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The Niagara talls POoTyw, on advanced tocchnnlogy physi
vhich is

plant designed to treat 48 MGD of wastewablor, (060% o
industrial in origin) is in non-ccanlinnce wiith 1ha LKPDRS parmi b,
This plant, costing $61 million, of which =0h provided $§44.3 nidlion,
w2nt on line in 12/77, 1 year behind schedule and 6 nonths Dehind

the date for achievement of efifluent limits of 3/77, Since staviangp,
the plant has crxpericnced sevious opzrational probloms, 1he cavoes

of which are not fully known, involving the carvrbon adcorption boeds,
The beds were completely taken oult of opecration in 7/78 amdl the plant
is only providing chemical addition, flocculation, scéimentation and
chlorination at this time, This current treatment is arablae to
produce an effluent meeting all the sermit resuivemsnts,  In
rdcition, there is a 12 MGD dry-weather bypass of »aw wasiowalor
Jdirectly to the lower Niagara River., Since the cily's coiloction

sve em is combined, additional wastewater ovorflows occour Iuring

and following wet weather,
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The grantee and its consultant enginzer have proposed yrahabdlitaltion
of the cavbon bed and other plant moiifications as a change o
to the existing contract, This chanje orcder waos revicwsd by the
State and grant increase reguest cercified to this acency in
December 1979, It was determined that we conld not paryticins
such work unless scaegnards were provided wvhich would ineure that

Lhe vork prcposed was neccessary  wonld lead to vropoev plant
wnerations, and Ehe grantee would vursue all ecnpropriate 1egal aclion
to recover coskts from any parties fouxnd responsible Tor the failnves,
nt the same time, enforcement actions are cupected Lo resulb in @
consent judgment.

Py

nPA Regional and Headguarters water and enforcoment people have been
working out necessary safeguards prior to any subsooment grant award,
On Zpril 8, 1980 EPA Region IT and New York state PDeopzr tment o?
Eavironmental Conscrvation pevsonnel met with the arantes and its
censulting enginecrs to cexplain the condilions upnder wibich aanthorizn-

tion to proceed with the rehabilitation work wonld Lo ogiven,

The crant conditions provide for a phanscd dinvestigoatory cladly o A

investigatory consultant would he hirecd by the grantee (with priorv

“PA and NYSDEC approval) to review the probable cances of the

failure, etc,, and the rehabilitation work preposcd and cowaent on

the appropriatencss of proceeding wich the rvehabilitation as woon
>

conszultant venld tnvesticate

Py

2s possible. Concurrently, the same
and make vecommendations as to Lhe potential Tizbility velated o

“he system failure,




tf the proposzcd nvethed of vehabilitzsion is oo opiable, constvaceion
could kocin within 8 wonths of the oot amen iaonis, [f not, o

2. SN
ceaplete reasscsement of the problea will e necenoany,

Fa ed upon the consultant's assessront of vobential liability,
fu-ther litigation mway be puvsued Lo the gvento » api/o Frih/Otatine

related to recovery of costs relateil to the robabilitation,

Th2 Regional Enforcement Division is corvrently proparing o conrsont
judgment which will contain a schedale which s an agrecmont with
the above grant condition. This action is cxprcted to take place
in April 1980,

The eveluation of method .of rehabilitation teo ~liminabte thae nneocs
flow proklem is curvently heing pucsaed with the Statn, who has bron
cdelegated infiltration/inflow responsibilitirs,

t
Daced upon EPA Regicn I analyvsis cf the most cxpediticous cohednle
icr completion of the reguired vrearnzlysis the corliest that
renabilitation could begin would be 2145 days from the date of groinl
gma2ndnent., -This assumes that the prowmosed ryoitabilittion nmoetlhoed

is determined to he acceptable.

L)
Daye Prom Crant Amendment rcition
10 Ncceptance of grant amendiment
s Y
40 Grantee to subinibt proposed
advertisemaont for preiessionnl
. services
50 EPA/DREC approval of adverticoment
110 Comnletion ¢f ailverticoment perind
140 Comnleto analy=iac of yoespondenis
and sclect consaliants
150 ' EPA approval of consultant
160 Issue notice for contnllant Lo porocodcd
215 : ~ Consultant veport on feazibility of

rehzpilitation

245 ' meceontance/approval of report hy
grastea/nen/vsnec and ant horization
R
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3

to “roceedl with caerbion
repzbilitaltion




Sty fha Ao v cesenbly prope b ettt o et T vy
corvently o cetimaod Uhat the acune ] ELime geces vy Lo oy
vetabilitation workx will be 12 to 13 months, T4y alon oat i
that half of the systain could be orerational in cbont 12 meontha,

v
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ernin the dry-woalher bypass problon P caeney awaraod Lhe
Y1 I ’ h

Cos

city a grant for studying Lhe problem. This «ialy concluaes tha!
the eucess flow originated frcm a nunber of couvoso, come of 10
the cllarxte vas able Yo corrcct with its own forcee.  The pemninior

wer System Evaluation Suvvey to locate and uantiry these flows
srior to undertaking sewver rehabilitation wvork, hgion T oanticipate:
receipt of a grant application for the costs assosiated with this
‘einadial work i1n the near future

nf the flow i1s exncessive J)\fi]._ra\;h)n/ijwflnxc vhdoeh will o reguaiyoe A
o
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