RECE;
BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD CLERK'S o:‘rf:EE
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS
MAY 2 6 2006

STATE OF ILLINO)S

AMERICAN BOTTOM CONSERVANCY, Pollution Controj
niro! Board

Petitioner,

)

)

)

)
V. ) Case No. PCB 2006-171
) (NPDES Permit Appeal)
ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION )
AGENCY, and UNITED STATES STEEL )
)
)
)

CORPORATION - GRANITE CITY WORKS

Respondents,
NOTICE OF FILING
To: Maxine L. Lipeles Division of Legal Counsel
Interdisciplinary Environmental Clinic Illinois Environmental Protection Agency
Washington University School of Law 1021 North Grand Avenue East
One Brookings Drive - Campus Box 1120 P.O. Box 19276
St. Louis, MO 63130-4899 Springfield, 1. 62794-9276

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on May 26, 2006 there was filed with the Clerk of the
Illinois Pollution Control Board of the State of Illinois an original, executed copies of the
APPEARANCES, MOTION TO DISMISS and MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION TO DISMISS, of the United States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works, copies of
which are herewith served upon you.

Dated: May 26, 2006
Respectfully submitted,

United States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works,

By: WM

One of Its Attorneys

Erika K. Powers

Carolyn S. Hesse

David T. Ballard

Barnes & Thornburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Surte 4400

Chicago, llinois 60606
(312) 357-1313

THIS FILING IS SUBMITTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



PROOF OF SERVICE

I, on oath state that I caused to be served the attached NOTICE OF FILING,
APPEARANCE, MOTION TO DISMISS and MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION
TO DISMISS, to be served by U.S. Mail, upon the following persons:

Maxine 1. Lipeles Division of Legal Counsel

American Bottom Conservancy Ilinois Environmental Protection Agency
Interdisciplinary Environmentat Clinic 1021 North Grand Avenue East
Washington University School of Law P.O. Box 19276

One Brookings Drive - Campus Box 1120 Springfield, IL 62794-9276

St. Louis, MO 63130-4899

Erika K. Powers
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BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD RECEIVED

AMERICAN BOTTOM CONSERVANCY,

V.

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, and UNITED STATES STEEL
CORPORATION - GRANITE CITY WORKS

Petitioner,

Respondents.

CLERK'S OFFICE

MAY 2 6 2006

STATE OF ILLINOIS
Pollution Control Board

OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Case No. PCB 20006-171
(NPDES Permit Appeal)

R T N N S g N N

APPEARANCE

The undersigned hereby enters an APPEARANCE on behalf of the Respondent, United
States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works, in this matter:

Respondent:

Attorneys:

DATED: May 26, 2006

Barnes & Thomburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400

Chicago, Illinois 60606
Phone: (312)357-1313

CHDS01 DTB 335066v]

United States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works

Carolyn S. Hesse

Barnes & Thornburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400

Chicago, Illinois 60606
Phone: (312) 357-1313

UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION-
GRANITE CITY WORKS

By: C ij“ .waM

Carolyn S. HessR




BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

AMERICAN BOTTOM CONSERVANCY,

V.

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, and UNITED STATES STEEL
CORPORATION - GRANITE CITY WORKS

Respondents.

OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS RECEIVED
CLERK'S OFFICE

MAY 2 6 2006

STATE OF ILLINOIS
Pollution Control Board

Case No. PCB 2006-171
(NPDES Permit Appeal)

Petitioner,

R ™ N NP WP N i S

APPEARANCE

The undersigned hereby enters an APPEARANCE on behalf of the Respondent, United
States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works, in this matter:

Respondent:

Attorneys:

DATELD: May 26, 2006

Barnes & Thornburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400

Chicago, lllinois 60606
Phone: (312)357-1313

CHDS01 DTB 3135060v]

United States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works

Erika K. Powers

Barnes & Thornburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400

Chicago, Illinois 60606
Phone: (312) 357-1313

UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION-
GRANITE CITY WORKS

Frika K. Powers




BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

AMERICAN BOTTOM CONSERVANCY,

V.

[LLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, and UNITED STATES STEEL
CORPORATION - GRANITE CITY WORKS

Petitioner,

OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS RECEIV
CLERK'S OFFEED

MAY 2 6 2006

STATE OF ILLIN
Pollution Contro| B%'asrd

)
)
)
)
) Case No. PCB 2006-171
) (NPDES Permit Appeal)
)
)
)
)
)

Respondents.

APPEARANCE

The undersigned hereby enters an APPEARANCE on behalf of the Respondent, United
States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works, in this matter:

Respondent:

Attorneys:

DATED: May 26, 2006

Barnes & Thornburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400

Chicago, [llinois 60606
Phone: (312)357-1313

CHDS0I DTB 335106v1

United States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works

David T. Ballard

Barnes & Thornburg LLP
One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400

Chicago, Illinois 60606
Phone: (312) 357-1313

UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION-

GRANIYE CI;Y WORKS
By: M%

David T. Ballard
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BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARELE%E('DI‘{:EED
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS MAY 2 6 2006

STATE OF ILLINOIS

AMERICAN BOTTOM CONSERVANCY, Pollution Contiol Barsy

Petitioner,

Case No. PCB 2006-171
(NPDES Permit Appeal)

V.

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, and UNITED STATES STEEL
CORPORATION - GRANITE CITY WORKS

A T PR S S T S N A

Respondents.

UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION’S MOTION TO DISMISS

Respondent, United States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works (“U. S. Steel™), by its
attorneys and pursuant to 35 Ill. Adm. Code 101.506, moves the Board to dismiss the American
Bottom Conservancy’s (“*ABC”) Petition for Review of a Decision by the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency (the “Petition™) with prejudice. For the following reasons, the Complaint
should be dismissed.

1. On May 8, 2006, ABC ﬁle|d the Petition, seeking a review of the Illinois
Environmental Protection Agency’s (“IEPA”) issuance of a National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (“NPDES”) permit (Permit No. IL3000329) on March 31, 2006 to U. S.
Steel to allow discharges of certain pollutants into Horseshoe Lake (the “final NPDES Permit™).

2. Specifically, ABC secks for IEPA to set aside the final NPDES Permit based on
seven arguments, as summarized in paragraphs 20(a)-(g) of the Petition.

3. With the exception éf ABC’s request for a public hearing, all of the issues raised
by ABC in the Petition have been waived due to ABC’s failure to raise the issues during the
public notice petiod in response to IEPA’s proposed NPDES Permit for U. S. Steel.

Accordingly, the Illinois Enviromental Protection Act requires that such i1ssues be dismissed.

[This filing submitted on recycled paper as definied in 35 Ill. Adm. Code 101.202]



See 415 ILCS 5/40(e)(2)(A) (“A petitioner shall include the following within a petition
submitted under subdivision (1) of this subsection: . . . a demonstration that the petitioner raised
the issues contained within the petition during the public notice period . . .”).

4. As to ABC’s public hearing claim, the decision to hold a public hearing lies solely
within the discretion of IEPA. Borg-Warner Corp. v. Mauzy, 100 111. App. 862, 867,427 N.E.2d
415,419 (3" Dist. 1981); Marathon Oil Co. v. lllinois EPA, PCB No. 92-166, 1994 111. Env.
LEXIS 488, *19-20 (Ili. Pollution Control Bd., March 31, 1994). ABC has failed to present any
allegations in the Petition that show that IEPA abused its discretion in declining to hold a public
hearing. Accordingly, ABC’s public hearing claim should be dismissed.

5. U. S. Steel files concurrently herewith its Memorandum in Support of its Motion
to Dismiss.

WHEREFORE, U. S. Steel requests that the Board grant its Motion to Dismiss, dismiss
the Petition with prejudice, and grant all other relief that the Board deems fair and just.

Respectfully submitted,

Erika K. Powers

Carolyn S. Hesse

David T. Ballard

One North Wacker Drive
Suite 4400

Chicago, illinois 60606
Phone: (312)357-1313
Fax: (312) 759-5646

Attorneys for Respondent United States
Steel Corporation - Granite City Works

CHD501 DTB 333672v1
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BEFORE THE POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD CLERKE(');‘:,’:EED
OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS
MAY 2 6 2008

STATE OF i
Pollution Contrfalhéoo;?d

AMERICAN BOTTOM CONSERVANCY,
Petitioner,

Case No. PCB 2006-171
(NPDES Permit Appeal)

V.

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, and UNITED STATES STEEL
CORPORATION - GRANITE CITY WORKS

Respondents.

UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION’S
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISMISS

Respondent, United States Steel Corporation - Granite City Works (“U. S. Steel™), by its
attorneys and pursuant to 35 [ll. Adm. Code 101.506, files its Memorandum in Support of its
Motion to Dismiss, which seeks the dismissal of the American Bottom Conservancy’s (“ABC”)
Petition for Review of a Decision by the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (the
“Petition”) with prejudice. In support of its Memorandum, U. S. Steel states as follows:

INTRODUCTION AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On December 19, 2004, the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (“IEPA™) gave
notice that it proposed to issue a renewal of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(“NPDES”) permit (Permit No. I1.0000329) governing the discharge by U. S. Steel through its
Granite City Works facility of certain pollutants into Horseshoe Lake (the “proposed NPDES
Permit™).' A copy of the December 19, 2004 notice is attached as Exhibit 1 to this

Memorandum. The notice for the proposed NPDES Permit provided that the public notice

' All of the facts stated herein are taken from the allegations in the Petition for purposes of United States Steel’s
Motion to Dismiss. United States Steel, however, does not make any admissions as to the truth of ABC’s
allegations.

(This filing submitted on recycled paper as definied in 35 Ill. Adm. Code 101.202)



period beginning date was December 19, 2004, and the public notice period ending date was
January 18, 2005. Ex. 1.

On January 18, 2005, ABC submitted written comments to IEPA regarding the proposed
NPDES Permit. The January 18, 2005 comments raised the following issues with regards to the
proposed NPDES Permit: 1) ABC contended that allowing U. S. Steel to put additional lead and
ammonia into Horseshoe Lake would be contrary to the federal Clean Water Act and the Illinois
Bureau of Water’s mission; 2) ABC requested that U. S. Steel should be added to a list of
potential contributors to the impairment of Horseshoe Lake; 3) ABC alleged that U. S. Steel had
violated ammonia and “other” limits in the past; 4) ABC requested that IEPA hold a public
hearing; and 5) ABC alternatively asked for a 30-day extension of the public comment period if
IEPA denied ABC’s request for a public hearing. See ABC’s January 18, 2006 comments,
attached as Ex. C to the Petition.” At no point after receiving these comments did IEPA grant
ABC an extension of time to file additional or supplemental comments,

Despite the fact that IEPA did not grant any extension of time for filing comments
beyond January 18, 2005, on December 9, 2005, ABC submitted additional comments to [EPA
regarding the proposed NPDES Permit. In the December 9, 2005 comments, ABC raised a
number of issues that had not been raised during the public notice period. Compare, Ex. C, with
Ex. E. In fact, the only issue contained in ABC’s December 9, 2005 comments that had been
properly raised during the public notice period was a request for a public hearing. See Ex. E.

On March 8, 2006, IEPA issued a final NPDES Permit for U. S. Steel’s Granite City
Works facility. IEPA, however, did not respond to ABC’s January 18, 2005 comments at that

time. [EPA later responded by letter dated March 24, 2006. See Ex. H. On March 31, 2006,

* For purposes of this memorandum, all references to exhibits shall be to the exhibits attached to the Petition, with
the exception of Exhibit | to this Memorandum.

{This filing submitted on recycled paper as definied in 35 Ill. Adm. Code 101.202]
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[EPA reissued the final NPDES Permit to U. S. Steel for its Granite City Works facility (the
“final NPDES Permit™), in order to address its initial error in issuing the permit before
responding to comments raised during the public notice period. See Ex. I. On April 5, 2006,
IEPA sent a letter to ABC explaining its error in issuing the final NPDES Permit prematurely on
March 8, 2006: “To remedy this departure from applicable procedures, we reissued the permit on
March 31, 2006. All comments on the record were issued prior to that date and the official date
of issuance for permit #11.0000329 for purposes of establishing the 35-day third-party appeal
timeframe is March 31, 2006.” See Ex_J.

On April 10, 2006, IEPA separately responded to ABC’s untimely December 9, 2005
comments. IEPA explained that because the December 9, 2005 comments were not submitted
during the public notice period, the comments are not part of the administrative record. (See Ex.
K. wherein IEPA properly stated, “Although the comment letter cannot be entered into the
offictal permit record due to the fact that the letter was received after the close of the comment
period, the Illinois EPA (Agency) offers the following responses for your consideration.”).

On May 8, 2006, ABC filed the Petition, which seeks to have the Board set aside the final
NPDES Permit based primarily on the issues that were raised only after the close of the public
notice period, in ABC’s December 9, 2005 comments. Because those comments were submitted
outside of the public notice period set by IEPA’s regulations and the public notice accompanying
the proposed NPDES permit, the Board should dismiss all issues contained in the Petition that
were not raised during the public notice period.

DISCUSSION

L Motion to dismiss standard.
“For purposes of ruling on a motion to dismiss, all well-pled facts contained in the
pleading must be taken as true, and all inferences from them must be drawn in favor of the non-

| This filing submitted on recycled paper as definied in 35 IIl. Adm. Code 101.202]
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movant.” People v. Pattison Assocs., LLC, PCB No. 05-181, 2005 IlI. Env. LEXIS 580, *9 (Ill.
Pollution Control Bd., Sept. 15, 2005); Dorothy v. Flex-N-Gate Corp., PCB No. 05-49, 2005 I11.
Env. LEXIS 98, *7 (Ili. Pollution Control Bd., Feb. 3, 2005). “A complaint should not be
dismissed for failure to state a claim unless it clearly appears that no set of facts could be proven
under the pleadings that would entitle the complainant to relief.” /d

Il The issues included in the Petition that were not raised by ABC during the public
notice period should be dismissed.

415 ILCS 5/40(e) sets forth the procedural requirements for a third-party appeal of the
issuance of an NPDES permit. Specifically, section 40(e)(1) provides that “If the Agency grants
or denies a permit under subsection (b) of Section 39 of this Act, a third-party, other than the
permit applicant or Agency, may petition the Board within 35 days from the date of issuance of
the Agency’s decision, for a hearing to contest the decision of the Agency.” In order to file a
viable claim, a petitioner must include the following in its petition:

(A) a demonstration that the petitioner raised the issues contained
within the petition during the public notice period or during the

public hearing on the NPDES permit application, if a public
hearing was held; and

(B) a demonstration that the petitioner is so situated as to be
affected by the permitted facility.

415 ILCS 5/40(e)(2). Further, section 40(e)(3) provides that if a petitioner satisfies section
40(e)(2), “the Board shall hear the petition . . . exclusively on the basis of the record before the
Agency.” 415 ILCS 5/40(e)(3).

A review of the Petition shows that ABC cannot make the demonstration required by
section 40(e)(2) because it includes issues in the Petition that were not raised during the public
notice period. IEPA issued the proposed NPDES Permit for U. S. Steel on December 19, 2004,
See Ex. 1. According to Illinois regulations and IEPA’s public notice, ABC had thirty days from

I This filing submitted on recycled paper as definied in 35 IIl. Adm. Code 101.202)
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the publication of the proposed NPDES Permit to submit comments. 35 Ill. Adm. Code.
309.109(b) (“The Agency shall provide a period of not less than 30 days following the date of
first publication of the public notice during which time interested persons may submit their
written views on the tentative determinations with respect to the NPDES application.”).
Consistent with this rule, the December 19, 2004 notice provided that public commenters had
until January 18, 2005 to submit their comments on the proposed NPDES Permit. Ex. 1. ABC
does not—and cannot—atlege that the public notice period was extended by IEPA.

As a result, all issues contained in the Petition that were not raised by ABC during the
public notice period (i.e., only in the December 9, 2005 comments) must be dismissed as
untimely. See 415 ILCS 5/40(e)}(2)(A). As the comparison table below shows, only ABC”s
request for a public hearing was asserted in both the January 18, 2005 comments and the
Petition. As to all other issues in the Petition that were not timely raised during the public notice

period, such issues should be dismissed with prejudice for failure to comply with Section

40(e)(2)(A).
ISSUES IN RAISED DURING
PETITION COMMENT PERIOD?
ABC requested a public hearing. ¥ 20(a). . Ex. C,p. 1.
ABC claims that IEPA incorrectly calculated monthly effluent load No.

limits, and thus set monthly effluent limits at levels that are illegally
high. §20(b).

ABC claims that [EPA made a gross error in setting the No.
concentration-based effluent limits for cyanide. §20(c).

ABC claims that IEPA failed to enter a compliance schedule for No.
cyanide limits. ¥ 20(d).

ABC claims that IEPA improperly granted a special effluent limit No.
for ammonia for the month of March. §20(e).

[This filing submitted on recycled paper as definied in 35 IIl. Adm. Code 101.202]
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ISSUES IN RAISED DURING
PETITION COMMENT PERIOD?

ABC claims that IEPA failed to include effluent limits for sulfate, No.
total phosphorus, and fecal coliform. 9 20(f).

ABC claims that IEPA failed to require U. S. Steel to monitor its No.
effluent for naphthalene, BAP, and tetrachloroethylene at Outfall
001. § 20(g).

IIi.  IEPA’s denial of a public hearing was not an abuse of discretion.

The allegation that IEPA wrongfully denied ABC a public hearing should also be
dismissed with prejudice. IEPA’s obligation 1o hold a public hearing is governed by the Illinois
Administrative Code, which provides:

The Agency shall hold a public hearing on the issuance or denial of
the an [sic] NPDES Permit or group of permits whenever the
Agency determines that there exists a significant degree of public
interest in the proposed permit or group of permits (instances of

doubt shall be resolved in favor of holding the hearing), to warrant
the holding of such a hearing.

35 IlL. Adm. Code 309.115(a)(1). The decision to hold a public hearing lies within the discretion
of [EPA. Borg-Warner Corp. v. Mauzy, 100 Iil. App. 862, 867, 427 N.E.2d 415, 419 (3rd Dist.
1981) (The decision to hold a public hearing “is a discretionary decision to be made by the
Agency.”), Marathon Qil Co. v. lilinois EPA, PCB No. 92-166, 1994 Ill. Env. LEXIS 488, *19-
20 (111 Pollution Control Bd., March 31, 1994) (“Marathon presents no argument that would
allow this Board to conclude that the Agency abused this discretion or otherwise failed to
comport with the requirements pertaining to NPDES hearings.”). As the allegations of the
Petition demonstrate, IEPA exercised its discretion and decided not to hold a public hearing.
Nothing in the Petition alleges that IEPA determined that a significant degree of public interest
in the Permit existed at the time IEPA decided not to hold a public hearing; and nothing in the

Petition indicates that IEPA acted contrary to such a determination. Nothing in the Petition

IThis filing submitted on recycled paper as definied in 35 . Adm. Code 101.202]
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shows that IEPA abused its discretion, as IEPA is free to decline to hold a public hearing. 7d.
Accordingly, ABC’s claim that IEPA failed to hold a public hearing should be dismissed.

CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, U. S, Steel requests that the Board grant its Motion to Dismiss, dismiss
the Petition with prejudice, and grant all other relief that the Court deems fair and just.

Respectfully submitted,

%Mawzr

Erika K. Powers

Carolyn S. Hesse

David T. Ballard

One North Wacker Drive, Suite 4400
Chicago, Illinois 60606

Phone: (312) 357-1313

Fax: (312) 759-5646

Attorneys for Respondent United States
Steel Corporation - Granite City Works

CHDS01 DTB 334346v2
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BEFORIL THE ILLINOIS POLLUTION CONTROL BOARD

AMERICAN BOTTOM CONSERVANCY,
Petitioner,

Case No. PCB 2006-171
(NPDES Permit Appeal)

V.

ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY, and UNITED STATES STEEL
CORPORATION - GRANITE CITY WORKS

R W N A T N R N U N g )

Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT OF CARL CANNON

I, Carl Cannon, make the following affidavit, pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109.

1. 1 have personal knowledge of the facts set forth in this affidavit and could so
testify to them if called upon to do so.

2. I am an Environmental Manager for the Granite City Works facility of United
States Steel Corporation (“U. S. Steel”), the respondent in the above-captioned permit appeal.

3. 1 am familiar with the draft and final permits issued by the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency (“IEPA”) for the Granite City Works facility.

4. Attached to this affidavit is a true and accurate copy of the “Draft Reissued
NPDES Permit to Discharge into Waters of the State,” regarding a proposed National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES™) permit for U. S. Steel’s Granite City Works facility,
dated December 19, 2004, which was issued by the 1llinois Environmental Protection Agency
(the “Proposed NPDES Permit”). U. S. Steel received the Proposed NPDES Permit on or about

December 20, 2004.



Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of
Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true
and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such

matters the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true.

7/

Executed on this 25th day of May 2006.

CARL C ON

CHDSO01 DTB 334753v1



NPBES Permit No [L0O000329
Notice No BMB:04080101.bah

Public Notice Beginning Date: December 19, 2004

Public Notice Ending Date: January 18, 2005

National Pollutant Discharge Efimination System (NPDES)
Permit Program

Draft Reissued NPDES Permit to Discharga into Waters of the State
Public Nolice/Fact Sheet Issued By:

) VRARy
" llinois Environmentat Protection Agency
Bureau of Water, DEC 19
Division of Water Paliution Contral 7 2004
Permit Section
1021 North Grand Avenue East PUBL!C NOT -
Post Office Box 19276
Springfield, Hinois 62794-9276
217/782-0610

Name and Address of Discharger: Name and Address of Facility:
United States Stee! Corporation United States Steel Corporation
Granite City Works ) Granite City Works
20th and State Streets i 20th and State Streets
Granite City, lllinois 82040 Granite City, llinois 62040

: (Madison County)

The lffinols Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) has made a tentative delermination to issue a NPDES parmit to discharge into the
waters of the state and has prepared a dralt permit and associaled fact sheet for the above named discharger. The Public Notice period will
begin and end on the dates indicated in the heading of this Public Natice/Fact Sheet. The [ast day comments will be received will be on the
Public Notice period ending date unless a commentor demonstrating the need for additional time requests an extension to this comment
period and the request is granted by the IEPA. Interested persons are fnvited fo submit wrilten comments on the draft permit to the IEPA at
the above address. Commentors shall provide his or her name and address and the nature of the issues proposed to be raised and the
evidence proposed to be presented with regards to thase issues. Commentors may include a request for public hearing. Persons
submilting comments and/or requests for public hearlng shall also send a copy of such comments or requests to the permit applicant. The
NPDES permit and notice number(s) must appear on each comment page

The application, engineer's review notes including load limit calculations, Pubtic NoticefFact Sheet, draft permit, comments recejved, and
other documents are avallable for Inspection and may be copled atthe IEPA between9:30am.2nd 3:30p.m Monday through Friday when
scheduled by the interested person.

If wrilten comments or requests indicate a significant degree of public interest in the draft permit, the permitling authority may, at its
discretion, hold a public hearing. Public notice will be given 45 days before any pubtic hearing. Response to comments will be provided
when the final permit is issued. For further information, please call Beth M Burkard at 217/782-0610.

The applicant is engaged In production of flat rolled steel products in an integrated steel mill (51C 3312, 3316, and 2989). Plant operation
results in an average discharge of 25 MGD of treated process wastewater from outfall 001, 0.455 MGD of coke by-products wastewater
from outfalt AD1, 0.604 MGD of cold roliing mill wastewater from outfall 801, and 0.20 MGD of iandfill leachate wastewater from outfall CO1.

The following modification is proposed: This factiity was purchased from National Steel Corp. by United States Steel, with the exception of
Landfill il and Landfill V. The facllity no longer use Sintering, and Sulfuric Acld Pickling System has been removed. Internal outfall G014
has been added, for {he landfill leachate, prior to treatment and discharge with outfali 001

Application is made for new and existing discharge(s) which are localed in Madison County, lllinols. The foliowing Information identifies the
discharge point, receiving stream and stream classifications:

Stream Biological Stream
Qutfall Receiving Stream Latitude Longitude Classification Charactertization

o014 Horseshoe Lake 38°% 41 31¢ North 90° 05 28" West General Use Not Rated



Public Notice/Fact Sheet — Page 2 — NPDES Permit No 1L0000329

To assist you further in identifying the location of the discharge please sew the atiached map.

The siream segment recelving the discharge from outfall 001 is on the 303 (d) list of impaired waters  The following parameters have been

identified as the potlutants causing impairment:

Pollutants Potential Contributors

PCBs, pH, suspended solids, excessive algal growth. Agriculiure, crop-related sources, non-irrigated crop
ammonia (unionized), nutrients, phosphorus, total production, habitat modification, stream bank
ammonia-N modification/destabllization

The discharge(s) from the facility shall be monitored and limited at all imes as follows:

Outfall: 001 Treated Process Wastewaler

LOAD LIMITS Ibs/day CONCENTRATION
i DAF {DMF) LIMITS ma/l
30 DAY DAILY 30 DAY DAILY
PARAMETER AVERAGE MAXIMUM REGULATION AVERAGE MAXIMUM
Flow (MGD) Measure
pH 60-90
CBOD, 2085 4170 35 1AC 304.120 10 20
Total Suspended Solids 2502 5004 351AC 304 120 12 24
Qil & Grease 1511 3492 40 CFR 420 16 30
iron (totaf) 417 824 351AC 304.124 2 4
tron (dissolved) 209 35 IAC 302.208 1
Lead (total) 56 17 40 CFR 420 0.09 04
Zinc (total) 12 56 40 CFR 420 0.17
Cyanide (lotal) 19 35 40 CFR 420 01 0.2
Cyanide (available by 11 46 35 1AC 302.208 oot 0.02
0IA 1677)
Phenot {4AAP) 5.0 10 Varlance of 01
301(g) of CWA

Fluoride 834 IPCB AS 90-4 4
Ammonia Nitrogen*

Spring/Fall 584 3128 36 |AC 355 28 15

Surnmer 459 3128 35 1AC 355 22 15

Winter 1501 3128 351AC 355 72 15

March 834 3128 35 IAC 355 4.0 15

REGULATION

35 IAC 304.125
35 IAC 304.120
35 IAC 304.120
35 IAC 304.124
35 IAC 304.124
35 1AC 302.208
35 IAC 302
35 IAC 302.208
35 IAC 304.124
35 IAC 302.208

35 IAC 302.208
{PCB AS 90-4

351AC 355
IS IAC 355
I51AC 355
35 IAC 355

*Spring/Fall is April-May and September-October Summer is June-August Winter is November-February. Weekly average limits
apply for Spring/Fall, Summer, and March. Weekly average limits are as follows: Spring/Fail: 7 0 mg/L; Summer: 5.5 mg/l; March:

10 mg/l. No weekly average imit applies in Winter



Public Nolice/Fact Sheet -- Page 3 — NPDES Permit Ne 1LO000329

LOAD LIMITS lbs/day CONCENTRATION
DAF (DMF) LIMITS ma#
30 DAY DAILY 30 DAY DAILY
PARAMETER AVERAGE MAXIMUM REGULATION AVERAGE MAXiIMUM REGULATION
Qutfall: AO1 - Coke By-Products Wastewater
Flow (MGD) Maasure v
Naphthalene 010 40 CFR 420

Benzo(a)pyrene 0186 40 CFR 420
Total Suspended Solids

Outfall: BO1 - Cold Rolfing Mill Wastewater

Flow (MGD}) Measure
Tetrachloroethylene 11 40 CFR 420
Naphthalene 073 40 CFR 420

Outfall: CO1 - Landfill Leachate Wastewater

Flow (MGD) Measure
Load Limit Calculations:
A.  Load limil calculations for the felowing pollutant paramelers were based on an average flow of 25 MGD and using the formula of
average flow (MGD) X concentration limit {mg/l) X B 34 = the average or maximum load limit {lbs/day}: for outfall 001, CBOD,, Total
Suspended Solids, lron (total), lron (dissolved}, Cyanide (available), Fluoride, and Ammonia as Nitrogen

B. Production based load limits were calculated by multiplying the average production by the effluent imit contained in 40 CFR 420,
Production figures utilized in these calculations for the following subcategoties are as follows:

Subcategory Produclion Rate
Subpart A - Coke Making Subcategory 1619 tons/day
Subpart C - Iron Making Subcategory 7192 tons/day
Subpart D - Stesl Making Subcategory 8565 tonsiday
Subpart F - Continucus Casting Subcategory 8433 tons/day
Subpart G - Hot Forming Subcategory 9187 tons/day
Subpart | - Acid Pickling Subcategory 2370 tons/day
Subpart J - Cold Forming Subcategory 2198 lons/day
Subpart K - Alkaline Cleaning Subcategory 2451 tons/day
Subpart L - Hot Coating Subcategory 2451 tonsiday

For outfall 001: Oil & Grease, Lead, Zinc, Cyanide (lotal). and Pheno! (4AAP); for outfall A0 1: Naphthalene and Benzo(a)pyrene; for autfall
BO1: Naphthalene and Teirachloroelhylene were fimited using Federal preduction based load limits. The following sample calculation
shows the methodology utilized to determine production based load limitations:

For outfall B0 1, Naphthalene Daily Maximum 1.oad Limit = Effluent Limitation from 40 CFR 420.163(2)(5)-BAT x Production Rate = 0.000167
1b/1000 ib product x 2198 tons/day x (2000 Ib/ton) = 0 73 1b/day = Naphthalene Dally Maximum Load Limit at cutfall BO1,

When several subcalegories have effluent limitations for a pollutant. the load limits from each subcategory are added to obtain the total
federal production based load limit

The load limits appearing In Lhe permit wilt be the more stringent of the State and Federal Guidelines.
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The following explain the conditions of the proposed permit:

Special Conditions are used to clarify discharge and monitoring requirements.  Samples for each outfall shall ba taken at points
representative of each waste stream. A Certified Class K operator is required. An Aquatic Toxicity Screening Study must be conducted
12 manths prior to permit axpiration, using Ceriodaphnia and Fathead minnow. Non-compliance loads of zinc may be demonstrated to
not be in vialation of the permit Jimits by submitting calculations for zinc background credits, which will account for any zinc {hat is drawn
into the system when the influent water is taken from the Mississippi River
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Public Notice of Draft Permit PUBLIC NOTics

Public Nofice Number BMB:04090101 bah is hereby given by Hinois EPA. Division of Water Pollution Control, Permit Section, 1021 North
Grand Avenue East, Post Office Box 19276, Springfield illincls 62784-9275 (herein Agency) that a draft National Poliutant Discharge
Elimination System {NPDES) Permit Number iL0000329 has been prepared under 40 CFR 124 6(d} for Uniled States Steel Corporation,
Granite City Works, 20th and State Streets, Granite Cily, |llinois 62040 for discharge into Horseshoe Lake from the United Slates Steet
Corporation, Granite City Works, 20th and State Streets, Granite City, Winois 62040, (Madison Counly). Facllity is an integrated steel mill,
located in Granite City, in Madison County, in Southeastern lllinois. The plant makes its own coke in on-site Coke Qvens. Two lron Blast
Furnaces are used to make molten iron. Steel is made in {wo Baslc Oxygen Furnaces, using scrap steel and molten iron. The steel is
formed into slabs by two Continuous Casters. Steel slabs are converted into rells by an 80-inch Hot Strip Mill, pickled in a Hydrochloric
Acid Pickling station, and cold formed by a Direct Application Cold-Relling Mill. The facility also employs three Galvanizing Linss for
finishing of the steel The final product from the facility is coiled sheet steel, though some steel is sold as cast slabs or unfinished coils,

The Coke Plant By-products (Intemal Outfall A0} are trealed with activated sludge before entering the Blast Fumace Lagoon. Internal
Outfall B01, the waslewaler generated by the Cold Rofling Mill, is treated in an Oil Skimming Basin before entering the Steelworks Lagﬁdi‘i.
Internal Quifall CO1 is the leachate from the landfills at the facility, and the leachate is treated in an Oil Skimming Basin, and then treated
in the Steelworks Lagoon. With the exceplion of wastewater from the Blast Iron Furnace complex including stormwater, alf other
wastewater sources enter an Gil Skimming Basin, and then are treated in the Steelworks Lagoon, including storm water, water from the
pickling scrubber wastewater from the galvanizing Hnes. and all other water sources in the plant  Water generated at the Blast lron
Furnaces Is directed to the Blast Fumace Lagoon, afler reatment in a separate Oil Skimming Basin Water is pumped from the Blast
Furnace and Steelworks Lagoons into either the Terdiary Treatment Plant for filtration, or recycled to be used as source water for the plant.
From the Tertiary Treziment Plant, the treated wastewaler is pumped through a flume and into Horseshoe Lake for discharge at Outfall
001

The application, draft permit and other documents are available for inspection and may be copied at the Agency between 9:30 A.M. and
3:30 P M. Monday through Friday. A Fact Sheet containing more detailed information Is available at no charge. For further information,
call the Public Notice Clerk at 217/782-0610.

Interested persons are invited to submit written commenis on the draft permit to the Agency at the above address The NPDES Permit
and Joint Public Notice numbers must appear on each comment page  All comments received by the Agency not later than 30 days from
the date of this publication shall be considered in making the final decision regarding permit issuance

Any inferested person may submit written request for a public hearing on the draft permit, stating their name and address, the nature of
the issues proposed to be raised and the evidence proposed to be presented with regards fo these issues in the hearing. Such requests
must be received by the Agency not later than 30 days from the date of this publication.

If wriften comments and/or requests indicate a significant degree of public interest in the draft permit, the permitting autherity may, at its
discretion, hold a public hearing. Public notice will be given 30 days before any public hearing

SAK:BAK:BMB:04090101 bah
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NPDES Permit No. ILOB00329
llinois Environmental Protection Agency
Division of Water Pollution Control
1021 North Grand Avenue £ast
Post Office Box 19276
Springfield. incis 62794-9276
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM
Reissued (NPDES) Permit

Expiration Date: Issue Date:
Effective Date:

Name and Address of Permittee: Facility Name and Address:
United States Steel Corporation Uniled States Steel Corporation
Granite City Works Granite City Works

20th and State Streets 20th and State Streets

Granite City, lilinois 62040 Granite City. llinois 62040
Discharge Number and Name: Receiving Walers:

001 Treated Procass Wastewater Horseshoe Lake

AD1 Coke By-Products Wastewater
BO1 Cold Rolling Mill Wastewater
co Landfill Leachate Wastewater

In comptiance wilh the provisions of the lilinois Environmental Protection Act, Title 35 of Ul. Adm Code, Sublille C andfor Subtitle D, Chapler
1, and the Clean Waler Act (CWA), the above-named permiliee is hereby authorized to discharge at the above location to the above-named
receiving siream in accordance wilh the standard conditions and aftachrments herein

Permitlee is not authorized to discharge afer the above expiration dale In order to receive authorization o discharge beyond the expiration
date, the permittee shall submit the proper application as required by the lliinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) not later than
180 days prior to the expiration date.

Alan Keller, P E.
Manager, Permi! Section
Division of Water Pollution Control

SAK:BMB:04090101 bah
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at all times as follows:

NPDES Permit No ILOC0G329
Effluent Limitations and Monitaring

1. From the effective date of this permit until ihe expiration date, the effluent of the following discharge(s) shall be monitored and limited

Outfall(s): 001 Treated Process Wastewater

PARAMETER
Flow (MGD)

pH

CBOD,

Total Suspended Solids

Oil & Grease

lron {fotal}

lron (dissolved)

Lead (total)

Zing (total)

Cyanide (fotal)

Cyanide (available by

OlA 1677)

Phenol (4AAF)

Fluoride

Ammonia-Nitrogen*
Spring/Fall
Summer

Winter
March

L

LOAD LIMITS Ibs/day CONCENTRATION
DAF (DMF) LIMITS mg/l
30 DAY DAILY 30 DAY DAILY SAMPLE SAMPLE "
AVERAGE MAXIMUM AVERAGE MAXIMUM FREQUENCY TYPE
See Special Condition 1 Measure When o
Monitoring
See Special Conditlon 2 60-90 2/\\eek Grab
2085 4170 10 20 2MWeek Composite
2502 5004 12 24 2/Week Composite
1511 3492 15 30 2/Week Grab
4117 434 2 4 2/\Neek Composite
208 1 2\Week Composite
'5.6 17 009 04 1/Quarter Composite
12 56 017 2N\Veek Composite
19 35 o1 0.2 2Week Mathematical
Compaosite**
11 46 001 0.02 2/Month Mathematical
Composite™
5.0 10 01 2\Week Composite
834 4 2Week Compuosite
584 3128 28 15 2MWeek Composite
459 3128 22 15 2\Week Composite
1501 3128 72 15 2/Week Composite
834 3128 40 15 2/\\eek Composite

*For Ammonia as Nitrogen, Spring/Fall is April-May and September-Cctober Summer is June-August. Winter is November-February.
Weekly average limits will apply. For Spring/Fall, weekly average limit is 7 0 mg/L (1460 Ib/day). Summer weekly average limit Is 5.5 mgfl.
(1147 ib/day). March weekly average fimit s 10 mg/L (2085 Ib/day} No weekly average limit for Winter.

**Saee Special Condition 10.
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NPDES Permit No. ILO000320

DRAFY

1. From the effective date of lhfsr permit until the expiration date, the effluent of the following discharge(s) shalliggﬁoﬂnlaréﬂel;d limited
at all times as follows:

Effluent Limiiations and Monitoring

HE —.1 ~.'.‘, .

Ouffallis): AO1,801,C01 PUBLIC NOTICE

i LOAD LIMITS Ibs/day CONCENTRATION

DAF {DMF) LIMITS mag/l
t‘g, . = A
£Sji;?‘l:wnf DAILY 30 DAY DAILY SAMPLE - “SAMPLE
PARAMETER RAGE MAXIMUM AVERAGE MAXIMUM FREQUENCY TYPE

Outfall ADS - Coke By-Pmd;iéis Wastewaler

Flow {(MGD) See Special Condition 1 Continuous Measure
Total Suspended Solids Moniler 1/Month Composite
Naphthalene 010 2MWeek Composite
Benzo(a)pyrene - 015 2/Week Composite
T
Qutfall: B0 - Cold Rolling Miill Wastewater
Flow (MGD) See Special Condition 1 When Measure
Monitoring

Tetrachloroethylene 11 2fYear Grab
Naphthalene 073 1/Month Grab

Qutfall: CO1 - Landfill Leachate Wastewater

Flow (MGD) See Special Condition 1 Continuous Measure
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Spegial Conditions -

Tt
SPECIAL CONDITION 1 Flow shali be reported as a daily maximum and 2 monthly average, and shall be reported on the monthly
Discharge Monioring Report Form. ULV

SPECIAL CONDITION 2 The pH shall be in the range 6 010 8 0 The monthly minimum and manthly maximum values shall be reported
on the DMR form

SPECIAL CONDITION 3 if an applicable effluent standard or limitation is promuigated under Sections 301(b){2)(C} and (0}, 304(b)(2),
and 307(a)(2) of the Clean Water Act and that effluent standard or limitation is more stringent than any effluent limitation in the permit or
controls a pollutant not limited in the NPDES Permil, the Agency shall revise or modify the permit in accordance with the more stringent
standard or prohibition and shall so notify the pegmittee ST SRR

SPECIAL CONDITION 4 The use or operation of this facility shall be by or under the supervision of a Cerified Class K operator.. '
SFECIAL CONDITION 5 For purposes of this permit. foad limits for Phenol (4AAP) have been based on actual plant discharées and are
included in accordance with a 301(g) variance of the Clean Waler Act approved by the USEPA  Any changes to these load limits can only
be made following Public Notice and opportunity for hearing ' -

SPECIAL CONDITION 6 The permittee may show thal an apparent noncompliance-of-load limits for zinc is not a violation by applying
background credits for intake waters and by submission of calculations as defined below

The load caiculations for comparison to Zinc load limits shall be made as follows:
M=(C,-C)xFxB834
Where:
M = Quifall 001 load fimit (Ibs/day)
C, = Outfall 001 effluent concentration {mg/l}
C, = Intake water concentration (mgfi)
F = Qutfall 001 effiuent flow (MGD)
Concentrations limits for outfall 001 are absolute and no background credit shall be allowed
SPECIAL CONDITION 7. The permittee shall record monitoring resulls on Discharge Monitoring Report {DMR) forms using one such form
for each discharge each month. Semi-annual monitoring results shall be submitted with the DMR forms for the months of June and

December, and shall be submitted to the {EPA no later than July 15 and January 15 unfess otherwise specified by the Agency, 1o the
foflowing address:

lltinois Environmental Protection Agency
Bureau of Water

Division of Waler Potlution Control
Compliance Assurance Section. Mail Code #19
1021 Norh Grand Avenue East

Post Office Box 19276

Springfield, lllincis 62794-19278

SPECIAL CONDITION 8. The Permitiee shall be required to conduct an effluent toxicity evaluation prior to the renewal of this permit.
Elements of the toxicity evaluation should include but not be limited lo the folfowing:

A Aquatic Toxicity Screening

Acute Toxicity - The initial acute toxicity testing shoutd be run on at least three trophic levels of aquatic species {fish, invertebrates
and plants) which represent the agualic community for the recelving stream. Suggested species include the Fathead Minnow and
Cariodaphnia. All tests should be done in accordance with "Measuring Agute Toxicity of Effiuents to Freshwater and Marine
Organisms (Fourth Edition)”, (USEPA/G00-4-80/027) and "Environmental Effects Tests Guidelines” (USEPA/560-6-82/002). The
IEPA specifications and guidelines for these tests, given in “Effluent Biomonitoring and Toxicity Assessment - Aquatic Life
Concerns,” must also be met.




Page 5 _ DRagr T
NPDES Permit No 1LO0D0329
DEC 19 sy

PUBLIC NoTiog

Testing shall be conducted on fish over a 86-hotir period while inverlebrates should be tested over a 48-hour peried. Test shouid be
performed on 100% effluent

Special Conditipns

-

8 Sampling Frequency

The test referenced above shall be performed during the finai year of this permit  Upon completion, test results may be submitted with the
facilily renewal application,

SPECIAL CONDITION 8. Samples taken in compliance with the effluent monitoring requirements for interna! outfall AD1 shall be taken
at a point representative of the discharge of Cpke By-Products Wastewater, but prior 1o mixing with any other wastewater sources.
Samples taken in compliance with the effluent monitoring requirements for intermal outfall B01 shall be taken at a point representative of
the discharge of Cold Rolling Ml wastewaler, but prior to mixing with any other wastewater sources. Samples taken in compliance with
the effluent manitoring requirements for internal oulfall CO1 shall be taken at a point representative of the discharge of Landfill Leachate
Wastewater, but prior to mixing with any other wastewater sources Samples taken in compliance with the effluent monitoring requirements
for outfall 001 shail be laken at a point representalive of the discharge, but before entering the receiving water.

SPECIAL CONDITION 10, Mathematical composites for Cyanide (avaitable by QIA 1677) and Cyanide (lotal) shali consist of a series of
grab samples collected over any 24-hour conseculive period Each sample shali be analyzed separately and the arithmelic mean of all
grab samples collected during a 24-hour period shall constilute a mathematical composite.



AttachmentH
Standard Condillohs
RDofinlllons
Acl means the finols Environimental Protection Al 415 ILCS 5 os Amanded
Agoncy means the Hlinois Environmental Peokection Agency
Board means tha lilinols Pollution Conlrol Somrd

Clean Water Act (formeriy refered lo as tha Federal Waler Follution Control Act) means
Pub L §2.500 as omoended 33U S C 1251 ol seg

NPDES (National Pollutant Qischarge Elimination Sysiem) means (he nationsd program for
®suing, Maditying, revoking and reissuing, teminaling, manitoring and enforeing permits, and
imposing and enforcing pretreatrmont requirements . under Sectlons 307, 402, 318 ond 405
of tho Cluan Waler Acl

USEPA means the Uniled Slales Enviconmental Protection Agency

Dally Dischasga means the discharge of a pollutani measured during s calandar day or any
24-hour pened that reasonably represents the calendar day for purposes of sempfing For
poliutants wilh limitations expicssed in units of mass the *daily dischacga® Is calculaled as
the 1olat mass af the pallutant dischargod over the day. For poliutends wilh limllalions
expressed in olher uniis of measuremonts, the “daily dischargs” Is colculated as the average
measurement of the polianl over the day

Maximum Dally Dlscharge Limiation {daily maximum) means (he hiphest allowable dally
discharge

Average Monihly Discharge Limitation (30 day average) means the highos! ollowabla
average of dally discharges over o calendar monih, calculated as the sum of all dalty
gischarges measured during a calendar monih divided by the number of dally discharges
measured during that manth

Averoge Woekly Discharga Limitation (7 day overage) means the highest allowable
average of daily discharges over a calendar week. calculated o tho sum of afl dally
discharges measured during o calendar week divided by the number of dally discharges
measured during that week

Best Managemanl Practices (BMPs} means schadules of activities, prohibiilons of praclices,
mainlenance proceduras. and other management praclices to preven] or reduce the pollution
of walers of ihe Stale  BMPs also Include treatment requiramerils. operating procedures, and
pracileas 1o comlrel plant silo runol, spillage or leaks sludge of waste disposal. or dralnage
[rom raw maleriol storage

Allquot means a sample of specified voiuma used 1b make up a tolal composite sample

Grab Sample means an Individuat sample of ol least 100 milllliters coflected at & randomiy-
selacied lime over o period not exceeding 15 minules

24 Hour Composiio Sample means a combination of al teast 8 sample aliquots of al least
100 erflitilers. colleled at pariodie intervals durlng the eperaiing hours ol a facility over a 24-
hour pedod

8 Hour Composlte Sample means a combinallon of at feast 3 sample afiquols of at least 100
millilters, collected al pericdic inlervals during the oparating hours of a facllity over an 8-hour
period

Flow Proportional Composite Samplo means a combination of sample afiquots of at leost
100 millifers cofiecied at periodic latervals such that clihor the lime Inlervol batween oach
afiquol or the voiurne of each akiquol is proportional to ether the straam flow al tha time of
sampling or the {olal siream flow since the colleclion of the previous aliguet.

(1) Duty to comply. Tha permitice mus! comply with ol conditlons of this permit. Any
pemnil noncompliance tonstidies a violation of the Act snd is grounds for onforcement
action, permi termination, ravocation and relasuvance, modification, or for denlat of a
permit renewal applicalion, The permitiea shall comply with etffluent standards or
prohibilons estabiished uader Section 307(a) of the Clean Waler Act for foxic
patidants within tho Lme provided in the reguiations that establish these standards or
prohibilions. even il the permil hes nol yel been modificd 1o Incarporate e
fequirement

{2) Duty to roapply. i the pammittes wishes 10 continue an activity regulated by this parmA
atier the xpiration dala of this permit, the permitiee must apply for and oblaln & new
pemit. If tho permitiee submils 8 proper application as requlired by e Agency Ro laler
than 180 days prior o the expiration date, this permil shali conlbrua In full forea and
cliect untii the final Agency decision on the application has been mode

3

Need 10 halt or ruduce aclivity nct a defonse. M shuil no! be a defonso for p
permiliag in an erdorcemant aztion thal k would have been necessary o hatl or reduce
the permitted activity in order o maintain complianco with the condilions of this parmil.

¢

Duty to mitlpate. The permilice shall take afl reasoneble slaps lo mininizo of provont
any discharge In vigtalion of ths permit which has a reasonable fikelihood of adversely
afteciing human health of the envirohmenl

(5

-

Fropor operation and malntenance. The penmittes thall at all {imea propocty aperste
and mainlain ail faciliies and systems of treatment and contrsl (and related
appurtonances) which are instalied or used by the permittee o achiave compliance
with conditlons of this permit  Proper operation and maintenanca inckides elfectiva
pedormance, adequate funding, sdeguale oparator staffing and tralning, and adequate
laboratory ang process controls. inchuding oppropriate qualily assurance procodures,
This provision requices dhe operatlon of back-up, or ouxiiary laclities, or similar
svitems only when necessary o nchisve complance wilh the conditions of the permit

{6)

7

{8)

(s)

(10

{1

Pormit actions  This penmit moy he modified, revaked and reissucd, or jerminated
for cause by the Agency pursuanl 1o 40 CFR 12252, The filing of a request by lhe
permities far & permit modification, revocation Bnd reissuance. o fermination o 3
notification of planned changes or anlicipaled noncompliance does ot stay ony
parmil condilion

Property rights. This permil docs aod convey any propeny fights of any sort ar any
exclusiva privilego

Duly to provide lnformation. The parmitten shall fumish to the Agency within 2
reasonoble time, nay Information which the Agency may fequest to delerming whethor
cause oxisis for modifying, revoking nnd relssuing. of terminating Yhis permit or to
delesming compliance with the permil. Tha permittee shall aiso furnish 1o the Agency
upon request. copies of records required to be kept by this permit

inspaction and entry. The pormitlee shall allow an aulharized representative of the
Apenty, upon the presentation of tredentials and other documents ds may be required
by law, to:

{3} Enter upon Ihe permittae’s premises where o regulated facility or aclivily
Iocaled o conducled. or whora records must be kept under the conditiens ol thws
parmi;

{b) Have accass to und copy, al reasonable limes. nny records thil fust be bapt
under e conditions of this permit;

[c} Inspact al reasonable times any facilities. eguipment {including monitorng ard
control equipment). practices. or operations regulaled or requlied under This
pend; and

td) Sample of moniter M reasonable times, for the purpose of assurlng pesnit
compllance, of as olherwise authorized by the Ad any subsiances or paramelers
at ony location

Monioring and rocords.

{2) Somples and measuremenis laken for the purpose of monitering shal! be
representative of the monlored activity

{b} The permilios shail retain records of all monlioring information, including all
catfbration and malntenancy records, and all original strip chan recardings for
continuous moetoring Ingtrumentation, coples of all repors required by this
permit, and racords of all ¢ala used 1o complele the application for (his pemlt, for
a perjod of at lzast 3 years lrom the dale of this permit, measurement. repor of
application. This pariod may be extended by request of the Agency al any lime

{c)

Records of mondioddng information shall include:

(1) The date. exact place. and ime of sampling of mansurements;
{2} The individual(s} who performed the sampling of measurements;
{3) The dale(s} analyses were performed;

{4} The Inohvidual{s} who performed the analyses:

(5) The analytical lechaiques or methods used; and

{6) The resulis of such analyses.

[d} Monharing must be conductad according o test procedures approved under 40
CFR Pad 138, unless other test procedures have been speciied in this permil
where no lest procedure under 40 CFR Part 136 has been approved, the
permitles st submil to the Agency a tos! method for approval The permillee
shall cafibralo and perdorm maintenunce proceduwres on all monitering and
anzlyticat instrurnentation at inlervals fo ansure accuracy of measuremenls

Signatory roquirement  All applications. reports of informallon submitied 1o the
Agency sholl be signed and certified

{a) Applcotion. All permi applicailons shall be sighed as foliows:

(1) For a corporation: by o principal executive officer of el least tha level of
vice president of a person or posiion hoving overnll responsibility for
enviranmenial matiers for the corperation;

(2) For a partnership or sole propriotorship: by a general paines or the
proprietor, respectively, of

{3) For a municipality, State, Foderal, or other public agency: by eftner o
principal eascutive oficer of ranking elected official

(b} Roports. Al reports required by permis. or other informallon raquestod by the
Agency shall bg signed by a person described in paregeaph (@) of by a duly
authorizod representative of thal peeson. A porson Is 2 duly authorized
represeniative only if:

{1) The aulhoriziion ks made i writiig by 8 peraon described in paragraph (a).
and

{2} The suthorization specifiss alther on individunl or a postion rasponsible for
tha overall gpuration of the fachily, from which the discharge originates, suth
s @ piant manager. superintendent or persen of equivalznt respensibilily;
and

{3) Thowritien autharization is submiited ta the Agency



{c}] Changos of Authorization, Il an nulhorization under {b) 15 no fonger accurate
because o difteronl individual or posilion has responsibility for the overnll
aperation of tha faclity. a new outhartrotion satlsfying the requl s of (b}

must ba submifted 1o the Agency prior lo of logether with any reports, information.
or applications 10 ba signod by an authorizod represontalive

{12} Reporling requirements,

(13)

(i

{al Pranned changos The permiites shall give nolice to the Agency as soon as
possible of any planned physical alleralions or addilions lo the pormitled facilily

{t

Anlictpatod noncompllance The pammitien shall give advence notica to tho
Agency of ony planned changes in tha pormiited facibty or oclivity which may
result in noncompliance wih permil raguirements

{c} Compllance schiedulas. Reports of complianca or nencompliance with. or any
prograss reparts on, ltesim and finak tequiremants confained in ony compllanca
schedula of his permil shall be submitted nu tater than 14 days following each
schedule dote

{0} Monltering reporis  Moritoring resulls sholl bo reporied £t the Intervals
specified elsewhere in this permit

(1) Monitering resuliz musi be reporied on a hscharge Monftating Repent
(DMR)

{2} M the permitioe monllors any pollutant more troquanily than requirad by the
pemmit, vsing lest procedures approved under 40 CFR 136 or as specified
In tha porenit. the cosulls of this menitonng shil e inchadad in the calculation
and reporting of the data submilied in the MR

I

-~

Cateudalions for oll limliations which require averaging of measurements
shadl ylilize an arithmelic moan unless otherwise spocifiad by the Agency In
tht permit

{e

-~

Twenty-four hour reporiing  The perenition shall report oy norcomplionce
which may endanget hoalin or the cnvircnment  Any information shal be
pravided ocally within 24 hours from the time the permiitas becomas oware of the
croumstances A written submission shall atso be provided within 5 days of the
tkme the pemmiiles becomes aware of tho crcumstances.  Tha written submission
shall contain o description of (he noncompliance and its cause: the pariod of
noncnpliance, including exacd dates and tima; and if tha noncompliance has not
baan comected the onliclpated tims it Is expecled to cominue; and steps taken
or planned o reduce. efiminale, end pravent reoccumence of the noncompliance.
The following ahall be includad as infermation which rmust be reported within 24
howurs:

(1) Any soonlicipaled bypass wiich exceeds any effluent limitation in the
perini;

{2) violatiop of o maximum dolly discherga limllalion for ony of the poliutanis
listed by tho Agency In the permd to be reporied within 24 hours

The Agency may wakva the writien feport on o cate-by-case basis if the oral
report has been recelved within 24 hours

i) Othor noncompllanca  The permitiea shalt report all instances of
noncompltance not repoited under paragraphs (12){c) {d) or {e}, a! the timo
moniloring reponts rre submiied  The feports shall confain the information listed
in parngraph {12)(v)

{9) Qtharinfortnation. Where the penmitice becomes awaro that if faited to aubmil
any relovant facts i o permil applization, or submilted incorree! Informatlon in o
permd opplicaliun or In any report 1o tha Agency. i shall premplly submi such
facts of Inlommatian

Transfer of parmifls A pennll may be automalically translemod lo 2 new parmiitec
It

{a) Tha currant permiitee nolifies tho Agency at lsast 30 days In advance of tho
proposed tronsfer date:

(b} The nolica inckides a written agreement batwean the exisiing and new penritives
conlalnlng o specific dale for transfer of pornil responsiblity. coversgn and
HNability belwean the curanl and new permitices; and

[¢) The Agency does not natily the exisling pornittoe urd the proposed new
permatica of i3 inlont to madily or rovoke and relssue tha permil if this nolica Is
not received. the transfer Is efieclivo on the dale speciied In the sgreement

Afl manufacturing. commerclal, mining, and siivicutiural gischargers must nollfy the
Agoncy as soon as they know or have raason 1o belisve:

(6} That any activity has cccumed o vill cocur whith would resull in tho discharge of
any toxic poliutant idantified under Section 307 of the Clean Waler Act which s
nol bmitod in the permil. I that discliarge will oxceed the highast of tha foflowing
notiication leveis

{1} Cnehundred micrograms por liter {100 ugdl);

{2} Two hundrod micrograms per fllar (200 ugA) for aerclaln and acrylonfrile;
Tva bundrod micrograms per ther (500 ughj tor 2, 4-dinltrophsncl and for 2-
methyk4.6 dintrophonal; and ona mililgram por les (1 mpA) for antimony.

{3) Five (5) limes tho maximum concentration vakun reported for thal poliomt
In tho NPDES parmit application; or

(15)

(16)

(1n

{18}

{19

(20}

(21}

22)

{29

{24

(25

(26}

(Rov.

(4) The fevel established by the Agency in this permnit

{b) Thal they have begun or expoct to begin to use or manufacture as on intermediale
or final product of byproduct any toxic pollutant which vras nol repcried in the
NPDES permil applicaticn

All Publicly Owned Treaiment Warks (POTWSs} must provide adequate notice 1 1he
Agency of the {oliowing:

{a) Any pew Infraduction of poliutonts into that POTWY fiom an indivect discharge
which woultf ba subject to Sections 301 or 306 of the Cleah Waler Ag) il it were
directly discharging fose pollstanis; and

(v) Any subslanital chango ln ke volume of character of paliutants being inlroduced
into that POTW by 0 3ource introducing paliutanis inte the POTW at the lime of
Isstsance ol the pommil

{c] For purposes of this paragraph, adequate natice shall includo information on [}
tho quality nnd quaniily of efluent infroduced inlo the POTW, and (i) eny
anliclpated impact of tha chanye on the guantity or quakty of efiluenl 1o be
discharged from the POTW

U tha pormit is issued to a publicly owned or pulilicly regulated treatmeat works. the
pormiltee shall require any industrial user of sych reatment works Lo comply with
tederal requirements conceming:

{8} User charpes pursuant to Saclion 204(b) of the Clean Waler Act and appheatis
reguiations nppoaring i 40 CER 35,

{v) Toxle polintant etfiuent standards nnd pretreatment slanuards pursuant 1o Section
307 ol the Clean Water Act; and

(¢} Inspection. monitering and entry pursuant ta Section 308 of the Clean Waler Act

If en spplicabla standard or imiiation Is promulgated under Section 301 (B)(2HC) and
{D}, 304(b}{2). or 207(a)(2) and that eflfluent standard or limitation is more stringent
that any offluent limitation in the permit, or controls a pofiulant nol limited in the
pesmi, the parmil shall be premplly modified of revoked, and reissued to conform lo
that effluanl standard or Emiation

Any authorization to constiuct Issued 10 the permitlee pursuant 1o 35 #i Adm Code
309.154 Is hereby incorporaied by referenca as a condilion of this parmit

The permitica shall not make any false slaleman, iepresentation o corlification in any
applicatlon. record, cepon, plan or Gther document submitted (o the Agency or the
USEPA, or required to be malalted under this pemmil

The Clean Witer Acl provides 1hat ohy person who wislates a8 permi conddion
implomonting Soctions 301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 348, or 405 of the Clean Water Acl
Is subject to a civil penalty nol to excood $10,000 per doy of such violalion  Any
person who willlully of negligently violates permit conditions Implemenilng Sections
301,302, 306, 307, or 308 of the Clean Water Act is subject to a fine of not Jess than
$2,500 nor more thon $25.000 per day of viglalion. or by Imprisonment for nol more
then one yoar. o: both.

The Clean Waler Act provides thal any person who faisHies. fampers with of
knowingly renders inacturale any maniloring  dovice or method required to be
mainlalned undee parmit shall, upon conviction ba punished by & fine of not more than
$10,000 per vialation. or by impnisonment for nal moare than G moaths per viclalion or
by both

The Clenn Waler Act provides Ihal any persen who knowingly makes any false
statement, representalion, or cedtificotion In any recard or other document submitled
of required lo be malntained under this permit shall including rionitering repuits o
reports of compliance or non-compliance shal, upon conviction be punished by a fine
of not mave than $10.000 per violatien. or by Impri it for nol more than & meaths
per violallon. or by tolh

Coliaciad screaning, slurries. sfudges, Bnd other solids shafl be dispased of in such
amanner as 1o provent antry of those wasies (or runc!l from the wastes) into walers
of the Stats  Tho proper authorization for such disposal shall bo obtained from the
Agency and is incorporsted as pan hereof by referenco

in case of confict batween thaso stendard conditions and any ofher condiben(s)
intluded In this permit. the ciher condition(s) shall govem

The patmities sholt comply with, in additlon to the requirements of the permit, aft
applicablo provisiong of 35 Il Adm Code. Sublitte C, Sublilio D, Sublitle E and all
applcabie orders of tho Beard

‘The provisions of this permit are severabie, ond If eny provision of this permil. or tha

application of any provision of this perrnit is held invalid. the remaining provisions of
this permit shall continue In fuli force and effect .

3.13.96}
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