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SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT

April 27, 1993
MEMO TO: John E. Stufflebean, P.E., Director
FROM: Nicholas J. P. Sciarro, Landfill Administrator
SUBJECT: Hassayampa Landfill ( Superfund Site ) Notice of Intent

within NPDES Stormwater Permit Application Process

According to the attached memo from the Flood Control District, the Hassayampa
Landfill was removed from the Group application process due to the superfund
site litigation. At that time Mr. G. Sudbeck, Acting Solid Waste Director and Mr.
Gene Neil, Deputy County Attorney were administering site specific requirements
and the Notice of Intent submittal necessary to comply with the General NPDES
application guidelines.

To date neither Flood Control nor Solid Waste Management have received
completed copies of the N.O.l. . According to most recent information, the
deadline for the N.O.|. was believed to be May 1993, however, confirmation via
the NPDES hotline indicated it was October 1,1992. '

Flood Control is interested in assisting us in preparation of a draft Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the Hassayampa Landfill which is also a
requirement for the NPDES process.

| have attached a blank copy of the N.O.l. form for our county attorney to review
and submit to the Hassayampa Steering Committee for possible consultant
preparation. If an N.O.l. has already been submitted, please let us know if we
could be of assistance in draft preparation of the SWPPP.

Thank you,
Dbz

Nicholas J.P. Sciarro

506-7060 | FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT

NJPS:ns RECEIVED
Copy: C.W. Moore, Flood Control
D.G. Phillips, Flood Control APR2 81993
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Fax (602) 506-4601 Ed King
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Mary Rose Garrido Wilcox

Neil S. Erwin, P.E., Chief Engineer and General Manager

DATE: April 5, 1993
MEMO TO: Nick Sciarro;%gg/Waste Administrator
VIA: Catesby W. oorel, nilironmental Program Manager

FROM: David Gﬂ%nvimmnemal Engineering Associate
SUBJECT: NPDES Stormwater Deadlines for Hassayampa Landfill, 57 FR 41306

Several months ago, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) asked us to remove the

Hassayampa Landfill from the not-yet-formed landfill group due to the fact that it is a superfund

site. Since that time, we have brought to your attention that the only NPDES stormwater

permitting option available for Hassayampa Landfill is to obtain coverage under the Baseline
. General Permit by submitting a Notice of Intent (NOI) to EPA.

You cautioned us that all information/actions concerning Hassayampa Landfill must go through
your attorneys due to a current lawsuit. In response, we provided you with a blank NOI form
to forward to your attorney for their consideration. We have not heard whether a NOI has been
submitted to EPA, allowing Hassayampa Landfill to legally operate.

It is also important to mention that the District had received erroneous information; that the
deadline for submittal of a NOI was May 1993. According to a recent conversation with the
NPDES Stormwater Hotline, [(703) 821-4823], the deadline for Hassayampa Landfill was
October 1, 1992. The deadline to generate a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) was
April 1, 1993, and the deadline to implement the provisions stated in the SWPPP is October 1,
1993.

I recommend that you submit this memo to your attorneys and ask for a response. Depending
on their counsel, I recommend further that Solid Waste quickly generate a rough draft SWPPP
' for Hassayampa Landfill to have on-site. If Solid Waste would like District help with the
SWPPP draft, please let us know. It is much better to have a sketchy SWPPP than none at all.

David G. Phillips

o [udd/ Il
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Instructions * EPA Form 3510-7
Notice of Termination (NOT) of Coverage
Under the NPDES General Permit for
Storm Water Discharges Associated With Industrial Activity

Section I Permit Information

Enter the existing NPDES Storm Water General Permit number
assigned to the facility or site identified in Section III. If
you do not know the permit number, contact the Storm Water Hotline.
" at (703) 821-4823.

Indicate your reason for submitting this Notice of Termination by
checking the appropriate box:

If there has been a change of operator and you are no longer
operator of the facility or site identified in Section III,
check the corresponding box.

If all storm water discharges at the facility or site identified

in Section III have been terminated, check the corresponding box.

Section II Facility Operator Information

Give the legal name of the person, firm, public organization, or
any other entity that operates the facility or site described in
this application. The name of the operator may or may not be the
same name as the facility. The operator of the facility is the
legal entity which controls the facility's operation, rather than
the plant or site manager. Do not use a colloquial name. Enter
the complete address and telephone number of the operator.

Section IIT Pacility/Site Location Information

Enter the facility's or site's official or legal name and complete
address, including city, state, and ZIP code. If the facility or
site lacks a street address, indicate the state the latitude and
longitude of the facility to the nearest 15 seconds or the
quarter, section, township, and range (to the nearest quarter
section) of the approximate center of the site.

Section V Certification

Federal statutes provide for severe penalties for submitting false
information on this application form. Federal regulations require
this application to be signed as follows:

(1)




For a corporation: by a responsible corporate officer, which
means (i) president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of
the corporation in charge of a principal business function or any
other person who performs similar policy or decision making
functions, or (ii) the manager of one or more manufacturing,
production, or operating facilities employing more than 250
persons or having gross annual sales or expenditures exceeding §$25
million (in second-quarter 1980 dollars), if authority to sign
documents has been assigned or delegated to the manager in
accordance with corporate procedures;

For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general partner or
the proprietor, or

For a municipality, a state, Federal, or other public facility:
by either a principal executive officer or ranking elected
official.

Paperwvork Reduction Act Notice

Public reporting burden for this application is estimated to
average 0.5 hours per application, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden
estimate, any other aspect of the collection of information, or
suggestions for improving this form, including any suggestions
which may increase or reduce this burden to: Chief, Information
Policy Branch, PM-223, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M

- Street SW, Washington, DC 20460, or Director, Office of

Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, Washington, DC 20503.

(2)




For a corporation: by a responsible corporate officer, which
means (i) president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of
the corporation in charge of a principal business function or any
other person who performs similar policy or decision making
functions, or (ii) the manager of one or more manufacturing,
production, or operating facilities employing more than 250
persons or having gross annual sales or expenditures exceeding §25
million (in second-quarter 1980 dollars), if authority to sign
documents has been sssigned or delegated to the manager in
accordance with corporate procedures;

For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general partner or
the proprietor, or

For a municipality, a state, Federal, or other public facility:
by either a principal executive officer or ranking elected
official.

Paperwork Reduction Act Notice

Public reporting burden for this application is estimated to
average 0.5 hours per application, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden
estimate, any other aspect of the collection of information, or
suggestions for improving this form, including any suggestions
which may increase or reduce this burden to: Chief, Information
Policy Branch, PM-223, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW, Washington, DC 20460, or Director, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, Washington, DC 20503.

(2)
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Instructions * EPA Form 3510-6
Notice of Intent (NOI) for
. Storm Vater Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity
To Be Covered Under the NPDES General Permit

Who Must File A Notice of Intent (NOI) Form

Federal Law at CFR Part 122 prochibits point source discharges of
storm water associated with industrial activity to water body(ies)
of the U.S. without a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) permit. The operator on an industrial activity
that has such a storm water discharge must submit a NOI to obtain
coverage under the NPDES Storm Water General Permit. If you have
questions about whether you need a permit under the NPDES Storm
Water program, or if you need information as to whether a
particular program is administered by EPA or a state agency,
contact the Storm Water Hotline at (703) 821-4823.

Vhere To File NOI Form
NOI's must be sent to the following address:

Storm Water Notice of Intent
P.0. Box 1215
. Newington, VA 22122

Completing the Form

You must type or print using upper-case letters, in the
appropriate areas only. Please place each character between the
marks. Abbreviate if necessary to stay within the number of
characters allowed for each item. Use one space for breaks
between words, but not for punctuation marks unless they are
needed to clarify your response. If you have any questions on
this form call the Storm Water Hotline at (703) 821-4823.

Section I Facility Operator Information

Give the legal name of the person, firm, public organization, or
any other entity that operates the facility or site described in
this application. The name of the operator may or may not be the
same as the name of the facility. The responsible party is the
legal entity that controls the facility's operation rather than
the plant or site manager. Do not use a colloquial name. Enter
the complete address and telephone number of the operator.

. (1)




Enter the appropriate letter to indicate the legal status of the
operator of the facility.

F = Federal M = Public (other than
federal or state)
S = State P = Private

Section II Facility/Site Location Information

Enter the facility's or site's official or legal name and complete

street address including city, state, and ZIP code. If the

facility or site lacks a street address, indicate the state, the

" latitude and longitude of the facility to the nearest 15 seconds,

or the quarter, section, township, and range (to the nearest
quarter section) of the approximate center of the site.

Indicate whether the facility is located on Indian lands.

Section YIT Site Activity Information

If the storm water discharges to a municipal separate storm sewer
system (MS4), enter the name of the operator of the MS4 (e.g.,
municipality name, county name) and the receiving water of the
discharge from the MS4. (A MS4 is defined as a conveyance or
system of conveyances (including roads with drainage systems,
municipal streets, catch basins, curbs, gutters, ditches, man-made
channels, or storm drains) that is owned or operated by a state,
city, town, borough, county, parish, district, association, or
other public body which is designed or used for collecting or
conveying storm water.)

If the facility discharges storm water directly to receiving
wvater(s), enter the name of the receiving water.

If you are filing as a co-permittee and a storm water general
.permit number has been issued, enter that number in the space
provided.

Indicate whether or not the owner or operator of the facility has
existing quantitative data that represent the characteristics and
concentration of pollutants in storm water discharges.

Indicate whether the facility is required to submit monitoring
data by entering one of the following:

1 = Not required to submit monitoring data;
2 = Required to submit monitoring data;

(2)




Enter the appropriate letter to indicate the legal status of the
operator of the facility.

F = Federal M = Public (other than
federal or state)
S = State . P = Private

Section II Facility/Site Location Information

Enter the facility's or site's official or legal name and complete
street address including city, state, and ZIP code. If the
facility or site lacks a street address, indicate the state, the
latitude and longitude of the facility to the nearest 15 seconds,
or the quarter, section, township, and range (to the nearest
quarter section) of the approximate center of the site.

Indicate whether the facility is located on Indian lands.

Section III Site Activity Information

If the storm water discharges to a municipal separate storm sewer
system (MS4), enter the name of the operator of the MS4 (e.g.,
municipality name, county name) and the receiving water of the
discharge from the MS4. (A MS4 is defined as a conveyance or
system of conveyances (including roads with drainage systems,
municipal streets, catch basins, curbs, gutters, ditches, man-made
channels, or storm drains) that is owned or operated by a state,
city, town, borough, county, parish, district, association, or
other public body which is designed or used for collecting or
conveying storm water.)

If the facility discharges storm water directly to receiving
water(s), enter the name of the receiving water.

If you are filing as a co-permittee and a storm water general
permit number has been issued, enter that number in the space
provided.

Indicate whether or not the owner or operator of the facility has
existing quantitative data that represent the characteristics and
concentration of pollutants in storm water discharges.

Indicate whether the facility is required to submit monitoring
data by entering one of the following:

1
2

Not required to submit monitoring data;
Required to submit monitoring data;

]

(2)




3 = Not required to submit monitoring data; submlttlng
certification for monitoring exclusion.

Those facilities that must submit monitoring data (e.g. choice 2)
are: Section 313 EPCRA facilities; primary metal industries; and
disposal units\incinerators BIFs; wood treatment facilities;
facilities with coal pile runoff; and battery reclaimers.

List in descending order of significance, up to four 4-digit
standard industrial classification (SIC) codes that best describe
the principal products or services provided at the facility site
identified in Section II of this application.

HZ = Hazardous waste treatment, storage, or disposal facilities,
including those that are operating under interim status or a
permit under subtitle C of RCRA [40 CFR 122.26(b) (14)(v)];

LF = Landfills, land application sites, and open dumps that
receive or have received any industrial wastes, including those
that are subject to regulation under subtitle D of RCRA {40 CFR
122.26 (b)(14)(v)]; '

SE = Steam electric power generating facilities, including coal
handling sites [40 CFR 122.26 (b)(14)(vii)]; or

TW = Treatment works treating domestic sewage or any other sewage
sludge or wastewater treatment device or system, used in the
storage, treatment, recycling, and reclamation of municipal or
domestic sewage [40 CFR 122.26 (b)(14)(ix)], or,

CO = Construction activities [40 CFR 122.26 (b)(14)(x).

If the facility listed in Section II has participated in Part I of
an approved storm water group application and a group number has
been assigned, enter the group application number in the space
provided.

If there are other NPDES permits presently issued for the facility
or sites listed in Section II, list the permit numbers. If an
application for the facility has been submitted but no permit
number has been assigned, enter the application number.

Section IV Additional Information Required For Construction
Activities Only

Construction activities must complete Section IV in addition to
Section I through III. Only construction activities need to
complete Section IV.

(3)




Enter the project start date and the estimated completion date for
the entire development plan.

Provide an estimate of the total number of acres of the site on
which so0il will be distributed (round to the nearest acre).

Indicate whether the storm water pollution prevention plan for the
site is in compliance with approved state and/or local sediment
and erosion plans, permits, or storm water management plans.

Section V Certification

Federal statutes provide for severe penalties for submitting false
information on this application form. Federal regulations require
this application to be signed as follows:

For a corporation: by a responsible corporate officer, which means
(i) president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of the
corporation in charge of a principal business function, or any
other person who performs similar policy or decision making
functions, or (ii) the manager of one or more manufacturing,
production, or operating facilities employing more than 250
persons or having gross annual sales or expenditures exceeding $25
million (in second-quarter 1980 dollars), if authority to sign
documents has been assigned or delegated to the manager in
accordance with corporate procedures; :

For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general partner or
the proprietor, or

For a municipality, a state, Federal, or other public facility:’
by either a principal -executive officer or ranking elected
official.

Paperwork Reduction Act Notice

Public reporting burden for this application is estimated to
average 0.5 hours per application, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden
estimate, any other aspect of the collection of information, or
suggestions for improving this form, including any suggestions
which may increase or reduce this burden to: Chief, Information
Policy Branch, PM-223, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460, or Director, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, Washington, DC 20503.

(4)




Enter the project start date and the estimated completion date for
the entire development plan.

Provide an estimate of the total number of acres of the site on
which soil will be distributed (round to the nearest acre).

Indicate whether the storm water pollution prevention plan for the
site is in compliance with approved state and/or local sediment
and erosion plans, permits, or storm water management plans.

Section V Certification

Federal statutes provide for severe penalties for submitting false
information on this application form. Federal regulations require
this application to be signed as follows:

For a corporation: by a responsible corporate officer, which means
(1) president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of the
corporation in charge of a principal business function, or any
other person who performs similar policy or decision making
functions, or (ii) the manager of one or more manufacturing,
production, or operating facilities employing more than 250
persons or having gross annual sales or expenditures exceeding $25

million (in second-quarter 1980 dollars), if authority to sign

documents has been assigned or delegated to the manager in
accordance with corporate procedures;

For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general partner or
the proprietor, or

For a municipality, a state, Federal, or other public facility:
by either a principal executive officer or ranking elected

official.

Paperwork Reduction Act Notice

Public reporting burden for this application is estimated to
average 0.5 hours per application, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and
maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the
collection of information. Send comments regarding the burden
estimate, any other aspect of the collection of information, or
suggestions for improving this form, including any suggestions
which may increase or reduce this burden to: Chief, Information
Policy Branch, PM-223, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street, SW, Washington, DC 20460, or Director, Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and
Budget, Washington, DC 20503.
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gg; ~ 2 UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
< N WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
% S
4 AV 2 91992
MAY 20jogp i
Ms. Catesby W. Moore ’ C&Q
" Environmental Program Manager _lEnar
Flood Control District of Maricopa County REMARKS
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, AZ 85009
Dear Ms. Moore:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Office of
Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance, hereby approves part one
of the storm water discharge group application submitted by the
Flood Control District of Maricopa County representing nine
municipally owned landfills in Maricopa County, Arizona, which
was initially received by EPA on March 18, 1991, and supplemented
with additional information on November 27, 1991,

September 27, 1991, and March 17, 1992. -We look forward to
receiving part two of the application.

. Part two applications must be submitted to this office by
October 1, 1992. Part two of the group application requires the
submission of representative quantitative data from the facilities
that you have identified as responsible for submitting that data.

- Quantitative data requirements are found in the storm water

. regulation at 40 CFR 122.21(g) (7) and 40 CFR I22.26(c) (1) (i) (E).
The quantitative data submittal for part two of the group
application should be presented on the applicable sections of the
enclosed Form 2F, along with the certification required in
Section X of Form 2F.

- . Please note that rule changes and clarifications may affect _
group applications with 20 or fewer members or those containing
municipally owned or operated industrial facilities. Attached
for further information is a fact sheet describing these recent
changes.

Please send part two of the application to the Director,
Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance, U.S. EPA,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20460, attention of
William F. Swietlik (EN-336).

———




‘ Your group application has been assigned the number 154.

Please refer to this number when submitting part two information
" or when sending other material regarding the Flood Control

District of Maricopa County’s group application. If you have any
questions pertaining to the submission of part two quantitative
data or how recent regulatory changes may affect your group,
please contact the EPA Storm Water Hotline at (703) 821-4823 or
write to William F. Swietlik at the above address.

Sincerely yours,

T e tnt A Cmet

Michael B. Cook
Director,
Office of Wastewater Enforcement
and Compliance

Enclosure
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of
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D. E. Sagramoso, P.E., Chief Engineer and General Manager

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
3335 West Durango Street » Phoenix, Arizona 85009

Telephone (602) 262-1501

Betsey Bayless
James D. Bruner
Carole Carpenter

Tom Freestone

Ed Pastor

September 17, 1991

Mr. Ephraim King, Chief

NPDES Program Branch

Permits Division

Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance
United States Environmental Protection Agency
401 M Street, S.VW.

Washington, D.C. 20460

SUBJECT: GROUP APPLICATION IDENTIFICATION CODE NUMBER: 154

. Dear Mr. King:

The Flood Control District of Maricopa County ‘is pleased to submit our
response to your request for more information on our group application for
landfills in Maricopa County, Arizona.

The Town of Wickenburg has joined in our Group Application since the original
list was submitted to your office. Please find the enclosed Certification and

include it in the file.
0. %/am
Catesby W. Moore

Environmental Program Manager

-Sincerely,

Enclosures

CWM/VAR/dms

Coord: OD

Info: XARQA%%/

‘ " File: Environmental Correspondence
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Group Application for Landfills for Participating Municipalities
. within Maricopa County, Arizona

Response to request for additional information
Identification Code Number: 154
The following pages contain the additional information requested in EPA's June
.29, 1991 response to our group application #154. In addition to the requested

information, we are amending the application to include an additional
participant. The new group member is identified below.

Submission A. Identify the participants in the group application by name
Requirement: and location.
Response: There are nine participants in this group application. 1In

addition to the eight participants previously identified, a new
participant is being added. The new partic¢ipant is identified

below.

Wickenburg

Wickenburg Landfill

Sabin Brown Road
. Wickenburg, Arizona

Sec. 8, T7N, R5W
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Identification code number: 154

Response  to:

Submission
Requirement:

Response:

1. Adequate description of industrial activities of the group
members.

2. Adequate explanation of why the participants are
sufficiently similar.

B. TInclude a narrative description summarizing the industrial
activities of participants of group application and
explaining vhy the participants, as a wvhole, are
sufficiently similar to be covered by a general permit.
[40 CFR 126.26(c)(2)(1)(A)]

The facilities included in this group are sufficiently similar
to be grouped together. All sites are municipally owned and
operated landfills. The facilities accept and bury solid
waste. Exhibit 1 lists the industrial activities of each
facility. The following list is a narrative description of
each activity.

Solid waste disposal - the acceptance of solid non-hazardous
vaste from residential, commercial, and industrial sites. The
vastes are placed on the active area, compacted, then covered
with soil at the end of each day. Each layer is termed a 1lift.

Equipment parking - an area in which equipment is parked when
it is not in service.

Vehicle refueling - the dispensing of diesel fuel into site
equipment.

Vehicle washing - the removal of debris and dirt by means of
washing. .

Vehicle maintenance - activities such as oil changes, tune-ups,
and other routine maintenance is conducted on the equipment.

Dust control - water is sprayed on roads and other areas where
dust is a problem to keep dust from blowing into the air.

Excavation operations - areas are excavated and the soil used
to cover the waste at the end day.




EXHIBIT 1
Industrial Activities of Participants

Industrial Activities

Landfills Owner Facility Type A B CDE F G H I J K
Queen Creek Maricopa County Landfill X X X X X X X X X
Cave Creek Maricopa County Landfill X X X X X X X X X
New River ' Maricopa County Landfill X X X X X X X X X X
Northwest Regional  Maricopa County : Landfill X ¥ X X X X X X X
Hassayampa : Maricopa County Landfill ¥ X X X X X X X X X X
Gila Bend Maricopa County Landfill X X X X X X X X X X
Glendale City of Glendale Landfill X X X X X X X X X X
McQueen City of Chandler Landfill X X X X X X X

X X X X X X

Wickenburg Town of Wickenburg Landfill
Key to Industrial Activies

= Solid VWaste Disposal
Liquid Waste Disposal
Asbestos Waste Disposal

= Equipment Parking

= Equipment Refueling (Diesel Fuel)
Vehicle Washing

= Vehicle Maintenance - Major
Vehicle Maintenance - Minor
Dust Control

Excavation Operations

= Vaste Burial

I
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Identification code number: 154

Response to:’

Submission
Requirement:

Response:

1. List significant materials stored outside by each
participant.

2. Describe material management practices employed by each
participant.

C. Include a list of significant materials stored by group
application participants that are exposed to precipitation
and a description of materials management practices
employed to diminish contact of these materials with
precipitation and storm water runoff. [40 CFR 126.26(c)
(2)(1i)(C)]

Stored Materials:

All participants have engine o0il, grease, diesel fuel, and
vehicles on site. Some of the participants contract with
companies to operate the landfill; this includes operation and
maintenance of the heavy equipment. Although the participant
is not directly responsible for the everyday operation of the
facility, it does have ultimate responsibility for the total
operation of the landfill. Exhibit 2 lists stored materials at
each landfill.

Storm Water Management Practices:

Storm water management practices to limit the contact between
stored materials, storm water, and precipitation include:
infiltration basins, runoff channels, catch basins, berms, and
dikes. Exhibit 3 lists Municipal Management Practices at each
facility. Listed is a description of each method:

Infiltration basin - an area of depressed land where runoff
flows and is retained. The water does not have a specific
outlet, thus it infiltrates into the ground or evaporates into
the air. Basins may be designed to retain a specific frequency
and duration storm, but not all the runoff may be conveyed into
the basins.

Channel - conveys stormwater runoff from one point to another,
usually to some type of basin. A channel could also convey
runoff off-site.

Catch basin - an area of depressed land used to catch debris
and prevent it from flowing off-site with runoff.

Berm - an embankment which keeps runoff from contacting solid
wastes.

Dike - a large embankment which prevents large amounts of
runoff from contacting stored materials. ’




EXHIBIT 2
Significant Materials Stored Outside at Each Site

Pt N

Significant Ma(gzi;i£§
Landfills Owner Facility Type A B C D E F 13
Queen Creek Maricopa County Landfill X X X X X X
Cave Creek Maricopa County Landfill X X. X X X X
New River Maricopa County Landfill X X X ¥ X X X
Northwest Regional Maricopa County ' Landfill X X X X X X
Hassayampa ! Maricopa County Landfill X X X X X X X X
Gila Bend Maricopa County Landfill X X X X X X X
Glendale City of Glendale Landfill X X X X X X
McQueen City of Chandler Landfill X X X
Wickenburg Town of Wickenburg Landfill X X X

Key to Significant Materials

= 0il

= (Grease

= Solvents

= Diesel Fuels
Tires

= Vehicles

= Solid Waste
= Liquid Waste
= Lime

HIZOTMEOOE >
I

= Lead/Acid Batteries
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EXHIBIT 3
Materials Management Practices of Participants

: Materials Management Practices
Landfills Owner Facility Type A B C D E

Queen Creek Maricopa County _ Landfill X X

Cave Creek Maricopa County Landfill X X

New River ' Maricopa County Landfill , X X

Northwest Regional Maricopa County ) Landfill X X X

Hassayampa ! Maricopa County Landfill X X

Gila Bend Maricopa County Landfill X X

Glendale City of Glendale Landfill X X

McQueen City of Chandler Land£fill X X

Wickenburg City of Wickenburg Landfill X X

Key':

A = Infiltration Basins b
B = Runoff Channels : !
C = Catch Basins : &
D = Berms 2
E = Dikes




Identification

Response to:

Submission
Requirement:

Response:

code number: 154

1. ~Adequate explanation of why facilities conducting sampling
are representative of the group in terms of operations,
significant materials exposed, and materials management
practices.

D. Identify at least half of the group applicants to submit
quantitative data for Part 2 of the application.

The amended group application comnsists of nine participants.
The sampling subgroup has been amended to consist of five
participants. Four of the members of the subgroup have been
previously identified. The fifth member is

Maricopa County

Gila Bend Landfill
50252 South 01d U.S. 80
Gila Bend, AZ 85337
Sec. 16, T5S R4W

The sampling subgroup represents the sites in terms of
industrial activities, stored materials, and materials
management practices for all the sites.

The industrial activities of this subgroup represents all solid
wastes, except asbestos and lime, accepted by the total group.
(Lime is accepted by only one site and asbestos is only
accepted by two, therefore, we feel that those sites are not
representative of the total group.) The disposal of liquid
wastes is also represented in this subgroup.

The subgroup represents stored materials of oil, grease, diesel
fuel, vehicles, lead/acid batteries, and solid wastes.

The subgroup represents materials management practices using
catch basins and berms to retain runoff from a design storm.
The use of infiltration basins and runoff channels are also

represented in the subgroup.-
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MARICOPA COUNTY

NEW RIVER LANDFILL

41835 N. LAKE PLEASANT RD
« NEW RIVER, AZ 85027

SEC. 17, T6N R2E

MARICOPA COUNTY

CAVE CREEK LANDFILL

3955 E. CAREFREE HIGHWAY
« PHOENIX, AZ 86331

SEC. 12, T5N R3E

CITY OF GLENDALE
NDALE LANDFILL

80 W, GLENDALE AVE.
NDALE, AZ 85307
SEC. 6, TRN RIE

8

RYE R10E RYIE R12E

GROUP APLICATIONS FOR
LANDFILLS, LAND APLICATIONS SITES AND OPEN DUMPS
FOR PARTICIPATING MUNICIPALITIES
WITHIN MARICOPA COUNTY

MARICOPA COUNTY
HASSAYAMPA LANDFILL
32450 W. SALOME HIGHWAY

« ARLINGTON, AZ 85322

SEC. 3, TiS RSW

MARICOPA COUNTY

NORTHWEST REGIONAL LANDFILL
19401 W. DEER VALLEY RD.

. WITTMANN, AZ 85361

* PORTIONS IN SECTIONS 21, 20,
28, & 29, T4N RRW

CITY OF CHANDLER
McQUEEN LANDFILL

McQUEEN RD. AND OCOTILLO RD.

+ CHANDLER, AZ 85249
SEC. 15, T2S R5E

N.T.S.

MARICOPA COUNTY
GILA BEND LANDFILL
50252 S. OLD U.S. 80
* GILA BEND, AZ 85337
SEC. 16, T5S R4W

MARICOPA COUNTY
QUEEN CREEK LANDFIL]
26402 S. HAWES RD.
* QUEEN CREEK, AZ 8524
SEC. 28, TS R7E

6

CITY OF WICKENBURG

KENBURG LANDFILL
9 N ROAD
NBURG, AZ 85358

. 8, TYN RSW




TOWN OF WICKENBURG

P.O. Box 1269 Wickenburg, Arizona 85358  (602) 684-5451

WICKENBURG LANDFILL CERTIFICATION

I certify under penaly 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
infomation, 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 possiblity of fine
and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Date: 4///27/?/ By: %gN ww&:

B. ¥, Nardelli

Title: Town Manager
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NPDES GROUP APPLICATION
Interim Agreement
DATE: Aprii 2%, 1291
T0: Flood Control District of Maricopa County
i TROM: Maricopa Countv Landf£ill Department .

The Flood Corntrol District of Maricopa County (District) is
coordinating & group permit application for stormwater discharges associated
with industrizi activity from county ard municipal landfills =nd vehicle
maintenance ycrds as required by the Federal NFDES regulatiouns.

Maricopa County Landfili Department wishes to participate in the
group permit for the £alloving facilizies: '

Mew River Landfill
41835 N. Lake Fleasant Road
New River, AZ 85027

Hassayampa Landfill
32430 W. Salome Highway
Arlington, AZ 85322

Giia Bend Landfiil
50252 S. Cld U.S. 80
Gila Rend, AZ 85337

Cave Creek Landfill
3955 E. Carefree Highway
noenix, A7 85311

Northwest Regional Landfill
12401 W. Deer Valley Rcad
Yittmann, AZ 85361 '
Queen Creek Landfil

26462 S. Howes Road

. . Queen Creek, AL 83242




The deadline for filing this application is March 18, 1991. To meet

this deadline, the Maricopa County Landfill Department of Maricopa County
agrees as follows:

Date:

1. To participate fully in the collection and submittal of information
as required by the group application and to review the application.

2. To perform stormwater sampling and analysis associated with Part II
permit application requirements with the understanding that
reimbursement for these services will be the subject of future
formal intergovernmental agreement negotiations and will be
mutually agreed te by all parties to the group application.

3. By coordinating this group application the District takes no
responsibility for the individual parties, but rather encourages
each party to participate fully to ensure that the application is
completed in conformance with the applicable state and federal law.

4. Any party may, with written notice to other parties and EPA,
withdraw from the group application at time. Any party withdrawing
will take full responsibility for compliance with the Federal NPDES
regulations for its own facilities.

The Maricopa County Landfill Department agrees to sign the attached
certification to accompany the group application. The certification
vas prepared in accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR 122.22.

225/  Th T
riste, /WW/

A duly authorized
representative of
Maricopa County
Landfill Department
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Ms. Catesby W. Moore c&0
" Environmental Program Manager : ENGH
Flood Control District of Maricopa County REMARKS
3335 West Durango Street

Phoenix, AZ 85009
Dear Ms. Moore:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Office of
Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance, hereby approves part one
of the storm water discharge group application submitted by the
Flood Control District of Maricopa County representing nine
municipally owned landfills in Maricopa County, Arizona, which
was initially received by EPA on March 18, 1991, and supplemented
with additional information on November 27, 1991,

September 27, 1991, and March 17, 1992. We look forward to
receiving part two of the application.

Part two applications must be submitted to this office by
October 1, 1992. Part two of the group application requires the
submission of representative quantitative data from the facilities
that you have identified as responsible for submitting that data.

- Quantitative data requirements are found in the storm water

. regulation at 40 CFR 122.21(g)(7) and 40 CFR I22.26(c) (1) (i) (E).
The quantitative data submittal for part two of the group
application should be presented on the applicable sections of the
enclosed Form 2F, along with the certification required in
Section X of Form 2F.

Please note that rule changes and clarifications may affect
group applications with 20 or fewer members or those containing
municipally owned or operated industrial facilities. Attached
for further information is a fact sheet describing these recent
changes.

Please send part two of the application to the Director,
Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance, U.S. EPA,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20460, attention of
William F. Swietlik (EN-336).




Your group application has been assigned the number 154.
Please refer to this number when submitting part two information
or when sending other material regarding the Flood Control
District of Maricopa County’s group application. If you have any
questions pertaining to the submission of part two quantitative
data or how recent regulatory changes may affect your group,
please contact the EPA Storm Water Hotline at (703) 821-4823 or
write to William F. Swietlik at the above address.

Sincerely yours,

T et AL Lot
Michael B. Cook
Director,

Office of Wastewater Enforcement
and Compliance

Enclosure




Froop CoNTrOL DISTRICT
of

Maricopa County BOARD OF DIRECTORS

2801 West Durango Street ® Phoenix, Arizona 85009 Betsey Bayless
Telephone (602) 506-1501 James D..Bruner
Fax (602) 506-4601 Ed King
TDD (602) 506-5897 Tom Rawles

Mary Rose Garrido Wilcox

Neil S. Erwin, P.E., Chief Engineer and General Manager

May 13, 1993

-~ Mr. William F. Swietlik -
Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance (EN-336)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
401 M Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20460

SUBJECT: GROUP #154 PART 2 NPDES STORMWATER PERMIT APPLICATION FOR
MUNICIPALLY-OWNED LANDFILLS. ,

Dear Mr. Swietlik:

The Flood Control District of Maricopa County (District) hereby submits a portion of the
information required by EPA to comply with the Part 2 NPDES stormwater regulations. We
regret that we have not been able to retrieve samples to generate the quantitative data requirement
of Part 2.

Although District personnel chased storms and waited long hours in hopes of collecting needed
samples, we found that the storms were very difficult to track and developed cells quickly. We
remain in ready mode to capture storms as they appear, and can submit data if necessary. We
are currently entering into our region’s driest season and do not expect measurable precipitation
until our summer monsoon--July and August.

You may recall that Group #154 was reduced from 9 to 8 members at EPA’s request, therefore,
only 4 group members must provide quantitative data. In order to better facilitate mobilization
efforts, which include driving between S50 to 70 miles to reach the landfill sample sites, the
District has installed telemetered raingauges at each landfill with the capability of providing
hourly precipitation information via a touch-tone telephone. We are currently investigating means
to install automatic samplers at the two remote sites.

Since permits must be written without supporting quantitative data, we have enclosed information
that, hopefully, will provide some guidance. An aerial photo of each of the sampling landfills
is included: Cave Creek, Gila Bend, Northwest Regional, and Queen Creek with drainage basins
delineated and outfalls identified. A narrative description of each drainage basin is also included.




Group #154 Part 2 NPDES Stormwater Permit
Application for Municipally-Owned Landfills.

‘ Page 2 of 2

I have enclosed a Petition to Sample Substantially Identical Outfalls for the industrially acﬁve
areas at the Gila Bend Landfill. :

If you have any questions or need more information, please call me at 506-8127.
Sincerely,

Catesby W. Moor€
Environmental Program Manager

dms
o Enclosures
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. N . , G‘ /4 BQUC[ LAND(‘[(’: ” EPAID Number (copy from tem | of Form 1) Form Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086
SAIIW (a r Mo. < ) Approval expires  5-31-92

VII. Dischardie Information {Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)
PartA- You must provide the“'r-esults of at least one analysis for every poliutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details. )
Maximum Values _ Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) {include units) of
- and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Ts‘k;i?s?;émg Flow-weighted Tal;:el;\stD;énng Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled| - Sources of Pollutants
Qil and Grease \ N/A
Biological Oxygen }
Demand (BOD5)
Chemical Oxygen
Demand (COD) 11, S /! 4 oA
Total Suspended ? /\;0 0//«"1} A Vi /Aé(e /I_} &—f [/ /7//47 {775
)Solids (TSS) 1 \v
TKN \
NO3 +NO2 ]
Total / |
Phosphorus ] }
pH inimum Maximum Minimum Maximum |
Part B - List each poliutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility’s NPDES |
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is opetrsating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See |
Maximum Values e Average Values Number ‘
Pollutant {include units) . (include units) of
and TGrab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number a'gfsg‘g’"g Flow-weighted Talg?stD;émg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
@ L LLE
13
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page VII-1 Continus on Reverse




Continued from the Front

Giln Bowd Lawdlil (Sipger %)

Part C - List each poliutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or have reason t& believe is present. See the instructions for

additional details and requirements. Complete one table for each outfalil.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (inciude units) _{include units) of
and Grab Sampie Grab Sample Storm
. ..‘}6 Number Talg:;\stogémg Flow-weighted Talg?ﬁD;élng Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes - Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants

| LOVE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample.

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall gumber of ct;fours between | Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
; eginning of storm meas- rain event .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons/minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) {in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

O datr p

Va (ke ns 0# /7Mﬁ 93

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

"EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page ViI-2
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EPA ID Number (éopy from ftem | of Form 1)

Continued from Page 2

AB,C, &D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and VII-2. :
: Po{ential discharges not covered.by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

m Yes (list all such pollutants below) N No {go to Section IX)

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

[ Yes (st alf such poliutants below) X1 No (go to Section )

Were any of the analysis reported in item VIi performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm? N/A’

D Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone numb)er of, and pollutants E:l No (go to Section X)

A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed

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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Name & Cfficial Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.
Tohn €. S Clebens | Dicectue Guz Sob 87

D. Date Signed

C. Signature
M {/jﬁ%ﬁ«(r S ~\1-57

v
EPABbrm 3510-2F (Rev. 1.92) Page3of3




Photo #2: Cipoletti Weir at Gila Bend Landfill (OQutfall OT)




PETITION TO SAMPLE SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL OUTFALLS
AT THE GILA BEND LANDFILL
A Member of Group #154

I. BACKGROUND

The Solid Waste Department of Maricopa County, Arizona, owns and operates 5 municipal
landfills. Pursuant to the November 16, 1990 stormwater permit application regulations, these
landfills are considered to be "engaging in industrial activity" for the purposes of stormwater
application requirements in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14)(v). In response, Maricopa County joined
with other landfills operated by small municipalities and submitted a Part 1 group application,
which was designated Group Number 154. Part 1 was approved on 20 May 1992. Through
various clarifications of the November Rule, it was determined that for groups consisting of
between 4 and 20 members, 50% of the group must submit quantitative data.

Group #154 consists of 8§ members, 4 of which are required to submit quantitative data. (The
group was reduced from 9 to 8 members at the request of EPA). Maricopa County will
provide the required quantitative data from 4 of the 5 County-owned and operated landfills.
Of these 4, only Gila Bend Landfill has more than one outfall from an active area.

II. PETITION

"When an applicant has two or more outfalls with substantially identical effluents, the
Director may allow the applicant to test only one outfall and report that the quantitative data
also apply to the substantially identical outfalls.” [40 CFR 122.21(g)(7)]

In accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(g)(7) of the NPDES regulations, the Maricopa County
Solid Waste Department hereby petitions the Environmental Protection Agency for approval
to sample one representative stormwater outfall of 2 that are substantially identical. The
County will demonstrate that the 2 outfalls discharging stormwater from the Gila Bend
Landfill are substantially identical and should be grouped together, according to: (1)
substantially identical activities and processes that are occuring outdoors, (2) substantially
identical significant materials that may be exposed to stormwater (including fuels and other
maintenance materials), and (3) substantially identical flows, as determined by runoff
cooefficient and approximate drainage area at each outfall.

III. JUSTIFICATION FOR PETITION
A. Description of activities at the Gila Bend Landfill

The Gila Bend Landfill is a municipal waste landfill that accepts only solid, non-hazardous
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wastes from residential, commercial, and industrial sites in the Gila Bend area. Since Gila
Bend is 65 miles from a major city (Phoenix), most contributors are from the small town of
Gila Bend (pop. 1,747; 1990 census.). The Gila Bend Landfill is slated to close by October,
1993.

B. Description of Drainage Characteristics (Please refer to the aerial photo)

The Gila Bend Landfill is bisected by a desert wash, which crosses the paved highway (Old
highway 80), and continues along a northwesterly direction through the landfill. This wash
receives runoff from drainage areas along both sides of the wash. This basin has been labeled
B3 (See Attchment D). The contributing area southwest of the wash should be considered an
industrially active area, since it includes portions of the haul road. The contributing area
northeast of the wash, however, should not be considered fully active because no hauling,
dumping, or other significant activities have occurred there. Nevertheless, the ground within
the area northeast of the wash has been routinely disturbed, which could be considered
industrial activity. It is important to note that the northeast portion of Basin B3, (north of
the wash) has not been used to bury waste and is mostly undistrubed sparse desert vegetation.
This desert wash exits the landfill at the northwest corner and is labeled "O3".

The haul road represents the drainage boundary between basins B3 and B1. Basin B1 slopes
off toward the southwest where runoff normally sheet flows (outfalls) into a wash that
intersects the southwest corner of the landfill. A flow-measuring (Cipoletti) weir has been
installed at this outfall- (O1) to collect quantitative data samples. Berms have also been
installed to concentrate the runoff through the weir.

Basin B2 represents the drainage area that encompasses the dumping area. Stormwater runoff
is 100% retained within this basin.

Basin B4 is located near the main gate and includes the office, parking ramada, fuel tank
(with secondary containment), and an empty storage shed. Stormwater is retained in a
depression near the northwest corner of the basin. Basin B5 contains a transportation storage
yard with office building and a water tank. The runoff is retained just south of the office
building in a shallow depression.

C. Demonstration of Why Qutfalls are Substantially Identical in Terms of Outdoor
Activities.

The outdoor activities occurring within basins B1 and B3 are substantially identical. As
mentioned above, the common drainage boundary is the haul road the dumping area (Basin
B2), therefore, both outfalls receive drainage form the haul road. Both basins have been
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disturbed such that there is very little natural vegetation remaining. There are no structures,
stored materials, equipment parking or maintenance within either basin.

D. Substantially Identical in Terms of Significant Materials that Potentially May be
Exposed to Stormwater

There are no significant materials within either basin.

E. Demonstration of Why Outfalls are Substantially Identical in Terms of Flow, as
Determined by the Estimated Runoff Coefficient and Approximate Drainage Area at
Each Outfall.

Basin B1 is totally bare ground. The basin slopes toward the southwest beginning with a
slight slope, which increases to approximately 3% near the outfall. The estimated runoff
cofficient for Basin B1 is: 0.35. -

Basin B3 is drained by a natural wash that traverses the basin. The contributing area south
of the wash is bare ground, while the north portion is both bare ground and undisturbed
desert. The estimated runoff coefficient for Basin B3 is: 0.35.

Basin B1 covers approximately 12 acres. Basin B3 covers 19 acres. Although Basin B3 is
larger, the 6.lacres south of the wash, plus approximately one half of the area north of the
wash ( 6.5 acres, due to ground disturbance) represent industrial activity. Therefore, the area
within basin B1 (12 acres) and Basin B3 (12.6 acres) are substantially identical.

F. Conclusion

Outfalls O1 and O3 are substantially identical.
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O #‘3 EPAID Number (copy from ttem | of Form 1) Form Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086 v
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VIl Discharge Information [Continued from page 3 of Form gﬁ
PartA- You must provide 1h; ‘results of at least one analysis for every poliutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.
Maximum Values ~ Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) ' of
- and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakFQI?stD;(;mg Flow-weighted Tak'%:lstD;émg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
. {Oil and Grease \ N/A ST
Biological Oxygen }
Demand (BODS5)
Chemical Oxygen .
Demand (COD) } MO 5/ 7&4 AVAI/A’ A 0\[’ 17 May 93
- JTotal Suspended <
4Solids (TSS) -~}
TKN
NO3 +NO2
Total /
Phosphorus
pH < Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum
Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility’s NPDES
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See
S,
Maximum Values ement Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) {include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Takgnrwsthémg Flow-weighted Talgrstbgémg Flow-weighted | Events |
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
MINE
1
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82) Page VIi-1 Continue on Reverse
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PartC- List each poliutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or %ve reason to believe is present. See the instructions for
additional details and requirements. Complete one table for each outfall.

Maximum Values ) Average Values Number
Poliutant (include units) , {include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
Number Tai;g:\stD;émg Flow-weighted Tak,_%?spz"gmg Flow-weighted | Events .
(if available) Minutes -~ Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants

MOVE

@

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. \

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall t!;lumber of gfours between | Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
. eginning of storm meas- rain event .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (galions /minute or rain event
Event _(in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units {gallons or specify units)

Mo datn patac [ able As oﬁ 7] /}7{&) 93

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

"EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82) Page Vil-2
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Continued from Page 2

AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.

Tables VIIl-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and VIi-2. :
: Potential discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

| l Yes (list all such pollutants below) & No (go to Section [X)

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

[_] Yes (list all such pollutants below) - El No (go to Section /X)

. .

Were any of the analysis reported in item VIl performed by a contract laboratory or consuiting firm? }/; /4,

D Yes (list the name, .address, and telsphone number of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)
ry or firm below)
A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed
)

ogr -

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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

’ Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.
Tohn €. Shodllebean, OVcecte GuT So06 ¥

D. Date Signed

Cmmﬁ /@Z%/M S ~\7-9%

EP%'Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page 30f3




NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
GILA BEND LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The most recent aerial photo is attached (See Attachment D). The Gila Bend Landfill is
slated for closure by October 1993. The stormwater regulations, however, require stormwater
runoff quantitative data for up to three years after closure. The current plans are to cap the
landfill and install a transfer station.

The Gila Bend Landfill covers approximately 36 acres and has 5 distinct drainage basins,
which are delineated and numbered on the aerial map. Basin B1 includes portions of the
main haul road and recently-covered landfill area. Basin B1 discharges into a wash that
intersects the southwest corner of the property. Basin B2 includes the dumping area, which at
this time, is a deep pit. Basin B3 discharges into the wash that traverses the landfill property.
The southern half of Basin B3 includes the main haul road, and thus, represents industrial
activity. The northern half is mostly undisturbed or lightly disturbed desert area, which
should not be considered industrially active since no waste materials are buried there.

Basin B4 includes the office building, the parking ramada, an empty storage shed, and a
diesel gasoline storage tank with concrete secondary containment. The dozer is parked in this
area and vehicle maintenance is also performed here. The Basin B4 boundaries are
represented by the perimeter of the transfer station, which is bermed and fenced.  Basins
B2, B4, and B5 retain all stormwater. Basin BS5 includes a seldom-used transportation office
and a graveled area where signs, barricades, and materials, such as gravel, are stored. There
is also an outside water storage tank. Basin BS5 retains water on the south side of the office
building.

Industrial activity (access roads, dumping area, routinely disturbed ground, etc.) occurs within
all 5 basins, however, only basins B1 and B3 produce discharges.

Basin Area (acres)
B1 12
B2 19
B3 3.2
B4 2.3
BS 0.2

TOTAL 36.7 acres

Since there are 2 industrially active basins that discharge stormwater from the landfill (Basins
B1 and B3), both must be sampled. The EPA does, however, provide flexibility that allows




quantitative data to be generated from only one outfall if it can be shown that the other
outfalls discharge "substantially identical" effluents. A petition to sample substantially
identical outfalls is included in this section.

The selected sample point is the outfall O1l. A (Cipoletti) weir has been installed to measure
discharges from this outfall (See Photo #2). This outfall is the preferred sampling point
because flows sampled here will represent runoff from discrete active areas whereas O3, a
continuation of a wash, would contain comingled flows from both industrially active and
inactive areas as well as offsite flows.




NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
QUEEN CREEK LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The aerial photo is attached (See Attachment C). Except for a small drainage area near the
entrance of Queen Creek Landfill, there are no outfalls from the landfill property. The
landfill property is surrounded by berms, preventing the discharge of stormwater runoff. The
Queen Creek Landfill covers approximately 112 acres and has 5 drainage basins, which are
delineated and numbered on the attached aerial map. Basin B1 drains a portion of the main
entrance road and a paved parking area. Although basin B1 is small (0.6 acres), it may
produce runoff during an extreme storm event. = Basin B2 drains the after hours transfer
station area; all stormwater is retained within the basin. Basin B3 includes the dumping area,
which, at this time, is a deep depression. Basin B4 represents a natural desert area that is
basically undisturbed and inactive. Since the landfill will retain all runoff, the remaining
landfill area has been designated Basin B5. There may be subbasins within B5 but all
stormwater will be retained within the berms.

Basin Area (acres)
Bl 0.6

B2 0.7

B3 23.0

B4 7.0

Other basins 81.1
TOTAL 112.4 acres

The selected sample point is outfall O1, as this is the only outfall.




. Nofﬁw:f
(fAmﬁ e H#2

(,O'II/4’/

EPA 1D Number (copy from lem | of Form 1)

Form

Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086
Approval expires  5-31-92

VIL. Discharle Information_(Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)

Part A- You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every poliutant in this table. Compilete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

Qil and Grease

™

‘ Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) {include units) of
- and Crab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Takgrmbgélng Flow-weighted TakFe':lstD;émg Flow-weighted | Events
{if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Poliutants
N/A

Biological Oxygen
Demand (BOD5)

)

Chemical Oxygen
Demand (COD)

o cla

I _pvadl

W s

ol 17

;
Ay 9

Total Suspended
Solids (TSS)

J

NOg +NO2

Total
Phosphorus

V

pH Minimum

Maximum

Minimum

Maximum

Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject t
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility

0 or any pollutant listed in the facility’s NPDES
is operating under an existing NPDES permit).

mplste one table for each outfall. See

rements,
Maximum Values Average Values Number

Pollutant (include units) {include units) of

and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm

CAS Number Tal;__al:\stD;émg Flow-weighted | - TakFel?sthémg Flow-weighted | Events

(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
‘l. NOWE
1
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page VII-1 Continue on Reverse
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Part C - List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2‘!{4 that you know or have reason to believe if present. See the instructions for
additional details and requirements. Complete one table for each outfall.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) {include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
Number Tal}g:'s?;émg Flow-weighted Talg_a':\stD;émg Flow-weighted | Events
(it available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants

NOVE

o

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. '

1. 2 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall Number of hfours between | Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
. beginning of storm meas- rain svent .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (galions /minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) {in inches) measurable rain event specify units _{gallons or specify units)

Mo C[Aﬁr /

W4, (able ps

o /7% 93

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

®

"EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev.

1-92)
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EPA ID Number (copy from ltem | of Form 1) ( S, &
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AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
’ Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and VHi-2,

Continued from Page 2

* Potential discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

[ ves (list all such poliutants below) [&2] No (go to Section X

) you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

r—] Yes (list all such pollutants below) - DZl No (go to Section IX)

¢

Were any of the analysis reported in item VIl performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm? N/ A’

D Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and pollutants [:I No (go to Section X)
analyzed by, each such Jaboratory or firm below)
A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed
. )

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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.
N A
[okn & %«\U&& \e bean ) O\‘( ectwr Lot Col B

D. Date Signed
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Photo # 1: 3-foot diameter CMP pipes at Northwest Regional Landfill
(Outfall O3)

P




NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
NORTHWEST REGIONAL LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The Northwest Regional Landfill is the most recently designed County-owned landfill in
operation. An aerial photo is attached (See Attachment B). The natural flow is toward the
southeast. The landfill property covers approximately 1200 acres, however, only about 175
acres are currently being used. The landfill property is partitioned into 4 quadrants, or
phases, which will be brought into use according to future demands. The landfill has been
operating in Phase 1, which encompasses the northwest quadrant. Just recently (March 1993),
approximately 40 acres were graded and prepared for use as a waste tire storage area within
the Phase 2 area east of Phase 1. The remaining areas are undisturbed desert and do not
contain industrial activity.

The landfill has been configured with drainage controls. The entire perimeter of the
Northwest Regional Landfill has been bermed to prevent stormwater run-on from outside the
landfill. Potential stormwater run-on from the north and west are diverted using soil cement
channels. Stormwater runoff generated within the landfill property is channeled into existing
washes, which eventually flow off-site.

The drainage areas within the Northwest Regional Landfill have been identified and labeled
on the aerial photograph. Three of the 4 drainage basins, B1, B2, and B4, contain no
industrially active areas, therefore, quantitative data is not required from the corresponding
outfalls O1, 02, and O4. All current industrially active areas occur within basin B3, which
discharges through outfall O3. The industrially active areas include a vehicle maintenance
yard, the main haul road, a graded area for tire storage, and the dumping area. At this time,
drainage within the dumping area is retained, however, as the elevation increases, dumping
area drainage will be represented at outfall O3.

Basin Area (Acres)

B1 125

B2 280

B3 665

B4 120
TOTAL 1190

Since all industrial activity occurs within basin B3, outfall O3 has been selected as the sample
collection point. Outfall O3 consists of 4, 36-inch corrugated metal pipes (See Photo #1).




. (:Awe(zﬁ{k:thwﬁék(

EPAID Number (copy from ltem | of Form 1}

: o (SAMP

Qf‘i#l)

Form Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086
Approval expires 5-31-92

VIL. Discharge Information _(Continued from page 3 of I'-'Lormﬁzf)

Part A- You must provide the Tesults of at least one analysis for every poliutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Poliutant {(include units) {include units) of
- and ?rﬁb Ssumple ?rﬁb Ssumple Storm
aken During ; aken During :
CAS Number First 20 Flow-weighted First 20 Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Oil and Grease \ N/A
Biological Oxygen ]
Demand (BODS)
Chemical Oxygen s 5/ ZZ / [ '
Demand (COD) Np dALA AvAy /ﬁ,é(é As of [ 7/Vad 93
Total Suspended \ d
[Solids (TSS)
TRN \
NO3 +NO2 /
Total
Phosphorus
pH AMinimum Maximum Minimum Maxinum |
Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility’s NPDES |
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See |
. g " ts- \
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) {include units) of
and . Crab Sample Grab Sample . Storm
CAS Number TakF_e':\stD;émg Flow-weighted Tal;:_el?stogémg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
‘ MNOVE
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page Vii-1 Continue on Reverse
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Part C- List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or havefreason to believe. is present. See the instructions for

additional details and requirements. Complete one table for each outfail.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
Number Tal;___elpstD;émg Flow-weighted Tal;:e':xstogémg Flow-weighted | Events ‘
(if availablie) Minutes - Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
NONE

_

Part D - Provide data for the storm event{s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample,
1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall lgumber of hfours between | Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
: eginning of storm meas- rain event :
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons/minute o rain event
Event (in minutes) {in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gations or specify units)

M

D ATA /

W mble a5 o

:
- /7/’@ 93

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

"EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VII-2
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EPA ID Number {copy from tem | of Form 1)

Continued from Page 2

AB,C,&D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one sét of tables for @ach outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.

Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VIi-C are included on separate sheets numbered VII-1 and VII-2, :
: Potential discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic poliutant fisted in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

l l Yes (list all such pollutants below) Rl No (go to Section IX)

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

[——] Yes (list all such pollutants below) - Da No (go to Section IX)

Were any of the analysis reported in item VIl performed by a contract laboratory or consuiting firm? '[/A
D Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)
: or firm below)

A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed
V

| 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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,

including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

‘ Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.

6l @\u«@@‘\e\oem\( O\ ecter (pT S0 dANU

D. Date Signed
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NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
CAVE CREEK LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The most recent aerial photo of the Cave Creek Landfill is attached (See Attachment A).
The natural drainage flows in a southwesterly direction. The landfill perimeter berms
intercept 2 natural washes (wash #1 and wash #2) . Wash #1 flows around the south side of
the landfill; wash 2, to the north, is captured before it reaches the landfill. The large square
area to the north of the active area is landfill that has been capped. The capping was
completed in October, 1989.

The Cave Creek Landfill covers approximately 37 acres (excluding the capped area) and has
3 distinct drainage basins, which are delineated and identified on the aerial map. Industrial
activity (access roads, dumping area, routinely disturbed ground, etc.) occurs within all 3
basins, however, only basin B1 has potential to produce a discharge. Basin B1 is a small
(1.8 acres) drainage area near the entrance of Cave Creek Landfill. In the event of an
extremely large storm, stormwater will discharge from the property at outfall Ol. Basin B2
drains portions of the vehicle maintenance yard, the after hours dumping area ramp, and a
small portion of the capped area. All stormwater within Basin B2 is retained. Basin B3
encompasses the dumping area and a borrow pit at the southern end of the property. The
borrow pit extends to 80 feet below grade. The landfill property is surrounded by berms,
preventing the discharge of stormwater runoff. There may be subbasins within basin B3, but
any stormwater will be retained.

Basin Area (acres)
Bl 1.8

B2 0.9

B3 33.9
TOTAL 36.6 acres

The selected sample point is outfall O1, as this is the only outfall. The chance of discharge is
small, therefore, rather than designing a mobilization program, a crest gauge has been
installed to verify the occurrence of any discharges. If it is discovered that a discharge has
occurred, mobilization and sample collection procedures will be implemented.
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May 13, 1993

Mr. William F. Swietlik

Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Comphance (EN-336)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street, SW

Washington, D.C. 20460

SUBJECT: GROUP #154 PART 2 NPDES STORMWATER PERMIT APPLICATION FOR
MUNICIPALLY-OWNED LANDFILLS.

Dear Mr. Swietlik:

. The Flood Control District of Maricopa County (District) hereby submits a portion of the
information required by EPA to comply with the Part 2 NPDES stormwater regulations. We
regret that we have not been able to retrieve samples to generate the quantitative data requirement

of Part 2.

Although District personnel chased storms and waited long hours in hopes of collecting needed
samples, we found that the storms were very difficult to track and developed cells guickly. We
remain in ready mode to capture storms as they appear, and can submit data if necessary. We
are currently entering into our region’s driest season and do not expect measurable precipitation
until our summer monsoon--July and August.

You may recall that Group #154 was reduced from 9 to 8 members at EPA’s request, therefore,
only 4 group members must provide quantitative data. In order to better facilitate mobilization
efforts, which include driving between 50 to 70 miles to reach the landfill sample sites, the
District has. installed telemetered raingauges at each landfill with the capability of providing
hourly precipitation information via a touch-tone telephone. We are currently investigating means
to install automatic samplers at the two remote sites.

Since permits must be written without supporting quantitative data, we have enclosed information
that, hopefully, will provide some guidance. An aerial photo of each of the sampling landfills
is included: Cave Creek, Gila Bend, Northwest Regional, and Queen Creek with drainage basins
delineated and outfalls identified. A narrative description of each drainage basin is also included.




Group #154 Part 2 NPDES Stormwater Permit
Application for Municipally-Owned Landfills.
Page 2 of 2

I have enclosed a Petition to Sample Substantially Identical Outfalls for the industrially active
areas at the Gila Bend Landfill.

If you have any questions or need more information, please call me at 506-8127.
Sincerely,

wluly (O Moae

Catesby W. Moor€
Environmental Program Manager

dms
Enclosures
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FLoob CoNTrOL DISTRICT
of

Maricopa County BOARD OF DIRECTORS

2801 West Durango Street ® Phoenix, Arizona 85009 Betsey Bayless
Telephone (602) 506-1501 James D. Bruner
Fax (602) 506-4601 . . Ed King
TDD (602) 506-5897 -~ - = Tom Rawles

Mary Rose Garrido Witcox

Neil S. Erwin, P.E., Chief Engineer and General Manager

May 13, 1993 h -

Mr. William F. Swietlik - _

Office of Wastewater Enfc)jr'ce:rixe‘:t’xt__~ ad Compliante (EN-336)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street, SW :

Washington, D.C. 20460 - -

SUBJECT: GROUP #154 PART 2 NPDES STORMWATER PERMIT APPLICATION FOR
MUNICIPALLY:OWNED LANDFILLS.

Dear Mr. Swietlik:

The Flood Control District of Maricopa County (District) hereby submits a. portiqn of the . = )
information required by EPA to-comply with the Part 2 NPDES stormwater regulations. We

regret that we have not been able to retrieve samples to generate the quantitative data requirement

of Part 2.

Although District personnel chased storms and waited long hours in hopes of collecting needed
samples, we found that the storms were very difficult to track and developed cells quickly. We
remain in ready mode to capturé storrs as they appear, and can submit data if necessary. We
are currently entering irito our region’s driest season and do not expect measurable precipitation
until our summer monsoon--July and August.

You may recall that Group #154 was reduced from 9 to 8 members at EPA’s request, therefore,
only 4 group members must provide quantitative data. In order to better facilitate mobilization -
efforts, which include -driving between 50 to 70 miles to reach the landfill sample sites, the =~
District has installed-telemetered raingauges at each landfill with the capability of providing
hourly precipitation information via a touch-tone telephone. We are currently investigating means

to install automatic samplers dt the two remote sites.

Since permits must be written without supporting quanutauve data we have enclosed information
that, hopefully, will provide some guidance. An aerial photo of each of the sampling landfills
is included: Cave Creek, Gila Bend, Northwest Regional, and Queen Creek with drainage basins
delineated and outfalls identified. A narrative description of each dramage basin is also included.




Group #154 Part 2 NPDES Stormwater Permit
Application for Municipally-Owned Landfills.
Page 2 of 2

I have enclosed a Petition to Sample Substantially Identical Outfalls for the industrially active
areas at the Gila Bend Landfill.

If you have any questions or need more information, please call me at 506-8127.

Catesby W. Mooré

Environmental Program Manager

Sincerely,

dms
Enclosures
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NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
CAVE CREEK LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The most recent aerial photo of the Cave Creek Landfill is attached (See Attachment A).
The natural drainage flows in a southwesterly direction. The landfill perimeter berms
intercept 2 natural washes (wash #1 and wash #2) . Wash #1 flows around the south side of
the landfill; wash 2, to the north, is captured before it reaches the landfill. The large square
area to the north of the active area is landfill that has been capped. The capping was
completed in October, 1989.

The Cave Creek Landfill covers approximately 37 acres (excluding the capped area) and has
3 distinct drainage basins, which are delineated and identified on the aerial map. Industrial
activity (access roads, dumping area, routinely disturbed ground, etc.) occurs within all 3
basins, however, only basin B1 has potential to produce a discharge. Basin B1 is a small
(1.8 acres) drainage area near the entrance of Cave Creek Landfill. In the event of an
extremely large storm, stormwater will discharge from the property at outfall Ol. Basin B2
drains portions of the vehicle maintenance yard, the after hours dumping area ramp, and a
small portion of the capped area. All stormwater within Basin B2 is retained. Basin B3
encompasses the dumping area and a borrow pit at the southern end of the property. The
borrow pit extends to 80 feet below grade. The landfill property is surrounded by berms,
preventing the discharge of stormwater runoff. There may be subbasins within basin B3, but
any stormwater will be retained.

Basin Area (acres)
B1 1.8

B2 0.9

B3 33.9
TOTAL 36.6 acres

The selected sample point is outfall O1, as this is the only outfall. The chance of discharge is
small, therefore, rather than designing a mobilization program, a crest gauge has been
installed to verify the occurrence of any discharges. If it is discovered that a discharge has
occurred, mobilization and sample collection procedures will be implemented.
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EPA ID Number (copy from item | of Form 1)

Form Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086

Approval expires  5-31-92

VII. Discharge Information (Continued from page 3 of Form gF-)

PartA- You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every poliutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

Qil and Grease

A\

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant {include units) (include units} of
- and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Talg:\mD;émg Flow-weighted Takgpst%mg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
N/A

Biological Oxygen /

Demand (BODS5)

Chemical Oxygen y V-

Demand (COD) sl\/ﬁ IZAZZA AvAy //44(2 AS m[ (7 /W4y 93
Total Suspended \ d
Solids (TSS)

TRN |

NOg +NO2 /

Total /

Phosphorus

pH AMinimum Maximum Minimum Makimum

Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject t
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit).

o or any poliutant listed in the facility’s NPDES
mplete one table for each outfall. See

rements,
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Tal;_g'?stogémg Flow-weighted Tal;:_el?stD;émg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
MNOVE

EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VIii-1

Continue on Reverse
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Part C - List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or havelreason to believe is present. See the instructions for

additional details and requirements. Complete one table for sach outfall.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant {include units) - _(include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Tal?'?s?;émg Flow-weighted TakFgl:\stD;émg Flow-weighted | Events _
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
MONE ,

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample.
1. 2, 3. 4. S. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall lglumbar of hfours between | Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
: eginning of storm meas- rain event .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons /minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

NO DATA A

Wl able A s (N( (7 /W@ 95

7. _Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

'EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VI-2
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EPA ID Number (copy from tem | of Form 1)
Continued from Page 2 JAmAs =4
. Discharqe nformation ] i | i : ‘
AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceading. Compilete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
: Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vii-1 and VII-2.

E: Pot'ential discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic poliutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

I l Yes ({list all such poilutants below) % No (go to Section IX)

o . . e .
B1010Q1ca 0O : na ata

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

[T Yes (ist aif such poliutants below) - X7 No (go to Section i)

X. Contract Analysis Information
§ Were any of the analysis reported in item VIl performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm? V/A

D Yes

(list the name, .address, and telephone numb)er of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)

analyzed by, each such laboratory or firm below,

f
|
[
|

A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed
\

a 1% -141el8
| 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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.

_Sa\m\ Q—m«@@'\e\o@r\( Q\“(QG\_W (L S06 DU

[

D. Date Signed

CW ¢ Z@M | <G -\ -97

Page 30f3
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NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
NORTHWEST REGIONAL LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The Northwest Regional Landfill is the most recently designed County-owned landfill in
operation. An aerial photo is attached (See Attachment B). The natural flow is toward the
southeast. The landfill property covers approximately 1200 acres, however, only about 175
acres are currently being used. The landfill property is partitioned into 4 quadrants, or
phases, which will be brought into use according to future demands. The landfill has been
operating in Phase 1, which encompasses the northwest quadrant. Just recently (March 1993),
approximately 40 acres were graded and prepared for use as a waste tire storage area within
the Phase 2 area east of Phase 1. The remaining areas are undisturbed desert and do not
contain industrial activity.

The landfill has been configured with drainage controls. The entire perimeter of the
Northwest Regional Landfill has been bermed to prevent stormwater run-on from outside the
landfill. Potential stormwater run-on from the north and west are diverted using soil cement
channels. Stormwater runoff generated within the landfill property is channeled into existing
washes, which eventually flow off-site.

The drainage areas within the Northwest Regional Landfill have been identified and labeled
on the aerial photograph. Three of the 4 drainage basins, B1, B2, and B4, contain no
industrially active areas, therefore, quantitative data is not required from the corresponding
outfalls O1, 02, and O4. All current industrially active areas occur within basin B3, which
discharges through outfall O3. The industrially active areas include a vehicle maintenance
yard, the main haul road, a graded area for tire storage, and the dumping area. At this time,
drainage within the dumping area is retained, however, as the elevation increases, dumping
area drainage will be represented at outfall O3.

Basin Area (Acres)
B1 125
B2 280
B3 665
B4 120
TOTAL 1190

Since all industrial activity occurs within basin B3, outfall O3 has been selected as the sample
collection point. Outfall O3 consists of 4, 36-inch corrugated metal pipes (See Photo #1).
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[e # EPA ID Number (copy from tem | of Form 1) Form Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086
S\Am/ Ve Approval expires  5-31-62

Vil. Discharge information (Continued from page 3 of Form 25

Part A- You must provide the results of at least one analysie for every poliutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant {include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Tal;__elrstog(;mg Flow-weighted Talg:tstogémg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sourcss of Poliutants
Qil and Grease \ N/A

Biological Oxygen )
Demand (BODS)

e | S wo data available s oL 17 plaq 9

Total Suspended U
1Solids (TSS)

NOg+NO2 | /

Total /
Phosphorus

pH Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum

Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent quideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility’s NPDES
permit for its process wastewater {if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See

[ements.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant {include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Ta';.-el?s?;émg Flow-weighted Takgrsthonng Flow-weighted | Events
{if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants

NOWE

EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82) Page Vil-1 Continue on Reverse
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Part C - List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2‘#4 that you know or have reason to believe id present. See the instructions for

additional details and requirements. Compiste one table for each outfall.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakF_el:Isthémg Flow-weighted Také_e‘?stD;{;mg Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
NOVE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. )
1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall Eumber of hfours between | Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
. aginning of storm meas- rain svent ;
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons/minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)
Mo datr pva/able as

7. _Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page Vil-2
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EPA ID Number (copy from lftem | of Form 1)
Continued from Page 2 (.CG« é«/ +# 2

AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
Tables VIi-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and VIi-2,
E: Potgntial discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic poliutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

I I Yes (list all such pollutants below) I'EI No (go to Section IX)

310109163 ). : Nq pata : ) .

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

[ l Yes (list all such polilutants below) - ‘)—d No (go to Section IX)

X, Contract Analysis Information -
Were any of the analysis reported in item VI performed by a contract laboratory or consuiting firm? N/A’

D Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and poliutants D No (go to Section X)

analyzed by, each such laboratory or firm below)

A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed
]

A eI ation
| 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
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Photo # 1: 3-foot diameter CMP pipes at Northwest Regional Landfill
(Outfall O3)







NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
QUEEN CREEK LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The aerial photo is attached (See Attachment C). Except for a small drainage area near the
entrance of Queen Creek Landfill, there are no outfalls from the landfill property. The
landfill property is surrounded by berms, preventing the discharge of stormwater runoff. The
Queen Creek Landfill covers approximately 112 acres and has 5 drainage basins, which are
delineated and numbered on the attached aerial map. Basin B1 drains a portion of the main
entrance road and a paved parking area. Although basin B1 is small (0.6 acres), it may
produce runoff during an extreme storm event. Basin B2 drains the after hours transfer
station area; all stormwater is retained within the basin. Basin B3 includes the dumping area,
which, at this time, is a deep depression. Basin B4 represents a natural desert area that is
basically undisturbed and inactive. Since the landfill will retain all runoff, the remaining
landfill area has been designated Basin BS. There may be subbasins within B5 but all
stormwater will be retained within the berms.

Basin Area (acres)
Bl 0.6

B2 0.7

B3 23.0

B4 7.0

Other basins 81.1
TOTAL 112.4 acres

The selected sample point is outfall O1, as this is the only outfall.



QUEEN CREEK LANDFILL
T2S, R7E, Sec. 28
SCALE: 1" =120
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ntinued from the Front

Quoad Crerle Lawdbill (Congle #3)

Part C - List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or Have reason to believe is present See the instructions for
additional details and requirements. Complete one table for each outfall.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (inc!uc?e units) (include units) of
and ?rib Sample Grﬁb Sémple Storm
CAS Number a F.Ts?;é'"g Flow-weighted Ta F-en:,st ;6'"9 Flow-weighted | Events .
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
MOVE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. \

1. 2 3. 4, 5. 6.
ate of Duration Total rainfall gumber of gfours between | Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
: eginning of storm meas- rain event :
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons/minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

N datr patac(able s of |17 /}7;:7 93

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

PA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VII-2




EPA ID Number (copy from ltem | of Form 1) @ueed ka LA‘W(’Q //

Continued from Page 2 (fﬁ/n 3

? Discharge Information ' A :

AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete oié $ét of tables for 8ach outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
Tables VIl-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and VHi-2.

i
!
[

| E: Potgmial discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

| l Yes (list all such poliutants below) & No (go to Section IX)

‘ Biologica oxici asting Data ,
Do you have any knowliedge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
§ on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

[ Yes (iist all such poilutants below) - Be] No (go to Section i)

X, Contract Analysis Information
Were any of the analysis reported in item Vil pérforme'd by a contract laboratory or consulting firm? N/A,

E] Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)
of firm bejow)

QNalyLeqg P 2={*14 11RO

A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed

& =1 S141elg
| 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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penaities for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.

| Tohn €. SAodllebean Qlrect GUL S06 €1

C. Signature D. Date Signed

|77 ook
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Queay Creck Lawdditt

_ (KAM/Z&/#‘.?)

EPA ID Number (copy from ftem I of Form 1)

Form

Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086
Approval expires 5-31-92

[Vil: Discharge Information '(5ontinued from page 3 of Form 2F)

Part A- You must provide th; results of at least one analysis for every poliutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

i
|
3
|

Maximum Values Average Valugs Number
Pollutant {include units) {include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CASNumber | TekenDuling | poyeighted | TeKeNDUIRG | pow.weighted | Events
(if available} Minutes Composite Minutes - Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Qil and Greass \ N/A
Biological Oxygen
Demand {BOD5)
Chemical Oxygen } C/ ﬁl / ‘[
Demand (COD) MO AVALA A O [T May &Aj
Total Suspended \ <
Solids (TSS) -
TKN _ ]
NOg +NO2 /
Total
Phosphorus A
pH | Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum

Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluen
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility

t guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility's NPDES
is operating under an existing NPDES permit).

mplete one table for each outfall. See

the instructio rements.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Tak’g?stozuémg Flow-weighted TakFel:\s‘D;é» ng Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
NINE

EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VII-1
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NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
GILA BEND LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The most recent aerial photo is attached (See Attachment D). The Gila Bend Landfill is
slated for closure by October 1993. The stormwater regulations, however, require stormwater
runoff quantitative data for up to three years after closure. The current plans are to cap the
landfill and install a transfer station.

The Gila Bend Landfill covers approximately 36 acres and has 5 distinct drainage basins,
which are delineated and numbered on the aerial map. Basin Bl includes portions of the
main haul road and recently-covered landfill area. Basin B1 discharges into a wash that
intersects the southwest corner of the property. Basin B2 includes the dumping area, which at
this time, is a deep pit. Basin B3 discharges into the wash that traverses the landfill property.
The southern half of Basin B3 includes the main haul road, and thus, represents industrial
activity. The northern half is mostly undisturbed or lightly disturbed desert area, which
should not be considered industrially active since no waste materials are buried there.

Basin B4 includes the office building, the parking ramada, an empty storage shed, and a
diesel gasoline storage tank with concrete secondary containment. The dozer is parked in this
area and vehicle maintenance is also performed here. The Basin B4 boundaries are
represented by the perimeter of the transfer station, which is bermed and fenced.  Basins
B2, B4, and BS5 retain all stormwater. Basin BS includes a seldom-used transportation office
and a graveled area where signs, barricades, and materials, such as gravel, are stored. There
is also an outside water storage tank. Basin B5 retains water on the south side of the office
building.

Industrial activity (access roads, dumping area, routinely disturbed ground, etc.) occurs within
all 5 basins, however, only basins B1 and B3 produce discharges.

Basin Area (acres)
B1 12
B2 19
B3 3.2
B4 2.3
BS 0.2

TOTAL 36.7 acres

Since there are 2 industrially active basins that discharge stormwater from the landfill (Basins
B1 and B3), both must be sampled. The EPA does, however, provide flexibility that allows




quantitative data to be generated from only one outfall if it can be shown that the other
outfalls discharge "substantially identical" effluents. A petition to sample substantially
identical outfalls is included in this section.

The selected sample point is the outfall Ol. A (Cipoletti) weir has been installed to measure
discharges from this outfall (See Photo #2). This outfall is the preferred sampling point
because flows sampled here will represent runoff from discrete active areas whereas O3, a
continuation of a wash, would contain comingled flows from both industrially active and
inactive areas as well as offsite flows.
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VII. Dischardie information (Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)_

PartA- You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every poliutant in this table. Compiete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant {include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CASNumber | T2kenDuling | poyweignted | 1°KENDUING | Fow.weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Oif and Grease \ N/A
Biological Oxygen )
Demand (BODS)
Chemical Oxygen
Demand (COD) L1z A I /) S | Y. W W
Total Suspended ENO M,m A(//“/A;[e ﬂj ot /7 ////7/47 (TFS
Solide (TSS) . 4
[T\
NO3 +NO2 ]
Total
Phosphorus /
pH Hinimum Maximum Minimum Maximum

Part B- Uist each poilutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the faciiity’s NPDES
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See

rements.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) . {include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakFe‘:xstD;émg Flow-weighted Taki_g':\stogémg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants

ADIIE

EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page VII-1 Continue on Rev
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additional details and requirements. Complete one table for each outfall.

Part C - List each poliutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or have reason [blelieve is present. See the instructions for

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant {include units) . . . {include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CASNumber | TakenDufing 1 pmoy.eighted | T2KENDUING | Fow.weighted | Events
(if available} Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants

JONE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample.

1. 2 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall Number of hours between Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
: beginning of storm meas- rain event .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (galions /minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) {in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

Mt

) datn 4

Vadlrke ns o8

/7”73 93.

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

"EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VII-2
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Continued from Page 2 ; 2p o4 4

¢ .

’ ) harge information : i )
l’ AB,C,&D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
Tables VII-A, VII-B, and ViI-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and Vil-2.
E: Pot_ennal discharges not covered.by analysis - is any toxic poilutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

[ 1 Yes gist alt such politants below) X No (go to Section )

Biological Toxici esting Data
' Do you have any knowledgs or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

I——] Yes (list all such pollutants below) &l No (go to Section IX)

Were any of the analysis reported in item VIi performed by a contract laboratory or consuiting firm? N/A’
D Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and poliutants D No (go to Section X)
o fign below)

A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed

A, Cof ation
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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,

i including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

[ - Name & Official Title (type or prin) B. Area Code and Phone No.
Tobn €. St Clebenn | Dicectur Gz Sob 76

D. Date Signed

C‘s.‘m {m[%é‘(r %»\1-‘%7

T
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PETITION TO SAMPLE SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL OUTFALLS
AT THE GILA BEND LANDFILL
A Member of Group #154

I. BACKGROUND

The Solid Waste Department of Maricopa County, Arizona, owns and operates 5 municipal
landfills. Pursuant to the November 16, 1990 stormwater permit application regulations, these
landfills are considered to be "engaging in industrial activity" for the purposes of stormwater
application requirements in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14)(v). In response, Maricopa County joined
with other landfills operated by small municipalities and submitted a Part 1 group application,
which was designated Group Number 154. Part 1 was approved on 20 May 1992. Through
various clarifications of the November Rule, it was determined that for groups consisting of
between 4 and 20 members, 50% of the group must submit quantitative data.

‘Group #154 consists of 8 members, 4 of which are required to submit quantitative data. (The

group was reduced from 9 to 8 members at the request of EPA). Maricopa County will
provide the required quantitative data from 4 of the 5 County-owned and operated landfills.
Of these 4, only Gila Bend Landfill has more than one outfall from an active area.

II. PETITION

"When an applicant has two or more outfalls with substantially identical effluents, the
Director may allow the applicant to test only one outfall and report that the quantitative data
also apply to the substantially identical outfalls." [40 CFR 122.21(g)(7)]

In accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(g)(7) of the NPDES regulations, the Maricopa County
Solid Waste Department hereby petitions the Environmental Protection Agency for approval
to sample one representative stormwater outfall of 2 that are substantially identical. The
County will demonstrate that the 2 outfalls discharging stormwater from the Gila Bend
Landfill are substantially identical and should be grouped together, according to: (1)
substantially identical activities and processes that are occuring outdoors, (2) substantially
identical significant materials that may be exposed to stormwater (including fuels and other
maintenance materials), and (3) substantially identical flows, as determined by runoff
cooefficient and approximate drainage area at each outfall.

II. JUSTIFICATION FOR PETITION

A. Description of activities at the Gila Bend Landfill

The Gila Bend Landfill is a municipal waste landfill that accepts only solid, non-hazardous




Petition to Sample Substantially Identical Qutfalls
Gila Bend Landfill
Page 2

wastes from residential, commercial, and industrial sites in the Gila Bend area. Since Gila
Bend is 65 miles from a major city (Phoenix), most contributors are from the small town of
Gila Bend (pop. 1,747; 1990 census.). The Gila Bend Landfill is slated to close by October,
1993.

B. Description of Drainage Characteristics (Please refer to the aerial photo)

The Gila Bend Landfill is bisected by a desert wash, which crosses the paved highway (Old
highway 80), and continues along a northwesterly direction through the landfill. This wash
receives runoff from drainage areas along both sides of the wash. This basin has been labeled
B3 (See Attchment D). The contributing area southwest of the wash should be considered an
industrially active area, since it includes portions of the haul road. The contributing area
northeast of the wash, however, should not be considered fully active because no hauling,
dumping, or other significant activities have occurred there. Nevertheless, the ground within
the area northeast of the wash has been routinely disturbed, which could be considered
industrial activity. It is important to note that the northeast portion of Basin B3, (north of
the wash) has not been used to bury waste and is mostly undistrubed sparse desert vegetation.
This desert wash exits the landfill at the northwest corner and is labeled "O3".

The haul road represents the drainage boundary between basins B3 and B1. Basin B1 slopes
off toward the southwest where runoff normally sheet flows (outfalls) into a wash that
intersects the southwest corner of the landfill. A flow-measuring (Cipoletti) weir has been
installed at this outfall (O1) to collect quantitative data samples. Berms have also been
installed to concentrate the runoff through the weir.

Basin B2 represents the drainage area that encompasses the dumping area. Stormwater runoff
is 100% retained within this basin.

Basin B4 is located near the main gate and includes the office, parking ramada, fuel tank
(with secondary containment), and an empty storage shed. Stormwater is retained in a
depression near the northwest corner of the basin. Basin B5 contains a transportation storage
yard with office building and a water tank. The runoff is retained just south of the office
building in a shallow depression.

C. Demonstration of Why Outfalls are Substantially Identical in Terms of Outdoor
Activities.

The outdoor activities occurring within basins B1 and B3 are substantially identical. As
mentioned above, the common drainage boundary is the haul road the dumping area (Basin
B2), therefore, both outfalls receive drainage form the haul road. Both basins have been
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FLoop CoNTRrROL DISTRICT
of
Maricopa County

N

2801 West Durango Street ® Phoenix, Arizona 85009
Telephone (602) 506-1501
Fax (602) 506-4601
TDD (602) 506-5897

Neil S. Erwin, P.E., Chief Engineer and General Manager

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Betsey Bayless
James D. Bruner
Ed King
Tom Rawles
Mary Rose Garrido Wilcox

May 13, 1993

- Mr. William F. Swietlik

Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance (EN-336)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street, SW

Washington, D.C. 20460

SUBJECT: GROUP #154 PART 2 NPDES STORMWATER PERMIT APPLICATION FOR
MUNICIPALLY-OWNED LANDFILLS.

Dear Mr. Swietlik:

The Flood Control District of Maricopa County (District) hereby submits a portion of the
information required by EPA to comply with the Part 2 NPDES stormwater regulations. We
regret that we have not been able to retrieve samples to generate the quantitative data requirement
of Part 2.

Although District personnel chased storms and waited long hours in hopes of collecting needed
samples, we found that the storms were very difficult to track and developed cells quickly. We
remain in ready mode to capture storms as they appear, and can submit data if necessary. We
are currently entering into our region’s driest season and do not expect measurable precipitation
until our summer monsoon--July and August.

You may recall that Group #154 was reduced from 9 to 8 members at EPA’s request, therefore,
only 4 group members must provide quantitative data. In order to better facilitate mobilization
efforts, which include driving between 50 to 70 miles to reach the landfill sample sites, the
District has. installed telemetered raingauges at each landfill with the capability of providing
hourly precipitation information via a touch-tone telephone. We are currently investigating means
to install automatic samplers at the two remote sites.

Since permits must be written without supporting quantitative data, we have enclosed information
that, hopefully, will provide some guidance. An aerial photo of each of the sampling landfills
is included: Cave Creek, Gila Bend, Northwest Regional, and Queen Creek with drainage basins
delineated and outfalls identified. A narrative description of each drainage basin 1s also included.




Group #154 Part 2 NPDES Stormwater Permit
Application for Municipally-Owned Landfills.
Page 2 of 2

I have enclosed a Petition to Sample Substantially Identical Outfalls for the industrially active
areas at the Gila Bend Landfill.

If you have any questions or need more information, please call me at 506-8127.
Sincerely,

Lol (D Moo

Catesby W. Moor€
Environmental Program Manager

dms
Enclosures
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VII. Dischargle Information (Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)
Part A- You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every pollutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample 1C_Srab Sgumple Storm
ak : k .
CAS Number L Fel:lstD;émg Flow-weighted # f-fxpst Zé'ng Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Oil and Greass \ N/A
Biological Oxygen
Demand (BODS)
Chemical Oxygen
Demand (COD) 21, o 0 4 i
Total Suspended NO 0/4,7;\' AVAI //,l‘é-é@ /I.j (9.’][ / / ;////47 775
tSolids (TSS) . \4
TAN |\
NOg #+NO2 |
Total
Phosphorus
pH r‘ﬁinimum Maximum Minimum Maximum
Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility's NPDES
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See
the instructions for additional details and requirements
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) . (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Tal;:e'lr'\stD;(;Ing Flow-weighted Tai;__elpstD;émg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
JONE
A\
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page VI-1 Continue on Reverse
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Part C - List each poliutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F4 that you know or have reason tg believe is present. See the instructions for
additional details and requirements. Complete one table for each outfall.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakenDuing | Flow-weighted | 12en 978 | Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants

ONE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. !

1. 2 3. 4. 5. 6.

Date of Duration Total rainfall Number of hours between Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
. beginning of storm meas- rain event .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons/minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

Mo datn AValake n mﬁ /7/%3 53

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

"EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-62) Page VII-2
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Continued from Page 2

AB,C, &D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered VIl-1 and VII-2.

E: Pot_enLial discharges not covered.by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

l Yes (list all such pollutants below) N No (go to Section IX)

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

Yes (list all such pollutants below) l i No (go to Section IX)

I:] Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)

boratory or firm below)
A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed

Were any of the analysis reported in item VI performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm?

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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.
(Sblﬂf\ <? Cj\ujrc (QQXW\ ; 0‘{(6("\%( Gz Sob €7%L

D. Date Signed
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PETITION TO SAMPLE SUBSTANTIALLY IDENTICAL OUTFALLS
AT THE GILA BEND LANDFILL
A Member of Group #154

I. BACKGROUND

The Solid Waste Department of Maricopa County, Arizona, owns and operates 5 municipal
landfills. Pursuant to the November 16, 1990 stormwater permit application regulations, these
landfills are considered to be "engaging in industrial activity" for the purposes of stormwater
application requirements in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14)(v). In response, Maricopa County joined
with other landfills operated by small municipalities and submitted a Part 1 group application,
which was designated Group Number 154. Part 1 was approved on 20 May 1992. Through
various clarifications of the November Rule, it was determined that for groups consisting of
between 4 and 20 members, 50% of the group must submit quantitative data.

Group #154 consists of 8 members, 4 of which are required to submit quantitative data. (The
group was reduced from 9 to 8 members at the request of EPA). Maricopa County will
provide the required quantitative data from 4 of the 5 County-owned and operated landfills.
Of these 4, only Gila Bend Landfill has more than one outfall from an active area.

II. PETITION

"When an applicant has two or more outfalls with substantially identical effluents, the
Director may allow the applicant to test only one outfall and report that the quantitative data
also apply to the substantiqlly identical outfalls.” [40 CFR 122.21(g)(7)]

In accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(g)(7) of the NPDES regulations, the Maricopa County
Solid Waste Department hereby petitions the Environmental Protection Agency for approval
to sample one representative stormwater outfall of 2 that are substantially identical. The
County will demonstrate that the 2 outfalls discharging stormwater from the Gila Bend
Landfill are substantially identical and should be grouped together, according to: (1)
substantially identical activities and processes that are occuring outdoors, (2) substantially
identical significant materials that may be exposed to stormwater (including fuels and other
maintenance materials), and (3) substantially identical flows, as determined by runoff
cooefficient and approximate drainage area at each outfall.

III. JUSTIFICATION FOR PETITION
A. Description of activities at the Gila Bend Landfill

The Gila Bend Landfill is a municipal waste landfill that accepts only solid, non-hazardous
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Gila Bend Landfill
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wastes from residential, commercial, and industrial sites in the Gila Bend area. Since Gila
Bend is 65 miles from a major city (Phoenix), most contributors are from the small town of
Gila Bend (pop. 1,747; 1990 census.). The Gila Bend Landfill is slated to close by October,
1993. .

B. Description of Drainage Characteristics (Please refer to the aerial photo)

The Gila Bend Landfill is bisected by a desert wash, which crosses the paved highway (Old
highway 80), and continues along a northwesterly direction through the landfill. This wash
receives runoff from drainage areas along both sides of the wash. This basin has been labeled
B3 (See Attchment D). The contributing area southwest of the wash should be considered an
industrially active area, since it includes portions of the haul road. The contributing area
northeast of the wash, however, should not be considered fully active because no hauling,
dumping, or other significant activities have occurred there. Nevertheless, the ground within
the area northeast of the wash has been routinely disturbed, which could be considered
industrial activity. It is important to note that the northeast portion of Basin B3, (north of
the wash) has not been used to bury waste and is mostly undistrubed sparse desert vegetation.
This desert wash exits the landfill at the northwest corner and is labeled "O3".

The haul road represents the drainage boundary between basins B3 and B1. Basin B1 slopes
off toward the southwest where runoff normally sheet flows (outfalls) into a wash that
intersects the southwest corner of the landfill. A flow-measuring (Cipoletti) weir has been
installed at this outfall- (O1) to collect quantitative data samples. Berms have also been
installed to concentrate the runoff through the weir.

Basin B2 represents the drainage area that encompasses the dumping area. Stormwater runoff
is 100% retained within this basin.

Basin B4 is located near the main gate and includes the office, parking ramada, fuel tank
(with secondary containment), and an empty storage shed. Stormwater is retained in a
depression near the northwest corner of the basin. Basin B5 contains a transportation storage
yard with office building and a water tank. The runoff is retained just south of the office
building in a shallow depression.

C. Demonstration of Why Outfalls are Substantially Identical in Terms of Outdoor
Activities.

The outdoor activities occurring within basins B1 and B3 are substantially identical. As
mentioned above, the common drainage boundary is the haul road the dumping area (Basin
B2), therefore, both outfalls receive drainage form the haul road. Both basins have been
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disturbed such that there is very little natural vegetation remaining. There are no structures,
stored materials, equipment parking or maintenance within either basin.

D. Substantially Identical in Terms of Significant Materials that Potentially May be
Exposed to Stormwater

There are no significant materials within either basin.

E. Demonstration of Why Outfalls are Substantially Identical in Terms of Flow, as
Determined by the Estimated Runoff Coefficient and Approximate Drainage Area at
Each Outfall.

Basin B1 is totally bare ground. The basin slopes toward the southwest beginning with a
slight slope, which increases to approximately 3% near the outfall. The estimated runoff
cofficient for Basin B1 is: 0.35.

Basin B3 is drained by a natural wash that traverses the basin. The contributing area south
of the wash is bare ground, while the north portion is both bare ground and undisturbed
desert. The estimated runoff coefficient for Basin B3 is: 0.35.

Basin B1 covers approximately 12 acres. Basin B3 covers 19 acres. Although Basin B3 is
larger, the 6.1acres south of the wash, plus approximately one half of the area north of the
wash ( 6.5 acres, due to ground disturbance) represent industrial activity. Therefore, the area
within basin B1 (12 acres) and Basin B3 (12.6 acres) are substantially identical.

F. Conclusion

Outfalls O1 and O3 are substantially identical.
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5 EPAID Number (copy from ftem | of Form 1) Form Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086
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V1l. Discharge Information (Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)
Part A- You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every pollutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample ~lC_Sr:z(b Sgglple Storm
Taken During : aken During wal
CAS Number First 20 Flow-weighted First 20 Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Oil and Grease \ N/A ’ 2
Biological Oxygen
Demand (BOD5)
Chemical Oxygen Z/ / é’
Demand (COD) } VO (!n- AVAL(A; Al O /7 M‘H CAj
Total Suspended <
1Solids (TSS) &
T |
NO3 +NO2 /
Total
Phosphorus
pH | Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum
Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility's NPDES
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for sach outfall. See
the instructions for additional details and requirements.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Tak;:\stD;émg Flow-wsighted TakgrﬂD;(;mg Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
1
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82) Page VII-1 Continue on Reverse
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A 7
Part C - List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or Jave reason to believe is present. See the instructions for
additional details and requirements. Complete one table for sach outfall.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (Tncluge units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Takl:e'pstD;élng Flow-weighted Takgrstogémg Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled

Sources of Pollutants

NOVE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. )

53 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall Number of hours between Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
- beginning of storm meas- rain event .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons/minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

NO

6/1#%} AuA ( able as oﬂ

/7] mf‘j 93

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

'EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VII-2
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Continued from Page 2

AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.

Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered VII-1 and VII-2.
E: Potgntial discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

Yes (list all such pollutants below, No (go to Section
po g

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

l l Yes (list all such pollutants below) S El No (go to Section IX)

analysis reported in item VIl performed by a contract laboratory

or consulting firm? }f//q,

Were anyof the

D Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)
h such laboratory or firm below) :
A. Name ! B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed

| 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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type orprl'nt) B. Area Code and Phone No.
John €. Q*U#C le \9(’6\1\\ Q\F(CC‘@/ Gt Sob €176

D. Date Signed

GWNQ S ~\2-9%

v Page 3 of 3

EMOfijlOQF (Rev 1.92)
e ——— e I i i il il S e e et e}

C. Signature




NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
GILA BEND LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The most recent aerial photo is attached (See Attachment D). The Gila Bend Landfill is
slated for closure by October 1993. The stormwater regulations, however, require stormwater
runoff quantitative data for up to three years after closure. The current plans are to cap the
landfill and install a transfer station.

The Gila Bend Landfill covers approximately 36 acres and has 5 distinct drainage basins,
which are delineated and numbered on the aerial map. Basin Bl includes portions of the
main haul road and recently-covered landfill area. Basin B1 discharges into a wash that
intersects the southwest corner of the property. Basin B2 includes the dumping area, which at
this time, is a deep pit. Basin B3 discharges into the wash that traverses the landfill property.
The southern half of Basin B3 includes the main haul road, and thus, represents industrial
activity. The northern half is mostly undisturbed or lightly disturbed desert area, which
should not be considered industrially active since no waste materials are buried there.

Basin B4 includes the office building, the parking ramada, an empty storage shed, and a
diesel gasoline storage tank with concrete secondary containment. The dozer is parked in this
area and vehicle maintenance is also performed here. The Basin B4 boundaries are
represented by the perimeter of the transfer station, which is bermed and fenced.  Basins
B2, B4, and BS5 retain all stormwater. Basin B5 includes a seldom-used transportation office
and a graveled area where signs, barricades, and materials, such as gravel, are stored. There
is also an outside water storage tank. Basin BS5 retains water on the south side of the office
building.

Industrial activity (access roads, dumping area, routinely disturbed ground, etc.) occurs within
all 5 basins, however, only basins B1 and B3 produce discharges.

Basin Area (acres)
Bl 12
B2 19
B3 3.2
B4 2.3
B5 0.2

TOTAL 36.7 acres

Since there are 2 industrially active basins that discharge stormwater from the landfill (Basins
B1 and B3), both must be sampled. The EPA does, however, provide flexibility that allows




quantitative data to be generated from only one outfall if it can be shown that the other
outfalls discharge "substantially identical" effluents. A petition to sample substantially
identical outfalls is included in this section.

The selected sample point is the outfall O1. A (Cipoletti) weir has been installed to measure
discharges from this outfall (See Photo #2). This outfall is the preferred sampling point
because flows sampled here will represent runoff from discrete active areas whereas O3, a
continuation of a wash, would contain comingled flows from both industrially active and
inactive areas as well as offsite flows.




NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
QUEEN CREEK LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The aerial photo is attached (See Attachment C). Except for a small drainage area near the
entrance of Queen Creek Landfill, there are no outfalls from the landfill property. The
landfill property is surrounded by berms, preventing the discharge of stormwater runoff. The
Queen Creek Landfill covers approximately 112 acres and has 5 drainage basins, which are
delineated and numbered on the attached aerial map. Basin Bl drains a portion of the main
entrance road and a paved parking area. Although basin B1 is small (0.6 acres), it may
produce runoff during an extreme storm event. Basin B2 drains the after hours transfer
station area; all stormwater is retained within the basin. Basin B3 includes the dumping area,
which, at this time, is a deep depression. Basin B4 represents a natural desert area that is
basically undisturbed and inactive. Since the landfill will retain all runoff, the remaining
landfill area has been designated Basin B5. There may be subbasins within BS but all
stormwater will be retained within the berms.

Basin Area (acres)
B1 0.6

B2 0.7

B3 23.0

B4 7.0

Other basins 81.1
TOTAL 112.4 acres

The selected sample point is outfall O1, as this is the only outfall.
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VII. Discharfje Information (Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)
Part A- You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every pollutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and ?rab Sample ?rib Sgumple Storm
aken Du . aken Durin .
CAS Number Eirst zémg Flow-weighted First 20' g Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Oil and Grease \ N/A 9
Biological Oxygen
Demand (BOD5)
Chemical Oxygen 6/ IL . -f
Demand (COD) %/‘/0 Atz avallable as lot 17 Mag 9
Total Suspended U
[Solids (TSS)
THN B
NOg+NO2 | /
Total /
Phosphorus
pH Minimum Maximum Minimum Maximum
Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject to or any pollutant listed in the facility’'s NPDES
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See
the instructions for additional details and requirements
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakFgl?stD;émg Flow-weighted Takgpsthémg Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
NOWE
1
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page ViI-1 Continue on Reverse
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P.art C - List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2<F{4 that you know or have reason to bslieve is/ present. See the instructions for
additional details and requirements. Complste one table for each outfall.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakFel:lstDzu(;mg Flow-weighted TakFe-'Ps? é.gmg Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled

Sources of Pollutants

NOMVE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. '

1 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall Number of hours between Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
; beginning of storm meas- rain event -
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons /minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

Mo C[M&} /

0va, (able ps

S

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

'EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)
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AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfall number in the space provided.
Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered VII-1 and VII-2.

E: Potential discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

[ ] vYes (list all such pollutants below) ] No (go to Section X)

Continued from Page 2

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

] Yes (list all such pollutants below) S E No (go to Section IX)

Were any of the analysis reported in item VI performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm? IU/A‘

D Yes (list the nams, .address, and telephone number of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)
analyzed by, each such laboratory or firm below) .
A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed
\

| 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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.

Nk & %"\u@'\ﬁbﬁw\( O\\‘( et Lol Sol B9

D. Date Signed
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Photo # 1: 3-foot diameter CMP pipes at Northwest Regional Landfill
(Outfall O3) '




NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
NORTHWEST REGIONAL LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The Northwest Regional Landfill is the most recently designed County-owned landfill in
operation. An aerial photo is attached (See Attachment B). The natural flow is toward the
southeast. The landfill property covers approximately 1200 acres, however, only about 175
acres are currently being used. The landfill property is partitioned into 4 quadrants, or
phases, which will be brought into use according to future demands. The landfill has been
operating in Phase 1, which encompasses the northwest quadrant. Just recently (March 1993),
approximately 40 acres were graded and prepared for use as a waste tire storage area within
the Phase 2 area east of Phase 1. The remaining areas are undisturbed desert and do not
contain industrial activity.

The landfill has been configured with drainage controls. The entire perimeter of the
Northwest Regional Landfill has been bermed to prevent stormwater run-on from outside the
landfill. Potential stormwater run-on from the north and west are diverted using soil cement
channels. Stormwater runoff generated within the landfill property is channeled into existing
washes, which eventually flow off-site.

The drainage areas within the Northwest Regional Landfill have been identified and labeled
on the aerial photograph. Three of the 4 drainage basins, B1, B2, and B4, contain no
industrially active areas, therefore, quantitative data is not required from the corresponding
outfalls O1, 02, and O4. All current industrially active areas occur within basin B3, which
discharges through outfall O3. The industrially active areas include a vehicle maintenance
yard, the main haul road, a graded area for tire storage, and the dumping area. At this time,
drainage within the dumping area is retained, however, as the elevation increases, dumping
area drainage will be represented at outfall O3.

Basin Area (Acres)

Bl 125

B2 280

B3 665

B4 120
TOTAL 1190

Since all industrial activity occurs within basin B3, outfall O3 has been selected as the sample
collection point. Outfall O3 consists of 4, 36-inch corrugated metal pipes (See Photo #1).
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Approval expires  5-31-82

VIl. Discharge Information (Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)

Part A- You must provide the results of at least one analysis for every pollutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

Qil and Grease

N\

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakF?PstD;émg Flow-weighted TakFelpstD;émg Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
N/A :

Biological Oxygen
Demand (BODS)

/

Chemical Oxygen
Demand (COD)

ZZ/} AI//H/A

4(é A5 B3

92

Total Suspended

A
\

[ )7 M.
/

Solids (TSS)

TRN \

MOg+NO2 | |/

Total /

Phosphorus

pH '(Minirnum Maximum Minimum Maximum

Part B - List each pollutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the facility is subject t

o or any pollutant listed in the facility’s NPDES

permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfall. See
the instructions for additional details and requirements.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number TakFQI?S‘Dgormg Flow-weighted TalgpstD;émg Flow-weighted Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
MNOVE
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92) Page Vil-1 Continue on Reverse
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Part C- List each pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know or havelreason to believe is present. See the instructions for
additional details and requirements. Complete one table for sach outfall.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (inclucTe units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Tak;g?;émg Flow-weighted Takfg:\StD;émg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled

Sources of Pollutants

NONVE

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample. )

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfall Number of hours between Maximum flow rate during Total flow from
: beginning of storm meas- rain event .
Storm of Storm Event during storm event ured and end of previous (gallons/minute or rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (gallons or specify units)

Mo DATE Avasble As o
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7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

'EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)

Page VII-2




AB,C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outfail number in the space provided.
Tables VII-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered VIl-1 and Vil-2.
Es Potential discharges not covered by analysis - is any toxic pollutant listed in table 2F-2, 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a substance
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

l Yes (list all such pollutants below) m No (go to Section IX)

d

Do you have any knowledge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

l Yes (list all such pollutants below) S % No (go to Section IX)

Were any of the analysis reported in item VII performed by a contract laboratory or consuiting firm? V/A

D Yes (list the name, .address, and telephone number of, and pollutants [:] No (go to Section X)
: analyzed by, each such laboratory or firm below)

A. Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed
'

| 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 Iinformation 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 complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and Phone No.

Johy Sobliebeon Ocectr (T S06 UL

D. Date Signed

CW{ ¢ 2727//(/%( S\ -97
Eﬁéﬁ 25102 o Y Page 3 of 3




NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF DRAINAGE BASINS WITHIN
CAVE CREEK LANDFILL
GROUP #154

The most recent aerial photo of the Cave Creek Landfill is attached (See Attachment A).
The natural drainage flows in a southwesterly direction. The landfill perimeter berms
intercept 2 natural washes (wash #1 and wash #2) . Wash #1 flows around the south side of
the landfill; wash 2, to the north, is captured before it reaches the landfill. The large square
area to the north of the active area is landfill that has been capped. The capping was
completed in October, 1989.

The Cave Creek Landfill covers approximately 37 acres (excluding the capped area) and has
3 distinct drainage basins, which are delineated and identified on the aerial map. Industrial
activity (access roads, dumping area, routinely disturbed ground, etc.) occurs within all 3
basins, however, only basin B1 has potential to produce a discharge. Basin B1 is a small
(1.8 acres) drainage area near the entrance of Cave Creek Landfill. In the event of an
extremely large storm, stormwater will discharge from the property at outfall Ol. Basin B2
drains portions of the vehicle maintenance yard, the after hours dumping area ramp, and a
small portion of the capped area. All stormwater within Basin B2 is retained. Basin B3
encompasses the dumping area and a borrow pit at the southern end of the property. The
borrow pit extends to 80 feet below grade. The landfill property is surrounded by berms,
preventing the discharge of stormwater runoff. There may be subbasins within basin B3, but
any stormwater will be retained.

Basin Area (acres)
Bl 1.8.

B2 0.9

B3 339
TOTAL 36.6 acres

The selected sample point is outfall Ol, as this is the only outfall. The chance of discharge is
small, therefore, rather than designing a mobilization program, a crest gauge has been
installed to verify the occurrence of any discharges. If it is discovered that a discharge has
occurred, mobilization and sample collection procedures will be implemented.
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FLoop CoNTROL DISTRICT
of
Maricopa County

2801 West Durango Street ® Phoenix, Arizona 85009
Telephone (602) 506-1501
Fax (602) 506-4601
TDD (602) 506-5897

Neil S. Erwin, P.E., Chief Engineer and General Manager

BOARD OF DIRECTORS
Betsey Bayless
James D. Bruner
Ed King
Tom Rawles
Mary Rose Garrido Wilcox

May 13, 1993

Mr. William F. Swietlik :

Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance (EN-336)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street, SW

Washington, D.C. 20460

SUBJECT: GROUP #154 PART 2 NPDES STORMWATER PERMIT APPLICATION FOR
MUNICIPALLY-OWNED LANDFILLS.

Dear Mr. Swietlik:

The Flood Control District of Maricopa County (District) hereby submits a portion of the
information required by EPA to comply with the Part 2 NPDES stormwater regulations. We
regret that we have not been able to retrieve samples to generate the quantitative data requirement
of Part 2.

Although District personnel chased storms and waited long hours in hopes of collecting needed
samples, we found that the storms were very difficult to track and developed cells quickly. We
remain in ready mode to capture storms as they appear, and can submit data if necessary. We
are currently entering into our region’s driest season and do not expect measurable precipitation
until our summer monsoon--July and August.

You may recall that Group #154 was reduced from 9 to 8 members at EPA’s request, therefore,
only 4 group members must provide quantitative data. In order to better facilitate mobilization
efforts, which include driving between 50 to 70 miles to reach the landfill sample sites, the
District has installed telemetered raingauges at each landfill with the capability of providing
hourly precipitation information via a touch-tone telephone. We are currently investigating means
to install automatic samplers at the two remote sites.

Since permits must be written without supporting quantitative data, we have enclosed information
that, hopefully, will provide some guidance. An aerial photo of each of the sampling landfills
is included: Cave Creek, Gila Bend, Northwest Regional, and Queen Creek with drainage basins
delineated and outfalls identified. A narrative description of each drainage basin is also included.




Group #154 Part 2 NPDES Stormwater Permit
Application for Municipally-Owned Landfills.
Page 2 of 2

I have enclosed a Petition to Sample Substantially Identical Outfalls for the industrially active
areas at the Gila Bend Landfill.

If you have any questions or need more information, please call me at 506-8127.
Sincerely,

% . Ho

Catesby W. Moore
Environmental Program Manager

dms
Enclosures
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§ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
] 3 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460 :
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" Environmental Program Manager
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Ms. Catesby W. -Moore

Flood Control District of Maricopa County
3335 West Durango Street
Phoenix, AZ 85009

Dear Ms. Moore:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Office of
Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance, hereby approves part one
of the storm water discharge group application submitted by the
Flood Control District of Maricopa County representing nine
municipally owned landfills in Maricopa County, Arizona, which
was initially received by EPA on March 18, 1991, and supplemented
with additional information on November 27, 1991,

September 27, 1991, and March 17, 1992. -We look forward to
receiving part two of the application.

Part two applications must be submitted to this office by
October 1, 1992. Part two of the group application requires the
submission of representative quantitative data from the facilities
that you have identified as responsible for submitting that data.
Quantitative data requirements are found in the storm water

. regulation at 40 CFR 122.21(g)(7) and 40 CFR I22.26(c) (1) (i) (E).

The quantitative data submittal for part two of the group
application should be presented on the applicable sections of the
enclosed Form 2F, along with the certification required in
Section X of Form 2F.

Please note that rule changes and clarifications may affect
group applications with 20 or fewer members or those containing
municipally owned or operated industrial facilities. Attached
for further information is a fact sheet describing these recent
changes.

Please send part two of the application to the Director,
Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance, U.S. EPA,
401 M Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20460, attention of
William F. Swietlik (EN-336).




Your group application has been assigned the number 154.
Please refer to this number when submitting part two information
or when sending other material regarding the Flood Control
District of Maricopa County’s group application. If you have any
questions pertaining to the submissien of part two gquantitative
data or how recent regulatory changes may affect your group,
please contact -the EPA Storm Water Hotline at (703) 821-4823 or
write to William F. Swietlik at the above address.

Sincerely yours,

TP adens Aol Lot
Michael B. Cook
Director,
Office of Wastewater Enforcement
and Compliance

Enclosure




FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT
MARICOP(;:? COUNTY
SUMMARY OF MEETING
DATE: 27 April 1993 TIME} 10:30a

LOCATION: Telephone CALLED BY: (

SUBJECT/PURPOSE: Group Application (For Landfills) Questions
PRESENT: Carmelita White (EPA-Washington) and DGP

DISCUSSION: 1) At this time we don’t have guantitative data
required for part 2, and we don’t anticipate having any. What
should we do? 2Ans: submit Form 2F with any information we have
(drainage areas, outfall locations, etc.)

2) Some landfills won’t produce runoff except possibly during
severe storms. I don’t feel comfortable legally declaring that
these landfills are non-dischargers, because it remains a
possibility. Ans: Carmelita White agreed with our decision. We
should just write "no discharge" on Form 2F. Better to do this
than risk discharging without a permit.

3) When will the proposed permits (for those submitting group
applications) be published for our review? Ans: The target date
for the final rule is 1 Oct 1993. The required comment period is
1 month. (So it could be as late as August, she didn’t say.)

4) I have written a petition to sample substantially identical
outfalls (SIO), should I submit this with Form 2F. Ansg: ves.

Other comments: The final rule will contain a mechanism to have
all group members identify themselves, similar to an NOI, since
each facility must be permitted.

The permits issued to these facilities will be administered by
the Regions, not Washington.

CONCLUSION: None

ACTION REQUIRED: Prepare Form 2F for each facility.

ACTION REFERRED TO: ROUTING TO: CWM BY: DGP

CC-:




United States
Environmental Protection

Agency

Office of Wastewater
Enforcement and
Compliance

Apni 1992

SEPA

Major Issues In Recent Regulations

Governing Storm Water Discharges

On April 2, 1992 the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) published regulations addressing six major issues re-
lated to the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) storm water program. (See 57 FR 11394.)

1. EPA’s Long-Term Permitting Strategy

To regulate effectively the more than 100,000 storm water
discharges associated with industrial activity, EPA or the
authorized NPDES States first will issue Tier [ baseline gen-
eral permits to regulate mostof these discharges. Aspriorities
and risks are evaluated, Tier II through IV permitting activi-
ties will occur. Tier I permits will be issued to storm water
discharges located in degraded or sensitive watersheds. Tier
[1I permits will be issued for priority industry classes, and Tier
IV individual permits will be issued for priority facilities.

The long-term permitting strategy also provides guidance for
the development of State storm water permitting plans to
provide public participation and to ensure implementation of
-storm water permitting activities.

2. Minimum Monitoring and Reporting
Requirements '

Therulegives permit writersadditional flexibility toestablish
monitoring requirements for storm water discharges associ-
ated with industrial activity. These permit requirements will
be established case by case, witha minimum requirement that
industrial site operators inspect their facilities at least once a
year to:identify pollutant sources and to certify that their
facilities are in compliance with their permits. Permit writers
continue to have the authority to require additional monitor-
ing on a case-by-case basis where appropriate.

3. Minimum Notice of intent Requirements

The rule establishes a framework for permit writers to estab-
lish notice of intent (NOI) provisions for NPDES general
permits. Discharges use an NOI to apply for coverage under
an appropriate general permit issued by EPA or an autho-
rized NPDES State.

Dischargers apply for coverage under a general permit by
submitting a Notice of Intent (NOI). All NOIs must include,
at a ‘minimum, the following basic information: the legal
name and address of the owner or operator of the discharging
facility; the name and address of the facility that discharges
the storm water; the type of facility ordischarge; and thename
of the stream or water body that receives the discharge.
General permits may specify additional information that
applicants must include in their NOIs. v

(. fowduR

4. Part 2 Group Application Deadline )

The rule extends the deadline for submitting Part 2 of

" group applications from May 18, 1992 to October 1, 1992.

5. Clarification of How Many Facilities Must
Submit Sampling Data in Part 2 of Group

Applications

The rule clarifies that at least 50 percent of the facilities
participating in a group of 4 to 20 members must submit

" sampling data in Part 2 of the group application. For groups

with 21 to 99 members, at least 10 participants must submit
sampling data. For groups of 100 to 1,000 members, at least 10
percent of participating facilities must submit sampling data.
For groups with more than 1,000 members, no more than 100
participants must submit sampling data.

6. Cadification of Transportation Act Deadlines |}

The Transportation Actof 1991 established several new appli-
cation deadlines for certain storm water discharges from
industrial activity owned or operated by municipalities. EPA’s
rule codifies these extensions into the NPDES regulations.

Individual permit application deadlines for municipally
owned or operated industrial storm water discharges are to
be submitted by October 1, 1992, with two exceptions: 1)
municipal facilities that have been rejected from group appli-
cations must submit individual permit applications no later
than the 180th day following the date of the denial, and 2)
facilities owned or operated by municipalities with popula-
tionsof less than 100,000 (excluding airports, power plants, or
uncontrolled sanitary landfills) currently are not required to
submit permit applications.

In addition, the Part 1 group application deadline for indus-
trial facilitiesowned oroperated by municipalities with popu-
lations of less than 250,000 has been extended from September
30,1991 to May 18, 1992. The Part2 application deadline has
been extended from May 18, 1992 to May 17, 1993.

For More Information

Additional information about the NPDES
Storm Water Program and related issues is
available from the EPA Storm Water Hotline,
(703) 821-4823

APR 9192

{ .
Cyntiya C. Dougherty, Director, Perim; DM@\, OWEC

Date

&y Printed on e d pa
& il
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EPA 10 Number (copy from ltem I of Form 1) Form Approved. OMBNo, 2040~-0086

Approval expires 5 /31/92

Please print or type in the unshaded areas only

Form United States Environmental Protection Agency

Pay . Washington, DC 20460
2F VIEPA Application for Permit To Discharge Stormwater
NPDES Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity

' Paperwork Reduction Act Notice X :

Public reporting burden for this application is estimated to average 28.6 hours per apptication, including time for reviewing.instructions,
searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send
comments regarding the burden estimate, any other aspect of this collection of information, or suggestions for improving this form, including

* suggestions which may increase or reduce this burden 1o: Chief, Information Policy Branch, PM-223, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,

401 M St., SW, Washington, DC 20460, or Director, Office of Information and Regulatory AHairs, Office of Management. and Budgceyt.
Washington, DC 20503.

i. Qutfall Location A8

For each outfall, fist the latitude and longitude of its locat
A. Qutfall Number '

(list) B. Latitude C. Longitude

ion to the nearest 15 seconds and the name of the receiving water, . ) :

D. Receiving Waler
{name}

I, Improvements i

A. Are you now required by any Federal, State, or local authority to meet any implementation schedule for the construction, upgrading or
operation of wastewater treatment equipment or practices or any other environmental programs which may affect the discharges

described in this application? This includes, but is not limited to, permit conditions, administrative or enforcement orders, enforcement
. compliance schedule letters, stipulations, court orders, and grant or loan conditions.

=

. 4. Final
1. Identification of Conditions, 2. Affected Qutfalis : Compliance Date
Agreements, Etc. number source of discharge 3. Brief Description of Project a.req. | b.proj.

\
¥

g o 2

1oy

B. ‘Y’ou may attach additional sheets describing any additional water pollution (or other enviranmental projects which may affect your
ischarg

es) you now have under way or which you plan. Indicate whether each program is now under way or planned, and indicate your
actual or planned schedules for construction. . .

Ill. Site Drainage Map

Attach a site map showing topography (of indicating the outline of drainage areas served by the outfall(s) covered in the application if a
topographic map Is unavailable) depicting the facility including: each of its intake and discharge structures; the drainage area of each storm
water outfall; paved areas and buildings within the drainage area of each storm water outfall, each known past or present areas used for
outdoor storage or disposal of significant materials, each existing structural control measure to reduce pollutants in storm water runodl,
materials loading and access areas, areas where pesticides, herbicides, soil conditioners and fertilizers are applied; each of its hazardous
waste treatment, storage or disposal units (including each area not required to have a RCRA permit which is used for accumulating hazardous

I

o bbbt iniaa vl Db vt W-m:-,mmmw [EPRITE IR SR

waste under 40 CFR 262.34); each well where fluids from the facility are injected underground; springs, and other surface water bodies which
receive storm water discharges from the facility.
EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) Page 10t3 Continue on Page 2
i
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- 5 - p

‘Continued from the Front

INSITD e Pe Dti an Q p 3 K eyt

A. For each outfall, provide an estimate of the area {include units) of impervious surfaces (including paved areas and building roofs} drained
10 the outfall, and an estimate of the total surface area drained Dy the outfall. T L .

Qutfall | Area of Impervious Surface * Total Area Drained - " | Outfall | " Area of impervious Surface. | - - Total Area Drained ™

I Number] __ (provideoupits) | fprovideynits) | Number - {provide units)- : - {provide upits) .

B. Provide a-narrative description of significant materiais that are currently or in the past three years have been treated, stored or disposed in
a manner to allow exposure to storm water; method of treatment, storage, or disposal; past and present materiais management practices
empioyed, in the last three years, to minimize contact by these materials with storm water runoff; materiais loading and access areas; and
the iocation, manner, and frequency in which pesticides, herbicides, soil conditioners, and fertilizers are applied.

:+ I kg

C. For each outfall, provide the location and a description of existing structural and nonstructural control measures to reduce pollutants in
storm water runotf; and a description of the treatment the storm water receives, including the schedule and type of maintenance for control
easyres and the yltimate di fi i g discharqe -

Qutfall B S - - e o » List Codes from
Number —_ ' Treatment_ ' : Yable 2F-1

dispo of any solid ©

el e e R g PRSI

V. Nonstormwater Discharges iR r ot NS TR S S P ;o LT e _
A1 certify under penaity of law that the outfall(s) covered by this application have been tested or evaluated for the presence of : i
nonstormwater 'qisqha es, and that all nonstormwater discharges from these outfall(s) are identified in either an accompanying Form 2C :

Name and Official Title {type or print) — "~ [Signature _

Date Signed

B. Provide a description of the method used, the date of any testing, and the onsite drainage points that were directly observed-during a test.

vt

O

Provide existing information regarding tife Tistory of significant Jeaks or

b gllsvof toxic or hazardous poliutants st the facility in-the tast three: ~ .
years, including the approximate date and location of the spill or ieak, and the type and amount of materiat released. .../l ;0 (¥, 2 SR
. . i
2N ‘;
< :
EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) Page 20t 3 Continue on Page 3
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-

+

Continued frorh Pége 2‘ .

ABC,&D: See instructions before proeeedmg Compiete one set of tables for each outfatl Annotate the outfau number in the space provided.
Tables ViI-A, VII-B, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vii-1 and VII-2.

E: Potential discharges not covered by analysis - Is any pollutant listed in Table 2F-2 a substance or a component of a substance which you
curently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

I [ Yes (list all such pollutants below) l ! No (go to Section Viij)

Vi, Biologi

m Yes (list results below)

[ ' No (go to Section IX)

[ ves - o R D T [ % ot Sectony -

A. Name S B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Analyzed

’.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print)

2

a

8. Area Code and Phone No.

C. Signature D. Date Signed

Lt h ks LI NPT

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) Page 30f 3
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-

EPA IC Number (copy from item | of Fom_) 1)

VU. Discharge Information (Continued from page 3 of Form 2f)

Apprdval éxpites 5/ 3 l/ 92

Part A- You must provide the results of at least one anal
instructions for additional-detaiis.

ysis for every pollutant in this table. Complete one table for each outfail_. See

Potlutant
and
CAS Number
{# available)

Maximum Values
. (inciude vnits}

Average Values - -
{include units)

Number
of

Grab Samgple
Taken During
First 30
Minutes

Fiow-weighted

Composite _

Grab Sample

Taken Dunng
First 30
Minutes

Flow-weighted
Composite

Storm
Events
Sampled

Sources of Pollitants

Qil nd Grease

Biological Orygen
Demand (BODS}

Chemical Oxygen
Demand (COD)

Total Suspended
Solids (TSS)

Total Kjeldaht
Nitrogen

Nitrate plus
Nitrite Nitrogen

Total
Phosphorus

oH

Minimum Maximum

Minimum Maximum

permit for its process wastewater {if the tass
he i i

Part B~ List each pollutant that is limited int an effiuent guideline which the facility is subject 10 or any pcilutant listed in the tacility's NPDES
ity is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Complete one table for each outfail.

EPA Form 3510-2F {12-88)

ions for ional ils and requirements
Maximum Values Average Values Number .
Poliutant " (include units) {include units) of
. ang Grab Sggnple" : ?rab ngxple : Storm
Taken Dunin . . aken Duri S
CAS Number First 30 g Flow-weighted First 30'"9 Flow-weighted | Events ]
(if available) Minutes | Composite Minutes Composite - |Sampled Sources of Pollutants
- T e —
7
“
Page Vii-1 -

Conunue on Heverse, °

Form Apptoved. OMB No. 2040-0086 - .

it
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Continued from the Front

and requirements. outtall

£
3
1S
S
¥
.}.
4
I d
:
¥

o N O M PRy

CAS Number

3

Maximum Values
. (inctude units)

... .- werage Values
Gnciude units)

Number
of

Taken Dunng

- Tonen QU0 1 Fow-weighted

Storm
Events

mcwmm&ﬂmﬂﬁ-&mdﬁmtmmov\;whanmmnbbdionhprmm&emmmw

z W amlablo) Minutes

Composite  {Sampiled Sources of Ponuéms

e 2

-—‘\/

which resulted in the maximum values for the fiow weighted composite sample.

Part D~ Provide data for the storm event(s)

4, BN - 8. R A8 8.

1.
Date of
Storm

2 3.

Duration

1&] e

of Storm during storm event

Maximum fioe rate
during rain event

fgallons /minute or

Total flow from
- rain event

-Season
4 sampie was

{in minutes)

_'taken

- Formof - -
Precipitation
(rainfall,
—-snowmelt)

Event fin inches) -

B SRR U

speclfy units

: s Or
--BPOCify units)

rolove

P T T

9. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

A D S 2 I - T M e . R

— e e m el —_— FEpS ON SN

s e 4

- EPAForm 3510-2F (12-88) |

Page Vii-2
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Instructions - Form 2F
Application for Permit to Discharge Storm Water
- Associated with Industrial Activity
Who Must File Form 2F ' '

Form 2F must be completed by operators of facilities which discharge storm water associated with industrial
- activity or by operators of storm water discharges that EPA is evaluating for designation as a significant
.contributor of pollutants to waters of the United States, or as contributing to a violation of-a water quality

standard.
.Operators of discharges which are composed entlrely of storm water must complete Form 2F (EPA Form
3 3510-2F) in conjunction with Form 1 (EPA Form 3510-1).
Operators of discharges of storm water which are combined with process wastewater (process wasiewater
% is water that comes into direct contact with or results from the production or use of any raw material, interme-
: diate product, finished product, byproduct, waste product, or wastewater). must complete and submit Form _
2F, Form 1, and Form 2C (EPA Form 3510-2C). .

Operators of discharges of storm water which are combined with nonprocess wastewater (nonprocess
wasiewater includes noncontact cooling water and sanitary wastes which are not regulated by effluent guide-
lines or a new source parformance standard, except discharges by educational, medicai, or commercial
chemical laboratories) must complete Form 1, Form 2F, and Form 2E (EPA Form 3510-2E}.

Operators of new sources of new d'scharges of storm water associated with |ndustnal activity whnch will be
combinad with other nonstormwater new sources or new discharges must submit Form 1, Form 2F, and
Form 2D (EPA Form 3510-2D). :

. Where to File Applications

The application forms should be sent to the EPA Regional Office which covers the State in which the facility
is located. Form 2F must be used only when applying for permits in States where the NPDES permits

- program is administered by EPA. For facilities located in States which are approved to administer the NPDES
- permits program, the State environmental agency should be contacted for proper permit apphcatcon forms
and instructions. '

information-on whether a particular program is administered by EPA or by a State agency can be obtained -
from your EPA Regional Office, Form 1, Table 1 of the "General Instructions® lists the addresses of EPA
Regional Offices and the States within the jurisdiction of each Off' ice.

_ Completeness

. Your application will not be considered complete uniess you answer every question on this form and onForm
1 v 1. #an ftem does not apply toyou, enter "NA" (for not applicable) to show that you considered the questwn

Public Availability of Submitted lnformatlon

You may not claim as conﬁdent:al any womzanon required by this form or FOrm 1, whether the lrvfonnatlon ]
is reported on the forms or in an attachment. Section 402(j) of the Clean Water Act requires that all pemm %
apphcanons will be availableto the publlc This mfonnamn will be made available to the pubhc upon request !

Any information you submit 10 EPA which goes beyond that required by this form, Form 1; or Form 2C you
,may claim as conf dential, but claims for information which are effluent data will be denied. -

. If you do not assert a claim of confggemiamy at the time of submitting the information, EPA may rnake xhe L

‘—2 _ information public without furtFier notice to you. Claims of conﬁdentuamy wsll be handled m accordance vmh
B EPA's business cormdemiamy regtdat!ons at 40 CFR Part 2. :
4 Defintions , . -
é Al sogmficant terms used in theseinstmctlons andinthe form are deﬁned in the glossary found in the General T
“:i o Instructions which acoompany Form 1. o . _ :
3 - EPAID Number LT e T
«I Fill-in your EPA1dennﬂca!§on Numberat the top of each odd-numbered page of Form 2F. You may copythls P
1 number directly from item | of Form 1. i
EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) : b-1 _ o T '

© et e -

. b fenfes
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ftem [

You may use the map you provided for item X! of Form 1 to determine the latitude and longitude of each of
your outfalls and the name of the receiving water.

Item li-A

If you check “yes" to this question, complete all parts of the chart, orattacha copy of any previous submission '
you have made to EPA containing the same information. ‘ , -

item li-B

: : -You are not required to submnt a description of future pollut:on control projects if you do notwishto or ifnone
B . is planned. .
|

item il

Attach a site map showing topography (or indicating the outline of diainage areas sérved by'the outfall(s)
covered in the application if a topographic map is unavailable) depicting the fac:hty including:

each of its drainage and discharge structures; .

the drainage area of each storm water outfall;

" paved areas and building within the drainage area of each storm water outfall, each known past or
present areas used for outdoor storage or disposal of significant materials, each existing structural con-
trol measure to reduce pollutants in storm water runoff, materials loading and access areas, areas where
pesticides, herbicides, soil conditioners and fertilizers are applied;

each of its hazardous waste treatment, storage or disposal facilities (including each area not required to
have a RCRA permit which is used for accumulating hazardous waste for less than 90 days under 40 CFR
262.34);

each well where fluids from the facility are injected underground; and
springs, and other surface water bodies which receive storm water discharges from the facility;
ltem IV-A ' ' ’ '

For each outfall, provide an estimate of the area drained by the outfall which is covered by impervious : Ty
surfaces. For the purpose of this application, impervious surfaces are surfaces where storm water runs off at :
‘rates that are significantly higher than background rates (e.g., predevelopment levels) and include paved: -
areas, building roofs, parking lots; and roadways. Include an estimate of the total area (including all impervi- . . w4
ous and pervious areas) drained by each outfall. The site map required under item lil can be used to estlmate ‘ ' i

the total area drained by each outfall, ) . . ] SR oo

ltem iV-B o -

Provide a narrative description of significant materials that are currently or in the past three years have been T . . %
treat=d, stored, or disposed in a manner to allow exposure to storm water; method of treatment, storage or -
disposal of these materials; past and present materials management practices employed, in the last three
years, to minimize contact by these materials with storm water runoff; materials loading and access areas;
and the'location, manner, and frequency in which pesticides, herbicides, soil conditioners, and fertilizers are
applied. Significant materials should be identified by chemical name, form (e.g., powder, liquid, etc.), and” -
~type of container or treatment unit. Indicate any materials treated, stored, or disposed of together. “Signifi:
cant materials” includes, but is not limited to: raw materials; fuels; materials such as solvents, detergems and
plastic peilets; finished materials such as metailic products; raw materials used in food processing or produc- L
tion; hazardous substances designated-under Section 101(14) of CERCLA; any chemical the facility is re-).
: quired to report pursuant to Section 313 of Title Ill of SARA; fertilizers; pesticides;'and waste products such T
4 as ashes, slag and sludge that have the potentzal to be released with storm water dnscharges T A :

item IV-C

For each outfall, structural controls include structures which enclose matenal handlmg or storage areas L
covering materials, berms, dikes, or diversion ditches around manutacturing, production, storage'or treat- -
ment units, retention ponds, etc. Nonstructural controls include practices such as spill prevention plans,
- employee training, visual inspections, preventive maintenance, and housekeeping measures that are used to. N
© prevent or minimize the potential for releases of poliutants. : T “

Coerb e e s
ot e

SRR A e M dst s o | b

st

- EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) . . [-2
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itemV

" Provide a certification that all outfalls that should contain storm water discharges assaclated with industrial

activity have been tested or evaluated for the presence of non-storm water discharges which are not covered

by an NPDES permit. Tests for such non-storm water discharges may include smoke tests, fluorometric dye
tests, analysis of accurate schematics, as well as other appropriate tests. Part B must include a description

of the method used, the date of any testing, and the onsite drainage points that were directly observed during
atest. All non-storm water discharges must be identitied in a Form 2C or Form 2E which must accompany -
this application (see beginning of instructions under sectlon trtled "Who Must Frle Form 2F' fora descnptton .

‘ofwhenForm2CandForszmustbesubmmed) T

ftem VI’

Provide a description of existing information regardmg the htstory of sngmt" icant Ieaks or sprlls of toxic or
hazardous pollutants at the facility in the last three vears. .

Rem VIi-A,B,and C

These items require you to collect and report data onthe pollutants discharged for each of your outfalls. Each
part of this item addresses a different set of poilutants and must be completed in accordance with the specific
instructions for that part. The following general instructions apply to the entire item. .

General Instructions

Part A requires you to report at least one analysis for each poliutant fisted. Parts B and C require youto report
analyticai data in two ways. For some pollutants addressed in Parts B and C, if you know or have reason to
know that the poilutant is present in your discharge, you may be required to fist the polfutant and test (sample
and analyze) and report the levels of the pollutants in your discharge. For all other poltutants addressed in .
Parts B and C, you must list the poilutant if you know or have reason to know that the pollutant is present in
the discharge, and either report quantitative data for the pollutant or briefly describe the reasons the poliutant
is expected to be discharged. (See specific instructions on the form and below for Parts A through C.) Base
your determination that a pollutant is present in or absent from your discharge on your knowledge of your
raw materials, material management practices, maintenance chemicals, history of spills and releases, inter-
mediate and final products and byproducts, and any previous analyses known to you of your effluent or .
similar effluent. '

A. Sampling: The collection of the samples for the reported analyses should be supervrsed by a person
expenenced in performing sampling of industrial wastewater or storm water discharges. You may con-
tact EPA or your State permitting authority for detailed guidance on sampling techniques and for answers
to specific questions. Any specific requirements contained in the applicable analytical methods should
be followed for sample containers, sample preservation, holding times, the collection of duplicate sam-
ples, etc. The time when you 'sample should be representative, to the extent feasible, of your treatment -
_ system operating properly with no system upsets. Samples should be collected from the center of the
flow channel, where turbulence is at a maximum, at a site speclfred in your present permlt or at any site .
adequate for the collection of a representative sample. B

For pH, temperature, cyamde total phenols, residual chiorine, oil and grease, and tecal cohform grab R

. samples taken during the first 30 minutes (or as soon thereafter as practicable) of the discharge must be * -

used (you are not required to analyze a flow-weighted composite for these parameters). For all other .7 .. .,

pollutants both a grab sample collected during the first 30 minutes (or as soon thereafter as practrcable)

of the discharge and a flow-weighted composite sample must be analyzed. However, a minimum of one 1. o 10w 07
grab sample may be taken for effluents from holdrng ponds or other impoundments wrth a retentron .

period of greater than 24 hours. -

All samples shall be collected from the discharge resultmg from a’'storm event that is greater than 0 1‘._'
inches and af least 72 hours from the previously measurable (greater than 0.1 inch rainfall) stormevent. -~ ..~
Where feasible, the variance in the duration of the event and the total rarnfall of the event should not T

exceed 50 percent from the average or median ramfall event in that area. : P

A grab sample shall be taken during the first thirty ‘minutes of the discharge (or as soon thereafter as
_ practicable), and a ﬂow-welghted composrte shall be taken for the entrre event or forthe flrs.t three hour
ofthe event. e i

Grab and compositesamples,aredeﬂnedasfollows: T e e e

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) 1-3
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- Grab sample: An individual sample of at least 100 milliliters collected during the first thirty minutes
{or as soon thereafter as practicable) of the discharge. Thts sample istobe analyzed separately from
the composite sample.

Flow-Weighted Composite sample: A flow-weighted composne sample may be taken wnh a gon-

. tinuous sampler that propotstions the amount of sample coliected with the flow rate or as a combina-
tion of a minimum of three sample afiquots taken in each hour of discharge for the entire event or for
the first three hours of the event, with each aliquot being at ieast 100 milliliters and collected with a
minimum period of fifteen minutes between aliquot collections. The composite must be flow propor-
tional; either the time interval between each aliquot or the volume of each aliquot must be propor-
tional to either the stream flow at the time of sampling or the total stream flow since the collection of
the previous aliquot. Aliquots may be collected manually or automatncally Where GC/MS Voiatile
Organic Analysis (VOA) Is required, aliquots must be combined in the laboratory immediately before
analysis. Only one analysis for the composite sample is requ:red

Data from samples taken in the past may be used, provided that:
All data requirements are tﬁet:
Sampling was done no more than three years before submission; and
All data are representative of the preéen: discharge.

Among the factors which would cause the data to be unrepresentative are significant changes in produc-
tion level, changss in raw materials, processes, or final products, and changes in storm water treatment.
When the Agency promulgates new analytical methods in 40 CFR Part 136, EPA will provide information
as to when you should use the new methods to generate data on your discharges.” Of course, the
Director may request additional information, including current quantitative data, i they determine it to be
necessary to assess your discharges. The Director may allow or establish appropnate site-specific sam-
pling procedures or requirements, including samphng locations, the season in which the sampling takes
place, the minimum duration between the previous measurable storm event and the storm event sam-
pled, the minimum or maximum level of precipitation required for an appropriate storm event, the form
of precipitation sampled (snow melt or rainfall), protocols for collecting samples under 40 CFR Part 136,
and additional time for submitting data on a case-by-case basis. = .

B. Reporting: All levels must be reported as concentration and as total mass. You may report some or all
of the required data by attaching separate sheets of paper instead of ﬂlmg out pages Vii-1 and VII-2 if the
separate sheets contain all the required information in.a format which is consistent with pages VHi-1 and.
Vii-2 in spacing and in identification of poﬂutants and columns Use the followmg abbreviations in the
‘columns headed “Units.* :

» Concenttaﬁon _ : Mass
ppm  parts per million o Ibs  pounds
mg/1 milligrams per liter : ton - . tons {Engiishtons)-
ppb parts per billion o mg .. milligrams -
ug/1  micrograms per liter : g . 'grams
kg kilograms , T " tonnes (metric tons)

All reporting of values for metals must be in terms of “total tecoverab!e metal uniess'

- (1) An‘applicable, promulgated efﬂuent limitation or standard spec:f‘ es the hmnatlon for the metal m
dissolved, valent, or total form; or__

- - {2) All approved analytical methods for t the meta! Inherenﬂy measure on!y hs d:ssolved form (e.g
hexavalent chromium); or . .

(3) The permitting authonty has determined that ln estabhshlng case-by-case ﬁmaauons i is neces-
sary to express the limitations on the metal in dissolved, valent, or total form to carry out the provi-.
sions of the CWA. if you measure only one grab sample and one-flow-weighted compos:te sample
for a given outfall, complete only the *Maximum Values™ columns and insert "1* Into the “Number of.
_ Storm Events Sampled” column. The permitting authonty may requnre you to conduct addutaonal
analyses to further characterize your discharges. R At

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) 1-4

Aot

SRR [ RN

iR

o8




——— e awac

Federal Register / Vol. 55, No. 222 [ Friday, November 16, 1990 / Rules and Regulations

48085

T BT S e e e R N
,

If you measure more than one value for a grab sample or a flow-weighted composite sample for a given -

outfall and those values are representative of your discharge, you must report them. You must describe
your method of testing and data analysis. You also must determine the average of all values within the
last year and report the concentration mass under the "Average Values" columns, and the total number
of storm events sampled under the "Number of Storm Events Sampled” columns. . :

C. Analysis: You must use test methods promulgated in 40 CFR Part 136; however, if none has been
promulgated for a particular pollutant, you may use any suitable method for measuring the level.of the
- pollutant in your discharge provided that you submit a description of the method or a reference to a

* published method. Your description should include the sample holding time, preservation techniques, . ...
and the quality control measures which you used. If you have two or more substantially identical outfalls,: ™. . -~
you may request permission from your permitting authority to sample and analyze only one outfall and .~

submit the results of the analysis for other substantially identical outfalls. if your request is granted by the
permitting authority, on a separate sheet attached to the application form, identify which outfall you did
test, and describe why the outfalls which you did not test are substantially identical to the outfall which
you did test.

Part VI-A
Part VIt-A must be.completed by all apphcants forall outfal's who must complete Form 2F.

Analyze a grab sample collected during the first thirty minutes (or as soon thereafter as practicable) of the
discharge and flow-weighted composite samples for all pollutants in this Part, and report the results except
use only grab samples for pH and oil and grease. See discussion in General Instructions to {tem VI for
definitions of grab sample collected during the first thirty minutes of discharge and flow-weighted composite
sample. The "Average Values” column is not compulsory but should be filled out if data are available.

Part Vii-B
List all pollutants that are limited in an effluent gurdelme which the facrlrty is subject to (see 40 CFR Subchap-

ter N to determine which pollutants are limited in effluent guidelines) or any poliutant listed in the facility’s -

NPDES permit for its process wastewater (if the facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit). Com:

plete one table for each outfall. See discussion in General instructions to item VI for definitions of grab . . . .

sampie collected during the first thirty minutes (or as soon thereafter as practicable) of discharge and flow-
weighted composite sample. The "Average Values® column is not compulsory but should be filled out if data
are available. .

Analyze a grab sample collected during the first thirty minutes of the discharge and flow-weighted composite
samples for all poliutants in this Part, and report the results, except as provided in the General Instructions.

PartVii-C .

Part VII-C must be completed by all applicants for all outfalls which discharge storm water associated with

industrial activity, or that EPA Is evaluating for designation as a significant contributor of pollutants to waters

of the United States, or as contributing to a violation of a water quality standard. Use botha grab sampleand - - -

a composite sample for all poliutants you analyze for in this part except use grab samples for residual chiorine

and fecal coliform. The "Average Values™ column is not compulsory but should be filled out if data are -

available. Part C requires you to address the pollutants in Table 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 for each outfall. Pollu- -

tants in each of these Tables are addressed differently. = . -

Table 2F-2: For each outfall, list all pollutants in Table 2F-2 that you know or have reason to beheve are
discharged (except pollutants previously listed in Part Vil-B). If a pollutant is limited in an effluent guideline
limitation which the faciiity is subject to (e.g., use of TSS as an indicator to control the discharge of iron and

other pollutants listed in Table 2F-2 (those not limited directly or indirectly by an effluent limitation guideline),

o aluminum), the poliutant should beristed in Part VII-B. If a poliutant in table 2F-2 Is indirectly limited by an....: -, :
-effluent guideline limitation through an indicator, you must analyze for it and report data in Part VII-C. For <.« -

that you know or have reason to believe are discharges, you must either report quanmatrve data or bneﬂy

describe the reasons the poltutant is expected to be discharged.

Table 2F-3: For each outfall, list all poliutants in Table 2F-3 that you know or have reason to beheve are

discharged. For every poliutant in Table 2F-3 expected to be discharged in concentrations of 10 ppb or

greater, you must submit quantitative data. For acrolein, acrylonitrile, 2,4 dinitrophenol, and 2-methyi-46 - - =~

dinitrophenol, you must submit quantitative data if any of these four pollutants is expected to be discharged

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) t-5
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in concentrations of 100 ppb or greater. For every poliutant expected to be discharged in concentrations less
than 10 ppb (or 100 ppb for the four pollutants listed above), then you must either submit quanmatwe data
or briefly describe the reasons the pollutant is expected to be discharged.

Small Business Exemption - if you are & "small business,” you are exempt from the reporting requirements -

for the organic toxic pollutants listed in Table 2F-3. There ara two ways in which you ¢can qualify as a “small
business". If your facility is a coal mine, and if your probable total annual production is less than 100,000 tons
per year, you may submit past production data or estimated future production {such as a schedule of esti-
mated total production under 30 CFR 795.14(c)) instead of conducting analyses for the organic toxic pollu-
tants. if your facility is not a coal mine, and I your gross total annual sales for the most recent three years
average less than $100,000 per year (in second quarter 1980 dollars), you may submit sales data for those
years instead of conducting analyses for the organic toxic pollutants. The production or sales data mus: be
for the facility which is the source of the discharge. The data should not be limited to production or sales for
the process or processes which contribute to the discharge, unless those are the only processes at your
facility. For sales data, in situations involving intracorporate transfer of goods and services, the transfer price
per unit should approximate market prices for those goods and services as closely as possible. Sales figures
for years after 1980 should be indexed to the second quarter of 1980 by using the gross national product
price deflator (second quarter of 1980=100). This index is available in National Income and Product Ac-
counts of the United States (Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic Analysis).

Table 2F-4: For each outfall, list any poliutant in Table 2F-4 that you know or believe to be present in the
discharge and explain why you believe it 1o be present. No analysis is required, but if you have analytical
data, you must report them. Note: Under 40 CFR 117.12(a}(2), certain discharges of hazardous substances
(listed at 40 CFR 177.21 or 40 CFR 302.4) may be exempted from the requirements of section 311 of CWA,
which establishes reporting requirements, tivil penalties, and liability for cleanup costs for spills of oil and
hazardous substances. A discharge of a particular substance may be exempted i the origin, source, and
amount of the discharged substances are identified in the NPDES permit application or in the permit, if the

“permit contains a requirement for treatment of the discharge, and if the treatment is in place. To apply for an

exclusion of the discharge of any hazardous substance from the requirements of section 311, attach addi-
tional sheets of paper to your form, setting forth the following mformatron

1. The substance and the amount of each substance which may be dtscharged.
2. The origin and source of the discharge of the substance.
3. The treatment which is to be provided for the discharge by:

a. An onsite treatment system separate from any treatment system tteanng your normal das- s
charge;

b. Atreatment system designed to treat your normal discharge and which is additionally capable
of treating the amount of the substance identified under paragraph 1 above; or

¢. Any combination of the above.

See 40 CFR 117.12(a)(2) and (c), published on August 29, 1979, in 44 FR 50786, or contact your Regxonal o
Office (Table 1 on Form 1, Instructions), for further mformanon on exclusions from secnon 311. i

Part Vii-D

if samplrng is conducted during more than one storm event, you only need to repurt the information re:
quested in Part VII-D for the storm event(s) which resulted in any maximum pollutant concentranon repcned o
in Part VII-A, VII-B, or VII-G.

Provide flow measurements or estimates of the fiow rate, and the total amount ol di scharge Tor the storm S

event(s) sampled, the method of flowTiigasurement, or estimation. Provide the data and duration ofthe storm _.
event(s) sampled, rainfall measurements, or estimates of the storm event which generated the sampted runoff.- "
and the duration between the storm event sampled and the end of the previous measurable (greater than 0. 1 L

inch rainfall) storm event.

Part VII-E B S .
List any toxic pollutant listed in Tables 2F-2, 2F~a or 2F-4 whtch you currently use of manulacture as.an

intermediate or final product or byproduct. lnaddluorufyouknoworhavereasontobellevemz,378-te-

trachlorodrbenzo-p-dloxm (TCDD) is discharged or if you use or manufacture 2,4,5-trichlorophenoxy acetic.

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) 1-6




PSR IANUPEER B 527

N A SRS e

VS SORINUPTIRF RO ¥ TR R T

T

e R A

figid

Federal Register { Vol. 55, No. 222 / Friday, November 16, 1990 / Rules and Regulations

48087

acid (2,4,5,-T); 2-(2,4.5-trichlorophenoky) propanoic acid (Silvex, 2,4,5,-TP); 2-(2,4,5-trichlorophenoxy) ethyl,
2,2-dichloropropionate (Erbon); O,0-dimethyl O-(2,4,5-trichiorpheny!) phosphorothiocate (Ronnel); 2,4,5-
trichiorophenol (TCP); or hexachlorophene {HCP); then list TCDD. The Director may waive or modify the

requirement if you demonstrate that it would be unduly burdensome to identify each toxic pollutant and the .

Director has adequate information to issue your permit. You may not claim this information as confidential;
however, you do not have to distinguish between use or production of the pollutants or list the amounts. -

Item Vill

Self explanatory. The permmmg authonty may ask youto provude additional details after your apphcat:on is
received, : :

item X

The Clean Water Act provides for severe penalties for submitting false information on this application form.

Section 309(c){4) of the Clean Water Act provides that “Any person who knowingly makes any false material
statement, representation, or certification in any application, . . . shall upon conviction, be punished by a fine
of not more than $10,000 or by imprisonment for not more than 2 years, or by both. I a conviction of such
person is for a violation committed after a first conviction of such person under this paragraph, punishment
shall be by a fine of not more than $20,000 per day of violation, or by imprisonment of not more than 4 years,
or by both.* 40 CFR Part 122.22 requires the certification to be signed as follows:

{A) For a corporation: by a responsible corporate official. For purposes of this section, a responsible
corporate official means (i) a president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of the corporation in

charge of a principal business function, or any other person who performs similar policy- or decision- - -

making functions for the corporation, or {ii) the manager of one or more manufacturing, production, or
operating facilities employing more than 250 persons or having gross annual sales or expenditures
exceeding $25,000,000 (in second-quarter 1980 dollars), if authority to sign documems has been as-
signed or delegated to the manager in accordance with corporate procedures.

Note: EPA does not require specific assignments or delegation of authority to responsible corporate

officers identified in 122.22(a}{(1)()). The Agency will presume that these responsible corporate officers '
have the requisite authority to sign permit applications unless the corporation has notified the Directorto. .
the contrary. Corporate procedures governing authority to sign permit applications may provide for -

assignment or delegation to applicable corporate posmon under 122 22(a) (1)(n) rather than to specrfc
individuals.

(B) For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general panner or the proprietor, respechvely,

(C) For a municipality, State, Federal, or other public agency: by either a principal executive oﬂ‘ cer :

or ranking elected official. For purposes of this-section,a pnnc:pal executive officer of a Federal agency-
inciudes (i) the chief executive officer of the agency, or (i) a senior executive officer having responsibity -

for the overall operatxons of a principal geographic umt of the agency (eg. Regvonal Admmnstrators of
EPA).

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) B B
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- | . Table2F-1
’ Codes for Treatment Units
Physlcal Treatment Processes

- Ammonia Str(ppnng o 1-M Grit Removal
Dialysis - o ’ o TN Mncrostranmng
- Diatomaceous Earth Filtration 1-0 . Mixing L
5 Distillation _ - 1P ' Moving Bed Filters
S Electrodialysls ~ o 1@ Multimedia Filtration
e - Evaporation™ - =* . - T = 7 1R . Rapid Sand Filtration
E. . - Floceulation” “. . 0 .. 7 .. . .18 _  Reverse Osmos|s (Hyperfnltratnon)
£ oL - *-Flotation <. T e - 4T L Screening - .
A : " 'Foam Fracﬁohation PR SV s«;sdlmemation {Setting)
E, B - Freezing - _"‘J U R} "+ -GlowSand Filtration © "~ . -
= 1K Gas—PhaseSeparabon S LW " Solvent Extraction -~ - S T
§; : " tL - Crinding (Comminutors) - . - - - . X - Sorption - - S .
?g ) ' Chemical Treatment Processes
B 2-A Carbon Adsorption » ‘2G - Disinfection (Ozone)
; : 2B Chemical Oxidation ~ « 2H Disinfection (Other)
< 2-C Chemical Precipitation s 2k Electrochemical Treatment
e 2D Coagulation 24 lon Exchange
et 2E “Dechlorination . 2K Neutralization
‘i 2F . _  Disinfection (Chlotine) : X% Reduction
= o,

Biological Treatment Processes

= 3A ActivatedSludge -~ . " .7 3E . Pre-Aeration - O .
N 38 Aerated Lagoons. . - . ~. &F - . Spraykngation/Land Appncanon e =
L. 3C - Anaerobic Treatment - .7 3G - Stabilization Ponds - : : S -
£ 3D .+ Nitrification-Denitrification 3-H Tnckhng F"'a"°" et

£ . T T RN L -

f—3d - .. . o e a T - R

= 4A - Discharge to Surface Water = - . 4C- f - ~ -

% 4B Oeean Duscharge Through Outfall 4D - Underground lnject:on‘ : S

3 i . Sludge 'l’reatment and Dnsposal Processes )
E;.i - 5A Aerob:colgesnon .. < sM . HeatDrying
=i - - Tt sB. - Anaerobic Digestion < e S e g Nt HeatTreatmem >
ﬁ' s 5C - . BeltFiltration™ - 2+ iliwan . rc.L 80 L |~ Incineration ...s7 % «
= 5D - Centifugation -%. . I~ . - o &PI . LandAppu'cauon»' R
%{ SE . -ChemicalConditioning .. . °~ = 5Q: . landfill . -5 : )
2 S 5F Chlorine Treatment e S . . SR . . Pressure Fttrat»on Lol T 1 L
.-=.‘= . 5G . Composting- =~~~ T T T AGGlEG e Pyro!ysus FER T e
§ 5-H Drying Beds ° C ST 8T ‘Sludge Lagoons o . s o
& a -8l - .. Elutriation” - ... i -7 8U ... -Vacuum Filtration "~ .~ o e
‘ﬁ Y 5J° . - Flotation Thnckenmg 5V . Vibration -
%{ ST 8K . Freezing . ) o §W - - Wet Oxidation -
& §L .  Gravity Thickening ’ )
- &
EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) “1-8 }
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. ‘ B . Table2F2 . ...

Conventlonal and Nonconventional Poliutants Required To Be Tested by Exustmg Dnscharg erif
Expected To Be Present

Bromide : . . e L

Chlotine, Total Residual Lo T e
Color . : R . e
Fecal Coliform : ; :

Fluoride
Nitrate-Nitrite
Nitrogen, Total Kjedahi o : oL,
Qil and Grease : e
Phosphorus, Total Radnoacuvxtv S R -
Sulfate - : A
Sulfide > ’ .

Sulfite .~ . . e e
Surfactants . I

"Aluminum, Total ) L : h

Barium, Total . . N

Boron, Total -

Cobatt, Total

fron, Total

Magnesium, Tota!

Molybdenum, Total

Magnesium, Total

Tin, Total

Titanium, Tota!

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88) N Y
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2-Chiorophenol
_ 2,4-Dichiorophenol
2.4-Dimethyiphenol
4,6 Dinitro-O-Cresol

Acenaphthene

- Acenaphthylene

- 7 -Anthracene ’

N B 3 l. )

. Benzo(a)anthracene
Benzola)pyrene
3.4-Benzofivoranthene
Benzo(ghilperylene
Benzolkjfiuoranthene
Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane
Bis(e-chioroethyl)ether
Bis(2chloroisopropyljether

. Bis(2-ethylyhexyl)phthalate
4-Bromopheny! Pheny! Ether
‘Butylbenzyl Phthaiate

- 44DDE . ..

- - -EPA Form 3510-2F (12:68)

.. Dichlorobromomethane = _ . 11,22 Tetrachloroethane
" 1,1-Dichioroethane . - Tﬂrachloroemylene
1.2-Dichioroethane _ " Yoluene
1,1-Dichloroethylene ' _,~'l.2-Tuns»Bndrlofoemy}ene
" 1,2-Dichloropropane " .1,1,1-Trichloroethane
1,3-Dichloropropylene . 11 2-Trichloroethane
Ethylbenzene .. - Trichloroethylene
Methy! Bromide - “Minyl Chioride -
Methy! Chioride ~ .
Methylene Chloride
. " Acid Compounds - -

- 2,4-Dinitrophenol ’ Pentachiorophenol
2-Nitrophenol . . : - Phenol

. 4-Nitrophenol - RN 2.4.6-Tndllofophenol
p-Chloro-M-Gresol :

Base/Neutral N
2-Chioronaphthalene “Furoranthene
" - 4-Chiorophenyl Phenyl Ether Fluorene
. Chrysene - - Hexachlorobenzene
- Dibenzo(a hjanthracene " . Hexachiorobutadiene
. 1,2Dichlorobenzene --Hexachioroethane
"1,3-Dichlorobenzene indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene
. 1,&4-Dichiorobenzene - -fsophorone .
-3,3"-Dichiorobenzidine - Napthalene
Diethy! Phthalate Nitrobenzene -

. .Dimethyl Phthalate - N-Nitrosodimethylamine
Di-N-Butyl Phthalate ‘N-Nitrosodi-N-Propylamine
2,4-Dinitrotoluene : N-Nﬁrosod:pbenylamme
2,6-Dinitrotoluene “‘Phenanthrene
Di-N-Octyiphthalate ‘Pyrene

: 1.2-D|phenylhydrazme (as Azoben- 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene
zcne) : L -
. Pesticides
Dieldrin : " PCB-1254
' ‘AphaEndosulfan = | . T PCB1221 )
. - Beta-Endosulfan T U PCBI282 .~
. Endosulfan Silfate - - PCB-1248 '
;- “dEndrinAldehyde - .. T - - PCBI0B - . . .
..dHeptachlor .. i - i Tosaphene ;- .-
PCB1242
.. : - . . ~: e
- {10 £of L

- -Table2F-3 -1 .-

- ';roxic poliutants required 10 be _

e,
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Table 2F-4

‘Hazardous substances required to be
identified by applicant if expected to be present

Asbestos

" Acetaldehyde
Allyi atcohol
Allyl chioride
Amy! acetate
Aniline
Benzonitrile
Benzyl chloride
Butyl acetate
Butylamine
Carbaryt
Carboturan
Carbon disulfide
Chlorpyrifos
Coumaphos

Creso!
Crotonaldehyde

Cyclohexane
. 2,4-D (2,4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic
acid)
Diazinon
Dicamba
Dichlobenil
Dichlone
2,2-Dichioropropionic acid
Dichlorvos
Diethyl amine
Dimethyl amine

{FR Doc. 90-26315 Filed 11-8-90; 12:17 pm}
BILLING CODE 6560-50-C ’

EPA Form 3510-2F (12-88)

Toxic Pollutant

Hazardous Substances

Dinitrobenzene -
Diquat

- Disulfeton - *-

Diuron
Epichlorohydrin
Ethion

Ethylene diamine -
Ethylene dibromide
Formaldehyde
Furfural

Guthion

isoprene
Isoprepanolamine
Kelthane

Kepone
Malathion

Mercaptodimethur
Methoxychlor

Methyl mercaptan

" Methyl methacrylate

Methyl parathion
Mevinphos
Mexacarbate
Monoethy! amine
Monomethyt amine
Naled

i-11

Zirconium

Napthenic acid

. Nitrotoluene
-Parathion - -

Phenolsulfonate
Phosgene )
Propargite
Propylene oxide
Pyréthrins
Quinoline
Resorcinol
Stronthium
Strychnine
Styrene

2,4,5-T (2.4,5-Trichlorophenoxyacetic
acid) .
TOE (Tetrachiorodiphenyi ethane)
2,4,5-TP [2-(2.4,5-Trichlorophenoxy)
propanoic acid] .
Trichlorofan

Triethylamine

Trimethylamine
Uranium =~
Vanadium
Vinyl acetate

" Xylene

Xyltenol




FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT
OF
MARICOPA COUNTY

SUMMARY OF MEETING
DATE: 9 Sept. 1992 TIME: 1:30 PM
LOCATION: Nick Sciarro's Office CALLED BY: FCD

SUBJECT /PURPOSE: Discuss weir design, placement, and costs; discuss other
regulatory/operational criteria

PRESENT: Jim Emmons, Nick Sciarro, and Pete Cullum of Solid Waste; ??/
Phillips of FCD.

DISCUSSION: Reviewed the Interim IGA with Solid Waste. Nick asked if any
formal agreement was needed between Solid Waste and FCD to pursue NPDES
related work. I told him that since there is no exchange of funds, no formal
agreement is needed.

The weir design was approved by Solid Waste.

I expounded on the problems related to "mo discharge." It was understood that
reporting "no discharge" for a storm event, while having a program in place
for sample collection is more appropriate than a formal declaration of no
discharge. The latter precludes the need for a NPDES permit altogether..
Besides, EPA may require conformance to RCRA Subtitle D runon-runoff criteria,
which is not the condition at Cave Creek, Queen Creek, or New River.

There was some general discussion concerning the location of weirs at N.W.

Regional and Gila Bend. Preliminary agreement was reached. It was decided
that the simplest solution to New River was to improve. the existing berms,

which will prevent any runoff. A weir installation is not planned for New

River. : ‘

Pete Cullum will provide the needed list of pollutants to be tested. He will-
also provide the sampling protocol for Solid Vaste.

I gave them a briefing concerning the newly published baseline general permit{
The deadlines and requirements of the baseline and the group application
pathways were compared. Solid Waste prefers to continue on the established
(group application) course.

There is a lawsuit involving Hassayampa Landfill. Solid Waste asked that
(FCD) legal counsel is sought, and coordination made with Solid Waste before
submitting an NOI to EPA. The concern is that any data collected from
Hassayampa could influence the lawsuit. .

CONCLUSION: S.W. okayed the design and siting weir (N.W. Regional and Gila
‘Bend only). S.W. prefers to continue with the group application process.
S.VW. estimates 2 weeks to install weirs.

ACTION REQUIRED: A final weir design review by FCD within 1 week, at which
time I will give the go ahead to Solid Waste for construction. I will review
baseline general permit requirements for possible NOI for Hassayampa and seek
legal counsel concerning Hassayampa Landfill.




Michael B. Cook
Director, Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance
United States Environmental Protection Agency

" Washington, D.C. 20460

Subject: Group Permit Application #154. Acknowledgment of Part 1 application

approval and request for reconsideration of Part 2 deadline.

Dear Mr. Cook:

Ve have received the good news that Part 1 of our landfill group application
has been approved. We have been and are continuing to formulate plans to

supply the required Part 2 application information.

This letter addresses questions the Flood Control District of Maricopa County
has concerning the deadline for submittal of Part 2.. Your letter states that
Part 2 applications must be submitted to your office by 1 October 1992. After
reviewing the Federal Register, dated Thursday, 2 April 1992, pages 11394 to
11413, The District feels that the 1 October 1992 deadline for Part 2 group
applications was intended for industries owned/operated by municipalities with

populations 250,000 or more.

There may be some confusion over the population characteristics of Group #154.
Although it is understood that when considering municipal populations, the
total rather than the service population is intended for Transportation Act
deadlines (FR 11411). However, we are unsure whether the total population of
a county includes all incorporated areas (which would bring Maricopa County
over 250,000), or only unincorporated areas (which would place Maricopa County

in the less than 250,000 category). If, for industrial group applications,




incorporated areas are excluded from county populations, all group #154
members have populations of less than 250,000, thus our group should be

eligible for the new deadline of 17 May 1993.

On the other hand, if the intent was to include incorporated area populations,
then 5 of the 8 applicants have populations greater than 250,000. This
concern was submitted to Eugene Bromley during a telephone conversation on 29
May 1992. Mr. Bromley stated that in the case of "heterogeneous groups", that
is, industrial groups having at léast one applicant whose municipal population
is less than 250,000, the entire group is eligible for the extended Part 2
deadline of 17 May 1993. Mr. Bromley said that this directive was based on an
earlier decision prompted by questions from other heterogeneous groups

concerning the Part 2 deadline.
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District believes that Group #154 is—eligiddater the extended Part 2 deadline
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of 17 May 1993. VWe request your guidance in this matter and await your reply.

If you have any questions, please call me at (602) 506-1501.

Sincerely,

Catesby W. Moore

Environmental Program Manager




cc: Eugene Bromley, EPA Region IX

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, California 94105




ATTACHMENT I

POPULATIONS OF OWMER/OPERATORS OF LANDFILLS IN GROUP #154

LANI OWNER POPULATION (1990)

County 77

County *
County
‘Northwest Regional ~— ~ ~ Maricopa County
Gila Bend Maricopa County
Glendéle | City of Glendale 148,134
McQueen ' ' City of Chandler 90,533
Wickenburg Town of Wickenburg 4,515

& it vod! 4%/%79/ﬁ¢,




CWM/dms

Coord: ODP

Info: VAR




NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF FLOOD AND STORMWATER MANAGEMENT AGENCIES
1225 Eye St., N.\W.,, Suite 300 + Washington, D.C. 20005 - (202) 682-3761

TO: NAFSMA Members DATE: April 9, 1992
FROM: National Office BULLETIN NO: 91-2
SUBJECT: U.S. EPA Stormwater Rule of April 2, 1992

Attached is U.S. EPA's final rule of April 2, 1992 addressing several issues pertaining
to individual and group permits for stormwater discharges associated with industrial
and "municipal industrial" facilities.

The final regulation addresses the following issues:

1) sets forth EPA's long-term permit issuance strategy for industrial permits;

2) finalizes the August 16, 1991 proposed rule relating to minimum
monitoring and reporting requirements for industrial permits;

3) finalizes the August 16, 1991 proposed rule relating to minimum notice
of intent requirements for general permits;

4) finalizes the November 5, 1991 proposed rule setting October 1, 1992 as
the deadline for filing part 2 of group applications;

5) modifies the November 16, 1990 regulation by clarifying the number of
facilities in a group that must submit sampling information in part 2; and

6) modifies the November 16, 1990 regulation on the application of industrial
facility permit requirements to municipalities under 100,000 and other
related changes as set forth in the stormwater amendments to the
Transportation Act of 1991.

In recent discussions with U.S. EPA, staff have indicated their intention to issue the
final general permit rule in May. Please note that a number of states have secured
approval or are now seeking approval for their general permit programs in advance of
the final U.S. EPA rule.

On a related issue, the NAFSMA Board of Directors met on April 2, 1992 to review
NAFSMA's legislative efforts related to the reauthorization of the Clean Water Act. The
Board of Directors endorsed a modified version of a legislative proposal developed by
the California Stormwater Quality Task Force. NAFSMA members will receive a copy
of this proposal in a future bulletin.

If you have any questions, please call Kevin McCarty at ext. 228.

Attachment
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Thursday
April 2, 1992

Part VI

Environmental
Protection Agency

40 CFR Part 122

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Application Deadlines, General
Permit Requirements and Reporting
Requirements for Storm Water
Discharges Associated With Industrial
Activity; Final Rule
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 1068 of the Transportation Act represented pressing environmental
AGENCY addressed permit application deadlines  problems. In addition, sewage outfalls
for storm water discharges associated and industrial process discharges were
40 CFR Part 122 with industrial activity from facilities easily identified as responsible for poor,
FRL-4100-4] that were owned or operated by often drastically degraded water quality
municipalities. conditions. However, as pollution
National Pollutant Discharge EFFECTIVE DATE: The final rule becomes  control measures were developed

Elimination System Application
Deadlines, General Permit
Requirements and Reporting
Requirements for Storm Water
Discharges Associated With industrial

Activity

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA).
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Water Quality Act
(WQA) of 1987 added section 402(p) to
the Clean Water Act (CWA). Section
402(p) of the CWA requires the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
to establish phased and tiered
requirements for storm water discharges
under the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) program.
On August 16, 1991 (56 FR 40948), EPA
requested public comments on several
regulatory and policy issues regarding
NPDES permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity. On November 5, 1991 (56 FR
56549), the Agency also proposed
extending the deadline for submitting
part.2 of group applications for storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity.

In response to comment received on
August 16, 1991, propesal, today's action
describes a National Strategy for issuing
NPDES permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity. Today's action also contains a
final rule that revises minimum NPDES
monitoring requirements for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity. In addition, today's rule
establishes minimum requirements for
filing notices of intent to be authorized
to discharge under NPDES general
permits.

Today's rule also establishes a
deadline of October 1, 1992 for part 2 of
group applications for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity. As noted above, this revised
deadline was proposed on November 5,
1991. In connection with group
applications, today's rule contains an
amendment to clarify the minimum
number of facilities that must submit
sampling information in part 2 of a group
application.

Finally, today's action codifies several
provisions of Section 1068 of the
Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991 or Transportation
Act into the NPDES regulations. Section

effective May 4, 1992.

ADDRESSES: The public record is located
at EPA Headquarters, EPA Public
Information Reference Unit, room 2402,
401 M Street, SW, Washington, DC,
20460. A reasonable fee may be charged
for copying.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
For further information on the rule
contact the NPDES Storm Water Hotline
at (703) 8214823 or: Kevin Weiss, Office
of Wastewater Enforcement and
Compliance (EN-336), United States
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, DC 20460, (202)
260-9518.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Background
A. Environmental Impacts
B. Water Quality Act of 1987
C. November 18, 1990, Permit Application
Regulations
D. August 18, 1991 Notice
E. November 5, 1991 Proposal
F. Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991
II. Today's Rule
A. Long-Term Permit Issuance Strategy
B. Minimum Monitoring and Reporting
Requirements for Storm Water
Discharges
C. Application Requirements for General
Permits
D. Deadlire for part 2 of Group
Applications
E. Clarification for Part 2 of Group
Applications
F. Transportation Act Deadlines
IIL. Economic Impact
IV. Executive Order 12291
V. Paperwork Reduction Act
VI Regulatory Flexibility Act
VII. APA Requirements

I. Background

The 1972 amendments to the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act (FWPCA,
also referred to as the Clean Water Act
or CWA), prohibited the discharge of
any pollutant to navigable waters from a
point source unless the discharge is
authorized by a NPDES permit. Efforts
to improve water quality under the
NPDES program have focused
traditionally on reducing pollutants in
discharges of industrial process
wastewater and from municipal sewage
treatment plants. This program
emphasis has developed for a number of
reasons. At the onset of the program in
1972, many sources of industrial process
wastewater and municipal sewage were
not controlled adequately, and

initially for these discharges, it became
evident that more diffuse sources
{occurring over a wide area) of water
pollution, such as agricultural and urban
runoff, were also major causes of water
quality problems. Some diffuse sources
of water pollution, such as agricultural
storm water discharges and irrigation
return flows, are exempted statutorily
from the NPDES program. Controls for
other diffuse sources have been slow to
develop under the NPDES program.

A. Environmental Impacts

Several national assessments have
been conducted to evaluate impacts on
receiving water quality. For the purpose
of these assessments, urban runoff was
considered to be a diffuse source or
nonpoint source pollution, although in
legal terms, most urban runoff is
discharged through conveyances such as
separate storm sewers or other
conveyances which are point sources
under the CWA and subject to the
NPDES program.

The “National Water Quality
Inventory, 1990 Report to Congress”
provides a general assessment of water
quality based on biennial reports
submitted by the States under section
305(b) of the CWA.. In preparing section
305(b) Reports, the States were asked to
indicate the fraction of the States’
waters that were assessed, as well as
the fraction of the States’ waters that
were fully supporting, partly supporting,
or not supporting designated uses. The
Report indicates that of the rivers, lakes,
and estuaries that were assessed by
States (approximately one-third of
stream miles, one-half of lake acres and
three-quarters of estuarine waters),
roughly 60 percent to 70 percent are
supporting the uses for which they are
designated. For waters with use
impairments, States were asked to
determine impacts due to diffuse
sources (agricultural and urban runoff
and other categories of diffuse sources),
municipal sewage, industrial (process)
wastewaters, combined sewer
overflows, and natural sources, and then
to combine impacts to arrive at
estimates of the relative percentage of
State waters affected by each source. In
this manner, the relative importance of
the various sources of pollution causing
use impairments was assessed and
weighted national averages were
calculated.

-__————_——_—l
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. Based on 51 States and Territories .
~~ that provided information on sources of
‘pollution, the Assessment also
~concluded that pollution from diffuse
sources such as runoff from agricultural,
urban areas, construction sites, land
disposal activities, and resource
extraction activities is cited by the
States as the leading cause of water
quality impairment.! Diffuse sources
appear to be increasingly important
contributors of use impairment as
discharges of industrial process
wastewaters and municipal sewage
plants come under control and
intensified data collection efforts
provide additional information. Some
examples where use impairments are
cited as being caused by diffuse sources
" include: Rivers and streams, where 11
percent are caused by separate storm
sewers, B percent are caused by

construction and 14 percent are caused

by resource extraction; lakes, where 28
percent are caused by separate storm
sewers and 24 percent are caused by
land disposal; the Great Lakes shoreline,
where 8 percent are caused by separate
storm sewers, and 41 percent are caused
by land disposal; for estuaries where, 30
percent are caused by separate storm
sewers; and for coastal areas, where 36
-percent are caused by separate storm
sewers and 37 percent are caused by
land disposal.

The States conducted a more
comprehensive study of diffuse pollution
sources under the sponsorship of the
Association of State and Interstate
Water Pollution Control Administrators
(ASIWPCA) and EPA. The study
resulted in the report “America's Clean
Water—The States' Nonpoint Source
Assessment, 1985 which indicated that
38 States reported urban runoff as a
major cause of beneficial use
impairment. In addition, 21 States
reported construction site runoff as a
major cause of use impairment.

Studies conducted by the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration (NOAA) 2 indicate that
urban runoff is a major pollutant source
which adversely affects shellfish
growing waters. The NOAA studies
identified urban runoff as affecting over
578,000 acres of shellfish growing waters
on the East Coast (39 percent of harvest-

! Major classes of diffuse sources that include, in
part, storm water point source discharges are:
Urban runoff conveyances, construction sites.
agriculture (feedlots), resource extraction sites, and
land disposal facilities.

* See “The Quality of Shellfish Growing Waters
on the East Coast of the United States”, NOAA.,
198%: “The Quality of Shellfish Growing Waters in
the Gulf of Mexico”, NOAA. 1988: and “The Quality
of Shellfish Growing Waters on the West Coast of
the United States”, NOAA. 1990.

limited area); 2,000,000 acres of shellfish
growing waters in the Gulf of Mexico
(59% of the harvest-limited area); and
130,000 acres of shellfish growing waters
on the West Coast (52% of harvest-
limited areas).

B. Water Quality Act of 1987

The Water Quality Act (WQA) of 1987
added section 402(p) to the CWA to
establish a comprehensive two phased
approach for EPA to address storm
water discharges. Section 402(p)(1)
provides that EPA or NPDES States
cannot require a permit for certain storm
water discharges until October 1, 1992,
except for storm water discharges listed
under section 402(p)(2). Section 402(p)(2)
lists five types of storm water
discharges which are covered under
Phase I of the program and are required
to obtain a permit before October 1,
1992:

(A) A discharge with respect to which
a permit has been issued prior to

- February 4, 1987;

(B) A discharge associated with
industrial activity; ’

(C) A discharge from a municipal
separate storm sewer system serving a
population of 250,000 or more;

(D) A discharge from a municipal
separate storm sewer system serving a
population of 100,000 or more, but less
than 250,000; or

(E) A discharge for which the
Administrator or the State, as the case
may be, determines that the storm water
discharge contributes to a violation of a
water quality standard or is a significant
contributor of pollutants to the waters of
the United States.

The WQA clarified and amended the
requirements for permits for storm water
discharges in the new CWA section
402(p)(3). The Act clarified that permits
for discharges associated with industrial
activity must meet all of the applicable
provisions of section 402 and section 301
including BAT/BCT technology-based

- requirements and that permits for

discharges from municipal separate
storm sewer must meet a new statutory
standard requiring controls to reduce the
discharge of pollutants to the maximum
extent practicable (MEP). As with all
point source discharges under the CWA, .
storm water discharges are subject to
applicable water quality-based
standards.

Section 402(p)(4) establishes
deadlines to implement the permit
program for: Storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity;
discharges from large municipal
separate storm sewer systems (systems
serving a population of 250,000 or more);
and discharges from medium municipal

separate storm sewer systems (systems
serving a population of 100,000 or more
but less than 250,000). This section of the
Act specifies deadlines for EPA to
promulgate permit application - -
requirements, applicants to submit
permit applications, EPA and authorized
NPDES States to issue NPDES permits,
and for permit compliance for the
identified storm water discharges.

NPDES permits for all other storm
water discharges fall under phase II of
the program, and cannot be required
until October 1, 1992, unless a permit for
the discharge was issued prior to the
date of enactment of the WQA (i.e.,
February 4, 1987), or the discharge is
determined to be a significant
contributor of pollutants to waters of the
United States or is contributing to a
violation of water quality standards.

EPA, in consultation with the States,
is required to conduct two studies on
phase II storm water discharges that are
in the class of discharges for which EPA
and NPDES States cannot require
permits prior to October 1, 1992. The
first study will identify those storm
water discharges or classes of storm
water discharges addressed by phase II
and determine, to the maximum extent
practicable, the nature and extent of
pollutants in such discharges. The
second study is for the purpose of
establishing procedures and methods to
control phase II storm water discharges
to the extent necessary to mitigate
impacts on water quality. Based on the
two studies, EPA in consultation with
State and local officials, is required to
issue regulations by no later than
October 1, 1992, which designate classes
of phase II storm water discharges to be
regulated to protect water quality and
establish a comprehensive program to
regulate such designated sources. This
program must establish, at a minimum,
(A) priorities, (B) requirements for State
storm water management programs, and
(C) expeditious deadlines. The program
may include performance standards,
guidelines, guidance, and management
practices and treatment requirements,
as appropriate.

C. November 16, 1990, Permit
Application Regulations

EPA promulgated permit application
regulations for the storm water
discharges identified under section
402(p)(2) (B), (C), and (D) of the CWA,
including storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity, on
November 16, 1990 (55 FR 47990). The
November 16, 1990 regulations address
requirements, including deadlines, for
two sets of application procedures for
storm water discharges associated with

—



11396

SN

Federal Register / Vol. 57, No. 64 / Thursday, April 2, 1992 / Rules and Regulations

industrial activity: Individual permit
applications and group applications. In
addition, the notice recognizes a third
set of application procedures for storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity: Those associated
with general permits. With these
requirements, EPA is attempting to
implement a flexible, cost-effective
approach for storm water permit
applications.

The requirements for individual
applications for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity are
set forth at 40 CFR 122.26(c)(1).
Generally, the applicant must provide
comprehensive facility specific narrative
information including: (1) A site map; (2)
an estimate of impervious areas; (3) the
identification of significant materials
treated or stored on site together with
associated materials management and
disposal practices; (4) the location and
description of existing structural and
non-structural controls to reduce
pollutants in storm water runoff; (5) a
certification that all storm water outfalls
have been evaluated for any
unpermitted non-storm water
discharges; and (6) any existing
information regarding significant leaks
or spills of toxic or hazardous pollutants
within three years prior to application
submittal. In addition, an individual
application must include quantitative
analytical data based on samples
collected on site during storm events.
Under § 122.26(e)(1) of the November 18,
1990 rule, individual applications were
to have been submitted by November 18,
1991.3

The group application process allows
for facilities with similar storm water
discharges to file a single two part
permit application. Part 1 of a group
application includes a list of the
facilities applying, a narrative
description summarizing the industrial
activities of participants of the group, a
list of significant materials exposed to
precipitation that are stored by
participants and material management
practices employed to diminish contact
of these materials by precipitation (see
40 CFR 122.26(c)(2)(i}). Under the
November 16, 1990 regulations, Part 1 of
the group application was to be ;
submitted to EPA no later than March
18, 1991.* The regulation provides that

3 The deadline for submitting an individual permit
application for storm water discharges associated -
with industrial activity was extended from
November 18, 1891 to October 1, 1892 (56 FR 56548,
(November 5, 1991)) K
. 4 The deadline for submitting part 1 of the group

application was extended from March 18, 1991 to
September 30, 1981 (58 FR 12088 (March 21, 1891)).

EPA has a 60 day period after receipt to
review the part 1 applications and notify
the groups as to whether they have been
approved or denied as a properly
constituted “group” for purposes of this
alternative application process. Part 2 of
the group application contains detailed
information, including sampling data, on
roughly ten percent of the facilities in
the group (today's notice contains a
more detailed description clarifying the
requirements of 40 CFR 122.26{c)(2)[n])
Under the November 18, 1990 :
regulations, part 2 applications were to
be submitted no later than 12 months
after the date of approval of the part 1
application. (Revisions to this deadline
are discussed below). Also under the
November 16, 1990 regulation, facilities
that are rejected as members of a group
were to have 12 months from the date
they receive notification of their
rejection to file an individual permit
application (or obtain coverage under an
appropriate general permit).s

The group application process has
been designed by EPA as a one-time
administrative procedure to ease the
burden on the regulated community and
permitting authorities in the initial stage
of the storm water program.

The third application procedure
entails seeking coverage under a general
permit for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity.
Dischargers covered by a general permit
are excluded under 40 CFR 122.21(a)
from requirements to submit individual
or group permit applications. Conditions
for filing an application to be covered by
a general permit (typically called a
Notice of Intent (NOI)) are established
on a case-by-case basis. As discussed in
more detail below, today’s notice
establishes final minimum requirements
for general permit NOI submissions.

The November 18, 1990 regulations
also establish a two part application
process for discharges from municipal
separate storm sewer systems serving a
population of 100,000 or more. The
regulations lists 220 cities and counties
that are defined as having municipal
separate storm sewer systems serving a

" population of 100,000 or more and

allows for case-by-case designations of
other municipal separate storm sewers
to be part of these systems (55 FR 48073,
48074). The regulations provide that part
1 applications for discharges from large

municipal separate storm sewer systems g

% The deadline for  facility that is re]ectecf asa .

member of a group application to submit an
individua! permit application has been revised to .
provide that an individual application mustbe = -
submitted no later than 12 months after the date of

* receipt of the notice of rejection or October 1, 1962,

whichever comes first. (56 FR mﬂ (November 5,
1991)). :

{systems serving a population of 250,000
or more} were due November 18, 1991.
Part 2 applications for discharges from
large systems are due on November 18,
1692. Part 1 applications for discharges
from medium municipal separate storm
sewer systems (systems serving a
population of 100,000 or more, but less
than 250,000) are due May 18, 1992. Part
2 applications for discharges from
medium systems are due on May 18,
1993. Today's rulemaking does not
address, modify or change application
requirements or deadlines established
by the November 16, 1990 regulations for
discharges from municipal separate
storm sewer systems serving a
population of 100,000 or more.

D. August 16, 1991 Notice

On August 16, 1991, EPA published a
notice (58 FR 40948) requesting public
comment on four major areas:

(1) EPA’s long-term permit issuance
strategy for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity;

(2) Proposed modifications to 40 CFR
122.44(i)(2) addressing minimum
monitoring and reporting requirements
for NPDES permits for storm water
discharges associated w;th mdustnal
activity;

(3) Proposed modxﬁcatlons to 40 CFR
122.28(b)(2} addressing minimum notice
of intent requirements for general--
permits;

(4) Draft baseline general permits for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity in 12 States (MA, ME,
NH, FL, LA, TX, OK, NM, SD, AZ, AK,
ID) and 8 Territories (District of
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico, Guam, American Samoa, the
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands, and the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands) without authorized
NPDES State programs; on Indian lands
in AL, CA, GA, KY, MI, MN, MS, MT,
NC, ND, NY, NV, SC, TN, UT, WI, and
WY; located within Federal facilities
and Indian lands in CO and WA; and
located within Federal facilities in
Delaware. -

One of the central purposes of today's
notice is to address and/or take final
action on the first three items listed
above. Each of these three items is
discussed in more detail below. The
fourth component of the August 18, 1991
proposal involving draft baseline " -
general permits for storm water will be

- addressed in a separate rulemaking -
~ presently scheduled for promulgation in

late spring of thisyear. -~ = ..
E. November 5, 1991 Proposal

‘On November 5, 1991, (56 FR 58555),
as a result of issues and concerns raised
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in comments on the March 21,1891 |
proposed deadline extensions, EPA
requested comments on extending the
deadline for submitting part 2 of the
group application from May 18,1992 to
October 1, 1992. In the November 5, 1991
notice, the Agency indicated that this
extension would provide an appropriate
opportunity fo conduct sampling to
support the part 2 application and would
allow for permit issuing agencies to
issue general permits.

F. Intermodal Surface Tmnsportauon
Efficiency Act of 1981

On December 18, 1991, the President
signed the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act {or
Transportation Act) of 1991, into law.
Section 1068 of the Transportation Act
addresses NPDES permit application -
deadlines for storm water discha »
associated with industrial activity from
facilities that are owned or operated by
muncipalities.

Section 1068(b)(1) of the
Transportation Act provides that EPA
shall require individual permit
applications for storm water discharges
associated with indestrial activity that
are owned or operated by municipalities
on or before October 1, 1982; except that
any municipality that has participated in
a timely part 1 group application and
thatis denied participation in the group
application shall not be required to
submit an individual application until
the 180th day fonowing!hedaleon
which the denial is made.

Section 1068{b}{2]} of the
Transportation Act provides that part 1
of group applications for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity that are owned or operated by a
municipality with a population of
250,000 or more ghall be required on or
before September 30, 1991, and part 2
applications on or before October 1,
1992. Part 1 of group applications for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity that are owned or
operated by a municipality with a
population of less than 250,000 shall be
required on or before May 18, 1992, and
part 2 applications on or befare May 17,
1993.

Section 1068(c] of the Transportation
Act provides that EPA shall not require
any municipality with a population of
less than 100,000 to apply for or obtain a
permit for any storm water discharge
associated with an industrial activity
other than an airport. powerplant, or
uncontrofled sanitary landfill owned or
operated by such municipality before
October 1, 1992, unless a permitis. .
required by either section 402(p}(2} (A}
or (E) of the CWA. Section 1068(d] of the
Transporfation Act defines uncontrolled

- sanitary landfill to mean a landfillor =
. open dump, whether open or closed, that

does not meet the requirements for . -
runon and runoff controls established

Disposal Act. =~

Section 1068(e} of tbe Transponatxon
Act clarifies that the statutory deadlines
for group and individual appiications
outlined above do not affect any storm
water discharge that is subject to the
provisions of either section 402(p)(2}(A)
or 402{p})(2}{E) of the CWA. Section
402(p)(2)(A) of the CWA addresses
storm water discharges that had an
NPDES permit prior to February 4, 1987.
Section 402{p}(2)(E] of the CWA
addresses storm water discharges that
EPA or the State, as the case may be,
determines that the storm water
discharge contributes to a violation of a
water quality standard or is a significant
contributor of pollutants to the waters of
the United States. As discussed in more
detail below, today’s rule codifies the
application provisions of Section 1068 of
the Transportation Act.

II. Today’s Rule

Today's rule addressea the followmg
(1) EPA’s long-term permit issuance
strategy for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity;

(2) Modifications to 40 CFR 122.44(i)(2)
addressing minimum monitoring and
reporting requirements for NPDES
permits for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity;

(3) Modifications to 40 CFR
122.28(b)(2) addressing minimum notice
of intent requirements for general
permits;

(4) Modifications to 40 CFR 122.26(e)
to establish a deadline of October 1,
1992 for part 2 of group applications for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity;

(5) An amendment to 40 CFR
122.26(c}{2) to clarify the minimum
number of facilities in a group that must
submit sampling infarmation in part 2 of
a group application; and

(8) Modifications to 40 CFR 122.26(e) -
to codify portions of Section 1068 of the
Transportation Act of 1991.

A. Long Term Permit Issuance Strategy

Many of the initial concerns regarding
the NPDES storm water program
focussed on adapting the existing
NPDES permit program to effectively

- address the large number of storm water

discharges associated with industrial
activity. Potential issues with -
implementing the NPDES program for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity are raised not only by
the numbes of industrial facilities
subject to the program, but alse by the

; - different classes of storm water and the
pursuant to subtitle D of the Solid Waste

challenges presented in fdenhfymg and
assessing approprizate technologies for
preventing and reducing pollutants in- *

differences in the nature and extent of
storm water discharges. * -

Based onr a consideration of comments
from authorized NPDES States, -
municipalities, industrial facilities and
environmental groups on the permitting
framework and permut application
requirements for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity. EPA
has developed a strategy for permitting
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity that will serve as a
foundation for future program
development and technology transfer.
The Agency intends to use the flexibility
provided by the CWA ¢ in designing a
workable and reasonable permitting
system. -

In an action related to this
rulemaking, EPA, in conjunction with
the Rennselaerville Institute, has
initiated a project to develop
recommendations for streamlining and
improving the existing permit issuance
and compliance processes for storm
water discharges. In addition, the -

~ project will examine whether and how

the currently unregulated phase II storm
water discharges should be addressed.
EPA will be issuing a Federal Register
notice to announce a series of meetings
that will address these phase H storm
water discharges.

The strategy in today’s action consists

- of two major components, a tiered

framework for developing permitting
priorities and a framework for the
development of State Storm Water
Permitting Plans.

1. Permitting Priorities

The Agency believes that most storm
water permitting activities can be
described in terms of the following four
classes of activities:

* Tier —Baseline Permitting: One or
more general permits will be developed
initially to cover the majority of storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity;

¢ The Court in NADC v. Frein. 398 F. Supp. 1398
(D.D.C. 1975} aff'd. NROC v. Costle, 568 F.2d 1363
(D.C. Cir. 1977). has recognized the administrative
burden placed on the Agency by requiring
individeal permits for a large number of storm
water discharges. These courts have sffirmed EPA’s
discretion to use certain administrative devices,
such as area permils or general permits to help
manage its worklcad. In addition. the courts have
recognized flexibility in the type of permit
conditions ihat are established, inciuding
requirements for best management praclices. See
August 16, 1991 (58 FR 40948] for further discussion
of the use of general permits for storm water
discharges. \
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e Tier II—Watershed Permitting:
Facilities within watersheds shown to
be adversely impacted by storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity will be targeted for individual or
watershed-specific general permits;

* Tier [lI—Industry-Specific
Permitting: Specific industry categories
will be targeted for individual or
industry-specific general permits; and

e Tier IV—Faclility-Specific
Permitting: A variety of factors will be
used to target specific facilities for
individual permits.

These four classes of activities will be
implemented over time and will reflect
priorities within given States. In most
States, tier I activities, issuance of
baseline permits, will be the initial
starting point. As priorities and risks
within the State are evaluated, classes
of storm water discharges or individual
storm water discharges will be
identified for tier II, IIT or IV permitting
activities. Usually a storm water
discharge or a class of discharges will
not go through a sequence that involves
all four of the tiers associated with the
strategy, but may for example, go from
initial coverage under a Tier I baseline
permit to coverage under a tier I
industry-specific general permit.

a. Tier I—Baseline permitting. Tier I
general permits can initially cover the
majority of storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity in a
State. Consolidating many sources.
under a general permit greatly reduces
the administrative burden of issuing
permits for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity.
Under this approach:

* Pollution prevention and/or best
management practices will be
established for discharges covered by
the permit;

* Facilities whose discharges are
covered by the permit will be certain of
~ their legal responsibilities and have an
opportunity to comply with the CWA;

* EPA and authorized NPDES States _
will begin to collect and review data on
storm water discharges from priority
industries, thereby supporting
subsequent permitting activities;

¢ The public, including municipal
operators of municipal separate storm
sewers which may receive storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity, will have the opportunity to
review data and reports developed by
industrial permittees under sectlon
308(b) of the CWA;

* The baseline permits will provide a
basis for coordinating requirements for ..
storm water discharges assoclated with -
industrial activity with requirements of
municipal storm water management

programs in permits for discharges from -

v e —

municipal separate storm sewer
systems.

* The baseline permits will provide a
basis for bringing selected enforcement
actions; £nd

 The baseline permit, along with the
State storm water permitting plans
(discussed below), will provide a focus
for public comment on draft permits and
subsequent phases of the permitting
strategy for storm water discharges.

Initially, the coverage of the baseline
permits will be broad. However, it is
anticipated that coverage will become
more specific and targeted as other
permits are issued for storm water -
discharges associated with industrial
activity pursuant to tier II through tier
IV activities. The Agency believes that
tier I permits can establish the
appropriate balance between monitoring
requirements and implementable
controls that will initiate facility-specific
controls and provide sufficient data for
compliance monitoring and future
program development. Baseline general
permits are flexible enough to allow the
inclusion of tier II, III or IV types of
permit conditions, such as industry
specific monitoring or control conditions
into the baseline general permit.

b. Tier I—Watershed permitting.
Issuing permits on a watershed basis is
potentially a desirable way to cost
effectively use Agency resources to
satisfactorily address risk. Facilities
within watersheds shown to be
adversely impacted by storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity will be targeted for individual
and more specific general permitting
activities. This process can be initiated
by identifying receiving waters (or
segments of receiving waters) where
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity have been identified
as a source of use impairment or are
suspected to be contributing to use
impairment. Information developed
under sections 304(1), 305(b), and 319(a) -
of the CWA, along with information
from other sources (including
information developed under the

_ baseline general permits for storm water

discharges), can be used in evaluating
impacts on receiving waters. This' -
information may identify classes of
storm water discharges that are of .
particular concern and portions of
watersheds where the sources of
concern are located. Appropriate )
classes of storm water discharges in
these locations can be targeted for

Information gathered under initial
permits for storm water discharges as
well as information from other sources
can be used to reassess water quality-
based controls. As discussed in more
detail below, State storm water
permitting strategies are expected to
have a major role in this process.

c. Tier IlI—Industry-specific
permitting. Specific industry categories
will be targeted for individual or
industry-specific general permits. These
permits will allow permiting authorities
to focus attention and resources on
industry categories of particular concern
and/or industry categories where
tailored requirements are appropriate.
The Agency will work with the States to
develop model permits for selected
classes of industrial storm water
discharges. In addition, the group
application process adopted in the
November 16, 1990 regulation, (55 FR
47990) will provide an additional
mechanism for developing industry-
specific general permits. Group
applications that are received can be
used to develop model permits for the
appropriate industries.

d. Tier IV—Facility-specific
permitting. Individual permits will be
appropriate for some storm water
discharges in addition to those
identified under tier II and tier III
activities. Individual permits should be
issued where warranted by the
environmental risks of the discharge, the
need for additional and more complex
individual control mechanisms, a
facility's compliance history or the
potential to consolidate permit
requirements for a particular facility. For
example, individual NPDES permits for
facilities with process discharges should
be expanded during the normal process
of permit reissuance to cover storm

_ water discharges from the facility. This

provides an opportunity to develop more
facility specific individual controls
without greatly increasing incremental
administrative burdens. -

2. State Storm Water Perrmttmg Plans

EPA believes that State Storm Water
Permitting Plans provide an effective
basis for ensuring adequate public input,
evaluating program activities and
priorities, and providing program

_oversight during the earlier stages of

program development. These plans will
* provide an effective coordination and

tracking mechanism for evaluating the

additional permit conditions which may '~ initial permittmg activities for storm

provide for additional information to™* "+ "
" characterize the discharge (e.g., "~
" additional monitoring and reporting -
‘requirements) or, where appropriate, for

,\_\..\

more stringent controls.

‘water discharges requxred under séction

ol 402(p) of the CWA. In addmon, Statg o

* Storm Water Permitting Plans will
“provide a framework within which to
““coordinate’ and asses the relahonshlp

oo oo
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and appropriate priorities between .
controlling storm water discharges
under the NPDES program with other -
efforts to address diffuse sources 'of
water pollution, such as State Nonpéint
Source Control Programs developed _
under section 319 of the CWA_ ,

_ EPA has outlined below a number of
the components and elements of State
Storm Water Permitting Plans which it
believes are essential to assure
successful implementation of the storm
water initiative called for in section
402(p) of the CWA. At a minimum, State
Storm Water Permitting Plans should
include a description of an oversight
strategy regarding the implementation of
NPDES permits for discharges from large
and medium municipal separate storm
sewer systems; storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity; and
case-by-case designations of storm
water discharges needing a permit.
Plans should be developed for each
State by the NPDES authority (e.g. either
an authorized NPDES State, or, where a
State does not have base program
authorization, by EPA}. -

EPA is requesting that draft State _
Storm Water Permitting Plans be -
provided to the Office of Wastewater
Enforcement and Compliance by April 3,
1995. EPA anticipates that States will
update these plans on a regular basis.
These plans will assist EPA in
technology transfer activities with other
States, evaluating the progress of States
in implementing storm water permitting
activities, and in identifying both
successes and difficulties with ongoing
program implementation. The initial
State Storm Water Permitting Plan will
also entail preliminary planning,
assessment, and tracking that will be
essential to developing phase II State
Storm Water Management Programs
called for under section 402(p){6) of the
CWA.

The basic framework for the Plan
should include the following elements
on a State-wide-basis:

Municipal Separate Starm Sewer
Systems

* A list of municipal separate storm
sewer systems serving a population of
100,000 or more within the State;

* For systems identified. a summary
of the estimated pollutant loadings as
initially provided in the permit
application for such discharges, and as
otherwise updated:

* The status of the issuance of
permits for discharges from municipal
separate storm sewer systems serving a
population of 100.000 or more. including
any NPDES permit number for such
discharges: and

.* An outline of the major comiponents
of municipal storm water management
programs required under permits for « -
discharges from municipal separate °
storm sewer systems, including a -
detailed description of the .-
implementation of any fnnovative or
model municipal program components.

Storm Water Discharges Associated
With Industrial Activity

* A description of the status of
activities to issue and implement
baseline general permits, including a
copy of any final general permit for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activitiy;

* A list of categories of mdustnal
facilities that have storm water - -
discharges associated with industrial
activity that are being considered for
industry-specific storm water general
permits;

* A description of procedures,
including activities conducted under any
general permit (such as inspections,
review of notices of intent or review of
monitoring reports} to identify specific
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity that are appropriate
for individual permits;

e A description of how permits for
discharges from municipal separate
storm sewer gystems require the
development of muncipal storm water
management programs addressing the
control of poltutants in storm water
discharges associated with industrial

-activity.

Impacted Waters

* A description of procedures to
identify receiving waters where
discharges from municipal separate -
storm sewers, storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity, or
any other class of storm water
discharges are, or have the potential to,
cause or contribute to a viclation of a
water quality standard, including a list
of waters identified by these procedures.

* A plan to evaluate improvements to
water quality resulting from controlling

storm water discharges.
Case-by-Case Designations.

* A description of procedures to
identify storm water discharges (other
than these currently subject to
requirements for abtaining a permit} that
contribute to a violation of a water
quality standard or significantly
contribute pollutants to the waters of
the United States.

* A list of storm: water discharges
(and associated receiving waters} that
have been designated or are being
considered for designation under section

402(p](2)(E] of the CWA as needmg a

pel'mll. gty B es b § # =
EPA :trongly eucourages pubhc v

participation and comment, includmg

* efforts to coordinate with appropriate

Federal and State land managers, at the
State level during the development of ’
these plans. ‘
These initial State storm water plan
components will assist the . .

 implementation of permitting efforts for -

storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity and other priority
storm wates discharges by creating a
framework for planning and prioritizing
State storm water permitiing activities,
tracking State permit issuance efforts, -
and providing EPA information for
technology transfer purposes among

- NPDES permitting authorities and other

State agencies. The State Storm Water
Permitting Plans will provide a
framework for implementing the tiered
long-term strategy for permitting storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity, and so noted above,
it will assure preliminary State-wide
planning and assessment that will be
essential to developing phase II State
Storm Water Management Programs
required under section 402(p)(6) of the
CWA. In reviewing State Storm Water
Permitting Plans, EPA will coordinate
with Federal Agencies that may be
affected by companents of the plans.

3. States without NPDES General Permit
Authonty

As noted, the issuance of genetal
permits is an important conipanent in
the recommended permit issuing -.. .
strategy. Presently 38 States (and 1 .
territory) have been authorized to
implement the NPDES permit program.

-However, only 28 of these States have

been authorized to issue general
permits. If NPDES authority is not
obtained for any of the remaining 10
States, individual NPDES permits based
on the submission of individual or group
applications will have to be issued for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity. It is important to
emphasize that under the CWA, EPA
cannot issue general permits in States
that have been authorized ta administer
the base NPDES program.

EPA strongly recommends authonzed
NPDES States without general permit
authority to obtain general permit
authority as soon as possible. EPA is
currently working with these States to
provide technical assistance and
support and to expedite the
authorization process.
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4. Response to Comments

a. Tiered priorities. Many commenters
agreed that EPA and authorized NPDES
States should prioritize permit issuance
efforts for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity, and
indicated that the tiered priorities
identified by EPA generally establish an
appropriate conceptual framework for
such efforts. These commenters
generally indicated that the four tier
strategy provides appropriate
opportunities to identify high-risk
discharges. In response, the Agency
agrees and is retaining the four tiered
set of priorities as discussed i m the
August 16, 1991 proposal.

Some commenters indicated that they
thought EPA and authorized NPDES
States should be bound to implementing
the tiered priorities consecutively in the
order reflected by the four tiers. These
commenters indicated that the draft
general permits noticed on August 16,
1991 by EPA violated the tiered priority
approach because the permits contained
some permit conditions which were
above a tier I baseline set of pollution
prevention measures. EPA disagrees
with these comments. The Agency
wants to clarify that it only intends the
four tiered set of priorities to be used as
a general conceptual framework which
can be used to describe efforts to issue
permits. The strategy for setting storm
water permit issuance priorities is not
intended to be a set of regulatory
requirements binding on EPA, States, or
industrial dischargers. Articulating
tiered priorities does not legally restrict
conditions in permits issued by EPA or
authorized NPDES States. Rather all
NPDES permits, including permits for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity, must be in
compliance with sections 301 and 402 of
the CWA. A major purpose of
artlculatmg tiered priorities is to a551st
in identifying and developing .

appropriate permit conditions for hlgh-

risk facilities. Tier I baseline general
permits which have some of the
characteristics of tier II or III permits are
consistent with these objectives.

b. State Plans. Some States supported
the concept of Plans, but were
concerned that scheduling plan
development one year after the date of
today's rule would hinder the initial
development of storm water.programs in
a number of States. These commenters
indicated that the NPDES storm water
program would be in its initial stage of
implementation and authorized NPDES
States would be busy conducting a . -
number of critical activities such as. .
oblaining general permit authority. -
issuing baseline general permits, and

issuing permits for discharges from large
and medium municipal separate storm
sewer systems. They indicated that
these activities could be disrupted if
States placed top priority on developing
and submitting plans within a year of
today's action. EPA agrees with these
concerns, and believes that while
development of these plans should begin
early in the storm water permit issuance
process to help guide implementation,
draft plans do not need to be prepared
for submission until Apsil 3, 1995.

One State stressed that permitting
plans were necessary to assure national
equitability and prevent economic
disincentives in States with progressive
storm water management programs.
EPA believes that one of its goals in
overseeing the development of the
NPDES program is to ensure that NPDES
permits for storm water discharges
reflect the requirements of the CWA in
an equitable manner that reflects the
technology-based and water quality-
based requirements of the CWA. At the
same time, the Agency recognizes the
need to provide sufficient regulatory
flexibility to allow States to make --
rational and reasonable permitting
decisions. For example, today's rule
provides permit writers with additional
flexibility to target high risk discharges
and establish group or facility specific
monitoring and reporting requirements
in NPDES permits for storm water ..
discharges associated with industrial
activity. In addition, permit conditions
for most classes of storm water .
discharges will be established on a
casa-by-case basis. Nonetheless, the.
Agency agrees with the commenter that
State Storm Water Permitting Plans can.
provide an important tool to ensure that
NPDES storm water programs in -
different States reflect pollution control:
requirements consistent with the CWA -
while maintaining the adequate . . .
flexibility necessary to successfully
implement the NPDES storm water
program. -

Several authonzed NPDES States de
not support the idea of State Storm
Water Permitting Plans, but rather
indicated that annual EPA/State .
agreements could be used as a tool for
oversight of the NPDES storm water
program. In response, the Agency
believes that the approach in the Plans o
is consistent with and can be- « wozaee
implemented as a component of annual"
EPA/State agreements if there is an- : <~
adequate level of detail and specificity.
and the State and EPA Region agree on

“including the elements noted above as:

part of the annual oversight process. The
Agency believes that by publishing a-

provide States with notice of necessary
Plan elements, provide a nationally
consistent approach for evaluating
program progress, facilitate technology
transfer activities, encourage public
participation, and ensure that risks are
evaluated ion the context of the entire
NPDES storm water program.

In the August 16, 1991 notice, the
Agency requested comments on whether
the guidelines for Plans should be made
requirements that are incorporated into -
EPA regulations, or remain non-binding
recommendations for States. Most of the
commenters that responded to this issue
urged EPA to make the guidelines for
Plans non-binding recommendations for
the States. While EPA notes that it may
require preparation of such Plans
pursuant to Section 402(p)(6) of the
CWA, the Agency agrees with the
commenters that establishing guidelines
for Phase I storm water permitting plans
as non-binding recommendations
provides an amount of flexibility that is
appropriate at this point in the
program's development. Therefore, the
Agency is clarifying that the guidelines
for Phase I Plans and the request to
prepare and submit Plans to EPA are
non-binding recommendations at this
point in time. ~ ) ’

p
B. Minimum Monitoring and Reporting
Requirements for Storm Water
Discharges

Current NPDES regulaﬁons at 40 CFR'
122.44(i)(2) provide that all NPDES

permits are to establish requirements to -

report monitoring results witha -
frequency dependent on the nature and
effect of the discharge, but in no case
less than once a year. In the August 18,
1991 proposal, EPA requested comment
on six major options for modifying 40
CFR 122.44(i)(2) to provide minimum "~
monitoring and reporting requirements -
specifically addressing storm water
discharges assocxated with mdustnal
activity: ..~

In the August 16 1991 proposal the
Agency identified a number of factors
that it would consider when evaluating
this issue:
" Difficulties in Sample Collection—
Collection of storm water samples may
pose a number of potential difficulties.
These difficulties include determining
when a discharge will occur, safety .
considerations, the potential for a-
multiple dischargeé points at a single b
facility, the intermittent nature of the .
event, the limited number of events that.

. occur in:some parts of the country and

variability in flow'rates: -
- Variability of Data—The types and
concentrations of pollutants in- storm:

framework for these Plans. it wlll st water discharges associated with

T e e

Tt
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industrial activity depend on a number
of factors, including the nature of
industrial activities occurring at the site,
the nature of the precipitation event
generating the discharge, and the time
period from the last storm. Variations in
these parameters at a site may result in
variation from event to event in the
concentrations and types of pollutants
in a given discharge.

Types of Permit Conditions—Permits
for industrial process discharges and
discharges from POTWs traditionally
have incorporated numeric and/or
toxicity effluent limitations as
conditions. Monitoring reports for these
discharges provide a direct indication
whether the discharge complies with
permit conditions. However, it is
anticipated that permits for storm water
dischargers will contain a variety of
types of controls. While numeric or
toxicity limitations are expected to be
appropriate for some storm water
discharges, permits for other storm
water discharges are expected to
contain requirements to implement best
management or pollution prevention
practices. In these cases, discharge
sampling information may not provide
as direct a link to compliance with
permit conditions. However, effluent
monitoring data can still play an
important role in identifying priority
facilities, providing information on
sources and types of pollutants which
can be evaluated when designing or
modifying best management or pollution
prevention practices, and evaluating the
effectiveness of best management
practices and pollution prevention
measures.

Administrative Burdens on Permitting
Agencies—Requiring each facility that
discharges storm water associated with
industrial activity to submit monitoring
data at least annually would result in a
! significant increase in the number of
discharge monitoring reports received
by EPA Regions and authorized NPDES
States.” Receiving annual monitoring
reports containing complex technical
information from each facility with a
storm water discharge associated with
; industrial activity would require a
significant amount of permitting
resources dedicated to reviewing and
| filing these reports.

7 EPA estimates that if all facilities with storm
waler discharges associated with industrial activity
other than oil and gas facilities and inactive mining
operations were required to submit a discharge
monitoring report annually. almost 15% of all
discharge monitoring reports collected annually
under the NPDES program would be for storm water
discharges associated with industrial activity.

Focused Permitting Efforts

The long-term permitting strategy ~ -
discussed ear’ier in today's notice
provides for a flexible, risk-based
system for issuing permits and targeting
priority discharges. Flexibility has been
incorporated into the strategy to"
facilitate efforts by EPA and authorized
NPDES States to identify priority
discharges and conduct permit issuance
activities which reflect Regional and
State priorities. Discharge sampling data
from targeted facilities can support the
development of priorities and can be
used to assist in assessing the
achievement of water management
goals. As priorities and risks within a
State are identified and evaluated,
classes of facilities will be targeted for
more specific permit issuance activities
(tiers I, III and IV of the strategy).

1. Overview of Proposed Options and
Comments - :

In the August 16, 1991 proposal, EPA
identified six major options (plus a no
change option) for establishing minimum
monitoring requirements in NPDES
permits for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity.
These options only addressed minimum
requirements for discharge monitoring in
NPDES permits. All options retained
authority for NPDES permit authorities
to require more stringent monitoring
requirements where appropriate. The six
options (plus the no change option) were
as follows:

No Change Option: Case-by-case
monitoring conditions in permits for
storm water discharges, with a minimum
requirement to report monitoring results
at least annually.

Option 1: Case-by-case monitoring
conditions in permits for storm water
discharges with a minimum requirement
to report monitoring results at least
twice per permit term.

Option 2: Case-by-case monitoring
conditions in permits for storm water
discharges with a minimum requirement
that facilities conduct annual sampling.
Facilities would not be required to
report monitoring information unless the
information was requested in a permit
or by the Director, but would be
required to retain information.

Option 3: Case-by-case monitoring
conditions in permits for storm water
discharges with a minimum requirement
that facilities (other than those from oil
and gas exploration or production
operations and inactive mining
operations where a past or present mine
operator cannot be identified) conduct
annual sampling. Facilities would not be
required to report information unless the
information was requested in a permit

or by the Director, but would be

required to retain information. For -
contaminated storm water discharges
from oil and gas exploration or
production operations or from inactive
mining operations where a past or
present mine operator cannot be
identified, either case-by-case
monitoring conditions in permits for
storm water discharges with a minimum
requirement of annual sampling (without
reporting) or, instead of sampling, a
Professional Engineer’s (PE) certification
attesting that good engineering practices
were being employed to meet
appropriate permit conditions.

Option 4: Case-by-case monitoring
conditions in permits for storm water
discharges with a minimum requirement
that monitoring reports be submitted at
least annually for targeted classes of
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity located in the
watershed of receiving waters that are
sensitive to or impactecn)y storm water
discharges.

Option 5: Case-by-case monitoring
conditions in permits for storm water
discharges with no minimum
requirement to report monitoring results.

Option 6: Case-by-case monitoring
conditions in permits for storm water
discharges, with a minimum requirement
for the first permit for the discharge that
monitoring results be reported at least
once a year. After a facility has
submitted five years of data, monitoring
conditions for storm water would be
established on a case-by-case basis with
no minimum requirement to conduct
annual sampling. .

In addition, the Agency indicated that
it would consider developing a final
regulation which combined aspects of
several of the articulated options (see

August 16, 1991 (56 FR 40957)). The

various benefits and concerns with each
option were discussed in the August 16,
1991 notice.

The comments received on the options
reflected differing opinions regarding the
need and use of monitoring in the
NPDES storm water program. Some of
the comments expressed views on the
benefits and drawbacks of different
monitoring strategies in different
situations. An underlying theme that
emerged from the comments was that a
number of factors, such as the risk to
water quality that different types and
classes of storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity
present, the nature of permit conditions
(e.g. such as numeric limitations and
best management practices), and the
nature of the operation of the facility
should be considered when establishing
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monitoring conditions in NPDES permits
for storm water discharges.

Other commenters suggested that EPA
should allow alternatives to monitoring.
Some commenters urged the Agency to
expand option 3 to allow other classes
of facilities in addition to oil and gas
operations to obtain a PE certification.
to allow facility operators to conduct
inspections, or certify compliance with a
checklist of pollution prevention
measures or best management practices
(BMPs) in lieu of sampling. Other
commenters suggested that other
individuals were as qualified or more
qualified than PEs to perform site
inspections and that additional
flexibility should be provided with
regard to the inspection requirement.
For example, some commenters
indicated that certified construction
inspectors were more appropriate for
conducting inspections at construction
sites than PEs, who might nof be
familiar with sojl and erosion practices
or storm water management
technologies. Other commenters
suggested that site personnel would
typically be in the best position to
evaluate the implementation of pollution
prevention measures and BMPs.

Other comments urged EPA to
consider the costs and technical
difficulties of sample collection and
analysis when establishing minimum
monitoring requirements, and
encouraged the Agency to consider
alternatives to discharge sampling, such
as allowing site inspections in lieu of
monitoring. In the August 16, 1991
notice, EPA had requested comments on
monitoring requirements for inactive
mining operations, and some comments
specif'caﬂy addressed this tssue.

2. Today's Rule

In response to comments, today s
rulemaking adopts an approach thatis a
combination or hybrid of @ number of
options identified in the August 16, 199t
proposal, particularly options 3 and 5
The final rule provides for establishing
monitoring conditions in NPDES permits
for storm water discharges associated
with industrial activity on a case-by-
case basis. At a minimum, a permit for
such a discharge must require the -
discharger to conduct an annual
inspection of the facility site to identify
areas contributing to a storm wates
discharge associated with industrial ..
activity and evaluate whether measures
to rediice pollutant loadings identified in

a storm water pollution prevention plan

are adequate and propesly imp
in accordance with the terms of the
permit and the plaa or whether ,

additional comtrol measures are neededf.'

Theduchargesmtbemqwedh

maintain for a period of three years a
record summarizing the results of the
inspection and a certification that the
facility is in compliance with the plan
and the permit, or identifying any
incidents of non-compliance. Such
report and certification must be signed
by a corporate official in accordance
with 40 CFR 122.22.

Today's rule establishes a minimum
requirement for annual inspections for
most storm water discharges associated
with industrial activity. The Agency
believes that a minimum frequency of at
least annual inspections is appropriate
to ensure evaluation of changing
conditions and practices at a site, -
(especially those caused by wet weather
and winter conditions occurring
throughout a year) and to ensure
adequate implementation of pollution
prevention measures on a regular basis.
While option 3 of the August 16, 1991
proposal had requested comment on a
minimum frequency of every three years
for a PE certification for oil and gas
operations and certain inactive sites, the
Agency believes that providing
additional flexibility in who conducts
site inspections will sufficiently [ower
compliance costs in some cases to allow
a higher frequency of inspections to be
feasible. As discussed below, the
Agency is providing additional
flexibility in establishing monitaring ar
inspection requirements faor storm water
discharges from inactive mining
operations. No commenters on the draft
general permits in the August 18, 1991
Federal Register notice specifically
indicated that it would be infeasible to
comply with requirements in the draft
general permits to conduct annual . .
mspecuons. The Agency believes that a
minimum annual frequency of .
inspections compensates for less formal
requirements with respect to specifying
who must conduct the inspection. A
minimum annual frequency ts also
consistent with the minimum
requirements for discharges other than
storm water to report monitoring
information at [east annually.

A minimum of an annual inspection or
report of monitoring results is not
required for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity from
inactive mining operations where
annual inspections are lmpmctxcable. -
Rather, permits for storm watee ,. . |
discharges from inactive mmug L
operations may require certification. - .
once every three years by a Registered .
P:ofeumLEngmee! that the facility is.
in compliance with the permit,er, . .
provide for alternative requiressents.
This provision will provide adchtml
flexibility to address inactive mine..

operations. Mining activities have a
somewhat unique history of
development end inactive mining sites
can be dispersed diffusely in remote,
hard to reach locations where
employees may typically not be onsite
to conduct site evaluations. In addition,
the inactive nature of these sites may
limit changes to potential for storm
water discharges from the site to
contain pollutants, thereby warranting
less frequent inspections. The Agency
anticipates that certification by
Professional Engineers may often be
appropriate for these sites given the
nature of typical controls for these sites,
and the limited amount of activity
occurring at them. Alternative
requirements may be appropriate for
storm water discharges from inactive
mining operations in some
circumstances. For example, storm
water discharges from inactive mining
operations on Federal lands where an
operator cannot be identified present
unique circomstances because of the
remote nature and high namber of sites
on large Federally owned areas.

The Agency believes that this rule will
provide sufficient flexibility for permit
writers to establish monitoring
requirements that reflect the potentiat
risk of the discharge and that are
appropriately related to the nature of the
permit conditions for a discharge.
Today's regulatery modification does
not preclude discharge sampling and
reporting requirements in NPDES
permits for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity.
While today's rule change pmvxdes 7
additional flexibility to establish °
monitoring requiréments, it does not.
limit the authority of EPA or authorized
NPDES States to establish sampling *
requirements where appropriafe based
on a consideration of nsk or othet
factors. ’

The Agency recognizes that different
types of permit conditions are
appropriafe for different types of sform
water discharges. Numeric efftuent
limitations are appropriate for some
classes of storm water discharges. End-
of-pipe mumeric efftuent limitations are
typically used for some types or classes
of storm water discharges as"sociﬁed
with industrfal activity.® Typicalfy,
NPDES permits for these classes of
discharges will contair nremeric efﬂuent
limitations, and sampling requirements.

wxlk be appropnﬂe (ot thm pqmts.

'me.hw_bmm 2
effluent limitation guidelines fos len classes of -
discharges that are compesad entizely of slocm. -
madmmaﬂ“m&m
water.. . ... . ., 2357 W Bt A g
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However, for many other types of storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity, NPDES permits for
the discharge will require the ,
implementation of pollution prevention
measures and/or BMPs. Where permits
require the implementation of pollution
prevention measures and/or BMPs, and
do not establish numeric effluent
limitations, conducting inspections to
identify sources of pollution and to
evaluate whether the pollution
prevention measures and/or BMPs”
required by the permit are being
effectively implemented and are in
compliance with the terms of the permit
may provide a better indication than
discharge sampling of whether a facility
is complying with the permit. As a
result, the Agency believes that today's
rule will also reduce discharge sampling
burdens on some industrial facilities
with storm water discharge permits that
require the implementation of pollution
prevention measures and BMPs rather
than numeric effluent limitations, while
providing more effective and efficient
environmental benefits.

Today's rule does not affect the
manner in which the NPDES regulations
address discharges other than storm
water associated with industrial
activity. The provisions of 40 CFR
122.44(i)(2) will continue to require that
NPDES permits for discharges other
than storm water associated with
industrial activity establish
requirements to report monitoring
results with a frequency dependent on
the nature and effect of the discharge,
but in no case less than once a year. In
addition, today’s rule does not change
the manner in which the NPDES
regulations address storm water
discharges which are subject to an
effluent limitation guideline (e.g. a
minimum of annual monitoring is still
required for these facilities).

3. Response to Comment

Some commenters questioned the
value of sampling data for storm water
discharges in certain situations. In
response, the Agency believes that, in
certain instances, storm water discharge
monitoring data will play a number of
critical roles in the NPDES program. As
discussed above, some permits for storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity will establish
technology or water quality-based
numeric limitations. Discharge
monitoring reports will be an important
means of assessing compliance with
these requirements. Discharge
monitoring, including monitoring
requirements in permits that do not
establish numeric limitations, plays a

" number of other functions in the permit : ) d
ity “* monitoring requirements for all facilities

program. SIS g -
Discharge monitoring data can be
used to assist in the evaluation of the
risk of discharges by indicating the
types and the concentrations of
pollutant parameters in the discharge.
Discharge monitoring data can also be
used to support the development of
future permit conditions and controls,
assist in identifying sources of ’
pollutants at a facility, assist in the
evaluation of the effectiveness of
pollution prevention measures and
BMPs, and assist in identifying potential
water quality-based impacts. Storm
water discharge monitoring data will

“have an important role, along with other

information, in identifying facilities or
classes of facilities where tier I, IIl and
IV permit issuance activities are
appropriate.

Several commenters offered a number
of suggestions for monitoring programs
for storm water discharges. In response,
EPA generally recognizes that there are
a number of innovative and risk-based
approaches to developing monitoring
strategies for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity. For
example, monitoring requirements for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity can be focused on
those discharges located in watersheds
that are impacted by or sensitive to
storm water discharges as proposed in
option 4. In order to encourage States to
explore efficient, innovative and cost-
effective monitoring programs, today’s
rule provides flexibility to establish
different monitoring strategies and does
not adopt option 4, although the
minimum requirements adopted today
do not preclude the use of an option 4
type approach where appropriate. (The
same is true for options 1, 2, or 8; EPA or
authorized NPDES States retain the
flexibility to use these types of
approaches on a permit-specific basis).
The Agency believes that this approach
offers the greatest potential for using
permits to generate information on
priority storm water discharges that can
be used to assist in the development of
controls. :

Many commenters urged EPA to
provide sufficient regulatory flexibility
to permit writers to establish discharge
sampling and reporting requirements for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity on a case-by-case
basis. Many commenters favored
establishing discharge sampling
requirements in a risk-based manner. A
number of these commenters suggested
that it was important to sample storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity from priority classes

of facilities, but that across-the-board

with storm water discharges associated
with industrial activity may not be an
appropriate or cost-effective use of
resources. A number of justifications
were provided for favoring a flexible
approach including: (1) Regulatory
flexibility could allow establishing
monitoring and reporting requirements
in a risk-based manner; (2) some types
of facilities may not be significant
contributors of pollutants when they -
were in compliance with pollution
prevention measures or plans; (3) in
some situations site inspections would
be more appropriate than monitoring for
determining permit compliance; {(4) EPA
and authorized NPDES States have
limited ability to effectively review data;
(5) the potential burdens on small -
businesses and facilities in arid climates
could be significant; (8) there would be
difficulties in characterizing storm water
discharges with sampling data; and (7)
EPA needs to focus on storm water
discharges with the highest risk. Some
commenters summarized these concerns
by indicating that they believed that for
some storm water discharges associated
with industrial activity, overly broad
discharge monitoring requirements
could be counterproductive toward the
goals of the program, as significant
resources would have to be expended
collecting and analyzing discharge
samples, thereby limiting available
resources at some facilities, such as
certain small businesses, to implement
measures that would result in the
removal of pollutants in their storm
water discharges. Other commenters
raised concerns regarding sampling
storm water discharges from specific
classes of industries. For example,
representatives of the construction
industry contended that monitoring
storm water from construction sites has
limited usefulness due to the changing
nature of the activity.

As discussed above, EPA has
designed today's rule to address all of
these concerns. Since today’s rule -
provides additional flexibility in the
NPDES regulatory framework to
establish monitoring requirements for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity, the Agency believes
that the concerns raised by the
commenters, where appropriate, can be
addressed during the permit issuance
process under the flexible regulatory
framework established by today's rule.
In particular, the Agency believes that
today's rule, which relies on site
inspections as minimum requirements,
provides a more efficient and cost-
effective approach for evaluating the
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effectiveness of permit program
implementation. The Agency notes that
site inspections are typically an integral
part of pollution prevention measures
and best management practices for
storm waler discharges associated with
industrial activity.?

Option 3 of the August 16, 1991
proposal would have provided flexibility
when establishing menitoring
requirements for storm water discharges
from oil and gas exploration or
production operations or from inactive
mining operations where a past or .
present mine operator cannot be
identified by allowing either a minimum
requirement of annual sampling (without
reporting} or, instead of sampling, a
Professional Engineer’s (PE) certification
attesting that good engineering practices
were being employed to meet
appropriate permit conditions. The
Agency requested comment on whether
the PE certification was appropriate and
whether it should be extended to other
classes of facilities.

Some commenters suggested that
other individuals were as qualified or
more qualified than PEs to perform site
inspections and that additional
flexibility should be provided with
regard to the inspection requirement.
For example, some commenters
indicated that certified construction
inspectors were more appropriate for
conducting inspections at construction
sites than PEs who might not be familiar
with soil and erosion practices or storm
water management technologies. Other
commenters suggested that site -
personnet would typically be in the best
position to evaluate the implementation
of pollution prevention measures and
BMPs. In response, today’s rule provides
flexibility to allow site inspections to be
conducted by persons other than PEs.
While the Agency believes it is
appropriate ta require PE certifications
in certain circumstances, the approach
taken with today's rute will provide
additional flexibility m developing these
requirements..

A number of commenters suggested
that PE certifications were appropriate

® For examptle, EPA noticed draft general permits
for storm water es associated with
industrial activity on August 18, 1991 (56 FR 40848]
that would require permittees other than
construction activitles to conduct viseal inspections
of designated equipment and piant areas for
evidence of, or the potential for, pallutants entering
the drainage system and to corduct annual site
inspectfons to verify the description of potential ~ *
pollutant sources and controls that are being "
implemented in slorm water pollution prevention: -
plans (see parts [IKC.4.b(3] and LILCA.c. (S8 FR
40996]). Under the draft general permits, permittees
that operate construction activities are required to
inspect all erosios controle on the site at least once:
every seven calendar dny‘ bee paum.c.&h.ﬁl. 56
FR 40899),.

for classes of storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity other
than those from il and gas operations.
These commenterc indicated that such a
certification could. in many cases, be
less burdensome than discharge
monitoring. and that such certifications
could provide a closer link to
compliance with pollution prevention
measures and best management
practices. As discussed above, today's
rule provides that requirements to
conduct annual site inspections can be
established as minimum monitoring
requirements in permits for storm water
discharges. The Agency agrees with
these comments to the extent that it is
convinced that site inspections can
provide an appropriate means for
evaluating compliance with pollution
prevention measures and best
management practices for storm water
discharges from different types of
facilities. In addition, site inspections
can be less burdensome than sampling
storm water discharges for some
facilities. Requiring annual inspections
and reviewing documentation as part of
routine campliance inspections or at the
time of permit reissuance also makes
effective use of the limited resources of
permit issuance authorities, by allowing

" permit issuing agencies more time to

focus on issues other than receiving,
reviewing and filing monitoring data.
Some commenters indicated that EPA
and authorized NPDES States should
only require facilities to monitor storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity where the permit
issuing agencies can evaluate the data. -
The Agency recognizes that EPA and
some authorized NPDES States cannot
provide adequate resources to ensure
that all discharge monitoring data can
be inspected. However, the Agency
believes that even where di ’
monitoring data is not reviewed on am
ongoing basts by a permit issuing
authority, the data can still be very
useful Facilities which discharge should
review their discharge sampling data to
identify sources and types of pollutants
in discharges, and to evaluate the .
effectiveness of pollution preventiaa -
measures and BMPs. Where an NPDES
permit does nat require a discharger to.
repart sampling data, EPA or an.. ;
authorized NPDES State will typxcaﬂy
be able ta request the data on a case-by»
case basis, ar request that the data be. :
submitted for consideration prior to-

' permit refssuance. ., .. 5

Seme commenters expresaed concerns.

about minimum monitoring requirements.

* for storm water discharges from inacﬂve
mining operations. EPA agrees that in .

some circumstances, discharge sampling

or annual inspections may be
particularly burdensome at inactive
mining operations, because mining
operations often are found in remote
areas that are not necessarily supported
by infrastructure that allows easy
access. In addition, at some inactive
mining eperations, inspections may not
be as integrally related to poilution
prevention measures for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity, as peliution prevention
measures will not focus on day to day
management activities. EPA has
modified today's rule accordingiy.

A mumber of commenters addressed
the specific monitoring requirements in
the draft general permits far storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity in the Aegust 18, 1991 notice.
The Agency wants to clarify that the
amendments to 40 CFR 122.44{i}{(2) in
today’s rute establish minimum

- monitoring and reperting requirements

for NPDES permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity. The Agency will respond to
comments on the specific monitoring
requirements i the draft general
permits in the August 18, 1991 notice as
part of the fact sheets andfor
administrative records for those permits.

C. Application Requirements for
General Permits

The pmvhlom of 40 CFR 122.21(a}
exclude persons covered by generat
permits from requirements to submit
individeal permit applications.
Currently, the general permit regulations
at 40 CFR 12228, however. donot -
address the iasue of how a potential
permittee is to apply ta be covered
under a general permit. Rather, :
conditioas for filing an application to be
covered by a general permit (typically
called a Notice of Intent (NOI)} have
been established on a case-by-case
basis. NOI requirements established in
general permits operate instead of
individual permit application
requirements for the dhchazgeo covered
by the general permit. - -

1. August 16, 1991 Proposal
The August 16, 1981 notice propoged

. several modifications to the NPDES

regulatory framework for general’.
permits. (The proposed changes
addressed NPDES gesneral permits for all

classes of discharges ard siudge-

: disposal and was not limited to storm

water discharges). The proposal .
addreseed procedures for becommg

authorized to discharge under a ggneni
permit, minimum foe NOis

. to be covered by a gemeral permit, and -

deadlines for submitting NOIs-

)
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2. Today's Rule 5 S

Today's rule finalizes madifications to
the NPDES regulatory framework for
general permits addressing procedures
for becoming authorized to discharge
under an NPDES general permit,
minimum requirements for notices of
intent (NOI} to be covered by a general
permit, and deadlines for submitting
NOls.

The regulatory framework provided
by today’s rule requires that, except for
in two situations, an NOI must be
submitted by a discharger (or treatment
works treating domestic sewage) in
order to be authorized to discharge for -
in the case of a sludge disposal permit,
to engage in a sludge use or disposal

_ practice) under an NPDES general

permit. The first situation where an NOI
will not have to be submitted to
authorize discharges under a general
permit is where the Director notifies the
discharger that its discharge is covered
by the permit. The second situation
where NOIs are not required under a
general permit is where the Director
provides in the general permit that a
submission of an NOI is not required,
where the Director finds that an NOI
requirement is inappropriate for that
general it.

In making a decision that an NOI is
inappropriate for a general permit, the
Director will consider the type of
discharge, the expected nature of the
discharge, the potential for toxic and
conventional pollutants in the
discharges, the expected volume of the
discharges, other means of identifying
discharges covered by the permit, and
the estimated number of discharges to
be covered by the permit. Also, in
making this decision, the Director is
required to describe the reasons for not
requiring an NOI in the fact sheet of the
general permit. Under today’s rule, such
a finding could only be made for
discharges other than discharges from
POTWs, combined sewer overflows
(CSOs), primary industrial facilities, and
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity. The Agency believes
that, given the patential environmental
significance and NPDES program
priorities associated with discharges
from POTWs, CSOs, primary industrial
facilities, and storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity, it is
appropriate to require NOIs in all
general permits for these discharges.

Today’s rule establishes minimum
requirements for NQIs in NPDES general
permits at 40 CFR 122.28{b}(2)(ii). This
provision requires that the contents of
the notice of intent be specified in the
general permit and shall require the
submission of information necessary for

adequate program implementation,
including at a minimum, the legal name
and address of the owner or operator,
the facility name and address, type of

- facility or discharges, and the receiving

stream(s). This provision specifies
minimum NOI requirements. General
permits may require that additional
information be reported in NOIs where
appropriate. . )

The NOI provisions of this rule allow
the Director to establish alternative
notice of intent requirements for general
permits for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity from
inactive mining, inactive oil and gas
operations, or inactive landfills
occurring on Federal lands where an
operator cannot be identified. The
Agency is currently developing general
permits for storm water discharges from
inactive mines, inactive oil and gas
operations and inactive landfills
occurring on Federal lands. During the
process of developing and issuing these
permits, EPA will work with authorized
NPDES States to determine appropriate
NOI requirements for these permits
given the unique nature, distribution,
and occurrence of these discharges.

Today’s rule also pravides that
general permits requiring the submittal
of NOIs shall specify deadlines for
submitting notices of intent and the
date(s) when a discharger is authorized
to discharge under the permit.

The Agency believes that deadlines
for submittal of an NOI are an important
part of NOI requirements, and that
general permits should state when NOIs
must be submitted. In addition, the
permit should clarify when a discharge
is authorized under the permit. In many
cases, the Agency anticipates that
general permits will provide that a
discharger obtains coverage under the
general permit after a specified time
period passes after the date of submittal
of an NOL This approach will provide
the NPDES authaority with an
opportunity to review the NOI prior to
the authorization of the discharge. In
other situations, it may be appropriate
for general permits to provide that a
discharge is authorized as soon as a
complete and timely NOI is received.

The August 18, 1991 naotice proposed
in 40 CFR 122.28{b}{2Z)(iii} that unless a
general permit provided alternative time
periods, an NOI was to be submitted 60
days before the date of intended permit
coverage. The final rule amends this
paragraph such that no default deadline
for submission is specified. Rather, the
deadline for NOI submission will be
established on a permit-specific basis.
Today's rule simply requires that this
issue be addressed in the general permit,

* but leaves the permitting authority this -

decision of which approach is most
appropriate. The approach in the final
rule will avoid the confusion that arose
with the proposed regulatory language _

' used in the August 16, 1991 notice.

Today’s rule also requires that NPDES -
general permits shall specify whether a
discharger that has submitted a
complete and timely notice of intent to
be covered in accordance with the
general permit and that is eligible for
coverage under the permit, is authorized
to discharge either in accordance with
the permit upon receipt of the notice of
intent by the Director, after a waiting
period specified in the general permit,
on a date specified in the general permit,
or upon receipt of notification of
inclusion by the Director. EPA has
rewritten the proposed language in 40
CFR 122.28(b)(2)(iv) to make this
provision clearer, but has not changed
its intent. The Agency believes that the
approach taken in the final rule retains
the flexibility of the proposal while
accomplishing the same purpose.

The Agency is finalizing this
regulatory framework for NOIs with
NPDES general permits to encourage the
use of general permits, to provide for
more consistent NOI requirements, and
to ensure that dischargers covered by
general permits provide appropriate
information. Further, the Agency
believes that today’s regulatory
framework provides a regulatory
framework that is consistent with
existing practices of EPA and authorized
NPDES States.

3. Response ta Wu

Most commenters addressing the
proposed framework for NOIs supported
the concept as a useful tool for the
NPDES program. Some of these
commenters urged EPA to use NOIs as a
tool to minimize burdens on the
authority issuing permits and reduce
costs relative to submitting individual
permit applications. Commenters
indicated that an additional reason for
using NOIs was to assist in clarifying
whether a facility was covered by a
given general permil.

The Agency agrees with these
comments. NOIs serve a number of
functions. NOI requirements in general
permits can establish a clear accounting
of the number of permittees covered by
the general permit, the nature of
operations at the facility generating the
discharge, and their identity, location
and receiving waters. NOIs can be used
to develop a data base of facility-
specific information. NOIs can be used
as a screening tool to identify discharges
where individual permits are
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appropriate. For example, the
identification of discharges to receiving
waters with impaired water quality can
be used to target facilities for priority
permitting efforts. Also. the NOI can be
used to identify classes of discharges
appropriate for more specific general
permits covering a more limited set of
discharges. The NOI can provide
information needed by the Director to
notify dischargers that a more specific
general permit was issued. The NOI also
can identify the permittee to provide a
basis to develop and implement
enforcement and compliance monitoring
strategies and priorities. In addition, the
administrative burdens on the
permitting issuing agency and the costs
to dischargers can be reduced by
replacing more complicated permit
application requirements with simplified
requirements.

One State commented that EPA
should not mandate by regulation the
information required in an NOI, which it
believed should be left to the State or
EPA Region issuing a general permit. In
response, the Agency believes that
today's regulatory framework provides
sufficient flexibility for developing NOI
requirements, and that the minimum
information requirements of today's rule
represent essential information
necessary for meeting the program
objectives outlined above. Under
today's rule, the minimum requirements
for NOIs include the legal name of the
owner or operator and the facility name
and address. EPA believes that this
information is essential to identify the
location of the facility for compliance
purposes and to provide mailing
addresses necessary to conduct any.
correspondence. The minimum NOI
requirements also include a description
of the type of facility or dischargers.
This description is necessary to provide
information to screen whether the
discharge is eligible for coverage under
the general permit and to allow the
permit writer to begin to identify priority
discharges. Finally, the minimum NOI
requirements include the receiving
stream(s). This information is necessary
to adequately identify the discharges to
impaired receiving waters where water
quality-based permits are necessary.

Some commenters indicated that they
believed that all discharges should be
required to submit an NOL Various
reasons were provided to support this -
approach, including that the NPDES
authority needed to know of all facilities
that discharged storm water to a given
water body, and that dlschargers should ~
not be required to comply with a permit ~
- unless they submit a notification. In .
response, the Agency believes that most

v msmama PUpR

general permits will require the
submittal of NOIL However, there may
be some situations where it may be
more appropriate to have the Director
notify dischargers that they are covered
by a general permit or that NOI
requirements are otherwise not
appropriate.

For example, issuing a general permit
without NOI requirements may be an
appropriate way for EPA and authorized
NPDES States to minimize
administrative burdens and compliance
costs in permits for small discharges
which have been determined to have
minimal or no impacts on receiving
waters. Today's regulation provide some
flexibility to address these situations.

In the August 16, 1991 notice, EPA
requested comment on whether it is
appropriate to require NOIs for the large
number of contaminated storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity from oil and gas exploration and
production operations. Most
commenters on this issue indicated that
they thought NOIs should be required in
general permits for storm water
discharges from oil and gas operations.
One State commented that it believed
that it would be inappropriate to
exclude a class of discharges from the
requirements to submit an NOI unless
there is an alternative method that can
and will be used to track these
discharges. A different commenter
indicated that oil and gas operations
were adequately monitored through the
Spill Prevention Control and
Countermeasure (SPCC) program and )
that NOIs for NPDES general permits
would not be necessary. A number of
the commenters expressed confusion
over the relationship between this
provision and section 402(1)(2) of the .
CWA!°, and suggested that requiring

_ 10 Section 402(1)(2) of the CWA provxdel lhat
NPDES permits shall not be required for storm
water runoff from mining operations or oil and gas
exploration, production, processing or treatment”
operations or transmission facilities, composed -
entirely of flows which are from conveyances or
systems of conveyances (including but not limited -
to pipes, conduits, ditches, and channels) used for
collecting and conveying precipitation runoff and

" which are not contaminated by contact with or that
has not come into contact with, any overburden, .
raw material, intermediate products, finished
product, byproduct or waste products located on the
site of such operation. EPA published permit-
application regulations consistent with section -
402(1)(2) on November 16, 1990 (55 FR 480030). .-
These regulations require permit applications for

" discharges composed entirely of storm water
associated with industrial activity from oil or gas °

exploration, production, processing. or treatment’. =7

operations, or transmission facilities only when a -

discharge of storm walers results in a discharge of a.

reportable quantity for which notification’is or was
_required pursuant to 40 CFR 117.21, 40 CFR 302.8, or
. 40 CFR 110.8 at anytime since November 18, 1987, or

the discharge contributes to a violation of a water - .

“clarification on the procedures that

* . water discharges. However, this approach has a [
. number of limitations, including that the SPCC

" to SPCC requirements to submit notifications. In.
" addition, many facilities subject to the SPCC

... CFR 122.28(b)(14) (e.g.. certain pipelines). -+

NOIs in NPDES permits for storm water
discharges from oil and gas operations
would minimize this confusion.

After evaluation of the comments,
EPA believes, that except for the
situation of inactive oil and gas
operations on Federal lands discussed
below, it is not appropriate to exclude
contaminated storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity from
oil and gas exploration and production
operations from the minimum NOI
requirements, and therefore today’s rule
does not treat storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity from
oil and gas operations differently than
other storm water discharges associated
with industrial activity in this regard. As
a result, today's rule does not contain a
specific reference to storm water
discharges from oil and gas operations.
The Agency believes that NOI
requirements in general permits for
storm water discharges from oil and gas -
operation will provide for a clear
tracking mechanism that is currently ;
unavailable under the SPCC program *'!. .
In addition, as was pointed out by
commenters, the NOI process can be
used to identify facilities with
contaminated runoff, and therefore
minimize confusion with respect to the
provisions of section 402(1)(2) of the
CWA.

One commenter requested

ne g page

o

T

would be followed to ensure that
permits requiring Director notification
instead of facility submission of an NOI
are in compliance with the procedural
requirements of the CWA and the s
NPDES regulations. The Agency does ]
not believe that today's rule conflicts
with the NPDES regulations or the
CWA. The Agency believes that the
existing NPDES regulations provide for
adequate public notice and public ]
comment opportunities when general
permits are issued. (See 40 CFR 124.10,

quality standard. {see 40 CFR 122.28(c)(1)(iii)).
Permit applications are not required for a discharge
composed entirely of storm water from a mining
operation unless the discharge comes into contact
with any overburden, raw material, intermediate
products, finished product, byproduct, or waste
products located on the site of such operations.

11 EPA requested comment on using information
collected under the SPCC program to track storm

program currently does not requlre facilities subject

—

program are nof subject to the NPDES storm water -
program either because they do not have a storm -
water discharge to waters of the United States or
because they are not activities that are addmssed
by the regulafory definition of storm water ~_
discharge associated with industrial activity at 40

RPN —
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124.11, and 124.57.} The Agency wants to
point out that the NPDES regulations
require certain opportunities for the
public to comment during the permit
issuance process, and pror\nde for permit
appeal after the permit is issued. In
addition, 40 CFR 122.28{b}(2)(iii}
provides that for EPA issued permits,
any awner or operator authorized by a
general permit may request to be

- excluded from the coverage of the

general permit by applying for an
individual permit.

One commenter requested
clarification on the type of natification
that must be provided by the Director to
a discharger where the discharger is not
required to submit an NOI. In response,
the Agency believes that in most cases,
the Director will notify dlschargers of
coverage in writing.

One commenter requested
clarification on whether a discharger
that is not required to submit an NOI,
but rather is notified by a Director, will
be subject to permit fees. The Agency
wants to clarify that this rulemaking
does not address permit fees.

One commenter, while supporting the
requirement that an NOI be submitted,
indicated that EPA could reduce its
paperwork load by issuing general
permits for storm water discharges from
construction sites that required
dischargers to notify municipalities
instead of the NPDES permit authority.
EPA disagrees with this approach.
Submitting NOIs to municipalities but
not requiring that an NOI be submitted
to the Director may not assure that EPA
or authorized NPDES States receive
adequate information to effectively
implement the NPDES program for these
discharges.

In the August 16, 1991 notice, EPA
proposed that general permits for storm
water discharges associated with
industrial activity from inactive mining,
inactive oil and gas operations accurring
on Federal lands where an operator
cannot be identified may contain
alternative notice of intent
requirements. A federal land
management agency commented that
inactive landfills on Federal lands are in
some ways analogous to inactive mines
and inactive oil and gas operations and
should be treated similarly. EPA agrees
with this comment and accordingly
today’s rule allows alternative notice of
intent requirements in general permits
for storm water discharges associated
with industrial activity from inactive
landfills on Federal lands.

One State urged EPA not to refer to
NOIs as permit applications. They were
concerned that calling NOIs permit
applications would trigger certain public
notice requirements under State law.

They further argued that the purpose of _
NOlIs are significantly different than
permit apphcahpns. and that the cited
State law provision should not apply In -
response, EPA recognizes the -
differences between the purpose of a

- notice of intent and an individual permit

application. Individual permit -
applications contain a significant
amount of site-specific information that
is typically uged for the development of
individual permit conditions. NOIs
typically contain only general
information and are used for screening

- and compliance purposes rather than for

the development of permit conditions.
However, the distinction between |
individual applications and NOIs as
they relate to public notice requirements
in various State laws is a question of
interpretation of those State laws which
EPA does not attempt to answer in this
notice. EPA notes however, that it -
considers submission of an NOI to
constitute a permit application for
purposes of federal regulatory
provisions which provide that a timely
reapplication of a federal permit or
license continues the effectiveness of
the existing permit pending action by
the Director. (See 40 CFR 122.6).

In the preamble to the August 16, 1991
notice, EPA discussed public
accessibility to lists of NOIs, but did not
publish proposed regulatory language
addressing this issue. EPA does not
intend to address this issue in this
rulemaking, but will be addressing the
issue in future rulemakings.

D. Deadline for Part 2 of Group
Applicatians.

1. November 5, 1991 Proposal

On November 5, 1991, (56 FR 56555],
EPA requested comments on extending
the deadline for submitting part 2 of the
group application from May 18, 1992 to
October 1, 1992. In the November 5, 1991
notice, the Agency indicated that this
extension would provide an appropriate
opportunity to conduct sampling to
support the Part 2 application and would
allow for permit issuing agencies to
issue general permits.

2. Today's Rule

EPA received over 60 comments vn
the November 5, 1991 proposal. After
careful consideration of these
comments, the Agency is extending the
deadline for submitting part 2 of the
group applications for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity from May 18, 1992 to October 1,
1992 as proposed.

EPA is granting this extension to
provide an appropriate opportunity to
conduct sampling to support the part 2

- will provide a more equitable .7

apphcauon. This regulatory modlﬁcahtm

PN, Pt

framework for submitting permit’
applications for storm water dxscbarges k
associated with industrial acﬁvny It

will also allow for permit issuing ™
agencies lo issue general permits pnor

to the completion of the group
apphcahon process.

>

3. Response to Comments

All of the comments received on the
November 5, 1991 proposal to extend the
regulatory deadline for submitting part 2
of the group application supported an
extension. A number of reasons were
provided to justify the extension,
including the difficulty associated with
sampling storm water discharges from
facilities located in arid and northern
regions during winter months, the need
for time to allow for the preparation of
guidance documents, training personnet
in sampling techniques, and conductmg
analytical work. A number of
commenters supported October 1, 1902
as the deadline for part 2 of the group
application. In general, these - :
commenters expressed their belief that
the deadlines for submitting part 2 of the
group application and individual permit
applications for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity
should be the same. A number of
reasons were given for supporting this
approach, inchuding, that this would be

.the most equitable approach, the

regulated community would have a
clearer choice of application options,
and one deadline would limit confusion.

_EPA agrees with these concerns, and as

is discussed above, is extending the
deadline for submitting part 2 of the
group application from May 18. 1992 to
Octaber 1, 1992.

Some commenters favored extendins
the deadline for submitting part 2 of the
group application beyond October 1,
1992. Some of these commenters
suggested that part 2 of the group
application should not be required until
general permits for storm water :
discharges associated with industrial
activity were issued. These commenters
indicated that this approach would
ensure that dischargers would have
three options for applying for a permit,
(e.g. participating in a group application,
submitting an individual application, or

. submitting an NOI to be covered under a

general permit). This would allow
dischargers to select the most cosi-
effective approach allowable under the
NPDES regulatory framework. Other
commenters mggested that participants
in a group should be given one complete
year from the date after the group
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receives notice of approval of the part 1
application. .

EPA notes that the extension to
October 1, 1992 provides authorized
NPDES States with additional time to
issue general permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity. On August 16, 1991, (56 FR -~
40948), EPA published a proposal
requesting public comment on draft
general permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity in States and territories without
authorized NPDES programs.!2? The
Agency intends to make every effort to
issue these general permits in the spring
of 1992,

However, EPA has decided against
basing the deadline for submitting part 2
of the group applications on the date
that general permits are issued by
individual States because of the
potential confusion and uncertainty that
would arise. Although the Agency
proposed draft general permits for storm
water discharges in States without
authorized State NPDES programs in
one notice, it may not finalize all of
these permits on the same date. The
Agency expects that various region-
specific, State-specific, or industrial
category-specific issues may take
different amounts of time to address. It
should also be noted that the August 18,
1991 proposal does not address general
permits in authorized NPDES States.
Each authorized NPDES State that will
issue general permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity will have to go through the
procedures for issuing general permits of
that State. Different permit issuance
procedures. along with other factors,
will result in these permits being issued
at different times. All of these factors -
indicate that a tremendous amount of
uncertainty and confusion would result
if EPA attempted to tie regulatory
deadlines for submitting permit
applications to the dates when general
permits are issued for particular States.
This is particularly important to the .
group application process where
facilities from many different States
may be in the same group.

In addition, the Agency anticipates
that there will be situations where the
permitting authority determines that

12 The notice addresses draft general permits in
12 States (MA, ME, NH, FL. LA. TX. OK. NM, SD,
AZ, AK, ID), and six Territories (District of -
Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico,"
Guam, American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the '
Noérthern Marfana Islands, and the Trust Territory
of the Pacific Islands) without authorized NPDES
State programs; on Indian lands in AL, CA, GA, I(Y
ML, MN, MS, MT, NC. ND, NY. NV, SC, TN, UT, WL
and WY: located within federal facilities and Indian
lands in CO and WA:"and Iocated wﬂhln fedeml L
facilities in Delaware yreglie dreds Ter VA

general permits are inappropriate for a
given class of storm water discharges.
Additional confusion would arise in
these situations if application deadlines
were tied to the dates of general permit
issuance. The Agency is also concerned
that unacceptable delays may result
under this approach in States where the
issuance of a general permit is delayed.
EPA also disagrees with the
suggestion that the deadlines for
submitting part 2 of the application
should be based on the date on which a
part 1 application is accepted. EPA
believes that establishing a fixed
deadline of October 1, 1992 for part 2 of
the group application is warranted for
the same reasons that the Agency
articulated above and in the proposal.
This approach provides an equitable
deadline for these facilities, reduces
confusion and uncertainty in the
regulated community, and provides
sufficient time to complete the sampling
necessary to obtain quantitative data.

E. Clarification for Part 2 of Gmup
Applications

The November 18, 1990 regulations
established procedures for group
applications for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity. The
group application process allows for
facilities with similar storm water
discharges to file a single two part
permit application. Part 1 of a group . .
application includes a list of the.
facilities applying, a narrative
description summarizing the industrial
activities of participants of the group, a
list of significant materials exposed to
precipitation that are stored by _
participants and material management
practices employed to diminish contact
of these materials by precipitation (see
40 CFR 122.26(c)(2)(i)). In addition, the
part 1 application must identify the
group participants that will submit
quantitative data (sampling data) in part
2 of the group application. These
participants must be representative of
the group. _

In part 2 of the group application, the
subset of facilities identified in the Part _
1 application must submit quanntahve
data. The provisions of 40 CFR -

22.26(c)(2)(ii) establish a minimum ~ = _
criteria for identifying facilities from . -
which sampling data must be subrmtted.
EPA had proposed that, in general, .-
groups submit data from at least 10

- percent of the facilities in the group. s
. with a minimum of 10 facilities~—~: -=: 2
- submitting data (December 7, 1988 (53

FR 49435)). In the final rule, EPA=»: #7273
allowed groups of 4 to 10 members to" ¢
apply if 50 percent of the facilitieu =5

submitted data (November 18, 1990 (55
FR 48067)).

During the group application process,
the regulated community exhibited some
confusion regarding the ininimum
number of facilities that must submit
sampling data for groups with 11 to 99
members. For groups with 11 to 89
members, some groups have interpreted
the language in the November 16, 1990
regulations to require 10 percent of the
facilities to submit sampling data, while
other groups have interpreted the
language to require a minimum of 10
facilities to submit sampling data.

In today's action, EPA wants to clarify
that for groups with 20 or fewer
members, at least 50 percent of the
dischargers participating in the group
must submit quantitative data. For
example, at least nine facilities must
submit quantitative data if a group is
composed of 17 members. For groups
with 21 to 99 members, at least 10
dischargers participating in the group
must submit quantitative data. For
example, at least ten facilities must .
submit quantitative data if a group is
composed of 25 members. For groups
with 100 to 1,000 members, at least 10
percent of the dischargers participating
in the group must submit quantitative
data. For groups with more'than 1,000
members, no more than 100 dischargers
participating in the group must submnt
quantitative data. - ‘

For groups with more than 10
members, either a minimum of two
dlschargers from each precipitation zone
indicated in appendix E of 40 CFR part
122 in which ten or more members of the
group are located, or one discharger -
from each precipitation zone indicated -
in appendxx E of 40 CFR part 122 in"~
which nine or fewer members of the
group are located, must be identified to
submit quantitative data. For groups of 4
to 10 members, at least one facility in
each precipitation zone in which
members of the group are located must

- submit data. EPA has made a correction

to the group application réquirements to
reflect the above, whlch represents
EPA'’s original intent in the November
16, 1990 rule. VE

F. Tmnsportatlon Act DeadImes

Section 1068 of the Transporlatxon ‘Act
addresses permit application deadlines
for storm water discharges associated -
with industrial activity that are owned.
or operated by municipalities. Today's"
© rule codifies three changes to existing;
regulatory deadlines to reflect the new

- “provisions of section 1068. The first two

modifications address individual™ "
application deadlines; and the third
addresses group application deadllnea.

S

N

TT————
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The deadlines for submitting :
individual permit applications for storm
water discharges associated with -
industrial activity that are owned or
operated by municipalities are
consistent with the October 1, 1992
regulatory deadline that EPA
established on November 5, 1991 (56 FR
56548) with two exceptions:

(1) Municipal facilities that have been
identified in a part 1 group application
that has been submitted in a timely
manner where either the group
application is denied or the particular
facility is rejected from the group, are
not required to submit an individual
application until the 180th day following
the date on which the denial or rejection
is made; and

(2) Facilities owned or operated by a
municipality with a population of less
than 100,000 other than an airport,
powerplant, or uncontrolled sanitary
landfill are not required to submit a
permit application at this time unless a
permit is required under either section
402(p)(2) (A) or (E) of the CWA.

With regard to facilities that are either
part of a group that has been denied or

- which are individually rejected from a

group, today's rule codifies alternative
deadlines for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity from
facilities that are owned or operated by
a municipality and that are rejected as
members of a part 1 group application.
Such dischargers shall submit an
individual application no later than 180
days after the date of receipt of the
notice of rejection or October 1, 1992,
whichever is later.

With respect to facilities owned or
operated by municipalities with a
population of 100,000 or less, EPA
believes that Congress intended this
language to place all of their storm
water discharges (except for those from
airports, powerplants and uncontrolled
sanitary landfills) into Phase II of the

- storm water program.

Today's rule also codifies the
Transportation Act's alternative
deadlines for group applications for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activities that are owned or
operated by municipalities with a
population of less than 250,000.
Reflecting the new provisions of Section
1068 of the Transportation Act, the
group application deadlines for these
facilities are now May 18, 1992 for part 1
applications and May 17, 1993 for part 2
applications.

EPA also wants to clarify that the
Transportation Act did not affect any of
the regulatory application deadlines for
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity from facilities that are
either not owned or operated by a

municipality or that are owned or
operated by a municipality witha -
population of 250,000 or more. The
legislative history for the Transportation
Act clarified that “nothing in the
conference report affects most of the
dates for submitting stormwater permit
applications established in EPA's recent
rulemaking published in the Federal
Register on November 5, 1991. * * * The
conference report, while silent on the
deadlines for these privately owned
industries, is not intended to override
the dates established in EPA's
rulemaking action.” (Vol. 137 Cong. Rec.
H11509 (daily ed. November 26, 1991),
Rep. Hammerschmidt). Thus, the permit
application deadlines for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity from privately owned and
operated facilities, including those that
discharge through a municipal separate
storm sewer to waters of the United
States, are not changed by today's rule
with the exception of the part 2
application deadlines discussed
elsewhere in today's notice. Also, where
a facility is privately owned and
operated, but has a service contract
with a municipality, the facility is not’
considered to be “municipally
operated”. For example, a privately
owned and operated landfill that
receives municipal waste pursuant to a
contract with a municipality or some
other form of reimbursement from a
municipality can not avail itself of the
application deadline extensions in the
Transportation Act, which apply only to
facilities owned or operated by
municipal governments.

As outlined above, section 1068 of the
Transportation Act contains special
provisions for municipalities with a
population of less than 100,000. Section
1068(c) of the Transportation Act
defines two classes of industrial
facilities that are owned or operated by
municipalities with a population of less
than 100,000. The first group of facilities
is comprised of airports, powerplants,
and uncontrolled sanitary landfills that
are owned or operated by a municipality
with a population of less than 100,000. It
is clear that Congress did not intend in
section 1068(c) to change the existing
individual application deadlines for
these discharges. Group application
requirements for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity from
these facilities are addressed by section
1068(b) of the Transportation Bill. As
discussed above, the group application
deadlines for these facilities are May 18,
1992 for Part 1 applicaitons and May 17,
1993 for part 2 applications.

The second group is comprised of
facilities with storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity other

than airports, powerplants or
uncontrolled sanitary landfills that are
owned or operated by municipalities -
with a population of less than 100,000.
Section 1068(c) provides that EPA shall
not require this second group of
industrial facilities to apply for or obtain
a permit before October 1, 1992, unless a
permit is required under either section
402(p)(2) (A) or (E) of the CWA. .
With respect to this second group of
facilities, today's rule reserves the
regulatory deadlines for storm water
applications. The Agency intends to
address these facilities in a manner that
is similar to other storm water
discharges addressed by section
402(p)(1) or the CWA.13 Currently, the
Agency intends to evaluate storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity that are owned or operated by a
municipality with a population of less
than 100,000 (except for those from
powerplants, uncontrolled sanitary
landfills and airports) along with other
storm water discharges addressed by
section 402(p)(1) in two studies required
under section 402(p)(5) of the CWA.
These studies will be used to support
the development of regulations under
section 402(p)(6).14 It is clear from the
legislative history of the Transportation
Act that Congress intended to address
these discharges in this manner, i.e., as
discharges subject to the permit
moratorium of section 402(p)(1) of the
CWA. "“EPA defined industrial activity
in such a way as to require many cities
with a population under 100,000 to make
application for stormwater prmits,
notwithstanding the moratorium on
permit requirements that the Congress
thought it was puting in place * * * This
legislation will clarify that small cities
need not apply for permits associated
with some of the industrial facilities
they own or operate until October 1,
1992, [the] date for the general
moratorium on their permit
requirements.” (Vol. 137 Cong. Rec.
518596 (daily ed. November 27, 1991),
Sen. Chafee). “[M]unicipalities with
populations of less than 100,000 would

13 Section 402(p)(1) of the CWA creates a
moratorium on issuing NPDES permits until October
1. 1992 for storm water discharges that are not
identified in section 402(p)(2) of the CWA.

14 Section 402(p)(8) of the CWA requires EPA, in
consultation with State and local officials, is
required to issue regulations by no later than
October 1, 1982, which designate additional storm
water discharges to be regulated to protect water
quality and establish a comprehensive program to
regulate such designated sources. This program
must establish, at a minimum, (A) priorities, (B)
requirements for State Storm Water Management
Programs, and (C) expeditious deadlines. The
program may include performance standards,
guidelines, guidance, and t practices
and treatment requirements as appropriate.
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not be required fo apply for permits for
stormwater discharges associated with
industrial activities except for power
plants. uncontrolled sanitary landfills,
and airports.” (Vol. 137 Cong. Rec.
H11509 (daily ed. November 28, 1991},
Rep. Hammerschmidt).

1. Determining the Population of
Municipalities -

The Transportation Act establishes
phased requirements for NPDES permits
for storm water discharges associated
with industrial activity from facilities
that are owned or operated by .
municipalities with specified

populations. However, the
Transportation Act uses a different
classification scheme than is used in
section 402(p) of the CWA to define
classes of municipal separate storm
sewer systems. Under section 402(p) of
the CWA, municipal separate storm
sewer systems are classified on the
basis of population served by the
system. Under the Transportation Act,
the population used for classifying
industrial operations owned ar operated
by municipalities is the population of the
municipality. This distinction is
important because a number of
municipal entities with a population of
100,000 or more are not addressed by the
regulatory definitions of large and
medium municipal separate starm sewer
systems.

40 CFR 122.26(b)(4) and (7) specifically
identify 173 cities and 47 counties as
having large or medium municipal
separate storm sewer systems (e.g.
systems serving a population of 100,000
or more).!3 While these definitions
identify all incorporated cities with a
population of 100,000 or more, they only
specifically identify 47 of the 447
counties with a population of 100,000 or
more based on the 1990 Census.!® In
addition, other types of municipal
entities which may own or operate
storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity are nof specifically
addressed by the regulatery definition of
large and medium municipal separate
storm sewer systems. Examples include;
sanitary sewer districts, flood control
districts, and unincorporated towns and .
townships.

In providing phased reqmremen’(s for
different storm water discharges
associated with industrial act1v1ty that |
are owned or operated by o
municlpahhes. EPA beﬁeves that & :

's See appendices !-'. G.‘Kundllo 40 Cflpn&
122, Al = T

!¢ The regulatory definitions of large and medium.
municipal separate storm sewez systems oaly .. .
specnﬁcaﬂy identify counties with a pepulationof

100,000 in umncorgorated. urbamud. areasof the. . .

county.

primary concern of Congress was the
economic burdens placed on
municipalities with a smaller populaion
base over which to spread costs. In
general, when determining the
population of & mmnicipal entity, EPA
will look at the general population or
service population of the municipal
entity.

For the purpose of today's rule, the
1990 Census will be used to determine
the population of counties. Service
populations will be used to determine
the population of sewage treatment
districts which operate publicly owned
treatment works (POTWs). Where one
sewer district operates a number of
plants, the entire service population of
the district will be used to determine the
applicable population classification of
all of the treatment works operated by
the district.}” Populations within service
districts will be used to determine the
populatians of flood control districts and
other municipal entities with service
populations. The State population will
be used to determine the population of
State DOTs.'® Where an industrial
facility is owned or operated by more
than one municipality, then EPA intends
to use the combined populations of the
appropriate municipalities in.
determining population thresholds.

EPA believes that the distinction
between the population of a
municipality and the population served
by a municipal separate storm sewer.
system is appropriate and was intended
by Congress. In the November 16, 1990
rulemaking, EPA noted inter-jurisdiction
complexities associated with municipal
governments developing controls for
storm water inte such la.rge and medium
systems played a role in defining the

regulatory terms large and medium -~
* CFR 258.27(a). which provides that all
- MSWLF units must be operated in

municipal separate storm sewer
systems. However, such concerns do nof
appear to be as evident with industrial
facilities that are owned or operated by
mumcipal entmes.

7 For examp!e. if a district with a cemmulative:
service population of 350,000 operates two sewage
treatment piants, ane of which serves 306,000, and
the other which serves 50,000, bath plants will be
considered to be a facility that is cwned or operated.
by a munic!paﬂ\y w:th a popuhhon of 250.000 or
more.

** Under tM‘ approech. EPA would base the
population of facilities operated by a State DOT on
the eatire State population rather than the .
population of the local gavernment entitp with land

.. use authority (e.g. city, town. fownship. county)‘h
. which the facillty is physicaly focated. EPA.~ -

believes that this approach s appropriate because
the State DOT facility witf typicaity be operated

fairly independently of the locil government entitp .
_ with land use authority and the major revenue

sources of the Stete DO'l"nre Slnte-wide tlucft s

jawlinc taxes) 7

2. Uncontrolled Sanitary Landfills -

Section 1068(c) of the Transportation
Act provides that facilities owned or
operated by a municipality with a
population of less than 100,000 other
than an airport, powerplant, or
uncentrolled sanitary landfill are not
required to apply for permit applications
at this time unless a permit is required
under either section 402(p)(2) (A) or (E}
of the CWA.

Section 1068(d) of the Transportation
Act defines the term "“uncontrolled
sanitary landfill” to mean a landfill or
open dump, whether in operation or
closed, that does not meet the
requirements for runon and runoff
controls established pursuant to subtitle
D of the Solid Waste Disposal Act.
Today's action codifies this definition at
40 CFR 122.26{b){15).

On October 9, 1991, (56 FR 50978),
EPA published criteria for solid waste
disposal facilities, including municipal
solid waste landfills (MSWLFs),
pursuant to subtitle D of the Solid Waste
Disposal Act. Several provisions of
these regulations specifically address
runon and runoff from the active
portions of regulated units. Owners or
operators of all MSWLF units are
required under 40 CFR 258.25 ta design,
construct and maintain a runon control

- system to prevent flow onto the active

portion of the MSWLF unit during the
peak discharge from a 25-year storm. In
addition, all MSWLF units are required
to design, construct, and maintain a run-
off control system from the active
portion of the landfill to collect and’
control at least the water volume:
resulting from a 24-hour, 25-year storm.

" Runoff from the active portion of the

unit must be handled in accordance with..
the surface water requirements of 40

compliance with NPDES requirements.!®
Any discharges of a nonpoint source of
polution from an MSWLF unit inte-.

" waters of the United States must also be

in conformance with any established.

" water quality management plan:
‘ deveIoped under the CWA. The ¥4 =

1% The October $. 1991 nn'.p.chdﬁedthal lhc

" subtitle D requirements call for the collection and -

control of runoff from the active portion. of MSWLF

, units, but do not reqpire that the collected nmoﬂ'be. :

sampled ar treated: This was because when the |

. notice was tssued. EPA waa in the process of - 47

implementing NPDES requirements for storm water . -
discharges associated with industrial actiwity from
landfills. In the October 8, 1991 notice EPA: - -
exphinaé that the NPDES permit under the CWA - -

“would be the appropriate mechanism for ensuring"

that poiat source discharges of runoff from MSWLFs

. are protective of humaa heallk aaithnw

(see October&mm. (58 FR 51054))..,. . .

I 1
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effec ..e date for these requirements are
October 9, 1993.

Operators of landfills that are owned
or operated by a municipality with a
population of less than 100,000 with a
storm water discharge associated with
industrial activity 2° that are -
‘uncontrolled’ must submit an NPDES
permit application for their discharge, or
obtain coverage under an appropriate
general permit.

EPA remains concerned about the
risks to surface water quality posed by -
landfills.2! The Agency wants to clarify
that storm water discharges from
landfills that are owned or operated by
a municipality with a population of less
than 100,000 can still be required to
obtain an NPDES permit even where
they are in compliance with subtitle D
requirements where they are designated
under section 402(p)(2)(E) of the CWA
as needing an NPDES permit because
they are significant contributors of
pollutants to waters of the United States
or they contribute to a violation of a
water quality standard.

1II. Economic Impact

EPA has prepared an Information
Collection Request (ICR) for the purpose
of estimating the information collection
burden imposed on Federal, State and
local governments and industry by
today’s revisions to requirements to
submit annual monitoring reports,
minimum notice of intent (NOI)
requirements for NPDES general

*9 The existing landfill criteria in part 257 address
all landfills except those covered by the revised
criteria in part 25& which address municipal

" landfills which receive household hazardous wastes

or hazardous wastes from small quantity
generators. By contrast, the NPDES regulatory
definition of “storm water discharge associated
with industrial activity” addresses landfills that
receive or have received any industrial wastes
(wastes received from any of the other classes of
facilities addressed by the regulatory definition of
storm water discharges associated with industrial
activity) (see 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14)).

31 Surface water impacts associated with solid
waste landfills are well characterized. In the August
30, 1988 (53 FR 33317) NPRM addressing solld waste
disposal facility criteria under RCRA subtitle D,
EPA noted that state inspection data. case study
evidence, risk characterization studies, and the
current limited use of design controls indicate that
some solid waste landfills have degraded surface
water quality and that this degradation could
continue. Older landfils are of most concern
because they may have received large volumes of
hazardous waste and. in general, their use of design
controls was very limited. States reported that of
the 1.100 municipal solid waste landfills which
monitored discharges to surface water, 860 were
cited for surface water impacts. EPA believes that
newer and future solid waste landfills may present
lower risks because subtitle C regulations keep
most hazardous waste out of solid waste landfills.
In addition. design controls for solid waste landfills

. have improved, and are expected to continue to

improve with the implementation of subtitle D
requirements (see October 8, 1991 (56 FR 50881)).

permits, and for States to submit State -

- Storm Water Permitting Plans.

EPA estimates that the total annual
cost of complying with the revised
monitoring reporting requirements for

.. storm water discharges is $12,756,146.

The Agency estimates that today’s rule
results in a annual reduction in costs to
the regulated community of $8,973,526
over the prior regulatory requirement.
EPA estimates that the annual costs of
complying with NOI submissions

. required by NPDES permits to be

$282,348. However, EPA believes that
today's rule will not increase the
existing burdens of complymg with NOI
requirements.

EPA estimates that the annual costs to
State governments and EPA of
reviewing monitoring reports for storm -
water discharges is $136,156. The
Agency estimates that the annual costs
to States and EPA of reviewing NOlIs is
$210,919. However, EPA believes that
today's rule will not increase the
existing burdens of reviewing NOIs.
EPA estimates the total annual costs of
preparing and reviewing State Storm
Water Permitting Plans to $351,8486.

IV. Executive Order 12291

Executive Order 12291 requires EPA
and other agencies to perform regulatory
analyses of major regulations. Major

- regulations are those which impose a

cost on the economy of $100 million or
more annually or have certain other
economic impacts. Today's regulatory -
amendments generally make the NPDES
permit applications more flexible and
less burdensome for the regulated
community. These regulations do not
satisfy any of the criteria specified in
section 1(b) of the Executive Order and,
as such, do not constitute a major rule.
This regulation was submitted to the
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) for review.

V. Paperwork Reduction Act

The information requirements in this
rule have been approved by the Office
of Management and Budget (OMB)
under provisions of the Paperwork
Reduction Act, 44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq. and
have been assigned OMB Control
number 2040-0004.

Public reporting burden for this
collection of information is estimated to
average 17.46 hours per response, an
increase of 1.50 hours. This includes
time for reviewing instructions,
searching existing data sources,
gathering the data needed, and
completing and reviewing the collection
of information. The 17.46 figure is an
average for all dischargers under the
NPDES program, including POTWs,

industrial process, and stormwater
dischargers. For storm water . °;
dischargers, the average burden per

-response will decrease by 3.8 hours per

repondent. )

Send comments regarding the burden
estimate or any other aspect of this
collection of information, including
suggestions for reducing this burden, to
Chief, Information Policy Branch, PM-

.223Y, U.S. Environmental Protection

Agency, 401 M Street SW., Washington,
DC 20460; and to the Office of
Information and Regulatory Affairs,
Office of Management and Budget,
Washington, DC 20503, marked
“Attention: Desk Officer for EPA."”

'VI. Regulatory Flexibility Act

Under the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5
U.S.C. 801 et seq., EPA is required to
prepare a Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis to assess the impact of rules on
small entities. No Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis is required, however, where
the head of the agency certifies that the
rule will not have a significant economic
impact on a substantial number of small
entities.

Today's amendments to the
regulations would generally make the
NPDES regulations more flexible and
less burdensome for permittees.
Accordingly, I hereby certify, pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 805(b), that these
amendments will not have a significant
impact on a substantial number of small
entities. :

VII. APA Requirements

The amendments to permit
application deadlines for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity from facilities owned or
operated by municipalities are being
adopted without notice and comment.
As they merely codify the provisions of
section 1068 of the Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991,
they constitute interpretive rules for
which notice and comment is not
required. EPA requested comment on
the issue of the minimum number of
facilities that must submit sampling data
in a group application in a December 7,
1988 notice (53 FR 49416). Additional
notice and comment is not required for
the clarification to the group application
regulations made in today’s rule because
the Agency has already taken comments
on this issue and today's action only
clarifies the approach that was intended
by the November 18, 1990 rule.

List of Subjects in 40 CFR Part 122

Administrative practice and
procedure, Environmental protection,
Reporting and record keeping
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requirements, Water pollution control.
General permits, Storm water.

Authority: Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 1251
et seq.

Dated: March 23, 1992.
William K. Reilly,
Administrrtor.

For the reasons stated in the
preamble, title 40 of the Code of
Regulations is amended as follows:

PART 122—EPA ADMINISTERED
PERMIT PROGRAMS; THE NATIONAL
POLLUTANT DISCHARGE
ELIMINATION SYSTEM

1. The authority citation for part 122
continues to read as follows:

Authority: Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 1251
el seq.

Subpart B—Permit Application and
Special NPDES Program Requirements.

§ 122.26 [Amended]

2 Section 122.26 is amended by
adding paragraph (b)(15}, and revising
paragraphs (c)(2)(i)(D), (e)(1), (e)(2)(i).
(e)(2)(iii) and (e)(2)(iv) to read as

follows:

§ 122.26 Storm water discharges
(applicable to State NPDES programs, see
§ 123.25).

- - - -

(b) * t *

(15} Uncontrolled sanitary landfill
means a landill or open dump, whether
in operation or closed, that does not
meet the requirements for runon or
runoff controls established pursuant to
subtitle D of the Solid Waste Dzsposal
Act.

(c) v

[2) * % %

(l) « « »

(D] For groups of more than 1,000 -
members, identify at least 100
dischargers participating in the group:
application from which quantitative
data will be submitted. For groups of 100
or more members, identify 8 minirrum of
ten percent of the dischargers -
participating in the group application
from which quantitative data will be
submitted. For groups of between 21 and
99 members identify a minimum of ten
dischargers participating in the group
application from which quantitative -
data will be submitted. For groups of 4
to 20 members, identify a minimum of 50 -
percent of the dischargers participating
in the group application from which
quantitative data will be submitted. For:
groups with more than 10 members,.
either a minfmum of two dfschargers
from each precipitation zone indicated .
in appendix E of this part in which ten . -,
or more members of the group are |

- & &

_ than 100,000 other than an airport, .

located, or one discharger from each
precipitation zone incicated in appendix
E of this part in which nine er fewer
members of the group are located, must
be identified to submit quantitative
data. For groups of 4 to 10 members, at
least one facility in each precipitation
zone indicated in appendix E of this part
in which members of the group are
located must be identifed to submit
quantitative data. A description of why
the facilities selected to perform
sampling and analysis are
representative of the group as a whale in
terms of the information provided in
paragraphs {c)(1)(i}(B) and {c)(1)(i){C) of
this section, shall accompany this
section. Different factors impacting the
nature of the storm water discharges,
such as the processes used and material
management, shall be represented, to
the extent feasible, in & manner roughly
equivalent to their proportion in the
group.

(e) « & &

(1) Individual applications. (i} Except
as provided in paragraph (e)(1)(ii) of this
section, for any storm water discharge
associated with industrial activity
identified in paragraphs (b)(14) (i)
through (xi} of this section, that is not
part of a group application as described
in paragraph (c)(2} of this section or
which is not authorized by a storm
water general permit, a permit
application made pursuant to paragraph
(C) of this section shall be submitted to
the Director by October 1, 1992;

(ii) For any storm water discharge °
associated with industrial activity from
a facility that is owned or operated by a
municipality with a population of less
than 100,000 other than an airport, =

- powerplant, or uncontrolled sanitary

landfill, permit applications
requirements are reserved.

(2) * & &

(i) Part 1. (A) Except as pronded .
paragraph (e)(2)(i}{B] of this section, part
1 of the application shall be submitted to
the Director, Office of Wastewater
Enforcement and Compliance by
September 30, 199%; -

(B) Any municipality with a
population of less than 250,800 shall not-
be required to submit a part1 .
application before May 18, 1992.

(C) For any storm water dl.scharge :
associated with industrial activity fmm
a facility that is. owned or operated by a
municipality with a population of less..

powerplant, er uncoatrolled samtary
landfill, permit apphcanons -
requirements are reserved. -

« ® e mye &, W)

(iti) Part 2. (A) Except as provided in
paragraph (e)(2)(iii)(B) of this section,
part 2 of the application shall be
submittted to the Director, Office of
Wastewater Enforcement and
Compliance by October 1, 1992;

(B) Any municipality with a
population of less than 250,000 shall not
be required to submit a part 1
application before May 17, 1993.

(C) For any storm water discharge
associated with industrial activity from
a facility that is owned or operated by a
municipality with a population of less
than 100,000 other than an airport,
powerplant, or uncontrolled sanitary
landfill, permit applications
requirements are reserved.

(iv) Rejected facilities. (A) Except as
provided in paragraph (e}(2)(iv)(B] of
this section, facilities that are rejected
as members of the group shall submit an
individual application (or obtain
coverage under an applicable general
permit) no later than 12 months after the
date of receipt of the notice of rejection
or October 1, 1992, whichever comes
first.

(B) Facilities that are owned or
operated by a municipality and that are
rejected as members of part 1 group
application shall submit an individual
application no later than 180 days after
the date of receipt of the notice of
rejection or October 1, 1992, whichever
is later.

« » - -

2a. Section 122.28 is amended by
redesignating current paragraph (b}{2}
as (b)(3) and by adding a new paragraph
(b){2) to read as follows:

§ 122.28 General permits (applicable to
state NPDES programs, see § 123.25).

(b] * & & =

(2) Autbonzutmn to discharge, or
authorization to engage in sludge use
and disposal practices. (i} Except as
provided in paragraphs (bJ(2)(v) and
(b){2)(vi] of this section, dischargers (or
treatment works treating domestic
sewage]} seeking coverage under a
general permit shall submit ta the
Director a written notice of intent to be
covered by the general permit. A
discharger (or treatment works treating
domestic sewage] who fails to submit a
notice of intent in accordance with the.

. terms of the permit is not authorized to

discharge, for in the case of sludge
disposal permif. to engage in a sludge’
use or dispesal practice), under the

* -, terms of the general permit unless ther
> general permit, in accordance with

paragraph (b][z)(vl of this section.’
containg a provision that a notice of
intent ts not required or the Director
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notifies a discharger (or treatment works
treating domestic sewage) that it is
covered by a general permit in
accordance with paragraph (b)(2)(vi) of
this section. A complete and timely,
notice of intent (NOI), to be covered in
accordance with general permit
requirements, fulfills the requirements
for permit applications for purposes of
§§ 122.6, 122.21 and 122.286.

(ii) The contents of the notice of intent
shall be specified in the general permit
and shall require the submission of
information necessary for adequate
program implementation, including at a
minimum, the legal name and address of
the owner or operator, the facility name
and address, type of facility or
discharges, and the receiving stream(s).
General permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity from inactive mining, inactive
oil and gas operations, or inactive
landfills occurring on Federal lands
where an operator cannot be identified
may contain alternative notice of intent
requirements. All notices of intent shall
be signed in accordance with § 122.22.

(iii) General permits shall specify the
deadlines for submitting notices of
intent to be covered and the date(s)
when a discharger is authorized to
discharge under the permit;

(iv) General permits shall specify
whether a discharger (or treatment
works treating domestic sewage) that
has submitted a complete and timely
notice of intent to be covered in
accordance with the general permit and
that is eligible for coverage under the
permit, is authorized to discharge, (or in
the case of a sludge disposal permit, to
engage in a sludge use or disposal
practice), in accordance with the permit
either upon receipt of the notice of intent
by the Director, after a waiti~3 period
specified in the general perr.it, on a date
specified in the general permit, or upon
receipt of notification of inclusion by the
Director. Coverage may be terminated
or revoked in accordance with
paragraph (b)(3) of this section.

(v) Discharges other than discharges
from publicly owned treatment works,
combined sewer overflows, primary
industrial facilities, and storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity, may, at the discretion of the
Director, be authorized to discharge
under a general permit without
submitting a notice of intent where the
Director finds that a notice of intent

requirement weuld be inappropriate. In
making such a finding, the Director shall
consider: the type of discharge; the
expected nature of the dischary e; the
potential for tcxic and conventional
pollutants in the discharges; the
expected volume of the discharges;
other means of identifying discharges
covered by the permit; and the
estimated number of discharges to be
covered by the permit. The Director
shall provide in the public notice of the
general permit the reasons for not
requiring a notice of intent.

(vi) The Director may notify a
discharger (or treatment works treating
domestic sewage) that it is covered by a
general permit, even if the discharger (or
treatment works treating domestic
sewage) has not submitted a notice of
intent to be covered. A discharger (or
treatment works treating domestic
sewage) so notified may request an
individual permit under paragraph
(b)(3)(iii) of this section.

- * * -

§ 122.28 [Amended]

3. In redesignated paragraph
122.28(b)(3)(ii), the reference; *(b)(2)(i)"
is revised to read *“(b)(3)(i)".

-4. In paragraph 122.28(c)(3), the
reference; “122.28(b)(2)(i) (A) through
(F)" is revised to read '‘122.28(b)(3)(i) (A)
through (G)"

Subpart C—Permit Conditions

5. Section 122.44 is amended by
revising paragraph (i)(2) and adding
paragraphs (i)(3) through (i)(5) to read as
follows:

§ 122.44 Establishing limitations,
standards, and other permit conditions
(applicable to State NPDES programs, see
§ 123.25).

(i) *« ® &

(2) Except as provided in paragraphs
(i)(4) and (i)(5) of this section,
requirements to report monitoring
results shall be established on a case-
by-case basis with a frequency
dependent on the nature and effect of
the discharge, but in no case less than
once a year. For sewage sludge use or
disposal practices, requirements to
monitor and report results shall be
established on a case-by-case basis with
a frequency dependent on the nature
and effect of the sewage sludge use or
disposal practice; minimally this shall

be as specified in 40 CFR part 5€3
(wheré applicable), but in no case less
than once a year.

(3) Requirements to report monitoring
results for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity which
are subject to an effluent limitation
guideline shail be established on a case-
by-case basis with a frequency
dependent on the nature and effect of
the discharge, but in no case less than
once a year.

(4) Requirements to report monitoring
results for storm water discharges
associated with industrial activity (other
than those addressed in paragraph (i)(3)
of this section) shall be established on a
case-by-case basis with a frequency
dependent on the nature and effect of
the discharge. At a minimum, a permit
for such a discharge must require:

(i) The discharger to conduct an
annual inspection of the facility site to
identify areas contributing to a storm
water discharge associated with
industrial activity and evaluate whether
measures to reduce pollutant loadings
identified in a storm water pollution
prevention plan are adequate and
properly implemented in accordance
with the terms of the permit or whether
additional control measures are needed;

(ii) The discharger to maintain for a
period of three years a record
summarizing the results of the
inspection and a certification that the
facility is in compliance with the plan
and the permit, and identifying any
incidents of non-compliance;

(iii) Such report and certification be

signed in accordance with § 122.22; and

(iv) Permits for storm water
discharges associated with industrial
activity from inactive mining operations
may, where annual inspections are
impracticable, require certification once
every three years by a Registered

Professional Engineer that the facility is

in compliance with the permit, or
alternative requirements.

(5) Permits which do not require the
submittal of monitoring result reports at
least annually shall require that the
permittee report all instances of
noncompliance not reported under
§ 122.41(1) (1). (4), (5), and (6] at least
annually.

* * * * -

[FR Doc. 82-7279 Filed 4-1-92; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 8550-50-M
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Dear Group Representative:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has developed
Part 2 guidance for participants in the group application
process. Part 2 of the group application requires selected
facilities to submit quantitative data no later than October 1,
1992. As a result of the Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act of 1991, facilities owned or operated by a
municipality with a population of less than 250,000, however,
have until May 17, 1993, to submit Part 2.

The attached guidance describes the steps necessary to
fulfill Part 2 of the group application process. A "model"
submittal representing a sampler is provided to assist group
applicants with the preparation of Part 2.

Please submit all information, including all quantitative
data from all samplers, in one complete package to the Director,
Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance (EN-336), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, S.W., Washington,
D.C. 20460, Attention: William F. Swietlik. If you need further
assistance please contact the EPA Storm Water Hotline at (703)
821-4823.

C;Sécerel—y, = v/ 8
Z/%W A 7

phraim King, Chie
NPDES Branch

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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PART 2 INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER GROUP
~ APPLICATION GUIDANCE .

PURPOSE

This document provides the regulated community guidance to complete Part 2 of the storm water
group application. Appendix A, a "model” submittal for a Part 2 participant, is to be used as a
reference to help prepare the application.

BACKGROUND

On November 16, 1990, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) published the final storm
water regulations. These regulations set forth National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit application requirements for storm water discharges associated with industrial
activity and storm water discharges from certain municipal separate storm sewer systems. The
regulation presented three permit application options for storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity. The first option is to submit an individual application consisting of Forms 1 and
2F. The second option is to become a participant in a group application. The third option is to file
a notice of intent (NOI) to be covered under a general permit in accordance with the requirements of
an issued general permit.

INTRODUCTION

The concept of a group application is slightly different from the traditional NPDES application
approaches utilized in the past, hence many members of the regulated community have been unsure
as to how the group application is developed. The group application process consists of Parts 1 and
2. Part 1 of the group application consisted of the group members submitting information on their
facility’s location, industrial activities, significant materials exposed to storm water, and material
management practices. In addition, a sampling subgroup was identified. The Part 1 application
deadline was September 30, 1991. Part 2 of the application must include the quantitative data in
Sections VII, VIII, and IX of the Form 2F and must be submitted to EPA Headquarters no later
than October 1, 1992. (Note: deadlines for certain municipally owned or operated facilities are
listed under the Special Conditions section below). Once a complete application has been received
EPA will evaluate both parts of the application and formulate model permit language for members
of that group. The model permit language and a fact sheet will then be distributed to every NP['! ~
authorized State, or EPA Region (if the State is not NPDES authorized) in which participants arv
located. The fact sheet will be developed by EPA to explain the basis on which the model per-
was developed. The State then reviews the model permit. If the State finds that the model per
acceptable and in compliance with applicable State regulations, the State will then propose and
finalize an individual permit for each facility included in the application located in the State or

may propose and finalize a general permit if the State has such authority. If the State feels
additional information is needed to develop a complete permit, it may ask each or any of the
applicants within the State for more information on their facility and/or discharge. EPA Reg
Offices will follow these same steps for participants who are located in States without NPDE"
authorization.




SPECIAL CONDITIONS

For industrial activities owned or operated by a municipality with a population of less than 250,000,
the Transportation Act of 1991 established new group application deadlines of May 18, 1992 for
Part 1 and May 17, 1993 for Part 2. The Transportation Act also provides an exemption from
storm water permitting requirements for industrial activities owned or operated by municipalities
with a population of less than 100,000, with the exception of municipally owned or operated
airports, powerplants, and uncontrolled sanitary landfills.

WHO IS REQUIRED TO SUBMIT PART 2 OF THE GROUP APPLICATION?

Facilities approved in Part 1 of the group application as samplers are required to submit quantitative
data for Part 2. The group may submit data from additional facilities in order to provide a larger
data set for the group. EPA expects that the group organizer will collect the Part 2 data from each
designated sampler and submit all information for the group together.

WHERE SHOULD PART 2 OF THE GROUP APPLICATION BE SUBMITTED TO?

Submit Part 2 information from all samplers, together in one package, to:

Office of Wastewater Enforcement and Compliance(EN-336)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

401 M Street, SW

Washington, D.C. 20460

Attention: William F. Swietlik

WHEN MUST PART 2 OF THE GROUP APPLICATION BE SUBMITTED?

October 1, 1992 is the general deadline for subrmttmg Part 2 of the application for existing groups
with an approved Part 1. Please note, as indicated in the Special Conditions section above, that for
certain groups comprised of industrial activities owned or operated by a municipality with a
population of between 100,000 and 250,000 the Part 2 deadline is May 17, 1993.

WHAT IS REQUIRED FOR PART 2 OF THE GROUP APPLICATION?

The group organizer should submit quantitative data for those facilities identified as "samplers” in
Part 1 of the application. The storm water permit application regulations at 122.26 (c)(2)(ii) state
that part 2 of a group application shall contain quantitative data (NPDES Form 2F), as modified by
paragraph (c)(1) of section [122.26], so that when part 1 and part 2 of the group application are
taken together, a complete NPDES application (Form 1, Form 2C, and Form 2F) can be evaluated
for each discharger identified in paragraph (c)(2)(i)(D) of [122.26]. The intent of 122.26(c)(2)(ii) is
for each of the designated samplers to submit the quantitative sampling data to the extent required
for an individual application. Designated samplers are also encouraged to provide additional
information on the drainage area of each outfall for which data is reported. This information will
assist the permit writer in formulating a permit that best reflects the activities occurring on that type
of industrial site (see Additional Information section).




ANTITATIVE DATA

The quantitative data must be submitted for each outfall at the designated "sampler” facility that
contains storm water associated with an industrial activity. The quantitative data include the
following:

a Any pollutant limited in an effluent guideline to which the facility is subject. Applicable
effluent guidelines appear in 40 CFR Subchapter N and are organized by industrial category.
Within each industrial category are one or more subcategories. Facilities that meet the
description of a particular subcategory and are subject to the published limitations specified
for that subcategory must list these pollutants in Section VIIB of Form 2F.

4 Any pollutant limited in the facility’s NPDES permit for its process wastewater, if the
facility is operating under an existing NPDES permit.

a Oil and grease, pH, BODS, COD, total suspended solids (TSS), total phosphorus, total
Kjeldahl nitrogen, and nitrate plus nitrite nitrogen.

a Any information on the effluent characterization requirements for NPDES discharges for
conventional and nonconventional pollutants (40 CFR 122.21(g)(7)(iii) and iv).

a Flow measurements or estimates of the flow rate, and the total amount of discharge for the
storm event sampled, and the method of flow measurement or estimation.

a The date and duration (in hours) of the storm event sampled, the amount (in inches) of
rainfall during the storm event, and the duration (in hours) between the storm event sampled
and the end of the previous measurable storm event.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

Certain additional information will be useful to the permit writer. If the following information is
available, the group organizer and the sampling facilities should submit it:

a The location and kind of outfall.
a A site map and/or a narrative description of the drainage area for each outfall.

a Information on the site map such as the location of significant materials exposed to storm
water, material management measures to limit exposure to storm water, material handling
areas, storm water control measures, impervious areas, areas of disturbed land, areas of past
spills or leaks, refuse areas, sites used for disposal of process wastewater, loading and
unloading areas, access roads or rail lines, and storage areas.

a Any other information required in sections I-VI of Form 2F.

Group applicants are encouraged to prepare and submit draft storm water permits that would include
proposed permit conditions, proposed storm water management plans, and/or pollution prevention
practices. Although the EPA and State permitting authorities are not required to use these materials,
consideration will be given in the drafting of model permits for the group.
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How SHOULD THE REQUIRED QUANTITATIVE DATA BE SUBMITTED?

Quantitative data for Part 2 must be reported in sections VII, VIII and IX of Form 2F. Section X,
the certification, must also be completed. Some sections may not apply to your facility. For
example, section IX requests information on the contract laboratory that performed the analysis of
your samples. If you did not use a contract laboratory, enter N/A in this section.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SECTION VII

This section briefly describes the instructions for Section VII of the Form 2F. Note that the tables
in Section VII include columns for "Average Values". The applicant is not required to fill in the
"Average Value" columns but should if the data is available.

SECTION VITA PARAMETERS

Provide sampling data for oil and grease, BOD;, COD, TSS, total Kjeldahl nitrogen, nitrate plus
nitrite nitrogen, total phosphorus and pH. Please note that there is an error on Form 2F dated 1/92.
Section VII, Part A, on page VII-1 incorrectly lists total nitrogen in the pollutant column. The table
should list total Kjeldahl nitrogen and nitrate plus nitrite nitrogen in two separate rows in the Section
VII column.

SECTION VIIB PARAMETERS
Identify all pollutants that are limited in an effluent guideline to which the facility is subject.

Facilities are also required to identify pollutants limited in the facility’s NPDES permit for its
process wastewater. Facilities must sample storm water discharges for all pollutants identified in
Section VIIB.

SECTION VIIC PARAMETERS

List each pollutant presented in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F-4 that you know, or have reason to
believe, may be present in the storm water discharge from each outfall. Parameters listed in these
tables include conventional and nonconventional pollutants, toxic pollutants and total phenol, gas
chromatography/mass spectrometry (GC/MS) fraction volatile compounds, acid compounds,
base/neutral compounds, pesticides, and hazardous substances. These tables are provided in
Appendix B of this document and on the back of Form 2F. There are specific requirements
associated with each table, and these requirements are summarized below.




TABLE 2F-2 CONVENTIONAL AND NONCONVENTIONAL POLLUTANTS

Analyze and report data for any pollutants in Table 2F-2 that are indirectly limited by an
effluent guideline limitation through an indicator. Indicator limits are intended to control
specific pollutants based on known relationships between the pollutants and the indicator
(e.g., Total Suspended Solids, Metals, etc.). For other pollutants listed in Table 2F-2 that
are not addressed in any other Sections of Form 2F, the applicant must either report
quantitative data or briefly describe the reasons the pollutant is expected to be in the
discharge.

TABLE 2F-3 TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Submit quantitative data for each pollutant in Table 2F-3 that is expected to be discharged in
concentrations of 10 parts per billion (ppb) or greater (100 ppb or greater for acrolein,
acrylonitrile, 2,4-dinitrophenol, and 2-methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol). For each pollutant
expected to be discharged with a concentration less than 10 ppb (or 100 ppb for the four
parameters mentioned above), the applicant must either submit quantitative data or briefly
explain why the pollutant is expected to be discharged.

SMALL BUSINESS EXEMPTION

Small businesses are exempted from the storm water application reporting requirements for
the organic toxic pollutants presented in Table 2F-3. Applicants can claim a small business
exemption if:

a The facility is a coal mine and the probable annual production is less than 100,000
tons per year. The applicant may submit past production data or estimate future
production data instead of conducting analyses for the organic toxic pollutants listed
in Table 2F-3.

a The facility is not a coal mine, and the gross total annual sales for the most recent 3
years averages less than $100,000 per year, reflected in second quarter 1980 dollars.
The applicant may submit sales data for those years instead of conducting analyses
for the organic toxic pollutants listed in Table 2F-3.

Facilities claiming the small business exemption should provide an explanation stating that
the option is being exercised.

TABLE 2F-4 HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES

List pollutants from Table 2F-4 that are expected to be present in the discharge and explain

why the pollutant is expected to be present. No sampling is required for these parameters;
however, if data from previous analyses exists the results must be reported.




INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING SECTION VIII

The applicant must identify any biological toxicity tests which he or she knows or has reason
to believe have been made within the past 3 years on any of the applicant’s storm water
discharge or on a receiving water in relation to a discharge. Results from the test must be
provided in Section VIII of the Form 2F. The applicant should describe the type of test used
(including species), the date of the test, results, length and the dilution of the test, as well as
whether the discharge or receiving stream was tested.

PART II MODEL APPLICATION

Appendix A is a "model” Part 2 application from a designated sampler of a group
application. This application is from a hypothetical facility. For purposes of clarification,
this model submittal only includes information from one sampler. The Part 2 of the group
application, however, must include similar submittals for each of the approved samplers.
The group organizer should compile Part 2 data from all sampling facilities into one
submittal. The submittal should be organized so that it clearly indicates which data
correspond to each outfall at each sampling facility.




APPENDIX A - MODEL STORM WATER
PERMIT GROUP APPLICATION (Part 2)

GROUP ORGANIZER: Copper Formers Association
EPA Group Application # 9999

SAMPLING FACILITY: George’s Copper Forming
555 Wonka Drive
Hooville, NC. 22244
Sampler #3

FACILITY CONTACT: George Jones - President
Phone (919) 555-1234




~ SAMPLER#
GEORGE’S COPPER FORMING

NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF OQUTFALLS

There are three outfalls associated with industrial activities at George’s Forming facility. Outfall 1
is located near the southwest corner of the plant yard. A grass swale running north to south
discharges to a municipal separate storm sewer system along Route 123. The following areas
associated with an industrial activity are drained by this outfall:

a Runoff from the southwest side of the plants main building. It is feasible that small particle
emissions could run off the roof during a heavy storm, even though there are no downspouts

on this side of the building.
a Runoff from the outside storage of copper ingots.
Outfall 2 is located at the southeast corner of the plant yard. This outfall is the endpoint of a non-

municipal sewer. This sewer conveys storm water from our detention pond and discharges it to a
small stream. The following areas associated with an industrial activity are drained by this outfail:

a Runoff from the roof of the manufacturing building.
a Runoff from a coal pile which is located next to our employee parking area.

Outfall 3 is located at the northeast corner of the plant yard. This outfall is the endpoint of a non-
municipal storm sewer that discharges into a stream running along side the yard. The following
areas associated with an industrial activity are drained by this outfall:

a Runoff from a storage shed. This storage shed houses acids as well as lubricating fluids
used in the manufacturing process.

a Runoff from the plants loading dock.

a Runoff from the roof of the manufacturing building.




Continued from the Front

Part C - List sach pollutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F-3, and 2F4 that you know or have reason to believe is preseant. See the instuctons for
e - 2ACitional details and requirements. Compiets one tabie for sach outfall.

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (inciude units) (include units) of
and Grab Sampie Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Taken OurnG | Flow-weighted | Taken NOUING | Fow-weighted | Events
(if availabie) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampied Sources of Pollutants
Cu See data (nl Sectricn ViLA8 -
Qile Grease & G " VILA

Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample.

1. 2 3 4. S. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfail Number of hours between | Maximum flow rate during Total fiow from
Storm |  of Storm Event during storm event m"mg&m @‘a:':m - rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurable rain event specify units (galions or specify units)
4/2/44 125 Minutes | ©.B Inches 158 hewes 12 cu. B /acc. 372 cin. $+.
(.o67 £4)

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimats.

MinuTes dur\'ms Row. Pow was acalculated Frowm Seemule

a GO° V-noteW welr

The flow ate was estimated by MCasué\nS the haod cver a Vinetan

welr constructed in the channel. Hecd was measSureqd every 20

~

N
T

EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-92)
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Continued from Page 2

o W o ey
[EPA ID Nurnber (copy from mem | of Form 1) v-coY‘CjcS ("OP*"C:_(\
(Semplec & 3) "

crm.\v\

© yanaeill

AB.C. & D: See instructions before proceeding. Complete one sat of tabies for sach outfall. Annotate the outtall nAumtr in the space provided
Tables VIA, VILB, and VII-C are included on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and VII-2.

. rotennal discharges not covered by analysis - 1S any toxic pollutant isted 1n tabie 2F-2. 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a sucsiarce
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or final product or byproduct?

] —_
v Yes (list all such pollutants below) | | No (go to Section IX)

Copper

Do you have any knowiedge or reason to believe that any biological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a receiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

| ;I Yes (list all such pollutants beiow)

| | No (go to Section IX)
Acute foxicity Testing has been dene dur"mfj one event fior
cach of our":z

Storm water dtschurges_

_ /207940 Cuoa e
Fathecad Minnoww Ceriodaphnia dubic ¢ Flea)
No signiFicant mov«\‘c.\\\"ry \S‘gn'\%mn‘\' mMmertality
LC BO > 100¥% effluent LC 50 = 0% effluent

Were any of the analysis reported in item Vil performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm?

E Yes (list the name, address, and telephone number of, and poliutants G No (go to Section X)
or firm below)

A Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Araivzed
E-Z Laboratory 1815 Lancway, [@ia) 655111 Al poll.—-ats
NC \ococoo analyz=: 9
b\o\oa‘ :
toxic: -
Testi-

| certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were preparec under my - =« r
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel property gather a~c B
the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system or thcse

directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my kncw -

belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false

including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Area Code and P~ - « -

Gcov‘ge j-ones - ,Pt“esic)er\‘\' Q1q) 5535
C. Signature / g D. Date Signed ]
Locrse M 5/28/42

&
25 Form 3570-2F 1-92) Page 3of 3




Cutrfall 2

Continued from Page 2

’EPA 1D Number (copy frem tem | of Form 1) Crccrrje S CCDP p e
| FO\“MN\ ; (SOMP]CY‘ WB)

AB.C, & D: See instructions before proceeding. Compiete one set of tables for each outfall. Annotate the outtall number in the space provided.
Tables VI-A, VIB, and VII-C are inciuded on separate sheets numbered Vil-1 and VIi-2. ’

E. Potennal discnarges not covered by analysis - iIs any toxic pollutant isted in tabie 2F-2. 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a componant of a sucsiarce
which you currently use or manufacture as an intermediate or finai orocuct or byproduct?

[ Yaes (ist ail such pollutants below) ]

] No (go fo Section [X)

Do you have any knowiedge or reason to believe that any bo’ological test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your discharges or
on a recsiving water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

T Yes (list all such poliutants beiow) [] No (go to Section )

\/RO/90

fathead Minnpw
No Dignificant mortality
LC 50> 1604 e luen+t

Ceriodaphnia dubie. Cabter Clac)
\3 ran'\?\'coh‘r "oetalt 1"\/

LQ 50 = |10 % =FFluent

Were any of the analysis reported in item VIl performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm?

Yes (list the name, address, and telephcne number of, and pollutants D No (go to Section X)

A Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Pollutants Anaiyzed
E-Z Lolcoratery \515 Laneway, Ca19) 555-111| |All pollrzats
NQ (oo ancalyzc- Ad
bl o
rox
Te st
| certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my - or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather s ~ i'e
the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system or ==« S
directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my k-~ - 1 5¢

belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting fa:s= 7,
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print)

B. Arsa Code anc -~ - S
G'CON}& (—EV\&% - ?QCSI&en‘% (UN555

C. Signature. D. Date Signed
A e nens 5/2 8/

EPAF 3510-2F Kev 1- Page-30of 3
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See
Be

Approves. OME No. 2040-0086

- EPA ID Number (copy from kem | of Farm 1) | Forn
C .‘ . ! - xg
NSRJ ! \ - i - | Approval expires  5-31-32
VII. Discharge Intormation (Eonrinued frorn page 3 of Form 2F)
PartA- You must provide the resuits of at least one analysis for every poilutant in this table. Compiete one table for sach ou'fall. See
instructions for additional details.
Maximum Values Average Values Number
Poliytant (inciude units) (inciude units) of
and Grab Sampie Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Taken DUING | Flowweighted | TN DUING | Fow.weighted | Events
(f available) Minutes Composite Minutss Composite Sampled Sources of Poliutants
cil leaxked Frowmm
Qil and Grease 6 mﬁ/l— jpieed 6 ma/L' *’ | par‘\<=d Vewnwwcles
Biological Oxygen Y _Dccompesmj \{%g-\-cd-.o.q
Demand (80DS) | © ™Y /b ¥ oelow |3 ™Ma/- >* l Cras 4 O leaked From pankesd
Chemical Oxygen VERCIES
Demand COD) | O g/ X 5 ™3/ K | Same as BeVs
Total Suspended = masd Qeti) Aust, ranc ™ from
Solids (TSS) 5 m™mg /L & S j/ > | ccal et c,crcs\ocn T
Total  (A) 1.1 e/l »* Ll oma /L o \ \ pesing Veactechion
Nitogen () | .5 ma/L X 5 ma/u * L | Fectilizer
Total oy !
— A0 /L > 10 ma/L S | Fecrtilizen
pH Minimum 6.5 |[Maximum 6.5 |[Minimum 6.5 |Maximum &.5 N/A

PartB - Ust each pollutant that is imited in an effiuent guideline which the faciiity is subject to or
permit for its process wastewater (if the facility i
g : o

L

m&p:lumm listed in the facility's NPOES
plete one table for each outfall. See

is operating under an existing NPDES permi

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (include units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CASNumber | TekenDUING | Fowweighted | TAENODUING | Fowwsighted | Events
(i available) Minutes Composite Minutss Composite Sampiled Sources of Pollutants
T58 Sce dare |[in Sectien]| VILA
Oil1Grease . 0 \
ot " X n
Cr L .02 ma /L S arl Pelow detecthon lcyel
Gl | v’hf}/l— ¥ ¥ Kaw Maderia)l Handline,
Pob £.05 ma/u ¥ e Below detection eyl
Ny L .02 W;;T/l—- X X Relow detertion level
Zn £ 005 o/t % >* Belows detection level
@ = Totd Kyeldahl| Nitrogen
® = Nittcde= plus Nitr e Nl‘\‘\rbgc_n
¥ =~ Thsl OdSall [Booins a leond witd o cetention pevicce
ot larcarer Mihvan 24 [nes eSore only A
Samples ade reqbu'\r‘ Yeom this| oudSall o

EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82)
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Continued from the Front Ou‘\‘;‘cx \\ ;

{ist each pellutant shown in Tables 2F-2, 2F3, and 2F4 that you know Of Nave reason 1o dDelieve is prasent. See the instrucuons for

Part C -
s VT Tggditional details and requirements. Compiete one tabie for sach outfall.
LA Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (inciude units) of
and Grab Sampile Grab Sample Storm
CASNumber | 19K8NDUING | Fowweighted | 1KANDUING | Fowweighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite | Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Oils Geeas See ddh 1w Sechlon VILVA _
Sulfatc Coal Pile Runcee
Part D - Provide data for the storm event(s) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sample.
1 2 3 4 S. 6.
Date of Duration Total rainfail Number of hours between | Maximum fiow rate during Total fiow from
Storm | of Storm Event during storm event m"mg&m (g‘a::m. o rain event
Event (in minutes) (in inches) measurabie rain svent specty units (gallons or specify units)
u/2/42| \25 minuTes| © & inches 158 hours .10 cuft/sec. [ 1490 cu.f+
C-ce7 &)
, i
7 __Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.
Mow rate was estimated by measuring the head Over the
Setention pond outler wein Head was measured ence cvery 20
MANUES. Flow ratre was calcdlated us Ny oo Sermula Fer a
T‘e:‘fqr\%u\up we-\p.
Page VIi-2
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. ‘ : Gecor 'S D ~ <
Ou‘\i‘q'\\ L_D) EPA 1D Number (copy from ftem | of Form 1) \PPQ =T N\?
Continued from Page 2 l Scommple .3 )

*
ABC.&D:
Tables VILA, VILB, anc VII.C zre insiuded &n separate sheets numbered VIl-1 and \V1I-2.

E. Potennai discnarges not covered by analysis - is any toxic poilutant isted in tabie 2F-2. 2F-3 or 2F-4, a substance or a comoonant of a su
I;w}ou currenty use or manufacture as an intermediate or final procuct or oygroduct?

| Yes (list all such pollutants below) i

Tsiance

1 No _(go 10 Section 1

Copper

oxicity ing D&

J oo you have any knowiedge or reason to believe that any bictogiw test for acute or chronic toxicity has been made on any of your dnsch';as Gi g
on a recsivipg water in relation to your discharge within the last 3 years?

Yes (list all such pollutants baiow) D No (go to Section iX)
\/ac/qo
Fathend Minnow Ceriodaphnice Auba@«@*@?\m\
No SIGn Hicant m<:nfa;\z¥y S \Sr\'\-‘:\'cavﬁ' Mot \"\-y
LC 50 deose etfluent LS5O = 10% eNMluent

Were any of the analysis reported in itsm V!! parformed by a contract laboratory or consuiting firm?

Yes (list the name, address, and taleohone number of, and poliutants D No ?go to Section X)
Sl y o firmn below)
A Name B. Address C. Area Code & Phone No. D. Poliutants Anxlyzed

E-Z Lolboratery \5156 Laneway, G17) 555-1\1) Al pdllutants
NC 1occco onaly2ea and

D‘.D\OC?)‘ cal

toxieity

+r:s+\.§/\<j ,

| certify under penalty of iaw that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction o
supervision in accordance with a systam designed to &ssure that qualified personnei properly gather and evs vare
the information submitted. Based onr my inquiry of the person or persons who managa the System or thoss persons
directly responsible for gathering the information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowiecge a~c
belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false infc—a.cr
including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

A. Name & Official Title (type or print) B. Arsa Code and Phone ‘<

< ~Corq e JOr\cg —FPQCS\c‘)en-\- @QRY&SS-1223y

C.Si = D. Dats Signad e
5}07@@ %’VW S/2%/4

ePAForm 3510-2F (Rér 1-92) Fagedci3




Maximuri Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (include units) (inciuce units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Taki__o,?“%mg Flow-weighted TakFo'?“D;;mg Flow-weighted | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pellutants
- N/A NUA Paiiaies: e
Oil and Grease s mC\/L_ 5 mg /L \ o?r*cu 3 o \V‘\C"/un\(xad\j
Biclogical Oxygen ) Decomposing Vegetet ion
Demand (80DS) | 7 (Na/L Bma/L |7 mgA- |5 b et Ol s pa o) Malidies
Chemical Oxygen
Demand (COD) |10 Yrei/L Qe 1O Mo |8 | Sameas CDs
Total Suspended i - Se=tted Sust, ur\lon.&v\a o+
Solids (TSS) 15T mg/ [1I3ma/ \5 ™MgA |13 | [reoumgeneis, cresidn,
Sce fiemt  (A) 1.3 ma/e | &/ .3 ma/t_ | | Decompast na Vegetation
Rol <"""7'-!!'“@ -7mC:T/x— -5 mé/\_ o7 "‘:‘rL/l_ -5 [ = {22
Tetal l = .
Phosphorus R0 MS/ L [a3 mc)/l_ - 20 "“’_’)/L .13 fertilizer
pH Minimum ¢.3 |Maximum &.3  [Minimum &- 3 IMadimum &-3 | | BBraac ofacid e medevicl\s

V1. Discharge Information _(Continued from page 3 of Form 2F)

|EPA I Number (copy from kem | of Form 1)

L Outfall 3 l

Form Approved. OMB No. 2040-0086

Approval axpires  5-31.52

"PartA- You must provide the resulte of at least one analysis for every poilutant in this table. Compiets one table for each outfall. See
instructions for additional details.

Part B - LUst each poliutant that is limited in an effluent guideline which the faciiity is SuDJCt to of

permit for its process wastewatsr (if the facility is operating under an existing NPOES permit).

pollutant listed in the facility's NPOES
plets one table for sach outfall. See

Maximum Values Average Values Number
Pollutant (inciude units) (inciuce units) of
and Grab Sample Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number Taken DUnG | Flowweighted | TUXNDMING | moy ieighed | Events
(if available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampiled Sources of Pollutants
Tss Sece dadalin J=cthion| VIIA
Oil s Greas ) W "
DH " W\ u
Cr 02 o/l 14,02 v/ L |£.02 e /L. |£,. 0 Mall- | 13\ detetion \evels
Cu 3.0 na/L |25 rz/t (30 me /L 23 ma/L | | [Maleew) unleedincered.
“h OZ me/L | OS5 g/ .07 pasl | 05 ma/L | | [\mpurtiesin mw meterials
Ni L0/ \ |£.0Q me /L |£.02 ,.{/%L- Z02amg/L | | [Below detrecrion \evels
Zn A.ODSN%/ L {Z£.02 mé[L- yav) qu[ L | £.CRmaf L | PBelow derection \evels
@ = Tota)l Kjeldal) Nitroacin
® = Nixdete plus Niteite N \+m3en
EPA Form 3510-2F (Rev. 1-82) Page Vi1 Continue on =Severse




Continued from the Front g 2 L&"‘"Y‘Ck\v\ ]

Part T - List each poliutant shown in Tabies 2F-2, 2F.3, andg 2F4 that you know Of have reason to believe is present. See the instrucuons for

additional details and requirements. Compiets one tabie for sach outfail. i
Maximum Values Average Vaiues Number
Pollutant (inciude units) (inciude units) of
and Grab s&n'?n Grab Sample Storm
CAS Number h -+ oS | Flow-weighted T"g&%‘"g Flow-weighted | Events
(i available) Minutes Composite Minutes Composite Sampled Sources of Pollutants
Ol andGress See dadr [ 1n Sechion | VILA
Cu Ser otz | n Section [VUTR

2

<

4.

Part D - Provide data for the storm evedi\3) which resulted in the maximum values for the flow weighted composite sampie.

6.

1. #
Date of Duration Total rainfall Number of hours between | Maximum flow rite during Total flow from
Storm | of Storm Event during stoem event m"‘w&m @.&mm - rain evant
Event (in minutes) (in inches) maeasurable rain event specty units (galions or specify units)
Y/2/q2(1 25 & Incnhes 1S B hauvsg 23 cufr. /see.| &23C csn £t
MiNUTZ S (-c67 £t)

7. Provide a description of the method of flow measurement or estimate.

Tor Hlow cpen clhhennel s.

Pow mate was cstimatcd By mcasuring the acptn of flew in
outigll p‘\pe. Dcp“‘ﬂ was Measured once every R0 MiN wies AU .\3‘\
caln event and Sow rete was cedculected usSing Mg s eusT e

T~
e
ne

'EPAForm 3510-2F (Rev. -82)
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Table 2F-2

Conventional and Nonconventional Pollutants

Bromide

Chlonne, Total Residual
Color

Fecal Coliform
Fluonde
Nitrate-Nitrite
Nitrogen, Total Organic
QOil and Grease
Phosphorus, Total
Radioactivity
Sulfate

Sulfite

Surtactants
Aluminum, Total
Barum, Total
Boron, Total
Cobalt, Total

Iron, Total
Magnesium, Total
Molybdenum, Total
Manganese, Total
Tin, Total

Titanium, Total




Antimony. Total
Arsenic, Total
Beryilium, Total
Cadmium, Total
Chromium. Tetal

Acrolein

Acrylonitriie

Benzene

Bromoform

Carbon Tetrachloride
Chiorobenzene
Chlorodibromomethane
Chioroethane
2-Chloroethylvinyl Ether
Chiloroform

2-Chlorophenol
2.4-Dichlorophenol
2.4-Dimethyiphenol
4.6-Oinitro-O-Cresol

Acenaphthene
Acenaphthylene

Anthracene

Benzidine
Benzo(a)anthracene
Benzo(a)pyrene
3.4-Benzofluoranthene
Benzo(ghi)peryiene
Benzo(k)fluoranthene
Bis(2<hloroethoxy)methane
Bis(2-chloroethyl)ether
Bis(2<chloroisopropyl)ether
Bis(2-ethylyhexyi)phthalate
4-8Bromopheny! Phenyi Ether
Butyibenzyl Phthalate

Aldrin
Alpha-8HC
Beta-BHC
Gamma-8HC
Delta-BHC
Chlordane
4.4'-.00T
4.4'.00€
44°-000

Table 2F-3
Toxic Pollutants

Toxic Pollutants and Total Phenol

Copper. Total
Lead, Total
Mercury, Total
Nickel, Total
Selenium, Total

GC/MS Fraction Volatiles Compounds

Dichlorobromomethane
1,1-Dichioroethane
1.2-Dichloroethane
1,1-Dichloroethyiene
1.2-Dichloropropane
1,3-Dichloropropylene
Ethylbenzene

Methyt Bromide

Methy! Chioride
Methylene Chioride

Acid Compounds
2.4-Dinntrophenol
2-Nitrophenol
4-Nitrophenol
p-Chloro-M-Cresol

Base/Neutral

2-Chioronaphthalene
4-Chiorophenyl Phenyl Ether
Chrysene
Dibenzo(a.h)anthracene
1,2-Dichierobenzene -
1.3-Dictilorobenzene
1,4-Oichlorobenzerie
3.3'-Dichiorobenzidine
Diethyl Phthalate

Dimethyi Phthalate
Di-N-Butyl Phthalate
2.4-Oinitrotoluene
2.6-Dinitrotoluene
Di-N-Octyiphthalate
1.2-Diphenylhydrazine (as Azoben-
zene)

Pesticides

Dieldrin
Alpha-Endosuifan
Beta-Endosulfan
Endosulfan Sulfate
Endrin

Endrin Aldehyde
Heptachior
Heptachlor Epoxide
PCB-1242

Siiver, Toal
Thailium. Tetal
Znc, Total
Cyanice. Total
Phenols, Total

1,1.2.2.-Tetrachloroethane
Tetrachioroetnylene
Toluene
1.2-Trans-Dichloroethylene
1.1,1-Trichloroethane
1.1,2-Trichloroethane
Trichloroethyiene

Vinyl Chioride

Pentachlorophenol
Phenol
2.4,6-Trichlorophenaol
2-methyi-4,6 dinitrophenol

Fluroranthene

Flucrene
Hexachiorobenzene
Hexachiorobutadiene
Hexachloroethane
Indeno(1,2.3<d)pyrene
Isophorone

Napthalene
Nitrobenzene
N-Nitrosodimethylamine
N-Nitrosodi-N-Propylamine
N-Nitrosodiphenyiamine
Phenanthrene

Pyrene
1,2.4-Trichlorobenzene

PCB-1254
PCB-1221
PCB-1232
PCB-1248
PCB-1260
PCB-1016
Toxaphene




Asbestos

Acetalcehyae
Allyt alconol
Allyi chlonde
Amyt acetate
Aniline
Benzonitrile
Benzyl chloride
Butyl acetate
Butylamine
Carbaryl
Carbofuran
Carbon disulfige
Chlorpyrifos
Coumaphos

Cresol
Crotonaldehyde

Cyclohexane

2.4-D (2,4-Dichlorophenoxyacetic
acid)

Oiazinon

Dicamba

Oichlobenil

Dichlone
2.2-Dichloroprepicnic acid
Dichlorvos

Diethyl amine

Oimethyl amine

Table 2F-4

Hazardous Substances

Toxic Pollutant

Hazardous Substances

Oinitrobenzene
Diquat

Disuitoton

Diuron
Epichiorohydrin
Ethion

Ethylene diamine
Ethylene dibromide
Formaldehyde
Furtural

Guthion

Isoprene
Isopropanclamine
Keithane

Kepone
Malathion

Mercaptodimethur
Methoxychior

Methyl rmercaptan
Methyl methacrylate
Methyt parathion
Mevinphos
Mexacarbate
Mconoethyl amine
Monomethyl amine
Naled

Napthenic acid
Nitrotoiuene
Parathion
Phenolsulfonate
Phosgene
Propargite
Propylene oxide
Pyrethrins
Quingline
Resorcinol
Stronthium
Strychnine
Styrens

2.4.5-T (2.4.5-Trichlorophenoxyacetic

acid)

TDE (Tetrachlorodiphenyi ethare)
2.4,5-TP [2-(2.4.5-Trichloropnencxy)
propanoic acid)
Trichlorofan
Triethylamine

Trimethylamine
Uranium
Vanadium

Vinyl acetate
Xylene

Xylenaol
Zirconium




FLOOD CONTROL DISTRICT
OF
MARICOPA COUNTY

SUMMARY OF MEETING

DATE: 27 May 92 TIME: 9:30 am
29 May 92 11:30 am (follow-up)
LOCATION: Telephone CALLED BY: DGP

SUBJECT /PURPOSE: To discuss Federal Register (2 Apr 92) Requirements for
Landfills

PRESENT: E. Bromley and DGP

DISCUSSION: I asked E. Bromley various questions concerning our options and
clarification on some requirements brought about by promulgation of the 2
April 1992 Final Rule (40 CFR 122 Part VI). }A,/

The Final Rule says that monltpr&ng data may not’ a preliminary requirement in
the NPDES general permit ggﬁulrements, however, Part 2 of the/grodﬁ\permlt
application does require (substantial) monitoring data.

In response, E. Bromley stated that filing a NOI does not require monitoring
data, however, he believes that a general permit for landfills will require
some monitoring--how much is not known. He further stated that the permit
requirements under a general permit will not be less stringent than permit
requirements under a permit resulting from a group application. At this time,
the minimum requirements for "monitoring" under a general permit have been
reduced to annual inspections.

I mentioned that our landfills are currently listed under a group application:
Should we (can we) dissolve the group and submit NOIs?

E. Bromley said we can.

I told him that locating sample points are a problem, since our active areas
are great big holes that will not generate runoff, and in the case of closed
landfills, are convex caps that produce sheet flow.

E. Bromley said that if there is no runoff, we don't have to sample. He also
said that access roads are considered industrially active areas along with any
other area where a spill could occur.

Concerning monitoring requirements for the Part 2 group application: One of
the sections of Form 2F requires the applicant to test for any of the
pollutants listed in table 2F-3 that are "expected to be present" in
stormwater runoff. (A complete Form 2F represents most of the requirements
for Part 2) A footnote under Table 2F-3 states that if an owner/operator of a
facility expects any of the listed pollutants to be present at a detection
level of 10 parts per billion or more, samples should be collected and
analyzed for those expected pollutants. A question is: how does one know
wvhether to sample for the pollutant in the first place? Ten ppb represents a
very small "spill" when considering normal rainfall/runoff/basin size
conditions. (For a 3-hour "design" storm, 100 acre basin, only 14 ounces of
pure product could cause a mean concentration of 10 ppb).




MFR: E. Bromley, 27 May 1992
Page 2

Mr. Bromley stated that his advice is to s?mp%e for all pollutants listed on
Table 2F-3! Table 3-F includes a total of\124 pollutants: metals cyanide and
phenols (15), volatiles (28), acid (11), base/neutral (45), pesticides and
PCBs (25). This brings considerably more complexity and funding into the
sampling protocol than the original 8 "required" pollutant tests.

One of our landfills (Hassayampa) has been dropped from the group because it
is a superfund site. This will probably be handled by submission of a NOI.

CONCLUSION: The group should decide whether to disband and submit NOIs or
collect quantitative data for Part 2 of the group application.

FOLLOW-UP CALL: Regarding deadlines, Mr. Bromley said that if any member of a
"heterogeneous group" has a population of less than 250,000, the entire group
gets the later deadline (17 May 1993). Therefore, our group has until 17 May
1993 to submit Part 2.

ACTION REQUIRED: When the general permit (finally) gets promulgated, we will
have all the information necessary to decide whether to dissolve the group and
submit NOIs.

ACTION REFERRED TO: ROUTING TO: CWM BY: Eﬂﬂ‘
CC: VAR






