ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD
May 12, 1977
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Respondent.

OPINICN AND” ORDER OF THE BOARD (by Mr. Young):

This matter com before the Board on the petition filed
on February 15, 1%?*; b? the Clty of Peru seeking variance
from Rules 408, 409, and 410 of Chapter 3: Water Pollution
for the wastewater discharges from its water treatment plant.
The Agency Recommendation unfavorable to the grant of the
variance was filed on March 31, 1977.
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The Petitioner's water treatment plant has a 1.4 MGD
capacity and the tresatment process includes aeration, chemical
addition and mixing, clarification, sedimentation, recarbonation,
filtration and disinfection. The wastewater discharges to the
Illinois River include the 30,000 gallons per day filter back-
work having a suspended solids content of 2,500 mg/l, and the
45,000 gallons per day lime sludge discharge having a pH of
greater than 11.5 and a suspended solids content of 40,000 mg/l.
Rule 408 reguires that these discharges not exceed a 15 mg/l
suspended scolids content with the pH reguired to fall in the
range of 5-10.

The City of Peru estimates that it will cost $243,000.00

to bring thoe plant into compliance with the regulations. The
City is reluctant to make this expenditure at present because

a Facilities Plan is presently being prepared for its wastewater

ransport and treatment systems. The Facilities Plan, due in
February of 1978, will address the environmental soundness and
cost~effectiveness of transporting the water filtration plant
sludge to the sewage treatment plant for joint handling with the
sewage sludges. Because of the high costs involved and to avoid
overlapping systems, the City states that it would be more
reasonable to postpone decision on the compliance program until
such time as the Facilities Plan is available. In recognition
of this circumstance, and because of the high dilution ratio
provided by the Illincis River, the Agency agrees that it would
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