January 17,2017

Sen. Bill Sample, Co-Chair

Rep. David Branscum, Co-Chair
Arkansas Legislative Council
Room 315, State Capitol Building
Little Rock, AR 72201

Dear Senator Sample and Representative Branscum:

As required in Act 249 of 2016, Section 39 (a)-(e), the Arkansas Department of Environmental
Quality presents the following information:

(a) number and type of environmental permits currently authorized by the Department
and Pollution Control and Ecology Commission in each environmental permit category,

(b) total funds collected from permit fees for each permit category and the percent
increase or decrease in permit fees annually,

(c) description of each environmental permit application pending in each environmental
permit category, the number of days each permit has been pending, and the reasons for
delays in issuing permits for each permit that has been pending for more than 45 days,

(d) number and type of enforcement actions initiated by the Department, the geographic
location of each violation and the total fines and collections from Supplemental
Environmental Projects, the percent increase or decrease in fines levied annually, and

(e) description of all pending rulemaking activities and justifications thereof, including
economic impact and environmental benefit analysis.

The information provided by each division covers the period October 1 through December 31. If
you have any questions, please contact Julie Chapman at (501) 682-0959.

nclosure

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

5301 NORTHSHORE DRIVE / NORTH LITTLE ROCK / ARKANSAS 72118-5317 / TELEPHONE 501-682-0744 / FAX 501-682-0880
www.adeq.state.ar.us









MINING DIVISION

|As of: [ 12/31/20186|

[State Fiscal Quarter | 2nd FY17 |

Mining Prog;am Permitleategggy_

Coal Mining = |Open-Cut Mining L e
Active 6 Sand and Gravel 146
Exploratory Clay 29
Shale 18
In-Stream 1
Soil 40
Other 9
Coai Total 6 Open-Cut Total 243
Total Mining Permits 249
Permits Pending- Bz CategorylFaciIitL
COAL MINING [ Days Pending Reason Code
OPEN-CUT MINING Days Pending Reason Code
Arlie Weems 289 3
Acme Brick 220 3
Hensley Dozer & Backhoe, Inc. 214 3
Griffith Sand Co., LLC 207 3
E.J. Swaffar 124 1
East Side Shale Pit 122 3
Arkansas Gravel, Co. 116 3
Mua 1 Builders, Inc. 116 2
ROy v. Smith 116 3

Reason Codes:

Conducting Administrative Completeness Review
Reviewing Technical Information

Awaiting Information from Applicant

Awaiting Public Hearing

Awaiting Close of Public Comment Period

Drafting Response to Comments
Drafting Draft Permit Decision
Legal Issues

Other:

Olo{NjfO OB |W]IN|—=

(V5]



Mining Program

Applications pending over 365 days

None



Mining Program
Permits Issued since 10/1/2016:

Acme Brick

T & T Construction

Cross County Materials
Robinson Farms

Williamson Rock Hauling
BB&B Construction Co., Inc.
Arkansas Decorative Stone
J & M Bryant Farms, {nc.
Alvin Crabtree

American Select Corp.



SWM Permits and Modifications Completed from the Previous Report
(10/1/16 to 12/31/16)

Type/Name

I Permit No.
Domtar Paper Sludge Class 3N i S R2 |
Perry County Transfer Station 0096-STSW-A
Montgomery County Norman Transfer station 0054-STSW-A
Harrison Transfer Station 0118-STSW-D

SWM Modifications Issued During the Second Quarter
(10/1/16 to 12/31/16)
Type/Name Permit No. Received; Approved

Montgomery County Mt. Ida Transfer Station 0055-STSW-A | 10/06/20186;10/13/2016
City of Waldron 0071-STSW-A | 10/07/2016;12/05/2018




|As of. | 12/31/2016]
|State Fiscal Quarter Second]
Solid Waste Management Permits
Class | Landfills 31
Class 3 Landfills 28
Class 4 Landfills 36
Compost Facilities 19
CDMRF 1
Tire Processing Facilities 8
Transfer Station/WRFs 95
Applications Pending
Type/Name Permit No. Days Pendin Reason Code
Cherokee Village 0299-S1 193 2
Ozark Ridge 0225-S1-R5 45 5
Major Modification- Drew County Class 4 0282-S4 193 5
City of Fayetteville 0007-SC 121 2,5
Wizeagg, L1.C 0320-SCDR 220 3
City of Paris 0021-STSW-A 93 3
L&W TS 0021-STSW-D 234 3
Knights TS 0043-STSW-A 295 3
Yell County 0073-STSW-A 60 3
Union County Class 1 - Minor Modification 0248-S1-R4 12 1
1|Conducting Administrative Completeness Review
2|Reviewing Technical Information
3]Awaiting Information from Applicant
4|Modification Class Change
51Drafting Draft Permit Decision or Mod. Approval
6|Awaiting Close of Public Comment Period
7|Drafting Response to Comments
8|Novel Legal lssues
9|Other:




SOLID WASTE
REGULATED WASTE PROGRAMS
OFFICE OF LAND RESOURCES
“SECTION 38” REPORT

Applications pending for 45 days or more:

Cherokee Village (0299-S1): Received permit application 6/20/2014. The permit fee was received on
11/05/2016. The Administratively complete determination was noticed on November 10, 2016. The technical
review is ongoing.

Ozark Ridge (0225-S1-RS5): The permit modification application was received on 11/16/2016. The draft
permit is in concurrence.

Drew County Class 4 (0070-S): The permit application was received on 6/20/2016. On 7/12/2016, the
administrative review was complete. Additional information was received on 10/13/2016 and 11/28/2016.
Drafting the permit for routing, the technical review is completed. Please note, the financial assurance is not
adequate,

City of Fayetteville (0007-SC):- The permit application was received on 9/1/2016. A NOD was sent 9/7/2016.
The response to the first NOD was received on 10/18/2016. A second NOD was sent on 11/1/2016. The
response was received on 12/13/2016 and is under review.

Wizeagg, LLC C&D Facility (0320-SCDR): The permit application was received 4/26/16. An

admini atively completeness letter was sent on 6/10/16. The draft permit was issued on 7/29/16. The
comment period ended on 9/29/16. The Financial Assurance for the facility is not adequate. ADEQ has
corresponded as recently as 11/29/2016 to have the Financial Assurance submitted.

City of Paris (0021-STSW-A): The NOI was received on 9/29/2016. A NOD was sent on 10/5/2016. Response
1 ¢ t 11/15/2016. The Facility currently does not meet the standards to have a general permit. The
compliance schedule states the facility should be in compliance with the general permit standards by June 2017.

L&W Transfer Station (0021-STSW-D): NOI received 5/11/16. The review of the NOI was completed on
5/23/16. ADEQ is waiting for the owner to sign the financial assurance documents, numerous requests have
been made since October when the unsigned instrument was submitted..

Knights Transfer Station (0043-STSW-A): The NOI was received on 3/14/2016. ADEQ is waiting for
verification of the Financial Assurance instrument.

Yell County (0073-STSW-A): The NOI was received on 11/1/2016. A NOD was sent to the facility on
11/23/2016.



As of: 1/4/12017
State Fiscal Quarter 2
Active Discharge Permits

Individual Permits

Municipal 380
Industrial 423
Construction 105
Stormwater Permits

Construction 1085
Industrial 2037
Small Municipal Separate Storm

Sewer System (MS4) 59
Individual 1
General Permits

Landfill 33
Non-Contact Cooling Water 10
|Aggregate Facilities 44
In vidual Treatment 209
Al

Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations 1
Water Treatment 126
Hydrostatic Testing 30
Car Wash 9
Ground Water 9
Pesticide 65
Active No-Discharge Permits

Agriculture 228
Industrial 309
Salt Water Disposal 496
Municipal 60
Domestic 8
Indarground Injection Control (UIC) 6
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AR0042226 Rolling Meadows Mobile Home Estates 90 4 Currently waiting on permit

AR0037885 Trmbnen H4 d/bin Pnm Bava Coawar Imnrvement District 89 4 Currently waiting on permit -

AR0051900 Luru minnny, 10€. [Batew e 89 4 technical review by managi -

AR0048194 Jessieville School District and Fountain Lake School 86 4 technical review by Manage...v.. wiw v -

District

ARG160051C Alternative Waste Management, LLC Class 4 Landfill 86 4 Construction to be covered unde. .« o periine coe v wONStruction permit
writer action needed. Recent delay due to holidays.

AR0044270 Arkansas State Highway and Transportation  (Gurdon Rest Area 85 4 Currently waiting on permit writer action. Recent delay due to holidays.

Dept.-District 7

AR0040177M Little Rock Wastewater Fourche Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant 79 4 Draft modified permit into review on 12/1/2016.

AR0046141 Mountain Valley Retreat Center 79 1 Permit is on schedule

AR0041149 Arkansas Military Department - Robinson Maneuver 77 4 WQMP review

Training Center

AR0047554C1 City of Ward 71 4 Draft construction permit into review on 11/22/2016.

AR0043290 Town of Knobel 69 4 WQMP review

AR0033545 Cities of Cotter/Gassville 65 4 Permit is on or ahead of scheduie.

AR0049531 City of Horseshoe Lake 65 1 Application information being reviewed.

AR0036544 Viskase Companies, Inc. 58 4 technical review by management and staff

AR0050679 Hillcrest Camshaft Service, Inc. 56 4 technical review by management and staff

AR0038211 City of Calion 51 4 Draft is being reviewed by management

AR0050636 City of Shannon Hills 49 not yet administratively complete

AR0041033 City of Diaz 48 2 Received in Water 12/19/2016, application incomplete, waiting on info

AR0052477M Trane U.S., Inc. Trane Residential Solutions - Fort Smith 44 4 Currently waiting on permit writer action. Recent delay due to holidays.

ARO0034401 Fairfieid Bay Wastewater Corporation Dave Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant 43 4 Discharge is to a tributary which flows to a lake. Previous permit limits set based on direct
discharge to lake. A stream model is required to be developed to determine appropriate limits to
protect tributary.

AR0047384 Anthony Forest Products Company, LLC Urbana Sawmill 43 4 WQMP review

Reason Codes

1

Reviewing Technical Information

Waiting on information from Applicant

App. complete; Waiting on close of 1st public comment period

Technical Review by Engineer or Management

Permit with EPA

Draft permit issued; waiting on 30-day comment period

Waiting on proof-of-publication of draft permit

Final Permit in routing/being prepared

OO |N|OD|O | (WIN

Other (i.e. legal, no response from applicant, etc.)
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Memorandum

DATE: January 4, 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
October 1, 2016 throug™ "ecember 31. 2016. 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 36.

There were no Civil Complaints filed for the reporting period of October 1, 2016 through
1*>~mber 31, 2016.

The Department presents the total amount of fines and collections from Supplemental
Environmental Projects verified by the Department for the period of October 1, 2016 through
December 31, 2016:

Civil Penalties Collected $86,222.00

Supplemental
Environmental Projects
Verified $0.00



CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

Lion Oil Company, Little River County, Office of Land Resources, $1,800.00 Penalty, LIS No.
16-073

City of Parkin, Cross County, Office of Water Quality, No Penalty, LIS No. 16-074

Paragould Light and Water Commission d/b/a Paragould Light, Water & Cable, Greene
County, Office of Water Quality, $2,400.00 Penalty, LIS No. 16-075

The Watkins Company, Pulaski County, Office of Air Quality, $2,975.00 Penalty, LIS No. 16-
076

Koppers Inc., Pulaski County, Office of Air Quality, $3,900.00 Penalty, LIS No. 16-077

Ronnie Duffield Gravel Company d/b/a Duffield Gravel Company, Pope County, Office of Air
Quality, $2,400.00 Penalty, LIS No. 16-080

NOTICE OF VIOLATION AND PERMIT REVOCATION

Joey Ellis; Lisa Ellis; and Ellis Family Recycling of Heber Springs, LLC, Clebume County,
Office of Water Quality, $4,950.00 Proposed Penalty and $220.00 for Annual and Past Due
Fees, LIS No. 16-079

Dated this 10th day of October 2016
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

CONSENT ADMI"STRATIVE O™ ™ERS

Nucor Steel-Arkansas, Division of Nucor Corporation, Hickman Mill, Mississippi County,
Oftfice of Water Quality, $20,600.00 Penalty, LIS No, 16-081

Riceland Foods, Inc. - Ash Storage Site, Arkansas County, Office of Air Quality, $1,200.00
Penalty, LIS No. 16-082

FIRST AMENDED CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

City of Lamar, Johnson County, Office of Water Quality, Penalty Unchanged, LIS No. 10-189-
001

AMENDMENT TO CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER LIS 16-052

Rose Aircraft Finishes, Inc., Polk County, Office of Land Resources, $ 14,250.00 Penalty, LIS
No. 16-052-001
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Dated this 25th day of October 2016
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

Albemarle Corporation ~ South Plant, Columbia County, Office of Air Quality, $1,000.00
Penalty, LIS No. 16-085

AMENDMENTS TO CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

City of West Fork, Washington County, Office of Water Quality, Penalty Unchanged, LIS No.
15-025-001

Lake Catherine Waterworks & Sewer Facilities Board of Garland County, Garland County,
Office of Water Quality, Penalty Unchanged, LIS No. 15-081-001

City of Waldo, Columbia County, Office of Water Quality, Penalty Unchanged, LIS No. 15-
142-001

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Stephens-Baker Development, Inc. &/b/a SBDI Builders, Garland County, Office of Water
Quality, $7.800.00 Penalty, LIS No. 16-083

NOTICE OF DEFAULT AND BOND FORFEITURE

Total Site Development, LLC, Washington County, Otfice of Land Resources, No Penalty, LIS
No. 16-084

ELECTIVF “*TE CLEAN-UP AGREEMENT

The Doyle Rogers Family Limited Partnership, Regarding: Colony South Shopping Center,
Pulaski County, Office of Land Resources, No Penalty, LIS No. 16-086

Dated this 10th day of November 2016
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

CONRENT ADMINISTRATI. .. ORDER

Town of Marie, Mississippi County, Oftice of Water Quality, $3,600.00 Penalty, LIS 16-087

Terra Pianta, .L.C, Pulaski County, Office of Air Quality, $ 950.00 Penalty, LIS 16-088



Container Life Cycle Management LLC, Clark County, Office of Air Quality, $ 1,200.00
Penalty, LIS 16-090

Freeman & Hasselwander Development Co., L.1..C., Baxter County, Office of Air Quality,
$ 1,750.00 Penalty, LIS 16-091

ELECTIVE SITE CLEAN-UP AGREEMENT

Southern Steel & Wire Co., Regarding: Southern Steel & Wire Co. Facility, Sebastian County,
Office of Land Resources, No Penalty, LIS No. 16-089

Dated this 25th day of November 2016
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

NOTICE OF VIOLATIONS

Charlie Porter d/b/a Charlie Porter Salvage Yard, Pulaski County, Office of Water Quality,
$3,600.00 Penalty, LIS 16-092

Quad Hardwood Products, Inc., Columbia County, Otfice of Water Quality, $4,650.00 Penalty,
LIS 16-093

CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

City of Decatur, Benton County, Office of Water Quality, $5,250.00 Penalty, LIS 16-094

City of Beebe, and Beebe Water & Sewer Commission, White County, Office of Water
Quality, $5,750.00 Penalty, LIS 16-096

City of Magnolia—Big Creek WWTP, Columbia County, Office of Water Quality, $6,000.00
Penalty, LIS 16-097

El Dorado Chemical Company, Union County, Office of Air Quality, No Penalty, LIS 16-098
Dated this 10th day of December 2016

Becky W. Keogh, Director

Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS

City of Huntington, Sebastian County, Office of Water Quality, $ 2,100.00 Penalty, LIS 16-
099

Ram Energy 1.LC-Silberberg B2 Common Point, Miller County, Office of Air Quality,
$ 300.00 Penalty, LIS 16-100



Springdale School District-Sonora Middle School, Washington County, Office of Water
Quality, No Penalty, LIS 16-101

Charles Browning Construction Co., Inc. d/b/a Browning Redi-Mix Concrete Producer, White
County, Office of Water Quality, $ 1,500.00 Penalty, LIS 16-102

THIRD AMENDEDMENT TO ELECTIVE SITE CLEAN-UP AGREEMENT
LIS 12-140

Triumph Airborne Structures, Inc., Garland County, Office of Land Resources, No Penalty,
LIS 12-140-003

AMENDMENT NO. 001 CONSENT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER

City of Bethel Heights, Washington County, Office of Water Quality, No Penalty, LIS 15-131-
001

Dated this 25th day of December 2016
Becky W. Keogh, Director
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality



ARKANSAS POLLUTION CONTROL AND ECOLOGY COMMISSION
QUARTERLY REPORT TO ARKANSAS LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
ON RULEMAKING ACTIVITIES

Months In Quarter: October, November, and December 2016

1. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2, Third-Party

Rulemaking, River Valley Regional Water District; 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 invelve
amending Regulaticn No. 2 to include amending Section 2.304 to
establish a procedure by which regional water districts and

cther public water authorities would be able to request apprecval
from the Polluticen Ceontrol & Ecology Commission to use a waterx
body designated as extra-ordinary resource waters as a source of
drinking water supply.

The Arkansas . Pollution Control & Egology Commission
(“Commission”) initiated the rulemaking process on January 27,
2006, and no final decision has been made. ’

c. Justification: These amendments establish a procedure by
which regional water distribution districts and ofther public
water authorities would be able to request approval from the
Commission to use Extraordinary Resource Waters as a socurce of
drinking water supply.

d. Economic Impact: RYRWD 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,

23
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2. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No. 2, Lion 0il
Company Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 13-001-R.

a. Amendment Proposed By: Lion 0il Company.

b. Description: Lion 0il Company (“Lion 0il”) filed its
request to initiate rulemaking on January 11, 2013. Lion 0il
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 soclids (“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 Bayou de Loutre to the
Louisiana State line.

The Commission 1s waiting on a reguest by Lion Cil to
initiate rulemaking.

c. Justification: These regulatory changes are critically
important to Lion 0il. Reasonably available contrcl technology
does not exist that would allow Lion 0il to consistently meet
these limits. The proposed rule will revise the dissoclved
minerals and selenium water guality criteria in Loutre Creek and
change the fishery use designation Ifor Loutre Creek to a new
sub-category of fishery referred to as a Limited Gulf Coastal
Fishery. The precposed rule will also revise +the chloride,
sulfate, and the TDS criteria for one downstream segment in
Bayou 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: No entities would suffer negative
econcmic 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 designation
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 propcsed rule
will also revise the chleoride, sulfate, and TDS criteria for one
downstream segment 1in Bayou de Loutre; the sulfate and TDS




Arkansas Legislative Council
Quarterly Report-Rulemaking
January 5, 2017

Page 3

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, Tyéon Foods
Third-Party Rulemaking; Docket No. 13-D05-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 Requlation
2 by modifying the state water quality standards for chloride,
sulfates, and total dissolved solids.

The Commission adopted the minute order initiating tha
rulemaking process on May 23, 2013, and no final decision has
been 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 is environmentally difficult to
dispose of. That technology 1s not required to 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 WNo. 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 1its request to
initiate rulemaking on June 12, 2013. City of Huntsville
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proposes to revise the chloride, sulfate, total dissolved solids
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 Holmar
Creek.

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

¢. 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 criteria, which 1s summarized in the Report.
Reasonable available c¢ontrol technology does nobt  exist that
would allow Huntsville to discharge in a manner that would
maintain the existing minerals criteria., Approcval of the
roposed rule modifying the <criteria to reflect long term
historical site specific conditions is the only reasonable
approach sc that the permit limits can be adjusted

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

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

5. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation Ne. 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 aonfluence of
Richland Creek.
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The Commission initiated the rulemaking process on October
25, 2013, and no final decision has been made.

c. Justification: Fayetteville is not seeking a change from
historical water quality conditiorns in the White River:; rather
Fayetteville seeks a site-specific modification which allows the
Noland Wastewater Treatment Plant t¢ be compliant with its
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (“NPDES”) Permit
while making certain that its effluent does not limit 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: No environmental
benefit analysis is required for this regulation.

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

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 BAugust 5, 2015. The
City of Harrison and the City of Yellville are reqgquesting site
specific modifications of the minerals water quality criteria
for a portion of Crooked Creek in Boone and Maricn Counties.
Harrison seeks modification of the chloride, sulfate and total
dissoclved solids criteria for Crooked Creek from the outfall of
Harrison’s Wastewater Treatment Plant to Arkansas Department of
Environmental Quality (“"ADEQ"”) Monitoring Station WH10193.
Yellville seeks a modification of total disscolved solids
criteria frem ADED Monitoring Staticn WH101%3 to the mouth of
Crooked Creek.

The Commission adopted the minute order initiating the
rulemaking process on August 28, 2015.

c. Justification: There are currently no known
techneclogically and ecconomically feasible treatments capable of
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reducing the total dissolved solids concentration tc 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.

7. 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
Envircnmental Quality.

b. Description: ADEQ filed 1its request to initiate
rulemaking on April 15, 2016. The substantive proposed changes
to the Regulation 19 are necessary to comply with federal
reguirements, 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 tc 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 Jlonger 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 additicen 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:

The substantive proposed changes to Regulation 19 are necessary
to comply with federal requirements, which include the EPA’s
finding that the current provisions are substantially inadeguate
to meet federal CAA requirements and to address EPA’s SIP call
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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).

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 otner
than the proposed changes that will affect facilities subject to
reporting SSM.

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

8. Regulation Number and Name: Regulation No., 2, Halliburton
Energy Services Inc.’s Tnird-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, 2016, In order to perform a twelve-year Environmental
Improvement Project (“EIP”) for the former Dresser Industries-
Magcobar mine site located in Hot Springs County. Haliburton is
requesting the following amendments to Regulation Neo. 2 for the
duration of the EIP. Haliburton requests modification of the
chloride, sulfate, and total dissclved solids water quality
criteria for Chamberlain Creek and requests modification of the
sulfate and total dissolved solids water quality c¢riteria for
Cove Creek, Reyburn Creek, Lucinda Creek, Rusher C(reek, Scull
Creek, and Clearwater Lake.

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

c. Justification: The proposed changes will help Ealiburton
perform a twelve-year EIP for the former Dresser Industries-
Magccbar mine site located in Hot Springs County.

d. Economic Impact: There are nc economic effects of the
proposed rule. Adoption of proposed rule will allow Halliburton
to implement the ADEQ-approved EIP.
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e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

9. 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 1its request to initiate
rulemaking on August 12, 2016. Proposed revisions to Regulation
No. 6 include adoption cf federal revisions to the NPDES program
including sufficiently sensitive test methods, <ooling 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 propcsed rule c¢hanges alsc
include several minor corrections tc make the regulation more
illustrative the legislative and regulatory intent, and a
variety of ncn-substantive and mincr stylistic changes in the
interest of clarity and consistency.

The Ccmmission initiated the rulemaking prceccess on August
26, 2016, and no final decision has been made,

¢. Justification: The proposed changes are reguired to
impiement Acts 94 and 575 of 2015 of the Arkansas Generail
Assembly.

d. Economic Impact: This rulemaking adopts a federal
requirement and there will be nc impact tc¢ the environment that
would not have otherwise occurred.

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

10. Regulation Number and Name: Requlation Ne. 11, Regulations
for Sclid Waste Disposal Fees; Landfill Post-Closure Trust Fund;
Solid Waste Management and Recycling Fund Distribution Programs;
Docket No. 16-005-R.
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a. Amendment Proposed By: Arkansas Department  of
Fnvironmental Quality.
b. Description: ADEQ filed 1its request to initiate

rulemaking on August 12, 2016. The proposed changes to the
requlation are required to implement Acts 1037 and 1176 of 2015.

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

¢. 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 Environmental Benefit
Analysis is required.

11. 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 request tc¢ initiate
rulemaking on  Septembar 8, 201e. 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 clarification to make the regulation easier to
understand; and incorporation of a proposed fee calculation for
minor municipal and non-municipal facilities with National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permits. The proposed
changes also update the fee schedule to reflect permits
currantly offered by the Office of Water Quality and eliminate
four General Permits that are no longer issued by the Cifice of
Water CQuality, 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.
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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 Dbecause
application of the proposed fee <calculation for qualifying
facilities will allow ADEQ to assess a lower permit £

d. Economic Impact: The proposed change to Regulation §
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 require
revisions concerning contribution fees to the Non-municipal
Domestic Sewage Treatment Works Trust Fund.

e. Environmental Benefit Analysis: No Environmental Benefit
Analysis 1is required.

// s‘/j

Dite Chiarles Moultbn
Environmental 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 12-31-2016. Date range = 10-01-2016 to 12-31-2016

Fee . . Interim i B} ; Short-Term
Division Description Annual Initial . Modification Variance . Total
Code Authority Authority
|
AIR
G Gerieral Operating Permit $ 21,200 | $ 600 $ 21,800
106 3 | 109
|
L5 Late Charge (Air T5) $ -
! 0
LC Late Charge (Air LC) $ 1,255 $ 1,255
23 23
MS | Minor Source (Air MS) $ 249790 | $ 13,044 $ 6,948 | $ 200 $ 269,982
169 2 14 1 186
MVRF| Motor Vehicle Racing Facility $ -
0
R3 Air Reg 18.315 4,600 $ 4,600
23 23
T5 | Title 5 (Air T5) $ 3,724,814 $ 15,174 $ 3,739,988
81 23 104
z Interim Authority % -
0
Z5 Interim Authority Title 5 (Air T5) $ -
0
13,6 - -
AIR TOTAL Total 4,001,659 ,644 22,122 200 $ 4,037,625
402 5 - 37 1 - $ 445
| IL # IL
SOLID WASTE !
o 1 LIdss | Lanani b /8,000 $ 13,000 $ 91,000
13 4 17




3C {Class il commercial (SW 3C) -
3N Class lli Non-commercial 45,000 45,000
15 1%
3T |Class Il Tire Monofill (SW 3T) -
0
a4 Class IV Landfill 5,500 1,000 6,500
1 1 12
C Composing Facility (Solid Waste C) 450 450
1 1
CD/RF | Construction & Demolition Waste -
Recovery (Solid Waste CDRF) 0
CL | Closed Facility (Solid Waste CL) 500 500
1 1
CO |Composting Organic Waste 450 450
(Solid Waste CO) 1 1
Composting Yard Waste (Solid
CcY Waste CY) 2,250 450 2,700
5 1 6
LC Late Charge (Solid Waste LC) 45 45
1 1
P Postclosure Fee (Solid Waste P) 1,500 1,500
3 3
TS Transfer Station or MRF 7,200 | $ 500 7,700
16 1 17
WR | Solid Waste Recovery -
0
SOLID WASTE Total 140,895 500 14,450 155,845
TOTAL 67 1 6 74
WATER - NPDES
N-A NPF)ES Agricultural (Minor With 87,519 87,519
Toxic)






Concentrated Animal Feedlot

N-GD Operation (Water-NPDES GD) -
{
Cooling Towers; Tower & Boiler
N-GE 1g1owdown (Water-NPDES GE) 1,000 1,000
5 5
N-GF | Pesticides (Water-NPDES) 400 400
2 2
. NPDES Major Non-municipal,
N-J MRAT>= 100 195,000 195,000
13 13
N-K NPDES Major Non-municipal, MRAT 45,833 45,833
80-100
5 5
L Discrentionary Major (Water-NPDES
L) )
0
LC Late Charge(Water-NPDES LC) 1,682 1,682
17 17
LS | Late Charge (Storm Water) 1,665 1,665
84 84
N-M | NPDES Major Municipal 231,033 10,000 241,033
24 2 26
No-Exposure Certification (Water-
NO-EX NPDES 22,800 400 23,200
114 2 116
N-O | Minor Aquatic Aniamal Discharge -
0
N-P | NPDES Minor Variable Discharge 11,475 900 12,375
39 3 42
N-Q | NPDES Construction Permit -
0
N-R1 | NPDES Stormwater Manufacturing 120,900 2,200 123,100
605 11 616

.37




N-R2 } NPDES Stormwater Construction 37,050 15,800 400 53,250
187 79 2 268
R4 NPDES Stormwater: MSF Phase I 1,200 1,200
6 6
TF NPDES TF (Act 575 Trust Fund) 4,178 620 4,798
12 2 14
WATER NPDES
TOTAL Total 1,009,676 21,574 10,400 0 1,041,650
1,339 103 4 0 1,446
TATE WATE
S E 'I\VIYITS R S-D | Confined Animal or Small Sep 12,800 200 200 13,200
64 1 1 66
S-DT Confind Anmi or Small Sep (TF
eligible) (Water-SPB DT) -
0
SE [T ST SO 26,250 3,500 1,000 30,750
53 7 2 62
D@ T SIS Dranci I Cornmirercrar Ot

S-ET L s cmbolomld 3'000 3,000
6 6

S-F | Industrial Sludge App -
0

GP |Oil & Gas Pits -
0

S-H | Salt Water Disposal (SPB H) 38,250 3,750 42,000
153 15 168

GLA |Oil & Gas Land Application -
0

S-l POTW Non-NPDES Land App 500 500

1 1

LC Late Charge(Water-SPB LC) 822 822
33 33

R T T 5 —560.
8 80 88
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TF SPB TF (Act 575 Trust Fund) $ 1,200 $ 1,200
6 6
wATER - Total $ 82822 | $ 5,700 $ 4950 | $ - 37600 $ 131,072
|S° EPERMIT $ 316 | $ 16 $ 18| $ - 80 (% 430
U-1 State Permits Branch UIC - Class | $ 15,000 $ 15,000
1 1
Z Interim Authority $ -
0
Total $ 15,000 | $ - $ -1$ - -19% 15,000
UIC TOTALS 1 0 0 0 0 1
TOTAL Total $ 5,250,052 | $ 41,418 $ 51,922 1| $ 200 37600 $ 5,381,192
2,125 125 65 1 80 2,396

This information comes from the "Invoice All" program. Run "Fee Code Payment Type" for the previous gtr that closed.



HWM Permits and Modifications Completed from the Previous Report

(7/1/16 to 9/30/16)
Tvpe/Name Permit No.
Renewal Permit/Great Lakes Chemical . mj TRN2 |
HWM Modifications Received and Completed During the Second Quarter
(10/1/16 to 12/31/16)
Type/Name Permit No. Received; Annroved
Class 1 Permit Modification/AGC/Piping Repair 21H-RN1 10712116, 1 14116
Class 1 Permit Modification/PBA/Update RADD 1H-RN2 09/07/16: 10/14/16
Class 1 Permit Modification/Lion Qil/Revise to Cite El Dorado POTW 14H-RN2 NA: 10/17/16
Class 1 Permit Modification/AGC/Piping Repair 21H-RN1 10/20/186; 1n/26/16
Class 1 Permit Modification/Rineco/Minor changes to Building 400 and Shredder M-401 28H-RN1 10/21/16;1  '4/16
Class 1 Rineco/Update Emergency Coordinator List 28H-RN1 11/18/16: 1 23/16
Class 1 Permit Modification/Lockheed/Extension of Final Closure 27H-RN1 11/17/16: 1 29/16

40




[As of: |~ 12/28/2016]

|State Fiscal Quarter ] Second|

Hazardous Waste Managgment Permits

Post-Closure: 5

Hazardous Waste Management: 12

Aeelicatiom ending 6]

Type/Name Permit No. | Days Pending Reas~r Code

Renewal Permit/Koppers 18H-RN2 51 5

Class 2 Permit Modification/Clean Harbors El Dorado/Gondola loading building 10H-RN1 190
1|Conducting Administrative Completene== Review
2|Reviewing Technical Information
3[Awaiting Information from Applicant
4[Modification Class Change
5|Drafting Draft Permit Decision or Mod..  Jroval
6|Awaiting Close of Public Comment Per
7|Drafting Response to Comments
8|Novel Legal Issues
9|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. ADE  public
noticed the Permit Application was Administratively Complete on December 2, 2016. ADEQ issued a
Technical NOD requesting additional information on December 19, 2016.

Clean Harbors (10H-RN1): Clean Harbors submitted a Class 2 Permit Modification on June 17, 2016. ADEQ
issued a NOD on July 17, 2016. ADEQ received CHED’s response August 12, 2016. ADEQ performed a site
visit to verify the future location on October 4, 2016. The Class 2 Permit Modification approval is in routing.



	Document 1
	Legal Sized Paper
	Document 10

