MEMORANDUM

To: State Water Control Board Members

From: Brandon D. Kiracofe, DEQ-Valey Regional Office

Date: December 29, 2015

Subject: Reissuance of VPDES Permit No. VA 0004138, Dominion — Bremo Power Station

Fluvanna County

Background
On January 15, 2015, DEQ received an application from Virginia Electric and Power Company for the

reissuance of Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (VPDES) Permit No. VA0004138 for
discharges from the Dominion — Bremo Power Station to the James River in Fluvanna County.
Addendums to the application were received on February 2, 2015, July 6, 2015, August 12, 2015, October
8, 2015, and December 9, 2015. The applicant proposes to discharge once-through condenser cooling
water, stormwater, and industrial wastewater which includes wastewater from dewatering activitiesto
facilitate the closure of three coal ash ponds and the metal cleaning waste treatment basin at the facility.

The closure of the West Ash Pond, East Ash Ponds, and North Ash Pond is being performed pursuant to a
2015 United States Environmental Protection Agency final Rule that regulates the disposal of cod
combustion residuals. The long-term management of these impoundments including the closure, post-
closure, and groundwater monitoring will be addressed by the solid waste program in accordance with the
Virginia Solid Waste M anagement Regulations and the EPA rule through issuance of asolid waste
permit. Existing groundwater monitoring, corrective action and/or risk assessment plans currently in
effect under the VPDES permit will remain in effect until such time that they are superseded by a
groundwater monitoring program pursuant to a solid waste permit for closure and/or post-closure.

The permit limits for the discharge of once-through condenser cooling water are based on aflow of 157.6
MGD. The permit limits for the discharge of wastewaters from dewatering activities are based on aflow
of 10.2912 MGD.

The application was provided to the US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Services,
EPA, Department of Game and Inland Fisheries, and Department of Conservation and Recreation on
January 27, 2015.

Notice of the proposed permit action and public hearing was published in the Daily Progress on October 30,
2015 and November 6, 2015. Notice of the proposed permit action and public hearing was a so published in
the Fluvanna Review on November 5, 2015 and November 12, 2015. DEQ sent the public notice to the
Fluvanna County Administrator, Chairman of the Board of Supervisors, Thomas Jefferson Planning District
Commission, and Rivanna River Basin Commission on October 30, 2015. DEQ also sent the draft permit,
draft fact sheet, and public notice to the US Fish and Wildlife Service, National Marine Fisheries Service,
and EPA on October 30, 2015.

Public Hearing
DEQ held the public hearing at 7:00 p.m. on December 1, 2015, at Central Elementary School in Palmyra,

Virginia. Mr. Robert Dunn served as the hearing officer. DEQ also provided an informational session
prior to the hearing so that questions could be asked and answered prior to the hearing. Approximately 60
people attended the public hearing. Fifteen citizens provided oral comments during the public hearing.
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Summary of Comments and DEQ Response

During the 45-day public comment period of the draft permit which ended on December 14, 2015, there
were 631 commenters. Attachment B provides summaries of the comments received during the comment
period and DEQ responses to those comments. Where possible, comments were grouped and summarized
according to issue. Attachment C isalisting of the commenters.

Draft Permit Changes

For the sake of clarity, the version of the proposed permit which was public noticed for review and
comment on October 30, 2015, is hereafter referred to asthe Initial Draft Permit (“Initial Draft”). The
version of the proposed permit being presented to the State Water Control Board for consideration is
hereafter referred to as the Revised Draft Permit (“Revised Draft”). Changesto the Initial Draft were
made following the public comment period and are presented in Attachment A. The Revised Draft inits
entirety is presented in Attachment D.

Recommendation
The staff recommendation will be presented at the State Water Control Board meeting on January 14,

2016.

Staff Contact I nfor mation
Should you have any questions or require additional information please contact the following DEQ-
Valley Regional Office staff.

Brandon D. Kiracofe

Regiona Water Permits & Compliance Manager
(540) 574-7892
brandon.kiracofe@deq.virginia.gov

Beverley Carver

Water Permit Writer Senior

(540) 574-7805
beverley.carver@deqg.virginia.gov

Attachments:

Attachment A — Changes to Draft Permit

Attachment B — Summary of Comments and DEQ Responses
Attachment C — Commenter Listing

Attachment D — Revised Draft Permit

Attachment E — Revised Fact Sheet

Attachment F — Letter from the Honorable A. Donald McEachin
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Attachment A
VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion — Bremo Power Station
Changesto Draft Permit
Cover Page Holman Creek was added as the receiving stream for Outfall 009
Part 1.A.6 Footnote “a” was changed by stating that Outfall 003 shall contain only “stormwater not

exposed to industrial activity” instead of “stormwater not associated with a regulated
industrial activity where monitoring would be required.”

Part 1.A.8 Footnote “a” was changed by stating that Outfall 006 shall contain only “stormwater not
exposed to industrial activity” instead of “stormwater not associated with a regulated
industrial activity where monitoring would be required.”

Part 1.A.9 « TheWest Ash Pond and Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin were added in the
description of Outfall 504.

« Morestringent limits for Antimony, Arsenic, Cadmium, Chromium 111, Chromium VI,
Copper, Lead, Mercury, Nickel, Selenium, Silver, Thallium, Zinc, and Chloride were
included as shown in Table 1.

« Themonitoring frequency for pH, TSS, Oil and Grease, Antimony, Arsenic, Cadmium,
Chromium 111, Chromium V1, Copper, Lead, Mercury, Nickel, Selenium, Silver,
Thalium, Zinc, Chloride, and Hardness was changed from 1/Week to 3/Week with
weekly reporting of results.

« Monthly monitoring was added for Free Cyanide, Aluminum, Barium, Beryllium, Boron,
Cobalt, Iron, Molybdenum, and Vanadium.

« Footnote “h” was added to describe “ 3/Week” monitoring.

« Footnote“i” was added to specify the composite period for the parametersidentified with
amonitoring frequency of “1/Month”.

« Footnote“j” was added to reference the requirementsin Part 1.G.22.

Part 1.A.10 A maximum flow rate of 10.2912 MGD has been established for the total flows from internal
outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504 and 505 for the process wastewater from dewatering activities.
Part 1.A.11 « Outfall 009 was added was a stormwater not exposed to industrial activity outfall.

« Theformatting of theitem was changed.

« Footnote“a’ was changed by stating that Outfall 007, 008 and 009 shall contain only
“stormwater not exposed to industrial activity” instead of “stormwater not associated with
aregulated industrial activity where monitoring would be required.”

Part I.C « TheQLsfor Antimony, Arsenic, Cadmium, Chromium I, Chromium V1, Copper, Lead,
Mercury, Nickel, Selenium, Silver, Thallium, Zinc, and Chloride were changed as shown
inTable 2.

Part I.LE « Part I.E.1.ahas been changed to require the WET monitoring be performed as near to full

plant operating conditions as reasonably possible, which matches the language that is
included for the instream monitoring in Part 1.G.13.

. Thetesting schedulein Part |.E.1.f has been changed to require the 1% quarterly
monitoring be performed in the first full calendar quarter following permit reissuance, the
subsequent quarterly monitoring be performed every calendar quarter following the
previous quarter until there are a minimum of 4 quarters tested, the 1% annual monitoring
be performed the first full calendar year following the 4 completed quarterly tests, and the
subsequent annual monitoring be performed every calendar year following the 1% annual
testing period.
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Part 1.G.3

« Thewords “taken for compliance with this permit” have been added to the end of the
sentencein Part 1.G.3.a

« Thelast sentence in Part 1.G.3.d has been reworded as follows: “List the type and quantity
of wastes, fluids, and pollutants characterized in Part 1.G.2 that are stored at this facility.”

Part 1.G.5

Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 have been added to this condition to clarify that the
Concept Engineering Report Requirement applies to the treatment units that will be used to
treat the process wastewater from dewatering activities.

Part 1.G.7

A six-month compliance schedule has been included in the permit to meet the Reliability
Class I requirements.

Part 1.G.10

In order to be consistent with draft VPDES permit No. VA0002071 for Dominion — Possum
Point Power Station, this specia condition has been changed to:

Additional Chlorine Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

a. Neither free available nor total residual chlorine may be discharged via Outfall 001
from any single generating unit for more than two hoursin any one day, unless the
permittee demonstrates to DEQ that discharge for more than two hoursis required for
macroinvertebrate control. If the permittee is dechlorinating, the two hour
requirement is nullified.

b. Smultaneous multi-unit chlorination is permitted.

c. Monitoring for free available and/or total residual chlorine shall only be required
when the permittee is chlorinating.

Part 1.G.13

This specia condition has been changed to require instream monitoring twice per year. The
winter season is from January 1 —March 31 and the Summer Season isfrom June 1 — August
31. Thereport submittal dates have been changed as well.

Part 1.G.14

This specia condition has been changed to require that water quality criteria monitoring for
Outfall 002 be initiated during the first full calendar quarter following natification of the West
Treatment Pond operating initsfina configuration and natification that no further discharge
of process wastewater from dewatering activities is occurring from Outfall 002.

Part 1.G.15

The following statement has been removed from this specia condition, “The permittee shall
sample once for each foot of drawdown, and, when the discharge no longer meets permit
limits, the discharge shall cease and the rest of the lagoon contents shall be pumped and
hauled to another, permitted facility for treatment and disposal.” This condition has also been
changed to clarify that this condition appliesto the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin,
Sewage Treatment Plant, and West Treatment Pond.

Part 1.G.20

This specia condition has been changed to require notification within 7 days of Outfall 009
being put into service.

Part 1.G.21

This specia condition has been changed to reference Part 1.G.21 b-g.

Part 1.G.22

A Limitation Exceedance Special Condition was added to the draft permit to address any
effluent limit and/or Whole Effluent Toxicity limit exceedances at Internal Outfalls 501, 502,
503, 504 and 505. Should the permittee become aware of an effluent limit exceedance the
discharge shall be ceased and corrective action implemented.

Part 1.G.23

A specia condition limiting the draw down rate of the coal ash ponds has been added.

Part 1.G.24

A special condition requiring notification of the North Ash Pond draw down has been added.

Part 1.G.25

A special condition requiring PCBs monitoring of the West Treatment Pond discharge has
been added.
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Part 1.H.1 Part 1.H.1.f.(1) has been changed to add “raw river water” as an allowable non-stormwater
discharge.
Attachment B The sample type for Ammonia-N, Chloride, and Hardness in Attachment B has been changed
to “grab or composite”.

Table 1: Changesin Permit Limitsin Part |1.A.9 for Process Wastewater from Dewatering Activities

Draft Permit Presented During

Public Notice Revised Draft Permit
FROM TO

Parameter Monthly Average | Daily Maximum | Monthly Average | Daily Maximum
Total Recoverable Antimony (ug/L) 3,400 3,400 2,100 2,100
Total Recoverable Arsenic (ug/L) 500 740 290 530
Total Recoverable Cadmium (ug/L) 4.5 6.6 18 3.2
Total Recoverable Chromium 111 (ug/L) 500 730 120 220
Total Recoverable Chromium V1 (ug/L) 24 35 18 34
Total Recoverable Copper (ug/L) 16 24 12 23
Total Recoverable Lead (ug/L) 73 110 19 35
Total Recoverable Mercury (ug/L) 20 3.0 15 2.8
Total Recoverable Nickel (ug/L) 130 190 31 57
Total Recoverable Selenium (ug/L) 29 43 9.6 18
Total Recoverable Silver (ug/L) 35 51 2.7 5.0
Total Recoverable Thallium (ug/L) 25 25 14 14
Total Recoverable Zinc (ug/L) 140 210 110 210
Chloride (mg/L) 1,300 1,900 450 820

Table2: Changesin Quantification Levels (QLsS)in Part1.C

Draft Permit Revised
Public Noticed Draft Permit

Parameter FROM TO
Total Recoverable Antimony (ug/L) 3,400 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Arsenic (ug/L) 300 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Cadmium (ug/L) 2.6 ug/L 1.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Chromium |11 (ug/L) 300 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Chromium VI (ug/L) 14 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Copper (ug/L) 9.4 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Lead (ug/L) 44 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Mercury (ug/L) 1.2 ug/L 0.1 ug/L
Total Recoverable Nickel (ug/L) 80 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Selenium (ug/L) 17 ug/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Silver (ug/L) 2.0 ug/L 0.4 ug/L
Total Recoverable Thallium (ug/L) 2.5ug/L 1.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Zinc (ug/L) 84 ug/L 25 ug/L
Total Copper 1.0 mg/L 5.0 ug/L
Total Iron 1.0 mg/L 0.25 mg/L
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Attachment B
VPDES Per mit No. VA0004138 — Dominion —Bremo Power Station
Summary of Comments and DEQ Responses

Comments are group/organi zed according to issue where possible. For the sake of clarity, the version of the
proposed permit which was public noticed for review and comment on October 30, 2015, is hereafter
referred to as the Initial Draft Permit (“Initial Draft”). The version of the proposed permit being presented to
the State Water Control Board for consideration is hereafter referred to as the Revised Draft Permit
(“Revised Draft”).

1. Lack of Detailsand Information in Per mitting Documentation

« Thedraft permit fact sheet isincompletein violation of 9V AC25-31-280. Thedraft permit fact
sheet does not contain information on the quantity of wastesthat are stored at the site, the
actual rate at which the pollutantswill be discharged to the James River, or thetime period
over which such discharges are expected to occur. It isunclear how long Dominion will be
dischar ging dewatering wastewater.

« Theproposed permitsareinadequatein that the treatment systemsfor treating coal ash pond
metals are only mentioned in general terms (mainly in the flow diagrams). It isnot possible for
the DEQ to adequately assessthe effectiveness of treatment of wastewaters from afacility
without being provided a detailed design and engineering analysisregar ding the operation of
the system and treatment efficiencies. Dominion isessentially asking the DEQ to permit a
treatment system with no infor mation regar ding the system.

« Thereareno detailsto ensurethat the har mful substanceswill be addressed prior to starting
the dewatering process.

Staff Response
The effluent limitsin the Initial Draft for the discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities

were based on a maximum effluent flow of 10.2912 million gallons per day (MGD). The effluent limits
were developed such that they are protective of water quality if the permittee were to discharge 10.2912
MGD every day over the 5-year term of the permit. While it islikely that the actua discharge of process
wastewater from dewatering activities may not occur every day over the 5-year term of the permit and
may be lessthan 10.2912 MGD, the use of this maximum flow value in the development of effluent limits
results in more restrictive concentration limits than would otherwise be determined to be necessary.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes a maximum effluent flow limit of 10.2912 MGD for
the discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities.

Dominion has provided the estimates below for discharges of process wastewater during dewatering
activities which has been included in the revised fact sheet. These estimates do not affect the calculation
of effluent limits. The actual discharges may be less or greater than these values.

- 8.9million gallons (MG) from theinitial drawdown of the North Ash Pond over aperiod of 30
working days in 2016

- 8.1 MG fromtheinitial drawdown of the East Ash Ponds over a period of 30 working daysin 2016

- 129.5 MG from on-going dewatering activities in the North Ash Pond over a period of 270 working
daysin 2016

- 68.4 MG from on-going dewatering activities in the East Ash Ponds over a period of 270 working
daysin 2016

- 40.9 MG from on-going dewatering activities in the West Ash Pond over a period of 270 working
daysin 2016

- 102 MG from on-going dewatering activitiesin the North Ash Pond over a period of 270 working
daysin 2017
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The Initial Draft established effluent limitsfor 17 parameters associated with the dewatering activities,
13 of which are for metasidentified as constituents of concern for coa combustion residuals. In
addition, the Initial Draft established effluent limits for Whole Effluent Toxicity on amonthly basis. The
fact sheet describes the basis for the parameters selected for establishing effluent limits as well as
rationale for the Whole Effluent Toxicity limits.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes monitoring at a frequency of 1/Month for
Aluminum, Barium, Beryllium, Boron, Cobalt, Iron, Molybdenum and V anadium which are parameters
identified as constituents of concern for coal ash residuals for which there are no water quality criteria.
While the Whol e Effluent Toxicity sampling ensures that these parameters, as well as others that may
cause toxicity, are accounted for in the sampling regime, sample results for these additional constituents
will be helpful should toxicity be observed and for better understanding the full characteristics of the
discharge.

Treatment options were outlined by the permitteein their Interim Period Concept Engineering Report
(CER) provided with the October 6, 2015 Application Addendum. Until final effluent limits are
established via this permitting process, the permittee is not able to select afina treatment design.
Ultimately, a wastewater treatment system will need to be designed, installed, and operated to ensure
compliance with final, approved effluent limits. Treatment optionsidentified in the CER include
settling, filtration, and chemical treatment. The CER indicates that in order to verify the operational
efficiency of the treatment systems, the systems will be monitored for turbidity (as a surrogate for TSS)
and pH, with additional sampling performed as required for VPDES permit compliance. Additional or
aternative treatment may be employed if determined necessary. The effluent limits are established to
protect water quality and maintain beneficial uses of the receiving waters. The effluent limits establish
the requirements for the permittee to meet; DEQ does not prescribe the methodol ogy by which the
permittee isto comply with effluent limits. The permitteeisrequired to submit afinal CER for DEQ
approval describing the final selection of treatment technology to be employed to meet effluent limits.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes the following specia condition to address concerns
regarding any potential exceedance of effluent limits:

The permittee shall immediately cease the discharge upon becoming aware of an exceedance of an
established effluent limit and/or Whole Effluent Toxicity limit at Outfall 501, 502, 503, 504, or 505. The
permittee shall promptly notify DEQ, in no case later than 24 hours, after the discovery of the
exceedance. Should an exceedance occur, the permittee shall initiate a review of the treatment
operations and data to identify the cause(s) of the exceedance and initiate appropriate corrective
action(s). Resumption of the discharge shall not occur until such time as an evaluation report is
provided to DEQ and written authorization to resume the discharge is granted by DEQ.

2. Technology-Based Limitsand Alternatives
. DEQ hasignored available technology that can significantly reduce pollutant concentrationsin
wastewater at Bremo Power Station.

- TheClean Water Act requirestechnology-based effluent limitsto be developed on a case-
by-case basis. DEQ relied on the Power Plant Effluent Limit Guidelinesin error —EPA’s
newly promulgated effluent limits do not address ar senic and other toxic metals contained
in the coal ash wastewater nor do they apply to activities, like draining and dewatering,
that are outside the normal operation of coal ash impoundments. These activitieswere not
contemplated by thenew EL Gs. DEQ cannot rely on state Water Quality Standardsto the
exclusion of available technology for reducing concentrations of pollutants. EPA’s
promulgated effluent limitsfor flue gas desulfurization wastewater areillustrative of the
availability of treatment technologies as applied to coal ash dewatering water.



Dominion — Bremo Power Station, VPDES Permit No. VA0004138
Attachment B - Summary of Comments and DEQ Responses
December 29, 2015

Page 3 of 31

- Economically achievable technology will significantly lower metals concentrationsin water
discharged from the coal ash ponds. A treatment technology evaluation was provided as
an attachment with estimated coststo build, operate and dismantle.

« Thedraft permit, aswritten, does not comply with the Clean Water Act. The Clean Water Act
requiresthe application of the best achievable technologiesto treat wastewater beforeit may
be dischar ged.

« Technology existsto reduce the levelslower than proposed permit limits. A higher level of
treatment should berequired.

. Dominion has made plenty of profit to cover the expense of disposing of thiswastein a proper
manner.

« Thedischarge should betreated to drinking water quality standards.

« DEQ should develop technology-based effluent limits like North Carolina.

Staff Response
The facility is regulated by 40CFR Part 423, Federal Effluent Guidelines and Standards for the Steam

Electric Power Generating Point Source Category. Updated Part 423 federal effluent guidelines (FEGS)
were published by EPA asafinal rulein the Federa Register on November 3, 2015.

The discharge of “legacy” wastewaters, as proposed by Dominion, are specifically addressed in the
preamble to the FEGs, and are regulated as best availabl e technol ogy economically achievable (BAT) at
40CFR 8§423.13. The Preamble refers to legacy wastewaters as.

“...wastewater generated prior to the date determined by the permitting authority that is as soon as
possible beginning November 1, 2018, but no |later than December 31, 2023... Under thisrule, legacy
wastewater must comply with specific BAT limits, which EPA is setting equal to the previoudy
promulgated BPT [best practicable control technology currently available] limits on TSSin the discharge
of fly ash transport water, bottom ash transport water, and low volume waste sources.”

In establishing the BAT limits for legacy wastewatersinitsfinal rule, EPA explicitly rejected
technologies other than surface impoundments due to the lack of adequate data, and the way legacy
wastewaters are handled at steam el ectric power generating plants. In considering BAT limits for legacy
wastewaters, DEQ is not aware of data of sufficient or defensible robustness to supersede EPA’s
rejection of technologies other than surface impoundments.

Technol ogy-based treatment requirements (Best Professional Judgment) may be developed at the state
level in the absence of applicable federal technology-based effluent limits (40CFR 125.3(c)). The
Federal Regulations (40CFR 125.3(d)) further prescribe methodol ogies for setting technol ogy-based
limitations, which are the same factors EPA is required to consider in the development of FEGs. Under
these regulations DEQ does not have the authority to arbitrarily prescribe treatment technology
requirements without going through the appropriate eval uations, including factors such as cost benefit
analyses and non-water quality environmental impact (i.e. energy requirements, etc.). Because the EPA
has just undertaken this effort as described above, DEQ does not believe that the same exercise at the
state level will yield different results. Consequently, while it may be possible to treat the effluent to
drinking water quality, DEQ does not have the authority to impose this requirement on the permittee.

The Initial Draft included effluent limits for TSS (30 mg/L monthly average; 100 mg/L daily maximum),
Qil & Grease (15 mg/L monthly average; 20 mg/L daily maximum), pH (minimum of 6 and maximum
of 9 standard units) and utilization of a surface impoundment technology, which DEQ staff believes
properly satisfies the 2015 FEG and BAT/BPT requirements.
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As mentioned in comments received, FEGs for Arsenic, Mercury, Selenium, and Nitrate/nitrite were
established by EPA to apply to discharges containing flue gas desulfurization (FGD) wastewaters.
Comments were received recommending inclusion of effluent limits for Arsenic, Mercury, and Selenium
as grict asthe FEGs for FGD wastewaters, and to also be consistent with an NPDES permit issued by the
North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources (DENR) permit issued to Duke
Energy Progress LLC for its L. V. Sutton Energy Complex (permit #NC0001422).

Application of the FEGs for Arsenic, Mercury, and Selenium are not germane to this case because FGD
wastewaters have not been, and are not being, generated at the permitted facility. In addition, the DENR
Fact Sheet for the Sutton Energy Complex cites a basis for the Mercury limit being a Statewide surface
water impairment and Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for Mercury. The receiving stream at the
Bremo Power Station is not subject to a comparable mercury TMDL impairment designation. Therefore,
DEQ does not consider it appropriate to apply alimit for Mercury using an impairment basis that is not
germane to the outfal receiving stream. Finaly, following promulgation of EPA’sfind rule, itisDEQ’'s
understanding the DENR permit for the Sutton Energy Complex was issued based on awater quality-
based, reasonable potential analysis approach. Consequently, interstate consistency would be achieved
by not applying technol ogy-based effluent limits for parameters other than TSS, Oil & Grease, and pH.

3. Maintaining Water Quality Standards and Protection of Beneficial Uses

« The permit will not protect existing uses of the James River. Polluted dischargeswill be highly
hazardousfor aquaticlife. Application of mixing zone concepts, in light of the toxicity analyses
and thethresholds provided by Dr. Lemly, isinappropriate and not well documented.

« Thedraft permit allows discharge of arsenic, cadmium, chromium, copper, lead, mercury,
nickel, selenium, silver, and zinc at hazardouslevelsfor fish and aquatic life.

« Thedraft permit doesnot contain limitsfor barium, cobalt, manganese, and vanadium; DEQ
should regulate these commonly occurring toxic constituents of coal ash.

« With the exception of thallium, all proposed discharge limitsfor coal ash pollutants arewell
abovelevelsthat are highly toxic to fish and wildlife.

« Dominion should berequired to pre-treat the water at levels sufficient to protect fish and
aquatic life.

« Thelong-term release of toxics as proposed will expose or ganisms to conditions wherethe
accumulation of toxinsislikely.

« Thedraft permit will negatively affect tourism, recreation, and business on the James River.
The James River isa high-quality water resour ce with excellent smallmouth bass sport fishing,
catfish for thetable, rare and sensitive mussels, and abundant opportunitiesfor recreation in
and on the water.

« TheJamesRiver isan enormously popular recreational venue for fisherfolk, kayakers,
canoers, rafters, and swimmers. The annual Batteau Festival attracts thousands of followers
every year tothe stretch of theriver that will be directly impacted by the polluted waters.

« Thechronicwater quality standards should be used asthe effluent limitsto assure the absolute
protection of the James River ecosystems and fisheries.

« Thelimitsin thedraft permit aretoo high. They should not be higher than thewater quality
criteria or higher than similar wastewatersin other states. The effluent limitsfor arsenic are
30 times higher than what was considered to be “ acceptable’ in North Carolina.

. Thestate admitsit does not have enough data to deter mine impactsto aquatic life.

« Persistent bioaccumulativetoxics (PBTs) are not adequately modeled and restricted in the
draft permit and/or detailed analysis of PBTsisnot given in the fact sheet. The draft permit
does not appear to account for the overall impact of the variety of recognized PBTslisted in the
permit. Weremodelsrun for each individual PBT in order to understand theimpactsto the
James River? Several of the PBTslisted in the draft permit behave differently than the others.

. DEQ should disallow or further restrict the discharge of coal ash wastewater during low flow
conditionswhen theimpactsto the James River will be greatest.
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Staff Response

Discharges from Bremo Power Station have been ongoing for over 50 years. With the implementation of
the effluent limits, the nature of the pollutants in Bremo’ s dewatering discharge and the quality of the
wastewaters to be discharged during this upcoming permit term are not expected to be significantly
different from what was discharged historically at Bremo Power Station when it was actively burning
coal.

Permit limits are designed to be protective of the Virginia Water Quality Standards (WQS) which
establish the beneficial uses of all watersin the Commonwealth and the narrative and numeric criteria
necessary to ensure water quality is maintained and protected. Those beneficial uses include recreation,
e.g., swimming and boating; the propagation and growth of a balanced, indigenous population of aquatic
life; wildlife; and the production of edible and marketable natural resources (e.g., fish and shellfish).
These WQS are adopted as regulation (9V AC25-260 et. seq.), and represent the best available science to
ensure protection of water quality. These WQS also dlow for the use of mixing zonesin evaluating
limits for VPDES permits. The allowance for any mixing will result in “end of pipe” effluent limits
above the water qudity criteria applicabl e to the receiving stream.

The WQS include criteriato protect aquatic life from acute (1-hour) and chronic (4 day) exposures. The
WQS aso include criteria to prevent human health impacts from consumption of fish over a period of
years. If the effluent limits that are based on acute and chronic criteria are attained then aquatic life in
the receiving waters will be fully protected consistent with the WQS. Please see the staff response to
comments #6 and #8 for further discussion of mixing in the James River.

DEQ has reviewed the report; “Technica and Toxicologica Evaluation of Coal Ash Pond Dewatering
Permit proposed for Bremo Bluff Power Station, Virginia’ that was prepared by Dr. Lemly and provided
by the Southern Environmental Law Center along with their comments on the draft permit. This report
focused on areview of fifteen metals. EPA and Virginiawater quality criteria designed to protect

aquatic life have been established for 10 of these metals; arsenic, cadmium, copper, chromium
(chromium 111 and chromium V1), lead, mercury, nickel, selenium, silver and zinc. Virginiaaso has
water quality criteria designed to protect human health for thallium that are applicable in all watersand a
barium criterion applicable in designated public water supplies. A summary of the staff comments
regarding the review of thisreport is presented below. Staff’sfull review is contained in Attachment 1 to
this Summary of Comments and DEQ Responses document.

- Thereport uses aminimum amount of available information to do a basic comparison of the
effluent limits to concentrations identified in the report as water quality criteria. There are
several limits to this ssimplified approach that affect the accuracy of the conclusions reported.

- The"high hazard” threshold (intended to be EPA water quality criteria/Virginiawater quality
criteria) used in the report for several of the values are incorrect, or are saltwater criterion values.

- When compared to the correct Virginia water quality chronic criteria concentrations, the “high
hazard” threshold used in the report is equal to the criterion for two metals, lower than the
correct criterion for seven metals, and higher than the correct criterion for three metals.

- Thereport compares the criterion concentration for the most toxic form of chromium (chromium
V1) to the higher draft permit limits that apply to the less toxic chromium I11. Thisisincorrect
and inflates the difference between the correct values.

- Thesources of the “high hazard” threshold values used in the report for cobalt, manganese,
thallium and vanadium are unknown and they cannot be eval uated.

- Thereport considers the criterion concentration as athreshold representing “high hazard” when
in fact the chronic criterion should prevent any potential for any significant toxic effects.
Chronic criteria are designed to protect spawning, reproduction, growth and development of
early life stages aswell as prevent any lethal effect to young or adult aguatic life.
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- Mogt of these inconsistencies tend to overestimate any differences between the criteria and the
draft permit limits. The report does not account for any potential for dilution of the discharge
when entering a receiving water.

Water quality criteriaare designed to protect aguatic life are based on a careful, systematic collection of
al toxicity information available for the toxic substance. Following established guidelines, these data
are carefully reviewed to determine which toxicity data are from acceptable scientific studies, conducted
using established protocols and which have been determined to provide acceptable, unambiguous
toxicity data suitable for calculating water quality criteria.

Both acute and chronic criteria are based on all available toxicity data and are designed to protect almost
all of the species for which good quality toxicity information is available. EPA develops draft water
quality criteria, subjects them to internal and external peer reviews and then subjects them to public
comment periods, adjusting the criteria as needed based on public comments and again subjecting them
to public comments and possibly additional adjustments before issuing them as final, recommended
nationa water quality criteria. States are expected to propose these criteria for adoption as state water
quality criteria and the state again subjects these proposed criteria public for review and comment. In
thisway, water quality criteria are devel oped by trained environmental scientists and technicians, using
standardized protocols. The draft criteria are subjected to internal and external peer reviews, and then
subjected to several, repeated rounds of public review and comments on both the national level and on
the state level, oftentimes adjusting the criteria based on public comments. In thisway, once awater
quality criterion is officially adopted, the criterion represents the best scientific consensus of allowable
concentrations of the potentially toxic substance that will prevent lethal effects aswell asless serious
effects such as reduced growth or reproduction. Water quality criteria are designed to be protective and
waters with concentrations at or lower than the chronic criterion concentration should ensure a healthy
diverse community of aquatic life.

Acute criteria provide protection to aquatic life from severe toxic effects that can cause death, generally
when exposed for two to four days. At aminimum, acute criteriaare designed to protect all but the 5%
most sensitive species from any lethal toxic effects. Even the most sensitive species may suffer some
impairment but not death if exposed to the acute criterion. In some cases, a criterion islowered to
protect even the most sensitive speciesif it is determined to be an important species. The acute criterion
is designed to protect both adult and early life stages from lethal toxicity.

Chronic criteria provide protection against long-term exposures that could cause adverse effects on
reproduction and/or growth of early life stages of aquatic life: Chronic criteria are designed to protect
against less severe, non lethal toxic effects such as reduced growth or reduced reproductive success
which might occur over prolonged periods of exposure. The chronic criterion is based on long term
toxicity tests starting with very early life stages of aquatic life; eggs, embryos, larval stages and other
early lifeforms. Often, these early life stages are more sensitive that the adults or juveniles and toxic
effects are observed at lower concentrations. By using the toxicity sensitivity of these early life forms as
the basis for the chronic criterion, the criterion is designed to take into consideration spawning and
reproduction, development of eggs and growth of larval and juvenile fish and other aquatic life. If the
chronic criterion is not exceeded for extended periods of time, then spawning and reproduction should be
protected.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes monitoring at a frequency of 1/Month for
Aluminum, Barium, Beryllium, Boron, Cobalt, Iron, Molybdenum and Vanadium. This monitoring isto
be performed concurrently with the Whole Effluent Toxicity monitoring so that data are available for
analysisin the event that the Whole Effluent Toxicity tests indicate toxicity.
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There are 16 persistent bioaccumulative toxic (PBT) chemicalsand 4 PBT chemica compound
categories which are covered by EPA’ s Toxics Release Inventory Program. Of those chemicals and
chemica compound categories, mercury and lead are the only ones known to be present at detectable
levelsin the process wastewater from dewatering activities. Effluent limits for mercury and lead were
developed to ensure that water quality criteria are maintained and were included in the Initial Draft for
the discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities.

DEQ establishes effluent limits to protect instream water quality criteria which can be exceeded, on
average, once every three years. The effluent limits were calculated using once in ten year drought river
flows, maximum effluent flows, 97% percentile effluent concentrations and conservative hardness
assumptions ensuring that aquatic life water quality criteria should be maintained even during extreme
low flow conditionsin the James River. Thereturninterval for al of these conservative assumptions
occurring smultaneoudly is far longer than the once per three years exceedance rate allowed by the WQS
regulation.

With regard to the statement that DEQ does not have enough data to determine impacts to aquatic life,
the discussion above provides extensive information on the WQS and the protections of aquatic life from
the established acute and chronic water quality criteria. In addition, DEQ took an unprecedented
conservative approach in assigning effluent limits as discussed in the staff response to comment #17.
Please see the staff response to comments #4, #6, #7, and #8, for further discussion of aguatic life usein
the James River and mixing of the effluent with the James River.

4. Concernsthat the permit does not adequately protect fish and shellfish, nor doesit adequately

protect nesting or migrating birds, notably eagles.

« What will happen to thethriving aquacultureindustry once consumerslearn that the rockfish,
oysters, and crabsthey are enjoying wer e caught downstream from a toxic waste faucet?

. TheJamesRiver isahigh-quality water resour ce providing excellent smallmouth bass sport
fishing and catfish for thetable.

« Thereshould be comprehensive testing of fish species and benthic flora. People eat the fish.

« Both our local Bald Eagle population and the visiting Bald Eagles need clean water, populated
with fish and welcoming to the waterfowl to survive.

« Accumulation of toxinsin aquatic organismsislikely, and is not addr essed.

Staff Response
Asdiscussed in the staff response to comment #3, water quality criteria are based on all available,

reliable toxicity information for awide variety of diverse species of aquatic life, and because the most
sensitive species drive the calculation of the criteria, all organismstypically thrive when WQS are
maintained. It isassumed that species that have never been used in toxicity tests with the substance have
sengitivities within the range of the tested species. All of the tested species act as surrogates for untested
species. It isassumed that any species of special importance such as those listed as threatened and
endangered species, but which are not in the toxicity dataset will share alevel of sensitivity closeto one
of the tested species. Because of this, it is either assumed or demonstrated, based on the species
considered during criteria devel opment, that threatened and endangered species will also be protected by
anationaly recommended water quality criterion. In order for thisto not be true, the speciesin question
would have to be significantly more sensitive than the most sensitive species tested, and this would be
very unlikely. Water quality criteria developed in thisway are protective and will ensure a healthy,
diverse aguatic community in waterbodies meeting these criteria. Waters with a concentration of atoxic
metal at the chronic criterion level indicate a protected waterbody, with no reason to suspect any adverse
effects.
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Most of the toxic pollutants associated with coal ash are metas and generally speaking, in the aquatic
environment, aquatic organisms are much more sensitive to the toxic effects of metals than humans are.
If aquatic life is protected, humans will also be protected. Potential exposure to humans from metals
found in awater body could come from eating fish that might have become contaminated. Most metals
do not bioconcentrate in fish tissue to any significant level s that could pose a health risk to human
consumers. Fish bioconcentration factors for most metals are very low so fish contamination rarely
poses any potential risk to human consumers. When ametal isin adischarge at alevel that could pose a
potential fish consumption risk apermit limit isincluded. For example, thallium is one meta that could
have a potentia for some risk to humans under certain conditions. Thallium can concentratein fish at a
higher rate that most other metals. The bioconcentration factor recommended for thallium is 116 while
for most other metal s bioconcentration factors are generally under 50. Thallium can be more toxic than
most other metals. The water quality criterion for thallium being applied to this draft permit is designed
to ensure that the very low concentration of thallium in the receiving stream will prevent the
contamination of fish to alevel of potential risk to human consumers.

It isvery rare that actud adverse effects on wildlife and birds can be attributed to water pollution, except
when geographic conditions force animal populations to become highly concentrated around a
contaminated localized source of water, e.g., in arid regions. In Virginia, thistype of situation would be
highly unlikely as there are plentiful sources of clean fresh water. DEQ has no evidence that this could
be a potential problem at this site.

Given that the nature of pollutants in Bremo’ s dewatering discharge are not expected to be significantly
different from what has been discharged historically at the power station through the decades when it
was actively burning coal, and considering that metals, in general, do not significantly bioconcentrate,
the effluent limits ensure that fish tissue and water quality will not be impacted by the proposed
discharge.

5. Concernsraised about the ecosystem broadly, public health, and drinking water supplies

. Thiswaste contains car cinogens and heavy metals, which the utility wantsto treat and release
into major tributaries of the Chesapeake Bay at arate of 172 million gallons per day. While
thismay bethe quickest and cheapest option to get rid of coal ash problemsthis plan could
inflict decades of hardship on a major ecosystem and our state’slargest source of drinking
water.

« TheJamesRiver servesasadrinking water sourcefor millionsviawater intakesfor public
water systems.

« Impactstothe proposed James River Water Authority raw water intake and existing PWS
intakes further downstream should be considered.

« Coal ash wastewater in Stokes County, NC has been revealed to contain significant levels of
Bromine, which produced trihalomethanesin drinking water downstream. Thismust be
evaluated for this discharge.

« Theeffluent concentration limitsfor metals are too high compared to human toxicity levels.

« What will bethelong term impactsto public health?

Staff Response
The WQS regulation identifies and designates certain stream segments as Public Water Supply (PWS)

waters where additional criteria apply which have been calculated to protect human health from toxic
effects through drinking water consumption. PWS waters are also subject to additional criteriato
maintain acceptable taste, odor, and aesthetic quality of drinking water, and these criteria apply at the
drinking water intake. However, since the James River in the vicinity of Bremo Power Station is not
designated by the WQS as a PWS water, application of the PWS criteriais not germane nor warranted in
this case.
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The James River Water Authority has been issued a Virginia Water Protection permit from DEQ that
authorizes the construction and operation of a new surface water withdrawal intake on the north bank of
the James River, just upstream of the confluence with the Rivanna River, approximately 8.7 miles
downstream of the Bremo Power Station. Thisisthe nearest raw water intake downstream of Bremo
Power Station. It is expected that the discharge of process wastewater associated with dewatering
activitieswill be completed prior to the intake being constructed and put into operation.

The WQS regulation also establishes human health criteriafor “All Other Surface Waters.” DEQ fully
applied these “all other” human health criteriain its evaluation. Waste load all ocations based on aquatic
life were compared to those based on human health, with the more stringent of the allocations utilized.
This resulted in proposed human health-based effluent limits for Antimony and Thallium. For all other
pollutant parameters, DEQ’ s analyses found the aquatic life waste load alocations to be more stringent
than those for human health. DEQ staff believes the proposed effluent limits have been properly
evaluated and applied to be protective of human health and aquatic life, and will maintain al existing
beneficial uses of the receiving stream.

6. Themodeling for the dischargeisnot well understood. None of the supporting materialswith the
permit provide detailsregarding the model used to under stand the impact to the James River.
Wasthe model static or dynamic? Doesit include continuous flows from the dischar ge or pulses
with inter mittent discharge flows? How does the proposed discharge address critical conditionsin
the James River during low flow periods? The modeling for the proposed discharges should be
made available for public review and dissemination. Enough detail about the model software and
the assumptions made should be provided so either DEQ and/or a 3" party can replicate the
modeling to determineif it was properly done. Thereiscurrently no indication that this has been
done.

Staff Response
DEQ’ s mixing zone modeling uses well-established mixing zone concepts that are consistent with EPA’s

Technical Support Document for Water Quality-based Toxics Control
(http://www3.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/owm0264.pdf). A copy of DEQ’s Guidance Memo No. 00-2011,
Guidance on Preparing VPDES Permit Limits, is available online at

http://www.deq.virginia.gov/Portal §0/DEQ/Water/Guidance/002011. pdf and the modeling software
associated with the guidance is available by contacting DEQ staff. A discussion of the process used to
calculate effluent limitsisincluded in the fact sheet along with the results of the modeling. DEQ usesa
steady state model with conservative inputs for receiving stream flow (10 year drought conditions),
discharge flow (maximum flows), effluent hardness, etc. This combination of conservative assumptions
results in effluent limits which are protective of water quality under any conditions reasonably expected
to occur. DEQ provided a briefing on the modeling procedures and other draft permit conditionsto the
Southern Environmental Law Center and the James River Association on November 19, 2015 and
offered additional assistance in reviewing the modeling results.

7. Antidegradation of State Waters
« Thedraft permit failsto comply with Virginia’'s Tier 2 Antidegradation Policy at 9V AC25-260-
30.A.2.
« DEQ mugt justify any lowering of water quality in the James River as necessary for important
economic or social development under Virginia' s Antidegradation Palicy.

Staff Response
The Initial Draft included effluent limits that are consistent with DEQ’ s application of the

Antidegradation Policy contained in 9V AC25-260-30.A.2. Effluent limits are established that allocate
no more than 25% of the unused assimilative capacity for toxic criteria and no more than 10% of the
unused assimilative capacity for human health criteria under a combination of extreme conditions (i.e.
10-year drought flow, maximum effluent flow, 97" effluent concentration, etc.), that are expected to
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occur much less frequently than the once in 3-year exceedance interval alowed by the WQS. By
limiting the waste load allocations to a small percentage of the remaining assimilative capacity under
such a conservative combination of conditions, DEQ assures that thereis no significant lowering of
water quality under any conditions reasonably expected to occur.

8. TheMixing ZoneisToo Long
« Thedraft permit does not comply with the Clean Water Act and implementing regulations
because VDEQ improperly relies on a“ Complete Mix Assumption” even though DEQ’sown
analyses show that complete mixing of the coal ash pollution with the James River will not
occur for 9to 11 miles downstream during low flow conditions.
. DEQ must demonstratethat any mixing area downstream of the dischar ges from the Bremo
Power Station will comply with Virginia'sregulations gover ning mixing zones.

Staff Response
The Initial Draft included no established regulatory mixing zone. The proposed discharge was eval uated

consistent with the mixing zone concepts established in EPA’s Technica Support Document for Water
Quality-based Toxics Control (http://www3.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/owm0264.pdf) and DEQ’ s Guidance
Memo No. 00-2011; Guidance on Preparing VPDES Permit Limits

(http://www.deqg.virginia.gov/Portal s/O/DEQ/\Water/Guidance/002011.pdf) and it was determined that a
complete mix assumption would not prevent movement of or cause lethality to passing and drifting
aguatic organisms. The application of the Antidegradation Policy as discussed in comment #7 further
restricted waste load allocations and ensured compliance with all WQS.

Although the limitsincluded in the Initial Draft were protective of water quality, DEQ has reeva uated
the mixing assumptions in response to public concerns about the distance to a completely mixed
condition.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes effluent limits that are based upon a regulatory
mixing zone allowed in 9V AC25-260-20 that is 2,000 feet in length (5 times the river width). At this
distance the effluent has mixed with less than 4% of theriver at flows associated with the protection of
aquatic life (1Q10 and 7Q10) and less than 8% of the river at flows associated with the protection of
human health (30Q5 and harmonic mean). All water quality criteriawill be met at the edge of the
regulatory mixing zone under the conservative combination of conditions discussed in comment #7.

9. DEQ should evaluate the possibility of cumulative and/or synergistic impactsasa function of
combination of metals, salts, and high temperatur e discharges. The combined thermal and toxic
effluentswill be 167 MGD, which will be 43% of low flow at 7Q10 (389 MGD). At eevated
temper atur es, the metals contained in the dischar ges of coal ash water may be even moretoxic
than at normal stream temperatures.

Staff Response
The possibility of cumulative and/or synergistic impacts is addressed by the Whole Effluent Toxicity

limits applied to the coal ash dewatering discharge. The Initial Draft included four monthly bioassays to
limit acute and chronic toxicity for two species. Thetoxicity of most metals generally correlates to water
hardness rather than temperature. The effluent limits were developed using very conservative hardness
values and are expected to be fully protective of the receiving stream.
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10. Ineffective Limits and Associated Monitoring

« Thedraft permit doesnot contain an effective monitoring regime. The permit must require
mor e frequent and mor e representative monitoring and reporting. Monthly average limits
should be made weekly average limits, with continuous or daily monitoring and weekly
reporting. 24-hour composite sampling should be required for the dischar ge of wastewater
from the coal ash impoundments.

« Sdf-monitoring and self-reporting of the dischargesis not adequate.

« Thereisnoinstream verification biological or chemical monitoring.

. DEQ must apply sufficient monitoring terms, including baseline monitoring and ambient
monitoring of water quality, sediments, aquatic communities, and fish tissueto ensurethat the
James River and human health are protected.

« Thedraft permit should requireflow to be measured and not estimated.

« Limitsneed to be established on the actual outfallsto the James River and not just on the
internal outfalls. The proposed permit for the Bremo Station containsinternal outfalls (500
series) with effluent limitsfor coal ash pond metals; however, the per mitting of these outfalls
for these constituentsisinsufficient for theregulation of coal ash pond metals. Only the
adequate per mitting of exter nal outfalls can achieve thisgoal. Approval of the proposed per mit
modifications would allow Dominion to dischar ge coal ash pond closurewastewatersin certain
outfallswhere no verification would be required for coal ash pond metals. Specifically, the
external outfallsinclude Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006 at Bremo Power Station.

Staff Response
The Revised Draft includes enhanced monitoring and reporting above that contained in the Initial Draft.

Specifically, the Revised Draft establishes monitoring for effluent limited parameters associated with
dewatering at afrequency of three days per week (3 Days/Week), with a minimum of 48 hours between
sampling events. Additionally, the permitteeis required to contract to receive test results within four
business days of sampling and to report the results to DEQ no later than the close of business Friday of
the week following sample collection. Thisincrease in sampling frequency also had the effect of
lowering the monthly average effluent limits. Thisis dueto the nature of the statistical computations
used in establishing effluent limits whereby the increased sampling frequency improves the confidence
interval. Lastly, the Revised Draft includes monitoring at a frequency of 1/Month for Aluminum,
Barium, Beryllium, Boron, Cobalt, Iron, Molybdenum and V anadium which are parameters identified as
constituents of concern for coal ash residuals for which there are no water quality criteria. While the
Whole Effluent Toxicity sampling ensures that these parameters, as well as others that may cause
toxicity, are accounted for in the sampling regime, sample results for these additional constituents will be
hel pful should toxicity be observed and for better understanding the full characteristics of the discharge.

The VPDES program is a self-monitoring program under the Clean Water Act. The DEQ performs
inspections of facilities and collects samples from the facility as necessary. VPDES permittees are also
required to submit monthly Discharge Monitoring Reports to DEQ. These monitoring reports contain
summaries of the facility’ s self-monitoring results, and are reviewed by the DEQ'’ s compliance staff. In
addition, DEQ is committed to following up on any inquiries or complaints we receive regarding the
facility’ s operation.

Background in-stream water quality conditions were established for antimony, arsenic, barium,
cadmium, chromium, copper, iron, lead, manganese, mercury, nickel, selenium, silver, thallium, and zinc
using DEQ’ s probabilistic monitoring data collected at nearly 100 sites in the same James River
Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) where the subject facility islocated. Probabilistic monitoring is the
sampling of randomly selected sites on Virginia srivers and streams, and is used to provide accurate
statewide and regional assessments of the chemical, physical, and biological conditions of Virginia's
freshwater resources. These background in-stream conditions were utilized in the calculation of effluent
limitsin the Revised Draft and resulted in more stringent limits than would have otherwise been

calcul ated.
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11.

Staff does not believe ambient monitoring of sediment, water, fish tissue and aquatic communitiesis
necessary. Asdiscussed in the staff response to comments #3, #4, #6, #7, and #8, the effluent limits have
been established using very conservative assumptions to protect and maintain the WQS. Accordingly,
effluent monitoring to demonstrate compliance with the established effluent limits will serve to gage the
potential impact of the discharge on the aquatic environment. Additionally, this permitting action
addresses dewatering activities required for closure. Closure of these impoundmentsis governed by and
addressed by the 2015 EPA Fina Rule on the Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals and applicable
provisions of the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations. Closure and post-closure care under
those requirements will include groundwater monitoring, associated surface water monitoring, and other
measures. The requirements of a solid waste permit will continue to ensure that the facility is not
causing any impacts to surface water.

Based on the nature of the discharges authorized at the facility, staff considers an effluent flow sample
type of “estimate”’ to be appropriate.

DEQ has applied the effluent limits for the dewatering wastewater discharges at internal Outfalls 501,
502, 503, 504, and 505 rather than at the external Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006. Meeting effluent
limits at the internal outfalls will protect and maintain water quality at any of the externa outfalls
identified as discharge options, while providing Dominion with the flexibility needed to achieve closure
by the required deadline.

Ash Pond Discharge Volume Limitsto Protect Against Toxic Discharges & Dam I ntegrity

« Thedraft permit doesnot placelimits on the volume of wastewater and the amount of toxic
chemicalswithin it that are discharged to the James River. Limitson the volume of discharge
from the coal ash ponds ar e needed to protect the water quality of the James River and the
integrity of the damsthat are holding back high volumes of coal ash and polluted water. DEQ
must limit the volume of water that may be discharged at any time and thetotal loading of
pollution to the James River.

« Thevolume of dischargewill likely be overwhelming asthe permitted allowable dischargeis
essentially unlimited.

Staff Response
The effluent limitsin the Initial Draft for the discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities

were developed to be protective of water quality if the permittee were to discharge 10.2912 MGD every
day over the 5-year term of the permit, which isvery unlikely.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes a maximum effluent flow limit of 10.2912 MGD for
the discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities.

In addition, after consultation with the Department of Conservation and Recreation, the Revised Draft
includes a specia condition that requires the drawdown rate of any coal ash pond to not exceed 6
inches/day to maintain the integrity of the dams, unless approved in writing by the Department of
Conservation and Recreation Dam Safety Program.
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12.

13.

Quantification Levels

« Theminimum quantification levels (QL) specified in the draft permit do not providethe
analytical sensitivity necessary to properly evaluate water bor ne concentrations of coal ash
pollutants and their toxic hazard to aquatic life.

« Valueslessthan the QL arerecorded as zero.

Staff Response
Limits based on the protection of aquatic life include both a monthly average and a daily maximum. It is

important to note that both of these limits are equivalent in that they both characterize the data
distribution necessary to maintain water quality. The daily maximum value is the 97" percentile of the
individual samples and the monthly average is the 97% percentile of the number of samplesin the
monthly average determination from the same data set. The limits are redundant in that they are both
equally protective of water quality. In the case of averaging values less than the quantification level
DEQ treats these values asif they were zero. Treating these values otherwise would put the agency in
the position of enforcing a result which was not truly quantified. With the inclusion of the daily
maximum limits characterizing the same data set, water quality should be protected regardl ess of
whether or not the monthly average includes <QL results.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes lower QLsto reflect actual |aboratory capabilities.

Whole Effluent Toxicity

« Whole Effluent Toxicity testsareinvalid since the evaluation parametersfor the chronic test
state “report the LCs, for each chronic test at the 48-hour point”.

« Thechronictest should be 28-day flow-through tests.

« The“growth period” in the Whole Effluent Toxicity testsisinvalid. A “growth” metricis
invoked as an assessment parameter for a 7-day “ chronic” exposure period for young
Pimephales promelas, yet, the stipulated reporting period for the permit is 48 hours, which is
an “acute” exposure period, not chronic.

Staff Response
The chronic test required by the Initial Draft isa 7-day test determining the No Observed Effect

Concentration (NOEC) for survival and growth. The 48-hour LCs is reported in addition to NOEC in
order to calculate an acute-to-chronic ratio if needed. Short term chronic toxicity tests are commonly
used in NPDES permitting. The EPA guidance manual cited below was promulgated by reference and is
approved under Clean Water Act section 304(h). The draft permit requires use of approved testing and
reporting required in 40 CFR 136.3, Table IA: Short-Term Methods for Estimating the Chronic Toxicity
of Effluents and Receiving Water to Freshwater Organisms, Fourth Edition, EPA 821-R-02-013, October
2002 http: /Amww.epa.gov/cwa-methods/chr oni c-toxi city-freshwater -wet-methods.

Few Whole Effluent Toxicity laboratoriesin the United States have the ability to perform the long
duration chronic tests, and even fewer have the ability to perform flow-through tests. One Whole
Effluent Toxicity laboratory in Virginia has the equipment to do flow-through tests, but does not run
them nor is the laboratory certified by the Virginia Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program to
perform the flow-through tests for permit compliance. The short-term (4-7 day) chronic tests have been
shown to provide sufficient indication of toxicity for survival and growth.

The survival and growth effects for Pimephales promelas are determined at 7 days by the NOEC
statistics, as stated in the draft permit. The 48-hour acute L Csy endpoint that isto be reported is for
survival at 2 days, but the NOEC for survival isdetermined at 7 days for the chronic test using
Pimephales promelas as per the method specifications.
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14. Dominion should cease dischargeif limits are exceeded and the dischar ge should not resume until

15.

16.

the limits can be met.

Staff Response
In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes the following specia condition:

The permittee shall immediately cease the discharge upon becoming aware of an exceedance of an
established effluent limit and/or Whole Effluent Toxicity limit at Outfall 501, 502, 503, 504, or 505. The
permittee shall promptly notify DEQ, in no case later than 24 hours, after the discovery of the
exceedance. Should an exceedance occur, the permittee shall initiate a review of the treatment
operations and data to identify the cause(s) of the exceedance and initiate appropriate corrective
action(s). Resumption of the discharge shall not occur until such time as an evaluation report is
provided to DEQ and written authorization to resume the discharge is granted by DEQ.

Further review of the draft permit on page 27 #19 notesthat exceedances of 90 mg/L TSSin one
day or 30 mg/L over a7 day rolling average requiresthat Dominion contact DEQ within 24 hours.
JROC would liketo request that an additional requirement be added to the per mit such that when
thesethresholds are passed (90 mg/L & 30 mg/L) the dischargeisimmediately shut off until
measur ed concentrations go below those thresholds. It is easy to imagine awindy day that turnsup
all of the coal ash into the effluent, and given that the particles are wherethe majority of the
contaminantsare, JROC findsit wiseto stop the dischar ge until those hazardous particles have
settled back to the bottom of the pond. Again, because the flow is not mandatory dueto thelack of
influent, we do not seethisas a significant burden to the per mittee and we would like to seethis
requirement added to the permit.

Staff Response
Part 1.G.19 of the Initial Draft applied to the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin and not to the coal

ash ponds. The discharge from the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin is authorized to occur either
viaInternal Outfall 202 to the West Ash Pond or via Internal Outfalls 504 or 505. Before a discharge to
the James River could occur, Dominion would be required to demonstrate that a discharge that includes
wastewater from the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin meetsthe limitsin Part 1.A.9 for process
wastewater from dewatering. As discussed above, a specia condition has been added to the Revised
Draft requiring Dominion to immediately cease the discharge upon becoming aware of an exceedances
of an established effluent and/or Whole Effluent Toxicity limit at Outfall 501, 502, 503, 504, or 505.

PCB monitoring should requirethe use of Method 1668 to be consistent with the TMDL
monitoring and to ensure PCBs are not dischar ged.

Staff Response
EPA Method 608 is an EPA-approved methodology for analyzing PCB and organochlorine pesticide

concentrations. It meets DEQ’s quantifiable level requirements and iswidely used to analyze pollutant
concentrations in industrial and municipal wastewater effluents. Method 1668 has not been EPA
approved and is not an appropriate method to demonstrate compliance with Part 1.G.9 of the draft permit.

The basis for this prohibition is the Steam Electric Guidelines 40 CFR Part 423, which contains the
following “technology-based” limit for PCBs:. * There shall be no discharge of polychlorinated biphenyl
compounds such as those used for transformer fluid.” The origin of this prohibition can be found in the
1974 development document for Effluent Limitation Guidelines and New Source Performance Standards
for the Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category and was based solely on the use of
technology for spill prevention and containment to prevent spills of PCB-containing oil at utilities and to
prevent such oils from entering the stormwater discharge. The zero discharge prohibition is narrow in
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scope and based on a specific analytical capability, consistent with EPA Method 608. Discussions with
EPA Region I11 confirm that Method 608 is appropriate for determining compliance with this federa
effluent guideline.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes separate PCB monitoring using EPA Method 1668
for Outfall 002 during the period following notification of the West Treatment Pond operating in its final
configuration and natification that no further discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities
is occurring from Qutfall 002. The results of this monitoring will be utilized in future TMDL

devel opment.

Thereisadramatic differencein the wastewater profiles between the Possum Point and Bremo
Stations. Thisleadsto the possibility that the wastewater streams at both facilities may not have
been adequately characterized.

Staff Response
DEQ recognizes the difficulty in characterizing the wastewater that will be generated during the

dewatering process before the dewatering activities commence. That was one of the reasons that DEQ
utilized the approach discussed on pages 2 and 3 in Appendix E of the fact sheet for identifying and
eval uating constituents of potential concern associated with the removal of waters from the coal ash
ponds. This approach included establishing water quality based limits for certain parameters regardiess
of whether or not the existing data for the facility demonstrated a reasonable potential to exceed the
water quality criteria. This approach aso included establishing Whole Effluent Toxicity limitsto
address certain parameters in the absence of an applicable Virginia numeric water quality criterion.

Comments/Requests from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)

Thank you for giving us an opportunity to review the materials pertaining to the above referenced
and for answering our questionsalong theway. Asyou know, we are concer ned about how this
permit may impact freshwater mussels known to occur in the James River water shed, including
the federally listed endanger ed James spinymussel (Pleurobema collina) and three speciesthat are
currently being reviewed for listing under the Endangered Species Act: the yellow lance (Elliptio
lanceolata), Atlantic pigtoe (Fusconaia masoni), and green floater (Lasmigona subviridis).

We support DEQ's effortsto limit the concentrations of pollutants present in wastewater that will
be discharged from the ash ponds asthey are dewatered and per manently closed. However, we are
concer ned that the proposed limits may not be adequately protective of aquatic life, including the
four species of mussel listed above. Central to thisconcern isthefact that thereisnolimit on the
total volume of water that can be discharged and thereforethetotal loading of metalsis unlimited.
Given the complex nature of thispermit, werequest that the comment period be extended by 30
days so that we can further review the materials provided. We may have additional concerns once
we better under stand what isbeing proposed and how it might impact our trust resour ces.

Staff Response
9V AC25-31-290 requires public notice to be sent to federal and state agencies with jurisdiction over fish,

shellfish, and wildlife resources and over coastal zone management plans, the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, State Historic Preservation Officers, including any affected states and any state
agency responsible for plan development under § 208(b)(2), 8 208(b)(4) or 8§ 303(e) of the CWA and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries
Service. The natural resource agencies are on arequired mailing list that is distributed per 9V AC25-31-
290.C.1.f and is submitted at the same time public naotice is submitted to newspaper. This mailing list is
distributed every 2 weeks. The mailing list is the mechanism by which EPA (for minor permits), DGIF,
VIMS, USFWS, NMFS, Corps of Engineer, and adjacent states are notified of upcoming VPDES permit
actions. DEQ isto provide additiona information if those entities request them and to address their
comments.
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DEQ provided electronic access to the draft permit, fact sheet, and application on October 30, 2015. The
mailing list was distributed on November 2, 2015. Comments were received from USFWS on December
14, 2015, and are addressed below.

In response to comments, the Revised Draft includes a maximum effluent flow limit of 10.2912 MGD for
the discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities.

The constituents of concern for coal combustion residuals are addressed in the draft permit through a
combination of elements, including established pollutant effluent limits, monitoring requirements, and
Whole Effluent Toxicity limits to address potential toxicity. Please seethe staff response to comments
#3 and #4 for information regarding the WQS and the toxicol ogical information used in establishing the
water quality criteriafor protecting against acute and chronic toxicity to aquatic life as well as protection
of human health.

VPDES permits are designed to be protective of the WQS, which establish the beneficia uses of al
waters in the Commonweal th and the narrative and numeric criteria necessary to ensure water quality is
maintained and protected. The draft permit has been prepared in accordance with all appropriate
statutes, regulations, guidelines and policiesto protect the receiving waters. As discussed in the staff
response to comments #3, #4, #6, #7, and #8, the effluent limits have been established using very
conservative assumptions to protect and maintain the WQS.

DEQ has followed the requirements for notification established in law and regulation. Consistent with
this standard operating practice, it is the agency’ s decision that the 45-day public comment period was
adequate and an extension is not necessary.

Comments/Reguests from the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (DGIF)
Wereceived your 20 November 2015 notification of the proposed modification to the Dominion —
Bremo Power Station Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (VPDES) per mit
(VA0004138). The VPDES permit modification addressestheindustrial wastewater and
stormwater discharges associated with closure of coal ash pondslocated at the Station.

To better evaluate the potential impacts of thisdischargeto fish and wildlife resour ces under our
jurisdiction, we request clarification of the proposed effluent volumes, chemistry, and constituents,
and of their ecotoxicology. We also request explanation of how the proposed monitoring protocols
would: (1) document existing baseline concentrations of the dischar ge constituents at end-of-pipe
and in thereceiving waters, and (2) adequately evaluate impactsto the environment resulting from
the discharge.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on thisdraft permit. We would appreciate clarification
of thesetopicsto facilitate our review of potential impactsto wildlife resourcesthat may accrue
from the proposed dischar ges.

Staff Response
9V AC25-31-290 requires public notice to be sent to federal and state agencies with jurisdiction over fish,

shellfish, and wildlife resources and over coastal zone management plans, the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, State Historic Preservation Officers, including any affected states and any state
agency responsible for plan development under § 208(b)(2), 8 208(b)(4) or 8§ 303(e) of the CWA and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries
Service. The natural resource agencies are on arequired mailing list that is distributed per 9V AC25-31-
290.C.1.f and is submitted at the same time public naotice is submitted to newspaper. Thismailing list is
distributed every 2 weeks. The mailing list is the mechanism by which the EPA (for minor permits),
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DGIF, VIMS, USFWS, NMFS, Corps of Engineer, and adjacent states are notified of upcoming VPDES
permit actions. DEQ isto provide additional information if those entities request them and to address
their comments.

The mailing list was distributed on November 2, 2015. DGIF requested information on the Bremo
Power Station draft permit on November 20, 2015. DEQ provided electronic access to the draft permit,
fact sheet, and application on November 20, 2015. Comments were received from DGIF on December
14, 2015, and are addressed below.

Information on the expected volumes to be discharged can be found in the staff response to comment #1.
The constituents of concern for coal combustion residuals are addressed in the draft permit through a
combination of elements, including established pollutant effluent limits, monitoring requirements, and
Whole Effluent Toxicity limits to address potential toxicity. Please seethe staff response to comments
#3 and #4 for information regarding the WQS and the toxicol ogical information used in establishing the
water quality criteriafor protecting against acute and chronic toxicity to aquatic life as well as protection
of human health.

VPDES permits are designed to be protective of the WQS, which establish the beneficia uses of al
waters in the Commonwealth and the narrative and numeric criteria necessary to ensure water quality is
maintained and protected. The draft permit has been prepared in accordance with all appropriate
statutes, regulations, guidelines and policiesto protect the receiving waters. Monitoring to demonstrate
compliance with the established effluent limits will serve to gage the potential impact of the discharge on
the aguatic environment. Staff does not believe additional monitoring of the discharge or ambient
environment is necessary. As discussed in the staff response to comments #3, #4, #6, #7, and #8, the
effluent limits have been established using very conservative assumptions to protect and maintain the
WQS.

Comments/Reguests from the Virginia Department of Conser vation and Recreation

Division of Planning and Recr eation Resour ces

The Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR), Divison of Planning and Recreational
Resources (PRR), develops the Virginia Outdoors Plan and coordinates a broad range of
recreational and environmental programs throughout Virginia. These include the Virginia Scenic
Rivers program; Trails, Greenways, and Blueways, Virginia State Park Master Planning and
State Park Design and Construction.

We havereviewed the Dominion application for the Bremo Power Station regarding the closur e of
the coal ash ponds. Please notethat theriver isregularly used, year round, by recreational boaters
and paddlersasit isan established blueway; in addition, this section of the James qualifies for
scenic river designation. The project isalso approximately 40-mile upriver of DCR’s Powhatan
State Park in Goochland County.

Division of Natural Heritage

The Department of Conservation and Recreation's Division of Natural Heritage (DCR) has
searched its Biotics Data System for occurrences of natural heritage resources from the area
outlined on the submitted map. Natural heritage resources are defined as the habitat of rare,
threatened, or endangered plant and animal species, unique or exemplary natural communities,
and significant geologic formations.
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According to the information currently in our files, the James River —Bremo Stream Conservation
Unit (SCU) is within the project area. SCUs identify stream reaches that contain aquatic natural
heritage resour ces, including 2 miles upstream and 1 mile downstream of documented occurrences,
and all tributarieswithin thisreach. SCUs are also given a biodiver sity significance ranking based
on therarity, quality, and number of element occurrences they contain. The James River — Bremo
SCU has been given a biodiversity ranking of B4, which represents a site of moder ate significance.
The natural heritageresour ces associated with thissiteis:

Lasmigona subviridis Green floater G3/S2/NL/LT

The Green floater, a rare freshwater mussel, ranges from New York to North Carolina in the
Atlantic Slope drainages, as well as the New and Kanawha River systemsin Virginia and West
Virginia (NatureServe, 2009). In Virginia, there are records from the New, Roanoke, Chowan,
James, York, Rappahannock, and Potomac River drainages. Throughout its range, the Green
floater appearsto prefer the pools and eddies with gravel and sand bottoms of smaller rivers and
creeks, smaller channels of large rivers (Ortman, 1919) or small to medium-sized streams
(Riddick, 1973). Please note that this species has been listed as state threatened by the Virginia
Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF).

In addition, the Atlantic pigtoe (Fusconaia masoni, G2/S2/SOC/LT) and Virginia pigtoe
(Lexingtonia subplana, G1Q/SH/NL/NL) have been historically documented within the project
area. The Atlantic pigtoe is a medium-sized freshwater mussel which ranges from the Ogeeshee
drainage in Georgia north to Virginia (NatureServe, 2009). In Virginia, this speciesis known from
the James, Chowan and Roanoke River basins (NatureServe, 2009). The Atlantic pigtoe prefers
clear, swift waters with gravel or sand and gravel substrates. Many populations from the main
stem of larger rivers have disappeared and the species is becoming limited to the headwater areas
of drainages in which it occurs. This could have implications for populations being able to
reestablish after alocalized, catastrophic event and for genetic exchange.

Threats to the Atlantic pigtoe include pollution, impoundments, clearcutting, and dredging
(Gerberich, 1991). This species does not appear to be able to tolerate habitat changes and it
appears to be very poor at recolonizing previously disturbed habitats (NatureServe, 2009). A
recent study determined that the glochidia of the Atlantic pigtoe are extremely sensitive to
pollution (Augspurger et al., 2003). Please note that this speciesis currently listed as threatened by
the VDGIF and is also tracked as a species of concern by the United States Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWYS); however, this designation has no official legal status.

The Virginia pigtoe is a state historic freshwater mussel. There are questions surrounding the
Virginia pigtoe' s taxonomic status, and its original description as a species may be based on
partially-gravid Atlantic pigtoe (Fusconaia masoni). If it is a valid species, it is endemic to the
James River drainage of Virginia (NatureServe, 2009).

Considered good indicators of the health of aquatic ecosystems, freshwater mussels are dependent
on good water quality, good physical habitat conditions, and an environment that will support
populations of host fish species (Williams et al., 1993). Because mussels are sedentary organisms,
they are senditive to water quality degradation related to increased sedimentation and pollution.
They are also sensitive to habitat destruction through dam construction, channelization, and
dredging, and the invasion of exotic mollusk species.

James River has been designated by the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries
(VDGIF) asa“Threatened and Endangered Species Water”. The species associated with thisT &
E Water are the Brook floater (Alasmidonta varicosa, G3/S1I/NL/LE), the Green floater and the
Atlantic pigtoe.
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To minimize impactsto the aquatic ecosystem, DCR supports the permit conditions requiring coal
ash pond effluent including pore water meet water quality standards at the individual outfalls
prior to release into the James River, development of an emergency spill and leak plan as part of
the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan and low total suspended solids limits. Dueto the legal
status of the Green floater, Atlantic pigtoe, and Brook floater, DCR also recommends coor dination
with Virginia's regulatory authority for the management and protection of these species, the
VDGIF, to ensure compliance with the Virginia Endangered Species Act (VA ST 88 29.1-563 —
570).

Thereareno State Natural Area Preservesunder DCR’sjurisdiction in the project vicinity.

Under a Memorandum of Agreement established between the Virginia Department of Agriculture
and Consumer Services (VDACS) and the DCR, DCR represents VDACS in comments regar ding
potential impacts on state-listed threatened and endangered plant and insect species. The current
activity will not affect any documented state-listed plants or insects.

New and updated information is continually added to Biotics. Please re-submit project
information and map for an update on this natural heritage information if the scope of the project
changes and/or six months has passed beforeit is utilized.

The VDGIF maintains a database of wildlife locations, including threatened and endangered
species, trout streams, and anadr omous fish water sthat may contain information not documented
in thisletter. Their database may be accessed from http://vafwis.or g/fwis/ or contact Gladys Cason
(804-367-0909 or Gladys.Cason@daif.virginia.gov).

Staff Response
9V AC25-31-290 requires public notice to be sent to federal and state agencies with jurisdiction over fish,

shellfish, and wildlife resources and over coastal zone management plans, the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation, State Historic Preservation Officers, including any affected states and any state
agency responsible for plan development under § 208(b)(2), 8 208(b)(4) or § 303(e) of the CWA and the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and the National Marine Fisheries
Service. The natural resource agencies are on arequired mailing list that is distributed per 9V AC25-31-
290.C.1.f and is submitted at the same time public notice is submitted to newspaper. This mailing list is
distributed every 2 weeks. The mailing list isthe mechanism by which the EPA (for minor permits),
DGIF, VIMS, USFWS, NMFS, Corps of Engineer, and adjacent states are notified of upcoming VPDES
permit actions. DEQ isto provide additional information if those entities request them and to address
thelr comments.

The mailing list was distributed on November 2, 2015. DCR requested information on the Dominion —
Bremo Power Station draft permit on December 9, 2015. DEQ provided electronic access to the draft
permit, fact sheet, and application on December 9, 2015. Comments were received from DCR on
December 14, 2015, and are addressed bel ow.

The effluent limits for the discharges of process wastewater from dewatering activities are not based on
meeting the WQS prior to release into the James River. The effluent limits must be met at the individual
outfalls; however, mixing with the James River has been utilized in the development of the effluent
limits as discussed in the staff response to comments #6 and #8.

The constituents of concern for coal combustion residuals are addressed in the draft permit through a
combination of elements, including the establishment of pollutant effluent limits, monitoring
requirements, and Whole Effluent Toxicity limits to address potential toxicity. Please seethe staff
response to comments #3 and #4 for information regarding the WQS and the toxicol ogical information
used in establishing the water quality criteriafor protecting against acute and chronic toxicity to aquatic
life aswell as protection of human health.
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VPDES permits are designed to be protective of the WQS, which establish the beneficid uses of al
waters in the Commonwealth and the narrative and numeric criteria necessary to ensure water quality is
maintained and protected. The draft permit has been prepared in accordance with all appropriate
statutes, regulations, guidelines and policiesto protect the receiving waters. As discussed in the staff
response to comments #3, #4, #6, #7, and #8, the effluent limits have been established using very
conservative assumptions to protect and maintain the WQS.

Part 1.G.3 of the Initial Draft required that the Operation and Maintenance Manual include procedures for
reporting and responding to any spill/overflows/treatment works upsets. In addition, Part 1.H.2.b(4) of
the Initial Draft required that the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan clearly identify areas where
potential spills and leaks that can contribute pollutants to stormwater discharges can occur and their
corresponding outfalls.

The Initial Draft included monthly average total suspended solids limits of 30 mg/L and daily maximum
total suspended limits of 45 mg/L.

Theevaluation of threatsto Threatened & Endangered speciesisinadequate. The Green Floater
Mussd islisted asathreatened speciesunder the Virginia Endangered Species Act and isknown to
exist in the James River in the area of the Bremo Plant and in the downstream reach of the James
River before complete mixing of the effluent with the Jameswill occur, and wher e exceedances of
ambient water quality criteria to protect aquatic specieswill occur within an as-yet-undefined
portion of the James River. Additionally, the Federally Endangered James Spinymussel
historically occurred in the James River. Yet DEQ failed to even confer with the state and federal
resour ce agencies regar ding the impacts of the dischar ges of toxic water from coal ash ponds on
endangered species and their habitat in the JamesRiver prior toissuing thedraft permit for
public comment. The Atlantic sturgeon, afederally protected, endanger ed species, may use areas
that could be affected by the discharge.

Staff Response
Pursuant to the 2007 Memorandum of Understanding among DEQ, DGIF, DCR, and USFWS regarding

threatened and endangered species coordination during the VPDES permitting process, DGIF and DCR
are notified of the receipt of an application if notification is requested by those agencies. The agencies
areinformed of the annual list of permitsthat are scheduled for rei ssuance during the upcoming calendar
year, and they identify the specific permits they would like to review. The natification is executed
through either a coordination form and/or DCR’ s Natural Heritage Database. The Bremo Power Station
permit was identified as a candidate permit reissuance for review. The coordination with DGIF and
DCR was conducted in accordance with applicable regulations and policies. In addition, DEQ hosted a
conference call with USFWS, DGIF, and DCR on December 10, 2015 to discuss the derivation of the
effluent limits for the discharge of processing wastewater from dewatering activities.

Please see the staff response to comments #18, #19, and #20 for additional information.

Thefact sheet does not addressthe issue of the Chesapeake Bay TMDL and TSS (or sediment). 40
CFR 122.4(i) prohibitsthe discharge of pollutantsto impaired waterswithout an allocation. The
dewatering isa new discharge and would fall under this prohibition. —

Staff Response
Virginia s Phase | Watershed Implementation Plan recognizes that waste |oad all ocations for sediment

loads will be set at technology levels since wastewater is an insignificant portion of the sediment load.
Asafurther clarification, individual and general VPDES permits are considered consistent with the
Chesapeake TMDL aslong as the aggregated total suspended solids (TSS) loads for al individual and
general permit facilities is less than the aggregate TSS waste |oad allocation in the Phase | Watershed
Implementation Plan. The Bremo discharges are not new; they are a continuation of discharges that have
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occurred for decades. Further, by looking at a single James River discharger as an example, it can be
demonstrated that there is more than adequate T'SS waste |oad all ocation available under the TMDL.
The Henrico WWTP has awaste |oad all ocation based on a design flow of 75 MGD and an effluent TSS
concentration of 30 mg/L. The actua TSS effluent limit for Henrico WWTP is 8 mg/L so thereisan
excess TSS waste load allocation of (75 MGD)(30-8 mg/1)(3.785) = 6,245 kg/d available from just one
facility.

Public Notice, Notification, and Review

« Most people are not aware of the situation and there are no requirementsto inform the public
or downstream communities when Dominion will dewater the coal ash ponds.

« Concernsover thenetification procedures used by VADEQ.

« DEQ needsamorerobust netification process.

Staff Response
All natifications and notices have been provided in accordance with applicable state laws and

regulations, policies, and practices. Specifically, 9VAC25-31-290 C.2, states that public notice shall be
given by publication once aweek for two successive weeks in a newspaper of general circulation in the
area affected by the discharge. Additionally, Section 8.01-324 of the Code of Virginia establishes
criteriafor which newspapers may be used for legal notices and publication. Staff utilized the
established criteria outlined in Section 8.01-324 of the Code of Virginia when selecting The Daily
Progress for publication of the legal notice. Public notice was published on October 30, 2015 and
November 6, 2015 in The Daily Progress. In addition, public notice was published in the Fluvanna
Review on November 5, 2015 and November 12, 2015. The public comment period totaled 45 days,
establishing a period for providing written comment before the public hearing that exceeds the minimum
reguirements and a shortened period for providing written comment after the public hearing. The
comment period for this permitting action closed on December 14, 2015. All notifications and notices
have been provided in accordance with applicable state laws and regulations.

Pursuant to Section 62.1-44.15:01 of the State Water Control Law, the public noticeis to be mailed to
the chief elected official and chief administrative officer and planning district commission. By letter
dated October 30, 2015, DEQ natified the Fluvanna County Administrator, Chairman of the Fluvanna
County Board of Supervisors, and Thomas Jefferson Planning District Commission on October 30, 2015.

Opposition to the Permit and Requests for Extension of Comment Period

« Thepermitting action and process appearsto berushed. Why isthere such arush?

« Opposition to Dominion’s application to drain contaminated water from coal ash ponds
directly into the James River.

« Request from Senator A. Donald McEachin to extend the comment period 60 days.

« Because of the complexity of theissue and the volume of technical information, comment
period should be extended. Thedraft permit and fact sheet are several hundred pages, and
the proposed dewatering action has never been undertaken in Virginia.

« Deny the permit and extend the comment period 60 daysto review information, attend the
hearing and obtain additional infor mation from DEQ to inform public comments.

« Urgetodeny the permit and extend the comment period 60 daysto allow scienceto inform the
potential impactstotheriver and public health.

Staff Response
DEQ has followed the requirements and procedures for public participation established in law and

regulation, including requirements to process permitting actions in atimely manner. Consistent with this
standard operating practice, it is the agency’ s decision that the 45-day public comment period was
adequate and an extension is not necessary.
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Coal Ash Pond Closure

« Thecoal ash ponds must be excavated, and all contents must be stored in dry, lined storage
away from bodies of water.

« Regect plansto dump coal ash waste from Possum and Bremo. Clean it up responsibly.

Staff Response
This permitting action addresses dewatering activities required for closure but does not govern the

method of closure of any of the surface impoundments on-site. Closure of these impoundmentsis
governed by and addressed by the 2015 EPA Fina Rule on the Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals
and applicable provisions of the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations. The closure of these
impoundments will be addressed through a solid waste permit which will include provisions for closure,
post-closure care, and groundwater protection.

Release of Coal Ash into Waters, Dumping of Toxic Waste

« TheJamesRiver has seen improvement in recent years. Thiswill set back theimprovements
seen in theriver.

« Stop giving Dominion a free passto put its coal ash wasteinto our treasured waterways.

« Regect plansto dump coal ash waste from Bremo Power Station. Clean it up responsibly.

« Thehigh metal concentrationsin ash pond sediment will be allowed to be dischar ged.

Staff Response
The laws, regulations and policies governing the existing and proposed discharges from the subject

facility are the same that have, in many ways, been responsible for the improvementsin water quality
noted in the James River Basin. The Initial Draft, aswell as the Revised Draft, was prepared in
accordance with al applicable laws, regulations and policies to maintain the WQS applicable to the
discharge receiving waters and all applicable beneficial uses.

Consideration of Other Water and Ash Disposal Alter natives

« Dominion should berequired to find another method of disposal for the coal ash wastewater.

. With all of theresourceswe have availableto us, we need to think of healthier alter nativesthat
will not put human and wildlife health at risk. Betheleadersyou are - you have the
responsibility to protect our land, animals, economy, and people - instead of doing what's
easiest, do what you wer e appointed, elected, and chosen to do - lead to create a great placeto

live.
Staff Response

Thereis no prohibition in state law or regulation against anyone applying for an individual wastewater
discharge permit. If an application for a permit is submitted then DEQ has alegal responsibility to
prepare adraft permit that would be protective of water quality.

Dominion should stop using coal at the Bremo Power Station.

Staff Response
Dominion ceased using coa for fuel at the Bremo Power Station in September 2013.
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By allowing the dischar ge of toxicsinto theriver, the draft permit isinconsistent with the 2014
Chesapeake Bay Agreement that Virginia signed.

Staff Response
The Chesapeake Bay Watershed Agreement, signed by Virginia, commits to “continuously improving

practices and controls that reduce and prevent the effects of toxic contaminants below levels that harm
aquatic systems and humans.” The draft permit has effluent limits based on the Water Quality Standards
(9VAC25-260). The Water Quality Standards have been devel oped and refined over the course of
decades of research to be protective of aguatic life and human health. Please see the staff response to
comment #3 for additional information on the Water Quality Standards.

Thefinethat DEQ would charge ($32,000 per day) if they violated the industry standar ds and
ended up contaminating theriver islessthat the EPA charges per incident per day for lead
removal ($37,500 per day per incident).

Staff Response
DEQ penalties are set by the Code of Virginiaat § 62.1-44.32, and to charge more would require

statutory changes. EPA has approved DEQ'’ s penalty authority as substantialy similar to theirs. DEQ
penalties would be assessed on a per violation vs. per incident basis and could conceivably amount to
more than $37,500 per day (e.g. violation of more than one permit limit or requirement).

Comments 31 — 68 wer ereceived from the per mittee during the public comment period

31.

32.

New daily intake and effluent temper ature monitoring requirements have been included. The
station’sair permit limitsthe number of hoursthat it can operate during a given year and,
consequently, there may be a substantial number of days during any year during which the station
will not operate. 1n addition, oncethe station isdispatched, it typically takes several hoursto get
the unit on-line and stabilized. Taking daily temperature measurementswould be difficult during
a“start-up” period that occurred late in the evening when staffing would be minimal and available
staff would be working to bring the unit on-line. In light of the above, Dominion requeststhat the
following footnote be added to Part |.A.1, “ Daily measur ements of intake and effluent temperature
are not required on dayswhen neither generating unit is operational for lessthan four hours.”

Staff Response
The footnote has not been added. Dueto the lack of recent data for intake and effluent temperature,

daily measurement of intake temperature is required on any day that an intake occurs and daily
measurement of effluent temperature is required any day that a discharge occurs from Outfall 001 in
order to more fully characterize intake and effluent temperatures under all operating conditions.

pH limits of 6.0 (minimum) and 9.0 (maximum) have been included on internal Outfall 203. These
arewater quality-based limitsfor the protection of the receiving stream and are not necessary to
ensurethat the station’ ssanitary wastewater receives adequate treatment. Dominion requeststhat
these limits be removed.

Staff Response
The pH limits have not been removed from internal Outfall 203. 40CFR133.102(c) requires that the

effluent values for pH shall be maintained within the limits of 6.0 to 9.0.
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33.

35.

36.

Dominion requeststhat process wastewater s from the West Ash Pond and Metals Pond be
included as sourcesto internal Outfall 504. Adding these sources will allow usto manage all (or the
maj ority) wastewater treatment at a single location on site. The other internal Outfalls (i.e. 501,
502, 503 and 505) could then be utilized to handle specific wastewater s associated with a particular
pond should the need arise.

Staff Response
Part I.A.9 of the Revised Draft has been changed to add the West Ash Pond and Metal Cleaning Waste

Treatment Basin as sources to interna Outfall 504.

. Dominion requeststhat the requirement for 1/Day sampling for Total Residual Chlorine at Outfall

002 belimited to 1/Day during weekdays.

Staff Response
The monitoring regquirement for Total Residua Chlorine at Outfall 002 has been not changed to 1/Day

during weekdays. Dueto the lack of recent data for Total Residua Chlorine and the fact that new
treatment units will be utilized, daily monitoring for Total Residua Chlorineis required any day that a
discharge accurs from Outfall 002.

Outfalls 007 and 008 ar e char acterized in the permit as " stormwater not exposed to industrial
activity." By contrast, in Parts|.A.6 and 1.A.8, Outfalls 003 and 006 are characterized as
"stormwater not associated with aregulated industrial activity." For consistency, Outfalls 007 and
008 should be char acterized the same as Outfalls 003 and Outfall 006.

Staff Response
Part I.A.11 of the Revised Draft has been changed to characterize Outfalls 003 and 006 the same as

Ouitfals 007 and 008, which is“stormwater not exposed to industria activity”.

Part | .E.1.a requiresthe collection of 24-hour flow-proportioned composite samplesfrom Outfall
001 for usein Whole Effluent Toxicity tests. Outfall 001 consists of once-through cooling water.
Thiswater iswithdrawn from the James River at a constant rate during operation of the station's
generating units and would not be expected to change substantially in any given 24-hour period
when the unitsare generating. Consequently, Dominion requeststo use grab samplesrather than
24-hour composite samplesto satisfy the Whole Effluent Toxicity testing requirement. Useof a
grab sampleisalso consistent with Appendix J (page 2) of the Fact Sheet, which statesthat " a grab
sampleisrepresentative of the discharge at Outfall 001." Dominion also requeststhat when
practicablethe Whole Effluent Toxicity testing of Outfall 001 berequired during periodswhen
both unitsareon-line. Thetoxicity endpointsincluded in the per mit are based on this mode of
operation and inclusion of thisrequirement will align the Whole Effluent Toxicity testing
requirementswith theinstream monitoringin 1.G.13.

Staff Response
The sample type for Whole Effluent Toxicity testing at Outfall 001 has not been changed to agrab

sample. The fact sheet has been changed to reflect the 24-hour composite sample type. Part I.E.1.a of
the Revised Draft has been changed to require the Whol e Effluent Toxicity monitoring be performed as
near to full plant operating conditions as reasonably possible, which matches the language that is
included for the instream monitoring in Part 1.G.13.
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37.

38.

39.

41.

The schedulein Part | .E.Lf requires quarterly toxicity testing of Outfall 001 for a period of one
year, followed by annual testing. The station'sair permit limitsthe number of hoursthat it can
operate during a given year and, consequently, there may be quarterly periods during which the
station does not operate, or isnot dispatched for a period long enough, to conduct all four required
quarterly tests. Oneway to addressthiswould beto include a testing schedule similar to that
included in Part 1.E.3.f for Outfall 002 (West Treatment Pond) with the monitoring beginning
duringthefirst full quarter following per mit reissuance.

Staff Response
The testing schedule in Part |.E.1.f of the Revised Draft has been changed to require the 1% quarterly

monitoring be performed in the first full calendar quarter following permit reissuance, the subsequent
quarterly monitoring be performed every calendar quarter following the previous quarter until there area
minimum of 4 quarters tested, the 1% annual monitoring be performed the first full calendar year
following the 4 completed quarterly tests, and the subsequent annua monitoring be performed every
calendar year following the 1% annual testing period.

24-hour flow-proportioned samplesarealso required for usein Whole Effluent Toxicity testswith
Outfall 002 (West Treatment Pond). Given the average and maximum flow ratesfor the
wastewater to betreated in thispond (1.53/4.3 MGD) and the volume of the pond (19.87 MG), the
estimated retention time is approximately between 4.6 to 13.4 days. Consequently, Dominion
requeststo use grab samplesrather than 24-hour samples. The use of grab samplesisalso
consistent with Appendix J (page 2) of the Fact Sheet, which statesthat " grab samplesare
considered representative for Outfall 002 in itsfinal configuration.”

Staff Response
The sample type for Whole Effluent Toxicity testing at Outfall 002 (West Treatment Pond) has not

been changed to a grab sample. The fact sheet has been changed to reflect the 24-hour composite
sample type.

24-hour flow-proportioned composite samplesarerequired for usein Whole Effluent Toxicity
tests of theinternal 500 series outfalls. Appendix J (page 2) indicatesthat 4-hour composite
samplesarerequired " sincethat isthe sample typefor chemical parameters...” Dominion
request’sto use 4-hour composite samplesfor WET testing with these outfalls.

Staff Response
The sample type for Whole Effluent Toxicity testing at the internal 500 series outfalls has not been

changed to a 4-hour composite sample. The fact sheet has been changed to reflect the 24-hour
composite sample type.

. Dominion believesthat thereferencein Part | .E.4.f should beto|.E.4.c.

Staff Response
Thereferencein Part 1.E.4.f is correct and has not been changed.

Dominion requeststhat the words “ once-through cooling” beinserted after “no” and before
“water” in thefirst sentence of thethird paragraph in Part | .F.4.

Staff Response
The words " once-through cooling” have not been inserted after “no” and before “water” in the first

sentence of the third paragraph in Part |.F.4.
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42. Dominion requeststhat the words “taken for compliance with this permit” be added to theend
of the sentencein Part 1.G.3.a.

Staff Response
The words “taken for compliance with this permit” have been added to the end of the sentence in Part

|.G.3.aof the Revised Draft.

43. Thelast sentence of Part 1.G.3.d could beinterpreted very broadly to require Dominion to list
the type and quantity of all wastes, fluids, and pollutants (e.g., chemicals) stored at the Bremo
Power Station regardless of whether they would beidentified under Part |.G.2. Dominion
requeststhat this sentence be reworded asfollows: “ List the type and quantity of the
characterized materials stored at thisfacility.”

Staff Response
Thelast sentencein Part 1.G.3.d of the Revised Draft has been reworded as follows: “List the type and

guantity of wastes, fluids, and pollutants characterized in Part 1.G.2 that are stored at this facility.”

44. Dominion requeststhat Part 1.G.3.g beremoved. It ismore applicableto municipal systemsand
has been deleted from other similar Dominion permits.

Staff Response
Part 1.G.3.g has not been removed from the permit.

45. Part |.G.7 isa new condition that requiresthat the sewage collection and treatment system meet
Reliability Class |1 requirements of the Sewerage Collection and Treatment Regulations
(9VAC25-790-490). To comply with this condition will require some upgrades to the existing
STP. Dominion estimatesthat it will take between threeto six monthsto complete thiswork.
Therefore, Dominion requeststhat a six-month compliance schedule be included in the per mit.

Staff Response
A six-month compliance schedule has been included in the Revised Draft to meet the Reliahility Class

Il requirementsin Part 1.G.7.

46. Part 1.G.10isthe sameasthe current permit condition Part |.E.7 except that the second paragraph
from the current condition appear sto have been omitted. The condition does not make sense without
the omitted paragraph. Please add the second paragraph from the existing per mit.

Staff Response
In order to be consistent with draft VPDES permit No. VA0002071 for Dominion — Possum Point Power

Station, Part 1.G.10 of the Revised Draft has been changed to:
10. Additional Chlorine Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

a. Nether free available nor total residual chlorine may be discharged via Outfall 001 from any
single generating unit for more than two hoursin any one day, unless the permittee demonstrates
to DEQ that discharge for more than two hoursis required for macroinvertebrate control. If the
permittee is dechlorinating, the two hour requirement is nullified.

b. Smultaneous multi-unit chlorination is permitted.

c. Monitoring for free available and/or total residual chlorine shall only be required when the
permittee is chlorinating.
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47.

49

The schedulefor conducting in-stream thermal monitoring in Part 1.G.13 requiresthat the
monitoring be performed during the months of February and July. Thestation'sair permit limits
the number of hoursthat it can operate during a given year and consequently, it may not be possible
to comply with this condition without forcing the sation to operate. Consequently, Dominion
requeststhefollowing windows for thewinter and summer testing periods. Winter (January 1—
March 31) and Summer (June 1 —August 31). Thiswill provideflexibility to better ensure that
Dominion isableto perform thetesting during the critical periodsof concern. NOTE: Dominion
believesthat thelast reporting deadline in this schedule should be October 31, 2020 rather than July
31, 2020.

Staff Response
Part 1.G.13 of the Revised Draft has been changed to require instream monitoring be performed from

January 1 —March 31 and June 1 — August 31 of each year. The report submittal dates have been
changed as well.

. Part 1.G.14 requiresthat water quality criteriamonitoring for Outfall 002 beinitiated no later than

oneyear following the West Treatment Pond beginning operation in itsfinal configuration. For
toxicity testing under Part | .E.3.f, thetesting is not to begin until (1) the West Treatment Pond begins
operation in itsfinal configuration and (2) DEQ isnatified that no further discharge of process
wastewater from dewatering activitiesis occurring from Outfall 002. Dominion believesthat the
same dual requirements should apply to theinitiation of water quality criteria monitoring for Outfall
002.

Staff Response
Part 1.G.14 of the Revised Draft has been changed to require that water quality criteria monitoring for

Ouitfal 002 beinitiated during the first full calendar quarter following notification of the West
Treatment Pond operating in its final configuration and notification that no further discharge of process
wastewater from dewatering activitiesis occurring from Outfall 002.

Part |.G.15 isconsistent with the languagein theindustrial section of DEQ’s Permit Manual 2014
(IN-3 A.21) except that it includesthe following additional requirement: “ The per mittee shall sample
once for each foot of drawdown, and, when the discharge no longer meets per mit limits, the
discharge shall cease and therest of thelagoon contents shall be pumped and hauled to ancther,
permitted facility for treatment and disposal.” Thisadditional language is specific for sewage
treatment lagoons and closur e of those facilitiesunder Virginia's Sewage Collection and Treatment
Regulations (9VAC25-790-450). DEQ Guidance Memorandum No. 05-2005 provides guidance
related to the dow drawdown of lagoonsto ensurethat " effluent limits specified in the VPDES
permit for thefacility are not violated" and it isour under standing from discussionswith DEQ staff
that the onefoot per day drawdown rateis beingincluded in the per mitsfor municipal facilitieswith
lagoons. Dominion does not maintain or operate a sewage lagoon at the Bremo Power Station.
Consequently, Dominion requeststhat this additional language be deleted from Part 1.G.15.

Staff Response
The following statement has been removed from Part 1.G.15 of the Revised Draft, “ The permittee shall

sample once for each foot of drawdown, and, when the discharge no longer meets permit limits, the
discharge shall cease and the rest of the lagoon contents shall be pumped and hauled to another,
permitted facility for treatment and disposal.” Part 1.G.15 of the Revised Draft has also been changed
to clarify that this condition appliesto the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin and the Sewage
Treatment Plant. The drawdown of the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin was addressed in Part
I.G.19 of the Initial Draft. Closure of the coal ash ponds will be addressed under a solid waste permit
and drawdown of the coal ash pondsis addressed under Part 1.G.23 which has been added to the
Revised Draft.
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50.

51.

52.

55.

56.

Dominion requeststo have 14 daysto make the notificationsrequired under Part 1.G.20. Thisshould
have no real impact to the environment while providing Dominion additional compliance certainty.

Staff Response
Part 1.G.20 has not been changed.

Dominion believesthat thereferencein Part 1.G.21.a should beto Part |.G.21 b-g. Pleaserevise.

Staff Response
Part 1.G.21.a of the Revised Draft has been changed to reference Part 1.G.21 b-g.

Dominion requeststo add " raw river water" asan allowable non-stormwater dischargein Part
[.H.1f.(2).

Staff Response
Part I.H.1.f.(1) of the Revised Draft has been changed to add “raw river water” as an allowable non-

stormwater discharge.

. Dominion requeststhat the sampletypesfor ammoniaasNH3-N, chloride, and hardnessin

Attachment B be changed to grab from composite.

Staff Response
The sample type for Ammonia-N, Chloride, and Hardness in Attachment B of the Revised Draft has

been changed to “grab or composite”.

. Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 1 —Dominion recently submitted an addendum to the application to

recognize that an additional non-industrial stormwater outfall (proposed Outfall 009) will be
constructed asa result of the West Ash Pond closure. Thisoutfall will dischargeto Holman Creek
and should beincluded in this section.

Staff Response
Appendix A of the revised fact sheet has been changed to include the new stormwater Outfall 009.

Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 3—Under New Outfalls, pleaseinclude the new stormwater Outfall
009.

Staff Response
Appendix A of the revised fact sheet has been changed to include the new stormwater Outfall 009.

Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 8 —Under heading OUTFALL 006: Thelast sentence of the second
paragraph saysthat during the period of ash dewatering, “therewill be permit limits and
monitoring requirements at Outfall 006.” Please clarify that the permit l[imits and monitoring
requirementswill be applied at the inter nal 500 series outfalls, which may then be discharged to
Outfall 006.

Staff Response
Appendix A of the revised fact sheet has been changed to reflect this clarification.
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57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 9 —In the second paragraph, please remove the second sentencein
the second paragraph under OUTFALL 003 -EAST ASH PONDS that states... “discharges
continuoudy apparently from ground water contributions.” The discharge from Outfall 003 is
precipitation dependent and, consequently, there are periods when thereisnot a continuous
discharge from this outfall.

Staff Response
Because the discharge from the East Ash Ponds occurs through the former surface decant structure and

appears to be precipitation dependent, Appendix A of the revised fact sheet has been changed to remove
the second sentence in the second paragraph under OUTFALL 003 — EAST ASH PONDS.

Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 9—1n thefigureon this page, the East Ash Pond area#3is
characterized asawetland area. Thisareaisnot jurisdictional and Dominion requeststhat
“wetlands area” beremoved from thefigure.

Staff Response
Appendix A of the revised fact sheet has been changed to remove “wetlands area’ from the figure.

Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 9 —Thelast sentencein thefirst paragraph statesthat “ No discharge
from the East Ash Pondsto an external outfall may occur until the limitsin Part 1.A.9 of the

per mit become effective.” In order torecognizethe existencein the area of stormwater runoff
directed to Outfall 003, along with potential seepage within the drainage feature along the toe of
the berm, Dominion requeststhat this sentence be modified asfollows. “No discharge of
dewatering water from the East Ash Pond to an external outfall may occur until the
limits...become effective.”

Staff Response
Appendix A of the revised fact sheet has been changed to revise the referenced sentence to, “No

discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities from the East Ash Ponds to an external
outfall may occur until the limitsin Part 1.A.9 of the permit become effective.”

Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 10 — Please add the following as wastewater sourcesto the North
Ash Pond: dewatering and contact stormwater from the West Ash Pond. T hese sour ces of
wastewater are consistent with wastewater sauthorized for introduction to the North Ash Pond
and wer e authorized under the Notice of Planned Changes— Revision 2 (September 1, 2015).

Staff Response
Appendix A of the revised fact sheet has been changed to add dewatering water and contact stormwater

from the West Ash Pond as wastewater sources to the North Ash Pond.

Fact Sheet: Appendix A, page 10 — Fifth paragraph under OUTFALL 004—-NORTH ASH POND:
Dominion requeststhat “treated” be deleted from this sentence. Dominion will employ treatment
as necessary to ensur e compliance with the discharge limits.

Staff Response
Staff could not find the word “treated” on page 10 of Appendix A, so ho changes were made to the fact

sheet in response to this request.
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62.

63.

65.

66.

67.

Fact Sheet: Appendix B, page 1 —In thefifth paragraph, please recognize theinclusion of the non-
contact stormwater outfall (proposed Outfall 009). The “second map” should also berevised to
recognizethis outfall.

Staff Response
Appendix B of the revised fact sheet has been changed to include the new stormwater Outfall 009.

Fact Sheet: Appendix H, page 1 — Second bullet Thermal Mixing Zone— Dominion Bear Garden
Power Station: Thelocation of Outfall 001 for the Bear Garden Power Station isshown on page 4
(not 3) of Appendix B.

Staff Response
Appendix H of the revised fact sheet has been changed to reference page 4 of Appendix B.

. Fact Sheet: Appendix J, page 1 — Therationalefor Acute versus Chronic Toxicity Testing bullet

number threerefersto Outfalls 002, 003, 004 and 006 at combined Stage | with a flow of 10.2912
MGD. Dominion believesthisbullet should refer to internal outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504 and 505.

Staff Response
Appendix J of the revised fact sheet has been changed to refer to internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504,

and 505.

Fact Sheet: Appendix J, page 2 — Same as comment #61 above for bullet number three under
Sample Type.

Staff Response
Appendix J of the revised fact sheet has been changed to refer to internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504,

and 505.

Fact Sheet: Appendix J, page 3—Under “WET Limitsfor Stage |l flow of 10.2912 MGD,” the
Whole Effluent Toxicity limit isgiven as1.0 TUa. The Whole Effluent Toxicity limit given in the
draft permit in Section | .E.4.b isNOAEC = 100%.

Staff Response
The Acute Whole Effluent Toxicity limitin Appendix J of the revised fact sheet has been changed to

NOAEC = 100%.

Fact Sheet: Appendix L, page1—Part I.A.1: Bullet threerelated to copper limits should be
removed. Dominion has provided datato demonstrate that these limits are not required.

Staff Response
Staff could find no referencein Appendix L — Part 1.A.1 to copper limits, so no changes were made to

the fact sheset.
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68. Fact Sheet: General — Dominion under standsthat DEQ intendsfor the VPDES permit to cover
designated point source dischar ges during both the interim and final configuration of the ash
ponds (i.e., pre- and post-closure). Dominion also under standsthat any other surface impacts
incidental to the design and function of the earthen berms around the ponds will be addr essed
through the closur e and post-closur e care requirements of the pending solid waste per mit under
the Virginia Solid Waste Management Act and associated regulations. Dominion supportsthis
approach.

Staff Response
This permitting action addresses dewatering activities required for closure. Closure of these

impoundments is governed by and addressed by the 2015 EPA Fina Rule on the Disposal of Cod
Combustion Residuals and applicable provisions of the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regul ations.
Closure and post-closure care under those requirements will include groundwater monitoring, associated
surface water monitoring, and other measures. The requirements of a solid waste permit will continue to
ensure that the facility is not causing any impacts to surface water.
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Attachment 1
Staff Response to:

Technical and Toxicological Evaluation of Coal Ash Pond Dewatering Permit proposed for Bremo Bluff
Power Sation, Virginia

Submitted as an attachment of the comment letter provided by Southern Environmental Law Center on
December 10, 2015, and also submitted as Attachment E of the comment letter provided by Southern
Environmental Law Center on December 14, 2015.
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DEQ has reviewed the report; “Technica and Toxicological Evaluation of Coal Ash Pond Dewatering
Permit proposed for Bremo Bluff Power Station, Virginia’ that was prepared by Dr. Lemly and provided
by the Southern Environmental Law Center along with their comments on the proposed permit limits for
a Dominion Power permit. This report focused on areview of fifteen metals. EPA and Virginia water
quality criteria designed to protect agquatic life have been established for 10 of these metals; arsenic,
cadmium, copper, chromium (chromium Il and chromium V1), lead, mercury, nickel, selenium, silver
and zinc. Virginiaalso has water quality criteriadesigned to protect human health for thallium that are
applicablein al waters and a barium criterion applicable in designated public water supplies.

Thefirst goal of the review was to determine the source of the “high hazard” threshold concentration that
was identified in the report as the starting point in the reports assessment. The report identified these as
being EPA nationally recommended water quality criteria and/or water quality criteria adopted by
Virginia, however not al of them are. Of the fifteen “high hazard” threshold concentrations used in Table
1, only those for chromium V1 , and mercury are accurate and represent Virginia' s water quality chronic
criteriafor freshwater. The report used recommended EPA water quality chronic criteria concentrations
for cadmium, chromium V1 (the Cr V1 criterion is lower than the Cr 11 criterion, so thisis a conservative
value for total chromium), lead, and mercury as a“high hazard” threshold. However, Virginiahas
updated the older EPA criteria and has adopted revised water quality criteria for cadmium, nickel, and
lead. Virginida s criteriafor these three metals should be used, and al metals criteriathat should be
adjusted for hardness should be adjusted to the hardness of the James River at Bremo Bluff, which is
reported to average 62.5 mg/L of CaCOs. Virginia s regulatory water quality criteria are shown below for
the metals for which Virginia has adopted criteria. The criteria are shown for a hardness of 62.5 of
CaCO:s. (* indicates Virginia s criteriawas updated from older EPA criteria).

Virginia’ sAcute Virginia'sChronic | Report’s“High Hazard”
Metal Criterion (ug/L) Criterion (ug/L) threshold value (ug/L)
Arsenic 340 150 36
Cadmium* 2.3 0.78 0.25
Chromium VI 16 11 11
Chromium 111 390 50
Copper 8.6 6.0 1.45
Lead* 65 7.4 25
Mercury 14 0.77 0.77
Nickel* 120 14 8.2
Selenium 20 5 2
Silver 15 19
Zinc 79 79 81
Virginia’ sHuman
Health Criterion
Barium 2,000 (drinking water only) 1,000
. 0.24 (drinking water only) 20
Thallium 0.47 (all other waters)

The report seems to have only identified and assessed chronic criteria and compared them to the draft
permit limits for adaily maximum and ignored the acute criteria and the monthly average limitsin the
draft permit. It would have been more accurate to compare the short term (acute) criteriato the
corresponding short term draft permit limits (daily maximum limits) and compared the long term
(chronic) criteria concentrations to the long term draft permit limits (monthly averages). If this had been
done the differences between the criteria and the permit limits would have been less than the report
indicates. Also, because the draft permit limitsinclude limits for both chromium 111 and VI, the report
should have compared the correct criterion to the correct draft permit limit. Instead, the report compared
the higher permit limit proposed for chromium 11 to the lower criterion of chromium V1.
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Because of the significant differences between many of the report’s * high hazard’ threshold values and
the criteria, an effort was made to accurately identify the actual source of the “high hazard”
concentrations used in Dr. Lemly’ sreport. The findings are summarized below.

Copper: Thereport identifies the high hazard threshold used for copper to be the EPA 2007 bictic ligand
model (BLM) which requires site-specific values for; temperature, pH, dissolved organic carbon, calcium,
magnesium, sodium, potassium, sulfate, chloride, and alkalinity, but it does not specify what values were
used for these parameters to calculate the BLM copper criterion. It isimpossible to know if the value of
1.45 pg/L for copper is accurate or appropriate for this point in theriver. Virginia uses a hardness based
calculation for the freshwater copper chronic criterion, which is 6.0 pg/L copper for a hardness of 62.5
mg/L for thissite.

Arsenic, Nickel, Silver, and Zinc: The report used EPA’s saltwater acute/chronic criteriainstead of the
correct freshwater acute/chronic criteria for the “high hazard” thresholds for arsenic, nickel, silver, zinc.
The proper freshwater criteriaare shown below.

Metal Freshwater Chronic Criterion Satwater Chronic Criterion (used in the report incorrectly)
Arsenic 150 pg/L 36 ug/L

Nickel 14 pg/L 8.2 ug/L

Zinc 79 pg/L 81 pg/L

Metal Freshwater Acute Criterion Saltwater Chronic Acute (used in the report incorrectly)
Silver 1.5ug/L 1.9 ug/L

Barium: The “high hazard” threshold identified in the report for barium (1,000 pg/L) isan old
recommendation for treated drinking water. The current recommendation is 2,000 ug/L and Virginia has
adopted acriterion of 2,000 pug/L that is applicable to designated public water supplies. However, the
receiving water is not a designated water supply so thisis not applicable.

Selenium: The high hazard threshold concentration used in the report of 2 pg/L for selenium is an older,
EPA draft recommendation but the most recent draft recommendation for selenium in riversis 3.1 ug/L.
Virginiaand EPA’s current chronic criterion for seleniumis5 pg/L.

Cabalt, Manganese, Thallium, and Vanadium: The report identifies the source of the “high hazard”
screening concentrations for cobalt, manganese, thallium, and vanadium for these four metals as EPA
water quality criteria but EPA has not established recommended water quality criteria for the protection
of aquatic life for these four metals. The actual source of the “high hazard” threshold concentrations
cannot be determined for cobalt, manganese, thallium, and vanadium. Without knowing where these
concentrations came from, DEQ cannot assess the significance of these values.

The hazard assessment approach used in thereport

In Dr. Lemly’ s report, Table 1 shows alist of metals with concentrations Dr. Lemly identified asa*high
hazard”, which he identifies as concentrations that “exceed acute or chronic toxic levels’. These “high
hazard” concentrations are divided by two to produce a “moderate hazard” and divided again by two to
produce a*“low hazard” concentration. Thisis Dr. Lemly’s own method of trying to assess various
concentrations of potentially toxic substances. This method of smple division by two to differentiate
between “high”, “moderate”’ or “low” hazard levelsis arbitrary and has no relationship to demonstrated
toxicity, nor can it be related to any quantifiable level of potential risk. The chronic criterion
concentration is already protective and represents a“no risk” assessment value of significant toxic effects
to the aquatic community. Using half of an aready “no risk” concentration or one quarter of the “no risk”
level does not provide any significant toxicological extravalue or protection. Although the report
identifies the concentrations used to set the “high hazard” threshold concentration as being EPA water
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quality criteria, some are but some are not. When the “high hazard” concentration in Table 1 is not the
same as a chronic criterion, many of the values used in the report are lower than the actua applicable
criterion.

When the “high hazard” concentration used in the report’s assessment is based on an established chronic
criterion concentration, the hazard assessment procedure used in the report treats these as a threshold
between moderate and high hazards. Thisisa misrepresentation of the basis of these well established
chronic water quality criteria. At the concentration of the chronic criterion, there should be very little or
no potential for toxic effects. The chronic criterion isa concentration that is considered to be protective
of aguatic life and concentrations at these chronic criteria values do not represent any significant risk to
aquatic life (i.e., no lethal effects and no adverse effects on spawning or reproduction, or growth).
However, the report treats these chronic criteria as “high hazard” values. It would be more accurate to
recognize the chronic criterion as the protective concentration that it represents and treat that criterion asa
threshold between “no hazard”, with concentrations higher than the chronic criterion but lower than the
acute criterion as having “low hazard”. Thisisbecause at concentrations below the chronic criterion, no
adverse effects on the aquatic community is expected (i.e., no deaths or adverse effects on reproduction,
growth or development of early life stages of fish or invertebrates). Chronic criteria are designed to
provide this high level of protection based on a careful assessment of everything known about the toxicity
of the chemical at the time the criterion was devel oped and adopted.

The report treats any value above a chronic criterion as asign that adverse toxic effects are expected to be
imminent and widespread. More redlistically, at concentrations above the chronic criterion but below the
acute criterion; some reductionsin reproductive success or growth could occur if any of the local species
are actually among the more sensitive species known in the entire national database. But, no deaths
would be expected as long as the acute criterion is not exceeded.

The main difficulty with the approach taken in the report is that the assessment treats the permit limits as
though these concentrations will be the concentrations that aquatic life in the James River will be exposed
to for enough time for the exposure to cause toxic effects. This could be several days if the high threshold
value isthe same as atrue chronic criterion. The report ignores the fact that the discharge will be diluted
by the much higher volume of flow in theriver.

A mor e detailed review of the individual metals' “high hazard” threshold concentration used in Dr.
L emly’ s assessment is shown below.

Arsenic: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 36 pg/L.
EPA’sand Virginia s water quality criteriafor the protection of aquatic life in freshwater for arsenicis
340 pg/L acute criterion (as a one hour average) and 150 pg/L chronic criterion (as afour day average).

EPA last updated their arsenic criteriain 1995, and the most sensitive speciesin the toxicity database was
affected at 874 ug/L in an acute test, and at 891 pg/L in achronic test. The “high hazard “ concentration of
36 ug/L isonly 4.1 % of the lowest toxic value in the data base for arsenic. EPA’s criteriafor arsenic do
not identify 36 pg/L as acriterion or as atoxic threshold.

Barium: Table 1 showsa*“high” value of 1000 pug/L.
Virginia has not adopted an aquatic life based water criterion for barium and EPA does not have any
recommended water quality criteriafor barium for the protection of aquatic life.

In 1976, EPA published arecommendation of 1,000 pug/L in domestic water supplies. This appearsto be
the source of the high hazard concentration. EPA’s Drinking Water Program now recommends 2,000
Mg/l as an allowable maximum contaminant level for barium in finished drinking water and Virginia has
adopted this as a criterion for the protection of human health and this applies only at designated public
water supplies.
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Cadmium: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 0.25 pg/L.

EPA’ s current water quality criteriafor the protection of aquatic life in freshwater for cadmium would be
2.0 ug/L acute and 0.25 pg/L chronic at a hardness of 100 mg/L as shown in an examplein EPA’s
“National Recommended Water Quality Criteria-Aquatic Life Criteria Table”, available on EPA’s
website that can be found here http://www.epa gov/wgc/national -recommended-water-quality-criteria-
aguatic-life-criteria-table.

Thisisidentified as the source of the 0.25 pg/L used in the report as a high hazard concentration. The
situation with cadmium is complicated in that Virginia' s water quality criteriafor cadmium are different
from EPA’ s current criteriarecommendations. Virginia' s water quality criteriafor the protection of
aquatic lifein freshwater for cadmium are 2.3 pg/L acute and 0.78 ug/L at a hardness of 62.5 mg/L.
Virginia s existing criteriamust be used in setting permit limits. To complicate the issue further, on
December 1, 2015, EPA began the public process of revising their national recommended criteriafor
cadmium, also updating the criteriawith more recent toxicity information. EPA’s new draft cadmium
chronic criteriain freshwater would be 0.51 ug/L at ahardness of 62.5 mg/L for the James River. So, for
cadmium there are a number of concentrations that could be used to assess this situation, but only the
current Virginia criteria can be used to set permit limits.

Chromium: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 11 pg/L.

Virginia s chronic water quality criterion for the protection of aguatic life in freshwater for chromium VI
is11 pg/L (the same as EPA’ s criterion) and thisisidentified as the source of the ‘high” concentration in
Table 1. The chromium VI criteriaare not adjusted for hardness. Virginia's chronic water quality
criterion the protection of aquatic life in freshwater for chromium I11 is 50 ug/L at a hardness of 62.5
mg/L (the same as EPA’s criterion). As noted elsewhere, the report incorrectly compares the lower,
chronic criterion for chromium V1 to the draft permit limits for the less toxic chromium I11.

Cabalt: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 16 pg/L.

Virginiahas not adopted a surface water criterion for cobalt and EPA does not have any recommended
water quality criteriafor cobalt for the protection of aguatic life. The source of the value of the “high”
value of 16 pg/L isunidentified.

Copper: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 1.45 ug/L.

The source of thisisidentified as the 2007 EPA bictic ligand model for copper. The various
concentrations of the various parameter inputs are not shown, so it is not possible to independently
ascertain if the value of 1.45 pg/L is appropriate for the James River conditions at Bremo Bl uff.

Virginia s chronic water quality criterion for the protection of aquatic life in freshwater for copper is 6.0
Mg/l at ahardness of 62.5 mg/L. Virginiais proposing to adopt the biotic ligand model for copper as an
aternate criteriafor copper in freshwater, but until the State Water Control Board officially adopts this
amendment and EPA approves it, the biotic ligand model cannot be used to establish legal permit limitsin
Virginia

Lead: Table1showsa“high” valueof 2.5 ug/L.

EPA’s Current water quality criteriafor leadwould be 65 pg/L acute and 2.5 pg/L at a hardness of 100 as
shown in an example in EPA’s “National Recommended Water Quality Criteria-Aquatic Life Criteria
Table’, available on EPA’ s website that can be found here http://www.epa.gov/wgc/national -
recommended-water-quality-criteria-aguatic-life-criteria-table. This seemsto be the source of the 2.5
Mg/l identified as ahigh hazard concentration. Virginia' s water quality criteriafor lead are different
from EPA’ s criteria. EPA’s criteriawere developed in 1980, but Virginia updated these criteriain the
mid 1990s by adding additional, more recent toxicity to the database for |ead and recal culated the
freshwater lead criteria. Virginia s chronic water quality criterion for the protection of aquatic lifein
freshwater for lead is 6.0 ug/L at a hardness of 62.5 mg/L.
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Manganese: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 790 pg/L.

Virginia has not adopted a surface water criterion for manganese and EPA does not have any
recommended water quality criteriafor manganese for the protection of aguatic life. The source of the
value of the “high” value of 790 ug/L is unidentified.

Mercury: Table 1 showsa*high” value of 0.77 pug/L.
Thisvalue equals Virginia s and EPA’s chronic water quality criterion for the protection of aquatic lifein
freshwater.

Nickel: Table 1 showsa“high” valueof 8.2 ug/L.

EPA’s, and Virginia' s water quality chronic criterion for saltwater is 8.2 ug/L. If thisisthe source of this
value, then it isinappropriate to use a saltwater criterion to assess potential effects on freshwater aquatic
life. Virginia swater quality criterion for the protection of aquatic life in freshwater for nickel at a
hardness of 62.5 mg/L is 14 ug/L.

Selenium: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 2 pg/L.

EPA’s 2014 draft criteriafor selenium is identified as the source of this value, but the 2014 draft
recommended 4.8 ug/L for flowing waters and 1.3 pg/L in lakes and reservoirs. The most recent draft
criteriafor selenium were published in 2015 and this recommended 3.1 pg/L for flowing waters and 1.2
Mg/L inlakes and reservoirs. EPA has not finalized their recommended criteria for selenium at thistime.
Virginia s chronic water quality criterion for the protection of aguatic life in freshwater for seleniumis5

HO/L.

Silver: Table 1 showsa“high” value of 1.9 ug/L.

EPA’s,and Virginia s acute water quality criterion for saltwater is 1.9 pg/L. If thisisthe source of this
value used in the report, then it isinappropriate to use a saltwater criterion to assess potentia effects on
freshwater aquatic life. EPA’sand Virginia' s acute water quality criterion for the protection of aquatic
lifein freshwater for silver at a hardness of 62.5 mg/L is 1.5 pg/L.

Thallium: Table 1 showsa*“high” value of 20 pg/L.

Virginiahas not adopted a surface water criterion for thallium and EPA does not have any recommended
water quality criteriafor thallium for the protection of aguatic life. The source of the value of the “high”
value of 20 pg/L isunidentified

Vanadium: Table 1 showsa“high” vaue of 80 ug/L.

Virginia has not adopted a surface water criterion for vanadium and EPA does not have any
recommended water quality criteriafor vanadium for the protection of aquatic life. The source of the
value of the “high” value of 80 pg/L is unidentified.

Zinc: Table 1 showsa*high” value of 81 ug/L.

EPA’sand Virginia s chronic water quality criterion for saltwater is81 ug/L. If thisisthe source of this
value used in the report, then it isinappropriate to use a saltwater criterion to assess potentia effects on
freshwater aguatic life. EPA’sand Virginia' s chronic water quality criterion for the protection of aquatic
lifein freshwater for silver at a hardness of 62.5 mg/L is 79 ug/L.
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Attachment C
VPDES Per mit No. VA0004138 — Dominion — Bremo Power Station
Commenter Listing

Thistable lists the commenters who submitted comments during the public comment period.

Name/ Organization
The Honorable A. Donald McEachin, 9" District Senator
Aaron Parr
Adam Tremper / James River Outdoor Coalition
Adam Freeman
Adam Wilson
AilsalLong
Alan Sturgis
Alex Funke
Alex Schettine
Alexandra Rooke
Allan Thomson
Allison Brooks
AmandaMichel
Amanda Phillips
AmeliaKirby
AmeliaWilliams
AmieKollatz
Amory Fischer
Amy Gould
Amy Miller
Amy Pearsall
Amy Waters
Amy Y eargan
Andrew Geyer
Andrew Hawkins
Andy Backowski
AngelaWard
Ann Furniss
Anne Davis
Anne Gibbons
Anne McKeithen
Anne Pole
Anne Weems
Annie MacPhee Miller
April L. Hooks
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Ashley Bishop

Ashley Miller
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Barbara Williamson
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Ben Moore/ Riverside Outfitters

Ben May

Ben Hawkins

Ben Williamson

Beth Greenberg

Beth Ike

Beth Roach

Bethany Cardone

Bhagya Nair

Bill Cranor

Bill Hutt

Bill Swarm

Bill Trout

Bill Vanzetta

Bill Whittaker

Blake Hastings

Blue Stubblefield

Blythe Penn

Bob Burch

Bobby Efird

Brad Baskette

Brad Hierstetter / Bay Catfish Advocates

Brad McLane/ Southern Environmental Law Center

Bradford McLane

Bradley Knopf

Brandon Closson

Brantley Tyndall

Brenda Goodman

Brenda Hyson

Brendan Burke

Bret Williams

Brett Hillman / United States Fish and Wildlife Service
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Bruce Cdlis Jr

Bruce Kaiser

Bryce Roberts
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Carmen Dailey

Carol Moates

Carole Todd
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Carolyn Schuyler

Carrie Allen
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Cary Moy
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Cheryl Marschak
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Christie Bondurant
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Christine L. Harrison
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Clint Peters
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Corey Schmidt
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Dr. Daniel Shaye/ James River Association
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Fred Lavy
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FriedaM. Davis
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Gary Craig/ Richmond BMX
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Gray Puryear

Greg Hulcher
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Herschel L. Finch / Warren County 1zaak Walton League
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James River Outdoor Coalition
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Jan Wiley
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Jason Berry
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Jay Tubb

Jeff & Shirley Lavin

Jeff Elliott / Foothill Guide Service

Jeffrey Bock
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Jesse McCauley
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John Mays

John McPeek

John Moser
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Kyle Moore
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LenaLewis
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Linda Canino
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Lindsay Sterling
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Lois Lommel
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Louis Nguyen

Luke Stevens
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Lynn Wilson
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Margaret Bonsee

Margaret Harrison

Margaret Kidd
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Mariah Dudley
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Mark Director
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Marlene Paul

Marshall Painter
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Mary Beth Mains

Marybeth Thompson

Mary Dowell

Mary Graf

Mary Grogan

Mary Hampton Cook

Mary-Helen Sullivan

Massey Whorley

Matt Carozza

Matt Hughes

Matt Perry

Matthew Hall

Matthew Montero

Matthew Oltmann

Matthew Rosenberg

Matthew Wild

Maverick Wayfarer

Maxwell Posner

Maxwell Wyndorf

Maya White-Lurie
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Melissa Hull

Melissa Johnson

MelissaLesh

Melissa Smith
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Melody Kaufman
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Merritt Stephens

Michael (last name unknown)

Michadl Kozakewicz

Mike Lang

Mike Mather

Mike Moran

Mike Ostrander / Discover the James

Mike Sims

Mike Ward / The Bass College

Miles Kimbrough

Mitch Athearn

Mitchell Smiley

Monika Merk

Morgan Canaan

N. Anderson Ellis

Name and Address Unreadable

Name Unreadable, 1513 Porter Street Richmond VA 23224

Name Unreadable (1), 1512 W. 45" Street Richmond VA 23225

Name Unreadable (2), 1512 W. 45" Street Richmond VA 23225

Name Unreadable, 233 W. Grace Street, Unit B Richmond VA 23220

Name Unreadable, 1128 Hermitage Road Richmond VA 23220

Name Unreadable, 1800 L e cester Road Richmond VA 23225

Nancy Ball

Nancy Fowler / Friends of the James River Park

Nancy Plaxico

Nancy Wood

Nat Draper

Natalie Patino-Wright

Natasha Atkins

Nathan Loop

Nettle Lile

Nick Derosa

Nick Kuriger

Nicolas Hite

NoraMorris

Page Fagalde

Paige Goodpasture

Pamela Harrington

Pat Okerlund

PatriciaLarch

PatriciaVonOhlen
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Patrick Calvert / Upper James Riverkeeper

Patrick Flaherty

Patti Jo Knight

Paul Gross

Paula Chow

Peg Lockwood

Peggy Giles

Peggy Harris

Peter Dreyer

Peter Stutts

Peter W. Smith

Peter Weems

Phil Cunningham

Phil Mattes

Phil Shannon

Phyllis White

Puck Byrne

R. Wayne Ellis

R.E. Pettigrew

Rachel Campbell

Ray Fernald / Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries

Rachel Kelleher

Rachele Bullen

Raymond Smith

Rebecca Beirne

Rebecca Ledingham

Rebecca Piatt

Rebecca St. Clair

Reid Shepherd

Rhonda Hening Davis

Rhonda Ligon
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Richard Owens

Richard McLane |

Richard Sorensen

Richard Taschler

Ricky Simpson

Riley Gorman

Rob Choi
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Robbie Rhur / Virginia Department of Conservation and Recreation

Robbi Savage / Rivanna Conservation Society

Raobert Davenport

Robert Leggett

Robert Loeser

Robert Schumacher

Raobert Shippee

Robin Broder

Robin Eshleman

Roderick Burke

Rogard Ross

Roger Schickedantz

Roger Black

Ronnie Gannon

Rosa Roncales

Rose Dubuque

Ross Evans

Ross Moorefield

Roxanne Wackenhuth

Russdll Koscj

Ruth Benger

Ryan Hill

Sally Anderson

Sam Cavanaugh

Samantha Barnes

Samuel Bleicher

Sandy Beebe

Sandy Harrington

Sara Fahringer

Sarah G Stewart / Richmond Regional Planning District Commission

Sarah Kennedy

Sarah Montijo

Sarah Sanford

Scott Anderson

Scott Dysart

Scott Henley

Shannon Brennan

Shannon Harrison

Shannon Lynn Fahey

Shayna Cooke

Sheri Langham
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Sherrie Good

SophiaDiPersio

Spencer Miller

Stacy Abbott

Stacy Hines

Stephanie Bertram

Stephen Ensign

Stephen Lockhart

Steve Young

Steven Bruckner

Steven Carter-Lovejoy

Steven Dailey

Sue DeJesus

Summer Schultz

Susan Cable

Susan Eanes

Susan Goode

Susan Lamson

Susan Loop

Suzanne Keller

Suzanne Michels

Suzanne Owens

Sydney Pulliam

TdiaMoser

Tatiane Pena

Taylor Purcell

Tee Clarkson

TeresaCole

Therese Hellerman

Thomas Crockett

Thomas Tucker

TinaBujno

TinaHorowitz

Tom Thompson

Tom Hoffman

Tomasz Choroszucha

Tony Adams/ Float Fishermen of Virginia

Tory Hendelman

Trevor Frost

Tricia Pearsal

Trisha Draege
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Tyler Ladner
Vernon Wong
Vicki Roach
Vincent Revene
Vincent Young
Virginia Cowles
VirginiaFelipe-Moraes
Virginia Germino
Virginia Piper

W. Federico
Warren Ahrens
Whitney Whiting / Blue Ridge Environmental Defense League
William DuLaney
William Nicar
William L. Herring
William Penniman
William R. Burgess
William Y ates
Wilma Bradbeer

Y uri Norrell

Zach Perkins
Zachary Fox

Additional comments were received after 11:59 pm on December 14, 2015. The additiona comments were
reviewed by staff.
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COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Per mit No. VA0004138

Effective Date:
Expiration Date:

AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
VIRGINIA POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SY STEM
AND
THE VIRGINIA STATE WATER CONTROL LAW
In compliance with the provisions of the Clean Water Act as amended and pursuant to the State Water Control
Law and regulations adopted pursuant thereto, the following owner is authorized to discharge in accordance
with the information submitted with the permit application, and with this permit cover page, Part | -

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements, and Part || — Conditions Applicable To All VPDES
Permits, as set forth herein.

Owner: Virginia Electric and Power Company
Facility Name: Dominion —Bremo Power Station
County: Fluvanna

Facility Location: 1038 Bremo Road, Bremo Bluff

The owner is authorized to discharge to the following receiving stream:

Stream: James River (Outfalls 001-004 and 006-008)
Holman Creek (Outfall 009)

River Basin: James River (Middle)

River Subbasin: N/A

Section: 10

Class: "

Specid Standards.  None

Amy T. Owens, Regional Director
Valley Regional Office

Date:
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EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

1. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until the permit’s expiration date, the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall 001 (Once-Through
Condenser Cooling Water).

This discharge shall belimited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
Monthly Average Weekly Average Minimum Maximum Frequenc Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 2 NL NA NA NL 1/Day Calculated
pH (standard units) NA NA 6.0 9.0 1/Month Grab
Total Residual Chlorine (TRC)(mg/L) >¢ 0.0099 NA NA 0.02 1/Day Grab
Heat Rejection (x10° BTU/Hr) ¢ NA NA NA 1.62 UMonth Calculated
Temperature (°C) NL NA NA NL 1/Day IS
Intake Temperature (°C) NL NA NA NL 1/Day IS
NL = No Limitation, monitoring required NA = Not Applicable IS= Immersion Stabilization
a.  Thereare no wastewater treatment facilities. The permit is based on a once-through condenser cooling water flow of 157.6 MGD.
b. SeePart |.C for additiona monitoring instructions.
c.  When chlorineis not applied the daily maximum shall be reported as“NR” meaning not required. See Part 1.G.10 for additional monitoring instructions.
d. SeePart I.G.13for additional monitoring instructions.
e.  Thereshall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
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EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

2. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until the permit’s expiration date, the permittee is authorized to discharge from internal Outfall 101 (Traveling
Screen Backwash).

This discharge shall belimited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
Monthly Average Weekly Average Minimum Maximum Freguenc Sample Type

Internal Outfall 101 shall contain only river water from the screen backwash. No monitoring of this outfall isrequired.

a  Thereshal beno discharge of process wastewater from this outfall.
b. There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
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3. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until the permit’s expiration date, the permittee is authorized to discharge from internal Outfall 203 (Discharge
from the Sewage Treatment Plant prior to discharge into the Stormwater Management Pond).

This discharge shall belimited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS

Monthly Average

Flow (MGD) 2 NL
pH NA
BOD;° 30 mg/L 49kg/d
Total Suspended Solids © 30 mg/L 4.9kg/d

126

E. coli (N/100 mL) ® Geometric Mean

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required

DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS

NA = Not Applicable

Weekly Average

45 mg/L
45 mg/L

NA
NA

NA

7.4 kg/d
7.4kg/d

Minimum Maximum
NA NL
6.0 9.0
NA NA
NA NA
NA NA

MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Freguenc Sample Type
1/Month Estimate
1/Month Grab
1/Month Grab
1/Month Grab

4/Month in any month of
each calendar year
10am.to4 p.m. Grab

4/Month in any month of each calendar year = 4 sampleswith at least 1 sample taken each calendar week, in any calendar month and reported with the December DMR due January

10" of every year

a

b. SeePart |.B for disinfection requirements.

c. SeePart|.Cfor additiona monitoring instructions.
d.

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

Thedesign flow of this treatment facility is 0.0432 MGD. SeePart |.G.1 for additiona requirements related to facility flows.
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4. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until one of the conditionsin Part 1.G.19 ismet or until internal Outfall 202 isretired, or until the permit’s
expiration date whichever occurs first, the permittee is authorized to discharge from internal Outfall 202. Internal Outfall 202 is only authorized to discharge to the West Ash Pond.

This discharge shall belimited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS

DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS

Monthly Average Weekly Average
Flow (MGD) ? NL NA
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L) ° 30.0 NA
Oil and Grease (mg/L) © 15.0 NA
Total Iron® 1.0 mg/L 3.8kg/d NA
Total Copper® 1.0 mg/L 3.8kg/d NA

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required NA = Not Applicable

Minimum

NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

Maximum
NL
100.0
20.0
1.0 mg/L 6.1 kg/d
1.0 mg/L 6.1 kg/d

a  Thelimits are based on a maximum 30-day average flow of 1.0146 MGD and a daily maximum flow of 1.6138 MGD.

b. SeePart |.C for additiona monitoring instructions.

c. Interna Outfall 202 will beretired following the closure of the M etals Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin.

MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Frequency Sample Type
1/Month Estimate
1/Month Grab
1/Month Grab
1/Month Grab
1/Month Grab
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5. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until the permit’s expiration date, the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall 002. Any discharge

from the West Ash Pond to an external outfall must meet the requirementsin Part 1.A.9.

This discharge shall belimited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS

DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS

Monthly Average Weekly Average
Flow (MGD) 2 NL NA
pH (standard units) NA NA
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L) ° 30.0 NA
Oil & Grease (mg/L) ° 15.0 NA
Total Residual Chlorine (TRC)(mg/L) ¢ 0.036 NA
TKN (mg/L) ® NA NA
Nitrite-N + Nitrate-N (mg/L) ® NA NA
Total Nitrogen (mg/L) ®f NA NA
Total Phosphorus (mg/L) ° NA NA

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required NA = Not Applicable

2/Month = 2 samples taken during the calendar month, no lessthan 7 days apart

1/Year = Annual sampling with the results submitted with the DMR due January 10™ of each year

Thelimits are based on aflow of 4.2912 MGD.

poo

discharged through Outfall 002.

@~oa

See Part |.C for additional monitoring and reporting requirements.
Effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond may be discharged through Outfall 002. TRC limits and monitoring apply if effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond is

Minimum

NA
6.0
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA

Maximum

NL
9.0
100.0
20.0
0.072
NL
NL
NL
NL

MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Frequenc

2/Month
2/Month
2/Month
2/Month
1/Day
VY ear
VY ear
1/Year
VY ear

Sample Type
Estimate

Grab
Grab
Grab
Grab
Grab
Grab
Calculated
Grab

Sampling for the parameters listed above may take place prior to commingling with treated process wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505.

During the dewatering activities when Part 1.A.9 is effective, process wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 may be discharged through Outfall 002.
Total Nitrogen, which is the sum of TKN and Nitrite-N + Nitrate-N, shall be derived from the results of those tests.

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

6. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until Outfall 003 isretired, or until the permit’s expiration date, whichever comes first, the permitteeis
authorized to discharge from Outfall 003.

a

b.

C.
d.

During the period prior to Part I.A.9 becoming effective, Outfall 003 shall contain only stormwater not exposed to industrial activity. There shall be no discharge of process

wastewater from Outfall 003 prior to Part |.A.9 becoming effective.
During the dewatering activities when Part 1.A.9 is effective, process wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 may be discharged through Outfall 003.

Outfall 003 will beretired following the completion of the dewatering activities at the facility.
There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
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EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

7. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until Outfall 004 isretired, or until the permit’s expiration date, whichever occursfirst, the permitteeis
authorized to discharge from Outfall 004. Any discharge from the North Ash Pond to an external outfall must meet the requirementsin Part 1.A.9.

This discharge shall belimited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
Monthly Average Weekly Average Minimum Maximum Freguenc Sample Type
Flow (MGD) ? NL NA NA NL 2/Month Estimate
pH (standard units) NA NA 6.0 9.0 2/Month Grab
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L) ° 30.0 NA NA 100.0 2/Month Grab
Oil & Grease (mg/L) " 15.0 NA NA 20.0 2/Month Grab
Total Residual Chlorine (TRC)(mg/L) ¢ 0.036 NA NA 0.072 1/Day Grab

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required NA = Not Applicable
2/Month = 2 samples taken during the calendar month, no less than 7 days apart

a Thelimitsare based on aflow of 4.2912 MGD.

b. SeePart |.C for additional monitoring and reporting requirements.

Effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond may be discharged through Outfall 004. TRC limits and monitoring apply if effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond is
discharged through Outfall 004.

Sampling for the parameters listed above may take place prior to commingling with treated process wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505.

During the dewatering activities when Part 1.A.9 is effective, process wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 may be discharged through Outfall 004.
Outfall 004 will beretired foll owing the completion of the dewatering activities at the facility.

There shal be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

o

@r~oa
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

8. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until the permit’s expiration date, whichever comesfirst, the permittee is authorized to discharge from Outfall
006.

During the period prior to Part I.A.9 becoming effective, Outfall 006 shall contain only stormwater not exposed to industrial activity. There shall be no discharge of process

wastewater from Outfall 006 prior to Part |.A.9 becoming effective.
b. During the dewatering activities when Part |.A.9 is effective, process wastewater from Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 may be discharged through Outfall 006.

Following the dewatering activities, Outfall 006 shall contain only stormwater not associated with a regulated industrial activity where monitoring would be required. There shall

be no discharge of process wastewater from Outfall 006 during this period.
d. Thereshal be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

a

C.
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

9. During the period beginning with the permit’s effective date and lasting until completion of dewatering activities, or until the permit’s expiration date, whichever comesfirst, the
permittee is authorized to discharge from interna Outfall 501 (process wastewater from dewatering activities in the West Ash Pond), Outfall 502 (process wastewater from dewatering
activitiesin the North Ash Pond), Outfall 503 (process wastewater from dewatering activities in the East Ash Ponds), Outfall 504 (combination of process wastewaters from dewatering
activitiesin the West Ash Pond, North Ash Pond, East Ash Ponds, and Metals Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin), and Outfall 505 (process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the
Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin). Any process wastewater removed from the West Ash Pond, North Ash Pond, and East Ash Ponds for discharge purposes is considered to be
process wastewater from dewatering activities. SeePart 1.G.19 for requirements regarding the decanting and dewatering of the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin.

This discharge shall be limited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
Monthly Average ~ Weekly Average Minimum Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 2 NL NA NA NL 1/Day Estimate
pH (standard units) ™ NA NA 6.0 9.0 3/Week Grab
Total Suspended Solids (mg/L) ™ 30.0 NA NA 100.0 3/Week 4HC
Oil & Grease (mg/L) P 15.0 NA NA 20.0 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Antimony (ug/L) ®" 2,100 NA NA 2,100 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Arsenic (ug/L) > 290 NA NA 530 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Cadmium (ug/L) ®" 18 NA NA 32 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Chromium 111 (ug/L) ®™ 120 NA NA 220 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Chromium VI (ug/L) > 18 NA NA 34 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Copper (ug/L) P 12 NA NA 23 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Lead (ug/L) ®™ 19 NA NA 35 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Mercury (ug/L) P 15 NA NA 28 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Nickel (ug/L) > 31 NA NA 57 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Sdlenium (ug/L) > 9.6 NA NA 18 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Silver (ug/L) > 2.7 NA NA 5.0 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Thallium (ug/L) > 14 NA NA 14 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Zinc (ug/L) P 110 NA NA 210 3/Week 4HC
Chloride (mg/L) ®M 450 NA NA 820 3/Week 4HC
Ammonia-N (mg/L) > 9.6 NA NA 14 3/Week 4HC
Hardness (mg/L as CaCOs) ™ NL NA NA NL 3/Week 4HC
Cyanide, Free (ug/L) NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Aluminum (ug/L) ' NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Barium (ug/L) ' NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Beryllium (ug/L) NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Boron (ug/L) ' NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC

Total Recoverable Cobalt (ug/L) NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
9. Continued from previous page
EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
Monthly Average =~ Weekly Average Minimum Maximum Frequenc Sample Type
Total Recoverable Iron (ug/L) ' NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Molybdenum (ug/L) ' NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Vanadium (ug/L) ' NL NA NA NL 1/Month 4HC
Acute Whol e Effluent Toxicity, Ceriodaphniadubia (%) ©! NA NA 100 NA 1/Month 24 HC
Chronic Whole Effluent Toxicity, Ceriodaphniadubia (TUc) © NA NA NA 6.25 1/Month 24HC
Acute Whole Effluent Toxicity, Pimephales promeas (%) NA NA 100 NA 1/Month 24 HC
Chronic Whole Effluent Toxicity, Pimephales promelas (TUc) ¢! NA NA NA 6.25 1/Month 24HC

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required NA = Not Applicable 4 HC = 4- hour Composite 24 HC = 24- hour Composite

a
b.
C
d

Thelimits are based on aflow of 10.2912 MGD.

See Part |.C for additional monitoring instructions.

See Part |.E for additional monitoring instructions.

Thedischarges frominternal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 are authorized to discharge to the Stormwater Management Pond and West Treatment Pond and through Outfalls
002, 003, 004, and/or 006.

Ash dewatering water (pore water within the coal combustion residuals mass) and contact stormwater (stormwater that has contacted the coal combustion residuals) are process
wastewater from dewatering activities.

Compliance with the limits above may be demonstrated with or without additional treatment.

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.

Sampling for the parameters identified with a monitoring frequency of “3/Week” for Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 shall occur at least three (3) days per week with
aminimum of 48 hours between sampling events. A sampling week extends Sunday through Saturday. The permittee shall contract to receive results for parameters identified
with a monitoring frequency of “3/Week” within four business days of taking the sasmple. Results of the weekly sampling shall be reported to DEQ no later than the close of
business Friday of the week following sample collection. This reporting requirement does not substitute for, or alter, Part 11.C concerning the monthly reporting of monitoring
results with the Discharge Monitoring Report.

The composite period for the parameters identified with a monitoring frequency of “1/Month” for Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, and 505 shall occur within the composite period
for the Whol e Effluent Toxicity monitoring.

See Part |.G.22 for additional requirements.
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

10. During the period beginning with the discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities through internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 and lasting until the discharge of
process wastewater from dewatering activities ceases, or until the permit’s expiration date, whichever comes first, the permitteeis authorized to discharge from Outfall 999*

This discharge shall be limited and monitored as specified bel ow:

EFFLUENT CHARACTERISTICS DISCHARGE LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
Monthly Average Weekly Average Minimum Maximum Frequenc Sample Type
Flow, MGD NL NA NA 10.2912 1/Month Cadlculated

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required NA = Not Applicable

a.  Outfall 999 isnot an existing discharge point. Itisameans of reporting total flow discharged through internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 during the dewatering activities
for the North Ash Pond, East Ash Ponds, West Ash Pond, and Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin. The limits are based on aflow of 10.2912 MGD.
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS - FINAL CONFIGURATION
11. Upon completion of construction of Qutfalls 007, 008, and 009 and lasting until the permit’s expiration date, the permitteeis authorized to discharge from Outfalls 007, 008, and 009.
a  Outfalls 007, 008, and 009 shall contain only stormwater not exposed to industrial activity.

b.  There shall be no discharge of process wastewater from these outfalls.
c. Thereshall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
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B. ADDITIONAL TRC AND E. COLI LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS — Outfall 203

1
2.

TRC shall be monitored at the outlet of each operating chlorine contact tank, 1/Day by grab sample.

No more than 3 samples for TRC taken at the outlet of each operating chlorine contact tank, shall be less
than 1.0 mg/L for any one calendar month.

No TRC sample collected at the outlet of any operating chlorine contact tank, shall be lessthan 0.6 mg/L.

If chlorine disinfection is not used, E. coli shal be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified
below:

Discharge Limit Monitoring Reguirements

Monthly Average Frequency Sample Type
E. coli 126 4/Month* Grab
(N/100 mL) (Geometric Mean) Between 10 am. and 4 p.m.

*4/Month = 4 samples taken monthly, with at least 1 sample taken each calendar week

ThisE. coli requirement, if applicable, shall substitute for the TRC and E. coli requirements specified
above and elsewhere in this permit.

C. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS - ADDITIONAL INSTRUCTIONS

1

The quantification levels (QLs) shall be less than or equal to the following concentrations:

Effluent Characteristic QL
BODs 2 mg/L
Total Suspended Solids 1.0 mg/L
Totd Residua Chlorine 0.10 mg/L
Ammonia-N 0.20 mg/L
Qil & Grease 5.0 mg/L
Chloride 10 mg/L
Totd Recoverable Antimony 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Arsenic 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Cadmium 1.0 pg/L
Total Recoverable Chromium I11 5.0 ug/L
Tota Recoverable Chromium VI 5.0 ug/L
Tota Recoverable Copper 5.0 ug/L
Tota Recoverable Lead 5.0 ug/L
Tota Recoverable Mercury 0.1 pg/L
Totd Recoverable Nickel 5.0 ug/L
Total Recoverable Selenium 5.0 ug/L
Totd Recoverable Silver 0.4 g/l
Total Recoverable Thallium 1.0 pg/L
Total Recoverable Zinc 25 pg/L
Tota Copper 5.0 ug/L
Totd Iron 0.25 mg/L

The QL is defined as the lowest concentration used to calibrate a measurement system in accordance with
the procedures published for the method. It isthe responsibility of the permittee to ensure that proper
quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) protacols are followed during the sampling and ana ytical
procedures. QA/QC information shall be documented to confirm that appropriate analytical procedures
have been used and the required QL s have been attained. The permittee shall use any method in
accordance with Part I1.A of this permit.
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2. Compliance Reporting

a

Monthly Average — Compliance with the monthly average limitations and/or reporting requirements
for the parameters listed in Part 1.C.1 shall be determined as follows:. All concentration data below the
QL used for the analysis shall be treated as zero. All concentration data equal to or above the QL used
for the analysis shall be treated asit isreported. An arithmetic average shall be calculated using all
reported data for the month, including the defined zeros. This arithmetic average shall be reported on
the Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) as calculated. If all data are below the QL used for the
anaysis, then the average shall be reported as "<QL". If reporting for quantity is required on the DMR
and the reported monthly average concentration is <QL, then report "<QL" for the quantity.

Otherwise use the reported concentration data (including the defined zeros) and flow datafor each
sample day to determine the daily quantity and report the monthly average of the calculated daily
guantities.

Daily Maximum — Compliance with the daily maximum limitations and/or reporting requirements for
the parameterslisted in Part 1.C.1 shall be determined as follows: All concentration data below the QL
used for the analysis shall be treated as zero. All concentration data equal to or above the QL used for
the analysis shall be treated as reported. An arithmetic average shal be caculated using all reported
data, including the defined zeros, collected within each day during the reporting month. The
maximum val ue of these daily averages thus determined shall be reported on the DMR asthe Daily
Maximum. If all data are below the QL used for the analysis, then the maximum value of the daily
averages shall be reported as "<QL". If reporting for quantity is required on the DMR and the reported
daily maximum concentration is <QL, then report "<QL" for the quantity. Otherwise use the reported
daily average concentrations (including the defined zeros) and corresponding daily flows to determine
daily average quantities and report the maximum of the daily average quantities during the reporting
month.

Single Datum — Any single datum required shall be reported as "<QL" if it isless than the QL used for
the analysis. Otherwise the numerical value shall be reported.

The permittee shall report at least the same number of significant digits as the permit limit for agiven
parameter. Regardless of the rounding convention used (i.e., 5 dways rounding up or to the nearest
even number) by the permittee, the permittee shall use the convention consistently, and shall ensure
that consulting laboratories employed by the permittee use the same convention.

Nutrient reporting — For TP, al daily concentration data below the quantification level (QL) for the
analytica method used shall be treated as half the QL. All daily concentration data equal to or above
the QL for the analytical method used shall be treated as it is reported.

For TN, if none of the daily concentration data for the respective species (i.e., TKN, Nitrates/Nitrites)
are equal to or above the QL for the respective ana ytical methods used, the daily TN concentration
value reported shall equal one half of the largest QL used for the respective species. If one of the data
isequal to or above the QL, the daily TN concentration value shall be treated as that data point is
reported. If more than one of the datais above the QL, the daily TN concentration value shall equal the
sum of the data points as reported.



Permit No. VA0004138
Part |
Page 15 of 39

D. GROUNDWATER MONITORING PLAN (GWMP)

The permittee shall continue sampling and reporting in accordance with the GWMP approved on September
11, 2013. The purpose of this plan isto determine if the system integrity is being maintained and to indicate
if activities at the site are resulting in violations of the Board's Groundwater Standards. The approved planis
an enforceabl e part of the permit. Any changes to the plan must be submitted for approval to the DEQ-Valley
Regional Office.

If monitoring resultsindicate that any unit has contaminated the groundwater, the permittee shall submit a
corrective action plan within 60 days of being notified by the DEQ-Valley Regional Office. The plan shall set
forth the steps to be taken by the permittee to ensure that the contamination source is eliminated or that the
contaminant plume is contained on the permittee's property. In addition, based on the extent of contamination,
arisk analysis may be required. Once approved, this plan and/or analysis shall be incorporated into the permit
by reference and become an enforceable part of this permit.

Existing groundwater monitoring, corrective action and/or risk assessment plans currently in effect under this
VPDES Permit shall remain in effect until such time that they are superseded by groundwater monitoring plan
requirements issued pursuant to the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (VSWMR) (9V AC20-81-
10 et seq.). The permittee shall be notified when groundwater monitoring in accordance with this provision
has been superseded and within 90 days of such natification, shall submit an updated groundwater monitoring
plan to reflect groundwater monitoring that will continue in accordance with the paragraph below.

Where a unit will continue to operate and is not subject to the VSWMR for closure or post-closure,
groundwater monitoring shall continue in accordance with this VPDES Permit and the approved groundwater
monitoring plan.

E. WHOLE EFFLUENT TOXICITY (WET) REQUIREMENTS
1. Biological Monitoring - Outfall 001

a. Inaccordance with the schedule in Part I.E.1.f, the permittee shall conduct quarterly acute and
chronic toxicity tests using 24-hour flow-proportioned composite samples of fina effluent coll ected
from Outfall 001. The monitoring shall be conducted as near to full plant operating conditions as
reasonably possible.

The acute tests shall be a 48-Hour Static Acute test using Ceriodaphnia dubia and a 48-Hour Static
Acute test using Pimephales promelas. Each test shall be performed with a minimum of 5 dilutions,
derived geometrically, with a minimum of 4 replicates per dilution and a minimum of 5 organisms per
replicate for calculation of avalid No Observed Adverse Effect Concentration (NOAEC). The
NOAEC should be determined by hypothesistesting. The L Csy should aso be determined, noted, and
submitted in the required test report. Tests in which control survival is lessthan 90% are not
acceptable. Any retest of an unacceptable test must be performed within the same testing period as
the unacceptabl e test.

The chronic tests shall be a Chronic 3-Brood Static Renewal Survival and Reproduction Test using
Ceriodaphnia dubia and a Chronic 7-Day Static Renewal Survival and Growth Test using
Pimephales promelas. Each test shall be performed with aminimum of 5 dilutions, derived
geometrically, in order to determine the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for survival and
reproduction or growth. Results which cannot be determined (i.e. a"lessthan” or “zero” NOEC
value) are not acceptable, and a retest requiring further dilution must be performed. Any retest of an
unacceptable test must be performed within the same testing period as the unacceptable test. Such
“lessthan” or “zero” results must be submitted and will be regarded as evidence of effluent toxicity.
Express the results as chronic Toxicity Units (TU.) by dividing 100/NOEC. Report the LCs, for each
chronic test at the 48-hour point, and the ICys, if calculable, with the NOECs in the required test
report.
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During the term of the permit, the permittee may provide additional samples to address data
variability. These data shall be reported and may be included in the evaluation of effluent toxicity.
Test procedures and reporting shall be in accordance with the WET testing methods cited in 40 CFR
136.3.

The test dilutions shall be able to determine compliance with the following endpoints:

(1) Acute NOAEC of 100%
(2) Chronic NOEC of 79%, equivalent to 1.27 TU,

Thetest datawill be evaluated stetistically for reasonable potentia at the conclusion of the permit
term. The data may be evaluated sooner if requested by the permittee, or if toxicity has been noted.
Should DEQ evaluation of the dataindicate that alimit is needed, aWET limit and compliance
schedule may be required and the toxicity tests of Part I.E.1.amay be discontinued upon written
notification from DEQ. If the dataindicate that no limit is needed, the permittee shall continue
acute and chronic toxicity testing of the outfall as specified in Part I.E.1.f.

The permit may be modified, or revoked and reissued to include pollutant specific limitsin lieu of a
WET limit should it be demonstrated that toxicity is due to specific parameters. The pollutant
specific limits must control the toxicity of the effluent.

The permittee shall supply 1 copy of acomprehensive test report for each test type and species for the
toxicity tests specified in Part 1.E.1.ain accordance with the following schedule:

Monitoring Period Testing Period Report Submittal Dates
1% Quarter In the first full calendar quarter following By the 10" day of the month
permit reissuance following the testing period

Quarterly thereafter ~ Every calendar quarter following the previous By the 10" day of the month
quarter until there are aminimum of 4 quarters  following the testing period

tested
1% Annual Thefirst full calendar year following the 4 By the 10" day of January
completed quarterly tests following the testing period
Annually thereafter Every calendar year following the 1% annual By the 10" day of January
testing period following the test period

iological Monitoring - Outfalls 002 and 004

In accordance with the schedulein Part |.E.2.f, the permittee shall conduct separate annual acute and
chronic toxicity tests using 24-hour flow-proportioned composite samples of final effluent collected
from QOutfall 002 and Outfal 004. These samples may be collected prior to commingling with treated
wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505. These requirements no longer apply
at Outfall 004 once Outfall 004 isretired or at Outfall 002 once the West Treatment Pond is
operating in itsfinal configuration, no further discharge of process wastewater from dewatering
activitiesis occurring from Outfall 002, and Part 1.E.3 becomes effective.

The acute test shall be a 48-Hour Static Acute test using Ceriodaphnia dubia. Each test shall be
performed with a minimum of 5 dilutions, derived geometricaly, for calculation of avalid LCs, and
corresponding acute Toxic Units (TU,). For DMR reporting, the TU, shall be calculated by dividing
100/LCs,. Testsin which control survival islessthan 90% are not acceptable. Any retest of an
unacceptable test must be performed within the same testing period as the unacceptabl e test.

The chronic tests shall be a Chronic 3-Brood Static Renewal Survival and Reproduction Test using
Ceriodaphnia dubia. Each test shall be performed with a minimum of 5 dilutions, derived
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geometrically, in order to determine the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for survival and
reproduction. Results which cannot be determined (i.e. a"lessthan” or “zero” NOEC value) are not
acceptable, and aretest requiring further dilution must be performed. Any retest of an unacceptable
test must be performed within the same testing period as the unacceptable test. Such “lessthan” or
“zero” results must be submitted and will be regarded as evidence of effluent toxicity. Expressthe
results as chronic Toxicity Units (TU,) by dividing 100/NOEC. Report the LCs, for each chronic test
at the 48-hour point, and the 1C,s, if calculable, with the NOECs in the required test report.

b. During the term of the permit, the permittee may provide additional samples to address data variability.
These data shall be reported and may be included in the evaluation of effluent toxicity. Test procedures
and reporting shall be in accordance with the WET testing methods cited in 40 CFR 136.3.

c. Thetest dilutions shall be able to determine compliance with the following endpoints:

(1) Acute LCs, of 100%, equivalent to 1.0 TU,
(2) Chronic NOEC of 22%, equivaent to 4.55 TU,

d. Thetest datawill be evaluated statistically for reasonable potentia at the conclusion of the permit term.
The data may be evaluated sooner if requested by the permittee, or if toxicity has been noted. Should
DEQ evaluation of the data indicate that alimit is needed, aWET limit and compliance schedule may
be required and the toxicity tests of Part |.E.2.a may be discontinued upon written notification from
DEQ. If the dataindicate that no limit is needed, the permittee shall continue acute toxicity testing of the
outfall quarterly, as specified in Part .E.2.e.

e. The permit may be modified, or revoked and reissued to include pollutant specific limitsin lieu of a
WET limit should it be demonstrated that toxicity is due to specific parameters. The pollutant specific
limits must control the toxicity of the effluent.

f. The permittee shall supply 1 copy of acomprehensive test report for each test type and species
specified in Part 1.E.2.ain accordance with the following schedule:

Monitoring Period Testing Period Report Submittal Dates
1% Annua February 1 — December 31, 2016 January 10, 2017
2" Annual January 1 — December 31, 2017 January 10, 2018
3 Annual January 1 — December 31, 2018 January 10, 2019
4" Annual January 1 — December 31, 2019 January 10, 2020

3. Biological Monitoring - Outfall 002 (West Treatment Pond) Final Configuration

a. Inaccordance with the schedule in Part I.E.3.f, the permittee shall conduct quarterly acute and
chronic toxicity tests using 24-hour flow-proportioned composite samples of final effluent collected
from Ouitfall 002.

The acute tests shall be a 48-Hour Static Acute test using Ceriodaphnia dubia and a 48-Hour Static
Acute test using Pimephales promelas. Each test shall be performed with a minimum of 5 dilutions,
derived geometricaly, for calculation of avalid LCs, and corresponding acute Toxic Units (TU,).
For DMR reporting, the TU, shall be calculated by dividing 100/LCs,. Testsin which control
survival islessthan 90% are not acceptable. Any retest of an unacceptabl e test must be performed
within the same testing period as the unacceptable test.
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The chronic tests shall be a Chronic 3-Brood Static Renewal Survival and Reproduction Test using
Ceriodaphnia dubia and a Chronic 7-Day Static Renewal Survival and Growth Test using
Pimephales promelas. Each test shall be performed with aminimum of 5 dilutions, derived
geometrically, in order to determine the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for survival and
reproduction or growth. Results which cannot be determined (i.e. a"lessthan” or “zero” NOEC
value) are not acceptable, and a retest requiring further dilution must be performed. Any retest of an
unacceptable test must be performed within the same testing period as the unacceptabletest. Such
“lessthan” or “zero” results must be submitted and will be regarded as evidence of effluent toxicity.
Express the results as chronic Toxicity Units (TU,) by dividing 100/NOEC. Report the LCs, for each
chronic test at the 48-hour point, and the ICs, if calculable, with the NOECs in the required test
report.

During the term of the permit, the permittee may provide additional samples to address data variability.
These data shall be reported and may be included in the evaluation of effluent toxicity. Test procedures
and reporting shall be in accordance with the WET testing methods cited in 40 CFR 136.3.

Thetest dilutions shall be able to determine compliance with the following endpoints:

(1) Acute LCsqof 100%, equivalent to 1.0 TU,
(2) Chronic NOEC of 21%, equivalent to 4.76 TU.

Thetest datawill be evaluated stetistically for reasonable potentia at the conclusion of the permit
term. The data may be evaluated sooner if requested by the permittee, or if toxicity has been noted.
Should DEQ evaluation of the dataindicate that alimit is needed, aWET limit and compliance
schedule may be required and the toxicity tests of Part |.E.3.amay be discontinued upon written
notification from DEQ. If the dataindicate that no limit is needed, the permittee shall continue
acute toxicity testing of the outfall quarterly, as specified in Part |.E.3.e.

The permit may be modified, or revoked and reissued to include pollutant specific limitsin lieu of a
WET limit should it be demonstrated that toxicity is due to specific parameters. The pollutant specific
limits must control the toxicity of the effluent.

The permittee shall supply 1 copy of acomprehensive test report for each test type and species for the
toxicity tests specified in Part 1.E.3.ain accordance with the following schedule:

Monitoring Period Testing Period Report Submittal Dates
1% Quarter In the first full calendar quarter By the 10" day of the month

following notification of the West Treatment following the testing period
Pond operating initsfina configuration and
notification that no further discharge of process
wastewater from dewatering activitiesis
occurring from Outfall 002

Quarterly thereafter Every calendar quarter following the By the 10" day of the month
previous quarter until there are aminimum following the testing period
of 4 quarters tested
1% Annual Thefirst full calendar year following By the 10" day of January
the 4 completed quarterly tests following the testing period
Annually thereafter Every calendar year following the By the 10" day of January

1% annual testing period following the testing period
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4. Whole Effluent Toxicity Limitations - Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505

a. TheWhole Effluent Toxicity limitations of Part I.A.9 are final limits beginning with the permit’s
effective date and lasting until completion of dewatering activities or until the permit’s expiration date,
whichever occursfirst.

b. WET Limits:

(1) Acute WET limit NOAEC = 100%
(2) Chronic WET limit NOEC > 16%, equivalent to TU; < 6.25

c. Inaccordance with the schedulein Part I.E.4.f, the permittee shall conduct monthly acute and
chronic toxicity testing using 24-hour flow-proportioned composite samples of fina effluent from
Outfdls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505. The effluents from interna Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and
505 are authorized to discharge to the Stormwater Management Pond and West Treatment Pond and
through Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and/or 006.

The acute tests shall be a48-Hour Static Acute test using Ceriodaphnia dubia and a48-Hour Static
Acute test using Pimephales promelas. These acute tests are to be conducted using a minimum of 4
replicates, with 5 organisms each, for the control and 100% effluent. The NOAEC (No Observed
Adverse Effect Concentration) shall be reported as either 100% or < 100% (less than 100%). The
effluent will bein compliance if the survival of the test organismsin both the control and 100%
effluent exposures equal s or exceeds 90%. If the survival in the effluent is less than 90% and this
valueis significantly different from the control survival, as determined by hypothesis testing, the
NOAEC isless than 100% and the effluent is not in compliance. Tests in which control survival is
less than 90% are not acceptable. A retest of anon-acceptabl e test must be performed during the same
compliance period as thetest it is replacing.

The chronic tests shall be a Chronic 3-Brood Static Renewal Survival and Reproduction Test using
Ceriodaphnia dubia and a Chronic 7-Day Static Renewal Survival and Growth Test using
Pimephales promelas. Each test shall be performed with a minimum of 5 dilutions, derived
geometrically, in order to determine the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for survival and
reproduction or growth. Results which cannot be determined (i.e. a“lessthan” or “zero” NOEC
value) are not acceptable, and a retest requiring further dilution must be performed. Any retest of an
unacceptable test must be performed during the same compliance period asthetest it isreplacing.
Such “lessthan” or “zero” results must be submitted and will be regarded as evidence of effluent
toxicity. The WET limit NOEC of 16% (TU, = 6.25) must be represented by adilution. Expressthe
results as Chronic Toxicity Units (TU,) by dividing 100/NOEC. Report the L Cs, for each chronic test
at the 48-hour point, and the ICs, if calculable, with the NOEC in the required test report. Test
procedures and reporting shall be in accordance with the WET testing methods cited in 40
CFR 136.3.

d. With DEQ approval, if after a minimum of four sets of tests have been reviewed, it is determined that
acute tests with one of the speciesin Part 1.E.4.a meets the criterion below, testing may be reduced to
using only one species:

Survival of > 90% of the organisms of a particular species in 100% effluent in each of the tests
considered.

With DEQ approval, if after aminimum of four sets of tests have been reviewed, it is determined that
chronic tests with one of the speciesin Part |.E.4.a meets the criterion below, testing may be reduced
to using only one species:

Survival of > 80% of the organisms in 100% effluent in each of the tests considered, and the secondary
NOEC endpoint for reproduction or growth is an NOEC = 100% effluent.
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e. Thepermit may be modified or revoked and reissued to include pollutant-specific limitsin lieu of a
WET limit should it be demonstrated that toxicity is due to specific parameters. The pollutant-
specific limits must control the toxicity of the effluent.

f. The permittee shall supply 1 copy of the of a comprehensive test report for each test type and species
specified in Part 1.E.4.ain accordance with the following schedule as the discharge from dewatering
activities continues:

Monitoring Period Testing Period Report Submittal Dates
1% Month The first calendar month following the By the 10" day of the month
applicability of Part 1.A.9 following the testing period
Monthly thereafter Every calendar month following By the 10" day of the month

the previous month until the discharges cease following the testing period

F. COOLING WATER INTAKE STRUCTURE REQUIREMENTS

1

Interim §316(b) Best Technology Available (BTA) — The permittee shall implement interim Best

Technology Available (BTA) measures to minimize impingement and entrainment (I& E) mortality and

adverse impacts. The following interim BTA measures are to be employed throughout the term of this

permit:

a. Maintain intake velocities of less than or equal to 0.5 ft/sec at the river intake structures; and

b. Maintain the current configuration of the two tunnels between the trash rack structure and the screen
house.

Impingement and Entrainment Control Technology Preventative Maintenance — The O&M Manual for
the permitted facility shall include a description of procedures and aregular schedule for preventative
maintenance of all impingement and entrainment (1& E) control technol ogies and measures, and shall
include a description of mitigation protocols and practices to implement should a water withdrawal
event occur while an 1& E technology or measure is off-line. The Operations & Maintenance (O& M)
Manual shall be updated to incorporate the information required by this condition by no later than 90
days following the effective date of this permit All I1&E control technologies and measures shall be
maintained in effective operating condition. The permittee shall maintain documentation of maintenance
and repairs of 1& E control technologies and measures, including, but not limited to: the date(s) of
regular maintenance, date(s) of discovery of areasin need of repair or replacement, date(s) for repairs,
and date(s) the control technologies returned to full function.

Alternate Schedule for Submittal of 40 CFR §122.21(r) Information — The permittee shall, by no later
than 270 days prior to the expiration date of this permit, submit to the DEQ-Valley Regional Office al
applicable information described in 40CFR 8122.21(r).

Visua or Remote Inspections — The permittee shall conduct visual inspections or employ remote
monitoring devices during the period any cooling water intake structureisin operation. Inspections shal
be conducted no less frequently than weekly to ensure that any technologies operated to comply with
impingement mortality and entrainment requirements, any additional measures necessary to protect listed
threatened and endangered species and designated critical habitat, and other standards for minimizing
adverse environmental impact as established in this permit, are maintained and operated to function as
designed.

Inspection documentation shall include at a minimum:

a. Date, time, and location of the inspection or remote monitoring period;

b. The name(s) and signature(s) of the inspector(s);

c. A description of water withdrawal volumes or rates occurring at the time of the inspection;
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d. Where available, head loss across the intake screen(s);
e. If adverse weather conditions exist, a description of the adverse weather conditions; and
f.  Any technologies needing maintenance, repair, or replacement.

The requirement to conduct visual or remote inspections is waived when no water is withdrawn through all
cooling water intake structures during an entire inspection period. For each cooling water intake structure,
the permittee shall document the date(s) when no water is withdrawn through the respective intake
structure.

When adverse weather conditions prevent visua inspections or remote monitoring from being safely
conducted during a given inspection period, the visual inspection or remote monitoring requirements may
be waived provided the permittee prepares documentation explaining the reasons why a visual inspection
or remote monitoring could not be safely conducted. Adverse weather conditions are those that are
dangerous or create inaccessibility for personnel, and may include such events aslocal flooding, high
winds, electrical storms, or situations that otherwise make an inspection impracticable, such as drought or
extended frozen conditions.

Any deficiencies found during a visual inspection or remote monitoring event shall be corrected as soon as
possible, but no later than 30 days following discovery, unless permission for alater date is granted by
DEQ in writing.

All documentation relating to visual inspections or remote monitoring, or the inability to safely conduct
such monitoring due to adverse weather conditions, shall be signed and certified in accordance with Part
I1.K of this permit and shall be made available to DEQ personnel for review during facility inspections or
no later than 30 days following receipt of arequest by DEQ.

Annual Certification Statement Requirements — The permittee shall annually prepare a written statement
certifying either: @) operations of any unit at the permitted facility that impacts cooling water withdrawals
or operation of any cooling water intake structure have been substantially modified, or b) no substantia
changes have occurred in the operations of any unit at the permitted facility that impacts cooling water
withdrawals or operation of any cooling water intake structure.

If substantially modified operations have occurred, the permittee must provide with the annual certification
statement a summary of those changes. In addition, the permittee must submit revisions to the information
required at 40 CFR 8122.21(r) with the next application for reissuance of this permit.

Certification statements shall be signed in accordance with Part 11.K of this permit and submitted to the
DEQ-Valley Regiona Office by no later than each February 10 for the period covering the preceding
calendar year.

Measures to protect Federally-listed Threatened or Endangered (T&E) species, designated critical habitat,
and fragile species or shellfish — The permittee shall operate each cooling water intake structure and
cooling system in a manner designed to minimize incidental take, reduce or remove more than minor
detrimental effects to Federally-listed threatened, endangered, or fragile species and designated critical
habitat, including prey base.

The permittee shall prepare, on a calendar year basis, areport providing an assessment of the
implementation progress, and/or the efficiency/effectiveness of the 1& E control measures. The report shall
include a compilation of all federally-listed threatened or endangered species found to have been impinged
or entrained during the reporting year, including the total number and type of organisms (listed by taxa),
and life stage cycle (egg, larva, juvenile, adult) impacted by injury or death. The assessments and
compiled data shall be submitted to the DEQ-Valley Regiona Office by no later than each February 10 for
the preceding calendar year.
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7. Federal Endangered Species Act Compliance — Naothing in this permit authorizes take for the purposes of a
facility’ s compliance with the Endangered Species Act.

G. OTHER REQUIREMENTSAND SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. 95% Capacity Reopener (Outfall 203) — A written notice and a plan of action for ensuring continued
compliance with the terms of this permit shall be submitted to the DEQ-V alley Regional Office when the
monthly average influent flow to the wastewater treatment facility reaches 95 percent of the design
capacity authorized in this permit for each month of any three consecutive month period. The written
notice shall be submitted within 30 days and the plan of action shall be received at the DEQ-Vdley
Regiona Office no later than 90 days from the third consecutive month for which the flow reached 95
percent of the design capacity. The plan shall include the necessary steps and a prompt schedul e of
implementation for controlling any current or reasonably anticipated problem resulting from high influent
flows. Failure to submit an adequate plan in atimely manner shall be deemed aviolation of this permit.

2. Materials Handling/Storage — Any and all product, materias, industrial wastes, and/or other wastes
resulting from the purchase, sale, mining, extraction, transport, preparation, and/or storage of raw or
intermediate materials, final product, by-product or wastes, shall be handled, disposed of, and/or stored in
such a manner and consistent with Best Management Practices, so as not to permit a discharge of such
product, materias, industrial wastes, and/or other wastes to State waters, except as expresdy authorized.

3. Operation and Maintenance (O& M) Manual Requirement — The permittee shall maintain a current O& M
Manual for the treatment works that is in accordance with Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System Regulations, 9VAC25-31 and (for sewage treatment plants) Sewage Collection and Treatment
Regulations, 9V AC25-790.

The O&M Manual and subsequent revisions shall include the manual effective date and meet Part 11.K.2
and Part 11.K.4 Signatory Requirements of the permit. Any changes in the practices and procedures
followed by the permittee shall be documented in the O&M Manua within 90 days of the effective date
of the changes. The permittee shall operate the treatment works in accordance with the O& M Manual and
shall make the O&M Manual available to DEQ personnel for review during facility inspections. Within
30 days of arequest by DEQ, the current O&M Manual shall be submitted to the DEQ-V alley Regional
Officefor review and approval.

The O&M Manua shall detail the practices and procedures which will be followed to ensure compliance
with the requirements of this permit. This manual shall include, but not necessarily be limited to, the
following items, as appropriate:

a. Permitted outfall locations and techniques to be employed in the collection, preservation, and analysis
of effluent, sscormwater, and sludge samples taken for compliance with this permit;

b. Procedures for measuring and recording the duration and volume of treated wastewater discharged;

c. Discussion of Best Management Practices, if applicable;

d. Proceduresfor handling, storing, and disposing of dl wastes, fluids, and pollutants characterized in
Part 1.G.2 that will prevent these materials from reaching state waters. List the type and quantity of
wastes, fluids, and pollutants characterized in Part 1.G.2 that are stored at this facility;

e. Discussion of treatment works design, treatment works operation, routine preventative mai ntenance
of units within the treatment works, critical spare partsinventory and record keeping;

f. Plan for the management and/or disposal of waste solids and residues;

g. Hours of operation and staffing requirements for the plant to ensure effective operation of the
treatment works and maintain permit compliance;

h. List of facility, local, and state emergency contacts; procedures for reporting and responding to any
spills/overflows/treatment works upsets; and

i. Procedures for documenting compliance with the permit requirement that there shall be no discharge
of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
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Certificate to Construct (CTC) / Certificate to Operate (CTO) Requirement (Outfall 203) — The permittee
shall, in accordance with the DEQ Sewage Collection and Treatment Regulation (9V AC25-790), obtain a
CTC and aCTO prior to constructing and operating the wastewater treatment works. Noncompliance with
the CTC or CTO shall be deemed aviolation of the permit.

Concept Engineering Report (CER) Requirement (Outfalls 001, 002, 003, 004, 006, 101, 202, 501, 502,
503, 504, and 505) — Prior to constructing any wastewater treatment works, the permittee shall submit a
CER to the DEQ-Valley Regional Office. DEQ approval shall be secured prior to constructing any
wastewater treatment works. The permittee shall construct the wastewater treatment works in accordance
with the approved CER. No later than 14 days following completion of construction of any project for
which a CER has been approved, written notification shall be submitted to the DEQ-Valley Regiona
Office certifying that, based on an inspection of the project, construction was completed in accordance
with the approved CER. The written notification shall be certified by a professional engineer licensed in
the Commonwealth of Virginia or signed in accordance with Part I1.K of this permit. Theinstalled
wastewater treatment works shall be operated to achieve design treatment and effluent concentrations.
Approval by DEQ does not relieve the owner of the responsibility for the correction of design and/or
operationa deficiencies. Noncompliance with the CER shall be deemed aviolation of this permit.

Sludge Management Plan (SMP) Requirement (Outfall 203) — The permittee shall conduct all sewage
sludge use or disposal activitiesin accordance with the SM P approved with the reissuance of this permit.
Any proposed changesin the sewage sludge use or disposal practices or procedures followed by the
permittee shall be documented and submitted for DEQ approval 90 days prior to the effective date of the
changes. Upon approval, the SMP becomes an enforceable part of the permit. This permit may be
modified or, aternatively, revoked and reissued to incorporate limitations/conditions necessitated by
substantive changes in sewage sudge use or disposal practices.

Reliability Class (Outfal 203) — By July 15, 2016, the permitted treatment works shall meet Reliability
ClassllI.

Debris collected on the intake trash racks (as opposed to the traveling screen backwash) shall not be
returned to the waterway.

Polychlorinated Biphenyls — There shall be no discharge of polychlorinated biphenyl compounds such as
those commonly used for transformer fluid. Compliance with this requirement will be determined using
EPA Method 608 (as referenced in 40 CFR Part 136).

Additional Chlorine Limitations and Monitoring Requirements

a. Neither free available nor tota residual chlorine may be discharged via Outfall 001 from any single
generating unit for more than two hoursin any one day, unless the permittee demonstratesto DEQ that
discharge for more than two hours is required for macroinvertebrate control. If the permitteeis
dechlorinating, the two hour requirement is nullified.

b. Simultaneous multi-unit chlorination is permitted.

c. Monitoring for free available and/or total residual chlorine shall only be required when the permitteeis
chlorinating.

Oil Storage Groundwater Monitoring Reopener — As this facility currently manages ground water in
accordance with 9VAC25-90-10 et seq., Oil Discharge Contingency Plans and Administration Fees for
Approvd, this permit does not presently impose groundwater monitoring requirements in conjunction with
the oil storage facilities. However, this permit may be modified or, aternatively, revoked and reissued to
incorporate groundwater monitoring not required by the ODCP regulation.
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Thermal Mixing Zone —The permittee shall comply with the Water Quality Standards for temperature
outside the approved thermal mixing zone. The approved mixing zone is defined as 40% of the width of
the James River, as measured from the north bank extending from the John H. Cocke Memorial Bridge
downstream to Spicer’s Island, approximately 5 %2 miles downstream of the cooling water discharge
(Outfall 001).

Instream Monitoring — Within 60 days of the effective date of the permit, the permittee shall submit to the
DEQ-Valey Regiona Office for approval arevised Thermal Mixing Zone Monitoring Plan. Monitoring
of the thermal mixing zone shall be conducted twice per year in accordance with the approved monitoring
plan. The monitoring shall be conducted as near to full plant operating conditions as reasonably possible
and the monitoring results shall be presented as atemperature plot with three degree centigrade isotherms.
Monitoring and reporting shall be conducted in accordance with the following schedule:

Testing Period Report Submittal Dates
January 1 — March 31, 2016 June 30, 2016
June 1 - August 31, 2016 November 30, 2016
January 1 — March 31, 2017 June 30, 2017
June 1 - August 31, 2017 November 30, 2017
January 1 — March 31, 2018 June 30, 2018
June 1 - August 31, 2018 November 30, 2018
January 1 — March 31, 2019 June 30, 2019
June 1 - August 31, 2019 November 30, 2019
January 1 — March 31, 2020 June 30, 2020
June 1 — August 31, 2020 November 30, 2020

Water Quality Criteria Monitoring — The permittee shall monitor the effluent at Outfall 001 (Once-
Through Condenser Cooling Water) for the substances noted in Attachment A of the permit and at Outfall
002 (West Treatment Pond) for the substances noted in Attachment B of this permit according to the
indicated analysis number, quantification level, sample type and frequency. Monitoring for Outfall 001
shall beinitiated after the start of the third year following the permit’ s effective date. Using Attachment A
as the reporting form, the data shall be submitted with the next permit reissuance application which is due
at least 180 days prior to the expiration date of this permit. Monitoring for Outfall 002 shall beinitiated
during thefirst full calendar quarter following natification of the West Treatment Pond operating in its
final configuration and natification that no further discharge of process water from dewatering activitiesis
occurring from Outfall 002. Using Attachment B as the reporting form, the data shall be submitted with
the next permit reissuance application which is due at least 180 days prior to the expiration date of this
permit. Monitoring and analyses shall be conducted in accordance with 40 CFR Part 136 or alternative
EPA approved methods. Methods other than those specified in Attachments A and B may be used with
prior notification to and approval from DEQ. It isthe responsibility of the permittee to ensure that proper
QA/QC protocols are followed during the sample gathering and anal ytical procedures. DEQ will use these
datafor making specific permit decisionsin the future. This permit may be modified or, aternatively,
revoked and reissued to incorporate limits for any of the substances listed in Attachments A and B.

Treatment Works Closure Plan (Metals Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin, Sewage Treatment Plant, and
West Treatment Pond) — If the permittee plans an expansion or upgrade to replace the existing treatment
works, or if the facility is permanently closed, the permittee shall submit to the DEQ-Valley Regional
Office aclosure plan for the existing treatment works. The plan shall address the following information as
aminimum: Verification of elimination of sources and/or aternate treatment scheme; treatment, removal
and final disposition of residual wastewater and solids; removal/demolition/disposal of structures,
equipment, piping and appurtenances; site grading, and erosion and sediment control; restoration of site
vegetation; access contral; fill materials; and proposed land use (post-closure) of the site. The plan should
contain proposed dates for beginning and completion of the work. The plan must be approved by the DEQ
prior to implementation. Once approved, the plan shall become an enforceable part of this permit and
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closure shall be implemented in accordance with the approved plan. No later than 14 days following
closure completion, the permittee shall submit to the DEQ-Va ley Regiona Office written notification of
the closure completion date and a certification of closure in accordance with the approved plan.

Reopeners — This permit may be modified or, aternatively, revoked and reissued:

a. If any approved waste |oad allocation procedure, pursuant to Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act,
imposes waste load allocations, limits or conditions on the facility that are not consistent with the
permit requirements; or

b. Toinclude new or aternative nutrient limitations and/or monitoring requirements, should:

(1) The State Water Control Board adopt nutrient standards for the water body receiving the
discharge, or
(2) A future water quality regulation or statute require new or alternative nutrient control; or

c. If any applicable standard for sewage dudge use or disposal promulgated under Section 405(d) of the
Clean Water Act is more stringent than any requirements for sludge use or disposal in this permit, or
controls a pollutant or practice not limited in this permit.

Notification Levels— The permittee shall notify the DEQ-Valley Regiond Office as soon as they know or
have reason to believe:

a. That any activity has occurred or will occur which would result in the discharge, on aroutine or
frequent basis, of any toxic pollutant which is not limited in this permit, if that discharge will exceed
the highest of the following notification levels:

(1) 100 pg/L;

(2) 200 pg/L for acrolein and acrylonitrile; 500 pg/L for 2,4-dinitrophenol and for
2-methyl-4,6-dinitrophenol; and 1 mg/L for antimony;

(3) Fivetimesthe maximum concentration value reported for that pollutant in the permit application;
or

(4) Thelevel established by the Board.

b. That any activity has occurred or will occur which would result in any discharge, on a non-routine or
infrequent basis, of atoxic pollutant which is not limited in this permit, if that discharge will exceed
the highest of the following notification levels:

(1) 500 pg/L;

(2) 1 mg/L for antimony;

(3) Ten times the maximum concentration val ue reported for that pollutant in the permit application;
or

(4) Thelevel established by the Board.

Ash Pond Closure Stormwater Management — Best management practices (BMPs), structural and/or non-
structural, shall be utilized by the permittee to minimize the impact of ash pond closure activities on
stormwater quality. Ash pond closure activities may include, but are not limited to, the process of ash
movement for off-site disposal, ash loading and unloading, any activity associated with the storage of ash
prior to transport off-site, and vehicle tracking associated with the movement of ash.

The facility shall maintain a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that includes a description of
the BMPs being implemented and a regular schedule for preventive maintenance of al BMPswhere
appropriate. All structural BMPs identified in the SWPPP shall be maintained in effective operating
condition and shall be inspected for structural integrity and operational efficiency once per week during
ash pond closure activities. Results of the weekly inspections and actions needed and performed in
response to the weekly inspections shall be maintained with the SWPPP.
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Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin Decanting/Dewatering — The permittee shall notify the DEQ- Valley
Regiona Office upon commencing operations to draw down the water elevation in the Metal Cleaning
Waste Treatment Basin in preparation of basin closure. Water removed from the basin surface shall be
released at a controlled rate not to exceed one foot of basin surface elevation per day to minimize the
discharge of any solids. An effluent grab sample for Total Suspended Solids (TSS) shall be taken and
analyzed daily once the draw down process commences and shall continue until the limitsin Part 1.A.9
become effective. Upon either (a) obtaining a TSS sample greater than or equa to 90 mg/L or arolling 7-
day average TSS concentration greater than or equa to 30 mg/L (b) atering the surface of the settled
materia through trenching, boring, or other mechanical means to facilitate dewatering, or (¢) using an on-site
treatment unit to ensure compliance with the TSS valuesin (a) above, the monitoring requirements and
effluent limitsin Part 1.A.9 of this permit shall become effective and remain effective until Outfall 202 is
retired. The permittee shall provide written notification to the DEQ-Valey Regional Office no later than 24
hours following meeting the first occurrence of any of the provisions (a) through (c) of this specia condition.

The permittee shall notify the DEQ-Valley Regional Office in writing of the following milestones within 7
days of the milestone being met:

Date when Ouitfall 003 isretired;

Date when Qutfall 004 isretired;

Date when the West Treatment Pond is put into serviceinitsfinal configuration;

Date when the Stormwater M anagement Pond is routed to the lined West Treatment Pond;
Date when Outfall 007 is put into service;

Date when Outfall 008 is put into service;

Date with Outfall 009 is put into service;

Date when the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin is closed;

Date when Outfall 006 no longer receives process wastewater from dewatering activities,
Date when Outfall 002 no longer receives process wastewater from dewatering activities.

T S@ oo a0 T

Cooling Water and Boiler Additives— The use of any chemical additives not identified in the application,
except chlorine, without prior approval is prohibited under this permit. Prior approval shall be obtained
from the DEQ before any changes are made to the chemical and/or nonchemical treatment technol ogy
employed in the cooling water and/or boiler systems. Requests for approval of the change shall be madein
writing and shall include the following information:

a. Describe the chemical and/or nonchemical treatment to be employed and its purpose; if
chemical additives are used, provide theinformation in Part 1.G.21 b-g;

b. Provide the name and manufacturer of each additive used;

c. Providealist of active ingredients and percentage of composition;

d. Give the proposed schedule and quantity of chemical usage, and provide either an engineering analysis,
or atechnical evaluation of the active ingredients, to determine the concentration in the discharge;

e. Attach available aquatic toxicity information for each additive proposed for use;

Attach any other information such as product or constituent degradation, fate, transport, synergies,

biocavailahbility, etc., that will aid the board with the toxicity evaluation for the discharge; and

0. Anevaluation of the anticipated effects of the chemical additives on wastewater treatment and effluent
quality.

—h

Cease Discharge Requirements — The permittee shall immediately cease the discharge upon becoming
aware of an exceedance of an established effluent limitation and/or Whole Effluent Toxicity limitation at
internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, or 505. The permittee shall promptly notify DEQ, in no case later
than 24 hours, after the discovery of the exceedance. Should an exceedance occur, the permittee shall
initiate a review of the treatment operations and data to identify the cause(s) of the exceedance and initiate
appropriate corrective action(s). Resumption of the discharge shall not occur until such time as an
evaluation report is provided to DEQ and written authorization to resume the discharge is granted by DEQ.
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23. Coa Ash Pond Drawdown Rate — The drawdown rate any coal ash pond shall not exceed 6 inches/day to
maintain the integrity of the dams, unless approved in writing by the Department of Conservation and
Recreation Dam Safety Program.

24. North Ash Pond Notification — The permittee shall notify the DEQ-Valley Regional Office at least 72
hours prior to the planned commencement of the discharge to draw down the water elevation in the North
Ash Pond in preparation of pond closure. A second naotification to the DEQ Valley Regional Office shall
be provided within 24 hours of initiating the discharge to draw down the water elevation in the North Ash
Pond.

25. Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) Monitoring — The permittee shall monitor the effluent at Outfall 002 for
Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs). The permittee shall conduct the sampling and analysis in accordance
with the requirements specified below. At a minimum:

a

Monitoring and analysis shall be conducted in accordance with the most current version of EPA
Method 1668 or other equivalent methods capable of providing low-detection level, congener specific
results. Any equivalent method shall be submitted to the DEQ-Valley Regional Office for review and
approval prior to sampling and analysis. It isthe responsibility of the permittee to ensure that proper
QA/QC protocols are followed during the sample gathering and analytical procedures. The sampling
protocol shall be submitted to the DEQ-Valley Regional Office for review and approval prior to the
first sample collection.

The permittee shall collect two (2) samples prior to the permit expiration date. Samples shall be
compl eted following notification of the West Treatment Pond operating in its final configuration and
notification that no further discharge of process water from dewatering activities is occurring from
Outfal 002.

Each effluent sample shall consist of aminimum 2 liter volume. The sample type, either agrab or
automated composite, shal be at the discretion of the permittee.

The data shall be submitted to the DEQ-Valley Regional Office by the 10" day of the month following
receipt of the results. The permittee shall submit the results electronically. The submittal shall include
the unadjusted and appropriately qualified individual PCB congener anaytical results. Additionaly,
laboratory and field QA/QC documentation and results shall be reported. Total PCBs areto be
computed as the summation of the reported, quantified congeners.

H. STORMWATER MANAGEMENT CONDITIONS

1. Genera Stormwater Special Conditions

a

Sample Type
For al stormwater monitoring required in Part I.A or other applicable sections of this permit, a

minimum of one grab sample shall be taken. Unless otherwise specified, all such samples shall be
collected from the discharge resulting from a storm event that occurs at least 72 hours from the
previously measurable storm event (a"measurable storm event" is defined as a storm event that results
in an actual discharge from the site). The required 72-hour storm event interval iswaived where the
permittee documents that less than a 72-hour interval is representative for local storm events during the
season when sampling is being conducted. The grab sample shall be taken during the first 30 minutes
of the discharge. If the collection of a grab sample during the first 30 minutesisimpracticable, agrab
sample can be taken during the first three hours of the discharge, and the permittee shall submit with
the monitoring report a description of why a grab sample during the first 30 minutes was
impracticable. If stormwater discharges associated with industrial activity commingle  with process
or non-process water, then where practicable permittees must attempt to samplethe  stormwater
discharge before it mixes with the non-stormwater discharge.



Permit No. VA0004138
Part |
Page 28 of 39

b. Recording of Results
For each measurement or sampl e taken pursuant to the storm event monitoring requirements of this
permit, the permittee shall record and report with the Discharge Monitoring Reports (DMRs) the
following information:
(1) The date and duration (in hours) of the storm event(s) sampled;
(2) Therainfal total (in inches) of the storm event which generated the sampled discharge; and
(3) The duration between the storm event sampled and the end of the previous measurable storm event.

c. Sampling Waiver
When a permittee is unable to collect stormwater samples required in Part I.A or other applicable
sections of this permit within a specified sampling period due to adverse climatic conditions, the
permittee shall collect a substitute sample from a separate qualifying event in the next period and
submit these data along with the data for the routine samplein that period. Adverse weather
conditions that may prohibit the collection of samples include weather conditions that create dangerous
conditions for personnel (such aslocal flooding, high winds, hurricane, tornadoes, electrical storms,
etc.) or otherwise make the collection of a sample impracticable (drought, extended frozen conditions,
etc.).

d. Representative outfalls— substantially identical discharges

If the facility has two or more outfalls that discharge substantially identical effluents, based on similarities

of the industrial activities, significant materials, size of drainage areas, and stormwater management

practices occurring within the drainage areas of the outfalls, the permittee may conduct monitoring on the
effluent of just one of the outfalls and report that the observations also apply to the substantialy identical
outfall(s). The substantially identical outfall monitoring provisions apply to quarterly visual monitoring,
benchmark monitoring and impaired waters monitoring. The substantially identical outfall monitoring
provisions are not available for numeric effluent limits monitoring.

The permittee shall include the following information in the SWPPP:

(1) Thelocations of the outfalls;

(2) Why the outfalls are expected to discharge substantially identical effluents, including evaluation of
monitoring data, where available; and

(3) Estimates of the size of the drainage area (in square feet) for each of the outfalls.

e. Quarterly Visual Examination of Stormwater Quality

(1) The permittee must perform and document a quarterly visual examination of a stormwater
discharge associated with industrial activity from each outfall, except discharges exempted below.
The examination(s) must be made at least once in each of the following three-month periods:
January through March, April through June, July through September, and October through
December. The visual examination shall be made during normal working hours. 1f no storm event
resulted in runoff from the facility during a monitoring quarter, the permittee is excused from
visual monitoring for that quarter provided that documentation is included with the monitoring
records indicating that no runoff occurred. The documentation must be signed and certified in
accordance with Part I1.K of this permit.

(2) Visua examinations must be made of samples collected in accordance with Part I.H.1.a (Sample
Type). The examination must document observations of color, odor, clarity, floating solids, settled
solids, suspended solids, foam, oil sheen, and other obvious indicators of stormwater pollution.

The examination must be conducted in awell-lit area. No analytical tests are required to be
performed on the samples.

(3) Thevisua examination reports must be maintained on-site with the Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The report must include the outfall location, the examination date and
time, examination personnel, the nature of the discharge (i.e., runoff or snow melt), visual quality
of the stormwater discharge (including observations of color, odor, clarity, floating solids, settled
solids, suspended solids, foam, oil sheen, and other obvious indicators of stormwater pollution),
and probable sources of any observed stormwater contamination.
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f. Authorized Non-Stormwater Discharges
(1) The following non-stormwater discharges are authorized by this permit:

(a) Discharges from fire fighting activities,

(b) Fire hydrant flushings;

(c) Potable water including water line flushings;

(d) Uncontaminated condensate from air conditioners, coolers, and other compressors and from
the outside storage of refrigerated gases or liquids;

(e) Irrigation drainage;

(f) Landscape watering provided al pesticides, herbicides, and fertilizer have been applied in
accordance with the approved labeling;

(g) Pavement wash waters where no detergents are used and no spills or leaks of toxic or
hazardous materials have occurred (unless all spilled materia has been removed);

(h) Routine externa building washdown which does not use detergents;

(i) Uncontaminated groundwater or spring water;

(j) Foundation or footing drains where flows are not contaminated with process materials;

(K) Incidental windblown mist from cooling towers that collects on rooftops or adjacent portions
of the facility, but NOT intentiona discharges from the cooling tower (e.g., "piped” cooling
tower blowdown or drains); and

() Raw river water.

(2) All other non-stormwater discharges are not authorized and shall either be eliminated or covered
under a separate VPDES permit.

g. Releases of Hazardous Substances or Oil in Excess of Reportable Quantities
The discharge of hazardous substances or oil in the stormwater discharge(s) from the facility shall be
prevented or minimized in accordance with the SWPPP for the facility. This permit does not authorize
the discharge of hazardous substances or oil resulting from an on-site spill. This permit does not
relieve the permittee of the reporting requirements of 40 CFR 110, 40 CFR 117 and 40 CFR 302 or §
62.1-44.34:19 of the Code of Virginia. Where arelease containing a hazardous substance or oil in an
amount equal to or in excess of areportable quantity established under either 40 CFR 110, 40 CFR 117
or 40 CFR 302 occurs during a 24-hour period:

(1) The permitteeisrequired to notify the Department in accordance with the requirements of Part
I1.G as soon as he or she has knowledge of the discharge;

(2) Where arelease entersa municipa separate storm sewer system (M $4), the permittee shall also
notify the owner or the M$4; and

(3) The SWPPP required by this permit must be reviewed to identify measures to prevent the
reoccurrence of such releases and to respond to such releases, and the plan must be modified
where appropriate.

h. Water Quality Protection

The discharges authorized by this permit shall be controlled as necessary to meet applicable water

quality standards. DEQ expects that compliance with the conditions in this permit will control

discharges as necessary to meet applicable water quaity standards.

i. Corrective actions
(1) Data exceeding benchmark concentration values, if applicable
(a) If the benchmark monitoring result exceeds the benchmark concentration value for that
parameter, the permittee shall review the SWPPP and modify it as necessary to address any
deficiencies that caused the exceedance. Revisions to the SWPPP shall be completed within 30
days after an exceedanceis discovered. When control measures need to be modified or added
(distinct from regular preventive maintenance of existing control measures described in Part
I.H.2.c (Maintenance), implementation shall be completed before the next anticipated storm
event if possible, but no later than 60 days after the exceedance is discovered, or as otherwise
provided or approved by the DEQ-Valley Regional Office. In cases where construction is
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necessary to implement control measures, the permittee shall include a schedule in the SWPPP

that provides for the completion of the control measures as expeditiously as practicable, but no

later than three years after the exceedance is discovered. Where a construction compliance
schedule isincluded in the SWPPP, the plan shall include appropriate nonstructural and
temporary controls to be implemented in the affected portion(s) of the facility prior to
completion of the permanent control measure. Any control measure maodifications shall be
documented and dated, and retained with the SWPPP, along with the amount of time taken to
modify the applicable control measure or implement additional control measures.

(b) Natural background pollutant levels. If the concentration of a pollutant exceeds a benchmark
concentration value, and the permittee determines that exceedance of the benchmark is
attributable solely to the presence of that pollutant in the natural background, corrective action
is not required provided that:

(i) The concentration of the benchmark monitoring result is less than or equa to the
concentration of that pollutant in the natural background;

(ii) The permittee documents and maintains with the SWPPP the supporting rationale for
concluding that benchmark exceedances are in fact attributable solely to natural
background pollutant levels. The supporting rational e shall include any data previously
collected by the facility or others (including literature studies) that describe the levels of
natural background pollutantsin the facility's stormwater discharges; and

(iii) The permittee notifies the DEQ-Valley Regional Office on the DMR that the benchmark
exceedances are attributable solely to natural background pollutant levels.

Natural background pollutants include those substances that are naturally occurring in
soils or groundwater. Natural background pollutants do not include legacy pollutants from
earlier activity on the facility’ s site, or pollutants in run-on from neighboring sources
which are not naturally occurring.

(2) Corrective actions

The permittee shall take corrective action whenever:

(a) Routine facility inspections, comprehensive site compliance eval uations, inspections by local,
state or federal officials, or any other process, observation or event result in a determination
that modifications to the stormwater control measures are necessary to meet  the permit
reguirements; or

(b) Thereisany exceedance of an effluent limitation (including coal pile runoff), or TMDL
wastel oad allocation; or

(c) The DEQ-Valley Regional Office determines, or the permittee becomes aware, that the
stormwater control measures are not stringent enough for the discharge to meet applicable
water quality standards.

The permittee shall review the SWPPP and modify it as necessary to address any deficiencies.

Revisions to the SWPPP shall be completed within 30 days following the discovery of the

deficiency. When control measures need to be modified or added (distinct from regular preventive

maintenance of existing control measures described in Part 1.H.2.c (Maintenance), implementation
shall be completed before the next anticipated storm event if possible, but no later than 60 days
after the deficiency is discovered, or as otherwise provided or approved by the DEQ-Valley

Regional Office. In cases where construction is necessary to implement control measures, the

permittee shall include a schedule in the SWPPP that provides for the completion of the control

measures as expeditioudy as practicable, but no later than three years after the deficiency is
discovered. Where a construction compliance schedule isincluded in the SWPPP, the plan shall
include appropriate nonstructural and/or temporary controlsto be implemented in the affected
portion(s) of the facility prior to completion of the permanent control measure. The amount of time
taken to modify a control measure or implement additional control measures shall be documented
in the SWPPP.

Any corrective actions taken shall be documented and retained with the SWPPP. Reports of

corrective actions shall be signed in accordance with Part 11.K.
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(3) Follow-up reporting.
If at any time monitoring results indicate that discharges from the facility exceed an effluent
limitation or a TMDL wastel oad allocation, or the DEQ-V alley Regiona Office determines that
discharges from the facility are causing or contributing to an exceedance of awater quality
standard, immediate steps shall be taken to eliminate the exceedances in accordance with the
above Part 1.H.1.i.(2) (Corrective actions). Within 30 calendar days of implementing the relevant
corrective action(s) an exceedance report shall be submitted to the DEQ-Valey Regional Office.
The following information shall be included in the report: permit number; facility name, address
and location; receiving water; monitoring data from this event; an explanation of the situation;
description of what has been done and the intended actions (should the corrective actions not yet
be complete) to further reduce pollutants in the discharge; and an appropriate contact name and
phone number.

j. Additiona Requirements for Salt Storage
Storage piles of salt or piles containing salt used for deicing or other commercial or industrial purposes
shall be enclosed or covered to prevent exposure to precipitation. The permittee shall implement
appropriate measures (e.g., good housekeeping, diversions, containment) to minimize exposure
resulting from adding to or removing materials from the pile. All salt storage piles shall be located on
an impervious surface. All runoff from the pile, and/or runoff that comesin contact with salt,
including under drain systems, shall be collected and contained within a bermed basin lined with
concrete or other impermeable materials., or within an underground storage tank(s), or within an above
ground storage tank(s), or disposed of through a sanitary sewer (with the permission of the treatment
facility). A combination of any or all of these methods may be used. In no case shall salt
contaminated stormwater be allowed to discharge directly to the ground or to state waters.

2. Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

A SWPPP for the facility was required to be devel oped and implemented under the previous permit. The
existing SWPPP shall be reviewed and modified, as appropriate, to conform to the requirements of this
section. Permittees shall implement the provisions of the SWPPP as a condition of this permit.

The SWPPP requirements of this permit may be fulfilled, in part, by incorporating by reference other plans
or documents such as a spill prevention control and countermeasure (SPCC) plan devel oped for the facility
under Section 311 of the Clean Water Act, or best management practices (BMP) programs otherwise
required for the facility, provided that the incorporated plan meets or exceeds the plan requirements of Part
I.H.2.b (Contents of the Plan). All plansincorporated by reference into the SWPPP become enforceable
under this permit. If aplan incorporated by reference does not contain al of the required elements of the
SWPPP of Part I.H.2.b the permittee shall develop the missing SWPPP elements and include them in the
required plan.

a Deadlinesfor Plan Preparation and Compliance

(1) Thefacility shall review and update the existing plan as expeditiously as practicable, but no later
than 90 days from the effective date of the permit. Verification of compliance shall be provided, in
writing, within 10 days of the above deadline.

(2) Measures That Require Construction
In cases where construction is necessary to implement measures required by the plan, the plan
shall contain a schedule that provides compliance with the plan as expeditioudly as practicable, but
no later than 3 years after the effective date of this permit. Where a construction compliance
scheduleisincluded in the plan, the schedule shall include appropriate nonstructural and/or
temporary controls to be implemented in the affected portion(s) of the facility prior to completion
of the permanent control measure.
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b. Contents of the Plan
The contents of the SWPPP shall comply with the requirements listed below and those in Part 1.H.3.
The plan shall include, at a minimum, the following items:
(1) Pollution Prevention Team
The plan shall identify the staff individuals by name or title who comprise the facility's stormwater
pollution prevention team. The pollution prevention team is responsible for assisting the facility
or plant manager in developing, implementing, maintaining, revising, and  ensuring compliance
with the facility's SWPPP. Specific responsibilities of each staff individual on the team shall be
identified and listed.
(2) Site Description
The SWPPP shall include the following:
(a) Activities at the Facility
A description of the nature of the industrial activities at the facility.
(b) General Location Map
A general location map (e.g., USGS quadrangle or other map) with enough detail to identify
the location of the facility and the receiving waters within one mile of the facility.
(c) SiteMap

A site map identifying the following:

(i) The boundaries of the property and the size of the property (in acres);

(ii) Thelocation and extent of significant structures and impervious surfaces (roofs, paved
areas and other impervious areas);

(iii) Locations of al stormwater conveyances including ditches, pipes, swales, and inlets, and
the directions of stormwater flow (use arrows to show which ways stormwater will flow);

(iv) Locations of all existing structural and source control measures, including BMPs;

(v) Locations of all surface water bodies, including wetlands,

(vi) Locations of potentia pollutant sources identified under Part 1.H.2.b.(3) (Summary of
potential pollutant sources);

(vii) Locations where significant spills or leaks identified under Part 1.H.2.b.(4) (Spills and
leaks) have occurred;

(viii) Locations of the following activities where such activities are exposed to preci pitation:
fueling stations; vehicle and equipment maintenance and cleaning areas; loading and
unloading areas; locations used for the treatment, storage or disposal of wastes; liquid
storage tanks; processing and storage areas; access roads, rail cars and tracks; transfer
areas for substances in bulk; and machinery;

(ix) Locationsof stormwater outfalls and an approximate outline of the area draining to each
outfall, and location of municipal storm sewer systems, if the stormwater from the facility
dischargesto them,;

(x) Location and description of al non-stormwater discharges;

(xi) Location of any storage piles containing salt used for deicing or other commercia or
industria purposes; and

(xii) Locations and sources of runon to the site from adjacent property where the runon
contains significant quantities of pollutants; and

(xiii) Locations of al stormwater monitoring points.

(d) Receiving Waters and Wetlands

The name of all surface waters receiving discharges from the site, including intermittent

streams, dry sloughs, and arroyos. Provide a description of wetland sites that may receive

discharges from the facility. If the facility discharges through amunicipal separate storm
sewer system (M$4), identify the M $4 operator, and the receiving water to which the M$4
discharges.
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Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources
The plan shall identify each separate area at the facility where industrial materials or activities
are exposed to stormwater. Industrial materias or activitiesinclude, but are not limited to:
material handling equipment or activities, industrial machinery, raw materias, industrial
production and processes, intermediate products, byproducts, final products, and waste products.
Material handling activitiesinclude, but are not limited to: the storage, loading and unloading,
transportation, disposal, or conveyance of any raw material, intermediate product, final product or
waste product. For each separate area identified, the description shall include:
(a) Activitiesinthe area
A ligt of the industrial activities exposed to stormwater (e.g., materia storage, equipment
fueling and cleaning, cutting steel beams);
(b) Pollutants
A list of the pollutant(s) or pollutant constituents (e.g., crankcase oil-zinc, sulfuric acid,
cleaning solvents, etc.) associated with each industrial activity. The pollutant list shall include
all significant materials handled, treated, stored or disposed that have been exposed to
stormwater in the three years prior to the date this SWPPP was prepared or amended. Thelist
shall include any hazardous substances or oil at the facility.
Spills and Leaks
The SWPPP shall clearly identify areas where potentia spills and leaks that can contribute
pollutants to stormwater discharges can occur and their corresponding outfalls. The plan shall
include alist of significant spills and leaks of toxic or hazardous pollutants that actually occurred
at exposed areas, or that drained to a stormwater conveyance during the three-year period prior to
the date this SWPPP was prepared or amended. Thelist shall be updated if significant spillsor
leaks occur in exposed areas of the facility during the term of the permit. Significant spillsand
leaks include, but are not limited to, releases of oil or hazardous substances in excess of reportable
quantities.
Sampling Data
The plan shall include a summary of existing stormwater discharge sampling data taken at the
facility. The summary shall include, at a minimum, any data collected during the previous permit
term.
Stormwater Controls
(a) Control measures shall beimplemented for al the areasidentified in Part I.H.2 b.(3)

(Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources) to prevent or control pollutants in stormwater

discharges from the facility. Regulated stormwater discharges from the facility include

stormwater runon that commingles with stormwater discharges associated with industrial
activity at the facility. The SWPPP shall describe the type, location and implementation of al
control measures for each area where industrial materials or activities are exposed to
stormwater. Selection of control measures shall take into consideration:

(i) That preventing stormwater from coming into contact with polluting materialsis generally
more effective, and less costly, than trying to remove pollutants from stormwater;

(ii) Control measures generally shall be used in combination with each other for most effective
water quality protection;

(iii) Assessing the type and quantity of pollutants, including their potential to impact receiving
water quality, is critical to designing effective control measures;

(iv)That minimizing impervious areas at the facility can reduce runoff and improve
groundwater recharge and stream base flows in local streams (however, care must be taken
to avoid ground water contamination);

(v) Flow attenuation by use of open vegetated swales and natural depressions can reduce in-
stream impacts of erosive flows;

(vi) Conservation or restoration of riparian buffers will hel p protect streams from stormwater
runoff and improve water quality; and

(vii) Treatment interceptors (e.g., swirl separators and sand filters) may be appropriate in some
instances to minimize the discharge of pollutants.
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(b) Nonnumeric technology-based effluent limits.

The permittee shall implement the following types of control measures to prevent and control

pollutants in the stormwater discharges from the facility, unlessit can be demonstrated and

documented that such controls are not relevant to the discharges (e.g., there are no storage

piles containing salt).

(i) Good Housekeeping
The permittee shall keep clean all exposed areas of the facility that are potential sources of
pollutants to stormwater discharges. Typical problem areas include areas around trash
containers, storage areas, |oading docks, and vehicle fueling and maintenance areas. The
plan shall include a schedule for regular pickup and disposal of waste materials, along
with routine inspections for leaks and conditions of drums, tanks and containers.

(it) Eliminating and Minimizing Exposure
To the extent practicable, manufacturing, processing and material storage areas (including
loading and unloading, storage, disposal, cleaning, maintenance, and fueling operations)
shall belocated inside, or protected by a storm-resistant covering to prevent
exposure to rain, snow, snowmelt, and runoff. Note: Eliminating exposure at all
industrial areas may make the facility eligible for the "Conditional Exclusion for No
Exposure" provision of 9V AC25-31-120.E, thereby eliminating the need to have a permit.

(iii) Preventive Maintenance
The permittee shall have a preventive maintenance program that includes regular
inspection, testing, maintenance and repairing of all industrial equipment and systemsto
avoid situations that could result in leaks, spills and other releases of pollutantsin
stormwater discharge from the facility. This program isin addition to the specific control
measure mai ntenance required under Part I.H 2.c (Maintenance).

(iv) Spill Prevention and Response Procedures
The plan shall describe the procedures that will be followed for preventing and responding
to spills and leaks, including:
(A) Preventive measures, such as barriers between materia storage and traffic areas,

secondary containment provisions, and procedures for material storage and handling;

(B) Response procedures, including notification of appropriate facility personnel,
emergency agencies, and regulatory agencies, and procedures for stopping, containing
and cleaning up spills. Measures for cleaning up hazardous material spills or leaks
shall be consistent with applicable RCRA regulations at 40 CFR Part 264 and 40 CFR
Part 265. Employees who may cause, detect or respond to a spill or leak shall be
trained in these procedures and have necessary spill response equipment available. If
possible, one of these individuals shall be a member of the Pollution Prevention Team;

(C) Procedures for plainly labeling containers (e.g., “used Qil,” “Spent Solvents,”
“Fertilizers and Pesticides,” etc.) that could be susceptible to spillage or leakage to
encourage proper handling and facilitate rapid response if spills or leaks occur; and

(D) Contact information for individuals and agencies that must be notified in the event of a
spill shall be included in the SWPPP, and in other locations where it will be readily
available.

(v) Routine Facility Inspections

Facility personnel who possess the knowledge and skills to assess conditions and activities

that could impact stormwater quality at the facility, and who can also evaluate the

effectiveness of control measures shall regularly inspect al areas of the facility where
industrial materials or activities are exposed to stormwater. These inspections arein
addition to, or as part of, the comprehensive site evaluation required under Part 1.H.2.d.

At least one member of the Pollution Prevention Team shall participate in the routine

facility inspections.

The inspection frequency shall be specified in the plan based upon a consideration of the

level of industrial activity at the facility, but shall be a minimum of quarterly unless more
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frequent intervals are specified elsewhere in the permit or written approval isreceived
from the Department for less frequent intervals. At least once each calendar year, the
routine facility inspection must be conducted during a period when a stormwater discharge
is occurring.
Any deficienciesin the implementation of the SWPPP that are found shall be corrected as
soon as practicable, but not |ater than within 30 days of the inspection, unless permission
for alater dateis granted in writing by the Director. The results of the inspections shall be
documented in the SWPPP, and shall include at a minimum:
(A) The inspection date and time;
(B) The name and signature of the inspector(s);
(C) Weather information and a description of any discharges occurring at the time of the
inspection;

(D) Any previously unidentified discharges of pollutants from the site;
(E) Any control measures needing maintenance or repairs,
(F) Any failed control measures that need replacement;
(G) Any incidents of noncompliance observed; and
(H) Any additional control measures needed to comply with the permit requirements.

(vi) Employee Training
The permittee shall implement a stormwater employee training program for the facility.
The SWPPP shall include a schedule for all types of necessary training, and shall
document all training sessions and the employees who received the training. Training
shall be provided for al employees who work in areas where industrial materials or
activities are exposed to stormwater, and for employees who are responsible for
implementing activities identified in the SWPPP (e.g., inspectors, maintenance personnel,
etc.). Thetraining shal cover the components and goals of the SWPPP, and include such
topics as spill response, good housekeeping, material management practices, control
measure operation and maintenance, etc. The SWPPP shall include a summary of any
training performed.

Maintenance

The SWPPP shall include a description of procedures and aregular schedule for preventive
maintenance of al control measures, and shall include a description of the back-up practicesthat arein
place should a runoff event occur while acontrol measure is off-line. The effectiveness of
nonstructural control measure shall also be maintained by appropriate means (e.g., spill response
supplies available and personnel trained, etc.).

All control measuresidentified in the SWPPP shall be maintained in effective operating condition and
shall be observed at least annually during active operation (i.e., during a stormwater runoff event) to
ensure that they are functioning correctly. Where discharge locations are inaccessible, nearby
downstream locations shall be observed. The observations shall be documented in the SWPPP.

If site inspections required by Part I.H.2.b.(6)(b)(v) (Routine Facility Inspections) or Part I.H.2.d
(Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation) identify control measures that are not operating
effectively, repairs or maintenance shall be performed before the next anticipated storm event. |f
maintenance prior to the next anticipated storm event is not possible, maintenance shall be scheduled
and accomplished as soon as practicable. In the interim, back-up measures shall be employed and
documented in the SWPPP until repairs or maintenance is complete. Documentation shall be kept
with the SWPPP of maintenance and repairs of control measures, including the date(s) of regular
maintenance, date(s) of discovery of areasin need of repair or replacement, date(s) for repairs, date(s)
that the control measure(s) returned to full function, and the justification for any extended maintenance
or repair schedules.



Permit No. VA0004138
Part |
Page 36 of 39

d. Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation

The permittee shall conduct comprehensive site compliance evaluations at least once each calendar

year. The evaluations shall be done by qualified personnel who possess the knowledge and skills to

assess conditions and activities that could impact stormwater quality at the facility, and who can also
evaluate the effectiveness of control measures. The personnel conducting the eval uations may be
either facility employees or outside personnel hired by the facility.

(1) Scope of the Compliance Evaluation
Evaluations shall include all areas where industrial materials or activities are exposed to
stormwater, asidentified in Part | H.2.b.(3) (Summary of potentia pollutant sources). The
personnel shall evaluate:

(a) Industrial materias, residue or trash that may have or could come into contact with
stormwater;

(b) Leaksor spillsfrom industrial equipment, drums, barrels, tanks or other containersthat have
occurred within the past three years,

(c) Off-sitetracking of industrial or waste materials or sediment where vehicles enter or exit the
site;

(d) Tracking or blowing of raw, final, or waste materials from areas of no exposure to exposed
aress,

(e) Evidence of, or the potential for, pollutants entering the drainage system;

(f) Evidence of pollutants discharging to surface waters at all facility outfals, and the condition of
and around the outfall, including flow dissipation measures to prevent scouring;

(g9) Review of stormwater related training performed, inspections completed, maintenance
performed, quarterly visua examinations, and effective operation of control measures,
including BMPs;

(h) Results of both visual and any analytical monitoring done during the past year shall be taken
into consideration during the evaluation.

(2) Based on the results of the evaluation, the SWPPP shall be maodified as necessary (e.g., show
additional controls on the map required by Part I.H.2.b.(2)(c); revise the description of controls
required by Part 1.H.2.b.(6) to include additional or modified control measures designed to correct
problemsidentified). Revisionsto the SWPPP shall be completed within 30 days following the
evaluation, unless permission for alater date is granted in writing by the Director. If existing
control measures need to be modified or if additional control measures are necessary,
implementation shall be completed before the next anticipated storm event, if practicable, but not
more than 60 days after completion of the comprehensive site evaluation, unless permission for a
later date is granted in writing by the Department;

(3) Compliance Evaluation Report
A report shall be written summarizing the scope of the evaluation, name(s) of personnel making
the evaluation, the date of the evaluation, and al observations relating to the implementation of the
SWPPP, including elements stipulated in Part I.H.2 d.(1) (a) through (h) above. Observations
shall include such things as: the location(s) of discharges of pollutants from the site; location(s) of
previoudy unidentified sources of pollutants; location(s) of control measures that need to be
maintained or repaired; location(s) of failed control measures that need replacement; and
location(s) where additional control measures are needed. The report shall identify any incidents
of noncompliance that were observed. Where a report does not identify any incidents of
noncompliance, the report shall contain a certification that the facility isin compliance with the
SWPPP and this permit. The report shall be signed in accordance with Part |1.K and maintained
with the SWPPP.

(4) Where compliance evaluation schedules overlap with routine inspections required under Part |
H.2.b.(6)(b)(v) (Routine facility inspections), the annual compliance evaluation may be used as
one of the routine inspections.
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e. Signature and Plan Review

f.

1)

2

3

Signature and location

The SWPPP, including revisions to the SWPPP to document any corrective actions taken as
required by Part 1.H.1.(i) (Corrective Actions), shal be signed in accordance with Part 11.K, dated,
and retained on-site at the facility covered by this permit in accordance with Part [1.B.2. All other
changes to the SWPPP, and other permit compliance documentation, shall be signed and dated by
the person preparing the change or documentation.

Availability

The permittee shall retain a copy of the current SWPPP required by this permit at the facility, and
it shall be immediately available to the Department, EPA or the operator of an M4 receiving
discharges from the site at the time of an onsite inspection or upon request.

Required Modifications.

The permittee shall modify the SWPPP whenever necessary to address any corrective actions
required by Part 1.H.1.i.(1)(Data exceeding benchmark concentration values) or Part | H.1.i
(Corrective actions). Changes to the SWPPP shall be made in accordance with the corrective
action deadlinesin Part 1.H.1.(i)(1) and Part 1.H.1(i), and shall be signed and dated in accordance
with Part 11.K (Signatory Requirements).

The Director may notify the permittee at any time that the SWPPP, control measures, or other
components of the facility's stormwater program do not meet one or more of the requirements of
this permit. The notification shall identify specific provisions of the permit that are not being met,
and may include required modifications to the stormwater program, additional monitoring
requirements, and specid reporting requirements. The permittee shall make any required changes
to the SWPPP within 60 days of receipt of such notification, unless permission for alater dateis
granted in writing by the Director, and shall submit awritten certification to the Director that the
requested changes have been made.

Maintaining an Updated SWPPP

1)

(2)

3)

The permittee shall review and amend the SWPPP as appropriate whenever:

() Thereis construction or achange in design, operation, or maintenance at the facility that hasa
significant effect on the discharge, or the potential for the discharge, of pollutants from the
facility;

(b) Routine inspections or compliance evaluations determine that there are deficienciesin the
control measures, including BMPs;

(c) Inspections by local, state, or federal officials determine that modifications to the SWPPP are
necessary;

(d) Thereisaspill, leak or other release at the facility; or

(e) Thereisan unauthorized discharge from the facility.

SWPPP modifications shall be made within 30 calendar days after discovery, observation or event

requiring a SWPPP modification. Implementation of new or modified control measures (distinct

from regular preventive maintenance of existing control measures described in Part

I.H.2.b.(6)(b)(iii) (Preventative Maintenance) shall be initiated before the next storm event if

possible, but no later than 60 days after discovery, or as otherwise provided or approved by the

Director. The amount of time taken to modify a control measure or implement additional control

measures shall be documented in the SWPPP.

If the SWPPP modification is based on arelease or unauthorized discharge, include a

description and date of the release, the circumstances leading to the release, actions taken in

response to the release, and measures to prevent the recurrence of such releases. Unauthorized

releases and discharges are subject to the reporting requirements of Part 11.G of this permit.
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3. Sector-Specific SWPPP Requirements
In addition to the requirements of Part 1.H.2, the SWPPP shall include, at a minimum, the following items:

a

Site Description

Site Map. The site map shall identify the locations of any of the following activities or sources that
may be exposed to precipitation or surface runoff: storage tanks, scrap yards, genera refuse areas;
short and long term storage of general materials (including, but not limited to: supplies, construction
materials, plant equipment, oils, fuels, used and unused solvents, cleaning materials, paint, water
treatment chemicals, fertilizer, and pesticides); landfills; construction sites; and stock pile areas (such
as coal or limestone piles).

Stormwater Controls

(1) Good Housekeeping Measures

(@

(b)

(©

(d)

(€)

Fugitive Dust Emissions. The permittee shall describe and implement measures that prevent
or minimize fugitive dust emissions from coal and ash handling areas. The permittee shall
minimize off-site tracking of coal dust and ash. Control measures to consider include installing
specialy designed tires, or washing vehiclesin a designated area before they | eave the site,
and controlling the wash water.

Delivery Vehicles. The plan shall describe measures that prevent or minimize contamination

of stcormwater runoff from delivery vehicles arriving on the plant site. At aminimum the

permittee shall consider the following:

(i) Develop procedures for the inspection of delivery vehicles arriving on the plant site, and
ensure overall integrity of the body or container; and

(ii) Develop procedures to deal with leakage/spillage from vehicles or containers.

Fuel Oil Unloading Areas. The plan shall describe measures that prevent or minimize

contamination of precipitation or surface runoff from fuel oil unloading areas. At aminimum

the permittee shall consider using the following measures, or an equivalent:

(i) Useof containment curbsin unloading areas,

(ii) During deliveries, having station personnel familiar with spill prevention and response
procedures present to ensure that any leaks and spills areimmediately contained and
cleaned up; and

(iii) Use of spill and overflow protection (e.g., drip pans, drip diapers, or other containment
devices placed beneath fuel oil connectorsto contain potential spillage during deliveries or
from leaks at the connectors).

Chemical Loading/Unloading Areas. The permittee shall describe and implement measures

that prevent or minimize the contamination of precipitation or surface runoff from chemical

loading and unloading areas. At a minimum the permittee shall consider using the following
measures (or their equivalents):

(i) Useof containment curbs at chemical loading and unloading areas to contain spills;

(ii) During deliveries, having station personnel familiar with spill prevention and response
procedures present to ensure that any leaks or spills areimmediately contained and
cleaned up; and

(iii) Covering chemical loading and unloading areas, and storing chemicalsindoors.

Miscellaneous Loading and Unloading Areas. The permittee shall describe and implement

measures that prevent or minimize the contamination of stormwater runoff from loading and

unloading areas. The permittee shal consider the following, a a minimum (or their
equivalents):

(i) Covering theloading area;

(if) Grading, berming, or curbing around the loading areato divert run-on; or

(iii) Locating the loading and unloading equipment and vehicles so that leaks are contained in
existing containment and flow diversion systems.
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(f) Liquid Storage Tanks. The permittee shall describe and implement measures that prevent or
minimize contamination of stormwater runoff from aboveground liquid storage tanks. At a
minimum the permittee shall consider employing the following measures (or their
equivalents):

(i) Useof protective guards around tanks,
(ii) Use of containment curbs;

(ii) Use of spill and overflow protection; and
(iv) Use of dry cleanup methods.

(g) Large Bulk Fuel Storage Tanks. The permittee shall describe and implement measures that
prevent or minimize contamination of stormwater runoff from large bulk fuel storage tanks.
At aminimum the permittee shall consider employing containment berms (or its equivalent).
The permittee shall aso comply with applicable state and federa laws, including Spill
Prevention Control and Countermeasures (SPCC).

(h) Spill Reduction Measures. The permittee shall describe and implement measures to reduce the
potential for an oil or chemical spill, or reference the appropriate section of their SPCC plan.
The structural integrity of al aboveground tanks, pipelines, pumps and other related
equipment shall be visually inspected as part of the routine facility inspection. All repairs
deemed necessary based on the findings of the inspections shall be completed immediately to
reduce the incidence of spills and leaks occurring from such faulty equipment.

(i) Oil bearing Equipment in Switchyards. The permittee shall describe and implement measures
to prevent or minimize contamination of surface runoff from oil bearing equipment in
switchyard areas. The permittee shall consider the use of level grades and gravel surfacesto
retard flows and limit the spread of spills, and the collection of stormwater runoff in perimeter
ditches.

(j) Residue Hauling Vehicles. All residue hauling vehicles shall be inspected for proper covering
over the load, adequate gate sealing and overall integrity of the container body. Vehicles
without load coverings or adequate gate sealing, or with leaking containers or beds shall be
repaired as soon as practicable.

(k) AshLoading Areas. The permittee shall describe and implement procedures to reduce or
control the tracking of ash and residue from ash loading areas. Where practicable, clear the ash
building floor and immediately adjacent roadways of spillage, debris and excess water before
departure of each loaded vehicle.

(1) Areas Adjacent to Disposal Ponds or Landfills. The permittee shall describe and implement
measures that prevent or minimize contamination of stormwater runoff from areas adjacent to
disposal ponds or landfills. The permittee shall develop procedures to:

(i) Reduce ash residue which may be tracked on to access roads traveled by residue trucks or
residue handling vehicles; and

(ii) Reduce ash residue on exit roads leading into and out of residue handling areas.

(m) Landfills, Scrapyards, Surface Impoundments, Open Dumps, General Refuse Sites. The plan
shall address and include appropriate control measures to minimize the potential for
contamination of runoff from landfills, scrapyards, surface impoundments, open dumps and
general refuse sites.

Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation. As part of the evaluation, qualified facility personnel

shall inspect the following areas on amonthly basis: coal handling areas, loading and unloading

areas, switchyards, fueling areas, bulk storage areas, ash handling areas, areas adjacent to disposal
ponds and landfills, maintenance areas, liquid storage tanks, and long term and short term material
storage areas.
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER QUALITY MONITORING
OUTFALL NO. 001

All analyses shal be in accordance with 1VAC30-45, Certification for Noncommercial Environmental Laboratories, or 1VAC30-46,
Accreditation for Commercial Environmental Laboratories.

A listing of Virginia Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (VELAP) certified and/or accredited laboratories can be found at the
following website:
http://www.dgs.state.va.us/Divisi onof ConsolidatedL aboratory Services/Services/Environmental L aboratoryCertification/tabi d/1059/Default.aspx

Please be advised that additional water quality analyses may be necessary and/or required for permitting purposes.

EPA QUANTIFICATION | REPORTING | SAMPLE SAMPLE
CASRN# CHEMICAL ANALYSISNO. LEVEL @ RESULTS TYPE @ FREQUENCY
18496-25-8 Sulfide, dissolved @ ©) 100 GorC 1/5YR

Name of Principal Executive Officer or Authorized Agent/Title

Signature of Principal Executive Officer or Authorized Agent/Date

| 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 evauate 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. See 18
U.S.C. Sec. 1001 and 33 U.S.C. Sec. 1319. (Penalties under these statutes may include fines up to $10,000 and or maximum imprisonment of between 6 months
and 5 years.)
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Attachment A
Footnotes

Footnotesto Water Quality Monitoring Attachment A

Quantification level (QL) means the minimum levels, concentrations, or quantities of a target variable (e.g. target analyte) that can be
reported with a specified degree of confidence in accordance with 1VAC30-45, Certification for Noncommercia Environmental
Laboratories, or 1VAC30-46, Accreditation for Commercial Environmental Laboratories.

The quantification levels indicated for the metals are actually Specific Target Vaues developed for this permit. The Specific Target
Value is the approximate value that may initiate a wasteload allocation analysis. Target values are not wasteload alocations or effluent
limitations. The Specific Target Values are subject to change based on additional information such as hardness data, receiving stream
flow, and design flows.

Unitsfor the quantification level are microgramg/liter unless otherwise specified.

Quality control and quality assurance information (i.e. laboratory certificates of analysis) shall be submitted to document that the
required quantification level has been attained.

Sample Type

G = Grab = An individual sample collected in less than 15 minutes. Substances specified with "grab" sample type shall only be
collected as grabs. The permittee may analyze multiple grabs and report the average results provided that the individual grab results are
also reported. For grab metals samples, the individual samples shall befiltered and preserved immediately upon collection.

C = Composite = A 4-hour composite unless otherwise specified. The composite shall be a combination of individual samples, taken
proportional to flow, obtained at hourly or smaller time intervals. Theindividual samples may be of equal volume for flows that do not
vary by +/- 10 percent over a 24-hour period.

A specific analytical method is not specified; however, an appropriate method to meet the QL shall be selected from (i) any approved
method presented in 40 CFR Part 136 or (ii) any aternative EPA approved method, provided that all analyses are in accordance with
1VAC30-45, Cetification for Noncommercia Environmental Laboratories, or 1VAC30-46, Accreditation for Commercial
Environmental Laboratories.

Dissolved sulfide may be measured by the total sulfide analysis. The total sulfide analytical test QL shall be less than or equal to the
dissolved sulfide method QL listed above. If the result of the total sulfide analysisis less than the analytical test QL, dissolved sulfide
can bereported as“<[QL]", where the actual analytical test QL is substituted for [QL].
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All analyses shall be in accordance with 1VAC30-45, Certification for Noncommercia Environmental Laboratories, or 1VAC30-46,
Accreditation for Commercia Environmental Laboratories.

A listing of Virginia Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (VELAP) certified and/or accredited |aboratories can be found at the
following website:
http://www.dgs.state.va.us/Divisionof ConsolidatedL aboratoryServices/ Services/Environmental L aboratoryCertificati on/tabi d/1059/Default.aspx

Please be advised that additional water quality analyses may be necessary and/or required for permitting purposes.

EPA QUANTIFICATION REPORTING SAMPLE SAMPLE
CASRN# CHEMICAL ANALYSISNO. LEVEL @ RESULTS TYPE @ FREQUENCY
METALS
7440-36-0 Antimony, dissolved 3 8,400 GorC 15YR
7440-38-2 Arsenic, dissolved 3 550 GorC 15YR
7440-43-9 Cadmium, dissolved 3 3.9 GorC 15YR
16065-83-1 | Chromium IIl, dissolved © ©) 640 GorC U5YR
18540-29-9 | Chromium VI, dissolved © ©) 26 GorC U5YR
7440-50-8 Copper, dissolved 3 14 GorC 15YR
7439-92-1 Lead, dissolved 3 110 GorC U5YR
7439-97-6 Mercury, dissolved 3 23 GorC 15YR
7440-02-0 Nickel, dissolved 3 200 GorC 15YR
7782-49-2 Selenium, total recoverable 3 32 GorC 15YR
7440-22-4 Silver, dissolved 3 26 GorC 15YR
7440-28-0 Thallium, dissolved 3 (4 GorC U5YR
7440-66-6 Zinc, dissolved 3 130 GorC 15YR
PESTICIDES/PCBS

309-00-2 Aldrin 608/625 0.05 GorC U5YR
57-74-9 Chlordane 608/625 0.2 GorC 1/5YR
2921-88-2 Chlorpyrifos (synonym = Dursban) 622 4 GorC U5YR
72-54-8 DDD 608/625 0.1 GorC 15YR
72-55-9 DDE 608/625 0.1 GorC 15YR
50-29-3 DDT 608/625 0.1 GorC 15YR
8065-48-3 Demeton (synonym = Dementon-O,S) 622 4 GorC 15YR
333-41-5 Diazinon 622 4 GorC 15YR
60-57-1 Dieldrin 608/625 0.1 GorC 1/5YR
959-98-8 Alpha-Endosulfan (synonym = Endosulfan I) 608/625 0.1 GorC 5YR
33213-65-9 Beta-Endosulfan (synonym = Endosulfan I1) 608/625 0.1 GorC 5YR
1031-07-8 Endosulfan Sulfate 608/625 0.1 GorC 1/5YR
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER QUALITY MONITORING
OUTFALL NO. 002 (West Treatment Pond)
EPA QUANTIFICATION REPORTING SAMPLE SAMPLE
CASRN# CHEMICAL ANALYSISNO. LEVEL @ RESULTS TYPE @ FREQUENCY
72-20-8 Endrin 608/625 0.1 GorC 1/5YR
7421-93-4 Endrin Aldehyde 608/625 4 GorC 1U5YR
86-50-0 Guthion (synonym = Azinphos Methyl) 622 4 GorC 1U5YR
76-44-8 Heptachlor 608/625 0.05 GorC 15YR
1024-57-3 Heptachlor Epoxide 608/625 4 GorC 1U5YR
319-84-6 Hexachlorocyclohexane Alpha-BHC 608/625 4 GorC U5YR
319-85-7 Hexachlorocyclohexane Beta-BHC 608/625 4 GorC U5YR
58-89-9 gsf]gfj“y'gf{fg;xg“e Gamma-BHC 608/625 @ GorC U5 YR
143500 | Kepone 85287103‘;2"7%%‘/ 4 GorC 1U5YR
121-75-5 Malathion 614 @) GorC 15YR
72-43-5 Methoxychlor 608.2 4 GorC 15YR
2385855 | Mirex 80 tended 4 GorC U5 YR
56-38-2 Parathion (synonym = Parathion Ethyl) 614 4 GorC 15YR
1336-36-3 PCB, total 608/625 70 GorC 15YR
8001-35-2 Toxaphene 608/625 5.0 GorC U5YR
BASE NEUTRAL EXTRACTABLES
83-32-9 Acenaphthene 610/625 10.0 GorC 15YR
120-12-7 Anthracene 610/625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
92-87-5 Benzidine 625 4 GorC 15YR
56-55-3 Benzo (a) anthracene 610/625 10.0 GorC 1U5YR
205-99-2 Benzo (b) fluoranthene 610/625 10.0 GorC 15YR
207-08-9 Benzo (k) fluoranthene 610/625 10.0 GorC 15YR
50-32-8 Benzo (a) pyrene 610/625 10.0 GorC 1U5YR
111-44-4 Bis 2-Chloroethyl Ether 625 4 GorC 1U5YR
108-60-1 Bis 2-Chloroisopropyl Ether 625 4 GorC U5YR
117-81-7 (Bs'ysn f)‘nit;y':hgf}’z'gﬂ;?'h‘ifyl Phihalate) 625 100 GorC U5YR
85-68-7 Butyl benzyl phthalate 625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
91-58-7 2-Chloronaphthalene 625 4 GorC 1/5YR
218-01-9 Chrysene 610/625 10.0 GorC 5YR
53-70-3 Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 610/625 20.0 GorC 1/5YR
95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene 602/624 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 602/624 10.0 GorC 15YR
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER QUALITY MONITORING
OUTFALL NO. 002 (West Treatment Pond)
EPA QUANTIFICATION REPORTING SAMPLE SAMPLE

CASRN# CHEMICAL ANALYSISNO. LEVEL @ RESULTS TYPE @ FREQUENCY
106-46-7 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 602/624 10.0 GorC 1/5YR

91-94-1 3,3-Dichlorobenzidine 625 4 GorC 15YR

84-66-2 Diethyl phthalate 625 10.0 GorC 15YR
131-11-3 Dimethyl phthalate 625 (4) GorC 1/5YR

84-74-2 (E;'yr?ot’]‘;%' :Pgihtif;f P 625 100 GorC USYR
121-14-2 2,4-Dinitrotoluene 625 10.0 GorC 15YR
122-66-7 1,2-Diphenylhydrazine 625/ 4 GorC 1/5YR

8270C/8270D

206-44-0 Fluoranthene 610/625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR

86-73-7 Fluorene 610/625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
118-74-1 Hexachlorobenzene 625 4 GorC 15YR

87-68-3 Hexachlorobutadiene 625 4 GorC 15YR

T7-47-4 Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 625 4 GorC 15YR

67-72-1 Hexachloroethane 625 4 GorC 15YR
193-39-5 Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 610/625 20.0 GorC U5YR
78-59-1 Isophorone 625 10.0 GorC 1U5YR
98-95-3 Nitrobenzene 625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
62-75-9 N-Nitrosodimethylamine 625 4 GorC 15YR
621-64-7 N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 625 4 GorC 15YR
86-30-6 N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 625 4 GorC 15YR
129-00-0 Pyrene 610/625 10.0 GorC 15YR
120-82-1 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR

VOLATILES

107-02-8 Acrolein 624 4 G 5YR
107-13-1 Acrylonitrile 624 4 G 1/5YR
71-43-2 Benzene 602/624 10.0 G 5YR
75-25-2 Bromoform 624 10.0 G 15YR
56-23-5 Carbon Tetrachloride 624 10.0 G 5YR
108-90-7 g‘/fégﬁ"ie&eo nochlorobenzen) 602/624 50.0 G U5YR
124-48-1 Chlorodibromomethane 624 10.0 G 1/5YR
67-66-3 Chloroform 624 10.0 G 1/5YR
75-27-4 Dichlorobromomethane 624 10.0 G 1/5YR
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane 624 10.0 G 1/5YR
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER QUALITY MONITORING
OUTFALL NO. 002 (West Treatment Pond)
EPA QUANTIFICATION | REPORTING SAMPLE SAMPLE
CASRN# CHEMICAL ANALYSISNO. LEVEL ® RESULTS TYPE®@ FREQUENCY
75-35-4 1,1-Dichloroethylene 624 10.0 G 15YR
156-60-5 1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 624 4 G U5YR
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane 624 4 G 15YR
542-75-6 1,3-Dichloropropene 624 4 G 15YR
100-41-4 Ethylbenzene 602/624 10.0 G 1/5YR
74839 | Methyl Bromide 624 @ G U5 YR
(synonym = Bromomethane)
Methylene Chloride
75-09-2 (synonym = Dichloromethane) 624 200 G USYR
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 624 4 G 15YR
Tetrachloroethylene
127-18-4 (synonym = Tetrachloroethene) 624 10.0 G 1/5YR
10-88-3 Toluene 602/624 10.0 G 15YR
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane 624 4 G 15YR
79-01-6 Trichloroethylene 624 10.0 G 1U5YR
(synonym = Trichloroethene)
75-01-4 Vinyl Chloride 624 10.0 G 15YR
95-57-8 2-Chlorophenol 625 10.0 GorC 15YR
120-83-2 2,4 Dichlorophenol 625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
105-67-9 2,4 Dimethylphenol 625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
51-28-5 2,4-Dinitrophenol 625 (@] GorC 1/5YR
534-52-1 2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 625 (@] GorC 1/5YR
ASTM D
104-40-51 Nonylphenol 7065-06 4 GorC 1/5YR
87-86-5 Pentachlorophenol 625 50.0 GorC 15YR
108-95-2 Phenol 625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
88-06-2 2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 625 10.0 GorC 1/5YR
776-41-7 Ammoniaas NH3-N 350.1 200 GorC U5YR
16887-00-6 Chloride 3 4 GorC 15YR
7782-50-5 Chlorine, Total Residual 3 100 G 15YR
-12- i @ ASTM
57-12-5 Cyanide, Free 498202 10.0 G U5YR
N/A E. coli / Enterococcus (N/CML) 3 4 G 15YR
18496-25-8 Sulfide, dissolved ® ® 100 GorC 15YR
60-10-5 Tributyltin (5 4 GorC 15YR
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER QUALITY MONITORING
OUTFALL NO. 002 (West Treatment Pond)
EPA QUANTIFICATION | REPORTING | SAMPLE SAMPLE

CASRN# CHEMICAL ANALYSISNO. LEVEL ® RESULTS TYPE @ FREQUENCY
471-34-1 Hardness (mg/L as CaCOs3) 3 4 GorC 15YR

Name of Principal Executive Officer or Authorized Agent/Title

Signature of Principal Executive Officer or Authorized Agent/Date

| 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. See 18
U.S.C. Sec. 1001 and 33 U.S.C. Sec. 1319. (Penalties under these statutes may include fines up to $10,000 and or maximum imprisonment of between 6 months
and 5 years.)
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Attachment B
Footnotes

Footnotesto Water Quality Monitoring Attachment B

Quantification level (QL) means the minimum levels, concentrations, or quantities of a target variable (e.g. target analyte) that can be
reported with a specified degree of confidence in accordance with 1VAC30-45, Certification for Noncommercia Environmental
Laboratories, or 1VAC30-46, Accreditation for Commercial Environmental Laboratories.

The quantification levels indicated for the metals are actually Specific Target Vaues developed for this permit. The Specific Target
Value is the approximate value that may initiate a wasteload allocation analysis. Target values are not wasteload alocations or effluent
limitations. The Specific Target Values are subject to change based on additional information such as hardness data, receiving stream
flow, and design flows.

Unitsfor the quantification level are microgramg/liter unless otherwise specified.

Quality control and quality assurance information (i.e. laboratory certificates of analysis) shall be submitted to document that the
required quantification level has been attained.

Sample Type

G = Grab = An individual sample collected in less than 15 minutes. Substances specified with "grab" sample type shall only be
collected as grabs. The permittee may analyze multiple grabs and report the average results provided that the individual grab results are
also reported. For grab metals samples, the individual samples shall befiltered and preserved immediately upon collection.

C = Composite = A 4-hour composite unless otherwise specified. The composite shall be a combination of individual samples, taken
proportional to flow, obtained at hourly or smaller time intervals. Theindividual samples may be of equal volume for flows that do not
vary by +/- 10 percent over a 24-hour period.

A specific analytical method is not specified; however, an appropriate method to meet the QL shall be selected from (i) any approved
method presented in 40 CFR Part 136 or (ii) any aternative EPA approved method, provided that all analyses are in accordance with
1VAC30-45, Cetification for Noncommercia Environmental Laboratories, or 1VAC30-46, Accreditation for Commercial
Environmental Laboratories.

The QL is at the discretion of the permittee. If the test result is less than the method QL, a“<[QL]" shall be reported where the actual
analytical test QL is substituted for [QL].

Analytical Methods: Analysis of Butyltinsin Environmental Systems by the Virginia Institute of Marine Science, dated November 1996
(currently the only Virginia Environmental Laboratory Accreditation Program (VELAP) accredited method).

Both Chromium I11 and Chromium VI may be measured by the total chromium analysis. Thetotal chromium analytical test QL shall be
lessthan or equal to the lesser of the Chromium I11 or Chromium VI method QL listed above. If the result of the total chromium
analysisislessthan the analytical test QL, both Chromium I11 and Chromium VI can be reported as “<[QL]", where the actual analytical
test QL is substituted for [QL].

Free cyanide may be measured by the total cyanide analysis. The total cyanide anaytical test QL shall be less than or equal to the free
cyanide method QL listed above. If the result of the total cyanide anaysis is less than the analytical test QL, free cyanide can be
reported as“<[QL]”, where the actual analytical test QL is substituted for [QL].

Dissolved sulfide may be measured by the total sulfide analysis. The total sulfide analytical test QL shall be less than or equal to the
dissolved sulfide method QL listed above. If the result of the total sulfide anadysis is less than the analytical test QL, dissolved sulfide
can bereported as“<[QL]", where the actual analytical test QL is substituted for [QL].
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CONDITIONSAPPLICABLETO ALL VPDES PERMITS

A. Monitoring
1. Samples and measurements taken as required by this permit shall be taken at the permit designated or

approved location and be representative of the monitored activity.

a. Monitoring shall be conducted according to procedures approved under Title 40 Code of Federa
Regulations Part 136 or aternative methods approved by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
unless other procedures have been specified in this permit.

b. The permittee shall periodically calibrate and perform maintenance procedures on al monitoring and
anaytical instrumentation at intervals that will insure accuracy of measurements.

c. Samplestaken shall be analyzed in accordance with 1V AC30-45, Certification for Noncommercial
Environmental Laboratories, or 1VAC30-46, Accreditation for Commercial Environmental Laboratories.

2. Any pollutant specifically addressed by this permit that is sampled or measured at the permit designated or
approved location more frequently than required by this permit shall meet the requirementsin Part [.A.1.a
through ¢ above and the results of this monitoring shall be included in the cal culations and reporting
required by this permit.

3. Operational or process control samples or measurements shall not be taken at the designated permit
sampling or measurement locations. Operationa or process control samples or measurements do not need
to follow procedures approved under Title 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 136 or be anayzed in
accordance with 1VAC30-45, Certification for Noncommercia Environmental Laboratories, or 1VAC30-
46, Accreditation for Commercial Environmental Laboratories.

B. Records
1. Records of monitoring information shall include:
The date, exact place, and time of sampling or measurements,
The individual (s) who performed the sampling or measurements;
The date(s) and time(s) analyses were performed,;
The individual(s) who performed the analyses;
The analytical technigques or methods used; and
The results of such analyses.

P Q0o

2. Except for records of monitoring information required by this permit related to the permittee's sewage
sludge use and disposal activities, which shall be retained for a period of at |east five years, the permittee
shall retain records of all monitoring information, including all calibration and maintenance records and all
recordings for continuous monitoring instrumentation, copies of al reports required by this permit, and
records of al data used to complete the application for this permit, for a period of at least 3 years from the
date of the sample, measurement, report or application. This period of retention shall be extended
automatically during the course of any unresolved litigation regarding the regulated activity or regarding
control standards applicable to the permittee, or as requested by the Board.

C. Reporting Monitoring Results
1. The permittee shall submit the results of the monitoring required by this permit not later than the 10th day
of the month after the required monitoring period, unless another reporting schedule is specified elsewhere
inthispermit. Monitoring results shall be submitted to:

Department of Environmental Quality
Valley Regional Office

P.O. Box 3000

Harrisonburg, Virginia 22801

2. Monitoring results shall be reported on a Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) or on forms provided,
approved or specified by the Department.

3. Cadculationsfor al limitations which require averaging of measurements shall utilize an arithmetic mean
unless otherwise specified in this permit.
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. Duty to Provide Information

The permittee shall furnish to the Department, within areasonable time, any information which the Board may
request to determine whether cause exists for modifying, revoking and reissuing, or terminating this permit or
to determine compliance with this permit. The Board may require the permittee to furnish, upon request, such
plans, specifications, and other pertinent information as may be necessary to determine the effect of the wastes
from his discharge on the quality of state waters, or such other information as may be necessary to accomplish
the purposes of the State Water Control Law. The permittee shall also furnish to the Department upon request,
copies of records required to be kept by this permit.

. Compliance Schedule Reports

Reports of compliance or noncompliance with, or any progress reports on, interim and final requirements
contained in any compliance schedule of this permit shall be submitted no later than 14 days following each
schedule date.

Unauthorized Discharges

Except in compliance with this permit, or another permit issued by the Board, it shall be unlawful for any

person to:

1. Dischargeinto state waters sewage, industrial wastes, other wastes, or any noxious or deleterious
substances; or

2. Otherwise alter the physical, chemical or biological properties of such state waters and make them
detrimental to the public health, or to anima or aguatic life, or to the use of such waters for domestic or
industrial consumption, or for recreation, or for other uses.

. Reports of Unauthorized Discharges

Any permittee who discharges or causes or alows a discharge of sewage, industrial waste, other wastes or any
noxious or del eterious substance into or upon state waters in violation of Part 11.F; or who discharges or causes
or alows adischarge that may reasonably be expected to enter state watersin violation of Part 11.F, shall notify
the Department of the discharge immediately upon discovery of the discharge, but in no case later than 24
hours after said discovery. A written report of the unauthorized discharge shall be submitted to the Department,
within five days of discovery of the discharge. The written report shall contain:

A description of the nature and location of the discharge;
The cause of the discharge;
The date on which the discharge occurred;
The length of time that the discharge continued;
The volume of the discharge;
If the discharge is continuing, how long it is expected to continue;
If the discharge is continuing, what the expected total volume of the discharge will be; and
Any steps planned or taken to reduce, eliminate and prevent a recurrence of the present discharge or any
future discharges not authorized by this permit.

N WNE

Discharges reportabl e to the Department under the immediate reporting requirements of other regul ations are
exempted from this requirement.

. Reports of Unusual or Extraordinary Discharges

If any unusual or extraordinary discharge including a bypass or upset should occur from atreatment works and
the discharge enters or could be expected to enter state waters, the permittee shall promptly notify, in no case
later than 24 hours, the Department by telephone after the discovery of the discharge. This notification shall
provide al available details of the incident, including any adverse affects on aquatic life and the known number
of fish killed. The permittee shall reduce the report to writing and shall submit it to the Department within five
days of discovery of the discharge in accordance with Part 11.1.2. Unusual and extraordinary discharges include
but are not limited to any discharge resulting from:

1. Unusua spillage of materials resulting directly or indirectly from processing operations;

2. Breakdown of processing or accessory equipment;

3. Failureor taking out of service some or al of the treatment works; and

4. Hooding or other acts of nature.
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I.  Reports of Noncompliance

The permittee shall report any noncompliance which may adversely affect state waters or may endanger public

health.

1. Anord report shall be provided within 24 hours from the time the permittee becomes aware of the
circumstances. The following shall be included as information which shall be reported within 24 hours
under this paragraph:

a  Any unanticipated bypass, and
b. Any upset which causes a discharge to surface waters.
2. A written report shall be submitted within 5 days and shall contain:
a. A description of the noncompliance and its cause;
b. Theperiod of honcompliance, including exact dates and times, and if the noncompliance has not been
corrected, the anticipated time it is expected to continue; and
c. Stepstaken or planned to reduce, eliminate, and prevent reoccurrence of the noncompliance.

The Board may waive the written report on a case-by-case basis for reports of noncompliance under Part
[1.1 if the oral report has been received within 24 hours and no adverse impact on state waters has been
reported.

3. The permittee shal report al instances of noncompliance not reported under Parts11.1.1 or 2, in writing, at
the time the next monitoring reports are submitted. The reports shall contain the information listed in Part
1.1.2.

NOTE: Theimmediate (within 24 hours) reportsrequired in Parts11.G, H and | may be madeto the
Department's Valley Regional Office at (540) 574-7892 (voice), (540) 574-7878 (fax), or online at
http://www.deq.vir ginia.gov/Pr ograms/Pol lutionResponsePr epar edness/M akingaReport.aspx. FOr reports outside nor mal
wor king hours, leave a message and this shall fulfill theimmediate reporting requirement. For

emer gencies, the Virginia Department of Emergency Services maintainsa 24-hour telephone serviceat 1-
800-468-8892.

J.  Notice of Planned Changes
1. The permittee shall give notice to the Department as soon as possible of any planned physical alterations or
additions to the permitted facility. Noticeis required only when:

a. The permittee plans ateration or addition to any building, structure, facility, or installation from which
there is or may be a discharge of pollutants, the construction of which commenced:

(1) After promulgation of standards of performance under Section 306 of Clean Water Act which are
applicable to such source; or

(2) After proposal of standards of performance in accordance with Section 306 of Clean Water Act
which are applicable to such source, but only if the standards are promulgated in accordance with
Section 306 within 120 days of their proposal;

b. Thealteration or addition could significantly change the nature or increase the quantity of pollutants
discharged. This notification applies to pollutants which are subject neither to effluent limitations nor
to notification requirements specified elsewhere in this permit; or

c. Thealteration or addition results in asignificant change in the permittee's sludge use or disposal
practices, and such ateration, addition, or change may justify the application of permit conditions that
are different from or absent in the existing permit, including notification of additional use or disposal
sites not reported during the permit application process or not reported pursuant to an approved land
application plan.

2. The permittee shall give advance notice to the Department of any planned changes in the permitted facility
or activity which may result in noncompliance with permit requirements.




Permit No. VA0004138
Part I
Page 4 of 7

K. Signatory Requirements

L.

1. Applications. All permit applications shall be signed as follows:

a. For acorporation: by aresponsible corporate officer. For the purpose of this section, aresponsible
corporate officer means: (i) A president, secretary, treasurer, or
vice-president of the corporation in charge of aprincipal 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, provided the manager is authorized to make
management decisions which govern the operation of the regulated facility including having the
explicit or implicit duty of making magjor capital investment recommendations, and initiating and
directing other comprehensive measures to assure long term environmental compliance with
environmenta laws and regulations; the manager can ensure that the necessary systems are established
or actions taken to gather complete and accurate information for permit application requirements; and
where authority to sign documents has been assigned or del egated to the manager in accordance with
corporate procedures;

b. For apartnership or sole proprietorship: by a genera partner or the proprietor, respectively; or

c. For amunicipality, state, federal, or other public agency: By either aprincipa executive officer or
ranking elected official. For purposes of this section, a principal executive officer of a public agency
includes: (i) The chief executive officer of the agency, or (ii) asenior executive officer having
responsibility for the overall operations of a principal geographic unit of the agency.

2. Reports, etc. All reports required by permits, and other information requested by the Board shall be signed
by a person described in Part 11.K.1, or by a duly authorized representative of that person. A personisa
duly authorized representative only if:

a.  Theauthorization is made in writing by a person described in Part [1.K.1;

b. Theauthorization specifies either an individual or a position having responsibility for the overall
operation of the regulated facility or activity such as the position of plant manager, operator of awell or
awell field, superintendent, position of equivalent responsibility, or an individual or position having
overall responsibility for environmental matters for the company. (A duly authorized representative
may thus be either a named individual or any individual occupying a named position.); and

c. Thewritten authorization is submitted to the Department.

3. Changesto authorization. If an authorization under Part 11.K.2 is no longer accurate because a different
individual or position has responsihility for the overal operation of the facility, a new authorization
satisfying the requirements of Part I1.K.2 shall be submitted to the Department prior to or together with any
reports, or information to be signed by an authorized representative.

4, Certification. Any person signing a document under Parts I1.K.1 or 2 shall make the following certification:
"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
evd uate 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."

Duty to Comply
The permittee shall comply with al conditions of this permit. Any permit noncompliance constitutes a violation

of the State Water Control Law and the Clean Water Act, except that noncompliance with certain provisions of
this permit may constitute a violation of the State Water Control Law but not the Clean Water Act. Permit
noncompliance is grounds for enforcement action; for permit termination, revocation and reissuance, or
modification; or denial of a permit renewal application.

The permittee shall comply with effluent standards or prohibitions established under Section 307(a) of the
Clean Water Act for toxic pollutants and with standards for sewage sludge use or disposal established under
Section 405(d) of the Clean Water Act within the time provided in the regulations that establish these standards
or prohibitions or standards for sewage sludge use or disposal, even if this permit has not yet been modified to
incorporate the requirement.
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. Duty to Reapply
If the permittee wishes to continue an activity regulated by this permit after the expiration date of this permit,

the permittee shall apply for and obtain a new permit. All permittees with a currently effective permit shall
submit anew application at least 180 days before the expiration date of the existing permit, unless permission
for alater date has been granted by the Board. The Board shall not grant permission for applicationsto be
submitted later than the expiration date of the existing permit.

. Effect of a Permit

This permit does not convey any property rightsin either real or personal property or any exclusive privileges,
nor does it authorize any injury to private property or invasion of personal rights, or any infringement of
federal, state or local law or regulations.

. StateLaw

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution of any legal action under, or relieve the
permittee from any responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties established pursuant to any other state law or
regulation or under authority preserved by Section 510 of the Clean Water Act. Except as provided in permit
conditions on "bypassing” (Part I1.U), and "upset” (Part 11.VV) nothing in this permit shall be construed to relieve
the permittee from civil and criminal penalties for noncompliance.

Oil and Hazardous Substance Liability

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution of any legal action or relieve the permittee
from any responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties to which the permitteeis or may be subject under Sections
62.1-44.34:14 through 62.1-44.34:23 of the State Water Control Law.

. Proper Operation and Maintenance

The permittee shall at all times properly operate and maintain all facilities and systems of treatment and control
(and related appurtenances) which areinstalled or used by the permittee to achieve compliance with the
conditions of this permit. Proper operation and maintenance a so includes effective plant performance, adequate
funding, adequate staffing, and adequate laboratory and process controls, including appropriate quality
assurance procedures. This provision requires the operation of back-up or auxiliary facilities or similar systems
which are installed by the permittee only when the operation is hecessary to achieve compliance with the
conditions of this permit.

. Disposal of solids or dudges
Solids, sludges or other pollutants removed in the course of treatment or management of pollutants shall be
disposed of in amanner so as to prevent any pollutant from such materials from entering state waters.

. Duty to Mitigate

The permittee shall take al reasonable steps to minimize or prevent any discharge or sludge use or disposal in
violation of this permit which has a reasonable likelihood of adversely affecting human health or the environment.

Need to Halt or Reduce Activity not a Defense
It shall not be a defense for a permittee in an enforcement action that it would have been necessary to halt or
reduce the permitted activity in order to maintain compliance with the conditions of this permit.

. Bypass
1. "Bypass' meanstheintentional diversion of waste streams from any portion of atreatment facility. The
permittee may allow any bypass to occur which does not cause effluent limitations to be exceeded, but only
if it alsoisfor essential maintenance to assure efficient operation. These bypasses are not subject to the
provisions of Parts 11.U.2 and U.3.
2. Notice
a Anticipated bypass. If the permittee knows in advance of the need for a bypass, prior notice shall be
submitted, if possible at least ten days before the date of the bypass.
b. Unanticipated bypass. The permittee shall submit notice of an unanticipated bypass as required in Part
[.1.
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Prohibition of bypass
a. Bypassis prohibited, and the Board may take enforcement action against a permittee for bypass,
unless:

(1) Bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss of life, personal injury, or severe property damage;

(2) There were no feasible alternatives to the bypass, such as the use of auxiliary treatment facilities,
retention of untreated wastes, or maintenance during normal periods of equipment downtime. This
condition is not satisfied if adequate back-up equipment should have been installed in the exercise
of reasonable engineering judgment to prevent a bypass which occurred during normal periods of
equipment downtime or preventive maintenance; and

(3) The permittee submitted notices as required under Part 11.U.2.

b. TheBoard may approve an anticipated bypass, after considering its adverse effects, if the Board
determinesthat it will meet the three conditions listed above in Part 11.U.3.a

V. Upset

1

2.

An upset constitutes an affirmative defense to an action brought for noncompliance with technol ogy based
permit effluent limitations if the requirements of Part 11.V.2 are met. A determination made during
administrative review of claims that noncompliance was caused by upset, and before an action for
noncompliance, is not afinal administrative action subject to judicia review.

A permittee who wishes to establish the affirmative defense of upset shall demonstrate, through properly
signed, contemporaneous operating logs, or other relevant evidence that:

a  Anupset occurred and that the permittee can identify the cause(s) of the upset;

b. The permitted facility was at the time being properly operated;

c. The permittee submitted notice of the upset as required in Part I1.I; and

d. The permittee complied with any remedial measures required under Part |1.S.

In any enforcement proceeding the permittee seeking to establish the occurrence of an upset has the burden
of proof.

W. Inspection and Entry

The permittee shall allow the Director, or an authorized representative, upon presentation of credentials and
other documents as may be required by law, to:

1

2.

3.

4,

Enter upon the permittee's premises where a regulated facility or activity islocated or conducted, or where
records must be kept under the conditions of this permit;

Have access to and copy, at reasonable times, any records that must be kept under the conditions of this
permit;

Inspect at reasonable times any facilities, equipment (including monitoring and control equipment),
practices, or operations regulated or required under this permit; and

Sample or monitor at reasonable times, for the purposes of assuring permit compliance or as otherwise
authorized by the Clean Water Act and the State Water Control Law, any substances or parameters at any
location.

For purposes of this section, the time for inspection shall be deemed reasonable during regular business hours,
and whenever the facility is discharging. Nothing contained herein shall make an inspection unreasonable
during an emergency.

X. Permit Actions
Permits may be modified, revoked and reissued, or terminated for cause. The filing of arequest by the
permittee for a permit modification, revocation and reissuance, or termination, or a notification of planned
changes or anticipated noncompliance does not stay any permit condition.
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Y. Transfer of Permits
1. Permitsare not transferable to any person except after notice to the Department. Except as provided in Part
11.Y.2, apermit may be transferred by the permittee to a new owner or operator only if the permit has been
modified or revoked and reissued, or a minor modification made, to identify the new permittee and
incorporate such other requirements as may be necessary under the State Water Control Law and the Clean
Water Act.
2. Asan dternativeto transfers under Part 11.Y .1, this permit may be automatically transferred to a new
permitteeif:
a. Thecurrent permittee notifies the Department at least 30 days in advance of the proposed transfer of
the title to the facility or property;
b. The noticeincludes awritten agreement between the existing and new permittees containing a specific
date for transfer of permit responsibility, coverage, and liability between them; and
c. TheBoard does not notify the existing permittee and the proposed new permittee of itsintent to modify
or revoke and reissue the permit. If this notice is not received, the transfer is effective on the date
specified in the agreement mentioned in Part 11.Y.2.b.

Z. Severability
The provisions of this permit are severable, and if any provision of this permit or the application of any
provision of this permit to any circumstance, is held invalid, the application of such provision to other
circumstances, and the remainder of this permit, shall not be affected thereby.
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VPDESPERMIT PROGRAM FACT SHEET

This document gives pertinent information concerning the reissuance of the VPDES permit listed below. This
permit is being processed as aMajor, Industrial permit. The effluent limitations contained in this permit will
maintain the Water Quality Standards (WQS) of 9VAC25-260. Dominion-Bremo Power Station (BPS)
previously generated electricity with steam produced by the combustion of coal. The station fuel was converted
from coal to gasin May 2014. BPS now generates electricity with steam produced by the combustion of gas.
Two gas-fired generating units are used. Unit 3's maximum capacity is 76 MW and Unit 4’s maximum capacity
is 168 MW according to the 2015 Application. BPS uses a once-through cooling water system with a shoreline
cooling water intake structure. The discharge results from the operation of a steam electric power generating
plant. This permit action consists of reissuing the permit with revisions to the permit requirements, as needed,
due to changesin applicable laws, guidance, and available technical information.

1. Facility Name and Mailing Address:
Dominion-Bremo Power Station SIC Code: 4911 — Electric Generation
5000 Dominion Boulevard
Glen Allen, Virginia 23060

Location: 1038 Bremo Road, Bremo Bluff, Virginia 23022

2. Permit No. VA0004138 Existing Permit Expiration Date: July 31, 2015
3. Owner Contact: Cathy C. Taylor Title: Director, Electric Environmenta Services
Teephone No: (804) 273-2929 Email: Cathy.c.taylor@dom.com

4. Application Complete Date: March 27, 2015
Permit Drafted By: Beverley W. Carver Date: October 23, 2015
DEQ - Vdley Regiona Office

Reviewed By: Brandon Kiracofe Date: October 26, 2015

Public Comment Period: October 30, 2015 to December 14, 2015

5. Receiving Stream Name: James River
River Mile: 001 (175.89), 002 (176.11), 003/004 (175.44), 006 (175.69)

Basin: James River (Middle) Subbasin: NA Section: 10 Class: Il
Specia Standards: None Public Water Supply: No *
Tidd Waters. No Impaired: Yes

Watershed Name: VAC-H20R: James River/Bear Garden Creek/South Creek
* Per VDH on January 27, 2015 - The nearest downstream raw water intake is proposed to be located 8.7 miles downstream of BPS.
The name of the proposed waterworks is the James River Water Authority and the exact intake coordinates are to be determined.

6. Operator License Requirements per 9V AC25-31-200.C.: None

7. Rédiability Class per 9VAC25-790: (Outfall 203-sewage treatment works): Class |1 (VDH concurrence
received June 3, 2015)

8. Permit Characterization:
M Private O Federd O State O POTW O PVOTW
L] Possible Interstate Effect [ Interim Limits in Other Document (attach copy of CSO)

9. Description of Wastewaters and Treatment Facilities: APPENDIX A
Total Number of Outfalls= 7 external, 4 internal
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Management of Sludge/Débris:

a.  Sewage dudge from the sewage treatment plant serving internal Outfall 203 at this facility is pumped and
hauled to Moores Creek Regional STP (VA0025518) in Albemarle County for further treatment and
disposal. The Sludge Management Plan (SMP) for the sewage treatment plant will be approved with
this reissuance of the permit.

b. Coa Fly Ashiscurrently stored in the following impoundments:

« West Ash Pond — 17 acres; 290 acre-feet; 19 foot dam; volume estimated at 220,000 ft*: has natural cl ay
liner

« North Ash Pond — 96 acres; 4300 acre-feet; 102 foot dam; has natura clay liner

» East Ash Ponds— 10 acres; vegetated

The permittee is currently working on submittals to address the long-term management of the ponds including
closure pursuant to the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations and solid waste permit for
closure/post-closure.

c. Metassdudgeisstoredinthe Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin.

d. River Intake Screen — A trash rack islocated at the James River in front of the BPS cooling water intake
structure. Leaves and debris are removed from the trash rack and hauled offsite.

e. Traveling Screen Debris— Debris and spray water which is backwashed from the traveling screens located in
the Screen House is directed to Internal Outfall 101 which ultimately discharges through Outfall 001.

Discharge Location and Receiving Waters Information: APPENDI X B
Antidegradation Review and Comments per 9VAC25-260-30: James River: Tier: 2

The State Water Control Board's WQSs include an antidegradation policy (9VAC25-260-30) that must be applied
to al permit actions. All state surface waters are provided one of three levels of antidegradation protection. For
Tier 1 or existing use protection, existing uses of the water body and the water quality to protect these uses must
be maintained. Tier 2 water bodies have water quality that is better than the water quality standards. Significant
lowering of the water quality of Tier 2 watersis not allowed without an evaluation of the economic and social
impacts. Tier 3 water bodies are exceptional waters and are so designated by regulatory amendment. The
antidegradation policy prohibits new or expanded discharges into exceptional waters.

The antidegradation review begins with a Tier determination. The James River in the immediate vicinity of the
dischargeis listed asimpaired for PCBs in fish tissue. Impairment for PCBs in fish tissueis not applicable for
designation as Tier 1. No other in-stream data are avail able that indicate water quality criteria (WQC) either have
been violated or are barely met; therefore, the James River in the vicinity of the discharge is determined to be a
Tier 2 water. Since the quality of Tier 2 watersis better than that required by the standards, no significant
degradation of the existing quality will be allowed.

Because there was a proposed expansion and/or change in nature of the discharge for the combined Outfall
002/004 evaluation, the combined dewatering activities, and the final configuration, antidegradation baselines
were calculated for the process wastewater discharges from Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006. The antidegradation
baselines are presented in the MSTRANTI spreadsheet that can be found in Appendix G. The baselines were
calculated for al toxic parameters as not more than 25% of the unused assimilative capacity of the criteriafor the
protection of aquatic life (acute and chronic) and not more than 10% for the protection of human health. The
unused assi milative capacity is defined as the difference between existing water quality and the criterion for a
specific pollutant.

Because there was no proposed expansion or change in the nature of the once-through condenser cooling water
discharge, antidegradation baselines were not calculated for any toxic parameters at Outfall 001.

Introduction — Page 2



13.

14.

15.
16.
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Site Inspection: Date(s):  September 15, 2014  Performed by: Bev Carver and Laura Stuart

May 5, 2015 Performed by: Bev Carver and Brandon Kiracofe
October 29, 2015 Performed by Bev Carver
NPDES Permit Rating Worksheet: APPENDIX A
The worksheet updated using current information regarding the facility.
M Mgor [ Minor Score = 600

Effluent Screening and Effluent Limitations: APPENDIX C, D, E, F, and G
Thermal Mixing Zone Evaluation: APPENDIX H
Cooling Water Intake Structure Evaluation: APPENDIX |

Effluent Toxicity Testing Requirementsincluded per 9VAC25-31-220.D: M Yes [ No APPENDIX J
Groundwater Monitoring Plan Evaluation: APPENDIX K

Permit Changes and Bases for Special Conditions: APPENDI X L

Material Storage per 9V AC25-31-280.B.2.: This proposed permit requires that the facility's O& M Manual include
information to address the management of wastes, fluids, and pollutants which may be present at the facility, to
avoid unauthorized discharge of such materials.

Antibackdliding Review per 9VAC25-31-220.L.: This permit complies with Antibacksliding provisions of the
VPDES Permit Regulation.

Impaired Use Status Evaluation per 9V AC25-31-220.D: The James River in the immediate vicinity of the
dischargeislisted asimpaired for “Fish Consumption” due to PCB contamination. No TMDL has been prepared
or approved for the segment. The permit contains a re-opener condition that may allow the permit limits to be
modified, in compliance with section 303(d)(4) of the Act oncea TMDL is approved.

Regulation of Users per 9VAC25-31-280.B.9: N/A —There are no industria users other than the owner
contributing to the treatment works.

Stormwater Management per 9VAC25-31-120: Application Required? ™M Yes [ No

Steam €l ectric power generating facilities are considered by definition in the VPDES Permit Regulation
(9VAC25-31-10), to be engaging in industrial activity and are required to submit a stormwater application. The
permittee submitted a Registration Statement for the VPDES Generd Permit for Stormwater Associated with
Industrial Activity. Based on thisinformation, stormwater requirements will be included in the individua permit.

Public Notice Information per 9V AC25-31-280.B:

DEQ accepts comments by hand delivery, e-mail, fax or postal mail. All comments and requests must be in
writing and be received by DEQ during the comment period. Submittals must include the names, mailing
addresses and tel ephone numbers of the commenter/requester and of al persons represented by the
commenter/requester.

The Board will also accept written and oral comments at the public hearing. To make a statement at a public

hearing, write your name on a sign-up sheet available before the hearing. Y ou may sign up only for yourself. The
time alowed for each statement is set by the hearing officer.
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station
Variances/Alternate Limits or Conditions per 9V AC25-31-280.B, 100.H, and 100.M:
Thermal Mixing Zone Evaluation — APPENDIX H

Application Waivers
The following application waivers were requested in the 2015 application:

Outfal | Form | Parameters Justification for Requesting the Waiver
001 2C | 24-hr composite samples, | Flow through without treatment; therefore, grab samples are
TRC appropriate. Chlorineisnot used and no biocides containing

chlorine are used; therefore, TRC will not be monitored.

002 2C | 24-hr composite samples | Retention time is > 24 hrs; therefore, grab samples are
appropriate.

004 2C | All tegting requirements | Essentialy identical to Outfall 002 and testing for all Form
2C parameters are provided for Outfall 002.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

The above listed application waiver approach has been accepted in the past. The waivers are approved and will
not affect the preparation of atechnically defensible permit.

Closure Plans and Demonstration of Financial Capability per 9V AC25-650-10: N/A — Thisfacility does not serve
private residences.

Virginia Environmental Excellence Program (VEEP) Evaluation per 8 10.1 — 1187.1-7: Isthisfacility considered
by DEQ to be a participant in the Virginia Environmental Excellence Program in good standing at either the
Exemplary Environmental Enterprise (E3) level or the Extraordinary Environmental Enterprise (E4) level?
OYes ¥ No

Nutrient Trading Regulation per 9V AC25-820:
General Permit Required: [ Yes M No

Thisfacility is not required to maintain coverage under the Genera Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (VPDES) Watershed Permit Regulation for Total Nitrogen (TN) and Total Phosphorus (TP) Discharges
and Nutrient Trading in the Chesapeake Bay Watershed in Virginia (9V AC25-820) because it is not listed with a
WLA inthe Registration List in 9V AC25-820-70; nor does the permit authorize STP expansion that is subject to
an offset or technol ogy-based requirement.

Nutrient monitoring included per Guidance Memo No. 14-2011: M Yes [ONo

Thisfacility isaNonsignificant Discharger (all facilities not classified as Significant Dischargers as defined in the
Nutrient Trading Watershed General Permit Regulation 9VAC25-820). Effluent sampling for TN and TP has not
previoudy been completed and therefore has been included in the permit for Outfall 002.

Threatened and Endangered (T&E) Species Screening per 9V AC25-260-20B.8: This facility was listed on the
2014 and 2015 VPDES Permit review request list. T&E screening was performed using the Department of
Conservation and Recreation (DCR) Natura Heritage website. The coordination form included in the
Memorandum of Understanding aong with the T& E screening was sent to the US Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS), Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (DGIF) and Department of Conservation and
Recreation (DCR) on May 13, 2014. Because of the upcoming CWIS rule, DCR, DGIF and FWS chose to delay
comment on the permit pending receipt of the Thermal Mixing Zone evaluation and permit reissuance application
which was due on February 1, 2015. The VPDES permit application was received on January 15, 2015. Part
125.98(h) of the CWIS rule allows for a 60 day review of the application before a draft permit can beissued. The
application was sent to DCR, DGIF, FWS and the National Marine Fisheries Office on January 27, 2015 so the 60

Introduction — Page 4



33.

Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

day application review period ended on March 27, 2015. Comments were received from DGIF on March 24,
2015 and were forwarded to the permittee. Comments from DCR were received on March 25, 2015 and were
forwarded to the permittee.

Further discussion of the T& E processisincluded in APPENDI X H (Thermal Mixing Zone Evaluation) and
APPENDI X | (CWIS Evaluation).

Compliance Schedules per 9VAC25-31-250: A six-month compliance schedule has been included in Part 1.G.7 of
the permit to meet the Reliability Class |1 requirements for the sewage treatment facility.

. Historical Record:

« Bremo Power Station was constructed in 1931 by the Virginia Public Service Company and has operated
since 1944 under the Virginia Electric and Power Company (VEPCO).

« 1948 —A low water diversion wall in the James River was constructed and maintained under a permit
originally issued by the Army Corps of Engineers.

« September 7-8, 1971 — SWCB staff conducted a Thermal Study at Bremo Power Station.

« October 1974 - Fina Report — July 1972 — June 1974, “The Effects of Therma Loading by the Bremo Power
Station on a Piedmont Section of the James River, Volumes| and I1”, was prepared for Virginia Electric and
Power Company by Virginia Institute for Scientific Research, Richmond, Virginia

« January 11, 1975 — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 was first issued.

« January 22, 1975 — Heat rejection cal culation method was approved.

« December 10, 1975 — Winter/Summer Thermal Evaluation was submitted by the permittee.

« November 19, 1976 — Proposed Therma Mixing Zone was submitted by the permittee and reviewed by
SWCB staff.

« March 24, 1977 — The thermal mixing zones for VEPCO' s Bremo, Surry and Chesterfield Power Stations
were approved by State Water Control Board Executive Approval No. 3205-S, 3206-S and 3207-S.

« December 29, 1977 — VEPCO questioned the need to monitor temperature of condenser cooling water where
amixing zone and a maximum heat rejection limit was included in the permit.

. May 23, 1978 — State Water Control Board Executive Secretary approved the staff’ s recommendation that no
modifications to the thermal mixing zones were required as aresult of the new revised water quality standard
temperature standard.

« December 21, 1978 — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 was modified to include the Board approved thermal
mixing zone. The permit also required continuous monitoring for Outfall 001 (condenser cooling water)
temperature and specified that the maximum heat rejected to the waterway shall not exceed a maximum of
1.62 X 10 ° BTU/Hour.

« VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 was reissued on August 6, 2000.

« A Proposd for Information Collection (PIC) is required by 40 CFR Part 125.95(a)(1). The PIC must be
submitted prior to data collection activities. A PIC was submitted on February 23, 2005 under a cover letter
dated February 16, 2005. The PIC was reviewed and accepted by DEQ per letter dated July 29, 2005.
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June 23, 2006 — DEQ received complaints from participants in the James River Batteau Festival. The fleet
entered the thermal mixing zone at Bremo Bluff on a day when the river water level was very low. When the
occupants got out of their canoes to get around the rocks they experienced water that was hotter than what
they would have expected to be dlowed. In response, Dominion stated that in the future they will coordinate
with the festival organizers to ensure that a passage on river right will be open if there islow water in the
future during the festival.

VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 was reissued on August 7, 2005.

July 9, 2007, EPA publishes in the Federal Register the Suspension of Regulations Establishing Requirement
for Cooling Water Intake Structures at Phase |1 Existing Facilities.

Dominion requested a major permit modification on September 12, 2007 as follows:

0 “Asyou areaware, on July 9, 2007 EPA published in the Federal Register the Suspension of Regulations
Establishing Requirement for Cooling Water Intake Structures at Phase |1 Existing Facilities. The entire
rule was suspended (40 CFR Parts 122 and 125) except for the provision in 125.90(b) for developing best
professiona judgment controls on a case-by-case basis.

0 We understand that the rule suspension by EPA on July 9, 2007 effectively suspends the existing 316(b)
specia condition language, including the Comprehensive Demonstration Study (CDS) submittal deadline,
in our VPDES permit for Bremo. Therefore, pursuant to 9V AC25-31-390 A.3.a.(2), Dominion requests
modification of the above referenced permit to delete Part |.E. Special Condition # 15 on 316(b), and
substitute the language previously agreed upon by Dominion and DEQ.”

VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 was modified on December 27, 2007. The rationaleincluded in the basisfor
the modification was as follows:

o Cooling Water Intake Structure. Substitution. The facility includes a cooling water intake structure
governed by § 316(b) of the Clean Water Act which requiresthat the location, design, construction and
capacity of the cooling water intake structures reflect the “best technology available for minimizing
adverse environmental impact”. The environmental report on impingement and entrainment studies
conducted at the facility indicated minimal or no adverse environmental impact. The specia condition
requires continued compliance with § 316(b) and submittal of new data that was recently collected in
response to EPA’s Phase I requirements. Collected data and any changes to the intake structures or
conditions will be reevaluated at each reissuance to monitor continued compliance with the requirement.
The condition also includes a reopener, should further 316(b) related conditions become necessary once
the EPA Phase Il ruleisfinalized or anew BPJ determination is required.

A Comprehensive Demonstration Study (CDS) was due by January 7, 2008 under the August 7, 2005 permit.
The exact requirements are listed at 40 CFR Part 122.21(r)(2),(3) and (5), and in 40 CFR Part 125.95. A
summary of the requirements can be found in DEQ Guidance Memo 05-2001 listed. The requirement to
submit a CDS was removed during the December 27, 2007 permit modification.

Part 1.E.15 of VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 required that within one year of the modification date of the
permit (by December 27, 2008) the permittee shall submit biological data collected consistent with that
described in the February 16, 2005 Proposal for Information Collection. In aletter dated November 24, 2008
received on December 3, 2008, Dominion submitted a report entitled “ Impingement Mortality
Characterization Report — Bremo Power Station, June 2005 —May 2006”. A copy of this report was
submitted a second time in the permit reissuance application submitted in January 2010.

May 27, 2009 — DEQ Recon Inspection Report — Coal Fly Ash Impoundments
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December 4, 2009 — A Memorandum of Agreement between VEPCO and Virginia Department of Game and
Inland Fisheries was effective. The agreement provided for funding assistance over a5 year period for
DGIF s mussel restoration program.

VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 expired on July 31, 2010. The permit was administratively continued due to
issues with the Cooling Water Intake Structure specia condition language. The issues were resolved and the
permit was reissued on August 13, 2010.

A revised Groundwater Monitoring Plan (GWMP) was submitted on August 13, 2011. DEQ approved the
GWMP on September 11, 2013.

Part |.E.13 of the 2010 permit required that the permittee conduct a Best Technology Available (BTA)
assessment of the CWIS. A report was to be submitted to DEQ for approval by August 13, 2011. The report
was submitted on August 11, 2011. No technology improvements were recommended by the report which
was based upon the draft federal 316(b) regulation. The report was approved by DEQ on November 9, 2011.

On September 19, 2013, DEQ received natification from the permittee that the use of coal had been
discontinued at BPS. There was a period when no power was produced while the conversion from coal to
natural gas was taking place.

The start-up date for Unit 3 firing natural gas was March 12, 2014. The start-up date for Unit 4 firing natural
gas was March 25, 2014.

The coal pile was removed in 2014 and the area was seeded with grass.

Federal Effluent Guidelines, 40 CFR Parts 122 and 125; NPDES Final Regulationsto Establish Requirements
for Cooling Water Intake Structures at Existing Facilities and Amend Requirements at Phase | Facilities
became effective on October 14, 2014.

December 11, 2014 — EPA Memorandum “Clean Water Act Section 316(b) Regulations for Cooling Water
Intake Structures at Existing Facilities: NPDES Permitting Process When Federally-Listed Threatened and
Endangered Species and/or Designated Critical Habitat Are or May be Present” form Deborah G. Nagle,
Director, Water Permits Division.

The permit reissuance application was received on January 15, 2015.

The Draft Impingement Characterization Study Plan was prepared by HDR Engineering, Inc. on April 10,
2015.

VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 expired on July 31, 2015. The permit was administratively continued.

A Notice of Planned Changes was originally submitted by letter dated August 6, 2015. Revision 01 of the
Notice of Planned Changes was submitted by letter dated August 26, 2015. The final Revision 02 of the
Notice of Planned Changes was submitted by letter dated September 1, 2015 and was approved by DEQ by
letter dated September 3, 2015.

A permit application addendum dated August 6, 2015 was received on August 12, 2015.

By letter dated October 5, 2015, DEQ was notified of mechanical dredging and sampling location changes
associated with the ash pond closure. The sampling location changes are associated with the Notice of
Planned Changes which was approved on September 3, 2015. Copies of the updated O& M Manual and
SWPPP were provided.

A revised application addendum was received on October 7, 2015.
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Federal Effluent Guidelines, 40 CFR Parts 257 and 261; Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals from
Electric Utilities; Final Rule was promulgated on December 19, 2014 and became effective on October 14,
2015

Federal Effluent Guidelines, 40 CFR Part 423; Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Categories,
Fina Rule was promulgated on September 30, 2015 and becomes effective on November 29, 2015.

By email dated October 20, 2015, DEQ was notified that the practice of duicing coa ash from the West Ash
Pond to the North Ash Pond ceased on October 17, 2015.

By email dated October 20, 2015, DEQ was notified that the discharge from the Stormwater Management
Pond was scheduled to be routed directly to Outfall 002 on October 22, 2015, bypassing the West Ash Pond.
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APPENDIX A

DESCRIPTION OF WASTEWATERSAND TREATMENT FACILITIES

OUTFALL OVERVIEW:

BPS currently has 5 externa outfalls which discharge to the James River. During closure activities for the North
Ash Pond and the East Ash Ponds, Outfalls 004 and 003 will be retired and two new stormwater outfalls (Outfalls
007 and 008) will be constructed. The outfallsin order from the most upstream to most downstream are;

Ouitfal 002 (West Ash Pond) — The West Ash Pond currently receives wastewater from 3 internal outfalls:
« Internal Outfall 202 (Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin)
« Internal Outfall 203 (Sewage Treatment Plant)
« Internal Outfall 204 (Stormwater Management Pond)

Ouitfal 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water) — receives wastewater from 1 internal outfall:
« Internal Outfall 101 (Traveling Screen Backwash)

Ouitfal 006 (Stormwater)
Outfal 004 (North Ash Pond) *
Outfal 003 (East Ash Pond)(Stormwater) *

* Quitfall 004 discharges to a drainage ditch between the C& O railroad and BPS. Approximately 200 feet
downstream, Outfall 003 discharges to the same drainage ditch. At this point Outfall 004 and 003 are comingled
along with some stormwater from offsite. Thereis abrick arch culvert running under the railroad tracks to
convey the combined discharges to the James River.

Pursuant to EPA’sfina coa combustion residuals rule promulgated on April 17, 2015, Dominion is pursuing
closure of the ash ponds at BPS. To date, pre-closure activities have included the movement of ash from the West
Ash Pond to the North Ash Pond as authorized under the previous permit, as well as the pumping of comingled
decant water, dewatering water and stormwater from the West Ash Pond to the North Ash Pond. In order to begin
closure of the existing ash ponds, all water must be discharged from the West Ash Pond, North Ash Pond, and
East Ash Ponds. The discharges from the West Ash Pond, North Ash Pond, and East Ash Ponds during the
dewatering activities must meet the limits established in Part I.A.9 of the permit which may require the use of
interim treatment systems.

Dominion has provided the estimates below for discharges of process wastewater during dewatering activities.
These estimates do not affect the calculation of effluent limits. The actual discharges may be less or greater than
these values.

- _8.9 million gallons (MG) from the initial drawdown of the North Ash Pond over a period of 30 working days

- gr?lZ,(\)/llg from theinitia drawdown of the East Ash Ponds over a period of 30 working daysin 2016

- 129.5 MG from on-going dewatering activities in the North Ash Pond over a period of 270 working daysin

- gg.lfMG from on-going dewatering activities in the East Ash Ponds over a period of 270 working days in

- 1218.196MG from on-going dewatering activities in the West Ash Pond over a period of 270 working daysin

- i8;6MG from on-going dewatering activities in the North Ash Pond over a period of 270 working daysin
o Appendix A - Page 1
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Diagram of Existing Conditions
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Currently Retired Outfalls:

Outfall 005 — The Intake Screen Backwash was at one time discharged to the James River through Outfall 005.
Ouitfal 005 was retired prior to 2005 when the traveling screen backwash flow was redirected to Outfall 001. The
traveling screen backwash is now permitted as Internal Outfall 101 discharging through Outfall 001.

Internal Outfall 204 (Stormwater Management Pond) — Internal Outfall 204 currently dischargesto the West
Ash Pond ultimately discharging through Outfall 002. The previous permit contained limits for coa pile runoff at
Outfdl 204. Sincethe cod pile has been eliminated, monitoring at Outfall 204 is no longer required; therefore
Ouitfall 204 has been retired at this reissuance.

Outfalls That Will Be Retired:

Outfall 004 (North Ash Pond) — The North Ash Pond contains a Discharge Structure with stop logs to control
therate of discharge. The discharge pipe from the North Ash Pond runs underneath the inactive East Ash Pond to
the Outfall 004 monitoring location. When the North Ash Pond and East Ash Ponds are being dewatered, the
permit alows discharge through Outfall 004. The North Ash Pond discharge structure will ultimately be
dismantled and Outfall 004 will be retired.

Outfall 003 (Inactive East Ash Ponds) — The East Ash Ponds were previoudy closed in the 1980s before
modern closure requirements were in place. The East Ash Ponds have a Discharge Structure which directs onsite
and offsite stormwater through Outfall 003. Qutfall 003 is currently classified as a stormwater outfall not exposed
to industrial activity; therefore, Outfall 003 does not require any monitoring. When the North Ash Pond and East
Ash Ponds are being dewatered, the permit allows discharge through Outfall 003. Once the dewatering activities
are completed, toe drains will be constructed to direct any seepage from the East Ash Ponds to the Stormwater
Management Pond. The East Ash Ponds discharge structure will ultimately be dismantled and Outfall 003 will be
retired.

Internal Outfall 202 (Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin) — Internal Outfall 202 for the Metal Cleaning
Waste Treatment Basin currently discharges to the West Ash Pond. The permittee will be closing the Metal
Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin during the term of the permit reissuance. Asaresult, internal Outfall 202 for the
Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin will be retired.

New Qutfalls:;

Outfalls 007 and 008 — Once closure of the North Ash Pond and East Ash Ponds is complete, new stormwater
drainage systems will be created. Stormwater not exposed to industrial activity will be directed through two new
outfalls (Outfalls 007 and 008) which will ultimately discharge to the James River in the same vicinity as the
previoudy used Outfalls 003 and 004 did.

Outfall 009 — Once closure of the West Ash Pond is complete a new Outfall 009 for stormwater not exposed to
industria activity will discharge to Holman Creek.

Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 — The dewatering wastewaters are to be managed to address the
monitoring and effluent limitations established. The management of the dewatering wastewaters may include the
use of interim treatment systems. The interna outfalls are designated as follows:

Ouitfal 501 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the West Ash Pond

Ouitfal 502 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the North Ash Pond

Ouitfal 503 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the East Ash Ponds

Ouitfal 504 - combination of process wastewaters from dewatering activitiesin the North Ash Pond, West
Ash Pond, East Ash Ponds, and Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin

Outfal 505 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin
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It is staff’ s best professional judgment that the effluent limits be applied to the discharges of dewatering
wastewaters (Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505) rather than being applied at Outfalls 002, 003, 004,
and 006. Meeting effluent limits at the internal outfalls will protect and maintain water quality at any of the

outfallsidentified as discharge options, while providing Dominion with the flexibility needed to achieve closure
by the required deadline.

PICTURESOF OUTFALLSFROM FILE RECORD:

Ouitfal 002 (West Ash Pond) sampling location; Internal Outfall 202 (Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment

Thereisa Decant Structure with stop logsto control | Basin); This outfall rarely discharges. If needed, a

the water level in the pond. pump is used to pump wastewater from the Metal
Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin to the West Ash
Pond.

Stormwater Treatment Pond (formerly permitted as
internal Outfall 204)

Internal Outfall 203 (Sewage Treatment Plant)
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Fact Sheet —VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Ouitfal 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling
Water)

| v
}

| vFs

I

Outfall 001

Ouitfall 006 stormwater drainage; The flood wall is
on theleft. On theright istherailroad tracks. James
River is on other side of railroad tracks.

North Ash Pond dam

North Ash Pond; contains a concrete Decant
Structure with stop logs to control pond water level.

Ouitfall 004 (North Ash Pond); The Outfall 004 pipe
runs under the East Ash Pond and dischargesinto a
polishing pond (in the background). From the
polishing pond, the discharges goes to a concrete
basin with aweir.
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Outfdl 004 North Ash Pond sampling point. The
Ouitfal 004 discharge forms the headwaters of a
drainage ditch running beside the railroad tracks
which also receives the discharge from Outfall 003.

Western toe drain outlet for North Ash Pond. Dye
testing in 2010 indicated that toe drain flow was
routed to the stormwater treatment pond.

Eastern toe drain outlets for North Ash Pond. Dye
testing in 2010 indicated that toe drain flow was
routed to the stormwater treatment pond.

Outfall 003 Decant Structure (East Ash Ponds). East
Ash Pond #3 isin the background.

East Ash Pond #1 is on theright. East Ash Pond #2
isto the left of East Ash Pond #1. Thedischarge

pipe for Outfall 004 runs underneath East Ash Pond
#2.

Outfall 003. Thereisabox with aweir at the bottom
of the steps for sampling. The discharge enters a
drainage ditch running beside the railroad tracks where
it comingles with the Outfall 004 discharge. James
River isin the background behind the railroad tracks.
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DESCRIPTION OF OUTFALLSAND TREATMENT:

OUTFALL 002—-WEST ASH POND
The West Ash Pond was placed into servicein 1976. The surfaceis approximately 17.0 acres.

The discharge from the West Ash Pond was previously discharged to the James River through Outfall 002. Any
discharge from the West Ash Pond to an external outfall must meet the requirementsin Part 1.A.9 of the permit.

The West Ash Pond currently receives wastewater from the following 3 sources:

« Auxiliary Process Water

. Internal Outfall 202 — Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin - The Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment
Basinisnot lined. The basin receives metals cleaning waste generated from the cleaning of meta process
equipment. Following treatment, which consists of pH adjustment and settling, the wastewaters are
pumped to the West Ash Pond through Outfall 202. The basin was designed to hold 5,700,000 gallons of
chemical and non-chemical metal cleaning wastewater.

0 TheMetal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin has an intermittent discharge. Prior to the
conversion from coal to natural gas, the discharge occurred 2 to 3 times per year for 1 day per
event. The basinisnolonger used as originally designed. Water flow to the basin is minimized.
In 2014, there was no discharge from the basin.

o Internal Qutfall 204 — Stormwater M anagement Pond (also known asthe “ Frogay Pond”) - The
2010 permit included Internal Outfall 204 as a monitoring location because the coal pile runoff was
directed to this pond. Coal has been removed from the facility so monitoring is no longer required at
internal Outfall 204.

The Stormwater Management Pond receives wastewater from the following sources:

« Internal Outfall 203 — Sewage Treatment Plant (STP) - The design flow of the STPis0.0432 MGD.

. Boiler Blowdown —Units 3 & 4

« Water Purification System

« Floor draing/Bearing Cooling Water

« Stormwater runoff

« Toedrain flow from North Ash Pond

« Toedrain flow from the East Ash Ponds will be directed to the Stormwater Management Pond in the
future

. Treated dewatering water may be directed to the Stormwater Management Pond in the future.

Major modifications to the West Ash Pond are planned during the upcoming permit term as aresult of the
2014 Coa Combustion Residuas (CCR) Rule.

The Meta Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin will be closed and the West Ash Pond will be clean closed (al
ash removed) and a portion of the pond will be lined and repurposed as the West Treatment Pond.
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OUTFALL 001 —ONCE-THROUGH CONDENSER COOLING WATER
There are 2 sources of wastewater comprising Outfall 001:

«  Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water - Water is withdrawn from the James River through two
adjacent cooling water intake structures (CWISs), one for each generating unit. The CWISs are located
250 feet upstream of Outfall 001. The cooling water is neither chlorinated nor chemically altered by the
addition of biocides, corrosion inhibitors, or other cooling water treatment additives. There are no
cooling towers at BPS, and the heated discharge enters a tunnel |eading underneath the railroad tracks to
the Outfall 001 discharge to the James River. When in operation, the discharge is continuous.

o Internal Outfall 101 — Traveling Screen Backwash Water - Water withdrawn from the James River
through the BPS cooling water intake structure is directed to the Screen House where the traveling
screens are located. The traveling screens are backwashed to remove debris and/or fish. The spray water
and debris/fish are discharged through internal Outfall 101 into the tunnel running underneath the railroad
tracks which carries the Outfall 001 discharge to the James River. The Outfall 101 dischargeisa
continuous non-process waste stream. No chemicals are used and thereis no chemical cleaning.

DESCRIPTION OF DEICING WATER SYSTEM:
Anintake trash rack islocated at the cooling water intake structure. The trash rack extends acrossthe entire
length of both intake structures and prevents debris and ice from entering the screen house.

There are two 5,000 gpm pumps located at Outfall 001discharge. The pumps are elevated to prevent damage
during flood conditions. During extremely cold periods of the year (river water temperatures below 36° F)
approximately 10,000 gpm of the heated Outfall 001 effluent is pumped back to the station’s cooling water intake
structure and is sprayed on the intake trash rack to prevent accumulation of ice. Thisis approximately 8.6% of
the total cooling water flow (116,000 gpm) for Units 3 and 4.

The therma mixing zone begins at the John H. Cocke Memorial Bridge (River Mile 176.63) whichis0.74 river
miles upstream of Outfall 001(River Mile 175.89); therefore, the practice of spraying the heated water from
Ouitfal 001 on the upstream CWIS is contained within the defined therma mixing zone.

A detailed description of the Outfall 001 tunnel, Screen House and Cooling Water Intake Structure and intake
trash rack and deicing water system is contained in Appendix I.

OUTFALL 006

Outfdl 006 is currently classified as a stormwater outfall not exposed to industrial activity. The Outfall 006
drainage area consists of a grassy area of approximately 5.3 acres south of the flood wall but north of the primary
railway (old Kanawha canal). The ash duice linesand lime durry line from the lime tank run through this
drainage areato the West Ash Pond. Also located in this drainage areais the intake screen return line.
Stormwater drains through this grassy area where there are no industrial activities and discharges directly into the
James River.

During the closure activities, process wastewater from dewatering activities from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503,
504 and 505 are authorized to discharge through Outfall 006.

Once the closure activities are completed, Outfall 006 will returnto its original classification as a ssormwater
outfall not exposed to industrial activity.
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OUTFALL 003—EAST ASH PONDS

Outfall 003 is currently classified as a stormwater outfall not exposed to industrial activity. The Outfall 003
drainage areaincludes the most southeastern portion of the property and includes drainage south of the North Ash
Pond and around the eastern and southern portion of the closed East Ash Ponds. The estimated drainage areais
27.15 acres.

The Outfall 003 decant structure was constructed for the East Ash ponds.

The East Ash Ponds include 3 distinct sections:

North Ash Pond

Outfall 004 sampling point

East Ash Pond #3

L

East Ash Pond #2 with Outfall 003 sampling point

Outfall 004 pipe .
running underneath -

Outfall 004/003 discharge to James River

» East Ash Pond #1 — surface area approximately 10 acres, volume or mass undetermined. In service 1949
to 1976, 1981 to December 1983. No records regarding close-out process. Closed with clay cap;
Currently covered with grass, vegetatively stabilized.

» East Ash Pond #2 — east and adjacent to East Ash Pond #1; a pipe runs under the East Ash Pond from the
North Ash Pond conveying the Outfall 004 wastewater.

» East Ash Pond #3 — the most eastern pond. The decant structure for the East Ash Pondsis located here.

The East Ash Ponds were previoudly closed in the 1980s before modern closure requirements werein place. In
response to the 2014 Coal Combustion Residuals Rule, all 3 of the East Ash Ponds will be closed using a modern

cap.

During the closure activities, Outfall 003 will be authorized for use to discharge dewatering water that will be
generated during closure activities. During this time there will be permit limits and monitoring requirements for
Outfall 003. No discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities from the East Ash Pondsto an
externa outfall may occur until the limitsin Part 1.A.9 of the permit become effective.

The East Ash Ponds discharge structure will ultimately be dismantled and Outfall 003 will be retired.

Appendix A - Page 9



Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

OUTFALL 004 —NORTH ASH POND

The North Ash Pond was placed into servicein 1984. The North Ash Pond is 96 acres, 4300 acre-feet; 102 foot
dam, average 45 feet deep. The North Ash Pond has an earthen berm, and no constructed liner (only clay
naturally present). After settling, wastewater discharges from the North Ash Pond through a decant tower with
stop logs to control the pond level. A discharge pipe running underneath the inactive East Ash Pond delivers the
effluent to a polishing pond with a baffled stilling well and stand pipe. This structure dischargesto a Concrete
Basin with a 90 degree V notch weir. The permit sampling point for the North Ash Pond (Outfall 004) is
collected from the discharge flow over the V notch weir.

The Outfall 004 discharge forms the headwaters of a drainage ditch and is comingled with the Outfall 003
discharge. Thereisabrick arch culvert running underneath the railroad tracks to deliver the comingled 003/004
discharge to the James River.

The North Ash Pond receives the following sources of wastewater:

o Stormwater runoff
« Ashdredged from West Ash Pond until October 14, 2015
« Dewatering water and contact stormwater from the West Ash Pond

The ash dredged from the West Ash Pond is stored in the North Ash Pond, which is designed to store ash for the
life of the plant. The North Ash Pond dischargesto the James River via Outfall 004. Effluent water quality is
maintained by providing adequate retention time to settle solids.

Because wastewater from Outfall 002 is used to hydraulically transport ash from Outfall 002 to Outfall 004, these
two outfalls are considered substantially identical.

The North Ash Pond will be closed during the term of the reissued permit. During the closure activities, Outfall
004 will be authorized for use to discharge dewatering water that will be generated during closure activities.
During thistime there will be permit limits and monitoring requirements for Outfall 004. Any discharge from the
North Ash Pond to an external outfall must meet the requirementsin Part 1.A.9 of the permit.

The North Ash Pond discharge structure will ultimately be dismantled and Outfall 004 will be retired.

INTERNAL OUTFALL S501, 502, 503, 504, AND 505

The dewatering wastewaters are to be managed to address the monitoring and effluent limitations established.
The management of the dewatering wastewaters may include the use of interim treatment systems. Theinterna
outfalls are designated as follows:

Ouitfal 501 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the West Ash Pond

Ouitfal 502 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the North Ash Pond

Ouitfal 503 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the East Ash Ponds

Outfal 504 - combination of process wastewaters from dewatering activities in the North Ash Pond, West
Ash Pond, East Ash Ponds, and Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin

Outfal 505 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

VPDESPERMIT RATING WORK SHEET

NPDES NO. VA0004138

Facility Name: Dominion-Bremo Power Station
City: Bremo Bluff, VA

Receiving Water: James River
Reach Number:

Isthisfacility a steam electric power plant (SIC=4911) with one or more
of the following characteristics?

1. Power output 500 MW or greater (not using a cooling pond/lake)
2. A nuclear power plant

3. Cooling water discharge greater than 25% of the recelving stream's
7Q10 flow rate

[X] YES; scoreis 600 (stop here) [ ] NO (continue)

SCORE SUMMARY
Factor Description Total Points

1 Toxic Pollutant Potential NA
2 Flows/Stream Flow Volume NA
3 Conventional Pollutants NA
4 Public Health Impacts NA
5 Water Quality Factors NA
6 Proximity to Near Coastal Waters NA

TOTAL (Factors 1-6) NA

S1. Isthetotal score equal to or greater than 80? [X] Yes (Facility isa major)

[ ] Regular Addition

[ ] Discretionary Addition

[ ] Scorechange, but no status change

[X] No changein score from previous fact sheet

Isthis permit for amunicipal separate storm sewer serving a population
greater than 100,000?

[ 1YES; scoreis 700 (stop here)
[X] NO (continue)

[ INo

S2. If the answer to the above questionsis no, would you like this facility to be discretionary major?

[ TNo

[ ]Yes(Add 500 pointsto the above score and provide reason below:

New Score: 600
Old Score: 600
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APPENDIX B

DISCHARGE LOCATION AND RECEIVING WATERSINFORMATION

BPS discharges to the James River just downstream from the community of Bremo Bluff in Fluvanna County.

Directly across the James River from BPS is the Dominion-Bear Garden Power Station which is authorized to
discharge via VPDES Permit No. VA0090891. The Bear Garden permit has been devel oped for a 580 megawatt
(MW) fossil fud powered (Natural Gas with Oil Backup) steam electric generating power station.

The first map indicates the locations of the existing Outfalls 002, 101, 001, 202, 203,204, 006, 003, and 004.

During the closure process for the inactive East Ash Pond and North Ash Pond, Outfall 003 (East Ash Pond) and
Ouitfall 004 (North Ash Pond) will be retired.

The second map indicates the outfall locationsin the final configuration. Thisincludes the addition of Outfalls
007, 008, and 009, and the removal of Outfalls 003 and 004.

The third map indicates the locations of some other features that were not shown on the first and second maps
including:

« Location of Dominion Bear Garden Power Station (V A0090891) Outfall 001
« Location of the BPS Intake in relation to Outfalls 001 and 002

« Location of ECTI Intake across the James River from the BPS Intake

» Upstream ambient monitoring station at John H. Cocke Bridge

Relevant points of interest within the watershed of James River and in the vicinity of the subject discharge are
shown on the Water Quality Assessments TMDL Review for the Middle James River Basin found on page 5 of
this appendix.

A Flow Freguency Determination for James River, at the discharge point was provided by memo updated
October 2, 2015. The flow frequencies are presented on pages 6 through 11 of this appendix.

Mixing zone analyses at the point of discharge per DEQ’s mixing program (MIX.EXE) and areincluded on
pages 12 to 15 of this appendix.
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Qutfall Location Map — Existing Outfalls
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Qutfall L ocation Map —Final Confiquration Outfalls
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Map of other featuresin relation to BPS outfalls

Ambient Monitoring Station
JMS176.63

Route 15 Bridge

John H. Cocke Memorial Bridge

L

Outfalls 004
and 003 enter
James River
through
common Brick
Arch Culvert

Dominion Bear Garden
Power Station — Outfall 001
VA0090891
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

WATER QUALITY ASSESSMENTS REVIEW
MIDDLE JAMESRIVER BASIN

1/28/2015
IMPAIRED SEGMENTS
SEGMENT ID STREAM SEGMENT START SEGMENT END SEGMENT LENGTH PARAMETER

HO3R-04-PCB James River 233.49 159.02 74.47 PCB in Fish Tissue
H20R-01-BAC Bear Garden Creek 9.18 0.00 9.18 Fecal Coliform
H20R-02-BEN North Creek 3.95 .70 3.25 Benthic

PERMIT FACILITY STREAM RIVERMILE LAT LONG WBID
VA0004138 Dominion - Bremo Power Station-001 James River 175.89 374230 0781721 VAC-H20R
VA0004138 Dominion - Bremo Power Station-002 James River 176.11 374232 0781727 VAC-H20R
VA0004138 Dominion - Bremo Power Station-004/003 James River 175.44 374215 0781743 VAC-H20R
VA0004138 Dominion - Bremo Power Station-006 James River 175.69 374221 0781704 VAC-H20R
VA0024147 Fork Union Military Academy North Creek 3.52 374527 0781501 VAC-H20R
VA0057606 Omohundro Well WTP Martin Creek X Trib 0.39 374621 0781739 VAV-H31R
VA0081639 Enwy at the Village North Creek X-Trib 0.6 374528 0781540 VAC-H20R
VA0089559 Morris Well WTP Martins Creek X-Trib 0.47 374654 0781621 VAV-H31R

MONITORING STATIONS

STREAM NAME RIVERMILE RECORD LAT LONG
James River 2-JMS176.63 176.63 9/23/99 374416 0781809
Rivanna River 2-RVNO001.64 1.64 03/24/70 374550 0781106
North Creek 2-NOR003.50 35 6/20/00 374527 0781501
Unnamed Tributary of Nort 2-XXN000.02 0.02 6/20/00 374528 0781021
Able Creek 2-ABL001.40 14 7/2003 374810 0781432
Rivanna River 2-RVN001.55 1.55 5/13/04 374546 0781105
North Creek 2-NOR000.20 0.02 6/2/99 374443 0781223
North Creek 2-NOR003.28 3.28 6/2/99 374527 0781458
North Creek 2-NOR003.59 3.59 6/20/00 374525 0781502

PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY INTAKES
OWNER STREAM RIVERMILE

WATER QUALITY MANAGEMENT PLANNING REGULATION
Is this discharge addressed in the WQMP regulation? No
If Yes, what effluent limitations or restrictions does the WQMP regulation impose on this discharge?
PARAMETER ALLOCATION

WATERSHED NAME
VAC-H20R James River/Bear Garden Creek/South Creek
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FLOW FREQUENCY DETERMINATION:

The 2016 permit will include the following external outfallsin order from the most upstream outfall to most
downstream outfall; 002, 001, 006, 003/004 and 007/008 to the James River near Bremo Bluff, VA. During the
closure activities, Outfalls 003 and 004 will be retired.

Stream flow frequencies are required at Outfalls 001, 002, 003, 004 and 006 in developing effluent limitations
for the VPDES permit reissuance. Outfall 002 is upstream of all other discharges and intakes at this facility.
Outfall 001 islocated 0.22 river miles downstream of Outfall 002. Outfall 004 is0.45 river miles downstream
of Outfall 001. Outfall 006 is between Outfalls 002 and 004.

The annual average flow data are no longer provided in the gaging statistics normally used to make flow
frequency determinations; therefore, the annual average flows presented bel ow were obtained from the March
17, 2005 FHow Frequency Determination for thisfacility. The annua average flows are included to aid in the
discussion of the entrainment requirements for the Cooling Water Intake Structure (CWIS) used by the facility.

A summary of the gages used in the FFD are listed below. The USGS gage on the James River at Scottsville,
Virginiaislocated approximately 13 miles upstream of the Bremo Power Station. The Hardware and Slate
Rivers are two tributaries that flow into the James River between the Scottsville gage and BPS.

USGS Gage USGS Name Statistical Period Location
Number
02029000 | James River at Scottsville, VA 4/1/1980* — 3/31/2014 | Albemarle County

02030000 | Hardware River below Briery 4/1/1939 - 3/31/2014 | Fluvanna County upstream

Run near Scottsville, VA from the SR 637 bridge
02030500 | Slate River near Arvonia, VA 4/1/1926 — 3/31/2014 | Buckingham County upstream
from Route 676 bridge

* The USGS has operated a continuous record gage on the James River at Scottsville, VA (#02029000) since
1928. Flow regulation from Lake Moomaw/Gathright Dam began in December 1979 and affects the flow in
the James River. Dueto this, the statistical period of record utilized in calculating the flow frequency values
at this gage was limited to 1980-2003. By doing this, fluctuationsin river flow due to releases from Gathright
Dam are taken into account.

The flow frequencies for the James River at Scottsville gage is presented below:

James River at Scottsville, VA (#02029000):
Drainage Area = 4581 mi®

1Q30= 485¢cfs 30Q5= 820cfs
1Q10= 540 cfs Harmonic Mean = 2310 cfs
7Q10= 613cfs Annual Average= 5357 cfs

30Q10= 742 cfs
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The flows contributed by the Hardware River and Slate River were determined by projecting the flow at the
respective gage to the mouth, where each river meets the James River. Thiswas done by drainage area
comparison. The flow frequencies are presented below:

Hardware River below Briery Run, near Scottsville, VA (#02030000):
Drainage Area = 116 mi?

1Q30= 1.32cfs 30Q5= 125cfs
1Q10= 3.97cfs Harmonic Mean= 14.5cfs
7Q10= 3.58cfs Annual Average= 129 cfs

30Q10= 6.70 cfs

Hardware River at mouth:
Drainage Area = 138 mi?

1Q30= 1.57cfs 30Q5= 14.9cfs
1Q10= 4.72cfs Harmonic Mean= 17.2 cfs
7Q10= 4.26 cfs Annual Average= 153 cfs

30Q10= 7.97 cfs

Slate River near Arvonia, VA (#02030500):
Drainage Area = 226 mi?

1Q30= 2.48cfs 30Q5= 19.3cfs
1Q10= 5.93cfs Harmonic Mean= 72.7 cfs
7Q10= 7.44cfs Annual Average= 226 cfs

30Q10= 12.3cfs

Slate River at mouth:
Drainage Area = 245 mi?

1Q30= 2.69cfs 30Q5= 20.9cfs
1Q10= 6.43cfs Harmonic Mean = 78.8 cfs
7Q10= 8.06cfs Annual Average= 245 cfs

30Q10= 13.3cfs

The flow contributed by the intervening drainage area between the Scottsville gage and Outfall 002 was
determined using the following 2 steps:

Step 1: Average the flows and drainage areas for the Hardware and Slate River gages, and make a*“simulated
reference gage”.
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Average of Hardware River and Slate River at mouth (“simulated r eference gage”):
Drainage Area = (138 + 245) + 2 = 191 mi?

1Q30 157 + 269 = 426 «cfs + 2= 213cfs

1Q10 472 + 643 = 112 «cfs + 2= 5.60cfs

7010 426 + 806 = 123 «cfs + 2= 6.15cfs

30Q10 797 + 133 = 213 «cfs =+ 2= 10.6cfs

30Q5 149 + 209 = 358 «cfs + 2= 179cfs
HarmonicMean 172 + 788 = 960 «cfs =+ 2= 48.0cfs
Annual Average 153 + 245 = 398 cfs =+ 2= 199cfs

Step 2: The “simulated reference gage” was then used to determine the actual flow frequencies for the
intervening drainage area by drainage area comparison. The intervening drainage area was determined by
taking the drainage area at Outfall 002 and subtracting the drainage area at the Scottsville gage, and the drainage
areas at the mouth of the Hardware and Slate Rivers, respectively (5059 — 4581 — 138 — 245 = 95 mi?).

Flow Contributed by I ntervening Drainage Area:
Drainage Area = 95 mi?

1Q30= 1.06cfs 30Q5= 8.90cfs
1Q10= 2.78cfs Harmonic Mean= 23.9 cfs
7Q10= 3.06cfs Annual Average= 99.0 cfs

30Q10= 5.27 cfs
James River immediately upstream of Bremo Power Station:

The flows in the James River immediately upstream of BPS were determined by adding the respective flows for
the Scottsville gage, the flows at the mouth of the Hardware and Slate Rivers, and the flows for the intervening
drainage area as shown below:

Drainage Area = 5059 mi?

1Q30 485+ 1.57 + 2.69 + 1.06 = 490 cfs
1Q10 540+ 4.72+6.43 + 2.78 = 554 cfs
7Q10 613 +4.26 + 8.06 + 3.06 = 628 cfs
30Q10 742+ 7.97 + 13.3+5.27 =768 cfs
30Q5 820+ 14.9+ 20.9+ 8.90= 865 cfs
Harmonic Mean 2310 + 17.2 + 78.8 + 23.9 = 2430 cfs
Annual Average 5357 + 153 + 245 + 99.0 = 5854 cfs

0.6463= 317MGD
0.6463= 358 MGD
0.6463= 406 MGD
0.6463= 497 MGD
0.6463= 559 MGD
0.6463= 1570 MGD
0.6463= 3783 MGD

XXX X X X X

The values immediately upstream of the BPS do not address any discharges, withdrawals, or springs located
between the Scottsville gage and the BPS.

The 1Q10, 7Q10, 30Q10, 30Q5, and Harmonic Mean for the James River immediately upstream of the BPS are

lower than those contained in the 2010 Fact Sheet. The 2010 Fact Sheet utilized USGS flow gage information
through 2002. The 2016 Fact Sheet utilized USGS flow gage information through March 31, 2014.
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In order to calculate the flow frequencies at Outfalls 001, 002, 003 004, and 006, water withdrawal s and long
term average discharge flows were taken into account as summarized bel ow:

COOLING WATER INTAKE WATER WITHDRAWAL INFORMATION
There are 2 cooling water intake structures to consider in the flow frequency determination:

1. BPS Cooling Water Intake Structure (CWIS) — The CWIS for BPSislocated just downstream of Outfal
002 and upstream of Outfall 001 (refer to map in Appendix A).

The CWIS has a maximum intake capacity of 277 cfs (179 MGD). Source: BTA Analysis of CWIS, August
11, 2011.

The average intake flow for the years of 2011 — 2013 was 82 MGD.
The average intake flow for the years of 2010 — 2014 was 85 MGD.
The highest monthly average intake flow for the years of 2010 — 2014 was 114.5 MGD.

2. East Coast Transport, Inc. (ECTI) CWIS—The CWISfor ECTI islocated across the James River from BPS
downstream of Outfal 001 (refer to map in Appendix A).

The ECTI intake supplies the Tenaska Virginia Generating station in Fluvanna County (V A0090905), as
well as the Dominion - Bear Garden Power Station in Buckingham County (VA0090891). Although the
intake serving the Tenaska Virginia Generating Station is on the James River, the discharge from Tenaska
Virginia Generating Station isto the Rivanna River and Middle Fork Cunningham Creek.

The maximum permitted withdrawal with these two facilities operating is 11,800 gallons per minute (17
MGD).

The average intake flow for the years of 2011 — 2013 was 5.98 MGD.
The average intake flow for the years of 2010 — 2014 was 5.2 MGD.
The highest monthly average intake flow for the years of 2010 — 2014 was 6.9 MGD.

DISCHARGER FLOW INFORMATION
For purposes of the FFD, the long term average discharge flow is used for the most conservative evaluation.

The discharge flows that affect the flow frequency determination are presented bel ow:

1. BPSOQuitfall 002 (West Ash Pond) — Ouitfall 002 is upstream of all other discharges and intakes. The long
term average flow for Outfall 002 is 1.53 MGD (Source: January 2015 permit application). To be
conservative, the long term average discharge flow for Outfall 002 was not added to the flow frequenciesin
the FFD calculation since the Outfall 002 flows will change during the closure activities.

2. BPS Ouitfal 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water) —Outfall 001 is located 0.22 river miles
downstream of Outfal 002. The BPS CWIS islocated 250 feet upstream of Outfall 001. The long term
average flow for Outfall 001 is91.8 MGD (January 2015 permit application).

3. Dominion Bear Garden Power Station Outfall 001 — Ouitfall 001 for the Dominion Bear Garden Power
Station islocated downstream of Outfalls 002 and 001 for BPS and is also downstream of the ECTI and
BPSintakes. Outfall 001 for the Bear Garden Power Station has a long term average flow of 0.433 MGD.
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CALCULATION OF FLOW FREQUENCIESFOR OUTFALL 002
Outfall 002 is upstream of all other discharges and intakes at this facility; therefore the flow frequencies
calculated immediately upstream of the BPS are applicable for Outfall 002.

CALCULATION OF FLOW FREQUENCIESFOR OUTFALL 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling

Water)
Ouitfall 001 is downstream of Outfall 002 (West Ash Pond) and is 250 feet downstream of the BPS cooling

water intake structure.

As a conservative assumption, the maximum intake capacity for the BPS of 179 MGD was subtracted from the
flow frequency values just upstream of the BPS. To be conservative, the long term average discharge flow of
Outfall 002 was not added to the flow frequency values since the Outfall 002 flows will change as aresult of the
closure activities. The flow frequencies are shown below:

James River at Outfall 001:

1Q30 317 - 179 = 138MGD

1Q10 358 - 179 = 179MGD

7Q10 406 - 179 = 227 MGD

30Q10 497 - 179 = 318MGD

30Q5 559 - 179 = 380MGD
HarmonicMean 1570 - 179 = 1391 MGD
Annual Average 3783 - 179 = 3604 MGD

CALCULATION OF FLOW FREQUENCIESFOR OUTFALL 004
Outfall 004 islocated 0.45 river miles downstream of Outfall 001.

The CWIS flow at BPS and Outfall 001 (once through condenser cooling water) for BPS are considered to
cancel each other out and are not included in the calculation for the flow frequency at Outfall 004. Thiswas
done because subtracting the maximum intake capacity of 179 MGD for the BPS CWIS and then adding the
long term average flow for Outfall 001 of 91.8 MGD was not representative. Thisis consistent with the
approach used in the 2010 Fact Sheet.

The ECTI maximum permitted withdrawal of 17 MGD has been subtracted from the flow frequency values and
the long term average flow of 0.433 MGD from the Bear Garden Power Station has been added to the flow
frequency values. Thisis consistent with the approach used in the 2010 Fact Sheet. To be conservative, the
long term average flow for Outfall 002 was not added to the flow frequency cal culation since the Outfall 002
flows will change during the closure activities. The flow frequencies are presented bel ow.

James River at Outfall 004:
Drainage Area = 5059 mi?

1Q30 317 - 17 + 0433 = 300MGD

1Q10 358 - 17 + 0433 = 341 MGD

7010 406 - 17 + 0433 = 389MGD

30Q10 497 - 17 + 0433 = 480MGD

3005 559 - 17 + 0.433 = 542MGD
HarmonicMean 1570 - 17 + 0433 = 1553MGD
Annual Average 3783 - 17 + 0433 = 3766 MGD
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CALCULATION OF FLOW FREQUENCIESFOR OUTFALL 003

The discharge from Outfalls 003 and 004 are comingled in a channel leading to a brick arch culvert under the
railroad tracks to the James River; therefore, the flow frequencies calculated for Outfalls 003 and 004 are
identical.

CALCULATION OF FLOW FREQUENCIESFOR OUTFALL 006

Ouitfall 006 islocated downstream of Outfalls 001 and 002 and upstream of Outfalls 003 and 004. A
combination of Outfalls 002, 003, 004 and 006 will be utilized in the permit limit evaluation during the
dewatering activities; therefore, the FFD for Outfall 004 and 006 are identical.

MIXING ZONE ANALYSES
DEQ'’s mixing zone analysis version 2.1 program (MIX.EXE) was utilized to determine the percentages of the
total receiving stream flows available for mixing with the effluent. Mixing zone analyses were conducted for:

Outfal 001

Outfalls 002 and 004 combined flow of 4.2912 MGD

Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006 combined flow of 10.2912 MGD during dewatering activities

Outfall 002 after lining (West Treatment Pond, formerly the West Ash Pond) is complete and Outfalls
003 and 004 have been retired

The following discharge flows were utilized in the mixing eval uation:

Outfall 001(Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water)
The maximum 30-day average flow for Outfall 001 is 157.6 MGD based on DMR data from April 2012 to April
2015.

Outfall 002 and 004 Combined Discharge

In the 2010 Fact Sheet, Outfalls 002 (West Ash Pond) and 004 (North Ash Pond) were considered substantially
identical outfalls since coal ash was periodically sluiced from the West Ash Pond to the North Ash Pond for
final disposal. The evduation is based on the combined flow from Outfalls 002 and 004 of 4.2912 MGD.

Outfalls 003 and 006

In the 2010 Fact Sheet, Outfalls 003 and 006 were characterized as stormwater outfalls not exposed to industrial
activity. During the dewatering activities for the West Ash Pond, North Ash Pond and East Ash Ponds, Ouitfalls
003 and 006 may be used for discharge of the treated process wastewater from dewatering activities for internal
Outfals 501, 502, 503, 504 and 505. Once the closure activities are completed, Outfall 003 will be retired and
Outfall 006 will return toits original designation as a stormwater outfall not exposed to industrial activity.

Internal Qutfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 Combined Discharge

During the dewatering activities for the West Ash Pond, North Ash Pond, East Ash Pond, and Metal Cleaning
Waste Treatment Basin, dewatering wastewaters may be treated at multiple interim treatment systems
designated in the permit asinternal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504 and 505. In order to alow for maximum
flexibility, the permittee may discharge the dewatering wastewaters through Outfall 002, 003, 004, and/or 006 or
to the Stormwater Management Pond or West Treatment Pond. The maximum combined flow discharged
during this period is 10.2912 MGD.

MIX.EXE Evaluation

For purposes of evaluating toxicity, the flows for Outfalls 002 and 004 were combined. Outfalls 002 and 004
are considered substantially identical outfalls because ash sluice water from the West Ash Pond is transported to
the North Ash Pond for final disposal. Because of the proximity of Outfalls 002 and 004, mixing will be
evaluated using their combined effluent flows. Thisis consistent with the approach used in previous Fact
Shests.
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For purposes of evaluating toxicity during dewatering activities, the flows for internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503,
504, and 505 were combined. Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 through Outfalls 002, 003, 004,
and/or 006. Because of the dproximity of Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006 mixing will be evaluated using the
combined effluent flow.

Theresults of the MIX.EXE evaluations are shown bel ow.

Mix.exe Resultsfor Outfall 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water)

Effluent Flow = 157.6 MGD
Stream 7Q10 =227 MGD
Stream 30Q10 = 318 MGD
Stream 1Q10 =179 MGD
Stream slope = 0.00083 ft/ft
Stream width = 400 ft
Bottomscde = 4

Channd scale= 1

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 7Q10
Depth = 2.5936 ft

Length =53784.21 ft
Velocity — =.5739 ft/sec
Residence Time = 1.0848 days

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 7Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 30Q10

Depth =2.9482 ft
Length =48281.52 ft
Velocity — =.6243 ft/sec

Residence Time = .8951 days

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 30Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 1Q10
Depth =2.3933 ft

Length =57548.88 ft
Veocity =.5443ft/sec
Residence Time = 29.3706 hours

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation providing no more than 3.4% of the 1Q10 is used.

VirginiaDEQ Mixing Zone Analysis Version 2.1
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Mix.exe Resultsfor Outfall 002 and 004

Effluent Flow = 4.2912 MGD
Stream 7Q10 =389 MGD *
Stream 30Q10 = 480 MGD *
Stream 1Q10 =341 MGD *
Stream slope = 0.00083 ft/ft
Stream width = 400 ft
Bottomscde = 4

Channd scale= 1

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 7Q10
Depth =2.6288 ft

Length =53177.4ft
Velocity — =.579ft/sec
Residence Time = 1.0631 days

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 7Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 30Q10

Depth = 2.9806 ft
Length = 47838.53 ft
Veocity =.6288 ft/sec

Residence Time = .8805 days
Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 30Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 1Q10

Depth =2.4304 ft
Length =56809.09 ft
Veocity  =.5498 ft/sec

Residence Time = 28.7011 hours

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation providing no more than 3.48% of the 1Q10 is used.

VirginiaDEQ Mixing Zone Analysis Version 2.1

* Critical flowsfor Outfall 004 were used for the analysis.
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Mix.exe Resultsfor Outfall 002, 003, 004, or 006 During Combined Dewatering Activities

Effluent Flow = 10.2912 MGD
Stream 7Q10 =389 MGD *
Stream 30Q10 = 480 MGD *
Stream 1Q10 =341 MGD *
Stream 30Q5 = 542 MGD *
Stream HM = 1553 MGD *
Stream slope = 0.00083 ft/ft
Stream width = 400 ft
Bottomscde = 4

Channd scale= 1

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 7Q10
Depth = 2.6529 ft

Length =52772.32 ft
Velocity — =.5825ft/sec
Residence Time = 1.0486 days

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 7Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 30Q10

Depth =3.0028 ft
Length = 47539.66 ft
Velocity  =.6319ft/sec

Residence Time = .8708 days
Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 30Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 1Q10

Depth = 24557 ft
Length =56317.3ft
Velocity — =.5536 ft/sec

Residence Time = 28.2586 hours

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation providing no more than 3.54% of
the 1Q10 is used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 30Q5

Depth = 3.2266 ft
Length = 44742 53 ft
Velocity — =.6624 ft/sec

Residence Time = .7818 days

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 30Q5 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ Harmonic Mean

Depth =6.0572 ft
Length =26228.76 ft
Velocity — =.9988 ft/sec

Residence Time = .3039 days
Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire HM may be used.
VirginiaDEQ Mixing Zone Analysis Version 2.1

* used critical flowsfor Outfall 004 for analysis.
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Mix.exe Resultsfor Outfall 002 (West Treatment Pond) Final Operating Condition

Effluent Flow = 4.2912 MGD
Stream 7Q10 =406 MGD *
Stream 30Q10 = 497 MGD *
Stream 1Q10 =358 MGD *
Stream slope = 0.00083 ft/ft
Stream width = 400 ft
Bottomscde = 4

Channd scale= 1

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 7Q10

Depth = 2.6968 ft
Length =52046.59 ft
Velocity — =.5888 ft/sec

Residence Time = 1.0231 days
Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 7Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 30Q10

Depth =3.0433ft
Length = 47005.99 ft
Velocity  =.6375ft/sec

Residence Time = .8535 days
Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation and the entire 30Q10 may be used.

Mixing Zone Predictions @ 1Q10

Depth = 25018 ft
Length = 55440.52 ft
Velocity  =.5604 ft/sec

Residence Time = 27.4802 hours

Recommendation: A complete mix assumption is appropriate for this situation providing no more than 3.64% of
the 1Q10 is used.

VirginiaDEQ Mixing Zone Analysis Version 2.1

* used critical flowsfor outfall 002 for analysis
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APPENDIX C
EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT
OUTFALLSO001, 101, 202, and 203
EVALUATION OF DISCHARGESFROM OUTFALL 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water)

A comparison of technology and water quality-based limits was performed, and the most stringent limits were selected.
The selected limits are summarized in the table bel ow.

Outfall 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water)

Final Limits Maximum 30-day Average Flow: 157.6 MGD

BASIS EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER L |'?V|O|E|z-5 Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 1 NL NL 1/Day Estimate
------------------ Monthly Average | Daily Maximum
Total Residua Chlorine (TRC)(mg/L)* 2,3 0.0099 0.02 1/Day Grab
Heat Rejection (x 10° BTU/Hr) 24 NA 1.62 1/Month Calculated
Temperature (°C) 25 NL NL 1/Day IS
Intake Temperature (°C) 25 NL NL 1/Day IS
------------------ Minimum Maximum
pH 2 6.0SU 9.08U 1/Month Grab
NL = No Limitation, monitoring required NA = Not Applicable

IS= Immersion Sabilization

BASIS DESCRIPTIONS

VPDES Permit Regulation (9VAC25-31)

Water Quality Standards (9VAC25-260)

Federal Effluent Limitation Guidelines— Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category (40 CFR Part 423)
Therma Mixing Zone Evaluation (See APPENDIX H)

Best Professional Judgment

grwNPE

*Testing will be required in any month that chlorine is applied to the system. Should chlorine not be applied, the appropriate entry
onthe DMRis“NR” (without the quotation marks) to indicate “Not Required.”

The discharge from Outfall 001 contains once-through condenser cooling water that is drawn from the James River.

The facility does not employ cooling towers. A Therma Mixing Zone has been established and annual monitoring of
stream conditionsis required (See APPENDIX G). Thedischargeis considered continuous for this evaluation.
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EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS GUIDEL INES (EL Gs)

Thefina rule dated September 30, 2015 that becomes effective on November 29, 2015 for the Steam Electric Power
category was considered. No new ELGs were proposed for once-through condenser cooling water; therefore, the

EL Gs below reflect the existing effective rule.

Once-through cooling water is defined in the Steam Electric Power Generating Effluent Limitations Guidelines (ELGS)
at 40 CFR Part 423.11.(9).

When necessary, the deicing water system returns approximately 10,000 GPM to the intake screen to prevent blockage
of flows due to accumulation of ice. The practice of reusing this heated water does not violate the definition of once -
through cooling water given at 40 CFR Part 423.11(g).

ELGsfor Best Practicable Control Technology Currently Available (BPT) for Once Through Cooling Water in 40
CFR Part 423.12(b)(1), (2) and (6) are as follows:

Parameter Dally Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
Free Available Chlorine 0.5 mg/L 0.2 mg/L
---------- Minimum Maximum
pH 6.0 SU 9.0 SU
Polychlorinated Biphenyl There shal be no discharge of PCBs as those
Compounds (PCBS) commonly used for transformer fluid.

ELGsfor Best Available Technology Economically Achievable (BAT) for once-through cooling water for any plant
with atotal rated electric generating capacity of 25 or more megawatts, in 40 CFR Part 423.13(b)(1) and (2) isas
follows:

Parameter Daily Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
TRC* 0.20 mg/L NA

* TRC not to be discharged from any single generating unit for more than two hours per day unless the
discharger demonstrates to the permitting authority that discharge for more than two hoursis required for
macro invertebrate control. Simultaneous multi-unit chlorination is permitted.

EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —CHL ORINE

Waivers from providing testing results for chlorine (free or residual) with the application were granted because the
applicant stated that chlorineis not used. Limitsfor TRC are included in the permit to allow the applicant the
flexibility to utilize chlorine should the need arise.

Federal Effluent Guidelines (40 CFR 423.13(b)(1)) state that the quantity of pollutants discharged in once-through
cooling water from each discharge point shall not exceed the quantity determined by multiplying the flow of once
through cooling water times the maximum concentration of 0.2 mg/L. At the permitting authority’ s discretion (Federa
Effluent Guidelines (40 CFR 423.13(g)), the quantity of pollutants allowed to be discharged may be expressed asa
concentration limitation instead of the mass based limitation specified in paragraph 423.13(b)(1). It is staff’s best
professional judgment that applying the maximum concentration of 0.2 mg/L to the discharge is appropriate and will
allow comparison to the VirginiaWQS for TRC which are established in concentration units.

In the 2010 permit, the TRC limits were based on the ELGs. In the 2016 permit, water-quality based TRC limits were
calculated based on a default concentration of 20 mg/L in order to compare with the ELGs. The water quality based
limits are more stringent than the Federal Effluent Guidelines and as such, the water quality based limits shall be

applied.

Testing will be required in any month that chlorine is applied to the system. Should chlorine not be applied, the
appropriate entry onthe DMR is“NR” (without the quotation marks) to indicate “Not Required”.
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EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —PCBS
The permit specia condition that there shall be no discharge of PCBs transformer fluids has been carried forward from
the previous permit.

EVALUATION OF CONVENTIONAL POLLUTANTS

The applicant submitted testing results for the conventional parameters BODs, TSS, and Oil & Grease. Because the
discharge results from once-through cooling water drawn from the James River, there is no reason to believe any of
these parameters or bacterial indicators (E. coli) are introduced or affected by thefacility. Based on areview of the
DMR resullts, the facility appears to be in compliance with the BAT requirements (40 CFR Part 423.12(b)(1)) and
WQS for pH, and the pH limits of 6.0 SU to 9.0 SU have been carried forward from the previous permit.

EVALUATION OF NON-CONVENTIONAL POLLUTANTS

The basis of carrying forward the effluent limits of 1.62 X 10 ° BTU/Hour for heat rejection areincluded in Appendix
D with the discussion of the Therma Mixing Zone. In addition, monitoring for intake temperature and effluent
temperature has been required at this reissuance.

EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Input parameters for instream WQC and WLAS

Stream: A Flow Freguency Determination for the receiving stream isincluded in Appendix B. Water quality
data for mean hardness, temperature, and pH for the receiving stream were obtained from Ambient
Water Quality Monitoring Station No. 2-JM S176.63 on the James River. The ambient station is
located 0.52 river miles upstream of BPS.

Stream Parameter Value | Units
Mean Hardness (as CaCQOj3) = 62.5 | mg/L
90" Percentile Temperature = | 26.86 | - C
90™ PercentileMaximumpH =| 8.03 | SU
10" Percentile MaximumpH = | 7.06 | SU

Background in-stream water quality conditions were established for antimony, arsenic, barium,
cadmium, chromium, copper, iron, lead, manganese, mercury, nickel, selenium, silver, thallium, and
zinc using DEQ’ s probabilistic monitoring data collected at nearly 100 sites in the same James River
Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) where the subject facility islocated.

Discharge: Temperature and pH data were not necessary for parameters evaluated at this reissuance. Outfall 001
continuously discharges once-through condenser cooling water. Because the once-through condenser
cooling water is not chemically altered by the addition of biocides, corrosion inhibitors, or other
cooling water treatment additives, the effluent hardness is expected to be similar to the stream
hardness; therefore, the mean stream hardness was used as the mean effluent hardness.

WQC and WLAs were calculated for al WQS parameters. Those WQC and WLAS are presented in the MSTRANTI
spreadsheet that can be found in Appendix G. The effluent data were anayzed per the protocol for evaluation of
effluent toxic pollutants included in this appendix with the following results:

« Antimony, Arsenic, Lead, Nickel, Zinc, Chromium |11, Chromium VI, Copper, and Chloride: No limits were
determined to be necessary.

« Sulfide: No data are available; therefore, monitoring isrequired. The results must be submitted using
Attachment A of the permit. The monitoring is due with the permit reissuance application.
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PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Toxic pollutants were evaluated in accordance with OWP Guidance Memo No. 00-2011. Acute and Chronic
WLASs (WLA, and WLA ) were analyzed according to the protocol below using a stetistical approach
(STAT.exe) to determine the necessity and magnitude of limits. Human Health WLAs (WLA,) were analyzed
according to the same protocol through a simple comparison with the effluent data. If the WLA, exceeded the
effluent datum or data mean, no limits were required. If the effluent datum or data mean exceeded the WLA,
the WLA, was imposed as the limit.

The steps used in evaluating the effluent data are as follows:

A.

If all data are reported as "below detection” or < the required Quantification Level (QL), and at least one
detection level is < the required QL, then the pollutant is considered to be not significantly present in
the discharge and no further monitoring is required.

If al dataare reported as "below detection”, and all detection levels are > the required QL, then an
evaluation is performed in which the pollutant is assumed present at the lowest reported detection level.

B.1. If the evaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then the existing data set is adequate and no
further monitoring is required.

B.2.  If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the existing data set is inadequate to make
a determination and additional monitoring is required.

If any datavalueis reported as detectable at or above the required QL, then the data are adequate to
determine whether effluent limits are needed.

C.1. If theevaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then no further monitoring isrequired.

C.2. If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the limits and associated requirements are
specified in the draft permit.

C.3.  (Exception for Metals data only) If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, but the data
are reported as a form other than "Dissolved" (except for Selenium), then the existing data set is
inadequate to make a determination and additional monitoring is required.
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QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
METALS
Antimony, dissolved 7440-36-0 0.2 <1 a B.1
Arsenic, dissolved 7440-38-2 10 <2 a B.1
Cadmium, dissolved 7440-43-9 03 <0.3 a A
Chromium 111, dissolved 16065-83-1 05 <1 (Total Chromium) a B.1
Chromium V1, dissolved 18540-29-9 05 <5 a B.1
Copper, dissolved 7440-50-8 05 6, 3, 3.55,3.49,2.58,<25 ab,c,d C1
Lead, dissolved 7439-92-1 05 <1 a B.1
Mercury, dissolved 7439-97-6 1.0 <0.2 a A
Nickel, dissolved 7440-02-0 05 <5 a B.1
Selenium, total recoverable 7782-49-2 20 <2 a A
Silver, dissolved 7440-22-4 0.2 <0.2 a A
Thallium, dissolved 7440-28-0 <0.3 a A
Zinc, dissolved 7440-66-6 20 <10 a B.1
PESTICIDES/PCBS
Aldrin© 309-00-2 0.05 <0.05 a A
Chlordane © 57-74-9 0.2 <0.2 a A
Chlorpyrifos 2921-88-2 <2 a A
DDD ¢ 72-54-8 01 <0.05 a A
DDE® 72-55-9 0.1 <0.05 a A
DDT ¢ 50-29-3 01 <0.05 a A
Demeton 8065-48-3 <1 a A
Diazinon 333-41-5 <1 a A
Dieldrin © 60-57-1 0.1 <0.1 a A
Alpha-Endosulfan 959-98-8 01 <0.05 a A
Beta-Endosulfan 33213-65-9 01 <0.05 a A
Alpha-Endosulfan + Beta-Endosulfan <0.05 a A
Endosulfan Sulfate 1031-07-8 01 <0.05 a A
Endrin 72-20-8 0.1 <0.05 a A
Endrin Aldehyde 7421-93-4 <0.05 a A
Guthion 86-50-0 <1 a A
Heptachlor © 76-44-8 0.05 <0.05 a A
Heptachlor Epoxide © 1024-57-3 <0.05 a A
Hexachlorocyclohexane Alpha-BHC © 319-84-6 <0.05 a A
Hexachlorocyclohexane Beta-BHC © 319-85-7 <0.05 a A
Hoxecorooycchessne Gamme SHC 53899 | - <005 a | A
Kepone 143-50-0 <10.3 a A
Malathion 121-75-5 <1 a A
Methoxychlor 72-43-5 <05 a A
Mirex 2385-85-5 <0.5 a A
Parathion 56-38-2 <1 a A
PCB Total © 1336-36-3 7.0 <0.5 a A
Toxaphene © 8001-35-2 5.0 <1 a A
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BASE NEUTRAL EXTRACTABLES

Acenaphthene 83-32-9 10.0 <10 a A
Anthracene 120-12-7 100 <10 a A
Benzidine © 92-87-5 <50 a A
Benzo (a) anthracene © 56-55-3 10.0 <0.05 a A
Benzo (b) fluoranthene © 205-99-2 10.0 <10 a A
Benzo (k) fluoranthene © 207-08-9 10.0 <10 a A
Benzo (a) pyrene © 50-32-8 10.0 <10 a A
Bis 2-Chloroethyl Ether © 111-44-4 <10 a A
Bis 2-Chloroisopropyl Ether 108-60-1 <10 a A
Bis-2-Ethylhexyl Phthalate © 117-81-7 10.0 <10 a A
Butyl benzyl phthalate 85-68-7 10.0 <10 a A
2-Chloronaphthalene 91-58-7 <10 a A
Chrysene © 218-01-9 10.0 <10 a A
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene © 53-70-3 20.0 <10 a A
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 10.0 <10 a A
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 10.0 <10 a A
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 10.0 <10 a A
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine © 91-94-1 <10 a A
Diethyl phthalate 84-66-2 10.0 <10 a A
Dimethyl phthalate 131-11-3 <10 a A
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 84-74-2 10.0 <10 a A
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 121-14-2 10.0 <10 a A
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine © 122-66-7 <10 a A
Fluoranthene 206-44-0 10.0 <10 a A
Fluorene 86-73-7 10.0 <10 a A
Hexachlorobenzene © 118-74-1 <10 a A
Hexachlorobutadiene © 87-68-3 <10 a A
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene T7-47-4 <10 a A
Hexachloroethane © 67-72-1 <10 a A
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene © 193-39-5 20.0 <10 a A
Isophorone © 78-59-1 10.0 <10 a A
Nitrobenzene 98-95-3 10.0 <10 a A
N-Nitrosodi methylamine © 62-75-9 <10 a A
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine © 621-64-7 <10 a A
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine © 86-30-6 <10 a A
Pyrene 129-00-0 10.0 <10 a A
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 120-82-1 10.0 <10 a A
VOLATILES
Acrolein 107-02-8 <10 a A
Acrylonitrile 107-13-1 <5 a A
Benzene © 71-43-2 10.0 <1 a A
Bromoform © 75-25-2 10.0 <1 a A
Carbon Tetrachloride © 56-23-5 10.0 <1 a A
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 50.0 <1 a A
Chlorodibromomethane © 124-48-1 10.0 <1 a A
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Chloroform 67-66-3 10.0 <1 a A
Dichlorobromomethane © 75-27-4 10.0 <1 a A
1,2-Dichloroethane © 107-06-2 10.0 <1 a A
1,1-Dichloroethylene 75-35-4 10.0 <1 a A
1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 156-60-5 <1 a A
1,2-Dichloropropane © 78-87-5 <1 a A
1,3-Dichloropropene © 542-75-6 <10 a A
Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 10.0 <1 a A
Methyl Bromide 74-83-9 <1 a A
Methylene Chloride © 75-09-2 20.0 <4 a A
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane © 79-34-5 <1 a A
Tetrachloroethylene 127-18-4 10.0 <1 a A
Toluene 10-88-3 10.0 <1 a A
1,1,2-Trichloroethane © 79-00-5 <1 a A
Trichloroethylene © 79-01-6 10.0 <1 a A
Vinyl Chloride © 75-01-4 10.0 <1 a A
ACID EXTRACTABLES
2-Chlorophenol 95-57-8 10.0 <10 a A
2,4-Dichlorophenol 120-83-2 10.0 <10 a A
2,4-Dimethylphenol 105-67-9 10.0 <0.05 a A
2,4-Dinitrophenol 51-28-5 <10 a A
2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 534-52-1 <50 a A
Nonylphenol 104-40-51 <50 a A
Pentachlorophenol © 87-86-5 50.0 <20 a A
Phenol 108-95-2 100 <10 a A
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol © 88-06-2 10.0 <10 a A
MISCELLANEOUS
Ammonia-N (mg/L) 766-41-7 0.2 mg/L 0.03 a A
Chloride (mg/L) 16887-00-6 3.14 mg/L a C1l
TRC (mg/L) 7782-50-5 0.1 mg/L 20 (default value) C2
Cyanide, Free 57-12-5 10.0 <10 (Total) a A
Sulfide, dissolved 18496-25-8 100 No data. Testing required.
Hydrogen Sulfide 7783064 <1.0mg/L a A
Tributyltin 60-10-5 Previously evaluated, no testing required.

The superscript " C" following the parameter name indicates that the substance  “ Sour ce of Data” codes:
isaknown or suspected carcinogen; human health criteria at risk level 10°°. a= Data from permit application 01.14.15

b = Data from 2010 permit application

CASRN = Chemical Abstract Service Registry Number for each parameter is c= Add'it.ional copper data recgived 9.1015and 9.16.15
referenced in the current Water Quality Standards. A unique numeric identifier = Additional copper datareceived 10.27.15
designating only one substance. The Chemical Abstract Serviceisadivision of

the American Chemical Society. " Data Evaluation” codes:

See section titled PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT
TOXIC POLLUTANTS for an explanation of the code used.
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Arsenic, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 350
WLAC = 370
QL. =1

#samplesmo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Vaue= 2

Variance = 144

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 4.86683

97th percentile 4 day average = 3.32758

97th percentile 30 day average= 2.41210
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataare: 2

Chloride:

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 890

WLAc = 560

QL. =1

# sampless/mo. = 1

# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:
# observations = 1
Expected Vaue= 3.14
Variance = 3.54945
C.V. =0.6
97th percentile daily values = 7.64093
97th percentile 4 day average = 5.22430
97th percentile 30 day average= 3.78700
#<Q.L. =0
Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataares 3.14

Chromium |11, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 400
WLAc = 120
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations =1

Expected Vaue= 1

Variance = .36

C.V. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 2.43341

97th percentile 4 day average = 1.66379

97th percentile 30 day average= 1.20605
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataaree 1

Chromium VI, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 17
WLAC = 26
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations =1

Expected Vaue= 5

Variance =9

C.V. =06

97th percentile daily values = 12.1670

97th percentile 4 day average = 8.31895

97th percentile 30 day average= 6.03026
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this materia

Thedataaree 5
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Copper, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 89
WLAC = 14
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 6

Expected Value = 3.52

Variance = 4.46054

C.V. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 8.56562

97th percentile 4 day average = 5.85654

97th percentile 30 day average= 4.24530
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataare: 6, 3, 3.55, 3.49, 2.58, 2.5

L ead, dissolved

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 68

WLAc = 18

QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1

# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value= 1

Variance = .36

C.V. =06

97th percentile daily values = 2.43341

97th percentile 4 day average = 1.66379

97th percentile 30 day average= 1.20605
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this material

The data are: 1

Nickel, dissolved

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 130

WLAc = 33

QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1

# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Vaue= 5

Variance =9

C.V. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 12.1670

97th percentile 4 day average = 8.31895

97th percentile 30 day average= 6.03026
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataaree 5

Total Residual Chlorine
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 0.02
WLAc = 0.027
QL. =01

# samples/mo. = 30
# samples/wk. =7

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Vaue = 20

Variance = 144

C.V. =06

97th percentile daily values = 48.6683

97th percentile 4 day average = 33.2758

97th percentile 30 day average= 24.1210
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =0.02

Average Weekly limit = 1.22141441350406E-02
Average Monthly Limit = 9.91242327735358E-03

Thedataaree 20
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Zinc, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 82
WLAC = 190
QL. =2

# samples/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value= 10

Variance = 36

C.V. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 24.3341

97th percentile 4 day average = 16.6379

97th percentile 30 day average= 12.0605
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataare: 10
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EVALUATION OF DISCHARGESFROM INTERNAL OUTFALL 101 (Traveling Screen Backwash)

Basisfor Permit Limits Design Flow: NA

BFAOSF'QS EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER LIMITS Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
12 Outfall 101 shall contain only river water from the screen backwash. There shall be no discharge
' of process wastewater from this outfall. No monitoring of this outfall is required.

BASIS DESCRIPTIONS
1. Water Quality Standards (9VAC25-260)
2. Best Professiona Judgment

EVALUATION:

Outfal 101 isaninternal discharge point for Outfall 001. The traveling screens are backwashed with river water to
remove debris and fish. The spray water and debris/fish are discharged through Outfall 101 into the Outfal | 001
discharge tunnel. No discharge of process wastewater is authorized and no monitoring requirements are deemed
necessary.

EVALUATION OF DISCHARGESFROM INTERNAL OUTFALL 202 (Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin)

A comparison of technology and water quality-based limits was performed, and the most stringent limits were selected.
The selected limits are summarized in the table bel ow.
Daily Maximum Flow: 1.6138 MGD

Basisfor Permit Limits Maximum 30-day Average Flow: 1.0146 MGD

BI:_AOSF'QS EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER LIMITS Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 1 NL NL 1/ Month Estimate
------------------ Monthly Average Daily Maximum
TSS(mg/L) 2 30.0 100.0 1/ Month Grab
Oil & Grease (mg/L) 2 15.0 20.0 1/ Month Grab
Total Copper 2 1.0mg/L 38kgd | 1.0mg/L | 6.1kg/d 1/ Month Grab
Totd Iron 2 1.0 mg/L 38kgd | 1.0mg/L | 6.1kgd 1/ Month Grab

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required

BASIS DESCRIPTIONS

1. VPDESPermit Regulation (9VAC25-31)
2. Federal Effluent Limitation Guidelines (Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category — 40 CFR Part 423)

NA = Not Applicable
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EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS GUIDELINES

The Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin receives chemical and non-chemical metals cleaning waste generated from
the cleaning of metal process equipment. Chemica meta cleaning waste and metal cleaning wastes are defined in the
Steam Electric Power Generating ELGs at 40 CFR Part 423.11(c) and (d).

ELGsfor Best Practicable Control Technology Currently Available (BPT) in 40 CFR Part 423.12(b)(5) are asfollows:

Parameter Daily Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
TSS 100.0 mg/L 30.0 mg/L
Qil & Grease 20.0 mg/L 15.0 mg/L
Tota Copper 1.0 mg/L 1.0 mg/L
Tota Iron 1.0 mg/L 1.0 mg/L

ELGsfor Best Available Technology (BAT) contained in 40 CFR Part 423.13(¢e) are as follows:

Parameter Daily Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
Tota Copper 1.0 mg/L 1.0 mg/L
Tota Iron 1.0 mg/L 1.0 mg/L

The applicant indicated in the 2015 Application Addendum dated October 6, 2015 that the maximum daily flow was
1.6138 MGD and the maximum 30-day average flow was 1.0146 MGD.

Loading limits for Total Copper and Total Iron were calculated as follows:

Monthly Average concentration = 1.0 mg/L

Monthly Average loading: (1.0 mg/L)(1.0146 MGD)(3.785) = 3.8 kg/d
Daily Maximum concentration = 1.0 mg/L

Daily Maximum loading: (1.0 mg/L)(1.6138 MGD)(3.785) = 6.1 kg/d

At the permitting authority’ s discretion (Federa Effluent Guidelines (40 CFR 423.12(b)(11)), the quantity of pollutants
allowed to be discharged may be expressed as a concentration limit instead of the mass based limit specifiedin
paragraph 423.12(b). It is staff’s best professional judgment that applying the maximum concentrations and the
average concentrations for TSS and Oil & Grease to the discharge will maintain and protect the water quality of the
receiving stream. This approach has been carried forward from the previous permit. In addition, the monitoring
results have been consistently at or below the QL for TSS and Oil & Grease.

Upon discharge of process wastewater from dewatering activities from the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin (see
Part 1.G.19 of the permit) and lasting until Outfall 202 is retired, the dewatering wastewaters are to be managed to
address the monitoring and effluent limitations established in Appendix E. Although the monitoring and effluent
limitationsin Appendix E were developed to address dewatering activities for the coal ash impoundments, the
monitoring and limitations are also considered to be protective in addressing dewatering activities for the Metal
Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin. The management of the dewatering wastewaters may include the use of interim
treatment systems. The discharge of dewatering wastewater from the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin is
designated as interna Outfall 505. It isstaff’s best professional judgment that the effluent limits be applied to the
discharge of dewatering wastewater rather than being applied at Outfall 202. Meeting effluent l[imits at internal Outfall
505 will protect and maintain water quality at any of the outfallsidentified as discharge options, while providing
Dominion with the flexibility needed to achieve closure by the required deadline.
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EVALUATION OF DISCHARGESFROM INTERNAL OUTFALL 203 (Sewage Treatment Plant)

A comparison of technology and water quality-based limits was performed, and the most stringent limits were selected.
The selected limits are summarized in the table bel ow.

Basisfor Permit Limits

Outfall 203 - Design Flow: 0.0432 MGD

BFAOSéS EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER LIMITS Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 1 NL NL 1/Month Estimate
---------------- Monthly Average Weekly Average
BODs 2 30mg/lL | 49kgd | 45mg/L | 7.4kg/d UMonth Grab
TSS 2 30mg/L | 49kgd | 45mg/L | 7.4kg/d 1/Month Grab
4/Monthin any
month of each
. . calendar yesr
E. coli (Geometric Mean) 126 .
(N/100mL) 4 Geometric Mean NA 10am. to? 4pm. Grab
2/Week
10am.to 4 p.m**
------------------ Minimum Maximum
pH 2 6.0 9.0 1/Month Grab
Contact Chlorine (TRC)(mg/L) 34 1.0 NA 1/Day Grab

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required
4/Month in any month of each calendar year = 4 samples with at least 1 sample taken each calendar week, in any calendar month

and reported with the December DMR due January 10" of every year.

NA = Not Applicable

2/Week = 2 samples taken during the calendar week, no less than 48 hours apart

*

**

Applicable only when chlorination is used for disinfection
Applicable if an alternative to chlorination is used for disinfection.

BASIS DESCRIPTIONS

Best Professiona Judgment
Water Quality Standards
Guidance Memo No. 14-2011

grwONE

VPDES Permit Regulation (9VAC25-31)
Federal Effluent Requirements (Secondary Treatment Regulation — 40CFR133)

DESCRIPTION OF EXISTING STP:

Sanitary wastewater is treated in a separate sewage treatment plant which discharges through internal Outfall 203 to
the Stormwater Management Pond.

Design Flow: 0.0432 MGD
Average Flow: 0.008 MGD

The STP consists of two parallel septic tanks which provide primary treatment and sedimentation. Two centrifugal
pumps deliver wastewater to one or both of two chlorine tabl et feeders as determined by flow. Solids from the septic
tanks and chlorine contact tank are pumped and hauled to Moores Creek Regional WWTF for further treatment and
disposal. The effluent discharges intermittently from the chlorine contact tank to the Stormwater Management Pond.

The Virginia Department of Health concurred on a Rdliability Class |1 classification for the STP on June 3, 2015.
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Diagram of STP
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EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —FEDERAL EFFLUENT GUIDELINES FOR SECONDARY
TREATMENT: 40 CFR Part 133.102

The 30-day average for BODs and TSS shall not exceed 30 mg/L.

The 7-day average for BODs and TSS shall not exceed 45 mg/L.

The pH must be in the range of 6.0 —9.0 SU

These secondary treatment limits apply to internal Outfall 203 for the sanitary WWTP.

EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —BODs AND TSS
The BODs and TSS limits at Outfall 203 are based on the Secondary Treatment Regulations and were calculated as
follows:

Monthly Average: (30 mg/L)(0.0432 MGD)(3.785) = 4.9 kg/d
Maximum Weekly Average: (45 mg/L)(0.0432 MGD)(3.785) = 7.35 kg/d, round to 7.4 kg/d

The secondary treatment standards are technology standards and apply to the sanitary wastewater discharge prior to
comingling with the industrial wastewater. There is no recent data confirming that the Outfall 203 discharge meets
secondary treatment standards prior to discharge to the Stormwater Management Pond. DEQ has previously alowed
Form 2C application sampling datafor BODs, TSS, and pH at Outfall 002 to serve as an indication that the secondary
treatment levels are achieved. Because the effluent from Stormwater Management Pond will no longer be routed to the
West Ash Pond which provided additional treatment, effluent limits for BODs, TSS, and pH have been imposed at Outfall
203 at afrequency of 1/Month to confirm that secondary treatment levels are achieved by the STP.

EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —DISINFECTION

Chlorine disinfection is utilized in the STP. When chlorination is utilized minimum contact TRC limits are required. In
addition to the minimum TRC contact requirements, E. coli monitoring at a frequency of 4/Month sampling during at
least 1 month in each calendar year of the permit term has been imposed to demonstrate compliance with the monthly
geometric mean limit and to ensure adequate disinfection. This additiona E. coli monitoring has been imposed in
accordance with Guidance Memo No. 14-2003. If an adternative to chlorination is utilized, E. coli monitoring is required
2/Week to demonstrate compliance with the monthly geometric mean limit.

The STP does not include dechlorination. Monitoring and limits for TRC have been imposed at this reissuance at any
outfall that receives effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond in order to ensure that the chlorine concentrationsin
any effluent that reaches the James River are protective of water quality.
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APPENDIX D
EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT
OUTFALL S 002, 003, 004, and 006

A comparison of technology and water quality-based limits was performed, and the most stringent limits were selected.

The selected limits are summarized in the table bel ow.

Outfalls 002/004 Final Limits Combined Flow: 4.2912 MGD
BI':AOSFLS EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER LIMITS | Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 1 NL NL 2/Month Estimate
------------------ Monthly Average | Daily Maximum
TSS 3 30.0 mg/L 100.0 mg/L 2/Month Grab
Oil & Grease (mg/L) 3 15.0 20.0 2/Month Grab
Total Residua Chlorine (TRC)(mg/L) 2 0.036 0.072 1/Day Grab
------------------ Minimum Maximum
pH 2,3 6.0 SU 9.0sU 2/Month Grab

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required
2/Month = 2 samples taken during the calendar month, no less than 7 days apart

BASIS DESCRIPTIONS

1. VPDES Permit Regulation (QVAC25-31)
2. Water Quality Standards (9VAC25-260)
3. Federa Effluent Limitation Guidelines (Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category — 40 CFR Part 423)

NA = Not Applicable

APPENDIX A lists all of the sources of wastewater which are directed to the West Ash Pond and North Ash Pond.

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS GUIDELINES
Fly Ash and Bottom Ash are defined in the Steam Electric Power Generating ELGs at 40 CFR Part 423.11 (€) and (f).

ELGsfor Best Practicable Contraol Technology Currently Available (BPT) for Fly Ash and Bottom Ash transport water
in 40 CFR Part 423.12(b)(4) are as follows:

Parameter Daily Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
TSS 100.0 mg/L 30.0 mg/L
Qil & Grease 20.0 mg/L 15.0 mg/L

Low volume waste sources are defined in the Steam Electric Power Generating ELGs at 40 CFR Part 423.11 (b).

ELGsfor Best Practicable Control Technology Currently Available (BPT) for low volume waste sourcesin 40 CFR

Part 423.12(b)(3) are as follows:

Parameter Daily Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
TSS 100.0 mg/L 30.0 mg/L
Qil & Grease 20.0 mg/L 15.0 mg/L

pH —BPT limitsare 6.0 to 9.0 SU for al discharges except once through cooling water in accordance with 40 CFR
Part 423.12(b)(1). Testing resultsindicate that the applicant is currently in compliance with these limits.
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The four-year composite average for TSSis 18 mg/L. Theratio of thislong term average to the monthly average limit
is60%. Based on thisratio, the monitoring frequency of 2/Month has been carried forward from the previous permit.
Qil & Grease cannot be calculated because testing results over the last three years have always been lessthan QL. The
monitoring frequency has been set at 2/Month at this reissuance based on past monitoring results.

The applicant stated that the low volume wastewater influent to the “ Ash Sluice Water” consists of localized rinsing of
ash from the boiler tubes, blasting/rinsing of clinkers, cleaning of FD fans, PA fansand ID fans, turbine cleaning, and
other wastewaters identified as low volume waste.

Limitsfor low volume wastes are not applied to the Stormwater Management Pond because: 1) additional treatment
for these parametersis provided; and 2) the Outfall 002 effluent has consistently met the limits for TSS and the
concentration of Oil & Grease has always been below QL.

At the permitting authority’ s discretion (Federa Effluent Guidelines (40 CFR 423.12(b)(11)), the quantity of pollutants
allowed to be discharged may be expressed as a concentration limit instead of the mass based limit specifiedin
paragraph 423.12(b). It is staff’s best professional judgment that applying the maximum concentrations and the
average concentrations for TSS and Oil & Grease to the discharge will maintain and protect the water quality of the
receiving stream. This approach has been carried forward from the previous permit.

EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Input parameters for WQC and WLASs

Stream: A Flow Fregquency Determination for the receiving stream isincluded in Appendix B. Water quality
datafor mean hardness, temperature, and pH for the receiving stream were obtained from Ambient
Water Quality Monitoring Station No. 2-JM S176.63 on the James River. The ambient station is
located 0.52 river miles upstream of BPS,

Stream Parameter Value | Units
Mean Hardness (as CaCQO3) = 62.5 | mg/L
90" Percentile Temperature = | 26.86 | - C
90™ PercentileMaximumpH =| 803 | SU
10" Percentile MaximumpH = | 7.06 | SU

Background in-stream water quality conditions were established for antimony, arsenic, barium,
cadmium, chromium, copper, iron, lead, manganese, mercury, nickel, selenium, silver, thallium, and
zinc using DEQ’ s probabilistic monitoring data collected at nearly 100 sites in the same James River
Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) where the subject facility is located.

Discharge: Temperature and hardness data were obtained from the 2015 application submitted by the permittee
for Outfall 002. pH data were determined from DMR data.

Dischar ge Parameter Value | Units
Mean Hardness (as CaCQO,) = 70.1 | mg/L
90" Percentile Temperature = | 28.3 | °C
90" PercentileMaximumpH=| 83 | SU
10" Percentile MaximumpH=| 7.0 | SU

WQC and WLAs were cal culated for al WQS parameters. Those WQC and WLAS are presented in the MSTRANTI
spreadsheet that can be found in Appendix G. The effluent data were anayzed per the protocol for evaluation of
effluent toxic pollutants included in this appendix with the following results:

« TRC: Limitsarerequired for TRC to address the discharge of chlorinated sanitary wastewater to the
Stormwater Management Pond which ultimately may be discharged to either Outfall 002 and/or Outfal 004.
The TRC limits and monitoring apply if effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond is being discharged
through the specific outfall.
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PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Toxic pollutants were evaluated in accordance with OWP Guidance Memo No. 00-2011. Acute and Chronic
WLASs (WLA, and WLA ) were analyzed according to the protocol below using a stetistical approach
(STAT.exe) to determine the necessity and magnitude of limits. Human Health WLAs (WLA,) were analyzed
according to the same protocol through a simple comparison with the effluent data. If the WLA, exceeded the
effluent datum or data mean, no limits were required. If the effluent datum or data mean exceeded the WLA,
the WLA, was imposed as the limit.

The steps used in evaluating the effluent data are as follows:

A.

If all data are reported as "below detection” or < the required Quantification Level (QL), and at least one
detection level is < the required QL, then the pollutant is considered to be not significantly present in
the discharge and no further monitoring is required.

If al dataare reported as "below detection”, and all detection levels are > the required QL, then an
evaluation is performed in which the pollutant is assumed present at the lowest reported detection level.

B.1. If the evaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then the existing data set i s adequate and no
further monitoring is required.

B.2.  If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the existing data set is inadequate to make
a determination and additional monitoring is required.

If any datavalueis reported as detectable at or above the required QL, then the data are adequate to
determine whether effluent limits are needed.

C.1. If theevaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then no further monitoring isrequired.

C.2. If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the limits and associated requirements are
specified in the draft permit.

C.3.  (Exception for Metals data only) If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, but the data
are reported as a form other than "Dissolved" (except for Selenium), then the existing data set is
inadequate to make a determination and additional monitoring is required.
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QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
METALS
Antimony, dissolved 7440-36-0 0.2 <1 a B.1
Arsenic, dissolved 7440-38-2 10 4 a Cl1l
Cadmium, dissolved 7440-43-9 0.3 <0.3 a A
Chromium 111, dissolved 16065-83-1 05 <1 (Total Chromium) a B.1
Chromium V1, dissolved 18540-29-9 05 <5 a B.1
Copper, dissolved 7440-50-8 0.5 4 a C1l
Lead, dissolved 7439-92-1 0.5 <1 a B.1
Mercury, dissolved 7439-97-6 10 <0.2 a A
Nickel, dissolved 7440-02-0 05 <5 a B.1
Selenium, total recoverable 7782-49-2 20 <2 a A
Silver, dissolved 7440-22-4 0.2 <0.2 a A
Thallium, dissolved 7440-28-0 <0.3 a A
Zinc, dissolved 7440-66-6 20 <10 a B.1
PESTICIDES/PCBS
Aldrin © 309-00-2 0.05 <0.05 a A
Chlordane © 57-74-9 0.2 <0.2 a A
Chlorpyrifos 2921-88-2 <2 a A
DDD € 72-54-8 01 <0.05 a A
DDE® 72-55-9 0.1 <0.05 a A
DDT © 50-29-3 0.1 <0.05 a A
Demeton 8065-48-3 <1 a A
Diazinon 333-41-5 <1 a A
Dieldrin © 60-57-1 01 <0.05 a A
Alpha-Endosulfan 959-98-8 0.1 <0.05 a A
Beta-Endosulfan 33213-65-9 01 <0.05 a A
Alpha-Endosulfan + Beta-Endosulfan <0.05 a A
Endosulfan Sulfate 1031-07-8 01 <0.05 a A
Endrin 72-20-8 0.1 <0.05 a A
Endrin Aldehyde 7421-93-4 <0.05 a A
Guthion 86-50-0 <1 a A
Heptachlor © 76-44-8 0.05 <0.05 a A
Heptachlor Epoxide © 1024-57-3 <0.05 a A
Hexachlorocyclohexane Alpha-BHC © 319-84-6 <0.05 a A
Hexachlorocyclohexane Beta-BHC © 319-85-7 <0.05 a A
?ﬁiﬁgfﬁ'gﬁj‘”e Gamma-BHC 58-89-9 <005 a A
Kepone 143-50-0 <10 a A
Malathion 121-75-5 <1 a A
M ethoxychlor 72-435 <0.5 a A
Mirex 2385-85-5 <0.5 a A
Parathion 56-38-2 <1 a A
PCB Total © 1336-36-3 7.0 <0.5 a A
Toxaphene © 8001-35-2 5.0 <1 a A
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QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
BASE NEUTRAL EXTRACTABLES
Acenaphthene 83-32-9 10.0 <10 a A
Anthracene 120-12-7 10.0 <10 a A
Benzidine © 92-87-5 <50 a A
Benzo (a) anthracene © 56-55-3 10.0 <0.05 a A
Benzo (b) fluoranthene © 205-99-2 10.0 <10 a A
Benzo (k) fluoranthene © 207-08-9 10.0 <10 a A
Benzo (a) pyrene © 50-32-8 10.0 <10 a A
Bis 2-Chloroethyl Ether © 111-44-4 <10 a A
Bis 2-Chloroisopropyl Ether 108-60-1 <10 a A
Bis-2-Ethylhexyl Phthalate 117-81-7 10.0 <10 a A
Butyl benzyl phthalate 85-68-7 10.0 <10 a A
2-Chloronaphthalene 91-58-7 <10 a A
Chrysene © 218-01-9 10.0 <10 a A
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene © 53-70-3 20.0 <10 a A
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 10.0 <10 a A
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 10.0 <10 a A
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 10.0 <10 a A
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine © 91-94-1 <10 a A
Diethyl phthalate 84-66-2 10.0 <10 a A
Dimethyl phthalate 131-11-3 <10 a A
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 84-74-2 10.0 <10 a A
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 121-14-2 10.0 <10 a A
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine © 122-66-7 <10 a A
Fluoranthene 206-44-0 10.0 <10 a A
Fluorene 86-73-7 10.0 <10 a A
Hexachlorobenzene © 118-74-1 <10 a A
Hexachlorobutadiene © 87-68-3 <10 a A
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene T77-47-4 <10 a A
Hexachloroethane © 67-72-1 <10 a A
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene © 193-39-5 20.0 <10 a A
Isophorone © 78-59-1 10.0 <10 a A
Nitrobenzene 98-95-3 10.0 <1 a A
N-Nitrosodi methylamine © 62-75-9 <10 a A
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine © 621-64-7 <10 a A
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine © 86-30-6 <10 a A
Pyrene 129-00-0 100 <10 a A
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 120-82-1 10.0 <10 a A
VOLATILES
Acrolein 107-02-8 <10 a A
Acrylonitrile © 107-13-1 <10 a A
Benzene © 71-43-2 10.0 <5 a A
Bromoform © 75-25-2 10.0 <1 a A
Carbon Tetrachloride © 56-23-5 10.0 <1 a A
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 50.0 <1 a A
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QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
Chlorodibromomethane © 124-48-1 10.0 <1 a A
Chloroform 67-66-3 10.0 <1 a A
Dichlorobromomethane © 75-27-4 10.0 <1 a A
1,2-Dichloroethane © 107-06-2 10.0 <1 a A
1,1-Dichloroethylene 75-35-4 10.0 <1 a A
1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 156-60-5 <1 a A
1,2-Dichloropropane © 78-87-5 <1 a A
1,3-Dichloropropene © 542-75-6 <10 a A
Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 10.0 <1 a A
Methyl Bromide 74-83-9 <1 a A
Methylene Chloride © 75-09-2 20.0 <4 a A
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane © 79-34-5 <1 a A
Tetrachloroethylene 127-18-4 10.0 <1 a A
Toluene 10-88-3 10.0 <1 a A
1,1,2-Trichloroethane © 79-00-5 <1 a A
Trichloroethylene © 79-01-6 10.0 <1 a A
Vinyl Chloride © 75-01-4 10.0 <1 a A
ACID EXTRACTABLES
2-Chlorophenol 95-57-8 10.0 <10 a A
2,4-Dichlorophenol 120-83-2 10.0 <10 a A
2,4-Dimethylphenol 105-67-9 10.0 <0.5 a A
2,4-Dinitrophenol 51-28-5 <10 a A
2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 534-52-1 <50 a A
Nonylphenol 104-40-51 <5 a A
Pentachlorophenol © 87-86-5 50.0 <20 a A
Phenol 108-95-2 100 <10 a A
2,4,6-Trichloraphenol © 88-06-2 10.0 <10 a A
MISCELLANEOUS
Ammonia-N (mg/L) 766-41-7 0.2 mg/L 0.02 a A
Chloride (mg/L) 16887-00-6 16.27 a (o%}
TRC (mg/L) 7782-50-5 0.1 mg/L Believed absent; waived at application
Cyanide, Free 57-12-5 10.0 <10 a A
Sulfide, dissolved 18496258 | 100 O Bt Pody o confocrmdon Vet e
Hydrogen Sulfide 7783064 <1.0mg/L a A
Tributyltin 60-10-5 <0.03 b A
Hardness (mg/L as CaCOs) 471-34-1 70.1 a

The superscript " C" following the parameter name indicates that the substance  “ Sour ce of Data” codes:

isaknown or suspected carcinogen; human health criteria at risk level 10°°. a= Permit application 01.14.15
b= Permit application 01.05.10
CASRN = Chemical Abstract Service Registry Number for each parameter is " Data Evaluation” codes.

referenced in the current Water Quality Standards. A unique numeric identifier ~ Seesection titled PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT

designating only one substance. The Chemical Abstract Serviceisadivisionof ~ 1OXIC POLLUTANTS for an explanation of the code used.
the American Chemical Society.
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Arsenic, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 1300
WLAC = 3400
QL. =1

# samples/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Vaue= 4

Variance = 5.76

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 9.73367

97th percentile 4 day average = 6.65516

97th percentile 30 day average= 4.82421
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataare: 4

Chloride

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 3200

WLAc = 5300

QL. =1

# sampless/mo. = 1

# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Vaue = 16.27

Variance = 95.2966

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 39.5917

97th percentile 4 day average = 27.0698

97th percentile 30 day average= 19.6224
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this material

Thedataare: 16.27

Chromium |11, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 1500
WLAC = 1100
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value= 1

Variance = .36

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 2.43341

97th percentile 4 day average = 1.66379

97th percentile 30 day average= 1.20605
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataare: 1

Chromium VI, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 59
WLAC = 240
QL. =05

# sampless/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value= 5

Variance =9

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 12.1670

97th percentile 4 day average = 8.31895

97th percentile 30 day average= 6.03026
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this materia

Thedataare: 5

Appendix D - Page 7




Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

STAT.EXE Results Output

Copper, dissolved
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 32
WLAC = 130
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations =1

Expected Value= 4

Variance = 5.76

C.V. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 9.73367

97th percentile 4 day average = 6.65516

97th percentile 30 day average= 4.82421
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

L ead, dissolved

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 260

WLAc = 170

QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 1

# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:
# observations =1
Expected Value= 1
Variance = .36
C.V. =06
97th percentile daily values = 2.43341
97th percentile 4 day average = 1.66379
97th percentile 30 day average= 1.20605
#<QL. =0
Mode used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this materia

Thedataare: 4 Thedataare: 1

Nickel, dissolved Zingc, dissolved

Chronic averaging period = 4 Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 470 WLAa = 300

WLAc = 300 WLAc = 1800

QL. =05 QL. =2

# sampless/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:
# observations = 1
Expected Vaue= 5
Vaiance =9
CV. =0.6
97th percentile daily values = 12.1670
97th percentile 4 day average = 8.31895
97th percentile 30 day average= 6.03026
#<Q.L. =0
Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit is required for this material

Thedataare: 5

# sampless/mo. = 1
# samples/wk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Vaue = 10

Variance = 36

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 24.3341

97th percentile 4 day average = 16.6379

97th percentile 30 day average= 12.0605
#<Q.L. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this materia

Thedataare: 10
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Total Residual Chlorine
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 0.072
WLAc = 0.25
QL. =01

# samples/mo. = 30
# samplesiwk. =7

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 20

Variance = 144

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 48.6683

97th percentile 4 day average = 33.2758

97th percentile 30 day average= 24.1210
#<QL. =0

Modd used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =0.072

Average Weekly limit = 0.043970918886146
Average Monthly Limit = 3.56847237984729E-02

Thedataare: 20

Appendix D - Page 9



Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

EVALUATION OF DISCHARGESFROM OUTFALL S003 AND 006

Outfall 003

During the period prior to Part 1.A.9 of the permit becoming effective, Outfall 003 shall contain only stormwater not
associated with aregulated industria activity where monitoring would be required. There shall be no discharge of
process wastewater from Outfall 003 prior to Part I.A.9 of the permit becoming effective.

During the dewatering activities when Part 1.A.9 of the permit is effective, process wastewater from internal Outfalls 501,
502, 503, 504, and 505 may be discharged through Outfall 003.

Outfall 003 will be retired following the completion of the dewatering activities at the facility.

Outfall 006

During the period prior to Part 1.A.9 of the permit becoming effective, Outfall 006 shall contain only stormwater not
associated with aregulated industrial activity where monitoring would be required. There shall be no discharge of
process wastewater from Outfall 006 prior to Part I.A.9 of the permit becoming effective.

During the dewatering activities when Part 1.A.9 of the permit is effective, process wastewater from Outfalls 501, 502,
503, 504, and 505 may be discharged through Outfall 006.

Following the dewatering activities, Outfall 006 shall contain only stormwater not associated with a regulated

industria activity where monitoring would be required. There shall be no discharge of process wastewater from
Outfall 006 during this period.
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APPENDIX E

PROCESSWASTEWATER FROM DEWATERING ACTIVITIES

Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 Final Limits Combined Flow: 10.2912 MGD
BFAOSFIQ S EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER LIMITS | Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 1 NL NL 1/Day Estimate

TSS(mg/L) 3 30.0 100.0 3/Week 4HC
Oil & Grease (mg/L) 3 15.0 20.0 3/Week 4HC
Tota Recoverable Antimony (ug/L) 24 2,100 2,100 3/Week 4HC
Tota Recoverable Arsenic (ug/L) 24 290 530 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Cadmium (ug/L) 24 18 32 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Chromium 11 24 120 220 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Chromium VI 24 18 34 3/Week 4HC
Tota Recoverable Copper (ug/L) 24 12 23 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Lead (ug/L) 2,4 19 35 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Mercury (ug/L) 24 15 2.8 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Nickel (ug/L) 2,4 31 57 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Selenium (ug/L) 24 9.6 18 3/Week 4HC
Tota Recoverable Silver (ug/L) 24 2.7 50 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Thallium (ug/L) 2,4 14 14 3/Week 4HC
Total Recoverable Zinc (ug/L) 24 110 210 3/Week 4HC
Tota Recoverable Aluminum (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Barium (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Tota Recoverable Beryllium (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Boron (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Cobalt (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Iron (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Molybdenum (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Total Recoverable Vanadium (ug/L) 4 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Cyanide, Free (ug/L) 24 NL NL 1/Month 4HC
Chloride (mg/L) 24 450 820 3/Week 4HC
Ammonia-N (mg/L) 24 9.6 14 1/Week 4HC
Hardness (mg/L as CaCOs) 24 NL NL 3/Week 4HC

------------------ Minimum Maximum
pH 2,3 6.0 SU 9.0sU 3/Week Grab

Acute WET, Ceriodaphnia dubia (%) 24 100 NA 1/Month 24 HC
Chronic WET, Ceriodaphnia dubia (TU,) 24 NA 6.25 1/Month 24 HC
Acute WET, Pimephales promelas (%) 24 100 NA 1/Month 24 HC
Chronic WET, Pimephales promelas (TU,) 24 NA 6.25 1/Month 24 HC

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required  NA = Not Applicable 4HC = 4-Hour Composite

24HC =24-Hour Composite

Refer to permit for footnotes regarding parameters with 3/Week and 1/Month monitoring frequencies

BASIS DESCRIPTIONS

1. VPDES Permit Regulation (QVAC25-31)
Water Quality Standards (9VAC25-260)

2.
3. Federa Effluent Limitation Guidelines (Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category — 40 CFR Part 423)
4

Seerationalein Appendix E
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Ash dewatering water (pore water within the coal combustion residuals mass) and contact stormwater (stormwater that
has contacted the coal combustion residuals) are process wastewater from dewatering activities.

Compliance with the limits above may be demonstrated with or without additional treatment.

Dischar ges associated with Coal Combustion Residual Impoundment Closure: Effluent Screening and
Limitation Development

Effective October 2015, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) adopted afinal Rule that will regulate the
disposal of coa combustion residuals (CCR) as solid waste under subtitle D of the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act. Coal combustion residuals (otherwise known as coal ash) may include fly ash, bottom ash, boiler slag,
and other low volume waste materials and are generated from burning coal for the purposes of generating electrica
power. Disposal of the CCRs at this facility has historically been accomplished in impoundments located on site.
These impoundments include surface waters originating from precipitation, storm water runoff into the impoundments,
comingled process wastewaters, and waters used to hydraulically dredge ash from one pond to another. Interstitial, or
pore, waters, also exist within the bottom residual mass of the impoundment. Dueto its direct contact and exposureto
the coal ash materials, the pollutant concentrations of the cod ash interstitial waters may pose areasonable potentia to
exceed established water quality criteria. 1n responseto EPA’s 2015 CCR Rule, the owner plansto remove and
discharge the accumulated waters to dry the ash and residuals that have settled to the bottom of the impoundment.
This process is expected to involve the disturbance, movement, or re-suspension of the bottom residuals. Drying the
ash and bottom residuals will facilitate their subsequent removal or construction of a closure cap of the impoundment
system.

To identify and eval uate constituents of potential concern (COPC) associated with the removal of waters from the coa
ash ponds, DEQ relied upon work previoudy performed by the EPA and documented in the following: 1) 40CFR Part
423 federal effluent limitation guidelines (ELGs) for the “ Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category;” 2)
aJune 7, 2010 EPA memorandum titled, “Nationa Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Permitting of
Wastewater Discharges from Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) and Coal Combustion Residua (CCR) Impoundments at
Steam Electric Power Plants;” and 3) a 2015 find Rule (commonly referred to as the “CCR Rul€e”) that amended 40
CFR 88257.50 — 257.107, “ Standards for the Disposal of Coal Combustion Residualsin Landfills and Surface
Impoundments.”

In its June 2010 memo,* EPA identified 37 chemical parametersthat had the potential to exist in relatively high
concentrationsin CCR effluent. Several years later, in the preamble to the 2015 CCR Rule, EPA identified 35 “Table
1”2 chemical parameters that represented a hazard potential because they were characteristic of releases from coal
combustion impoundments and may pose atoxicity risk potential. EPA performed further probabilistic anayses of the
potentia risksto human health and ecological receptors from the 35 Table 1 constituents and narrowed the list down to
23 “Table 2”3 parameters (List of Chemical Constituents Retained for Probabilistic Analysis). These parameters
include Aluminum, Antimony, Arsenic, Barium, Beryllium, Boron, Cadmium, Chloride, Chromium, Cobalt, Copper,
Fluoride, Iron, Lead, Lithium, Mercury, Molybdenum, Nickel, Selenium, Silver, Thallium, Vanadium and Zinc.

Although the parameters listed in the CCR Rule Table 2 represent potential risks from CCR leachate releases, a
conservative assumption was made that the probahilistic risks associated with leachate rel eases would be comparable
to concerns associated with the release of CCR pore water. These 23 Table 2 constituents and all other constituents
were classified in one of 4 categories for consideration.

1 United States Environmental Protection Agency, June 7, 2010 Memorandum from James A. Hanlon, Director, Office of
Wastewater Management to Water Division Directors Regions 1 — 10; “Nationa Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) Permitting of Wastewater Discharges from Flue Gas Desulfurization (FGD) and Coal Combustion Residua (CCR)
Impoundments at Steam Electric Power Plants,” Attachment B, Water Quality-Based Effluent Limits, Coal Combustion Waste
Impoundments; Appendix A, Steam Electric 2007/2008 Detailed Study Report, Ash Pond Effluent Concentrations.

2 Federal Register, Vol. 80, No. 74, Friday, April 17, 2015, “Table 1 — List of Chemical Constituents Evaluated in the CCR Risk
Assessment,” page 21449.

3 Federal Register, Vol. 80, No. 74, Friday, April 17, 2015, “Table 2 — List of Chemical Constituents Retained for Probabilistic
Analysis,” page 21450.
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Category 1 - Table 2 constituents for which water quality criteria have been adopted in the Virginia
Water Quality Standardsregulation (9VAC25-260): Water quality based effluent limitations were
developed for these parameters regardless of whether or not the existing data for the facility demonstrated a
reasonable potential to exceed the water quality criteria. Effluent limitations were developed in this fashion
for Antimony, Arsenic, Cadmium, Chloride, Chromium (111 and V1), Copper, Lead, Mercury, Nickel,
Selenium, Silver, Thalium, and Zinc. There are no water quality criteriathat are applicable to the aquatic life
designation for Antimony or Thallium. For these parameters, the effluent limitation is equal to the most
limiting allocation for human health.

Category 2 —Table 2 congtituents for which water quality criteria have not be adopted in thethe
Virginia Water Quality Standards regulation (9VAC25-260): A Whole Effluent Toxicity limitation was
established in the absence of an applicable Virginia numeric water quality criterion. Thisapproachis
consistent with EPA’s Technica Support Document for Water Quality-based Toxics Control and the June 7,
2010 EPA memorandum. Parameters included in this category include Aluminum, Barium, Beryllium, Boron,
Cobalt, Iron, Molybdenum and Vanadium. Appendix J details the derivation of the calculated WET limitations
that will be included with this permit action. In addition, /M onth monitoring of these parameters, to be done
concurrently with WET test monitoring, isrequired. In that way, data are available for anaysisin the event
that WET testsindicate toxicity.

Category 3 — Constituentsnot listed in Table 2 for which water quality criteria have been adopted in the
Virginia Water Quality Standardsregulation (9VAC25-260): A reasonable potential analysis was
performed to determine the need for water-quality based effluent limitations on a case-by-case basis. Thiswas
done for Ammonia-N and Free Cyanide.

The previous draft included limitations for Ammonia-N. The revised evaluation indicated that no limits are
required for Ammonia-N. It was determined that the previous evaluation was in error; however, because the
AmmoniaN limits were included in the draft permit that was public noticed, the monthly average limit of 9.6
mg/L and daily maximum limit of 14 mg/L have not been removed from the draft permit.

The VA WQS establish criteriafor Free Cyanide, consistent with the federal criteria. Free Cyanide represents
afraction of Total Cyanide. Whileit isappropriate to use Total Cyanide datato establish that reasonable
potential does not exist, it is not appropriate to use Total Cyanide data to establish that reasonable potential
does exist to exceed the Free Cyanide standard. 1n a 1994 DEQ Memorandum (11/2/94), DEQ notes that EPA
acknowledged that the use of Total Cyanide measurement to implement the criteria might be overly
conservative. A method for measuring free cyanide has since been approved by EPA and is published in 40
CFR Part 136. Consequently, 1/Month monitoring for Free Cyanide has been required in the draft permit to be
performed concurrently with the Whol e Effluent Toxicity monitoring. The draft permit contains a reopener
condition that allows DEQ to modify the permit if the monitoring indicates the need for water quality-based
effluent limits.

Category 4 — Federal Effluent Guiddines. Technology-based effluent limits were assigned to applicable
constituents addressed by the Federal Effluent Guidelines and not otherwise controlled by a more restrictive
water quality-based effluent limitation. Constituents limited under this category include TSS, Oil & Grease,
and pH.

For purposes of evaluating the parameters above, the combined discharge flow of 10.2912 MGD was utilized.

The dewatering wastewaters are to be managed to address the monitoring and effluent limitations established. The
management of the dewatering wastewaters may include the use of interim treatment systems. The internal outfalls are
designated as follows:

Outfall 501 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the West Ash Pond
Outfall 502 - process wastewater from dewatering activities in the North Ash Pond
Outfall 503 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the East Ash Ponds
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Ouitfal 504 - combination of process wastewaters from dewatering activities in the North Ash Pond, West Ash
Pond, East Ash Ponds, and Metals Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin
Ouitfall 505 - process wastewater from dewatering activitiesin the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin

It is staff’s best professional judgment that the effluent limits be applied to the discharges of dewatering wastewaters
(Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505) rather than being applied at Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006. Meeting
effluent limits at the internal outfallswill protect and maintain water quality at any of the outfalls identified as
discharge options, while providing Dominion with the flexibility needed to achieve closure by the required deadline.

The permit contains an Outfall 999 that will be used for reporting of total flows for Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503,
504, and 505.

EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Input parameters for instream WQC and WLAS

Stream: A Flow Fregquency Determination for the receiving stream isincluded in Appendix B. Water quality
datafor mean hardness, temperature, and pH for the receiving stream were obtained from Ambient
Water Quality Monitoring Station No. 2-JM S176.63 on the James River. The ambient station is
located 0.52 river miles upstream of BPS.

Stream Parameter Value | Units
Mean Hardness (as CaCQO,) = 62.5 | mg/L
90™ Percentile Temperature = | 26.86 | - C
90" PercentileMaximumpH =| 803 | SU
10" Percentile MaximumpH = | 7.06 | SU

Background in-stream water quality conditions were established for antimony, arsenic, barium,
cadmium, chromium, copper, iron, lead, manganese, mercury, nickel, selenium, silver, thallium, and
zinc using DEQ'’ s probabilistic monitoring data collected at nearly 100 sites in the same James River
Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) where the subject facility is located.

Discharge: Temperature data were obtained from the 2015 application submitted by the permittee for Outfall 002.
pH values were determined from DMR data. The mean hardness val ue was established based on best
professiona judgment and is considered to be a conservative characterization of the process
wastewater generated during dewatering activities.

Dischar ge Parameter Value | Units
Mean Hardness (as CaCQOs) = 70.1 | mg/L
90™ Percentile Temperature = | 28.3 | °C
90" PercentileMaximumpH=| 83 | SU
10" Percentile MaximumpH=| 7.0 | SU

WQC and WLAs were cal culated for al WQS parameters. Those WQC and WLAS are presented in the MSTRANTI
spreadsheet that can be found in Appendix G. The Category 1 parameters were analyzed per the protocol above. The
Category 3 parameters were evaluated per the protocol below.

Mix Evaluation for Process Wastewater from Dewatering Activities. The mix.exe evaluation shown in Appendix B
predicts the distance for a which a complete mix assumption is appropriate and a so shows the percent of the stream
flow that can be used for that complete mix situation. This mixing approach istypically used for the eval uation of
toxic pollutants in accordance with Guidance Memo No. 00-2011.

Based on public comments, aregulatory mixing zone of 2000 feet has been established which is five times the width
of the receiving stream at the point of discharge. The percent of stream flow available for mixing at 2000 feet has
been calculated by dividing 2000 feet by the predicted distance for complete mix as shown in Appendix B.
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7Q10: 2000ft /| 52,772.32ft = 3.79%
30Q10: 2000ft [/ 47,539.66 ft = 421 %
10Q10: 2000ft / 56,317.3ft = 3.55%
300Q5: 2000ft [/ 44,742.53ft = 4.47%
Harmonic Mean: 2000ft /| 26,228.76 ft = 7.62%

The results of the mixing evaluation shown in Appendix B were compared to those shown above and the most
conservative values were used.

PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Acute and Chronic WLASs (WLA, and WLA,) were analyzed according to the protocol below using a statistical
approach (STAT .exe) to determine the necessity and magnitude of limits. Human Health WLAs (WLA ) were
analyzed according to the same protocol through a simple comparison with the effluent data. If the WLA,
exceeded the effluent datum or data mean, no limits were required. If the effluent datum or data mean exceeded
the WLA, the WLA, was imposed as the limit.

The steps used in evauating the effluent data are as follows:

A. If all data are reported as "below detection” or < the required Quantification Level (QL), and at least one
detection level is < the required QL, then the pollutant is considered to be not significantly present in
the discharge and no further monitoring is required.

B. If all data are reported as "below detection”, and al detection levels are > the required QL , then an
evaluation is performed in which the pollutant is assumed present at the lowest reported detection level.

B.1. If theevaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then the existing data set is adequate and no
further monitoring is required.

B.2.  If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the existing data set is inadequate to make
a determination and additional monitoring is required.

C. If any datavalueis reported as detectable at or above the required QL, then the data are adequate to
determine whether effluent limits are needed.

C.1. If theevaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then no further monitoring isrequired.

C.2.  If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the limits and associated requirements are
specified in the draft permit.

C.3.  (Exception for Metals data only) If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, but the data
are reported as a form other than "Dissolved" (except for Selenium), then the existing data set is
inadequate to make a determination and additional monitoring is required.

QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
Ammonia-N (mg/L) 766-41-7 0.2 mg/L 0.46 b C1l
Cyanide, Free 57-12-5 10.0 12 (Total Cyanide) a B.2
The superscript " C" following the parameter name indicates that the substance  “ Sour ce of Data” codes:
isaknown or suspected carcinogen; human health criteria at risk level 10°°. a= Table 3 Summary of dewatering wastewater, Application Addendum dated

October 6, 2015
CASRN = Chemical Abstract Service Registry Number for each parameter is

referenced in the current Water Quality Standards. A unique numeric identifier " Data Evaluation" codes:
designating only one substance. The Chemical Abstract Serviceisadivision of  See section titled PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT
the American Chemical Society. TOXIC POLLUTANTS for an explanation of the code used.
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Arsenic, dissolved:

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 740

WLAc = 360

QL. =10

# samples/mo. = 12

# samplesiwk. = 3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Value= 360

Variance = 46656

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 876.030

97th percentile 4 day average = 598.964

97th percentile 30 day average= 434.179
#<QL. =0

Modd used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit =526.526922259163
Average Weekly Limit = 385.124800125611
Average Monthly Limit = 286.867638500289

Thedataare: 360

Cadmium, dissolved:
Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 65

WLAc =22

QL. =03

# samples/mo. = 12

# samplesiwk. = 3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value= 2.2

Variance = 1.7424

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 5.35351

97th percentile 4 day average = 3.66033

97th percentile 30 day average= 2.65331
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit = 3.21766452491711
Average Weekly Limit = 2.35354044521207
Average Monthly Limit = 1.75308001305732

Thedataare: 2.2

Chromium 11, dissolved:
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 1000
WLAC = 150
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 12
# samplesiwk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 150

Variance = 8100

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 365.012

97th percentile 4 day average = 249.568

97th percentile 30 day average= 180.907
#<QL. =0

Mode used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit = 219.386217607985
Average Weekly Limit = 160.468666719005
Average Monthly Limit = 119.528182708454

Thedataare: 150

Chromium VI, dissolved:
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 34
WLAC = 26
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 12
# samplesiwk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 26

Variance = 243.36

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 63.2688

97th percentile 4 day average = 43.2585

97th percentile 30 day average= 31.3573
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =34

Average Weekly Limit = 24.8690857973368
Average Monthly Limit = 18.5242184144366

Thedataare: 26
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Copper, dissolved:
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 23
WLAc =17
QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 12
# samplesiwk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 17

Variance = 104.04

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 41.3680

97th percentile 4 day average = 28.2844

97th percentile 30 day average= 20.5029
#<QL. =0

Modd used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =23

Average Weekly Limit = 16.8232050981984
Average Monthly Limit = 12.531088927413

Thedataare: 17

L ead, dissolved:

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 190

WLAc =24

QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 12

# samplesiwk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 24

Variance = 207.36

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 58.4020

97th percentile 4 day average = 39.9309

97th percentile 30 day average= 28.9452
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit =35.1017948172776
Average Weekly Limit = 25.6749866750408
Average Monthly Limit = 19.1245092333526

Thedataare: 24

Mercury, dissolved:
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa =3
WLAc =19
QL. =10

# samples/mo. = 12
# samplesiwk. = 3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Value= 1.9

Variance = 1.2996

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 4.62349

97th percentile 4 day average= 3.16120

97th percentile 30 day average= 2.29150
#<QL. =0

Mode used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit = 2.77889208970114
Average Weekly Limit = 2.03260311177406
Average Monthly Limit = 1.51402364764042

Thedataare: 1.9

Nickel, dissolved:

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 330

WLAc = 39

QL. =05

# samples/mo. = 12

# samplesiwk. = 3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations = 1

Expected Value= 39

Variance = 547.56

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 94.9032

97th percentile 4 day average = 64.8878

97th percentile 30 day average= 47.0360
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =57.040416578076
Average Weekly Limit =41.7218533469412
Average Monthly Limit = 31.077327504198

Thedataare: 39
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Selenium, total recoverable:
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 43
WLAc = 12
QL. =2

# samples/mo. = 12
# samplesiwk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 12

Variance = 51.84

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 29.2010

97th percentile 4 day average = 19.9654

97th percentile 30 day average= 14.4726
#<QL. =0

Modd used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit = 17.5508974086388
Average Weekly Limit = 12.8374933375204
Average Monthly Limit = 9.56225461667631

Silver, dissolved:
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa =5
WLAc =
QL. =02

# samples/mo. = 12
# samplesiwk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 5

Variance =9

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 12.1670

97th percentile 4 day average = 8.31895

97th percentile 30 day average= 6.03026
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =5

Average Weekly Limit = 3.65721849960834
Average Monthly Limit = 2.72414976682892

Thedataare: 12 Thedataare 5

Zinc, dissolved: Chloride:

Chronic averaging period = 4 Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 210 WLAa = 1900

WLAc = 230 WLAc = 560

QL. =2 QL. =10

# samples/mo. = 12 # samples/mo. = 12

# samplesiwk. = 3 # samplesiwk. = 3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 210

Variance = 15876

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 511.017

97th percentile 4 day average = 349.395

97th percentile 30 day average= 253.271
#<QL. =0

Mode used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =210

Average Weekly Limit = 153.603176983551
Average Monthly Limit = 114.414290206815

Thedataare: 210

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue = 560

Variance = 112896

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 1362.71

97th percentile 4 day average= 931.722

97th percentile 30 day average= 675.389
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity

Maximum Daily Limit =819.041879069809
Average Weekly Limit =599.083022417617
Average Monthly Limit = 446.238548778228

Thedataare: 560
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Ammonia-N:

Chronic averaging period = 30
WLAa = 141

WLAc =27

QL. =02

# samples/mo. = 12

# samplesiwk. =3

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= .46

Variance = .076176

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 1.11937

97th percentile 4 day average = .765343

97th percentile 30 day average= .554784
#<QL. =0

Modd used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this materia

Thedataare: 0.46

Cyanide, Free

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAa = 48

WLAc = 13

QL. =10

# samplesmo. = 1

# samplesiwk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 12

Variance = 51.84

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 29.2010

97th percentile 4 day average = 19.9654

97th percentile 30 day average= 14.4726
#<QL. =0

Model used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Chronic Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit = 19.013472192692
Average Weekly limit = 19.013472192692

Average Monthly Limit = 19.013472192692

Thedataare 12 (Total Cyanide)
Outfall 999 Final Limits Combined Flow: 10.2912 M GD
BI':AOSIJQ S EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER LIMITS Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 1 NL NL 1/Month Calculated

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required

Outfall 999 isnot an existing discharge point. It isameans of reporting total flow discharged through Internal Outfalls

NA = Not Applicable

501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 during the dewatering activities.
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APPENDIX F

FINAL CONFIGURATION
OUTFALL 002 (WEST TREATMENT POND)

A comparison of technology and water quality-based limits was performed, and the most stringent limits were selected.
The selected limits are summarized in the table bel ow.

Outfall 002 Final Limits Flow: 4.2912 MGD
BFAosll?S EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
PARAMETER LIMITS | Monthly Average Maximum Frequency Sample Type
Flow (MGD) 1 NL NL 1/Month Estimate
------------------ Monthly Average Daily Maximum
TSS 3 30.0 mg/L 100.0 mg/L UMonth Grab
Qil & Grease (mg/L) 3 15.0 20.0 1/Month Grab
Totd Residua Chlorine (TRC) (mg/L) 2 0.036 0.072 1/Month Grab
TKN (mg/L) 4 NA NL UYear Grab
Nitrite-N + Nitrate-N (mg/L) 4 NA NL UYear Grab
Totd Nitrogen (mg/L) 4 NA NL 1/Year Calculated
Total Phosphorus (mg/L) 4 NA NL UYear Grab
------------------ Minimum Maximum
pH 23 6.0 SU 9.0sU UMonth Grab

NL = No Limitation, monitoring required

1/Year = Annual sampling with the results submitted with the DMR due January 10" of each year
Total Nitrogen, which isthe sum of TKN and Nitrite-N + Nitrate-N shall be derived from the results of those tests.

BASIS DESCRIPTIONS

NA = Not Applicable

VPDES Permit Regulation (9VAC25-31)
Water Quality Standards (9VA 25-260)

Eal SR o

Guidance Memo No. 14-2011

Federal Effluent Limitation Guidelines (Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category — 40 CFR Part 423)

APPENDIX A contains a One Line Diagram which lists al of the sources of wastewater which will be directed to the
West Treatment Pond under the final configuration.

As presented below, the effluent limits and monitoring determined to be necessary for Outfall 002 (West Treatment
Pond Final Configuration) are identicd to the limits and monitoring determined to be necessary for the combined
Outfal 002/004 discharge; therefore, the Outfall 002 limits and monitoring applicable to both scenarios are contained
in only one effluent limit page (Part 1.A.5) in the permit.

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS GUIDELINES:

Thefina effluent limitations guidelines and standards for the steam electric power generating industry were signed by
the EPA Administrator on September 30, 2015. Thefinal rule will become effective on November 29, 2015.

The West Ash Pond will be clean closed and all ash will be removed. A portion of the former West Ash Pond
footprint will be lined and repurposed as alined West Treatment Pond; however, the West Treatment Pond may be
used to receive treated contact stormwater and dewatering water from the closure activities.

Thefinal ELGs zero discharge requirement eliminates the generation of fly ash transport water but does not eliminate
fly ash transport water that has aready been transferred to a surface impoundment. In order to address thisissue, the
EL Gs specify that the discharge of legacy fly ash transport water is subject to the existing Best Practicable Control
Technology currently available (BPT).

Appendix F - Page 1




Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station
Fly Ash and Bottom Ash are defined in the Steam Electric Power Generating ELGs at 40 CFR Part 423.11 (€) and (f).

ELGsfor Best Practicable Control Technology Currently Available (BPT) for Fly Ash and Bottom Ash transport water
in 40 CFR Part 423.12(b)(4) are as follows:

Parameter Daily Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
TSS 100.0 mg/L 30.0 mg/L
Qil & Grease 20.0 mg/L 15.0 mg/L

Low volume waste sources are defined in the Steam Electric Power Generating ELGs at 40 CFR Part 423.11 (b).

ELGsfor Best Practicable Control Technology Currently Available (BPT) for low volume waste sourcesin 40 CFR
Part 423.12(b)(3) are as follows:

Parameter Daily Maximum Maximum Monthly Average
TSS 100.0 mg/L 30.0 mg/L
Qil & Grease 20.0 mg/L 15.0 mg/L

pH —BPT limits are 6.0 to 9.0 SU for all discharges except once-through cooling water in accordance with 40 CFR
Part 423.12(b)(2).

At the permitting authority’ s discretion (Federal Effluent Guidelines (40 CFR 423.12(b)(11)), the quantity of pollutants
allowed to be discharged may be expressed as a concentration limit instead of the mass based limit specifiedin
paragraph 423.12(b). It is staff’s best professional judgment that applying the maximum concentrations and the
average concentrations for TSS and Qil & Grease to the discharge will maintain and protect the water quality of the
receiving stream.

Limits for low volume wastes are not applied to the Stormwater M anagement Pond because additional treatment for
these parameters is provided in the West Treatment Pond.

EVALUATION OF THE EFFLUENT —TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Input parameters for WQC and WLAS

Stream: A Flow Fregquency Determination for the receiving stream isincluded in Appendix B. Water quality
data for mean hardness, temperature, and pH for the receiving stream were obtained from Ambient
Water Quality Monitoring Station No. 2-JM S176.63 on the James River. The ambient stationis
located 0.52 river miles upstream of BPS.

Stream Parameter Value | Units
Mean Hardness (as CaCQOs) = 62.5 | mg/L
90™ Percentile Temperature = | 26.86 | - C
90" PercentileMaximumpH =| 8.03 | SU
10" Percentile MaximumpH = | 7.06 | SU

Background in-stream water quality conditions were established for antimony, arsenic, barium,
cadmium, chromium, copper, iron, lead, manganese, mercury, nickel, selenium, silver, thallium, and
zinc using DEQ'’ s probabilistic monitoring data collected at nearly 100 sites in the same James River
Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC) where the subject facility islocated.
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Discharge: Temperature and hardness data were obtained from the 2015 application submitted by the permittee
for Outfall 002. pH data were determined from DMR data.

Dischar ge Parameter Value | Units
Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 70.1 | mg/L
90" Percentile Temperature = | 283 | °C
90" PercentileMaximumpH=| 83 | SU
10" Percentile MaximumpH=| 7.0 | SU

WQC and WLAs were cal culated for all WQS parameters. Those WQC and WLAS are presented in the MSTRANTI
spreadsheet that can be found in Appendix G. The effluent data were anayzed per the protocol for evaluation of
effluent toxic pollutants included in this appendix with the following results:

« TRC-Limitsarerequired for TRC to address the discharge of chlorinated sanitary wastewater to the
Stormwater Management Pond which ultimately discharges to the West Treatment Pond. For permitting
purposes, the slightly more stringent TRC limits determined to be protective for the combined 002/004
discharge were imposed for Outfall 002 (final configuration).

« A complete WQS toxics scan has been required for the new lined West Treatment Pond. This monitoring
must be initiated within one year of the West Treatment Pond beginning operation inits final configuration
and must be reported using Attachment B of the permit.

PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT TOXIC POLLUTANTS

Toxic pollutants were evaluated in accordance with OWP Guidance Memo No. 00-2011. Acute and Chronic
WLASs (WLA, and WLA ) were analyzed according to the protocol below using a statistical approach
(STAT.exe) to determine the necessity and magnitude of limits. Human Health WLASs (WLA ;) were analyzed
according to the same protocol through a simple comparison with the effluent data. If the WLA, exceeded the
effluent datum or data mean, no limits were required. If the effluent datum or data mean exceeded the WLA
the WLA, was imposed as the limit.

The steps used in evaluating the effluent data are as follows:

A. If all data are reported as "below detection” or < the required Quantification Level (QL), and at least one
detection level is < the required QL, then the pollutant is considered to be not significantly present in
the discharge and no further monitoring is required.

B. If all data are reported as "below detection”, and al detection levels are > the required QL, then an
evaluation is performed in which the pollutant is assumed present at the lowest reported detection level.

B.1. If the evaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then the existing data set is adequate and no
further monitoring is required.

B.2.  If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the existing data set is inadequate to make
a determination and additional monitoring is required.

C. If any datavalueis reported as detectable at or above the required QL, then the data are adequate to
determine whether effluent limits are needed.

C.1. If the evaluation indicates that no limits are needed, then no further monitoring isrequired.

C.2. If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, then the limits and associated requirements are
specified in the draft permit.

C.3.  (Exception for Metals data only) If the evaluation indicates that limits are needed, but the data
are reported as a form other than "Dissolved" (except for Selenium), then the existing data set is
inadequate to make a determination and additional monitoring is required.
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QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
METALS
Antimony, dissolved 7440-36-0 0.2 No data. Testing required. -
Arsenic, dissolved 7440-38-2 1.0 No data. Testing required. -—
Barium, dissolved 7440-39-3 Applicable to PWS waters only
Cadmium, dissolved 7440-43-9 0.3 No data. Testing required. -—
Chromium 111, dissolved 16065-83-1 0.5 No data. Testing required. -—
Chromium VI, dissolved 18540-29-9 05 No data. Testing required. -—
Chromium, Total 7440-47-3 Applicable to PWS waters only
Copper, dissolved 7440-50-8 0.5 No data. Testing required. -—
Iron, dissolved 7439-89-6 1.0 Applicable to PWS waters only
Lead, dissolved 7439-92-1 0.5 No data. Testing required. -—
Manganese, dissolved 7439-96-5 0.2 Applicable to PWS waters only
Mercury, dissolved 7439-97-6 1.0 No data. Testing required. -—
Nickel, dissolved 7440-02-0 05 No data. Testing required. -—
Selenium, total recoverable 7782-49-2 20 No data. Testing required. -—
Silver, dissolved 7440-22-4 0.2 No data. Testing required. -—
Thallium, dissolved 7440-28-0 No data. Testing required. -—
Zinc, dissolved 7440-66-6 20 No data. Testing required. -—
PESTICIDES/PCBS
Aldrin© 309-00-2 0.05 No data. Testing required.
Chlordane © 57-74-9 0.2 No data. Testing required.
Chlorpyrifos 2921-88-2 No data. Testing required.
DDD € 72-54-8 0.1 No data. Testing required.
DDEC€ 72-55-9 0.1 No data. Testing required.
DDT € 50-29-3 0.1 No data. Testing required.
Demeton 8065-48-3 No data. Testing required.
Diazinon 333-41-5 No data. Testing required.
Dieldrin © 60-57-1 0.1 No data. Testing required.
Alpha-Endosulfan 959-98-8 01 No data. Testing required.
Beta-Endosulfan 33213-65-9 0.1 No data. Testing required.
Alpha-Endosulfan + Beta-Endosulfan No data. Testing required.
Endosulfan Sulfate 1031-07-8 0.1 No data. Testing required.
Endrin 72-20-8 0.1 No data. Testing required.
Endrin Aldehyde 7421-93-4 No data. Testing required.
Guthion 86-50-0 No data. Testing required.
Heptachlor © 76-44-8 0.05 No data. Testing required.
Heptachlor Epoxide © 1024-57-3 No data. Testing required.
Hexachlorocyclohexane Alpha-BHC © 319-84-6 No data. Testing required.
Hexachlorocyclohexane Beta-BHC © 319-85-7 No data. Testing required.
F;f}gf\g%rgcﬁf#%ﬁ?ne Gamma-BHC 58-89-9 No data. Testing required.
Kepone 143-50-0 No data. Testing required.
Malathion 121-75-5 No data. Testing required.
Methoxychlor 72-43-5 No data. Testing required.
Mirex 2385-85-5 No data. Testing required.
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
Parathion 56-38-2 No data. Testing required.
PCB Total © 1336-36-3 7.0 No data. Testing required.
Toxaphene © 8001-35-2 5.0 No data. Testing required.
BASE NEUTRAL EXTRACTABLES
Acenaphthene 83-32-9 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Anthracene 120-12-7 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Benzidine © 92-87-5 No data. Testing required.
Benzo (a) anthracene © 56-55-3 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Benzo (b) fluoranthene © 205-99-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Benzo (k) fluoranthene © 207-08-9 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Benzo (a) pyrene © 50-32-8 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Bis 2-Chloroethyl Ether © 111-44-4 No data. Testing required.
Bis 2-Chloroisopropyl Ether 108-60-1 No data. Testing required.
Bis-2-Ethylhexyl Phthalate © 117-81-7 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Butyl benzyl phthalate 85-68-7 10.0 No data. Testing required.
2-Chloronaphthalene 91-58-7 No data. Testing required.
Chrysene © 218-01-9 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene © 53-70-3 20.0 No data. Testing required.
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 10.0 No data. Testing required.
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine © 91-94-1 No data. Testing required.
Diethyl phthalate 84-66-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Dimethyl phthalate 131-11-3 No data. Testing required.
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 84-74-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 121-14-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine © 122-66-7 No data. Testing required.
Fluoranthene 206-44-0 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Fluorene 86-73-7 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Hexachlorobenzene © 118-74-1 No data. Testing required.
Hexachlorobutadiene © 87-68-3 No data. Testing required.
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene T7-47-4 No data. Testing required.
Hexachloroethane © 67-72-1 No data. Testing required.
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene © 193-39-5 20.0 No data. Testing required.
Isophorone © 78-59-1 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Nitrobenzene 98-95-3 10.0 No data. Testing required.
N-Nitrosodi methylamine © 62-75-9 No data. Testing required.
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine © 621-64-7 No data. Testing required.
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine © 86-30-6 No data. Testing required.
Pyrene 129-00-0 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 120-82-1 10.0 No data. Testing required.
VOLATILES
Acrolein 107-02-8 No data. Testing required.
Acrylonitrile © 107-13-1 No data. Testing required.
Benzene © 71-43-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
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QL Data Source Data
Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
Bromoform © 75-25-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Carbon Tetrachloride © 56-23-5 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 50.0 No data. Testing required.
Chlorodibromomethane © 124-48-1 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Chloroform 67-66-3 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Dichlorobromomethane © 75-27-4 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,2-Dichloroethane © 107-06-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,1-Dichloroethylene 75-35-4 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 156-60-5 No data. Testing required.
1,2-Dichloropropane © 78-87-5 No data. Testing required.
1,3-Dichloropropene © 542-75-6 No data. Testing required.
Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Methyl Bromide 74-83-9 No data. Testing required.
Methylene Chloride © 75-09-2 20.0 No data. Testing required.
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane © 79-34-5 No data. Testing required.
Tetrachloroethylene 127-18-4 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Toluene 10-88-3 10.0 No data. Testing required.
1,1,2-Trichloroethane © 79-00-5 No data. Testing required.
Trichloroethylene © 79-01-6 10.0 No data. Testing required.
Vinyl Chloride © 75-01-4 10.0 No data. Testing required.

RADIONUCLIDES

Beta Particle & Photon Activity (mrem/yr) N/A Applicable to PWS waters only
Combined Radium 226 and 228 (pCi/L) N/A Applicable to PWS waters only
Gross Alpha Particle Activity (pCi/L) N/A Applicable to PWS waters only
Uranium N/A Applicable to PWS waters only

ACID EXTRACTABLES

2-Chlorophenol 95-57-8 10.0 No data. Testing required.
2,4-Dichlorophenol 120-83-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
2,4-Dimethylphenol 105-67-9 10.0 No data. Testing required.
2,4-Dinitrophenol 51-285 No data. Testing required.
2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 534-52-1 No data. Testing required.
Nonylphenol 104-40-51 No data. Testing required.
Pentachlorophenol © 87-86-5 50.0 No data. Testing required.
Phenol 108-95-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol © 88-06-2 10.0 No data. Testing required.
MISCELLANEOUS
Ammonia-N (mg/L) 766-41-7 0.2 mg/L No data. Testing required.
Chloride (mg/L) 16887-00-6 No data. Testing required.
TRC (mg/L) 7782-50-5 | 0.1mg/L 20 mg/L (Default) c2
Cyanide, Free 57-12-5 10.0 No data. Testing required.
g};}g@%oiozpz%c;xy acetic acid 94-75-7 Applicable to PWS waters only
ggz‘iin”)((sbz';’s“e"ach"’mdibenzo'p' 1746016 | 001 Applicable to Paper Mills & Oil Refineries only
Foaming Agents (as MBAS) N/A Applicable to PWS waters only
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QL Data Source Data

Parameter CASRN (ug/L) (ug/L unless noted otherwise) of Data Eval
Sulfide, dissolved 18496-25-8 100 No data. Testing required. -—
Nitrate as N (mg/L) 14797558 Applicable to PWS waters only
Sulfate (mg/L) N/A Applicable to PWS waters only
Total Dissolved Solids (mg/L) N/A Applicable to PWS waters only
Tributyltin 60-10-5 No data. Testing required.
(Z;B(Iﬁfﬁ)sl;l'r:icgll(\)/rgghenoxy) propionic acid 93-72-1 Applicable to PWS waters only
Hardness (mg/L as CaCOs) 471-34-1 No data. Testing required.

The superscript " C" following the parameter name indicates that the substance

isak ted carci ih health criteriaat risk level 10, )
isaknown or suspected carcinogen; human criteriaat risk level » Data Evaluation” codes

See section titled PROTOCOL FOR THE EVALUATION OF EFFLUENT
CASRN = Chemical Abstract Service Registry Number for each parameter is TOXIC POLLUTANTS for an explanation of the code used.
referenced in the current Water Quality Standards. A unique numeric identifier
designating only one substance. The Chemical Abstract Service isadivision of
the American Chemical Society.
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STAT.EXE Results Output

Total Residual Chlorine:
Chronic averaging period = 4

WLAa = 0.077
WLAc = 0.26
QL. =01

# samples/mo. = 30
# samplesiwk. =7

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 1

Expected Vaue= 20

Variance = 144

CV. =06

97th percentile daily values = 48.6683

97th percentile 4 day average = 33.2758

97th percentile 30 day average= 24.1210
#<QL. =0

Modd used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

A limit is needed based on Acute Toxicity
Maximum Daily Limit =0.077

Average Weekly Limit = 4.70244549199062E-02
Average Monthly Limit = 3.81628296178113E-02

Thedataare: 20

Appendix F - Page 8



Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station
APPENDIX G

MISTRANTI RESULTS

OUTFALL 001 (ONCE-THROUGH CONDENSER COOLING WATER)
OUTFALL S002 and 004
INTERNAL OUTFALLS501, 502, 503, 504, AND 505 DURING DEWATERING ACTIVITIES

OUTFALL 002 (WEST TREATMENT POND) FINAL CONFIGURATION
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FRESHWATER
WATER QUALITY CRITERIA / WASTELOAD ALLOCATION ANALYSIS

Facility Name: BPS Outfall 001 Permit No.: VA0004138

Receiving Stream: James River Version: OWP Guidance Memo 00-2011 (8/24/00)

Stream Information Stream Flows Mixing Information Effluent Information

Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 62.5 mg/L 1Q10 (Annual) = 179 MGD Annual - 1Q10 Mix = 34 % Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 62.5 mg/L
90% Temperature (Annual) = 26.86 deg C 7Q10 (Annual) = 227 MGD - 7Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Annual) = deg C
90% Temperature (Wet season) = deg C 30Q10 (Annual) = 318 MGD - 30Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Wet season) = deg C
90% Maximum pH = 8.03 SU 1Q10 (Wet season) = MGD Wet Season - 1Q10 Mix = % 90% Maximum pH = SuU

10% Maximum pH = 7.06 SU 30Q10 (Wet season) = MGD - 30Q10 Mix = % 10% Maximum pH = SuU

Tier Designation (1 or 2) = 1 30Q5 = 380 MGD Discharge Flow = 157.6 MGD
Public Water Supply (PWS) Y/N? = N Harmonic Mean = 1391 MGD

Trout Present Y/N? = N

Early Life Stages Present Y/N? = Y

Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Acenapthene 0 - - na 9.9E+02 - - na 3.4E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.4E+03
Acrolein 0 - - na 9.3E+00 - - na 3.2E+01 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.2E+01
Acrylonitrile® 0 - -- na 2.5E+00 - - na 2.5E+01 - - - - - - - - -- -- na 2.5E+01
Aldrin © 0 3.0E+00 - na 5.0E-04 | 3.1E+00 - na 4.9€-03 - - - - - - - - 3.1E+00 - na 4.9E-03
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(Yearly) 0 5.84E+01 5.68E+00 na - 6.07E+01 1.71E+01 na - - - - - - - - - 6.07E+01 1.71E+01 na -
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(High Flow) 0 5.84E+01 7.09E+00 na - 5.84E+01 7.09E+00 na - - - - - - - - - 5.84E+01 7.09E+00 na -
Anthracene 0 - - na 4.0E+04 - - na 1.4E+05 - - - - -- - -- - - - na 1.4E+05
Antimony 0.236 - - na 6.4E+02 - - na 2.2E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.2E+03
Arsenic 0.218 3.4E+02  1.5E+02 na - 3.5E+02 3.7E+02 na - - - - - - - -- - 3.5E+02 3.7E+02 na -
Barium 20.763 - - na - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Benzene © 0 - - na 5.1E+02 - - na 5.0E+03 - - - - - - -- - - - na 5.0E+03
Benzidine® 0 - - na 2.0E-03 - - na 2.0E-02 - - - - - - -- - - - na 2.0E-02
Benzo (a) anthracene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 1.8E+00 - - - - - - - - -- -- na 1.8E+00
Benzo (b) fluoranthene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 1.8E+00 - - - - - - - - -- -- na 1.8E+00
Benzo (k) fluoranthene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 1.8E+00 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.8E+00
Benzo (a) pyrene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 1.8E+00 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.8E+00
Bis2-Chloroethyl Ether © 0 - - na 5.3E+00 - - na 5.2E+01 - - - - - - - - - - na 5.2E+01
Bis2-Chloroisopropyl Ether 0 - - na 6.5E+04 - - na 2.2E+05 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.2E+05
Bis 2-Ethylhexyl Phthalate © 0 - - na 2.2E+01 - - na 2.2E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.2E+02
Bromoform © 0 - - na 1.4E+03 - - na 1.4E+04 - - - - - - -- - - - na 1.4E+04
Butylbenzylphthalate 0 - -- na 1.9E+03 - - na 6.5E+03 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 6.5E+03
Cadmium 0.077 2.3E+00  7.8E-01 na - 2.4E+00 1.8E+00 na - - - - - - - -- - 2.4E+00 1.8E+00 na -
Carbon Tetrachloride © 0 - - na 1.6E+01 - - na 1.6E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.6E+02
Chlordane © 0 2.4E+00  4.3E-03 na 8.1E-03 | 2.5E+00 1.0E-02 na 8.0E-02 - - - - - - - - 2.5E+00 1.0E-02 na 8.0E-02
Chloride 0 8.6E+05  2.3E+05 na - 8.9E+05 5.6E+05 na - - - - - - - -- - 8.9E+05  5.6E+05 na -
TRC 0 19E+01 1.1E+01 na - 2.0E+01 2.7E+01 na - - - - - - - -- - 2.0E+01 2.7E+01 na -
Chlorobenzene 0 -- - na 1.6E+03 -- -- na 5.5E+03 - - - -- - - -- - -- -- na 5.5E+03
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Chlorodibromomethane® 0 - - na 1.3E+02 - - na 1.3E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.3E+03
Chloroform 0 - - na 1.1E+04 - - na 3.8E+04 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.8E+04
2-Chloronaphthalene 0 - -- na 1.6E+03 - - na 5.5E+03 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 5.5E+03
2-Chlorophenol 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 5.1E+02 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 5.1E+02
Chlorpyrifos 0 8.3E-02 4.1E-02 na -- 8.6E-02 1.0E-01 na - -- -- -- - -- - -- - 8.6E-02 1.0E-01 na --
Chromium Il 0.398 3.9E+02  5.0E+01 na - 4.0E+02 1.2E+02 na - - - - - - - -- - 4.0E+02 1.2E+02 na -
Chromium VI 0.398 1.6E+01 1.1E+01 na - 1.7E+01 2.6E+01 na - - - - - - - -- - 1.7E+01  2.6E+01 na -
Chromium, Total 0 - - 1.0E+02 - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Chrysene © 0 - - na 1.8E-02 - - na 1.8E-01 - - - - - - -- - - - na 1.8E-01
Copper 0.542 8.6E+00  6.0E+00 na - 8.9E+00 1.4E+01 na - - - - - - - -- - 8.9E+00 1.4E+01 na -
Cyanide, Free 0 22E+01  5.2E+00 na 16E+04 | 2.3E+01 1.3E+01 na 5.5E+04 - - - - - - - - 23E+01  1.3E+01 na 5.5E+04
DDD © 0 - - na 3.1E-03 - - na 3.0E-02 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.0E-02
DDE © 0 - - na 2.2E-03 - - na 2.2E-02 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.2E-02
DDT ¢ 0 1.1E+00  1.0E-03 na 22E-03 | 1.1E+00 2.4E-03 na 2.2E-02 - - - - - - - - 11E+00  2.4E-03 na 2.2E-02
Demeton 0 - 1.0E-01 na - - 2.4E-01 na - - - - - -- - -- = - 2.4E-01 na -
Diazinon 0 1.7E-01  1.7E-01 na - 1.8E-01 4.1E-01 na - - - - - - - - - 1.8E-01  4.1E-01 na -
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 1.8E+00 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.8E+00
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.3E+03 - - na 4.4E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 4.4E+03
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 9.6E+02 - - na 3.3E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.3E+03
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 6.5E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 6.5E+02
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine® 0 - - na 2.8E-01 - - na 2.8E+00 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.8E+00
Dichlorobromomethane © 0 - - na 1.7E+02 - - na 1.7E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.7E+03
1,2-Dichloroethane © 0 - - na 3.7E+02 - - na 3.6E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.6E+03
1,1-Dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 7.1E+03 - - na 2.4E+04 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 2.4E+04
1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 1.0E+04 - - na 3.4E+04 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 3.4E+04
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0 - -- na 2.9E+02 - - na 9.9E+02 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 9.9E+02
2,4-Dichlorophenoxy

acetic acid (2,4-D) 0 - - na - - - ha - - - - - - - - - - - na -
1,2-Dichloropropane® 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 1.5E+03 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 1.5E+03
1,3-Dichloropropene © 0 - -- na 2.1E+02 - - na 2.1E+03 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 2.1E+03
Dieldrin © 0 2.4E-01 5.6E-02 na 5.4E-04 25E-01 1.4E-01 na 5.3E-03 - - - - - - - - 2.5E-01 1.4E-01 na 5.3E-03
Diethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.4E+04 - - na 1.5E+05 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 1.5E+05
2,4-Dimethylphenol 0 - -- na 8.5E+02 - - na 2.9E+03 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 2.9E+03
Dimethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 1.1E+06 - - na 3.8E+06 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 3.8E+06
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.5E+03 - - na 1.5E+04 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 1.5E+04
2,4 Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 5.3E+03 - - na 1.8E+04 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 1.8E+04
2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 2.8E+02 - - na 9.6E+02 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 9.6E+02
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 0 - - na 3.4E+01 - - na 3.3E+02 - - - - - - -- - - - na 3.3E+02
Dioxin 2,3,7,8-

tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin 0 - -- na 5.1E-08 - - na 1.7E-07 -- - - - - - - - - - na 1.7E-07
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine® 0 - - na 2.0E+00 - - na 2.0E+01 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.0E+01
Alpha-Endosulfan 0 22E-01  5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 | 2.3E-01 1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02 - - - - - - - - 23E-01  1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02
Beta-Endosulfan 0 22E-01  5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 | 2.3E-01 1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02 - - - - - - - - 23E-01  1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02
Alpha + Beta Endosulfan 0 22E-01  5.6E-02 - - 23E-01 1.4E-01 - - - - - - - - - - 23E-01  1.4E-01 - -
Endosulfan Sulfate 0 - - na 8.9E+01 - - na 3.0E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.0E+02
Endrin 0 86E-02  3.6E-02 na 6.0E-02 | 8.9E-02 8.8E-02 na 2.0E-01 - - - - - - - - 89E-02  8.8E-02 na 2.0E-01
Endrin Aldehyde 0 -- - na 3.0E-01 -- -- na 1.0E+00 - - - - -- - -- - -- -- na 1.0E+00
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations
(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Ethylbenzene 0 - - na 2.1E+03 - - na 7.2E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 7.2E+03
Fluoranthene 0 - - na 1.4E+02 - - na 4.8E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 4.8E+02
Fluorene 0 - - na 5.3E+03 - - na 1.8E+04 - - - - -- - -- = - - na 1.8E+04
Foaming Agents 0 - -- na -- - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na --
Guthion 0 - 1.0E-02 na - - 2.4E-02 na - - - - - - - - - - 2.4E-02 na -
Heptachlor © 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 7.9E-04 5.4E-01 9.3E-03 na 7.8E-03 - - - - - - - - 5.4E-01 9.3E-03 na 7.8E-03
Heptachlor Epoxide® 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 3.9E-04 54E-01 9.3E-03 na 3.8E-03 - - - - - - - - 5.4E-01 9.3E-03 na 3.8E-03
Hexachlorobenzene® 0 - - na 2.9E-03 - - na 2.8E-02 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.8E-02
Hexachlorobutadiene® 0 - - na 1.8E+02 - - na 1.8E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.8E+03
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Alpha-BHC® 0 - - na 4.9E-02 - - na 4.8E-01 - - - - - - - - - - na 4.8E-01
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Beta-BHC® 0 - - na 1.7E-01 - - na 1.7E+00 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.7E+00
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Gamma-BHC® (Lindane) 0 9.5E-01 na na 1.8E+00 | 9.9E-01 - na 1.8E+01 - - - - - - - - 9.9E-01 - na 1.8E+01
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 0 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 3.8E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.8E+03
Hexachloroethane® 0 - -- na 3.3E+01 - - na 3.2E+02 -- -- - - -- - -- - -- - na 3.2E+02
Hydrogen Sulfide 0 - 2.0E+00 na -- -- 4.9E+00 na -- -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- 4.9E+00 na --
Indeno (1,2,3-cd) pyrene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 1.8E+00 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.8E+00
Iron 133.264 -- -- na -- -- - na - -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- - na --
Isophorone® 0 - - na 9.6E+03 - - na 9.4E+04 - - - - - - - - - - na 9.4E+04
Kepone 0 - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - - - - - - - - - 0.0E+00 na -
Lead 0.086 6.5E+01  7.4E+00 na - 6.8E+01 1.8E+01 na - - - - - - - - - 6.8E+01  1.8E+01 na -
Malathion 0 - 1.0E-01 na -- -- 2.4E-01 na - -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- 2.4E-01 na --
Manganese 45.732 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- - na --
Mercury 0.00212 1.4E+00  7.7E-01 - -- 1.5E+00 1.9E+00 -- -- - - - - - - - - 1.5E+00  1.9E+00 -- --
Methyl Bromide 0 - -- na 1.5E+03 -- -- na 5.1E+03 -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- - na 5.1E+03
Methylene Chloride © 0 - - na 5.9E+03 - - na 5.8E+04 - - - - - - - - - - na 5.8E+04
Methoxychlor 0 - 3.0E-02 na -- -- 7.3E-02 na - -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- 7.3E-02 na --
Mirex 0 - 0.0E+00 na -- - 0.0E+00 na - -- -- -- - -- - -- - - 0.0E+00 na --
Nickel 0.483 1.2E+02 1.4E+01 na 4.6E+03 1.3E+02 3.3E+01 na 1.6E+04 - - - - - - - - 1.3E+02 3.3E+01 na 1.6E+04
Nitrate (as N) 0 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- - na --
Nitrobenzene 0 - -- na 6.9E+02 -- -- na 2.4E+03 -- -- -- - -- - -- - -- - na 2.4E+03
N-Nitrosodimethylamine® 0 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 2.9E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.9E+02
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine® 0 - - na 6.0E+01 - - na 5.9E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 5.9E+02
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine® 0 - - na 5.1E+00 - - na 5.0E+01 - - - - - - - - - - na 5.0E+01
Nonylphenol 0 2.8E+01  6.6E+00 - - 2.9E+01 1.6E+01 na - - - - - - - - - 29E+01  1.6E+01 na -
Parathion 0 6.5E-02  1.3E-02 na - 6.8E-02 3.2E-02 na - - - - - - - - - 6.8E-02  3.2E-02 na -
PCB Total® 0 - 1.4E-02 na 6.4E-04 - 3.4E-02 na 6.3E-03 - - - - - - - - - 3.4E-02 na 6.3E-03
Pentachlorophenol ¢ 0 7.8E-03 8.7E-03 na 3.0E+01 8.1E-03  2.1E-02 na 2.9E+02 - - - - - - - - 8.1E-03 2.1E-02 na 2.9E+02
Phenol 0 - -- na 8.6E+05 - - na 2.9E+06 -- -- -- - -- - -- - - - na 2.9E+06
Pyrene 0 - - na 4.0E+03 - - na 1.4E+04 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.4E+04
Radionuclides 0 - - na - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Gross Alpha Activity
(pCilL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Beta and Photon Activity
(mrem/yr) 0 - - na - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Radium 226 + 228 (pCilL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Uranium (ug/l) 0 - -- na -- - - na - -- - - - - - - - - - na -
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations
(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Selenium, Total Recoverabl 0.396 2.0E+01  5.0E+00 na 42E+03 | 2.1E+01 1.2E+01 na 1.4E+04 - - - - - - - - 2.1E+01 1.2E+01 na 1.4E+04
Silver 0.064 1.5E+00 - na - 1.6E+00 - na - - - - - - - - - 1.6E+00 - na -
Sulfate 33.6 - - na - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane® 0 - - na 4.0E+01 - - na 3.9E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 3.9E+02
Tetrachloroethylene® 0 -- - na 3.3E+01 -- -- na 3.2E+02 - - - - - - - - -- -- na 3.2E+02
Thallium 0.081 - - na 4.7E-01 - - na 1.4E+00 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.4E+00
Toluene 0 - - na 6.0E+03 - - na 2.0E+04 - - - - -- - -- - - - na 2.0E+04
Total dissolved solids 0 - - na - - - na - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Toxaphene 0 7.3E-01 2.0E-04 na 2.8E-03 7.6E-01 4.9E-04 na 2.8E-02 - - - - - - - - 7.6E-01 4.9E-04 na 2.8E-02
Tributyltin 0 46E-01  7.2E-02 na - 48E-01 1.8E-01 na - - - - - - - - - 48E-01  1.8E-01 na -
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0 - - na 7.0E+01 - - na 2.4E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.4E+02
1,1,2-Trichloroethane® 0 - - na 1.6E+02 - - na 1.6E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 1.6E+03
Trichloroethylene © 0 - - na 3.0E+02 - - na 2.9E+03 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.9E+03
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol © 0 - - na 2.4E+01 - - na 2.4E+02 - - - - - - - - - - na 2.4E+02
2-(2,4,5-Trichlorophenoxy)
propionic acid (Silvex) 0 - - na - - - ha - - - - - - - - - - - na -
Vinyl Chloride® 0 -- - na 2.4E+01 -- -- na 2.4E+02 - - - - - - - - -- -- na 2.4E+02
Zinc 1.518 7.9E+01  7.9E+01 na 2.6E+04 | 8.2E+01 1.9E+02 na 8.9E+04 - - - -- - -- -- - 8.2E+01 1.9E+02 na 8.9E+04
Notes: Metal Target Value (SSTV) |Note: do not use QL's lower than the
1. All concentrations expressed as micrograms/liter (ug/l), unless noted otherwise Antimony 2.2E+03 minimum QL's provided in agency
2. Discharge flow is highest monthly average or Form 2C maximum for Industries and design flow for Municipals Arsenic 1.4E+02 guidance
3. Metals measured as Dissolved, unless specified otherwise Barium na
4. "C"indicates a carcinogenic parameter Cadmium 9.6E-01
5. Regular WLAs are mass balances (minus background concentration) using the % of stream flow entered above under Mixing Information. Chromium Il 7.4E+01
Antidegradation WLAs are based upon a complete mix. Chromium VI 6.6E+00
6. Antideg. Baseline = (0.25(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for acute and chronic Copper 3.6E+00
= (0.1(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for human health Iron na
7. WLAs established at the following stream flows: 1Q10 for Acute, 30Q10 for Chronic Ammonia, 7Q10 for Other Chronic, 30Q5 for Non-carcinogens and Lead 1.1E+01
Harmonic Mean for Carcinogens. To apply mixing ratios from a model set the stream flow equal to (mixing ratio - 1), effluent flow equal to 1 and 100% mix. Manganese na
Mercury 5.8E-01
Nickel 2.0E+01
Selenium 7.0E+00
Silver 6.4E-01
Zinc 3.3E+01
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FRESHWATER
WATER QUALITY CRITERIA / WASTELOAD ALLOCATION ANALYSIS

Facility Name: BPS Outfalls 002 and 004 Permit No.: VA0004138

Receiving Stream: James River Version: OWP Guidance Memo 00-2011 (8/24/00)

Stream Information Stream Flows Mixing Information Effluent Information

Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 62.5 mg/L 1Q10 (Annual) = 341 MGD Annual - 1Q10 Mix = 3.48 % Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 70.1 mg/L
90% Temperature (Annual) = 26.86 deg C 7Q10 (Annual) = 389 MGD - 7Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Annual) = 28.3deg C
90% Temperature (Wet season) = deg C 30Q10 (Annual) = 480 MGD - 30Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Wet season) = deg C
90% Maximum pH = 8.03 SU 1Q10 (Wet season) = MGD Wet Season - 1Q10 Mix = % 90% Maximum pH = 8.3 SU

10% Maximum pH = 7.06 SU 30Q10 (Wet season) = MGD - 30Q10 Mix = % 10% Maximum pH = 7 SU

Tier Designation (1 or 2) = 2 30Q5 = 542 MGD Discharge Flow = 4.2912 MGD
Public Water Supply (PWS) Y/N? = N Harmonic Mean = 1553 MGD

Trout Present Y/N? = N

Early Life Stages Present Y/N? = Y

Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Acenapthene 0 - - na 9.9E+02 - - na 1.3E+05 - - na 9.9E+01 - - na 1.3E+04 - - na 1.3E+04
Acrolein 0 - - na 9.3E+00 - - na 1.2E+03 - - na 9.3E-01 -- - na 1.2E+02 - - na 1.2E+02
Acrylonitrile® 0 - -- na 2.5E+00 - - na 9.1E+02 -- - na 2.5E-01 -- - na 9.1E+01 - - na 9.1E+01
Aldrin © 0 3.0E+00 - na 5.0E-04 | 1.1E+01 - na 1.8E-01 | 7.5E-01 - na 5.0E-05 | 6.0E+01 - na 1.8E-02 | 1.1E+01 - na 1.8E-02
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(Yearly) 0 7.12E+00 1.05E+00 na -- 2.68E+01 1.18E+02 na - 1.98E+00 2.62E-01 na - 1.59E+02 2.96E+01 na - 2.68E+01 2.96E+01 na -
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(High Flow) 0 4.71E+00 1.52E+00 na -- 4.71E+00 1.52E+00 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na -
Anthracene 0 - - na 4.0E+04 - - na 5.1E+06 - - na 4.0E+03 -- - na 5.1E+05 - - na 5.1E+05
Antimony 0.236 - - na 6.4E+02 - - na 8.1E+04 - - na 6.4E+01 - - na 8.1E+03 - - na 8.1E+03
Arsenic 0.218 3.4E+02  1.5E+02 na - 1.3E+03 1.4E+04 na - 8.5E+01 3.8E+01 na - 6.8E+03  3.4E+03 na - 1.3E+03  3.4E+03 na -
Barium 20.763 - - na - - - na - - - na - -- - na = - - na -
Benzene © 0 - - na 5.1E+02 - - na 1.9E+05 - - na 5.1E+01 - - na 1.9E+04 - - na 1.9E+04
Benzidine® 0 - - na 2.0E-03 - - na 7.3E-01 - - na 2.0E-04 - - na 7.3E-02 - - na 7.3E-02
Benzo (a) anthracene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.5E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 6.5E+00 - - na 6.5E+00
Benzo (b) fluoranthene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.5E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 6.5E+00 - - na 6.5E+00
Benzo (k) fluoranthene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.5E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 6.5E+00 - - na 6.5E+00
Benzo (a) pyrene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.5E+01 - - na 1.8E-02 - - na 6.5E+00 - - na 6.5E+00
Bis2-Chloroethyl Ether © 0 - - na 5.3E+00 - - na 1.9E+03 - - na 5.3E-01 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 1.9E+02
Bis2-Chloroisopropyl Ether 0 - - na 6.5E+04 - - na 8.3E+06 - - na 6.5E+03 - - na 8.3E+05 - - na 8.3E+05
Bis 2-Ethylhexyl Phthalate © 0 - - na 2.2E+01 - - na 8.0E+03 - - na 2.2E+00 - - na 8.0E+02 - - na 8.0E+02
Bromoform © 0 - - na 1.4E+03 - - na 5.1E+05 - - na 1.4E+02 - - na 5.1E+04 - - na 5.1E+04
Butylbenzylphthalate 0 - -- na 1.9E+03 - - na 2.4E+05 -- -- na 1.9E+02 -- - na 2.4E+04 - - na 2.4E+04
Cadmium 0.077 2.4E+00  7.9E-01 na - 8.8E+00 6.5E+01 na - 6.4E-01 2.5E-01 na - 4.5E+01  1.6E+01 na - 8.8E+00 1.6E+01 na -
Carbon Tetrachloride © 0 - - na 1.6E+01 - - na 5.8E+03 - - na 1.6E+00 - - na 5.8E+02 - - na 5.8E+02
Chlordane © 0 2.4E+00  4.3E-03 na 8.1E-03 | 9.0E+00 3.9E-01 na 2.9E+00 | 6.0E-01 1.1E-03 na 8.1E-04 4.8E+01 9.9E-02 na 2.9E-01 | 9.0E+00 9.9E-02 na 2.9E-01
Chloride 0 8.6E+05  2.3E+05 na - 3.2E+06 2.1E+07 na - 2.2E+05 5.8E+04 na - 1.7E+07  5.3E+06 na - 3.2E+06  5.3E+06 na -
TRC 0 19E+01 1.1E+01 na - 7.2E+01 1.0E+03 na - 4.8E+00 2.8E+00 na - 3.8E+02  2.5E+02 na - 7.2E+01 2.5E+02 na -
Chlorobenzene 0 -- - na 1.6E+03 -- -- na 2.0E+05 - - na 1.6E+02 - - na 2.0E+04 -- -- na 2.0E+04
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Chlorodibromomethane® 0 - - na 1.3E+02 - - na 4.7E+04 - - na 1.3E+01 - - na 4.7E+03 - - na 4.7E+03
Chloroform 0 - - na 1.1E+04 - - na 1.4E+06 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 1.4E+05 - - na 1.4E+05
2-Chloronaphthalene 0 - -- na 1.6E+03 - - na 2.0E+05 -- -- na 1.6E+02 -- - na 2.0E+04 - - na 2.0E+04
2-Chlorophenol 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 1.9E+04 -- -- na 1.5E+01 -- - na 1.9E+03 - - na 1.9E+03
Chlorpyrifos 0 8.3E-02 4.1E-02 na - 3.1E-01 3.8E+00 na - 2.1E-02  1.0E-02 na - 1.7E+00 9.4E-01 na - 3.1E-01 9.4E-01 na -
Chromium |1l 0.398 4.0E+02  5.0E+01 na - 1.5E+03 4.6E+03 na -- 9.7E+01 1.3E+01 na - 7.8E+03  1.1E+03 na - 1.5E+03 1.1E+03 na -
Chromium VI 0.398 1.6E+01  1.1E+01 na - 5.9E+01 9.7E+02 na -- 4.3E+00 3.0E+00 na - 3.1E+02  2.4E+02 na - 5.9E+01 2.4E+02 na -
Chromium, Total 0 - - 1.0E+02 - - - na - - - 1.0E+01 - - - 1.3E+03 - - - na -
Chrysene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-02 - - na 6.5E+00 - - na 1.8E-03 - - na 6.5E-01 -- -- na 6.5E-01
Copper 0.542 8.9E+00  6.0E+00 na - 3.2E+01 5.0E+02 na -- 2.6E+00 1.9E+00 na - 1.6E+02  1.3E+02 na - 3.2E+01 1.3E+02 na -
Cyanide, Free 0 2.2E+01  5.2E+00 na 1.6E+04 | 8.3E+01 4.8E+02 na 2.0E+06 | 5.5E+00 1.3E+00 na 1.6E+03 4.4E+02  1.2E+02 na 2.0E+05 | 8.3E+01 1.2E+02 na 2.0E+05
DDD © 0 -- - na 3.1E-03 -- -- na 1.1E+00 - - na 3.1E-04 - - na 1.1E-01 -- -- na 1.1E-01
DDE © 0 -- - na 2.2E-03 -- -- na 8.0E-01 - - na 2.2E-04 - - na 8.0E-02 -- -- na 8.0E-02
DDT © 0 1.1E+00 1.0E-03 na 2.2E-03 | 4.1E+00 9.2E-02 na 8.0E-01 2.8E-01 2.5E-04 na 2.2E-04 2.2E+01 2.3E-02 na 8.0E-02 | 4.1E+00 2.3E-02 na 8.0E-02
Demeton 0 - 1.0E-01 na - - 9.2E+00 na - - 2.5E-02 na - -- 2.3E+00 na - - 2.3E+00 na -
Diazinon 0 1.7E-01 1.7E-01 na - 6.4E-01 1.6E+01 na - 4.3E-02 4.3E-02 na - 3.4E+00  3.9E+00 na - 6.4E-01 3.9E+00 na -
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.5E+01 - - na 1.8E-02 - - na 6.5E+00 -- -- na 6.5E+00
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.3E+03 - - na 1.7E+05 - - na 1.3E+02 - - na 1.7E+04 - - na 1.7E+04
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 9.6E+02 - - na 1.2E+05 - - na 9.6E+01 - - na 1.2E+04 - - na 1.2E+04
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 2.4E+04 - - na 1.9E+01 - - na 2.4E+03 - - na 2.4E+03
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine® 0 - - na 2.8E-01 - - na 1.0E+02 - - na 2.8E-02 - - na 1.0E+01 - - na 1.0E+01
Dichlorobromomethane © 0 - - na 1.7E+02 - - na 6.2E+04 - - na 1.7E+01 - - na 6.2E+03 - - na 6.2E+03
1,2-Dichloroethane © 0 - - na 3.7E+02 - - na 1.3E+05 - - na 3.7E+01 - - na 1.3E+04 - - na 1.3E+04
1,1-Dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 7.1E+03 - - na 9.0E+05 -- -- na 7.1E+02 -- - na 9.0E+04 - - na 9.0E+04
1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 1.0E+04 - - na 1.3E+06 -- -- na 1.0E+03 -- - na 1.3E+05 - - na 1.3E+05
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0 - -- na 2.9E+02 - - na 3.7E+04 -- -- na 2.9E+01 -- - na 3.7E+03 - - na 3.7E+03
2,4-Dichlorophenoxy

acetic acid (2,4-D) 0 - - na - - - na . - - na - - - na - - - na -
1,2-Dichloropropane® 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 5.4E+04 -- -- na 1.5E+01 -- - na 5.4E+03 -- -- na 5.4E+03
1,3-Dichloropropene © 0 - -- na 2.1E+02 - - na 7.6E+04 -- -- na 2.1E+01 -- - na 7.6E+03 -- -- na 7.6E+03
Dieldrin © 0 2.4E-01 5.6E-02 na 5.4E-04 9.0E-01 5.1E+00 na 2.0E-01 6.0E-02 1.4E-02 na 5.4E-05 4.8E+00  1.3E+00 na 2.0E-02 9.0E-01 1.3E+00 na 2.0E-02
Diethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.4E+04 - - na 5.6E+06 -- -- na 4.4E+03 -- - na 5.6E+05 - - na 5.6E+05
2,4-Dimethylphenol 0 - -- na 8.5E+02 - - na 1.1E+05 -- -- na 8.5E+01 -- - na 1.1E+04 - - na 1.1E+04
Dimethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 1.1E+06 - - na 1.4E+08 -- -- na 1.1E+05 -- - na 1.4E+07 - - na 1.4E+07
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.5E+03 - - na 5.7E+05 -- -- na 4.5E+02 -- - na 5.7E+04 - - na 5.7E+04
2,4 Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 5.3E+03 - - na 6.7E+05 -- -- na 5.3E+02 -- - na 6.7E+04 - - na 6.7E+04
2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 2.8E+02 - - na 3.6E+04 -- -- na 2.8E+01 -- - na 3.6E+03 - - na 3.6E+03
2,4-Dinitrotoluene © 0 -- - na 3.4E+01 -- -- na 1.2E+04 - - na 3.4E+00 - - na 1.2E+03 -- -- na 1.2E+03
Dioxin 2,3,7,8-

tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin 0 - - na 5.1E-08 - - na 6.5E-06 - - na 5.1E-09 - - na 6.5E-07 - - na 6.5E-07
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine® 0 - - na 2.0E+00 - - na 7.3E+02 - - na 2.0E-01 - - na 7.3E+01 - - na 7.3E+01
Alpha-Endosulfan 0 22E-01  5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 | 8.3E-01 5.1E+00 na 1.1E+04 | 5.5E-02 1.4E-02 na 8.9E+00 | 4.4E+00  1.3E+00 na 1.1E+03 | 83E-01  1.3E+00 na 1.1E+03
Beta-Endosulfan 0 2.2E-01 5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 8.3E-01 5.1E+00 na 1.1E+04 | 5.5E-02 1.4E-02 na 8.9E+00 4.4E+00  1.3E+00 na 1.1E+03 8.3E-01 1.3E+00 na 1.1E+03
Alpha + Beta Endosulfan 0 2.2E-01 5.6E-02 - - 8.3E-01 5.1E+00 - - 5.5E-02  1.4E-02 - - 4.4E+00  1.3E+00 - - 8.3E-01 1.3E+00 - -
Endosulfan Sulfate 0 - - na 8.9E+01 - - na 1.1E+04 - - na 8.9E+00 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 1.1E+03
Endrin 0 8.6E-02 3.6E-02 na 6.0E-02 3.2E-01 3.3E+00 na 7.6E+00 | 2.2E-02  9.0E-03 na 6.0E-03 1.7E+00 8.2E-01 na 7.6E-01 3.2E-01 8.2E-01 na 7.6E-01
Endrin Aldehyde 0 - -- na 3.0E-01 - - na 3.8E+01 -- -- na 3.0E-02 -- - na 3.8E+00 - - na 3.8E+00

page 2 of 4

MSTRANTI (Version 2b) - Outfalls 002 and 004.xIsx - Freshwater WLAs

12/22/2015 - 7:16 PM




Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations
(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Ethylbenzene 0 - -- na 2.1E+03 - - na 2.7E+05 -- -- na 2.1E+02 -- - na 2.7E+04 - - na 2.7E+04
Fluoranthene 0 - - na 1.4E+02 - - na 1.8E+04 - - na 1.4E+01 - - na 1.8E+03 - - na 1.8E+03
Fluorene 0 - - na 5.3E+03 - - na 6.7E+05 - - na 5.3E+02 -- - na 6.7E+04 - - na 6.7E+04
Foaming Agents 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Guthion 0 -- 1.0E-02 na - -- 9.2E-01 na -- - 2.5E-03 na - - 2.3E-01 na - -- 2.3E-01 na -
Heptachlor © 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 7.9E-04 2.0E+00 3.5E-01 na 2.9E-01 1.3E-01 9.5E-04 na 7.9E-05 1.0E+01 8.7E-02 na 2.9E-02 2.0E+00 8.7E-02 na 2.9E-02
Heptachlor Epoxide® 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 3.9E-04 2.0E+00 3.5E-01 na 1.4E-01 1.3E-01 9.5E-04 na 3.9E-05 1.0E+01 8.7E-02 na 1.4E-02 2.0E+00 8.7E-02 na 1.4E-02
Hexachlorobenzene® 0 - - na 2.9E-03 - - na 1.1E+00 - - na 2.9E-04 - - na 1.1E-01 - - na 1.1E-01
Hexachlorobutadiene® 0 - - na 1.8E+02 - - na 6.5E+04 - - na 1.8E+01 - - na 6.5E+03 - - na 6.5E+03
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Alpha-BHC® 0 - - na 4.9E-02 - - na 1.8E+01 - - na 4.9E-03 - - na 1.8E+00 - - na 1.8E+00
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Beta-BHC® 0 -- - na 1.7E-01 -- -- na 6.2E+01 - - na 1.7E-02 - - na 6.2E+00 -- -- na 6.2E+00
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Gamma-BHC® (Lindane) 0 9.5E-01 na na 1.8E+00 | 3.6E+00 - na 6.5E+02 | 2.4E-01 - na 1.8E-01 | 1.9E+01 - na 6.5E+01 | 3.6E+00 - na 6.5E+01
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 0 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 1.4E+05 - - na 1.1E+02 - - na 1.4E+04 - - na 1.4E+04
Hexachloroethane® 0 - -- na 3.3E+01 - -- na 1.2E+04 -- -- na 3.3E+00 -- - na 1.2E+03 - - na 1.2E+03
Hydrogen Sulfide 0 - 2.0E+00 na -- - 1.8E+02 na -- -- 5.0E-01 na - -- 4.6E+01 na - - 4.6E+01 na --
Indeno (1,2,3-cd) pyrene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.5E+01 - - na 1.8E-02 - - na 6.5E+00 - - na 6.5E+00
Iron 133.264 - -- na -- - - na - -- -- na - -- - na - - - na --
Isophorone® 0 - -- na 9.6E+03 - - na 3.5E+06 -- -- na 9.6E+02 -- - na 3.5E+05 -- - na 3.5E+05
Kepone 0 - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na -
Lead 0.086 6.8E+01  7.4E+00 na - 2.6E+02 6.7E+02 na - 1.6E+01 1.9E+00 na - 1.3E+03  1.7E+02 na - 2.6E+02 1.7E+02 na -
Malathion 0 - 1.0E-01 na - -- 9.2E+00 na - -- 2.5E-02 na - -- 2.3E+00 na - - 2.3E+00 na --
Manganese 45.732 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- na - -- - na - -- - na --
Mercury 0.00212 1.4E+00 7.7E-01 -- -- 5.3E+00 7.0E+01 -- -- 3.5E-01 1.9E-01 -- - 2.8E+01 1.8E+01 -- - 5.3E+00 1.8E+01 -- --
Methyl Bromide 0 - -- na 1.5E+03 -- -- na 1.9E+05 -- -- na 1.5E+02 -- - na 1.9E+04 -- - na 1.9E+04
Methylene Chloride © 0 - - na 5.9E+03 - - na 2.1E+06 - - na 5.9E+02 - - na 2.1E+05 - - na 2.1E+05
Methoxychlor 0 - 3.0E-02 na - -- 2.7E+00 na -- -- 7.5E-03 na - -- 6.9E-01 na - - 6.9E-01 na -
Mirex 0 - 0.0E+00 na -- - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na --
Nickel 0.483 1.3E+02 1.4E+01 na 4.6E+03 | 4.7E+02 1.2E+03 na 5.9E+05 | 3.1E+01 3.8E+00 na 4.6E+02 2.5E+03 3.0E+02 na 5.9E+04 | 4.7E+02 3.0E+02 na 5.9E+04
Nitrate (as N) 0 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- na - -- - na - -- - na --
Nitrobenzene 0 - -- na 6.9E+02 -- - na 8.8E+04 -- -- na 6.9E+01 -- - na 8.8E+03 -- - na 8.8E+03
N-Nitrosodimethylamine® 0 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 1.1E+04 - - na 3.0E+00 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 1.1E+03
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine® 0 - - na 6.0E+01 - - na 2.2E+04 - - na 6.0E+00 - - na 2.2E+03 - - na 2.2E+03
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine® 0 - - na 5.1E+00 - - na 1.9E+03 - - na 5.1E-01 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 1.9E+02
Nonylphenol 0 2.8E+01  6.6E+00 -- -- 1.1E+02 6.0E+02 na - 7.0E+00 1.7E+00 -- -- 5.6E+02  1.5E+02 -- - 1.1E+02 1.5E+02 na -
Parathion 0 6.5E-02 1.3E-02 na - 2.4E-01 1.2E+00 na - 1.6E-02  3.3E-03 na - 1.3E+00 3.0E-01 na - 2.4E-01 3.0E-01 na -
PCB Total® 0 - 1.4E-02 na 6.4E-04 - 1.3E+00 na 2.3E-01 - 3.5E-03 na 6.4E-05 - 3.2E-01 na 2.3E-02 - 3.2E-01 na 2.3E-02
Pentachlorophenol ¢ 0 9.1E+00  7.1E+00 na 3.0E+01 | 3.4E+01 6.5E+02 na 1.1E+04 | 2.3E+00 1.8E+00 na 3.0E+00 1.9E+02 1.6E+02 na 1.1E+03 | 3.4E+01 1.6E+02 na 1.1E+03
Phenol 0 - -- na 8.6E+05 -- - na 1.1E+08 -- -- na 8.6E+04 -- - na 1.1E+07 -- - na 1.1E+07
Pyrene 0 - - na 4.0E+03 - - na 5.1E+05 - - na 4.0E+02 - - na 5.1E+04 - - na 5.1E+04
Radionuclides 0 - -- na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Gross Alpha Activity
(pCilL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Beta and Photon Activity
(mremyr) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Radium 226 + 228 (pCillL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Uranium (ug/l) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Selenium, Total Recoverable 0.396 2.0E+01  5.0E+00 na 4.2E+03 | 7.4E+01 4.2E+02 na 5.3E+05 | 5.3E+00 1.5E+00 na 4.2E+02 3.9E+02  1.1E+02 na 5.3E+04 | 7.4E+01 1.1E+02 na 5.3E+04
Silver 0.064 1.6E+00 - na - 5.9E+00 - na - 4.3E-01 - na - 3.0E+01 - na - 5.9E+00 - na -
Sulfate 33.6 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane® 0 -- - na 4.0E+01 -- -- na 1.5E+04 - - na 4.0E+00 - - na 1.5E+03 -- -- na 1.5E+03
Tetrachloroethylene® 0 - -- na 3.3E+01 - - na 1.2E+04 - - na 3.3E+00 - - na 1.2E+03 -- -- na 1.2E+03
Thallium 0.081 - - na 4.7E-01 - - na 5.0E+01 - - na 1.2E-01 - - na 5.0E+00 - - na 5.0E+00
Toluene 0 - - na 6.0E+03 - - na 7.6E+05 - - na 6.0E+02 - - na 7.6E+04 - - na 7.6E+04
Total dissolved solids 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Toxaphene 0 7.3E-01 2.0E-04 na 2.8E-03 2.7E+00 1.8E-02 na 1.0E+00 | 1.8E-01 5.0E-05 na 2.8E-04 1.5E+01 4.6E-03 na 1.0E-01 2.7E+00 4.6E-03 na 1.0E-01
Tributyltin 0 4.6E-01 7.2E-02 na - 1.7E+00 6.6E+00 na -- 1.2E-01 1.8E-02 na - 9.3E+00  1.6E+00 na - 1.7E+00 1.6E+00 na -
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0 - - na 7.0E+01 - - na 8.9E+03 - - na 7.0E+00 - - na 8.9E+02 - - na 8.9E+02
1,1,2-Trichloroethane® 0 -- - na 1.6E+02 -- -- na 5.8E+04 - - na 1.6E+01 - - na 5.8E+03 -- -- na 5.8E+03
Trichloroethylene © 0 - -- na 3.0E+02 - - na 1.1E+05 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 1.1E+04 -- -- na 1.1E+04
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol © 0 - -- na 2.4E+01 - - na 8.7E+03 - - na 2.4E+00 - - na 8.7E+02 -- -- na 8.7E+02
2-(2,4,5-Trichlorophenoxy)
propionic acid (Silvex) 0 - - na - - - na . - - na - - - na - - - na -
Vinyl Chloride® 0 - -- na 2.4E+01 - - na 8.7E+03 - - na 2.4E+00 - - na 8.7E+02 -- -- na 8.7E+02
Zinc 1.518 8.1E+01  7.9E+01 na 2.6E+04 | 3.0E+02 7.1E+03 na 3.3E+06 | 2.1E+01 2.1E+01 na 2.6E+03 1.6E+03  1.8E+03 na 3.3E+05 | 3.0E+02 1.8E+03 na 3.3E+05
Notes: Metal Target Value (SSTV) |Note: do not use QL's lower than the
1. All concentrations expressed as micrograms/liter (ug/l), unless noted otherwise Antimony 8.1E+03 minimum QL's provided in agency
2. Discharge flow is highest monthly average or Form 2C maximum for Industries and design flow for Municipals Arsenic 5.1E+02 guidance
3. Metals measured as Dissolved, unless specified otherwise Barium na
4. "C"indicates a carcinogenic parameter Cadmium 3.5E+00
5. Regular WLAs are mass balances (minus background concentration) using the % of stream flow entered above under Mixing Information. Chromium Il 6.0E+02
Antidegradation WLAs are based upon a complete mix. Chromium VI 2.4E+01
6. Antideg. Baseline = (0.25(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for acute and chronic Copper 1.3E+01
= (0.1(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for human health Iron na
7. WLAs established at the following stream flows: 1Q10 for Acute, 30Q10 for Chronic Ammonia, 7Q10 for Other Chronic, 30Q5 for Non-carcinogens and Lead 1.0E+02
Harmonic Mean for Carcinogens. To apply mixing ratios from a model set the stream flow equal to (mixing ratio - 1), effluent flow equal to 1 and 100% mix. Manganese na
Mercury 2.1E+00
Nickel 1.8E+02
Selenium 3.0E+01
Silver 2.4E+00
Zinc 1.2E+02
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FRESHWATER
WATER QUALITY CRITERIA / WASTELOAD ALLOCATION ANALYSIS

Facility Name: BPS Internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 Permit No.: VA0004138

Receiving Stream: James River Version: OWP Guidance Memo 00-2011 (8/24/00)

Stream Information Stream Flows Mixing Information Effluent Information

Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 62.5 mg/L 1Q10 (Annual) = 341 MGD Annual - 1Q10 Mix = 3.54 % Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 100 mg/L
90% Temperature (Annual) = 26.86 deg C 7Q10 (Annual) = 389 MGD - 7Q10 Mix = 3.79 % 90% Temp (Annual) = 28.3deg C
90% Temperature (Wet season) = deg C 30Q10 (Annual) = 480 MGD - 30Q10 Mix = 421 % 90% Temp (Wet season) = deg C
90% Maximum pH = 8.03 SU 1Q10 (Wet season) = MGD Wet Season - 1Q10 Mix = % 90% Maximum pH = 8.3 SU

10% Maximum pH = 7.06 SU 30Q10 (Wet season) = MGD 30Q10 Mix = % 10% Maximum pH = 7 SU

Tier Designation (1 or 2) = 2 30Q5 = 542 MGD 30Q5 Mix = 4.47 % Discharge Flow = 10.2912 MGD
Public Water Supply (PWS) Y/N? = N Harmonic Mean = 1553 MGD Harmonic Mean Mix = 7.62 %

Trout Present Y/N? = N

Early Life Stages Present Y/N? = Y

Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Acenapthene 0 - - na 9.9E+02 - - na 3.3E+03 - - na 9.9E+01 - - na 5.3E+03 - - na 3.3E+03
Acrolein 0 - - na 9.3E+00 - - na 3.1E+01 - - na 9.3E-01 -- - na 5.0E+01 - - na 3.1E+01
Acrylonitrile® 0 - -- na 2.5E+00 - - na 3.1E+01 -- - na 2.5E-01 -- - na 3.8E+01 - - na 3.1E+01
Aldrin © 0 3.0E+00 - na 5.0E-04 | 6.5E+00 - na 6.2E-03 | 7.5E-01 - na 5.0E-05 2.6E+01 - na 7.6E-03 | 6.5E+00 - na 6.2E-03
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(Yearly) 0 6.51E+00 9.12E-01 na -- 1.41E+01 2.70E+00 na - 1.96E+00 2.61E-01 na - 6.70E+01 1.24E+01 na - 1.41E+01 2.70E+00 na -
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(High Flow) 0 4.71E+00 1.52E+00 na -- 4.71E+00 1.52E+00 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na -
Anthracene 0 - - na 4.0E+04 - - na 1.3E+05 - - na 4.0E+03 -- - na 2.1E+05 - - na 1.3E+05
Antimony 0.236 - - na 6.4E+02 - - na 2.1E+03 - - na 6.4E+01 - - na 3.4E+03 - - na 2.1E+03
Arsenic 0.218 3.4E+02  1.5E+02 na - 7.4E+02 3.6E+02 na - 8.5E+01 3.8E+01 na - 2.9E+03  1.5E+03 na - 7.4E+02 3.6E+02 na -
Barium 20.763 - - na - - - na - - - na - -- - na = - - na -
Benzene © 0 - - na 5.1E+02 - - na 6.4E+03 - - na 5.1E+01 - - na 7.7E+03 - - na 6.4E+03
Benzidine® 0 - - na 2.0E-03 - - na 2.5E-02 - - na 2.0E-04 - - na 3.0E-02 - - na 2.5E-02
Benzo (a) anthracene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 2.2E+00 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 2.7E+00 - - na 2.2E+00
Benzo (b) fluoranthene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 2.2E+00 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 2.7E+00 - - na 2.2E+00
Benzo (k) fluoranthene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 2.2E+00 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 2.7E+00 - - na 2.2E+00
Benzo (a) pyrene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 2.2E+00 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 2.7E+00 - - na 2.2E+00
Bis2-Chloroethyl Ether © 0 - -- na 5.3E+00 - - na 6.6E+01 -- - na 5.3E-01 -- - na 8.1E+01 - - na 6.6E+01
Bis2-Chloroisopropy! Ether 0 - -- na 6.5E+04 - - na 2.2E+05 -- -- na 6.5E+03 -- - na 3.5E+05 - - na 2.2E+05
Bis 2-Ethylhexyl Phthalate © 0 - - na 2.2E+01 - - na 2.7E+02 - - na 2.2E+00 - - na 3.3E+02 - - na 2.7E+02
Bromoform © 0 - - na 1.4E+03 - - na 1.7E+04 - - na 1.4E+02 - - na 2.1E+04 - - na 1.7E+04
Butylbenzylphthalate 0 - - na 1.9E+03 - - na 6.4E+03 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 1.0E+04 - - na 6.4E+03
Cadmium 0.077 3.0E+00  9.3E-01 na - 6.5E+00 2.2E+00 na - 6.5E-01 2.6E-01 na - 2.0E+01  7.0E+00 na - 6.5E+00  2.2E+00 na -
Carbon Tetrachloride © 0 - - na 1.6E+01 - - na 2.0E+02 - - na 1.6E+00 - - na 2.4E+02 - - na 2.0E+02
Chlordane © 0 2.4E+00  4.3E-03 na 8.1E-03 | 5.2E+00 1.0E-02 na 1.0E-01 | 6.0E-01 1.1E-03 na 8.1E-04 2.0E+01  4.2E-02 na 1.2E-01 | 5.2E+00 1.0E-02 na 1.0E-01
Chloride 0 8.6E+05  2.3E+05 na - 1.9E+06 5.6E+05 na - 2.2E+05 5.8E+04 na - 7.3E+06  2.2E+06 na - 19E+06  5.6E+05 na -
TRC 0 19E+01 1.1E+01 na - 4.1E+01 2.7E+01 na - 4.8E+00 2.8E+00 na - 1.6E+02  1.1E+02 na - 4.1E+01 2.7E+01 na -
Chlorobenzene 0 -- - na 1.6E+03 -- -- na 5.4E+03 - - na 1.6E+02 - - na 8.6E+03 -- -- na 5.4E+03

page 1 of 4

MSTRANTI (Version 2b-RMZ) - 2000 feet mix For AB Internal Outfalls 501 502 503 504 and 505.xIsx - Freshwater WLAs

12/23/2015 - 12:43 PM




Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Chlorodibromomethane® 0 - - na 1.3E+02 - - na 1.6E+03 - - na 1.3E+01 - - na 2.0E+03 - - na 1.6E+03
Chloroform 0 - - na 1.1E+04 - - na 3.7E+04 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 5.9E+04 - - na 3.7E+04
2-Chloronaphthalene 0 - -- na 1.6E+03 - - na 5.4E+03 -- -- na 1.6E+02 -- - na 8.6E+03 - - na 5.4E+03
2-Chlorophenol 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 5.0E+02 -- -- na 1.5E+01 -- - na 8.0E+02 - - na 5.0E+02
Chlorpyrifos 0 8.3E-02 4.1E-02 na - 1.8E-01 1.0E-01 na - 2.1E-02  1.0E-02 na - 7.1E-01 4.0E-01 na - 1.8E-01 1.0E-01 na -
Chromium |1l 0.398 4.7E+02  6.0E+01 na - 1.0E+03 1.5E+02 na -- 9.9E+01 1.3E+01 na - 3.4E+03  4.9E+02 na - 1.0E+03 1.5E+02 na -
Chromium VI 0.398 1.6E+01  1.1E+01 na - 3.4E+01 2.6E+01 na -- 4.3E+00 3.0E+00 na - 1.3E+02  1.0E+02 na - 3.4E+01 2.6E+01 na -
Chromium, Total 0 - - 1.0E+02 - - - na - - - 1.0E+01 - - - 5.4E+02 - - - na -
Chrysene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-02 - - na 2.2E-01 -- -- na 1.8E-03 - - na 2.7E-01 -- -- na 2.2E-01
Copper 0.542 1.1E+01  7.2E+00 na - 2.3E+01 1.7E+01 na -- 2.6E+00 1.9E+00 na - 7.1E+01  5.4E+01 na - 2.3E+01 1.7E+01 na -
Cyanide, Free 0 2.2E+01  5.2E+00 na 1.6E+04 | 4.8E+01 1.3E+01 na 5.4E+04 | 5.5E+00 1.3E+00 na 1.6E+03 1.9E+02  5.0E+01 na 8.6E+04 | 4.8E+01 1.3E+01 na 5.4E+04
DDD © 0 -- - na 3.1E-03 -- -- na 3.9E-02 - - na 3.1E-04 - - na 4.7E-02 -- -- na 3.9E-02
DDE © 0 -- - na 2.2E-03 -- -- na 2.7E-02 - - na 2.2E-04 - - na 3.3E-02 -- -- na 2.7E-02
DDT © 0 1.1E+00 1.0E-03 na 2.2E-03 24E+00 2.4E-03 na 2.7E-02 2.8E-01 2.5E-04 na 2.2E-04 9.4E+00 9.7E-03 na 3.3E-02 2.4E+00 2.4E-03 na 2.7E-02
Demeton 0 - 1.0E-01 na - - 2.4E-01 na - - 2.5E-02 na - -- 9.7E-01 na - - 2.4E-01 na -
Diazinon 0 1.7E-01 1.7E-01 na - 3.7E-01 4.1E-01 na - 4.3E-02 4.3E-02 na - 1.5E+00  1.6E+00 na - 3.7E-01 4.1E-01 na -
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 2.2E+00 -- -- na 1.8E-02 - - na 2.7E+00 -- -- na 2.2E+00
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.3E+03 - - na 4.4E+03 - - na 1.3E+02 - - na 7.0E+03 - - na 4.4E+03
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 9.6E+02 - - na 3.2E+03 - - na 9.6E+01 - - na 5.2E+03 - - na 3.2E+03
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 6.4E+02 - - na 1.9E+01 - - na 1.0E+03 - - na 6.4E+02
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine® 0 - - na 2.8E-01 - - na 3.5E+00 - - na 2.8E-02 - - na 4.3E+00 - - na 3.5E+00
Dichlorobromomethane © 0 - - na 1.7E+02 - - na 2.1E+03 - - na 1.7E+01 - - na 2.6E+03 - - na 2.1E+03
1,2-Dichloroethane © 0 - - na 3.7E+02 - - na 4.6E+03 - - na 3.7E+01 - - na 5.6E+03 - - na 4.6E+03
1,1-Dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 7.1E+03 - - na 2.4E+04 -- -- na 7.1E+02 -- - na 3.8E+04 - - na 2.4E+04
1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 1.0E+04 - - na 3.4E+04 -- -- na 1.0E+03 -- - na 5.4E+04 - - na 3.4E+04
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0 - -- na 2.9E+02 - - na 9.7E+02 -- -- na 2.9E+01 -- - na 1.6E+03 - - na 9.7E+02
2,4-Dichlorophenoxy

acetic acid (2,4-D) 0 - - na - - - na . - - na - - - na - - - na -
1,2-Dichloropropane® 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 1.9E+03 -- -- na 1.5E+01 -- - na 2.3E+03 -- -- na 1.9E+03
1,3-Dichloropropene © 0 - -- na 2.1E+02 - - na 2.6E+03 -- -- na 2.1E+01 -- - na 3.2E+03 -- -- na 2.6E+03
Dieldrin © 0 2.4E-01 5.6E-02 na 5.4E-04 5.2E-01 1.4E-01 na 6.7E-03 6.0E-02 1.4E-02 na 5.4E-05 2.0E+00 5.4E-01 na 8.2E-03 5.2E-01 1.4E-01 na 6.7E-03
Diethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.4E+04 - - na 1.5E+05 -- -- na 4.4E+03 -- - na 2.4E+05 - - na 1.5E+05
2,4-Dimethylphenol 0 - -- na 8.5E+02 - - na 2.9E+03 -- -- na 8.5E+01 -- - na 4.6E+03 - - na 2.9E+03
Dimethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 1.1E+06 - - na 3.7E+06 -- -- na 1.1E+05 -- - na 5.9E+06 - - na 3.7E+06
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.5E+03 - - na 1.5E+04 -- -- na 4.5E+02 -- - na 2.4E+04 - - na 1.5E+04
2,4 Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 5.3E+03 - - na 1.8E+04 -- -- na 5.3E+02 -- - na 2.8E+04 - - na 1.8E+04
2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 2.8E+02 - - na 9.4E+02 -- -- na 2.8E+01 -- - na 1.5E+03 - - na 9.4E+02
2,4-Dinitrotoluene © 0 -- - na 3.4E+01 -- -- na 4.2E+02 - - na 3.4E+00 - - na 5.2E+02 -- -- na 4.2E+02
Dioxin 2,3,7,8-

tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin 0 - - na 5.1E-08 - - na 1.7E-07 - - na 5.1E-09 - - na 2.7E-07 - - na 1.7E-07
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine® 0 - - na 2.0E+00 - - na 2.5E+01 - - na 2.0E-01 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 2.5E+01
Alpha-Endosulfan 0 2.2E-01 5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 | 4.8E-01 1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02 | 5.5E-02 1.4E-02 na 8.9E+00 1.9E+00 5.4E-01 na 4.8E+02 | 4.8E-01 1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02
Beta-Endosulfan 0 2.2E-01 5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 | 4.8E-01 1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02 | 5.5E-02 1.4E-02 na 8.9E+00 1.9E+00 5.4E-01 na 4.8E+02 | 4.8E-01 1.4E-01 na 3.0E+02
Alpha + Beta Endosulfan 0 2.2E-01 5.6E-02 - - 4.8E-01 1.4E-01 - - 5.5E-02  1.4E-02 - - 1.9E+00 5.4E-01 - - 4.8E-01 1.4E-01 - -
Endosulfan Sulfate 0 - - na 8.9E+01 - - na 3.0E+02 - - na 8.9E+00 - - na 4.8E+02 - - na 3.0E+02
Endrin 0 8.6E-02 3.6E-02 na 6.0E-02 19E-01 8.8E-02 na 2.0E-01 | 2.2E-02 9.0E-03 na 6.0E-03 7.3E-01 3.5E-01 na 3.2E-01 1.9E-01 8.8E-02 na 2.0E-01
Endrin Aldehyde 0 - -- na 3.0E-01 - - na 1.0E+00 -- -- na 3.0E-02 -- - na 1.6E+00 - - na 1.0E+00
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations
(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Ethylbenzene 0 - -- na 2.1E+03 - - na 7.0E+03 -- -- na 2.1E+02 -- - na 1.1E+04 - - na 7.0E+03
Fluoranthene 0 - - na 1.4E+02 - - na 4.7E+02 - - na 1.4E+01 - - na 7.5E+02 - - na 4.7E+02
Fluorene 0 - - na 5.3E+03 - - na 1.8E+04 - - na 5.3E+02 -- - na 2.8E+04 - - na 1.8E+04
Foaming Agents 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Guthion 0 -- 1.0E-02 na - -- 2.4E-02 na -- - 2.5E-03 na - - 9.7E-02 na - -- 2.4E-02 na -
Heptachlor © 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 7.9E-04 1.1E+00 9.2E-03 na 9.9E-03 1.3E-01 9.5E-04 na 7.9E-05 4.4E+00 3.7E-02 na 1.2E-02 1.1E+00 9.2E-03 na 9.9E-03
Heptachlor Epoxide® 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 3.9E-04 1.1E+00 9.2E-03 na 4.9E-03 1.3E-01 9.5E-04 na 3.9E-05 4.4E+00 3.7E-02 na 5.9E-03 1.1E+00 9.2E-03 na 4.9E-03
Hexachlorobenzene® 0 - - na 2.9E-03 - - na 3.6E-02 - - na 2.9E-04 - - na 4.4E-02 - - na 3.6E-02
Hexachlorobutadiene® 0 - - na 1.8E+02 - - na 2.2E+03 - - na 1.8E+01 - - na 2.7E+03 - - na 2.2E+03
Hexachlorocyclohexane
A|Pha'BHCC 0 - - na 4.9E-02 - - na 6.1E-01 - - na 4.9E-03 - - na 7.4E-01 - - na 6.1E-01
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Beta-BHC® 0 -- - na 1.7E-01 -- -- na 2.1E+00 - - na 1.7E-02 - - na 2.6E+00 -- -- na 2.1E+00
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Gamma-BHC® (Lindane) 0 9.5E-01 na na 1.8E+00 | 2.1E+00 - na 22E+01 | 2.4E-01 - na 1.8E-01 | 8.1E+00 - na 2.7E+01 | 2.1E+00 - na 2.2E+01
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 0 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 3.7E+03 - - na 1.1E+02 - - na 5.9E+03 - - na 3.7E+03
Hexachloroethane® 0 - -- na 3.3E+01 - -- na 4.1E+02 -- -- na 3.3E+00 -- - na 5.0E+02 - - na 4.1E+02
Hydrogen Sulfide 0 - 2.0E+00 na -- - 4.9E+00 na -- -- 5.0E-01 na - -- 1.9E+01 na - - 4.9E+00 na --
Indeno (1,2,3-cd) pyrene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 2.2E+00 - - na 1.8E-02 - - na 2.7E+00 - - na 2.2E+00
Iron 133.264 - -- na -- - - na - -- -- na - -- - na - - - na --
Isophorone® 0 - -- na 9.6E+03 - - na 1.2E+05 -- -- na 9.6E+02 -- - na 1.5E+05 -- - na 1.2E+05
Kepone 0 - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na -
Lead 0.086 8.9E+01  9.8E+00 na - 1.9E+02 2.4E+01 na - 1.7E+01 2.0E+00 na - 5.7E+02  7.3E+01 na - 1.9E+02 2.4E+01 na -
Malathion 0 - 1.0E-01 na -- - 2.4E-01 na - -- 2.5E-02 na - -- 9.7E-01 na - - 2.4E-01 na --
Manganese 45.732 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- na - -- - na - -- - na --
Mercury 0.00212 1.4E+00 7.7E-01 -- -- 3.0E+00 1.9E+00 -- -- 3.5E-01 1.9E-01 -- - 1.2E+01 7.5E+00 -- - 3.0E+00 1.9E+00 -- --
Methyl Bromide 0 - -- na 1.5E+03 -- -- na 5.0E+03 -- -- na 1.5E+02 -- - na 8.0E+03 -- - na 5.0E+03
Methylene Chloride © 0 - - na 5.9E+03 - - na 7.4E+04 - - na 5.9E+02 - - na 9.0E+04 - - na 7.4E+04
Methoxychlor 0 - 3.0E-02 na -- -- 7.3E-02 na - -- 7.5E-03 na - -- 2.9E-01 na - -- 7.3E-02 na --
Mirex 0 - 0.0E+00 na -- - 0.0E+00 na -- - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na --
Nickel 0.483 1.5E+02 1.6E+01 na 4.6E+03 | 3.3E+02 3.9E+01 na 1.5E+04 | 3.1E+01 3.8E+00 na 4.6E+02 1.1E+03 1.3E+02 na 2.5E+04 | 3.3E+02 3.9E+01 na 1.5E+04
Nitrate (as N) 0 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- na - -- - na - -- - na --
Nitrobenzene 0 - -- na 6.9E+02 -- - na 2.3E+03 -- -- na 6.9E+01 -- - na 3.7E+03 -- - na 2.3E+03
N-Nitrosodimethylamine® 0 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 3.7E+02 - - na 3.0E+00 - - na 4.6E+02 - - na 3.7E+02
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine® 0 - - na 6.0E+01 - - na 7.5E+02 - - na 6.0E+00 - - na 9.1E+02 - - na 7.5E+02
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine® 0 - - na 5.1E+00 - - na 6.4E+01 - - na 5.1E-01 - - na 7.7E+01 - - na 6.4E+01
Nonylphenol 0 2.8E+01  6.6E+00 -- -- 6.1E+01 1.6E+01 na - 7.0E+00 1.7E+00 -- -- 2.4E+02  6.4E+01 -- - 6.1E+01 1.6E+01 na -
Parathion 0 6.5E-02 1.3E-02 na - 1.4E-01 3.2E-02 na - 1.6E-02 3.3E-03 na - 5.5E-01 1.3E-01 na - 1.4E-01 3.2E-02 na -
PCB Total® 0 - 1.4E-02 na 6.4E-04 - 3.4E-02 na 8.0E-03 - 3.5E-03 na 6.4E-05 - 1.4E-01 na 9.7E-03 - 3.4E-02 na 8.0E-03
Pentachlorophenol ¢ 0 9.0E+00  6.9E+00 na 3.0E+01 2.0E+01 1.7E+01 na 3.7E+02 | 2.3E+00 1.8E+00 na 3.0E+00 7.9E+01 6.9E+01 na 4.6E+02 | 2.0E+01 1.7E+01 na 3.7E+02
Phenol 0 - -- na 8.6E+05 -- - na 2.9E+06 -- -- na 8.6E+04 -- - na 4.6E+06 -- - na 2.9E+06
Pyrene 0 - - na 4.0E+03 - - na 1.3E+04 - - na 4.0E+02 - - na 2.1E+04 - - na 1.3E+04
Radionuclides 0 - -- na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Gross Alpha Activity
(pCilL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Beta and Photon Activity
(mremyr) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Radium 226 + 228 (pCillL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Uranium (ug/l) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Selenium, Total Recoverable 0.396 2.0E+01  5.0E+00 na 4.2E+03 | 4.3E+01 1.2E+01 na 1.4E+04 | 5.3E+00 1.5E+00 na 4.2E+02 1.7E+02  4.5E+01 na 2.3E+04 | 4.3E+01 1.2E+01 na 1.4E+04
Silver 0.064 2.3E+00 - na - 5.0E+00 - na - 4.4E-01 - na - 1.3E+01 - na - 5.0E+00 - na -
Sulfate 33.6 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane® 0 -- - na 4.0E+01 -- -- na 5.0E+02 - - na 4.0E+00 - - na 6.1E+02 -- -- na 5.0E+02
Tetrachloroethylene® 0 - -- na 3.3E+01 - - na 4.1E+02 - - na 3.3E+00 - - na 5.0E+02 -- -- na 4.1E+02
Thallium 0.081 - - na 4.7E-01 - - na 1.4E+00 - - na 1.2E-01 - - na 2.2E+00 - - na 1.4E+00
Toluene 0 - - na 6.0E+03 - - na 2.0E+04 - - na 6.0E+02 - - na 3.2E+04 - - na 2.0E+04
Total dissolved solids 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Toxaphene 0 7.3E-01 2.0E-04 na 2.8E-03 1.6E+00 4.9E-04 na 3.5E-02 1.8E-01 5.0E-05 na 2.8E-04 6.2E+00 1.9E-03 na 4.3E-02 1.6E+00 4.9E-04 na 3.5E-02
Tributyltin 0 4.6E-01 7.2E-02 na - 1.0E+00 1.8E-01 na - 1.2E-01 1.8E-02 na - 3.9E+00 7.0E-01 na - 1.0E+00 1.8E-01 na -
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0 - - na 7.0E+01 - - na 2.3E+02 - - na 7.0E+00 - - na 3.8E+02 - - na 2.3E+02
1,1,2-Trichloroethane® 0 -- - na 1.6E+02 -- -- na 2.0E+03 - - na 1.6E+01 - - na 2.4E+03 -- -- na 2.0E+03
Trichloroethylene © 0 - -- na 3.0E+02 - - na 3.7E+03 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 4.6E+03 -- -- na 3.7E+03
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol © 0 - -- na 2.4E+01 - - na 3.0E+02 - - na 2.4E+00 - - na 3.6E+02 -- -- na 3.0E+02
2-(2,4,5-Trichlorophenoxy)
propionic acid (Silvex) 0 - - na - - - na . - - na - - - na - - - na -
Vinyl Chloride® 0 - -- na 2.4E+01 - - na 3.0E+02 - - na 2.4E+00 - - na 3.6E+02 -- -- na 3.0E+02
Zinc 1.518 9.7E+01  9.6E+01 na 2.6E+04 | 2.1E+02 2.3E+02 na 8.7E+04 | 2.1E+01 2.1E+01 na 2.6E+03 6.7E+02  7.7E+02 na 1.4E+05 | 2.1E+02 2.3E+02 na 8.7E+04
Notes: Metal Target Value (SSTV) |Note: do not use QL's lower than the
1. All concentrations expressed as micrograms/liter (ug/l), unless noted otherwise Antimony 2.1E+03 minimum QL's provided in agency
2. Discharge flow is highest monthly average or Form 2C maximum for Industries and design flow for Municipals Arsenic 2.2E+02 guidance
3. Metals measured as Dissolved, unless specified otherwise Barium na
4. "C"indicates a carcinogenic parameter Cadmium 1.3E+00
5. Regular WLAs are mass balances (minus background concentration) using the % of stream flow entered above under Mixing Information. Chromium Il 8.8E+01
Antidegradation WLAs are based upon a complete mix. Chromium VI 1.4E+01
6. Antideg. Baseline = (0.25(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for acute and chronic Copper 9.2E+00
= (0.1(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for human health Iron na
7. WLAs established at the following stream flows: 1Q10 for Acute, 30Q10 for Chronic Ammonia, 7Q10 for Other Chronic, 30Q5 for Non-carcinogens and Lead 1.4E+01
Harmonic Mean for Carcinogens. To apply mixing ratios from a model set the stream flow equal to (mixing ratio - 1), effluent flow equal to 1 and 100% mix. Manganese na
Mercury 1.1E+00
Nickel 2.4E+01
Selenium 7.0E+00
Silver 2.0E+00
Zinc 8.3E+01
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FRESHWATER
WATER QUALITY CRITERIA / WASTELOAD ALLOCATION ANALYSIS

Facility Name: BPS Outfall 002 Final Configuration Permit No.: VA0004138

Receiving Stream: James River Version: OWP Guidance Memo 00-2011 (8/24/00)

Stream Information Stream Flows Mixing Information Effluent Information

Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 62.5 mg/L 1Q10 (Annual) = 358 MGD Annual - 1Q10 Mix = 3.64 % Mean Hardness (as CaCO3) = 70.1 mg/L
90% Temperature (Annual) = 26.86 deg C 7Q10 (Annual) = 406 MGD - 7Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Annual) = 28.3deg C
90% Temperature (Wet season) = deg C 30Q10 (Annual) = 497 MGD - 30Q10 Mix = 100 % 90% Temp (Wet season) = deg C
90% Maximum pH = 8.03 SU 1Q10 (Wet season) = MGD Wet Season - 1Q10 Mix = % 90% Maximum pH = 8.3 SU

10% Maximum pH = 7.06 SU 30Q10 (Wet season) = MGD - 30Q10 Mix = % 10% Maximum pH = 7 SU

Tier Designation (1 or 2) = 2 30Q5 = 559 MGD Discharge Flow = 4.2912 MGD
Public Water Supply (PWS) Y/N? = N Harmonic Mean = 1570 MGD

Trout Present Y/N? = N

Early Life Stages Present Y/N? = Y

Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic |HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Acenapthene 0 - - na 9.9E+02 - - na 1.3E+05 - - na 9.9E+01 - - na 1.3E+04 - - na 1.3E+04
Acrolein 0 - - na 9.3E+00 - - na 1.2E+03 - - na 9.3E-01 -- - na 1.2E+02 - - na 1.2E+02
Acrylonitrile® 0 - -- na 2.5E+00 - - na 9.2E+02 -- - na 2.5E-01 -- - na 9.2E+01 - - na 9.2E+01
Aldrin © 0 3.0E+00 - na 5.0E-04 | 1.2E+01 - na 1.8E-01 | 7.5E-01 - na 5.0E-05 6.3E+01 - na 1.8E-02 1.2E+01 - na 1.8E-02
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(Yearly) 0 7.18E+00 1.05E+00 na -- 2.90E+01 1.22E+02 na - 1.98E+00 2.62E-01 na - 1.67E+02 3.06E+01 na - 2.90E+01 3.06E+01 na -
Ammonia-N (mg/l)

(High Flow) 0 4.71E+00 1.52E+00 na -- 4.71E+00 1.52E+00 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na - 1.18E+00 3.81E-01 na -
Anthracene 0 - - na 4.0E+04 - - na 5.3E+06 - - na 4.0E+03 -- - na 5.3E+05 - - na 5.3E+05
Antimony 0.236 - - na 6.4E+02 - - na 8.4E+04 - - na 6.4E+01 - - na 8.4E+03 - - na 8.4E+03
Arsenic 0.218 3.4E+02  1.5E+02 na - 1.4E+03 1.4E+04 na - 8.5E+01 3.8E+01 na - 7.2E+03  3.6E+03 na - 1.4E+03  3.6E+03 na -
Barium 20.763 - - na - - - na - - - na - -- - na = - - na -
Benzene © 0 - - na 5.1E+02 - - na 1.9E+05 - - na 5.1E+01 - - na 1.9E+04 - - na 1.9E+04
Benzidine® 0 - - na 2.0E-03 - - na 7.3E-01 - - na 2.0E-04 - - na 7.3E-02 - - na 7.3E-02
Benzo (a) anthracene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.6E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 6.6E+00 - - na 6.6E+00
Benzo (b) fluoranthene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.6E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 6.6E+00 - - na 6.6E+00
Benzo (k) fluoranthene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.6E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 6.6E+00 - - na 6.6E+00
Benzo (a) pyrene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.6E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 -- - na 6.6E+00 - - na 6.6E+00
Bis2-Chloroethyl Ether © 0 - -- na 5.3E+00 - - na 1.9E+03 -- - na 5.3E-01 -- - na 1.9E+02 - - na 1.9E+02
Bis2-Chloroisopropy! Ether 0 - -- na 6.5E+04 - - na 8.5E+06 -- -- na 6.5E+03 -- - na 8.5E+05 - - na 8.5E+05
Bis 2-Ethylhexyl Phthalate © 0 - - na 2.2E+01 - - na 8.1E+03 - - na 2.2E+00 - - na 8.1E+02 - - na 8.1E+02
Bromoform © 0 - - na 1.4E+03 - - na 5.1E+05 - - na 1.4E+02 - - na 5.1E+04 - - na 5.1E+04
Butylbenzylphthalate 0 - -- na 1.9E+03 - - na 2.5E+05 -- -- na 1.9E+02 -- - na 2.5E+04 - - na 2.5E+04
Cadmium 0.077 2.4E+00  7.9E-01 na - 9.4E+00 6.8E+01 na - 6.4E-01 2.5E-01 na - 4.7E+01  1.7E+01 na - 9.4E+00 1.7E+01 na -
Carbon Tetrachloride © 0 - - na 1.6E+01 - - na 5.9E+03 - - na 1.6E+00 - - na 5.9E+02 - - na 5.9E+02
Chlordane © 0 2.4E+00  4.3E-03 na 8.1E-03 | 9.7E+00 4.1E-01 na 3.0E+00 | 6.0E-01 1.1E-03 na 8.1E-04 5.1E+01 1.0E-01 na 3.0E-01 | 9.7E+00 1.0E-01 na 3.0E-01
Chloride 0 8.6E+05  2.3E+05 na - 3.5E+06 2.2E+07 na - 2.2E+05 5.8E+04 na - 1.8E+07  5.5E+06 na - 3.5E+06  5.5E+06 na -
TRC 0 19E+01 1.1E+01 na - 7.7E+01 1.1E+03 na - 4.8E+00 2.8E+00 na - 4.0E+02  2.6E+02 na - 7.7E+01 2.6E+02 na -
Chlorobenzene 0 -- - na 1.6E+03 -- -- na 2.1E+05 - - na 1.6E+02 - - na 2.1E+04 -- -- na 2.1E+04
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations

(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Chlorodibromomethane® 0 - - na 1.3E+02 - - na 4.8E+04 - - na 1.3E+01 - - na 4.8E+03 - - na 4.8E+03
Chloroform 0 - - na 1.1E+04 - - na 1.4E+06 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 1.4E+05 - - na 1.4E+05
2-Chloronaphthalene 0 - -- na 1.6E+03 - - na 2.1E+05 -- -- na 1.6E+02 -- - na 2.1E+04 - - na 2.1E+04
2-Chlorophenol 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 2.0E+04 -- -- na 1.5E+01 -- - na 2.0E+03 - - na 2.0E+03
Chlorpyrifos 0 8.3E-02 4.1E-02 na - 3.4E-01 3.9E+00 na - 2.1E-02  1.0E-02 na - 1.8E+00 9.8E-01 na - 3.4E-01 9.8E-01 na -
Chromium |1l 0.398 4.0E+02  5.0E+01 na - 1.6E+03 4.8E+03 na -- 9.7E+01 1.3E+01 na - 8.2E+03  1.2E+03 na - 1.6E+03 1.2E+03 na -
Chromium VI 0.398 1.6E+01  1.1E+01 na - 6.3E+01 1.0E+03 na -- 4.3E+00 3.0E+00 na - 3.3E+02  2.5E+02 na - 6.3E+01 2.5E+02 na -
Chromium, Total 0 - - 1.0E+02 - - - na - - - 1.0E+01 - - - 1.3E+03 - - - na -
Chrysene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-02 - - na 6.6E+00 - - na 1.8E-03 - - na 6.6E-01 -- -- na 6.6E-01
Copper 0.542 8.9E+00  6.0E+00 na - 3.4E+01 5.2E+02 na -- 2.6E+00 1.9E+00 na - 1.7E+02  1.3E+02 na - 3.4E+01 1.3E+02 na -
Cyanide, Free 0 2.2E+01  5.2E+00 na 1.6E+04 | 8.9E+01 5.0E+02 na 2.1E+06 | 5.5E+00 1.3E+00 na 1.6E+03 4.6E+02  1.2E+02 na 2.1E+05 | 8.9E+01 1.2E+02 na 2.1E+05
DDD © 0 -- - na 3.1E-03 -- -- na 1.1E+00 - - na 3.1E-04 - - na 1.1E-01 -- -- na 1.1E-01
DDE © 0 -- - na 2.2E-03 -- -- na 8.1E-01 - - na 2.2E-04 - - na 8.1E-02 -- -- na 8.1E-02
DDT © 0 1.1E+00 1.0E-03 na 2.2E-03 | 4.4E+00 9.6E-02 na 8.1E-01 2.8E-01 2.5E-04 na 2.2E-04 2.3E+01 2.4E-02 na 8.1E-02 | 4.4E+00 2.4E-02 na 8.1E-02
Demeton 0 - 1.0E-01 na - - 9.6E+00 na - - 2.5E-02 na - -- 2.4E+00 na - - 2.4E+00 na -
Diazinon 0 1.7E-01 1.7E-01 na - 6.9E-01 1.6E+01 na - 4.3E-02 4.3E-02 na - 3.6E+00  4.1E+00 na - 6.9E-01 4.1E+00 na -
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene © 0 - -- na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.6E+01 -- -- na 1.8E-02 - - na 6.6E+00 -- -- na 6.6E+00
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.3E+03 - - na 1.7E+05 - - na 1.3E+02 - - na 1.7E+04 - - na 1.7E+04
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 9.6E+02 - - na 1.3E+05 - - na 9.6E+01 - - na 1.3E+04 - - na 1.3E+04
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 2.5E+04 - - na 1.9E+01 - - na 2.5E+03 - - na 2.5E+03
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine® 0 - - na 2.8E-01 - - na 1.0E+02 - - na 2.8E-02 - - na 1.0E+01 - - na 1.0E+01
Dichlorobromomethane © 0 - - na 1.7E+02 - - na 6.2E+04 - - na 1.7E+01 - - na 6.2E+03 - - na 6.2E+03
1,2-Dichloroethane © 0 - - na 3.7E+02 - - na 1.4E+05 - - na 3.7E+01 - - na 1.4E+04 - - na 1.4E+04
1,1-Dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 7.1E+03 - - na 9.3E+05 -- -- na 7.1E+02 -- - na 9.3E+04 - - na 9.3E+04
1,2-trans-dichloroethylene 0 - -- na 1.0E+04 - - na 1.3E+06 -- -- na 1.0E+03 -- - na 1.3E+05 - - na 1.3E+05
2,4-Dichlorophenol 0 - -- na 2.9E+02 - - na 3.8E+04 -- -- na 2.9E+01 -- - na 3.8E+03 - - na 3.8E+03
2,4-Dichlorophenoxy

acetic acid (2,4-D) 0 - - na - - - na . - - na - - - na - - - na -
1,2-Dichloropropane® 0 - -- na 1.5E+02 - - na 5.5E+04 -- -- na 1.5E+01 -- - na 5.5E+03 -- -- na 5.5E+03
1,3-Dichloropropene © 0 - -- na 2.1E+02 - - na 7.7E+04 -- -- na 2.1E+01 -- - na 7.7E+03 -- -- na 7.7E+03
Dieldrin © 0 2.4E-01 5.6E-02 na 5.4E-04 9.7E-01 5.4E+00 na 2.0E-01 6.0E-02 1.4E-02 na 5.4E-05 5.1E+00  1.3E+00 na 2.0E-02 9.7E-01 1.3E+00 na 2.0E-02
Diethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.4E+04 - - na 5.8E+06 -- -- na 4.4E+03 -- - na 5.8E+05 - - na 5.8E+05
2,4-Dimethylphenol 0 - -- na 8.5E+02 - - na 1.1E+05 -- -- na 8.5E+01 -- - na 1.1E+04 - - na 1.1E+04
Dimethyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 1.1E+06 - - na 1.4E+08 -- -- na 1.1E+05 -- - na 1.4E+07 - - na 1.4E+07
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 0 - -- na 4.5E+03 - - na 5.9E+05 -- -- na 4.5E+02 -- - na 5.9E+04 - - na 5.9E+04
2,4 Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 5.3E+03 - - na 7.0E+05 -- -- na 5.3E+02 -- - na 7.0E+04 - - na 7.0E+04
2-Methyl-4,6-Dinitrophenol 0 - -- na 2.8E+02 - - na 3.7E+04 -- -- na 2.8E+01 -- - na 3.7E+03 - - na 3.7E+03
2,4-Dinitrotoluene © 0 -- - na 3.4E+01 -- -- na 1.2E+04 - - na 3.4E+00 - - na 1.2E+03 -- -- na 1.2E+03
Dioxin 2,3,7,8-

tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin 0 - - na 5.1E-08 - - na 6.7E-06 - - na 5.1E-09 - - na 6.7E-07 - - na 6.7E-07
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine® 0 - - na 2.0E+00 - - na 7.3E+02 - - na 2.0E-01 - - na 7.3E+01 - - na 7.3E+01
Alpha-Endosulfan 0 22E-01  5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 | 8.9E-01 5.4E+00 na 1.2E+04 | 5.5E-02 1.4E-02 na 8.9E+00 | 4.6E+00  1.3E+00 na 1.2E+03 | 89E-01  1.3E+00 na 1.2E+03
Beta-Endosulfan 0 2.2E-01 5.6E-02 na 8.9E+01 8.9E-01 5.4E+00 na 1.2E+04 | 5.5E-02 1.4E-02 na 8.9E+00 4.6E+00  1.3E+00 na 1.2E+03 8.9E-01 1.3E+00 na 1.2E+03
Alpha + Beta Endosulfan 0 2.2E-01 5.6E-02 - - 8.9E-01 5.4E+00 - - 5.5E-02  1.4E-02 - - 4.6E+00  1.3E+00 - - 8.9E-01 1.3E+00 - -
Endosulfan Sulfate 0 - - na 8.9E+01 - - na 1.2E+04 - - na 8.9E+00 - - na 1.2E+03 - - na 1.2E+03
Endrin 0 8.6E-02 3.6E-02 na 6.0E-02 3.5E-01 3.4E+00 na 7.9E+00 | 2.2E-02  9.0E-03 na 6.0E-03 1.8E+00 8.6E-01 na 7.9E-01 3.5E-01 8.6E-01 na 7.9E-01
Endrin Aldehyde 0 - -- na 3.0E-01 - - na 3.9E+01 -- -- na 3.0E-02 -- - na 3.9E+00 - - na 3.9E+00
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Parameter Background Water Quality Criteria Wasteload Allocations Antidegradation Baseline Antidegradation Allocations Most Limiting Allocations
(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Ethylbenzene 0 - -- na 2.1E+03 - - na 2.8E+05 -- -- na 2.1E+02 -- - na 2.8E+04 - - na 2.8E+04
Fluoranthene 0 - - na 1.4E+02 - - na 1.8E+04 - - na 1.4E+01 - - na 1.8E+03 - - na 1.8E+03
Fluorene 0 - - na 5.3E+03 - - na 7.0E+05 - - na 5.3E+02 -- - na 7.0E+04 - - na 7.0E+04
Foaming Agents 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Guthion 0 -- 1.0E-02 na - -- 9.6E-01 na -- - 2.5E-03 na - - 2.4E-01 na - -- 2.4E-01 na -
Heptachlor © 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 7.9E-04 2.1E+00 3.6E-01 na 2.9E-01 1.3E-01 9.5E-04 na 7.9E-05 1.1E+01 9.1E-02 na 2.9E-02 2.1E+00 9.1E-02 na 2.9E-02
Heptachlor Epoxide® 0 5.2E-01 3.8E-03 na 3.9E-04 2.1E+00 3.6E-01 na 1.4E-01 1.3E-01 9.5E-04 na 3.9E-05 1.1E+01 9.1E-02 na 1.4E-02 2.1E+00 9.1E-02 na 1.4E-02
Hexachlorobenzene® 0 - - na 2.9E-03 - - na 1.1E+00 - - na 2.9E-04 - - na 1.1E-01 - - na 1.1E-01
Hexachlorobutadiene® 0 - - na 1.8E+02 - - na 6.6E+04 - - na 1.8E+01 - - na 6.6E+03 - - na 6.6E+03
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Alpha-BHC® 0 - - na 4.9E-02 - - na 1.8E+01 - - na 4.9E-03 - - na 1.8E+00 - - na 1.8E+00
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Beta-BHC® 0 -- - na 1.7E-01 -- -- na 6.2E+01 - - na 1.7E-02 - - na 6.2E+00 -- -- na 6.2E+00
Hexachlorocyclohexane
Gamma-BHC® (Lindane) 0 9.5E-01 na na 1.8E+00 | 3.8E+00 - na 6.6E+02 | 2.4E-01 - na 1.8E-01 | 2.0E+01 - na 6.6E+01 | 3.8E+00 - na 6.6E+01
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 0 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 1.4E+05 - - na 1.1E+02 - - na 1.4E+04 - - na 1.4E+04
Hexachloroethane® 0 - -- na 3.3E+01 - -- na 1.2E+04 -- -- na 3.3E+00 -- - na 1.2E+03 - - na 1.2E+03
Hydrogen Sulfide 0 - 2.0E+00 na -- - 1.9E+02 na -- -- 5.0E-01 na - -- 4.8E+01 na - - 4.8E+01 na --
Indeno (1,2,3-cd) pyrene © 0 - - na 1.8E-01 - - na 6.6E+01 - - na 1.8E-02 - - na 6.6E+00 - - na 6.6E+00
Iron 133.264 - -- na -- - - na - -- -- na - -- - na - - - na --
Isophorone® 0 - -- na 9.6E+03 - - na 3.5E+06 -- -- na 9.6E+02 -- - na 3.5E+05 -- - na 3.5E+05
Kepone 0 - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na -
Lead 0.086 6.8E+01  7.4E+00 na - 2.7E+02 7.0E+02 na - 1.6E+01 1.9E+00 na - 1.4E+03  1.8E+02 na - 2.7E+02 1.8E+02 na -
Malathion 0 - 1.0E-01 na - -- 9.6E+00 na - -- 2.5E-02 na - -- 2.4E+00 na - - 2.4E+00 na --
Manganese 45.732 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- na - -- - na - -- - na --
Mercury 0.00212 1.4E+00 7.7E-01 -- -- 5.6E+00 7.3E+01 -- -- 3.5E-01 1.9E-01 -- - 3.0E+01 1.8E+01 -- - 5.6E+00 1.8E+01 -- --
Methyl Bromide 0 - -- na 1.5E+03 -- -- na 2.0E+05 -- -- na 1.5E+02 -- - na 2.0E+04 -- - na 2.0E+04
Methylene Chloride © 0 - - na 5.9E+03 - - na 2.2E+06 - - na 5.9E+02 - - na 2.2E+05 - - na 2.2E+05
Methoxychlor 0 - 3.0E-02 na - -- 2.9E+00 na -- -- 7.5E-03 na - -- 7.2E-01 na - - 7.2E-01 na -
Mirex 0 - 0.0E+00 na -- - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na - - 0.0E+00 na --
Nickel 0.483 1.3E+02 1.4E+01 na 4.6E+03 5.1E+02 1.3E+03 na 6.0E+05 | 3.1E+01 3.8E+00 na 4.6E+02 2.6E+03 3.1E+02 na 6.0E+04 | 5.1E+02 3.1E+02 na 6.0E+04
Nitrate (as N) 0 - -- na -- -- -- na - -- -- na - -- - na - -- - na --
Nitrobenzene 0 - -- na 6.9E+02 -- - na 9.1E+04 -- -- na 6.9E+01 -- - na 9.1E+03 -- - na 9.1E+03
N-Nitrosodimethylamine® 0 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 1.1E+04 - - na 3.0E+00 - - na 1.1E+03 - - na 1.1E+03
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine® 0 - - na 6.0E+01 - - na 2.2E+04 - - na 6.0E+00 - - na 2.2E+03 - - na 2.2E+03
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine® 0 - - na 5.1E+00 - - na 1.9E+03 - - na 5.1E-01 - - na 1.9E+02 - - na 1.9E+02
Nonylphenol 0 2.8E+01  6.6E+00 -- -- 1.1E+02 6.3E+02 na - 7.0E+00 1.7E+00 -- -- 5.9E+02  1.6E+02 -- - 1.1E+02 1.6E+02 na -
Parathion 0 6.5E-02 1.3E-02 na - 2.6E-01 1.2E+00 na - 1.6E-02  3.3E-03 na - 1.4E+00 3.1E-01 na - 2.6E-01 3.1E-01 na -
PCB Total® 0 - 1.4E-02 na 6.4E-04 - 1.3E+00 na 2.3E-01 - 3.5E-03 na 6.4E-05 - 3.3E-01 na 2.3E-02 - 3.3E-01 na 2.3E-02
Pentachlorophenol ¢ 0 9.1E+00  7.1E+00 na 3.0E+01 | 3.7E+01 6.8E+02 na 1.1E+04 | 2.3E+00 1.8E+00 na 3.0E+00 2.0E+02 1.7E+02 na 1.1E+03 | 3.7E+01 1.7E+02 na 1.1E+03
Phenol 0 - -- na 8.6E+05 -- - na 1.1E+08 -- -- na 8.6E+04 -- - na 1.1E+07 -- - na 1.1E+07
Pyrene 0 - - na 4.0E+03 - - na 5.3E+05 - - na 4.0E+02 - - na 5.3E+04 - - na 5.3E+04
Radionuclides 0 - -- na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Gross Alpha Activity
(pCilL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Beta and Photon Activity
(mremyr) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Radium 226 + 228 (pCillL) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Uranium (ug/l) 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
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(ug/l unless noted) Conc. Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute | Chronic | HH (PWS) HH Acute Chronic | HH (PWS) HH
Selenium, Total Recoverable 0.396 2.0E+01  5.0E+00 na 4.2E+03 | 8.0E+01 4.4E+02 na 5.5E+05 | 5.3E+00 1.5E+00 na 4.2E+02 4.1E+02  1.1E+02 na 5.5E+04 | 8.0E+01 1.1E+02 na 5.5E+04
Silver 0.064 1.6E+00 - na - 6.3E+00 - na - 4.3E-01 - na - 3.1E+01 - na - 6.3E+00 - na -
Sulfate 33.6 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane® 0 -- - na 4.0E+01 -- -- na 1.5E+04 - - na 4.0E+00 - - na 1.5E+03 -- -- na 1.5E+03
Tetrachloroethylene® 0 - -- na 3.3E+01 - - na 1.2E+04 - - na 3.3E+00 - - na 1.2E+03 -- -- na 1.2E+03
Thallium 0.081 - - na 4.7E-01 - - na 5.1E+01 - - na 1.2E-01 - - na 5.2E+00 - - na 5.2E+00
Toluene 0 - - na 6.0E+03 - - na 7.9E+05 - - na 6.0E+02 - - na 7.9E+04 - - na 7.9E+04
Total dissolved solids 0 - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na - - - na -
Toxaphene 0 7.3E-01 2.0E-04 na 2.8E-03 2.9E+00 1.9E-02 na 1.0E+00 | 1.8E-01 5.0E-05 na 2.8E-04 1.5E+01 4.8E-03 na 1.0E-01 2.9E+00 4.8E-03 na 1.0E-01
Tributyltin 0 4.6E-01 7.2E-02 na - 1.9E+00 6.9E+00 na -- 1.2E-01 1.8E-02 na - 9.7E+00  1.7E+00 na - 1.9E+00 1.7E+00 na -
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0 - - na 7.0E+01 - - na 9.2E+03 - - na 7.0E+00 - - na 9.2E+02 - - na 9.2E+02
1,1,2-Trichloroethane® 0 -- - na 1.6E+02 -- -- na 5.9E+04 - - na 1.6E+01 - - na 5.9E+03 -- -- na 5.9E+03
Trichloroethylene © 0 - -- na 3.0E+02 - - na 1.1E+05 - - na 3.0E+01 - - na 1.1E+04 -- -- na 1.1E+04
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol © 0 - -- na 2.4E+01 - - na 8.8E+03 - - na 2.4E+00 - - na 8.8E+02 -- -- na 8.8E+02
2-(2,4,5-Trichlorophenoxy)
propionic acid (Silvex) 0 - - na - - - na . - - na - - - na - - - na -
Vinyl Chloride® 0 - -- na 2.4E+01 - - na 8.8E+03 - - na 2.4E+00 - - na 8.8E+02 -- -- na 8.8E+02
Zinc 1.518 8.1E+01  7.9E+01 na 2.6E+04 | 3.2E+02 7.4E+03 na 3.4E+06 | 2.1E+01 2.1E+01 na 2.6E+03 1.6E+03  1.9E+03 na 3.4E+05 | 3.2E+02 1.9E+03 na 3.4E+05
Notes: Metal Target Value (SSTV) |Note: do not use QL's lower than the
1. All concentrations expressed as micrograms/liter (ug/l), unless noted otherwise Antimony 8.4E+03 minimum QL's provided in agency
2. Discharge flow is highest monthly average or Form 2C maximum for Industries and design flow for Municipals Arsenic 5.5E+02 guidance
3. Metals measured as Dissolved, unless specified otherwise Barium na
4. "C"indicates a carcinogenic parameter Cadmium 3.8E+00
5. Regular WLAs are mass balances (minus background concentration) using the % of stream flow entered above under Mixing Information. Chromium Il 6.4E+02
Antidegradation WLAs are based upon a complete mix. Chromium VI 2.5E+01
6. Antideg. Baseline = (0.25(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for acute and chronic Copper 1.4E+01
= (0.1(WQC - background conc.) + background conc.) for human health Iron na
7. WLAs established at the following stream flows: 1Q10 for Acute, 30Q10 for Chronic Ammonia, 7Q10 for Other Chronic, 30Q5 for Non-carcinogens and Lead 1.1E+02
Harmonic Mean for Carcinogens. To apply mixing ratios from a model set the stream flow equal to (mixing ratio - 1), effluent flow equal to 1 and 100% mix. Manganese na
Mercury 2.3E+00
Nickel 1.9E+02
Selenium 3.2E+01
Silver 2.5E+00
Zinc 1.3E+02
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APPENDIX H
THERMAL MIXING ZONE EVALUATION AND EFFLUENT LIMITATIONSFOR HEAT REJECTED
There are two thermal mixing zonesin the vicinity of BPS:

o Thermal Mixing Zone — Dominion-Bear Garden Power Station: The Dominion Bear Garden Power Station is
located directly across the James River from BPS. The Bear Garden Power Station has cooling towers so its
thermal mixing zone is much smaller than the thermal mixing zone for BPS. The location of Outfall 001 for
the Bear Garden Power Station is shown on page 4 of Appendix B. The Bear Garden Power Station has a
Thermal Mixing Zone which is 100 feet long and 20 feet wide. The Bear Garden Thermal Mixing Zone does
not affect the BPS Therma Mixing Zone.

« Thermal Mixing Zone—BPS: BPS does not have cooling towers. The Thermal Mixing Zone was first
designated in 1977. The approved Therma Mixing Zone is defined as “ 40% of the width of the James River,
as measured from the north bank extending from the John H. Cocke Memoria Bridge downstream to Spicer’s
Island, approximately 5 ¥2 miles downstream of the cooling water discharge (Outfall 001).”

Annual Thermal Mixing Zone Study:

The applicant has conducted a stream monitoring program in July of each year since the 1970s. These studies are
conducted during the time of year when the river is warmest and critical flow conditions are more likely to be
occurring. That program has been adequate to describe the maximum stream temperature below the plant; the increase
in stream temperature from the natural condition; the zone of clear passage (where there is no temperature change) and
the length of the mixing zone required to bring the river back to its normal temperature. Compliance is demonstrated
using instream temperature monitoring performed during the month of July and at atime when the plant is as near full
operating capacity as reasonably possible, theriver iswarmest, and critical flow conditions are more likely to be
occurring. The purpose of the annual thermal mixing zone study isto demonstrate that the effluent limitations for heat
rejection are adequate for maintaining numeric WQC for temperature outside of the approved Therma Mixing Zone.
Thermal mixing zone studies performed annually by the applicant and conducted in accordance with the approved
monitoring plan were reviewed. River water temperatures outside of the mixing zone were not greater than 3° C above
ambient conditionsin studies performed during the term of the previous permit. The review of al the thermal
discharge and surface water monitoring data indicates that, on occasion, the maximum discharge temperatures do
result in use of the full extent of the allowable Thermal Mixing Zone. For that reason the evaluation concluded that the
existing mixing zone should not be changed.

The permit requires that a thermal mixing zone survey be conducted twice per year rather than once per year. The
second survey isto be conducted during January or February each year to capture any seasonal variation. The permit
requires that within 60 days of the effective date of the permit, arevised Thermal Mixing Zone Monitoring Plan be
submitted for DEQ approval.

Heat Rejection Limit:

Heat Reection is defined as the rate of heat transfer from a unit’s condenser to its circulating water system. Itis
calculated directly by conservation of mass and energy either across the circulating water system (condenser tube side)
or from the turbine exhaust to the hotwell (condenser shell side). Heat Rejection is measured in BTU/Hour.

On December 21, 1978, VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 was modified to include the Board approved thermal mixing
zone. The modified permit also required continuous monitoring for Outfall 001 (once-through condenser cooling
water) temperature and specified that the maximum heat rejection to the waterway shall not exceed a maximum of 1.62
X 10° BTU/Hour. The heat rejection limit was considered to be protective of the instream standards for temperature
outside the approved thermal mixing zone and has been carried forward since that time. No change to the heat
rejection limit is proposed with this reissuance. The permit requires monitoring for intake temperature and effluent
temperature at Outfall 001 for future evaluation purposes.
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Dominion used available information from recent tests to develop heat rejection estimates for Units 3 and 4. Below is
adiscussion of the estimates provided by Dominion on October 20, 2015.

Dominion periodically performs capacity tests of Unit 3 and Unit 4 that are used to substantiate market
dispatch of both units. These capacity tests are performed during environmental and operational conditions
approaching maximum. Using the data from a capacity test of the units performed this past summer our
engineering team determined that the heat rejected by Unit 3 was 471.66 X 10° BTU/HR on June 24, 2015 and
the heat rejected by Unit 4 was 840.95 X 10° Btu/Hr on June 23, 2015. Thetotal heat rejection for both units,
based on these specific tests, equates to 1.313 X 10° BTU/HR, which iswithin 20% of our current heat
rejection limit.

The above calculated condenser heat rejection values are based on modeling the unitsin “heat balance”
software, caled F-Cycle. F-Cycle is aheat balance modeling tool that takes test data and balances the mass
flows, energy and temperatures across the unit. F-Cycle and similar software programs are used by the energy
industry to evaluate and analyze the performance of various unitsin their systems.

The results of these capacity tests provide an indication of the heat rejection for the particular operational
period during which the tests were performed. However, heat rejection by the units can vary considerably due
to many factors, including at least the following:

Condenser Air In-Leakage

Low River Levels— Reducing Circulating Water Pump Flows to the Condensers

High River Water Temperatures

Equipment out of service, e.g., 1% Pt FWH, etc.

Condenser Tube Side Cleanliness

grodE
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APPENDIX |

COOLING WATER INTAKE STRUCTURE 316(b) EVALUATION

Section 316(b) of the Clean Water Act requires the location, design, construction, and capacity of cooling water intake
structures (CWIS) reflect the best technology available (BTA) for minimizing adverse environmental impacts. The
cooling water intake requirements are included in the federal NPDES Permit Regulations, 40 CFR 88122 & 125
(Subparts|, J, & N). EPA’sfina “Phase I1” rule addressing existing facilities was promulgated on August 15, 2014,
and became effective on October 14, 2014.

40 CFR §125.92 includes the following definitions:

Cooaling Water —*...water used for contact or non-contact cooling, including water used for equipment cooling,
including water used for equipment cooling, evaporative cooling tower makeup, and dilution of effluent heat content.
The intended use of the cooling water is to absorb waste heat rejected from the process or processes used...”

Cooling Water Intake Structure—*...the total physical structure and any associated constructed waterways used to

withdraw cooling water from surface waters. The cooling water intake structure extends from the point at which water
isfirst withdrawn...up to, and including the intake pumps.”

Existing Facility —“...any facility that commenced construction... on or before January 17, 2002...”

BPS is subject to the requirements of 40CFR §125. 94 through 40CFR §125.99 of the 316(b) rule because:

BPSis an existing facility;
The facility isapoint source discharger subject to aVPDES permit;

The facility uses cooling water obtained from one or more cooling water intake structures;
The facility’s cumul ative design intake flow (DIF) is greater than 2 MGD;

Water is withdrawn from waters of the U.S.; and

At least 25% of the actual intake flow (AIF) is used exclusively for cooling purposes.

Existing facilities with DIF > 2 MGD are subject to applicable provisions of the following permit application
information submittal requirements.

40 CFR 122.21
Section

Study Name

Study Contents (toinclude, but not limited to)

(N2

Source water physical data

Water body description (dimensions, depths, salinity, temperatures,
hydrologica & geomorphological features); methods used to
determine the intake' s area of influence within the waterbody.

(NE)

Cooling water intake
structure data

Engineering drawings, location (lat/long), configuration within the
waterbody and water column, flow distribution and water balance
diagram, description of operations (withdrawal flows, daily hours,
number of days)

(N(4)

Source water basdline
biological characterization
data

Species/life stages present & their abundance, susceptibility to
impingement mortality and entrainment (IM& E), spawning periods,
seasonal and daily patterns, T& E species documentation

(N()

Cooling water system data

Configuration/operation of the cooling system (number of days,
seasonal changes, etc.), flows allocated for cooling vs. process
waters; existing reuse, flow reduction, & IM& E measures

(n(6)

Chosen method(s) of
compliance with the
Impingement Mortality
standard

The selected impingement mortal ity compliance path, option-specific
info (e.g. monitoring plan for BTA, documentation of velocities);
Performance Optimization Study

(N()

Existing entrainment
performance studies

Previous studies on technology efficacy and costs, studies conducted
at other facilities/locations

()

Operational status

Age, capacity utilization, past & planned upgrades
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There are additional permit application requirements for all existing facilities whose AlFs are greater than 125 MGD;
however, the additional permit application requirement do not apply in this situation because the AIF at BPSisless
than 125 MGD.

ALTERNATE SCHEDULE FOR SUBMITTAL OF 40 CFR 8§122.21(r) INFORMATION:
VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-165.C requires existing facilities with cooling water intake structures to

meet the requirements under §316(b) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) determined by the department on a case-by-
case, best professional judgment (BPJ) basis. Federal regulations at 40 CFR 8125.95(a)(2) allow for owners or
operators of afacility whose permit expires prior to July 14, 2018 to request the Director establish an alternate
schedule for the submission of the information required in 40 CFR 8§122.21(r) when making application for this
permit. If the owner or operator of the facility demonstrates that it could not devel op the required information by
the applicable date of submission, DEQ must establish an alternate schedule for the submission of the required
information.

Dominion has requested an alternate schedul e be established for BPS. Language from Dominion’s January 2015
permit application regarding the alternate schedule is included below:

On October 14, 2014, the Environmenta Protection Agency finalized regulations (the Rule) for cooling water
intake structures at existing facilities pursuant to Section 316(b) of the Clean Water Act. Bremo Power Station
is subject to the Rule as an existing facility with a Design Intake Flow greater than 2 MGD. Section 40 CFR
122.21(r) of the Rule establishes the application information required to support entrainment and impingement
technology decisions. Section 40 CFR 125.95(a)(2) of the rule allows permittees to request an aternative
schedule for submittal of the 316(b) permit application requirements for permits that expire before July 14,
2018. Additionaly, for a permit issued before July 14, 2018, Section 40 CFR 125.98(b)(5) of the Rule alows
the permitting authority to include permit conditions to ensure that the permittee provide al application
information required for the Rule for the subsequent permit.

We have conducted areview of the Rule requirements as they apply to the Bremo Power Station. Based on
that review, we will be required to provide the information specified in Section 40 CFR 122.21(r)(2)
through (8.). The Actual Intake Flow (AIF) at the Station is approximately 82 MGD based on the three
years 2011 through 2013. Because the AlF isless than 125 MGD, the information specified in Section 40
CFR 122.21(r)(9) through (13) is not required. The information items required include:

« r(2): Source Water Physical Data

r(3): Cooling Water Intake Structure Data

r(4): Source water baseline biological characterization data

r(5): Cooling Water System Data

r(6): Chosen Method(s) of Compliance with Impingement Mortality Standard

r(7): Entrainment Performance Studies

r(8): Operationa Status

Given that the rule became effective in October 2014, the required information could not be developed in

time for application submittal. The information identified above includes numerous time-consuming

efforts including:

« Coallecting and summarizing information on the intake structure and cooling water system,;

« Determination of the area of influence of the intake structure;

« Collecting and summarizing information for the baseline biological characterization;

« Conducting additional field studies for evaluation of impingement technologies, we are planning to
conduct one year of impingement monitoring to inform that decision;

« Conducting extensive engineering evaluations of candidate technologies to identify the proposed
impingement compliance method and the specific compliance technology compatible with existing
operations.

Accordingly, we request an alternative schedule in our reissued permit to specify that al applicable
information in Section 40 CFR 122.21(r) be submitted with the subsequent permit reissuance application.
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Upon review of the request, DEQ staff determined the permittee successfully demonstrated the inability to
reasonably devel op the required information by their reissuance application due date, thereby qualifying for an
alternate schedul e to be established.

Federal regulations at 40 CFR 8125.98(a) requires the review, for completeness, of the materials submitted by the
applicant under 40 CFR 8122.21(r) at the time of any application for a subsequent permit. To facilitate a
determination of atimely and complete reissuance application in compliance with Part I1.M of this permit, the
Alternate Schedule for this facility has been established to require submission of the 40 CFR 8122.21(r)
information to the DEQ-Regional Office by no later than 270 days prior to the expiration date of this permit.

40CFR 8125.98(b)(5) establishes that permitsissued after October 14, 2014 and before July 14, 2018 and where
alternate schedules for information submittal have been established:

« May include permit conditions to ensure that, for any subsequent permit, all the information required by 40
CFR 122.21(r) necessary to establish impingement mortality and entrainment BTA will be available to the
Director; and

« Musgt establish interim Best Technology Available (BTA) requirementsin the permit based on best
professiona judgment and a site-specific basis.

BPS has two CWISs. Dominion reports their water withdrawals each year to the DEQ-Office of Water Supply in
accordance with the Water Withdrawal Reporting Regulation (9V AC25-200). The following table is a summary of the
cumulative calendar year water withdrawal s through the two CWI'S, based on data reported to DEQ from 2009 to
2014:

Y ear Total Calendar Year Calendar Year Average Calendar Year Maximum
Withdrawals Withdrawal Single Day Withdrawal
(Million Gallons, MG) | (Million Gallons per Day, MGD) (MGD)
2009 39671 108.7 173
2010 41788.7 1145 173
2011 37320.4 102.2 173
2012 27794.8 76.2 173
2013 24676.3 67.6 173
2014 23717.1 65 173

Actual Intake Flow (AlF)

The actual intake flow is defined as* ... the average volume of water withdrawn on an annual basis by the cooling
water intake structures over the past three years.” After October 14, 2019, AlF isto be based on flows averaged over
the previous five years.

The AlF at BPS from 2012 to 2014 was 69 MGD.

Design Intake Flow (DIF)

The design intake flow isdefined as“... the maximum instantaneous rate of flow of water the cooling water intake
system is capable of withdrawing from a source waterbody.” DIF does not include back-up/redundant pump
capacities, or emergency and fire suppression capacity.

Based on afilereview, the DIF at BPSis 179 MGD.
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MEASURESTO PROTECT FEDERALLY-LISTED THREATENED OR ENDANGERED (T& E) SPECIES,
DESIGNATED CRITICAL HABITAT, AND FRAGILE SPECIESOR SHELLFISH

VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-330 authorizes the board to include conditions in the permit in response to
advice submitted in writing to the DEQ from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Marine Fisheries
Service, or any other state or federal agency with jurisdiction over fish, wildlife, or public headth that the
imposition of specified conditions are necessary to avoid substantial impairment of fish, shellfish, or wildlife
resources and to the extent the board determines the conditions are necessary to carry out the provisions of the
regulation, the law and of the CWA.

In addition, VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-165.C requires existing facilities with cooling water intake
structures to meet requirements under section 316(b) of the Clean Water Act determined by the department on a
case-by-case, best professional judgment (BPJ) basis. 40 CFR 88125.94(a)(1), 125.94(g), 125.96(g), and
125.97(g) authorize DEQ to establish additional control measures, monitoring, and reporting requirementsin the
permit designed to minimize incidental take, reduce or remove more than minor detrimental effects to Federally-
listed threatened or endangered species or designated critical habitat, or avoid jeopardizing Federally-listed species
or destroying or adversely modifying designated critical habitat (e.g. prey base).

40 CFR 8125.96(g) mandates that DEQ require monitoring associated with any additional measures designed to
minimize incidental take, reduce or remove more than minor detrimental effects to Federally-listed threatened or
endangered species or designated critical habitat, or avoid jeopardizing Federally-listed species or destroying or
adversely modifying designated critical habitat (e.g. prey base) pursuant to 40 CFR §125.94(qg).

State Water Control Law 862.1-44.5.A.3 and VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-50.A.2 prohibits the alteration
of the physical, chemical or biological properties of State waters and making them detrimental to animal or aquatic
life, except in compliance with a permit issued by the Board. In addition, VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-
190.E requires the permittee, at all times, to properly operate and maintain all facilities and systems of treatment and
control (and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by the permittee to achieve compliance with the
conditions of the permit.

State Water Control Law 862.1-44.21 and VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-190.H authorizes the Board to
require owners to furnish plans, specifications, and other pertinent information as may be necessary to accomplish
the purposes of the State Water Control Law. In addition, federal regulations at 40 CFR §125.94(g) and §125.97(€)
authorize DEQ to establish additional permit monitoring and reporting requirements. Information provided by the
permittee under this specia condition may be used as a foundation to address other reporting requirements of 40
CFR 8125.98(k).

In accordance with EPA’sfina Phase Il Rule, all permit applications of facilities subject to 40CFR 8§125.98 must be
sent to the appropriate Field Office of the U.S Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS) and/or the National Marine Fisheries
Services (NMFS) upon receipt.

« The Services areto be provided a 60-day period of review prior to public notice of the draft or proposed
permit.

« The Services are aso to be provided a copy of the draft permit, fact sheet, and public notice and an opportunity
to comment during the public comment period.

The permit application was sent to EPA, Department of Conservation and Recreation (DCR), Department of Game and
Inland Fisheries (DGIF), USFWS and NMFS on January 27, 2015. Coordination with the NMFS was undertaken
because of the NMFS s jurisdiction over habitat management of the Atlantic Sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus
oxyrinchus) and because USFWS indicated in an email dated January 27, 2015, that the Atlantic Sturgeon is known to
occur in the James River downstream of Bremo Bluff. The 60-day review period for review of the application ended
on March 27, 2015.
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« Comments related to the CWIS were received from USFWS on April 3, 2015 and were forwarded to the
permittee. The letter from USFWS isincluded below. USFWS recommended that the Benefits Va uation
Study (which wasincluded in the July 2011 Best Technology Available Determination for Reducing
Impingement Mortality) not be considered in determining if the cost of reducing IM& E outweighs the benefits.
USFWS also requested that non-use benefits be considered in determining the IM& E standards for BPS.

« Inaccordance with the alternative schedule established in the 2016 permit, all the information required by 40
CFR 122.21(r) necessary to establish impingement mortality and entrainment BTA is required to be submitted
270 days prior to the expiration date of the permit; therefore, the comments from USFWS are not relevant to
this permit reissuance since the final BTA determination will be made as part of the next permit rei ssuance.

« No comments were received from EPA or the NMFS.

A permit application addendum dated August 6, 2015, was received on August 12, 2015. A revised permit application

addendum dated October 6, 2015, was received on October 7, 2015. These documents were sent to EPA, NMFS and
USFWS.

Appendix | - Page 5



Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

Virginia Field Office
66569 Short Lane
Gloucester, VA 23061

April 3, 2015

Ms, Beverly Carver

Virginia Depariment of Environmental Quality
Walley Regional Office

P.0. Box 3000

Harrisonburg, VA 22801

Re:  Dominion — Bremo Power Station,
VPDES WAODD4 138 Reissuance,
Fluvanna County, VA, Project #
21 5-1-0895

Dear Mz, Carver:

The U.5. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) has reviewed the information provided by the
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality {VDEQ) on January 27, 2015 regarding the
referenced project. The draft permit proposes re-issuance of the Dominion — Bremo Power
Station (BPS) discharge of condenser cooling water and additional wastewater from other
sources to the James River. The following comments are provided under provisions of the
Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531-1544, B7 Star. 884), as amended.

The federally listed endangered James spinymussel (Plesrobema colling) was historically known
to oceur in the James River in the vicinity of the BPS. This species would be expected to
recolonize the area if habitat conditions improve. Four other mussel species, the yellow lance
(Elliptio lanceolaia), Atlantic pigloe (Fusconaia masoni), brook floater (Alasmidonta varicosa),
and green Noater {Lasmigona subviridis), occur near the BPS. The brook floater is listed
endangered by the Commonwealth of Virginia and the Atlantic pigloe and green floater are listed
threatened by the Commonwealth, The vellow lance does not have Federal or State status. All
five mussel species could be impacted by the BPS cooling water intake and discharge.

Related to these mussel species, the Service is concerned about continued thermal discharge and
compliance with the revised Clean Water Act 316(b) rule (79 FR 48300-48439) at the BPS.

Continued thermal discharge

The BPS is in compliance with its permitted mixing zone. However, the Service has concemns
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about the impacts of the thermal discharge to mussels. These concerns stem from a 2007 survey
conducted by the Catena Group during which no common aquatic mollusks were found
downstream of the discharge even though such mollusks were abundant in adjacent areas, It was
hypothesized that the thermal discharge was the cause.

To mitigate for historic and ongoing adverse impacts to freshwater mussels, Dominion agreed to
offer financial support to the Virginia Department of Game and Inland Fisheries (VDGIF)
Atlantic Slope mussel propagation efforts at the Service's Harrison Lake National Fish Hatchery
(HLNFH). Dominion provided $70,000 to upgrade the facilities at HLNFH plus an additional
$50,000 per year over the 5 year life of the Virginia Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(VPDES) permit. Since 2010, these funds have been used to propagate and release over 90,000
freshwater mussels of 7 species into streams within the Chowan, James, Rappahannock, and
York River basins,

According to data supplied by Dominion on its application for reissuance of its VPDES permil,
the thermal discharge has not changed since the last VPDES permit was issued and it is not
expected to change in the near future. Dominion has requested the continuation of the thermal
mixing zone inte the next permit cvele. If the temperature of the discharge and the size of the
permitied mixing zone remain unchanged, it is likely that adverse impacts to mussels will
continue,

The Service, VDEQ, VDGIF, and Dominion have agreed to meet on April 27 to discuss how to
best ameliorate and/or compensate for these continued adverse impaets. During and after the
meeting, we will provide more detailed comments to VDEQ regarding this issue.

Compliance with the revised 316(b) rule

In 2014, the LS. Environmental Protection Agency issued a rule under Section 316{b) of the
Clean Water Act that requires certain National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
permittees, including the BPS, to reduce impingement mortality and entrainment (IM&E) of
aquatic organisms at cooling water intake structures (CWIS). To address an earlier version of the
316{b) rule, Veritas Economic Consulting was hired by Dominion to conduct a benefits valuation
study at the BPS in 2006. According to this study, the costs associated with bringing the CWIS
into compliance with the revised 316(b) rules outweigh the benefits realized from a decrease in
IM&E of aquatic organisms (Bingham et al. 2006). The study concluded that since the costs of
reducing IM&E outweigh the benefits to recreational fishing, less stringent standards were
appropriate for this facility (Bingham et al. 2006).

VDEQ can make IM&E reduction decisions based on a valuation of costs and benefits. However,
because the Bingham et al. (2006) study only considered the recreational fishery, we do not
believe the benefits associated with reduced IM&E have been fully evaluated. The study claims
that non-use benefits are not accounted for in the analysis unless there is potential harm to
threatened, endangered, or otherwise important species. Although there is no documentation of
IM&E of Federal or State-listed species at this facility, fish that serve as hosts for the larvac of
the James spinymussel, Atlantic pigtoe, and brook floater have been impinged, as documented in
the report. Impingement of fish hosts represents potential harm to threatened and endangered
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species, and therefore the benefits realized by reducing IM&E need to be accounted for in a
valuation study.

In addition, the revised 3 16(b) rule offers the following in regards to threatenced and endangered
species:

Populations of T&E (threatened and endangered) species may suffer increased
mortality as direct or indirect consequences of IMEE. T&E species are

vidnerable to future extinction or af risk of extinction in the near fuiure and
IM&E losses could either lengthen population recovery time, hasten the demise of
these species, or counteract the effecis of other conservation efforts. For this
reason, the population-level and societal values of T&E losses are likely to be
considered more important than the absolute number of losses that occur. Due to
low population sizes, I&ME from CWISs may represent a subsiantial partion of
the annual reproduction of T&E specles (79 FR 48319),

It is clear that the ULS. Environmental Protection Agency is aware of and appreciates the benefits
gained by a reduction in IM&E of threatened and endangered species. According to the revised
rule, facilities like BPS that draw at least 125 million gallons of water per day through a CWIS
must list social and non-water quality environmental benefits, such as benefits to threatened and
endangered species, realized from a reduction in IM&E on their permit application [40 CFR
§122.21{r)]. In addition, the rule allows for VDEQ to consider these benefits when making its
determination.

Given that the 2006 valuation study did not account for benefits to threatened and endangered
species resulting from a reduction of IM&E, we recommend the study not be considered in
determining if the cost of reducing IM&E outweighs the benefits. The revised rule allows VDEQ
to account for non-use benefits and we request that non-use benefits be considered in
determining the IM&E standards for the BPS. We request that you notify the Service as to
whether these recommendations will be followed.

If you have any questions, please contact Brett Hillman of this office at (804) 824-2420 or via
email at brett_hiliman@fws. gov,

Sincerely,

_f;’k?ﬁlﬂ, ;i .rﬁé'{:ﬁ“ 5}"

Cindy Schulz
Field Supervisor
Virginia Ecological Services

! VDCR, Richmond, VA (Atin; Rene Hypes) -
VDGIF, Forest, VA (Attn: Brian Watson)
YDGIF, Richmond, VA (Attn: Emie Aschenbach)
VIGIF, Richmond, VA (Attn; Amy Ewing)
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INTERIM BTA —40 CFR 125.98(b)(5)

VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-165.C requires existing facilities with cooling water intake structures to
meet the requirements under §316(b) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) determined by the department on a case-by-
case, best professional judgment basis. DEQ staff have determined the permitted facility to be subject to the
8316(b) requirements because it is a point source that uses or proposes to use one or more cooling water intake
structures that withdraws waters of the U.S. for cooling purposes.

Federal regulations at 40 CFR 88125.98(b)(5) and (b)(6) mandate that for permits issued before July 14, 2018, for
which an alternate schedule has been established for the submission of information required by 40 CFR
§122.21(r), must include interim BTA requirements in the permit based on best professional judgment on a site-
specific basis. This specia condition outlines interim BTA practices to minimize impingement and entrainment
(1&E) mortality and adverse impacts to aquatic organisms.

The following information has been utilized in establishing interim BTA requirements.
COOLING WATER INTAKE STRUCTURE DESCRIPTION:
BPS uses aonce-through cooling water system that withdraws cooling water through two CWISs located on the

shoreline of the James River and discharges it through a tunnel back to the James River 250 feet downstream via
Outfall 001. Thetotal design cooling water intake flow is approximately 179.3 MGD.

|

The following figure presents the site configuration layout:
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A draft Impingement Characterization Study Plan prepared by HDR Engineering, Inc. dated April 10, 2015 was
submitted on April 30, 2015. The impingement study is not required at BPS by the 316(b) rule; however, Dominion
has initiated impingement sampling to better inform fish and shellfish protection technology decisions. The sampling
period will be from July 2015 to June 2016. The following excerpt from the draft Impingement Characterization Study
Plan provides a description of the operation of the CWIS at BPS.

2.2.1 Station Operational History

The BPS cooling water system is operated on demand and is not a base-load facility. BPS contains four, vertical-shaft,
wet-pit, circulating water pumps. Units 3 and 4 each contain two circulating water pumps. The pumps are |ocated
approximately 12 to 15 feet downstream of the four traveling water screens (one traveling water screen per circulating
water pump). The design pump rating for Unit 4 is 41,250 gallons per minute (gpm) for each pump. The design pump
rating for Unit 3 is 21,000 gpm for each pump. The total design flow for al four pumps running at capacity is
approximately 124,500 gpm, which equates to an intake flow of 277.4 cfs, which is approximately 179.3 MGD. The
calculated design through-screen velacity for both bays of Unit 3 is approximately 0.90 feet per second (fps); for both
bays of Unit 4 is approximately 1.89 fps.

BPS has seasonal variation in its operations and maintenance (O& M). Four Pumps are needed to ensure unit operating
capabilities. Single pump operation may vary by season and system conditions. O& M activities on the generating units
are scheduled for the spring months after the end of the winter peaking season. The duration of the maintenance
outages depends on the scheduled work that needs to be done on the units. In addition to the four circulating water
pumps, there are three screen wash pumps, each connected to acommon header. Each pump has a design capacity of
560 gpm, and only two pumps are required to provide the flow requirement to the spray nozzles of all four screens.
The Unit 3 screens each require 274 gpm at 70 pounds per square inch gauge (psig) of spray wash water, while the
Unit 4 screens require 60 to 80 psig spray wash water.

2.2.2 Intake Structure

Cooling water for both power-generating units at BPS is withdrawn from the James River through two adjacent intake
structures with trash racks positioned paralel to the river flow. Cooling water is conveyed from the intake concrete
tunnels to two separate screen houses, one for each unit. The main river channel width at the intake structuresis
approximately 450 to 550 feet across and has normal water depths ranging from 7 to 26 feet, depending on river
conditions.

Thereisalow rock deflector wall to divert surface river flow and to help divert ice and river debris away from the
intakes. The intake structures are designed to operate at river levels greater than El. 73.5 feet. The mean water level is
El. 78.3 feet. All elevationsin thisreport refer to station Datum in which 100.0 feet corresponds to United States
Coasta and Geodetic Survey (USC & GS) Datum 222.44 feet.

Theriver intake structure for Unit 3 is 64 feet wide with three 20-foot bays. Unit 4 has a 46-footwide river intake
structure with two 21-foot bays. There are two tunnels between the trash rack structure and the screen house. The Unit
3 tunnel is approximately 210 feet long, while the Unit 4 tunnel is approximately 170 feet long. The tunnels are 10 feet
wide by 7.75 feet high for Unit 3 and 7 feet square for Unit 4. A trash rack extends across the entire length of both
intake structures and prevents debris and ice from entering the screen house. The trash rack extends from the intake
structure at approximately El. 71.0 feet to the intake deck at approximately El. 90.5 feet. The trash rake and trash rake
hoist housing are operated at thislevel. The trash rake structure extends above the extreme high water level, at
approximately El. 108.0 feet, in order to keep the trash rake hoist dry during high water. The steel trash rack has 4-inch
by 3/8-inch bars with a4.5-inch bar spacing and a 4-inch by 1/8-inch clear opening. During periods of high water, the
trash racks are totally submerged. During periods of extremely low flow, the flashboards create a pool at the trash rack
structure to enable diversions.
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There are four traveling water screen bays, two for each unit. There are four circulating water pumps located
approximately 12 to 15 feet downstream of the four traveling water screens (one circulating water pump per screen).
The circulating water pumps supply cooling water, service water, and ash sluice water to the facility. Three raw water
pumps and three screen wash water pumps draw water downstream of the Units 3 and 4 traveling screens. Except for
the common discharge, each unit has separate circulating water systems. The circulating water discharge is located
about 250 feet downstream of the intake structure. Plan and section drawings of the CWIS are provided on Figures 2-6,
and 2-7, respectively.

BPS is equipped with four traveling water screens, two for each unit. The Unit 3 screens are through-flow screens and
are 8 feet wide with 3/8-inch mesh. Through-flow screens are conventiona screens which are oriented perpendicular to
the water flow. Unit 4 has two dualflow (Brackett-Green) screens. Dual-flow traveling water screens are oriented
paralel to the water flow. Water enters both screen faces and exits out the middle of the screens. Each screen contains
4-foot-wide screen baskets that yield approximately the same effective area as the 8- foot-wide conventional traveling
screens. The Unit 4 screens have 3/16-inch mesh.

Both Unit 3 and Unit 4 vertical traveling water screens are designed to run in either “automatic” or “manual” mode. In
“automatic” mode, the screen motors do not rotate until the differential pressure across the screen reaches a certain
point. In “manua” mode, the screen motors rotate continuously. Additionally, the screen wash pumps go into a
recirculation mode when the screen motors are in the “automatic” mode. The screens have a spray wash system with a
spray header and a debris collection/fish return trough that discharges to the cooling water discharge tunnel on the
station side of the railroad track.

UNIT 4B UNIT 4A UNIT 3B UNIT 3A

= ,}3\\ | / = k 7 2 x‘\;_}// - —_ 7~

—t— % / \ o/ . /T~
UNIT 4 EXISTING BRACKETT \ / \/ / e

)

GREEN DUAL-FLOW SCREENS UNIT 3 EXISTING ™ / 7
THROUGH-FLOW ™ /

SCREENS \ /

) *l‘;x_:,i- —BLOCKED
s /
Ay \ g /

\— BULKHEAD \ /
(NORMALLY INSTALLED) \ /

.\
4
—L 3 A i
el
X
) UNIT 3 INTAKE TUNNEL///
“—— UNIT 4 INTAKE TUNNEL (10 X 7.75) v
\ 7XT)
b
\
\

SCALE 1S APPROXIMATE

Figure 2-6. BPS Pump and Screen Well House — Plan View
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Figure 2-7. BPS Pump and Screen Well House — Section View
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Photos from Site Visit on May 5, 2015:

BPS has 2 adjacent CWISs |ocated on the north bank of
the James River. Theintake trash rack islocated in front
of the CWIS. Debrisis collected from the intake trash
rack and hauled offsite. Thereis alow rock deflector wall
in the James River to divert surface river flow and to help

View from behind CWIS. Trash collecting on the intake
trash rack is pulled up onto land and then hauled offsite.

divert ice and river debris away from the intakes.

Pumps located at Outfall 001 are used in the event that
Ouitfall 001 flow isused for deicing the CWISs (located
just upstream of Outfall 001). The water is sprayed on the
CWIS to prevent ice buildup.

View from the CWIS towards the Screen House. There
arerailroad tracks located between the CWIS and the
screen house. The screen houses are not located near the
CWISs because of flooding issues.
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Cooling water is conveyed from the intake concrete
tunnels to 2 separate screen houses. Thereare 4
traveling water screen bays.

Thetraveling screen backwash continues to flow
through atrough.

River water is sprayed on the traveling screens to dislodge

debris and fish. The traveling screen backwash enters a
trough and then drops 20 feet. The traveling screen
backwash isrecognized as Internal Outfall 101.

The traveling screen backwash drops another 20 feet into
the tunnel serving Outfall 001. Accessisthrough the
manhole located in the center of the picture.

Thetraveling screen backwash (Internal Outfall 101) is
combined with the once through heated condenser
cooling water and discharges to the James River through
Ouitfal 001 shown in the above picture.
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In evaluating interim BTA, the river intake structures were considered. As described in the draft Impingement
Characterization Study Plan, the river intake structure for Unit 3 is 64 feet wide with three 20-foot bays. Unit 4 hasa
46-footwide river intake structure with two 21-foot bays. There are two tunnels between the trash rack structure and
the screen house. The Unit 3 tunnel is approximately 210 feet long, while the Unit 4 tunnel is approximately 170 feet
long. Thetunnelsare 10 feet wide by 7.75 feet high for Unit 3 and 7 feet square for Unit 4.

While the maximum design through-screen intake vel ocities at the four traveling water screens exceeds 0.5 ft/sec, the
velocities at the river intake structures where the trash racks are located are less than 0.5 ft/sec as shown in the
calculations below.

Unit 3

- 3 sections, each 19 ft wide

- 18.83 ft height with 2 ft of concrete roof
- 93.6 ft¥/sec design flow rate

Screen area: 3 x 19 ft x (18.83 ft — 2 ft) = 959.31 ft*
Velocity: 93.6 ft¥/s / 959.31 ft* = 0.0976 ft/sec

Unit4

- 2 sections, each 21 ft wide

- 18.83 ft height with 2ft of concrete roof
- 183.8 ft¥sec design flow rate

Screen area: 2 x 21 ft x (18.83 ft — 2 ft) = 706.86 ft?
Velocity: 183.8 ft*/sec / 706.86 ft* = 0.260 ft/sec

EPA documents and studies have found that fish impingement mortality can be reduced where velocities are 0.5 fps or
less because it alows fish to escape the intake current. According to the preamble to EPA’sfinal Phase Il Rule, swim
speed studies have demonstrated that intake velocities of 0.5 fps or less may result in 96 percent or better reductionsin
impingement mortality for most species.

In addition to these low vel ocities at the river intake structures, any fish or other aquati c organisms that pass through
the trash racks at the river intake structures must travel through the tunnels before reaching the traveling water screens.
The dark conditions that exist in the approximately 210 ft long Unit 3 tunnel and 170 ft long Unit 4 tunnel may serve
as a behavioral deterrent encouraging fish to swim back through the trash rack.

Accordingly, based on best professional judgment and on a site-specific basis, DEQ believes that, if employed
throughout the term of this permit, the following interim BTA practices will minimize impingement and entrainment
mortality and adverse impacts to aguatic organisms:

a. Maintain intake velocities of less than or equal to 0.5 ft/sec at the river intake structures; and

b. Maintain the current configuration of the two tunnel's between the trash rack structure and the screen house.

IMPINGEMENT AND ENTRAINMENT CONTROL TECHNOLOGY PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE
VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-190.E requires the permittee, at al times, to properly operate and maintain
al facilities and systems of treatment and control (and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by the
permittee to achieve compliance with the conditions of the permit.
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VISUAL OR REMOTE INSPECTIONS

VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-210.A authorizes the Board to establish permit conditions to provide for and
assure compliance with all applicable requirements of the law, the CWA and regulations. Federal regulations at 40
CFR 8125.96(e) requires visual inspections or the employment of remote monitoring devices to be conducted at
least weekly during the period any cooling water intake structure isin operation to ensure any technologies operated
are maintained and operated to function as designed, including those installed to protect Federally-listed threatened
or endangered species or designated critical habitat.

40 CFR 8125.96 authorizes DEQ to establish monitoring requirements, and specific protocols, as appropriate.
Provisions for inspection waivers, adverse weather conditions, and deficiency discoveries were developed, using as
a foundation, comparable provisions found in the VPDES General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated
with Industrial Activity, 9V AC25-151-70, Part I.A.2.e, A.3. and A.6.b.

ANNUAL CERTIFICATION STATEMENT REQUIREMENTS

VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-210.A authorizes the Board to establish permit conditions to provide for and
assure compliance with all applicable requirements of the law, the CWA and regulations. Federal regulations at 40
CFR 8125.97(c) requires the permittee to annually submit a certification statement signed by a responsible corporate
officer reporting whether there have been substantial modifications to the operation at any unit at the facility that
impacts cooling water withdrawals or operation of the cooling water intake structures, or if information contained in
the previous year’s annual certification remains pertinent.

FEDERAL ENDANGERED SPECIESACT COMPLIANCE

State Water Control Law 862.1-44.5.A.3 and VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-50.A.2 prohibits the alteration
of the physical, chemical or biological properties of State waters and making them detrimental to animal or aquatic
life, except in compliance with a permit issued by the Board.

In addition, VPDES Permit Regulation 9VAC25-31-210.A authorizes the Board to establish permit conditions to
provide for and assure compliance with all applicable requirements of the law, the CWA and regulations. 40 CFR
8125.98(j) stipulates that nothing in Subpart J of Part 125 of the Code of Federal Regulations authorizes the take, as
defined at 16 U.S.C. 1532(19), of threatened or endangered species of fish or wildlife. Such take is prohibited
under the Endangered Species Act unlessit is exempted pursuant to 16 U.S.C 1536(0) or permitted pursuant to 16
U.S.C 1539(a). Absent such exemption or permit, any facility must not take threatened or endangered species. 40
CFR 8125.98(b)(1) requires all NPDES permits for facilities subject to 8316(b) of the Clean Water Act to include as
a permit condition the specific language of this special condition.
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APPENDIX J
WHOLE EFFLUENT TOXICITY (WET) EVALUATION

Applicahility of Toxics Management Program:

The applicability criteriafor afacility to perform toxicity testing is contained in the Departments Guidance Memo No.
00-2012, Toxics Management Program I mplementation Guidance, 08/24/00, Part 1VV. The Standard Industrial Code
(SIC) for BPSis 4911, Electrical Generation, which isincluded in Appendix A of the TMP Guidance. In addition, the
Instream Waste Concentration (IWC) is greater than or equal to 33% (GM 00-2012, SectionsIV.1.A. and IV.1.B,

respectively).

Ouitfal 001 has not been screened for WET since at least the 1995 permit rei ssuance because the discharge consists of
only once-through condenser cooling water withdrawn from the James River, which isnot chemically altered in any
way. Because the data are 20 years old and unavailable for review, Outfall 001 will be re-screened at this reissuance.

Summary of Toxicity Testing:

« Outfal 002: The previous permit required quarterly-to-annual acute and chronic testing using Ceriodaphnia
dubia at Outfall 002. Tables 1 and 2 contain summaries of the toxicity testing results for this outfall during the
term of the permit.

« Outfal 004: The previous permit also required annual acute testing using Ceriodaphnia dubia at Outfall 004.
Table 3 contains a summary of the toxicity testing results for this outfall during the term of the permit.

The toxicity datafor Outfalls 002 and 004 were evaluated using the procedures outlined in the TM P guidance.
« Outfal 001: Nodataisavailablefor review at this outfall.
« Outfal 003 and 006: Outfall 003 and outfall 006 currently discharge only stormwater with no exposure to
industria activity and therefore require no WET monitoring. Therefore, no datais available for review at these

outfalls. During closure activities, Outfalls 003 and 006 will be authorized to discharge wastewater from
dewatering activities and toxicity testing will be required during this time.

Rationale for Acute versus Chronic Toxicity Testing:

« Outfall 001 (Once-Through Condenser Cooling Water): Asshown in Table 4, the IWCais 96.28%. Sincethe
IWCa > 33%, the acute tests require the determination of avalid NOAEC. Additionally, Outfall 001 isa
continuous discharge with a IWC, of 40.98%. Sincethe IWCc > 1%, Outfall 001 must a so be assessed for
chronic toxicity.

« Outfalls 002 and 004 at the combined flow of 4.2912 MGD: Asshownin Table5, the IWC,is 26.55%. Since
the IWC, < 33%, the acute tests require the determination of avaid LCs,. The IWC,is1.09. Sincethe IWCc»
1%, Outfalls 002 and 004 must also be assessed for chronic toxicity.

« Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 at combined flow of 10.2912 MGD: Asshownin Table 6, the IWC,is
46.02%. Sincethe IWCa> 33%, the acute tests require the determination of avalid NOAEC. The IWC.is
2.58 %. Since the IWCc > 1%, Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006 must aso be assessed for chronic toxicity.

« Outfall 002 (West Treatment Pond) Final Configuration: Asshown in Table 7, the IWC, is 24.78%. Sincethe
IWCa « 33%, the acute tests require the determination of avalid LCs,. The IWC, is1.04 %. Sincethe IWCc»
1%, Outfall 002 must aso be assessed for chronic toxicity.
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Rationale for Most Sensitive Species:

Ceriodaphnia dubia was previously designated as the most sensitive species for Outfalls 002 and 004. This
designation has been carried forward for the combination of Outfalls 002 and 004. During the dewatering activities,
toxicity testing will be required for both Pimephal es promelas and Ceriodaphnia dubia. Language has been included
to allow testing to be required for only the more sensitive speciesif, after a minimum of four tests, results establish the
more sensitive species per GM 00-2012, Section V11.2.B.

Since a more sensitive species has not been determined for Outfall 001, both Pimephal es promelas and Ceriodaphnia
dubiatesting is required at this outfall.

Sample Type:
« Outfal 001: A 24-hour composite sampleis representative of the discharge at Outfall 001.

« Outfalls 002 and 004 at the combined flow of 4.2912 MGD: 24-hour composite samples are considered
representative for Outfalls 002 and 004 for the combined flow of 4.2912 MGD.

o Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 at combined flow of 10.2912 MGD during dewatering activities: 24-hour
composite samples are required since that is the sample type for the chemical parameters during this period.

« Outfal 002 (West Treatment Pond) Final Configuration: Grab samples are considered representative for
Outfal 002 at itsfinal configuration.

Monitoring Freguency:

« Outfal 001: Monitoring shall be performed quarterly until atotal of four quartersis completed. The results
from the quarterly testing will be evaluated to determine if there is aneed for WET limits. If no limits are
deemed necessary, and all tests are acceptabl e, the facility will move to annual monitoring.

« Outfalls 002 and 004 at combined flow of 4.2912 MGD: The monitoring frequency is annual based on an
evaluation of the toxicity testing.

« Outfalls 002, 003, 004, and 006 at combined flow of 10.2912 MGD during dewatering activities: The
monitoring frequency is monthly during the dewatering activities.

« Outfall 002 (West Treatment Pond) Final Configuration: Monitoring shall be performed quarterly until atotal
of four quartersis completed. The results from the quarterly testing will be evaluated to determineif thereisa
need for WET limits. If no limits are deemed necessary, and a| tests are acceptable, the facility will move to
annual monitoring.

Cadculation of WLASs: Acute and chronic WLAS were generated from the WETLimit10.xls spreadsheet by entering
the design flow, stream flows, and stream mix percentages for the respective stream flows.

Dilution Series:
The recommended dilution series for chronic tests are shown in italicsin:

Table 4 for Outfall 001

Table 5 for Outfall 002 and 004 for the combined flow of 4.2912 MGD

Table 6 for Outfals 002, 003, 004, and 006 during the combined flow of 10.2912 MGD
Table 7 for Outfall 002 West Treatment Pond Final Configuration

The recommended dilution series for acute tests for all outfalls and stages is the standard 0.5 series. The only exception
to thisisfor dewatering activities where alimit of 100% minimum applies; then only the control and 100% dilution are
required.
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Stat.exe Limit Evaluation:

The WLAs are used in the Department’ s Stat.exe program in order to perform a statistical evaluation of the acute and
chronic test results expressed as Toxicity Units (TUs). The toxicity data are analyzed separately by species and test
type (acute or chronic).

Chronic Stat.exe Limit Evaluation:

Outfall 002: The summary of the chronic toxicity testing data are shown in Table 2. The results of the Stat.exe
evaluation are shown in Table 8. Based on the evaluation of the chronic toxicity data, aWET Limit is not required
at thistime.

Outfall 004: No chronic toxicity testing data are available for anaysis.
Outfall 001: No chronic toxicity testing data are available for anaysis.

Acute Stat.exe Limit Evaluation:

Outfall 002: The summary of the acute toxicity testing data (Table 1) shows that the No Observed Adverse
Effects Concentration (NOAEC) in every test was 100%. Based on the acute toxicity data all showing no toxicity,
no acute limit was determined to be necessary.

Outfall 004: The summary of the acute toxicity testing data (Table 3) shows that the LCs in every test was >
100%. Also, there was 100 percent survival in 100% effluent in all tests. Based on the acute toxicity data all
showing no toxicity, no acute limit was determined to be necessary.

Outfall 001: No acute toxicity testing data are available for analysis.

WET Limitsfor combined flow of 10.2912 MGD during dewatering activities:

Acute and chronic WET limits were established for the period when the dewatering activities are occurring. The

acute WET limit of NOAEC = 100% and chronic WET limit of 6.25 TU. are shown on Table 6. Therationae for
the WET limitsis presented in APPENDIX E.

Peer Reviewer: Dawn Jeffries
Date: October 20, 2015

Tablel
Summary of Acute Toxicity Testing (NOAEC) — Outfall 002
48-Hr. Static Acute
Moni;ori ng Period Test Date Ceriodaphnia dubia (%)

10/1/2(%10Q—uir2t/21/2010 11/4/10 100

nd
1/1/20211 9%2%6;/2011 V1311 100

rd
4/1/2311Q—ug/r;%r/2011 4711 100

th
7/1/2311?13;;%/2011 7/14/11 100

st
uuzoizénlgtfjgyzolz 412312 100

nd
uuzozlsf\ggjgyzols 5/2/13 100

rd
1/1/203i4ér1r2“;§|1/2014 4/1/14 100
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Table2
Summary of Chronic Toxicity Testing —Outfall 002

Chronic 3-Brood Static Renewal
Survival and Reproduction
Ceriodaphnia dubia
Survival Reproduction
Monitoring Period Test Date (TUc) (TUc) 48-hr LCsg

6" Annual*

1/10/10 — 12/31/10 8/3/10 1.0 1.54 >100
1% Quarter

10/1/2010 — 12/31/2010 11/04/10 1.0 1.0 >100
2" Quarter

1/1/2011 - 3/31/2011 111 1.0 1.67 >100
3 Quarter

4/1/2011 — 6/30/2011 4/5/11 1.0 1.0 >100
4™ Quarter

7/1/2011 - 9/30/2011 712111 10 1.67 >100
1% Annua

1/1/2012 — 12/31/2012 4/23/12 1.0 1.67 >100
2" Annual

1/1/2013 — 12/31/2013 5/1/13 1.0 1.67 >100
3 Annual

1/1/2014 — 12/31/2014 4114 1.0 1.0 >100

* Thistoxicity test was conducted on August 3, 2010, just before the permit was reissued on August 13, 2010;
therefore, thistest will be evaluated with this permit reissuance.

Table3
Summary of Acute Toxicity Testing (L Csp) — Outfall 004

48-Hr. Static Acute
48-Hr. Static Acute Ceriodaphnia dubia
Monitoring Period TestDate | Ceriodaphniadubia(TUa) | (% Survival in 100% Effluent)
6" Annual*
1/1/2010 — 12/31/2010 8/3/10 <10 100
1% Annua
10/1/2011 - 12/31/2011 4511 <10 100
2" Annual
1/1/2012 — 12/31/2012 423112 <10 100
3“ Annual
1/1/2013 - 12/31/2013 51213 <10 100
4" Annual
1/1/2014 — 12/31/2014 A1/14 <10 100

* Thistoxicity test was conducted on August 3, 2010, just before the permit was reissued on August 13, 2010.
Therefore, thistest will be evaluated with this permit reissuance.
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Table4

WETLim210.xls Spreadsheet — Outfall 001

Spreadsheet for determination of WET test endpoints or WET limits

Excel 97

Revision Date: 12/13/13
File: WETLIM10.xls
(MIX.EXE required also)

Enter data in the cells with blue type:

ACUTE 100% =

ACUTE WLAa

Acute Endpoint/Permit Limit

NOAEC LCq = NA

0.31158503 Note: Inform the permittee trJat if the mean of the data exceeds
a limit may result using STATS.EXE

this TUa: 1.0

% Use as

Use as LCs in Special Condition, as TUa on DMR

NA TUa

Chronic Endpoint/Permit Limit

CHRONIC | 3.11585033 TU, NOEC = 33/% Use as
BOTH* 3.11585033 | TU, NOEC = 33 /% Use as
AML 3.11585033 | TU, NOEC = 33/% Use as

Use as NOEC in Special Condition, as TUc on DMR

303 TU,
303 TU,
303 TU,

Entry Date: 10/16/15 ACUTE WLAa.c 3.11585025 Note: Inform the permittee that if the mean
Facility Name: Dominion Bremo CHRONIC WLAc 2.44035533 of the data exceeds this TUc: 7 1.28044209
VPDES Number: VA0004138 * Both means acute expressed as chronic a limit may result using STATS.EXE
Outfall Number: 001
%Flow to be used from MIX.EXE Diffuser /modeling study?

Plant Flow: 157.6 MGD Enter Y/N n
Acute 1Q10: 179 MGD 3.4 % Acute 1:1
Chronic 7Q10: 227 MGD 100 % Chronic 1:1
Are data available to calculate CV?  (Y/N) N (Minimum of 10 data points, same species, needed) Go to Page 2
Are data available to calculate ACR? (Y/N) N (NOEC<LC50, do not use greater/less than data) Go to Page 3
IWC, 96.2819056 %  Plant flow/plant flow + 1Q10 NOTE: If the IWCa is >33%, specify the
IWC, 40.97763911 %  Plant flow/plant flow + 7Q10 NOAEC = 100%test/endpoint for use
Dilution, acute 1.038616751 100/IWCa
Dilution, chronic 2.44035533 100/IWCc
WLA, 0.311585025 Instream criterion (0.3 TUa) X's Dilution, acute
WLA, 2.44035533 Instream criterion (1.0 TUc) X's Dilution, chronic
WLA, . 3.115850254 ACR X's WLA, - converts acute WLA to chronic units
ACR -acute/chronic ratio 10 LC50/NOEC (Default is 10 - if data are available, use tables Page 3)
CV-Coefficient of variatior 0.6 Default of 0.6 - if data are available, use tables Page 2)
Constants eA 0.4109447 Default=0.41

eB 0.6010373 Default =0.60

eC 2.4334175 Default=2.43

eD 2.4334175 Default =2.43 (1 samp) No. of samplet 1 **The Maximum Daily Limit is calculated from the lowest

LTA, X's eC. The LTAa,c and MDL using it are driven by the ACR.

LTAqc 1.280442148 WLAa,C X's eA /
LTA: 1466744579 WLAc X's eB Rounded NOEC's ] %
MDL** with LTA, ¢ 3.11585033 TU. NOEC = 32.093968 (Protects from acute/chronic toxicity) NOEC = 33 %
MDL** with LTA, 3.569201925 TU, NOEC = 28.017468 (Protects from chronic toxicity) NOEC = 29 %
AML with lowest LTA 3.11585033 | TU, NOEC = 32.093968 Lowest LTA X's eD NOEC = 33

IF ONLY ACUTE ENDPOINT/LIMIT IS NEEDED, CONVERT MDL FROM TU, to TU, |

MDL with LTA,
MDL with LTA,

Rounded LC50's

0.311585033 TU, LC50 = 320.939677 % Use NOAEC=100% LC50 = NA
0.356920193 TU, LC50 = 280.174678 % Use NOAEC=100% LC50 = NA
CHRONIC DILUTION SERIES TO RECOMMEND
Monitoring Limit
% Effluent TUc % Effluent TUc
Dilution series based on data mean 79 1.280442
Dilution series to use for limit 88 3.03|
Dilution factor to recommend: 0.888819442 0.574456265
Dilution series to recommend: 100.0 1.00 100.0 1.00]
88.9 1.13 57.4 1.74
79.0 1.27 33.0 3.03]
70.2 1.42 19.0 5.28|
62.4 1.60 10.9 9.18]
Extra dilutions if needed 55.47 1.80 6.26 15.99
49.30 2.03 3.59 27.83

Appendix J - Page 5

%
%



Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Table5

WETLim210.xls Spreadsheet — Combined Flow = 4.2912 MGD

Spreadsheet for determination of WET test endpoints or WET limits

Excel 97

Revision Date: 12/13/13
File: WETLIM10.xls
(MIX.EXE required also)

Enter data in the cells with blue type:

Entry Date:
Facility Name:
VPDES Number:
Outfall Number:

Plant Flow:
Acute 1Q10:
Chronic 7Q10:

10/16/15
Dominion Bremo
VA0004138
002 and 004 combined

Are data available to calculate CV?  (Y/N)
Are data available to calculate ACR? (Y/N)

IWC,
IWC,

Dilution, acute
Dilution, chronic

WLA,
WLA,
WLA,

ACR -acute/chronic ratio

CV-Coefficient of variatior

Constants eA

eB
eC
eD

LTA.c

LTA.

MDL** with LTA, ¢

MDL** with LTA,
AML with lowest LTA

Acute Endpoint/Permit Limit

ACUTE 1.12961412 TUa LCs = 89 % Use as 1.12 TUa
ACUTE WLAa 1.12961409 Note: Inform the permittee that if the mean of the data exceeds
this TUa: 1.0 a limit may result using STATS.EXE

Use as LCs in Special Condition, as TUa on DMR

Chronic Endpoint/Permit Limit

CHRONIC 11.2961412 TU,
BOTH* 11.2961412 TU,
AML 11.2961412 TU,

ACUTE WLAa.c 11.2961409
CHRONIC WLAc 91.6506339
* Both means acute expressed as chronic

Use as NOEC in Special Condition, as TUc on DMR

NOEC = 9 % Use as 11.11 TU.
NOEC = 9 % Use as 11.11 TU.
NOEC = 9 % Use as 11.11 TU.

Note: Inform the permittee that if the mean

of the data exceeds this TUc: 7 4.64208903

a limit may result using STATS.EXE

%Flow to be used from MIX.EXE

Diffuser /modeling study?

4.2912 MGD Enter Y/N n
341 MGD 3.48 % Acute 1:1
389 MGD 100 % Chronic 1:1
N (Minimum of 10 data points, same species, needed) Go to Page 2
N (NOEC<LC50, do not use greater/less than data) Go to Page 3
26.55774229 %  Plant flow/plant flow + 1Q10 NOTE: If the IWCa is >33%, specify the

1.091099928 %  Plant flow/plant flow + 7Q10

NOAEC = 100%test/endpoint for use

3.765380313 100/IWCa
91.65063386 100/IWCc

1.129614094 Instream criterion (0.3 TUa) X's Dilution, acute
91.65063386 Instream criterion (1.0 TUc) X's Dilution, chronic
11.29614094 ACR X's WLA, - converts acute WLA to chronic units

10 LC50/NOEC (Default is 10 - if data are available, use tables Page 3)

0.4109447 Default=0.41
0.6010373 Default = 0.60
2.4334175 Default=2.43
2.4334175 Default =2.43 (1 samp) No. of samplet 1

4.64208925 WLAac X's eA /

55.08544952 WLAcC X's eB

11.29614122 TU,
134.0458968 TU,.
11.29614122 TU,

0.6 Default of 0.6 - if data are available, use tables Page 2)

**The Maximum Daily Limit is calculated from the lowest
LTA, X's eC. The LTAa,c and MDL using it are driven by the ACR.

Rounded NOEC's

NOEC = 8.852581 (Protects from acute/chronic toxicity) NOEC =
NOEC = 0.746013 (Protects from chronic toxicity) NOEC =
NOEC = 8.852581 Lowest LTA X's eD NOEC =

IF ONLY ACUTE ENDPOINT/LIMIT IS NEEDED, CONVERT MDL FROM TU, to TU,

MDL with LTA,
MDL with LTA,

Rounded LC50's

1.129614122 TU, LC50 = 88.525805 % LC50 =
13.40458968 TU, LC50 = 7.460131 % LC50 =
CHRONIC DILUTION SERIES TO RECOMMEND
Monitoring Limit
% Effluent TUc % Effluent TUc
Dilution series based on data mean 22 4.642089
Dilution series to use for limit 9 11.11
Dilution factor to recommend: 0.469041576 0.3
Dilution series to recommend: 100.0 1.00 100.0 1.00
46.9 2.13 30.0 3.33
22.0 4.55 9.0 11.11
10.3 9.69 2.7 37.04]
4.8 20.66 0.8 123.46
Extra dilutions if needed 2.27 44.05 0.24 411.52
1.06 93.91 0.07 1371.74
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Table6

WETLim210.xls Spreadsheet — Combined Flow = 10.2912 MGD

Spreadsheet for determination of WET test endpoints or WET limits

Excel 97

Acute Endpoint/Permit Limit

Revision Date: 12/13/13
File: WETLIM10.xls
(MIX.EXE required also)

ACUTE 100% = NOAEC LCg = NA

% Use as NA

Use as LCs in Special Condition, as TUa on DMR

TUa

CHRONIC 6.51894839 TU, NOEC = 16 % Use as 6.25 TU.
BOTH* 6.51894839 TU, NOEC = 16 % Use as 6.25 TU.
Enter data in the cells with blue type: AML 6.51894839 TU, NOEC = 16 % Use as 6.25 TU.
Entry Date: 10/16/15 ACUTE WLAa,.C 6.51894823 Note: Inform the permittee that if the mean
Facility Name: Dominion Bremo CHRONIC WLAc 38.7992848 of the data exceeds this TUc: 2.6789271
VPDES Number: VA0004138 * Both means acute expressed as chronic a limit may result using STATS.EXE
Outfall Number: 002, 003, 004 and 006 combined
%Flow to be used from MIX.EXE Diffuser /modeling study?
Plant Flow: 10.2912 MGD Enter Y/N n
Acute 1Q10: 341 MGD 3.54 % Acute 1:1
Chronic 7Q10: 389 MGD 100 % Chronic 1:1
Are data available to calculate CV? (Y/N) N (Minimum of 10 data points, same species, needed) Go to Page 2
Are data available to calculate ACR? (Y/N) N (NOEC<LC50, do not use greater/less than data) Go to Page 3

IWC,
IWC,

Dilution, acute
Dilution, chronic

WLA,
WLA,
WLA, ¢

ACR -acute/chronic ratio
CV-Coefficient of variatior
Constants eA

eB

eC

eD

LTA.¢

LTA:

MDL** with LTA,
MDL** with LTA,
AML with lowest LTA

ACUTE WLAa

this TUa: 1.0

0.65189482 Note: Inform the permittee that if the mean of the data exceeds
a limit may result using STATS.EXE

Chronic Endpoint/Permit Limit

Use as NOEC in Special Condition, as TUc on DMR

46.0196936 %

Plant flow/plant flow + 1Q10

NOTE: If the IWCa is >33%, specify the

2577367094 %  Plant flow/plant flow + 7Q10 NOAEC = 100%test/endpoint for use
2.172982743 100/IWCa
38.79928483 100/IWCc

0.651894823 Instream criterion (0.3 TUa) X's Dilution, acute
38.79928483 Instream criterion (1.0 TUc) X's Dilution, chronic
6.518948228 ACR X's WLA, - converts acute WLA to chronic units

10 LC50/NOEC (Default is 10 - if data are available, use tables Page 3)
0.6 Default of 0.6 - if data are available, use tables Page 2)

0.4109447 Default=0.41

0.6010373 Default = 0.60

2.4334175 Default=2.43

2.4334175 Default=2.43 (1 samp) No. of samplet 1

**The Maximum Daily Limit is calculated from the lowest

LTA, X's eC. The LTAa,c and MDL using it are driven by the ACR.

2.678927224 WLAacC X's eA /

23.31981739 WLAc X's eB Rounded NOEC's
6.518948387 TU. NOEC = 15.339897 (Protects from acute/chronic toxicity) NOEC =
56.74685174 | TU, NOEC = 1.762212 (Protects from chronic toxicity) NOEC =
6.518948387 TU, NOEC = 15.339897 Lowest LTA X's eD NOEC =

IF ONLY ACUTE ENDPOINT/LIMIT IS NEEDED, CONVERT MDL FROM TU, to TU,

MDL with LTA,
MDL with LTA,

Rounded LC50's

0.651894839 TU, LC50 = 153.398975 % Use NOAEC=100% LC50 = NA
5.674685174 TU, LC50 = 17.622123 % LC50 =
CHRONIC DILUTION SERIES TO RECOMMEND

Monitoring Limit
% Effluent Tuc % Effluent TUc
Dilution series based on data mean 38 2.678927
Dilution series to use for limit 16 6.25
Dilution factor to recommend: 0.6164414 0.4
Dilution series to recommend: 100.0 1.00 100.0 1.00
61.6 1.62 40.0 2.50
38.0 2.63 16.0 6.25
23.4 4.27 6.4 15.63
14.4 6.93 2.6 39.06
Extra dilutions if needed 8.90 11.23 1.02 97.66
5.49 18.22 0.41 244.14
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Table7

WETLim210.xls Spreadsheet — Outfall 002 - Final Configuration

Spreadsheet for determination of WET test endpoints or WET limits

Excel 97

Acute Endpoint/Permit Limit

Use as LCs in Special Condition, as TUa on DMR

Revision Date: 12/13/13
File: WETLIM10.xls
(MIX.EXE required also)

Enter data in the cells with blue type:

ACUTE 1.21101793 TUa LCq = 83 % Useas 1.20 TUa

ACUTE WLAa 1.2110179 Note: Inform the permittee that if the mean of the data exceeds

this TUa: 1.0 a limit may result using STATS.EXE

Chronic Endpoint/Permit Limit Use as NOEC in Special Condition, as TUc on DMR

Entry Date:
Facility Name:
VPDES Number:
Outfall Number:

Plant Flow:
Acute 1Q10:
Chronic 7Q10:

Are data available to calculate CV? (Y/N)
Are data available to calculate ACR? (Y/N)

IWC,
IWC,

Dilution, acute
Dilution, chronic

WLA,
WLA,
WLA, ¢

ACR -acute/chronic ratio
CV-Coefficient of variatior
Constants eA

eB

eC

eD

LTA.¢

LTA:

MDL** with LTA,
MDL** with LTA,
AML with lowest LTA

CHRONIC 12.1101793 TU, NOEC = 9 % Use as 11.11 TU.
BOTH* 12.1101793 TU, NOEC = 9 % Use as 11.11 TU,
AML 12.1101793 TU, NOEC = 9 % Use as 11.11 TU.
10/16/15 ACUTE WLAa,.C 12.110179 Note: Inform the permittee that if the mean
Dominion Bremo CHRONIC WLAc 95.6122297 of the data exceeds this TUc: 4.97661363
VA0004138 * Both means acute expressed as chronic a limit may result using STATS.EXE
002 Final configuration
%Flow to be used from MIX.EXE Diffuser /modeling study?
4.2912 MGD Enter Y/N n
358 MGD 3.64 % Acute 1:1
406 MGD 100 % Chronic 1:1
N (Minimum of 10 data points, same species, needed) Go to Page 2
N (NOEC<LC50, do not use greater/less than data) Go to Page 3

24.77254884 %
1.045891308 %

4.036726324
95.61222968

Plant flow/plant flow + 1Q10
Plant flow/plant flow + 7Q10

100/IwWCa
100/IWCc

NOTE: If the IWCa is >33%, specify the
NOAEC = 100%test/endpoint for use

1.211017897 Instream criterion (0.3 TUa) X's Dilution, acute
95.61222968 Instream criterion (1.0 TUc) X's Dilution, chronic
12.11017897 ACR X's WLA, - converts acute WLA to chronic units

10 LC50/NOEC (Default is 10 - if data are available, use tables Page 3)

0.6 Default of 0.6 - if data are available, use tables Page 2)
0.4109447 Default=0.41
0.6010373 Default = 0.60
2.4334175 Default=2.43
2.4334175 Default=2.43 (1 samp) No. of samplet 1

4976613864 WLAa,c X's eA /

57.46651637 WLAC X's eB

12.11017927 TU, NOEC = 8.257516 (Protects from acute/chronic toxicity)
139.8400266 TU, NOEC = 0.715103 (Protects from chronic toxicity)
12.11017927 TU. NOEC = 8.257516 Lowest LTA X's eD

IF ONLY ACUTE ENDPOINT/LIMIT IS NEEDED, CONVERT MDL FROM TU, to TU,

MDL with LTA,
MDL with LTA,

**The Maximum Daily Limit is calculated from the lowest
LTA, X's eC. The LTAa,c and MDL using it are driven by the ACR.

Rounded NOEC's
NOEC =
NOEC =
NOEC =

Rounded LC50's

1.211017927 TU, LC50 = 82.575161 % LC50 =
13.98400266 TU, LC50 = 7.151028 % LC50 =
CHRONIC DILUTION SERIES TO RECOMMEND

Monitoring Limit
% Effluent TUc % Effluent TUc
Dilution series based on data mean 21 4.976614
Dilution series to use for limit 9 11.11
Dilution factor to recommend: 0.458257569 0.3
Dilution series to recommend: 100.0 1.00 100.0 1.00]
45.8 2.18 30.0 3.33]
21.0 4.76 9.0 11.11
9.6 10.39 2.7 37.04]
4.4 22.68 0.8 123.46|
Extra dilutions if needed 2.02 49.48 0.24 411.52
0.93 107.98 0.07 1371.74]
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Table8
Stat.exe Results

Chemical = Chronic WET, Outfall 002 C. dubia

Chronic averaging period = 4
WLAac = 11.2961409
WLAc = 91.6506339

QL. =10
# samplesmo. = 1
# samplesiwk. = 1

Summary of Statistics:

# observations= 8

Expected Value= 1.40125

Variance = .706860

CV. =0.6

97th percentile daily values = 3.40982

97th percentile 4 day average= 2.33138

97th percentile 30 day average= 1.68998
#<QL. =0

Mode used = BPJAssumptions, type 2 data

No Limit isrequired for this materia

Thedataare: 1.54, 1, 1.67, 1, 1.67, 1.67
1.66,1
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station
APPENDIX K
GROUNDWATER MONITORING PLAN EVALUATION

EPA published a Final Rule for the Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals (CCR) from Electric Utilities on April 17,
2015. Therule established technical requirements for CCR landfills and surface impoundments under Subtitle D of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). These regulations address the management and disposal of coal
ash including stability, groundwater monitoring, and fugitive dust emissions. Adoption of the federal regulationsinto
the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations is anticipated in late 2015.

CCR Surface Impoundments have been regulated under the VPDES program during their operational life. The
Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (VSWMR) applies after their operationa life and provides for closure
requirementsin 9V AC20-81-370. Their long-term management which includes closure, post-closure, and
groundwater monitoring will be addressed by the solid waste program in accordance with the VSWMR and
regquirements under the EPA rule as applicable. Existing groundwater monitoring, corrective action and/or risk
assessment plans currently in effect under the VPDES permit will remain in effect until such timethat they are
superseded by a groundwater monitoring program pursuant to a solid waste permit for closure and/or post-closure in
accordance with the Virginia Solid Waste Management Regulations (9V AC20-81-10 et. seq.).

The chronology below is a summary of the Groundwater Monitoring Plan (GWMP) asit currently stands under the
VPDES permit. All documents are contained in the DEQ files. This GWMP will remainin effect until itis
superseded by a groundwater monitoring program pursuant to a solid waste permit. The permit contains a specia
condition regarding the transition from the VPDES Permit to a Solid Waste Permit.

1. Theoriginal GWMP was initiated in conjunction with the construction of the North Ash Pond in 1984. The
GWMP included monitoring of upgradient and downgradient wells for Selenium, Iron, Barium, Magnesium,
Manganese, Sulfate and Total Dissolved Solids once per permit term.

2.  TheVPDES Permit was reissued on August 13, 2010 and Part 1.C of the permit required submittal of arevised
GWMP by August 13, 2011. It was required that the GWMP address all active and closed impoundments and
ponds at the site.

3. TheGWMP was received on August 12, 2011. Rather than the technical review being completed in the Water
Permitting Division, the technical review of the GWMP was provided by the DEQ Land Protection and
Revitalization Division.

4.  Comments on the GWMP were provided to Dominion in aDEQ 1% Technical Review memo dated February 10,
2012.

5. Anupdated GWMP was submitted on May 10, 2012.

6.  Comments on the GWMP were provided to Dominion in aDEQ 2™ Technical Review memo dated August 21,
2012.

7. A Groundwater Monitoring Program, Well Installation Report dated March 6, 2013 was received as required by
the GWMP.

8. DEQ approved the disposal of Well Development and Purge Water on March 18, 2013. The well devel opment
water and purge water was proposed to be directed to the Metal Cleaning Pond which discharges through
internal Outfall 202 to the West Ash Pond.

9.  Uponreview of the well installation report in an email on March 27, 2013, DEQ requested the submittal of a
revised GWMP.
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station
An updated GWM P was submitted on July 2, 2013.

Comments on the GWM P were provided to Dominion in a DEQ 3™ Technical Review memo dated September 6,
2013.

DEQ approved the GWMP on September 11, 2013.

The excerpt below from the GWM P shows the parameters that are monitored and describes the process for
determining the monitoring frequency. Figure 1 shows the locations of the 14 groundwater monitoring wells.

4.1 Parameter Selection

The following analytical parameters shall be included for groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells
during each sampling event at the site.

Table D — Groundwater Sampling Parameters

Dissolved Metals Arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium, hexavalent chromium, copper, iron,
lead, manganese, mercury, molybdenum, selenium, silver, vanadium, zinc

Water Quality Parameters Ammonia, chloride, nitrate, sulfate, TDS, total hardness

Field Measurements Conductivity, turbidity, groundwater elevation, pH, temperature and sample
time

4.2 Sampling Frequency

In accordance with the DEQ guidelines, the sampling frequency at the site will generaly be on a quarterly basis
for the first two years of acquired monitoring data for atotal of eight sampling events. After approximately two
years of monitoring, an assessment of the acquired monitoring datawill be performed to evaluate future
monitoring frequency. A monitoring frequency of no less than once per year shall be maintained for the site.
Please note that if statistical analysisis triggered, sampling frequencies may be modified to collect sufficient
datafor the statistical analysis. Changes to sampling parameters or monitoring frequency will be approved by the
VDEQ prior to implementation.

Under the approved GWMP, Dominion began collecting quarterly background groundwater samples for
background data collectionin 2013. Groundwater monitoring was performed quarterly over a 2-year period.
The results were submitted with the VPDES permit application due January 27, 2015.

The results of the 2-year background monitoring study were received on January 15, 2015 with the permit
application.

The conclusions of the report stated:

“In accordance with the VPDES permit, A Corrective Action Plan will be submitted to DEQ within 90 days of
submittal of this report based on data that suggests groundwater quality at the site is influenced by the presence
of the ash ponds.”

The VPDES permit requires the submittal of an annual groundwater report. Groundwater monitoring activities
performed during the 2014 calendar year consisted of background data collection. Since the background data
was submitted with the VPDES permit application, it was clarified by DEQ an email dated February 25, 2015
that the first annual groundwater report will be due by March 1, 2016.
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

A Corrective Action Plan (CAP) was submitted by letter dated April 14, 2015. The results of arisk assessment,
which will evaluate human health and ecological risks related to groundwater at the East Ash Pond was to be
submitted to DEQ by June 30, 2015.

A letter dated June 22, 2015 was received from Cathy Taylor, Director, Electric Environmental Services,
regarding a portion of the risk assessment related to the East Ash Pond drainage feature (Outfall 003). The
evaluation determined that a portion of the water may be groundwater seepage that may come into contact with
coal ash congtituents within the inactive East Ash Pond. Chemical analyses of the water collected from various
| ocations within the drainage showed compliance with applicable water quality standards, and the risk
assessment confirmed that there are no risks to human health or the environment.

An email was received on June 30, 2015 requesting an extension until July 10, 2015 for submittal of the risk
assessment report. The risk assessment report due date has not yet been established as the Corrective Action
Plan has not yet been approved by DEQ; therefore, the 10 day extension for submittal of the risk assessment
report was approved.

The risk assessment report was received on July 10, 2015. The report is currently under review by the DEQ
Division of Land Protection and Revitalization. Therisk assessment will be incorporated into a comprehensive
Correction Action Plan which will be submitted to DEQ for approval.

40 CFR Parts 257 and 261 regarding the Disposa of Coal Combustion Residual s from Electric Utilities became
effective on October 14, 2015. Therule included new requirements for groundwater for coa ash impoundments.
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APPENDIX L

BASESFOR SPECIAL CONDITIONSAND PERMIT CHANGES

Tabulated below are the sections of the permit, with any changes and the reasons for the changesidentified. Also
provided is the basis for each of the permit specia conditions.

Cover Page

« Content and format as prescribed by the VPDES Permit Manud.
« Thelist of outfalls was added.

Part I.A.1

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements— Outfall 001 (Once-T hrough Condenser
Cooling Water): Bases for effluent limits and monitoring requirements provided in previous pages
of thisfact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.1 of the previous permit with the following:

« Theflow monitoring frequency was changed from 1/Month to 1/Day.

« Heat Regected was changed to Heat Rejection.

« Thefootnote changed to show the permit limits were calcul ated based on aflow of 157.6 MGD
rather than aflow of 172.8 MGD.

o Effluent temperature and intake temperature monitoring were added.

« Monthly average TRC limits were added.

e Maximum TRC limits were changed from 0.20 mg/L to 0.02 mg/L.

Part 1.A.2

Effluent Limitations and M onitoring Requirements— QOutfall 101 (Traveling Screen
Backwash): Basesfor effluent limits and monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of
this fact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.4 of the previous permit with the following:

o Outfal 101 was separated from Outfalls 003 and 006 on the permit pages. The permit language
was updated to reflect this.

« Changed the description of Outfall 101 from “intake screen backwash” to “traveling screen
backwash” to distinguish between the two screens.

Part 1.LA.3

Effluent Limitations and M onitoring Requirements— Outfall 203 (Sewage Treatment Plant):
Bases for effluent limits and monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of this fact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.6 of the previous permit with the following:

« Permit limits were added for BODs, TSS, E. coli and pH.

o TRC limits were removed and are now found in Part |.A.5 for Outfall 002 and Part |.A.7 for
Outfall 004.

« A footnote was added referring to the Part 1.B disinfection requirements.

Part 1.A.4

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements— Outfall 202 (M etal Cleaning Waste
Treatment Basin): Basesfor effluent limits and monitoring requirements provided in previous
pages of this fact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.5 of the previous permit with the following:

« Themonitoring frequency for al parameters was changed from 1/6 Months to /Month.
« A footnote was added that Outfall 202 will be retired following the closure of the Metals
Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin.
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Part I.LA.5

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements— Outfall 002: Bases for effluent limits and
monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of this fact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.2 of the previous permit with the following:

TRC limits were added.

Oil & Grease monitoring frequency was changed from 1/3 Months to 2/Month.

1/Y ear monitoring was added for TKN, Nitrite-N + Nitrate-N, Total Nitrogen and Total
Phosphorus.

A footnote was added that the limits are based on a flow of 4.2912 MGD.

A footnote was added that effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond may be discharged
through Outfall 002. TRC limits and monitoring apply if effluent from the Stormwater
Management Pond is discharged through Outfall 002.

A footnote was added that sampling may take place prior to commingling with treated process
wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504 and 505.

A footnote was added that Tota Nitrogen, which is the sum of TKN and Nitrite-N + Nitrate-N,
shall be derived from the results of those tests.

Part 1.A.6

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements— Outfall 003: Bases for effluent limits and
monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of this fact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.4 of the previous permit with the following:

Outfall 003 was separated from Outfalls 101 and 006 on the permit pages. The permit language
was updated to reflect this.

A footnote was added that during the period prior to Part 1.A.9 becoming effective, Outfall 003
shall contain only stormwater not associated with aregulated industrial activity where
monitoring would be required. There shall be no discharge of process wastewater from Ouitfall
003 prior to Part 1.A.9 becoming effective.

A footnote was added that during the dewatering activities when Part [.A.9 is effective, process
wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504 and 505 may be discharged through
Outfall 003.

A footnote was added that outfall 003 will be retired following the dewatering activities at the
facility.

Part I.LA.7

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements— Outfall 004: Basesfor effluent limits and
monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of this fact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.3 of the previous permit with the following:

TRC limits were added.

The monitoring frequency for flow, pH, TSS and Oil and Grease was changed from 1/3 Months
to 2/Month.

A footnote was added that the limits are based on aflow of 4.2912 MGD.

A footnote was added that effluent from the Stormwater Management Pond may be discharged
thorough Outfall 004. TRC limits and monitoring apply if effluent from the Stormwater
Management Pond is discharged through Outfall 004.

A footnote was added that sampling may take place prior to commingling with treated process
wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505.

A footnote was added that during the dewatering activities when Part [.A.9 is effective, process
wastewater from internal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504 and 505 may be discharged through
Outfall 004.

A footnote was added that Outfall 004 will be retired following the dewatering activities at the
facility.
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Part 1.A.8

Effluent Limitations and M onitoring Requirements — Outfall 006: Bases for effluent limits and
monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of this fact sheet.

Updates Part 1.A.4 of the previous permit with the following:

« Outfal 006 was separated from Outfalls 101 and 003 on the permit pages. The permit
|language was updated to reflect this.

« A footnote was added that during the period prior to Part I.A.9 becoming effective, Outfall 006
shall contain only stormwater not associated with aregulated industrial activity where
monitoring would be required. There shall be no discharge of process wastewater from Ouitfall
006 prior to Part I.A.9 becoming effective.

« A footnote was added that during the dewatering activities when Part I.A.9 is effective, process
wastewater from Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and 505 may be discharged through Outfall 006.

» A footnote was added that following dewatering activities, Outfall 006 shall contain only
stormwater not associated with aregulated industrial activity where monitoring would be
required. There shall be no discharge of process wastewater from Outfall 006 during this
period.

Part 1.A.9

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements— I nternal Outfalls 501, 502, 503, 504, and
505: Bases for effluent limits and monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of this fact
sheet. New requirement.

Part [.A.10

Effluent Limitations and M onitoring Requirements — Outfall 999: Bases for effluent limits and
monitoring requirements provided in previous pages of this fact sheet. New requirement.

Part .A.11

Effluent Limitations and M onitoring Requirements— Outfall 007, 008, and 009 (Stor mwater
not exposed to industrial activity) Final Configuration: Basesfor effluent limits and monitoring
requirements provided in previous pages of this fact sheet. New requirement.

Part 1.B

Additional TRC and E. coli Limitations and Monitoring Requirements — Outfall 203: New
requirement. Required by Sewage Collection and Treatment (SCAT) Regulations, 9V AC25-790
and Water Quality Standards, 9V AC25-260-170, Bacteria; other waters. Also, 40 CFR 122.41(e)
requires the permittee, at all times, to properly operate and maintain al facilities and systems of
treatment in order to comply with the permit. This ensures proper operation of chlorination
equipment to maintain adequate disinfection.

Part 1.C

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements— Additional Instructions: Updates Part
|.B of the previous permit. Authorized by VPDES Permit Regulation, 9V AC25-31-190 J 4 and 220
I. This condition is necessary when a maximum level of quantification and/or a specific anaytical
method is required in order to assess compliance with a permit limit or to compare effluent quality
with anumeric criterion. The condition a so establishes protocols for calculation of reported values.

Part 1.D

Groundwater Monitoring Plan: Updates Part |.C of the previous permit. 9V AC25-280-20.
Except where otherwise specified, ground water quality standards shall apply statewide and shall
apply to al ground water occurring at and below the uppermost seasonal limits of the water table.

In order to prevent the entry of pollutantsinto ground water occurring in any aguifer, a soil zone or
aternate protective measure or device sufficient to preserve and protect present and anticipated uses
of ground water shall be maintained at all times. 9V AC25-280-60 Groundwater criteria, although
not mandatory, also provide guidance in preventing groundwater pollution. Also, State Water
Control Law 62.1-44.21 authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the
discharge' simpact on State waters. Groundwater monitoring for parameters of concern will indicate
whether possible lagoon/pond seepage is resulting in violations to the State Water Control Board's
Groundwater Standards.

Part I.E

Whole Effluent Toxicity Requirements. Updates Part |.D of the previous permit. VPDES
Permit Regulation, 9V AC25-31-210 and 220.1, requires monitoring in the permit to provide for and
assure compliance with al applicable requirements of the State Water Control Law and the Clean
Water Act.
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Part I.F

Cooling Water Intake Structure Requirements

Part I.F.1

Interim 316(b) Best Technology Available (BTA): New requirement. VPDES Permit
Regulation 9V AC25-31-165.C requires existing facilities with cooling water intake structures to
meet the requirements under §8316(b) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) determined by the
department on a case-by-case, best professional judgment basis. DEQ staff have determined the
permitted facility to be subject to the 8316(b) requirements because it is a point source that uses
Or proposes to use one or more cooling water intake structures that withdraws waters of the U.S.
for cooling purposes.

Federal regulations at 40 CFR §8125.98(b)(5) and (b)(6) mandate that for permits issued before
July 14, 2018, for which an alternate schedul e has been established for the submission of
information required by 40 CFR 8122.21(r), must include interim BTA requirementsin the
permit based on best professional judgment on a site-specific basis. This special condition
outlinesinterim BTA practices to minimize impingement and entrainment (1& E) mortality and
adverse impacts to aguatic organisms.

Part |.F.2

Impingement and Entrainment Control Technology Preventative Maintenance: New
requirement. VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-190.E requires the permittee, at all times, to
properly operate and maintain al facilities and systems of treatment and control (and related
appurtenances) which areinstalled or used by the permittee to achieve compliance with the
conditions of the permit.

Part |.F.3

Alternate Schedule for Submittal of 40 CFR 8122.21(r) Information: New requirement.
VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-165.C requires existing facilities with cooling water
intake structures to meet the requirements under 8316(b) of the Clean Water Act (CWA)
determined by the department on a case-by-case, best professional judgment (BPJ) basis. Federal
regulations at 40 CFR §125.95(a)(2) allow for owners or operators of afacility whose permit
expires prior to July 14, 2018 to request the Director establish an alternate schedule for the
submission of the information required in 40 CFR 8122.21(r) when making application for this
permit. If the owner or operator of the facility demonstrates that it could not develop the required
information by the applicable date of submission, DEQ must establish an aternate schedule for
the submission of the required information.

DEQ staff received awritten request from the permittee, with the permit application received
January 15, 2015, requesting an alternate schedule (see Appendix E). Upon review of the
request, DEQ staff determined the permittee successfully demonstrated the inability to reasonably
develop the required information by their reissuance application due date, thereby qualifying for
an alternate schedul e to be established.

Federal regulations at 40 CFR 8125.98(a) requires the review, for completeness, of the materials
submitted by the applicant under 40 CFR §122.21(r) at the time of any application for a
subsequent permit. To facilitate a determination of atimely and complete reissuance application
in compliance with Part 11.M of this permit, the Alternate Schedule for this facility has been
established to require submission of the 40 CFR 8§122.21(r) information to the DEQ-V alley
Regiona Office by no later than 270 days prior to the expiration date of this permit.
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Part |.F.4

Visual or Remote Inspections. New requirement. VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-210.A
authorizes the Board to establish permit conditions to provide for and assure compliance with al
applicable requirements of the law, the CWA and regulations. Federal regulations at 40 CFR
§125.96(e) requires visual inspections or the employment of remote monitoring devices to be
conducted at |east weekly during the period any cooling water intake structureis in operation to
ensure any technologies operated are maintained and operated to function as designed, including
those installed to protect Federally-listed threatened or endangered species or designated critical
habitat.

40 CFR 8125.96 authorizes DEQ to establish monitoring requirements, and specific protocols, as
appropriate. Provisions for inspection waivers, adverse weather conditions, and deficiency
discoveries were developed, using as a foundation, comparable provisions found in the VPDES
General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity, 9VAC25-151-70,
Part I.LA.2.e, A.3and A.6.b.

Part I.F.5

Annual Certification Statements. New requirement. VPDES Permit Regulation 9VAC25-31-
210.A authorizes the Board to establish permit conditions to provide for and assure compliance
with all applicable requirements of the law, the CWA and regulations. Federal regulations at 40
CFR 8§125.97(c) requires the permittee to annually submit a certification statement signed by a
responsi ble corporate officer reporting whether there have been substantial modifications to the
operation at any unit at the facility that impacts cooling water withdrawals or operation of the
cooling water intake structures, or if information contained in the previous year’s annual
certification remains pertinent.

Part 1.F.6

Measuresto protect Federally-listed Threatened or Endangered Species, designated critical
habitat, and fragile species or shellfish: New requirement. VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-
31-330 authorizes the board to include conditions in the permit in response to advice submitted in
writing to the DEQ from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Marine Fisheries
Service, or any other state or federal agency with jurisdiction over fish, wildlife, or public health
that the imposition of specified conditions are necessary to avoid substantial impairment of fish,
shellfish, or wildlife resources and to the extent the board determines the conditions are necessary
to carry out the provisions of the regulation, the law and of the CWA.

In addition, VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-165.C requires existing facilities with
cooling water intake structures to meet requirements under section 316(b) of the Clean Water Act
determined by the department on a case-by-case, best professional judgment (BPJ) basis. 40 CFR
§8125.94(a)(1), 125.94(g), 125.96(g), and 125.97(g) authorize DEQ to establish additional

control measures, monitoring, and reporting requirements in the permit designed to minimize
incidental take, reduce or remove more than minor detrimental effectsto Federally-listed
threatened or endangered species or designated critical habitat, or avoid jeopardizing Federally-
listed species or destroying or adversely modifying designated critical habitat (e.g. prey base).

40 CFR CFR 8125.96(g) mandates that DEQ require monitoring associated with any additional
measures designed to minimize incidental take, reduce or remove more than minor detrimental
effects to Federally-listed threatened or endangered species or designated critical habitat, or avoid
jeopardizing Federally-listed species or destroying or adversely modifying designated critical
habitat (e.g. prey base) pursuant to 40 CFR 8§125.94(g).

State Water Control Law 862.1-44.5.A.3 and VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-50.A.2
prohibits the ateration of the physical, chemical or biological properties of State waters and
making them detrimental to animal or aguatic life, except in compliance with a permit issued by
the Board. In addition, VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-190.E requires the permittee, at
all times, to properly operate and maintain all facilities and systems of treatment and control (and
related appurtenances) which are installed or used by the permittee to achieve compliance with the
conditions of the permit.
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State Water Control Law 862.1-44.21 and VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-190.H
authorizes the Board to reguire owners to furnish plans, specifications, and other pertinent
information as may be necessary to accomplish the purposes of the State Water Control Law. In
addition, federal regulations at 40 CFR §125.94(g) and §125.97(e) authorize DEQ to establish
additional permit monitoring and reporting requirements. Information provided by the permittee
under this special condition may be used as a foundation to address other reporting requirements
of 40 CFR §125.98(k).

Federal regulations at 40CFR §125.94(c)(9) and 40 CFR §125.98(b)(8) requires owners or
operators to comply with any additional measures to protect fragile species and shellfish.

Further discussion regarding T& E can be found in the Fact Sheet Introduction, Appendix H and
Appendix I.

Part I.F.7

Federal Endangered Species Act Compliance: New requirement. State Water Control Law
862.1-44.5.A.3 and VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-50.A.2 prohibits the alteration of the
physical, chemical or biologica properties of State waters and making them detrimental to animal
or aquatic life, except in compliance with a permit issued by the Board.

In addition, VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-210.A authorizes the Board to establish
permit conditions to provide for and assure compliance with all applicable requirements of the
law, the CWA and regulations. 40 CFR 8§125.98(j) stipulates that nothing in Subpart J of Part
125 of the Code of Federal Regulations authorizes the take, as defined at 16 U.S.C. 1532(19), of
threatened or endangered species of fish or wildlife. Such take is prohibited under the
Endangered Species Act unlessit is exempted pursuant to 16 U.S.C 1536(0) or permitted
pursuant to 16 U.S.C 1539(a). Absent such exemption or permit, any facility must not take
threatened or endangered species. 40 CFR §125.98(b)(1) requires all NPDES permits for
facilities subject to 8316(b) of the Clean Water Act to include as a permit condition the specific
language of this special condition.

Part I.G

Other Requirements and Special Conditions

Part1.G.1

95% Capacity Reopener (Outfall 203): Updates Part 1.E.1 of the previous permit. Clarifies that
the requirement applies to Internal Outfall 203 for the sewage treatment plant. Required by VPDES
Permit Regulation, 9V AC25-31-200.B.4 for certain permits.

Part 1.G.2

MaterialsHandling/Storage: Updates Part |.E.2 of the previous permit. 9VAC25-31-280.B.2.
requires that the types and quantities of “wastes, fluids, or pollutants which are ... treated, stored,
etc.” be addressed for al permitted facilities.

Part 1.G.3

O&M Manual Requirement: Updates Part |.E.3 of the previous permit. Code of Virginia at
62.1-44.16, VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-190.E, and 40 CFR 122.41(€) require proper
operation and maintenance of the permitted facility.

Part1.G.4

CTC/CTO Requirement (Outfall 203): Identical to Part |.E.14 of the previous permit. Required
by Code of Virginia62.1-44.19, SCAT Regulations 9V AC25-790, and VPDES Permit Regulation
9VAC25-31-190.E for al STPs

Part 1.G.5

Concept Engineering Report: New requirement. Section 62.1-44.16 of the Code of Virginia
requiresindustria facilitiesto obtain DEQ approval for proposed discharges of industrial
wastewater. A CER means a document setting forth preliminary concepts or basic information for
the design of industrial wastewater treatment facilities and the supporting calculations for sizing the
treatment operations.
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Part 1.G.6

Sludge M anagement Plan (SMP) Requirement (Outfall 203): Updates Part |.E.4 of the
previous permit. VPDES Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-100.P, 220.B.2, and 420 through 720, and
40 CFR Part 503 require al treatment works treating domestic sewage to submit information on
their dudge use and disposal practices and to meet specified standards for sludge use and disposal.
Technica requirements are derived from the Virginia Pollution Abatement Permit Regulation
(9VAC25-32-10 et s2q.)

Part 1.G.7

Reliability Class (Outfall 203): New requirement. Required by Sewage Collection and Treatment
(SCAT) Regulations 9V AC25-790 for al municipal facilities. Class Il status recommended by
VDH for this facility on June 3, 2015.

Part 1.G.8

Debris Collected on Intake Trash Racks: Identical to Part |.E.5 of the previous permit.
Specifies that materials removed from the intake screen not be returned to theriver.

Part 1.G.9

Discharges of PCBs: Updates Part |.E.6 of the previous permit. The two previous permits
specified no discharge of transformer fluids in amounts equal to or greater than detected by EPA
Test Methods specified in the Federa register 40 CFR 136, Guidelines For Establishing Test
Procedures for the Analysis for pollutants. Prohibition of discharge for facilities subject to the
Federal ELGs for Steam Electric Power Generating Point Source Category (40 CFR Part 423).

Part 1.G.10

Discharges of Chlorine: Updates Part |.E.7 of the previous permit. Special conditions and
additional restrictions to the discharge of chlorine when chlorination practices are employed.
Conditions and restrictions for facilities subject to the Federal EL Gs for Steam Electric Power
Generating Point Source Category (40 CFR Part 423) and Best Professional Judgment.

Part 1.G.11

Oil Storage Groundwater Monitoring Reopener: Identical to Part |.E.12 of the previous permit.
Most facilities with large oil storage tanks, above or under ground, are required to monitor ground
water under the Oil Discharge Contingency Plans and Administrative Fees for Approval
Regulation, 9V AC25-90-10 et segq. Where potential exists for groundwater pollution and that

regul ation does not require monitoring, the VPDES permit may under Code of Virginia at 62.1-
44.21.

Part 1.G.12

Thermal Mixing Zone: Identical to Part 1.E.8 of the previous permit. Continues the designation of
the previoudly approved thermal mixing zone for discharges from Outfall 001.

Part 1.G.13

Instream Monitoring: Updates Part |.E.9 of the previous permit. Continues the requirement for
the permittee to conduct a previoudly approved monitoring plan. State Water Control Law at 62.1-
44.21 authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the discharge’ s impact on
State waters.

Part 1.G.14

Water Quality Criteria Monitoring: New requirement. State Water Control Law Section 62.1-
44.21 authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the discharge’ s impact on
State waters. States are required to review data on discharges to identify actual or potential toxicity
problems, or the attainment of water quality goals, according to 40 CFR Part 131, Water Quality
Standards, Subpart 131.11. To ensure that water quality standards are maintained, the permitteeis
required to analyze the facility’ s effluent for the substances noted in Attachments A, B and C of this
VPDES permit.

Part 1.G.15

Treatment Works Closure Plan: New requirement. This condition establishes the requirement to
submit a closure plan for the Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin, Sewage Treatment Plant, and
West Treatment Pond if the treatment unit is being replaced or is expected to close. Thisis
necessary to ensure industrial sites and treatment works are properly closed so that the risk of
untreated waste water discharge, spills, leaks and exposure to raw materiasis eliminated and water
quality maintained. Section 62.1-44.21 requires every owner to furnish when requested plans,
specification, and other pertinent information as may be necessary to determine the effect of the
wastes from his discharge on the quality of state waters, or such other information as may be
necessary to accomplish the purposes of the State Water Control Law.
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Part 1.G.16

Reopeners.

a ldentical to Part I.E.10.a of the previous permit. Section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act requires
that total maximum daily loads (TMDLSs) be developed for streams listed asimpaired. This special
condition is to allow the permit to be reopened if necessary to bring it into compliance with any
applicable TMDL approved for the receiving stream. The reopener recognizes that, according to
section 402(0)(1) of the Clean Water Act, limits and/or conditions may be either more or less
stringent than those contained in this permit. Specifically, they can berelaxed if they are the result
of aTMDL, basin plan, or other wastel oad all ocation prepared under section 303 of the Act.

b. Updates Part |.E.10.b of the previous permit: 9V AC25-31-390 A authorizes DEQ to modify
VPDES permits to promulgate amended water quality standards.

c. ldentical to Part 1.E.10.c of the previous permit. Required by the VPDES Permit Regulation,
9VAC25-31-220.C, for al permitsissued to STPs.

Part 1.G.17

Notification Levels. Identical to Part |.E.11 of the previous permit. Required by the VPDES
Permit Regulation 9VAC25-31-200.A for all manufacturing, commercia, mining, and silvicultural
dischargers.

Part 1.G.18

Ash Pond Closure Stormwater Management: New requirement. The State Water Control Law
62.1-44.21 authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the discharge’s impact
on State waters.

Part 1.G.19

Metal Cleaning Waste Treatment Basin Decanting/Dewatering: New requirement. The State
Water Control Law 62.1-44.21 authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the
discharge’ simpact on State waters.

Part 1.G.20

Notification of Milestones. New requirement. The State Water Control Law 62.1-44.21
authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the discharge' simpact on State
waters.

Part 1.G.21

Cooling Water and Boiler Additives. New requirement. Based on 9V AC25-196-70 for discharge
of Noncontact Cooling Water when chemical additives are proposed for which the need for limits
have not been evaluated.

Part 1.G.22

Cease Discharge Requirements. New requirement. This condition isincluded to ensure that any
discharge from during closure activities that exceeds established effluent limitations is ceased as
soon as possi ble once the exceedance(s) is discovered. 862.1-44.15.8.a grants the Board authority
to “issue specia ordersto owners who are permitting or causing pollution (as defined by 862.1-
44.3) of state watersto cease and desist.” 862.1-44.5 prohibits discharges except in compliance
with the permit. 9V AC25-31-210 allows on a case-by-case basis any conditions required to assure
compliance with applicable requirements of the law, the CWA, and regulations. Because the
characterization of the discharge during closure activities cannot be fully known in advance, it is
appropriate to include this condition to protect water quality.

Part 1.G.23

Coal Ash Pond Drawdown Rate: New requirement. This condition has been included to limit the
drawdown rate of the pondsin an effort to reduce the risk of dam stability issues during drawdown.
The drawdown limit was devel oped based on recommendations from DCR’s Dam Safety Program.

Part 1.G.24

North Ash Pond Notification: New requirement. The State Water Control Law 62.1-44.21
authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the discharge’ simpact on State
waters.

Part 1.G.25

Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs) Monitoring: New requirement. The State Water Control Law
62.1-44.21 authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the discharge’s impact
on State waters.

Part I.H

Stormwater Management Conditions
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Fact Sheet — VPDES Permit No. VA0004138 — Dominion-Bremo Power Station

Part I.H.1

General Stormwater Special Conditions: Updates Part 1.F.1 of the previous permit. VPDES
Permit Regulation 9V AC25-31-10 defines discharges of stormwater from industrial activity in 9
industrial categories. 9VAC25-31-120 requires a permit for these discharges. The Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan requirements of the permit are derived from the VPDES general permit
for discharges of stormwater associated with industrial activity, 9VAC25-151-10 et seq. VPDES
Permit Regulation, 9V AC25-31-220.K, requires use of best management practices where applicable
to control or abate the discharge of pollutants when numeric effluent limits are infeasible or the
practices are necessary to achieve effluent limit or to carry out the purpose and intent of the Clean
Water Act and State Water Control Law.

Part 1.H.2

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP): Updates Part |1.F.2 of the previous permit. See
rationale listed above for the General Stormwater Special Conditions.

Part 1.H.3

Sector-Specific Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan Requirements: Steam Electric Power
Generating Facilities: Updates Part |.F.3 of the previous permit. See rationale listed above for the
Genera Stormwater Special Conditions.

Attachment
AandB
Monitoring

Water Quality Criteria Monitoring: New requirement. State Water Control Law Section 62.1-
44.21 authorizes the Board to request information needed to determine the discharge’ s impact on
State waters. States are required to review dataon discharges to identify actua or potential toxicity
problems, or the attainment of water quality goals, according to 40 CFR Part 131, Water Quality
Standards, Subpart 131.11. To ensure that water quality standards are maintained, the permitteeis
required to analyze the facility’ s effluent for the substances noted in Attachments A and B of this
VPDES permit.

Part 11

Conditions Applicable To All VPDES Permits. Updates Part |1 of the previous permit. VPDES
Permit Regulation 9VAC25-31-190 requires all VPDES permits to contain or specifically cite the
conditions listed.

Deletions from the permit:

Part I.LA.7

Internal Outfall 204 — Stormwater Treatment Pond — Permit limits at Outfall 204 were included in
the previous permit for coal pile runoff. The cod pile has been eiminated so Outfall 204 limitsare
no longer needed in the permit.
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SENATE OF VIRGINIA

&, DONALD McEACHIN COMMITTEE ABSIGNMENTS:
S SERATTRIAL, DIBTIIEY ATRICATVIRG. CONBERVATION AN
mbmz:@m;ﬂ&ﬁ%o FRINLETES A0 ELECTIONS,
BRTMBND, VRG A 2302y
| RECENED
November 18, 2015 A NOV 2345
DEQ . oD

Mr. David K. Paylor, Director

Virginia Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 1105

Richmond, Virginia 23218

RE: Draft Permit No, VA0004138 for Dominion ~ Bremo Power Starion, !038 Bremo Road, Bremo
Bluff, Virginia 23022

Dear Director Paylor:

We are reviewing the DEQ’s proposed draining permit for the coal ash ponds az the Bremo Power
Station. Dominion proposes to release hundreds of millions of gal!ons of wastewater from these ponds
directly into the James River. This water is contaminated with a suite of toxic metals like arsenic,
hexavalent chromium, and selenium. The- pubhc needs sufficient time to evaluare the complex
technical issues presented in the draft permit and to0 understand how this discharge will impact the
health of this important fishery and recreational resource. Accordmgly, I am requesting a 60-day
extension of the public comment period.

Sincerely,
/Po'n cu()b

A. Donald McEachin




