
CITY HALL 
EVANSDALE, IOWA, JUNE 28, 2019 

CITY COUNCIL 
DOUG FAAS, MAYOR, PRESIDING 

 
The City Council of the City of Evansdale, Iowa met in regular session, according to law, the rules of 
said Council and prior notice given each member thereof, in the Council Chambers of City Hall of 
Evansdale, Iowa at 8:30 a.m. on the above date. Council members present in order of roll call: Walker, 
Loftus, Dewater, Seible, and Bender. Quorum present. 
 
Loftus/Seible to approve June 28, 2019 agenda. Ayes-Five. Motion carried. 
 
Alex Potter with McClure Engineering to present Preliminary Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) 
options: Mr. Potter discussed the new NPDES permit that was received in September 1, 2017 included 
a compliance schedule for E. coli and Iowa Nutrient Reduction strategy requirements. The permit was 
amended on April 1, 2019 and again on the 1st of June 2019. The final compliance deadline had been 
extended to December 1, 2022. He discussed current wastewater treatment plant conditions and needs 
and what would have to be completed by the deadline.  
 
Mr. Potter explained the WWTP alternative to council as follows: Option BPCA: Renovate existing 
WWTP to include headworks building, UV disinfection, and effluent pumping/flood protection. Pros: 
lowest cost, utilize existing infrastructure. Cons: Reuse aging infrastructure, additional improvements 
required for Nutrient Reduction Strategy (NRS), flood risk. Estimated cost $7.4 million. Option LDA-
1: Utilize current WWTP but include all Base Pollution Control Alternative (BPCA) improvements, 
replace aeration basins with new treatment system designed for nutrient removal requirements. Pros: 
Extensively renovated WWTP at current site, meet NRS goals, no final clarifiers. Cons: Expensive, 
flood risk. Estimated cost $12.8 million. Option LDA-2: Aerobic Granular Sludge (AGS) Treatment 
System at existing WWTP to include all BPCA improvements and replacing aeration basins with new 
treatment system designed for nutrient removal requirements. Pros: Extensively renovated WWTP at 
current site, small footprint, meets NRS goals, and no final clarifiers. Cons: New technology, 
repurposes aging infrastructure, flood risk. Estimated cost $10.9 million. LDA-3: Sequencing Batch 
Reactor Treatment System at new WWTP site. Completely new WWTP designed for nutrient removal 
requirements, protected by flood dike. Pros: New infrastructure, no final clarifiers, no flood risk, meets 
NRS goals. Cons: Expensive, difficult location, less-favorable effluent limits. Estimated cost $15.4 
million. Option LDA-4: Aerobic Granular Sludge (AGS) Treatment System at new location. 
Completely new WWTP designed for nutrient removal requirements and protected by flood dike. Pros: 
new infrastructure, no final clarifiers, no flood risk, meets NRS goals. Cons: New technology, difficult 
location. Estimated cost $13.8 million. Option NDA-1: Regionalize with Waterloo. Demolish WWTP 
and pump to waterloo WWTP. Pros: Eliminate flood risk, leave wastewater treatment business. Cons: 
Expensive, difficult politics, no decision-making power, additional improvements required for NRS. 
Estimated Cost $14.5 million. Option NDA-2: Regionalize with Elk Run Heights and Raymond. 
Demolish WWTP and pump to new Elk Run Heights/Raymond WWTP. Pump station/force main 
modifications at East End, Arbutus, and Michigan Ave. pump stations. Pros: new infrastructure, leave 
wastewater treatment business. Cons: Expensive, uncertain decision-making power, additional 
improvements required for NRS. Estimated cost $13.9 million. Councilor Loftus questioned if we 
could finish the project in three years. Potter responded if we stay on the current schedule. Councilor 
Seible questioned if we could apply for another amended permit. Potter responded that it was unlikely. 
Councilor Dewater questioned if there would be additional flood protection required with the no-rise 
certification. Potter responded that those requirements were part of the estimated upgrades. Mayor Faas 
questioned the drop-dead compliance date. Potter responded December 1, 2022 as the DNR will need 
approximately a year to review the plans and two years will be needed for construction, so it is 
imperative that we stay on task. Faas also questioned the AGS treatment system has been around. Potter 
responded over 30 years. Dewater questioned if the options presented included lift station upgrades. 
Potter responded no. Councilor Walker stated that he wasn’t in favor of regionalizing with Waterloo 



or Elk Run/Raymond as all future cost would have to be shared. Dewater responded that he didn’t think 
that would be an issue. Faas stated that during the regionalization meetings at INRCOG the one factor 
that couldn’t be determined was future expenditures for each city individually. Seible stated that he 
was appalled by the DNR mandates. Mark Atkins, 909 3rd Ave., questioned the phosphates/nitrates in 
the water and that he was in favor of the regionalization.  
 
Loftus/Seible to approve Resolution 6327 authorizing payment of bills and transfers. Roll call vote: 
Ayes-Five. 
 
Walker/Bender Resolution 6328 approving compensation for FY20 as budgeted. Roll call vote: Ayes-
Five. 
 
Walker/Bender to approve Resolution 6329 approving annual budgeted transfers. Roll call vote: Ayes-
Five. Seible questioned transfers. Clerk Kobliska responded annual GO Bond and Lost transfers. Roll 
call vote: Ayes-Five. 
 
Public discussion: non-agenda items. Mark Atkins, 909 3rd Ave., stated that the sump pump ordinance 
needed to be addressed immediately and that the inspections should be hired out. Mayor Faas 
responded that the letters went out today and will start inspection the 8th of July.  
 
There being no further discussion, Seible/Bender to adjourn the meeting at 10:10 a.m. Ayes-Five. 
Motion carried. 

 
ATTEST: 
 
 

________________________________  _________________________________ 
Doug Faas, Mayor     DeAnne Kobliska, City Clerk 

 


