
Fax. 501-376-3541 

March 3 1,2006 HAND DELIVEReD ON MARCH 31,2006 

Director 
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality 
NPDES Enforcement Section 
P.O. Box 8913 

NPDES Permit AR0040177 - Fourche Creek WWTP 

Gentlemen: 

The purpose of this letter is to show compliance with the requirements found in 40 CFR 
403.12(i) and the referenced NPDES permits issued to Little Rock Wastewater Utility 
(LRWU). During 2005, LRWU continued activities pursuant to maintaining compliance 
with the General Pretreatment Regulations (40 CFR 403). Enclosed with this letter is the 
2005 Annual Pretreatment Program Report. 

Contained within Section III of the enclosed report is a summary of the number of 
industrial users that have been in significant violation or significant noncompliance since 
1986. During 2005, one industry was in significant noncompliance with applicable 
pretreatment requirements according to criteria published in 40 CFR 403 and EPA, 
Region VI, policy on quarterly reviews of industrial user compliance. 

Also included in this report is an update on LRWU's industrial user list and LRWU's 
Pretreatment Program Status Report outlining compliance, sampling, and inspection 
information. The following abbreviations are used in the Pretreatment Promam Status 
Report: C = compliance, NC = noncompliance, SNC = significant nonwmpfance, RD = 

received, and NR = not required. LRWU is also enclosing information on sampling results . - 
for influent and efnuent wastewater and biosolids as required by our NPDES permits. 
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If you have any questions concerning any of the information submined or require 
additional information, do not hesitate to contact Stanley Suel at 490-5403, or me at 376- 
2903. 

Sincerely, 
LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 

~ e ~ e  A. Corbin, P.E. 
Chief Executive OEcer 

cc: Stanley Suel, Director of Environmental Assessment 
Stanley Miller, Manager of Operations 
Jeff Davis, Pretreatment Supervisor 
Susan Samples Ledbetter, Pretreatment Supervisor 
Walter Collins, Fourche Creek Superintendent 
Perry Thorton, Acting Adams Field Superintendent 
EAD Compiler 
Reader's File 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DMSION 

Industrial Pretreatment Program 
2005 Accomplishments 

The Industrial User Relations (IUR) Section of the Environmental Assessment Division 
(EAD) carries out the requirements of 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 403 
(40CFR403) General Pretreatment Guidelines. In 2005, fifty-four (54) industries, with 
thirty-eight (38) of SIU status, retained Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permits for 
controlling discharges of industrial wastewater by sampling, inspecting, and tracking 
wmpliance with applicable Federal, State, and Local regulations. Control documents 
were issued to sixteen (16) additional non-SIU facilities for the purpose on controlling 
and monitoring discharge requirements. A total of 812 inspections and investigations 
were conducted at industrial and commercial facilities during 2005. 

The IUR Section is successful with addressing industry non-compliance and requiring 
necessary corrective measures to obtain a return to compliance. During 2005, twenty- 
nine (29) violation reports were completed to track industry violations for a return to 
wmpliance. In 2005, Dassault Falcon Jet Corporation, for violation of the cadmium 
Daily Maximum and Monthly Average Technical Review Criteria of 40CFR403, was the 
only IU in Significant Non-Compliance. 

Extra strength surcharges for BODICOD, TSS, W G ,  and pH billed during the year of 
2005 totaled approximately $618,466. Landfill Leachate billing was $191,340. The City 
of Little Rock Sanitary Sewer Committee's adoption of the 2005 Consolidated Fee 
Schedule allowed EAD to administer additional program fees totaling $65,963. Such fees 
include permit fees, compliance monitoring fees, disposal fees and inspection fees. 

The EAD staff promotes pollution prevention and continual IU wmpliance through the 
uses of several venues. Workshops, conferences, EPA guidance information, and award 
recognitions were tools employed to encourage adoption of pollution prevention 
activities. 

Whole effluent toxicity tests were conducted once per quarter for the final effluents at 
both the Adams Field Wastewater Treatment Plant (AFWTP) and Fourche Creek 
Wastewater Treatment Plant (FCWTP). No lethal or sub-lethal toxic effects were 
observed for either of the AFWTP's or FCWTP's final effluents at any of required 
NPDES effluent test dilutions. 

During 2005, Little Rock Wastewater Utility's implemented and accomplished several 
pretreatment program activities as listed below. 
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Program Development 

The L i n k ~ C T s + ~  Industry Management and LinkoFOG Facility Management 
Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) and Event Management SOP were approved 
for use. EAD Staff began using the Linko Production as a database for all 
investigated facilities and industries. Facility events and monitoring point 
information is also entered into Linko. 
EAD Staff utilizes a mapping program, ArcView, to locate facilities by linking the 
GIs No, for Linko as the BO-Unique No, in Arcview. This enables facility searches 
in ArcView and allows ArcView to develop a color layer to identify EAD facilities 
and locations on ArcView maps showing sanitary sewer mains and structures. 
Slug response sample kits were constructed for the WWTP Operators to collect and 
preserve samples. Chain of Custody instructions, preservation methods, and pH 
meter calibration procedures were included for LRWU Operations. The kits will 
enable operators to collect and retain samples for evaluation of slug impacts. 
EAD Staff began sending out all Pretreatment Program related billing fee invoices. A 
spreadsheet showing monthly and yearly invoice totals is used to track the EAD 
related invoices mailed. 
Revisions were made to the Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permits Part I1 - General 
Conditions Reporting Requirements. The revisions updated the industry's Slug 
Notification Procedures required by permit. 
A presentation on LRWU's Pollution Prevention Awards Program was made by Jeff 
Davis, Pretreatment Supervisor, at the 21" Annual Pretreatment Conference in Irving 
Texas. 
Pretreatment Staff attended the AWW&WEA Short School und Conference held at the 
Hot Springs Convention Center. EAD IPP stafF members made various presentations 
at the conference. 
A Class IV Wastewater Operator License was obtained by Louise Hogan EAD 
Industrial Inspector. A Class 111 Wastewater Operator License was obtained by Mikel 
Murders, EAD Industrial Inspector. 
Pretreatment Staff attended the Healthy Environment for Hoqitals Confiereme, 
sponsored by ADEQ. This conference was an education tool for medical facility best 
management practices and disposal regulations. 
EAD staff collected biosolids samples and drafted documents for signature certifying 
biosolids land applied in 2005 were Class A Exceptional Quality. 

Industrial Relations 

Pretreatment Staff planned and conducted the 8& Annual Pollution Prevention Award 
Program and presentation ceremony to recognize the 2005 award recipients. For 
2005 the P2 Award Program presented awards to five industrial sectors during a 
ceremony at a City Board Meeting. 
The 2004 Excellence Awards were mailed June 30, 2005 to thirty-seven (37) 
qualifying facilities with perfect compliance during 2004. 
Special permitting issues in 2005: 
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1. Gesco - Permit closure, process wastewater discharge discontinued, 
2. Ace Plating Works - Permit closure, facility closed, 
3. Archer Daniels Midland - Permit closure, facility closed, 
4. Harcross Chemical - Permit closure, process wastewater discharge 

discontinued, 
5. Cooper Cameron Orbit Valve - Permit revised, new categorical process, 
6. Tire Cure Bladders L.L.C.- Permit revised, facility name and ownership 

changed, 
7. Air Transport International - New permit issued, facility categorical process 

identified through IU Survey, 
8. Diamond Bear Brewery - New permit issued, facility identified through IU 

Survey. 
Pretreatment staff evaluated several pretreatment and discharge issues presented by 
industry during 2005: 

1. EAD conducted wet well pump down testing at Little Rock City Landfill. The 
pump down test indicated that the meter totalizer is recording accurately. This 
resolved a dispute of sanitary sewer flow and billing. Flow increases occurred 
after the compost pad runoff was connected directly to the pump station inlet 
main. Flow is regulated by pumping capacity. 

2. EAD worked with LRWU Engineering to evaluate the UAMS request to 
connect cooling tower recirculation tanks to the sanitary sewer. LRWU 
approved the discharge with reporting requirements. 

3. EAD evaluated Wheatland Tube plans to replace the pretreatment final 
clarifier and equipment. The new system was approved, installed, and is 
working well. 

4. Dassault Falcon Jet construction plans were reviewed for new jet hangars. All 
trench drains and floor drains in the hangar service and storage area are 
plumbed to a 1,000 gallon holding tank with no outlet to the sanitary sewer. 
There is the ability to bypass the holding tank to the storm drain in the case 
fire suppressant is discharged. Plans were approved. 

5. Coca-Cola proposed a discharge from a can crusher operation of high strength 
waste product. EAD worked with Fourche Creek Wastewater Operations 
Division and approval was given with flow restriction requirements. A one 
gpm peristaltic pump for discharge will be required. 

Industrial Compliance 

For 2005 one industry is Significant Non-compliance (SNC) for exceeding the TRC 
monthly average Metal Finishing pretreatment standards for cadmium. 
Compliance Enforcement Action, including eight (8) written Notice of Violations 
(NOV's) required corrective measures during 2005 for permit limit violations and 
prohibited discharges. Actions were taken to confirm a return to compliance for the 
following summary of occurrences: 

1. Interstate Highway Sign - 1 chromium violation. A NOV was issued 1/27/05. 
1 pH violation. 
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2. St Vincent Doctors Hospital - Mercury violations 4* Quarter 2004. NOV 
issued 2/1/05, 

3.. Odom's Tennessee Pride Sausage - 5 pH violations. 
( Dassault Falcon Jet - 1 chromium violation, 1 Nickel violation, 5 cadmium 

violations (SNC). NOV issued 6/27/06 
5. Turner Coleman Dairy - 7 pH violations. NOV issued 11/15/05. 
6. Wheatland Tube - 2 pH violations 
7. Smurfit Stone Container - 1 pH violation 
8. Mountain Pure Water - 2 pH violations. 
9. Ameripride Linen and Apparel - An NOV was issued 05/24/05 for the 

discharge of prohibited solids. 
10. Turner Coleman Dairy -Prohibited high organic slug load of milk. 
11. Little Johns Portable Toilet - A non-compliance fee was issued for an 

unapproved discharge at the State Fairgrounds. The Fairground building sewer 
was corroded which resulted in a Sanitary Sewer Overflow of the storm drain. 

12. Cooper Cameron Orbit Valve - A NOV was issued on 10/14/05 for failure to 
report Categorical Metal Finishing operations. 

13. Air Transport International - A NOV was issued on 10/25/05 for failure to 
report Categorical Metal Finishing operation. 

14. Coca-Cola Bottling - A NOV was issued 12/15/05 for the discharge of a 
prohibited slug load of corn syrup and failure to follow Spill Prevention Plan. 
NOV issued 12/15/05. 

Inspection and Investigation 

Turner-Coleman Dairy reported discharge of 2000-5000 gallons of milk to the 
sanitary sewer. Notification was made 01/06/05 at 10:OO p.m. to Pretreatment 
Supervisor. Fourche Creek Treatment Plant (FCTP) Operations were notified. 
Treatment plant composite samples were examined at 8 a.m. the next morning and 
appeared normal for wet weather conditions. Extra BOD dilutions were requested in 
anticipation of higher BOD values for flow dates 01/06/05 and 01/07/05. Inspection 
at Turner-Coleman was conducted. A malfunctioning valve allowed whole milk to 
discharge to the sanitary sewer. Turner-Coleman submitted response letter to the 
release included operational changes for corrective action. BOD values for the 
FCTP confirmed the spill had minimal impact. 
EAD received notice of an SSO at the Arkansas State Fairgrounds. Investigation 
revealed discharges of portable toilet waste from Riverfest by Little Johns Portable 
Toilet Service. EAD letter to Little Johns Portable Toilet Service provided a summary 
of an SSO investigation and seek reimbursement of fees and costs with a non- 
compliance billing request and invoice. 
Coca-Cola reported a 400-gallon corn syrup slug discharge to the sanitary sewer. 
FCTP Operations personnel were notified. Calculations indicated the corn syrup 
would result in 1800 lb of BOD. Report from FCTP indicates adjustments made 
based on notification allowed the plant to handle the additional load. EAD performed 
a Spill Response Compliance Inspection at Coca-Cola. The discharge resulted in non- 
compliance with permit prohibited pollutant standards due to a discharge 5 times the 
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average concentration at a duration exceeding 15 minutes. Coca-Cola written 
corrective action response to the slug discharge was received. 
FCTF' reported an influent pH drop to 4.8 the evening of 10/6/05. EAD responded to 
check the FCTP influent probe for drift using 7.0 S.U. buffer. The pH buffer reading 
was 6.99. The pH at the plant rose to 6.0 at the time of the pH probe check. FCTP 
oxygen uptake rate indicted that the slug was not highly organic. FCTP reported the 
next morning that the slug had minimal effect. EAD lab tested grab samples 
collected by ops during the slug event for BOD, COD and phosphorus. IU's 
contacted by EAD reported no anomalies. 
On December 21, 2005 at 4:00 p.m., FCTP reported a white shaded influent with 
slight foaming. COD sample collected and preserved. Influent pH was in the 7.0 S.U. 
range. Pretreatment Supervisor requested COD samples for the 24-Hour Composite 
FCTP influent and effluent. Manholes leading to the Port and College Pump Stations 
were inspected by EAD. No foaming or white discharge was visible. Hydrogen 
peroxide injection at the College Station Pump Station was initiated the morning of 
December 21,2005. IU's contacted by EAD reported no anomalies. 

LRWU TraplInterceptor Program 

LRWU's TrapIInterceptor Program works to reduce the discharge of fats, oils, grease, 
and solids to the sanitary sewer. The types of facilities inspected perform food 
preparation and automotive maintenance. A summary of the activities performed for this 
program is included at the end of this section. 

EAD inspected 41 1 facilities with some type of interceptor or trap. Of those facilities 
11.9% were required to clean the interceptor or trap. This is a 1% decrease from 
2004. Six percent of the facilities inspected were identified as needing a new grease 
interceptor or to replace an existing interceptor, which was not of the approved 
specifications. 
A total of eighty-six (86) Construction Plans were reviewed with fifty-six (56) Grease 
Interceptor Sizing Approvals Forms issued. EAD reviews all commercial construction 
plans for new facilities which may require a sand, grease, or lint interceptor. 
As a result of a Sanitary Sewer Overtlow (SSO), a noncompliance fee was issued to 
Wal-Mart on Baseline Road in the amount of $4942.17. Wal-Mart had installed a new 
pump in a private lift station which dislocated grease in the building sewer 
downstream to the sanitarv sewer which resulted in a SSO. 
Non-compliance fees were issued to three facilities for not complying with LRWU 
requirements to provide adequate maintenance to the grease interceptor after second 
requirement wasissued. All three facilities have returned to compli&ce: 
1. Quizno's Subs - The grease interceptor required cleaning. 
2. Little Caesar's Pizza - The grease interceptor was inaccessible for inspection and 

cleaning. 
3. La Huradura, Geyer Springs - The grease interceptor required cleaning and the 

cleanout caps were missing. 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
TRAP CONTROL SUMMARY 

L General Information 
Control Authority Name: Little Rock Wastewater Utility 
Address: 22 1 East Capital 
City: Little Rock Statelzip: Arkansas 72202 
Contact Pe r so f l i e :  Stanley Suel, EAD Director 
Contact Telephone Number: 501-688-1408 
Reporting Period January 1,2005 through December 3 1,2005 

II. Trap Control Compliance Monitoring 
1. Number of Trap Inspections Performed 411 
2. Number of Traps Requiring Cleaning 49 
3. Number of Traps Requiring Cleanout R e p h e n t  or Repair 16 
4. Number ofTraps Requiring Repair 9 
5. Number of Facilities Requiring Trap Installation 26 

III. Enforcement Actions 
1. Number of Notice of Violations (NOV) Issued 0 
2. Number of Compliance Orders and Schedules Issued 0 
3. Number of Administrative Orders Issued 0 
4. Number of Civil Suits Filed 0 
5. Amount of Penalties Collected (Total Dollars) 0 
6. Other Actions $5,292.00 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 

FUNDINGIEXPENDITURE REPORT 

2005 
Actual 

2006 
Estimated 

m 

$630,835 
Hauled Liquid WasteILandtill Leachate Program $191,340 $1 50,000 
Permitted Industrial Wastewater Discharge Fees $45,270 $45,270 
Trapflnterceptor Control Program Fees $5,892 $8,000 
Domestic Septage Waste Hauler Fees $1,700 $1,734 
Landfill Permit Fees $500 $500 
Diversion 1 Sewer Meter Fees $6,000 $6,000 

Total Funding $869,168 

Salary 
Employee Salaries 
Employee Benefits 

SuppliesRvIaintenance 
SuppliesEquipment Maintenance 
Vehicle Maintenance 

Other 
Training and Development 
Contract Services 
Telephone 

Total O&M Expenditures $818,739 $903,372 

O&G Testing Manifold, Fume IIood $13,352 $32,000 
Replace Sampling Stepvan $37,660 
New EAD Trap Program Vehicle $18,000 
Replace Laboratory Fume Hoods $63,000 
Replace Flame/FumaceMercury AA System $1 27,000 

Total Capital Expenditures $51,012 

Total Expenditures $869,751 $1,143,372 



2005 Fees Billed Year to Date 
Fee Sthedole DcscripHon Tohl  B i l M  

3.1 Fcea for Other Approved W8sIrv~Cr Samrres 
3.1.1 New Industrial P m i t  Application Fee (each fac~lily) $500 
3.1.2 Indmbial Permit Modification or Permit Transfer Fce (each &on) $ 500 
3.1.3 Federal CatEgorical Discharger - Annual Permit Fee (each outfall) $10,500 
3.1.4 F e d 4  Categorical %m' Disehger - Annual Permit Fee (each) $1,750 
3.15 Simificant lndmbial User - Annual Permit Fee (each outfall) $1 8.W - 
3.1.6 o lhn  Regulated lndustrtal Uscrn - Annual Perm11 Fce(caeh uutfall) 17.500 
3.1.7 Other Rcgulrld lndlamal U s c ~  '7trn' Doxharge - Annual Permlt F a  (each outfall) SSW 
3.13 lndusmal Nonurmpltance lnspeelton, Sampl~ng andlor Tehng (each occwrenee) 66,020 
3.1.9 lndustnal Late Reporting Fee (each occurrence) $0 

s ~ b ~ ~ t a l  ~45,2rn 
3.2 TnplIatemeptor (T/I) Control m n m - h a d a m a r h d e n s n t  F m  

3.2.1 Rmew Fcc - Redevelopment lo Determlm Adequacy of Exlst~ng Til $50 
3.2.2 TII Van- Request from Approved Speclficat~ons S600 
3 .U  Ti l  Follow-up Nonwmpltance Impenton (1st occu-) $300 
3.2.4 TA Namompltanu Part L R W  Rqulrernenl (each pa\llst arurrcnee $0 
3.2.5 TII Nonmmol~ance Samol~ne andlor Tstrne (each a r m )  S4 942 

iposal Fee> 1000 Gallon Tanker Capacity(each load) %,6W 
SubTotal 66.600 

3.4 Permined Domestic Wssta H.mlrr/O*mrrlOpnter Fns 
3.4.1 HLW New Pmnit A~PllcallOn Fee leach fac~l~lvl SO 
3.4.2 HLW Permit ~ndif i&ion or Permit Transfer Fee (each action) 
3.43 Domestic Septagc Waste Haulm - Annual Permit Fee 
3.4.4 Domestic Sevmc Waste Hauler Tanker Fee - (each mrk or tanker) 
3.4.5 HLW ~DneOkpii- Imption, sampling snd/or~esting (each &men=) 
3.4.6 HLW Late Repwfing Fee (each oa‘urrenee) 

SubTotal $I.NX) 
3.5 Permilled hmdfil l Omcr IOpnta r  Few 

3.5.1 Landfill New P m t t  Fee (esh fae8lltv) $0 
3.5.2 Landfill Permit ~odifi&on or permm; ~ m f e r  ~ e e  (each action) $0 
3.5.3 Landfill Operator - Annual Permit Fee $500 
3.5.4 M f i l l  Noncompliance Inspeetion, Sampling, &or Testing(each arumnee) SO 
3.5.5 Landfill Late Reporling Fee (each occunm) $0 

Sub Total $500 
3.6 Pemiltcd Landfill Lueb8D H8mlrr Fees 

3.6.1 Landfill Leghale New Permit Application Fee (each facility) $0 
3.6.2 Landfill Leghate Permit Modification or Permit Transfer Fee (each anion) $0 
3.63 Landfill Leghate Hauler - Annual Permit Fee SO 
3.6.4 Landfill Leachafe Tanker Fee - (each huek or tanker) $0 
3.6.5 Landfill Leghate Noneompliana lnspenioh Sampling and/or Testing (each occwenee) SO 
3.6.6 Landfill Leachate Late Reporling Fee (each occumnee) $0 

Sub Total $0 
3.7 Permittrd Mobil Prrsamm Wssh Olarr IOpmlor  Frrs 

3.1.1 Mobil Pressm Wash Operator New Permit Application Fee SO 
3.7.2 Mobil Pressure Wmh Gprator - Annual Perm11 I'ee SO 
3.13 Mobil Pressure Wash Omrator Tanker Fee - (each rmck or tanker) $0 
3.7.4 ~ o h d  ~rcssloe wash ~;.ralor ~ n p o s a ~  I:= <IW ~ d ~ o n  ~ankcr Caper~ty (each I&) W 
3.73 Mobtl h u r e  WashOpcra~ur Dnrpual Fez. IOOO Gallon TwknCapacnty (cach I d )  $0 
3.7.6 Mobil Pressm Wash Owrator Noneom~liance I m m i o h  Samolina. andlor Testing (each occurrena $0 

~ . -~ . . 
3.7.7 Mobil Presswe Wa%h Operator Late Reporting Fee (each occurrence) $0 

Sub Total 10 
3.8 Di*mio. .md %wcr Mear  I.spmiom F m  

3.11.1 New Meter Installalion - Rcvte\r. (h-nle, Inspenlorn and Approbal SO 
3.8.2 Meter Annual Inspection (each meter and meter type) %,W 

Sub Total Sh.000 
3.9 Frn far Other Apprmcd W8~**8kr Samrm 

3.9.1 New Rmtnned Shm T m  Authon~allon - Applwal~c,n 1.w $1) 
3.9.2 New Special Discharge Permit - Applleation lice 
3.94 New S p i a l  Discharge Permit - Annual Permit Fee (each offill) 
3.9.4 W m t c r  D i m &  Fee 
3 9.1 sprclal D tp~hup~ ( ' o m p l t ~ ~ e  1119~10n. Montmng and Testing ( a h )  
3 9.6 Special 1)lsehargr Nonromp1~;nec l n w ~ o h  Sampling andlor Tcsltng 
3.9.7 Special D i s h &  Late ~ e k r l i n ~  ~ee(each occurr&ce) 

$0 
$0 
SO 
$0 
$0 
$0 

Sub Total SO 
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PRETREATMENT PERFORMANCE SUMMARY (PPS) 

NOTE: ALL QUESTIONS REFER TO THE INDUSTRIAL PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 
APPROVED BY THE EPA. THE PERMITTEE SHOLLD NOT ANSWER THE QUESTIONS 
BASED ON CHANGES MADE TO THE APPROVED PROGRAM WITHOUT EPA 

I AUTHORIZATION. 

Control Authority Name 

221 East Capitol 

Little Rock 

Contact Person Stanley Suel Position Director EAD 

Contact Telephone Number (501) 688-1408 

DES Pennit No's. AR 00401 77 & AR 0021806 

Categorical Noncategorical 

No. of SIUs Submitting 90-Day Compliance ReportsINo. Required 

No. of SIUs Submitting Semiannual Reports/'Total No. Required 

No. of SIUs Meeting Compliance Schedule~Total No. Required to 
Meet Schedule 

No. of SIUs in Significant Noncompliandotal No. of SIUs 

Rate of Significant Noncompliance for all SIUs 

Page 1 of 3 
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I 

No. of Non-sampling Inspections Conducted 

No. of Sampling Visiis Conducted 

No. of Facilities Inspected (non-sampling) 

No. of Facilities Sampled 

No. of Compliance Schedules Issued/No. of Schedules Required 

No. of Notices of Violations issued to SIUs 

No. of Administrative Orders Issued to SIUs 

No. of Civil Suits Filed 

No. of Criminal Suits F i  

No. of Significant Violators (attach newspaper publication) 

Amount of Penalties Collected (total doIlarsAJs assessed) **** 

*C!oopr Cameron Orbit Valve &mined BMR testing for 40CFR433 Metal Finishing applicable pmesses. There is zero discharge 
of wastewater subject to metal finishing pretreatment standards. 

I 
** Six categorical IU's: Quality Bearing, Smith Glass, Air htemaiiod, Raytheon Aimaft, Hillmest Camshaft, and Ace Plating 
Works- Domestic discharge only. No regulated discharge. 

*** National By-Prodocts- domestic only. 

r **** LRWU Consolidate Fee Schedule allows for nonampliance fees based on sampling, testing and inspection costs, 
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The following certification must be signed in order for this form to be considered complete: 
I 

In accordance with the certification statement found in the NPDES Permits issued to Little Rock Wastewater 
Utility (Part LI D. 11. c.): I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared 

3 under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel 
properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who 

3 
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted 
is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing 
violations. 

n 

I March 31, 2006 

~uthoriz&epresentative Date 

Reggie A. Corbitt, Chief Executive Officer 



LITIZE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
SUMMARY OF INDUSTRIAL USER NONCOMPLIANCE 

1986 THROUGH 2005 

Year 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

1992 

1993 

1994 

1995 

1996 

1997 

1998 

1999 

2000 

2001 

2002 

2003 

2004 

2005 

Number of IUs In Significant 
Violation or Significant 

Nonwmpliance 

18 - Significant Violation 

9 - Significant Violation 

8 - Significant Violation 

4 - Significant Violation 

4 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

2 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

3 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

0 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

0 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

4 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

1 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

2 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

3 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

2 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

3 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

1 - Significant Nonwmpliance 

March 6,2006 Page 1 of2 



SIGNIFICANT NONCOMPLIANCE LIST 2005 

Dassault Falcon Jet Company 

Dassault Falcon Jet was in Significant Noncompliance for 2005 due to violations of the 
day maximum and monthly average limit for Cadmium in May and June of 2005. For the 
Quarterly Compliance Evaluation periods, January 2005 through June 2005 and April 
2005 through September 2005, the Cadmium daily maximum and monthly average limit 
Technical Review Criteria, TRC, (1.2 times the limit), was exceed 47% and 39% meeting 
the Significant Noncompliance TRC listed in 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(vii)(B). 

A Notice of Violation stating Significant Noncompliance was issued to Dassault Falwn 
Jet on June 27, 2005 requiring corrective measures to prevent reoccurrence of the 
violation. July 2005 monitoring showed a return to compliance. 

Public Notice 
Little Rock Wastewater Utility 

In accordance with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency rule published as 40 CFR 
403.8(f)(2)(vii), Little Rock Wastewater Utility is providing notification that, during 2005, 
Dassault Falwn Jet Corporation was in Significant Noncompliance with pretreatment 
requirements contained in regulations governing the discharge of industrial wastewater. 
The facility has returned to compliance. 
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REMIT TO: 
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related to this ublication at and during the 
p Slication of t e annexed legal advertisement in 
t % matter of: 

g 
epa notice 

pending in the Court, in said County., and 
a 'the dates of the several publications of said 
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LI'lTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
2005 INDUSTRJAL USER LIST 

No. of Permitted IU's C l d e d  as Federal Cntegoricnls 17 

No. of Permitted IU's Classified as Significant Indostrial Uaers 21 

No. of Permitted IU's Classified n Non-Significant IndoshIlll Usela 14 

2 

Total No. of IlPs Permitted by LRWU 54 

I Cr Pb pH Cd CN(t) Ni 

r Zn Pb pH I Cd CN(Q Ni 

wastewater on1 

Silverwood Products 

ire Cure Bladders 

rVI Zn pH Pb Napthalene 
chlorcethelene COD1 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
2005 INDUSTRIAL USER LIST 

February 28,2006 

: BOD TSS O&G pH 1 

Significant Non-Categorical Industries - 
Routine Pollutant 
MonitoringIOther 

COD TSS O&G pH I ROD 

Unileva Best Foods 

CocaCola Bottling 

Tumer-Coleman Daiq 

DustyMopandMat 

Jack Wilson WIT 
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Facility Name 

+heripride Linen and 

Little Rock Central 

Little Rock Landfill 

McCIellan VA Hospital 

Manufacturing 
Process 

Laundry 

SIU 

SIU 

SIU 

SIU 

SIU 

Clasdfiatlon 

SIU 

SIU 

SIU 

SIU 

Total Flow 

(gpd) 
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Federal Cat. 
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Dairy Prcducis k 
Bottled Water 
Indusrtial Laundry 

Water Treatment 

Work 
lhys/Month 

22 

Plant 
Industrial Laundry 

Municipal M ~ l l  

Hospital 

19,680 

115,838 

118,818 

15,302 

149,855 
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22 
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COD TSS O&G pH I BOD 

BOD TSS O&G pH 
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COD TSS pH 1 BOD 

26 

30 

30 

BOD TSS O&G pH 

As Cd Cu Cr Pb Ni Mo Hg 

Ag Se Zn B Mn pH CN(t) 
COD O&G pH I Hg Ag BOI 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
I 2005 INDUSTRIAL USER LIST 

February 28,2006 

I 

Non-Sienificmt Industries 

PCB's W G  
- ~ -  - 

Facility Name - 
Arkansas Electric 
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100 

5,714 

Equipment 
Pork Hide Drying 
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SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

INFLUENT AND EFFLUENT ANALYSES OF TREATIbENT PLANTS 

Priority Pollutant Scans were conducted on the Adams Field and Fourche Creek 
Wastewater Treatment Plant influent and effluent flows in accordance with our NPDES 
permit requirements. Compounds analyzed include metals, cyanide, phenols, volatile 
organics, baselneutral and acid extractable organics, and PesticidesPCBs. Results of the 
analyses are organized in tables in the following order: 

AFWTP 2005 Sam~le Results - Includes required test data for parameters from 40 
CFR Part 122, Appendix D, Table III. Sampling and testing frequency requirements 
for Table III parameters are quarterly (NPDES Permit AR 0021806 Part III). Influent 
and effluent samples were collected with respect to the detention time across the 
treatment plant for the sampling events. Table JII parameters include total arsenic, 
cadmium, copper, chromium, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, selenium, zinc, antimony, 
thallium, beryllium, cyanide and phenols. Other parameters collected quarterly include 
molybdenum and oil and grease. 

FCWTP 2005 Samle Resuhs - Includes required test data for parameters from 40 
CFR Part 122, Appendix D, Table 111. Sampling and testing frequency requirements 
for Table JII parameters are quarterly (NPDES Permit AR 0040177 Part III). Influent 
and effluent samples were collected with respect to the detention time across the 
treatment plant for the sampling events. Table III parameters include total arsenic, 
cadmium, copper, chromium, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, selenium, zinc, antimony, 
thallium, beryllium, cyanide and phenols. Other parameters collected quarterly include 
molybdenum and oil and grease. 

Treatment Plant Removal Efficiencies - Includes the metals removal rates for both the 
Adams Field and Fourche Creek Treatment plants. 

- Includes required test data 
from 40 CFR Part 122, Appendix D, Table II divided into two parts. The first part 
identifies the positive measurements of organic compounds in the influent and effluent 
from both treatment plants from 2005. Part II includes a summary of positive 
measurements from 1996 through 2005. Table I1 monitoring frequency for 2005 is 
once per year for the Fourche Creek Treatment Plant influent and effluent in 
accordance with the NPDES permit (NPDES Permit AR 0040177). The Adams Field 
Treatment Facility NPDES permit requires Table I1 monitoring once every six months. 
Monitoring was performed in May and September 2005. Organic fraction charts trend 
detections for 1991 through 2005. 

Treatment Plant 1994-2005 Concentration Trends - This section includes graphs 
showing influent and effluent concentration trends for the past twelve years. 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
REPORTTNC YEAR: JANUARY 1,2005 TO DECEMBER 31, ZOOS 

TREATMENT PLANT: CITY OF L I m E  ROCK - ADAMS FIELD WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0021806 
AVERAGE POTW FLOW: 19.37 MCD PERCENT (%) IU FLOW: 7.1 % 

Commcna: Thnr was a sampling s m r  for the 24-hour composite sample mllwled for flow dale 10~S/OS: the plant influent sample (COlP-016) is invalid. 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1,2005 TO DECEMBER 31,2005 

TREATMENT P W  CITY OF LITTLE ROCK - ADAMS FIELD WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0021806 
AVERAGE POW now:  19.37 MGD PERCENT (%) IU FLOW: 7.1 % 

Commmn: There was a sampling cmr for the 2&hourcornpo~itc sample collected for flow dale IOiZSNS: Ihe final efluenl sample (WSP.016) is invalid. 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMEW REPORT 
REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1.2005 TO DECEMBER31, ZOOS 

TREATMENT PLANT: CITY OF LI'ITLE ROCK - FOURCHE CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0040177 
AVERAGE POTW FLOW: 1232 MGD PERCENT (*A) IU FLOW: 5.6 ?4 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1,2005 TO DECEMBER 31,2005 

TREATMENT PLANT: CITY OF LIlTLE ROCK - FOURCHE CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0040177 
AVERAGE POTW FLOW: 12.32 MGD PERCENT (%) IU FLOW: 5.6 YO 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
TREATMENT PLANT PERCENT REMOVAL EFFICIENCIES 

REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1. ZOOSTO DECEMBER31,ZWS 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Cadmium (1) 
25  

+Plant Influent 

March 17,2006 
Page 1 of 5 

Chromium (1) 
- -  

-Plant Influent I 

I% 1595 1% 1597 1598 IPW 2000 ZWI 2OM 2003 Z N  2005 1W 1W1 1% IW7 IW8 1PW 2000 2Wl 2om 2W3 2034 2W5 

+Plant Influent 

-Final Emuent 

Nickel (t) 

I 

0 . - - -. - - - . ~ - , - -  , - ~7 _- - I  0 ! 7 

1 ~ 4  1 ~ 5  1996 1997 IWS 1~ ZCQI 2 ~ 1  ZCQZ 2 ~ 3  2~ ~ W S  1% 1995 19% 1997 1998 1W 2000 ZWI 2W2 2ml 2m4 2WS 

Cadmium(1) Copper (1) Chromium (1) Nickel@) 

Influent Headworks Limit 9 u&‘L 270 ug/L 260 u g n  160 u g n  

Effluent Water Quality Criteria (Acute) 27 u g n  106 ugiL 5,590 u g L  2,490 ugR 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

- - 

+Plant Influent 

+Final Emuent 
~ - -- 

~ -~ 
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Silver (I) 
- - 
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-Final Emuent 

Zinc (I) 
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-- 
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Lead (I) Zinc(l) Silver(1) Mercury(1) 

Influent Headworks Limit 

Emuent Water Quality Criteria (Acute) 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Arsenic (I) 
~ 

+Plant lnfluent 

+Final Emuenl 
~ 
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Selenium (I) 

+Plant Influent 

-Final Emuent 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTlLITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Thallium (t) 
-- ~ 
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Molybdenum (1) 
- -- 

+Plant lnflue 
-- 

-Final Etlluent 

Boron (1) 
-- ~ 

'r- 2 - I 
0 1 - . -- I 

1594 IWS 1% I597 IS% IWo 2 r n  2ml 2W2 2MI 2  mr 

Barium (t) 
-~ 

+Plant Influent 

+Final Effluent 
- 

-- . 

- - - -  ~~~ ~ 

-- 

Thallium (I) Bomn (I) Molybdenum(1) Barium(~) 

Influent Headworks Limit None None None None 

Effluent Water Quality Criteria (Acute) None None None None 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Manganese (I) 
- --- 

+Plant Influent 
+Final Etlluent 

0 100 
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Cyanide (I) 

0 1 0  I 

Total Phenolics 
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+Final Emuent 

Manganese (1) Total Phenols Cyanide (1) Oil&Grease 
Influent Headworks Lirnil None None 0.09 mgIL None 

Etlluent Water Quality Criteria (Acute) None None 0.29 rngn None 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
FOURCHE CREEK TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Cadmium (1) 
- - 

+Plant Influent I 

70 - - -  -Plant Influent 
+Final Emuen1 

- - - - - - - - - - - 

- - - 

0 
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Chromium (I) 

+Plant Influent 

Nickel (I) 

-Plant Influent 

+Final Emuent 

Cadmium(t) Copper (1) Chromium (1) Nickel(() 

Influent Headworks Limit 9 u g n  270 uglL 260 u g n  I60  uglL 

Emuent Water Quality Criteria 53 uglL 395 u@ 1 1,700 ug!L 4.980 ugL  



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
FOURCHE CREEK TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Lead (1) 
25 - ~ 

+Plant Influent 

-Final Emuent 
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~ - 
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Silver (1) 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
FOURCHE CREEK TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Aracnic (t) 
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Selenium (1) 
8 --- - -  

~ 
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+Plant Influent 

-Final Emuent - - - ~ 
+Final Emuent 
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- - ---  - 
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Antimony (1) 
- 
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Beryllium (1) 
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+Final Effluent 
-~ ~- 

Arsenic(1) Antimony (I) Selenium (I) Beryllium (1) 

Influent Headworks Limit 14 ug/L None I 0  u g 5  None 

Emuen1 Water Quality Criteria 3,440 ugil. None 56 u g L  None 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTlLITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DlVlSlON 
FOURCHE CREEK TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Thallium (t) 
- 

Molybdenum (1) 
-- - 
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- I 
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Boron (t) 
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0 15 

Barium (I) 
-- -- 

+Plant Influent 

Thallium (1) Boron (1) Molybdenum(1) Barium(t) 

Influent Headworks Limit None None None None 

Emuent Water Quality Criteria None None None None 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
FOURCHE CREEK TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 
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Cyanide (1) 
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Emuent Water Quality Criteria None None 0.058 mg!L None 



SUMMARY OF LOADING TRENDS 

Trend charts are used to evaluate pollutant loading for the Little Rock Wastewater Utility 
(LRWU) system and to evaluate Industrial User (IU) contributions. The charts are 
organized in the following order: 

Total Svstem Loading Trends - Charts were developed showing 1994 - 2005 loading, 
Ibdday, to the total LRWU system for flow, BOD, TSS, O&G and local S i t  pollutant 
parameters. For each individual analytical point the Ibdday is calculated using the flow 
for each sample date. In cases where the concentration is reported as less than the 
detection limit the detection limit number was used to calculate the lbslday. This 
causes the loading (Ibdday) to be higher than what it would be if zero values were 
used in those instances. 

lU Percent Cantributions 1996 - 2005 - Charts were developed showing IU percent 
contributions starting 1996 to date. In 1997 permit renewal pollutant scans were 
implemented and are used to identify pollutants of concern and determine permit 
limits. Values, less than the detection limits or below levels of concern, are included in 
calculating total lbs of IU contribution. 

POTW Loading Trends - Muent~Effluent Loading, Ibdday, comparison charts were 
developed for the Adams Field and Fourche Creek Wastewater Treatment Plants for 
1994 - 2005. These charts reveal trends in loading for each treatment plant over a ten- 
year period. (% removal efficiencies, based on influendeffluent concentration values, 
can be found in Section VI of this report.) 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
LRWU TOTAL SYSTEM LOADING TRENDS 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
LRWU TOTAL SYSTEM LOADING TRENDS 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
IU PERCENT CONTRIBUTIONS 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
IU PERCENT CONTRIBUTIONS 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
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Little Rock 221 East Capitol 
Little Rock, Arkansas 72202 

Wastewater BUS. 501-376-2903 

Utility Fax. 501-376-3541 

March 3 1,2006 HAND DELIVERJED ON MARCH 31.2006 

Director 
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality 
NPDES Enforcement Section 
P.O. Box 8913 
Little Rock, AR 72219-89B 

Program Report 
NPDES Permit AR0021806 - Adams Field WWTP 

- Fourche Creek WWTP - 
Gentlemen: 

The purpose of this letter is to show compliance with the requirements found in 40 CFR 
403.12(i) and the referenced NPDES permits issued to Little Rock Wastewater Utility 
(LRWU). During 2005, LRWU continued activities pursuant to maintaining compliance 
with the General Pretreatment Regulations (40 CFR 403). Enclosed with this letter is the 
2005 Annual Pretreatment Program Report. 

Contained within Section III of the enclosed report is a summary of the number of 
industrial users that have been in significant violation or significant noncompliance since 
1986. During 2005, one industry was in sigdicant noncompliance with applicable 
pretreatment requirements according to criteria published in 40 CFR 403 and EPA, 
Region VI, policy on quarterly reviews of industrial user compliance. 

Also included in this report is an update on LRWU's industrial user list and LRWU's 
Pretreatment Program Status Report outlining compliance, sampling, and inspection 
information. The following abbreviations are used in the Pretreatment Program Status 
Report: C = compliance, NC = noncompliance, SNC = significant noncompliance, RD = 

received, and NR = not required. LRWU is also enclosing information on sampling resuhs 
for influent and effluent wastewater and biosolids as required by our NPDES permits. 
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NPDES #i, 2 1 sb/.qu 77 
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2005 Annual Fwfmfment Program Report March 31,2006 
NPDES Permit AR0021806 - Adams Field WWTP Page2 of2  
NPDES Pennit AR0040 177 - Fourche Creek WWTP 

If you have any questions concerning any of the information submitted or require 
additional information, do not hesitate to contact Stanley Suel at 490-5403, or me at 376- 
2903. 

Sincerely, 
LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 

~ e ~ ~ k  A. Corbitt, P.E. 
Chief Executive Officer 

cc: Stanley Suel, Director of Environmental Assessment 
Stanley Miller, Manager of Operations 
JefFDavis, Pretreatment Supervisor 
Susan Samples Ledbetter, Pretreatment Supervisor 
Walter Collins, Fourche Creek Superintendent 
Perry Thorton, Acting Adams Field Superintendent 
EAD Compiler 
Reader's File 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTLLITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DMSION 

Industrial Pretreatment Program 
2005 Accomplishments 

The Industrial User Relations (IUR) Section of the Environmental Assessment Division 
(EAD) carries out the requirements of 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 403 
(40CFR403) General Pretreatment Guidelines. In 2005, fifty-four (54) industries, with 
thirty-eight (38) of SIU status, retained Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permits for 
controlling discharges of industrial wastewater by sampling, inspecting, and tracking 
compliance with applicable Federal, State, and Local regulations. Control documents 
were issued to sixteen (16) additional non-SIU facilities for the purpose on controlling 
and monitoring discharge requirements. A total of 812 inspections and investigations 
were conducted at industrial and commercial facilities during 2005. 

The IUR Section is successful with addressing industry non-compliance and requiring 
necessary corrective measures to obtain a return to compliance. During 2005, twenty- 
nine (29) violation reports were completed to track industry violations for a return to 
compliance. In 2005, Dassault Falcon Jet Corporation, for violation of the cadmium 
Daily Maximum and Monthly Average Technical Review Criteria of 40CFR403, was the 
only IU in Significant Non-Compliance. 

Extra strength surcharges for BODICOD, TSS, W G ,  and pH billed during the year of 
2005 totaled approximately $618,466. Landfill Leachate billing was $191,340. The City 
of Little Rock Sanitary Sewer Committee's adoption of the 2005 Consolidated Fee 
Schedule allowed EAD to administer additional program fees totaling $65,963. Such fees 
include permit fees, compliance monitoring fees, disposal fees and inspection fees. 

The EAD staff promotes pollution prevention and continual IU compliance through the 
uses of several venues. Workshops, conferences, EPA guidance information, and award 
recognitions were tools employed to encourage adoption of pollution prevention 
activities. 

Whole effluent toxicity tests were conducted once per quarter for the final effluents at 
both the Adams Field Wastewater Treatment Plant (AFWTP) and Fourche Creek 
Wastewater Treatment Plant (FCWTP). No lethal or sub-lethal toxic effects were 
observed for either of the AFWTP's or FCWTP's final effluents at any of required 
NPDES effluent test dilutions. 

During 2005, Little Rock Wastewater Utility's implemented and accomplished several 
pretreatment program activities as listed below. 
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Program Development 

The L i n k ~ c T S + ~  Industry Management and LinkoFOG Facility Management 
Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) and Event Management SOP were approved 
for use. EAD Staff began using the Linko Production as a database for all 
investigated facilities and industries. Facility events and monitoring point 
information is also entered into Linko. 
EAD Staff utilizes a mapping program, Arcview, to locate facilities by linking the 
GIs No. for Linko as the BO-Unique No. in ArcView. This enables facility searches 
in ArcView and allows ArcView to develop a color layer to identify EAD facilities 
and locations on ArcView maps showing sanitary sewer mains and structures. 
Slug response sample kits were constructed for the WWTP Operators to collect and 
preserve samples. Chain of Custody instructions, preservation methods, and pH 
meter calibration procedures were included for LRWU Operations. The kits will 
enable operators to collect and retain samples for evaluation of slug impacts. 
EAD Staff began sending out all Pretreatment Program related billing fee invoices. A 
spreadsheet showing monthly and yearly invoice totals is used to track the EAD 
related invoices mailed. 
Revisions were made to the Industrial Wastewater Discharge Permits Part I1 - General 
Conditions Reporting Requirements. The revisions updated the industry's Slug 
Notification Procedures required by permit. 
A presentation on LRWU's Pollution Prevention Awards Program was made by Jeff 
Davis, Pretreatment Supervisor, at the 21' Annual Pretreatment Conference in Irving 
Texas. 
Pretreatment Staff attended the A W W & W  Short School and Conference held at the 
Hot Springs Convention Center. EAD IPP staff members made various presentations 
at the conference. 
A Class IV Wastewater Operator License was obtained by Louise Hogan EAD 
Industrial Inspector. A Class III Wastewater Operator License was obtained by Mikel 
Murders, EAD Industrial Inspector. 
Pretreatment Staff attended the Healthy Environment for Hospitals Conference, 
sponsored by ADEQ. This conference was an education tool for medical facility best 
management practices and disposal regulations. 
EAD staff collected biosolids samples and drafted documents for signature certifying 
biosolids land applied in 2005 were Class A Exceptional Quality. 

Industrial Relations 

Pretreatment Staff planned and conducted the 8' Annual Pollution Prevention Award 
Program and presentation ceremony to recognize the 2005 award recipients. For 
2005 the P2 Award Program presented awards to five industrial sectors during a 
ceremony at a City Board Meeting. 
The 2004 Excellence Awards were mailed June 30, 2005 to thirty-seven (37) 
qualifying facilities with perfect compliance during 2004. 
Special permitting issues in 2005: 
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1. Gesw - Permit closure, process wastewater discharge discontinued, 
2. Ace Plating Works - Permit closure, facility closed, 
3. Archer Daniels Midland - Permit closure, facility closed, 
4. Harcross Chemical - Permit closure, process wastewater discharge 

discontinued, 
5. Cooper Cameron Orbit Valve - Permit revised, new categorical process, 
6. Tire Cure Bladders L.L.C.- Permit revised, facility name and ownership 

changed, 
7. Air Transport International - New permit issued, facility categorical process 

identified through IU Survey, 
8. Diamond Bear Brewery - New permit issued, facility identified through IU 

Survey. 
Pretreatment staff evaluated several pretreatment and discharge issues presented by 
industry during 2005: 

1. EAD conducted wet well pump down testing at Little Rock City Landfill. The 
pump down test indicated that the meter totalizer is recording accurately. This 
resolved a dispute of sanitary sewer flow and billing. Flow increases occurred 
after the compost pad runoff was connected directly to the pump station inlet 
main. Flow is regulated by pumping capacity. 

2. EAD worked with LRWU Engineering to evaluate the UAMS request to 
connect cooling tower recirculation tanks to the sanitary sewer. LRWU 
approved the discharge with reporting requirements. 

3. EAD evaluated Wheatland Tube plans to replace the pretreatment final 
clarifier and equipment. The new system was approved, installed, and is 
working well. 

4. Dassault Falcon Jet construction plans were reviewed for new jet hangars. All 
trench drains and floor drains in the hangar service and storage area are 
plumbed to a 1,000 gallon holding tank with no outlet to the sanitary sewer. 
There is the ability to bypass the holding tank to the storm drain in the case 
fire suppressant is discharged. Plans were approved. 

5. Coca-Cola proposed a discharge from a can crusher operation of high strength 
waste product. EAD worked with Fourche Creek Wastewater Operations 
Division and approval was given with flow restriction requirements. A one 
gpm peristaltic pump for discharge will be required. 

Industrial Compliance 

For 2005 one industry is Significant Non-compliance (SNC) for exceeding the TRC 
monthly average Metal Finishing pretreatment standards for cadmium. 
Compliance Enforcement Action, including eight (8) written Notice of Violations 
(NOV's) required corrective measures during 2005 for permit limit violations and 
prohibited discharges. Actions were taken to confirm a return to compliance for the 
following summary of occurrences: 

1. Interstate Highway Sign - 1 chromium violation. A NOV was issued 1/27/05. 
1 pH violation. 
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2. St Vincent Doctors Hospital - Mercury violations 4" Quarter 2004. NOV 
issued 2/1/05. 

3. Odom's Tennessee Pride Sausage - 5 pH violations. 6 Dassault Falcon Jet - 1 chromium violation, 1 Nickel violation, 5 cadmium 
violations (SNC). NOV issued 6/27/06 

5. Turner Coleman Dairy - 7 pH violations. NOV issued 1111 5/05. 
6. Wheatland Tube - 2 pH violations 
7. Smurfit Stone Container - 1 pH violation 
8. Mountain Pure Water - 2 pH violations. 
9. Ameripride Linen and Apparel - An NOV was issued 05/24/05 for the 

discharge of prohibited solids. 
10. Turner Coleman Dairy - Prohibited high organic slug load of milk. 
11. Little Johns Portable Toilet - A non-comoliance fee was issued for an 

unapproved discharge at the state ~airgroundd. The Fairground building sewer 
was corroded which resulted in a Sanitary Sewer Overflow of the storm drain. 

12. Cooper Cameron Orbit Valve - A NOV-was issued on 10/14/05 for failure to 
report Categorical Metal Finishing operations. 

13. Air Transport International - A NOV was issued on 10/25/05 for failure to 
report Categorical Metal Finishing operation. 

14. Coca-Cola Bottling - A NOV was issued 12/15/05 for the discharge of a 
prohibited slug load of corn syrup and failure to follow Spill Prevention Plan. 
NOV issued 12/15/05. 

Inspection and Investigation 

Turner-Coleman Dairy reported discharge of 2000-5000 gallons of milk to the 
sanitary sewer. Notification was made 01/06/05 at 10:OO p.m. to Pretreatment 
Supervisor. Fourche Creek Treatment Plant (FCTP) Operations were notified. 
Treatment plant composite samples were examined at 8 a.m. the next morning and 
appeared normal for wet weather conditions. Extra BOD dilutions were requested in 
anticipation of higher BOD values for flow dates 01/06/05 and 01/07/05. Inspection 
at Turner-Coleman was conducted. A malfunctioning valve allowed whole milk to 
discharge to the sanitary sewer. Turner-Coleman submitted response letter to the 
release included operational changes for corrective action. BOD values for the 
FCTP confirmed the spill had minimal impact. 
EAD received notice of an SSO at the Arkansas State Fairgrounds. Investigation 
revealed discharges of portable toilet waste from Riverfest by Little Johns Portable 
Toilet Service. EAD letter to Little Johns Portable Toilet Senrice provided a summary 
of an SSO investigation and seek reimbursement of fees and costs with a non- 
compliance billing request and invoice. 
Coca-Cola reported a 400-gallon corn syrup slug discharge to the sanitary sewer. 
FCTP Operations personnel were notified. Calculations indicated the corn syrup 
would result in 1800 lb of BOD. Report from FCTP indicates adjustments made 
based on notification allowed the plant to handle the additional load. EAD performed 
a Spill Response Compliance Inspection at Coca-Cola. The discharge resulted in non- 
compliance with permit prohibited pollutant standards due to a discharge 5 times the 
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average concentration at a duration exceeding 15 minutes. Coca-Cola written 
corrective action response to the slug discharge was received. 
FCTP reported an influent pH drop to 4.8 the evening of 10/6/05. EAD responded to 
check the FCTP influent probe for drift using 7.0 S.U. buffer. The pH buffer reading 
was 6.99. The pH at the plant rose to 6.0 at the time of the pH probe check. FCTP 
oxygen uptake rate indicted that the slug was not highly organic. FCTP reported the 
next morning that the slug had minimal effect. EAD lab tested grab samples 
collected by ops during the slug event for BOD, COD and phosphorus. IU's 
contacted by EAD reported no anomalies. 
On December 21, 2005 at 4:00 p.m., FCTP reported a white shaded influent with 
slight foaming. COD sample collected and preserved. Influent pH was in the 7.0 S.U. 
range. Pretreatment Supervisor requested COD samples for the 24-Hour Composite 
FCTP influent and effluent. Manholes leading to the Port and College Pump Stations 
were inspected by EAD. No foaming or white discharge was visible. Hydrogen 
peroxide injection at the College Station Pump Station was initiated the morning of 
December 21,2005. IU's contacted by EAD reported no anomalies. 

LRWU TraplInterceptor Program 

L R W ' s  Traphterceptor Program works to reduce the discharge of fats, oils, grease, 
and solids to the sanitary sewer. The types of facilities inspected perform food 
preparation and automotive maintenance. A summary of the activities performed for this 
program is included at the end of this section. 

EAD inspected 41 1 facilities with some type of interceptor or trap. Of those facilities 
11.9% were required to clean the interceptor or trap. This is a 1% decrease from 
2004. Six percent of the facilities inspected were identified as needing a new grease 
interceptor or to replace an existing interceptor, which was not of the approved 
specifications. 
A total of eighty-six (86) Construction Plans were reviewed with fifty-six (56) Grease 
Interceptor Sizing Approvals Forms issued. EAD reviews all commercial construction 
plans for new facilities which may require a sand, grease, or lint interceptor. 
As a result of a Sanitary Sewer Overflow (SSO), a non-compliance fee was issued to 
Wal-Mart on Baseline Road in the amount of $4942.17. Wal-Mart had installed a new 
pump in a private lift station which dislocated grease in the building sewer 
downstream to the sanitary sewer which resulted in a SSO. 
Non-compliance fees were issued to three facilities for not complying with L R W  
requirements to provide adequate maintenance to the grease interceptor after second 
requirement was issued. All three facilities have returned to compliance: 
1. Quizno's Subs - The grease interceptor required cleaning. 
2. Little Caesar's Pizza - The grease interceptor was inaccessible for inspection and 

cleaning. 
3. La Huradura, Geyer Springs - The grease interceptor required cleaning and the 

cleanout caps were missing. 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
TRAP CONTROL SUMMARY 

I. General Information 
Control Authority Name: L i l e  Rock Wastewater Utility 
Address: 22 1 East Capital 
City: Little Rock StateJZip: Arkansas 72202 
Contact PersodTiie: Stanley Suel, EAD Director 
Contact Telephone Number: 501-688-1408 

Reporting Period January 1,2005 through December 3 1,2005 

- 
II. Trap Control Compliance Monitoring - 

1. Number of Trap Inspections Performed 41 1 
2. Number &Traps Requiring Cleaning 49 

3. Number ofTraps Requiring Cleanout Replacement or Repair 16 
4. Number of Traps Requiring Repair 9 

5. Number of Facilities Requiring Trap Installation 26 

III. Enforcement Actions 
1. Number of Notice of Violations (NOV) Issued 0 
2. Number of Compliance Orders and Schedules Issued 0 
3. Number of Administrative Orders Issued 0 

4. Number of Civil Suits Filed 0 
5. Amount of Penalties Collected (Total Dollars) 0 
6. Other Actions $5,292.00 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 

FUNDINGIEXPENDITURE REPORT 

2005 2006 
Actual Estimated 

Surcharge Program 
Hauled Liquid Wastekandfill Leachate Program 
Permitted Industrial Wastewater Discharge Fees 
Trapfinterceptor Control Program Fees 
Domestic Septage Waste Hauler Fees 
Landfill Permit Fees 
Diversion 1 Sewer Meter Fees 

Total Funding $869,168 $842,339 

Salary 
Employee Salaries $509,232 $552,518 
Employee Benefits $224,227 $243,012 

SuppliedMaintenance 
SuppliesEquipmeut Maintenance $57,316 $73,620 
Vehicle Maintenance $7,283 $10,375 

Other 
Training and Development $4,840 $5,960 
Contract Services $11,217 $16,425 
Telephone $4,624 $1,463 

Total O&M Expenditures $818,739 $903,372 

O&G 'Testing Manifold, Fume Hood $13,352 $32,000 
Replace Sampling Stepvan $37,660 
New EAD Trap Program Vehicle $18,000 
Replace Laboratory Fume Hoods $63,000 
Replace Flame/Furnace/Mercury AA System $127,000 

Total Capital Expenditures $51,012 $240,000 

Total Expenditures $869,751 $1,143,372 



2005 Fees Billed Year to Date 
Fee Slhedmlr Description T a h l  Billed 

3.1 F m  101 Other Apprwed WsslewmbSollrrrs 
3.1.1 New Mumid Permit Application Fee (each fziltty) $500 
3.1.2 lndustnal Permit Modification or Permit Transfer Fee (each d o n )  $500 
3.13 F e d d  Categorical D i s c h e r  - Annual Permit Fee ( a h  outfall) $10,500 
3.1.4 Federal Categorical "Zero" Discharger - Annual Permit Fee (each) $1,750 
3.1.5 Significant Industrial User - Annual Permit Fee (each d l )  $18.000 
3.1.6 Other Remlated lndusflal Users - Annual Permit Fee (each outfall) $7.500 
3.1.7 Other ~c&lated InduNlal ilwrs'7zro. Dlseharge - Annual Perm11 Fce(cach amfall) ISM) 
3.13 InduRnal Noncompl~ance Inspen!on. Sampltng andlor r m m g  (cach o c r u m m )  16,020 
3.1.9 Industrial Late ~e&ine Fee leach occurrence) $0 ~~. . 

Sub Taal S45.270 
3.2 Tnpl lanneptDr 0 Coahal P m g n m L . n d o w a e ~ c n ~ n l  F m  

3.2.1 Review Fee - Redevelopment to Determine Adequq  o f  Existing TO $50 
3.2.2 Tn  Variance Requesf from Approved Specifimions SMM 

SubTotal $S.R92 
3 3  Desatir S e a r  Diipeml Frn (Atrrpkd Oaly From Appmed  Source) 

33.1 HLW Dtsmsal Fcx 'ec I000 (jallon I ankn C'amln teach lkul) M . . .  
3 2 2  HLW ~isbosal Fee ee I000 Gallon Tanker Capacity (each load) $6.600 

SubTotal $6,MX) 
3.4 Permitted Domeatit Wasb H a u l e r / e r / O t o r  Fees 

3.4.1 HLWNew Permit Applimian Fee (each facility) $0 
3.442 HLW Permit Modifreation or Permit Transfer Fee (each action) $0 
3.4.3 Domestic Septage Waste Haulers - Annual Permit Fee $1,500 
3.4.4 Domstic Septagc Waste Hauler Tanker Fee - (each truck ortmker) $200 
3.45 HLW Nonmmpliance Impenion, Sampling, and/or Testing (each o c c ~ )  SO 
3.4.6 HLW Late Reporting Tee (each occurrence) $0 

SubTotal $1,700 
3.5 Permitted Laadflll O rae r /Opn to r  F m  

3.5.1 Landfill New Permit Fee (each facdrty) SO 
3.5.2 Landfill Permit Modlfimion or Pcrmtt Transfer Fee (each action) $0 
3.53 Landfill Operator - Annual Permit Fee 
3.5.4 Landfill Noncompl im lnspeniw Sampllng andlw Teting (each oammce) 
3.5.5 Landfill Late Remnine Fee leach occwnse) . - ,  

Sub Toml $500 
3.6 Permilled Laadfill Lachale Hauler F m  

3.6.1 Landfill LeachafeNew Perm11 Appllcatlon Fee (each faclllty) $0 
3.6.2 Landfill Leachafe Permit Modification or Permit Transfer Fee (each action) SO 
3.6.3 Landfill Leachate Hauler - h u a l  Permit Fee I 0  
3.6.4 Lvldfi l l  Leachale Tanker Fee - (each buck or lanker) SO 
3.6.5 Lvldfill Leachate Noncompliance Inspaion, Sampling, andlor Testing (each occmence) SO 
3.6.6 Landfill Leachate Late Reporling Fee (each occurrence) $0 

Sub Total $0 
3.7 P ~ m H t e d  Mobil Prrssmm Wash Onmcr10pnlor F m  

3.7.1 Mobil Pmsm-e Wash Operator New Permit Application Fee $0 
3.7.2 Mobil Prssm Wash Operator - Annual Permit Fec $0 
3.73 Mobil Pressure Wash Orrmor Tanka Fee - (each fruck ortsnker) $0 
3.7.4 Mobil Pnsglne ~ k r h ~ k r a t o r  Disposal Fee <I000 Gallon ~ a n k c i  &@@(each load) SO 
3.7.5 Mobil Presswe Wash Operalor Dispasal Fee > 1000 Gallon Tanka Capacity (each I d )  $0 
3.7.6 Mobil b u n  Wash O m o r  Noncompliance Inspection, Sampling, and/or Testing (each occvmnr $0 
3.7.7 Mobil Prssm Wash Owrator Late Reoonine Fee leach occurrence) $0 

Sub Total I 0  
3.8 Dicnio. .ad S e r e r  Matr I n rm t i oa  F m  

3.8.1 New Meln  Installallan- Revrw. 0"-sltr. I nm l l on .  and Anorosal $0 . . . . 
3.8.2 Meter Annual Inspection (each meter and meter type) $6,000 

SubTotal $6.000 
3.9 F m  Lr Other Approved Waslra.ter Sourns 

3.9.1 Nnv Reshicted Shnt Term Authorization - Application Fee $0 
3.9.2 New Special Discharge P m i t  - Application Fee $0 
3.93 New Special Discharge Permit - Annual Permit Fee (each &dl) $0 
3.9.4 Wmlewater Disposal Fee SO 
3.9.5 Special Discharge Compliance Inspcdion. Monitoring, and T d n g  (each) 60 
3.9.6 Speeial Discharge Noncompliance Inspection, Sampling, andlor Testing $0 
3.9.7 Special Discharge Late Reporting Fee (each occurrence) $0 

Sub Total $0 
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I 

PRETREATMENT PERFORMANCE SUMMARY (PPS) 

NOTE: ALL QUESTIONS REFER TO THE INDUSTRIAL PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 
APPROVED BY THE EPA. THE PERMITTEE SHOULD NOT ANSWER THE QUESTIONS 
BASED ON CHANGES MADE TO THE APPROVED PROGRAM WITHOUT EPA 

I AUTHORIZATION. 

Control Authority Name Little Rock Wastewater Utility 

221 East Capitol 

Little Rock Statelzip AR 72202 

Position Director EAD 

Contact Telephone Number (501) 688-1408 

NPDES Permit No's. AR 0040177 & AR 0021806 

Categorical Noncategorical 

No. of SIUs Submitting 90-Day Compliance Reports/No. Required 

No. of SIUs Submitting Semiannual ReportsITotal No. Required 

No. of SIUs Meeting Compliance Schedule/Total No. Required to 
Meet Schedule 

No. of SIUs in Significant Nonwmpliance/Total No. of SIUs 

Rate of Significant Nonwrnpliance for all SIUs 

I 

II 

3 

I 

P 

r 

I 

I Page 1 of 3 
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No. of Non-sampling Inspections Conducted 

No. of Sampling Visits Conducted 

No. of Facilities Inspected (non-sampling) 

No. of Facilities Sampled 

Significant Industrial Users 

No. of Compliance Schedules IssuedfNo. of Schedules Required 

No. of Notices of Violations issued to SIUs 

No. of Administrative Orders Issued to SIUs 

No. of Civil Suits Filed 

No. of Criminal Suits Filed 

No. of Significant Violators (attach newspaper publication) 

Amount of Penalties Collected (total d o l l ~ s  assessed) **** 

- *Coop Cameron Orbit Valve submitted BMR testing for 40CFR433 Metal Finishing applicable pnresses. There is zero discharge 
of wastewater subject to metal finishing pretreatment standards. 

I 
** Six categorical IU's: Quality Bearing, Smith Glass, Air International, Raytheon A k d I ,  HiUcresI Camshaft, and Ace Plating 
Works- Domestic discharge only. No regulated discharge. 

*** National By-Prcducts- domestic only. - **** LRWU Consolidate Fee Schedule allows for non-wmpliance fees based on sampling, testing and inspection costs, 



2005 PRETREATMENT PERFORMANCE SUMMARY (PPS) Page 3 of 3 

The following certification must be signed in order for this form to be considered complete: 

In accordance with the certification statement found in the NPDES Permits issued to Little Rock Wastewater 
Utility (Part 11 D. 11. c.): I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared 
under my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel 
properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who 
manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted 
is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and wmplete. I am aware that there are significant 
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing 
violations. 

March 31, 2006 

~uthoriz&epresentative Date 

Reggie A. Corbitt, Chief Executive Officer 



LITnE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILFI"Y 
SUMMARY OF INDUSTRIAL USER NONCOMPLIANCE 

1986 THROUGH 2005 

Year 

1986 

1987 

1988 

1989 

1990 

1991 

1992 

1993 

1994 

1995 

1996 

1997 

1998 

1999 

2000 

2001 

2002 

2003 

2004 

2005 

Number of IUs In Significant 
Violation or Significant 

Noncompliance 

18 - Significant Violation 

9 - Significant Violation 

8 - Significant Violation 

4 - Significant Violation 

4 - Significant Noncompliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

2 - Significant Noncompliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

3 - Significant Noncompliance 

0 - Significant Noncompliance 

0 - Significant Noncompliance 

4 - Si@cant Noncompliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

2 - Significant Noncompliance 

3 - Significant Noncompliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

2 - Significant Noncompliance 

3 - Significant Noncompliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

1 - Significant Noncompliance 

March 6,2006 



SIGNIFICANT NONCOMPLIANCE LIST 2005 

Dassault Falcon Jet Company 

Dassault Falcon Jet was in Significant Noncompliance for 2005 due to violations of the 
day maximum and monthly average limit for Cadmium in May and June of 2005. For the 
Quarterly Compliance Evaluation periods, January 2005 through June 2005 and April 
2005 through September 2005, the Cadmium daily maximum and monthly average limit 
Technical Review Criteria, TRC, (1.2 times the limit), was exceed 47% and 39% meeting 
the Significant Noncompliance TRC listed in 40 CFR 403,8(0(2)(vii)(B). 

A Notice of Violation stating Significant Noncompliance was issued to Dassault Falcon 
Jet on June 27, 2005 requiring corrective measures to prevent reoccurrence of the 
violation. July 2005 monitoring showed a return to compliance. 

Public Notice 
Little Rock Wastewater Utility 

In accordance with the U.S. Environmental Protection Anencv rule mblished as 40 CFR " ,  
403,8(0(2)(vii), Little Rock Wastewater Utility is providing notification that, during 2005, 
Dassault Falcon Jet Cornoration was in Significant Noncom~liance with oretreatment - 
requirements contained in regulations governing the discharge of industrial wastewater. 
The facility has returned to compliance. 

March 6,2006 Page 2 of2 
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A Arkamas Democrat X@E @azette - STATEMENT OF LEGAL ADVERTISING 

REMIT TO: 
LR WASTEWATER UTILITY ARKANSAS DEMOCRAT-GAZEm, INC. 
P 0 BOX 45090 P.O. BOX 2221 
LITTLE ROCK AR 72214 LITTLE ROCK, AR 72203 

I, Elizabeth Myers do solemn1 swear that I am the Z Lqal Billing Clerk of the Ar ansas Democrat - 
G zette, a daily newspaper rinted and published 
iL1 said County, State of Ar f ansas; that I was so 
related to this ublication at and during the 
p Slication of t e annexed legal advertisement in 
t e matter of: 

i? 
epa notice 

pending in the Court, in said County, and 
a' the dates of the several publications of said 
a vertisement stated below, and that during said 
periods and at said dates, said newspaper was 
p~inted and had a bona fide circulation in said 
C ~nty; that said newspaper had been regularly 

inted and puhlished in said Count , and had a 
gona fide circulation therein for t K e period of 
one month before the date of the first publication 
o said advertisement; and that said advertisement 
w s published in the regular daily issues of said 
newspaper as stated below. 

ATTN: George 
D-TE : 03/11/06 INVOICE # :  200i682 '. BILLING QUESIXONS CALL 378-3812 

A CT # :  L809616 P.O. # :  A16070 

3 DAY LINAGE RATE DATE DAY LINAGE RATE 
11 Sat 19 1.25 

=yu&TEZE 1 
- 

SS. 

a COST . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23.75 
Ling ~d # :  36350303 . . 

AD COPY 

. . , , t l l l l l l , , ,  
.., , ,,0" 'I),, ,\' F. $ Q. ...-.,.. ."&2,, . . . 

.\ qp..iolA. 44.. +'\ 
5 *: ...$ 2 
2 0 :  - NOTARY : Z - - ,.- - .  - 
2 '. PUBLIC :e $ 
5'''-..0 &.-p= 
%? '.'.05.2 .d, .$ 

day of %,&$ . . - . -. 
, =" t,, couN ,,,+PP - "111 ,,,,,,,, 111'' 4 Nomy Public 



- LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
2005 INDUSTRIAL USER LIST 

r 
N a  of Permitted IU's CllssMed aa Federal Caegoricals 17 

N a  of Permitted IU's Classified aa Sipfieant Jndustrid Uaera 
r 

N a  of Permitted IZT's ClusMed aa NonSignHicant Jndustrial Uaera 

No. of Special Permits for LandF~Il Leachate (hauled by tanker truck) 2 
I 

Total No. of IZPs Permitted by LRWU 54 

I 
Categorid Industries 

Tr 1 I Fedenl C a t  I Manufacturine 1 Total Flow I Work / Routine Pollutant 11 
Facility Name 

lcategorid 
I l ~ c e  Plating Works, Inc. IFederal 140 CFR 433 IElectroplating Job I 0 I 22 /Permit to discharge domestic 

Clasdficatlon 

Arkansas Painting and 
Specialties 
Ceniral M Group - 

l ~ h o ~  

Little Rock 
CertainTed 
Corporation 
Dassault F a l m  Jet 

Standard No. 

wastewater only 
l~ederal 140 CFR 433 l ~ i r d  Brake Repsir 1 600 
Categorical 
Federal 
Categorical 
Federal 

Categorical 

I Page I of 3 

22 l~ermit to discharge domestic 

Categorical 
Federal 
Categorical 
Federal . . 

(a-c) Cd Pb Ag Tl'O 

Hillcrest Camshaft 
Service, Inc. 
Inierslate Highway Sign 
CO~PY 
Orbit Valve Company 

- 
Process 

40 CFR 433 

40 CFR 433 

lkk Air Prcducts IFederal 140 CFR 433 /Iron Phosphate 1 16,545 1 22 l Z n / ~ r F ' b p ~ ~ d C N ( t ) ~ i  1 
40 CFR 443 

40 CFR 433 

Categorical 

Federal 
Categorical 
Federal 
Categorical 
Federal 
Categorical 

(gpd) 

Phosphate Coating 

Aircraft Refurbishing 

Asphalt RoUed 
Rwfmg Production 
Custom Jet Aim& 

40 CFR 433 

40 CFR 433 

40 CFR 433 

DayslMonth 

100 

7,380 

Monitoring/Other 

45,697 

20,816 

Cmting 
Electroplating New 
Sowce 
Highway Signs 

Steel Oil Field Valves 

22 

30 

wastewater only 
pH Zn / CN- Ni Cu F% Cd Cr 

Ag 
pWPermit to discharge 

30 

22 

0 

2,484 

43,100 

nnvegulated msiewater 
TSS, O&G, pH 

pH Cu Cr Zn Ni CN-(1) /CN- 

22 

22 

22 

Cu Ag 

Cr Zn Pb pH 1 Cd CN(t) Ni 
Cu Ag 
CrpHICuZnPbCdNiAg 

CN-0 
Zn Pb pH/ Permit to 
discharge nonregulated 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
2005 INDUSTRIAL USER LIST 

Simificant Non-Cateeorieal Industries 

February UI, 2006 

- - 
I I Federal Cat. / Manufacturing I Total Flow I Work I Routine Pollutant 

Fticility Name Classiflatlw 

I H ~  Ag COD 
1 IHospital 1 36,696 1 30 ICOD TSS W G  pH /BOD 

cher Daniels Midland SIU 

Childrens SIU 
ospital 

l~meri~ride Lien and lSN (Laundry 1 28,313 1 22 /COD TSS O&G pH I BOD 

Standard N a  

Soybean Meal and Oil 

Hospital 

IBottled Water 
I 11ndusrtial Laundry 1 15,302 1 16 ~BODTSSO&GPH 

- 
Procesl 

aptisl Med Center SIU 

Unilever Best Foods 

CocaColaBottlii 

TurnerColeman Dairy 

(gpd) I DayslMonth I Monitoring/Other 

13,893 

85,850 

217,m Hospilal 

SIU 

SIU 

SIU 

. . 

Jack Wilson WTP 

Little Rock Central 

I I I I ~TSS 
(~riut Juice and Water 1 62,790 1 30  BOD TSS 0&G pH 

30 

30 

30 

sundry 
Little Rock Landfill 

M c C l e h  VA Hospital 

lBottling 
l~rease Recycling 1 1,042 22  BOD TSS WG p~ 

BOD pH Temp I Hexane 
O&G TSS COD 
East: COD TSS O&G pH I 
Hg Ag BOD 
West: BOD TSS W G  pH I 

BODTSSWGpHlAg@ 

Pewnt Butter 

Soft Drink Bottling 

Dairy Products & 

SIU 

SIU 

Page 2 of 3 

SIU 

SIU 

19,680 

115,838 

118,818 

Water Treatment 
Plant 
Industrial La- 

Municipal Landfill 

Hospital 

22 

22 

30 

149,855 

53,748 

COD TSS O&G pH I BOD 

COD TSS W G  pH I BOD 

BODTSSO&GpH 

65,400 

97,047 

30 

26 

COD TSS pH I BOD 

BOD TSS W G  pH 

30 

30 

As Cd Cu Cr Pb Ni Mo Hg 

Ag Se Zn B Mn pH CN(t) 
COD O&G pH I Hg Ag BOI 



L I T n E  ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY - 2005 INDUSTRIAL USER LIST 
February 28,2006 

- . . I P ~ C I ~ S ~ B O D  
- INon-sRI I l~arrel Reclaimer I 100 1 22 /NO Process Discharge I 

Non-Significant Industries 

I I I I I  IF^ Fruit Cobbler 1 5,714 22  BOD TSS O&G p~ 11 

I 

- 

Clark Machinery NonSlU clmstrdon 829 22 pH O&G I COD TSS BOD - 
~qoipment Hs 

NonSIU Pork Hide hying 1,125 22 BOD TSS M G  pH 
I 

arcross Chemical NonSIU Bulk Chemical 155 
3 

22 CNAsAgCdCuCrNiPb 
Distribution/Sales J& Se Zn PP-Table II, III, an 

jw 
1 ~ 0 n - s ~  I ITruck Wash 1 1,544 I 22 (COD TSS M G  pH I BOD 11 

Routine Pollutant 
Monitoring/Other 

PCBrs0&GpHCdCuPbZn 

AsCdCuCrPbNiMoHg 

I I I 1 I I 
II uosey Roducts Non-SRI Tcasier Assembly 481 22 pHCr Ni Zn 

Southwest Hospital l N 0 n - S ~  I lHospital 1 14,368 ( 30  BOD TSS M G  pH IAg I 
- I I I I 

lcormgated Boxes 1 6,973 22 / b D T S S  M G p H l C u  11 

Total Flow 
(gpd) 

250 hatch 

8,%9 

- 
Facility Name 

Arkansas Electric 
Coopative 

BR Landfill 

Work 
DayrlMonth 

22 

30 

Federal C a t  
Standard No. Classifiatlon 

NonSIU 

NonsIu 

Manufacturing 
Process 

Electrical Fyuipment 
Repair 

Iandml 

Landfill Leachate (Hauled by Tanker Truck) - 
- 

Page 3 of 3 

I 

F a d t y  Name 

Two Pine Landfill 

Federal C a t  

JetTerson County 
Landfill 

Work 
Ctassificntion 

Non-SRI 

Manufacturing Routine Pollutant 

Non-SlU 

Total 
Standard No. 

L a n a  

Pmcers 

Landtill 

0 

gall2005 

0 

22 

DaysMonth 

22 

O&G 
As Cd Cu Cr Pb Ni Mo Hg 
Ag Se Zn B Mn pH CET(t) 

MonitoringIOther 

As Cd Cu Cr Pb Ni Mo Hg 

Ag Se Zn B Mn pH CN(t) 



SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

INFLUENT AND EFFLUENT ANACYSES OF TREATMENT PLANTS 

Priority Pollutant Scans were conducted on the Adams Field and Fourche Creek 
Wastewater Treatment Plant influent and effluent flows in accordance with our NPDES 
permit requirements. Compounds analyzed include metals, cyanide, phenols, volatile 
organics, baselneutral and acid extractable organics, and PesticidesIPCBs. Results of the 
analyses are organized in tables in the following order: 

AFWTP 2005 Sample Results - Includes required test data for parameters from 40 
CFR Part 122, Appendix D, Table III. Sampling and testing frequency requirements 
for Table III parameters are quarterly (NPDES Permit AR 0021806 Part III). Influent 
and effluent samples were collected with respect to the detention time across the 
treatment plant for the sampling events. Table III parameters include total arsenic, 
cadmium, copper, chromium, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, selenium, zinc, antimony, 
thallium, beryllium, cyanide and phenols. Other parameters collected quarterly include 
molybdenum and oil and grease. 

FCWTP 2005 Sam~le Results - Includes required test data for parameters from 40 
CFR Part 122, Appendix D, Table III. Sampling and testing frequency requirements 
for Table III parameters are quarterly (NPDES Permit AR 0040177 Part III). Influent 
and effluent samples were collected with respect to the detention time across the 
treatment plant for the sampling events. Table III parameters include total arsenic, 
cadmium, copper, chromium, lead, mercury, nickel, silver, selenium, zinc, antimony, 
thallium, beryllium, cyanide and phenols. Other parameters collected quarterly include 
molybdenum and oil and grease. 

Treatment Plant Removal Efficiencies - Includes the metals removal rates for both the 
Adams Field and Fourche Creek Treatment plants. 

LRWU 2005 Priority Pollutant Scan - Or~anic Fractions - Includes required test data 
from 40 CFR Part 122, Appendix D, Table I1 divided into two parts. The first part 
identifies the positive measurements of organic compounds in the influent and effluent 
from both treatment plants from 2005. Part II includes a summary of positive 
measurements from 1996 through 2005. Table 11 monitoring frequency for 2005 is 
once per year for the Fourche Creek Treatment Plant influent and effluent in 
accordance with the NPDES p e t  (NPDES Permit AR 0040177). The Adams Field 
Treatment Facility NPDES permit requires Table I1 monitoring once every six months. 
Monitoring was performed in May and September 2005. Organic fraction charts trend 
detections for 1991 through 2005. 

Treatment Plant 1994-2005 Concentration Trends - This section includes graphs 
showing influent and effluent concentration trends for the past twelve years. 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1,2005 TO DECEMBER 31,2005 

TREATMENT PLANT: CITY OF LITTLE ROCK - ADAMS FIELD WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0021806 
AVERAGE POTW FLOW: 1937 MGD PERCENT (%) IU FLOW: 7.1 % 

Commmb: There was a sampling enor for the 24-llaur c o m p i t s  sample eallscled for flow date lOiZ5105: the pbnl influent sample (WIPb16) is invalid. 

Page 1 or 2 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1,2005 TO DECEMBER 31,2005 

TREATMENT PLANT: CITY OF LITTLE ROCK - ADAMS FIELD WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0021806 
AVERAGE POTW FLOW: 19.37 MGD PERCENT (Y.) IU n o w :  7.1 % 

Commmrs: There war a rampling smr for 6x 24hour cemposilc sample collceld for flow dale 10125105: the final effluent sample (00SP-016) is invalid. 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1,2005 TO DECEMBER 31,2005 

TREATMENT PLANT: CITY OF LITlLE ROCK - FOURCHE CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0040177 
AVERAGE POTW FLOW: 1232 MGD PERCENT (%) IU FLOW: 5.6 % 

Commcnb: None 



MONITORING RESULTS FOR THE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1,2005 TO DECEMBER 31,2005 

TREATMENT PLANT: CITY OF LITTLE ROCK - FOURCHE CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
NPDES PERMIT NO.: AR0040177 
AVERAGE POTW FLOW: 1232 MGD PERCENT (%) IU FLOW: 5.6 % 



MONITORING RESULTS FORTHE ANNUAL PRETREATMENT REPORT 
TREATMENT PLANT PERCENT REMOVAL EFFICIENCIES 

REPORTING YEAR: JANUARY 1.2005 TO DECEMRER31.2005 

111210005 n.941 5Op?A:_ M I X  9 0 . W A 8 5 4 1 1 _ 1 0 . ~ 0 % L 8 3 . 3 %  0.0% S O W .  - 0 . 0 %  0.0%' 1 1 3.12.11*f 76.7% M Y /  5 0 . 0 % k 0 . 0 % ~ ~ ~ ~  O m i  0.W. 0 0 % !  
1 

FoumkCmek W s l n s l r r T m l m m t P b n l -  NPDES Pamil  No. AROOlOln 

~L 



'RIORITY POLLUTANT SCAN - ORGANIC FRACnONS 

I. SUMMARY OF POSlTIVE RESULTS - REPORTING PERIOD 1996 THROUGH 2005 









LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELDTREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Cadlnium (1) 
2 5  

+Plant Influent 

I +Plant Influent 

-Final Emuent 

-- - 

E 

March 17,2006 
Pspe 1 of 5 

Chromium (t) 
- - 

-Plant lnfluent 

Nickd (1) 

12 -Plant Influent 
+Final Emuent 

I 

Cadmium(1) Copper (1) Chromium (I) Nickel(1) 

Influent Headworks Limit 9 ugn 270 u@. 260 ugiL 160 ug!L 

Effluent Water Quality Criteria (Acute) 27 ugn  106 ugL 5.590 ugn. 2,490 ug/L 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVlRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Lead (1) 
~ - 

+Plant Influent - 

-Final Effluent 
- 

Zinc (1) 
~- 

- -Plant Influent - ~' 
-Final Effluent - 

Silver (I) 
-~ - 

March 17,2006 
Page 2 of 5 

-Plant lnfluenl 

+Final Effluent 

~~ -~ - 

- -  - 

0 
- I - = 

$ s o i  - - - - 

Mercury (I) 
-~ 

+Plant Influent 
- 

-Final Effluent 
-- - -- - 

Lead (I) Zinc(1) Silver(1) Mercury(1) 

Influent Headworks Limit 50 ugiL 0.36 mgiL 180 uglL 0.2 ugiL 

Effluent Water Quality Criteria (Acute) 98 ugiL 0.85 mgiL 28 ugiL 0.07 ugiL 





LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Thallium (I) 

Roron (I) 

March 17,2006 
Page 4 of 5 

Molybdenum (I) 
- -- - - 

-~ p~ 

+Plant Influent 

-Final Effluent 

- ~ 

-~ -- 

Barium (9 
~- ~ 

-Plant Influent -- 

-Final Effluent 

Thallium (1) Boron (1) Molybdenum(1) Bariurn(1) 
Influent Headworks Limil None None None None 
Effluent Water Qualily Criteria (Acute) None None None None 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
ADAMS FIELD TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Manganese (1) 

March 17.2006 
Page 5 of 5 

Cyanidc (t) 

-~ +Plant Influent -- - - 

-Final Effluent ~ -- -~ 

- -  ~ 

--- I  +Plant lnfluent ~, 
-- -Final Emuent -: 

j 
- -- ~ -- 

-- -- ~~ -- 

- -- -- - i 
I 

-- - ~- -. 

- -- 

- - - - 

Total Phenolics 

+Plant lnfluent 

-Final Emuent 

$ 40 - - -  -- 

Oil and Crcasc 

-Plant lnfluent I 
+Final Etlluenl 1 

Influent Headworks Limit 

Effluent Water Quality Criteria (Acute) 

Manganese (1) Total Phenols 

None None 

None None 

Cyanide (1) Oil&Grease 

0.09 m g L  None 

0.29 m& None 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DlVlSlON 
FOURCHE CREEK TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Cadmium (I) 
-- - -- ~ - 

+Plant lnfluent I 

March 17,2006 
Page 1 of s 

Chromium (t) 

--- ~- +Plant Influent 

+Final Emuent 

~ -- 

Copper (1) Nickel (I) 
M) -~ - - - 

+Plant Influent +Plant Influent 
70 - 

+Final Emuent +Final Emuent 
-~ - -- . 

Cadmium(1) copper (1) Chromium (I) Nickel(1) 

Influent Headworks Limit 9 u@- 270 u@ 260 ugn 160 ugn. 
Emuent Water Quality Criteria 53 ufl  395 ugn. I 1,700 uglL 4,980 ugl. 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
FOURCHE CREEK TREATMENT PLANT CONCENTRATION TRENDS 
1994 THROUGH 2005 

Lead (t) 
- - - -  - 

-Plant lnfluent 

-Final Efnuent 

March 17.2006 
psgc 2 of 5 

Silver (t) 

-Plant lnfluent 

-Final Eflluent 

Zinc (I) Mercury (t) 
0 2 W  - --- 

0.180 - -- 

-Plant Influent 

-- - -~ &Final Emuent 

i 0 120 1 - 
0 .- 

- +Plant lnfluent 

-Final Eflluent 

g oom 

Lead (t) Zinc(t) Silver@) Mercury(1) 

Influent Headworks Limit 50 u g n  0.36 m g n  180 u g n  0.2 u g n  

Efnuent Water Quality Criteria 197 u& 2.46 mg/L 56 uglL 0.14 ugA 





(I) QJn!JE8 

S O X  PC02 tWZ ZWZ IWZ WZ 6661 8661 L66l MI $661 1661 
0 

ZOO 

SOOZ H3nOXH.L. P661 
S a N W L  N O I . L ~ . L N 3 3 N 0 3  LNVld  LNaN.LV3X.L. X 3 3 X 3  3H3XnOil  

NOISIAIa LN3NSS3SSV IVLN3NNOXIAN3 
A.L.11I.L~ X3LVM3LSVM X 3 0 X  37.L.L.17 





SUMMARY OF LOADING TRENDS 

Trend charts are used to evaluate pollutant loading for the Little Rock Wastewater Utility 
(LRWU) system and to evaluate Industrial User (IU) contributions. The charts are 
organized in the following order: 

Total Svstem Loadinn Trends - Charts were developed showing 1994 - 2005 loading, 
Ibdday, to the total LRWU system for flow, BOD, TSS, 0&G and local l i t  pollutant 
parameters. For each individual analytical point the lbdday is calculated using the flow 
for each sample date. In cases where the concentration is reported as less than the 
detection limit the detection limit number was used to calculate the lbdday. This 
causes the loading (Ibdday) to be higher than what it would be if zero values were 
used in those instances. 

IU Percent Contributions 1996 - 2005 - Charts were developed showing IU percent 
contributions starting 1996 to date. In 1997 permit renewal pollutant scans were 
implemented and are used to identify pollutants of concern and determine permit 
limits. Values, less than the detection limits or below levels of concern, are included in 
calculating total lbs of IU contribution. 

POTW load in^ Trends - InfluenUEffluent Loading, Ibdday, comparison charts were 
developed for the Adams Field and Fourche Creek Wastewater Treatment Plants for 
1994 - 2005. These charts reveal trends in loading for each treatment plant over a ten- 
year period. (YO removal efficiencies, based on influentleffluent concentration values, 
can be found in Section VI of this report.) 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
LRWU TOTAL SYSTEM LOADING TRENDS 

H y d r a u l i c  O i l  &Grease 
I 70 0 16.m , - 

.? - - A I1 1 -- - - .- 
! 

- g 10 i 

5 I - ~- - ~ -. - - - - - - - - - - 
I ) !  - . . ---- - 

1594 1991 1% 1W 199% 1999 I W o  2WI 2 2Wl 2OW 2001 
I594 I595 1% 1997 IWB 1999 2WJ 2WI 2 m  2W3 2OW 2001 

+Permined IU +LRWU Influent 

+LRWU Emuent --Annual Rainfall 
+Penit led IU -LRWU Influent -LRWU Emuenl 

TSS , o . ~ l  ~ ~ 

+Permined IU +LRWU Influent +LRWU Eflluent +Penit led IU -LRWU Influent -LRWU Emuent 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
LRWU TOTAL SYSTEM LOADING TRENDS 

Cyanide (1) 

IW 1995 15% ,597 ,598 IWP 1OW 2WI 1002 1W1 2W4 lW1  

+Permitled IU +LRWU Influent - C L R W U  Emuent 

March 17.2006 
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Cadmium (t) 

I 

IW 1 9 s  I?* 1w7 199% 1 9 ~  2 m  2 w 1  11~12 zm3 z r m  m r  

+Permitted IU +LRWU lnflucnt -LRWU Effluent 

+Permitted IU +LRWU Influent -LRWU Emuent 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
LRWU TOTAL SYSTEM LOADING TRENDS 

Nickel (1) 

I 
- 

1594 1591 l w b  I597 1998 l5W 2CW 2001 2W2 2003 26% 2M)S 
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Lead (t) 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
LRWU TOTAL SYSTEM LOADING TRENDS 
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Mercury (t) 
- -- 

+Permilled IU +LRWU Influent -LRWU Effluent 

Thallium (1) 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
IU PERCENT CONTRIBUTIONS 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
IU PERCENT CONTRIBUTIONS 

IU % Contributions 
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-Beryllium -:-Molybdenum *Boron ++Manganese -Total Cyanide -Total Phenols -Barium 



LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
POTW PLANT INFLUENTIFINAL EFFLUENT LOADING TRENDS 

Hydraulic 
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Oil & Grease 
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TSS 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
POTW PLANT INFLUENTIFINAL EFFLUENT LOADING TRENDS 
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015 , - - 180, 

1 
010 / 

P 025 1 
Ct 
ji 

B 

X - .- 
g 010 : 

005 j 

O W :  
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
POTW PLANT INFLUENTIFINAL EFFLUENT LOADING TRENDS 
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-- -- 
Selenium (I) 
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LITTLE ROCK WASTEWATER UTILITY 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT DIVISION 
POTW PLANT INFLUENTIFINAL EFFLUENT LOADING TRENDS 

Boron (t) 
700  - - I 

-:-AF Influent -AF Emuent +FC Influent -.-FC Emuent 

Barium (1)  
- 

I 
IWO / 

March 17,2006 
Page 6 of 6 

Manganese (1)  
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BIOSOLIDS 2005 
SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS 

FOURCHE CREEK SLUDGE ANALYSES 

Sludge from both the Adams Field and Fourche Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant's are 
anaerobically digested at the Fourche Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant (FCWTP). The 
stabilized biosolids are further treated by lagooning for a period of up to four (4) years. 
Biosolids are land applied as a soil conditionerlfertilizer on grass farms and pasture lands 
in Pulaski County, Arkansas. A total of 5144 dry tons of biosolids were land applied 
during 2005. 

Biosolids from Lagoon 3 and 4 were below the ceiling and pollutant concentrations listed 
in 40 CFR 503. Biosolids from both lagoons met Class A pathogen requirements 
40CFR503.32(a)(6). The data collected prior to land application is organized in the 
following table: 

FCWTP Biosolids Lagoon Number 3 and 4 - This table includes the required metal 
test data from 40 CFR Part 503. The metals concentrations were below the 503.13 
Table 1 Ceiling Concentrations and the 503.13 Table 3 Pollutant Concentrations. The 
ceiling concentrations and pollutant concentration limits, where applicable, are 
included in the table for comparison. 



FOURCHE CREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
BIOSOLIDS 2005-LAGOONS 3 AND 4 
METAL ANALYSIS SUMMARY 

Average 8.9 < 2.8 < 31 3% 41 < 3.5 < 7.9 32.9 4.9 < 8 

Maximum 13.1 4.1 < 32 435 55 4.8 < 8.3 41.3 6.6 8 

Minimum 6.1 < 2.2 < 30 368 20 < 2.9 < 7.2 21.7 

nla 

nla 

*40CFR Part 503.13 Table 1 and 3 L i t s  for Land Application 
Biosolids analysis were performed using EPA SW-846 test methods for evaluation of solid waste 

7500 

2800 

*Ceiling Conc, mglkg dry 85 nla 4300 840 

"Pollutant Conc, mglkg dry 

420.0 

420.0 

57 

17 

100.0 

36.0 

75.0 

nla 

n/a 

nla 



FOURCHE (SREEK WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANT 
BIOSOLIDS 2005-LAGOONS 3 AND 4 
NUTRIENTS ANALYSIS SUMMARY 

* 503.6(e) 503 does not establish requirements for use or disposal if determined to be hazardous in accordance to 40CFR261. 
* 503.6(f) 503 does not establish requirements for use or disposal if concentration of PCBs is equal to or greater than 50 mgkg dry. 
Biosolids analysis were performed using EPA SW-846 test methods for evaluation of solid waste 
PCB and TCLP sample for each lagoon was 6 part compoite interned by weight. 
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Biosolids % of 503 Pollutant Concentration (EQ) Limit 
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CODE SHEET 

Annual Report 

Auditor's Name 

P m i t  Number 

Period Report Covers End Date PSED 

Start Date i /) / @ S f  PSSD 

PPETS WENDB DATA ELEMENTS 

Significant IUs in Significant Noncompliance 
with Pretreatment Compliance Schedule 0 SSNC 

NOV's and A.O.'s Issued Against 
Signjficant IUs 

Civil andlor Criminal Judicial Actions 
Against Significant IUs 

Significant IUs with Significant Violations 
published in Newspaper / S W U  

IUs f?om which penalties have been collected 8 IUPN 
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