
 

 

BEFORE THE ARKANSAS POLLUTION  
CONTROL AND ECOLOGY COMMISSION 

 
In re matter of:  
 
CITY OF DECATUR 
Applicant. 
 
CITY OF TULSA; and TULSA 
METROPOLITAN UTILITY AUTHORITY,  
 
Commentors/Objectors 
 

)   
)  NPDES PERMIT NO.  AR0022292 
)  AFIN 04-00052 
)  Date of Decision October 30, 2025 
)   
)  Docket No. _______ 
) 
) 
) 

 
REQUEST FOR ADMINISTRATIVE HEARING 

We represent the City of Tulsa and the Tulsa Metropolitan Utility Authority (collectively 
“Tulsa”). Pursuant to Arkansas code, we issued our comments and objections to the Draft Permit 
issued to Decatur, Permit #AR0022292. Those comments and objections are attached hereto as 
Exhibit 1 and expressly made a part of this Request for Hearing. In addition to that, we appeared 
at the public comment hearing and again voiced our objections and comments, including our 
arguments in our previous letter about the issuance of the permit to the City of Decatur.  

 
Please let this letter serve as the City of Tulsa and the Tulsa Metropolitan Utility 

Authority’s formal request for administrative hearing to appeal the Director’s decision to grant 
permit #AR0022292 issued to the City of Decatur on October 30, 2025, signed by Stacie R. 
Wassell, Deputy Director of the Office of Water Quality Arkansas Department of Energy and 
Environment Division of Environmental Quality.  
 
Specific Contentions: 
 
 Tulsa objects to the issuance of Permit #AR0022292. In addition to our objection to the 
issuance of the permit as a whole, specifically, Tulsa believes the Director erred as follows: 
 

1. The increase of flow into the plant to 5.36 MGD which will result in 
additional phosphorus into the watershed; 

2. Allowance of unlimited flow from the city of Centerton for profit without 
requirement for significant pre-treatment; 

3. Allowance of flow from the Simmons Food plant without requirement for 
significant pre-treatment; 

4. The inadequate monitoring frequency for phosphorus and nitrate/nitrite 
monitoring at only 2 times per week;   

5. The inability of the proposed design and modified permit to address Decatur’s 
long history of numerous violations of the Settlement Agreement between 
Tulsa and Decatur, the TMDL for the Eucha-Spavinaw watershed, the terms 














































