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Applications pending over 365 days

None



Permits Issued since 1/1/2017:

Acme Brick
E. J. Swaffer
Roy D. Smith

Hensley Dozer & Backhoe, Inc.

Wheeler Trucking
Select Sands Corporation
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Memorandum

DATE: April 7, 2017
TO: LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
FROM: BECKY W. KEOGH, DIRECTOR

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RE: SECTION 39 of ACT 249 OF THE 2016 REGULAR
SESSION OF THE ARKANSAS GENERAL ASSEMBLY

As provided by Section 39 of Act 249 of the 2016 Regular Session, the Arkansas Department
of Environmental Quality (“Department”) presents the number and type of administrative
enforcement actions initiated by the Department and the geographic location of each violation.
This information is contained in the attached copies of the Public Notice for the period of
January 1, 2017 through March 31, 2017. Pursuant to A.C.A. § 8-4-103(d)(1) the Department
is required to Public Notice any administrative enforcement order and the notice must include
the type of enforcement action, the geographic location of the violation, and the amount of
penalty assessed. (See Attachment) The total number of administrative enforcement actions
initiated during this time period is 25.

There were no Civil Complaints filed for the reporting period of January 1, 2017 through
March 31, 2017.

The Department presents the total amount of fines and collections from Supplemental
Environmental Projects verified by the Department for the period of January 1, 2017 through
March 31, 2017:

Civil Penalties Collected $114,535.00

Supplemental
Environmental Projects
Verified $0.00
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CONSENT ADM™ISTRATIVE ORD™™S

West Fraser, Inc. (Leola Lumber Mill), Grant County, Office of Air Quality, $3,200.00
Penalty, LIS No. 16-104

Valley Plating Works Inc., Faulkner County, Office of Air Quality, $750.00 Penalty, LIS No.
16-105

Clean Harbors El Dorado, LLC, Union County, Office of Water Quality, $33,000.00 Penalty,
LIS No. 16-106

AMENDMENT NO. 001 CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

City of Bearden, Ouachita County, Office of Water Quality, No Penalty, LIS No. 15-108-001

Dated this 10th day of January 2017
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

City of Wrightsville, Pulaski County, Office of Water Quality, $§4,325.00 Penalty, LIS No. 16-
095

Specialty Minerals Inc., Little River County, Office of Air Qué]ity, $3,700.00 Penalty, LIS No.

17-001

Kiswire Pine Bluff, Inc., Jefferson County, Office of Land Resources, $15,500.00 Penalty, LIS
No. 17-002

Dated this 25th day of January 2017
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

SECOND AMENDMENT TO ELECTIVE SITE CLEAN-UP
AGREEMENT LIS 10-024

JBD INC,, Pulaski County, Office of Land Resources, No Penalty, LIS No. 10-024-002
DEFAULT ADMINISTRATIVE O™ "ER

Stephens-Baker Development, Inc. d/b/a SBDI Builders, Garland County, Office of Water
Quality, $7,800.00 Penalty, LIS No. 16-083
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CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

The Village at Shiloh Owners Association, Inc., Cleburne County, Office of Water Quality,
$1,000.00 Penalty, LIS No. 17-003

Martin Operating Partnership L.P., Union County, Office of Air Quality, $2,400.00 Penalty,
LIS No. 17-004

City of Pine Bluff, Jefferson County, Office of Air Quality, $12,000.00 Penalty, LIS No. 17-
005

Pine Bluff Sand and Gravel Company-River Mountain Quarry, Logan County, Ofﬁce of Air
Quality, $875.00 Penalty, LIS No. 17-006

SGL GE Carbon LLC, Franklin County, Office of Air Quality, $4,200.00 Penalty, LIS No. 17-
007

Clean Harbors El Dorado, LLC, Union County, Office of Air Quality, $1,800.00 Penalty, LIS
No. 17-008

KNL Holdings, LLC, Greene County, Office of Air Quality, $2,400.00 Penalty, LIS No. 17-
009

Jet Asphalt & Rock Co., Inc.-Fordyce Plant, Dallas County, Office of Air Quality, $400.00
Penalty, LIS No. 17-010

Dated this 10th day of February 2017
Becky W, Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

H.G. Toler & Son Lumber Company, Inc., Grant County, Office of Air Quality, $4,800.00
Penalty, LIS No. 17-012

Elite Investments, LLC, Greene County, Office of Water Quality, $3,000.00 Penalty, LIS No.
17-013

Maples Development Company, LLC, Saline County, Office of Water Quality, $4,250.00
Penalty, LIS No. 17-014

Dated this 25th day of February 2017
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality
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CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

Harmon Road Properties, LLC, Washington County, Officc of Water Quality, $1,600.00
Penalty, LIS No. 17-015

Idaho Timber of Carthage, LLC, Dallas County, Office of Air Quality, $6,600.00 Penalty, LIS
No. 17-016

Domtar A.W. LL.C, Little River County, Office of Land Resources, No Penalty, LIS No. 17-
017

Dated this10th day of March 2017
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

Harmony Baptist Church, North Little Rock, Arkansas d/b/a Harmony Baptist Church,
Faulkner County, Office of Air Quality, $100.00 Penalty, LIS No. 17-019

Dated this25th day of March 2017
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality
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ARKANSAS POLLUTION CONTROL AND ECOLOGY COMMISSION
QUARTERLY REPORT TO ARKANSAS LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
ON RULEMAKING ACTIVITIES

Months In Quarter: January, February, and March 2017

1. Regulation Number and Name: Resgulation No. Z, River Valley
Regional Water District Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 06-
003-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: River Valley Regional Water
District (“RVRWD”).

b. Description: RVRWD filed its request to initiate
rulemaking on January 13, 2006, Proposed changes involve
amending Regulation No. 2 to include amending Section 2.304 to
establish a procedure by which regional water districts and
other public water authorities would be able to reguest approval
from the Pollution Control & Ecclogy Commission to use a water
boedy designated as extra-ordinary resource waters as a source of
drinking water supply.

The Arkansas Pollution Ceontrcl & Ecology Commission
{(“Commission”) adopted the motion to withdraw the rulemaking
request and closed the docket at its January 27, 2017 meeting.

c. Justification: These amendments establish a procedure by
which regional water distribution districts and other public
water authorities would be abkle to reguest approval from the
Commission to use Extraordinary Rescurce Waters as a source of
drinking water supply.

d. Economic Impact: RVRWD states that there will be no
cost to the agency. The amendments will have no financial
impact on small business.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No environmental
benefit analysis is required for this regulation.
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2. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2, Lion 0Qil
Company Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 13-001I-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: Licn Oil Company.

b. Description: Lion 0©il Ccmpany (“Lion 0il”) filed its
request to initiate rulemaking on January 11, 2013. Lion Oil
proposes to change the Typical Gulf Coastal Fishery use
designation for Loutre Creek; change the selenium water quality
criterion for Loutre Creek; change the chloride, sulfate and
total dissolved solids (“TDS”) criteria for Loutre Creek; change
the sulfate and TDS criteria for the next downstream segment of
Bayou de Loutre; and change the sulfate criteria for the
remaining downstream segments of Bayocu de Loutre to the
Louisiana State line.

The Commission 1is waiting on & request by Lion 0Oil to
initiate rulemaking.

c. Justification: These regulatory changes are critically
important tc Lion 0Oil. Reascnably available control technolcgy
does not exist that wculd allow Lion 0il to consistently meet
these limits. The proposed rule will revise the dissclved
minerals and selenium water quality criteria in Loutre Creek and
change the fishery use designation for Loutre Creek tc a new
sub-category of fishery referred to as a Limited Gulf Coastal
Fishery. The proposed rule will also revise the «c¢hloride,
sulfate, and the TDS criteria for one downstream segment in
Baycu de Loutre; the sulfate and TDS criteria for the next
downstream segment in Bayou de Loutre; and the sulfate criteria
for the remaining downstream segments of Bayou de Loutre to the
Louisiana State line.

d. Economic Impact: Nc entities would suffer negative
economic impact as a result of the proposed rule.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: The proposed rule will
revise the chloride, sulfate, TDS, and selenium water quality
criteria in Loutre Creek, and change the fishery use designaticn
for Loutre Creek to a new subcategory of fishery referred to as
a Limited Gulf Coastal Fishery reflecting the long term
historical in-stream concentrations and uses. The proposed rule
will also revise the chloride, sulfate, and TDS criteria for one
downstream segment in Bayou de Loutre; the sulfate and TDS
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criteria for the next downstream segment in Bayou de Loutre; and
the sulfate criteria for the remaining downstream segments of
Bayou de Loutre to the Louisiana State Line. These changes will
not adversely impact the environment.

3. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2, Tyson Foods
Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 13-005-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: Tyson Foods Inc. - Waldron ?Plant
(“Tyson”) '

b. Description: Tyson Foods filed its request to initiate
rulemaking on April 9, 2013. Tyson proposes to revise Regulation
2 by modifying the state water quality standards for chloride,
sulfates, and total dissolved solids.

The Commission adopted the minute order initiating the
rulemaking process on May 23, 2013, and no final decision has
reen made.

c. Justification: There is no current economically feasible
treatment technology for the removal of the minerals. Reverse
osmosis treatment technology is not cost effective and generates
a concentrated waste stream that 1s environmentally difficult to
dispose of. That technology 1is not required te meet the
designated uses and would produce no significant environmental
protection.

d. Economic Impact: This rulemaking has no impact to the
environment that would not have otherwise occurred.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.
4. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2 City of
Huntsville Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 13-006-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: City of Huntsville (“Huntsville”)

b. Description: City of Huntsville filed its request to

initiate rulemaking on June 12, 2013. City of Huntsville
proposes to revise the chloride, sulfate, total dissolved solids
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water quality criteria in Town Branch from the point of
discharge of the City of Huntsville wastewater treatment plant
downstream to the confluence with Holman Creek; in the Holman
Creek from the confluence with Town Branch downstream to the
confluence with War Eagle Creek; in War Eagle Creek from the
confluence with Holman Creek; and remove the designated but not
existing Domestic Water Supply use from Town Branch and Holman
Creek.

The Commission initiated the rulemaking process on July 26,
2013, and no final decision has been made.

c. Justification: The economic effects of the proposed rule
are significant and beneficial for Huntsville. Huntsville has
investigated technologies and alternatives to comply with the
current minerals c¢riteria, which is summarized in the Report.
Reasonable available contreol technology does not exist that
would allow Huntsville to discharge in a manner that would
maintain the existing minerals criteria. Approval of the
proposed rule modifying the criteria tc reflect Jlong term
histecrical site specific conditions 1is the only reasonable
apprcach so that the permit limits can be adjusted

d. Economic Impact: This rulemaking has no impact to the
environment that would not have otherwise occurred.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required. ‘

5. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2, City of
Fayetteville Paul R. Noland Wastewater Treatment Plant Third-
Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 13-010-R. '

a. Amendment Proposed By: City of Fayetteville Paul R.
Noland Wastewater Treatment Plant (“City of Fayetteville”).

b. Description: City of Fayetteville filed its request to
initiate rulemaking on October 11, 2013. Proposed changes
involve amending Arkansas Water Quality Standards for minerals
for the White River from the discharge of the Noland Wastewater
Treatment Plant to immediately downstream of the confluence of
Richland Creek.
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The Commission initiated the rulemaking process on Qctober
25, 2013, and no final decision has been made.

c. Justification: Fayetteville is not seeking a change from
historical water quality conditions in the White River; rather
Fayetteville seeks a site-specific modification which allcows the
Ncland Wastewater Treatment Plant to be compliant with 1its
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) Permit
while making certain that its effluent does not 1limit the
attainment of any of the designated uses of the stream segments.

d. Economic Impact: City of Fayetteville states that there
will be no cost to the agency. The amendments will have no
financial impact on small business.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: Ne¢  environmental
benefit analysis is required for this regulation.

6. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2, Southwestern
Electric Power Company John W. Turk, Jr. Power Plant Third-Party
Rulemaking; Docket No., 14-007-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: Southwestern Electric Power
Company John W. Turk, Jr. Power Plant (“SWEPCO”).

b. Description: SWEPCO filed its request to initiete
rulemaking on September 11, 2014. SWEPCO is requesting changes
for the Little River from Millwood Lake to the mouth of the
Little River. SWEPCO 1is requesting mcdification of the Total

Dissclved Solids (“TDS”) water quality criterion from 100
milligrams per liter (mg/L) to 138 mg/L and modification of the
temperature criterion from 30 C (86 F) to 32 C (89.6 F). For the

Red River from the mouth of the Little River to the
Arkansas/Louisiana state line. SWEPCO is requesting modification
of the TDS water quality criterion from 500 mg/L to 860 mg/L and
removal of the designated, but not existing, domestic water
supply use.

The Commission adopted the minute order reopening the
rulemaking process on January 27, 2017, and no final decision
has been made.

c. Justification: There are currently no known
technoclogically and economically feasible treatments capable of
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reducing the total dissolved solids concentration to levels that
meet the current water quality criteria. This rule will prevent
the impairment listing of the Little River between Millwood Lake
and the Red River; eliminate the spatial inconsistency in the
TDS criterion for the Arkansas segment of the Red River; and
preserve the aquatic life, agriculzural water supply, industrial
water supply, and primary and secondary recreational contact
designated uses of the segments of the Little and Red Rivers.

d. Economic Impact: There will be no cost to state
government associated with the proposed amendment and no
reqgulatory burden such as fees, reporting regquirements, or

obtaining any regulatory permit because of the modification of
these mineral standards. No additional requirements will be
imposed on any small business by the proposed amendment and no
small business will be required to implement any changes because
of the proposed amendment. The requested changes will impact
only Southwestern Electric Power Company.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

7. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation WNo. 2, City of
Harrison and City of Yellville Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket
No. 15-002-K.

a. Amendment Proposed By: City of Harrison and City of
Yellville.

b. Description: City of Harrison and City of Yellville
filed its request to initiate rulemaking on August 5, 2015. The
City of Harrison and the City of Yellville are requesting site
specific modifications of the minerals water quality criteria
for a portion of Crooked Creek in Boone and Marion Counties.
Harrison seeks modification of the chloride, sulfate and total
.dissolved solids criteria for Crooked Creek freoem the outfall of
Harrison’s Wastewater Treatment Plant to Arkansas Department of
Environmental Quality (“ADEQ") Monitoring Station WH10193.
Yellville seeks a modification of total dissolved solids
criteria from ADEQ Monitoring Station WH10193 to the mouth of
Crooked Creek.

The Comuission adopted the amendments at its January 27,
2017 meeting.
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c. Justification: There are currently no known
technologically and economically feasible treatments capable of
reducing the total dissolved solids concentration to levels that
meet the current water quality criteria.

d. Economic Impact: This rulemaking has no impact to the
environment that would not have otherwise occurred.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

8. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 19, Regulations
of the Arkansas Plan of Implementations for Air Pollution
Control; Docket No. 16-001-R.

a, Amendment Proposed By: Arkansas Department of
Environmental Quality,

b. Description: ADEQ filed its reqgquest to linitiate
rulemaking on April 15, 2016. The substantive proposed changes
to the Regulation 19 are necessary to comply with federal
requirements, which include the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency’s (“EPA") finding that the current provisions are
substantially inadequate to meet federal Clean Air Act (“CAA")
requirements and to address EPA’s State Implementation Plan
(“SIP”) call with respect to applying to excess emissions during
periods of startup, shutdown and malfunction provisions
published in the Federal Register (80 FR 33840, June 12, 2015).
The proposed changes also include the repeal of Chapter 14 Clean
Air Interstate Rule (CAIR) Nitrogen Oxide (NOx) Ozone Season
Trading Program General Provisions because it is no longer in
effect. EPA replaced it with the Cross-State Air Pollution Rule
(CSAPR) which took effect on January 1, 2015. Other substantive
proposed changes include the addition of a definition of “Direct
PM2.5 Emissions” and also the addition of t-Butyl Acetate to the
list of. compounds determined to have negligible photochemical
reactivity in the definition of “volatile organic compounds.”

The Commission initiated the rulemaking process on July 2,
2016, and no final decision has been made.

c. Justification:
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The substantive proposed changes to Regulation 139 are necessary
to comply with federal requirements, which include the EPA’s
finding that the current provisions are substantially inadequate
to meet federal CAA requirements and to address EPA’s SIP cail
with respect to applying to excess emissions during periods of
startup, shutdown and malfuncticn provisions published in the
Federal Register {80 FR 33840, June 12, 2015).

d. Economic Impact: The number of entities affected by this
rule will vary due to diversity of items addressed in this
rulemaking; however, ADEQ anticipates minimum to no impact other
than the proposed changes that will affect facilities subject to
reporting SSM.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

9. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2, Halliburton
Energy Services Inc.’s Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 16-
003~-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: Halliburton Energy Services Inc.

b, Description: Halliburton Energy Services Inc.
(“Haliburton”) filed its request to initiate rulemaking on July
7, 201€6. In order to perform a twelve-year Environmental

Improvement Project (YEIP”) for the former Dresser Industries-
Magcobar mine site located in Hot Springs County. Haliburton is
requesting the following amendments to Regulation No. 2 for the
duration of the EIP. Haliburton requests modification of the
chloride, sulfate, and total dissoived solids water quality
criteria for Chamberlain Creek and requests modification of the
sulfate and total dissolved sclids water quality criteria for
Cove Creek, Reyburn Creek, Lucinda Creek, Rusher Creek, Scull
Creek, and Clearwater Lake.

The Commission adopted the minute order initiating the
rulemaking process on August 28, 2015, and no final decision has
been made. '

c¢. Justification: The proposed changes will help Haliburton
perform a twelve-year EIP for the former Dresser Industries-
Magcobar mine site located in Hot Springs County.
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d. Economic Impact: There are no economic effects of the
proposed rule. Adoption of proposed rule will allow Halliburton
to implement the ADEQ-approved EIP.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

10. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 6, Regulation
for State Administration of the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES); Docket No. 16-004-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: Arkansas Department of
Environmental Quality.

b. Description: ADEQ filed its request to initiate
rulemaking on August 12, 2016. Proposed revisicns to Regulation
No. 6 include adoption of federal revisions to the NPDES program
including sufficiently sensitive test methods, cooling water
intake structure requirements, steam electric power generating,
and reporting requirements; incorporations of statutory changes
passed by the Arkansas General Assembly, which amend the Trust
Fund permitting requirements. The proposed rule changes also
include several minor corrections to make the regulation more
illustrative the legislative and regulatory intent, and a
variety of non-substantive and minor stylistic changes in the
interest of clarity and consistency.

The Commission initiated the rulemaking process on ARugust
26, 2016, and no final decision has been made.

c. Justification: The proposed changes . are required to
implement Acts 94 and 575 of 2015 of the Arkansas General
Assembly.

d. Economic Impact: This rulemaking adopts a federal
requirement and there will be no impact to the environment that
would not have otherwise occurred.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis 1s required.
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11. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 11, Regulations
for Solid Waste Disposal Fees; Landfill Post-Closure Trust Fund;
Solid Waste Management and Recycling Fund Distribution Programs;
Docket No. 16-005-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: Arkansas Department of
Environmental Quality.

b. Description: ADEQ filed 1its request to initiate
rulemaking on August 12, 2016. The proposed changes to the
regulation are required to implement Acts 1037 and 1176 of 2015.

'The Commission adopted the motion to withdraw the
rulemaking request and closed the docket at its March 24, 2017
meeting.

c. Justification: The proposed changes to the regulation
are required to implement Acts 1037 and 1176 of 2015.

d. Economic Impact: This rulemaking adopts a federal
requirement and there will be no impact to the environment that
would not have otherwise occurred.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No EBEnvironmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

12. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 9, Fee
Regulation; Docket No. 16~006-R.

a. Amendment  Proposed By: Arkansas Department of
Environmental Quality.

b. Description: ADEQ filed 1its reguest t initiate
rulemaking on September 8, 2016. Proposed revisions to
Regulation 9 include amendments to the definitions to add “Q” or
“Quantity” for clarification because the term is used in Chapter
4 concerning the calculation of water permit fees; Chapter 4
formulas for <c¢larification to make the regulation easier to
understand; and incorporation of a proposed fee calculaticn for
minor municipal and non-municipal facilities with National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permits. The proposed
changes also update the fee schedule tc reflect permits
currently offered by the 0Office of Water Quality and eliminate
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four General Permits that are no longer issued by the Office of
Water Quality, incorporate statutory changes made by the General
Assembly concerning contribution fees +to the Non-municipal
Domestic Sewage Treatment Works Trust Fund, and make minor, non-
substantive stylistic and formatting corrections throughout the
Regulation.

The Commission initiated the rulemaking process on
September 23, 2016, and no final decision has been made.

c. Justification: Implementing the revisions will not cause
an increase in costs to any private individual because
application of the propesed fee calculation for qualifying
facilities will allow ADEQ to assess a lower permit fee.

d. Economic Impact: The proposed change to Regulation 9
allows ADEQ to lower NPDES permit fees for some minor municipal
and non-municipal facilities with permit limits for toxic
pollutants based solely on a Total Maximum Daily Load. The
change simplifies the fee schedule for NPDES general permits and
removes outdated information. Acts 94 and 575 of 2015 reqguire
revisions concerning centribution fees to the Nen-municipal
Domestic Sewage Treatment Works Trust Fund.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

/247 W W
Date Charlss Moulton

Administrative Law Judge
Arkansas Pollution Control and
Ecology Commission




ADEQ REVENUE FROM AIR, WATER & SOLID WASTE PERMIT FEES

Figures generated from ADEQ Permit Data System as of 03-31-17 Date range = 01-01-2017 to 03-31-2017

. Fee . Application . Interim ; R . Short-Term
Division Description Annual Initial . Madification Variance i Total
Code Fee Authority Authority
. AIR

) G General Operating Permit $ 23,200 12,800 36,000
116 64 180

L5 Late Charge (Air T5) $ 4,149 4149
3 3

LC | Late Charge (Air LC) $ 1,192 1,192

22 22

MS | Minor Source (Air MS) $ 108,098 1,100 21,670 130,868

78 3 24 105

MVRF| Motor Vehicle Racing Facility 400 400

2 2

R3 | Air Reg 18.315 2,400 2,400

12 12

T5 | Title 5 (Air T5) $ 962,298 15,357 977,655

48 18 66

Zz Interim Authority -

0

Z5 Interim Authority Title 5 (Air T5) $ 400 400

2 2

AIR TOTAL Total 1,101,736 - 13,900 400 37,027 - - 1,153,063
281 - 67 2 42 - - 392

SOLID WASTE

1 Ciass | Landfill $ 24,000 24,000
4 4

3C |Class It commercial (SW 3C) -
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3N Class Il Non-commercial $ 6,000 6,000

2 2

3T |Class 1il Tire Monofill (SW 3T) -

0

4 Class IV Landfill $ 2,500 2,500

5 5

C Composina Facilitv (Sofid Waste C) -

0

CD/RF | Construction & Demolition Waste $ 450 450

Recovery (Solid Waste CDRF) 1 1

CL | Closed Facility (Solid Waste CL) -

0

CO |Composting Organic Waste 450 450

(Solid Waste CO) 1 1
Composting Yard Waste (Solid

CcY Waste CY) $ 1,800 1,800

4 4

LC Late Charge (Solid Waste LC) $ 785 785

5 5

P Postclosure Fee (Solid Waste P) $ 500 500

1 1

TS | Transfer Station or MRF $ 9,450 | $ 900 | $ 1,800 12,150

21 1 2 24

WR | Solid Waste Recovery $ 1,350 1,350

3 3

SOLID WASTE Total 47,285 900 1,800 49,985

TOTAL | 47 1 2 50

1
ATER - NPDES
N-A NP!DES Agricultural (Minor With $ 72,705 72.705
Toxic)

7 7

N-AT | Minor With Toxic TF Eligible $ 587 587

1 1




N-B TNP.DES Saitwater (Minor Without $  133.262 133,262
oxic)
104 104
N-BT NPPES TF Eligible (Minor Without $ 8.846 8.846
Toxic)
13 13
N-C | NPDES Cooling Water -
0
N-G2 | NPDES Coal Mining -
0
N-G3 | NPDES Sanitary Landfill Run-off $ 2,400 2,400
6 6
N-G5 | NPDES Bulk Petroleum Storage -
0
N-G6 | NPDES Individual Home Treatment | $ 2,333 800 3,133
12 4 16
N-G7 | NPDES Water Plant Backwash Filter| $ 10,000 800 400 11,200
25 2 1 28
N-G8 | NPDES Pipeline Hydrostatic Test $ 800 1,000 1,800
4 5 9
N-G9 | NPDES Car/truck Wash Facility $ 800 800
4 4
] Ground Water Clean-Up (Water-
N-GA NPDES GA $ 1,000 1,000
2 2
N-GB | Laundromat (Water-NPDES GB) -
0
N-GC Sand and Gravel (Water-NPDES $ 2.400 2.400
GC)
12 12
N-GD Concentrated Animal Feedlot
Operation {Water-NPDES GD)
0
5 Cooling Towers; Tower & Boiler
N-GE | g1owdown (Water-NPDES GE) 200 200
1 1
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N-GF

Pesticides (Water-NPDES)

0
NPDES Major Non-municipal,
N4 IMRAT>= 100 45,000 200 45200
3 1 4
N-K NPDES Major Non-municipal, MRAT 33,000 33,000
80-100
3 3
L Slscrentnonary Major (Water-NPDES 22.000 22,000
2 2
LC | Late Charge(Water-NPDES LC) 564 564
16 1
LS Late Charge (Storm Water) 1,479 1,479
71 71
N-M | NPDES Major Municipal 113,457 5,000 118,457
14 1 15
. No-Exposure Certification (Water-
NO-EX NPDES 17,000 400 17,400
85 2 87
N-O | Minor Aquatic Aniamal Discharge 2,500 2,500
1 1
N-P | NPDES Minor Variable Discharge 5,250 300 5,550
18 1 19
N-Q | NPDES Construction Permit 2,500 2,500
5 5
N-R1 j NPDES Stormwater Manufacturing 64,450 3,000 200 67,650
324 15 1 340
N-R2 | NPDES Stormwater Construction 38,734 17,400 1,000 57,134
196 87 5 288
R4 NPDES Stormwater: MSF Phase | 200 200
1 1
TF NPDES TF (Act 575 Trust Fund) 5,466 5,466
14 14
— Y
WATER NPDES
TOTAL Total 584,433 26,200 6,600 200 617,433
939 121 8 1 1,069




STATEWATER| S.D | Confined Animal or Small Sep $ 12717 $ 400 13,117
PERMITS

64 2 66

S-DT Confind Anml or Small Sep (TF }

eligible) (Water-SPB DT)

0

S-E | State Permits Branch Commercial or| $ 28,000 $ 1,500 29,500

56 3 59

S-ET | State Permits Branch Commercial or| $ 1,300 1,300
3 3

S-F | Industrial Siudge App -
0

GP |Oil & Gas Pits -

0

S-H | Salt Water Disposal (SPB H) $ 22,250 $ 250 1,600 24,000

89 1 6 96

GLA |Oil & Gas Land Application -

0

S+ | POTW Non-NPDES Land App -

0

LC Late Charge(Water-SPB LC) $ 645 645

20 20

ST Short-Term Authorization (Water- 39,200 39,200

86 86

TF | SPB TF (Act 575 Trust Fund) $ 400 400

2 2

WATER - Total $ 65,312 -1 2,150 - 1,500 - 39,200 108,162
STATE PERMIT $ 234 -1 6 - 6 - 86 332
U-1 | State Permits Branch UIC - Class | | § 75,000 75,000

5 5

Lo Late Charge (Water-UIC LC) 3,000 3,000

2 2

ya Interim Authority -

0

Total $ 78,000 -1$ - - - - - 78,000

ulc TOTALS 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
TOTAL Total $ 1,876,767 900 | $ 44,050 400 45,127 200 39,200 2,006,644
1,508 1 196 2 56 1 86 1,850

This information comes from the “Invoice All" program. Run "Fee Code Payment Type" for the previous qtr that closed.
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HWM Permits and Modifications Completed from the Previous Report

(171717 to 3/31/17) R
Tuna/Nama Permit No.
LasS2 Pl TModtic ) R
HWM Modifications Received and Completed During the Third Quarter
(1/1/17 to 3/31/17)
Type/Name ~Permit No. Received; Approved
Class 1 Madification/CHED/Update Emergency Equipment 10H-RN1 1/18/17;1118/17
Class 1 Modification/Reynolds/Addition of Non-Hazardou~ ‘*~ste to Acceptabl~ **aterials 30H-RNA1 112171113117
Class 1 Modification/Aerojet/Redesign of Burn Cages 8H-RN2 2/2117;2/3117
Class 1 Modification/Lion Qil/Update Financial Assurance Mechanism reference 14H-RN2 NA; 3/6/17
Ciass 1 Modification/Koppers/Update Facility Contingency Plan 24H-RN1 3/3/17, 3/9/17
Class 1 Modification/CHED/Replacement of Tank 542 with equivalent 10H-RN1 3/14/17,314/17
Class 1 Modification/AGC/Tank FT10 LWDF Piping Repairs 21H-RN2 3/23/17,3/123117
Class 2 Permit Modification/CHED/Addition of Waste code K181 10H-RN1 1/17/17,3/28/17
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|As of: | 3/31/2017]
[State Fiscal Quarte: B Third|
Hazarc 5 Waste Manigement Permits

Post-Ciosure: 5

Hazardous Waste Management: 11

Applications Pendirgr

—

~ Type/Name Permit No. | Days Pendin Reason Code
Renewal Permit/Koppers 18H-RN2 144 6
Renewal Permit/Ashgrove Cement Company 21H-RN2 87 2
Renewal Permit/Armtec 26H-RN1 22 1,2
Class 1 Modification/Pine Bluff Explosive westruction
System/Update Site Layout Drawing 39H-RN1 4 5

Conducting Administrative Completeness Review

Reviewing Technical Information

Awaiting Information from Applicant

Modification Class Change

Drafting Draft Permit Decision or Mod. Approval

Awaiting Close of Public Comment Period

Draiting Response to Comments

Novel ' ~~al Issues

Other:
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HAZARDOUS WASTE
REGULATED WASTE PROGRAMS
OFFICE OF LAND RESOURCES
“SECTION 38” REPORT

Applications pending for 45 days or more:

Koppers (24H-RN1): Koppers submitted a Permit Renewal application on November 7, 2016. ADEQ public
noticed the Permit Application was Administratively Complete on December 2, 2016. ADEQ issued a
Technical NOD requesting additional information on December 19, 2016. ADEQ received a response on
January 25, 2017. On March 8, 2017 ADQE tentatively approved the application subject to public comment.
The public comment period began on March 10, 2017 and ends on April 10, 2017.

Ash Grove Cement (21H-RN1): On January 3, 2017 ADEQ received the renewal application. On January 19,
2017 ADEQ sent Ash Grove a letter stating the application was administratively complete. On February 8,
2107 ADEQ sent a technical NOD. On March 9, 2017 Ash Grove requested a 30 day extension to respond to
ADEQ’s comments. ADEQ granted the extension and the new response due date is April 14, 2017.
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