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Facility Type Sewage ADDENDUM APS ID 1064579
Major / Minor Major Authorization ID 1398267

Applicant and Facility Information

Municipal Authority of Westmoreland

Applicant Name County (MAWC) Facility Name Mt Pleasant Borough STP
Applicant Address 124 Park & Pool Road Facility Address 360 Clay Avenue

New Stanton, PA 15672 Mount Pleasant, PA 15666-1910
Applicant Contact Norman Stout Facility Contact Same as applicant
Applicant Phone (724) 755-5921 Facility Phone Same as applicant
Client ID 64197 Site ID 271476
SIC Code 4952 Municipality Mount Pleasant Township
SIC Description Trans. & Utilities - Sewerage Systems County Westmoreland
Date Published in PA Bulletin March 11, 2023 EPA Waived? No
Comment Period End Date April 10, 2023 If No, Reason Major facility
Purpose of Application Application for a renewal of an NPDES permit for discharge of treated Sewage

Internal Review and Recommendations

The draft permit notification was published in the PA Bulletin on March 11, 2023.

The comment period ended on April 10, 2023. Comments were received from US EPA Region Il and the Municipal Authority
of Westmoreland County. This NPDES Permit will be drafted a second time in order to address the changes made as a
result of comments received.

In an email dated March 20, 2023, the DEP received the following comments from US EPA Region Ill. The comments are
reproduced below with DEP responses. The full correspondence can be found in Attachment A.

Regarding RP

Page 12 of the draft fact sheet states “Because MAWC elected to perform 10 additional samples, any samples that were
considered to be “outliers” were removed from consideration.” EPA’s TSD guidance recommends using maximum
concentrations using RP, as does PADEP’s SOP on Establishing WQBELs and Permit Conditions for Toxic Pollutants in
NPDES Permits. Section 3.3.2 of the TSD guidance states that its statistical approach for RP assessments takes into
account effluent variability and inherent uncertainty due to limited number of data, and uses the maximum concentration to
evaluate RP. PADEP’s SOP states for sample sizes less than 10 the maximum reported effluent concentration should be
used, and for sample sizes greater than or equal to 10 the average monthly effluent concentration (AMEC) should be used
as determined by TOXCONC. It further states that “For sample sizes less than 10, the application manager may not remove
data perceived to be outliers unless there are extenuating circumstances such as laboratory or sampling error that are
documented in the fact sheet. For sample sizes greater than or equal to 10, if outliers are suspected, the median rather than
the AMEC should be used to determine whether a pollutant is a candidate for modeling.” In either case, the SOP does not
instruct permit writers to remove data that are perceived to be outliers. EPA’s concern is that removing outliers could remove
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a valid high data point that would otherwise be used in the RP assessment. EPA’s Guidance for Data Quality Assessment
(https://www.epa.gov/sites/default/files/2015-06/documents/g9-final.pdf) discusses some of the outlier tests that are available
for use, but also provides a number of cautions. In section 4.4.1, it explains that outlier tests alone cannot determine whether
a statistical outlier should be discarded within a data set. This decision should be based on judgmental or scientific grounds.
It also explains that discarding an outlier from a data set should be done with extreme caution, particularly for environmental
data sets, which often contain legitimate extreme values. If PADEP is going to remove outliers, the fact sheet should fully
document the test(s) that was used and include a justification for the decision to discard any data value(s) such as those
described in PADEP’s SOP.

DEP Response: Based on EPA comments, RP for all toxic pollutant was re-evaluated according to DEP SOP
“Establishing Water-Quality Based Effluent Limitations (WQBELS) and Permit Conditions for Toxic Pollutants in
NPDES Permits for Existing Dischargers” (SOP No. BCW-PMT-037, Rev. May 20, 2021). For all toxics with 10 or more
samples, the available data was analyzed to determine if outlier values were suspected. If no outliers were
suspected, the samples were analyzed in TOX_CONC to determine the AMEC value. If outliers were suspected, the
median of the samples was taken. Outlier values were not disregarded. Outliers were only suspected for Free
Cyanide so the median value of the available samples for Free Cyanide was entered into the TMS. Outliers were not
suspected for Total Copper, Dissolved Iron, Chloroform, Dichlorobromomethane, Benzo(k)fluoranthene, Bis(2-
Ethylhexyl)Phthalate, or Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene so the AMEC value was entered into the TMS for those parameters.
The decision matrix can be found in the table below, TOX_CONC Modeling can be found in Attachment B, and TMS
Modeling can be found in Attachment C.

Parameter Are there more Is an outlier AMEC or MEDIAN TMS Input Value
than 10 samples? | suspected? (ng/L)
Total Copper Yes No AMEC 11.56

Free Cyanide Yes Yes MEDIAN 7

Dissolved Iron Yes No AMEC 54.26
Chloroform Yes No AMEC 19.6
Dichlorobromomethane Yes No AMEC 5.06
Benzo(k)fluoranthene Yes No AMEC 0.373
Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate Yes No AMEC 2.22
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene Yes No AMEC 0.47

Regarding WET

For the permit renewal, MAWC performed 3 chronic WET Tests at a TIWC of 95%. It is understood that MAWC did not
acquire the plant until 2020 and the previous permittee had not performed a WET Test for 2019. The NPDES Test of
Significant Toxicity (TST) Technical Document (https://www3.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/ist-techdoc.pdf) and the NPDES Test of
Significant Toxicity Implementation Document (https://www3.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/wet final tst implementation2010.pdf)
explain that in order to evaluate Reasonable Potential (RP) using the TST, 4 WET tests are necessary. The documents state
that a minimum of four valid WET tests are necessary to address effluent representativeness. Therefore, since there are only
3 WET tests available, it is EPA’s expectation that the first WET test conducted during the first year of permit reissuance will
be considered the fourth test necessary to complete the WET RP assessment using the current dilution series. PADEP will
need to evaluate RP after the receipt of the fourth WET test and may need to amend the permit to include WET limits if RP is
documented.

DEP Response: MAWC submitted 2023 WET Testing to the DEP on May 17, 2023. In accordance with the above
comment, DEP re-evaluated RP including 2023 WET Test (see Attachment D). RP was not established therefore no
WET limits will be added to the permit. The TIWC remains 99% and the dilution series remains 25%, 50%, 74%, 99%,
and 100%.

Regarding the CSO Provisions in the LTCP, Fact Sheet, and Permit
a. The draft NPDES permit did not include or authorize discharges from the CSO outfalls in Part A or Part C. Please
revise the NPDES permit accordingly and include the CSO outfall numbers, receiving streams, and locations.

DEP Response: The CSO Outfall list was left out in error and has been added back in the second draft of the NPDES
Permit in Part A. I. F. The CSO Outfall names and locations have also been updated at MAWC’s request.



https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.epa.gov%2Fsites%2Fdefault%2Ffiles%2F2015-06%2Fdocuments%2Fg9-final.pdf&data=05%7C01%7Cgrpolakosk%40pa.gov%7Ccec94d881fd549d331b208db297cf29c%7C418e284101284dd59b6c47fc5a9a1bde%7C0%7C0%7C638149389018641949%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=J3LCNC6LpPKPC3xFeo19jQdanVVgmm4lvTIQaH3pkqQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww3.epa.gov%2Fnpdes%2Fpubs%2Ftst-techdoc.pdf&data=05%7C01%7Cgrpolakosk%40pa.gov%7Ccec94d881fd549d331b208db297cf29c%7C418e284101284dd59b6c47fc5a9a1bde%7C0%7C0%7C638149389018799318%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Dc%2FR7ellX%2FUyL%2F6u9XCw%2BR70KPFv3vC6o2bAIS%2FDKTY%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww3.epa.gov%2Fnpdes%2Fpubs%2Fwet_final_tst_implementation2010.pdf&data=05%7C01%7Cgrpolakosk%40pa.gov%7Ccec94d881fd549d331b208db297cf29c%7C418e284101284dd59b6c47fc5a9a1bde%7C0%7C0%7C638149389018799318%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=okge7%2FZZ3f1GKJFk22%2FnMe9gA6MRNpkRX%2FLPFyJmO2k%3D&reserved=0
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b. Mount Pleasant’s LTCP Update evaluated CSO control alternatives consistent with the 1994 CSO Policy. The LTCP
states that MAWC intends to capture 94% by volume as its performance standard; however, the permit contains the
85% capture WQBEL requirement. The permit needs to include the CSO performance standard for the selected
controls in the approved LTCP. PADEP will need to revise the performance standard to 94% as defined in the LTCP
and LTCP Update.

DEP Response: The Performance Standard in Part C.II.C.2 of the NPDES Permit has been updated to 94% per the
above comment.

c. E. Coli monitoring must be included in post-construction compliance monitoring (PCCM)plans to verify compliance
with the water quality standard and designated uses. The permit record must be revised to include a description of
how PADEP intends to verify compliance with the E. Coli water quality standard for combined sewer discharges.

DEP Response: Language was added in Part C.Il.C.3 of the NPDES Permit to inform the permittee of the E. Coli
monitoring requirement.

d. The compliance schedule and CSO Water Quality-Based Effluent Limit condition, Part C.C.2, does not clearly state
when the performance standard applies which will become effective during this upcoming permit cycle. PADEP
should include the LTCP compliance date as part of the schedule and define when the performance standard
becomes effective.

DEP Response: A milestone was added to the LTCP Implementation Schedule in Part C.1l.C.3 defining the LTCP
Compliance Date and designating when the performance standard becomes effective.

In a letter dated March 24, 2023, the DEP received the following comments from MAWC. The comments are reproduced
below with DEP responses. The full correspondence can be found in Attachment E.

Page 1
Mt. Pleasant Borough STP is technically located in the municipality of Mt. Pleasant Township.

DEP Response: This has been updated in all relevant locations.

Page 3,4
Benzo(k)fluoranthene, Bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene were added to the effluent limitations even
though all the sample results for these parameters were non-detect during the 10 weeks of effluent resampling.

DEP Response: The resampling data does not replace the data provided in the renewal application, it is considered
additional information. It should be noted that the effluent data reported on the NPDES Renewal application did not
meet DEP criteria for resampling, as reflected in the Pre-Draft Letter dated June 28, 2022. MAWC elected to collect
additional data anyway.

Pages 5, 6

The effluent limitations for TRC and CBOD were made significantly more stringent, but the justification for this change is
unclear. What specific data for the model has changed since the previous permit? Did the input data for the stream itself
change, or did the input data for the discharge change?

DEP Response: There are many factors that affect CBODs limitations. First, at the time the last permit was issued
for Mt. Pleasant Borough STP, the DEP was using an older version of the WQM modeling software to evaluate
CBODs, ammonia-nitrogen, and dissolved oxygen. The DEP now uses the most updated version of the software
(WQM7.0). MAWC is advised to refer to Page 11 of the first Draft NPDES Fact Sheet for a comprehensive listing of
model inputs. It should also be noted that Mt. Pleasant Borough STP can immediately comply with the updated
CBOD:s effluent limitations, as determined by a review of past eDMR data. The most updated version of the TRC
model was used for this permit renewal and likely explains the change in effluent limitations for TRC.
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Page 6

The BOD influent and TSS influent monitoring requirements were changed from “Report Daily Max” to “Report Weekly
Average.” The DEP Influent & Process Control Supplemental Report form does not calculate maximum weekly averages. It
only calculates the maximum daily value. Therefore, MAWC requests that the BOD influent and TSS influent monitoring
requirements remain as “Report Daily Max.”

DEP Response: The requested changes were made.

Page 7
The fact sheet states that the weekly average concentration limits for ammonia nitrogen were removed, but there are still
values listed in this column in the effluent limitations table in Part A.

DEP Response: The statement on Page 13 of the first Draft NPDES Fact Sheet may have been misleading.
According to DEP SOP “Establishing Effluent Limitations for Individual Sewage Permits” (BCW-PMT-003, Rev.
March 24, 2021), only average monthly mass loading limits are generally established for ammonia-nitrogen.
Therefore, the previously-imposed average weekly mass loading limits were removed during this permit cycle.
Average weekly concentration limits for ammonia-nitrogen will remain in the permit.

Pages 3,4, 7

MAWC believes that a sample frequency of 1/week is excessive for non-conventional parameters (Total Copper, Free
Cyanide, Benzo(k)fluoranthene, Dichlorobromomethane, Bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate, Chloroform, Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene,
Dissolved Iron, Total Zinc) that have been added to this permit for the first time. The sampling cost for Mt. Pleasant Borough
STP is going to increase substantially when going from 0 samples per year to 52 samples per year for these parameters,
especially since some of them are VOCs and SVOC:s.

DEP Response: For pollutants where only monitoring is required, DEP can decrease the sampling frequency from
l/week to 1/month. This would apply to Dissolved Iron and Total Zinc. For pollutants that have a numeric effluent
limitation, the sampling frequency must remain at 1/week. Thus, sampling for Total Copper, Free Cyanide,
Chloroform, Dichlorobromomethane, Benzo(k)fluoranthene, Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene
will remain at 1/week.

Page 25
The permit states that no stormwater shall be directly admitted to the sanitary sewers, but this is a combined sewer system.

DEP Response: This language is a standard condition but has been removed in the second draft of the NPDES
Permit for clarity.

The permit states that no hauled-in waste can be accepted when the instantaneous flow exceeds 3.0 MGD, but the hydraulic
design capacity of the plant (1.5 MGD) multiplied by a peaking factor of three is 4 MGD.

DEP Response: Part C.I.C has been updated to reflect the correct value of 4.0 MGD.
The CSO outfalls are not listed in Part A.

DEP Response: The CSO Outfall list was left out in error and has been added back in the second draft of the NPDES
Permit in Part A. I. F. The CSO Outfall names and locations have also been updated at MAWC’s request.

Page 26
MAWC is not responsible for street cleaning or cleaning storm sewers. This work is the responsibility of the municipality (Mt.
Pleasant Borough).

DEP Response: DEP acknowledges this comment. No changes will be made to the NPDES permit.

Please provide clarification on the specific requirements for implementation of a pollution prevention program.
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DEP Response: EPA Guidance Document “Combined Sewer Overflows: Guidance for Nine Minimum Controls”
(1995) lists the following activities as potential components of a Pollution Prevention Plan:
e Street cleaning: either mechanically or by flushing during dry periods
e Public education programs to bring awareness to the issue and provide guidance on proper disposal of
different types of wastes
Solid waste collection and recycling
Product ban/substitution
Control of product use (i.e. fertilizer, road salt)
Control of illegal dumping
Bulk refuse disposal
Hazardous waste collection
Water conservation
Commercial/industrial pollution prevention

MAWC is advised to refer to the two following EPA Guidance documents in addition to the list above: “Stormwater
Management for Industrial Activities: Developing Pollution Prevention Plans and Best Management Practices”
(1992) and “Municipal Wastewater Management Fact Sheets — Storm Water Best Management Practices” (1993). If
MAWC has specific questions about the Pollution Prevention Plan for Mt. Pleasant Borough STP, they may submit
the plan to the DEP for review.

Please provide clarification on the specific requirements for public notification. Does posting signs at each CSO outfall satisfy
this requirement?

DEP Response: EPA Guidance Document “Combined Sewer Overflows: Guidance for Nine Minimum Controls”
(1995) states the following about the public notification minimum control: “the intent of the eighth minimum control,
public notification, is to inform the public of the location of CSO outfalls, actual occurrences of CSOs, the possible
health and environmental effects of CSOs, and the recreational or commercial activities (e.g. swimming and
shellfish harvesting) curtailed as a result of CSOs. Public notification is of particular concern at beach and
recreation areas directly or indirectly affected by CSOs. Potential risk is generally indicated by the exceedance of
relevant water quality criteria.”

While the selection of appropriate control measures is best left up to MAWC, the DEP recommends implementing a
system to notify resident when a CSO event occurs, in addition to posting signs at each CSO outfall. The above-
referenced EPA Guidance also provides a list of potential control measures to implement for the Public Notification
minimum control.

Please provide clarification on the specific requirements for monitoring CSO outfalls to characterize impacts and efficacy of
controls. Do twice weekly and post-rain event inspections of the outfall pipe to visually check for debris and other visible
stream impacts satisfy this requirement?

DEP Response: The ninth minimum control involves visual inspections and other simple methods to determine the
occurrence and apparent impacts of CSOs. This minimum control is an initial characterization of the Combined
Sewer System (CSS) to collect and document information on overflow occurrences and known water quality
problems and incidents that reflect use impairments caused by CSOs. This minimum control is the precursor to the
more extensive characterization and monitoring efforts to be conducted as part of the LTCP to assess changes in
pollutant loadings or receiving water conditions. Chapter 10 of EPA’s manual “Combined Sewer Overflow —
Guidance for Nine Minimum Controls (May 1995)” addresses the requirements associated with the ninth minimum
control — Monitoring to Characterize CSO Impacts and the Efficacy of CSO Controls.

In general, as long as MAWC is fulfilling the obligations as set forth in the previously-approved Nine Minimum
Controls Plan, the requirements under this NMC are considered satisfied. However, MAWC must evaluate and
determine if the information received through this monitoring requirement is working toward overall compliance
with EPA’s CSO Control Policy.

Pages 29-31
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The Pretreatment Program section is written for continued implementation of an existing program, rather than for
development of a new program. Mt. Pleasant Borough STP is not currently covered by an EPA-approved Pretreatment
Program.

DEP Response: For permittees with existing Pretreatment Programs, the DEP has elected to include the Part C
Condition “POTW Pretreatment Program Implementation” per the recommendation of the EPA. It is expected that
permittees with existing Pretreatment Programs will incorporate POTWs not previously covered under the
Pretreatment Program into their existing ones.

Page 32

MAWC does not believe that Benzo(k)fluoranthene, Bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene should be
included in the WQBELSs table and TRE requirement because all of the sample results for these parameters were non-detect
during the 10 weeks of effluent sampling.

DEP Response: Refer to Attachment D for the updated modeling for Benzo(k)fluoranthene, Bis(2-
ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene.

Pages 32-33

The Final WQBEL Compliance Report schedule for Mt. Pleasant Borough STP is more stringent than the schedule that was
included in the draft permit for Jeannette WWTP. Why would these timeframes not be consistent for all facilities that are
subject to this requirement?

DEP Response: Compliance schedules are, to some extent, up to the discretion of the permit writer. Most
compliance schedules last 2 years. MAWC may request a reasonable extension (with supporting justification and
evidence) from the DEP if they feel that the compliance schedule associated with the new TRC limits to the TRE is
not feasible.

Page 39

The stormwater outfalls listed in this table do not include two roof drains shown on the “Mount Pleasant Borough Sewage
Treatment Plant Proposed Outfall Locations for the Municipal Authority of Westmoreland County” map that was included as
an attachment to the permit renewal application. Are roof drain outfall pipes not required to be counted as stormwater
outfalls?

DEP Response: The roof drains were left out of the Draft NPDES Permit due to a miscommunication. Roof Drain 1
will be added to the permit as Stormwater Outfall 024 and Roof Drain 2 will be added to the permit as Stormwater
Outfall 025, to comply with the current numbering scheme. Stormwater Outfall 021 was removed from the permit at
the request of Gibson-Thomas Engineering.

Questions/Comments Regarding the Fact Sheet

Pages 12-13

Attachment E

The CBODS5 output lists 17.85 mg/L, but the draft permit lists 17.0 mg/L.

DEP Response: Page 13 of the Draft Fact Sheet indicates that any Mass Loading Limitations have been rounded
according to DEP rounding guidance. DEP rounding guidance can be found in Chapter 5, Section C.2 of “Technical
Guidance for the Development and Specification of Effluent Limitations and Other Permit Conditions in NPDES
Permits” (362-0400-001).

Attachment F

Why is the “Chlorine Demand of Discharge” input 0?

Why is the Decay Coefficient (K)” left blank?

DEP Response: These are model defaults for the TRC_CALC program.

Attachment J
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For Total Copper, Dichlorobromomethane, Benzo(k)fluoranthene, bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate, and indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene,
there is an extra sample result labeled 05/27/22 that was not part of this resampling.

DEP Response: The sample result labeled 05/27/22 reflected the data provided on the NPDES Renewal Application.
The NPDES Renewal Application data was still considered as part of the reasonable potential analysis.

For Dichlorobromomethane, there is a missing sample results of 0.620 pg/L from 8/31/22.

DEP Response: Previously, this has been identified as the “outlier” value for Dichlorobromomethane. It has been
included in the new AMEC analysis.

For Benzo(k)fluoranthene, bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene, the less than symbol was not included to
show that these were all non-detect results.

DEP Response: All of the comments on Attachment J of the previous Fact Sheet are addressed in the re-run of the
TMS, which can be found in Attachment C of this Fact Sheet.

DEP would also like to note that both the first draft of this NPDES Permit (issued on February 24, 2023) and in the
enclosed draft of this NPDES permit includes an updated LTCP Compliance Schedule. MAWC requested an
extension to the LTCP Implementation Schedule within their NPDES Permit Renewal Application in May 2022. DEP
approved the new timeline on November 9, 2022 (as stated in the previous Fact Sheet).

Upon review of the previous/current active NPDES Permit, it is clear that a CSO performance standard is not
included in the permit and the only LTCP Implementation Schedule listed consists of Interim Milestones only,
without indication of a Final Compliance Date in which DEP and EPA expect the permittee to comply with Water
Quality Standards. Per a discussion between DEP and US EPA Region Ill personnel on July 12, 2023, extending
Interim Milestones does not require an anti-backsliding analysis. Additionally, this second draft of the NPDES
permit includes a CSO Performance Standard in Part C.1l.C.2 and an LTCP Implementation Schedule with a Final
Compliance Date in Part C.1I.C.3. Including a CSO Performance Standard and a Final Compliance Date within the
NPDES permit, makes the enclosed draft NPDES permit more stringent than the one that was previously issued.
Thus, no anti-backsliding analysis has been conducted for this permit cycle.

The permittee should note, however, that if an extension to the LTCP compliance schedule is proposed during this
upcoming permit cycle, they must submit an application for a Major NPDES Amendment that includes appropriate
justification for their requests.
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Polakoski, Grace

From: Fultan, Jennifer <FultonJennifer@epa.govs

Sent: Monday, March 20, 2023 3:55 PM

To: Polakaski, Grace

Cc lasmin, Mahbuba; Furjanic, Sean; Schumack, Maria; Martinsen, Jessica; Hales, Dana;
Shuart, Ryan

Subject: [External] Mount Pleasant Borough (PADD21148)

Attachments: 415 POLICY WP Mema to Begin Rulemaking Chapter 92a - final approved pdf,

CSO_LETTER_TO_EPA_09June2020_pdf

ATTENTION: This emall message is from on external sender. Do not apen links or attachments from uaknown senders. To
report suspicious email, use the Report Phishing button in Outiook.

Grace,

According to our Memorandum of Agreement, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Region |l has received the
revised draft National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit for:

Mount Pleasant Borough

Muncipal Authority of Westmoreland County (MAWC)
NPDES Number: PADOZ1148

EPA Received: 2/28/2023

30-day response due date: 3,/30/2023

This is a major permit that discharges to Shupe Run. EPA has chosen to perform a limited review of the following: the
C50 provisions; WET; Pretreatment Requirements; the compliance schedule and RP analysis for total copper, free
cyanide, dissolved iron, total zinc, total residual chlorine, dichlorobromamethane, benzolk)fluoranthene, bis(2-
Ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and indena(1,2, 3-cd)pyrene. EPA has completed its review and offers the following comments:

Regarding RP

1. Page 12 of the draft fact sheet states “Because MAWC elected to perform 10 additional samples, any samples
that were considered to be “outliers” were removed from consideration”. EPA’s TSD guidance recommends
using maximum concentrations to evaluate RP, as does PADEP's S0P on Establishing WQBELs and Permit
Conditions for Toxic Pollutants in NPDES Permits. Section 3.3.2 of the TSD guidance states that its statistical
approach for RP assessments takes into account effluent variability and inherent uncertainty due to limited
number of data, and uses the maximum concentration to evaluate RP. PADEP's S0P states for sample sizes less
than 10 the maximum reported effluent concentration should be used, and for sample sizes greater than or
equal to 10 the average monthly effluent concentration (AMEC) should be used as determined by TOXCOMC. It
further states that “For sample sizes less than 10, the application manager may not remove data perceived to be
outliers unless there are extenuating circumstances such as laboratory or sampling error that are documented in
the fact sheet. For sample sizes greater than or equal to 10, if outliers are suspected, the median rather than
the AMEC should be used to determine whether a pollutant is a candidate for modeling.” In either case, the SOP
does not instruct permit writers to remove data that are perceived to be outliers. EPA's cancern is that
removing outliers could remove a valid high data point that would otherwise be used in the RP assessment.
EPA’s Guidance for Data Quality Assessment (https:/f'www . epa.gov/sites/default/files/2015-06/documents/g9-
final.pdf) discusses some of the outlier tests that are available for use, but also provides a number of cautions. In
section 4.4.1, it explains that outlier tests alone cannot determine whether a statistical outlier should be
discarded within a data set. This decision should be based on judgmental or scentific grounds. It also explains
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that discarding an outlier from a data set should be done with extreme caution, particularly for environmental
data sets, which often contain legitimate extreme values. If PADEP is going to remove outliers, the fact sheet
should fully document the test(s) that was used and include a justification for the decision to discard any data
valuels) such as those described in PADEP's SOP.

Regarding WET

2.

For the permit renewal, MAWC performed 3 chronic WET Tests at a TIWC of 95%. It is understood that MAWC
did mot acquire the plant until 2020 and the previous permittee had not performed a WET Test for 2019, The
MPDES Tast of Significant Toxicity [TST) Technical Document (https:/Swww3 epa. gov/npdes/pubs/tst-
techdoc.pdf) and the NPDES Test of Significant Toxicity Implementation Documeant
(https:/Ywwwi.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/wet final tst implementation2010.pdf) explain that in order to evaluate
Reasonable Potential (RP) using the T5T, 4 WET tests are necessary. The documents state that a minimum of
four valid WET tests are necessary to address effluent representativeness. Therefore, since there are only 3 WET
tests available, it is EPA’s expectation that the first WET test conducted during the first year of the permit
reissuance will be considered the fourth test necessary to complete the WET RP assessment using the current
dilution series. PADEP will need to evaluate RP after receipt of the fourth WET test and may need amend the
permit to include WET limits if RP is documented.

Regarding the CSO Provisions in the LTCP, Fact Sheet and Permit

3.

‘We would like to note that EPA"s review of the C50 portion of this permit reflects the recent understanding
between the EPA Region Ill Water Director and PADEP Deputy Secretary for Water Programs regarding how to
proceed with reissuance of permits with C50s and LTCPs consistent with Section 402(q) of the CWA and EPA's
1994 CS0 Policy. Asyou know, consistent with that understanding, PADEP has committed to making changes to
its CSO program as noted in its June 9, 2020 letter to EPA and its April 15, 2020 memo (see attached). PADEP's
memo documents its commitment to initiate the regulatory revisions process for modifying its compliance
schedule regulations at 25 Pa. Code § 92a.51(a), so that schedules for LTCP implementation can be placed in an
MPDES permit. PADEP will draft CS0 permits using the template language agreed upon by PADEP and EPA. EPA
notes that once PADEP's compliance schedule regulations are revised and final, the template language will need
to be modified to incorporate a CS0 compliance schedule that meets the requirements of 40 CFR 122.47 and
includes the final compliance date far LTCP implementation. EPA's Phase 2 e-Reporting rule requires electronic
reporting of Sewer Overflow/Bypass Events, and PADEP will need to make modifications to this template that
will be necessary to address the reguirements of the e-Reporting rule that is effective at the time that the
permit is issued.

In addition, consistent with the understanding between EPA and PADEP, since PADEP's proposed seasonal E. coli
became effective in March 2021, PADEP will begin to incorporate E. coli monitoring in subsequently reissued
MPDES permits and ensure it is included in CSO post-construction compliance monitoring (PCCM) plans to verify
compliance with water quality standards and designated uses. Consistent with the CS0 Policy, EPA notes that
there will also need to be a requirement added to implement a PCCM plan with an established schedule in
MNPDES permits ance a facility begins to implement its approved plan.

EPA offers the following CS0 commeants based an the draft permit, LTCP and supporting documents

a. The draft NPDES permit did not include or authorize discharges from the CS0 outfalls in Part A or Part C.
Please revise the MPDES permit accordingly and include the CSO outfall numbers, recelving streams and
locations.

b. Mount Pleasant’s LTCOP Update evaluated CS0 control alternatives consistent with the 1994 S0 Palicy.
The LTCP states that MAWC intends to capture 94% by volume as its performance standard; however,
the permit contains the 85% capture WQOBEL requirement. The permit needs to include the CS0
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performance standard for the selected controls in the approved LTCP. PADEP will need to revise the
performance standard to 94% as defined in the LTCP and LTCP Update.

c. E. coli monitoring must be included in post-construction compliance monitoring {PCCM) plans to verify
compliance with the water guality standard and designated uses. The permit record must be revised to
include a description of how PADEP intends to verify compliance with the E. coll water guality standard
for combined sewer discharges.

d. The compliance schedule and C50 Water Quality-Based Effluent Limit condition, Part C.C.2, does not
clearly state when the performance standard applies which will become effective during this upcoming
permit cycle. PADEP should include the LTCP compliance date as part of the schedule and define when
the performance standard becomes effective.

Please address the above and pravide us with any changes to the draft permit and/or fact sheet, if necessary.
Should you have any questions, please feel free to reach out to Ryan Shuart, copled on this email. If there are any
additional changes to the permit documents, please be sure to reach out to EPA as additional review may be

MECessary.
Thank you,
len Fulton
180 Sy, Jennifer Fulton (she/her)

1-“”“ e Acting Chief, Clean Water Branch

- % US EPA Mid-Atlantic Region

%& | Phone 304-234-0248

Y rwﬁ_dg Emiail fulton.jennifer @epa.gov

f v
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ATTACHMENT B:
TOX CONC Model Results
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Facility: Mt Pleasant Borough STP
NPDES #: PADD21148
Qutfall No: 001
n ({Samples/Month): 4
Reviewer/Permit Engineer: GRP
Parameter Name enzo(kjfluoranthene
Units pgll
Detection Limit 0.315
Sample Date When entering values below the detection limit, enter "ND" or use the < notation {eg. <0.02)
05127122 0.135
07127122 <312
08/03/22 <309
08/10/22 <312
08/17/22 <312
08/24/22 <312
08/31/22 0315
09/07/22 <306
09/14/22 <309
09/21/22 <312
09/28/22 <306
Parameter Distribution Applied | Coefficient of Variation (daily) | Avg. Monthly
enzolk)fluoranthene (p o/l Delta-Lognarmal 0.2444981 03731036
Facility: Mt Pleasant Borough STP
NPDES #: PADD21148
Outfall No: 001
n (Samples/Month): 4
Reviewer/Permit Engineer: GRP
Parameter Name [2-Ethyihexyd)Phthalate
Units pg/ll
Detection Limit 1.49
Sample Date When entering values below the detection limit, enter "ND" or use the < notation {eg. <0.02)
05127122 27
07127122 <148
08/03/22 <146
08/10/22 <1 48
08/17/22 <1 48
08/24/22 <148
08/31/22 149
09/07/22 <145
09/14/22 <146
09/21/22 <148
09/28/22 <145
Parameter Distribution Applied | Coefficient of Variation (daily) | Avag. Monthly
2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate (p Delta-Lognormal 0.3040141 22190183
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Facility: Mt Pleasant Bora STP
NPDE S #: PADDZ21148
Qutfall No: 001
n {Samples/Month): 4
Reviewer/Permit Engineer: GRP
Parameter Name Chlaroform
Units pgll
Detection Limit 04
Sample Date When entering values below the detection limit, enter "ND" or us e the < notation {eg. <0.02)
05127122 207
08/03/22 163
08/10/22 11.5
08/17/22 10
08/24/22 13
08/31/22 416
09/07/22 658
09/14/22 146
09/21/22 12.4
09/28/22 883
10112122 959
Parameter Distribution Applied | Coefficient of Variation (daily) | Avg. Monthly
Chlaraform (pail) Lognormal 0. 4648595 19.6054488
Facility: Mt Pleasant Boro STP
NPDES #: PAQNO21148
Qutfall No: 001
n (Samples/Month): 4
Reviewer/Permit Engineer: GRP

Parameter Name

thlorobromomethane

Units pg/l
Detection Limit 0s
Sample Date When entering values below the detection limit, enter "ND" or use the < notation (eg. <0.02)
05/27/22 25
08/03/22 341
08/10/22 298
0817122 33
08/24/22 383
08/31/22 0.62
09/07/22 1.22
09/14/22 4
09/21/22 248
09/28/22 1.67
10/12/22 1.86
Parameter Distribution Applied | Coefficient of Variation (daily) | Avag. Monthly
chlorobromomethane (g Lognormal 06134639 5.0692298
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Facility: Mt Pleasant Boro STP
NPDES #: PADO21148
Outfall No: 001
n (Samples/Month): 4
ReviewerPermit Engineer: GRP
Parameter Name Dissolved Iron
Units pg/l
Detection Limit 20
Sample Date When entering values below the detection limit, enter "ND" or us e the < notation (eg. <0.02)
05/27122 64
07127122 31
08/03/22 37
06/10/22 21
08/17/22 46
06/24/22 23
08/31/22 39
09/07/22 36
09/14/22 <20
09/21/22 30
09/28/22 48
Parameter Distribution Applied | Coefficient of Variation (daily) | Avag. Monthly
Dissolved lran (pa'l) Delta-Lognormal 03738918 24 2610333
Facility: Mt Pleasant Borough STP
NPDES #: PAQDO21148
QOutfall No: 001
n (Samples/Month): 4
Reviewer/Permit Engineer: GRP
Parameter Name deo(1.2,3-cd)Pyrene
Units pg/l
Detection Limit 0.369
Sample Date When entering values below the detection limit, enter "ND" or us e the < notation (eg. <0.02)
05/27/22 0.125
07/27122 <0.365
08/03/22 <0.362
08/10/22 <0.363
08/17122 <0.365
08/24/22 <0.365
08/31/22 0.369
09/07122 <0.358
09/14/22 <0.362
09/21/22 <0.363
09/28/22 <0.358
Parameter Distribution Applied | Coefficient of Variation (daily) | Avg. Monthly
deo(1,2, 3-cd)Pyrene (pg/ Delta-Lognarmal 03216236 04709753
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Facility: Mt Pleasant Boro STP
NPDES #: PADO21148
Qutfall No: 001
n (Samples/Month): 4
Reviewer/Permit Engineer: GRP
Parameter Name Total Copper
Units pg/l
Detection Limit b
Sample Date When entering values below the detection limit, enter "ND" or us e the < notation {eg. <0.02)
0527122 11
0727122 10
08/03/22 10
08/10/22 9
08/17/22 10
08/24/22 9
08/31/22 12
09/07/22 9
09/14/22 8
09/21/22 10
09/26/22 12
Parameter Distribution Applied | Coefficient of Variation {daily) | Avg. Monthly
Total Copper (uagil) Lognormal 01262327 11.5647064
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ATTACHMENT C:
TMS Revised Model Results
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pEnnsylvania Toxics Management Spreadsheet

Jr- DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL Vieriom 13, a2t
PROTECTION

Discharge Information

Stream
Facility: Mount Pleasant STP NPDES Permit No.: PADD21148 Outfall No.: 001
Evaluation Type: Major Sewage ! Industrial Waste Wastewater Description: sewage
Discharge Characteristics
Design Fl.nw Hardness (mg/l)" pH (SUJ Partial Mix Factors (PMFs) Complete Mix Times (min)
(MGD) AFC CFC THH CRL Q7.40 Qy
1.5 100 T3
0 if felt Wank 0.5 if ki biank Q if faft bank 1 i feft bhank
Max Discharge | Trib |Stream| Daily |Hourly] Strea | Fate Criteri | Chem
Discharge Pollutant Links Conc conc | conc | ev | ev | mev | coetr| FO5 |amod|Transi
Total Dissohed Solids (PWS) mig/L 517
"= |Chioride (PWS) mogiL 165
E Bromide mg/L 0.273
0 |Sulfate (PWS) mgyL 1050
|Fluoride (PWS) mg/L
Total Aluminum pg'L 75
Total Antimony pg'L 0.3
Total Arsenic HgiL < 0.4
Total Barium pgiL [}
Total Baryllium pg'L = 1
Total Boron pg'L 135
Total Cadmium HgiL < 0.1
Total Chromium (111} pgiL < 2
|Hexavalent Chromium pg'L 0.2
Total Cobalt pg'L = 0.2
Total Copper HgiL 11.56
= [Free Cyanida pgiL 7
3 [Total Cyanide pgiL 3
(5 |Disscived lron pgiL 54.26
Total Iran pgiL 57.4
Total Lead pg'l | < 0.3
Total Manganese pg'L 10
Total Marcury pgL = 0.1
Total Mickel pg'l | = 2
Total Phenols (Phenolics) (PWS) pgL 27
Total Selenium pg'L = 0.5
Total Silver pgL = 0.2
Total Thallium pgiL < 0.05
Total Zinc pgL 28
Total Molybdenum pg'L = 4
Acrolein pgL = 0.9
Acrylamide pgiL <
Acrylonitrile pglL = 0.3
Benzena pg'L = 0.04
Bromaoform pgl | = 0.1
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Carbon Tetrachloride pg/L 0.1
Chiorobenzene pgL 0.07
Chiorodibromomethana pgL 0.07
Chioroathane pg/L 0.06
2-Chloroethyl Vinyl Ether pg/L < 0.1
Chiloroform pgL 196
Dichlorobromomethane poL 5.08
1,1-Dichloroethane pgll = 0.06
= |1.2-Dichloroethans pgll = 0.08
& |1.1-Dichloroethylens pglL = 0.07
2 |1,2-Dichloropropane pgll | = 0.1
o 1,3-Dichloropropylena pgll = 0.06
1,4-Dioxane pgll = 0.1
Ethylbenzens pglL = 0.06
|Methy] Bromide poL = 0.1
[Methid Chioride gl | = 0.08
|Methyiens Chioride pgiL 0.02
1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorcethane Hog'L 0.1
Tetrachloroathylena poL 0.08
Toluene pgll 0.06
1,2-trans-Dichloroethylane pgll = 0.1
1,1,1-Trichloroethane pgll | = 10.06
1,1,2-Trichlormethane poiL = 0.08
Trichloroathylana pg/L = 0.1
‘Winyl Chloride pg/L = 0.1
2-Chlorophencl pgll | = 10.08
2,4-Dichlorophenal poiL = 0.07
2,4-Dimethylphanol pg/L = 0.4
4, 5-Dinitro-o-Cresaol pg/L = 0.11
7 [2.4-Dinitroghencl ugll | = 0.04
5 2-Mitrophenal poiL = 2.9
8 |4-Mitrophanal pg/L = 0.04
p-Chloro-m-Cresol pg/L = 0.08
Pentachlorophenol pglL = 0.1
Phenol pglL = 0.04
2.4 6-Trichlorophanol pgll < 0.08
Acenaphthena pgll = 0.1
Acenaphthylene pglL = 0.08
Anthracene pglL = 0.08
Benzidine pgll < 4.9
Benzo(a)Anthracens pgll = 0.06
Benzo(a)Pyrene pglL = 0.07
3,4-Banzoflucranthene pglL = 0.04
Benzo(ghijPerylens pgll < 0.08
Benzo(k)Fluoranthene pgll 0.373
Bis{2-Chloroethowy)Methane pglL 0.08
Bis{2-Chloroathyl)Ether pglL = 0.07
Bis(2-Chlorisopropyl JEther pgll 0.08
Bis(2-Ethylhexyl \Phthalate pgll 222
4-Bromophemy Phenyl Ether pgL = 0. 106
Butyl Banzyl Phthalate pg/L < 0.06
2-Chloronaphthalene pg/L < 0.08
4-Chlorophenyl Phenyl Ether pgL = 0.08
Chirysene pgL = 0.07
Dibenzofa,h)Anthrancens pg/L < 0.05
1,2-Dichlorobanzane pg/L < 0.08
1,3-Dichlorobanzans pgL = 0.07
wn |1,4-Dichlorobenzens pgL = 0.08
£ 13, 3-Dichlorobenzidine pg/L < 0.1
2 |Diethyl Phthalate pg/L .65
o Dimethyl Phihalate pgL = 0.23
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate poL 0.485
2 4-Dinitrotoluene pgll = 0.8

19




NPDES Permit Fact Sheet
Mt Pleasant Borough STP

NPDES Permit No. PA0021148

2,6-Dinitrotoluene pgl | = 0.01
Di-n-Octyl Phithalate pgll | = 0.07
1,2-Diphanylhydrazine pgl | = 0.11
Fluoranthena pgl | = 0.08
Fluorena pgl | = 0.1
Hexachlorobenzene pgll | = 0.08
Hexachlorobutadiene pgll | = 0.08
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene pgll | = 0.04
Hexachlorosethane pgll | = 0.06
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrena pgil 047
Isophorone pgll | = 0.08
Maphthalene pgll | = 0.08
Mitrobanzena pgll | = 0.06
n-Mitrosodimethylamine pgll | = 0.06
n-Mitrosodi-n-Propylamine pgll | = 0.08
n-Mitrosodiphenylamine pgll | = 0.2
Phenanthrena pgll | = 0.08
Pyrens pgil 0.252
1,2 4-Trichlorobenzene pgll | = 0.08
Aldrin pgll | =
alpha-BHC pgll | =
bata-BHC pgll | =
gamma-BHC pgll | =
dalta BHC pgll | =
Chiordanea pgll | =
4,4-00T pgll | =
4,4-DDE pgll | =
d,4-DDD pgll | =
Dialdrin pgll | =
alpha-Endosulfan pgll | =
bata-Endosulfan pgll | =

i:;_ Endosulfan Sulfate pgll | =

2 |Endrin pgll | =

¢ |Endrin Aldahyde pgll | =
Heptachlor pgll | =
Heptachlor Epoxide pgl | =
FCB-1016 pgl | =
PCB-1221 pgl | =
FPCB-1232 pgl | =
PCB-1242 pgl | =
FCB-1248 pgl | =
PCB-1254 pgl | =
PCB-1260 pgl | =
PCBs, Total pgl | =
Toxaphens pgll | =
23,7 8-TCDD ngl | =
Gross Alpha pCifL

 |Total Bela pCilL | =

8 [Radium 226/228 pCilL | =

2 |Total Strontium gl | =

o Total Uranium pgl | =
Dsmotic Pressure mids’kg
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Stream / Surface Water Information

NPDES Permit No. PA0021148

Mount Pleasant STP, NFDES Permit Mo. PAD021148, Outfall 001

Receiving Surface Water Name: Shupe Run (WWF) Mo. Reaches to Model: 1 (@ Statewide Criteria
(" Great Lakes Criteria
T Stream Cods® RMI EIE::-fna:IEiun DA (mity* | Slope (R ms{r:g:]?aml Apply Fish Ty ORSANCO Criteria
Paint of Discharge 03ras5a 1.14 1052 3.05
End of Reach 1 03ra58 0.54 1047 3.48
Qran
LF\r - - TTawer n
L san BMI . Flow {::fs.]l W.’I;J Width | Depth |Velocit Time Tributary Stream Analysis
(cfaimi’)" | Stream | Tributary | Ratio | (f) () [vifps)) 0o Hardness* | pH® [ Hardness [ pH
Point of Discharge 1.14 0.0105 28.25 100 T
End of Reach 1 0.54 0.0107 28.25
Qn
i Width [ Depth [Veloct] 0o Tributary Stream Analysis
Locati RMI T
- | ® |yies)| Lo Rardness | _pH_| Hardness | _pH
Point of Discharge 1.14
End of Reach 1 0.54
Model Results Mount Pleasant 5TP, NPDES Permit No. PAD021148, Outfall 001
- Results RETURN TO INPUTS SAVE AS PDF PRINT @ Al D inputs {0 Results () Limits
|v| Hydrodynamics
Q710 e
Stream | PWS Withdrawal | NetStream | Discharge Analysis i | welocity b Complete Mix Time
RMI Slope Depth (ft) | Width (ff) | W/D Ratio Time .
Flow (cfs) (cfs) Flow (cfs) Flow (cfs) pe (fff) i) i (fps) ro— {rmiim)
1.14 0.03 0.03 231 0.002 0.588 16.6 28.25 0.241 0.152 0.004
0.54 0.04 0.037 28.250
Qs
Stream | PWS Withdrawal | MetStream | Discharge Analysis ) | Velocity e Complete Mix Time
RMI Slope Depth (ft) | Width (ff) | W/D Ratio Time .
Flow (cfs) (cfs) Flow (cfs) Flow (cfs) pe (ftit) ) ) ({fps) fr— {rmiin
1.14 0.37 0.37 231 0.002 0,623 16.6 26.642 026 0.141 0.361
0.54 0.413 0.41
1+ Wasteload Allocations
[-] aFc cCT (mink PMF: Analysis Hardness (mg/): Analysis pH: [ 7.29
ST Totream | Trib Conc | Fate WOC WQ Obj
Pollutants E.:-ﬁ. oy Coaf {hglL) - WLA (pgiL) Comments
Total Dissolved Solids [PWS) 0 0 0 MIA [ NIA
Chioride [PWS) 0 0 0 MIA [ NIA
Sulfate (PWS) 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
Total Aluminum 0 1] [1] 750 750 TG0
Total Antimony 0 0 0 1,100 1,100 1,115
Total Arsenic 1] o 0 0 340 345 Chem Translator of 1 applied
Total Barium 0 0 0 21,000 21,000 21,280
Total Boron 0 0 0 8,100 B.100 8212
Total Cadmium [i] 1] [1] 2.014 213 216 Chem Translator of 0044 applied
Total Chromium (I} 1] 0 0 SE0.763 1.803 1,828 Chem Translator of 0316 applied
Hexavalent Chromium [i] 1] [1] 16 16.3 165 Chem Translator of 0082 applied
Total Cobalt 0 0 0 a5 a5.0 96.3
Total Copper 1] 0 0 13,4359 140 14.2 Chem Translator of 0.9 applied
Free Cyanide [i] 1] [1] 22 2210 223
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Dissolved lron 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Total kron 0 0 0 MIA MNIA NiA
Total Lead [i] 1] [1] G4._581 B16 8248 Chem Translator of 0.791 applied
Total Manganese 1] o 0 BiA MUA Ni&
Total Mercury 0 ] Li] 1.400 1.65 1.67 Chem Translator of 0.85 applied
Total Mickel 0 0 0 468 236 [ 476 Chem Translator of 0998 applied
Total Phenols (Phenolics) (FWS) 0 0 0 MIA [ NiA
Total Selenium 1] 0 0 A A NiA Chem Translator of 0922 applied
Taotal Sihver [i] 1] [1] anT 378 3.84 Chem Translator of 0.85 applied
Total Thallium 0 0 0 65 B65.0 55.9
Taotal Zinc 1] 0 0 117.180 120 121 Chem Translator of 0978 applied
Acrolein 0 0 0 3 30 EXi]
Acrylonitrile 0 0 0 650 G50 659
Benzena [i] 1] [1] B0 G40 [ZE]
Bromoform 0 0 0 1,800 1.800 1,825
Carbon Tetrachloride 0 0 0 2,800 2800 2,830
Chiorobenzensa [i] 1] [1] 1,200 1.200 1,217
Chlorodibromomethane 0 0 0 NiA A NiA
2-Chloroathy Vingl Ether 0 0 0 18,000 18,000 18,248
Chloroform 0 0 0 1,900 1.800 1,926
Dichlorobromomethane Ji] a [1] M MN/A NiA
1,2-Dichloroethane 1] 0 0 15,000 15,000 15,207
1,1-Dichloroethylene 0 0 0 7.500 7.500 T.604
1.2-Dichloropropane [i] 1] [1] 11,000 11,000 11,152
1,3-Dichloropropylene 1] 0 0 310 3o 34
Ethylbenzene 0 0 0 2,900 2.800 2,840
Methyl Bromide 0 0 0 550 550 558
Methyl Chloride 0 0 0 28,000 28,000 28,386
Meathylene Chioride 0 0 0 12,000 12,000 12,166
1,1,2.2-Tetrachloroethane [i] 1] [1] 1,000 1.000 1,014
Tetrachloroethylens Ji] o [1] To0 700 T10
Toluens 0 0 0 1,700 1.700 1,723
1,2-trans-Dichloroethylena [i] 1] [1] 6,800 6.800 6,504
1.1,1-Tnchioroethane 0 0 0 3,000 3.000 3,041
1.1,2-Trichloroethane 1] 0 0 3,400 3.400 3,447
Trichloroethylene 0 0 0 2,300 2.300 2,332
inyl Chloride 0 0 0 MIA MIA NiA
2-Chiorophencd 1] o 0 560 560 568
2 4-Dichlorophenol 0 0 0 1,700 1.700 1,723
2 4-Dimathylphenal [i] 1] [1] 5] GED [:E]
4, 6-Dinitro-o-Cresol [i] 1] [1] BO [T 811
2 4-Dinitrophenol 1] ] Li] B&0 GE0 (1]
2-Mitrophenol 0 0 0 8,000 B.000 8,110
d-Mitrophenol 0 0 0 2,300 2.300 2,332
p-Chloro-m-Cresaol 1] 0 0 160 160 162
Pentachlorophenc! [i] 1] [1] 11.724 1.7 119
Phenol 0 0 0 MIA MNIA NiA
2.4 B-Trichlorophenol 0 0 0 AB0 460 466
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Acenaphthene 1] 1] 0 B3 B30 841
Anthracens [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
Benzidine [i] 1] [1] 300 300 304
Benzo{a)Anthracens 1] o 0 0.5 0.5 0.51
Benzo{ajPyrena 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
3.4-Benzofluoranthena [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
Benzo(k)Flucranthens [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
Bis{2-Chloroethyl)Ether 0 ] 0 30,000 30,000 30,414
Bis|2-Chloroisopropyl )Ether [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
Bis{2-EthylhexylPhthalate 0 1] 0 4,500 4,500 4,562
#-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether 1] 1] 0 270 270 274
Butyl Benzyl Phthalate [1] 1] [1] 140 140 142
2-Chloronaphthalena [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
Chrysens 0 1] 0 MIA [ NIA
Dibenzo(a, hjAnthrancens 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
1.2-Dichlorobenzens [i] i] [i] 820 B30 B3
1,3-Dichlorobenzens [i] 1] [1] 350 350 355
1 4-Dichlorobenzens 1] 1] 0 T30 T30 T40
3.3-Dichlorobenzidine 0 1] 0 MIA [ NIA
Diethyl Phthalate 0 1] 0 4,000 4,000 4,055
Dimethyl Phthalate 0 1] 0 2,500 2,500 2,535
Di-n-Batyl Phthalate 0 0 0 110 110 112
2,4-Dimitrotoluens 0 1] 0 1,600 1,600 1,622
2 6-Dinitrotoluens 0 1] 0 4a0 690 1,004
1.2-Diphemylhydrazine 1] 0 Li] 15 150 15.2
Fluoranthene [i] 1] [1] 200 200 203
Fluorenae [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
Hexachlorobenzene 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Hexachlorobutadiens [i] i] [1] 10 100 10.1
Heachlorocyclopentadiens [i] 1] [1] 5 50 5.07
Hexachloroethane 1] o 0 B0 &0.0 60.8
Indeno(1.2,3-cd)Pyrens 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Isophorone [i] 1] [1] 10,000 10,000 10,138
Maphthalens [i] 1] [1] 140 140 142
Nitrobenzena 1] 1] 0 4,000 4,000 4,055
n-Mitrosodimethylamine [i] 1] [1] 17,000 17,000 17,235
n-Mitrosodi-n-Propylamine [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
n-Nitrosodiphenylamine Ji] o [1] 300 300 304
Phenanthrane 1] 1] 0 5 50 5.07
Pyrena [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
1.2 4-Trichlorobenzens [i] 1] [1] 130 130 132
[=] cFe CCT (min)k PMF: Analysis Hardness (mgi) Analysis pH: 7.29
SUEE T ctream| Trib Conc | Fate | WQC | WO Obj
Pollutants :.::l-ﬁ. oy (o) Coaf {uglL) glL) WLA (pgiL) Comments
Total Dissolved Solids (PWS) 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
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Chioride (FWS) 0 ] L] MiA A MiA
Sulfate (FWS) 0 ] L] MiA A MiA
Total Aluminum 0 ] L] MiA MA MiA
Total Antimony 0 0 0 220 220 223
Total Arsenic 1] 0 0 150 150 152 Chem Translator of 1 applied
Total Barium 0 0 0 4,100 4,100 4,157
Total Boron 0 0 0 1,600 1,600 1,622
Total Cadmium [i] i} [i] 0. 246 0.27 0.27 Chem Translator of 0,909 applied
Tokal Chromium (1) [i] i} [i] T4.115 BE2 874 Chem Translator of .86 applied
Hexavalent Chromium [i] i} [i] 10 104 105 Chem Translator of 0962 applied
Total Cobalt 1] i] [1] 19 1080 19.3
Total Copper [i] 1] [1] 8.956 033 946 Chem Translator of 0.96 applied
Free Cyanide 1] 0 0 52 52 5.27
Dissolved lron 0 ] Li] MiA MIA MiA
Taotal lron 1] 0 0 1,500 1.500 1,521 WIQC = 30 day average; PMF = 1
Total Lead 1] 0 0 2517 3.18 3.23 Chem Translator of 0.791 applied
Total Manganese 0 ] Li] KA A, MiA
Taotal Mercury 1] 0 0 0.770 0.81 .52 Chem Translator of 0.85 applied
Taotal Mickel 1] 0 0 52.007 522 529 Chem Translator of 0997 applied
Taotal Phenols (Phenolics) (FWS) 1] ] Li] KA MNIA, MiA
Total Selenum 1] 0 0 4600 400 5.06 Chem Translator of 0922 applied
Taotal Silver 1] 0 0 A A MiA Chem Translator of 1 applied
Total Thallium [i] ] 0 13 130 132
Taotal Zinc [i] i} [i] 118.139 120 121 Chem Translator of 0986 applied
Acrolein 1] i] [1] 3 EXT] 3.04
Acrylonitrile [i] ] 0 130 130 132
Berzena [i] 1] [1] 130 130 132
Bromaofiorm 0 0 0 L] aro ars
Carbon Tetraechloride 0 0 0 560 560 568
Chiorobenzens 0 ] L] 240 240 243
Chiorodibromomethane 0 ] L] MiA MA MiA
2-Chloroathy Vinyl Ether 0 0 0 3,500 3.500 3,548
Chlonofiorm 0 0 0 380 390 305
Dichlorobromomethane 0 ] L] MiA MA MiA
1,2-Dichloroethane 0 ] L] 3,100 3,100 3,143
1,1-Dichloroethylens 0 0 0 1,500 1,500 1,521
1.2-Dichloropropana i} o 1] 2,200 2200 2,230
1,3-Dichloropropylena 1] 0 0 61 610 61.8
Ethylbenzene 1] i] [1] 580 580 TR
Meathyl Bromide 1] i] [1] 110 110 112
Methyl Chicride 1] i] [1] 5,500 5.500 5576
Methylene Chioride 1] i] [1] 2,400 2,400 2,433
1,1,2 . 2-Tetrachloroethane [i] 1] [i] 210 210 213
Tatrachloroethylens 1] 0 0 140 140 142
Toluene 0 0 0 330 330 335
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1,2-trans-Dichloroathylena 1] 1] 0 1,400 1.400 1,418
1.1,1-Trichloroethane 1] 1] 0 610 610 618
1.1,2-Trichloroethane i} o 1] :2:11] 680 (=1

Trichloroathylene 1] 1] 0 450 450 A56
Winyl Chloride 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
2-Chiorophenc! 1] 1] 0 110 110 112
2 4-Dichlorophenal 0 ] 0 340 340 345
2 4-Dimathylphanol [i] i] [i] 130 130 132
4, &-Dinitro-o-Crasol [i] i] [i] 16 160 162
2 4-Dinitropheanol [i] i] [i] 130 130 132
2-Mitrophenol [i] i] [i] 1,600 1.600 1,622
4-Mitrophenol [i] 1] [1] AT0 470 ATE
p-Chloro-m-Cresol 1] 1] 0 500 500 507
Pentachlorophenol 1] 1] 0 8505 5.0 9.12
Phenal 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
2.4 6-Trichlorophenol 1] 1] 0 =) 1.0 92.3
Acenaphthene 1] 1] 0 17 170 172
Anthracens 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Benzidine 1] 1] 0 59 50.0 50.8
Benzo{a)Anthracens 1] 1] 0 0.1 0.1 01
Benzo{a)Pyrena 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
3.4-Benzofluoranthena 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Benzo(k)Flucranthens [i] i] [i] MiA A NiA
Bis{2-Chloroethyl)Ether 1] i [1] 6,000 6.000 6,083
Bis|2-Chioroisopropyl )\Ether [i] i] [i] MiA A NiA
Bis{2-EthylhexylPhthalate 1] i [1] 910 810 023
4-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether [i] i] [i] 54 540 54.7
Butyl Benzyl Phthalate [i] 1] [1] a5 350 355
2-Chloronaphthalena 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Chirysena 0 0 0 MIA A NIA

Dibenzo(a,hjAnthrancens 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
1,2-Dichlorobenzens 1] 1] 0 160 160 162
1,3-Dichlorobenzens 1] 1] 0 69 &0.0 T0.0
1 4-Dichlorobenzens 1] 1] 0 150 150 152
3.3-Dichlorobenzidine 1] 1] 0 A A NiA

Diethyl Phthalate 0 0 0 800 BOO B11
Dimethyl Phthalate 0 0 0 500 500 507
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate 0 0 0 21 21.0 213

2, 4-Dinitrotoluene [i] i] [i] 320 KR 324

2, B-Dinitrotoluene [i] i] [i] 200 200 203

1.2-Diphenylhydrazine [i] i] [i] 3 a0 304
Fluoranthena [i] i] [i] 40 4010 406
Fluorenae [i] 1] [1] MiA MIA NiA
Hexachborobenzene 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Hexachlorobutadiens 1] 1] 0 2 20 2.03

25




NPDES Permit Fact Sheet NPDES Permit No. PA0021148
Mt Pleasant Borough STP

Heachlorocyclopentadiens 1] 1] 0 1 1.0 1.0
Hexachlorosthane 0 0 L] 12 120 12.2
Indeno(1.2,3-cd)Pyrense i} o 1] MiA MUA NiA
Isophorone 1] 1] 0 2100 2,100 2,128
Maphthalena 1] 1] 0 43 430 436
Nitrobenzena 0 0 L] 810 B10 B2
n-Nitrosodimethylamine 0 0 ] 3,400 3,400 3447
n-Mitrosodi-n-Propylamine [i] i] [i] MiA A NiA
n-Mitrosodiphenylamine [i] i] [i] 59 590 508
Phenanthrens [i] i} [1] 1 1.0 1.01
Pyrena [i] i] [i] MiA A NiA
1,2 4-Trichlorobenzens 0 0 [1] 26 2610 26.4
[Z] THH CCT (mink [ 0.004 PMF: Analysis Hardness (mgi) MIA Analysis pH:
SEE g nam| Trb Conc | Fate | WQC W0 Obj
Pollutants :.::m oV (L) Coaf {hglL) i) WLA (pgiL) Comments
Total Dissohved Solids (PWS) 0 0 0 500,000 500,000 NIA
Chioride (FW5) 0 0 L] 250,000 250,000 NiA
Sulfate (FW5) 0 0 L] 250,000 250,000 NiA
Total Aluminum 0 0 L] MiA MA NiA
Total Antimony 0 0 0 5.6 5.6 5.68
Total Arsenic 1] i [1] 10 10.0 10.1
Total Barium 1] i [1] 2,400 2,400 2,433
Total Boron 1] i [1] 3,100 3.100 3,143
Total Cadmium [i] i} [1] MiA A NiA
Total Chromium (1) 1] i [1] MIA MIA NIA
Hexavalent Chromium 0 0 [1] MiA MA NiA
Total Cobalt 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
Total Copper 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Free Cyanide 1] 1] 0 4 4.0 4.06
Dissolved lron 0 0 L] 300 300 304
Total ron 0 0 Li] MiA MA NiA
Total Lead 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
Total Manganese 1] 1] 0 1,000 1.000 1,014
Total Mercury 0 0 0 0.050 0.05 0.051
Total Mickel 0 0 0 610 610 G618
Total Phenols (Phenolics) (PW5S) 1] 1] 0 5 50 NiA
Total Selenum [i] i} [1] MiA A NiA
Total Sitver 1] i [1] MIA MIA NIA
Total Thallium 1] i [1] 024 0.24 0.24
Total Zinc 1] i [1] MIA MIA NIA
Acrolein 0 0 [1] 3 EX] 3.04
Acrylonitrile 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
Benzena 0 0 L] MiA MA NiA
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Bromoform 0 0 0 MIA A NiA
Carbon Tefrachloride 0 ] Li] MiA MIA NiA
Chlorobenzens 0 ] L] 100 100.0 101
Chlorodibromomethans 0 ] L] MiA MA NIA
2-Chloroathy Vingl Ether 0 0 0 MIA MIA NiA
Chloroform 0 0 0 57 57 5.78
Dichlorobromomethane 0 ] Li] MiA MIA NiA
1,2-Dichloroethane [i] 1] [1] MiA A NiA
1,1-Dichloroethylens [i] i} [i] 33 330 a5
1.2-Dichloropropane [i] a [i] MIA N/A NiA
1,3-Dichloropropylene [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
Ethylbenzensa [1] ] [1] ] [=Ki] 689
Meathyl Bromide 1] 0 0 100 100.0 101
Methyl Chloride 0 0 0 MIA A NiA
Mathylene Chloride 0 ] Li] KA MN/A, NiA
1,1,2.2-Tetrachloroethans 0 ] L] MiA MA NIA
Tatrachloroethylene 0 ] Li] MiA MIA NiA
Toluens 0 0 0 57 57.0 578
1,2-trans-Dichloroethylena 1] 0 0 100 100.0 101
1.1,1-Tnchioroathane 0 ] 0 10,000 10,000 10,138
1.1,2-Tnchloroethane 0 ] L] MiA MA NIA
Trichloroathylene 0 ] Li] MiA MIA NiA
Winyl Chloride 1] i] [1] MIA MIA NiA
2-Chiorophencd [i] i} [i] a0 3000 0.4
2_4-Dichlorophenaol [i] a [i] 10 100 101
2 4-Dimathylphenal [i] i} [i] 100 100.0 101
4, 6-Dinitro-o-Cresol [i] 1] [1] 2 20 2.03
2 4-Dinitrophenol [i] 1] [1] 10 100 10.1
2-Mitrophenol 1] 0 0 A A NiA
4-Nitrophenol 1] ] Li] KA MNIA, NiA
p-Chloro-m-Cresaol 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Pentachlorophencl 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Phenol 0 0 0 4,000 4,000 4,055
2.4 6-Trichlorophenol 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Acenaphthena 1] ] Li] 70 T0.0 710
Anthracens 0 ] L] 300 300 304
Benzidine 0 ] L] MiA MA NIA
Benzo{alAnthracens 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Benzo{ajPyrene [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
3.4-Benzofluoranthens [i] ] 0 MiA A NiA
Benzo{k)Flucranthene [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
Biz(2-Chloroathyl)Ether [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
Bis|2-Chioroisopropyl)Ether [i] 1] [1] 200 200 203
Bis{2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate 0 0 0 MIA A NiA
4-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether 0 ] Li] KA A, NiA
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Butyl Benzyl Phthalate ] 0 0 0.1 0.1 01
2-Chloronaphthalene [i] ] Li] 800 BOD B11
Chrysene 0 0 0 A A NiA
Dibenzo{a,h)Anthrancens [i] ] Li] BiA LY NiA
1,2-Dichlorobenzense ] 0 0 1,000 1.000 1,014
1,3-Dichlorobenzens ] o 1] T T.0 T
1 4-Dichlorobenzene ] 0 0 300 30D 304
3.3-Dichlorobenzidine [1] i] [1] MIA MNIA NIA
Diethyl Phthalate [1] i] 0 600 GO [:T]
Dimathyl Phihalate [1] i] [1] 2,000 2,000 2,028
Di-n-Butyl Phthalate [i] ] 0 20 200 20.3
2,4-Dimitrotoluene [1] 0 0 MIA MNIA NIA
2,6-Dimitrotoluene 0 0 0 MNIA MNA NIA
1.2-Diphenylhydrazine ] 0 0 MIA MIA, NiA
Fluoranthena ] o 1] 20 20.0 20.3
Fluorena ] 0 0 50 50.0 50.7
Hexachlorobenzena ] 0 0 MIA MIA, NiA
Hexachlorobutadiens ] 0 0 MIA MIA, NiA
Heachlorocyclopentadiens ] 0 0 4 4.0 4.06
Hexachloroathana 0 0 0 MIA ) NiA
Indeno(1.2.3-cd)Pyrene ] 0 0 MIA MIA, NiA
Isophorone [i] ] Li] 34 340 5
Maphthalena [i] i} [i] MIA MUA NiA
Nitrobenzene [i] i} [i] 10 10.0 10.1
n-Mitrosodimethylamine [i] i} [i] MIA MUA NiA
n-Mitrosodi-n-Progylamine [i] i} [i] MIA MUA NiA
n-Mitrosodiphenylamine ] o 1] MIA MUA NiA
Phenanthrane [i] 1] [1] MIA A NiA
Pyrena 0 0 0 20 200 20.3
1,2 4-Trichlorobenzena ] 0 0 0.07 0.07 0.071
[7] ERL CCT (mink [ 0.361 PMF: Analysis Hardness (mgl) MIA Analysis pH:
S EET T eream | Trib Conc | Fate | WOQC | WQ Obj
Pollutants :.::ﬁ. oy (L) Coaf {hglL) {giL) WLA (pgiL) Comments
Total Dissohved Solids [PWS) 0 0 0 A A NiA
Chioride (FWS) 0 ] L] A A NiA
Sulfate (FWS) 0 0 0 MIA ) NiA
Total Aluminum [i] i} [i] MIA MUA NiA
Total Antimony [i] ] 0 [T MNA NiA
Total Arsenic [1] i] [1] MIA MNIA NIA
Total Barium [1] i] [1] MIA MNIA NIA
Total Boron [i] 1] [1] MIA A NiA
Taotal Cadmium ] 0 0 MIA MIA, NiA
Total Chromium (IIl) 0 0 0 A A NiA
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Haxavalent Chromium 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Total Cobalt 0 0 0 MIA MIA NiA
Total Copper 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Free Cyanide 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Dissolved lron 0 ] [i] KA MNIA, NiA
Taotal lron 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Total Lead 0 0 0 MIA MIA NiA
Total Manganese [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
Taotal Mercury [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
Taotal Mickal [i] ] 0 MIA A NiA
Total Phenols {Phenolics) (PWS) [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
Total Selenium [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
Total Sitver 0 0 0 MIA A NiA
Total Thallium 0 0 0 MIA A NiA
Total Zinc 0 0 0 MIA WA NiA
Acrolein 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Acrylonitrile 0 0 0 0.06 0.06 0.060
Benzena 1] 0 0 0.58 0.58 0.67
Bromoform 1] 0 0 T 740 8.1
Carbon Tetrachloride 0 0 0 0.4 0.4 0.46
Chiorobenzensa 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Chiorodibromomethane i} o 1] 0.8 0.8 053
2-Chloroathy Vinyl Ether 1] i] [1] MIA MIA NiA
Chloroform 1] i] [1] MIA MIA NiA
Dichlorobromomethana [i] ] 0 0.85 0.85 1.1
1,2-Dichloroethane [i] i} [i] X X 115
1,1-Dichloroethylens [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
1.2-Dichloropropane [i] 1] [1] 0.4 [ 1.04
1,3-Dichloropropylene 1] 0 0 027 0.27 0.3
Ethylbanzensa 1] ] Li] KA MNIA, NiA
Meathyl Bromide 1] 0 0 A A NiA
Methyl Chloride 0 0 0 MIA A NiA
Methylene Chioride 1] 0 0 20 200 3.2
1,1,2.2-Tetrachlorethane 1] 0 0 0.2 0.2 0.23
Tatrachloroethylens 1] ] Li] 10 100 116
Toluene 1] 0 0 A A NiA
1,2-tfrans-Dichloroethylena 1] 0 0 A A NiA
1.1,1-Trichloroethane 1] 0 0 A A NiA
1.1,2-Trichloroethane [i] i} [i] 0.55 0.55 0.654
Trichloroethylene [i] a [1] [iX] 0.6 0.69
Winyl Chloride 1] i] [1] 0.02 0.02 0.023
2-Chiorophencd [i] i} [i] MiA A NiA
2 4-Dichlorophemnaol 1] 0 0 A A NiA
2 4-Dimathylphenal 1] 0 0 A A NiA
4 &-Dinitro-o-Cresol 0 0 0 NiA A NiA
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2 4-Dinitrophenol 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
2-Mitrophenol 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
d-Mitrophenol i} o 1] A MUA NiA

p-Chloro-m-Cresol 1] 1] 0 A A NiA

Pentachlorophenol 1] 1] 0 0.0:30 0.03 0.035

Phenal 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
2.4 6-Trichlorophenol i} o 1] 1.5 1.5 1.74
Acenaphthens [i] i] [i] MiA A NiA
Anthracens [i] i} [1] MiA A NiA
Benzidine [i] i} [1] 0.0001 0.0001 00001
Benzof{a)Anthracens [i] i] [i] 0001 0.001 0,001
Benzo{a)Pyrena [i] 1] [1] 0.0001 0.0:001 00001
3.4-Benzofluoranthene 0 ] L] 0.001 0.001 0.001
Benzo(k)Flucranthens 1] 1] 0 0.01 0.01 0.012
Bis{2-Chloroathyl)Ether 0 0 0 0.03 0.03 0.035
Bis|2-Chloroisopropyl )Ether 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Bis{2-EthylhexylPhthalate 0 0 0 0.32 0.32 0.37
#-Bromophenyl Phenyl Ether 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Butyl Benzyl Phthalate 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
2-Chloronaphthalena 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Chrysens 0 0 0 0.12 0.12 0.14
Dibenzo(a, hjAnthrancens 1] 1] 0 0.0001 0.0:001 00001
1,2-Dichlorobenzensa [i] i} [1] MiA A NiA
1,3-Dichlorobenzensa [i] i} [1] MiA A NiA
1,4-Dichlorobenzensa [i] i} [1] MiA A NiA
3.3-Dichlorobenzidine 1] i [1] 0.05 0.05 0.058
Diethyl Phthalate 1] i [1] MIA MIA NIA
Dimethyl Phthalate 0 1] 0 MIA [ NIA
Di-n-Batyl Phthalate 0 0 0 MIA A NIA
2,4-Dimitrotoluens 0 0 0 0.05 0.05 0.058
2 6-Dimitrotoluens 0 0 0 0.05 0.05 0.058
1.2-Diphenylhydrazine 0 0 0 0.03 0.03 0.035
Fluoranthensa 0 ] L] MiA MA NiA
Fluorene 0 ] L] MiA MA NiA
Hexachlorobenzens 0 ] L] 0.00008 0.00008 0.00009
Hexachlorobutadiensa 0 ] L] 0.01 0.01 0.012
Heachlorocyclopentadiens 1] 1] 0 A A NiA
Hexachlorosthane 0 ] L] 0.1 0.1 0.12
Indeno(1.2,3-cd)Pyrens [i] i] [i] 0001 0.001 0,001
Isophorone [i] i] [i] MiA A NiA
Maphthalena [i] i] [i] MiA A NiA
Nitrobenzens [i] i} [1] MiA A NiA
n-Mitrosodimethylamine [i] 1] [1] 0.0007 0.0007 00008
n-Mitrosodi-n-Propylamine 1] 1] 0 0005 0.005 0,006
n-Mitrosodiphenylamine 1] 1] 0 33 33 3.82
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Phenanthrene 0 ] L] MiA MA NiA
Pyrena 0 0 0 MIA A NiA
1,2_4-Trichlorobenzena 0 ] L] MiA MA NiA
[¥] Recommended WQBELs & Monitoring Requirements
No. Samples/Maonth: 4
Mass Limifts Concentration Limifts
AML MDL MAX . Governing | WCQBEL e
Pol (beiday) | (bs/day) AML MDL ! Uinita WOBEL Basis
Total Copper 0.12 018 046 14.2 14.2 pail 046 CFC Discharge Conc = 50% WOQBEL (RP)
Free Cyanide 0.051 0.078 406 6.33 101 pail 406 THH Discharge Conc = 50% WOQBEL (RP)
Dissolved lron Report Report Report Report Report pail 304 THH Discharge Conc > 10% WQBEL (no RF)
Taotal Zinc Report Report Report Report Report pail 120 AFC Discharge Conc > 10% WQBEL (no RF)
Chlonoform 0.072 0.11 5.78 202 14.4 pa/L 5.78 THH Discharge Conc @ 50% WQBEL (RP)
Dichlorobromomethane 0014 0021 1.1 1.72 275 pail 11 CRL Discharge Conc = 50% WOQBEL (RP)
Benzo{k)Fluoranthens 00001 0.0002 0012 0018 0.0249 pail 0012 CRL Discharge Conc = 50% WOQBEL (RP)
Bis(2-EthylhexylPhthalate 0.005 0.007 037 0.58 0.83 pall 0.37 CRL Discharge Conc & 50% WQBEL (RP)
Indeno(1.2,3-cd)Pyrene 0.00001 0.00002 0001 0,002 10.003 pail 0.001 CRL Discharge Conc = 50% WOQBEL (RP)

[¥] Other Pollutants without Limits or Monitoring

The following pollutants do naot require effluent limits or monitoring based on water quality because reasonable potential 1o exceed water quality criteria was not determined and the dischange
concantration was less than thresholds for monitoning, or the pollutant was not detected and a sufficiently sensitive analytical method was used (e.g.. <= Tangst QL)

Pollutants ':':‘;ESEL"E Units Comments
Total Dissolved Solids (PWS) A NIA PWS Not Applicable
Chiloride (PWS5) A NiA PWS Mot Applicable
Bromide A NIA Mo WQS
Sulfate (PWS) A NIA PWS Not Applicable
Total Aluminum 750 [T Discharge Conc = 10% WQBEL
Total Antimony 5.68 pall Discharge Conc = 10% WQBEL
Total Arsenic A NiA Discharge Conc < TAL
Taotal Barium 2433 pall Discharge Conc = 10% WOQBEL
Total Baryllium MIA NIA MNo WQS
Total Boron 1.622 pall Discharge Conc = 10% WOQBEL
Taotal Cadmium 0.27 pall Discharge Conc < TAL
Total Chromium (IIl) &7 4 gL Discharge Conc < TAL
Hexavalent Chromium 105 pall Discharge Conc = 10% WQBEL
Total Cobalt 193 pall Discharge Conc < TAL
Total Cyanide A NIA Mo WQS
Tatal kron 1.521 pall Discharge Conc = 10% WQBEL
Total Lead 3.23 pall Discharge Conc < TAL
Total Manganese 1.014 pall Discharge Conc = 10% WQBEL
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Tatal Merury 0,081 ugiL Dischange Conc < TOL
Total Nickel ] gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Tedal Phenols (Phanolics ) (PWS]) gL PWS Mol Apphcable
Total Sedenium 5.0 ugiL Dischange Conc < TOL
Total Siver 4.78 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Total Thalkum 0.24 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Total Malybdenum iy MR o WOE
Sorolein 3.0 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
Acrylanitrie [T gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Benzens 067 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Bromoform #.11 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
Carbon Telrachlonde Q.48 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Chioobenzens 101 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Chiorodibromomethane 0.53 ugiL Discharge Conc = 26% WOBEL
Chlorocefhane A MR Mo ' WOE
2oChiorosthyl Wingd Ethesr 3,548 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
1, 1=Dichicrosihans Py Mk, Mo 'WOS
1,2-Dichlorosthans 115 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
1, 1-Dichioroethylens 335 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
1. 2Dichloropropans 1.04 UL Discharge Conc < TOL
1,3=Dichioropropylens 0.5 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
1, 4-Dcocane [T Mk, Mo 'WOS
Ettrylb=nzene [1X] ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
Metyl Bromide 101 ugiL Dischange Conc < TOL
Metd Chioride 5,576 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Mathylerns Chionde 232 gL Dizcharge Conc £ 26% WOBEL
1,12, 2-Tetrachioro=thane 0.3 ugiL Dischange Conc < TOL
Tetrachiorosthylens 118 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Tolus=n= TA gL Dizcharge Conc < 26% WOBEL
1, 2-trares-Dichloroettnyiens 101 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 818 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
1,1,2-Trichloroethans .64 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Trichloroetylens 0638 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Winy Chioride [iFa] ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
2-Chioraphenol ind gL Discharge Conc < TOL
2.4-Dichlorophenol 1041 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
2 d-Dimethyiphenol 101 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
4 B-Dirsfro-o-Cresal 2.03 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
2 4-Diinitrophenol 1041 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
2Mtrophenol 1,822 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
4-Matrophenol 478 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
p=Chioro-m-Cresal 160 gL Discharge Conc < TOL
Pentachiomphenol 0.0%5 UL Discharge Conc < TOL
Fhenol 4,055 ugiL Discharge Conc < TOL
2,4 -Trichlorophenal 1.74 gL Discharge Conc < TOL

Acenaphthens 172 pgil Discharge Conc < TOL
icenaphihylene [N Y Mo 'WOE
Mnthrscens g ugil Discharge Conc < TOL
Benzidine L0001 pgil Discharge Conc < TOL
Berwo{anibracene 0,001 ugil Discharge Conc = TOL
Benzols|Pyrens 00001 ugil Di=charge Conc < TOL
3, 4-Benzoflucranthens 0.001 pgill Discharge Conc = TOL
Benzo|ghilPeniens Y Mi, Mo 'WOSE
Bis[2Chlcroathomy iMethans (TS Mi, Mo 'WOE
Bis{2-Chicroethyl Ether 0,035 ugill Discharge Conc = TOL
Biis{ 2<Chlomisopropyl] Ether 203 ugil Dischange Conc < TOL
4-Bromop henyl Phenyl Ether 54.7 pgill Dischange Conc < TOL
Butyl Benzyl Phihalale 0 ugill Discharge Conc = TOL
2=Chioronaphthalens B11 ugil Dischange Conc < TOL
4-Chiorop henyl Phenyl Ether [ A Mo WOS
Chrysene 0.14 pgil Discharge Conc = TOL
Doibem rroel b Wnthiramcens 00001 pgil Dischange Conc < TOL
1, 2-Dichioroberzens 162 ugill Discharge Conc < TOL
1,d-Dichiorobenzens T pgill Discharge Conc = TOL
1 d=Dichiorobenzens 162 pgil Dischange Conc < TOL
3, 3-Dichlorabenzidine 0,068 pgill Dischange Conc < TOL
Diethyl Phihalate ] pgill Discharge Conc = 25% WOBEL
Dimettryl Phthalate 807 pgil Dischange Conc < TOL
Den-Blutyl Phithalate 203 pgil Dizcharge Conc < 26% WOBEL
2.4-Dinitrotoluene 0.058 pgil Dischange Conc = TOL
2 B-Dinitrofolusne 0.068 ugill Dischange Conc < TOL
Dien-Octyl Phithataie [T A Mo WOS
1.2-Diphenyiydrazine 0,035 ugil Discharge Conc = TOL
Fluoranthsns 2003 ugil Discharge Conc < TOL
Fluorens 507 pgill Discharge Conc = TOL
Hexachlorobenzene 000008 ugil Discharge Conc = TOL
Hexachlorobuladiens 0,012 ugil Di=charge Conc < TOL
Hexachlorocydopentadiens 1.01 ugill Discharge Conc = TOL
Hexachioroethane 0.12 ugil Dischange Conc < TOL
|sophorone 145 ugil Di=charge Conc < TOL
Maphthalens 436 ugill Discharge Conc = TOL
Mitmbenzene 1001 ugil Dischange Conc < TOL
n=Hitrasodimethylamine L0008 pgill Dischange Conc < TOL
nMitrosodi -n-Propylamine 0,006 pgill Dischange Conc = TOL
n-Hilrosodiphenylamine 382 ugil Dischange Conc < TOL
Ph=nanttrens 1.01 ugill Discharge Conc < TOL
Pyrens 203 pgill Discharge Conc = 25% WOBEL
1,2.4-Trichlorobenzens 0.071 pgil Dischange Conc < TOL
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ATTACHMENT D:
Re-Evaluation of WET Testing
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DEP Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Analysiz Spreadshest

Type of Test Chronic Facility Name
Species Tested Cericdaphnia
Endpoint Survival It Pleasant STP
TIWC (decimal} 0.95
No. Per Replicate 1 Permit No.
TST b walue 075 PADDZ1148
TS5T alpha walue a2
Test Completion Date Test Completion Date
Replicate 413/2020 Replicate B24201
MNo. Control TIWC No. Control TIWC
1 1 1 1 1 1
2 1 1 2 1 1
3 1 1 3 1 1
4 1 1 4 1 1
5 1 1 5 1 1
[i] 1 1 8 1 1
T 1 1 T 1 1
8 1 1 ] 1 1
9 1 1 ] 1 1
10 1 1 10 1 1
" 11
12 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
MMean 1.000 1.000 Mean 1.000 1.000
Std Dev. 0.000 0.000 Std Dev. 0.000 0.000
# Replicates 10 10 # Replicates 10 10
T-Test Result T-Test Result
Deg. of Freedom Deg. of Freedom
Critical T Walue Critical T Valus
Pass or Fail Pass or Fail
Test Completion Date Test Completion Date
Replicate B0z Replicate BM2023
No. Centrol TIWC No. Control TIWC
1 1 1 1 1 1
prd 1 1 2 1 1
3 1 1 3 1 1
4 1 1 4 1 1
5 1 1 5 1 1
[i] 1 1 [i] a 1
T 1 1 T a 0
& 1 1 & 1 1
3 1 1 ] 1 1
10 1 1 10 1 1]
" 11
12 12
12 13
14 14
15 15
lean 1.000 1.000 liean 0.800 0.800
Std Dev. 0.000 0.000 Std Dewv. 0.422 0.422
# Replicates 10 10 # Replicates 10 10
T-Test Result T-Test Result

Deg. of Freedom

Critical T Value
Fass or Fail

Deg. of Freedom
Critical T Valus

Fess or Fail

NPDES Permit No. PA0021148

DE P Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Analysis Spreadsheet

Type of Test 'Chronic Facility Name
Species Tested ‘Cericdaphnis

Endpoint Reprodudtion Mt Pleasant STP
TIWC [decimal) 085

No. Per Replicate 1 Permit No.
T5T b walue o7E PADDZ21148
TS5T alpha walue 0.z

Test Completion Date

Test Completion Date

Replicate 41372020 Replicate 824202
No. Control TIWC No. Control TIWC
1 7 24 1 il a2z
2 25 il 2 8 A
3 25 20 3 28
4 25 P il 4 35 20
5 22 24 5 az H
8 20 2 8 26 2
T 19 25 T 35 20
& 18 il & 33 i
] 21 23 8 24 32
0 17 19 10 28 24
1 11
1z 12
12 12
14 14
15 15
liean 21.800 23700 fiean 33.400 31.000
Std Diav. 3.446 2408 Std Dev. 3.506 1.683
# Replicates 10 10 # Replicates 10 10
T-Test Result a.5147 T-Test Result 6.0353
Deg. of Freedom Deg. of Freedom
Critical T Valus Critical T Value
Pass or Fail Pass or Fail
Test Completion Date Test Completion Date
Replicate B/2022 Replicate 5102023
No. Contrel TIWC No. Contrel TIWC
1 7 20 1 2 24
2 =]l 28 2 28 a2z
3 7 H 3 24 24
4 26 33 4 3 19
5 24 i 5 25 prs
8 24 az 8 14 s
T 24 39 T 11 a
] 25 20 ] b a2z
] s 20 b ] 25 az
0 20 ey 10 22 4
" 11
1z 12
12 12
14 14
15 15
Iean 24,200 31.100 Iiean 20.300 21.300
Std Dev. 3.143 4725 Std Dev. 8.280 11.188
# Replicates 10 10 # Replicates 10 10
T-Test Result T.4415 T-Test Result 1.5044
Deg. of Freedom 14 Deg. of Freedom 15
Critical T Valus 0.8881 Critical T Valus 0.8662
Pass or Fail Pass or Fail
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NPDES Permit No. PA0021148

DE P Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Analysis Spreadsheet
Type of Test Chronic Facility Name
Species Tested Fimephales
Endpoint Survival Mt Pleasant STP
TIWC (decimal) 0.95
No. Per Replicate 10 Permit Mo.
T5T b walue 075 FADDZ1145
T5T alpha walue 025
Test Completion Date Test Completion Date
Replicate 4/14/2020 Replicate 5252021
No. Control TIWC Ne. Control TIWC
1 1 0.2 1 1 1
2 1 0.9 z 1 1
3 1 0.5 3 1 1
4 1 03 4 1 1
5 5
L] L]
7 T
& ]
3 k]
10 10
" 11
1= 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
lean 1.000 0.800 fiean 1.000 1.000
Std Dev. 0.000 0200 Std Dev. 0.000 0.000
# Replicates 4 4 # Replicates 4 4
T-Test Result 2.2018 T-Test Result
Deg. of Freedom 3 Deg. of Freedom
Critical T Value 0.7848 Critical T Value
Pass or Fail Pass or Fail
Test Completion Date Test Completion Date
Replicate 5/10/2022 Replicate 552023
No. Control TIWC Ne. Control TIWC
1 [1R-] [V 1 g 1
2 1 0.9 2 1 (k=]
3 (k-] 0.9 3 1 (k=]
4 1 0.7 4 1 [1Xi]
5 5
[i] ]
T T
8 2
9 ]
10 10
" 1
1= 12
13 12
14 14
15 15
lean 0.950 0.800 fiean 0.975 0.850
Std Dev. 0.058 0.115 Std Dev. 0.050 0.173
# Replicates 4 4 # Replicates 4 4
T-Test Result 4 5480 T-Test Result 24170
Deg. of Freedom 4 Deg. of Freedom 3
Crifical T Valus Critical T Valus
Pass or Fail Pass or Fail

DEP Whole Effluent Toxicity (WET) Analysis Spreadshest

Type of Test 'Chronic Facility Name
Species Tested Pimephales

Endpoint Growth Mt Pleasant STP
TIWC (decimal) 095

No. Per Replicate 10 Permit Mo.
T5T b value 078 PADDZ1148
T5T alpha value 025

Test Completion Date

Test Completion Date

Replicate 4M14/2020 Replicate B252021
No. Control TIWC No. Control TIWC
1 0415 0334 1 0.218 0.272
2 0.2811 2 0.331 0.262
3 0,381 0212 3 0.316 0.269
4 0.3685 0385 4 0z 0.261
5 5
[:] [:]
T T
8 8
2 2
) 10
11 11
12 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
Mean 0282 0240 Mean 0218 0.280
Std Dev. 0.020 0020 Std Dev. R 0.005
# Replicates 4 4 # Replicates 4 4
T-Test Result 3.1328 T-Test Result 52701
Deg. of Freedom 5 Deg. of Freedom 5
Critical T Valus Critical T Valus
Pass or Fail Pass or Fail
Test Completion Date Test Completion Date
Replicate 5/M10/2022 Replicate 52023
No. Control TIWC Neo. Control TIWC
1 0282 0284 1 028 0422
2 0.282 0.28 2 0.3298 0.407
3 0.268 0240 3 0.404 0,229
4 022 0.285 4 0.424 0.272
5 5
[:] [:]
T T
8 8
9 9
) 10
11 1
12 12
13 13
14 14
5 15
IMean .21 030 Mean 0.404 0.3658
Std Dev. o.ozz 00 Std Dev. 0015 0.070
# Replicates 4 4 # Replicates 4 4
T-Test Result 2.7080 T-Test Result 1.5274
Deg. of Freedom &4 Deg. of Fresdom 3
Critical T WValus 07407 Critical T Value 0.7e48
Pass or Fail Fass or Fail
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NPDES Permit No. PA0021148

WET Summary and Evaluation

Permit Limit Species

Facility Name Mt Pleasant STP
Permit No. PADDZ21148
Design Flow [MGD) (1.5
Q; 4y Flow (cfs) 0.0319
PMF, 1
PMF, 1
Test Results (Pass /Fail)
Test Date Test Date Test Date Test Date
Species Endpoint 41320 B(24721 5/9/22 810423
Ceriodaphnia Survival PASS PASS PASS PASS |
Test Results (Pass/Fail)
Test Date Test Date Test Date Test Date
Species Endpoint 4/13/20 B24/21 b19/22 5M0/23
Cerodaphnia Reproduction| FAGS PASS PASS PASS |
Test Results (Pass/Fail)
Test Date Test Date Test Date Test Date
Species Endpoint 41420 82521 510722 5923
Pimephales Survival PASS PASS PASS PASS |
Test Results (Pass /Fail)
Test Date Test Date Test Date Test Date
Species Endpoint 41420 R{25721 510722 59723
Fimephales Growth PASS PASS PASS PASS |
Reas onable Potential? MO
Permit Recommendations
Test Type Chronic
TIWC 99 % Effluent
Dilution Series 25, 50, 74, 99, 100 % Effluent
Permit Limit None
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ATTACHMENT E:
MAWC Comment Letter (March 24, 2023)
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An Equal Opportunity Emplayer 124 Park and Pool Road Malling Address VW MENC.O
New Stanton, PA 15672 P.0O. Box 730 mawcipmawc.ong
Phone: 724.755.5800 Greensburg, PA 15801
1.800.442 6829
March 24, 2023
Ms. Grace Polakoski
PA DEP Clean Water Program

400 Waterfront Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

Re:  Mt. Pleasant Borough STP (PA0021148)
Draft NPDES Permit Comments

Dear Ms. Polakoski:

MAWC has reviewed the draft NDPES permit for Mt. Pleasant Borough STP and would like to
provide the following comments:

Page 1
e Mt. Pleasant Borough STP is technically located in the municipality of Mt. Pleasant
Township,

Pages 3, 4
e Benzo(k)Fluoranthene, Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene were
added to the effluent limitations even though all of the sample results for these
parameters were non-detect during the 10 weeks of effluent resampling.

Pages 5, 6
e The effluent limitations for TRC and CBOD were made significantly more stringent, but
the justification for this change is unclear. What specific input data for the model has
changed since the previous permit? Did the input data for the stream itself change, or did
the input data for the discharge change?

Page 6
e The BOD influent and TSS influent monitoring requirements were changed from “Report
Daily Max” to “Report Weekly Average”. The DEP Influent & Process Control
Supplemental Report form does not calculate maximum weekly averages. It only
calculates the maximum daily value. Therefore, MAWC requests that the BOD influent
and TSS influent monitoring requirements remain as “Report Daily Max™.

Page 7
e The fact sheet states that the weekly average concentration limits for ammonia nitrogen
were removed, but there are still values listed in this column in the effluent limitations
table in Part A.
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Pages 3, 4,7
o MAWC believes that a sample frequency of 1/week is excessive for non-conventional
parameters {Total Copper, Free Cvanide, Benzo(k)Fluoranthene, Dichlorobromomethane,
Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate, Chloroform, Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene, Dissolved Iron, Total
Zinc) that have been added to this permit for the first time. The sampling cost for Mt.
Pleasant Borough STP is going to increase substantially when going from 0 samples per

year to 52 samples per year for these parameters, especially since some of them are
WVOCs and SVOCs.

Page 25
¢ The permit states that no stormwater shall be directly admitted to the sanitary sewers, but
this is a combined sewer system.
¢ The permit states that no hauled-in waste can be accepted when the instantaneous flow
exceeds 3.0 MGD, but the hydraulic design capacity of the plant (1.5 MGD}) multiplied
by a peaking factor of three is 4.5 MGD.
o  The CS0O outfalls are not listed in Part A,

Page 26

+ MAWC is not responsible for street cleaning or for cleaning storm sewers. This work is
the responsibility of the municipality (Mt. Pleasant Borough),

¢  Please provide clarification on the specific requirements for implementation of a
pollution prevention program.

* Please provide clarification on the specific requirements for public notification. Does
posting signs at each CS0 outfall satisfy this requirement?

s  Please provide clarification on the specific requirements for monitoring CSO outfalls to
characterize impacts and efficacy of controls. Do twice weekly and post-rain event
inspections of the outfall pipe to visually check for debris and other visible stream
impacts satisfv this requirement?

Pages 29 — 31
# The Pretreatment Program section is written for continued implementation of an existing
program, rather than for development of a new program. Mt. Pleasant Borough STP is
not currently covered by an EPA-approved Pretreatment Program.

Page 32
* MAWC does not believe that Benzo(k)Fluoranthene, Bis(2-Ethylhexy])Phthalate, and
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene should be included in the WOQBELS table and TRE requirement
because all of the sample results for these parameters were non-detect during the 10
weeks of effluent resampling.

Pages 32 - 33
¢ The Final WOBEL Compliance Report schedule for Mt, Pleasant Borough STP is more
stringent than the schedule that was included in the draft permit for Jeannette WWTP,
Why would these timeframes not be consistent for all facilities that are subject to this
requirement?
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Page 39
e The stormwater outfalls listed in this table do not include the two roof drains shown on
the “*Mount Pleasant Borough Sewage Treatment Plant Proposed Outfall Locations for
the Municipal Authority of Westmoreland County” map that was included as an
attachment to the permit renewal application. Are roof drain outfall pipes not required to
be counted as stormwater outfalls?

Questions/Comments Regarding the Fact Sheet

Pages 12 - 13
e The fact sheet states that “removing two outliers from the free cyanide resampling data
dropped the total number of samples below 10 so TOXCONC could no longer be used to
evaluate the resampling data. Therefore, for free cyanide, the maximum value of the
resampling data (13 ug/L) was entered into TMS.” Why would one of the outliers that
was supposed to be dropped be used as the value entered into TMS? Why wasn’t the
median used per the SOP?

Attachment E
e The CBODS output lists 17.85 mg/L, but the draft permit lists 17.0 mg/L.

Attachment F
e Why is the “Chlorine Demand of Discharge™ input (07?
e  Why is the “Decay Coefficient (K)” left blank?

Attachment J
e For Total Copper, Dichlorobromomethane, Benzo(k)Fluoranthene, Bis(2-
Ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene, there is an extra sample result labeled
05/27/22 that was not part of the resampling.
e For Dichlorobromomethane, there is a missing sample result of 0.620 ug/L from 8/31/22.
For Benzo(k)Fluoranthene, Bis(2-Ethylhexyl)Phthalate, and Indeno(1,2,3-cd)Pyrene, the
less than symbol was not included to show that these were all non-detect results.

If you have any questions or would like to discuss these comments, please contact me at
kwarheit@mawc.org or 724-454-0233.

Sincerely,

Katelyn Warheit
Environmental Compliance Superintendent

Municipal Authority of Westmoreland County

cc: Dom Garofola, Gibson-Thomas Engineering
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