STATE OF MISSOURI

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

MISSOURI CLEAN WATER COMMISSION

MISSOURI STATE OPERATING PERMIT

In compliance with the Missouri Clean Water Law, (Chapter 644 R.S. Mo. as amended, hereinafter, the Law), and the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act (Public Law 92-500, 92" Congress) as amended,

Permit No. MO-0001171

Owner: Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc.
Address: 2814 South Golden, Springfield, MO 65801
Continuing Authority: Same as above

Address: Same as above

Facility Name: New Madrid Power Plant

Facility Address: 41 St. Jude Industrial Park, Marston, MO 63866
Legal Description: See following pages

UTM Coordinates: See following pages

Receiving Stream: See following pages

First Classified Stream and 1D: See following pages

USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: See following pages

is authorized to discharge from the facility described herein, in accordance with the effluent limitations and monitoring requirements
as set forth herein:

FACILITY DESCRIPTION

Steam-electric coal fired power plant; SIC # 4911; NAICS # 221112. Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc.’s (AECI) New Madrid
Power Plant is a steam electrical power generation facility primarily engaged in the generation of electricity for distribution and sale
located on the western bank of the Mississippi River. This facility includes two (2) 615-megawatt coal-fired cyclone burner steam
electric generating units (Units 1 & 2). Additionally, this facility has nine (9) outfalls and four (4) permitted features, which are further
described on pages two (2) and three (3) of this operating permit. This facility does not require a certified wastewater operator. Plant
domestic wastewater is managed by sending to a POTW; domestic wastes from the precipitator electrical building are managed using
a subsurface system.

This permit authorizes only wastewater and stormwater discharges under the Missouri Clean Water Law and the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System; it does not apply to other regulated areas. This permit may be appealed in accordance with Sections
640.013, 621.250, and 644.051.6 of the Law.

January 1, 2020 September 1, 2023
Effective Date Modification Date

e 7/,
December 31, 2024 % W

Expiration Date John/l;p%e, Dire,ct'of, Water Protection Program
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FACILITY DESCRIPTION (CONTINUED)

OUTFALL #001 — Unit 1 once through cooling water (condenser cooling water, 524 MGD), boiler blowdown (2.998 MGD),
condensate polisher (1.224 MGD), neutralization sump (emptying laboratory drains and de-mineralizer, 0.576 MGD), boiler sampling
system (0.157 MGD), screen wash, HVAC process cooling (2.88 MGD), slag tank overflow (0.072 MGD); intermittent sources:
oil/water separator (OWS, 3.744 MGD), #1, #2, and #3 U1 Sumps. Neutralization occurs for laboratory drains and de-mineralizers;
flotation occurs in the OWS; no other wastewater sources undergo treatment.

Legal Description: Land Grant 1107, T22N, R14E, New Madrid County

UTM Coordinates: X = 808109, Y = 4046792

Receiving Stream and ID: Mississippi River (P) WBID #3152; 303(d)

USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Donaldson Point — Mississippi River, HUC# 08010100-0301
Design Flow: 554 MGD

2023 modification: added submerged flight conveyors (SFC) wastewater, 3000 gpm; 4.32 MGD. Boiler wash will be diverted through
the SFC.

INTERNAL MONITORING POINT #01S — SFC for Unit 1
UTM Coordinates: X =807712, Y = 4046725

OUTFALL #002 — Unit 2 once through cooling water (condenser cooling water, 517 MGD), boiler blowdown (2.988 MGD),
condensate polisher (1.224 MGD), OWS (3.744 MGD), HVAC process cooling, screen wash, slag tank overflow (0.072 MGD);
intermittent sources: U2 #1, #2, #3, and #4 sumps. The OWS receives wastewater from: #1, #2 and #3 sumps (both units), #4 U2
sump, yard and floor drains, and auxiliary cooling water overflow. Oil removed from the OWS is removed off-site by a contractor.
Treatment occurs in the OWS via floatation; no other treatment.

Legal Description: Land Grant 1107, T22N, R14E, New Madrid County

UTM Coordinates: X =808140, Y = 4046718

Receiving Stream and ID: Mississippi River (P) WBID #3152; 303(d)

USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Donaldson Point — Mississippi River, HUC# 08010100-0301
Design flow: 546.5 MGD/1015.5 cfs

Average Flow: 406.3 MGD/628.6 cfs

2023 modification:; added submerged flight conveyors (SFC) wastewater, 3000 gpm; 4.32 MGD. Boiler wash will be diverted through
the SFC.

INTERNAL MONITORING POINT #02S — SFC for Unit 2
UTM Coordinates: X =807749, Y = 4046653

OUTFALL #003 — ash settling pond and low volume waste sources (58.784 MGD): boiler slag sluice water (14.4 MGD), slag wash
water (1.152 MGD), coal pile runoff (16.637 MGD): [coal conveyor wash (0.216 MGD), coal handling dust suppression (0.691
MGD), Unit 1 heater vents, heavy machinery wash, unit 1 and unit 2 yard drains, coal pile direct precipitation (15.730)]; intermittent
sources: precipitation (26.595), dry fly ash handling (1.44 MGD), stormwater from landfill , and air tower overflow.

Fly ash landfill stormwater (including contact stormwater), boiler slag, and other low volume waste sources including stormwater run-
off from coal pile (16 MGD max), and air heater wash; sludge sent to landfill (permitted feature #006). Coal conveyor wash, coal
handling dust suppression, unit 1 heater vents, heavy machinery wash, units 1 & 2 yard drains. Boiler slag is washed at the ash settling
pond by a contractor and removed from the site. Residue from slag washing, plant ditch clean-out, and coal residues are disposed in
the utility’s waste landfill (outfall #006). Fly ash is currently only disposed of in the landfill. Air heaters are cleaned approximately
once per year with a generation rate of 5 million gallons per cleaning. The discharge rate of air heater wash to the settling basin is
approximately 0.252 MGD per cleaning. Boilers are chemically cleaned every 3 to 9 years with a generation rate of approximately
0.66 MGD per unit. During a typical boiler cleaning, approximately 4430 pounds of iron is removed; iron solids are not approved for
discharge under this permit. The resulting waste waters from chemically cleaned boilers are typically disposed by evaporation in a
boiler. Chemical cleaning wastewater will be containerized and sent off site. Discharge of sluice wastewater is not permitted after
December 31, 2023. Treatment: settling. See special conditions.
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OUTFALL #003 CONTINUED: 2023 modification: After installation of the SFCs, this facility will no longer sluice ash (slag) sluice water
(5,654 gpm; 8.1 MGD removed). and is on schedule to meet the EPA compliance date for cessation pursuant to 40 CFR
423.13(k)(2)(i) for December 31, 2025. SFC wastewater discharges to #001 & #002 respectively. Coal pile runoff will be discharging
under outfall #009. Metal cleaning wastewater (without chemicals) will continue to be discharged from this outfall.

Legal Description: NW ¥4, SW ¥4, Sec. 33, T22N, R14E, New Madrid County
UTM Coordinates: X =808625, Y = 4045405

Receiving Stream and ID: Mississippi River (P) WBID #3152; 303(d)

USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Donaldson Point — Mississippi River, HUC# 08010100-0301
Design flow: 38 MGD

Average Flow: 33 MGD

OUTFALL #004 — Removed in 2023 modification. This outfall is the same structure used by outfall #009.

Historical: boiler slag/bottom ash dewatering pond; boiler slag sluice water and precipitation. Boiler slag is dewatered, stockpiled and
loaded onto barges or trucked off-site for reuse. Treatment: settling. See special conditions.

Legal Description: Land Grant 1107, T22N, R14E, New Madrid County

UTM Coordinates: X = 808189, Y = 4046476

OUTFALL #005 — Stormwater run-off from plant site; does not include coal pile stormwater run-off, sources of the storm water run-off
include boiler roof drains, turbine roof drains, substation yard drains, plant site run-off, and agricultural run-off. Authorized
intermittent non-stormwater discharges include safety valve drains, boiler drain tank overflow, boiler wash overflow, heat exchangers
and air tower overflow.

Legal Description: SW Y4, SW ¥4, Sec. 29, T22N, R14E, New Madrid County
UTM Coordinates: X =806944, Y = 4046373

Receiving Stream: Tributary to 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0

First Classified Stream and ID: 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0 (C) WBID #3960

USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Portage Open Bay, HUC# 08020204-0608

Peak flow: 8.3 MGD

Average Flow: dependent upon precipitation

OUTFALL #006 — landfill contact wastewater from the sedimentation basins. Periodic discharge is expected when the sedimentation
ponds have less than approximately 2 feet of freeboard. New outfall; antidegradation review completed for 2023 modification. The
wastewater is pumped to the river.

UTM Coordinates: X =808122, Y = 4043781

Old Receiving Stream: Tributary to 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0

Old First Classified Stream and ID: 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0 (C) WBID #3960

Old USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Portage Open Bay, HUC# 08020204-0608

2023 New Receiving Stream and ID: Mississippi River (P) WBID #3152; 303(d)

2023 New USGS Basin & Sub-watershed: Donaldson Point — Mississippi River, HUC# 08010100-0301
2023 New Design flow: 3.23 MGD

PERMITTED FEATURE #007 — implemented in the 2010 renewal to incorporate the total temperature discharge for outfalls #001 and
#002. Permitted Feature #007 is not a physical outfall but is needed for compliance tracking purposes due to combination of thermal
discharges for outfalls #001 and #002, which are in locations effecting the mixing considerations of both outfalls.

UTM Coordinates: X =808057, Y = 4046791 (Mississippi River)

OUTFALL #008 — landfill non-contact stormwater; new 2019 renewal; no antidegradation review required as this is stormwater only.
UTM Coordinates: X = 805456, Y = 4044324

Receiving Stream: Tributary to 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0

First Classified Stream and ID: 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0 (C) WBID #3960

USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Portage Open Bay, HUC# 08020204-0608

Peak flow: 3.2 MGD

Average Flow: dependent upon precipitation
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OUTFALL #009 — new settling pond for coal pile runoff; no antidegradation required, this source of contaminants is simply being
moved from comingling at outfall #003 to a new outfall serving the coal pile runoff; treatment is identical or better than historical coal
pile runoff treatment. This outfall also discharges surrounding area industrial stormwater. This outfall utilizes the old outfall structure
from outfall #004.

Legal Description: NW ¥4, SW ¥4, Sec. 33, T22N, R14E, New Madrid County
UTM Coordinates: X =808265, Y = 4046410

Receiving Stream and ID: Mississippi River (P) WBID #3152; 303(d)

USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Donaldson Point — Mississippi River, HUC# 08010100-0301
Design flow: 6.94 MGD

OUTFALL #010 —non-contact stormwater from the capped lined ash pond, and stormwater from the surrounding area

2023 Modification: allowed to discharge.

UTM Coordinates: X = 808646, Y = 4045266

Receiving Stream: Tributary to Mississippi River

First Classified Stream and ID: Mississippi River (P) WBID #3152; 303(d)
USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Portage Open Bay, HUC# 08020204-0608
Design flow: 3.77 MGD

PERMITTED FEATURE #011 — identified during the 2019 renewal as a no discharge basin associated with landfill leachate which has
percolated through the landfill.

UTM Coordinates: X =806491, Y = 4044357

Potential Receiving Stream: Tributary to 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0

Potential First Classified Stream and ID:  8-20-13 MUDD V1.0 Remaining (C) WBID #3960
USGS Basin & Sub-watershed No.: Portage Open Bay, HUC# 08020204-0608

Design flow: 0 MGD

Average Flow: 0 MGD

PERMITTED FEATURE #101 — cooling water intake structure serving unit 1; subject to 316(b).
UTM Coordinates: X =807653, Y = 4047607 (Mississippi River)

PERMITTED FEATURE #102 — cooling water intake structure serving unit 2; subject to 316(b).
UTM Coordinates: X =807636, Y = 4047640 (Mississippi River)
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OUTFALLS #001, #002, AND #007
cooling water

TABLE A-1

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. The final effluent
limitations shall become effective on January 1, 2020 and remain in effect until expiration of the permit. Such discharges shall be controlled,
limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
EFFLUENT PARAMETERS UNITS DAILY WEEKLY | MONTHLY MEASUREMENT SAMPLE
MAXIMUM AVERAGE | AVERAGE FREQUENCY TYPE

LIiMIT SET: M

PHYSICAL

Effluent Flow (Qe, Notes 1 & 2) MGD/cfs * daily measured

Effluent Temperature (Te, Notes 1 & 2) °F * daily measured

Stream Flow (Q;) (outfall #007) cfs * * daily measured

Stream Temperature (Ts, Note 1, #007) °F * * daily measured

AT (Note 3, #007) °F 5 * daily calculation

Teap (Note 4, #007)
January °F 50 * daily calculation
February °F 50 * daily calculation
March °F 60 * daily calculation
April °F 70 * daily calculation
May °F 80 * daily calculation
June °F 87 * daily calculation
July °F 89 * daily calculation
August °F 89 * daily calculation
September °F 87 * daily calculation
October °F 78 * daily calculation
November °F 70 * daily calculation
December °F 57 * daily calculation

Taev (Note 4, #007)
January °F 53 * daily calculation
February °F 53 * daily calculation
March °F 63 * daily calculation
April °F 73 * daily calculation
May °F 83 * daily calculation
June °F 90 * daily calculation
July °F 92 * daily calculation
August °F 92 * daily calculation
September °F 90 * daily calculation
October °F 81 * daily calculation
November °F 73 * daily calculation
December °F 60 * daily calculation

Time of Deviation-Month (Note 4) hours * continuous calculation

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED MONTHLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE FEBRUARY 28, 2020.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.
LiMmiT SET: A
Total Time of Deviation (Note 4) | hours/year 88 yearly sum calculation

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED YEARLY; THE FIRST REPORT Is DUE_ JANUARY 28, 2021.
THERE SHALL BE NoO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.
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INTERNAL MONITORING #01S & #02S
Submerged Flight Conveyors
Low Volume Waste Sources

TABLE A-1.1

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. The final effluent
limitations shall become effective on modification issuance date September 1, 2023 and remain in effect until expiration of the permit. Such

discharges shall be controlled, limited, and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
EFFLUENT PARAMETERS UNITs DAILY WEEKLY MONTHLY MEASUREMENT SAMPLE

MAXIMUM | AVERAGE | AVERAGE FREQUENCY TYPE
LiMIT SET: M
PHYSICAL
Flow MGD * * daily 24 hr. total |
CONVENTIONAL
Oil and Grease mg/L 20 15 once/month grab
pH T SuU 6.0t09.0 6.0t09.0 once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids — Intake mg/L * * once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids — Gross Discharge mg/L * * once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids — Net Discharge t mg/L 100 30 once/month calculation

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED MONTHLY; THE FIRST REPORT Is DUE OCTOBER 28, 2023.

OUTFALL #003

wastewater

INTERIM EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

TABLE A-2

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. In accordance with 10
CSR 20-7.031, the final effluent limitations outlined in Table A-3 below must be achieved as soon as possible but no later than
2023. These interim effluent limitations are effective beginning January 1, 2020 and remain in effect through December 31, 2023 or as soon as

possible. Such discharges shall be controlled, limited, and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

December 31

———————,

INTERIM EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
EFFLUENT PARAMETERS UNITS DAILY WEEKLY MONTHLY MEASUREMENT SAMPLE

MAXIMUM AVERAGE AVERAGE FREQUENCY TYPE
LIiMIT SET: M
PHYSICAL
Flow MGD * * daily 24 hr. total
CONVENTIONAL
Oil & Grease mg/L 15 10 once/month grab
pH T SuU 6.0t09.0 6.0t09.0 once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids — Intake mg/L * * once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids — Gross Discharge mg/L * * once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids — Net Discharge 1 mg/L 100 30 once/month calculation
NUTRIENTS
Ammoniaas N mg/L * * once/month grab
Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total (TKN) mg/L * * once/month grab
Nitrate plus Nitrite as N mg/L * * once/month grab
Phosphorus, Total (TP) mg/L * * once/month grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED MONTHLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE FEBRUARY 28, 2020.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.

LiMIT SET: A

METALS
Aluminum, Total Recoverable

Ho/L

* *

once/year

grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED ANNUALLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE JANUARY 28, 2021.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.
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OUTFALL #003

wastewater

TABLE A-3

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. The final effluent
limitations shall become effective on January 1, 2024 and remain in effect until expiration of the permit. Such discharges shall be controlled,

limited, and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
EFFLUENT PARAMETERS UNITs DAILY WEEKLY MONTHLY MEASUREMENT SAMPLE

MAXIMUM | AVERAGE | AVERAGE FREQUENCY TYPE
LiMIT SET: M
PHYSICAL
Flow MGD * * daily 24 hr. total
CONVENTIONAL
Oil & Grease mg/L 15 10 once/month grab
pH T SuU 6.0t09.0 6.0t09.0 once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids mg/L 100 30 once/month grab
NUTRIENTS
Ammonia as N mg/L * * once/month grab
Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total (TKN) mg/L * * once/month grab
Nitrate plus Nitrite as N mg/L * * once/month grab
Phosphorus, Total (TP) mg/L * * once/month grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED MONTHLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE FEBRUARY 28, 2024.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.

LiMIT SET: A

METALS
Aluminum, Total Recoverable

Ho/L

*

* once/year

grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED ANNUALLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE JANUARY 28, 2025.

THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.

OUTFALL #004

wastewater

TABLE A-4

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

Outfall and limit set deleted at 2023 modification.




Permit No. MO-0001171
Page 8 of 16

OUTFALLS #005
Stormwater Only

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

TABLE A-5

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. The final effluent
limitations shall become effective on January 1, 2020 and remain in effect until expiration of the permit. Such discharges shall be controlled,

limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

FINAL LIMITATIONS BENCH- MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
EFFLUENT PARAMETERS UNITS DAILY MONTHLY MARKS MEASUREMENT SAMPLE

MAXIMUM AVERAGE FREQUENCY TYPE
LimiT SET: B
PHYSICAL
Flow MGD * - twice/year ¢ 24 Hr Est.
CONVENTIONAL
Chemical Oxygen Demand mg/L ** 120 twice/year ¢ grab
Oil & Grease mg/L ** 10 twice/year ¢ grab
pH T SuU *x 6.0t09.0 | twice/year ¢ grab
Settleable Solids mL/L/hr ** 1.5 twice/year ¢ grab
Total Suspended Solids mg/L ** 100 twice/year ¢ grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED BIANNUALLY'; THE FIRST REPORT Is DUE JuLY 28, 2020.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.

Outfall #006
UWL contact stormwater

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

TABLE A-5.1

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. The final effluent
limitations shall become effective on modification issuance date September 1, 2023 and remain in effect until expiration of the permit. Such

discharges shall be controlled, limited, and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS

MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

EFFLUENT PARAMETERS UNITS DaiLy MONTHLY MEASUREMENT SAMPLE

MAXIMUM AVERAGE FREQUENCY TYPE

LIiMIT SET: M

PHYSICAL

Flow MGD * * daily 24 hr. total

CONVENTIONAL

Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD) mg/L * * once/month grab

Chlorine, Total Residual (TRC) ug/L * * once/month grab

Oil & Grease mg/L * * once/month grab

pH T SuU * (min, max) - once/month grab

Total Suspended Solids (TSS) mg/L * * once/month grab

NUTRIENTS

Ammonia as N mg/L * * once/month grab

Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total (TKN) mg/L * * once/month grab

Nitrate plus Nitrite as N mg/L * * once/month grab

Phosphorus, Total P (TP) mg/L * * once/month calculation

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED MONTHLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE OCTOBER 28, 2023.
OTHER — LIMIT SET A
WET TEST - ACUTE TUa * - oncel/year grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED ANNUALLY; THE FIRST REPORT Is DUE JANUARY 28, 2024.
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TABLE A-6
FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

OUTFALL #009

coal pile runoff

The permittee is authorized to discharge from outfall(s) with serial number(s) as specified in the application for this permit. The final effluent
limitations shall become effective on January 1, 2020 and remain in effect until expiration of the permit. Such discharges shall be controlled,
limited, and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS MONITORING REQUIREMENTS
EFFLUENT PARAMETERS UniTs DAILY WEEKLY MONTHLY MEASUREMENT SAMPLE

MAXIMUM AVERAGE AVERAGE FREQUENCY TypPE
LiMmIT SET: M
PHYSICAL
Flow MGD * * daily 24 hr. total
CONVENTIONAL
Oil & Grease mg/L 15 10 once/month grab
pH T SuU 6.0t09.0 6.0t09.0 once/month grab
Total Suspended Solids A mg/L 50 * once/month grab
NUTRIENTS
Ammonia as N mg/L * * once/month grab
Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total (TKN) mg/L * * once/month grab
Nitrate plus Nitrite as N mg/L * * once/month grab
Phosphorus, Total (TP) mg/L * * once/month grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED MONTHLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE FEBRUARY 28, 2020.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.

Aluminum, Total Recoverable pa/L * * once/year grab

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED ANNUALLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE JANUARY 28, 2021.
THERE SHALL BE NO DISCHARGE OF FLOATING SOLIDS OR VISIBLE FOAM IN OTHER THAN TRACE AMOUNTS.

PERMITTED FEATURE
#011

no-discharge leachate pond

TABLE A-7
NO DISCHARGE: FINAL MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

The permittee is not authorized to discharge from this feature. The final requirements shall become effective on January 1, 2020 and remain in
effect until expiration of the permit. This feature shall be monitored and operationally controlled by the permittee as specified below:

MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

MONITORING PARAMETERS UNITS
DAILY MONTHLY MEASUREMENT SAMPLE
MINIMUM AVERAGE FREQUENCY TYPE
LiMIT SET: OM
Freeboard (minimum) feet 2 * once/month measured

MONITORING REPORTS SHALL BE SUBMITTED MONTHLY; THE FIRST REPORT IS DUE FEBRUARY 28, 2020.
NoO DISCHARGES ARE AUTHORIZED FROM THIS FEATURE
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A. EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (CONTINUED)

Note 1: The facility will report the measured flow and actual discharge temperature for outfalls #001 and #002 independently. The
facility may measure stream temperature at the intake(s).

Note 2: (a) The facility will report the sum of the flows for outfalls #001 and #002 combined for outfall #007 as “end of pipe”
measurement; the facility will use this resultant flow for Qe in the equation below.

(b) The facility will provide the weighted average temperature of outfalls #001 and #002 temperature for outfall #007 as “end
of pipe”; the facility will use this resultant temperature for T, in the calculations below.

To calculate a weighted average, the facility should use the following equations:

Percent Flow: Flow 1/(Flow 1+Flow 2); Flow 2 is 1-% Flow 1.

Weighted Average: (Temp 1 * % total flow 1) + (Temp 2 * % total flow 2)

Note 3: Reported for outfall #007:
AT = [((Q/4)Ts + QeTe) / ((Qs/4) + Qe)] - Ts

Where:
AT the change in temperature in °F at the edge of the thermal mixing zone
Qs/4 the receiving stream flow in cfs divided by 4
Qe effluent flow in cfs
Ts measured stream temperature
Te measured temperature of effluent

Note 4: Reported for outfall #007:
To calculate the temperature of the stream at the edge of the mixing zone, the facility will use the following equation:
Designated as Tem: in the equation below, the facility can determine compliance with Tgev, Tcap, and percent time deviation
allowance.

Temz = [((Qs/4)Ts + QeTe) / ((Qs/4) + Qe))]
Where:
Temz the temperature of the receiving stream at the edge of the thermal mixing zone
Qs/4 the receiving stream flow in cfs divided by 4

Qe effluent flow in cfs
Ts measured stream temperature
Te measured temperature of effluent

Temperature cap (designated as Tcap) is the effluent temperature limitation applicable in the receiving stream at the edge of
the thermal mixing zone. It may be exceeded for no more than 1% of the year (88 hours).

Temperature deviation (designated as Tgev) is the maximum effluent temperature limit at the edge of the thermal mixing zone
which may not be exceeded at any time. MoCWIS is set up to receive one value for the thermal limitations for each month.
The facility will violate the thermal limit if the value entered in MoCWIS is above the Tgey value for the month.

Percent Time Deviation Allowance: Missouri’s Water Quality Standards allows permittees to exceed their applicable Tecap

criteria (but not the Tqey criteria) for 1% of the year in Zone 2 in the Mississippi River. The time of deviation allowance shall

be tracked in hours per year any time their calculated temperature values exceeds the month’s daily maximum T, effluent

limit (the facility should track in minutes if possible). The permittee is required to monitor and report the total monthly

exceedance time (not an average).

a) If Teme is less than Tcap then the permittee records “0” hours deviation.

b) Any time Tem; is above Tcqp then the facility reports the number of hours of deviation (including minutes as a decimal).

¢) The permittee shall report on January 28" of each year the total number of hours the facility exceeded their temperature
cap effluent limits for the entire year.

A violation occurs if:
a. The percent time deviation allowance is above 1% (88 hours) for the calendar year; and/or
b. The Tem, value reported is above the Tgey monthly limitation.

*  Monitoring and reporting requirement only.

** Monitoring and reporting requirement with benchmark. See Special Conditions for additional requirements.
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t  pH: the facility will report the minimum and maximum values; pH is not to be averaged.

t1 Net discharge for #01S and #02S is calculated by utilizing intake data from #101 and/or #102. TSS data may be obtained from
either intake. Net discharge will be calculated individually. If no intake water was used in this discharge, a net allowance is not
allowed and the facility will report “0” for intake and will report the same value for gross and net.

¥ Netdischarge can only be calculated if intake water is discharged through outfalls #003. Once ash sluicing has ceased, this outfall
is no longer granted net limitations; the facility will use “0” for the intake water and will report the same values for gross and net.
Gross discharge is the actual end of pipe measurement.

A Per 40 CFR 423.15(b)(10), any untreated overflow from facilities designed, constructed, and operated to treat the coal pile runoff
which results from a 10 year, 24 hour rainfall event shall not be subject to the standards in paragraph (b)(11) of this section. The
onus is placed upon the facility to provide operational reports to show the basin is operated and maintained to sufficiently contain
a 10 year 24 hour precipitation event.

L Flow measurements may be calculated or measured. The facility will report the 24 hour total.

¢  Twice yearly sampling schedule:

MINIMUM BI1-ANNUAL SAMPLING REQUIREMENTS

MONTHS SAMPLING REQUIREMENT REPORT IS DUE
F"S:(E:rlf of January, February, March, April, May, June Sample at least once during any month of the half year July 28t
Second Half July, August, September, October, . h
of Year November, December Sample at least once during any month of the half year January 28

B. STANDARD CONDITIONS

In addition to specified conditions stated herein, this permit is subject to the attached Part | standard conditions dated August 1, 2014,
and hereby incorporated as though fully set forth herein.

C. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE

Schedules of compliance are allowed per 40 CFR 122.47. The facility shall attain compliance with final effluent limitations
established in this permit as soon as reasonably achievable:

1. Special conditions stipulate specific terms for the cooling water intake structures and groundwater monitoring requirements.
2. All requirements shall be met as soon as practicable but no later than the date specified.

3. All reports (not associated with renewal requirements) shall be submitted using the eDMR system.

D. SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. Groundwater Monitoring. This facility shall:

(@ Monitor the groundwater, at a minimum, semi-annually over the next permit term in accordance with the groundwater
monitoring programs for Ponds 003 and 004 as established under the USEPA CCR Rule (40 CFR §257.90 through 8257.95)
at the piezometers and monitoring wells established by the facility.

(b) The facility shall monitor for, and provide data for, the following constituents: Appendix 11 constituents to 40 CFR 257
[boron, calcium, chloride, fluoride, pH, Sulfate, Total Dissolved Solids (TDS)] and Appendix IV constituents to 40 CFR 257
[antimony, arsenic, barium, beryllium, cadmium, chromium, cobalt, fluoride, lead, lithium, mercury, molybdenum, selenium,
thallium, radium 226 and 228 combined].

(c) The facility shall notify the Water Protection Program in writing, of all well monitoring results. The facility may provide the
information in the eDMR system as an uploaded report.

(d) The facility shall monitor the groundwater in accordance with the April 2019 Sampling and Analysis Plan for New Madrid
Power Plant including all QA/QC procedures. This plan does not supersede any decisions the Department may make
regarding the contributions of contaminants to groundwater at the site.
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Cooling Water Intake Structure Requirements for Impingement.

In accordance with 125.98(b)(2), this permit incorporates Best Technology Available (BTA) requirements per 40 CFR 401.14 to
reduce impingement mortality per 40 CFR 125 Subpart J. The current impingement technology is horizontal velocity caps. BTA
determinations may vary based on the studies submitted by the facility during the next permit term. The facility shall supply all
studies in accordance with 40 CFR 122.2(r) and as listed in Special Condition #5(b) of this operating permit for Best Technology
Available (BTA) Determinations from the options outlined in 40 CFR 125.94(c) for the next permit renewal.

Cooling Water Intake Structure Requirements for Entrainment.

In accordance with 125.98(b)(2), this permit incorporates Best Technology Available (BTA) requirements per 40 CFR 401.14 to
reduce entrainment per 40 CFR 125.94(d). The BTA determination for entrainment is currently horizontal velocity caps for this
facility. Future entrainment determinations may vary based on the studies submitted by the facility during the next permit term.
The facility shall supply all studies in accordance with 40 CFR 122.2(r) and as listed in Special Condition #5(b) of this operating
permit for Best Technology Available (BTA) Determinations from the options outlined in 40 CFR 125.94(d) for the next permit
renewal.

Annual reports are due to the department on February 28™ of each year for the term of the permit (including the year of renewal)

which must include the following:

(a) Status update for items under 1., 2., and 3. in this section; including completion details and operational status after
implementation.

(b) Annual Certification Report for the intake in accordance with 40 CFR 125.97(c) to fulfill department requirements at 40 CFR
125.98(k).

Renewal Application Requirements. 180 days prior to permit expiration, the following are due to the Department:
(@) Complete Forms A, C, and D including all required testing of effluents and stormwater.
(b) Cooling water intake requirements:

i. Cooling water intake structure data as required by 40 CFR 122.21(r)(3)(iii); this includes the floating low water pumps
if the facility determines continued use is required.

ii. Baseline biological characterization study in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(4). In addition to the study results, the
facility will provide a determination regarding the biological characterization of the local population of fish, shellfish,
and other aquatic organisms.

iii. Cooling water system data as required by 40 CFR 122.21(r)(5)(i), (ii), and (iii); this includes the floating low water
pumps if the facility determines continued use is required.

iv. Chosen method of compliance with impingement mortality standard as required by 40 CFR 122.21(r)(6) et seq.

v. Historic yet relevant entrainment data acquired under any phase of the regulations associated with Clean Water Act
316(b) in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(7).

vi. Provide the operational status of the facility in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(8); this includes the floating low
water pumps if the facility determines continued use is required.

vii. Provide the results of a two-year Entrainment Characterization Study in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(9); this
includes the floating low water pumps if the facility determines continued use is required. This report must include a
Comprehensive Technical Feasibility and Cost Evaluation Study in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(10), a Benefits
Valuation Study in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(11), a Non-Water Quality Environmental and Other Impacts
Study in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(12), and finally, a peer review of the reports required under 40 CFR
122.21(r)(10) through (12) in accordance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(13).

viii. Provide any and all communications with the United States Fish and Wildlife Services or Missouri Department of
Conservation, and any other communications regarding aquatic organisms at the site with any state or federal agency
in compliance with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(1)(ii)(C) and 40 CFR 122.21(r)(1)(ii)(H).

(c) Groundwater:

i. Provide an excel spreadsheet summarizing all the data collected for groundwater monitoring during the last 10 years
for Ponds 003 and 004. Data shall be independent of qualifiers so data manipulation can occur. (ie. cells shall not
contain “0.2 J” or “<0.2”; the qualifier shall be placed in an adjacent cell); a separate sheet shall be provided for each
CCR unit.

ii. Provide a corrective measures assessment and results report for coal combustion residual ponds with statistically
significant levels of Appendix IV constituents consisting of corrective measures aligned with 40 CFR 257.96 and
257.97 with the application for permit renewal.

(d) Coal Combustion Residual (CCR) Units: The facility shall supply all documents regarding closure or proposed closure for
each of the CCR units, including, any communications between the facility and other Department of Natural Resources
programs, and any federal resources and communications used to complete the actions, with the application for renewal.
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Spills, Overflows, and Other Unauthorized Discharges.

(@) Any spill, overflow, or other discharge(s) not specifically authorized above are unauthorized discharges.

(b) Should an unauthorized discharge cause or permit any contaminants to discharge or enter waters of the state, the unauthorized
discharge must be reported to the regional office as soon as practicable but no more than 24 hours after the discovery of the
discharge. If the spill or overflow needs to be reported after normal business hours or on the weekend, the facility must call
the Department’s 24 hour spill line at 573-634-2436.

(c) If the unauthorized discharge was from an overflow from a no-discharge wastewater basin, the report must include all records
confirming operation and maintenance records documenting proper maintenance in accordance with condition (d) below.

(d) Permittee shall adhere to the following minimum Best Management Practices (BMPs) for no-discharge wastewater holding
structures:

i. To prevent unauthorized discharges, the no-discharge wastewater basin must be properly operated and maintained to
contain all wastewater plus run-in and direct precipitation. During normal weather conditions, the liquid level in the
storage structure shall be maintained below the upper operating level, so adequate storage capacity is available for use
during adverse weather periods. The liquid level in the storage structure should be lowered on a routine schedule based
on the design storage period. Typically, this should be accomplished prior to expected seasonal wet and winter climate
periods. The upper operating level for uncovered storage structures is one foot below the emergency overflow level.
Maintain liquid level in the no-discharge wastewater structure at least 2 feet from the discharge pipe or top of the
basin, whichever is lower.

ii. Weekly inspection of no-discharge wastewater basins shall occur. Inspection notes will be kept at the facility and
made available to the Department upon request.

iii. The inspections will note any issues with the no-discharge structure and will record the level of liquid as indicated by
the depth marker.

40 CFR 423.13(a): There shall be no discharge of polychlorinated biphenyl compounds (PCBs) such as those commonly
[historically] used for transformer fluid.

40 CFR 423.13(c)(2): Neither free available chlorine [or bromine] nor total residual chlorine [or bromine] may be discharged
from any unit at this facility.

40 CFR 423.13(h) and (k): The facility shall not discharge either fly ash or bottom ash transport wastewater [sluice water] after
December 31, 2023. The facility shall stop sluicing ash as soon as practicable. Ash transport wastewater within the ponds as of
December 31, 2023 may be allowed to be discharged during closure activities after December 31, 2023, so long as federal
effluent limitation guidelines (40 CFR 423) are met for the discharge of legacy wastewater.

Discharge of chemical cleaning wastewater is not authorized under this permit.

Dust Suppression.

(a) For the purposes of dust suppression only, this permit authorizes the application of wastewater (including leachate) and
stormwater to only: the landfill working face, ash (fly and bottom) storage areas, including fly ash silos, slag storage areas,
barge unloading coal storage areas, rotary rail car unloading area, coal conveying equipment, coal crushers, and coal pile.

(b) For the purposes of dust suppression only, this permit authorizes the application of stormwater or potable water to roads and
other areas requiring dust suppression. An additive may be used to ensure fugitive emissions are suppressed.

(c) Runoff is not permitted from application activities.

(d) No application shall occur during precipitation events unless necessary to prevent fugitive dust; typically <0.25 inch per day
rainfall.

Electronic Discharge Monitoring Report (eDMR) Submission System.

(a) Discharge Monitoring Reporting Requirements. The permittee must electronically submit compliance monitoring data via the
eDMR system. Standard Conditions Part |, Section B, #7 indicates the eDMR system is currently the only Department
approved reporting method for this permit.

(b) Programmatic Reporting Requirements. All reports must be electronically submitted as an attachment to the eDMR system
until such a time when the current or a new system is available to allow direct input of the data. After such a system has been
made available by the Department, required data shall be directly input into the system by the next report due date
(1) Schedule of Compliance Progress Reports;

(2) Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Reports;
(3) CWA Section 316(b) Annual Reports; and
(4) Any additional report required by the permit excluding bypass reporting.

(c) The following shall be submitted electronically after such a system has been made available by the Department:

(1) General Permit Applications/Notices of Intent to discharge (NOIs);
(2) Notices of Termination (NOTS);
(3) No Exposure Certifications (NOES);
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(4) Low Erosivity Waivers, and Other Waivers from Stormwater Controls (LEWS); and
(5) Bypass reporting.

(d) Electronic Submission: access the eDMR system via: https://edmr.dnr.mo.gov/edmr/E2/Shared/Pages/Main/Login.aspx

(e) Electronic Reporting Waivers. The permittee must electronically submit compliance monitoring data and reports unless a
waiver is granted by the Department in compliance with 40 CFR Part 127. The permittee may obtain an electronic reporting
waiver by first submitting an eDMR Waiver Request Form: http://dnr.mo.gov/forms/780-2692-f.pdf. The Department will
either approve or deny this electronic reporting waiver request within 120 calendar days. Only permittees with an approved
waiver request may submit monitoring data and reports on paper to the Department for the period the approved electronic
reporting waiver is effective.

Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

The facility’s SIC code or description is found in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14) and/or 10 CSR 20-6.200(2) and hence shall continue to

implement a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). The SWPPP must be kept on-site and should not be sent to the

Department unless specifically requested. The SWPPP must be reviewed and updated annually or if site conditions affecting

stormwater change. The permittee shall select, install, use, operate, and maintain the Best Management Practices prescribed in the

SWPPP in accordance with the concepts and methods described in: Developing Your Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan, A

Guide for Industrial Operators, (EPA 833-B-09-002) published by the EPA in 2015

https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-11/documents/swppp_guide_industrial_2015.pdf The purpose of the SWPPP and

the Best Management Practices (BMPs) listed herein is the prevention of pollution of waters of the state. A deficiency of a BMP
means it was not effective at preventing pollution [10 CSR 20-2.010(56)] to waters of the state. Corrective action describes the
steps the facility took to eliminate the deficiency.

The SWPPP must include:

(@) A listing of specific contaminants and their control measures (or BMPs) and a narrative explaining how BMPs are
implemented to control and minimize the amount of contaminants potentially entering stormwater.

(b) A map with all outfalls and structural BMPs marked.

(c) A schedule for at least once per month site inspections and brief written reports. The inspection report must include
precipitation information for the entire period since last inspection, as well as observations and evaluations of BMP
effectiveness. Throughout coverage under this permit, the facility must perform ongoing SWPPP review and revision to
incorporate any site condition changes.

i. Operational deficiencies must be corrected within seven (7) calendar days.

ii. Minor structural deficiencies are those which can be corrected within fourteen (14) calendar days.

iili. Major structural deficiencies (deficiencies projected to take longer than 14 days to correct) must be reported as an
uploaded attachment through the eDMR system with the DMRs. The initial report shall consist of the deficiency noted,
the proposed remedies, the interim or temporary remedies (including proposed timing of the placement of the interim
measures), and an estimate of the timeframe needed to wholly complete the repairs or construction. If required by the
Department, the permittee shall work with the regional office to determine the best course of action. The permittee
should consider temporary structures to control stormwater runoff. The facility shall correct the major structural
deficiency as soon as reasonably achievable.

iv. All actions taken to correct the deficiencies shall be included with the written report, including photographs, and kept
with the SWPPP. Additionally, corrective action of major structural deficiencies shall be reported as an uploaded
attachment through the eDMR system with the DMRs.

v. BMP failure causing discharge through an unregistered outfall is considered an illicit discharge and must be reported in
accordance with Standard Conditions Part I.

vi. Inspection reports must be kept on site with the SWPPP and maintained for a period of five (5) years. These must be
made available to Department personnel upon request. Electronic versions of the documents and photographs are
acceptable.

(d) A provision for designating an individual to be responsible for environmental matters and a provision for providing training
to all personnel involved in housekeeping, material handling (including but not limited to loading and unloading), storage,
and staging of all operational, maintenance, storage, and cleaning areas. Proof of training shall be submitted upon request by
the Department.

Site-wide minimum Best Management Practices (BMPs). At a minimum, the permittee shall adhere to the following:

(a) Prevent the spillage or loss of fluids, oil, grease, fuel, etc. from vehicle maintenance, equipment cleaning, warehouse
activities, and other areas, and thereby prevent the contamination of stormwater from these substances.

(b) Ensure adequate provisions are provided to prevent surface water intrusion into the wastewater storage basin, to divert
stormwater runoff around the wastewater storage basin, and to protect embankments from erosion.

(c) Provide collection facilities and arrange for proper disposal of waste products including but not limited to petroleum waste
products, and solvents.

(d) Store all paint, solvents, petroleum products and petroleum waste products (except fuels), and storage containers (such as
drums, cans, or cartons) so these materials are not exposed to stormwater or provide other prescribed BMPs such as plastic
lids and/or portable spill pans to prevent the commingling of stormwater with container contents. Commingled water may not
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be discharged under this permit. Provide spill prevention control, and/or management sufficient to prevent any spills of these
pollutants from entering waters of the state. Any containment system used to implement this requirement shall be constructed
of materials compatible with the substances contained and shall also prevent the contamination of groundwater. Spill records
should be retained on-site.

(e) Provide good housekeeping practices on the site to keep trash from entry into waters of the state.

(f) Provide sediment and erosion control sufficient to prevent or control sediment loss off of the property.

Stormwater Benchmarks. This permit stipulates pollutant benchmarks applicable to your discharge.

(a) The benchmarks do not constitute direct numeric effluent limitations; therefore, a benchmark exceedance alone is not a
permit violation. Benchmark monitoring and visual inspections shall be used to determine the overall effectiveness of the
SWPPP and to assist you in knowing when additional corrective action may be necessary to protect water quality. I1f a sample
exceeds a benchmark concentration you must review your SWPPP and your BMPs to determine what improvements or
additional controls are needed to reduce the pollutant in your stormwater discharge(s).

(b) Any time a benchmark exceedance occurs, a Corrective Action Report (CAR) must be completed. A CAR is a document
recording the efforts undertaken by the facility to improve BMPs to meet benchmarks in future samples. CARs must be
retained with the SWPPP and be available to the Department upon request. If the efforts taken by the facility are not
sufficient and subsequent exceedances of a benchmark occur, the facility must contact the Department if a benchmark value
cannot be achieved. Failure to take corrective action to address a benchmark exceedance and failure to make measurable
progress towards achieving the benchmarks is a permit violation.

Petroleum Secondary Containment.

Before releasing water accumulated in petroleum secondary containment areas, it must be examined for hydrocarbon odor and

presence of sheen to protect the general criteria found at 10 CSR 20-7.031(4).

(a) Bulk storage containers throughout the facility are all equipped with secondary containment; these containments must be
managed in accordance with the site SPCC plan.

(b) Discharge of a sheen is not permissible.

(c) Internal secondary containments shall be pumped out and removed by contractor in the event of a leak spill.

(d) If the facility wishes to discharge the accumulated stormwater with hydrocarbon odor or presence of sheen, the water shall be
treated using an appropriate removal method. Visual observance of sheen will disqualify discharge until all sheen is removed.
On-site stick tests should also be used to assure all hydrocarbons are removed from the secondary containment.

Oil/Water Separators (OWS). This site operates oil water separator tanks for the treatment of stormwater and wastewaters. OWS,
as enumerated in the Facility Description, are hereby authorized and shall be operated per manufacturer’s specifications. The
specifications and operating records must be made accessible to Department staff upon request. Oil water separator sludge is
considered used oil; sludge must be disposed of in accordance with 10 CSR 25-11.279; used oil is removed off-site by a
contractor.

The full implementation of this operating permit, which includes implementation of any applicable schedules of compliance, shall
constitute compliance with all applicable federal and state statutes and regulations in accordance with §644.051.16, RSMo, and
the CWA section 402(Kk); however, this permit may be reopened and modified, or alternatively revoked and reissued to comply
with any applicable effluent standard or limitation issued or approved under Clean Water Act Sections 301(b)(2)(C) and (D),
8304(b)(2), and 8307(a) (2), if the effluent standard or limitation so issued or approved contains different conditions or is
otherwise more stringent than any effluent limitation in the permit; or controls any pollutant not limited in the permit. This permit
may be modified, revoked and reissued, or terminated for cause. The filing of a request by the permittee for a permit modification,
termination, notice of planned changes, or anticipated non-compliance does not stay any permit condition.

All outfalls and permitted features must be clearly marked in the field.

Report no discharge when a discharge does not occur during the report period. It is a violation of this permit to report no-
discharge when a discharge has occurred.

Changes in Discharges of Toxic Pollutant.
In addition to the reporting requirements under §122.41(1), all existing manufacturing, commercial, mining, and silvicultural
dischargers must notify the Director as soon as they know or have reason to believe:
(a) That an activity has occurred or will occur which would result in the discharge, on a routine or frequent basis, of any toxic
pollutant which is not limited in the permit, if that discharge will exceed the highest of the following notification levels:
(1) One hundred micrograms per liter (100 pg/L);
(2) Two hundred micrograms per liter (200 pg/L) for acrolein and acrylonitrile;
(3) Five hundred micrograms per liter (500 pg/L) for 2,4-dinitrophenol and for 2-methyl-4, 6-dinitrophenol;
(4) One milligram per liter (1 mg/L) for antimony;
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(5) Five (5) times the maximum concentration value reported for the pollutant in the permit application in accordance with
40 CFR 122.21(9)(7); or
(6) The notification level established by the Department in accordance with 40 CFR 122.44(f).

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

(1) Five hundred micrograms per liter (500 pg/1);

(2) One milligram per liter (1 mg/l) for antimony;

(3) Ten (10) times the maximum concentration value reported for that pollutant in the permit application in accordance with
§122.21(g)(7).

(4) The level established by the Director in accordance with §122.44(f).

Reporting of Non-Detects.

(a) An analysis conducted by the permittee or their contracted laboratory shall be conducted in such a way the precision and
accuracy of the analyzed result can be enumerated.

(b) The permittee shall not report a sample result as “non-detect” without also reporting the detection limit of the test or the
reporting limit of the laboratory. Reporting as “non-detect” without also including the detection/reporting limit will be
considered failure to report, which is a violation of this permit.

(c) The permittee shall report the non-detect result using the less than “<” symbol and the laboratory’s detection/reporting limit
(e.g. <6).

(d) See sufficiently sensitive method requirements in Standard Conditions Part I, Section A, #4 regarding proper detection limits
used for sample analysis.

(e) When calculating monthly averages, one-half of the minimum detection limit (MDL) should be used instead of a zero. Where
all data are below the MDL, the “<MDL” shall be reported as indicated in item (C).

Failure to pay fees associated with this permit is a violation of the Missouri Clean Water Law (644.055 RSMo).
This permit does not cover land disturbance activities.

This permit does not authorize the placement of fill materials in flood plains, placement of solid materials into any waterway, the
obstruction of stream flow, or changing the channel of a defined drainage course. The facility must contact the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers (Corps) to determine if a CWA 8404 Department of Army permit is required.

Acute Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) tests shall be conducted as follows:

(a) Freshwater Species and Test Methods: Species and short-term test methods for estimating the acute toxicity of NPDES
effluents are found in the most recent edition of Methods for Measuring the Acute Toxicity of Effluents and Receiving Waters
to Freshwater and Marine Organisms (EPA/821/R-02/012; Table IA, 40 CFR Part 136). The facility shall concurrently
conduct 48-hour, static, non-renewal toxicity tests with the following species:

0 The fathead minnow, Pimephales promelas (Acute Toxicity EPA Test Method 2000.0).
0 The daphnid, Ceriodaphnia dubia (Acute Toxicity EPA Test Method 2002.0).

(b) Chemical and physical analysis of the upstream control sample and effluent sample shall occur immediately upon being
received by the laboratory, prior to any manipulation of the effluent sample beyond preservation methods consistent with
federal guidelines for WET testing required to stabilize the sample during shipping.

(c) Test conditions must meet all test acceptability criteria required by the EPA Method used in the analysis.

(d) The laboratory shall not chemically dechlorinate the sample.

(e) The Allowable Effluent Concentration (AEC) is 9%; the dilution series is: 2.25%, 4.5%, 9%, 18%, and 36%.

(f) All chemical and physical analysis of the effluent sample performed in conjunction with the WET test shall be performed at
the 100% effluent concentration.

(9) The facility must submit a full laboratory report for all toxicity testing. The report must include a quantification of acute toxic
units (TU, = 100/LCsp) reported according to the test methods manual chapter on report preparation and test review. The
Lethal Concentration 50% (LCso) is the effluent concentration causing death in 50% of the test organisms at a specific time.

Specific Best Management Practices for utility waste landfill non-contact stormwater. The stormwater discharging from outfalls
#008 and #010 is only from the capped and closed portion of the utility waste landfill; discharge of contact stormwater though
these outfalls is prohibited. The drainage area is vegetated, graded appropriately to handle stormwater runoff, contains rock check
dams to slow water flow down, and is inspected at least once each month. Inspections must evaluate cap condition and potential
erosion. The facility must ensure the cap remains in good condition and if any erosion areas need repaired. Any moderate erosion
(such as rills > 3-4 inches deep) or severe erasion (washouts of vegetation) shall be repaired as soon as possible.



Mi1ssOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
STATEMENT OF BASIS
MO-0001171 - NEw MADRID POWER PLANT

This Statement of Basis (Statement) gives pertinent information regarding modifications to the above listed operating permit. A
Statement is not an enforceable part of a Missouri State Operating Permit. Items listed here supersede the 2019 fact sheet.

PART | — FACILITY INFORMATION

See changes in the facility description of the permit; marked as “2023 modification” and other changes described below for outfall-
specific information.

New Water Balance Diagram:
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“Slag dewatering pond” no longer dewaters slag; naming convention kept.
Unit two will be switching to the SFC early 2023; this diagram does not reflect that change yet; although the permit allows it.

=

The facility has sought determination for numerous changes under requests for antidegradation review over the last 3 years. Each of

the reviews determined that antidegradation was not applicable because overall pollutant loading from the facility to waters of the
state and United States was unchanged or decreasing.
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PART Il — MODIFICATION RATIONALE, DERIVATION, AND EFFLUENT LIMIT DETERMINATIONS

OUTFALLS #01S & #02S — SUBMERGED FLIGHT CONVEYORS — Low VOLUME WASTE SOURCE

Added submerged flight conveyor (SFC) wastewater to outfalls #001 and #002. Addition completed under antidegradation review
ACT #759 2021 Addendum for Unit 1 and antidegradation applicability for Unit 2 was determined on November 18, 2022 under ACT
#1314. The SFC is a low volume waste source under 40 CFR 423.15(b) for NSPS, Table A-1.1 was added to the permit. The SFC
shall be sampled after treatment but prior to co-mingling with other wastewater. Each unit has an independent SFC with independent
sampling locations. Unit 1 is #01S and Unit 2 is #02S. Unit 1 will be in service before Unit 2.

SFC ANTIDEGRADATION REVIEW:

Wastewater discharges with new, altered, or expanding flows, the Department is to document, by means of antidegradation review, if

the use of a water body’s available assimilative capacity is justified. The facility must pay for the Department to complete the review.

In accordance with Missouri’s water quality regulations for antidegradation [10 CSR 20-7.031(3)], degradation may be justified by

documenting the socio-economic importance of a discharge after determining the necessity of the discharge. Facilities must submit the

antidegradation review request to the Department prior to establishing, altering, or expanding discharges. See
https://dnr.mo.gov/document-search/antidegradation-implementation-procedure Per [10 CSR 20-7.015(4)(A)], new discharges to
losing streams shall be permitted only after other alternatives including land application, discharges to a gaining stream, or connection
to a regional wastewater treatment facility have been evaluated and determined to be unacceptable for environmental and/or economic
reasons.

v' The process and flow changes were reviewed by the engineering section and were determined to not have an additive pollutant
loading on the receiving streams. The changes in the permit did not require a full antidegradation review. The facility ceased
sluicing ash which lowered the overall pollutant loading from this facility into the receiving streams.

v" An antidegradation review is not required for non-chemical metal cleaning wastes. The washes are being directed into the SFCs,
but these cleanings are unchanged in the discharge type or frequency. In an email dated December 13, 2022, AECI indicated that
the boiler wash water directed through the SFCs did not use chemicals. Alternatively, chemical metal cleaning wastewater (using
chemicals) is containerized and is not discharged at this site. The ELG therefore does not apply to this boiler wash water.

MONITORING POINTS #01S AND #02S SAMPLING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS:

MONTHLY MiNIMUM REPORTING SAMPLE
PARAMETERS UnNIT DaiLY MAX SAMPLING
AVG. FREQUENCY TYPE
FREQUENCY

PHYSICAL
FLow MGD * * DAILY MONTHLY 24 HR. ToT
CONVENTIONAL
OIL AND GREASE mg/L 20 15 ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
PHT SU 6.0t09.0 6.0t09.0 ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TSS — INTAKE mg/L * * ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TSS — GROss DISCHARGE mg/L * * ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TSS — NET DISCHARGE L. mg/L 100 30 ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB

*  monitoring and reporting requirement only
Tt report the minimum and maximum pH values; pH is not to be averaged
1L see TSS below and note in permit

DERIVATION AND DISCUSSION OF LIMITS:

Flow

In accordance with [40 CFR Part 122.44(i)(1)(ii)] the volume of effluent discharged from each outfall is needed to assure
compliance with permitted effluent limitations. If the permittee is unable to obtain effluent flow, then it is the responsibility of the
permittee to inform the Department, which may require the submittal of an operating permit modification. The facility will report
the total flow in millions of gallons per day (MGD), daily monitoring is required.

Oil and Grease

Categorical effluent limits 40 CFR 423.15(b)(3) are applicable; 20 mg/L daily maximum, 15 mg/L monthly average. There is no
expectation that oils and greases would be present in amounts which would cause or contribute to exceedances of WQS, therefore
the TBEL will be implemented in place of the WQBEL.


https://dnr.mo.gov/document-search/antidegradation-implementation-procedure
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pH

6.0 to 9.0 SU - instantaneous grab sample. This is an internal outfall therefore technology limits 40 CFR 423.15(b)(1), 10 CSR
20-7.031(9)(1)1, and 40 CFR 401 can be applied. The Mississippi provides assimilative capacity therefore water quality
limitations of 6.5 to 9.0 are not required. pH may be increased or decreased based on the water chemistry in the conveyor. The
facility recirculates water. pH is a fundamental water quality indicator. Limitations in this permit will protect against aquatic
organism toxicity, downstream water quality issues, human health hazard contact, and negative physical changes in accordance
with the general criteria at 10 CSR 20-7.031(4) and the Clean Water Act’s (CWA) goal of 100% fishable and swimmable rivers
and streams.

Temperature
Elevated temperature is expected to occur with this waste stream, however, the Department is monitoring the thermal discharge at

outfalls #001, #002, and #007 because temperature is a WQBEL. There is no TBEL for temperature.

Total Suspended Solids (TSS)

Technology limits: 100 mg/L daily maximum and 30 mg/L monthly average per 40 CFR 423.15(b)(3) for low volume waste
sources. This permit allows net limitations for the discharge. There are no water quality standards for this parameter. The facility
shall measure the influent TSS and subtract the effluent TSS; report “0” if the value is negative. Schedules of compliance are not
available for TBELs. A note was added to the permit: t1 Net discharge for #01S and #02S is calculated by utilizing intake data
from #101 and/or #102. TSS data may be obtained from either intake. Net discharge will be calculated individually. If no intake
water was used in this discharge, a net allowance is not allowed and the facility will report “0” for intake and will report the same
value for gross and net.

EDMR Data Entry: The parameter code for TSS is 00530, to reduce confusion, the monitoring location code is tied to the
reporting type necessary from the facility.

Permit Parameter units | Daily Max X\?::;SZ Monltorlagel_Dol\(;laélon Code
Total Suspended Solids — Intake mg/L * * influent

Total Suspended Solids — Gross Discharge mg/L * * end of pipe

Total Suspended Solids — Net Discharge 11 mg/L 100 30 net effluent

OUTFALL #003 — WASTEWATER

Modifications to this outfall’s description includes the removal of chemical cleaning wastewater; additionally, special condition #010
removed the clause “Specific plans for discharging chemical cleaning wastewater from boilers shall be submitted to the Department’s
Southeast Regional Office at least 60 days prior to any such cleaning. Alternate monitoring requirements, additional effluent
limitations, specified procedures, and any other necessary conditions may be required by the Department for the duration of the
proposed discharge.” The facility has agreed to containerize and remove all chemical cleaning wastewater. After installation of the
SFCs, this facility will no longer sluice ash (slag) sluice water (5,654 gpm; 8.1 MGD removed) and is on schedule to meet the EPA
compliance date for cessation pursuant to 40 CFR 423.13(k)(1)(i) for December 31, 2025. SFC wastewater discharges to #001 & #002
respectively. Coal pile runoff will be discharging under outfall #009.
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OUTFALL #004 — “SLAG DEWATERING” POND

Outfall #004 was removed. UTM Coordinates: X = 808189, Y = 4046476. Table A-4 was removed from the permit. The diagram
supplied with the modification indicates “slag dewatering pond”. However, after obtaining further information on November 1 and 2,
2022, the facility indicated that is the name of the pond, but no longer is dewatering slag there. The facility has regraded the areas. See
USACE Section 408 Authorization. Historical outfall #004 drainage area is 106 acres; the 10 year 24 hour event is approximately 11.5
MGD. The facility indicated that this area is remediated, capped, and vegetated.

USACE SECTION 408 AUTHORIZATION:

The May 29, 2020 CWA Section 408 permission allows AECI under authorization from USACE for the alteration or occupation or
use of the project if USACE determines that the activity will not be injurious to the public interest and will not impair the usefulness
of the project. The Mississippi River and Tributaries system, the federally authorized civil works project proposed for alteration,
provides for managing flood risks to lands outside of the levees from floodwaters of the Mississippi River. Federal responsibility
extends 15 feet from the landside berm and 40 feet from the riverside toe of the levee. The proposed request involves four projects
within USACE levee proximity associated with Coal Pile Upgrades that are necessary to maintain compliance with the facility’s
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit. These four projects are: 1) Lined Pond Closure, 2) Coal Pile Upgrades, 3)
Pond 004 Closure and Reconfiguration, and 4) Projects Soil Borrow. The lined pond closure will include grading existing CCR (coal
combustion residuals) within the lined pond to provide positive surface drainage that complies with the CCR Rule. The coal pile
upgrades include installing a bottom liner to improve cleaning and maintenance. Pond 004 closure will entail removing the
accumulated CCR material and contaminated soils. Once these are removed, protective soil will be installed, the perimeter berm will
be raised to match the levee, a clay splitter dike will be installed and the northern half of the pond will be filled with soil for future
CCR use. Throughout the Pond 004 closure and reconfiguration all activities are to occur within the limits of previously constructed
elements. No material will be placed on the river side of the levee. Projects regarding the borrow soil will include creating two soil
borrow ramps against the western slope of the levee. These ramps will allow access from borrow area C to the Lined Pond. The ramps
will be removed once construction has been completed.

The USACE further describer that a decision on a Section 408 request is a federal action, and therefore subject to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and other environmental compliance requirements.

The scope of analysis for the NEPA and environmental compliance evaluations for the Section 408 review should be limited to the
area of alteration and those adjacent areas that are directly or indirectly affected by the alteration. As the proposed project would not
result in fill material being placed into any wetlands or waters of the U.S., a Section 404(b)(1) permit is not required from USACE
Regulatory Branch. Similarly, a Water Quality Certification would not be required from the State of Missouri. Additionally, as the
proposed Section 408 alteration is within the USACE project footprint, no known historic properties would be effected. Furthermore,
the proposed Section 408 alteration was determined to have no effect on threatened or endangered species or their critical habitat
pursuant to the Endangered Species Act. The decision on this Section 408 request is being analyzed in accordance with NEPA and is
limited to the Section 408 boundaries described herein.
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OUTFALL #006 — LANDFILL CONTACT STORMWATER
Added as Table A-5.1 in the permit.

Completed under antidegradation review #759. The contaminants of concern remain the same; the receiving stream has changed from
a class C stream to the Mississippi River. The final rule for contact stormwater 11/03/2015, 80 FR, Page 67854 noted that EPA
received public comments expressing concern that the proposed definition of combustion residual leachate would apply to
contaminated stormwater. Although this was not EPA's intention, for the final rule, EPA revised the definition to make it clear that
contaminated stormwater does not fall within the final definition of combustion residual leachate. Additional information gathered
November 1 and 2, 2022 indicated that the stormwater flows from the top of the ash, into surface channels and is pumped and piped to
the Mississippi River. The contact stormwater does not pass through the berm. UWL leachate is separate and is managed under
permitted feature #011.

Low-FLOW VALUES AND MIXING CONSIDERATIONS FOR OUTFALL #006:

Zone of Initial Dilution (CFS) Mixing Zone (CFS)
[10 CSR 20- [10 CSR 20-
Receiving stream Low-Flow Values (CFS) 7.081(5)(A)4.B.(I)(b)] 7.081(5)(A)4.B.(1)(@)]
1Q10 7Q10 30Q10 1010 | 7Q10 | 30Q10 | 1Q10 7Q10 30Q10
Mississippi River (P), #006 n/a 107,694 145,000 n/a 50 50 n/a 26923.5 | 36250
OUTFALL #006 RPA:
Parameter: Units ,igﬂtce Cﬁr%ﬁic Listing ﬁyg X\?:rt:ggg n# | CV n Min Mr;x MF i\(ﬁg Ci\r/(\:r?ic RP
Aluminum (Al) pg/L | 750 nfa AQL | 825000 | 411227 | 1 | 0600 | 630 630 | 13.2 | 755.7 15 Yes*
Arsenic (As) Hg/L | 340 150 AQL | 3739.97 | 186421 | 1 | 0.600 3.3 33 | 132 | 40 0.0 No
Arsenic (As) Hg/L nfa 100 IRR 885126 | 441197 | 1 | 0.600 3.3 33 | 132 | 40 0.0 No
Boron (B) Hg/L nfa 2000 | AQL | 17702523 | 8823955 | 1 | 0.600 | 2400 | 2400 | 13.2 | 2878.8 5.9 No
Cadmium (Cd) Hg/L | 659 0.97 AQL 72.51 36.14 1 | 0.600 1 1 | 132 12 0.0 No
Chloride mg/L | 860 230 AQL 9460 471537 | 1 | 0.600 23 23 | 132 | 276 0.1 No
Chloride + Sulfate mg/L | 1000 nla AQL 11000 5483.03 | 1 | 0.600 | 1623 | 1623 | 13.2 | 1946.8 | 1946.8 | Yes*
Chromium 111 ug/L | 223540 | 106.85 | AQL | 24589.21 | 12256.68 | 1 | 0.600 5 5 | 132 ] 60 0.0 No
Chromium 111 ug/L nla 100.00 | IRR 885126 | 441197 | 1 | 0.600 5 5 | 132 ] 60 0.0 No
Chromium VI Dissolved | pg/L 16 1 AQL 176.00 87.73 1 | 0.600 5 5 | 132 ] 60 0.0 No
Copper (Cu) ug/L | 17.92 11.67 | AQL 197.11 98.25 1 | 0.600 45 45 | 132 | 54 0.0 No
Cyanide (CN) ug/L 22 5 AQL 242.00 120.63 | 1 | 0.600 5 5 | 132 ] 60 0.0 No
Iron (Fe) ug/L nla 1000 | AQL | 8851261 | 4411978 | 1 | 0.600 | 640 640 | 132 | 767.7 1.6 No
Lead (Pb) ug/L | 113.97 4.44 AQL | 125364 | 62489 | 1 | 0.600 1 1 | 132 12 0.0 No
Methylmercury (Hg) ug/L | 140 0.8 AQL 15.40 7.68 1 | 0.600 | 0.00202 | 0.002 | 13.2 | 0.0 0.0 No
Nickel (Ni) ug/L | 586.15 | 6513 | AQL | 6447.63 | 321387 | 1 | 0.600 5 5 | 132 | 60 0.0 No
Selenium (Se) ug/L nla 5 AQL | 44256.31 | 22059.89 | 1 | 0.600 2.8 28 | 132 | 34 0.0 No
Sulfate mg/L nla 250.00 | DWS | 2979208 | 1485009 | 1 | 0.600 | 1600 | 1600 | 13.2 | 1919.2 2.9 No
Zinc (Zn) Hg/L | 14995 | 148.73 | AQL | 1649.44 | 82218 | 1 | 0.600 8 8 | 132 | 96 0.0 No
TRC - Warm Hg/L 19 11 AQL 209.0 10418 | 1 | 0600 | 240 240 | 132 | 287.9 0.6 Yes |

* Showed positive RP, however, through best professional judgment, the parameter does not have RP currently. The multiplying
factor for small data sets is automatically set at 13.2; however, the projected RWC is below the proposed WQBEL, therefore no RP.
Not all RPAs hold valid results when data are limited. A multiplying factor of 13.1 is used for small (n=1) datasets; however, if
additional data was collected, many multiplying factors are lowered to 1.5 or 2. When the discharge data is compared with the
potential monthly average limits, the facility data is less than half of the monthly average. Because the data is very low compared to
the potential limits, a BPJ decision of no RP is a more valid assessment of the actual RP of chloride plus sulfate, than the numeric
RPA.

1 TRC data supplied in the application is anomalous; there is no expected source of TRC. Certain cross-sensitivities exist for the test,
including color/turbidity, and other chemicals in the halogen group. See additional information below.
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MONTHLY PREVIOUS MiNIMUM REPORTING SAMPLE
PARAMETERS UNIT DAILY MAX PERMIT SAMPLING
AVG. LIMITS FREQUENCY FREQUENCY TYPE

PHYSICAL
FLow MGD * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY 24 HR. ToT
CONVENTIONAL
CHEMICAL OXYGEN DEMAND (COD) | mg/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
CHLORINE, TOTAL RESIDUAL (TRC) ng/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
OIL & GREASE mg/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
PHT suU * (MIN, MAX) NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS (TSS) mg/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
NUTRIENTS
AMMONIAAS N mg/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
KJELDAHL NITROGEN, TOTAL (TKN) | mg/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
NITRATE PLUS NITRITE AS N mg/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
PHOSPHORUS, TOTAL P (TP) mg/L * * NEW ONE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
OTHER
WET TEeST - ACUTE TUa * - NEW ONE/YEAR ANNUALLY GRAB

* monitoring and reporting requirement only

t report the minimum and maximum pH values; pH is not to be averaged

new parameter not established in previous state operating permit

DERIVATION AND DISCUSSION OF LIMITS:

PHYSICAL:

Flow

In accordance with [40 CFR Part 122.44(i)(1)(ii)] the volume of effluent discharged from each outfall is needed to ensure
compliance with permitted effluent limitations. If the facility is unable to obtain effluent flow, then it is the responsibility of the
facility to inform the Department, which may require the submittal of an operating permit modification. The facility will report

the total flow in millions of gallons per day (MGD), monthly monitoring.

CONVENTIONAL:

Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD)

Monitoring is included using best professional judgment. There is no numeric water quality standard for COD; however,
increased oxygen demand may impact instream water quality. COD is also a valuable indicator parameter. COD monitoring
allows the facility to identify increases in COD may indicate materials/chemicals coming into contact with stormwater causing an
increase in oxygen demand. Increases in COD may indicate a need for maintenance or improvement of BMPs. The facility
reported 90 mg/L in the application.

Chlorine, Total Residual (TRC)

The facility reported 240 ug/L in the application but follow up data does not show TRC presence above potential WQBEL limits
of 209 pg/L daily maximum or 104 ug/L monthly average. The re-sample data were between 40 and 90 ug/L. However,
monitoring is warranted. The facility should ensure that the QA/QC is performed correctly on the sampling device. Monitoring is
necessary because certain cross-sensitive chemicals causing positive TRC results, such as iodide and bromine are also known to
cause aquatic toxicity similarly to TRC. The data will be assessed in the renewal.

Oil & Grease

Monthly monitoring is necessary to determine appropriateness of best management practices. Ash is handled with machinery. Oil
and grease is considered a conventional pollutant. Qil and grease is a comprehensive test which measures for gasoline, diesel,
crude oil, creosote, kerosene, heating oils, heavy fuel oils, lubricating oils, waxes, and some asphalt and pitch. The test can also
detect some volatile organics such as benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, or xylene, but these constituents are often lost during testing
due to their boiling points. An RPD on this parameter found no RP based on one sampling data point for the application which
showed non-detect.
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Oils and greases of different densities will possibly form sheen or unsightly bottom deposits at levels which vary from 10 mg/L.
To protect the general criteria, it is the responsibility of the facility to visually observe the discharge and receiving waters for
sheen or bottom deposits. The monitoring requirement this permit applies does not allow the facility to violate general criteria
pursuant to 10 CSR 20-7.015(4) even if data provided are below the WQS.

pH
pH is a fundamental water quality indicator therefore monitoring is required.

Total Suspended Solids (TSS)

Monitoring required to determine solids composition of discharge. There is no numeric water quality standard for TSS; however,
sediment discharges can negatively impact aquatic life habitat. TSS is also a valuable indicator parameter. TSS monitoring allows
the facility to identify increases in TSS indicating uncontrolled materials leaving the site. Increased suspended solids in runoff can
lead to decreased available oxygen for aquatic life and an increase of surface water temperatures in a receiving stream. Suspended
solids can also be carriers of toxins, which can adsorb to the suspended particles; therefore, total suspended solids are a valuable
indicator parameter for other pollution. The facility reported 30 mg/L in the application.

NUTRIENTS:

Ammonia, Total as Nitrogen
Other nitrogen species are present in this discharge therefore monthly monitoring is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. The
facility reported <0.1 mg/L in the application.

Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total (TKN)
Nitrogen is present in this discharge therefore monthly monitoring is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. The facility
reported 3.3 mg/L in the application.

Nitrate plus Nitrite
Other nitrogen species are present in this discharge therefore monthly monitoring is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. The
facility reported <0.02 mg/L in the application.

Phosphorus, Total P (TP)
Phosphorus is present in this discharge therefore monthly monitoring is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. The facility
reported 0.44 mg/L in the application.

OTHER:

Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Test, Acute

A WET test is a quantifiable method to conclusively determine if discharges from the facility cause toxicity to aquatic life by
itself, in combination with, or through synergistic responses, typically when mixed with receiving stream water. Under the CWA
8101(a)(3), requiring WET testing is reasonably appropriate for Missouri State Operating Permits to quantify toxicity. WET
testing is also required by 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1) when RP is found. WET testing ensures the provisions in 10 CSR 20-6 and
Missouri’s Water Quality Standards in 10 CSR 20-7 are being met; the acute WQS for WET is 0.3 TUa. Under 10 CSR 20-
6.010(8)(A)4, the Department may require other terms and conditions it deems necessary to ensure compliance with the CWA
and related regulations of the Missouri Clean Water Commission. Missouri Clean Water Law (MCWL) RSMo 644.051.3 requires
the Department to set permit conditions complying with the MCWL and CWA. 644.051.4 RSMo specifically references toxicity
as an item the Department must consider in permits (along with water quality-based effluent limits); and RSMo 644.051.5 is the
basic authority to require testing conditions. Requirements found in the federal application requirements for POTWs (40 CFR
122.21(j)(5)) do not apply to industrial facilities, therefore WET testing can be implemented on a case by case basis following the
factors outlined below. Annual testing is the minimum testing frequency if reasonable potential is found; monitoring requirements
promulgated in 40 CFR 122.44(i)(2) state “requirements to report monitoring results shall be established on a case-by-case basis
with a frequency dependent on the nature and effect of the discharge, but in no case less than once per year.” To determine
reasonable potential, factors considered are: 1) history of toxicity; 2) quantity and quality of substances (either limited or not) in
the permit with aquatic life protections assigned; and 3) operational controls on toxic pollutants. See Part 111 under REASONABLE
POTENTIAL for additional information. A facility does not have to be designated as a major facility to receive WET testing; and
being a major facility does not automatically require WET testing. Additionally per 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1)(v), limits on whole
effluent toxicity are not necessary where the permitting authority demonstrates in the fact sheet, using the procedures in 40 CFR
122.44(d)(1)(ii) of this section, that chemical-specific limits or specified operational controls are sufficient to attain and maintain
applicable numeric and narrative water quality standards.

If WET limits are applied to this facility, follow up testing applies. When a facility exceeds the TU established in the permit, three
additional follow-up tests are triggered.
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The follow up test results do not negate the initial testing result. If the facility is within the prescribed TU limit for all three follow
up tests, then no further testing is required until the next regularly scheduled tests. If one or more additional tests exceed the TU
limit, the facility may consider beginning the Toxicity Identification Evaluation (TIE) and Toxicity Identification Reduction
(TRE) processes instead of waiting for three consecutive TU exceedances. The TIE and TRE process can take up to two years,
especially when toxicity is variable or transient. We urge facilities to work closely with their WET testing laboratory to follow
nationwide guidance for determining causes of toxicity and curative activities to remove toxicity. Additional wastewater controls
may be necessary; and while, generally, no Construction Permit (CP) is required for adding treatment at industrial facilities, the
facility may check with the Engineering Section to determine a plan of action.

If WET testing failures are from a known toxic parameter, and the facility is working with the Department to alleviate that
pollutant’s toxicity in the discharge, please contact the Department prior to conducting follow-up WET testing. Under certain
conditions, follow-up testing may be waived when the facility is already working to reduce and eliminate toxicity in the effluent.
For the purposes of reporting, the laboratory may supply either the TU value, the LCso, or the NOEC. If the laboratory only
supplied the LCso or the NOEC value, the toxic unit is calculated by 100/LCs, for acute tests, or 100/NOEC for chronic tests. The
TU value is entered in the eDMR system. Reports showing no toxicity are usually entered as <1.

v Applicable; WET testing is found in this modified permit at outfall #006.

Monitoring is required to determine if reasonable potential exists for the discharge to cause toxicity within the receiving stream as
there are toxic pollutants in this outfall. For classified streams with mixing considerations, the Allowable Effluent Concentration
(AEC)% is determined by: (4.998 CFSdf / (49.97548378 CFSzid +4.998 CFSdf)) = 9%. 10 CSR 20-7.015((9)(L)4.A. states the
dilution series must be proportional. Each dilution was determined by multiplying or dividing 2 from the AEC and then each
consecutive value. The dilution series is 2.25, 4.5, 9, 18, 36%. Special condition #26 was added to the permit.

OUTFALL #008 — NON-CONTACT STORMWATER RUNOFF AT UWL

Outfall #008 was removed from Table A-5 in favor of more stringent best management practices. The best management practices
required are stipulated as special condition #27. Monthly BMP inspections, if performed correctly, are more effective than quarterly
numeric monitoring. The facility will maintain vegetation, maintain grade, ensure no moderate or severe erosion is occurring (and
provide remedial measures if there are signs of erosion) and slow water velocity by using rock-check dams if necessary.

Outfall #008 was moved approximately 720 feet north, this is a non-contact stormwater location.

Outfall #008 is a non-contact stormwater area; these are managed under Specific Best Management Practices. See special condition
#27.

OUTFALL #009 — COAL PILE RUNOFF

Original table A-6 is maintained for coal pile runoff and other miscellaneous flows include heavy machinery wash and coal handling
dust suppression water. This outfall also discharges surrounding area industrial stormwater. These changes were carried out under
ACT #759. The facility proposes to discharge coal pile runoff (4242 gpm), coal handling dust suppression water (32-480 gpm), and
heavy machinery wash (98 gpm). This is a total of 6.94 MGD.

The coal pile runoff pond is constructed of concrete and is not subject to a construction permit per 644.051 RSMo as it is not an
earthen basin and part of an industrial site. The coal pile runoff pond will has an approximate capacity of 16.6 MGD.

The citations in the fact sheet are now outdated for this outfall. Given the piping and treatment changes, the coal pile runoff is
technically now considered a new source pursuant to 40 CFR 122.2 and 40 CFR 122.29(b)(1)(ii). All citations for this type of
categorical wastewater now fall under 40 CFR 423.15(b) et seq. The NSPS under this ELG are not more restrictive than the historical
BAT effluent limits. An environmental impact statement pursuant to 40 CFR 122.29(c)(1)(ii) is not required as this is not a federal
action.

The facility continues to use BULAB 5086 which contains polyaluminum hydroxychloride therefore aluminum monitoring will
remain.
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OUTFALL #010 — NON-CONTACT STORMWATER FROM HISTORICAL ASH POND

The October 6, 2021 Antidegradation Applicability Review, ACT #1058, indicated Associated Electrical Cooperative, Inc. (AECI) is
seeking to establish Outfall 010 as a stormwater outfall that will discharge no contact stormwater from the Closed Inactive Lined Ash
Pond (ILAP) and the Raw Water Pond (RWP). Outfall 003 received water from the RWP and the ILAP. Review of Discharge
Monitoring Report for Outfall 003 for the past 5 years shows only a single effluent limit exceedance for Oil and Grease in October of
2019. AECI stated the ILAP completed closure in January 2021 in accordance with 40 CFR 257.102.

The facility indicated this closure included the grading of existing Coal Combustion Residuals (CCR) for subgrade elevations, the
installation of geomembrane, cover soils, and the establishment of vegetation. A compliance website is maintained by AECI that
describes the closure plan and CCR closure related activities. The Department reviewed the closure components by comparing the
activities with 10 CSR 20-6.010(12). Because the waste remains in place, the ash waste mass is not considered closed pursuant to
Missouri’s rules, therefore will have a permit in perpetuity unless the waste is removed. However, the ash is no longer exposed to
stormwater therefore this outfall is a non-contact stormwater outfall.

40 CFR 257 Subpart D is a self-implementing regulation and the Department has not made any determinations regarding this
regulation. Missouri has not established a state coal ash program nor is Missouri required to establish any such program. Therefore,
the federal coal ash regulations in 40 CFR 257 Subpart D are not managed by Missouri. The federal coal ash regulations are self-
implementing. A self-implementing regulation automatically applies to all applicable facilities with no permit or other type of
initiating document necessary to establish conditions. A self-implementing regulation requires facilities to follow the rules, self-
manage all documents, reporting, and compliance requirements.

The RWP was used as a raw water source and had well water pumped into the basin periodically to make the RWP more habitable for
a fish population. The facility no longer adds supplemental well water to the Raw Water Pond. No treatment is anticipated for this
discharge other than settling incidental to the pond residence time. The proposed upgrade will not require an antidegradation review
according to Missouri Antidegradation Rule and Implementation Procedure since the proposed discharge involves non-contact
stormwater only.

Outfall #010 is a non-contact stormwater areas; these are managed under Specific Best Management Practices. See special condition
#27.
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PART |11 — MODIFICATION ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

On the basis of preliminary staff review and the application of applicable standards and regulations, the Department, as administrative
agent for the Missouri Clean Water Commission, proposes to issue a permit(s) subject to certain effluent limitations, schedules, and
special conditions contained herein and within the operating permit. The proposed determinations are tentative pending public
comment.

PuBLIC NOTICE:

The Department shall give public notice that a draft permit has been prepared and its issuance is pending. Additionally, public notice
will be issued if a public hearing is to be held because of a significant degree of interest in and water quality concerns related to a draft
permit. No public notice is required when a request for a permit modification or termination is denied; however, the requester and
permittee must be notified of the denial in writing. The Department must issue public notice of a pending operating permit or of a new
or reissued statewide general permit. The public comment period is the length of time not less than 30 days following the date of the
public notice which interested persons may submit written comments about the proposed permit. For persons wanting to submit
comments regarding this proposed operating permit, then please refer to the Public Notice page located at the front of this draft
operating permit. The Public Notice page gives direction on how and where to submit appropriate comments.

40 CFR 122.62 says: https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-1/subchapter-D/part-122/subpart-D/section-122.62 When a permit

is modified, only the conditions subject to modification are reopened. Therefore, the Department will only respond to comments

pertaining to changes noted in PART Il MODIFICATION RATIONALE section.

v" The Public Notice period for this operating permit was from 10 March, 2023 to 10 April 2023; one third party comment letter was
received; and the EPA provided an Interim Objection. See Part IV below.

DATE OF FINAL STATEMENT OF BASIS: AUGUST 18, 2023

COMPLETED BY:

PAM HACKLER, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST
MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM

OPERATING PERMITS SECTION - INDUSTRIAL UNIT
(573) 526-3386

pam.hackler@dnr.mo.gov



https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-40/chapter-I/subchapter-D/part-122/subpart-D/section-122.62
mailto:pam.hackler@dnr.mo.gov
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PART IV — POST PN ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

GREAT RIVERS ENVIRONMENTAL LAW CENTER AND SIERRA CLUB

Generally, Sierra Club’s comments (I through V) did not address provisions which were modified in this permit action therefore no
responses on the Department’s behalf were warranted. The comment the Department did address (V, below) pertained to Title 6 and
Environmental Justice.

V. MDNR Must Ensure the Draft Permit Protects Vulnerable Communities and Complies with Title VI.

Health Risks and Social Costs Associated with Coal-Fired Power Plants

AECI is an electric generating station located in New Madrid County, Missouri, on the south side of New Madrid County. Its two
boilers burn coal. The Facility also stores, crushes, and conveys coal; and utilizes several large petroleum, ethylene glycol, and
sulfuric acid storage tanks. Although coal plants are commonly thought of major air polluters, they can also have devastating impacts
on water supplies. “[P]Jower plants discharge large wastewater volumes, containing vast quantities of pollutants, into waters of the
United States. The pollutants include both toxic and bioaccumulative pollutants such as arsenic, mercury, selenium, chromium, and
cadmium. Today, these discharges account for about 30 percent of all toxic pollutants discharged into surface waters by all industrial
categories regulated under the CWA. Coal plants frequently pollute waterways, drinking water, and fishing and swimming areas with
the heavy metals chromium, molybdenum, nickel, selenium, mercury, arsenic, cadmium, thallium, lead, arsenic and boron. Consistent
with this analysis, as outlined above, AECI discharges many of these pollutants into the Mississippi River and the local groundwater,
which local residents use for fishing, drinking and recreation.

Exposure to the substances discharged by AECI, via absorption through the skin or through ingestion of contaminated drinking water,
is associated with a variety of negative health effects. Consuming water or fish contaminated with these substances can lead to cancer,
cardiovascular disease, neurological disorders, kidney and liver damage, and lower 1Qs in children. Moreover, exposure to heavy
metals in particular through multiple pathways can lead to birth defects, cancer, and death among other effects. Heavy metals can also
get into the food chain, traveling from the water to fish, predators, and humans who eat the fish. These heavy metals then accumulate
in the body, causing further harm. Additionally, arsenic causes an increased risk of multiple cancers including kidney and prostate
cancer, as well as liver disease, anemia, and gangrene. These are risks MDNR will force the area community to assume unless it takes
stricter action against AECI in the Draft Permit.

Finally, power plant pollution raises municipal water bills. This happens when water treatment plants must do additional work and
spend additional money to make sure that people are receiving water that is safe to drink. As a result, insufficient pollution restrictions
in the Draft Permit have the potential to impact the budgets of adjacent residents, many of whom are already in a lower socioeconomic
bracket.

The Draft Permit Will Impact Several Environmental Justice Communities.
New Madrid County contains several low-income, minority communities that have been historically and disproportionately impacted
by pollution, raising the stakes for Missouri in issuing permits in the County.

Howardville

Close to half, or 43% of the residents of the New Madrid County community of Howardville are persons of color. This is a
significantly higher minority population than is observed in the rest of the State. Furthermore, many Howardville residents are also
economically depressed: 61% of Howardville’s population is considered to be low-income, which is significantly greater than the state
average of 31%. Further, it is notable that a quarter of the Howardville population is under 18 years of age, and 15% of this population
is 4 years of age or younger. It is also clear that Howardville residents are also disproportionately affected by pollution: the
community is in the 75th percentile for many of EPA’s environmental justice indices including wastewater discharge. These factors
make it clear that Howardville residents suffer a cumulative pollution burden, one which will magnify the adverse impacts from the
Draft Permit.

Marston

More than a third, or 35% of the residents of the New Madrid County community of Marston are persons of color. This is a
significantly higher minority population than is observed in the rest of the State. Furthermore, many Marston residents are also
economically depressed: 59% of Marston’s population is considered to be low-income, which is significantly greater than the state
average of 31%. Further, it is notable that 32% of Marston’s population is under 18 years of age, and 8% of this population is 4 years
of age or younger. It is also clear that Marston residents are disproportionately affected by pollution: the community is in the 501"
percentile or above for most of EPA’s environmental justice indices including wastewater pollution. These factors make it clear that
Marston residents also suffer a cumulative pollution burden, one which will magnify the adverse impacts from the Draft Permit.

New Madrid City
More than a third, or 38% of the residents of the City of New Madrid are persons of color. This is a significantly higher minority
population than is observed in the rest of the State. Furthermore, many New Madrid City residents are also economically depressed:
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48% of New Madrid City’s population is considered to be low-income, which is significantly greater than the state average of 31%.
Further, it is notable that 16% of the New Madrid City population is under 18 years of age, and 5% of this population is 4 years of age
or younger. It is also clear that New Madrid City residents are also disproportionately affected by pollution: the community is in the
75th percentile for many of EPA’s environmental justice pollution indices including wastewater pollution. These factors make it clear
that New Madrid City residents also suffer a cumulative pollution burden, one which will magnify the adverse impacts from the Draft
Permit.

The Draft Permit Fails to Comply with Title VI.

MDNR has violated Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, 42 U.S.C. § 2000d, and 40 C.F.R. Part 7 by releasing the Draft Permit 1)
without complying with any of the EPA procedural safeguard regulations found in 40 C.F.R. Part 7 to prevent discrimination; and 2)
by failing to analyze whether the Draft Permit causes disproportionate and disparate environmental and human health effects on the
environmental justice communities in New Madrid County. MDNR must rectify these violations to avoid any unlawful discrimination
by 1) implementing a Title VI program that complies with EPA regulations before issuing the Draft Permit in final form and 2)
including in the Draft Permit an analysis of whether the permit causes disproportionate or disparate environmental or human health
impacts on low-income communities of color in the County.

Recipients of federal funding are prohibited from taking actions that have a discriminatory impact on people of color. Title VI of the
Civil Rights Act of 1964 states: No person in the United States shall, on the ground of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from
participation in, denied the benefits of, or otherwise be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving any
Federal financial assistance.

EPA’s implementing regulations further prohibit recipients of EPA funding from discriminating. Specifically, EPA’s Title VI
regulations provide that an EPA funding recipient: shall not use criteria or methods of administering its program or activity which
have the effect of subjecting individuals to discrimination because of their race, color, national origin, or sex, or have the effect of
defeating or substantially impairing accomplishment of the objectives of the program or activity with respect to individuals of a
particular race, color, national origin, or sex.

EPA’s regulations make clear that discrimination on the basis of race is a violation of Title VI whether such discrimination is the
purpose of the decision or its effect. As a condition of receiving federal funding, recipient agencies such as MDNR must comply with
EPA’s Title VI regulations, which are incorporated by reference into the grants. These regulations proscribe discrimination on the
basis of race, color or national origin by any program or agency receiving financial assistance from the EPA. In other words, Title VI
creates for recipients a nondiscrimination obligation that is contractual in nature, in exchange for Federal funding. Acceptance of EPA
funding creates an obligation on the recipient to comply with the regulations for as long as that funding is provided. In particular, a
state agency accepting EPA funding may not take any action that is intentionally discriminatory or that will have a discriminatory
effect based on race, color, or national origin. MDNR, a state agency, is a recipient of federal funds governed by these requirements.

It does not appear that MDNR has conducted any of the safeguard procedures or analyses required by Title VI and EPA’s
implementing regulations in preparing the Draft Permit. These include, but are not limited to, facilitating informational meetings for
New Madrid County low income communities of color about the Draft Permit and the impacts it might have, as well as providing
public information about the Draft Permit in applicable languages other than English and offering translators and interpreters at public
meetings if necessary. The issuance of a generic online public notice to persons who have signed up for an email service is not
sufficient to meet this need because minority and low-income communities are the least likely groups to be able to be aware of or
effectively navigate to MDNR’s website, let alone have access to email and computer services. For example, persons with limited
financial or technical resources may be in need of additional assistance in order to be aware of the Draft Permit, or to sign up for or
receive notification emails. Further, MDNR’s acceptance of written comments on the Draft Permit is also an insufficient way to solicit
input from impacted communities, as such persons also may lack the ability to effectively review the Draft Permit, ascertain its impact
on their neighborhoods, or to prepare written comments so as to be heard in response thereto. Many residents living in the impacted
communities fall within this category, but no such efforts appear to have been undertaken by MDNR to make appropriate provisions
for these limitations.

MDNR also must include a consideration and analysis of the disparate and cumulative impacts that the Draft Permit may have on low-
income communities and/or communities of color in New Madrid County. The Draft Permit does not raise or identify the issue of
disproportionate impacts at all, much less conduct a disproportionate impacts analysis for the impact of the permit on the minority and
low-income communities located in New Madrid County. Without consideration of these cumulative and disparate impacts, the Draft
Permit may have an adverse impact that is discriminatory on the bases of race, color, or national origin, and on the basis of economic
status. MDNR must undertake consideration of such impacts prior to issuing a final permit to AECI.

These concerns are made more egregious by the fact that these very same environmental justice issues have been brought to MDNR’s
attention by the undersigned on numerous occasions, and in particular with respect to the New Madrid County area when comments
were submitted to MDNR'’s Proposed State Implementation Plan Revision for New Madrid County for the 2010 Sulfur Dioxide
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Standard. MDNR certainly cannot at this point claim ignorance of its environmental justice obligations in permitting or the
vulnerability of the New Madrid area to cumulative pollution burdens.

Response to V.

Environmental Justice Concerns

Regarding all comments related to environmental justice, the Department has no federal or state statutory or regulatory basis to
conduct itself, or require the facility to conduct, any analysis, including cumulative impacts analysis, as a direct result of federal
environmental justice policy; a policy is not regulation. Additionally, if the Department acted in such a manner without statutory or
regulatory authority, it would further have no basis to articulate the results of that analysis into new or different permit conditions. In
short, the Department does not have the authority to establish the additional conditions that the commenters assert should be part of
the permitting obligation.

There are fundamental differences between Title VI, which is applicable federal law, and environmental justice, which is federal
policy guidance. As discussed above, the Department can only impose permit conditions for which there is basis in statute or
regulation. To the extent the Commenters suggest that the Department should violate state law in order to meet the spirit of a federal
policy, the Department does not have the authority to do so.

Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964

It is important to note that presence of a pollutant does not automatically equate to exposure, risk, harm, disparity, or adversity. The
permit review and issuance process are facially neutral actions, and therefore the Title VI analysis must be limited to whether there is
adversity or harm, disparity, and causation. The Department used the same permit practice with this permit, as with other permits
across the state. This impartiality ensures that this permit’s decisions do not have a sufficiently adverse or disparate effect based on
race, color, national origin, or sex.

In a Title VI analysis, adversity exists if a fact-specific inquiry determines that the nature, size, or likelihood of the impact is sufficient
to make it an actionable harm. The presence of a discharge or a regulated water contaminant source does not automatically equate to
harm, much less actionable harm. The facility’s operating permit implements the appropriate and relevant requirements, and the
commenters have not presented any actionable or specific rationale to demonstrate specific harms.

EPA INTERIM OBJECTION LETTER, RESPONSES, AND CHANGES OF NOTE
EPA interim Objection, Statements, and Department’s Responses.

On April 7, 2023, the Missouri Department of Natural Resources (Department) received an Interim Objection from the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regarding the proposed modification of the New Madrid Power Plant, MO-0001171,
Missouri State Operating Permit. The Responses were sent 20 June 2023.

General Comment 1

EPA has reviewed the draft NPDES permit, the Statement of Basis, and Fact Sheet and note that many of the revisions made in the
NPDES permit are not reflected in the Fact Sheet and/or in some instances, the Fact Sheet information conflicts with the proposed
changes in the draft NPDES permit and how it is described in the Statement of Basis. EPA recommends the Fact Sheet be updated and
made consistent with the draft NPDES permit and Statement of Basis.

Response to General Comment 1

The original fact sheet written for the last operating permit renewal has not changed. This is standard Department procedure so that the
public and interested parties can review historical information related to the permit. Any changes due to the permit modification are
listed in the statement of basis and supersede the original fact sheet.

General Comment 2

Additionally, to facilitate compliance with the CWA consistent with the Supreme Court’s decision in Maui, EPA recommends that the
facility identify and analyze any discharges to groundwater that reach waters of the United States and whether any of those discharges
require an NPDES permit.

Response to General Comment 2

The Department notes that this action is not a permit renewal. This action is a permit modification to which groundwater requirements
were not opened. As noted in Part 111 of the statement of basis for modification, “40 CFR 122.62 says: When a permit is modified,
only the conditions subject to modification are reopened. Therefore, the Department will only respond to comments pertaining to
changes noted in PART Il MODIFICATION RATIONALE section.” The Maui decision is not addressed because groundwater was
not reopened in this permit modification. The next permit renewal will explore all applicable requirements at that time.
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Request for Information 1

Outfalls 01S and 02S have been added to monitor the discharge to Outfall 001 from a newly installed submerged flight conveyer
(SFC). The request for modification from the facility dated May 10, 2022, described the previous sluicing process to include a slag
tank overflow to Outfall 001 and continual discharge of sluice water to Outfall 003. It is unclear from the information provided
whether any of the discharge is “transport wastewater” (i.e., water that is in direct contact with the ash and excluding bottom ash purge
water). EPA is seeking additional information to understand the nature of the wastewater from the SFC to be discharged to Outfall
001.

Response 1

Wastewater from the SFC is not sluice wastewater. An SFC does not meet the definition of a primary wetted ash system per 40 CFR
423.11(aa). Per EPA’s definition, (dry bottom ash handling systems include all systems that do not generate bottom ash transport
water (40 CFR 423.11(p)); these include completely dry ash handling systems, mechanical drag systems, and other mechanical
removal systems. An SFC is a mechanical removal system for ash. Completely dry systems are generally reserved for fly ash. Bottom
ash falls out of the bottom of the boiler and is hotter and heavier than fly ash; the bottom ash must typically be quenched before it can
be removed by the mechanical system .

SFCs do not sluice ash. SFCs and similar drag chain-type technologies use quench water in bottom ash (40 CFR 423.11(f)) systems;
the water-cooled ash is conveyed mechanically (not hydraulically), and is eventually placed into the landfill as “dry” ash. Clean Air
Act regulations require that the ash be maintained with a minimal water content to prevent air pollution; see Part 70 Air Operating
Permit OP2020-012.

Transport water per 40 CFR 423.11(p) does not include low volume (40 CFR 423.11(b)) waste source discharges. The September
2015 development document for 40 CFR 423: EPA-821-R-15-007 provides additional information related to dry handling systems.
The quench water that SFCs generate is considered a low volume waste source, which requires monitoring for the pollutants identified
under the 2015 new source performance standards (NSPS) for low volume waste sources per 40 CFR 423.15(b)(3).

EPA required, through issuance of revisions in 40 CFR 423 in 2015, that submerged flight conveyors (or other “dry” technologies) be
installed by facilities to reduce pollutant discharges at all power plants by cessation of ash sluicing as soon as possible per 40 CFR
423.11(t). The January 1, 2020, permit special condition 9 established the “as soon as possible” date of December 31, 2023.

Outfall 001 contains SFC wastewater (quench water); Outfall 002 will in the future contain SFC wastewater (quench water).
Iteratively, Outfall 003 will cease discharging sluice water upon the completion of installation of SFC for unit 002 (Outfall 002). With
the ceasing of Outfall 003’s discharge with the installation of the SFC unit for Outfall 002, there will be a reduction in volume and
load of pollutants. Therefore, antidegradation is not applicable.

The facility needs this permit modification as soon as possible so that it can stop sluicing ash wastewater and reduce pollutants
discharged to the environment.

Request for Information 2
Outfall 004 is described as “removed”, however, the draft NPDES permit does not explicitly prohibit discharges from Outfall 004.

Response 2

Non-industrial stormwater may still discharge through Outfall 004. The permit no longer contains conditions relating to this outfall
because it no longer meets the definition of industrial stormwater pursuant to 40 CFR 122.44(b)(14). To reduce confusion by
inspectors or others on-site, a discharge is not prohibited because non-industrial precipitation still flows through the outfall. When a
permit ceases to authorize an NPDES-qualifying discharge under Permit Shield Provisions (Clean Water Act §402(k)), no further
NPDES-qualifying discharges are allowed.

After letter was sent, additional information was found. While the above is generally true when there is a stormwater component, it
was determined that outfall #009 uses outfall #004’s pipe. Outfall #009 is stormwater runoff from the coal pile area. See additional
concerns and comments in the section below.

Request for Information 3

Outfall 006 is identified to discharge “landfill contact stormwater” from the Utility Waste Landfill (UWL). The UWL is described to
contain coal combustion residual (CCR) waste. The Statement of Basis refers to a completed Antidegradation Review 759, however
the attached Antidegradation Review 759 relates to the installation of the SFC and Outfalls 001 and 003. Please provide the
Antidegradation Review related to Outfall 006.
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Response 3

Landfill contact stormwater was discussed under the application for ACT 759 in addition to the SFCs and several other water flow
changes. The application for ACT 759 is included in this response. The Department’s decision regarding this water was that an
antidegradation review was not required because, given the requested changes, the pollutant load was decreasing.

Request for Information 4

The request for modification from the facility dated May 10, 2022, explained that previously the “contact stormwater” from the UWL
was pumped and discharged to Pond 003 and discharged through Outfall 003. The proposal is to instead reroute the “contact
stormwater” from the UWL through Outfall 006 to the drainage conveyance for Outfall 003 to the Mississippi River. The Statement of
Basis references information gathered on November 1 and 2, 2022, that describes the nature of the “contact stormwater” from the “top
of the ash”. Please provide this information.

Response 4

To differentiate between non-contact stormwater, contact stormwater, and leachate, the draft permit modification provided a
discussion of the differences in these terms. Because leachate is defined as passing though the ash and berm (see 40 CFR 423.11(r)),
the description of contact stormwater (not included in 40 CFR 423) and non-contact stormwater (also not included in 40 CFR 423)
was provided within the draft to further clarify to the reader that the “top of the ash” was not leachate, but instead “contact”
stormwater. The Department has determined that differences in pollutants are significant between these two types of stormwater not
defined in 40 CFR 423. Information gathered on November 1, 2022, was verbal; the email from November 2, 2022, is included in this
response.

Request for Information 5

Outfall 010 is identified as “non-contact stormwater runoff from historical ash pond” and will discharge from the CCR impoundment
Pond 003 and Raw Water Pond. The Statement of Basis concludes that Antidegradation Applicability Review, ACT #1058 concluded
an antidegradation review is not required “since the proposed discharge involves non-contact stormwater only. The conclusion
described in the Antidegradation Applicability Review ACT #1058 relies on information related to the closure activity. Please provide
the information used to support these conclusions.

Response 5

Closure in this instance means that the CCR is no longer exposed to surface precipitation because a vegetative cap is established. See
also discussion regarding non-contact stormwater in response 4. The vegetative cap precludes stormwater from contacting the ash;
therefore, the stormwater is non-contact and contains fewer pollutants than ash-contact stormwater. The Department’s Engineering
Section determined that non-contact stormwater was less contaminated than the previous discharge and a reduction in volume and load
of pollutants was occurring. Therefore, antidegradation is not applicable. The application for ACT #1058 is included in this response.

PosT OBJECTION DISCUSSION, INFORMATION REQUESTED BY EPA, AND CHANGES

1. The EPA requested a statement that all antidegradation analysis resulted in a finding of no antidegradation required.
This was added to Part | of the statement of basis.

2. The EPA requested Outfall 004 needs to indicate CCR material was removed in the permit description; this was added to the
FACILITY DESCRIPTION in the permit and then later deleted per the EPA’s request.

3. The EPA requested Outfall 009 needs to state that it is using the same or existing outfall structure as Outfall 004 in the permit.
This was added to the FACILITY DESCRIPTION in the permit.

4. The EPA questioned if there was an RP conducted for industrial stormwater part of Outfall 009.
The RPA was conducted in 2019 and is not an open condition under this modification; however, the Department provided the
information from 2019. In 2019, all data was used from outfall #003 to determine pollutants of concern at outfall #009. Even
though outfall #003 contains numerous sources of wastewater, the data was sufficient because it would be overprotective of any
findings of pollutants of concern from coal pile runoff. This modification identifies that outfall #003 historically contained coal
pile runoff, and now coal pile runoff is diverted as a sole source outfall to outfall #009.

5. The EPA asked DNR to clarify that Pond 4 was reconfigured to a finishing pond in the permit by adding a statement to the FS.
This was missed at the original drafting of this modification, however, this information was found in ACT#759 and was verified
on 11 July 2023; the Facility identified key features on this map.
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is was also updated; outfall #009 was further south than the true location.

The map in Part | of the statement of bas
The EPA questioned why Outfall 006 didn’t include a limit for chloride + sulfate. What was the BPJ basis for this decision?
The asterisk indicates that not all RPAs are valid. Additional language was added under the RPA table for outfall #006 at the
asterisk.

The EPA requested that the Department “change groundwater monitoring language in Ponds 003 and 004 to add specific to
prohibition to a subsurface water to surface water discharge.”

Response:

The EPA has clarified that it did not request a change to the ground water monitoring, but instead requested that it be expressly
stated that the groundwater monitoring was limited to the state’s authority to monitor and regulate groundwater under the
Missouri Clean Water Law. The Department has noted that groundwater requirements were not opened during this modification
and are pursuant to Missouri Clean Water Law and the state’s authority to monitor and regulate groundwater, not the NPDES. 40
CFR 124.5(c)(2) states that only the conditions subject to the modification are reopened, therefore permit shield under the 2020
renewal still applies to those portions of the permit that were not opened under this modification.-Special Condition #1 was not
opened in this modification; there are no additional specific requirements for groundwater monitoring for Ponds 003 and 004
found in the modified permit. The EPA as well as the Department must abide by federal regulations for NPDES permit actions.
Additionally, the Department is seeking groundwater information over the course of this permit term; which ends December 31,
2024; less than 1.5 years from this modification. There is no need to prematurely rush a decision which must be made utilizing a
full suite of data, science, and detailed information about the site. A Maui determination is a very involved process; and the
facility did not request a Maui determination for this modification, nor the does the Department find it warranted at this time.

The Department implemented the appropriate and relevant permit requirements for groundwater in the January 1, 2020 permit
which were not reopened in 2023. In 2019, when the permit was public noticed, no concerns were brought to the Department
regarding the groundwater requirements.-The data obtained over the course of a full permit term will be evaluated in 2025; the
data will be used to make scientifically defensible determinations relating to the groundwater.

Per 40 CFR 122.62(a), the federal regulations guardrail states from unduly opening permits; and this applies to opening parts of
permits that are not being revised. A permit should be a standing document for a period of five years, then changed iteratively,
when they are renewed. The Department is not allowed to modify a permit without cause. None of the causes listed at 40 CFR
122.62(a)(1) through (18) are causes that provide the Department a basis to open groundwater conditions in this modification. The
EPA has not stated a discharge needs limiting, that substantial changes (other than those changed in this modification) have
occurred, or that new information exists such that the “environmental effects are unacceptable”. Additionally, there are no new
applicable regulations, changes in the water quality standards, changes to the effluent limit guidelines, or that a new toxic
parameter is being discharged. These guardrails protect the facility from Department and EPA overreach.

The 2019 fact sheet discussion does provide a review of the groundwater at the site; and the likelihood that contamination exists
was presented. The volume and extensiveness of the contamination will be reviewed in the 2025 permit renewal for groundwater
and will determine if a subsurface to surface water discharge exists. The future renewal will determine if there is reasonable
potential for any subsurface discharges to cause or contribute to contamination in nearby surface waters.
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MI1ssOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
FACT SHEET
FOR THE PURPOSE OF RENEWAL
OF
MO-0001171
NEwW MADRID POWER PLANT

The Federal Water Pollution Control Act ("Clean Water Act" Section 402 Public Law 92-500 as amended) established the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program. This program regulates the discharge of pollutants from point
sources into the waters of the United States, and the release of stormwater from certain point sources. All such discharges are unlawful
without a permit (Section 301 of the "Clean Water Act"). After a permit is obtained, a discharge not in compliance with all permit
terms and conditions is unlawful. Missouri State Operating Permits (MSOPs) are issued by the Director of the Missouri Department of
Natural Resources (Department) under an approved program, operating in accordance with federal and state laws (Federal "Clean
Water Act" and "Missouri Clean Water Law" Section 644 as amended). MSOPs are issued for a period of five (5) years unless
otherwise specified for less.

As per [40 CFR Part 124.8(a)] and [10 CSR 20-6.020(1)(A)2.] a factsheet shall be prepared to give pertinent information regarding the
applicable regulations, rationale for the development of effluent limitations and conditions, and the public participation process for the
Missouri State Operating Permit (MSOP or operating permit) listed below. A factsheet is not an enforceable part of an operating
permit.

PART I. FACILITY INFORMATION

Facility Type: Industrial — Major, Primary, Categorical; >1 MGD
SIC Code(s): 4911

NAICS Code(s): 221112

Application Date: 10/23/2015

Expiration Date: 04/21/2016

Last Inspection: 10/19/2016

FACILITY DESCRIPTION:

The New Madrid Power Plant (facility) is a steam electrical power generation facility primarily engaged in the generation of
electricity for distribution and sale. This facility includes two (2) 615-megawatt coal-fired cyclone burner steam electric generating
units (Unit 1 & Unit 2).

AECI has made the decision to install submerged flight conveyors for both units to meet ELG regulations of no discharge of pollutants
from the sluicing of ash. The first will be installed in 2021 and the second will be installed in 2023.

The landfill is currently active. Cell 1 has almost reached capacity, and Cell 2 has started to receive ash. The stormwater from the
Utility Waste Landfill (UWL) is currently pumped to pond 3 for discharge. To meet the CCR Rules, this operation will have to cease.
The contact stormwater will be discharged through outfall #006. Outfalls for the UWL were placed in the permit around 2007-2008
timeframe. They were then removed and the decision was made to pump to pond 3 versus discharging out the new outfalls. The
stormwater outfalls were reinstated in this permit. Contact stormwater will be discharged through outfall #006 (after approval). Non-
contact stormwater will be discharged through outfall #008. Percolated leachate is not discharged and is collected in permitted feature
#011 and reapplied to the open face(s) of the landfill.

Landfill leachate was identified as a pollutant source (not permissible for discharge) in this permit. Leachate collected in the settling
basins has not been approved for discharge, however, leachate, contact stormwater, and landfill non-contact stormwater has been
approved for discharge through outfall #003. Contact stormwater will need to be approved for discharge via an antidegradation review
to move the discharge from outfall #003 to outfall #006. Historically, on April 3, 2009, the department received a letter dated March
31, 2009 indicating outfall #006 was eliminated. The letter indicated “Outfall #006 was added to the NPDES permit at the time the
landfill was constructed. Due to an operational change, approved by the Solid Waste Management Program, this outfall was
eliminated in the 2011 renewal”. However, this outfall represents stormwater associated with industrial activity (the landfill) therefore
outfall #006 was reinstated in this renewal. While authorization is not yet provided, a placeholder was specified in the Facility
Description part of the permit.

Outfall #010 was added to this permit to incorporate discharge from the raw water pond and remove it from outfall #003. Only
stormwater and well water are introduced into the basin. Because fish live in the basin, the facility adds alluvial well water to the basin



New Madrid Power Plant
Fact Sheet Page 19 of 48

to assure the fish have a sufficient water supply to survive droughts. The pond serving outfall #010 has an emergency overflow
location but has not been used to date. The facility will be required to undergo an antidegradation review to discharge from this

outfall.

For permitted feature #011, and for added clarity, the definition in 40 CFR 423.11(r) for combustion residual leachate is defined as
“leachate from landfills or surface impoundments containing combustion residuals. Leachate is composed of liquid, including any
suspended or dissolved constituents in the liquid, which has percolated through waste or other materials emplaced in a landfill, or that
passes through the surface impoundment's containment structure (e.g., bottom, dikes, berms). Combustion residual leachate includes
seepage and/or leakage from a combustion residual landfill or impoundment unit. Combustion residual leachate includes wastewater
from landfills and surface impoundments located on non-adjoining property when under the operational control of the permitted
facility.” Currently, only one basin exists for leachate; the facility may use a frac tank during seasons of high infiltration, or may build
a second leachate basin.

The charter number for the continuing authority for this facility is Q00101340; this number was verified by the permit writer to be
associated with the facility and precisely matches the continuing authority reported by the facility. In accordance with 40 CFR
122.21(f)(6), the Department evaluated other permits currently held by this facility. This facility has the following permits: solid waste
permit and air permit (OP2010-116B). Particulate control is provided by an electrostatic precipitator, and a selective catalytic
reduction (SCR) device is used to control NOx emissions. https://dnr.mo.gov/env/apcp/permits/docs/aeci-newmadrid20100p.pdf. This
permit authorizes certain wastewaters to be used for dust suppression. This facility has an effective land disturbance permit,
MORA13701.

PERMITTED FEATURES TABLE:

OUTFALL A\éELzCVGE DESIGN FLOW | TREATMENT LEVEL EFFLUENT TYPE
357.7 MGD 550 MGD . . . ) .
#001 664.6 cfs 1021 ofs see permit Unit 1 once through cooling water; see permit.
350.1 MGD 546.5 MGD . . . ) .
#002 650 6 cfs 1015.5 ofs see permit Unit 2 once through cooling water; see permit.
#003 38 MGD 12 MGD settling ash settling pond #003; see permit.
#004 7.5 MGD 2.03 MGD settling boiler slag/bottom ash dewatering pond #004; see permit.
8.3* MGD n}fll_trat!on, stormwater run-off from plant site; see permit. Flow based on
#005 n/a . dissipation, _
peak discharge ; 560 acres, ¢=0.1 (due to flat and vegetated areas)
vegetative buffer
1.6* MGD . ) . .
#006 n/a . settling UWL contact stormwater; two independent basins
peak discharge
#007 n/a n/a n/a compliance point for thermal discharges
3.2* MGD .
#008 new/unknown . BMPs landfill non-contact stormwater
peak discharge
#009 0.427 MGD 16.6 MGD BMPs coal pile runoff (will be disconnected from outfall #003)
raw water pond: stormwater, stormwater surrounding area,
#010 0.685 MGD 26.6 MGD BMPs and well water
(will be disconnected from outfall #003)
#011 0 0 no discharge leachate
#101, . . . . .
4102 intake intake intake cooling water intake structures

* peak stormwater discharges were calculated using the rational equation https://www.Imnoeng.com/Hydrology/rational.php
BMPs are best management practices.

FACILITY PERFORMANCE HISTORY & COMMENTS:
The electronic discharge monitoring reports were reviewed for the last five years. No exceedances were noted. A letter of warning
issued in 2016 indicated the facility was not using composite sampling method for sampling the intake water as was provided in the
permit. The facility immediately corrected the procedure. This permit changes the sampling type to grab as a grab sample is adequate
to classify the pollutants at this site. This facility does not have contaminants identified at 40 CFR 423.13(g) or 40 CFR 423.13(i); the
facility does not have flue gas desulphurization or flue gas mercury control wastewater. Historically, used oil was added to the coal
pile as an additional fuel source, however, procedures have changed and they no longer practice this.



https://dnr.mo.gov/env/apcp/permits/docs/aeci-newmadrid2010op.pdf
https://www.lmnoeng.com/Hydrology/rational.php
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FACILITY MAP:
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WATER BALANCE DIAGRAM:
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PART Il. RECEIVING WATERBODY INFORMATION

RECEIVING WATERBODY’S WATER QUALITY:
The USGS has data available for the Mississippi River. Please visit USGS.gov to download the applicable data.

303(D) LIST:

Section 303(d) of the federal Clean Water Act requires each state identify waters not meeting water quality standards and for which
adequate water pollution controls have not been required. Water quality standards protect such beneficial uses of water as whole body
contact (such as swimming), maintaining fish and other aquatic life, and providing drinking water for people, livestock, and

wildlife. The 303(d) list helps state and federal agencies keep track of impaired waters not addressed by normal water pollution
control programs. http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/waterquality/303d/303d.htm

v" Not applicable; this facility does not discharge to an impaired segment of a 303(d) listed stream.

TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD (TMDL):

A TMDL is a calculation of the maximum amount of a given pollutant a water body can absorb before its water quality is affected;

hence, the purpose of a TMDL is to determine the pollutant loading a specific waterbody can assimilate without exceeding water

quality standards. If a water body is determined to be impaired as listed on the 303(d) list, then a watershed management plan or

TMDL may be developed. The TMDL shall include the WLA calculation. http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/tmdl/

v' Applicable; the Mississippi River is associated with the EPA approved TMDL for chlordane and PCBs. It is unlikely this facility
was a contributor of the impairment or would contribute to the impairment. This permit contains exclusions for PCB discharge as
is required by 40 CFR 423.

UPSTREAM OR DOWNSTREAM IMPAIRMENTS:

THE PERMIT WRITER HAS REVIEWED UPSTREAM AND DOWNSTREAM STREAM SEGMENTS OF THIS FACILITY FOR IMPAIRMENTS.
v" THE PERMIT WRITER HAS NOTED NO UPSTREAM IMPAIRMENTS NEAR THIS FACILITY.

v" THE PERMIT WRITER HAS NOTED DOWNSTREAM OF THE FACILITY THE STREAM HAS A TMDL ; SEE ABOVE.

APPLICABLE DESIGNATIONS OF WATERS OF THE STATE:

Per Missouri’s Effluent Regulations [10 CSR 20-7.015(1)(B)], waters of the state are divided into seven categories. This facility is
subject to effluent limitations derived on a site specific basis which are presented in each outfall’s effluent limitation table and further
discussed in Part 1V: Effluents Limits Determinations.

v Missouri or Mississippi River

v All Other Waters

RECEIVING WATERBODY TABLE:

OUTFALL WATERBODY NAME CLAss | WBID DESIGNATED USES DISTANCE TO 12-piGIT HUC
SEGMENT
#001, Donaldson
#002, DWS, GEN, HHP, IND, Point —
#003, Muississippi River P 3152 | IRR, LWW, SCR, WBC-B, 0 mi Muississippi
#004, WWH (ALP) River
#009 08010100-0301
4005 GEN, HHP, IRR, LWW, _
' 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0 C 3960 SCR, WBC-B, WWH 0.1 mi
#008 (ALP) Portage Open
GEN, HHP, IRR, LWW, 08020'38}4’_0608
#006 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0 C 3960 SCR, WBC-B, WWH Omi
(ALP)

n/a not applicable

Classes are hydrologic classes as defined in 10 CSR 20-7.031(1)(F). L1: Lakes with drinking water supply - wastewater discharges are not permitted to occur to L1
watersheds per 10 CSR 20-7.015(3)(C); L2: major reservoirs; L3: all other public and private lakes; P: permanent streams; C: streams which may cease flow in
dry periods but maintain pools supporting aquatic life; E: streams which do not maintain surface flow; and W: wetland. Losing streams are defined in 10 CSR 20-
7.031(1)(O) and are designated on the Losing Stream dataset or determined by the Department to lose 30% or more of flow to the subsurface.

WBID = Waterbody Identification: Missouri Use Designation Dataset per 10 CSR 20-7.031(1)(Q) and (S) as 8-20-13 MUDD V1.0 or newer; data can be found as an
ArcGIS shapefile on MSDIS at ftp://msdis.missouri.edu/pub/Inland_Water Resources/MO_2014 WQS_Stream_Classifications_and Use_shp.zip; New C
streams described on the dataset per 10 CSR 20-7.031(2)(A)3. as 100K Extent Remaining Streams.

Per 10 CSR 20-7.031, the Department defines the Clean Water Commission’s water quality objectives in terms of "water uses to be maintained and the criteria to
protect those uses.” The receiving stream and 1% classified receiving stream’s beneficial water uses are to be maintained in the receiving streams in accordance
with [10 CSR 20-7.031(1)(C)]. Uses which may be found in the receiving streams table, above:


http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/waterquality/303d/303d.htm
http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/tmdl/
ftp://msdis.missouri.edu/pub/Inland_Water_Resources/MO_2014_WQS_Stream_Classifications_and_Use_shp.zip
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10 CSR 20-7.031(1)(C)1.: ALP = Aquatic Life Protection (formerly AQL,; current uses are defined to ensure the protection and propagation of fish shellfish and
wildlife, further subcategorized as: WWH = Warm Water Habitat; CLH = Cool Water Habitat; CDH = Cold Water Habitat; EAH = Ephemeral Aquatic Habitat;
MAH = Modified Aquatic Habitat; LAH = Limited Aquatic Habitat. This permit uses ALP effluent limitations in 10 CSR 20-7.031 Table A1-A2 for all habitat
designations unless otherwise specified.

10 CSR 20-7.031(1)(C)2.: Recreation in and on the water
WBC = Whole Body Contact recreation where the entire body is capable of being submerged;

WBC-A = whole body contact recreation supporting swimming uses and has public access;
WBC-B = whole body contact recreation not supported in WBC-A;
SCR = Secondary Contact Recreation (like fishing, wading, and boating)
10 CSR 20-7.031(1)(C)3.t0 7.:
HHP (formerly HHF) = Human Health Protection as it relates to the consumption of fish and drinking of water;
IRR = irrigation for use on crops utilized for human or livestock consumption
LWW = Livestock and Wildlife Watering (current narrative use is defined as LWP = Livestock and Wildlife Protection);
DWS = Drinking Water Supply
IND = industrial water supply

10 CSR 20-7.031(1)(C)8-11.: Wetlands (10 CSR 20-7.031 Tables A1-B3 currently does not have corresponding habitat use criteria for these defined uses): WSA =
storm- and flood-water storage and attenuation; WHP = habitat for resident and migratory wildlife species; WRC = recreational, cultural, educational, scientific,
and natural aesthetic values and uses; WHC = hydrologic cycle maintenance.

10 CSR 20-7.031(6): GRW = Groundwater

RECEIVING WATERBODY MONITORING REQUIREMENTS:
Receiving water monitoring is required to determine thermal compliance.

THERMAL MIXING CONSIDERATIONS:
This facility has thermal discharge limitations. See outfalls #001, #002, and #007 for thermal limitations and derivation.

MIXING CONSIDERATIONS:
For outfalls #005, and #006, mixing zone and zone of initial dilution are not allowed per 10 CSR 20-7.031(5)(A)4.B.(I)(a) and (b), as
the base stream flow does not provide dilution to the effluent.

RECEIVING STREAM LOW-FLOW VALUES:

RECEIVING PREVIOUS | MIXING ZONE (CFS) (CHRONIC) ZONE OF INITIAL DILUTION (CFS)
OUTFALL STREAM PERMIT [10 CSR 20- (AcuTE)
7010 7.031(5)(A)5.A.4.B.(1IN(a)] [10 CSR 20-7.031(5)(A)4.B.(111)(b)]
#001, #002,
#003, #004, Mississippi River 107,694 26,924 2,347
#009

Data were used from the previous permit.

PART IIl. RATIONALE AND DERIVATION OF PERMIT CONDITIONS

ALTERNATIVE EVALUATIONS FOR NEW FACILITIES:

As per [10 CSR 20-7.015(4)(A)], discharges to losing streams shall be permitted only after other alternatives including land
application, discharges to a gaining stream and connection to a regional wastewater treatment facility have been evaluated and
determined to be unacceptable for environmental and/or economic reasons.

v" Not applicable; the facility is an existing facility.

ANTIBACKSLIDING:
Federal Regulations [CWA §303(d)(4); CWA 8402(c); 40 CFR Part 122.44(1)] require a reissued permit to be as stringent as the
previous permit with some exceptions. Backsliding (a less stringent permit limitation) is only allowed under certain conditions.
v/ Limitations in this operating permit for the reissuance conform to the anti-backsliding provisions of Section 402(0) of the Clean
Water Act, and 40 CFR Part 122.44.
v'Information is available which was not available at the time of permit issuance (other than revised regulations, guidance, or
test methods) which would have justified the application of a less stringent effluent limitation.
=  Five years of DMR data were available to support elevated effluent limitations, removal of monitoring, or removal of
effluent limitations:

e Through sampling, the facility has demonstrated there is no reasonable potential for whole effluent toxicity at all of
the outfalls (#001 through #004) discharging to the Mississippi River because of the large dilution factor the river
provides.

= Quitfalls #003, #004, and #005 previous had a base pH limit of 6.5. However, the Mississippi river provides sufficient
assimilative capacity to offer 6.0 to this discharger at these outfalls.
v" The Department determined technical mistakes or mistaken interpretations of law were made in issuing the permit under
section 402(a)(1)(b).
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The permit writer has removed monthly average limitations for temperature at outfalls #001, #002, and #007. The facility
must sample at least daily therefore providing a monthly average the same as the daily maximum is not appropriate. The
permit writer feels this omission has no effect on the compliance the facility is subject to.
The previous permit special conditions contained a specific set of prohibitions related to general criteria (GC) found in
10 CSR 20-7.031(4); however, there was no determination as to whether the discharges have reasonable potential to
cause or contribute to excursion of those general water quality criteria in the previous permit. This permit assesses each
general criteria as listed in the previous permit’s special conditions. Federal regulations 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1)(iii)
requires instances where reasonable potential (RP) to cause or contribute to an exceedance of a water quality standard
exists, a numeric limitation must be included in the permit. Rather than conducting the appropriate RP determination, the
previous permit simply placed the prohibitions in the permit. These conditions were removed from the permit.
Appropriate reasonable potential determinations were conducted for each general criterion listed in 10 CSR 20-
7.031(4)(A) through (1) and effluent limitations were placed in the permit for those general criteria where it was
determined the discharge had reasonable potential to cause or contribute to excursions of the general criteria. Specific
effluent limitations were not included for those general criteria where it was determined the discharges will not cause or
contribute to excursions of general criteria. Removal of the prohibitions does not reduce the protections of the permit or
allow for impairment of the receiving stream. The permit maintains sufficient effluent limitations, monitoring
requirements and best management practices to protect water quality while maintaining permit conditions applicable to
permittee disclosures and in accordance with 10 CSR 20-7.031(4) where no water contaminant by itself or in
combination with other substances shall prevent the water of the state from meeting the following conditions:
(A) Waters shall be free from substances in sufficient amounts to cause the formation of putrescent, unsightly or harmful
bottom deposits or prevent full maintenance of beneficial uses.

v For all outfalls, there is no RP for putrescent bottom deposits preventing full maintenance of beneficial uses
because nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates putrescent wastewater would be discharged from the
facility.

v For all outfalls, there is no RP for unsightly or harmful bottom deposits preventing full maintenance of
beneficial uses because nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates unsightly or harmful bottom deposits would
be discharged from the facility. Discharge of iron solids is prohibited by this permit.

(B) Waters shall be free from oil, scum and floating debris in sufficient amounts to be unsightly or prevent full
maintenance of beneficial uses.

v For outfalls #001, #002, #005, and #006 there is no RP for oil in sufficient amounts to be unsightly preventing
full maintenance of beneficial uses because nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates oil will be present in
sufficient amounts to impair beneficial uses.

v For outfalls #003 and #004, there is RP for oil in sufficient amounts to be unsightly preventing full maintenance
of beneficial uses; the data supplied by the permittee show discharges of oily wastewater has occurred during
the last five years. While the discharge may or may not have produced a sheen, this permit contains effluent
limits for oil and grease to protect for this general criteria.

v For all outfalls, there is no RP for scum and floating debris in sufficient amounts to be unsightly preventing full
maintenance of beneficial uses because nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates scum and floating debris
will be present in sufficient amounts to impair beneficial uses.

(C) Waters shall be free from substances in sufficient amounts to cause unsightly color or turbidity, offensive odor or
prevent full maintenance of beneficial uses.

v For all outfalls, there is no RP for unsightly color or turbidity in sufficient amounts preventing full maintenance
of beneficial uses because nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates unsightly color or turbidity will be
present in sufficient amounts to impair beneficial uses.

v For all outfalls, there is no RP for offensive odor in sufficient amounts preventing full maintenance of beneficial
uses because nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates offensive odor will be present in sufficient amounts to
impair beneficial uses.

(D) Waters shall be free from substances or conditions in sufficient amounts to result in toxicity to human, animal or
aquatic life.

v The permit writer considered specific toxic pollutants when writing this permit. Numeric effluent limitations are
included for those pollutants could be discharged in toxic amounts. These effluent limitations are protective of
human health, animals, and aquatic life.

(E) There shall be no significant human health hazard from incidental contact with the water.
v This criterion is very similar to (D) above. See Part 1V, Effluent Limits Derivation below.
(F) There shall be no acute toxicity to livestock or wildlife watering.

v This criterion is very similar to (D) above. See Part 1V, Effluent Limits Derivation below.

(G) Waters shall be free from physical, chemical or hydrologic changes that would impair the natural biological
community.

v For outfalls #001 and #002, there is RP for physical changes impairing the natural biological community; this
permit contains effluent limitations for temperature designed to protect for physical changes of the river.
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v For all other outfalls, there is no RP for physical changes impairing the natural biological community because
nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates this is occurring.

v It has been established any chemical changes are covered by the specific numeric effluent limitations
established in the permit.

v For all outfalls, there is no RP for hydrologic changes impairing the natural biological community because
nothing disclosed by the permittee indicates this is occurring.

(H) Waters shall be free from used tires, car bodies, appliances, demolition debris, used vehicles or equipment and solid
waste as defined in Missouri's Solid Waste Law, section 260.200, RSMo, except as the use of such materials is
specifically permitted pursuant to section 260.200-260.247.

v' There are no solid waste disposal activities or any operation which has reasonable potential to cause or
contribute to the materials listed above being discharged through any outfall.

ANTIDEGRADATION REVIEW:

Process water discharges with new, altered, or expanding flows, the Department is to document, by means of antidegradation review,

if the use of a water body’s available assimilative capacity is justified. In accordance with Missouri’s water quality regulations for

antidegradation [10 CSR 20-7.031(3)], degradation may be justified by documenting the socio-economic importance of a discharge

after determining the necessity of the discharge. Facilities must submit the antidegradation review request to the Department prior to

establishing, altering, or expanding discharges. See http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/permits/antideg-implementation.htm

v" Applicable; the facility intends to discharge out of Sedimentation Basins, outfall #006, which contain contact stormwater from the
utility waste landfill. Prior, this discharge went to outfall #003. Because the receiving streams are different, an antidegradation
review is required.

This permit requires the development and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) which must include an
alternative analysis (AA) of the BMPs. The SWPPP must be developed, implemented, updated, and maintained at the facility. Failure
to implement and maintain the chosen alternative, is a permit violation. The AA is a structured evaluation of BMPs to determine
which are reasonable and cost effective. Analysis should include practices designed to be 1) non-degrading, 2) less degrading, or 3)
degrading water quality. The chosen BMP will be the most reasonable and cost effective while ensuring the highest statutory and
regulatory requirements are achieved and the highest quality water attainable for the facility is discharged. The analysis must
demonstrate why “no discharge” or “no exposure” are not feasible alternatives at the facility. Existing facilities with established
SWPPPs and BMPs need not conduct an additional alternatives analysis unless new BMPs are established to address BMP failures or
benchmark exceedances. This structured analysis of BMPs serves as the antidegradation review, fulfilling the requirements of 10 CSR
20-7.015(9)(A)5 and 7.031(3). For stormwater discharges with new, altered, or expanding discharges, the stormwater BMP chosen for
the facility, through the AA performed by the facility, must be implemented and maintained at the facility. Failure to implement and
maintain the chosen BMP alternative is a permit violation; see SWPPP.

v Applicable; the facility must review and maintain stormwater BMPs as appropriate.

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES:

Minimum site-wide best management practices are established in this permit to assure all permittees are managing their sites equally
to protect waters of the state from certain activities which could cause negative effects in receiving water bodies. While not all sites
require a SWPPP because the SIC codes are specifically exempted in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14), these best management practices are not
specifically included for stormwater purposes. These practices are minimum requirements for all industrial sites to protect waters of
the state. If the minimum best management practices are not followed, the facility may violate general criteria [10 CSR 20-7.031(4)].
Statutes are applicable to all permitted facilities in the state, therefore pollutants cannot be released unless in accordance with RSMo
644.011 and 644.016 (17).

CHANGES IN DISCHARGES OF TOXIC POLLUTANT:

This special condition reiterates the federal rules found in 40 CFR 122.44(f) and 122.42(a)(1). In these rules, the facility is required to
report changes in amounts of toxic substances discharged. Toxic substances are defined in 40 CFR 122.2 as “...any pollutant listed as
toxic under section 307(a)(1) or, in the case of “sludge use or disposal practices,” any pollutant identified in regulations implementing
section 405(d) of the CWA..” Section 307 of the clean water act then refers to those parameters found in 40 CFR 401.15. The permittee
should also consider any other toxic pollutant in the discharge as reportable under this condition.

COMPLIANCE AND ENFORCEMENT:

Enforcement is the action taken by the Water Protection Program (WPP) to bring an entity into compliance with the Missouri Clean
Water Law, its implementing regulations, and/or any terms and conditions of an operating permit. The primary purpose of the
enforcement activity in the WPP is to resolve violations and return the entity to compliance.

v Not applicable; the permittee/facility is not currently under Water Protection Program enforcement action.

COOLING WATER INTAKE STRUCTURES: CWA 8316(B):
The Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1972 require cooling water intake structures to reflect the best available
technology for minimizing adverse environmental impact; these are listed as Permitted Features #101 and 102. Best technology


http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/permits/antideg-implementation.htm
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available must consider intake design, location, construction, and capacity. Permitted feature #101 is now designating the intake
associated with unit 1; #102 is the intake for unit 2; the intakes are crosstied and therefore may be used for either unit. Currently,
approximately 98% of intake water is used for direct condenser and service water cooling purposes, when the facility ceases sluicing
ash, the percentage will increase to 100%. Certain processes at the facility use potable water from the St. Jude industrial park
treatment facility and well water. These processes were not considered as part of the cooling water usage.

The New Madrid Power Plant is equipped with once-through condenser cooling systems. Water is drawn in through two off shore
(about 50 feet from the right descending bank) intake structures located in the Mississippi River near the main channel. Under normal
flow conditions, these structures are entirely under water. To minimize impingement and entrainment of fish and shellfish, the intake
structures are designed to promote horizontal flow while minimizing vertical flow. Each structure has three sides open to horizontal
flow and a concrete panel velocity cap. When river levels are low, floating, horizontal supplemental pumps are used to pump water
into the intake structures. The physical location of the intakes are away from principal spawning areas, nursery/feeding areas, and high
fish population areas. Being located off shore fish migratory pathways are not affected. This area of the river, near the main channel is
characterized by swift current and shifting substratum which does not present a preferred fish habitat.

Horizontal intake configuration in the form of velocity caps are beneficial for two main reasons: (1) it eliminates vertical vortices and
avoids withdrawal from the more productive aquatic habitat which usually is located closer to the surface of the water body; and (2) it
creates a horizontal velocity pattern which gives juvenile and adult fish an indication for danger; most fish have receptors along the
length of their bodies designed to sense horizontal movement; in nature such movement is associated with unusual conditions. This
natural indication should provide fish in the area of the intake ample warning and opportunity to swim away from the intake. It is
unclear if horizontal intake benefits shellfish or mussels.

An impingement study was conducted in 2005 along with a biological characterization study conducted in 2005/2006. The report was
completed in 2007. The biological characterization study was to provide a description of the abundance and temporal and spatial
characterization of the community potentially vulnerable to impingement. Historical studies conducted between 1975 and 1979
concluded the intake structures did not have significant adverse environmental impacts and the structures currently meet the
requirements of CWA 8316(b). Because the intake structure equipment and operation are essentially the same as the time of the
original study, Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. believes the conclusion of the 1970s study is still valid.

However, the rules regarding impingement and entrainment at 40 CFR 122.21(r) et seq. and 40 CFR 125 were updated in 2014 which
requires the facility to provide additional information to the department. Primarily, the 2007 study was only for impingement and the
new regulations also require entrainment studies to be performed.

Highlights of the 2007 impingement study are provided. Units 1 and 2 have separate intake structures located offshore. To minimize
impingement and entrainment of fish and shellfish, the intake structures are designed to promote horizontal flow while minimizing
vertical flow. Each structure has three sides open to horizontal flow and a concrete panel velocity cap. When river levels are low,
floating, horizontal supplemental pumps are used to pump water into the intake structures. Water entering the intakes travel
approximately 470 feet through 10-foot diameter inlet pipes to the traveling screens and the circulating water pump bays located on
the river levee. Each unit has two circulating water pumps and two traveling screens. The traveling screens are 10 feet wide and have
3/8 inch mesh panels. Maximum through-screen velocity for the traveling screens is 2.4 foot per second. Fish and debris are washed
off the screens and collected in debris baskets. Each traveling screen has a separate debris basket. The accumulated debris is
periodically removed from the basket and disposed of at a landfill. Because no screen wash debris is returned to the river,
impingement mortality at New Madrid is 100 percent.

The annual impingement mortality for Unit 1 was estimated to be 61,740 fish and 2,764 shellfish per year. Unit 2’s annual
impingement mortality was estimated to be 15,202 fish and 4,361 shellfish year. The total impingement mortality for New Madrid was
76,942 fish and 7,125 shellfish per year. A total of 199 and 336 shellfish were impinged at the Unit 1 and Unit 2 intakes, respectively.
Those shellfish impinged included Asiatic clams, zebra mussels, crayfish, glass shrimp, snails, and native mussels. Asiatic clams and
zebra mussels made up 90 percent of the shellfish catch at Unit 1 and 63.9 percent of the catch at Unit 2. The estimated yearly
impingement for shellfish impingement was 2,764 shellfish at Unit 1 and 4,361 shellfish at Unit 2.

The Unit 1 intake is downstream of the Unit 2 intake. Previous impingement studies conducted at New Madrid from November 1975
through November 1976 and January 1978 through January 1979 also linked lower river flows to higher impingement rates. The 1978-
79 impingement rate was much less than the 1975-76 study and coincided with higher average annual flows during the 1978-79 study
than the 1975-76 study. The inverse relationship between annual flow and annual impingement, however, breaks down when the 2005
data are considered. The average annual flow in 2005 was between the two previous studies; however, estimated annual impingement
rate was considerably greater than the estimated impingement for the 1975-76 study. The relatively high impingement rates observed
in 2005 could be a function of increases in fish abundance possibly occurring in the Mississippi River since implementation of the
Clean Water Act, resulting in improvement of river water quality. The highest months of impingement occurred in October and
December. The impingement rates for the year for Unit 1 was 0.408 fish per million gallons, and for Unit 2, 0.104 fish per million
gallons.
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Impingement rates were relatively low for the first half of the study when river flows were relatively high. The converse was true in
the latter half of the study. The potential causal relationship between river flow and impingement rate, however, is confounded

by the occurrence of declining water temperatures at the same time as the low flows. Because a fish’s ability to swim away from an
intake is proportional to water temperature, lower water temperatures should equate to higher impingement rates. At New Madrid,
both water temperature and river flow likely impact impingement. In January and February, water temperatures were low, which
should have resulted in relatively high impingement. However, impingement was low while river flow was high. In August through
December, river flow was fairly consistently low but impingement rates were highly variable and spiked in apparent response to rapid
declines in water temperature.

The permit writer believes the special conditions implemented in this permit for the cooling water intake structures conform to the
requirements emplaced by the Environmental Protection Agency upon the Department at 40 CFR 125.98. This permit is not currently
requiring a Record of Visual or Remote Inspections of the intakes conducted weekly in accordance with 40 CFR 125.96(e) since no
impingement technology has been installed yet.

DOMESTIC WASTEWATER, SLUDGE, AND B10SOLIDS:

Domestic wastewater is defined as wastewater (i.e., human sewage) originating primarily from the sanitary conveyances of bathrooms

and kitchens. Domestic wastewater excludes stormwater, animal waste, process waste, and other similar waste.

v" Not applicable; this facility discharges domestic wastewater from the main plant to an off-site permitted wastewater treatment
facility (POTW), the St. Jude Industrial Park.

v" Not applicable; this facility discharges domestic wastewater from the precipitator electrical building subsurface with flows of
3,000 gallons per day or less as calculated in accordance with 19 CSR 20-3.060(1)(E) and tables 2A and 2B. The domestic
wastewater system is jurisdiction of the Missouri Department of Health and Senior Services or Local Public Health Agency. This
permit does not authorize any non-domestic wastewater for introduction into the sub-surface system.

Sewage sludge is solid, semi-solid, or liquid residue generated during the treatment of domestic sewage in a treatment works;
including but not limited to, domestic septage; scum or solids removed in primary, secondary, or advanced wastewater treatment
process; and material derived from sewage sludge. Sewage sludge does not include ash generated during the firing of sewage sludge in
a sewage sludge incinerator or grit and screening generated during preliminary treatment of domestic sewage in a treatment works.
Biosolids are solid materials resulting from domestic wastewater treatment meeting federal and state criteria for productive use (i.e.
fertilizer) and after having pathogens removed.

Additional information: http://extension.missouri.edu/main/DisplayCategory.aspx?C=74 (WQ422 through WQ449).

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS:

Effluent limitations derived and established for this permit are based on current operations of the facility and applied per 10 CSR 20-
7.015(9)(A). Any flow through the outfall is considered a discharge and must be sampled and reported as provided in the permit.
Future permit action due to facility modification may contain new operating permit terms and conditions which supersede the terms
and conditions, including effluent limitations, of this operating permit. Daily maximums and monthly averages are required per 40
CFR 122.45(d)(1) for continuous discharges (not from a POTW).

EFFLUENT LIMITATION GUIDELINE:

Effluent Limitation Guidelines, or ELGs, are found at 40 CFR 400-499. These are limitations established by the EPA based on the SIC

code and the type of work a facility is conducting. Most ELGs are for process wastewater and some address stormwater. All are

technology based limitations which must be met by the applicable facility at all times.

v The facility has an associated Effluent Limit Guideline (ELG) at 40 CFR 423 applicable to the wastewater and certain stormwater
discharges at this site, and is applied under 40 CFR 125.3(a). Should Reasonable Potential be established for any particular
parameter, and water-quality derived effluent limits are more protective of the receiving water’s quality, the WQS will be used as
the limiting factor in accordance with 40 CFR 122.44(d) and 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(A). See Part IV: EFFLUENT LIMITS
DETERMINATION.

ELECTRONIC DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT (EDMR) SUBMISSION SYSTEM:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated a final rule on October 22, 2015, to modernize Clean Water Act
reporting for municipalities, industries, and other facilities by converting to an electronic data reporting system. The final rule requires
regulated entities and state and federal regulators to use information technology to electronically report data required by the National
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit program instead of filing paper reports. To comply with the federal rule, the
Department is requiring all permittees to begin submitting discharge monitoring data and reports online.

Per 40 CFR 127.15 and 127.24, permitted facilities may request a temporary waiver for up to 5 years or a permanent waiver from
electronic reporting from the Department. To obtain an electronic reporting waiver, a permittee must first submit an eDMR Waiver
Request Form: http://dnr.mo.gov/forms/780-2692-f.pdf. A request must be made for each facility. If more than one facility is owned
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or operated by a single entity, then the entity must submit a separate request for each facility based on its specific circumstances. An
approved waiver is not transferable.

The Department must review and notify the facility within 120 calendar days of receipt if the waiver request has been approved or
rejected [40 CFR 124.27(a)]. During the Department review period as well as after a waiver is granted, the facility must continue
submitting a hard-copy of any reports required by their permit. The Department will enter data submitted in hard-copy from those
facilities allowed to do so and electronically submit the data to the EPA on behalf of the facility.

To assist the facility in entering data into the eDMR system, the permit describes limit sets in each table in Part A of the permit. The
data entry personnel should use these identifiers to assure data entry is being completed appropriately.
v The permittee/facility is currently using the eDMR data reporting system.

GENERAL CRITERIA CONSIDERATIONS:
In accordance with 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1), effluent limitations shall be placed into permits for pollutants determined to cause, have
reasonable potential to cause, or to contribute to, an excursion above any water quality standard, including narrative water quality
criteria. In order to comply with this regulation, the permit writer has completed a reasonable potential determination on whether
discharges have reasonable potential to cause, or contribute to an excursion of the general criteria listed in 10 CSR 20-7.031(4). In
instances where reasonable potential exists, the permit includes limitations within the permit to address the reasonable potential. In
discharges where reasonable potential does not exist, the permit may include monitoring to later determine the discharge’s potential to
impact the narrative criteria. Additionally, 8644.076.1, RSMo as well as Section D — Administrative Requirements of Standard
Conditions Part | of this permit state it shall be unlawful for any person to cause or allow any discharge of water contaminants from
any water contaminant or point source located in Missouri in violation of sections 644.006 to 644.141 of the Missouri Clean Water
Law or any standard, rule, or regulation promulgated by the commission.
v Applicable; this permit contains effluent limitations for oil and grease; the permit writer has determined this facility has
reasonable potential to discharge a sheen or oil per 10 CSR 20-7.031(4)(B) therefore limits were applied. See Part IV.

GROUNDWATER MONITORING AND COAL COMBUSTION RESIDUALS (CCR):

The New Madrid Power Plant has three ash storage areas. (1) the original ash pond served by outfall #003, (2) a boiler slag dewatering
pond served by outfall #004; and (3) a lined and active coal combustion residual landfill constructed under 10 CSR 80-11; the latter
(no. 3) is not being considered under this permit and is regulated by the Waste Management Program.

New Madrid currently has two ash pond areas; pond 3, and pond 4. The Lined Ash Pond (part of outfall/pond #003) is currently being
closed and will be completely closed by January 2021. Pond 4 no longer receives sluiced ash and only receives stormwater. Pond 3 is
the main pond used for plant operations. As part of the closure of pond 3, the facility will be constructing a new stormwater pond.

All ponds are on the river-side of the Mississippi River levee system. Historical information shows the ponds associated with outfall
#003 have not been inundated with floodwaters; however, in May 2011, the pond serving outfall #004 was completely under water.

The facility supplied much of the following information via their website and within the application for renewal. The Waste
Management Program, not the WPP, has primacy associated with the rules found at 40 CFR 257. However, the WPP had determined
this online information to be appropriate data to consider in permitting; the groundwater beneath these units are waters of the state and
the ponds have potential to discharge to groundwater, which is a water of the state. The WPP has established groundwater protections
for the groundwater in the state and data collected will be used to assure the groundwater remains available for use as required by 10
CSR 20-7.015(7) and 10 CSR 20-7.031(6). The WPP has developed a strategy, applied on a site-specific basis, to monitor and classify
each of these areas listed below. See special conditions.

Outfall #003:

The original ash pond at outfall #003 was constructed in 1972, contains no liner, and is approximately 110 acres. The pond contains
all fly ash generated from initial plant start-up in 1972 until 1994. There is likely an accumulation of some boiler slag; however, most
slag was sold from the plant. The pond is actively used by a third party to wash and size boiler slag for off-site use. The majority of
boiler slag is sluiced to this pond where it is recovered by the third party and processed. The third party has contracted with AECI for
purchase of all boiler slag. The slag is transferred off site by barge and a portion of slag reject is hauled off-site to be used for snow
and ice control on roadways. The portion of reject boiler slag not hauled off-site for use on roadways is transported to the utility waste
landfill for disposal. This pond is also used to treat other wastewaters, e.g. coal pile runoff (until a new coal pile runoff outfall is built).

The flood control plan for pond 3 indicates all four sides of the impoundment have embankments above natural grade and no overland
flow discharges into the unit. The approximated bottom elevation of the ash ponds are 284 feet above mean sea level (AMSL). The top
of the berms peak at 308 feet AMSL. Directly below the ponds is a thin layer of silty clay; below the silty clay is sand. In the 2014
geohydrological assessment, the highest groundwater elevation recorded was 284 AMSL in 4 piezometers in 2009. Special conditions
address this apparent infiltration into the waste mass as only a portion of pond 3 is lined.
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The boiler slag dewatering pond was constructed in 1984 and is approximately 10 acres in size with a compacted low permeability soil
liner. The pond is used primarily to store boiler slag; on occasion, boiler slag is sluiced to the pond for dewatering for off-site sale.
There is no accumulation of boiler slag below the water level in this pond. Sluice pipes were cut to this pond in the Summer of 2019
and the area is mainly used to stage boiler slag before transportation off-site.

The lined fly ash pond is located adjacent the original ash pond, is approximately 78 acres in size, and is lined with a compacted low
permeability soil / HDPE composite liner. This pond also discharges through outfall #003. During the coal conversion in 1994, the wet
fly ash sluice system was discontinued and a dry fly ash handling system was installed. Fly ash was transported to this pond via
enclosed tank trailers, and unloaded by air pressurizing the tank car and transferring the dry fly ash from the trucks by water to the
pond. Water present in the pond was recycled for this transfer system. The lined fly ash pond no longer receives any fly ash from the
plant. The pond is being prepared for closure. An overflow from this pond discharges to the adjacent original ash pond. The pond
contains all fly ash generated between 1994 and 2008 In 2008, a utility waste landfill was constructed where all fly ash is now
disposed. Dry fly ash is mixed with a moderate amount of water in a paddle mixer to suppress dust then transferred to the landfill in
dump trucks.

October 2016 Closure Plan for Active Pond 3: The proposed final cover system will consist of a minimum 18-inch thick soil
infiltration layer to minimize the infiltration of liquids through the CCR unit. The infiltration layer will have a permeability less than
or equal to any natural subsoils present, or no greater than 1 x 10-5 cm/s, whichever is less. An equivalent alternative may also be
chosen in the future. Erosion of the final cover system will be minimized by the placement of a minimum 6-inch thick soil erosion
layer, capable of supporting native plant growth. It is anticipated soils will be imported from adjacent borrow areas proximate to the
CCR impoundment.

April 2018 Intent to Close Inactive Lined Ash Pond: The facility has initiated the closure of this pond and expects to be complete by
January 2021. The final cover system is proposed to be designed and constructed to meet the USEPA's CCR Rule requirement of
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§257.102(d)(3). The proposed final cover system will have a permeability less than or equal to any bottom liner system or any natural
subsoils present, or no greater than 1 x 10° cm/s, whichever is less, and an 18-inch infiltration layer to minimize the infiltration of
liquids through the CCR unit. An equivalent alternative may also be chosen. Erosion of the final cover system will be minimized by
the placement of a minimum 6-inch erosion layer, capable of supporting native plant growth. It is anticipated soils will be imported
from adjacent borrow areas proximate to the unit and plant.

Data supplied for pond 3 shows some exceedances of the Missouri GW WQS for boron and sulfate in many of the monitoring wells;
the permit writer knows these to be indicators of ash contamination in the groundwater from review of documents produced by the
Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI).

Outfall #004:

October 2016 Closure Plan for Active Pond 004: this is an active pond in accordance with 40 CFR 257. Results of the detection
monitoring statistical analyses completed in January 2018 identified statistically significant increased (SSI) concentration of Appendix
111 constituents in downgradient monitoring wells relative to concentrations observed in upgradient monitoring wells. (wells MW-10,
MW-11, and MW-12: boron and sulfate; wells MW-13 and MW-14: boron and chloride; well MW-15: boron, chloride, and sulfate)
No alternative source was identified for the SSI constituents (the alternative source determination was not completed). Accordingly,
the groundwater monitoring program transitioned to and is currently implementing an assessment monitoring program.

Data supplied for pond 4 showed only one parameter (sulfate) exceed groundwater standards twice (in January and February of 2017)
at one monitoring well (MW-10) since data collection began. However, the entirety of this pond was inundated with floodwaters in
May 2011. Discharge of slugs of pollutants are not authorized under this permit; see: https://dnr.mo.gov/pubs/pub2753.htm, Flooding
Impacts On Missouri's Water Quality. As the facility has knowledge the basin can flood, all closure options should be carefully
considered.
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CCR Determinations:

Groundwater is a water of the state according to the Missouri Clean Water Law (RSMo 644.016 (27)) and is subject to regulations at
10 CSR 20-7.015(7) and 10 CSR 20-7.031(6) and must be protected accordingly. This operating permit contains special conditions to
address concerns regarding ash (all coal combustion residuals) ponds at this facility and their potential to impact groundwater and
would be considered a release under 10 CSR 20-2.010(67); therefore, the basins are considered water contaminant sources per RSMo
644.016 (25). Missouri Water Quality Standard 10 CSR 20-7.031(6)(A) states, “Water contaminants shall not cause or contribute to
exceedances of Table A, groundwater limits in aquifers and caves...” The established special condition will allow the department to
(1) determine if groundwater is being impacted from either the lined or unlined coal ash impoundments, and (2) establish controls,
limits, management strategies, and/or groundwater cleanup criteria.

This facility is conducting groundwater monitoring to determine if ash impoundments are impacting the groundwater negatively at this
site. The two areas the facility is sampling under the Water Protection Program (WPP) jurisdiction are ponds 3 and 4 (outfalls #003,
and #004). The Waste Management Program has jurisdiction over the landfill and the associated groundwater monitoring for the area.
AECI has begun groundwater modeling and corrective measures assessment and is currently selecting closure remedies.

Using documents the facility is required to upload as part of the requirements under 40 CFR 257, the permit writer has made several
determinations regarding the groundwater at these two areas. As the facility has not yet chosen a remedy for the ponds, this permit
requires groundwater monitoring and reporting; the facility is not required to establish a separate monitoring well network for
compliance with this permit.

In the past, at other facilities, if the facility closes an ash pond by complete waste removal, the Program has determined continued
monitoring for groundwater constituents generally to be unnecessary. Continued monitoring would only serve to monitor natural
attenuation, which often addresses any impacted water left in place. The data collected would likely not provide useful groundwater
data that changes the status of, or action required at, the site. With in-place closure of ash ponds, if continuing WQS groundwater
exceedances were noted, the Program would require additional actions. If facilities do not pursue closure by removal, an area
exhibiting continued Missouri groundwater standard exceedances may be required to undergo further demonstrations to the state, such
as a Risk-Based Assessment to show the waste mass is not exposing pollutants to any targets. This assessment is quite involved and
results in site specific requirements being implemented; please see additional information at https://dnr.mo.gov/pubs/pub2187.htm ,
https://dnr.mo.gov/env/hwp/mrbca/docs/mrbcasectionl.pdf and https://dnr.mo.gov/env/hwp/mrbca/docs/mrbca-sections6-06.pdf

Additionally, the EPA has not considered groundwater as a requirement under the Clean Water Act (CWA). However, Missouri has
primacy to administer the NPDES program. Groundwater is a water of the state, and when the facility has no other NPDES
requirements, the state may issue a state-only MOPDES permit; but because this facility is subject to NPDES requirements, Missouri
has included the groundwater conditions into the federal permit instead of issuing a separate state-only permit. State statutes require
permittees to pay only one fee per program per site in accordance with RSMo 644.051.10; therefore, the state issues only one water
operating permit to each entity.

Upon closure the Department will continue to evaluate groundwater monitoring data. This data will be used at subsequent permit
renewals to determine if the material is causing or contributing to an excursion of the GW criteria and or if there is an impact of the
beneficial use of the groundwater as set forth in 10 CSR 20-7.031. If reasonable potential to exceed the criteria exists, the Department
will determine if permit limits are necessary to protect the use of the groundwater. If limits are established the Department will also
determine an appropriate schedule of compliance for the limits. During this schedule of compliance, the facility has several mitigation
options that include removing the material, establishing a barrier to prohibit movement of the pollutants through groundwater, seeking
risk based alternative limits pursuant to 10 CSR 20-7.015, or other mitigation alternatives that achieve compliance with the
groundwater criteria and protect the groundwater use by other groundwater users.

MAJOR WATER USER:

Any surface or groundwater user with a water source and the equipment necessary to withdraw or divert 100,000 gallons (or 70
gallons per minute) or more per day combined from all sources from any stream, river, lake, well, spring, or other water source is
considered a major water user in Missouri. All major water users are required by law to register water use annually (Missouri Revised
Statues Chapter 256.400 Geology, Water Resources and Geodetic Survey Section). https://dnr.mo.gov/pubs/pub2236.htm

v" Applicable; this facility is a major water user and is registered with the state.

NO-DISCHARGE LAND APPLICATION:

Land application of wastewater or sludge shall comply with the all applicable no-discharge requirements listed in 10 CSR 20-6.015
and all facility operations and maintenance requirements listed in 10 CSR 20-8.020(15). These requirements ensure appropriate
operation of the no-discharge land application systems and prevent unauthorized and illicit discharges to waters of the state. Land
applications by a contract hauler on fields the permittee has a spreading agreement on are not required to be in this permit. A
spreading agreement does not constitute the field being rented or leased by the permittee as they do not have any control over
management of the field.

v Not applicable; this permit does not authorize operation of a no-discharge land application system to treat wastewater or sludge.
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NUTRIENTS IN WASTEWATER:

The EPA has developed a model to better identify facilities operating in industries (classified by SIC code) likely to discharge

nutrients, and estimate the amount of nutrients discharged from these facilities as a whole. EPA focused on nutrient discharges due to

the significant environmental impacts on the nation's water resources (e.g., Gulf of Mexico and Chesapeake Bay hypoxic zones). EPA
created the "Nutrient Model (Hypoxia Task Force Search)" to provide access to aggregated nitrogen and aggregated phosphorus loads

(including modeled loads) for facilities. https://echo.epa.gov/help/loading-tool/hypoxia-task-force-search-help/about-the-nutrient-

model Permit writers are directed to include monitoring for nutrients using this information if site specific data weren’t supplied on the

application for renewal.

v' Applicable. Per the EPA report on nutrients in wastewater for the Mississippi River basin, the EPA has evaluated sampling data
from multiple states and determined this facility’s SIC code is associated with discharging both nitrogen and phosphorus therefore
the permit writer has determined the below specified wastewater at this site will contain nutrients.
https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5787

v' Because of the EPA report, this meets the onus of a discharger typically discharging nutrients per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.
Monitoring requirements are being established at outfalls #003, #004, and #009 in accordance with 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as
all of these outfalls have a design flow above 1 MGD.

v The permit writer has determined these sampling requirements are only applicable to wastewater discharges, not stormwater.

v/ Outfalls #001 and #002 are single pass cooling water and the facility is not adding any nutrients to these discharges therefore
monitoring would falsely increase the total loading of nutrients discharged from industrial facilities in this state.

v" During the preview period, the facility described the content of the nutrients in the wastewater as from the influent of the river.
However, while single pass cooling water was discounted, processes occurring at outfalls #003, #004, and #009 could add
nutrients. For outfalls #003 and #004, the facility is continuing to sluice ash until January 2024 and noted the wastewater
discharged is likely gaining nutrients from the intake; however, the monitoring requirement will remain to compare pre and post
sluicing ash nutrient concentrations.

v Application sampling data were supplied below. Outfall #009 is new therefore no data exists.

Outfall #003 #004
Ammonia <0.5 mg/L <0.5 mg/L
Nitrogen <1.5 mg/L <1.5 mg/L
Nitrate + Nitrite 0.84 mg/L 0.42 mg/L
Phosphorus marked believed absent; not tested marked believed absent; not tested

v" Analytical data show nitrogen is present in the form of nitrate plus nitrite therefore the permit writer has determined the facility
must test for nitrogenous compounds.

v' EPA information indicates phosphorus is present, and because the facility has not tested for phosphorus, monitoring is
implemented.

OIL/WATER SEPARATORS:

Oil water separator (OWS) tank systems are frequently found at industrial sites where process water and stormwater may contain oils

and greases, oily wastewaters, or other immiscible liquids requiring separation. Food industry discharges typically require

pretreatment prior to discharge to municipally owned treatment works. Per 10 CSR 26-2.010(2)(B), all oil water separator tanks must

be operated according to manufacturer’s specifications and authorized in NPDES permits or may be regulated as a petroleum tank.

v' Applicable; the OWSs, as described in the FACILITY DESCRIPTION, is authorized under this permit. Sludge generated by OWS is
subject to Special Conditions. See SLUDGE — INDUSTRIAL below.

REASONABLE POTENTIAL (RP):
Federal regulation [40 CFR Part 122.44(d)(1)(i)] requires effluent limitations for all pollutants which are (or may be) discharged at a
level causing or have the reasonable potential to cause (or contribute to) an in-stream excursion above narrative or numeric water
quality standards. Per 10 CSR 20-7.031(4), general criteria shall be applicable to all waters of the state at all times; however, acute
toxicity criteria may be exceeded by permit in zones of initial dilution, and chronic toxicity criteria may be exceeded by permit in
mixing zones. If the permit writer determines any given pollutant has the reasonable potential to cause or contribute to an in-stream
excursion above the WQS, the permit must contain effluent limits for the pollutant per 40 CFR Part 122.44(d)(1)(iii) and the most
stringent limits per 10 CSR 20-7.031(9)(A). Permit writers may use mathematical reasonable potential analysis (RPA) using the
Technical Support Document for Water Quality Based Toxics Control (TSD) methods (EPA/505/2-90-001) as found in Section 3.3.2,
or may also use reasonable potential determinations (RPD) as provided in Sections 3.1.2, 3.1.3, and 3.2 of the TSD.
v" Applicable; an RPA was conducted on appropriate parameters and was conducted as per (TSD Section 3.3.2). A more detailed
version including calculations of this RPA is available upon request. See Wasteload Allocations (WLA) for Limits in this section.

. CMC CccC - Daily | Monthly n RWC RWC
Parameter: Acute | Chronic Listing Max | Average n# | CV Max MF Acute Chronic RP
Aluminum, Total Recoverable 750 n/a AQL 8250 4112 1 | 0.6 | 1100 | 13.19433 | 1319.43 | 24.979 | Yes
Zinc, Total Recoverable 180.69 | 179.22 AQL 1988 990 1 |06 | 104 | 13.19433 | 124.746 | 2.3616 | No

Units are (pug/L) unless otherwise noted.
n/a Not Applicable
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https://www.regulations.gov/document?D=EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0819-5787
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n number of samples; if the number of samples is 10 or greater, then the CV value must be used in the WQBEL for the applicable constituent.
Ccv Coefficient of Variation (CV) is calculated by dividing the Standard Deviation of the sample set by the mean of the same sample set.
CccC continuous chronic concentration
CMC continuous maximum concentration
RWC Receiving Water Concentration: concentration of a toxicant or the parameter in the receiving water after mixing (if applicable)
MF Multiplying Factor; 99% confidence level and 99% probability basis
RP Reasonable Potential: an effluent is projected or calculated to cause an excursion above a water quality standard based on a number of factors including, as a

minimum, the four factors listed in 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1)(ii).

v' Applicable; the permit writer conducted an RPD on applicable parameters within the permit. See Part IV: Effluent Limits
Determinations below.

v This permit establishes permit limits and benchmarks for stormwater. The Department has determined stormwater is not a
continuous discharge and is therefore not necessarily dependent on mathematical RPAs. However, the permit writer completed an
RPD, a reasonable potential determination, using best professional judgment for all of the appropriate parameters in this permit.
An RPD consists of reviewing application data and/or discharge monitoring data for the last five years and comparing those data
to narrative or numeric water quality criteria.

v’ Permit writers use the Department’s permit writer’s manual (http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/permits/manual/permit-manual.htm), the
EPA’s permit writer’s manual (https://www.epa.gov/npdes/npdes-permit-writers-manual), program policies, and best professional
judgment. For each parameter in each permit, the permit writer carefully considers all applicable information regarding:
technology based effluent limitations, effluent limitation guidelines, water quality standards, stream flows and uses, and all
applicable site specific information and data gathered by the permittee through discharge monitoring reports and renewal (or new)
application sampling. Best professional judgment is based on the experience of the permit writer, cohorts in the Department and
resources at the EPA, research, and maintaining continuity of permits if necessary. For stormwater permits, the permit writer is
required per 10 CSR 6.200(6)(B)2 to consider: A. application and other information supplied by the permittee; B. effluent
guidelines; C. best professional judgment of the permit writer; D. water quality; and E. BMPs. Part IV provides specific decisions
related to this permit.

v' The permit writer reviewed application materials, DMR data, past inspections, and other site specific factors to evaluate general
and narrative water quality reasonable potential for this facility. Per the permit writer’s best professional judgment, based on
available data and full and accurate disclosure on application materials, this facility demonstrates reasonable potential for
excursions from the general or narrative water quality criteria. See Part IV: Effluent Limit Determinations for specific parameter
RP.

SAMPLING FREQUENCY JUSTIFICATION:

Sampling and reporting frequency was generally retained from previous permit. 40 CFR 122.45(d)(1) indicates all continuous
discharges shall be permitted with daily maximum and monthly average limits. Minimum sampling frequency for all parameters is
annually per 40 CFR 122.44(i)(2).

Sampling frequency for stormwater-only outfalls is typically quarterly even though BMP inspection occurs monthly. The facility may
sample more frequently if additional data is required to determine if best management operations and technology are performing as
expected.

SAMPLING TYPE JUSTIFICATION:

Sampling type was continued from the previous permit for outfalls #001, #002, and #007; composite sampling for outfall #003 and
#004 was changed from composite to grab because the nature of the discharge. The sampling types are representative of the
discharges, and are protective of water quality. Discharges with altering effluent should have composite sampling; discharges with
uniform effluent can have grab samples. Grab samples are usually appropriate for stormwater. Parameters which must have grab
sampling are: pH, ammonia, E. coli, total residual chlorine, free available chlorine, hexavalent chromium, dissolved oxygen, total
phosphorus, volatile organic compounds, and others.

SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE (SOC):

A schedule of remedial measures included in a permit, including an enforceable sequence of interim requirements (actions, effluent

limits, operations, or milestone events) leading to compliance with the Missouri Clean Water Law, its implementing regulations,

and/or the terms and conditions of an operating permit. SOCs are allowed under 40 CFR 122.47 providing certain conditions are met.

A SOC is not allowed:

o  For effluent limitations based on technology-based standards established in accordance with federal requirements, if the deadline
for compliance established in federal regulations has passed. 40 CFR § 125.3.

e For anewly constructed facility in most cases. Newly constructed facilities must meet applicable effluent limitations when
discharge begins, because the facility has installed the appropriate control technology as specified in a permit or antidegradation
review. A SOC is allowed for a new water quality based effluent limit not included in a previously public noticed permit or
antidegradation review, which may occur if a regulation changes during construction.

e Todevelopa TMDL, UAA, or other study associated with development of a site specific criterion. A facility is not prohibited
from conducting these activities, but a SOC may not be granted for conducting these activities.


http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/permits/manual/permit-manual.htm
https://www.epa.gov/npdes/npdes-permit-writers-manual
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In order to provide guidance in developing SOCs, and to attain a greater level of consistency, the Department issued a policy on
development of SOCs on October 25, 2012. The policy provides guidance to permit writers on standard time frames for schedules for
common activities, and guidance on factors to modify the length of the schedule.

v Not applicable; this permit does not contain a numeric water quality SOC.

v" However, on January 1, 2024, the facility is required to cease sluicing ash in accordance with ELG limitations. For the interim, a
net limitation of TSS is allowed for outfalls #003 and #004. After the date, the net limitations will be removed and the facility will
be required to meet the TSS limit without netting the intake.

v' See any additional reports enumerated in the special conditions.

SPILLS, OVERFLOWS, AND OTHER UNAUTHORIZED DISCHARGE REPORTING:

Per 260.505 RSMo, any emergency involving a hazardous substance must be reported to the Department’s 24 hour Environmental
Emergency Response hotline at (573) 634-2436 at the earliest practicable moment after discovery. The Department may require the
submittal of a written report detailing measures taken to clean up a spill. These reporting requirements apply whether or not the spill
results in chemicals or materials leaving the permitted property or reaching waters of the state. This requirement is in addition to the
noncompliance reporting requirement found in Standard Conditions Part I. http://dnr.mo.gov/env/esp/spillbill.htm

Any other spills, overflows, or unauthorized discharges reaching waters of the state must be reported to the regional office during
normal business hours, or after normal business hours, to the Department’s 24 hour Environmental Emergency Response spill line at
573-634-2436.

SLUDGE — INDUSTRIAL:

Industrial sludge is solid, semi-solid, or liquid residue generated during the treatment of industrial process or non-process wastewater

in a treatment works; including but not limited to, scum or solids removed in primary, secondary, or advanced wastewater treatment

process; scum and solids filtered from water supplies and backwashed; and any material derived from industrial sludge.

v Applicable; boiler slag is washed at the basin serving outfall #003 and then residues from slag washing, plant ditch cleanout, and
coal residuals are disposed in the utility waste landfill. Fly ash is normally disposed in the landfill except during downtime when
it is disposed in the ash pond. The permitted management strategy must be followed, see permit under FACILITY DESCRIPTION. If
the permitted management strategy cannot be followed, the permittee must obtain a permit modification.

STANDARD CONDITIONS:

The standard conditions Part | attached to this permit incorporate all sections of 40 CFR 122.41(a) through (n) by reference as required
by law. These conditions, in addition to the conditions enumerated within the standard conditions should be reviewed by the permittee
to ascertain compliance with this permit, state regulations, state statues, federal regulations, and the Clean Water Act. Standard
Conditions Part I11, if attached to this permit, incorporate all requirements dealing with domestic sludge.

STORMWATER PERMITTING: LIMITATIONS AND BENCHMARKS:

Because of the fleeting nature of stormwater discharges, the Department, under the direction of EPA guidance, has determined
monthly averages are capricious measures of stormwater discharges. The Technical Support Document for Water Quality Based
Toxics Control (EPA/505/2-90-001; 1991) Section 3.1 indicates most procedures within the document apply only to water quality
based approaches, not end-of-pipe technology-based controls. Hence, stormwater-only outfalls will generally only contain a maximum
daily limit (MDL), benchmark, or monitoring requirement as dictated by site specific conditions, the BMPs in place, past performance
of the facility, and the receiving water’s current quality.

Sufficient rainfall to cause a discharge for one hour or more from a facility would not necessarily cause significant flow in a receiving
stream. Acute Water Quality Standards (WQSs) are based on one hour of exposure, and must be protected at all times. Therefore,
industrial stormwater facilities with toxic contaminants present in the stormwater may have the potential to cause a violation of acute
WQSs if toxic contaminants occur in sufficient amounts. In this instance, the permit writer may apply daily maximum limitations.

Conversely, it is unlikely for rainfall to cause a discharge for four continuous days from a facility; if this does occur however, the
receiving stream will also likely sustain a significant amount of flow providing dilution. Most chronic WQSs are based on a four-day
exposure with some exceptions. Under this scenario, most industrial stormwater facilities have limited potential to cause a violation of
chronic water quality standards in the receiving stream.

A standard mass-balance equation cannot be calculated for stormwater because stormwater flow and flow in the receiving stream
cannot be determined for conditions on any given day or storm event. The amount of stormwater discharged from the facility will vary
based on current and previous rainfall, soil saturation, humidity, detention time, BMPs, surface permeability, etc. Flow in the
receiving stream will vary based on climatic conditions, size of watershed, area of surfaces with reduced permeability (houses, parking
lots, and the like) in the watershed, hydrogeology, topography, etc. Decreased permeability may increase the stream flow dramatically
over a short period of time (flash).


http://dnr.mo.gov/env/esp/spillbill.htm
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Numeric benchmark values are based on site specific requirements taking in to account a number of factors but cannot be applied to
any process water discharges. First, the technology in place at the site to control pollutant discharges in stormwater is evaluated. The
permit writer also evaluates other similar permits for similar activities. A review of the guidance forming the basis of Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) Multi-Sector General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity (MSGP)
may also occur. Because precipitation events are sudden and momentary, benchmarks based on state or federal standards or
recommendations use the Criteria Maximum Concentration (CMC) value, or acute standard may also be used. The CMC is the
estimate of the highest concentration of a material in surface water to which an aquatic community can be exposed briefly without
resulting in an unacceptable effect. The CMC for aquatic life is intended to be protective of the vast majority of the aquatic
communities in the United States. If a facility has not disclosed BMPs applicable to the pollutants for the site, the permittee may not
be eligible for benchmarks.

40 CFR 122.44(b)(1) requires the permit implement the most stringent limitations for each discharge, including industrially exposed
stormwater; and 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1)(i) and (iii) requires the permit to include water-quality based effluent limitations where
reasonable potential has been found. However, because of the non-continuous nature of stormwater discharges, staff are unable to
perform statistical Reasonable Potential Analysis (RPA) under most stormwater discharge scenarios. Reasonable potential
determinations (RPDs; see REASONABLE POTENTIAL above) using best professional judgment are performed.

Benchmarks require the facility to monitor, and if necessary, replace and update stormwater control measures. Benchmark
concentrations are not effluent limitations. A benchmark exceedance, therefore, is not a permit violation; however, failure to take
corrective action is a violation of the permit. Benchmark monitoring data is used to determine the overall effectiveness of control
measures and to assist the permittee in knowing when additional corrective actions may be necessary to comply with the conditions of
the permit.

BMP inspections typically occur more frequently than sampling. Sampling frequencies are based on the facility’s ability to comply
with the benchmarks and the requirements of the permit. Inspections should occur after large rain events and any other time an issue is
noted; sampling after a benchmark exceedance may need to occur to show the corrective active taken was meaningful.

When a permitted feature or outfall consists of only stormwater, a benchmark may be implemented at the discretion of the permit

writer, if there is no RP for water quality excursions.

v' Applicable, this facility has stormwater-only outfalls where benchmarks or limitations were deemed appropriate contaminant
measures.

STORMWATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN (SWPPP):

In accordance with 40 CFR 122.44(k), Best Management Practices (BMPs) must be used to control or abate the discharge of
pollutants when: 1) Authorized under section 304(e) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) for the control of toxic pollutants and hazardous
substances from ancillary industrial activities; 2) Authorized under section 402(p) of the CWA for the control of stormwater
discharges; 3) Numeric effluent limitations are infeasible; or 4) the practices are reasonably necessary to achieve effluent limitations
and standards or to carry out the purposes and intent of the CWA. In accordance with the EPA’s Developing Your Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan, A Guide for Industrial Operators, (EPA 833-B-09-002) published by the EPA in 2015
https://www.epa.gov/sites/production/files/2015-11/documents/swppp_guide_industrial_2015.pdf, BMPs are measures or practices
used to reduce the amount of pollution entering waters of the state from a permitted facility. BMPs may take the form of a process,
activity, or physical structure. Additionally in accordance with the Stormwater Management, a SWPPP is a series of steps and
activities to 1) identify sources of pollution or contamination, and 2) select and carry out actions which prevent or control the pollution
of storm water discharges. Additional information can be found in Stormwater Management for Industrial Activities: Developing
Pollution Prevention Plans and Best Management Practices (EPA 832-R-92-006; September 1992).

A SWPPP must be prepared by the permittee if the SIC code is found in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14) and/or 10 CSR 20-6.200(2). A SWPPP
may be required of other facilities where stormwater has been identified as necessitating better management. The purpose of a SWPPP
is to comply with all applicable stormwater regulations by creating an adaptive management plan to control and mitigate stream
pollution from stormwater runoff. Developing a SWPPP provides opportunities to employ appropriate BMPs to minimize the risk of
pollutants being discharged during storm events. The following paragraph outlines the general steps the permittee should take to
determine which BMPs will work to achieve the benchmark values or limits in the permit. This section is not intended to be all
encompassing or restrict the use of any physical BMP or operational and maintenance procedure assisting in pollution control.
Additional steps or revisions to the SWPPP may be required to meet the requirements of the permit.

Areas which should be included in the SWPPP are identified in 40 CFR 122.26(b)(14). Once the potential sources of stormwater
pollution have been identified, a plan should be formulated to best control the amount of pollutant being released and discharged by
each activity or source. This should include, but is not limited to, minimizing exposure to stormwater, good housekeeping measures,
proper facility and equipment maintenance, spill prevention and response, vehicle traffic control, and proper materials handling. Once
a plan has been developed the facility will employ the control measures determined to be adequate to achieve the benchmark values
discussed above. The facility will conduct monitoring and inspections of the BMPs to ensure they are working properly and re-
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evaluate any BMP not achieving compliance with permitting requirements. For example, if sample results from an outfall show values
of TSS above the benchmark value, the BMP being employed is deficient in controlling stormwater pollution. Corrective action
should be taken to repair, improve, or replace the failing BMP. This internal evaluation is required at least once per month but should
be continued more frequently if BMPs continue to fail. If failures do occur, continue this trial and error process until appropriate
BMPs have been established.

For new, altered, or expanded stormwater discharges, the SWPPP shall identify reasonable and effective BMPs while accounting for
environmental impacts of varying control methods. The antidegradation analysis must document why no discharge or no exposure
options are not feasible. The selection and documentation of appropriate control measures shall serve as an alternative analysis of
technology and fulfill the requirements of antidegradation [10 CSR 20-7.031(3)]. For further guidance, consult the antidegradation
implementation procedure (http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/docs/AIP050212.pdf).

Regarding the antidegradation implementation procedure, alternative Analysis (AA) evaluation of the BMPs is a structured evaluation
of BMPs which are reasonable and cost effective. The AA evaluation should include practices designed to be: 1) non-degrading; 2)
less degrading; or 3) degrading water quality. The glossary of AIP defines these three terms. The chosen BMP will be the most
reasonable and effective management strategy while ensuring the highest statutory and regulatory requirements are achieved and the
highest quality water attainable for the facility is discharged. The AA evaluation must demonstrate why “no discharge” or “no
exposure” is not a feasible alternative at the facility. This structured analysis of BMPs serves as the antidegradation review, fulfilling
the requirements of 10 CSR 20-7.031(3) Water Quality Standards and Antidegradation Implementation Procedure (AIP), Section 11.B.

If parameter-specific numeric benchmark exceedances continue to occur and the permittee feels there are no practicable or cost-
effective BMPs which will sufficiently reduce a pollutant concentration in the discharge to the benchmark values established in the
permit, the permittee can submit a request to re-evaluate the benchmark values. This request needs to include 1) a detailed explanation
of why the facility is unable to comply with the permit conditions and unable to establish BMPs to achieve the benchmark values; 2)
financial data of the company and documentation of cost associated with BMPs for review and 3) the SWPPP, which should contain
adequate documentation of BMPs employed, failed BMPs, corrective actions, and all other required information. This will allow the
Department to conduct a cost analysis on control measures and actions taken by the facility to determine cost-effectiveness of BMPs.
The request shall be submitted in the form of an operating permit modification, which includes an appropriate fee; the application is
found at: https://dnr.mo.gov/forms/#WaterPollution

v' Applicable; a SWPPP shall be developed, implemented, and updated accordingly for this facility.

SUFFICIENTLY SENSITIVE ANALYTICAL METHODS:

Please review Standard Conditions Part 1, section A, number 4. The analytical and sampling methods used shall conform to the
reference methods listed in 10 CSR 20-7.015 and/or 40 CFR 136 unless alternates are approved by the Department. The facility shall
use sufficiently sensitive analytical methods for detecting, identifying, and measuring the concentrations of pollutants. The facility
shall ensure the selected methods are able to quantify the presence of pollutants in a given discharge at concentrations low enough to
determine compliance with Water Quality Standards in 10 CSR 20-7.031 or effluent limitations unless provisions in the permit allow
for other alternatives. A method is “sufficiently sensitive” when; 1) the method quantifies the pollutant below the level of the
applicable water quality criterion or; 2) the method minimum level is above the applicable water quality criterion, but the amount of
pollutant in a facility’s discharge is high enough the method detects and quantifies the level of pollutant in the discharge, or 3) the
method has the lowest minimum level of the analytical methods approved under 10 CSR 20-7.015 and or 40 CFR 136. These methods
are also required for parameters listed as monitoring only, as the data collected may be used to determine if numeric limitations need
to be established. A permittee is responsible for working with their contractors to ensure the analysis performed is sufficiently
sensitive. 40 CFR 136 lists the approved methods accepted by the Department. Tables A1-B3 at 10 CSR 20-7.031 shows water quality
standards.

TECHNOLOGY-BASED EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS (TBEL):

One of the major strategies of the Clean Water Act (CWA) in making “reasonable further progress toward the national goal of
eliminating the discharge of all pollutants” is to require effluent limitations based on the capabilities of the technologies available to
control those discharges. Technology-based effluent limitations (TBELS) aim to prevent pollution by requiring a minimum level of
effluent quality attainable using demonstrated technologies for reducing discharges of pollutants or pollution into the waters of the
United States. TBELSs are developed independently of the potential impact of a discharge on the receiving water, which is addressed
through water quality standards and water quality-based effluent limitations (WQBELSs). The NPDES regulations at Title 40 of the
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 125.3(a) require NPDES permit writers to develop technology-based treatment requirements,
consistent with CWA § 301(b) and § 402(a)(1), represent the minimum level of control imposed in a permit. The regulation also
indicates permit writers must include in permits additional or more stringent effluent limitations and conditions, including those
necessary to protect water quality. Regardless of the technology chosen to be the basis for limitations, the facility is not required to
install the technology, only to meet the established TBEL.

Case-by-case TBELSs are developed pursuant to CWA section 402(a)(1), which authorizes the administrator to issue a permit meeting
either, 1) all applicable requirements developed under the authority of other sections of the CWA (e.g., technology-based treatment
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standards, water quality standards) or, 2) before taking the necessary implementing actions related to those requirements, “such
conditions as the administrator determines are necessary to carry out the provisions of this Act.” The regulation at §125.3(c)(2)
specifically cite this section of the CWA, stating technology-based treatment requirements may be imposed in a permit “on a case-by-
case basis under section 402(a)(1) of the Act, to the extent EPA-promulgated effluent limitations are inapplicable.” Further,
8125.3(c)(3) indicates “where promulgated effluent limitations guidelines only apply to certain aspects of the discharger’s operation,
or to certain pollutants, other aspects or activities are subject to regulation on a case-by-case basis to carry out the provisions of the
act.” When establishing case-by-case effluent limitations using best professional judgment, the permit writer should cite in the fact
sheet or statement of basis both the approach used to develop the limitations, discussed below, and how the limitations carry out the
intent and requirements of the CWA and the NPDES regulations.

Baselines to determine contaminants of concern are found in the Development Document for Effluent Limitations Guidelines and
Standards for the Centralized Waste Treatment Industry — Final (EPA 821-R-00-020; August 2000). The baselines represent the
treatable concentration of model technology which would effectually treat a pollutant. Chapter 6 Table 6-1 directs the permit writer to
multiply the baseline by ten to determine if the parameter is a pollutant of concern. The following table determines the parameters for
which a TBEL must be considered; baseline values are retrieved from chapter six.

POC = Pollutants of Concern

BPT = Best Practicable Control Technology Currently Available is defined at CWA section 304(b)(1)
BCT = Best Conventional Pollutant Control Technology, defined at CWA section 304(b)(4)

BAT = Best Available Technology Economically Achievable is defined at CWA section 304(b)(2)

When developing TBELSs for industrial facilities, the permit writer must consider all applicable technology standards and requirements
for all pollutants discharged above baseline level. Without applicable effluent guidelines for the discharge or pollutant, permit writers
must identify any needed TBELS on a case-by-case basis, in accordance with the statutory factors specified in CWA sections
301(b)(2) and 304(b). The site-specific TBELSs reflect the BPJ of the permit writer, taking into account the same statutory factors EPA
would use in promulgating a national effluent guideline regulation, but they are applied to the circumstances relating to the applicant.
The permit writer also should identify whether state laws or regulations govern TBELSs and might require more stringent performance
standards than those required by federal regulations. In some cases, a single permit could have TBELs based on effluent guidelines,
best professional judgment, state law, and WQBELSs based on water quality standards.

Best Practicable Control Technology Currently Available (BPT) is the first level of technology-based effluent controls for direct
dischargers and it applies to all types of pollutants (conventional, nonconventional, and toxic). The Federal Water Pollution Control
Act (FWPCA) amendments of 1972 require when EPA establishes BPT standards, it must consider the industry-wide cost of
implementing the technology in relation to the pollutant-reduction benefits. EPA also must consider the age of the equipment and
facilities, the processes employed, process changes, engineering aspects of the control technologies, non-water quality environmental
impacts (including energy requirements), and such other factors as the EPA Administrator deems appropriate [CWA 8304(b)(1)(B)].
Traditionally, EPA establishes BPT effluent limitations on the basis of the average of the best performance of well-operated facilities
in each industrial category or subcategory. Where existing performance is uniformly inadequate, BPT may reflect higher levels of
control than currently in place in an industrial category if the agency determines the technology can be practically applied. See CWA
sections 301(b)(1)(A) and 304(b)(1)(B). Because the EPA has not promulgated TBELSs for the pollutants identified as POCs, the
permit writer follows the same format to establish site-specific TBELSs. Although the numerical effluent limitations and standards are
based on specific processes or treatment technologies to control pollutant discharges, EPA does not require dischargers to use these
technologies. Individual facilities may meet the numerical requirements using whatever types of treatment technologies, process
changes, and waste management practices they choose.

v The previous permit included a TBEL analysis for the cooling water discharge for outfalls #001 and #002. This TBEL analysis
was considered to remain applicable to the discharge as the facility has not changed how they manage the cooling water at the
site. The previous TBEL analysis did not find any contaminants of concern in the discharge (the analysis did not include thermal
analysis). This permit contains water quality limits for thermal discharges. At this time, until the facility has completed the
requirements associated with 40 CFR 122.21(r)(4), the department does not have sufficient data showing the aquatic population at
the site; and a determination regarding the population balance and indigenous qualities of the aquatic organisms will be
determined at the time of the next renewal.

v" The previous permit also included a TBEL analysis for outfall #003, the ash pond outfall. While iron was detected, is was
detected due to high background levels and the sluicing of ash; the water used for sluicing is Mississippi River water, high in iron
deposits. This permit has considered the new regulations incorporated into the 2015 revised version of 40 CFR 423 where all
pollutants in ash sluice water must cease to be discharged. Iron was not listed as a pollutant of concern in the ELG for this
particular waste stream. This permit contains a special condition prohibiting the discharge of ash sluice wastewater from this site
on and after December 31, 2023. This is BPT in accordance with the TBEL determination.
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UNDERGROUND INJECTION CONTROL (UIC):
The UIC program for all classes of wells in the State of Missouri is administered by the Missouri Department of Natural Resources
and approved by EPA pursuant to section 1422 and 1425 of the Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) and 40 CFR 147 Subpart AA.
Injection wells are classified based on the liquids which are being injected. Class | wells are hazardous waste wells which are banned
by RSMo 577.155; Class Il wells are established for oil and natural gas production; Class 111 wells are used to inject fluids to extract
minerals; Class 1V wells are also banned by Missouri in RSMo 577.155; Class V wells are shallow injection wells; some examples are
heat pump wells and groundwater remediation wells. Domestic wastewater being disposed of sub-surface is also considered a Class V
well. In accordance with 40 CFR 144.82, construction, operation, maintenance, conversion, plugging, or closure of injection wells
shall not cause movement of fluids containing any contaminant into Underground Sources of Drinking Water (USDW) if the presence
of any contaminant may cause a violation of drinking water standards or groundwater standards under 10 CSR 20-7.031, or other
health based standards, or may otherwise adversely affect human health. If the director finds the injection activity may endanger
USDWs, the Department may require closure of the injection wells, or other actions listed in 40 CFR 144.12(c), (d), or (e). In
accordance with 40 CFR 144.26, the permittee shall submit a Class V Well Inventory Form for each active or new underground
injection well drilled, or when the status of a well changes, to the Missouri Department of Natural Resources, Geological Survey
Program, P.O. Box 250, Rolla, Missouri 65402. The Class V Well Inventory Form can be requested from the Geological Survey
Program or can be found at the following web address: http://dnr.mo.gov/forms/780-1774-f.pdf Single family residential septic
systems and non-residential septic systems used solely for sanitary waste and have the capacity to serve fewer than 20 persons a day
are excluded from the UIC requirements (40 CFR 144.81(9)).
v" Not applicable; the permittee, while using a subsurface system for discharge of domestic wastewater, does not fall under these
reporting requirements based on the capacity.

VARIANCE:

Per the Missouri Clean Water Law §644.061.4, variances shall be granted for such period of time and under such terms and conditions
as shall be specified by the commission in its order. The variance may be extended by affirmative action of the commission. In no
event shall the variance be granted for a period of time greater than is reasonably necessary for complying with the Missouri Clean
Water Law §8644.006 to 644.141 or any standard, rule or regulation promulgated pursuant to Missouri Clean Water Law §8644.006
to 644.141.

v" Not applicable; this permit is not drafted under premise of a petition for variance.

VARIANCE, THERMAL - 316(A):

Section 316(a) of the Clean Water Act (CWA) applies to point sources with thermal discharges. It authorizes the NPDES permitting
authority to impose alternative effluent limitations for the control of the thermal component of a discharge in lieu of the effluent limits
otherwise required under section 301 or 306 of the CWA. Regulations implementing section 316(a) are codified at 40 CFR Part 125,
subpart H. These regulations identify the criteria and process for determining whether an alternative effluent limitation (i.e., thermal
variance from the otherwise applicable effluent limit) may be included in a permit and, if so, what the limit should be. This means,
before a thermal variance can be granted, 40 CFR Parts 125.72 and 125.73 require the permittee to effectively demonstrate the
protection and propagation of the waterbody’s balanced, indigenous population (BIP) of shellfish, fish, and wildlife is being attained.

The burden of proof is on the permittee to demonstrate it is eligible to receive an alternative thermal effluent limit under section
316(a). The permittee must effectively demonstrate to the Department a varied thermal effluent limit is necessary to meet the
requirements of sections 301 or 306, specifically 10 CSR 20-7.031(5)(D) and 10 CSR 20-7.031(5)(D)5, is more stringent than
necessary to assure the protection and propagation of a BIP in and on the body of water into which the discharge is made.

v" Not applicable; at this time, the permittee is not operating under a 316(a) variance. In April 2012, the facility submitted
“Assessing Compliance of the Thermal Discharge from the New Madrid Generating Station”. The department reviewed the Study
Plan and request for modification. In August of 2012, the Department determined the application for modification was
incomplete, and after further communications with the facility, the permit modification for thermal discharge was not completed.
The facility submitted an additional report “Technical Review of: Thermal Plume Mapping and Modeling at the New Madrid
Power Plant.” Which stated: The CORMIX model is overly limited in its application to this thermal discharge including: 1)
CORMIX cannot simulate the two large outfalls simultaneously; 2) CORMIX cannot account for the obstructions (barges)
moored offshore; 3) CORMIX was unable to define the plume boundaries as observed; and 4); CORMIX could not model the
discharge depth accurately for all conditions.

WASTELOAD ALLOCATIONS (WLA) FOR LIMITS:

As per [10 CSR 20-2.010(78)], the WLA is the amount of pollutant each discharger is allowed to discharge into the receiving stream

without endangering water quality. Two general types of effluent limitations, technology-based effluent limits (TBELS) and water

quality based effluent limits (WQBELS) are reviewed. If one limit does not provide adequate protection for the receiving water, then

the other must be used per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(A). Total Maximum Daily Loads, if required for this facility, were also reviewed.

v Applicable; wasteload allocations for toxic parameters were calculated using water quality criteria or water quality model results
and by applying the dilution equation below; WLAs are calculated using the Technical Support Document For Water Quality-
Based Toxics Control or TSD EPA/505/2-90-001; 3/1991.


http://dnr.mo.gov/forms/780-1774-f.pdf

v

v

v
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(CsxQs)+(CexQe)

(Qe + QS) (EPA/505/2-90-001, Section 4.5.5)

Where C = downstream concentration
Cs = upstream concentration
Qs = upstream flow
Ce = effluent concentration
Qe = effluent flow

Acute wasteload allocations designated as daily maximum limits (MDL) were determined using applicable water quality criteria
(CMC: criteria maximum concentration) and stream volume of flow at the edge of the zone of initial dilution (ZID).

Chronic wasteload allocations designated as monthly average limits (AML) were determined using applicable chronic water
quality criteria (CCC: criteria continuous concentration) and stream volume of flow at the edge of the mixing zone (MZ).
Number of Samples “n”: effluent quality is determined by the underlying distribution of daily values, which is determined by the
Long Term Average (LTA) associated with a particular Wasteload Allocation (WLA) and by the Coefficient of Variation (CV) of
the effluent concentrations. Increasing or decreasing the monitoring frequency does not affect this underlying assumption which
should be, at a minimum, targeted to comply with the values dictated by the WLA. Therefore, it is recommended the actual
planned frequency of monitoring be used to determine the value of “n” for calculating the AML. However, in situations where
monitoring frequency is once per month or less, a higher value for “n” must be assumed for AML derivation purposes. Thus, the
statistical procedure being employed using an assumed number of samples is “n = 4”. For total ammonia as nitrogen, “n = 30” is
used.

WASTELOAD ALLOCATION (WLA) MODELING:
Permittees may submit site specific studies to better determine the site specific wasteload allocations applied in permits.
v" Not applicable; a WLA study was either not submitted or determined not applicable by Department staff.
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PART IV. EFFLUENT LIMITS DETERMINATIONS
OUTFALLS #001, #002, AND COMPLIANCE POINT #007 — COOLING WATER
EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS TABLE:
DAILY MONTHLY PREVIOUS Minimum REPORTING
PARAMETERS UNIT SAMPLING SAMPLE TYPE
MAX AVG. PERMIT LIMITS FREQUENCY
FREQUENCY
PHYSICAL
FLow MGD SEE SEE PERMIT SAME DAILY MONTHLY 24 HR. ToT
cfs PERMIT
TEMPERATURE °F PESREI\IZIT SEE PERMIT SAME DAILY MONTHLY MEASURED/ CALCULATED

DERIVATION AND DISCUSSION OF LIMITS:
PHYSICAL:

Flow

In accordance with [40 CFR Part 122.44(i)(1)(ii)] the volume of effluent discharged from each outfall is needed to assure
compliance with permitted effluent limitations. The facility will measure the flows from outfalls #001 and #002 in cubic feet per
second (cfs), and the flow of the river at the nearest gaging station in cfs.

Temperature
In accordance with 10 CSR 20-7.031(5)(D), water contaminant sources shall not cause or contribute to stream temperature in

excess monthly limitations provided in the permit, or change the stream temperature by more than 5 degrees Fahrenheit. See
pages 4 and 5 of the permit. These limitations are carried over from the previous permit. This permit provides for a weighted
average of the discharge to determine the overall thermal discharge from the facility, not just considering one outfall at a time.
Some minor language was changed to better reflect the thermal requirements of the river, and the monthly limitations associated
with the limits; Tmax was changed to Tdev, to better show how permit violations are calculated. The annual Tdev requirement
was implemented into the tables as a sum instead of a note and special condition.

Technology Assessment for Thermal Discharges

The EPA is required to promulgate technology-based limitations and standards reflecting pollutant reductions achievable by
categories of industrial point sources using specific technologies. These national industrial wastewater controls are called effluent
limitations guidelines and standards (effluent guidelines). Unlike other CWA tools, such as water quality standards, effluent
guidelines are national in scope and establish performance standards for all facilities within an industrial category or subcategory.
The EPA has not promulgated specific regulations regarding the minimum technology requirements for thermal discharges at
power generating facilities or requirements limiting the temperature of the discharge. The facility has not supplied information
regarding the costs or treatability of the thermal component of this wastewater therefore a site specific TBEL assessment for
cooling water treatment technology was not completed at this time. Special conditions require the permittee submit several studies
and statements which will be used in the future to determine the TBEL for cooling water treatment technology.
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EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS TABLE:

DaiLY MONTHLY PREVIOUS MiNMuM REPORTING SAMPLE
PARAMETERS UNIT MAX AVG. PERMIT SAMPLING FREQUENCY TvPE
LIMITS FREQUENCY

PHYSICAL
FLow MGD * * SAME DAILY MONTHLY 24 HR. TOT
CONVENTIONAL
OIL & GREASE mg/L 15 10 SAME ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
PHT SU 6.0t09.0 6.0t09.0 6.5 ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TSS — INTAKE (#003 ONLY) mg/L * * SAME ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TSS — GRosS DISCHARGE (#003) mg/L * * SAME ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TSS — NET DISCHARGE mg/L 100 30 SAME ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
METALS
ALUMINUM, TR ng/L * * NEW ONCE/YEAR ANNUALLY GRAB
NUTRIENTS
AMMONIA AS N mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
KJELDAHL NITROGEN (TKN) mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
NITRATE PLUS NITRITE AS N mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
PHOsPHORUS, TOTAL P (TP) mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB

* monitoring and reporting requirement only

t report the minimum and maximum pH values; pH is not to be averaged

new parameter not established in previous state operating permit

TR total recoverable

DERIVATION AND DISCUSSION OF LIMITS:

PHYSICAL:

Flow

In accordance with [40 CFR Part 122.44(i)(1)(ii)] the volume of effluent discharged from each outfall is needed to assure
compliance with permitted effluent limitations. If the permittee is unable to obtain effluent flow, then it is the responsibility of the
permittee to inform the Department, which may require the submittal of an operating permit modification. The facility will report
the total flow in millions of gallons per day (MGD), daily monitoring continued from previous permit.

CONVENTIONAL:

Oil & Grease

15 mg/L daily maximum; 10 mg/L monthly average; continued from previous permit. Oil and grease is considered a conventional
pollutant. Oil and grease is a comprehensive test which measures for gasoline, diesel, crude oil, creosote, kerosene, heating oils,
heavy fuel oils, lubricating oils, waxes, and some asphalt and pitch. The test can also detect some volatile organics such as
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, or toluene, but these constituents are often lost during testing due to their boiling points. The
facility reported from 2.75 to 7.4 mg/L. The permit writer completed an RPD on this parameter and found RP. Mixing for this
conventional pollutant is not afforded because any visible sheen is considered a general criteria violation, Oils and greases of
different densities will possibly form sheen or unsightly bottom deposits at levels which vary from 10 mg/L. To protect the
general criteria, it is the responsibility of the permittee to visually observe the discharge and receiving waters for sheen or bottom
deposits.

AQL Chronic: 10 mg/L per 10 CSR 20-7.031 Table Al

Set chronic standard equal to chronic WLA per TSD 85.4.2 (EPA/505/2-90-001); multiply by 1.5 to obtain acute limit.

10 mg/L * 1.5 = 15 mg/L
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pH

6.0 to 9.0 SU - instantaneous grab sample. This facility has provided requisite information to allow 10 CSR 20-7.031(9)(1)1 and
40 CFR 401 can be applied as technology limits. The Mississippi provides assimilative capacity therefore water quality
limitations of 6.5 to 9.0 are not required. pH may be increased or decreased due to plant processes discharging to these ponds. pH
is a fundamental water quality indicator. Additionally, metals leachability and ammonia availability in wastewater is dependent
on pH. Limitations in this permit will protect against aquatic organism toxicity, downstream water quality issues, human health
hazard contact, and negative physical changes in accordance with the general criteria at 10 CSR 20-7.031(4) and the Clean Water
Act’s (CWA) goal of 100% fishable and swimmable rivers and streams.

Total Suspended Solids (TSS)

Technology limits: 100 mg/L daily maximum and 30 mg/L monthly average per 40 CFR 423.12(b)(3) for low volume waste
sources. The previous permit allowed net limitations for the discharge; this is continued in this permit until the facility is required
to stop sluicing ash by January 1, 2024. There are no water quality standards for this parameter. The facility shall measure the
influent TSS and subtract the effluent TSS; report “0” if the value is negative. The facility will not use net valuing if no intake
water was used at the specified outfall and not after January 1, 2024,

During the public notice, the facility indicated they no longer sluice ask to pond #004 therefore net limits are not available to
outfall #004.

METALS:

Aluminum, Total Recoverable

New parameter. While the RPA calculator showed RP using discharge data of 1100 pg/L (71 pg/L background), the data supplied
by the permittee in the application does not support the RP determination as permit limits would be 7540 ug/L daily maximum;
3758 pg/L monthly average due to the large mixing area supported by the Mississippi River. Because the permit writer has
determined no RP without the use of the RPA calculator, the permit writer has reasonably asserted additional monitoring needs to
be conducted. The RPA calculator uses a high multiplying factor when using only one data point to determine RP. The permit
writer has determined because of this data calculating drawback, the permit can contain monitoring only for this parameter until a
better determination can be made regarding the reasonable potential of this parameter.

Additionally, the neighboring facility, Magnitude 7 Metals, is an aluminum plant discharging high levels of aluminum into the
river. In the future, this data may be use to model the Mississippi River in this area to assure the combination of the two
dischargers continue to maintain the in-stream water quality standard for aluminum. While the New Madrid Power Plant may not
be a significant contributor, they are still a contributor which a wasteload allocation should be assigned if required in the future. If
the facility were not to monitor, then the facility would likely not receive a wasteload allocation therefore would not be permitted
to discharge aluminum at all. Additional data are required to make further determinations.

NUTRIENTS:
Ammonia, Total as Nitrogen

Monthly monitoring of ammonia is required per 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to or greater than 1
MGD.

Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total (TKN)
Monthly monitoring of total Kjeldahl nitrogen is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to
or above 1 MGD.

Nitrate plus Nitrite
Monthly monitoring of nitrate plus nitrite required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to or
above 1 MGD.

Phosphorus, Total P (TP)
Monthly monitoring of phosphorus is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to or above 1
MGD.
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OUTFALLS #005 AND #008 — STORMWATER
EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS TABLE:
DALY BENCH- PREVIOUS PERMIT MINIMUM SAMPLING REPORTING SAMPLE
PARAMETERS UnNIT MAXIMUM
LIMIT MARK LIMITS FREQUENCY FREQUENCY TYPE
PHYSICAL
FLow MGD * n/a NEW TWICE/YEAR TWICE ANNUALLY | 24 HR. EST.
CONVENTIONAL
COD mg/L el 120 NEW TWICE/YEAR TWICE ANNUALLY GRAB
OIL & GREASE mg/L ** 10 SAME TWICE/YEAR TWICE ANNUALLY GRAB
PHT SU ** 6.0t09.0 6.5 TWICE/YEAR TWICE ANNUALLY GRAB
SETTLEABLE SOLIDS mL/L/hr i 1.5 SAME t TWICE/YEAR TWICE ANNUALLY GRAB
TSS mg/L el 100 50 TWICE/YEAR TWICE ANNUALLY GRAB
* monitoring and reporting requirement only
faled monitoring with associated benchmark
t report the minimum and maximum pH values; pH is not to be averaged
new parameter not established in previous state operating permit
¥ all parameters are new for outfall #008

DERIVATION AND DISCUSSION OF LIMITS:
Biannual sampling was completed in the previous permit cycle at outfall #005, outfall #008 requirements are all new.

PHYSICAL:

Flow

In accordance with [40 CFR Part 122.44(i)(1)(ii)] the volume of effluent discharged from each outfall is needed to assure

compliance with permitted effluent limitations. If the permittee is unable to obtain effluent flow, then it is the responsibility of the
permittee to inform the Department, which may require the submittal of an operating permit modification. The facility will report
the total flow in millions of gallons per day (MGD). Reported 2.6 to 9.96 MGD in last permit term.

CONVENTIONAL:

Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD)

Monitoring with 120 mg/L daily maximum benchmark is included using the permit writer’s best professional judgment. There is
no numeric water quality standard for COD; however, increased oxygen demand may impact instream water quality. COD is also
a valuable indicator parameter and is a pollutant noted frequently in the Multi-Sector General Permit (USEPA MSGP) of many
industries. COD monitoring allows the permittee to identify increases in COD may indicate materials or chemicals coming into
contact with stormwater causing an increase in oxygen demand. Increases in COD may indicate a need for maintenance or
improvement of BMPs. The benchmark value falls within the range of values implemented in other permits having similar
industrial activities and is achievable through proper BMP controls. The permit writer is using best professional judgment to
require biannual sampling.

Oil & Grease

Monitoring with a daily maximum benchmark of 10 mg/L. The facility reported non-detect in the last permit term. Oil and grease
is considered a conventional pollutant. Oil and grease is a comprehensive test which measures for gasoline, diesel, crude oil,
creosote, kerosene, heating oils, heavy fuel oils, lubricating oils, waxes, and some asphalt and pitch. The test can also detect some
volatile organics such as benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, or toluene, but these constituents are often lost during testing due to
their boiling points. It is recommended to perform separate testing for these constituents if they are a known pollutant of concern
at the site, i.e. aquatic life toxicity or human health is a concern. Results do not allow for separation of specific pollutants within
the test, they are reported, totaled, as “oil and grease”. Per 10 CSR 20-7.031 Table Al: Criteria for Designated Uses; 10 mg/L is
the standard for protection of aquatic life. This standard will also be used to protect the general criteria found at 10 CSR 20: 7.031
(4). Ten mg/L is the level at which sheen is expected to form on receiving waters. Oils and greases of different densities will
possibly form sheen or unsightly bottom deposits at levels which vary from 10 mg/L. To protect the general criteria, it is the
responsibility of the permittee to visually observe the discharge and receiving waters for sheen or bottom deposits. The
benchmark is achievable through proper operational and maintenance of BMPs and falls within the range of values implemented
in other permits having similar industrial activities.
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pH
6.0 to 9.0 SU benchmark. The previous permit implemented a benchmark of 6.5 to 9.0 SU for this parameter; however, the
technology values promulgated in 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(l) were used to develop the new benchmark. The facility reported 7.6 to

8.0 in the application and 7.9 to 8.5 during the last permit cycle; showing no WQ RP.

Settleable Solids (SS)

Monitoring with a daily maximum benchmark of 1.5 mL/L/hour; continued from previous permit; the facility reported non-detect
to 0.1 mL/L/hr during the last permit term. There is no numeric water quality standard for SS; however, sediment discharges can
negatively impact aquatic life habitat. Settleable solids are also a valuable indicator parameter. Solids monitoring allows the
permittee to identify increases in sediment and solids may indicate uncontrolled materials leaving the site. The benchmark value
falls within the range of values implemented in other permits having similar industrial activities.

Total Suspended Solids (TSS)

Monitoring with a daily maximum benchmark of 100 mg/L; modified from previous permit of 50 mg/L. The facility reported 37.2
mg/L in the application and 14 to 71 mg/L during the last permit cycle (#005). There is no numeric water quality standard for
TSS; however, sediment discharges can negatively impact aquatic life habitat. TSS is also a valuable indicator parameter. TSS
monitoring allows the permittee to identify increases in TSS indicating uncontrolled materials leaving the site. Increased
suspended solids in runoff can lead to decreased available oxygen for aquatic life and an increase of surface water temperatures in
a receiving stream. Suspended solids can also be carriers of toxins, which can adsorb to the suspended particles; therefore, total
suspended solids are a valuable indicator parameter for other pollution. The benchmark is achievable through proper operational
and maintenance of BMPs and falls within the range of values implemented in other permits having similar industrial activities.
An increase from 50 to 100 mg/L will not cause water quality degradation; there is no WQ RP for these outfalls at this time.
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OUTFALL #009 — COAL PILE RUNOFF
EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS TABLE:
DaiLY MONTHLY PREVIOUS MiNMuM REPORTING SAMPLE
PARAMETERS UNIT PERMIT SAMPLING
MAX AVG. FREQUENCY TYPE
LIMITS FREQUENCY

PHYSICAL
FLow MGD * * NEW WEEKLY MONTHLY 24 HR. TOT
CONVENTIONAL
OIL & GREASE mg/L 15 10 NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
PHT SU 6.0t09.0 6.0t09.0 NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
TSS mg/L 50 * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
NUTRIENTS
AMMONIA AS N mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
KJELDAHL NITROGEN (TKN) mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
NITRATE PLUS NITRITE AS N mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
NITROGEN, TOTAL N (TN) mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB
PHOsPHORUS, TOTAL P (TP) mg/L * * NEW ONCE/MONTH MONTHLY GRAB

* monitoring and reporting requirement only

t report the minimum and maximum pH values; pH is not to be averaged

new this is a new outfall, moved from outfall #003

TR total recoverable

DERIVATION AND DISCUSSION OF LIMITS:
At the time of issuance of the permit, the facility has not yet constructed the basin for this outfall; a construction permit will be
required for an earthen basin.

PHYSICAL:

Flow

In accordance with [40 CFR Part 122.44(i)(1)(ii)] the volume of effluent discharged from each outfall is needed to assure
compliance with permitted effluent limitations. If the permittee is unable to obtain effluent flow, then it is the responsibility of the
permittee to inform the Department, which may require the submittal of an operating permit modification. The facility will report
the total flow in millions of gallons per day (MGD). This is a new outfall. It is important to determine the average monthly flow
for the coal pile runoff therefore the initial sampling frequency is set at weekly. A week begins on Monday; for weeks split over
two months, an additional sample is not required to be obtained; the sample will be included with the month of the day the sample
occurred.

CONVENTIONAL:

Oil & Grease

15 mg/L daily maximum; 10 mg/L monthly average. Oil and grease is considered a conventional pollutant. Oil and grease is a
comprehensive test which measures for gasoline, diesel, crude oil, creosote, kerosene, heating oils, heavy fuel oils, lubricating
oils, waxes, and some asphalt and pitch. The test can also detect some volatile organics such as benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, or
toluene, but these constituents are often lost during testing due to their boiling points. The facility reported from 2.75 to 7.4 mg/L.
The permit writer completed an RPD on this parameter and found RP. Mixing for this conventional pollutant is not afforded
because any visible sheen is considered a general criteria violation, Oils and greases of different densities will possibly form
sheen or unsightly bottom deposits at levels which vary from 10 mg/L. To protect the general criteria, it is the responsibility of the
permittee to visually observe the discharge and receiving waters for sheen or oil deposits.

AQL Chronic: 10 mg/L per 10 CSR 20-7.031 Table Al

Set chronic standard equal to chronic WLA per TSD 85.4.2 (EPA/505/2-90-001); multiply by 1.5 to obtain acute limit.

10 mg/L * 1.5 =15 mg/L

pH
6.0 to 9.0 SU — instantaneous grab sample. Technology limits [10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(1).] are applicable to this outfall; no pH RP.
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Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
Technology limits: 50 mg/L daily maximum per 40 CFR 423.12(b)(9) for coal pile runoff.

NUTRIENTS:

Ammonia, Total as Nitrogen
Monthly monitoring of ammonia is required per 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to or greater than 1
MGD.

Kjeldahl Nitrogen, Total (TKN)
Monthly monitoring of total Kjeldahl nitrogen is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to
or above 1 MGD.

Nitrate plus Nitrite
Monthly monitoring of nitrate plus nitrite required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to or
above 1 MGD.

Phosphorus, Total P (TP)
Monthly monitoring of phosphorus is required per 10 CSR 20-7.015(9)(D)8.B. as this outfall’s design flow is equal to or above 1
MGD.
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PERMITTED FEATURES #011 — NO-DISCHARGE L EACHATE POND
EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS TABLE:
DAILY MONTHLY PREVIOUS MINIMUM MINIMUM
PARAMETERS UNIT MINIMUM AVERAGE PERMIT SAMPLING REPORTING SAMPLE TYPE
MAX LIMITS FREQUENCY FREQUENCY
PHYSICAL
FREEBOARD FEET 2 NEW ONCE MONTH MONTHLY MEASUREMENT

DERIVATION AND DISCUSSION OF LIMITS:
PHYSICAL:

Freeboard

Monthly monitoring of the freeboard in the basin is required for the facility’s operational controls. These permitted features were
not constructed under a construction permit nor was an antidegradation review conducted. To ensure the basin remains no-
discharge, comply with all BMPs listed, monitor freeboard/liquid levels, and report highest reading monthly. Permits only
authorize discharges after the permittee has documented compliance with state and federal Clean Water laws and regulations,
including antidegradation and construction requirements.
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PART V. ADMINISTRATIVE REQUIREMENTS

On the basis of preliminary staff review and the application of applicable standards and regulations, the Department, as administrative
agent for the Missouri Clean Water Commission, proposes to issue a permit(s) subject to certain effluent limitations, schedules, and
special conditions contained herein and within the operating permit. The proposed determinations are tentative pending public
comment.

PERMIT SYNCHRONIZATION:
The Department of Natural Resources is currently undergoing a synchronization process for operating permits. Permits are normally
issued on a five-year term, but to achieve synchronization many permits will need to be issued for less than the full five years allowed
by regulation. The intent is all permits within a watershed will move through the Watershed Based Management (WBM) cycle
together will all expire in the same fiscal year. http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/cpp/docs/watershed-based-management.pdf. This will allow
further streamlining by placing multiple permits within a smaller geographic area on public notice simultaneously, thereby reducing
repeated administrative efforts. This will also allow the Department to explore a watershed based permitting effort at some point in the
future. Renewal applications must continue to be submitted within 180 days of expiration, however, in instances where effluent data
from the previous renewal is less than two years old, such data may be re-submitted to meet the requirements of the renewal
application. If the permit provides a schedule of compliance for meeting new water quality based effluent limits beyond the expiration
date of the permit, the time remaining in the schedule of compliance will be allotted in the renewed permit.
v" This permit is not being synchronized at this time due to the complexity of the permit and the requirements set forth within the
permit. The facility needs ample time to collect the required data prior to the next renewal.

PuBLIC NOTICE:

The Department shall give public notice a draft permit has been prepared and its issuance is pending.
http://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/permits/pn/index.html Additionally, public notice will be issued if a public hearing is to be held
because of a significant degree of interest in or with water quality concerns related to a draft permit. No public notice is required when
a request for a permit modification or termination is denied; however, the requester and permittee must be notified of the denial in
writing.

The Department must issue public notice of a pending operating permit or of a new or reissued statewide general permit. The public
comment period is the length of time not less than 30 days following the date of the public notice which interested persons may submit
written comments about the proposed permit.

For persons wanting to submit comments regarding this proposed operating permit, then please refer to the Public Notice page located

at the front of this draft operating permit. The Public Notice page gives direction on how and where to submit appropriate comments.

v The Public Notice period for this operating permit was from 11/8/2019 to 12/9/2019. No comments were received but a meeting
between the Department and AECI took place on 12/9/2019; this meeting therefore extended the time for written comment by one
week.

v Discussion topics included the CCR groundwater monitoring plan; instead of the sampling and analysis plan from 2015 which
was submitted to the Department, they wish to follow the sampling and analysis plan for the CCR Rule. The SAP was received by
the Department on 12/10/2019 and found to be sufficient for the purposes of monitoring the groundwater at the site.

v' The facility commented that aluminum monitoring would be best suited for annual monitoring. He department agreed this was
sufficient frequency to determine aluminum contributions of the site if future modeling was to occur for aluminum at this section
of the river.

v" It was noted that the nutrient monitoring requirements for outfalls #003, #004, and #009 were not in the permit; this was an
oversight and all parties indicated it should have been included in the permit requirements (it was in the fact sheet).

DATE OF FACT SHEET: DECEMBER 30, 2019

COMPLETED BY:

PAM HACKLER, ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENTIST
MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM

OPERATING PERMITS SECTION - INDUSTRIAL UNIT
(573) 526-3386

pam.hackler@dnr.mo.gov
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STANDARD CONDITIONS FOR NPDES PERMITS

ISSUED BY
THE MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

&'5 MISSOURI CLEAN WATER COMMISSION
b REVISED
AUGUST 1, 2014
These Standard Conditions incorporate permit conditions as 6. lllegal Activities. _ B
a. The Federal Clean Water Act provides that any person who falsifies,

required by 40 CFR 122.41 or other applicable state statutes or
regulations. These minimum conditions apply unless superseded
by requirements specified in the permit.

Part | — General Conditions

Section A — Sampling, Monitoring, and Recording

1.

Sampling Requirements.

a. Samples and measurements taken for the purpose of monitoring shall
be representative of the monitored activity.

b.  All samples shall be taken at the outfall(s) or Missouri Department of
Natural Resources (Department) approved sampling location(s), and
unless specified, before the effluent joins or is diluted by any other
body of water or substance.

Monitoring Requirements.
a. Records of monitoring information shall include:
i.  The date, exact place, and time of sampling or measurements;
ii.  The individual(s) who performed the sampling or measurements;
iii. The date(s) analyses were performed;

iv.  The individual(s) who performed the analyses; 1.

v.  The analytical techniques or methods used; and
vi.  The results of such analyses.

b.  If the permittee monitors any pollutant more frequently than required
by the permit at the location specified in the permit using test
procedures approved under 40 CFR Part 136, or another method
required for an industry-specific waste stream under 40 CFR
subchapters N or O, the results of such monitoring shall be included in
the calculation and reported to the Department with the discharge
monitoring report data (DMR) submitted to the Department pursuant to
Section B, paragraph 7.

Sample and Monitoring Calculations. Calculations for all sample and
monitoring results which require averaging of measurements shall utilize an
arithmetic mean unless otherwise specified in the permit.

Test Procedures. The analytical and sampling methods used shall conform
to the reference methods listed in 10 CSR 20-7.015 unless alternates are
approved by the Department. The facility shall use sufficiently sensitive
analytical methods for detecting, identifying, and measuring the
concentrations of pollutants. The facility shall ensure that the selected
methods are able to quantify the presence of pollutants in a given discharge
at concentrations that are low enough to determine compliance with Water
Quality Standards in 10 CSR 20-7.031 or effluent limitations unless
provisions in the permit allow for other alternatives. A method is
“sufficiently sensitive” when; 1) the method minimum level is at or below

the level of the applicable water quality criterion for the pollutant or, 2) the
method minimum level is above the applicable water quality criterion, but
the amount of pollutant in a facility’s discharge is high enough that the
method detects and quantifies the level of pollutant in the discharge, or 3) the
method has the lowest minimum level of the analytical methods approved

under 10 CSR 20-7.015. These methods are also required for parameters thag'

are listed as monitoring only, as the data collected may be used to determine
if limitations need to be established. A permittee is responsible for working
with their contractors to ensure that the analysis performed is sufficiently
sensitive.

Record Retention. Except for records of monitoring information required

by the permit related to the permittee's sewage sludge use and disposal
activities, which shall be retained for a period of at least five (5) years (or
longer as required by 40 CFR part 503), the permittee shall retain records of
all monitoring information, including all calibration and maintenance records
and all original strip chart recordings for continuous monitoring
instrumentation, copies of all reports required by the permit, and records of
all data used to complete the application for the permit, for a period of at
least three (3) years from the date of the sample, measurement, report or
application. This period may be extended by request of the Department at
any time.

Page 1 of 4

tampers with, or knowingly renders inaccurate any monitoring device
or method required to be maintained under the permit shall, upon
conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than $10,000, or by
imprisonment for not more than two (2) years, or both. If a conviction
of a person is for a violation committed after a first conviction of such
person under this paragraph, punishment is a fine of not more than
$20,000 per day of violation, or by imprisonment of not more than four
(4) years, or both.

The Missouri Clean Water Law provides that any person or who
falsifies, tampers with, or knowingly renders inaccurate any monitoring
device or method required to be maintained pursuant to sections
644.006 to 644.141 shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not
more than $10,000, or by imprisonment for not more than six (6)
months, or by both. Second and successive convictions for violation
under this paragraph by any person shall be punished by a fine of not
more than $50,000 per day of violation, or by imprisonment for not
more than two (2) years, or both.

Section B — Reporting Requirements

Planned Changes.

a.

The permittee shall give notice to the Department as soon as possible of

any planned physical alterations or additions to the permitted facility

when:

i. The alteration or addition to a permitted facility may meet one of the
criteria for determining whether a facility is a new source in 40 CFR
122.29(b); or

ii. The alteration or addition could significantly change the nature or

increase the quantity of pollutants discharged. This notification
applies to pollutants which are subject neither to effluent limitations
in the permit, nor to notification requirements under 40 CFR 122.42;

iii. The alteration or addition results in a significant change in the

permittee's sludge use or disposal practices, and such alteration,
addition, or change may justify the application of permit conditions
that are different from or absent in the existing permit, including
notification of additional use or disposal sites not reported during the
permit application process or not reported pursuant to an approved
land application plan;

Any facility expansions, production increases, or process
maodifications which will result in a new or substantially different
discharge or sludge characteristics must be reported to the
Department 60 days before the facility or process modification
begins. Notification may be accomplished by application for a new
permit. If the discharge does not violate effluent limitations
specified in the permit, the facility is to submit a notice to the
Department of the changed discharge at least 30 days before such
changes. The Department may require a construction permit and/or
permit modification as a result of the proposed changes at the
facility.

Non-compliance Reporting.

a.

The permittee shall report any noncompliance which may endanger
health or the environment. Relevant information shall be provided
orally or via the current electronic method approved by the Department,
within 24 hours from the time the permittee becomes aware of the
circumstances, and shall be reported to the appropriate Regional Office
during normal business hours or the Environmental Emergency
Response hotline at 573-634-2436 outside of normal business hours. A
written submission shall also be provided within five (5) business days
of the time the permittee becomes aware of the circumstances. The
written submission shall contain a description of the noncompliance
and its cause; the period of noncompliance, including exact dates and
times, and if the noncompliance has not been corrected, the anticipated
time it is expected to continue; and steps taken or planned to reduce,
eliminate, and prevent reoccurrence of the noncompliance.
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b.  The following shall be included as information which must be reported
within 24 hours under this paragraph.
i. Any unanticipated bypass which exceeds any effluent limitation in
the permit.

ii.  Any upset which exceeds any effluent limitation in the permit.

iii.  Violation of a maximum daily discharge limitation for any of the
pollutants listed by the Department in the permit required to be
reported within 24 hours.

c. The Department may waive the written report on a case-by-case basis
for reports under paragraph 2. b. of this section if the oral report has
been received within 24 hours.

Anticipated Noncompliance. The permittee shall give advance notice to the
Department of any planned changes in the permitted facility or activity
which may result in noncompliance with permit requirements. The notice
shall be submitted to the Department 60 days prior to such changes or
activity.

Compliance Schedules. Reports of compliance or noncompliance with, or
any progress reports on, interim and final requirements contained in any
compliance schedule of the permit shall be submitted no later than 14 days

following each schedule date. The report shall provide an explanation for the
instance of noncompliance and a proposed schedule or anticipated date, for

achieving compliance with the compliance schedule requirement.

Other Noncompliance. The permittee shall report all instances of
noncompliance not reported under paragraphs 2, 3, and 6 of this section, at
the time monitoring reports are submitted. The reports shall contain the
information listed in paragraph 2. a. of this section.

Other Information. Where the permittee becomes aware that it failed to
submit any relevant facts in a permit application, or submitted incorrect
information in a permit application or in any report to the Department, it
shall promptly submit such facts or information.

Dischar ge Monitoring Reports.

a.  Monitoring results shall be reported at the intervals specified in the
permit.

b.  Monitoring results must be reported to the Department via the current
method approved by the Department, unless the permittee has been
granted a waiver from using the method. If the permittee has been
granted a waiver, the permittee must use forms provided by the
Department.

c.  Monitoring results shall be reported to the Department no later than the

28" day of the month following the end of the reporting period.

Section C — Bypass/Upset Requirements

1. Definitions.

a.

b.

Bypass: the intentional diversion of waste streams from any portion of a
treatment facility, except in the case of blending.

Severe Property Damage: substantial physical damage to property, 1.

damage to the treatment facilities which causes them to become
inoperable, or substantial and permanent loss of natural resources
which can reasonably be expected to occur in the absence of a bypass.
Severe property damage does not mean economic loss caused by delays
in production.

Upset: an exceptional incident in which there is unintentional and
temporary honcompliance with technology based permit effluent
limitations because of factors beyond the reasonable control of the
permittee. An upset does not include noncompliance to the extent
caused by operational error, improperly designed treatment facilities,
inadequate treatment facilities, lack of preventive maintenance, or
careless or improper operation.

2. BypassRequirements.

a.

Bypass not exceeding limitations. The permittee may allow any bypass
to occur which does not cause effluent limitations to be exceeded, but
only if it also is for essential maintenance to assure efficient operation.
These bypasses are not subject to the provisions of paragraphs 2. b. and
2. c. of this section.
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b.

C.

Notice.

i. Anticipated bypass. If the permittee knows in advance of the need
for a bypass, it shall submit prior notice, if possible at least 10 days
before the date of the bypass.

ii. Unanticipated bypass. The permittee shall submit notice of an
unanticipated bypass as required in Section B — Reporting
Requirements, paragraph 5 (24-hour notice).

Prohibition of bypass.

i. Bypass is prohibited, and the Department may take enforcement
action against a permittee for bypass, unless:

1. Bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss of life, personal injury,
or severe property damage;

2. There were no feasible alternatives to the bypass, such as the
use of auxiliary treatment facilities, retention of untreated
wastes, or maintenance during normal periods of equipment
downtime. This condition is not satisfied if adequate back-up
equipment should have been installed in the exercise of
reasonable engineering judgment to prevent a bypass which
occurred during normal periods of equipment downtime or
preventive maintenance; and

3. The permittee submitted notices as required under paragraph 2.
b. of this section.

ii. The Department may approve an anticipated bypass, after
considering its adverse effects, if the Department determines that it
will meet the three (3) conditions listed above in paragraph 2. c. i. of
this section.

Upset Requirements.

a.

C.

Effect of an upset. An upset constitutes an affirmative defense to an
action brought for noncompliance with such technology based permit
effluent limitations if the requirements of paragraph 3. b. of this section
are met. No determination made during administrative review of claims
that noncompliance was caused by upset, and before an action for
noncompliance, is final administrative action subject to judicial review.
Conditions necessary for a demonstration of upset. A permittee who
wishes to establish the affirmative defense of upset shall demonstrate,
through properly signed, contemporaneous operating logs, or other
relevant evidence that:
i. An upset occurred and that the permittee can identify the cause(s) of
the upset;
ii. The permitted facility was at the time being properly operated; and
iii. The permittee submitted notice of the upset as required in Section B
— Reporting Requirements, paragraph 2. b. ii. (24-hour notice).
iv. The permittee complied with any remedial measures required under
Section D — Administrative Requirements, paragraph 4.
Burden of proof. In any enforcement proceeding, the permittee seeking
to establish the occurrence of an upset has the burden of proof.

Section D — Administrative Requirements

Duty to Comply. The permittee must comply with all conditions of this
permit. Any permit noncompliance constitutes a violation of the Missouri
Clean Water Law and Federal Clean Water Act and is grounds for
enforcement action; for permit termination, revocation and reissuance, or
modification; or denial of a permit renewal application.

a.

The permittee shall comply with effluent standards or prohibitions
established under section 307(a) of the Federal Clean Water Act for
toxic pollutants and with standards for sewage sludge use or disposal
established under section 405(d) of the CWA within the time provided
in the regulations that establish these standards or prohibitions or
standards for sewage sludge use or disposal, even if the permit has not
yet been modified to incorporate the requirement.

The Federal Clean Water Act provides that any person who violates
section 301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318 or 405 of the Act, or any permit
condition or limitation implementing any such sections in a permit
issued under section 402, or any requirement imposed in a pretreatment
program approved under sections 402(a)(3) or 402(b)(8) of the Act, is
subject to a civil penalty not to exceed $25,000 per day for each
violation. The Federal Clean Water Act provides that any person who
negligently violates sections 301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318, or 405 of the
Act, or any condition or limitation implementing any of such sections

in a permit issued under section 402 of the Act, or any requirement
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imposed in a pretreatment program approved under section 402(a)(3) or
402(b)(8) of the Act, is subject to criminal penalties of $2,500 to
$25,000 per day of violation, or imprisonment of not more than one (1)
year, or both. In the case of a second or subsequent conviction for a
negligent violation, a person shall be subject to criminal penalties of

not more than $50,000 per day of violation, or by imprisonment of not
more than two (2) years, or both. Any person who knowingly violates
such sections, or such conditions or limitations is subject to criminal
penalties of $5,000 to $50,000 per day of violation, or imprisonment

for not more than three (3) years, or both. In the case of a second or
subsequent conviction for a knowing violation, a person shall be
subject to criminal penalties of not more than $100,000 per day of
violation, or imprisonment of not more than six (6) years, or both. Any
person who knowingly violates section 301, 302, 303, 306, 307, 308,
318 or 405 of the Act, or any permit condition or limitation

implementing any of such sections in a permit issued under section 402
of the Act, and who knows at that time that he thereby places another
person in imminent danger of death or serious bodily injury, shall, upon
conviction, be subject to a fine of not more than $250,000 or

imprisonment of not more than 15 years, or both. In the case of a 5.

second or subsequent conviction for a knowing endangerment

violation, a person shall be subject to a fine of not more than $500,000
or by imprisonment of not more than 30 years, or both. An

organization, as defined in section 309(c)(3)(B)(iii) of the CWA, shall,
upon conviction of violating the imminent danger provision, be subject
to a fine of not more than $1,000,000 and can be fined up to $2,000,000
for second or subsequent convictions.

Any person may be assessed an administrative penalty by the EPA
Director for violating section 301, 302, 306, 307, 308, 318 or 405 of

this Act, or any permit condition or limitation implementing any of 6.

such sections in a permit issued under section 402 of this Act.
Administrative penalties for Class | violations are not to exceed
$10,000 per violation, with the maximum amount of any Class |

penalty assessed not to exceed $25,000. Penalties for Class Il violations
are not to exceed $10,000 per day for each day during which the
violation continues, with the maximum amount of any Class Il penalty
not to exceed $125,000.

It is unlawful for any person to cause or permit any discharge of water
contaminants from any water contaminant or point source located in
Missouri in violation of sections 644.006 to 644.141 of the Missouri
Clean Water Law, or any standard, rule or regulation promulgated by
the commission. In the event the commission or the director determines
that any provision of sections 644.006 to 644.141 of the Missouri Clean
Water Law or standard, rules, limitations or regulations promulgated
pursuant thereto, or permits issued by, or any final abatement order,
other order, or determination made by the commission or the director,

or any filing requirement pursuant to sections 644.006 to 644.141 of 7.

the Missouri Clean Water Law or any other provision which this state
is required to enforce pursuant to any federal water pollution control
act, is being, was, or is in imminent danger of being violated, the
commission or director may cause to have instituted a civil action in
any court of competent jurisdiction for the injunctive relief to prevent
any such violation or further violation or for the assessment of a
penalty not to exceed $10,000 per day for each day, or part thereof, the
violation occurred and continues to occur, or both, as the court deems
proper. Any person who willfully or negligently commits any violation
in this paragraph shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not
less than $2,500 nor more than $25,000 per day of violation, or by
imprisonment for not more than one year, or both. Second and
successive convictions for violation of the same provision of this
paragraph by any person shall be punished by a fine of not more than

$50,000 per day of violation, or by imprisonment for not more than two 8.
(2) years, or both.

to Reapply.

If the permittee wishes to continue an activity regulated by this permit

after the expiration date of this permit, the permittee must apply for and
obtain a new permit.

A permittee with a currently effective site-specific permit shall submit 9

an application for renewal at least 180 days before the expiration date

of the existing permit, unless permission for a later date has been

granted by the Department. (The Department shall not grant permission
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4.

for applications to be submitted later than the expiration date of the
existing permit.)

c. A permittees with currently effective general permit shall submit an
application for renewal at least 30 days before the existing permit
expires, unless the permittee has been notified by the Department that
an earlier application must be made. The Department may grant
permission for a later submission date. (The Department shall not grant
permission for applications to be submitted later than the expiration
date of the existing permit.)

Need to Halt or Reduce Activity Not a Defense. It shall not be a defense

for a permittee in an enforcement action that it would have been necessary to
halt or reduce the permitted activity in order to maintain compliance with the
conditions of this permit.

Duty to Mitigate. The permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize
or prevent any discharge or sludge use or disposal in violation of this permit
which has a reasonable likelihood of adversely affecting human health or the
environment.

Proper Operation and Maintenance. The permittee shall at all times
properly operate and maintain all facilities and systems of treatment and
control (and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by the
permittee to achieve compliance with the conditions of this permit. Proper
operation and maintenance also includes adequate laboratory controls and
appropriate quality assurance procedures. This provision requires the
operation of back-up or auxiliary facilities or similar systems which are
installed by a permittee only when the operation is hecessary to achieve
compliance with the conditions of the permit.

Permit Actions.

a. Subject to compliance with statutory requirements of the Law and
Regulations and applicable Court Order, this permit may be modified,
suspended, or revoked in whole or in part during its term for cause
including, but not limited to, the following:

i. Violations of any terms or conditions of this permit or the law;

ii. Having obtained this permit by misrepresentation or failure to
disclose fully any relevant facts;

iii. A change in any circumstances or conditions that requires either a
temporary or permanent reduction or elimination of the authorized
discharge; or

iv. Any reason set forth in the Law or Regulations.

b.  The filing of a request by the permittee for a permit modification,
revocation and reissuance, or termination, or a notification of planned
changes or anticipated honcompliance does not stay any permit
condition.

Permit Transfer.

a. Subjectto 10 CSR 20-6.010, an operating permit may be transferred
upon submission to the Department of an application to transfer signed
by the existing owner and the new owner, unless prohibited by the
terms of the permit. Until such time the permit is officially transferred,
the original permittee remains responsible for complying with the terms
and conditions of the existing permit.

b. The Department may require modification or revocation and reissuance
of the permit to change the name of the permittee and incorporate such
other requirements as may be necessary under the Missouri Clean
Water Law or the Federal Clean Water Act.

c. The Department, within 30 days of receipt of the application, shall
notify the new permittee of its intent to revoke or reissue or transfer the
permit.

Toxic Pollutants. The permittee shall comply with effluent standards or
prohibitions established under section 307(a) of the Federal Clean Water Act
for toxic pollutants and with standards for sewage sludge use or disposal
established under section 405(d) of the Federal Clean Water Act within the
time provided in the regulations that establish these standards or prohibitions
or standards for sewage sludge use or disposal, even if the permit has not yet
been modified to incorporate the requirement.

Property Rights. This permit does not convey any property rights of any
sort, or any exclusive privilege.
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Duty to Provide Information. The permittee shall furnish to the
Department, within a reasonable time, any information which the
Department may request to determine whether cause exists for modifying,
revoking and reissuing, or terminating this permit or to determine
compliance with this permit. The permittee shall also furnish to the
Department upon request, copies of records required to be kept by this
permit.

Inspection and Entry. The permittee shall allow the Department, or an

authorized representative (including an authorized contractor acting as a

representative of the Department), upon presentation of credentials and other

documents as may be required by law, to:

a. Enter upon the permittee's premises where a regulated facility or
activity is located or conducted, or where records must be kept under
the conditions of the permit;

b. Have access to and copy, at reasonable times, any records that must be
kept under the conditions of this permit;

c. Inspect at reasonable times any facilities, equipment (including
monitoring and control equipment), practices, or operations regulated
or required under this permit; and

d. Sample or monitor at reasonable times, for the purposes of assuring
permit compliance or as otherwise authorized by the Federal Clean
Water Act or Missouri Clean Water Law, any substances or parameters
at any location.

Closure of Treatment Facilities.

a. Persons who cease operation or plan to cease operation of waste,
wastewater, and sludge handling and treatment facilities shall close the
facilities in accordance with a closure plan approved by the
Department.

b.  Operating Permits under 10 CSR 20-6.010 or under 10 CSR 20-6.015
are required until all waste, wastewater, and sludges have been
disposed of in accordance with the closure plan approved by the
Department and any disturbed areas have been properly stabilized.
Disturbed areas will be considered stabilized when perennial
vegetation, pavement, or structures using permanent materials cover all
areas that have been disturbed. Vegetative cover, if used, shall be at
least 70% plant density over 100% of the disturbed area.

Signatory Requirement.

a. All permit applications, reports required by the permit, or information
requested by the Department shall be signed and certified. (See 40 CFR
122.22 and 10 CSR 20-6.010)

b.  The Federal Clean Water Act provides that any person who knowingly
makes any false statement, representation, or certification in any record
or other document submitted or required to be maintained under this
permit, including monitoring reports or reports of compliance or non-
compliance shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not more
than $10,000 per violation, or by imprisonment for not more than six
(6) months per violation, or by both.

c. The Missouri Clean Water Law provides that any person who
knowingly makes any false statement, representation or certification in
any application, record, report, plan, or other document filed or
required to be maintained pursuant to sections 644.006 to 644.141
shall, upon conviction, be punished by a fine of not more than ten
thousand dollars, or by imprisonment for not more than six months, or
by both.

Severability. The provisions of the permit are severable, and if any

provision of the permit, or the application of any provision of the permit to
any circumstance, is held invalid, the application of such provision to other
circumstances, and the remainder of the permit, shall not be affected thereby.
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Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. 2814 S. Golden, P.O. Box 754 Springfield, Missouri 65801-0754

May 10, 2022

Water Protection Program

Missouri Department of Natural Resources
1101 Riverside Drive,

Jefferson City, MO 65101

RE: New Madrid NPDES Permit Modification Request (MO-0001171)
Ms. Pam Hackler,

Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. is requesting an NPDES Permit Modification for the New
Madrid Power Plant in Marston, MO. There are three separate modifications being requested
and each are detailed below.

Outfall #001

AECI installed a submerged flight conveyor (SFC) on Unit 1 at the New Madrid Power Plant for
compliance with EPA’s Steam Electric ELGs and CCR Rule. Previously, bottom ash and slag
would drop into a water filled slag tank below the boiler to be quenched and then through a
clinker grinder to reduce particle size before being pumped (sluiced) to the ash pond for
treatment and disposal. With the new SFC, the bottom ash and slag are quenched in an open
water bath under the boiler. The bottom ash and slag settle to the bottom and a conveyor
drags it out of the water bath to dewater.

With the sluice system, to keep the slag tank cool, water continually flowed through the tanks
and discharged to Outfall #001. Previously, the slag tank overflow discharged (50 gpm) to
Outfall #001 and sluice water (6,103 gpm) discharged to Outfall #003. The SFC will replace
both flows with a single flow to Outfall #001. Like the slag tank, water needs to flow through
the water bath for cooling. The SFC overflow has a maximum design capacity of 3,000 gpm.

Per our discussion, AECI has not included additional sample results for Qutfall #001 for this
permit modification, but please let me know if you need any additional information as you
review this request. An antidegradation review was completed and it was determined that an
anti-degradation review is not needed. The water balance has also been updated to show the
change in flows as described in this letter which includes the removal of the flows to Qutfall
#003 from the U1 bottom ash systems due to the installation of the submerged flight
conveyors.

Qutfall #004

As described in the current NPDES permit, Outfall #004 has been terminated and the discharge
is now being monitored as Outfall #009 with the only inflow being stormwater runoff. Qutfall
#004 can now be removed from the permit.

A Touchstone Energy” Cooperative 7('}(
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Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. 2814 S, Golden, P.O. Box 754 Springfield, Missouri 65801-0754

Qutfall #006

Outfall #006 consists of stormwater runoff from the Utility Waste Landfill. Historically, AECI
had periodically pumped this discharge to Pond 003 for discharge through Outfall #003. AECI
is proposing to route the pipe flows directly to the existing Pond 003 outlet structure, thereby
no longer discharging into the main portion of Pond 003. These flows will then discharge
along with the other remaining Pond 003 flows to the same drainage conveyance that routes
water from existing Outfall #003 to the Mississippi River. No new pollutants of concern are
being introduced into the process.

Sampling results for this outfall are included. Temperature data was not included as there is
no heat added to the outfall. There are two parameters missing, but these are being sampled
for and will be submitted as soon as results are received.

Qutfall #010

This outfall is currently listed in the NPDES permit, but states that we must complete an
antidegradation review prior to being able to discharge. The antidegradation review was
completed and it was determined that an anti-degradation review is not needed. The pond will
only receive non-contact stormwater flows from the capped and closed Lined Ash Pond to the
west. Temperature data was not included as there is no heat added to the outfall.

Enclosed are the permit modification forms including an updated water balance diagram as
well as the associated anti-degradation determinations. As discussed in a call to prepare this
application, the information listed on the enclosed forms only include the data for the outfalls
in which we are requesting changes. If you have any questions, or need any additional
information, please contact me at 417-371-5405 or by email at jjones@aeci.org.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Jones
Supervisor, Land & Water Resources

Enclosures

A Touchstone Energy” Cooperative ?‘\\TJ’\



REC'D 05/12/22 AP 39412

G‘ ~~~| MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
~~ WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM CHECK NUMBER

FOR AGENCY USE ONLY

é @ FORM A - APPLICATION FOR NONDOMESTIC PERMIT UNDER MISSOURI

CLEAN WATER LAW DATE RECEIVED FEE SUBMITTED

JET PAY CONFIRMATION NUMBER

PLEASE READ ALL THE ACCOMPANYING INSTRUCTIONS BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM.
SUBMITTAL OF AN INCOMPLETE APPLICATION MAY RESULT IN THE APPLICATION BEING RETURNED.

IF YOUR FACILITY IS ELIGIBLE FOR A NO EXPOSURE EXEMPTION:
Fill out the No Exposure Certification Form (Mo 780-2828): https://dnr.mo.gov/forms/780-2828-f.pdf

1. REASON FOR APPLICATION:

[] a This facility is now in operation under Missouri State Operating Permit (permit) MO —

, iIs submitting an

application for renewal, and there is no proposed increase in design wastewater flow. Annual fees will be paid when
invoiced and there is no additional permit fee required for renewal.

[J b. This facility is now in operation under permit MO —

, is submitting an application for renewal, and there is a
proposed increase in design wastewater flow. Antidegradation Review may be required. Annual fees will be paid when
invoiced and there is no additional permit fee required for renewal.

[ c. Thisis a facility submitting an application for a new permit (for a new facility). Antidegradation Review may be required. New

permit fee is required.

d. This facility is now in operation under Missouri State Operating Permit (permit) MO — 0001171 and is requesting a
modification to the permit. Antidegradation Review may be required. Modification fee is required.

2. FACILITY
NAME TELEPHONE NUMBER WITH AREA CODE
New Madrid Power Plant (573) 643-2211
ADDRESS (PHYSICAL) CITY STATE ZIP CODE
41 St. Jude Industrial Park Marston MO 63866
3. OWNER
NAME TELEPHONE NUMBER WITH AREA CODE
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. (417) 881-1204
EMAIL ADDRESS
jiones@aeci.org
ADDRESS (MAILING) CITY STATE ZIP CODE
2814 South Golden Avenue Springfield MO 65801
4. CONTINUING AUTHORITY
NAME TELEPHONE NUMBER WITH AREA CODE
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. (417) 881-1204
EMAIL ADDRESS
jjones@aeci.org
ADDRESS (MAILING) CITY STATE ZIP CODE
2814 South Golden Avenue Springfield MO 65801
5. OPERATOR CERTIFICATION
NAME CERTIFICATE NUMBER TELEPHONE NUMBER WITH AREA CODE
ADDRESS (MAILING) CITY STATE ZIP CODE

6. FACILITY CONTACT

NAME
Kevin Farmer

TITLE

TELEPHONE NUMBER WITH AREA CODE

Safety& Environmental Specialist |(573) 643-2211

E-MAIL ADDRESS
kfarmer@aeci.org

7. DOWNSTREAM LANDOWNER(S) Attach additional sheets as necessary.

NAME
Robert Eftink

ADDRESS aTY STATE | ZIP CODE
Route 3, Box 628 Portageville MO 63873

MO TB0-1479 (04-21)




8. ADDITIONAL FACILITY INFORMATION

8.1 Legal Description of Outfalls. (Attach additional sheets if necessary.)

For Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM), use Zone 15 North referenced to North American Datum 1983 (NAD83)

0o4-and Grant 1107 e Sec T 22N R 14E__ New Madrid County
UTM Coordinates Easting (X): 808109 Northing (Y): 4046792

006 NM v SW_ v Sec 33 T 22N R 14E_ New Madrid County
UTM Coordinates Easting (X): 808625 Northing (Y): 4045405

003 NwW 4, SW v, Sec 33 T 22N R 14E_ New Madrid County
UTM Coordinates Easting (X): 808625 Northing (Y): 4045405

plg  NW SW_u Sec33 T 22N R 14E__ New Madrid County
UTM Coordinates Easting (X): 808646 Northing (Y): 4045266

Include all subsurface discharges and underground injection systems for permit consideration.

8.2  Primary Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) and Facility North American Industrial Classification System (NAICS) Codes.
Primary SIC 4911 and NAICS 221112 SIC and NAICS
SIC and NAICS SIC and NAICS

9. ADDITIONAL FORMS AND MAPS NECESSARY TO COMPLETE THIS APPLICATION

A. Is this permit for a manufacturing, commercial, mining, solid/hazardous waste, or silviculture facility? YES NO [
If yes, complete Form C.

B. Is the facility considered a "Primary Industry” under EPA guidelines (40 CFR Part 122, Appendix A) : YES NO []
If yes, complete Forms C and D.

C. Is wastewater land applied? YES[] NOM
If yes, complete Form |.

B Are sludge, biosolids, ash, or residuals generated, treated, stored, or land applied? YES[] NO
If yes, complete Form R.

E; Have you received or applied for any permit or construction approval under the CWA or any other YES NO []
environmental regulatory authority?
If yes, please include a list of all permits or approvals for this facility:
Environmental Permits for this facility: Part 70 Operating Permit (OP2020-012) and Title IV Acid Rain Permit

F% Do you use cooling water in your operations at this facility? YES NO[]
If yes, please indicate the source of the water: Mississippi River

G. Attach a map showing all outfalls and the receiving stream at 1" = 2,000’ scale.

10. ELECTRONIC DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT (eDMR) SUBMISSION SYSTEM

Per 40 CFR Part 127 National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Electronic Reporting Rule, reporting of effluent limits |
and monitoring shall be submitted by the permittee via an electronic system to ensure timely, complete, accurate, and nationally
consistent set of data. One of the following must be checked in order for this application to be considered complete. Please
visit https://dnr.mo.gov/env/wpp/edmr.htmfor information on the Department's eDMR system and how to register.

[J - 1 will register an account online to participate in the Department's eDMR system through the Missouri Gateway for Environmental
Management (MoGEM) before any reporting is due, in compliance with the Electronic Reporting Rule.

- | have already registered an account online to participate in the Department's eDMR system through MoGEM.

[ - | have submitted a written request for a waiver from electronic reporting. See instructions for further information regarding
waivers,

[ - The permit | am applying for does not require the submission of discharge monitoring reports.

MO T80-1475 (04-21)




11. FEES

Permit fees may be paid by attaching a check, or online by credit card or eCheck through the JetPay system. Use the URL provided
to access JetPay and make an online payment:
For new permits: https://magic.collectorsolutions.com/magic-ui/payments/mo-natural-resources/591

For modifications: https:/magic.collectorsolutions.com/magic-ui/payments/mo-natural-resources/596

12. CERTIFICATION

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in accordance
with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my
inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the information, the
information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

NAME AND OFFICIAL TITLE (TYPE OR PRINT) TELEPHONE NUMBER WITH AREA CODE

Ken Wilmot, SVP, COO Al (417) 881-1204

SIGNATURE %— r)d Z i 2 i =4 mrf;gys_( /; e

MO 780-1479 (04-21)
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~~n| MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
(G|Z| WaTER PROTECTION PROGRAM, WATER POLLUTION CONTROL BRANCH
é @ FORM C — APPLICATION FOR DISCHARGE PERMIT — MANUFACTURING, COMMERCIAL,

MINING, SILVICULTURE OPERATIONS, AND STORMWATER

GENERAL INFORMATION (PLEASE SEE INSTRUCTIONS)

1.0 MAME OF FACILITY
New Madrid Power Plant

1.1 THIS FACILITY IS OPERATING UNDER MISSOURI STATE OPERATING PERMIT (MSOP) NUMBER:
MO-0001171

1.2 1S THIS ANEW FACILITY? PROVIDE CONSTRUCTION PERMIT (CP) NUMBER IF APPLICABLE.

1.3 Describe the nature of the business, in detail. Identify the goods and services provided by the business. Include descriptions
of all raw, intermediate, final products, byproducts, or waste products used in the production or manufacturing process, stored
outdoors, loaded or transferred and any other pertinent information for potential sources of wastewater or stormwater discharges.

Steam Electric Power Generation - Coal Fired Power Plant

FLOWS, TYPE, AND FREQUENCY

2.0 Attach a line drawing showing the water flow through the facility. Indicate sources of intake water, operations contributing
wastewater to the effluent, and treatment units labeled to correspond to the more detailed descriptions in item B. Construct a
water balance on the line drawing by showing average and maximum flows between intakes, operations, treatment units,
evaporation, public sewers, and outfalls. If a water balance cannot by determined (e.g., for certain mining activities), provide a
pictorial description of the nature and amount of any sources of water and any collection or treatment measures.

2.1 For each outfall (1) below, provide: (2) a description of all operations contributing wastewater to the effluent, including
process wastewater, sanitary wastewater, cooling water, stormwater runoff, and any other process or non-process wastewater,
(3) the average flow and maximum flow (put max in parentheses) contributed by each operation and the sum of those operations,
(4) the treatment received by the wastewater, and (5) the treatment type code. Continue on additional sheets if necessary.

1. DUTEALL 2. OPERATION(S) CONTRIBUTING FLOW; 3. AVERAGE FLOW AND

ovih INCLUDE ALL PROCESSES AND SUB PROCESSES AT EACH | (MAXIMUM FLOW), INCLUDE 4 TREATMENT DESCRIPTION gl e
’ OQUTFALL UNITS.
001 Unit 1 Cooler Water Discharge 4-A

See attached for more detail

Attach additional pages if necessary.

MO 780-1514 (02-19)
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2.2 INTERMITTENT DISCHARGES
Except for stormwater runoff, leaks, or spills, are any of the discharges described in items 2.0 or 2.1 intermittent or seasonal?

[ Yes (complete the following table) No (go to section 2.3)
4. FLOW
3. FREQUENCY ) B. TOTAL VOLUME
it A. FLOW RATE (in mgd) (specify with units) s

OUTFALL 2. OPERATION(S) CONTRIBUTING FLOW "
NUMBER A. DAYS | B. MONTHS 2. LONG (in days)

PER WEEK | PER YEAR | 1. MAXIMUM TERM 4. LONG TERM | 3. MAXIMUM

(specify (specify DAILY AVERAGE DAILY AVERAGE

average) average)

2.3 PRODUCTION

A. Does an effluent limitation guideline (ELG) promulgated by EPA under section 304 of the Clean Water Act apply to your
facility? Indicate the part and subparts applicable.

Yes 40CFR 423 Subpart(s) I No (go to section 2.5)

B. Are the limitations in the effluent guideline(s) expressed in terms of production (or other measure of operation)? Describe in C
below.

[] Yes (complete C.) No (go to section 2.5)

C. If you answered “yes" to B, list the quantity representing an actual measurement of your maximum level of production,
expressed in the terms and units used in the applicable effluent guideline and indicate the affected outfalls.

A.OUTFALL(S) |B. QUANTITY PER DAY | C. UNITS OF MEASURE D. OPERATION, PRODUCT, MATERIAL, ETC. (specify)

2.4 IMPROVEMENTS

A. Are you required by any federal, state, or local authority to meet any implementation schedule for the construction,
upgrading, or operation of wastewater treatment equipment or practices or any other environmental programs which may
affect the discharges described in this application? This includes, but is not limited to, permit conditions, administrative
or enforcement orders, enforcement compliance schedule letters, stipulations, court orders, and grant or loan conditions.

Yes (complete the following table) [1No (goto 2.6)
1. IDENTIFICATION OF CONDITION, 2. AFFECTED % FANAL COMRLIANGE DATH
AGREEMENT, ETC. OUTEALLS 3. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT o s
BATW - Unit 1 001 Install submerged flight conveyors on U1. 12/31/23

B. Optional: provide below or attach additional sheets describing water pollution control programs or other environmental
projects which may affect discharges. Indicate whether each program is underway or planned, and indicate actual or
planned schedules for construction. This may include proposed bmp projects for stormwater.

MO 780-1514 (02-19)
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2.5 SLUDGE MANAGEMENT

Describe the removal of any industrial or domestic biosolids or sludges generated at your facility. Include names and contact
information for any haulers used. Note the frequency, volume, and methods (incineration, landfilling, composting, etc) used. See
Form A for additional forms which may need to be completed.

DATA COLLECTION AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR APPLICANTS

3.0 EFFLUENT (AND INTAKE) CHARACTERISTICS (SEE INSTRUCTIONS)

A. & B. See instructions before continuing — complete one Table 1 for each outfall (and intake) — annotate the outfall (intake)
number or designation in the space provided. The facility is not required to complete intake data unless required by the
department or rule.

C. Use the space below to list any pollutants listed in the instructions section 3.0 C. Table B which you know or have reason to
believe is discharged or may be discharged from any outfall not listed in parts 3.0 A or B on Table 1. For every pollutant listed,
briefly describe the reasons you believe it to be present and report any analytical data in your possession.

1. POLLUTANT 2. SOURCE 3. OUTFALL(S) 4. ANALYTICAL RESULTS (INCLUDE UNITS)
Asbestos Insulation
Uranium Boiler Slag (possible trace amounts)
Vanadium Boiler Slag (possible trace amounts)
Ammonia, Aqua Used for pH adjustment of boiler water | 001
Sodium Hydroxide Anion regeneration and neutralization | 001
Sulfuric Acid Cation regeneration and neutralization | 001

3.1 Whole Effluent Toxicity Testing

A. To your knowledge, have any Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) tests been performed on the facility discharges (or on receiving
waters in relation to your discharge) within the last three years?

[ Yes (go to 3.1 B) [J No (go t0 3.2)

518

Disclose wet testing conditions, including test duration (chronic or acute), the organisms tested, and the testing results. Provide
any results of toxicity identification evaluations (TIE) or toxicity reduction evaluations (TRE) if applicable. Please indicate the
conclusions of the test(s) including any pollutants identified as causing toxicity and steps the facility is taking to remedy the
toxicity.

Annual WET tests are conducted for Outfall 003 as required by the NPDES permit. These tests were successfully passed each
year.

3.2 CONTRACT ANALYSIS INFORMATION
Were any of the analyses reported herein, above, or on Table 1 performed by a contract laboratory or consulting firm?
[ Yes (list the name, address, telephone number, and pollutants analyzed by each laboratory or firm.) [] No (go to 4.0)

C. TELEPHONE D. POLLUTANTS ANALYZED
A. LAB NAME B. ADDRESS (area code and number) {list or group)
Pace Analytical 2231 W. Altorfer Drive, (800) 752-6651 All except pH, flow, temperature, and routine TSS.
Services, LLC Peoria, IL 61615
Innovatia Laboratories, | 120 East Davis Street, (660) 248-1911 Form C Pollutants
LLC Fayette, MO 65248-1911

MO 780-1514 (02-19)
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4.0 STORMWATER

4.1

Do you have industrial stormwater discharges from the site? If so, attach a site map outlining drainage areas served by each
outfall. Indicate the following attributes within each drainage area: pavement or other impervious surfaces; buildings; outdoor
storage areas; material loading and unloading areas; outdoor industrial activities; structural stormwater control measures;
hazardous waste treatment, storage, and disposal units; and wells or springs in the area.

TOTAL AREA BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES EMPLOYED;
gb’LF;EL; DRAINED IVEGETL"T"EEDE' gt o INCLUDE STRUCTURAL BMPS AND TREATMENT DESIGN FLOW FOR BMPS
(PROVIDE UNITS) ¥ s ' DESCRIBE HOW FLOW 1S MEASURED

006 50 acres Utility Waste Landfill Flows are calcuated. Runoff is captured into sedimentation basins to

allow for settling and residence time. All flows are pumped manually and

water is observed prior to pumping. Erosion is controlled and interim cover

is placed on areas of inactivity.

010 75 acres Vegetated Runoff area is vegetated and inspected often. Flows are captured in an

impoundment to allow settling. All stormwater is non-contact.

4.2 STORMWATER FLOWS
Provide the date of sampling with the flows, and how the flows were estimated.

Flows were calculated based on expected storm events.

SIGNATORY REQUIREMENTS

5.0 CERTIFICATION

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or supervision in
accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information submitted.
Based on my inquiry of the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the
information, the information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate and complete. | am aware that
there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing
violations.

NAME AND OFFICIAL TITLE (TYPE OR PRINT) TELEPHONE NUMBER WITH AREA CODE

Ken Wilmot, SVP, COO (417) 881-1204

SIGNATURE (SEE INSTRUCTIONS) DATE SIGNED
-
¥ 7 4

MO 780-1514 (02-19)
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MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES FORAGENCYIUSE ONLY,
Q WATER PROTECTION PROGRAM, WATER POLLUTION BRANCH CHECK NO.
4 @ FORM D — APPLICATION FOR DISCHARGE PERMIT - SRR T e SURED
PRIMARY INDUSTRIES

NOTE: DO NOT ATTEMPT TO COMPLETE THIS FORM BEFORE READING THE ACCOMPANYING INSTRUCTIONS

1.00 NAME OF FACILITY
New Madrid Power Plant

1.10 THIS FACILITY IS NOW IN OPERATION UNDER MISSOURI OPERATING PERMIT NUMBER

MO - 0011171

This form is to be filled out in addition to forms A and C “Application for Discharge Permit” for the Industries listed below:

Adhesives and sealants

Aluminum forming

Auto and other laundries

Battery manufacturing

Coal mining

Coil coating

Copper forming

Electric and electronic compounds
Electroplating

Explosives manufacturing
Foundries

Gum and wood chemicals
Inorganic chemicals manufacturing
Iron and steel manufacturing
Leather tanning and finishing
Landfill

Mechanical products manufacturing

Nonferrous metals manufacturing

INDUSTRY CATEGORY

Ore mining

Organic chemicals manufacturing
Paint and ink formulation

Pesticides

Petroleum refining

Pharmaceutical preparations
Photographic equipment and supplies
Plastic and synthetic materials manufacturing
Plastic processing

Porcelain enameling

Printing and publishing

Pulp and paperboard mills

Rubber processing

Soap and detergent manufacturing
Steam electric power plants

Textile mills

Timber products processing

MO 780-1516 (06-13)
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2.00 POTENTIAL DISCHARGES NOT COVERED BY ANALYSIS

A IS ANY POLLUTANT LISTED IN ITEM 1.30 A SUBSTANCE OR A COMPONENT OF A SUBSTANCE WHICH YOU DO OR EXPECT THAT YOU WILL OVER THE
NEXT FIVE YEARS USE OR MANUFACTURE AS AN INTERMEDIATE OR FINAL PRODUCT OR BYPRODUCT?

[] ves wisT ALL SUCH POLLUTANTS BELOW) (W] no (o TO B)

Form D in the permit modification is only for Outfall #006 which consists of only stormwater runoff therefore "No" was selected.

B. ARE YOUR OPERATIONS SUCH THAT YOUR RAW MATERIALS, PROCESSES OR PRODUCTS CAN REASONABLE BE EXPECTED TO VARY SO THAT YOUR
DISCHARGES OF POLLUTANTS MAY DURING THE NEXT FIVE YEARS EXCEED TWO TIMES THE MAXIMUM VALUES REPORTED IN ITEM 1.30?

[ ves (comrLETE C BELOW) (W] no (Go 10 secTiON 3.00)

C. IF YOU ANSWERED "YES" TO ITEM B, EXPLAIN BELOW AND DESCRIBE IN DETAIL THE SOURCES AND EXPECTED LEVELS OF SUCH POLLUTANTS THAT
YOU ANTICIPATE WILL BE DISCHARGED FROM EACH OUTFALL OVER THE NEXT FIVE YEARS, TO THE BEST OF YOUR ABILITY AT THIS TIME.
CONTINUE ON ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF YOU NEED MORE SPACE.

3.00 CONTRACT ANALYSIS INFORMATION
WERE ANY OF THE ANALYSES REPORTED IN 1.30 PERFORMED BY A CONTRACT LABORATORY OR CONSULTING FIRM?
E] YES (LIST THE NAME, ADDRESS, AND TELEPHONE NUMBER OF, AND ANALYZED BY, EACH SUCH LABORATQORY OR FIRM BELOW)
I:l NO (GO TO SECTION 4.00)

A. NAME B. ADDRESS C. TELEPHONE (area code and number) D. POLLUTANTS ANALYZED (iist)
Pace Analytical Services, LLC 2231 W. Altorfer Drive, (800) 752-6651 All
(previously PDC) Peoria, IL 61615
Inovatia Laboratories, LLC 120 East Davis Street (660) 248-1911 Form C Gonstituents

Fayette, MO 65248

4.00 CERTIFICATION

| certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this
application and all attachments and that, based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining
the information, | believe that the information is true, accurate and complete. | am aware that there are significant
penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment.

NAME AND OFFICIAL TITLE (TYPE OR PRINT) PHONE NUMBER (AREA CODE AND NUMBER)
Ken Wilmot, SVP, COO (417) 881-1204

SIGNATURE & DATE SIGNED g
A ] W /5 / 2z

MO 780-1516 (06-13) PAGE 0




120 East Davis Street
Fayette, MO 65248-1405

I O ATI[A@ (660) 248-1911
; www.inovatia.com

LABORATORIES,LLc

12/1/2020 Page Number: 1 of 9

AECI New Madrid

41 St. Jude Road

New Madrid, MO 65801
Daniel Deck

Project Name/Number: Raw Water Pond / N/A
Chain of Custody Number: 20-1316

Date Received: November 5, 2020
Time Received: 11:30
Relinquished by: UPS

Sampler: M. Blattner

Enclosed please find analytical results for sample(s) received as described above. The values reported
are in conformance with internal and method quality control guidelines, unless otherwise noted. If you have
questions or need more information, please contact us.

Thank you for your interest in working with Inovatia Laboratories.

Sincerely,

QW Vandeloo -
Jeghifer Vidndelicht

Quality Assurance

Enclosures: Chain of Custody Record(s)

This report has been produced for the exclusive and confidential use of our clients. Reference to the analyses, the results, or the
company in any news releases, advertising, or other public announcement is prohibited without obtaining prior written consent,
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120 East Davis Street
Fayette, MO 65248-1405

INOVATIA o
Www.inovatia.com

LABORATORIES,11c

5/11/2021 Page Number: 1 of 2

AECI New Madrid

41 St. Jude Road

New Madrid, MO 65801
Daniel Deck

Project Name/Number: N/A / N/A
Chain of Custody Number: 21-0546

Date Received: May 5, 2021
Time Received: 12:00

Relinquished by: UPS
Sampler: Kevin Davis

Enclosed please find analytical results for sample(s) received as described above. The values reported
are in conformance with internal and method quality control guidelines, unless otherwise noted. If you have
questions or need more information, please contact us.

Thank you for your interest in working with Inovatia Laboratories.

Sincerely,

WV&MM

Jeghifer Vatndelicht

Quality Assurance

Enclosures: Chain of Custody Record(s)

This report has been produced for the exclusive and confidential use of our clients. Reference to the analyses, the results, or the
company in any news releases, advertising, or other public announcement is prohibited without obtaining prior written consent.



"Ju2su0d uantm oud Sururejqo noynm pauqiyosd si uswasunouue d1jqnd JayI0 10 ‘SursiaApe
‘sasea[al smau Aue ur Auedwod Y} 10 “s)nsal 3y ‘sasK[BUR 31 01 IOUIYAY 'SIUAI[D INO JO SN [BNUIPIFUOD PUB JAISN[IXA 3y 10j paonpoid uaaq sey podal sy

73107 :lequinp 25e
[ZT/11/50 :@req poday

1SII0N
as - 1zoz/1/s 8°00T Vdd €000 /3w 8T1°0 [B10] ‘wnuapqA[opy
3sjeuy - aje(q POYRA Sisd[euy g Sunaoday spun) InsaY sisAeuy
V/N 2d4) sjdweg 00:€1 :pard3N0) dwiL],
e X1y ddweg 1T/P0/S0 :PAARNI0D) Aeq
681117 :4aquiny qe] V/N/ V/N quny / dweN 1a2lo1g
010 :42qumy ddwes 9r<0-1T oquny ApoIsn) jo urey?)
LHOdAY SISATYNY

PTT'SHIIOIVIOIV1

WOD BIIBAOLI MMM 0€00-8+TS9 OIN *an2de
1261-8+T (099) xe4 ogxog 'O'd <H — < H
1161-8+C (099) :2uoyd 12248 siae( 1sed (0TI @ =



wiPIIDAOUT July ] ‘UOIIDAOUUT JUDA NOX UIY A\

*$93] [euonippe ut insa1 Aew pue L1o1Epuew 51 (JWOI/419) STuaunmbar 2duendwod Aorem3al jo uonesyToU UMMM ‘10Ug

*ULIO) STY1 JO IpIs 3519431 Y1 uo paysyqnd se wawded pue "Buud '301J35 10] SUONIPUOI PUE SULI2] PIEPUEIS §EliEAOU] s1danoe wwatp 3y ‘uuoj suyi FuuBis Aq “1venuod setedas 19pun pautaaod astmaay1o ssIMUn
gm\ awi) \VQ\. \KXNNNHEQ %_ % é@\u‘m paAIasay ) duny masvlwﬁw_amn u\b :Ag paysinbuijsy
Bwy) 25ed Ag paAniaaay GQ} \ =TT RQN \\q\.m. jeg Iu\MNwG @§§ :£g paysinbuiay
.~ 0t
) s
/sl
il :
0 9
S
14
A .
"3 z
X 17| serem| QOL] |1222/h/s al0 GKRIIT v
ISjUBLUIWOY = m w% m .,W m mmum 3| Z ,m. o s | PR128I[0D] P338]j0Q sequny adwes| ¥IFWNN 81
o S |5 Olx|a W m.l.. XUIBW awi] 9jeq dswioysng
.uo___..h_es.uem sy vopIs)Ep b.o%w& va m H3ANIVLNOD [ H31000 O m._ms:__m.ﬂa MNYIE mxaqmmwswhﬂ *AB QIUNSYIN o
i e sy oo 1
eul Jey uoteuusop e spriul 8sesid IALYANISIHA ¥3d HIBWNN w. — A_u\m 21gl 3010 11000 m
~€— Jaqunp poyiajy 2 NDIOYE D LOVINID ONJ S3AD ‘SIS AGOLSND m

Mk \h ‘00HLIN AY3AN3a

S3ISATVYNY 031S3ND3Y

'S3LON J&él :aimeubis sJojdwes Jequinp JepIQ @seyoind 13
¥3HIOO . N (i oseayd) } g ‘

VLLVAONI L¥ FTdWYS 40 3504510 O Sl ?GQ/Q.S w& Buwep sJejdwes JJaquiny @jonp 998£9 OW ‘uorsiepy “4Z ‘@IS ‘A0
3SNIdX3 ¥IWOLSND Ly NMNL3¥ O . ;
WYL ONOT 3¥0LS O . Jaquuny / awen Joaloid AMH deq [erasnpul apnr a5 1y SSHPPY
SWLL OT0H NIHLIM 3401S D ‘Sjuslwwo) aquiny Xed PLPEN MaN - D3y PWeN Auedwo)
NOILYIN¥ONI NOILISOdSIa ejeq enq yaloid LeqUINN BUoYd Y233 [plueq SWeN Lo
& SKJN *43GWNN 3JI0ANI g W02 EREACUIPAIIGISN) ] 0€00-8+7S9 OW ‘AL13AV] WO BIBAOUT MMM
: m TT6T-8+T (099) XV 0E X0 "0 » 1ML SWA IVA 0Z1 591Gy O IV mOmj

*AIND 350

,;w_o_ﬁ@m ‘031¥0d3¥ 3UVA £ 1161847 (099) NoKd D71 ‘SIWOLVHORVT VILVAON]
il  Q¥003¥ AGOLSND 40 NIVHD <:L<P I



120 East Davis Street

® Fayette, MO 65248-1405

I !@! O ATIA (660) 248-1911
- www.inovatia.com

LABORATORIES,Lc

5/17/2021 Page Number: | of 2

AECI New Madrid

41 St, Jude Road

New Madrid, MO 65801
Daniel Deck

Project Name/Number: N/A / N/A
Chain of Custody Number: 21-0545

Date Received: May 5, 2021
Time Received: 12:00

Relinquished by: UPS
Sampler: Kevin Davis

Enclosed please find analytical results for sample(s) received as described above. The values reported
are in conformance with internal and method quality control guidelines, unless otherwise noted. If you have
questions or need more information, please contact us.

Thank you for your interest in working with Inovatia Laboratories.

Sincerely,

7YY s ou

Jephiifer Viahdelicht
Quality Assurance

Enclosures: Chain of Custody Record(s)

This report has been produced for the exclusive and confidential use of our clients. Reference to the analyses, the results, or the
company in any news releases, advertising, or other public announcement is prohibited without obtaining prior written consent.
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC

% 2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615

(800)752-6651

April 08, 2022

Daniel Deck

AECI - New Madrid

PO Box 156

New Madrid, MO 63869

RE: AECI NM PERMIT RENEWAL 2021

Dear Daniel Deck:

Please find enclosed the revised analytical results for the 2 sample(s) the laboratory received on 1/12/22 2:00 pm and
logged in under work order FA02034. All testing is performed according to our current TN| accreditations unless

otherwise noted. This report cannot be reproduced, except in full, without the written permission of Pace Analytical
Services, LLC.

If you have any questions regarding your report, please contact your project manager. Quality and timely data is of the
utmost importance to us.

Pace Analytical Services appreciates the opportunity to provide you with analytical expertise . We are always trying to
improve our customer service and we welcome you to contact the Director of Client Services, Lisa Grant, with any
feedback you have about your experience with our laboratory at 309-683-1764 or lisa.grant@pacelabs.com.

Hact 9 Aetundbon

Gail Schindler

Project Manager

(309) 692-9688 x1716

gail schindler@pacelabs.com

Customer #: 72-100039 www,pacelabs.com

| Page1of45 |
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

Peoria, 1L 61615

(800)752-6651

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Sample: FA02034-01 Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38

Name: OUTFALL 006 Received: 01/12/22 14:00

Matrix: Waste Water - Grab
Parameter Result Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
Soluble General Chemistry - Pace Analytical - Minneapolis
2,3,7,8-TCDD =29 pa/L 01/12/22 08:38 1 29 02/01/22 13:30 Subcontracted

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Sample: FA02034-01 Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38

Name: OUTFALL 006 Received: 01/12/22 14:.00

Matrix: Waste Water - Grab
Parameter Result Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
Subcontracted Analysis - Pace Analytical - Redding CA
Methyl Mercury 0.202 na/l 01/12/22 08:38 1 0.05 02/16/22 00:00 Report Attached

Sample: FA02034-02 Sampled: 01/12/22 09:00

Name: OQUTFALL 10 Received: 01/12/22 14:00

Matrix: Waste Water - Grab
Parameter Resuit Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
Subcontracted Analysis - Pace Analytical - Redding CA
Methyl Mercury 0.046 J ng/L 01/12/22 09:00 1 0.05 02/16/22 00:00 Reporl Attached

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Customer # 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com

Page 4 of 45
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Pace Analytical Services, LL.C

2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615

(800)752-6651

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Sample: FA02034-01 Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38

Name: OUTFALL 006 Received: 01/12/22 14:00

Matrix: Waste Water - Grab
Parameter Result Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
Anions - PIA
Bromide <10 mail 011522 14:12 10 10 01/15/22 1412 CRD EPA 3000 REV 21
Chloride 23 mg/L 01/15/22 14:12 10 10 01/15/22 14:12 CRD EPA 300.0 REV 21
Fluoride <250 ma/l 01/15/22 1412 10 2.50 01/15/22 14:12 CRD EPA 3000 REV 2.1
Sulfate 1600 mg/L 011522 1431 250 250 01/15/22 14:31 CRD EPA 2000 REV 2.1
General Chemistry - PIA
Alkalinity - total as CaCO3 75 ma/L 01/18/22 09:37 1 10 01/18/22 09:37 JAA SM 23208 1997
BOD 6.1 mg/L C 01/14/22 08:28 1 4.0 01/14/22 08:28 JAasLw SM 52108 2001
coD 20 mg/L 01/117/22 09:48 1 6.0 01/17/22 10:05 CJP SM 5220 D 1997
Cyanide < 0.0050 ma/L 01/17/22 08:51 1 0.0050 01171221531 CRS1 EPA 3354 REWV1
Cyanide - amenable < 0.0050 mg/L 01177221531 1 0.0050 0117/22 15:31 CRS1 EPA 3354 REV1
Oil & Grease - total <50 mg/L 01/17/22 08:35 1.0007 5.0 0117/22 16:36 NWT EPA 16644
Solids - total suspended 30 mg/L 01/14/22 10.06 1 4.0 01/14/22 11.05 ADM/IJLC SM 2540 D 1997
solids (TSS) 1
Sulfide <20 mag/L 01/18/22 14:51 1 2.0 01/19/22 14:52 nwt SM 4500 S2 F
Sulfite <20 mag/L FP.H 01/21/22 09:18 1 2.0 01/21/22 09:18 ADM/BC SM 4:33303 B
Total Organic Carbon (TOC) 19 maiL 01/18/22 05:41 5 25 01/18/22 05:41 CED SM 53??(()]3 2000
Phenolics < 0.0050 mg/L 0119/22 10:18 1 0.0050 01/20/22 11:02 CRS1 EPA 420 4 Revit
Organic Nitrogen 33 mg/L 01/17/22 09.03 1 1.0 01/19/22 13:18 CJP Calculated - See
Organic-Nitrogen 33 mg/L 01/17/22 09:03 1 10 01/19/22 1318 CJP Cahu::?;zs— See

Notes
General Chemistry - STL
Chlorine - Total Residual 0.24 mg/L FP. H 01/18/22 10:26 1 0.10 01/18/22 10:55 CLH SM 4500-CI G
Color 60 Color Units 01/14/22 09:02 1 50 01/14/22 09:02 BCH SM 21208 2001
Hexavalent chromium < 0.005 mg/L 01/112/22 1551 1 0.005 01/12/22 16:03 CLH SM 3500-CrB
Surfactants - MBAS 0.53 mg/L 01/14/22 08:25 1 0.10 01/14/22 08:33 SJP SM 5540C 2000
Trivalent Chromium <50 ug/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 50 01/20/22 14:48 CLH Calculated - See
Notes

Microbiology - STL
E. coli 62 MPN/100 mL 01/12/22 1441 1 10 01/12/22 1441 SJP SM 92238 - QT
Nutrients - PIA
Ammonia-N <0.10 ma/L 01/14/22 12:28 1 0.10 0114/22 12.28 CR31 EPA 350.1 REV2
Nitrate/Mitrite-N <0.020 mg/L 01/14/22 09:27 1 0.020 01/14/22 09:27 BMS EPA 3532 REV 2
Phosphorus - total as P 0.44 ma/l 0722 117 il 0.10 011922 13:52 CRS1 SM 4500F F 1999

Customer #: 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com

Page 5 of 45
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ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Pace Analytical Services, LL.C

2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615

(800)752-6651

Sample: FA02034-01
Name: OUTFALL 006

Matrix: Waste Water - Grab

Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38
Received: 01/12/22 1400

Parameter Result Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen 33 mg/L 0117122 09:03 1 1.0 01/19/22 13:18 CJP OIA/PAI-DKO3 &
(TKN) EPA 351.2 REV 2
Semivolatile Organics - PIA

N-Nitrosodimethylamine <10 ugiL 0114/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Phenol <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22115 CRS EPA 625
Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117/22 2215 CRS EPA 625
2-Chlorophenol <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 625
1,3-Dichlorobenzene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <10 ugiL 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 625
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117i22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) ether <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 625
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01117/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Hexachloroethane <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117i22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Nitrobenzene <10 ug/L D1/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Isophorone <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07.33 1 10 0117122 2215 CRS EPA 625
2-Nitrophenol <10 ua/l 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117722 22:15 CRS EPA 625
2.4-Dimethylphenol <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 2215 CRS EPA 625
Bis(2-chloroethoxy) <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
methane

2.4-Dichlorophenol <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01M17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
MNaphthalene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Hexachlorobutadiene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117722 2215 CRS EPA 625
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 2215 CRS EPA 625
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene =20 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 20 0117122 2215 CRS EPA 625
2.4 B-Trichlorophenol =20 ugil 01/14/22 07:33 1 20 0117122 2215 CRS EPA 625
2-Chloronaphthalene =10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117/22 2215 CRS EPA 625
Dimethyl phthalate <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
2.6-Dinitrotoluene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01117722 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Acenaphthylene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1) 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Acenaphthene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117/22 22115 CRS EPA 625
2, 4-Dinitrophenol <20 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 20 01/17722 22:15 CRS EPA 625
4-Nitrophenal <20 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 20 D117/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
2 4-Dinitrotoluene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 017722 2215 CRS EPA 625
Diethyl phthalate <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117722 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Fluorene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117722 2215 CRS EPA 625
4-Chlorophenylpheny| ether =10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 011722 22:15 CRS EPA 625

Customer # 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com

Page 6 of 45
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Sample: FA02034-01 Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38

Name: OUTFALL 006 Received: 01/12/22 14.00

Matrix: Waste Water - Grab
Parameter Result Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
4 6-Dinitro-2-methylphenaol <50 ugfiL 01/14/22 07:33 1 50 0117122 2215 CRS EPA 625
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01Nn7/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine <10 ug/L 01114/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 625
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether <10 ua/L 0114/22 07:33 1 10 0117722 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Hexachlorobenzene <10 ug/l 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Pentachlorophenol <50 ug/l 01/14/22 07:33 1 50 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 825
Phenanthrene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 017122 2215 CRS EPA 625
Anthracene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 2215 CRS EPA 625
Di-n-butyl phthalate <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/117/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Fluoranthene =10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117722 22.15 CRS EPA 625
Benzidine <80 ug/l 01/14/22 07:33 1 80 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Pyrene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Butyl benzyl phthalate <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Benzo(a)anthracene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine <20 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 20 0117/22 2215 CRS EPA 825
Chrysene <10 ug/L 01/114/22 07:33 1 10 0117/22 2215 CRS EPA 625
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Di-n-octyl phthalate <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/117/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Benzo(b)fluoranthene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 6825
Benzo(k)fluoranthene =10 ug/L 0114/22 07:33 1 10 01117722 2215 CRS EPA 625
Benzo(a)pyrene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 2215 CRS EPA 625
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Dibenzo(a h)anthracene <10 ugiL 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 01/17/22 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Benzo(g.h.i)perylene <10 ug/L 01/14/22 07:33 1 10 0117122 22:15 CRS EPA 625
Soluble Metals - PIA
Aluminum 0.70 mg/l 01/20/22 1144 1 0.010 01/21/22 09:21 JMw EPA 2008 REV 54
Mercury < 0.00020 mg/L Q3 01/20/22 08:05 1 0.00020 01/20/22 09:38 ZZz EPA 2451 REV3
Antimony = 0.0030 mgil 01/20/22 11.44 1 0.0030 01/20/22 15:30 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Arsenic 0.0031 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/22 15:30 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Barium 0.066 mgiL 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/22 15:30 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Beryllium < 0.00020 mag/L 01/20/122 11:44 1 0.00020 01/20/22 14.51 KMC EPA 2008 REV 54
Boron 18 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0030 01/20/22 14.51 KMC EPA 2008 REV 5.4
Cadmium < 0.0010 mag/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/122 15:30 JMw EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Cobalt = 0.0020 maiL 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0020 01/20/22 15:30 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Copper 0.0043 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0030 01/20/22 15:30 JMw EPA 200.8 REV 5.4

Customer # 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com

Page 7 of 45 |




Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

® Peoria, IL 61615
a c e (800)752-6651

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Sample: FA02034-01 Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38

Name: OUTFALL 006 Received: 01/12/22 14:00

Matrix: Waste Water - Grab
Parameter Result Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
Iren 0.01 mg/L 01/21/22 08:31 1 0.010 01/21/22 15:06 T EPA200.7 REV4.4
Lead <0.0010 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/22 15:30 JMw EPA200.8 REV 5.4
Magnesium 14 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.10 01/20/22 15:30 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Manganese 0.24 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/22 15:30 Jaw EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Maolybdenum 0.70 mag/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/22 15:30 JMw EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Nickel < 0.0050 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0050 01/20/22 15:30 JNW EPA 2008 REV 54
Selenium 0.0026 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/22 15:30 JMw EPA 2008 REV 54
Silver < 0.0050 ma/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0050 01/20/22 15:30 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Thalliurm < 0.0010 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0010 01/20/22 15:30 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Tin < 0.060 ma/l 01/21/22 08.31 1 0.060 01/21/22 09:19 T EPA200.7 REV 44
Titanium < 0.0050 ma/L 01/21/22 08:31 1 0.0050 01/21/22 15.06 TJJ EPA 2007 REV 44
Zinc 0.0085 mg/L 01/20/22 11:44 1 0.0060 01/20/22 15:30 JMw EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Total Metals - PIA
Aluminum 063 mag/L 01/18/22 07:32 5 0.050 01/21/22 09:10 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Mercury < 0.00020 ma/l 01/19/22 06:41 1 0.00020 01/19/22 09:50 DLE EPA 245.1 REV3
Antimony < 0.0030 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0030 01/20/22 14:48 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Arsenic 0.0033 ma/l 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14:48 JMw EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Barium 0.065 ma/L 01/18/22 0732 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14:48 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Beryllium < 0.0020 mag/L 01/18/22 07:32 5 0.0020 01/21/22 09:10 JMwW EPA200.8 REV 54
Boron 24 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 5 0.050 01/21/22 09:10 JMw EPA 2008 REV54
Cadmium < 0.0010 mag/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14:48 JMw EPA200.8 REV 5.4
Chromium < 0.0040 mg/L 01/18/22 0732 1 0,0040 01/20/22 14:48 JMW EPA 200.8 REV 54
Cobalt = 0.0020 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 < 0.0020 01/20/22 14:48 JMw EPA200.8 REV54
Copper 0.0045 ma/L 01/18/22 0732 1 0.0030 01/20/22 14:48 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Iron 0.64 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.010 01/20/22 13:20 TJdJ EPA 2007 REV44
Lead < 0.0010 ma/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14.:48 JMW EPA 2008 REV 5.4
Magnesium 14 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.10 01/20/22 14:48 JMW EPA200.8 REV 54
Manganese 0.25 mg/L 01/18/22 0732 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14.48 JMW EPA 2008 REV 5.4
Molybdenum 0.74 ma/l 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14.48 JMw EPA 2008 REV 54
Nickel < 0.0050 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 % 0.0050 01/20/22 14.48 JMw EPA 2008 REV 5.4
Selenium 0.0028 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14:48 JMW EPA200.8 REV 5.4
Silver < 0.0050 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0050 01/20/22 14.48 JMw EPA 2008 REV 5.4
Thallium <0.0010 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0010 01/20/22 14.:48 JMw EPA200.8 REV 5.4
Tin < 0.080 ma/L 01/18/22 0732 1 0.060 0118/22 10:27 T4 EPA 200.7 REV 4.4
Titanium 0013 ma/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0050 01/20/22 13:20 TdJ EPA 2007 REV 4.4

Customer #: 72-100039 www.pacelabs.com
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

Peoria, IL 61615

(800)752-6651

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

Sample: FAD2034-01 Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38

Name: OUTFALL 006 Received: 01/12/22 14.00

Matrix: Waste Waler - Grab
Parameter Result Unit Qualifier Prepared Dilution MRL Analyzed Analyst Method
Zinc 0.0080 mg/L 01/18/22 07:32 1 0.0060 01/20/22 14:48 JMW EPA 2008 REV 54
Volatile Organics - PIA
1,3-Dichloropropane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Bis(chloromethyl) ether < 10000 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 10000 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA B24
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <50 ua/L 0114/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Dichlorodifluoromethane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
1,1-Dichloroethane <50 ug/L 0114/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
1,1-Dichloroethene <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Trichloroflucromethane <50 ua/L 0114/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
1,2-Dichloroethane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
1,3-Dichloropropene - Total <15 ug/L 0114/22 08:47 1 15 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
1,2-Dichloropropane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Acrolein <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Acrylonitrile <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 0114/22 19.26 SEB EPA 624
Benzene <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Bromodichloromethane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 0847 1 50 0114/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Bromoform <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Methyl bromide <10 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 10 0114/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Carbon tetrachloride <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19.26 SEB EPA 624
Chlorobenzene <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 0114122 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Chloroethane <10 ug/l 01/14/22 08:47 1 10 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Chioroform <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 0114/22 19:26 SEB EFA 624
Methyl chloride =10 ugil 01/14/22 08:47 1 10 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Dibromochloromethane <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <50 ugi/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Ethylbenzene <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08.47 1 5.0 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Methylene chloride <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Tetrachloroethene <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Toluene =50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624
Tnchloroethene <50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19.26 SEB EPA 624
Vinyl chloride =50 ug/L 01/14/22 08:47 1 50 01/14/22 19:26 SEB EPA 624

Customer # 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

Spike Source %REC RPD
Parameter Resuit Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B221659 - 04-No Prep WC - SM 3500-Cr B
Calibration Blank (B221659-CCB1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/12/22
Hexavalent chromium 0.0004 ma/l
Calibration Check (B221659-CCV1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/12/22
Hexavalent chromium 0101 ma/L 0.1000 101 90-110
Batch B221802 - No Prep - EPA 353.2 REV 2
Blank (B221802-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Nitrate/Nitrite-M <0.020 ma/L
Blank (B221802-BLK2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Nitrate/Nitrite-M <0.020 mg/L
Blank (B221802-BLK3) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Nitrate/Nitrite-N < 0.020 mg/L
LCS (B221802-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Nitrate/Nitrite-N 1.03 mg/L 1.000 103 90-110
LCS (B221802-BS2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Nitrate/Nitrite-N 1.07 ma/L 1.000 107 90-110
LCS (B221802-BS3) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Nitrate/Nitrite-N 1.02 ma/L 1.000 102 90-110
Batch B221809 - EPA 625/8270 - EPA 625
Blank (B221809-BLK1) Prepared; 01/14/22 Analyzed: 01/17/22
N-Nitrosodimethylamine <10 ug/L
Phenol <10 ug/L
Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether <10 ug/L
2-Chlorophenol <10 ug/L
1,3-Dichlorobenzene <10 ug/L
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <10 ug/L
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <10 ug/L
Bis(2-chloroisopropyl) ether <10 ug/L
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine <10 ug/L
Hexachloroethane <10 ug/L
Nitrcbenzene <10 ugfL
|sophorone <10 ug/L
2-Nitropheno! <10 ugiL
2,4-Dimethylphenol <10 ugfL
Bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane <10 ug/L
2.4-Dichlorophenaol <10 ugiL
1,2 4-Trichlorobenzene <10 ug/L
Naphthalene <10 uglL
Hexachlorobutadiene <10 ug/L
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol <10 uglL
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene <20 ug/L
2.4 B-Trichlorophenol <20 ug/L

Customer #: 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com
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QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Pace Analytical Services, LLC

2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

Spike Source %REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B221809 - EPA 625/8270 - EPA 625
Blank (B221809-BLK1) Prepared: 01/14/22 Analyzed: 01/17/22
2-Chloronaphthalene <10 ugfL
Dimethyl phthalate <10 ugfL
2,6-Dinitroteluene <10 ug/L
Acenaphthylene <10 ug/L
Acenaphthene <10 ug/L
2,4-Dinitrophenol <20 ugfL
4-Nitrophenol <20 ug/L
2.4-Dinitrotoluene <10 ug/L
Diethy| phthalate <10 ug/L
Fluorene <10 ugiL
4-Chlorophenyiphenyl ether <10 ug/L
4 6-Dinitro-2-methylphencl < 50 ug/L
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine <10 ug/L
1,2-Diphenylhydrazine <10 ug/L
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether <10 ug/L
Hexachlorobenzene <10 ug/L
Pentachlorophenol <50 ug/lL
Phenanthrene =10 ug/L
Anthracene <10 ug/L
Di-n-buty! phthalate <10 ugiL
Fluoranthene <10 ug/L
Benzidine < B0 ug/L
Pyrene <10 ug/l
Butyl benzyl phthalate <10 ug/L
Benzo(a)anthracene <10 ugiL
3,3"Dichlorobenzidine <20 ug/L
Chrysene <10 ug/L
Bis(2-ethylhexyl) phthalate <10 ugilL
Di-n-octyl phthalate <10 ugfL
Benzo(b)fluoranthene <10 ugfL
Benzo(k)fluoranthene <10 ug/L
Benzo(a)pyrena <10 ugiL
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene <10 ugiL
Dibenzo(a, hjanthracene <10 ug/L
Benzo(g h,i)perylene <10 ug/L
LCS (B221809-BS1) Prepared: 01/14/22 Analyzed: 01/17/22
N-Nitrosodimethylamine 219 ugf/L 50.00 44 304-120
Phenal 335 ug/L 100.0 34 21.2-120
Bis(2-chloroethyl) ether 337 ug/L 50.00 67 47.6-120
2-Chlorophenol 67.3 ug/L 100.0 67 49.5-120
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 281 ug/L 50.00 56 38.4-120
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 271 ug/L 50.00 54 38.8-120
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 287 ug/L 50.00 57 41.8-120

Customer # 72-100039
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QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Pace Analytical Services, LLC

2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

Spike Source %REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B221809 - EPA 625/8270 - EPA 625
LCS (B221809-BS1) Prepared: 01/14/22 Analyzed: 01/17/22
Bis{2-chloroisopropyl) ether azr ugfL 50.00 65 48.5-120
N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine 38.7 ug/L 50.00 73 56-120
Hexachloroethane 263 ug/L 50.00 53 35.9-120
Nitrobenzene 346 ug/l 50.00 69 48.4-120
Isophorone 35.1 ug/L 50.00 70 56.1-120
2-Nitrophenol 738 ug/L 100.0 74 53-120
2.4-Dimethylphenol 65.8 ug/L 100.0 66 44.4-120
Bis(2-chloroethoxy) methane 354 ug/L 50.00 7 52.4-120
2,4-Dichlorophencl 721 ug/L 100.0 72 55.6-120
1.2,4-Trichlorobenzene 299 ugiL 50.00 60 41.8-120
Naphthalene 31.0 ug/L 50.00 62 46.2-120
Hexachlorobutadiene 287 ug/L 50.00 57 38.6-120
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 77.9 ug/L 100.0 78 57.3-120
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 253 ug/L 50.00 51 29.7-120
2,4 6-Trichlorophencl 78.2 ug/L 100.0 78 57.6-120
2-Chloronaphthalene 208 ug/L 50.00 60 43.2-120
Dimethyl phthalate ars ug/L 50.00 75 60-120
2 6-Dinitrotoluene 39.0 ugl/L 50.00 78 61.6-120
Acenaphthylene 322 ug/L 50.00 64 48.1-120
Acenaphthene 36.8 ug/L 50.00 74 54.4-120
2,4-Dinitrophencl 60.8 ug/L 100.0 61 319120
4-Nitrophenol 39.9 ug/L 100.0 40 23.1-120
2 4-Dinitrotcluene 396 ug/L 50,00 79 60-120
Diethy| phthalate 3886 ug/L 50.00 77 59.8-120
Fluorene 37.3 ug/L 50.00 75 57.1-120
4-Chlorophenylphenyl ether ars ug/L 50.00 76 58.4-120
4 6-Dinitro-2-methylphenal 76.4 ug/L 100.0 76 59.5-120
N-Nitrosadiphenylamine 3386 ug/L 50.00 67 56.5-120
4-Bromophenyl| phenyl ether 39.3 ug/L 50.00 79 61.6-120
Hexachlorobenzene 396 ug/L 50.00 79 59.5-120
Pentachlorophenol 712 ug/L 100.0 71 42.4-120
Phenanthrene 401 ug/L 50.00 80 61.2-120
Anthracene 39.6 ug/L 50.00 79 61.7-120
Di-n-buly! phthalate 409 ug/L 50.00 82 63.5-120
Fluoranthene 381 ug/L 50.00 76 58-120
Pyrene 404 ug/L 50.00 81 56.5-120
Butyl benzyl phthalate 39.0 ug/L 50.00 78 58.6-120
Benzo(a)anthracene are ug/L 50,00 76 57.8-120
Chrysene 275 ug/L 50.00 55 26.3-120
Bis{2-ethylhexyl) phthalate 373 ug/L 50,00 75 57.7-120
Di-n-octyl phthalate 353 ug/L 50,00 71 55-120
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 356 ug/L 50.00 71 31.2-122
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 389 ug/L 50.00 78 34.3-129

Customer # 72-100038
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC

2231 W. Altorfer Drive

@ Peoria, 1L 61615
(800)752-6651

QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Spike Source %REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B221809 - EPA 625/8270 - EPA 625
LCS (B221809-BS1) Prepared: 01/14/22 Analyzed 01/17/22
Benzo(a)pyrene 347 ug/L 50.00 69 31.3122
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 349 ug/L 50.00 70 26.7-130
Dibenzo(a h)anthracene 381 ug/L 50.00 76 21-127
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 36.8 ug/L 50.00 74 27.1-128
Batch B221825 - No Prep - EPA 350.1 REV2
Calibration Blank (B221825-CCB1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Ammonia-N -0.0257 mg/L
Calibration Check (B221825-CCV1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Ammaonia-N 159 mag/L 15.00 106 90-110
Batch B221841 - No Prep - SM 2540 D 1997
Blank (B221841-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Solids - total suspended solids (TSS) <4.0 mg/L
LCS (B221841-B51) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Solids - total suspended solids (TSS) 464 ma/L 5000 93 77.3-116
Batch B221845 - 04-No Prep WC - SM 5540C 2000
Blank (B221845-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Surfactants - MBAS <0.10 mg/L
LCS (B221845-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
Surfactants - MBAS 12 ma/l 1.000 112 80-120
Batch B221860 - No Prep - SM 52108 2001
Blank (B221860-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
BOD <40 mg/L
LCS (B221860-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
BOD 304 ma/L C 198.0 154 84.8-115.4
Batch B221888 - No Prep - VOA - EPA 624
Blank (B221888-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
1.1.1-Trichloroethane <5.0 ug/L
1,1.2,2-Tetrachloroethane <50 ug/L
Bis(chloromethyl) ether < 10000 ug/L
1.1.2-Trichloroethane <50 ug/L
Dichlorodifluoromethane <50 ug/L
1.1-Dichloroethane <50 ugiL
1.1-Dichloroethene <50 ug/L
Trichlorofluoromethane <50 uglL
1,2-Dichloroethane <50 ug/L
1,3-Dichloropropene - Total <15 ug/L
1,2-Dichloropropane <50 ug/L
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QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

Spike Source % REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B221888 - No Prep - VOA - EPA 624
Blank (B221888-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/14/22
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <50 ug/L
Acrolein < 50 ug/L
Acrylonitrile < 50 ug/L
Benzene <50 ug/L
Bromodichloromethane <50 ug/L
Bromoform <50 ugfL
Bromomethane <10 ug/L
Carbon tetrachloride <50 ug/L
Chlorobenzene =50 ug/L
Chloroethane <10 ug/L
Chloroform =50 ug/L
Chloromethane =10 ug/L
Dibromochloromethane <50 ug/L
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <50 ug/L
Ethylbenzene <50 ug/L
Methylene chloride <50 ug/L
Tetrachloroethene <50 ug/L
Toluene =50 ug/L
Trichloroethene <50 ug/L
Vinyl chloride <50 ug/L
Batch B221949 - No Prep - EPA 1664A
Blank (B221949-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Oil & Grease - total =50 mg/L
Blank (B221949-BLK2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Qil & Grease - total =50 mg/L
LCS (B221949-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Qil & Grease - total 325 mg/L 40.00 81 78-114
LCS (B221949-BS2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Oil & Grease - total 333 mg/L 40.00 83 78-114
LCS (B221949-BS3) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Oil & Grease - total 321 mag/L 40.00 80 78-114
LCS (B221949-BS4) Prepared & Analyzed 01/17/22
Oil & Grease - total 341 mg/l 40.00 85 78-114
LCS (B221949-BS5) Prepared & Analyzed 01/17/22
Oil & Grease - total 341 mg/L 40.00 85 78-114
LCS (B221949-BS6) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Qil & Grease - total 36.8 mg/L 40.00 92 78-114
Batch B221951 - No Prep - EPA 335.4 REV1
Blank (B221951-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Cyanide < 0.0050 ma/L

Customer # 72-100039
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QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Pace Analytical Services, LLC

2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

Spike Source % REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B221951 - No Prep - EPA 335.4 REV1
Blank (B221951-BLK2) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/18/22
Cyanide < 0.0050 mg/L
Blank (B221951-BLK3) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/18/22
Cyanide < 0.0050 mg/L
LCS (B221951-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
Cyanide 0.107 mg/L 0.1000 107 90-110
LCS (B221951-BS2) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/18/22
Cyanide 0.105 mg/L 0.1000 105 90-110
LCS (B221951-BS3) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/18/22
Cyanide 0.0985 ma/l 0.1000 98 90-110
Batch B221953 - No Prep - OIA/PAI-DK03 & EPA 351.2 REV 2
Blank (B221953-BLK1) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen (TKN) <10 ma/L
LCS (B221953-BS1) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen (TKN) 5186 ma/L 50.00 103 90-110
Batch B221959 - No Prep - SM 5220 D 1997
Blank (B221959-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
CoD <60 mg/L
LCS (B221959-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
coD 102 ma/L 100.0 102 80-120
Calibration Blank (B221959-CCB1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
coD -0.539 malL
Calibration Blank (B221959-CCB2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
COoD -0.879 ma/L
Calibration Check (B221959-CCV1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
CoD 102 mg/L 100.0 102 90-110
Calibration Check (B221959-CCV2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22
coD 104 ma/L 100.0 104 90-110
Batch B221965 - IC No Prep - EPA 300.0 REV 2.1
Calibration Blank (B221965-CCB1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/15/22
Fluoride 0.00 mg/L
Sulfate 00312 mg/L
Bromide 0.00 mg/L
Chloride 0.965 ma/L
Calibration Check (B221965-CCV1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/15/22
Bromide 4.84 mgiL 5.000 a7 90-110
Chloride 4.81 ma/L 5.000 96 90-110
Sulfate 4.83 ma/l 5.000 a7 90-110
Fluoride 4.94 mg/l 5.000 29 20-110
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

Peoria, IL 61615

(800)752-6651

QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Spike Source %REC RPD

Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B221996 - No Prep - SM 4500P F 1999
Blank (B221996-BLK1) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Phosphorus - total as P <0.10 mag/lL
Blank (B221996-BLK2) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Phosphorus - tolal as P <0.10 mg/L
Blank (B221996-BLK3) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Phosphorus - tolal as P <0.10 mail
LCS (B221996-BS1) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Phosphorus - total as P 205 ma/l 80-120
LCS (B221996-BS2) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Phosphorus - total as P 196 mg/L B0-120
LCS (B221996-BS3) Prepared: 01/17/22 Analyzed: 01/19/22
Phosphorus - lotal as P 1.98 mg/L 80-120
Batch B222069 - EPA 200.2 R2.8 - EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Blank (B222069-BLK1) Prepared: 01/18/22 Analyzed: 01/21/22
Aluminum = 0.010 mg/L
Antimony < 0.0030 mgllL
Arsenic <0.0010 mg/L
Barium <0.0010 mafL
Beryllium < 0.0010 mag/L
Boron <0.010 mg/L
Cadmium <0.0010 mg/L
Chromium < 0.0040 ma/L
Cobalt < 0.0020 mg/L
Copper < (0.0030 mg/L
Iron <0.010 mg/L
Lead <0.0010 mg/L
Magnesium <0.10 mg/L
Manganese <0.0010 mg/L
Molybdenum < 0.0010 mg/L
Nickel <0.0050 mg/L
Selenium < 0.0010 mg/L
Silver < 0.0050 ma/L
Thalliurn < 0.0010 ma/L
Tin < 0.080 ma/L
Titanium < 0.0050 ma/L
Zinc < 0.0060 mg/L
LCS (B222069-BS1) Prepared: 01/18/22 Analyzed: 01/21/22
Aluminum 0.496 mg/L 0.5000 99 85-115
Antimony 0.489 mg/L 0.5000 o8 85-115
Arsenic 0.475 mg/L 0.5000 a5 85-115
Barium 0491 mg/L 0.5000 98 85-115
Beryllium 0.489 mg/L 0.5000 98 85-115
Boron 0.507 mg/L 0.5000 101 85-115
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QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Pace Analytical Services, LLC

2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

Spike Source %REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B222069 - EPA 200.2 R2.8 - EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
LCS (B222069-BS1) Prepared: 01/18/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22
Cadmium 0.487 ma/L 0.5000 a7 85-115
Chromium 0.480 ma/L 0.5000 96 85-115
Cobalt 0.484 mg/L 0.5000 97 85-115
Copper 0.474 mg/L 0.5000 95 85-115
Iron 0.503 mg/L 0.5000 101 85-115
Lead 0477 ma/l 0.5000 95 85-115
Magnesium 499 mg/L 50.00 100 85-115
Manganese 0.485 mgiL 0.5000 a7 85-115
Molybdenum 0.478 mg/L 0.5000 96 85-115
Nickel 0.487 ma/L 0.5000 93 85-115
Selenium 0.484 mg/L 0.5000 97 85-115
Silver 0.492 mg/L 0.5000 98 85-115
Thallium 0474 ma/L 0.5000 95 85-115
Titanium 0.497 mg/L 0.5000 29 85-115
Zinc 0.491 mg/L 0.5000 98 85-115
LCS (B222069-BS2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/18/22
Tin 0.473 mg/L 0.5000 95 85-115
Batch B222103 - 04-No Prep WC - SM 4500-Cl G
Blank (B222103-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/18/22
Chlorine - Total Residual <0.10 mg/L u
Batch B222127 - No Prep - SM 23208 1997
Blank (B222127-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/18/22
Alkalinity - total as CaC0O3 2.50 mag/L
LCS (B222127-BS51) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/18/22
Alkalinity - total as CaC0O3 85.0 mag/L 86.40 93 20-110
Duplicate (B222127-DUP1) Sample: FA02034-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/18/22
Alkalinity - total as CaCO3 87.5 ma/l M 75.0 15 10
Batch B222198 - EPA 245.1 R3.0 - EPA 245.1 REV3
Blank (B222198-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/19/22
Mercury < 0.00020 mg/L
LCS (B222198-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/19/22
Mercury 0.00206 mg/L 0.002000 103 85-115
Batch B222233 - No Prep - EPA 420.4 Rev1
Blank (B222233-BLK1) Prepared: 01/19/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22
Phenolics < 0.0050 mag/L
Blank (B222233-BLK2) Prepared: 01/19/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22
Phenalics < 0.0050 ma/L

Blank (B222233-BLK3)

Prepared: 01/19/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22

Customer #: 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC

2231 W. Altorfer Drive
Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Parameter

Spike Source %REC RPD
Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit

Batch B222233 - No Prep - EPA 420.4 Rev1

Blank (B222233-BLK3)

Prepared: 01/19/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22

Phenolics < 0.0050 ma/l

LCS (B222233-BS1) Prepared: 01/19/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22
Phenolics 0.104 mag/L 0.1000 104 90-110
LCS (B222233-BS2) Prepared: 01/19/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22
Phenaolics 0.103 mg/L 0.1000 103 90-110
LCS (B222233-BS3) Prepared: 01/19/22 Analyzed: 01/20/22
Phenolics 0.0998 mg/L 0.1000 100 g0-110

Batch B222263 - No Prep - SM 5310C 2000

Calibration Blank (B222263-CCB1)

Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22

Total Organic Carbon (TOC)
Calibration Check (B222263-CCV1)

0.0610 mg/L
Prepared & Analyzed: 01/17/22

Total Organic Carbon (TOC)

Batch B222287 - No Prep - SM 4500 S2 F 2000

Calibration Check (B222287-CCV1)

4.90 mg/L 5.000 98 20-110

Prepared & Analyzed: 01/19/22

Sulfide

Batch B222332 - EPA 245.1 R3.0 - EPA 245.1 REV3

Blank (B222332-BLK1)

2386 mg/L 2500 94 0-200

Prepared & Analyzed: 01/20/22

Mercury < 0.00020 mg/L

LCS (B222332-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/20/22

Mercury 0.00177 mg/L 0.002000 B8 85-115

Matrix Spike (B222332-MS1) Sample: FA02034-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/20/22

Mercury 0.00111 mg/L [0} 0.002000 ND 56 70-130

Matrix Spike Dup (B222332-MSD1) Sample: FA02034-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/20/22

Mercury 0.00101 mg/L Qz 0.002000 ND 50 70-130 9 20

Batch B222384 - Metals filtration - EPA 200.8 REV 5.4

Blank (B222384-BLK1)

Prepared: 01/20/22 Analyzed. 01/21/22

Alurminum <0.010 ma/L
Antimony < 0.0030 mg/L
Arsenic <0.0010 mg/L
Barium < 0.0010 mg/L
Beryllium < 0.00020 ma/L
Boron < 0.0020 mg/L
Cadmium < 0.0010 mg/L
Cobalt < 0.0020 mg/L
Copper < 0.0030 mg/L
Lead <0.0010 mg/L
Magnesium <0.10 ma/L
Manganese <0.0010 mag/L

Customer #: 72-100039

www.pace labs. com
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QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Pace Analytical Services, LL.C

2231 W. Altorfer Drive

Peoria, 1L 61615

(800)752-6651

Spike Source %REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B222384 - Metals filtration - EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Blank (B222384-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/20/22
Molybdenum <0.0010 ma/L
Nickel < 0.0050 mg/L
Selenium <0.0010 mg/L
Silver < 0.0050 mg/L
Thallium <0.0010 ma/L
Zinc < 0.0060 ma/L
LCS (B222384-BS1) Prepared: 01/20/22 Analyzed: 01/21/22
Aluminum 0.0496 mg/L 0.05000 99 85-115
Antimony 0.0499 mg/L 0.05000 100 85-115
Arsenic 0.0466 mg/L 0.05000 a3 85-115
Barium 0.0479 mg/L 0.05000 a6 85-115
Beryllium 0.0532 mg/L 0.05000 106 85-115
Boron 0.450 mg/L 0.5000 [0 85-115
Cadmium 0.0470 mg/L 0.05000 a4 85-115
Cobalt 0.0460 mg/L 0.05000 a2 85-115
Copper 0.0464 ma/L 0.05000 93 85-115
Lead 0.0473 mg/L 0.05000 a5 85-115
Magnesium 5.09 mg/L 5.000 102 85-115
Manganese 0.0473 ma/L 0.05000 a5 85-115
Molybdenum 0.0459 mg/L 0.05000 92 85-115
Nickel 0.0456 ma/L 0.05000 91 B85-115
Selenium 0.0470 mg/L 0.05000 94 85-115
Silver 0.0459 mafl 0.05000 92 85-115
Thallium 0.0461 mg/L 0.05000 92 85-115
Zing 0.0482 ma/L 0.05000 96 85-115
Matrix Spike (B222384-MS1) Sample: FA02034-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/20/22
Antimony 0.0485 ma/L 0.05000 ND 97 70-130
Arsenic 0.0489 ma/L 0.05000 0.00311 92 70-120
Barium 0.113 ma/L 0.05000 0.0665 94 70-120
Beryllium 0.0487 mg/L 0.05000 ND a7 70-130
Boron 235 ma/L 0.5000 1.80 m 70-130
Cadmium 0.0438 mg/L 0.05000 ND 88 70-130
Cobalt 0.0453 ma/L 0.05000 0.00123 88 70-130
Copper 0.0465 mg/L 0.05000 0.00427 B4 70-130
Lead 0.0438 mg/L 0.05000 0.000874 86 70-130
Magnesium 18.1 mag/L 5.000 136 N 70-130
Manganese 0293 mg/L 0.05000 0.241 103 70-130
Molybdenum 0.740 ma/L Q4 0.05000 0.705 70 70-130
Mickel 0.0459 mg/L 0.05000 0.00349 85 70-130
Selenium 0.0504 mg/L 0.05000 0.00262 96 70-130
Silver 0.0389 ma/l 0.05000 ND 78 70-130
Thallium 0.0423 mg/lL 0.05000 ND 85 70-130
Zinc 0.0524 mg/L 0.05000 0.00953 B6 70-130

Customer #: 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

QC SAMPLE RESULTS

Peoria, IL 61615
(800)752-6651

Spike Source %REC RPD
Parameter Result Unit Qual Level Result %REC Limits RPD Limit
Batch B222384 - Metals filtration - EPA 200.8 REV 5.4
Matrix Spike Dup (B222384-MSD1) Sample: FAD2034-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/20/22
Antimony 0.0504 mg/L 0.05000 ND 101 70-130 20
Arsenic 0.0510 mgiL 0.05000 0.00311 96 70-130 20
Barium 0.118 mag/L 0.05000 0.06865 100 70-130 3 20
Beryllium 0.0484 ma/L 0.05000 ND a7 70-130 05 20
Baron 2.32 ma/L 0.5000 1.80 105 70-130 1 20
Cadmium 0.0456 ma/L 0.05000 ND 91 70-130 4 20
Cobalt 0.0472 ma/L 0.05000 0.00123 92 70-130 4 20
Capper 0.0484 ma/l 0.05000 0.00427 88 70-130 4 20
Lead 0.0452 mg/L 0.05000 0.000874 89 70-130 3 20
Magnesium 182 mg/L 5000 1386 93 70-130 06 20
Manganese 0.295 mag/L 0.05000 0.241 108 70-130 08 20
Molybdenum 0.738 mg/L Q4 0.05000 0.705 68 70-130 01 20
Nickel 0.0478 mag/L 0.05000 0.00349 89 T0-130 4 20
Selenium 0.05286 ma/l 0.05000 0.00262 100 70-130 4 20
Silver 0.0400 ma/L 0.05000 ND 80 T0-130 3 20
Thallium 0.0438 mg/L 0.05000 ND a8 70-130 4 20
Zinc 0.0542 ma/L 0.05000 0.00953 89 70-130 3 20
Batch B222459 - Metals filtration - EPA 200.7 REV 4.4
Blank (B222459-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/21/22
Iron <0010 mg/L
Tin <0080 ma/L
Titanium = 0.0050 ma/L
LCS (B222459-BS1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/21/22
lron 0.536 ma/L 0.5000 107 85-115
Titanium 0.505 mg/L 0.5000 101 85-115
LCS (B222459-BS2) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/21/22
Tin 0485 mg/L 0.5000 a7 85-115
Batch B222495 - No Prep - SM 4500503 B 2000
Blank (B222495-BLK1) Prepared & Analyzed: 01/21/22
Sulfite =20 ma/L
Duplicate (B222495-DUP1) Sample: FA02034-01 Prepared & Analyzed: 01/21/22
Sulfite =20 ma/L H ND 20

Customer #: 72-100039

www.pacelabs.com
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
2231 W. Altorfer Drive

® Peoria, IL 61615
a C e (800)752-6651
NOTES

Specifications regarding method revisions, method modifications, and calculations used for analysis are available upon request. Please contact
your project manager.

* Not a TNI accredited analyte
Memos

Dioxin and Methyl Mercury Subcontracted - Reporis Attached
Revised Report - added THM total

Certifications

CHI - McHenry, IL - 4314-A W. Crystal Lake Road, McHenry, IL 60050
TNI Accreditalion for Drinking Water and Wastewater Fields of Testing through IL EPA Accreditation No. 100279
lllinois Department of Public Health Bacterial Analysis in Drinking Water Approved Laboratory Registry No. 17556

PIA - Peoria, IL - 2231 W, Altorfer Drive, Peoria, IL 61615

TNI Accreditation for Drinking Water, Wastewater, Solid and Hazardous Material Fields of Testing through IL EPA Accreditation
No. 100230

lllinois Department of Public Health Bacterial Analysis in Drinking Water Approved Laboratory Regisiry No. 17553
Drinking Water Cerlifications/Accreditations: lowa (240); Kansas (E-10338); Missouri (870)

Wastewater Certifications/Accreditations: Arkansas (88-0677); lowa (240); Kansas (E-10338)

Solid and Hazardous Material Certifications/Accreditations: Arkansas (88-0677); lowa (240); Kansas (E-10338)

SPMO - Springfield, MO - 1805 W Sunset Street, Springfield, MO 65807
USEPA DMR-QA Program

STL - Hazelwood, MO - 944 Anglum Rd, Hazelwood, MO 63042
TNI Accreditation for Wastewater, Solid and Hazardous Material Fields of Testing through KS KDHE Certification No. E-10389
TNI Accreditation for Wastewater, Solid and Hazardous Material Fields of Testing through IL EPA Accreditation No. - 200080
llinois Department of Public Health Bacterial Analysis in Drinking Water Approved Laboratory, Registry No. 171050
Missouri Department of Natural Resources - Certificate of Approval for Microbiological Laboratory Service - No. 1050

Qualifiers

C  The associated blank spike failed to meet the required acceptance criteria.

FP  Per analytical methodology this analyte is a field parameter that must be analyzed at time of sample collection to meet hold time
requirements.The sample was analyzed in the laboratory as soon as possible after receipt. Data is to be viewed with caution.

Test performed after the expiration of the appropriate regulatory/advisory maximum allowable hold time.

M Analyte failed to meet the required acceptance criteria for duplicate analysis.

Q1 Matrix Spike failed % recovery acceptance limits. The associated blank spike recovery was acceptable.

Q2 Matrix Spike Duplicate failed % recovery acceptance limits. The associated blank spike recovery was acceptable.

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate both failed % recovery acceptance limits. The associated blank spike recovery was acceptable.

The matrix spike recovery result is unusable since the analyte concentration in the sample is greater than four limes the spike level.
The associated blank spike was acceptable.

u Parameler was analyzed for, but not detected above the reporting limit.

Customer # 72-100039 www.pacelabs.com

LPage 22 of 45 ]







ace Analytical

www.pacelabs.com
Report Prepared for:

Gail Schindler

PDC Laboratory, Inc.
2231 West Altorfer Drive
Peoria IL 61615

M

REPORT OF
LABORATORY
ANALYSIS FOR

TCDD

Report Prepared Date:
February 2, 2022

Report No..... 10594494 1613TCDD_DFR

Pace Analytical Services, LLC.
1700 Elm Street

Minneapolis, MN 55414

Phone: 612.607.1700

Fax: 612.607.6444

Report Information:

PaceProject#:10594494
Sample Receipt Date: 01/15/2022
Client Project#: FA02034

Client Sub PO #: 42

State Cert#: 200011

Invoicing & Reporting Options:

The report provided has been invoiced as a Level 2
2,3,7,8-TCDD Report. Ifan upgrade of this report

package is requested, an additional charge may be

applied.

Please review the attached invoice for accuracy and
forward any questions to Scott Unze, your Pace
Project Manager.

This report has been reviewed by:

February 02, 2022
Scott Unze, Project Manager
(612) 607-6383
(612) 607-6444 (fax)

scott.unze@pacelabs.com

Report of Laboratory Analysis

Thisreportshouldnotbereproduced.exceptinfull,
withoutthewrittenconsento fPace AnalyvticalServices, Inc

Theresultsrelateonlytothesamplesineludedinthisreport
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC.

; ™ 1700 Elm Street
ac&AﬂaMlca/ Minneapolis, MI’TSSEi

Phone: 612.607.1700
Fax: 612.607.6444

DISCUSSION

This report presents the result from the analysis performed on one sample submitted
by a representative of PDC Laboratories, Inc. The sample was analyzed for the
presence or absence of 2,3,7 8-tetrachlorodibenzo-p-dioxin (2,3,7,8-TCDD) using
USEPA Method 1613B. The estimated detection limit (EDL) was based on
signal-to-noise measurements.

The recovery of the isotopically-labeled TCDD internal standard in the sample extract
was 56%. The labeled standard recoveries obtained for this project were within the
target ranges specified in Method 1613B. Also, since the quantification of the native
TCDD was based on isotope dilution, the data were automatically corrected for
recovery and accurate values were obtained.

A laboratory method blank was prepared and analyzed as part of our routine quality
control procedures. The results show that 2,3,7,8-TCDD was not detected.

Laboratory spike samples were also prepared using clean reference matrix that had
been fortified with native standard material. The results show that the spiked native
TCDD was recovered at 94-97% with a relative percent difference of 3.1%. These
results were within the target ranges for the method. Matrix spikes were not prepared
with the sample batch.

REPORTOFLABORATORY ANALYSIS

This report shall not be reproduced, except in full,
without the written consent of Pace Analytical Services, Inc.

Report No.....10594494 1613TCDD_DFR + F:age 25 0f 45 |
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
1700 Elm Street - Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55414

Minnesota Laboratory Certifications

Tel: 612-607-1700
Fax:612-607-6444

Authority Certificate # Authority Certificate #
Missouri 10100
A2LA 2926.01 Montana CERT0092
Alabama 40770 Nebraska NE-OS-18-06
Alaska-DW MNO00064 Nevada MN00064
Alaska-UST 17-009 New Hampshire 2081
Arizona AZ0014 New Jersey MNO02
Arkansas - WW 88-0680 New York 11647
Arkansas-DW MN00064 North Carolina- 27700
California 2929 North Carolina- 530
Colorado MNO00G4 North Dakota R-036
Connecticut PH-0256 Ohio-DW 41244
Florida E87605 Ohio-VAP (170 CL101
Georgia 959 Ohio-VAP (180 CL110
Hawaii MNO000&4 Oklahoma 9507
Idaho MN00064 Oregon- rimary MN300001
llinois 200011 Oregon-Second MN200001
Indiana C-MN-01 Pennsylvania 68-00563
lowa 368 Puerto Rico MNO0O64
Kansas E-10167 South Carolina 74003
Kentucky-DW 90062 Tennessee TN02818
Kentucky-WWwW 90062 Texas 7104704192
Louisiana-DEQ Al-84596 Utah MNO0064
Louisiana-DW MNO0064 Vermont VT-027053137
Maine MNO0064 Virginia 460163
Maryland 322 Washington C486
Michigan 9909 West Virginia-D 382
Minnesota 027-053-137 West Virginia-D 9952C
Minnesota-Ag via MN 027-053 Wisconsin 999407970
Minnesota-Petr 1240 Wyoming-UST via A2LA 2926,

Mississippi

MN00064

REPORTOF LABORATORY ANALYSIS

This report shall not be reproduced, excepl in full,
without the written consent of Pace Analytical Services, Inc.

Report No.....10594494 1613TCDD_DFR

Report No.....10594494
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SUBCONTRACT ORDER

Transfer Chain of Custody “0# s 10594494
e | 111711

e

105944

SENDING LABORATORY RECEIVING LABORATORY

PDC Laboratories, Inc. Pace Analytical - Minneapolis

944 Anglum Road 1700 Elm St - Suite 200

Hazelwood, MO 63042 Minneapolis, MN 55414

(800) 333-3278 (612) 607-6407

Sample: FA02034-01 Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38
Name: OUTFALL 006 Matrix: Waste Water

Preservative: *** DEFAULT PRESER

Analysis Due Expires Comments

0ol
01-Dioxin 01/21/22 16:00 07/11/22 08:38

Please email results to Gail Schindler at gschindler@pdclab.com

Date Shipped:_| [ {%( /2 >~ Total # of Containers: f Sample Origin (State): [L PO #: 22

Turn-Around Time Requested K] NORMAL [] RUSH Date Results Needed:
Sample Temperature Upon Receipt 3.0 cc
Sample(s) Received on Ice or N
, WA1930 Do bo/Phiz (/i5h2 130 O
elinquished By Date/Time Received By DatefTime Proper Bottles Received in Good Condition @ or N
Bottles Filled with Adequate Volume (o N
Samples Received Within Hold Time (M or N
Relinquished By Date/Time Received By Date/Time Date/Time Taken From Sample Bottle Y or N
) | Page280f45 |
Report No..... 10594494 1613TCDD_DFR 3




Document Name: Daocument Revised: 06Jan2022

ace An&MfCﬂf. Sample Condition Upon Recelpt (SCUR) Page 10f1
ST A Enﬁmgﬁ'““ T Pace Analytical Services - Minneapolis- -
Client Name: Project#: [ : 9 4 49 4
Upon Receipt P NO# . 1@5
D O Lﬂ& ¥ Hes, ., .
scsfvries ) Ine PM: SCU Due Date: 01/20/22
Courler: [JFed Ex uPs [(Juses [CIclient . PDC LAB
[Orace SpeeDee [ JCommercial CLIENT:
3 See Exceptlons D
Tracking Number: |2 647 296 HY 6986 731 ENV-FRM-MING-0142
Custody Seal on Cooler/Box Present? [ |Yes £4No Sealsintact? [Jves ([/INo  Blological Tissue Frozen? [Jves [ JNo Bdn/a
Packing Materlal: [JBubble Wrap ~ [dBubbleBags [JNone  [Jother: TempBlank? [Jves [ANo
. (BAT1(0a61) [ 72(1336) []73(0459) (] Ta(0254) Type
Thermometer: [ 1(gaag) (7013392527710 [ 1122639816 [ 1140792808 of tce: PAWet ~ [J8lue  [None  [lory  [IMelted
Did Samples Originate In West Virginia? [Jves (£dNo Were All Container Temps Taken? [(Jves [No (EIN/A
Temp should be above freezing to 6°C Cooler Temp Readwﬁemp-b}ank: 3.0 c Average Corrected [CJsee Exceptions
Temp (no temp blank  ENV-FRM-MIN4-0142
Correction Factor: _g~~e- Cooler Temp Corrected-w/tempblank: 2.0 oc | only): o¢ B2 contalner
USDA Regulated Soll: /AgWater sample/Other: } Date/Initlals of Person Examining Contents: _ 842 I/15/20
Did samples originate in a quarantli@ zone within the United States: AL, AR, CA, FL, GA, ID,  Did samples originate from a forelgn source {internationally, Including
LA. MS, NC, NM, NY, OK, OR, SC, TN, TX or VA (check maps)?  [JYes [CIno Hawali and Puerto Rico)? Oves  Ono
i If Yes to either question, fill out a Regulated Soil Checklist ENV-FRM-MIN4-0154 and Include with SCUR/COC paperwork.
Location (check one): [J Duluth & Minneapolis [ Virginia COMMENTS:
Chain of Custody Present and Filled Out? Yes [INo 1
Chain of Custody Relinquished? Yes [INo 2 R e
Sampler Name and/or Slgnature on COC? Clves [ONo 7N/ | 3,
Samples Arrived within Hold Time? fAves o 4 If Fecal: [1<8 hrs [J>8hr, <24 hrs, []>24 hrs
5. [Jrecal coliform [JHpc [(OTotal Coliformy/E coli []80D/c80D [JHex Chrome
| ¥
ShoctHoid Tieas Arlyss (<73 tej? Clves  JNo Crurbidity Clnitrate [Nitrite [JOrthophos [J0Other
Rush Turn Around Time Requested? &yes  [Ino 6. |/2) /22 , bit COC also %‘Mﬁeg “Norwnl " TAT
: Sufficlent Volume? JAves  [No 7 i
Correct Contalners Used? ﬁ\fas e 8.
-Pace Containers Used? Yes 18&3
Containers Intact? £lYes No 9,
Field Filtered Volume Received for Dissolved Tests? Clves  [ONo  [AN/A | 10. Is sediment visible in the dissolved contalner? [ Yes [INo
Is sufficient information available to reconcile the 11. If no, write ID/ Date/Time on Contalner Below: See Exceptlon [_]
samples to the COC? Aves [Ino | ENV-FRM-MIN4-0142
Matrix: Elwater [Jsoil [(Joil [Jother- Abot [/}
All containers needing acld/base preservation have Cves [No @N;,q 12, Sample #
been checked?
All containers needing preservation are found to be In
compliance with EPA recommendation? Clves [no a2 [] naoH [ Hwo;s [JH:s0s  [2inc Acetate
(HNO;3, H2504, <2pH, NaOH >9 Sulfide, NaOH>10 !
Cyanlde).
EJ Positive for Res. [_JYes See Exception []
Exceptions: VOA, Coliform, TOC/DOC Oil and Grease, ~ [ves  [dNo N/A | Chilorine? [no pH Paper Lot# ENV-FRM-MIN4-0142
DRO/8015 (water) and Dioxin/PFAS Res. Chlorine 0-6 Roll 0-6 Strip 0-14 Strip
Headspace In Methyl Mercury Container? Clves  [Ino
Extra labels present on soll VOA or WIDRO contalners?  [Jyes CINe 13. See Exception [ ]
Headspace in VOA Vials (greater than 6mm)? Clves  [CIno ENV-FRM-MIN4-0140
Trip Blank Present? Cdves [Ono 14.
Trip Blank Custody Seals Present? Clves  [Ono Pace Trip Blank Lot # (if purchased):
CLIENT NOTIFICATION/RESOLUTION Field Data Required? [JYes [INo
Person Contacted: Date/Time:
Comments/Resolution:
= yy
Project Manager Review: >g¢4 i /L(,..._,,, Date: 01/19/22

Note: Whenever there Is a discrepancy affecting North@uﬂéompllance sampleQ a copy of this form will be sent to the North Carolina DEHNR Certification Office (i.e., out

of hold, incorrect preservative, out of temp, incorrect contalners).
Labeled by: HE' @

| Page29of45 |
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
1700 EIlm Street - Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55414

ace Analytical

Fax 612-607-6444

Reporting Flags

A = Reporting Limit based on signal to noise (EDL)
B = Less than 10x higher than method blank level
C = Result obtained from confirmation analysis

D = Result obtained from analysis of diluted sample
E = Exceeds calibration range

| = Interferencepresent

J = Estimated value

L = Suppressive interference, analyte may be biased low
Nn = Value obtained from additional analysis

P = PCDElInterference

R = Recovery outside target range

S = Peak saturated

U = Analyte not detected

V = Result verified by confirmation analysis

X = %D Exceeds limits

Y = Calculated using average of daily RFs

*

= SeeDiscussion

REPORTOF LABORATORY ANALYSIS

This report shall not be reproduced, except in full,

Report No..... 10594494

without the written consent of Pace Analytical Services, Inc. Page 30 of 45
Report No.....10594494 1613TCDD_DFR - 9







ace Analytical

Pace Analytical Services, LLC
1700 Elm Street - Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55414

Tel: 612-607-1700
£2612-007:6444

Method 1613B Sample Analysis Results
Client - PDC Laboratory, Inc.

Client's Sample ID FAQ02034-01
Lab Sample ID 10594484001
Filename F220201A_15
Injected By MS4
Total Amount Extracted 1020 mL Matrix Water
% Moisture NA Dilution NA
Dry Weight Extracted NA Collected 01/12/2022 08:38
ICAL ID F220125 Received 01/15/2022 09:30
CCal Filename(s) F220201A_02 Extracted 01/20/2022 10:10
Method Blank ID BLANK-95886 Analyzed 02/01/2022 13:30
Native Conc EMPC EDL Internal ng's Percent
Isomers pg/L pg/L pg/L Standards Added Recovery
2,3,7,8-TCDD ND —— 29 2,3,7,8-TCDD-13C 2.00 56
Recovery Standard
1,2,34-TCDD-13C 2.00 NA
Cleanup Standard
2,3,7,8-TCDD-37Cl4 0.20 68
Conc = Concentration (Totals include 2,3,7,8-substituted isomers). ND = Not Detected
EMPC = Estimated Maximum Possible Concentration NA = Not Applicable
EDL = Estimated Detection Limit NC = Not Calculated
R = Recovery outside target range
E = Exceeds calibration range
REPORTOFLABORATORY ANALYSIS
This report shall not be reproduced, except in full,
without the wrilten consent of Pace Analytical Services, Inc. | Page 32 of 45 |
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ace Analytical

Pace Analytical Services, LLC
1700 Elm Street - Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55414

Tel: 612-607-1700
E2.612-607.6444

Method 1613B Blank Analysis Results

Lab Sample Name DFBLKGB
Lab Sample ID BLANK-95886 Matrix Water
Filename U220125A_11 Dilution NA
Total Amount Extracted 1030 mL Extracted 01/20/2022 10:10
ICAL ID U220123 Analyzed 01/25/2022 15:35
CCal Filename(s) U220125A_02 Injected By MS4
Native Conc EMPC EDL Internal ng's Percent
Isomers pa/L po/L pg/L Standards Added Recovery
2,3,7,8-TCDD ND —- 0.58 2,3,7,8-TCDD-13C 2.00 72
Recovery Standard
1,2,3,4-TCDD-13C 2.00 NA
Cleanup Standard
2,37,8-TCDD-37Cl4 0.20 83

Conc=Concentration(Totalsinclude 2,3,7 8-substituted isomers).
EMPC = Estimated Maximum Possible Concentration
EDL = Estimated Detection Limit

J = Estimated value
| = Interference present

REPORTOF LABORATORY ANALYSIS

This report shall not be reproduced, except in full,
withoul the written consent of Pace Analytical Services, Inc.

Report No.....10594494 1613TCDD_DFR
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
1700 Elm Street - Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55414

ace Analytical T s12807 170

Method 1613B Laboratory Control Spike Results

Lab Sample ID LCS-95887
Filename U220125A_06 Matrix Water
Total Amount Extracted 1010 mL Dilution NA
ICALID U220123 Extracted 01/20/2022 10:10
CCal Filename U220125A_02 Analyzed 01/25/2022 11:39
Method Blank ID BLANK-95886 Injected By MS4

Lower Upper %
Compound Cs Cr Limit Limit Rec.
2,3,7,8-TCDD 10 97 7.3 14.6 97
2,3,7,8-TCDD-37Cl4 10 7.0 37 15.8 70
2,3,7,8-TCDD-13C 100 67 250 141.0 67

Cs=Concentration Spiked (ng/mL)

Cr = Concentration Recovered (ng/mL)

Rec. = Recovery (Expressed as Percent)

Control Limit Reference: Method 1613, Table 6, 10/94 Revision
R = Recovery outside of control limits

Nn =Value obtained from additional analysis
*=SeeDiscussion

REPORTOFLABORATORY ANALYSIS

This report shall not be reproduced, except in full,

without the written consent of Pace Analytical Services, Inc. 34 of 4
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
1700 Elm Street - Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55414

aCEAnaIVﬁC&lm Tel: 612-607-1700

Fax.612:607-6444

Method 1613B Laboratory Control Spike Results

Lab Sample ID LCSD-95888
Filename U220125A_07 Matrix Water
Total Amount Extracted 1030 mL Dilution NA
ICALID U220123 Extracted 01/20/2022 10:10
CCal Filename U220125A_02 Analyzed 01/25/2022 12:26
Method Blank ID BLANK-95886 Injected By MS4

Lower Upper %
Compound Cs Cr Limit Limit Rec.
2,3,7,8-TCDD 10 94 7.3 14.6 94
2,3,7,8-TCDD-37Cl4 10 6.9 37 15.8 69
2,3,7,8-TCDD-13C 100 64 25.0 141.0 64

Cs=Concentration Spiked (ng/mL)

Cr = Concentration Recovered (ng/mL)

Rec. = Recovery (Expressed as Percent)

Control Limit Reference: Method 1613, Table 6, 10/94 Revision
R = Recovery outside of control limits

Nn = Value obtained from additional analysis
*=SeeDiscussion

REPORTOFLABORATORY ANALYSIS

This report shall not be reproduced, exceptin full,

without the written consent of Pace Analytical Services. Inc. f 4
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Pace Analytical Services, LLC
1700 Elm Street - Suite 200
Minneapolis, MN 55414

ace Analvtical

Fax 612-607-6444

Method 1613B
Spike Recovery Relative Percent Difference (RPD) Results

Client PDC Laboratory, Inc.
Spike 11D LCS-95887 Spike 2 ID LCSD-95888
Spike 1 Filename U220125A_06 Spike 2 Filename U220125A_07
Spike 1 Spike 2
Compound %REC %REC %RPD
2,3,7,8-TCDD 97 94 31

%REC = Percent Recovered
RPD = The difference between the two values divided by the mean value

REPORTOF LABORATORY ANALYSIS

This reporl shall not be reproduced, except in full,

without the written consent of Pace Analytical Services, Inc.
Report No.... 10594494 _1613TCDD_DFR |_Page360f45 ]
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@\;‘\ )} 2218 Railroad Avenue 3860 Morrow Lane, Suite F
Redding, California 96001 Chico, California 95928

b AS|C voice530.2437234 voice 530.894.8966
laboratory (ax5302437494 fax 530 894.5143

Report To: PACE ANALYTICAL SERVICES, LLC

944 ANGLUM ROAD
HAZELWOOD, MO 63042
Attention: GAIL SCHINDLER

Project: WASTEWATER MONITORING FA02034

Analytical Report

Lab No: 22A0986
Reported: 02/17/22
Phone: 800-333-3278

Included in this report are laboratory results for work order 22A0986, received on 01/27/22. All analyses were performed in strict adherence
to our established Quality Manual. Any qualifications or abnormalities are listed in the Notes and Definitions andfor the Case Narrative
section of this report. The project Chain of Custody and laboratory sample receipt record are included as attachments to this report.

Sample Results

Description: FA02034-01 OUTFALL 006
Matrix / Type: Wastewater (Grab)

Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38
Received: 01/27/22 10:12

Metals - Total

Analyte Units Results
Methyl Mercury as nall 0.202
Mercury

Analyzed Prepared Batch / Analyst
02/16/22 02/15/22 B2B1241/EDM
Page 10f3
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( )) 2218 Railroad Avenue 3860 Morrow Lane, Suite F .
Redding, California 96001 Chico, California 95928 A na | yt| ca | R e po rt

b aAS|C voice5302437234 voice 530,804 8966

laboratory [ax530.2437494 fax 530.894.5143
Description: FAD2034-02 OUTFALL 10 Sampled: 01/12/22 09.00
Matrix / Type: ~ Wastewaler (Grab) Lab ID: 22A0986-02 Received: 01/27/22 10:12

Metals - Total

Analyte Units Results Qualifier MDL RL Method Analyzed Prepared Batch / Analyst
Methyl Mercury as ng/l 0.046 J 0.017 0,050 EPA 1630 02/16/22 02/15/22 B2B1241/EDM
Mercury

Quality Control Data

Spike  Source %REC RPD
Analyte Result RL Units Level Result %REC  Limits RPD Limit __ Qualifier
Metals - Total Batch B2B1241 - EPA 1630 Distillation (Modified)
Blank
Methyl Mercury as Mercury ND 0.050 ngfl
Blank
Methyl Mercury as Mercury ND 0.050 ngll
Blank
Methyl Mercury as Mercury ND 0.050 na/l
LCS
Methyl Mercury as Mercury 221 0.050 ng/l 200 10 67-133
Matrix Spike Source: 22A0966-01
Methyl Mercury as Mercury 1.55 0.050 nafl 1.00 0408 114 65-135
Matrix Spike Dup Source: 22A0966-01
Methyl Mercury as Mercury 1.81 0.050 ngil 1.00 0408 120 65-135 35 35
Notes and Definitions
J Detected but below the Reporting Limit; therefore, result is an estimated concentration ( CLP J-Flag) The J flag is equivalent to the DNQ
Estimated Concentration flag
ND Analyte NOT DETECTED at or above the detection limit
RPD Relative Percent Difference
MDL Method Detection Limit
RL Reporting Lirmit
"org CA-ELAP does not accredit this analyte or method as of December 2020. (Newly released 2021 FOA tables may include this analyte
or method.)
Note 1 Received Temperature - according to EPA gquidelines, samples for mast chemistry methods should be held at <6 degrees C after

collection, including during transportation, unless samples are received on ice and collected on the same day as delivery. Regulating
agencies may invalidate results if temperature requirements are not met

Note 2 According to 40 CFR Part 136 Table |I, the following tests should be analyzed in the field within 15 minutes of sampling: pH, chiorine,
dissolved oxygen, and sulfite

Page 2 0f 3
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chﬁ._ ) 2218 Railroad Avenue 3860 Morrow Lane, Suite F
Redding, California 96001 Chico, California 95928 A Nna |yt| ca | R e po b

b a S ] C voice 530.243.7234 voice 530.804.8966
laboratory [ax530.2437494 fax 530.894.5143

Approved By

| certify that these results meet the requirements of the applicable accreditation standard, and were performed in compliance with the
stated analytical methods unless otherwise noted in the qualifications or Case Narrative section of this report.

Approved By: m - ,\pmq.———

Ricky Jensen, Laboratolﬁ)ireutor
Pace Analytical Services LLC - Redding CA
California ELAP Cerl #1677

The data included in this report relate only to the specific items as received. recorded on the Chain of Custody, and analyzed at the laboratory All data is
expressed on a wet-weight basis unless otherwise noled. Interpretation and use of the information included in this report is the sole responsibility of the
client. This report may not be reproduced except in full and may not be modified in any way without prior written approval from Basic Laboratory. Use ol
this report in whole or part for public advertising or any other commercial purpose requires prior written authorization.

Page 3 of 3
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SUBCONTRACT ORDER
Transfer Chain of Custody WMAO U

Pace Analytical Services, LLC

FA02034

SENDING LABORATORY

PDC Laboratories, Inc.
944 Anglum Road
Hazelwood, MO 63042
(800) 333-3278

RECEIVING LABORATORY

Pace Analytical - Redding CA
2218 Raillroad Ave

Redding, CA 96001

(530) 243-7234

Sample: FA02034-01
Name: OUTFALL 006

Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38
Matrix: Waste Water =
Preservative: HCI, cool <6

Analysis

Due

Expires Comments

01-Methyl Mercury

02/01/22 16:00

07/11/22 08:38

Sample: FA02034-02
Name: OUTFALL 10

Sampled: 01/12/22 09:00
Matrix: Waste Water D
Preservative: HCI, cool <6

Analysis

Due

Expires Comments

01-Methyl Mercury

01/24/22 16:00

07/11/22 08:00

Please email results to Gail Schindler at gschindler@pdclab.com

Date Shipped:_| ZQ (v /)3~  Total#of Containers: =)  Sample Origin (State): _//.  PO# (/.2

Turn-Around Time Requested /E”NORMAL [] RusH Date Results Needed:

] - /j . Sample Temperature Upon Receipt *C
LY i 7 . / . -
7% //‘— o ) . 3 Sample(s) Received on Ice Y or N
/% AN AL
“Relinquished By Date/Time Received By Date/Time Proper Bottles Received in Good Condition Y or N
Bottles Filled with Adequate Volume Y or N
Samples Received Within Hold Time YorN
‘ TOWen ERT22. b

Relinquished By Date/Time Received By Date/Time Date/Time Taken From Sample Bottle Yo N

L Page 40 of 45




braSIC WO NUMBER

22 A04A%06

Samples Received By: E! (@) pate: UQA-272.

Samples received on ice?

Samples received the same day collected?

SAMPLE TEMPERATURES AT RECEIPT

SAMPLE RECEIPT CHECKLIST

Ice type?

SHIPPING INFORMATION

Walk-In l:]
Courier [

Other  [T]

Fedex [] Yes_. No
ups g Cooler Present? E'/D

" wet [J slve [ other

Yes No
= 0O
0O @

Therm. 1D (Circle one):  Therm-36

Therm-37 @ Other;

Sample ID Corr Temp (°C) Sample ID Corr Temp (°C) Sample ID Corr Temp (°C) Sample ID Core Temp (°C)

-01 oS -06 -11 -16
-02 A& -07 -12 -17
03 -08 -13 -18
-04 -08 -14 -19
-05 -10 -15 -20

SAMPLE CONDITION AND PROCESSING

samples Processed and Labeled By: _ PYT T2 pate: Q.22

Yes No  NA

Custody seals present? O O =

Samples in proper containers? & O

Sample containers damaged? e

Sufficient sample volume for indicated tests? ICg El

Samples received within halding times? E'/ O

Are VOA vials free of headspace? = (] I]/

Dechlor. agent labels present (i.e., colilert, TTHMs)? O E(

SAMPLE PRESERVATION ~ NA []

Yes No NA
Preserved in the field? E/ i g
Preserved in the lab? (| |2/ O Lab Preservation  Date & Time
O Hzsoaqo ) ] Hno3 (D ) [J NaoH(ID )
[ other (D ) [ other(ip ] [ other (0 )
Yes No NA

H2504 preserved samples confirmed to pH <2 (i.e,, £350.1, SM5220, SM5310)? 1

HNO3 preserved samples confirmed to pH <2 (i.e., £200.7, E200.8, 6010)? O g

NaOH preserved samples confirmed to pH >10 (cyanide) or >9 (sulfide)? (] [:___|

Hexavalent Chromium (OW) preserved samples confirmed to pH >8 & Chlorine <0.1 mgf1? ] I

Hexavalent Chromium (W) preserved samples confirmed to pH 9.3-9,7? E:] 3 By: Meter |D:

Are proper preservation lables present? L2~ 0O O

Preservation checked at Lab? Date & Time

A

Preservation and Preservation Checks performed by:

COMMENTS, DISCREPANCEIS, ANDMALIES

Test Strip (1D )

Rev 2.0

Page 1
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SUBCONTRACT ORDER
Transfer Chain of Custody

PDC Laboratories
FA02034 [/F(+

SENDING LABORATORY

PDC Laboratories, Inc.
944 Anglum Road
Hazelwood, MO 63042
(800) 333-3278

RECEIVING LABORATORY

PDC Laboratories, LLC
2231 W Altorfer Dr
Peoria, IL 61615

(309) 692-9688

Sample: FA02034-01
Name: OUTFALL 006

Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38
Matrix: Waste Water

Preservative: *** DEFAULT PRESEFR

Analysis

Due

Expires

Comments

01-Dioxin
T
300.0 Br

300.0 CI

300.0 F

300.0 SO4

Ag 200.8 WW Tol
Al 200.8 WW Tot
Alk

Ammonia-N

As 200.8 WW Tot
B 200.8 WW Tot
Ba 200.8 WW Tot
Be 200.8 WW Tot
BOD

Cd 200.8 WW Tot
CN-A

Co 200.8 WW Tol
con

Cr 6020 Tot

Cu 200.8 WWTot
EPA 200.8

Fe 200.7 WWTot
Hg 2451

MB24

M624 Extended

01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00

01/21/22 16:00

07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 []8:3(%
02/09/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
01/26/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
01/14/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
01/26/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
07111/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
01/26/22 08:38

01/26/22 08:38

| Page43of45 |




SUBCONTRACT ORDER
Transfer Chain of Custody

PDC Laboratories
FA02034

SENDING LABORATORY

PDC Laboralories, Inc.

944 Anglum Road

Hazelwood, MO 63042

(800) 333-3278

RECEIVING LABORATORY

PDC Laboratories, LLC

2231 W Altorfer Dr
Peoria, IL 61615
(309) 692-9688

Sample: FA02034-01
Name: OUTFALL 006

Sampled: 01/12/22 08:38
Matrix: Waste Water
Preservative: Cool <6

Analysis

Due

Expires

Comments

M625

M625 Extended
Mg 200.7 WWTot
Mn 200.8 WW Tot
Mo 200.8 WW Tot
Ni 200.8 WWTot
NO3 + NO2

0&G SPE

Pb 200.8 WWTol
Phenol

POA4 total- P
S2-T

Sb 200.8 WWTot
Se 200.8 WWTot
5n 200.8 WWTot
S03

Solids-TSS

Ti 200.7 WWTot
TKN

TKN GD

T 200.8 WWTot
TOC

Zn 200.8 WWTot

01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16.00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00
01/21/22 16:00

01/19/22 08:38
01/19/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
07111/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
01/19/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
01/12/22 11:02
01/19/22 08:38
07/M11/22 08:38
02/09/22 08.38
02/09/22 08:38
07111722 08:38
02/09/22 08:38
07/11/22 08:38
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SUBCONTRACT ORDER
Transfer Chain of Custody

PDC Laboratories

FA02034
SENDING LABORATORY RECEIVING LABORATORY
PDC Laboratories, Inc. PDC Laboratories, LLC
944 Anglum Road 2231 W Altorfer Dr
Hazelwood, MO 63042 Peoria, IL 61615
(800) 333-3278 (309) 692-9688
Sample: FA02034-02 Sampled: 01/12/22 09:00
Name: OUTFALL 10 Matrix: Waste Water
Preservative: HCI, cool <6
Analysis Due Expires Comments
01-Methyl Mercury 01/21/22 16:00 07/11/22 09:00
0&G SPE 01/21/22 16:00 02/09/22 09:00

Please email results to Gail Schindler at gschindler@pdclab.com

Date Shipped: Total # of Ccnlainerszz l Sample Origin (State): PO #: _ _—
Turn-Around Time Requested [ ] NORMAL [ ] RUSH Date Results Needed:
il Sample Temperalure Upon Receipt _(& g &
Q ,/ 1ZD)L2- le(s) R donl CY) N
— Wi n ar
L ~ ; /&/ \}ZPJD ample(s) Received on Ice

Relinquished By Date/Time Received By ! Datemme Proper Bollles Receved in Good COr‘ldilIOl@O! N

~
f%@Bomes Filled with Adequate Volume G‘_pr N

&Z& /ji// Z(L ,S Q0 m\ U' b 22 Samples Recewved Within Hold Time @or N.

Relinquished By DatelTime Received By~ D*JT!me Date/Time Taken From Sample Bollle Y m@/
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(2R Missouri Department of oo
> [©| NATURAL RESOURCES

Michael L. Parson, Governor Carol S. Comer, Director

Jenny Jones

Senior Environmental Analyst
AECI

2814 S. Golden

P.O. Box 754

Springfield, MO 65801

Re:  Addendum to Antidegradation Applicability Review for AECI-New Madrid, MO-
0001171, ACT#759, New Madrid County

Dear Jenny Jones:

In accordance with the Missouri Antidegradation Rule and Implementation Procedure, your
proposed discharge is not subject to an Antidegradation Review. The enclosed
Antidegradation Applicability Review summarizes this determination based upon your review
request received on July22, 2021. You propose to replace the existing ash sluicing system on
Unit 1 with a submerged flight conveyor. This is being done to comply with United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations related to coal combustion residuals and
effluent limitation guidelines. The proposed alterations to the facility will not result in a new
or expanded discharge of pollutants from the facility.

This determination does not supersede any requirements of the operating permit or
enforcement actions. Nothing in this review removes any obligations to comply with county
or other local ordinances or restrictions.

You may proceed with a submittal updating your application to modify your operating permit.
These submittals must reflect the flows, facility description, and general treatment
components of this WQAR or this preliminary determination may have to be revisited.10
CSR 20-6.010 now requires all submittals to include an electronic copy along with a hard
paper copy. Typically. this can be accomplished by enclosing a compact disc or other
removable electronic media.

Following the department’s public notice of a draft Missouri State Operating Permit, the
department will review any public notice comments received. If significant comments are
made, the project may require another public notice. If no comments are received or

g9

Recycled paper






@ Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Water Protection Program

Water Pollution Control Branch
Engineering Section

Antidegradation Applicability Review

FACILITY INFORMATION

FACILITY NAME: AECI-New Madrid Power Plant PERMIT #: MO-0001171
COUNTY: New Madrid UTM COORDINATES: X= 808189 /Y= 4046476
1 2-DiGIT HUC: 08010100-0301 LEGAL DESCRIPTION: Land Grant 1107, T22N, R14E

MS Alluvial Basin /
St. Johns Bayou
"Ecological Drainage Unit

EDU": ECOREGION: Mississippi Alluvial Plain

CHARACTERISTICS OF IMPACTED OUTFALLS

DESIGN DISTANCE TO
OUTFALL FLow TREATMENT LEVEL EFFLUENT TYPE CLASSIFIED SEGMENT
(MGD) (M1)

Cooling water, boiler
blowdown, condensate, and
001 524 see permit other small waste streams -0
including submerged flight

conveyor, see permit

003 38 settling Ash settling pond #003 ~0

RECEIVING WATERBODY INFORMATION
WATERBODY NAME: Mississippi River (WBID 3152) cLass: P

PROJECT INFORMATION

DESCRIPTION: The New Madrid Power Plant in Marston, MO is owned and operated by
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. (AECI). The Plant is a steam electrical
power generation facility primarily engaged in the generation of electricity
for distribution and sale located on the western bank of the Mississippi River.
The Plant is categorized by the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) #
4911 and North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) #
221112. This facility includes two (2) 615-megawatt coal-fired cyclone
burner steam electric generating units (Units 1 & 2). The facility’s existing
Missouri State Operating Permit (MSOP) became effective on
January 1, 2020 and expires on December 31, 2024. An application to
modify their operating permit was submitted on May 18, 2021. This facility
has nine (9) outfalls and four (4) permitted features, which are further
described in the effective MSOP.




PROPOSAL;

According to a letter dated July 22, 2021, AECI is proposing to install a
submerged flight conveyor to replace the existing sluice system on Unit 1.
This is being done to comply with United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) regulations related to coal combustion residuals and effluent
limitation guidelines. Currently the bottom ash and slag drop into a water-
filled slag tank, are quenched and ground, and then pumped (sluiced) to the
ash pond for settling treatment and subsequent discharge. The proposed
submerged flight conveyor system will quench the bottom ash and slag in an
open water bath, with these materials settling to the bottom. The conveyor
then will drag these materials out of the bath for dewatering so they can then
be transported via conveyor instead of being pumped (or sluiced) as is done
with the existing system. This will significantly reduce the overall use of
water in the ash management system.

Regarding flows, the existing sluice system requires that water be
continuously fed to keep the slag tank cool, and the existing permit
authorizes a fifty gallon per minute (50 gpm) wastewater stream that
combines with other much larger flows for eventual discharge via Outfall
001. The sluice water waste stream is also authorized in the current
operating permit and is permitted at 6,103 gpm through the ash pond for
settling and eventual discharge via Outfall 003. The proposed submerged
flight conveyor has a maximum design capacity of 3,000 gpm and will be
combined with other flows and be discharged via Ourfall 001.

DISCUSSION:

The proposed modifications to the New Madrid Power Plant are considered a
reconfiguration of existing process flows. These flow changes are very
minimal in comparison to the overall permitted flows Outfalls 001 and 003.
In addition, with the expected reduction in flows associated with the change
to a submerged flight conveyor system, the overall pollutant loading to the
Mississippi River is expected to decrease. These changes are necessary to
address the requirements of EPA’s “Disposal of Coal Combustion Residuals
from Electric Utilities” regulation. This rule is intended to improve the safe
disposal of these residuals and this change is a necessary step in closing the
existing ash pond.

DETERMINATION

The proposed upgrade will not require an antidegradation review according
to Missouri Antidegradation Rule and Implementation Procedure. The
proposed modifications will not result in a new or expanded discharge from
the facility. The flows and pollutant loading are expected to be reduced as a
result of this project.

Date: July 23, 2021
John Rustige, P.E.
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December 8, 2021

Jenny Jones

Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc.
2814 South Golden

P.O. Box 754

Springfield, MO 65801

Re: Antidegradation Applicability Review for Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. - New
Madrid Power Plant, MO-0001171, ACT#1058, New Madrid County

Dear Jenny Jones:

In accordance with the Missouri Antidegradation Rule and Implementation Procedure, your
proposed discharge is not subject to an Antidegradation Review. The enclosed Antidegradation
Applicability Review summarizes this determination based upon your review request received on
September 3, 2021. Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. (AECI) propose to establish Outfall
010 as a non-contact stormwater outfall for the closed inactive lined ash pond and raw water
pond.

This determination does not supersede any requirements of the operating permit or enforcement
actions. Nothing in this review removes any obligations to comply with county or other local
ordinances or restrictions.

You may proceed with submittal of an application for operating permit modification, an
engineering report, and a complete application for a construction permit. These submittals must
reflect the design flow, facility description, and general treatment components of this WQAR or
this preliminary determination may have to be revisited. 10 CSR 20-6.010 now requires all
submittals to include an electronic copy along with a hard paper copy. Typically, this can be
accomplished by enclosing a compact disc or other removable electronic media or email
searchable pdf documents to DNR.WPPEngineerSection@dnr.mo.gov .

Following the department’s public notice of a draft Missouri State Operating Permit, the
department will review any public notice comments received. If significant comments are made,
the project may require another public notice. If no comments are received or comments are
resolved without another public notice, this determination will be considered final. Following
issuance of the construction permit and completion of the actual facility construction, the
department will proceed with the issuance of the operating permit.
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Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Water Protection Program

Water Pollution Control Branch
Engineering Section

Antidegradation Applicability Review

FACILITY INFORMATION

FACILITY NAME:  New Madrid Power Plant PERMIT #:  MO-00011717
COUNTY: New Madrid UTM COORDINATES: X =808646/Y =4045266
¥ 1 1

12-DIGIT HUC: 08010100-0301 LEGAL DESCRIPTION: El\ﬁé‘ SW¥, Section 33, T22N,
ok MS Alluvial Basin/ T —— P ; ;
EDU": St. Johns Bayou ECOREGION: Mississippi Alluvial Plain

‘Ecological Drainage Unit

OUTFALL 010 CHARACTERISTICS

DESIGN FLOW e s o TR EI DISTANCE TO
(CFS) TREATMENT LEVEL EFFLUENT TYPE CLASSIFIED SEGMENT (M)
7 No exposure Stormwater ~0.25
RECEIVING WATERBODY INFORMATION
WATERBODY NAME: Mississippi River CLASS: %

PROJECT INFORMATION
DESCRIPTION: According to a letter dated August 25, 2021, Associated Electrical Cooperative, Inc.
(AECI) is seeking to establish Outfall 010 as a stormwater outfall that will discharge
no contact stormwater from the Closed Inactive Lined Ash Pond (ILAP) and the
Raw Water Pond (RWP)

PROPOSAL: The applicant proposes to establish Outfall 010 as a no-contact stormwater outfall
on the current effective operating permit for New Madrid Power Plant,
MO-0001171. The outfall will discharge no contact stormwater from the ILAP and
RWP.

DISCUSSION: Outfall 003 currently receives water from the RWP and the ILAP. Review of
Discharge Monitoring Report for Outfall 003 for the past 5 years shows only a
single effluent limit exceedance for Oil and Grease in October of 2019, The ILAP
completed closure in January 2021 in accordance with 40 CFR 257.102. This
closure included the grading of existing Coal Combustion Residuals (CCR) for
subgrade elevations, the installation of geomembrane, cover soils, and the
establishment of vegetation. A compliance website is maintained by AECI that
describes the closure plan and CCR closure related activities. The RWP has been
used as a raw water source and has had well water pumped into the basin
periodically to make the RWP more habitable for a fish population. The facility no
longer adds supplemental well water to the Raw Water Pond. No treatment is
anticipated for this discharge other than settling incidental to the pond residence
time.
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