
ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROLBOARD
April 27, 1978

CENTRAL ILLINOIS PUBLIC SERVICE )
COMPANY(COFFEEN POWERSTATION),

Petitioner,

v. ) PCB 77—221

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION )
AGENCY,

Respondent.

ANN L. CARR, ASSISTANT ATTORNEYGENERAL, APPEAREDON BEHALF OF
PETITIONER;
THOMASL. COCHRAN, SORLING, NORTHRUP, HANNA, CULLEN & COCHRAN,
APPEAREDON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT.

OPINION AND ORDEROF THE BOARD (by Mr. Goodman):

On August 31, 1977, Central Illinois Public Service Company
(CIPS) filed a petition requesting the Board to extend a variance
granted CIPS on May 26, 1977 in PCB 77-2. CIPS requests relief
from the total suspended solids, total dissolved solids, total
iron, and pH concentration effluent standards of Rule 408(a) of
Chapter 3: Water Pollution, and from the phosphorus, total dis-
solved solids, sulfate and boron water quality standards of Rules
203(c) and (f) of Chapter 3.

Hearing was held in this matter on December 21, 1977. Due
to weather conditions, the Hearing Officer assigned to this matter
was unable to attend the hearing. The parties carried on without
the Hearing Officer, generating a 16 page record, most of which
concerns the fact that the Hearing Officer was not present. Both
parties stipulated that what was in the record would be the testi-
mony which would be presented if there were a Hearing Officer
present. In addition it was noted on the record that no members
of the public were present. Considering the conditions, the Board
will accept the record as a stipulation of testimony and will deem
a hearing to have been held in this matter according to the Pro-
cedural Rules.
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In addition to the wastewater treatment facility CIPS proposes
to follow interim measures to control the effluent wastewater from
Coffeen Power Station as enumerated in paragraph (7) of the peti-
tion. CIPS will also continue to sample Coffeen Lake as it has
done since 1965, and biological analysis will be performed for the
Lake, for any discharge from the Lake into the east fork of Shoal
Creek and for the east fork of Shoal Creek both upstream and down—
stream of the dam spillway discharge, all as noted in paragraph
(8) of the petition. With regard to the effluent, the period of
time for which a variance from Rule 408 is sought is until September,
1979. With regard to Rule 203, however, the time period is unde-
termined since the water quality standards for total dissolved
solids, phosphorus, sulfate~ and boron couid conceivably be exceeded
for some time after start—up of the wastewater treatment facility.
The Board will therefore grant variance from Rule 203 with respect
to the aforementioned parameters until September, 1981.

This Opinion constitutes the findings of fact and conclusions
of law of the Board in this matter,

ORDER

It is the Order of the Pollution Control Board that Central
Illinois Public Service Company be granted variance for Coffeen
Power Station and Coffeen Lake from Rule 408(a) of Chapter 3 of
the Board’s Regulations with respect to total suspendedsolids,
total dissolved solids, total iron, and pH concentrations until
September 1, 1979, and from Rule 203 with respect to phosphorus,
total dissolved solids, sulfate, and total boron concentrations
until September 1, 1981, subject to the following conditions:

1. Interim effluent limitations shall be those
values represented in Table 1.2-1 of Exhibit
1 to the extent consistent with U.S. EPA BPT
promulgated standards.

2. Central Illinois Public Service Company nhai~
execute the interim measures proposed in para-
graph (7) of the petition herein.

3. Central Illinois Public Service Company shall
execute the improvement program for the waste-
water treatment facilities in accordance with
the time frame set forth in Exhibit 3.
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