Facilities intends to make the proposed 

sewer main repairs. Answer: The contractor selected will determine the order of 

priority. However, the contractor will be requested to repair the section of the collection 

system most needing repair first. 

8. a. State whether Hillridge Facilities’ sewage system is currently on the 

Kentucky Division of Water’s (“DOW’) Sanction List. Answer: Yes. 

If the system is on this List, 

(I) Explain why it has been placed on this list. Answer: 

b. 

Infiltration and Inflow issues that occur infrequently during large rain events. 

(2) Describe the effect on Hillridge Facilities’ operations from 

being placed on this List. Answer: The effect is that the Division of Water individually 

approves each additional residence that taps on to the Hillridge collection system. 

(3) State the actions that Hillridge Facilities must take to be 

removed from the List. Answer: Repair the Infiltration and Inflow issues. 



9. State the reasons why Hillridge Facilities has not applied for a rate 

adjustment since 2002. Answer: The Kentucky Division of Water advised Hillridge that 

it would not be eligible for a rate increase because MSD was going to take Hillridge 

over, even though the DOW also stated that Hillridge needed a rate increase. 

IO. State why Hillridge Facilities cannot borrow the monies necessary to 

finance the proposed sewer main repairs in lieu of assessing a surcharge. Answer: 

The representatives of Hillridge have contacted a financial institution to obtain the 

necessary loan and the financial institution refused to loan money to a wastewater 

treatment plant company. 

11. State the name and address of each financial institution or lender to which 

Hillridge Facilities has applied for funding to finance the proposed sewer main repairs. 

Answer: River City Bank, Taylorsville Road, Jeffersontown, Kentucky 40299. 

12. Describe how Hillridge Facilities solicited bids for the proposed sewer 

main repairs. List all persons from whom Hillridge Facilities solicited a bid for the 

proposed sewer line repairs. Answer: Hillridge called all of the contractors that it was 

familiar with that performed commercial sewer work and repairs. Hillridge requested all 

of the financially solvent contractors that were capable of doing this type and amount of 

sewer line repair work to submit a bid. Three companies, Camden Environmental 

Service Co., Inc., Bland Plumbing and Piping and Murphy’s Excavating, submitted bids. 

Copies of these bids were filed with Hillridge’s application. 

13. Provide all bids for the sewer line repairs that Hillridge Facilities received 

and did not include in its application for rate adjustment. Explain why these bids were 

not included with the application. Answer: All bids received were submitted to the 

Commission with Hillridge’s Application. One contractor, Murphy Excavating amended 



its initial bid in order to include the cost of the bond required for the road cuts that will be 

necessary in making repairs to the Hillridge collection system. 

14. In its application, Hillridge Facilities states that the proposed sewer main 

repairs “are critically needed to avoid fines and penalties from the Kentucky Division of 

Water.” 

a. List all DOW enforcement actions currently pending against 

Hillridge Facilities and the nature of the violation that is the subject of the action. 

Answer: Energy and Environment Cabinet v. Hillridge Facilities, Inc., File No. DOW- 

33312-039. A copy of the Complaint initiating this action is attached as Attachment A. 

b. Provide all letters of warning and notices of violation that DOW has 

issued to Hillridge Facilities regarding its infiltration and inflow problems. Answer: To 

be provided. 

15. State whether performing the sewer main repairs listed in the application 

will bring Hillridge Facilities’ sewage system into compliance with all DOW regulations. 

If not, identify all other actions necessary to bring the system into compliance. Answer: 

Objection. Hillridge objects to this Information Request on the basis that it is ambiguous 

and calls for speculation as to its meaning. However, without waiving this objection, 

Hillridge believes that the completion of the repairs listed in the quotes attached to its 

Application will bring the facility into compliance with all applicable DOW regulations. 

16. For each location that Hillridge Facilities has identified as requiring repairs 

or main replacement, state the year in which the existing main was placed into service. 

Answer: 3905 Lethborough - prior to 1970; Old Watterson Trail - prior to 1970; 

Lafollette Drive - in approximately 1986; 3904 Bonifay Court - approximately 1970; 

Modesto - approximately 1970; San Marcos - prior to 1970; 41 11 Stony Brook Road, 



section 1 - prior to 1970; Main between Stony Brook and lift station - prior to 1970; 

8900 Stony Brook - prior to 1970; Avondale - in approximately 1970; Kirby Lane - prior 

to 1970; Bristol Oaks - in the late 1970’s; 3913 Bonifay Court - approximately 1970; 

Lethborough (9102 and 9211) - in approximately 1970; Largo Court - prior to 1070; 

Wakula Court - in approximately 1984; 4003 and 4002 Stony Brook Road - prior to 

1970; 3822 Shannon Run Trail - in approximately 1970; Intersection of La Costa and 

Collingwood - prior to 1970; San Marcos and Watterson Trail - prior to 1970; Manhole 

at end of Lethborough to end of ditch line - prior to 1970. 

17. State the expected useful life for Hillridge Facilities’ sewer mains. If 

different types of mains are used, state the expected useful life for each type and the 

time period when that type of main was installed. Answer: The mains installed prior to 

approximately 1980 were clay pipes and the useful life when installed was anticipated to 

be 100 years. The mains installed after approximately 1980 are PVC mains and the 

useful life when installed is anticipated to be in excess of 100 years. 

18. Refer to Application, Attachment A, Adjustment E (Chemical Expenses). 

a. State the reasons for the ‘abnormally low’ chemical expense that 

Hillridge Facilities incurred in 2009. Answer: Hillridge’s 2009 Annual Report listed 

Chemical Expenses of $5,985, and the rate application noted that an $880 bill for 

chemicals was mistakenly reported in Utilities Expenses resulting in restated Chemical 

Expense of $6,775. When the application was compiled, a comparison of the $6,775 to 

the Chemical Expense incurred in prior years - ranging from $10,630 in 2008 to 

$16,363 in 2005 - clearly shows that the reported 2009 amount was abnormally low. In 

addition, Hillridge in response to the Commission’s first data request provided chemical 

charges incurred in 2010, and those charges totaled approximately $13,688.35 - more 



than twice as much as the 2009 reported amount and more than the proposed pro 

forma amount of $10,000. 

Hillridge believes the most important factor explaining the low 2009 Chemicals 

Expense was that Hillridge changed plant operators at the end of September 2009. 

According to the new plant operator, his personnel in the Fall of 2009 were new to the 

Hillridge plant’s operation, and initially weren’t feeding enough chemicals to the system. 

The 2009 chemical bills confirm this, showing much lower charges in October and 

November, 2009 that had been experienced with the previous plant operator during the 

earlier months of 2009. Once the new operator became familiar with the WWTP, more 

chemicals were fed into the system to sufficiently comply with permitting requirements. 

The 201 0 chemicals charges confirm that significantly higher volumes of chemicals 

were used in 2010. 

b. Explain why the annual cost of chemicals decreased in each year 

from 2006 from each previous year. Answer: In addition to the above explanation as to 

why Chemicals Expense decreased in 2009, Hillridge also notes that it changed 

chemicals suppliers prior to 2009, which may account for some of the cost reductions 

from 2006 through 2008. 

19. State the rate schedule under which Louisville Gas and Electric Company 

provides electric service to Hillridge Facilities. If service is provided under more than 

one rate schedule, list each rate schedule and identify the facilities that are served 

under each rate schedule. Answer: The 2009 electricity bills for Hillridge’s 5 LG&E 

service locations all show that Hillridge is provided service under a rate type listed as 

“General Service Three Phase.” 

20. State whether Hillridge Facilities agrees that: 



a. Any adjustment to fuel and power expense based upon increases 

in Louisville Gas and Electric Company rates should be calculated using the rate of 

increase in the rate schedule under which Hillridge Facilities is provided electric power. 

Answer: Hillridge’s rate application included an increase of $3,453 in pro forma 

electricity costs - to a revised electricity expense of $39,420 - based on a 9.6% 

residential increase. While the adjustment proposed in the rate application is a 

reasonable approximation of the increase in electricity costs, Hillridge agrees that 

electricity charges are sufficiently material in this instance to warrant a more precise 

calculation based on the actual and current rate schedule under which Hillridge is 

provided electricity. 

b. The most appropriate and accurate means of calculating Hillridge 

Facilities’ fuel and power expense is to apply the present Louisville Gas and Electric 

Company rates to the utility’s actual usage during the test period. Answer: See 

Answer to 20(a) above. 

21. State whether KRS 278.020(1) requires Hillridge Facilities to obtain a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity prior to undertaking the sewer main 

replacements that Hillridge Facilities proposes to be financed through the proposed 

surcharge. Answer: A CPCN is not required because Hillridge is merely repairing 

sewer lines that are already serving its customers, and it is not beginning the 

construction of new sewer lines. Furthermore, the repairs are being made to a small 

percentage of the sewer lines owned and operated by Hillridge, as the large majority of 

the lines do not require repair. Based on the fact that the Commission has approved 

surcharges for construction projects for other sewer utilities without requiring the filing of 

a CPCN application, Hillridge does not believe that a CPCN application is required in 



this instance. Based on Hillridge's identified Inflow and Infiltration ( I & I )  issues and the 

performance of a video survey (which are the subject of other data request questions 

herein), Hillridge believes the need for repairs has been sufficiently demonstrated. In 

addition, Hillridge believes the three competitive bids provided for the repair work are 

consistent with the Commission's normal standards for determining the reasonableness 

of the proposed costs. Assuming that the need for, and the cost of, the repairs has 

been adequately demonstrated, Hillridge hereby requests that the Commission either 

determine that a CPCN" filing is not needed, or alternatively that sufficient information 

has been provided so as to allow the Commission to waive any additional filing 

requirements necessitated by a CPCN. Hillridge believes it is critical to expedite the 

PSC's regulatory processes in order to address I & I issues in a timely manner, and any 

requirement to file a CPCN case at this late date prevents Hillridge from meeting its 

environmental responsibilities in a timely manner. Furthermore, a CPCN should not be 

required where the repairs are only a small part of the collection system and none of the 

proposed repairs are to the actual WWTP. 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this $4- -lib day I of February, 201 1, by 

Sonja Ridge. 

MY commission expires: L3 - / /,; / 

[ d P .  Ad- 
obert C. Moore 

Hazelrigg 8t Cox, LLP 
41 5 West Main Street, Ist Floor 
P.O. Box676 
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602-0676 



I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served by first 
class mail, postage prepaid, on Jeff Derouen, Executive Director, Public Service 
Commission, 21 1 Sower Blvd., P.O. Box 615, Frankfort, Kentucky 40602, David Edward 
Spenard, Assistant Attorney General, 1 024 Capital Center Drive, Suite 200, Frankfort, 
Kentucky 40601-8204 and Laurence J. Zielke and Janice M. Theriot, Zielke Law Firm 
PLLC, 1250 Meidinger Tower, 462 S. 4'h Street, Louisville, Kentucky, on the =*day of 
February, 201 1. 

Robert C. Moore 



I (\io\/ 3- ’7 2g io  COA4MONWEA LTH OF 1CENTIJC:KY 
ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENT CABINET 

FILE NO. DOW-33312- 

ENERGY AND ENYIRON-MENT CABINET P LA I N TIFF - 

HI LLRID GE FACILITIES , INC. DEFENDANT 

SERVE VIA CERTIFIER MAIL : 
Donald Ridge 
17825 Bradbe Road 
Fisherville, KY 40023 
IiidividualIy and as 
Registered Agent for Hillridge Facilities, Inc. 

COMES THE PLAINTIFF, the Energy aud EnViroiiineiit Cabinet (hereinafter, “tlie 

Cabinet”), through counsel, and for its complaint against the Defendant, Hillridge Facilities, Inc., 

(hereinafter, “Hillridge”), states .the following: 

1. The Cabinet is charged with the statutory duty of protecting public health and the 

environment pursuant to KRS Chapter 224 and the regulations promulgated pursuant thereto. 

2. Hillridge is a Kentucky Corporation cmrently in good standing with the Secretary 

of State’s Office. The registered agent for service of process for Hillridge is Mi-. Don Ridge. 

Hillridge’s principal office is located at 17825 Bradbe Road, Fisheiville, Kentucky 40023. 

3. The Cabinet issued Kentucky Pollutant Discharge Elimiiiation System (ICPDES) 

Permit No. KY0036226 to Hillridge which became effective on February 1, 2004. That permit 

expired December 3 1,2007 and has not been ienewed. 

1 .  



4" A t  all i.iiiies i-elevaiit to [.his complaint, 1 Xillridge operated a Wasic; Water 

'Treatment Plant ("W TnTP!') located in Jeffel-son County near I< irby I a i e  at Wattersoii Trail. 

This W'CV'TP w a s  pennitted to discharge into Fern Creek at mile poiiit 29.17. Fern Creek is on 

I<.entuelty's .303(d) List of impaired waters. The irnp.i~inent is due to pathogens aiicl organic 

enrichment caused by sewage. 

5 , On or about Feh-uary 5, 2008, an authorized representative from the DOW 

coii.ducted an inspection of the above refiteliced f'acili ty. The inspector o bseived, among other 

things, an overflow of the sewer plant's manhole. This untreated oveIflow entered directly into 

the stream. The inspector also observed that the plant's discharge \+'as cloudy. 

6 .  On or about February 1 1 ,  2008, the inspector retulned to the site. The inspector 

observed gray water and white sludge solids in  the stream below the plant's efff ueiit discharge 

point. 

7" A records review for the facility revealed that Hillritige did iiot subinit Discharge 

Monitoring Reports ("DMR's") for the moiitlzs of February, Mal-ch, August,  and October of2007 

arid tlie review aIso revealed the following violations of pennit conditions: in April 2007, the 

plant exceeded its total suspended solids limit; iii May and Julie 2007, the WWTP exceeded its 

permit limits for fecal coliform; in JuIy 2007, tlie WWTP exceeded its limits for arninoiiia 

(NI-43); and, in August 2007 arid February 2008, there were additional fecal coliform 

exceedences at the plant. The plant's records also showed that tlie plant's maximum daily flow 

was exceeded in January, February, Mal-cli, April, May, October, Novernlm, and Deceinbel- 

2.007. 

8. On or about February IS,  2008, DOW issued a NOV to X-Iilll-idge for the 

conditions observed during the FebI-uary 2008 ilispections. A copy of the NOV is attached 



hereto and iimrporatetl herein as Plaintiff's exhibit 1 , The NOV cited ilie following violations: 

a. 

b. 

401 ICAR .5:1115 Section 2: Failure to repoi-l a spill or cliscliarge; 

401 KAR 5:065 Section I (1  2)(d): Failure to subinit DMR's for four (4) 

separate months; 

401 KAR S:O65 Section 1(12)(f): Failure to repoi-l a bypass; 

40 I KAR 51065 Section l(5): Iinproper operation and maiiitenance; 

401 ICAR 5:005 Section 1 l(1):  Failure to properly operate the disinfection 

c. 

d .  

e. 

systcm to meet pei-iiiit limits; 

401 K.AR Sr005 Section 12: Improper operation of a flow nieasuring 

device; 

401 KAR S:O(iS Section l(l)(a): Failure to operate facility within permit 

limits; 

401 KAR S:O31 Section 2(now recodified 401 KAR 10:030): Degradation 

of the waters or the Commonwealth; 

401 KRR 5:055 Section 1 : Failure to prevent izon-permitted discliar-ges of  

untreated waste water; 

f. 

6" 

11. 

1. 

9. Between March 2005 and March 2008, DOW documented approximately 30 

bypasses or overflows at the plant or the manhole. Each of these bypasses constitutes a violation 

of 40 1 KAR 5~065 Section 1 ( I  3)(c). 

I O .  As a result of the excessive number of overflows and the facility's history of 

violations, some of which are outside the statute of limitations, the Cabinet placed Hilll.idge on 

the state's Sewer Sanction list. As a result of this action, Hillridge is prohibited from allowing 

any sewer line e;uitensions 01' "taps on" to their existing sewer lines unless an exemption is 

3 



gi-aiited. 

WRE R E FOR E, 111 e Cab in el cl el miid s I he fol 1 ow i 1'1 g r eli ef 

'That the Defeiidaiit be oi-dered to pay a civil peiialty of twenty-five 

thousand dollars ($2S,OOO) per day peI violation for the violations iiideiitified in paragraph 8 

above pursuant to KRS 224.09-0 1 O(1); 

1 .  

2. That the Deferidaiit be ordeied to coinply with the following remedial 

measures: 

a. Comiiienciiig immediately, Hillridge shall report to the Cabinet all spills, 

bypass discharges, upset coiiciition discharges or othei: releases of 

substances from its facilities icleiitified above which would result in or 

contribute to the poIlutioii of the waters of the Commonwealth, including 

eiiiergency and accideiital reIeases, in accordance with KRS 2 x 0  1 -400, 

401 ICAR S:OlS, and 401 KAR 5:065; 

HiIIridge sliall , at all times, provide proper operat.ioii and maiiitenailce to 

its WWTP and the sewage colIcctioii system in accordance with 401 ICAR 

,5965 and KPDES Permit No. KY003622.6; 

Hillridge shall, at a11 times, maintain the services of a certified WWTP 

operator who is qualified to op-crate a WWTP of a classification equal to 

or higher than the I-IilIricIge WWTP; 

b. 

c. 

d. Hillridge shall conduct prolm- sampling, monitoring, and reporting 

pursuant to KI?I)ES Permit No. KY003622.6 and subinit the DMR's lo 

DOW's central office aiid DOW's Louisville Regional Office by the 25"' 

day of the month foIlowing the compliance period; 

4 



e. I-lillridge shall, at all times, apply proper disinfection and dechlorination of 

the effluenl being discharged from its facility in accordance with 401 

K A R  5:.065 and ICPDES Permit No. KYOO3622.6; 

f” Comzneiiciiig imrnediatel y, Hilli-idge shall ins tal 1 a flow iiieasui iiig device 

that can accurately measme alI flow enfei-ing the WWTI); 

s. Elillridge shall review, update, aiid impleinent a Best Mailageillelit 

Practices (BMP) plan in accordance with KPDES Permit No. I<YO036226, 

The revised BMP plan shall be submitted Lo tlie Division of Enforcement 

and DOW’s Louisville Regional Office; 

Hillridge sliaIl develop arid subniit a Groundwater Protection PIarz (GPP) 

to DOW for review aiid approval in accordance with 401 I U R  5:037; 

Hillridge shall develop, submit, and implement a Sanitary Sewer Overflow 

Pian (SSOP). The SSOP sliall be submitted to Dii-ector, Division of 

Enforcement, 300 Fair Oaks Lane, Frankfort, ICY, 40G0 1 ,  and sliall 

iiiclude, but not be liinited to: 

1.1. 

1. 

1 .  A map of’the entire collection system, including tlie location of 

any I ~ n o \ ~ n  sanitary sewer overff ows (SSO) ;  

2. Frecluency of overflow; 

.3. Estimate ofthe annual voluine of overflows; 

4. Type of overi’low (iiiarthole, piimp station, ovet-flow pipe, etc.); 

5 ,  Receiving st-ream for the overflow; 

6. Imiiicdiate area of overflow arid dowish-eain land use, 

including potential for public health colicel-lis; 



7. A description of any previous (within the Inst 5 years), currelit, 

or proposed I ehnbilitation or coristruction work- to remediate o r  

eli mi iic? t e overflows; 

8. A schedule for the elimination of overflows; 

9. A plan that addresses Hillridge's approach to eliiiiiiiatiiig any 

sources of private inflow and iiifiltration (Md), such as down 

spouts, sump pumps, roof drains, aiid other illegal connections 

to the system. The plan should include a metliod of 

eiiforceinent for violations, a schedule to address existing illegal 

coiiiiectioiis, and a pian to prevent future illegal connections. 

.J -  Hillridge shall subinit a Sewer Overflow l iespons~ I'lan (SORI') to tlie 

Cabinet. The SQRP sliall be subinilted to the Director, Division of 

Enforceinent, 300 Fair Oaks Lane, Fraii1do1-1, I<Y, 40601, a id  shall 

include, but not be limited to: 

1 ,  An overflow response procedure (designated responders, 

response times, cleanup methods, etc.); 

2. A regulatory agency notification procedure; 

3 ,  A manhole and puinp station iiispection scliedule. 

I< I I-IiIIrjdge shall subrni t to the Cabinet a Sewer System Evaluation Survey 

(SSES) certified by a professional engineer. 'I'he SSES shall be submitted 

to the Director, Division of Eriforceiiwit, 300 Fair Oaks Lane, Frankfort, 

ICY, 40601, aiicl shall include, but not be liiiiiled to: 

1 I An inflow ant1 inf-illration (1SrI) s tudy to determine the sources 



of X&T into the facility's collection system; 

2. A written r e p i t  of the I&I study to the Cabinet's Division of 

Eiifoi cciiicnt for review and acceptance. The I&I report sliall 

include a schedule of recommended con-ectivc actions to be 

undertaken to reduce or eliminate the identified l&I probIeins 

withhi the sewage collection system serving the facility; 

3 .  Detailed maps, sketches, and scheniatic diagrams of the cui-rent 

sewage collection system; 

4. A detenniiiation of wliethei- i t  is more cost effective to reiiiove 

the I&I as coinpared to traiisporting aiid treating it. 

1. Hillridge shall comply wiih all requiieiiients of KRS Chapter 224 and 401 

lCnR Chapter 5, and KPDES Permit No. ICY0036226. 

I? espectfully submitted, 

ENERGY AND 
ENVJRO N MEN'I' CABINET 

W Office of General Couiisel 
200 Fair Oaks Lane., IS' Floor 
Fiaultfoi-t, Kentucky 40601 
Telephone No. (502) 564-341 0 
FacsiiiiiIe No. (502) 564-9003 

COUNSEL F O R  PLAIN'TIFF 
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STEVEN L. BESHEAZ 
GOVERNOR 

ROEERT a. VANCE 
SECRETARY 

ENVIRONMENTAL AND PUBLIC PROTECTION CABINET 
DEPARTMENT FOR ENVIRONMENTAL PR0TECrlOC.r 

Civision of Water 
91 16 Leesgate Rd 

Lottisvitle, KY 40222-5084 
www.kentucky gov 

February 15,2008 

Certified No. 700.5 0390 0003 0864 018G 
Rei tin2 Receipt Requested 

Donald Ridge 
1782.5 Bradbe lid 
FisIiervilIe, KY 40023 

Re. Notice of Violation 
AIID:  2067 
AI Name: I-lillridge FaciIitics Inc 
Activity ID: ENV2008000 I 
Perillit No. KY0036226 
Jefferson County: ICY 

Dear Donald Ridge: 

The Kentucky Dep'].rtmenl far Environinenntal Protection (DEP) Iias issued the enclosed Notice of 
Violatioii for violations discovered at your facility. Please review this Notice of Vioiatioii carefiilly to elistire that 
ail remedial ineasures are completed by tlie specified deadlines. You wilI be required to attend an administrative 
enforcement meeting to be scheduled by the Division of Enforcement. Additional remedial iiieasures and 
deadlines will be determined at that time. 

Your coopcratioii a i d  attention to this niattcr is appreciatcd. If you have any questions, please contact me 
at 502-429-7 122 

Siiuxrely, 

Mr, Brad 'Trivette, 
Environmental Inspector 111 
Division of Wata 

Enclosure 



COMMON'CVEALI'H OF KENTUCKY 
ENVIRONMENTAL AND PUBLIC PROTECTTON CARINET 

DEPARTMENT FOR F,NVXRONR?ENTAL PROTECTION 
Division of Water 

NOTICE OF VIOLATION 
To:  Donald Ridge 
17825 Bradbe Rd 
FisIierville, KY 4002.3 

AX Name: I-Iillridge Facilities Inc 
Co 11 nty : Jefferson 
Enforcement Case ID: 
Date(s) VioIation(s) Observed: 2/5/2008 & 02/11/2008 

A I  ID: 2067 Activity ID: ENV20080001 

'This is to advise that you are in  -vioIztioii of the provisions cited below. 

1 Violation Description for Subject Item GXNSOOOOOOOOOl (XCPDES Individual): 
Wlienever, by reason of emergency or accident, a spill or discharge Q C C U ~ S  wliicli results in pollution of the 
waters of the Commoii\~~e~Itl~,  the Division of Water sIiall be notified by (lie most rapid iiieillis available. 
[401 KAR 5,015 Section 21 

Description of Non Compliance: 
The inanhole at the sewer plant was overflowing at the time of inspection. The surge basin was being 
pumped directly into the chlorine contact tank bypassing secondary treat~iicnt. TIE operator told itie it was 
set up on a float switch and conies on automatically. It as never been reported as a bypass. 

The remedial nieasurefs), and date(s) to be completed by are as follows: 
Imniediatciy report all overflows and bypasses from the sewer collcctioil sysleii1 or the w s l e  watcr 
trcatnteiit plant 1401 KAR 5 015 Section 2: 401 KAR 5 065 Sccfion I(12)(f)J 

2 Violniion Description for Subject Item GTNSOOOQOOOOOl (ICPDES Individual): 
Reporting Reqriircineilts - Monitoring Reports, Monitoring results sliall be rcported at the iiitervals 
specified 111 the permit. 1401 KAR 5 065 Section 1(12)(d)] 

Description af Noli CompIiance: 
DMRs have not been received for the moizths of Feb , Mar, A~ig., Oct. of 2007. 

The remedial measure(s), arid date(s) to  be completed by are as follows: 
Subniit nionitoring reports to the Division of Water by the 28th day of following month of the conipliance 
per-iod. f401 KAR 5.065 Section 1(12)(d)j 

3 Violation Descriptian for Subject Item GI[NSO000000O01(X~PDES IndividuaI): 
Reporting Reqtiir ciitcnts - Monitoring Reports Monitoring rcsults shall hc repoi-tcd on a Discharge 
Monitoring Rcport (DMK). (401 ICAR 5 065 Section I (  12)(d)l] 

Description of Non Compliance: 
DMR's have not been rcceived for the inonths of Feb , Mar, Aug , Oct of 2007 

The reruedial nieasure(s), and date(s) to be cornpleted by are as follows: 
Submit monitoring reports to the Division of Water by the 28th day of folloniing month of tlic compliance 
period f401 K A R  5.065 Scction I(l2)(d)] 

4 Vi olatio n D escrip tio 11 for Subject I tern CT NSOO0OOO0OO 1 (KPDES Iiidivi d ua I) : 
'Twciity-foul (24) Iioiir ieportiiig The pcrnmittce shall follow thc provisions of401 KAR 5 01 5 and shall 
orally rcpoit any noncolnpliancc ~vliich iimy eiidangcr health or the cnvii omiieiir. \vitliiii 24 hours from the 



time tlie peniiittce becoiiies aware of Ihe ciicuiiistaiices This repoit shall be in  addition lo and not in lieu 
of any other reporting iequireiiient api~lic,ahle to the iioncoitij~tiance E401 KAR i .065 Section 1( 12)(f)] 

Description of N o n  Compliance: 
The manhole at the sewer pIa12t \vas overflowing at tlie t h e  of inspection. The stirge basin was being 
pLimped directly iiito tlic chlorine conhct tank bl.passiiig secondary treatment The ol)erator told me it was 
set up on a float switch and collies on autoniatically. It as iieveT beell reported as a bypass. 

The i*emedinl nieasure(s), and date(s) to  be completed by are as follows: 
iiiiinediately reporl all overflow and bypasses from the sewer coifection systeiii or the waste water 
treatment plant 140 1 ICAR S : O  1.5 Section 2, 40 1 KAR 5:06j Section 1( 12)(f)] 

5 Violation Description €or Subject Item GINS0000000001(KPDES Individual): 
Proper Operation and Maintenance. The permittee shall at, all times properly operate and maintain a11 
facilities a id  systems of tieatiiient aiid control and related appurtenances which aue instailed or used by tlie 
permittee to achieve compliance with the conditions of this pennit. Proper operation arid tiiainteliallce also 
includes adequate laboratory conri.ols, and appropriate quality assLiraiice procedures, This provision 
requii es the operation of back-up or auxiliary facilities or siiiiilar systems which are iristalled by a permittee 
011157 when the operation is iiecessaiy to achieve coiiipliaiice with the conditions of the permit. (40 I KAR 
5.065 Section 1(.5)] 

Description of Nori Conrpliance: 
Some of the bypasses ar'e iiot being reported Oii tlie day ofthe iiispection the flow was very high aiid the 
siiiaIler piants clarifier was losing sonie solids. The surge tank was bypassing directly 10 tlie chlorine tank 
to reduce flow 1.0 the plant. The chlorine ' I Y ~ S  not sufficient for tlie flow The fecal saiiiple taken ofthe 
effIrieiit resulted in > 1,200 coloiiiesl I O 0  nil. The catlection system appears to have 1 & I problems during 
wet .rifeather. The flow 011 the 5th arid 6th was over the top of tlie v notch weir. The nianhole at t12e plant 
o~wflowed both days. There have beel; repeated reports of overflows at the inanhole located at the sewer 
plant. The dry weather flow is usually <200,000 gallons. The plant iisually exceeds the design flow of 
362,000 duriiig wet weather. The iims daily flow was exceeded for the following months in 2007. Jan, Feb, 
Mar, Apr. May, OCI, Nov, Dec. 

The r'erIiedia1 riieasure(s), and date(s) to be completed by are as €olIaws: 
IJse propel operations and mainknance practices that wil! eiisure compliance with all applicable 
regutations and KPDES peniiit requirements. 1401 KAR 5:065 Section 1(5)] - 

6 Violatfan Description for Subject Item GINS0000000001(I(PI)ES Individual): 
All ivastewater treatment plants slial I liave a disinfection process ~vl?ich meets the following requirements. 
Ai7 ultraviolet disinfection system designed to treat the anticipated peak hourly flow; a clilorination system 
with a flow or demand proportional feed system The chlorine contact tank shall have a ini~~iniuiu 
detention time of thirty (30) minutes based on the average flow, or fifteen (15) miiiutes based on the peak 
Iiourly flow, whichever requires the larger talk size Wastewater treattmeiit plmts shall also have a 
decIilorination syst.eiii \vith a flow or deinaiid proportional feed system if necessary to meet the ei3uent 
limits; or a chlor-iiiatioa system wit11 a man~~ally controlled feed system and a flow equalization bash 
designed to eliminate the diiinial flow variations [ 40 1 FAR 5 005 Section 1 1 (l)] 

Des cripli o n  of  No 11 Co nip Ii an ce : 
Tlierc was a fccal violation in May 2007 
1.200 colonies/ 100 ml 

The fecal sanipie taken of thc efllueiit on 2/5/08 icsulted in 

The remedial riieasiire(s), and  datc(s) to  be completed by ai-e as follows: 
Properly operate the disinfection svsteni to m e t  permit Iiiiiits [40 I KAR 5.005 Section 1 1( I ) ]  

7 Violatioii Desci-iption for Subject ifen1 GINSOOOOOOOOOl (KPDES Individual): 
Tlie flow measuring device shall iiieasuIc all flow received at tkc wastewater trealnieiit plant. An 
indkatiiig, recordjng, and totsIizing flow nieasiii iiig device shall be installed at each Iarge wastewater 
treatruent plant: r40 1 KAR 5,005 Section 121 



Description of Non Compliance: 
During very wet weather the flow is over tlie top of the V-notch weir and can not be rneasured propel ly. 
T i e  f l o ~  was over tlie top of the weir 2-5-08 and on 2-6-08 

Tlie remedial rneasure(s), a n d  date(s) to  be completed by are as foflows: 
Iiistall a flow nieasuring device thac can ineasure all of the f low entcriiig the waste water facility 140 I 
KAR 5.005 Section 121 

8 Violation Description for- Siibject Itern GINS0000000001 ( K P D E S  Individual): 
Standard Perniit Conditions. The permitree is also advised that all KPDES perniit conditions in KPDES 
R.egulation 40 1 KAR 5,065,  Section 1 will apply to a11 discliarges authorized by  this permit. This permit 
has been issued under the provisions of KRS Chapter 224 and regulations promulgated pursuant thereto 
Issuance of this perinit does not reiieve the permittee froin the responsibility of obtaining any other per niits 
or licenses required by this Cabinet arid other state, federal, and local agencies It is the respo~isibility of the 
permittee to demonstrate coinpliaiice with perniit parmieter limitations by utilization of stifficiently 
sensitive analytical metliods. [40 L U R  5 ~ 0 6 5  Section 1 (l)(a)] 

Descriptio 11 of N 011 Co m p I  i aiic e : 
DMR, violations for 2007. June-fecal, Jrt Iy-NI 13, Apr-TSS and Aug-fecal . The fecal sainplc takcn 011 2-5- 
08 icsirlted i i i  ,1.200 colonies/ 100m1 

The remedial measure(s), arid date(s) to be completed by are as follows: 
[Jse proper operatiom and inaintenance practices that will eiisure coiiipliance with all applicable 
regulations a.nd K.PDES perniit Iimits [4(3 1 KAR. 5:06S Section 1 (l)(a)J 

9 Violation Description for Subject Ifem GXNSOOOODOOOOl(KPDES Xndividual): 
There sball be no discharge that causes the srirface waters of lIie Conimonwealtli to be aesthetically or 
otherwise degraded by substances that: (a) senle to form objectionable deposits; (I>) float as debris, scuiii, 
oil, or other matter to forni a nuisance; (c) produce ob,jectionable color, odor, taste, tirrbidity; (d) iiijure, are 
chronically or acutely toxic to or produce adverse physiological or behavioral responses in hiun~ans: 
aiiinrals, fish and other aquatic life. 14.01 KAR 5:03l Section 21 

Description of Noxi Compliance: 
The high flow at tlie scwer plant during the period of2-5-08 to 2-1 1-08 resulted in grey water and solile 
lite sludge solids being discharged to the streaui. A citizeii coiiiplaint comeriling grey water discoloriiig 
the stream was sent llie Louisvilfe regional office 011 2-10-08 and on 2-1 1-08" The investigation on 2-1 1-08 
coiifirined grey water and a dusting of light sludge solids in the stream below the plants Fffluent discharge 
point. 'I'he plants discharge was cloudy on file 2-5-08 and was clear at 2:OO pin oii 2-1 1-08. Joe Sanders, 
tlie plant operator; confirmed via phone coiiversatioii on 2-1 2-08 that the air at tlic plant had been reduced 
for several days due to the high flow. The reduction in air for the aeration basiris had resiiIted in some grey 
water discharge. The stream below tlie plaiit was st.ill discolored grey at the time of my 2-1 1-03 complaint 
investigation. The tinie was 2 00 pni t.o 4.00 pni.?'he watei upstreaiii of the plant was very clear and free of 
any sludge deposits 

The remedial mensure(s), and dde(s )  t o  be completed by are as follows: 
Immediately stop causing dcgradation to tlic watcrs of the Commonwealth of Kentucky. 140 1 KRR 5 03 1 
Section 2(alc)3 

1 
0 

VioIation Description f o r  Subject Xtenr GINS000000000l(KPDES Individtial): 

Applicability of the KPDES Requirements. The KPDES po.gani shall require a permit to discharge 
pollutants from a point source into watcis of tile Conimonwealth. Compliance with the K.PDES program 
requirements shall consiitrrtc, compf iance with the operational permit requircmeiits of40 I KAR 5 005 and 
requireiiieiits related to tlie opcr-ational permit. Failure to obtain a KPDES pennit shall riot relieve a 
discliarger suI>ject to tlie IiPDES program fi.om complying with tlie applicable performance slaiidards o f  
that prograin, 401 I U R  5 050 to 5 ,080 ,  inclusive. [401 ICAR 5 05.5 Section I.] 



Desciiption of N o n  Compliance: 
Tlie system has repcated overflows of unircatcd wastcwater froin tlic maiiIiole at the plant. This overflow 
goes directly to the stream 

The remedial measut.e(s), a n d  date(s) lo be conipleted by are as follows: 
hinediately stop all iioii-pci inittcd discliaiges of untreated i~~astewatei from eiiter iiig the walers of the 
Coinmoiic~~calth of Kentucky 1401 I(AR 5.055 Section I ]  

Vioiation Description for Subject Item GINSOOOOOO00Ol(KPI~ES Individual): 

Tlie KPDES program requires perillits for the discharge of pollutants from a jioiiit souice into thc waters of 
the Comiiion.tveallli 140 I KAR 5 0% Section 1 J 

Description of Non Compliance: 
Tlic facility docs not hold an active KPDES periiiit. Tlie permit evpircd Dec 3 1. 2007 The new perinit has 
not bccn issued because a rcgional sewel system is IIOW available 

The remedial measure(s), and  date(s) to be completed by are as follows: 
Stop all non-pcrniittcd discharges of wastewater from entering the watcrs of tlic Coiiiiizon~calth of 
Mentiicky Comply with all of the term oftlie I<PDES pcriiiit and connccl to  thc regional municipal s e w r  
1401 KAIi 5 055 Scction 11 

Vialation Description for Subjecl  Item GINS0000000001 (ICPDES Individual): 

Thc permitkx shall comply with all conditiolis of the periiiit. Ail? perinit non-compliance shall constitute a 
violation of KRS 224, antoiig which sliall be the following remedies: Enforcement action, per-mit 
revocation, revocation and reissuance, or modificatiolt; or denial o f  pentiit renewal application. [ 40 1 KAR 
5rO65 Section l(l)(a)] 

I)csa*iption of Nor> Compliance: 
The facility has failcd to coinply with the terms of the pcrriiit A rcgional scwcr systclii is iiow available 
The owlei of tlic sewer systeiii has failed to conttecf to the regional sewcr system. 

The remedial measure(s), and date(s) to  be completed by are as follows: 
Stop a11 iion-permitted discharges of wastewater from entering the waters of the Comiiion~~~ea.ltli of 
Kentucky. Coiiij~ly with a11 of the terms of the KI'DES perinit. and connect to the regional i-~iuniciiml sewer 
You will be required to attend an adniiiiistrative enforcermiit meeting to be scheduled by the Division of 
Enforcement. Additio~~al remedial measures will be detcriitined at that tiin? 
[40 1 KAR 5'0.5S Section 11 

Violatiom of the ahove cited statiite(s) andor regulation(s) are subject to a civil penalty per day per violation. 
Violations carry civil penalties of u p  to  $25,000 per day per violation depending on the st~ttuteslre~ulatioiis 
violared. In addition, violations may be coiicuIreritIg enjoined Colnpliar1ce relhedial iiieasures and llieir 
deadlines does riot provide exemption from liability for violatior~s during the period of reii~ediation, nor prevent 

If you have questi6hs or need further iiifortiiation, write or call the tindersigiied: 
addi t ioi ia~~~iiedial  ineasures from being required. _._^___l__.__l___._ ~ - - , _ _ _ _ - -  

Divisian of Water 
1,ouisville Rq,ional Ofice 

9 1 16 Leesgate Rd 
I,ouisville, TCY 40.222-5084 

j02.-4.20-7122(S.00 AM -4.30 I'M) 
MI Brad Tii\ie[[e, En~ironmental Inspeclor 111 
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