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UNITED STATES
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 2
290 Broadway
New York, New York 10007-1866

FACT SHEET
DRAFT NPDES PERMIT TO DISCHARGE
INTO THE WATERS OF THE UNITED STATES

NPDES No. /Application No. PR0000345 Date:

Name and Address of Applicant: Commonwealth OiliRe§ Company, Inc.
Firm Delivery
600 State Road No. 127
Pefiuelas, Puerto Rico 00624

Name and Address of Facility where Discharge Occurs
Commonwealth Oil Refining Company, Inc.
600 State Road No. 127
Pefiuelas, Puerto Rico 00624
Receiving Waters:
Outfall 001: Tallaboa Bay
Outfall 002: Tallaboa Bay
Outfall 003: Tallaboa Bay
Classification: "SC" for Tallaboa Bay

l. LOCATION OF DISCHARGE

The above-named applicant has applied for a Ndtioldutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit, to the U.S. Environmental Protecégency (EPA) to discharge into the
designated receiving water. The location of tiseldarges is described by the following U.S.G.S.
Coordinates:

Latitude Longitude
Outfall 001 N 1E 59' 54" W 6& 44' 54"
Outfall 002 N 1& 00' 12" W 6& 44' 24"

Outfall 003 N 1& 00' 00" W 66 44' 54"
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A description and/or sketch of the location of thecharges is included as the following
attachments:

Attachment I.A: taken from Chapter 5, Figure 1 +rfd., Site Topo Map of the
January 31, 2004 application for Outfall 001,

Attachment |.B: taken from Chapter 5, Figure 2 #fd, Wastewater Effluent Pathways
of the January 31, 2004 application for Outfall 001

Attachment I.C: taken from Chapter 5, Figure 4 nfr@, Site Drainage Map of the
January 31, 2004 application for Outfall 001,

Attachment I.D: taken from Figure 1 — Form 1, Sitgo Map of the April 17, 2007
application for Outfalls 002 and 003,

Attachment |.E: taken from Figure 2 — Form 1, Steater Pathways of the April 17, 2007
application for Outfalls 002 and 003,

Attachment I.F: taken from Figure 3, Form 1, Sit@iDage Map of the April 17, 2007
application for Outfalls 002 and 003.

DESCRIPTION OF FACILITY

The applicant, Commonwealth Oil Refining Compamyg,. (CORCO), operates a bulk
petroleum warehouse leasing facility in Pefiuelagr® Rico. Petroleum commodities
are brought into the facility through the maringging terminal and pipelines from
CORCO clients. These commodities are subsequsehifyped by CORCO clients
through the marine terminal, by tank trucks angbipglines to CORCO client’s facilities.
The facility is located at State Road Number 12m,. K7.3, Barrio Tallaboa, Pefiuelas,
Puerto Rico 00624. This activity has a Standaduistrial Classification (SIC) code of
4226. The permittee is applying for a discharge Trallaboa Bay from Outfalls 001, 002
and 003. Tallaboa Bay is classified “SC” by thea Rico Environmental Quality
Board (EQB). The applicant is proposing to disgedareated wastewater through
Outfall 001 consisting of operations wastewatenKtand line product displacement water,
groundwater from product recovery, lab sink draatev, oily sewer/dock sump water,
RCRA unit closure water, tank and line testing watmnk and line cleaning water,
wastewater from maintenance jobs, and ballast yvatet Kuwait water (wastewater that
was generated from the separation from weatheredakiucrude oil, generated during
post-Persian Gulf War fighting). The treatment@uartfall 001 is proposed and, as
reported in the complete application, will inclugleration, equalization, oil/water
separation, biological treatment, flocculation, &fichtion using the following equipment:
corrugate plate separator, trickling filter biologji treatment, flocculator, continuous
backwash filter, sand dry bed, pre-aeration (ifattant limit is less than 1 ppm), and
post-aeration (step aerator). The applicant ip@smg to discharge wastewater
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comprised of stormwater through Outfalls 002 an8. 00’ he stormwater in Outfall 002 is
normally not associated with industrial activityt lwring emergencies the applicant is
proposing to divert part of the discharge from @li®03 through Outfall 002. Outfall
003 is comprised of stormwater associated with stiil activity. The treatment and
other controls (structural and non-structural)@utfall 003 (and for that portion of
Outfall 003 that is diverted through Outfall 002ithg emergencies) is as follows
(according to the application):

Stormwater that is stored in the former wastewsigatment lagoons (east, west,
aeration, and oxidation) and that does not evapahatins through the oil separator
box (formerly the API separator but without skimsétismantled)), and then drains
through the main stormwater ditch to the effludmrmmnel (after drain valve is opened,
but only after inspection for and removal of anitlbat may be present).

For the pipelines and pump stations transportirtydgarbon products to/from the tank
farm north of highway 127 (in the Outfall 003 bgsthey drain to the main stormwater
ditch or former cooling water ditch. Both ditcHesve oil trap boxes to separate out
hydrocarbon products. Collected oil is removednfimoxes by vacuum truck and
returned to tanks.

For the pipelines and pump stations transportirdrdgarbon products to/from the
marine terminal and truck loading racks south ghhiay 127, the pump stations are
contained within dikes and the main pipeline arsbamted pump stations are
hydraulically isolated. Any spilled or leaked mé&éis routed through underground
piping to an oil trap box before discharge to tfirient channel. Guillotine valves are
immediately downstream of the oil trap box disclegpgint in the effluent channel.

For the truck loading terminals (located southighiwvay 127 in the south tank farm)
which transport hydrocarbon products into tankecks, stormwater is hydraulically
isolated from the remainder of the tank farm. Eafcthe truck loading racks has
curbing around the base to collect any spills. b@g directs the spilled material to an
oil trap box (former API separator) where it is tained and transferred to tanks.

Implementation of the Storm Water Pollution Prei@nPlan (SWPPP).

For the non-operational production units areasgtigea plan for routine cleanup of
loose debris and spill materials under the SWPRBdoce risk of Stormwater (SW)
pollution, and diversion of “runon” away from theseas.

For the Facility Operations and Maintenance ardgherportion of the maintenance
area exposed to SW there are plans to implemeut lymasekeeping practices (keep all
oil products in sealed containers, store all ailducts and batteries inside the shop in
designated areas, remove out of service equipnmeilvehicles) as part of
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improvement of the SWPPP.

e For the operational bulk storage tanks used tedtgdrocarbon products, they have
secondary containment dikes that would preventspilied or leaked material from
entering the stormwater ditches.

[I. DESCRIPTION OF DISCHARGE

The permittee is applying for a renewal permittfa three discharges indicated below.
Outfall 001

The discharge consists of a daily maximum of 0.Z&8D of treated (proposed) wastewater. A
description of the type and quantity of pollutawtsch are to be discharged is listed in Table A-1
of the draft permit.

Outfall 002

The discharge consists solely of stormwater. Toersvater flow will depend on precipitation.
A description of the type and quantity of pollusathich are to be discharged is listed in
Table A-2 of the draft permit.

Outfall 003

The discharge consists solely of treated stormwaidre stormwater flow will depend on
precipitation. A description of the type and quignif pollutants which are to be discharged is
listed in Table A-2 of the draft permit.

V. DESCRIPTION OF DRAFT PERMIT CONDITIONS

The effluent limitations, monitoring requiremergshedules of compliance and other conditions
of the draft permit are described in Attachment Also included in Attachment Il is a brief
summary of the basis for each effluent limitatiow @ther conditions in the draft permit.

V. STATE CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS

State Certification requirements based upon a tvialer Quality Certificate (WQC) issued on
December 16, 2011 by the Puerto Rico Environmeitellity Board (EQB) are described in
Attachment V. Review and appeals of limitationd aonditions attributable to this certification
shall be made through the applicable procedurédseo€ommonwealth of Puerto Rico and may
not be made through EPA procedures. No appeals rgeeived by EQB on the WQC.
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V1. PROCEDURES FOR REACHING A FINAL DECISION ON THBERAFT PERMIT

These procedures, which are set forth in 40 Codieedéral Regulations (CFR) 8124, are
described in the public notice of preparation @f dnaft permit. Included in the public notice are
requirements for the submission of comments byeaiBpd date, procedures for requesting a
hearing and the nature of the hearing, and othmraglures for participation in the final agency
decision.

VIl. ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) consultation reqénts, as set forth in 40 CFR 122.49(c),
are described in Attachment II.

VIll. COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT ACT

The Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) requiremangsdescribed in Attachment 1.

IX.  ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT REQUIREMENTS

The Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) consultation regjaients are described in Attachment |l.

X. NATIONAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION ACT REQUIREMENTS

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) remments are described in Attachment Il.

XI. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

The Environmental Justice (EJ) requirements areribes! in Attachment |I.

Xll. ~ EPA CONTACT

Additional information concerning the draft permmayy be obtained between the hours of 8:00
A.M. and 4:30 P.M., Monday through Friday from ghrermit writer:

Mr. Edward Schlueter

NPDES Section

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2
290 Broadway, 24th Floor

New York, New York 10007-1866

(212) 637-3834
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ATTACHMENT IL.A
(showing Outfalls 001, 002 and 003 )
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ATTACHMENT I.C
(showing Outfalls 001, 002 and 003 )
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(showing Outfalls 002 and 003 )
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(showing Outfalls 002 and 003 )
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DESCRIPTION OF DRAFT PERMIT CONDITIONS

The effluent limitations, monitoring requiremerdasd other conditions are described in the draft
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System DES) permit. The effluent limitations in

the permit are equivalent to the most stringenieskpecified in the applicable technology-based
guidelines or water quality-based limitations. Wlh®thtechnology-based mass limits and
water quality-based concentration limits are implasethe draft permit, they are bathposed

since either limit can be more stringent dependimndlow which is variable.

l. Technology-based Limitations (Outfalls 001, Gl 003) The basis for
technology-based effluent limitations in Outfal®10 002 and 003 is provided as follows:

Outfall 001

Basis for Determining that Limits Based on Effluémhitation Guidelines (ELGS) in

40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 8419 Are Niogew Applicable - The currently
effective, administratively extended NPDES perraxgired April 30, 2007) does not
authorize the discharge through Outfall 001. Tiselthrge through Outfall 001 in the
previously effective NPDES permit (effective Decanl, 1986 with modification
effective July 1, 1991 and expired November 30,1)9%as covered under the ELGs in
40 CFR 8419 (Petroleum Refining Point Source CatggoThe U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) has determined that thdaD@01 discharge is no longer
covered under 40 CFR 8419 based on the currenatipes as described in the renewal
NPDES permit application (and in the applicationtfee effective permit). Specifically,
application Form 1, Item Xl (under January 31, 2@0ver letter) describes the operation
as “a bulk petroleum warehouse leasing facilityAlso, Item IIl.A in application Form 2C
(under June 10, 2004 cover letter) specifies thatftuent limitation does not apply to this
facility. Based on this information, EPA has nevdloped such technology-based
effluent limitations for Outfall 001 in the drafepmit. Therefore, the mass-based effluent
limitations are no longer included in the draftpérfor Chromium (total), Chromium
(hexavalent) andTotal Organic Carbon (TOC) (see anti-backsliding considerations in
next paragraph).

Basis for Anti-backsliding Considerations for Reradvi echnology-based Limits based
on ELGs in 40 CFR 8419 - EPA's current regulatior® CFR 8122.44(1), which address
the issue of anti-backsliding, reflect the prohdmtfor reissued permits imposed by
Section 402(0)(1) against revision of existing tembgy-based permit limitations unless
the circumstances on which the previous permitleaed have materially and
substantially changed since the time the permitissged and would constitute cause for
permit modification or revocation and reissuancdenl0 CFR 8122.62. EPA has
determined that 40 CFR 8122.44(l)(1) has been neef {he facility is no longer covered
under an ELG for these parameters) thereby allowengpval of the technology-based
limits for the parameters shown above. Also, aatksliding criteria in 40 CFR
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§122.44(1)(2) allows backsliding from technologysbd limits based on Best Professional
Judgment (BPJ) to technology-based limits baseslibeequently promulgated ELGs only
if certain exemptions are met. EPA has determihatl40 CFR §122.44(1)(2) is not
applicable since the currently effective permitpieed April 30, 2007, administratively
extended) does not authorize the discharge thr@ugfall 001 and the technology-based
effluent limitations in the prior permit (expirecoMember 30, 1991), which included
Outfall 001, were based on ELGs in 40 CFR 8419B#l. EPA used the prior NPDES
permit (expired November 30, 1991) to compare ajdirve draft NPDES permit for
determining the applicability of anti-backsliding.

Basis for Determining that Limit Based on ELGs ih@FR 8133 Is No Longer Applicable
— The discharge through Outfall 001 in the previpes$fective NPDES permit was
covered under the ELGs for Equivalent Secondargtiment, 40 CFR §133.105, using
BPJ. EPA has determined that the Outfall 001 disghis no longer covered under

40 CFR 8133.105. There is no sanitary wastewafmrted in the application for
Outfall 001. Based on this information, EPA hasdeveloped such technology-based
effluent limitation for Outfall 001 in the draft pmit. Therefore, the effluent limitation is
no longer included in the draft permit féotal Suspended Solids (TSSkee
anti-backsliding considerations in next paragraph).

Basis for Anti-backsliding Considerations for Reradvl echnology-based Limits based
on ELGs in 40 CFR 8133 - Again, similar to the d#cksliding discussion in the above
paragraph, EPA has determined that 40 CFR 812} #)las been met (i.e., the facility is
no longer covered under an ELG for this paramétemeby allowing removal of the
technology-based limits for TSS. Also, EPA ha®dueined that 40 CFR 8122.44(1)(2) is
not applicable since the technology-based efflliemtation in the prior permit (expired
November 30, 1991), which included Outfall 001, wased on the ELGs in

40 CFR 8133.105 not BPJ.

Outfalls 002 and 003

The "EPA Region Il Revised Guidance for Cooling &and Storm Water Runoff"
(CW/SW guidance) dated September 5, 1991 providgsdance limit in stormwater of
50 mg/l for TOC and 50 mg/l for TSS. EPA Regiow@uld not establish limits based on
CWI/SW guidance if the permittee is implementingtoammeasures to meet these limits
(i.e., Best Management Practices Plans (BMPs)), &tcl still has not met them (pursuant
to anti-backsliding requirements). Also, the EPégi®n 2 guidance memo “Calculating
Effluent Limitations Based on Existing Effluent Qit\ dated July 29, 1994 provides
procedures for calculating permit effluent limitats based on Existing Effluent Quality
(EEQ) and the EPA Region 2 Antibacksliding Polieyetl August 10, 1993 also discusses
procedures for establishing EEQ limits. For esshiohg EEQ limits, EPA has used the
July 29, 1994 guidance and, based on that guid&asaeviewed available analytical data
from the monthly Discharge Monitoring Reports (DNJRs TOC and TSS in the
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stormwater discharge through Outfalls 002 and @@ fperiod of 30 months from
August 2009 through January 2012.

TSS (Outfall 002) - The DMR data for TSS in Outfall6hows one value reported

(50 mg/l in June 2009 DMR). EPA has establish&8 ang/I limit based on CW/SW
guidance in the draft permit since the permitteeld/aneet the limit based on this one data
point. The data is insufficient to determine ailibmsed on EEQ guidance. Also, the
50 mg/! limit in the effective permit (based on CIW guidance) must be maintained
based on anti-backsliding requirements in 40 CFR2&M(I) for TSS in Outfall 002 (i.e.,
none of the causes for modification or revocatiod eeissuance in 40 CFR 8122.62 apply
including the “new information” cause for modific@at under 40 CFR 8122.62(a)(2) since
a single DMR data point does not provide sufficter@w information”).

Also, since the permittee plans to divert parthef discharge from Outfall 003 through
Outfall 002, EPA is applying the Outfall 003 TS of 277.0 mg/l (discussed below) for
Outfall 002 during such emergencies and requitegaermittee to report, in a cover letter
attaching the monthly DMR, 1) the details of thisezgency diversion including date and
flow, 2) confirmation that the diverted stormwatierough Outfall 002 has undergone the
same treatment/control measures as the normaladgehthrough Outfall 003, and
requiring the permittee to report in the monthly RNbr Outfall 002 the results for TSS
according to the specified instructions.

TSS (Outfall 003) - The DMR data for TSS in Outfall®6hows the permittee would
violate a 50 mg/l CW/SW guidance limit as a dailgpamum in the draft permit.
However, EPA Region 2 would not apply this 50 n@W//SW guidance limit in the
renewal permit if the permittee is implementing tohmeasures to meet this limit (e.g.,
BMPs, etc.) and still has not (subject to antibhdksy). Since the permittee is required
to implement a Storm Water Pollution PreventiomRBWPPP) and has structural
controls in place (e.g., oil trap boxes, etc.) ®etthe 50 mg/I limit in the effective permit
for Outfall 003 but is still violating the limitnstead of applying the CW/SW guidance
limit in the draft permit for TSS in Outfall 003 is including a 277 mg/l daily
maximum limit which is based on BPJ in consideratdéthe EEQ guidance memo (see
calculation in Attachment Ill). The anti-backshdirequirements in 40 CFR 8122.44(l)
are satisfied for TSS in Outfall 003. The rela2d@ mg/l BPJ-based limit is allowed to
be less stringent than the 50 mg/l BPJ-based imtite effective permit (expired April 30,
2007) without violating anti-backsliding requirentebecause the following cause for
modification in 40 CFR 8122.62(a)(2) “Informatiofhe Director has received new
information” applies: Sufficient new informationasailable from the above referenced
DMR data for TSS in Outfall 003 which shows thesefive BPJ-based TSS permit limit
(based on consideration of both the CW/SW guidamcethe existing effluent quality in
the current permit), which was determined basetherability to meet such limits with
adequate controls in place, is now shown not abletmet. With respect to applying
anti-backsliding, Section 7.22 of EPA’s “NPDES P#Miriters’ Manual”
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[EPA-833-K-10-001] dated September 2010 providethér clarification on
anti-backsliding from existing case-by-case linitsiew case-by-case/ BPJ limits as
follows:

7.2.2 Anti-backsliding Regulatory Provisions

Anti-backslidng regulations are found af Title 40 of the Code of Foderdl Repudations (CFR) 12244(1)
The regulations do not speaifically address backshding where apermittce secks relmcation of an of Maent
limitation that is based on a stade treatment standard or water quality standerd [ic., based on CWA
sections 301(bM1KC) or 303(d) or 303(e)] They do, however, nddress all other forms of backsliding

A provisioad (e.g., backslhiding from lmnitations dermved
from effluent guidelines, from new source performance dmdands, from existme case-by-case lim i ations

to new case-bv-case lmaations, and from conditions ach as montorme requirements thal are not
effluent limiations). Under the regulaion, a permittee musd meet one of the cmses for modification under
£ 122 62 for the reissued perm it to allow relacation of such lmitations, dandards, or conditions

Second, the regulations a § 1224414 2)1) directly reflect the specilfic prohibition mposed by CWA
section 402(o) on backsliding where a permittee seeks to revise an existing case-by-caze TBEL developed
usmg BPT 1o reflect a subsequently promulgated effuent guidelme that 15 less strmgent thimn the case-by-
case requiremeni. The regulations mclude the same exceplions o this prohibition that are in CWA seciion

402 oW 2) and the same sy clausr in CWA ssction 402{o)3)

Thus, if the permit condition beimg considered for relaxafion is either n caze-by-caze effluent lmmitation
devieloped using BPJ or is sny other lim tafion, standard, or condition other than an effluent Bmstation
based on a state standard, the permit writer can apply the requirements in § 122.44{1). For effluent
limitations based on state standands, the permit writer should apply the provizions of CWA sections
402(0) and 303({d)4) directly. Exhibat T-2 illustrates the process of applymg the statutory mnd reguluory
provigions addressing anti-backsliding.

Also, see discussion in Section VI below on theoeser clause for the EEQ limit for TSS
in Outfall 003 in consideration of antidegradat{erg., considering EEQ limits as having a
WQ-based component for which antidegradation agplie

TOC (Outfall 002) - The DMR data for TOC in Outfall ®§8hows the one value reported
(220 mg/l in June 2009 DMR) would violate a 50 n@W/SW guidance limit as a daily
maximum in the draft permit. Since the permiteariplementing control measures (i.e.,
for the emergency diversion of stormwater from @iif03 to Outfall 002) to meet a 50
mg/l limit (i.e., BMPs, etc.) and still has not, £i5 not establishing a 50 mg/I limit based
on CW/SW guidance. Also, an EEQ limit cannot baldshed based on a single point.
The 110 mg/l limit must be maintained based on-batksliding requirements in 40 CFR
§122.44(1) for TOC in Outfall 002 (i.e., none okthauses for modification or revocation
and reissuance in 40 CFR 8122.62 apply includied'tiew information” cause for
modification under 40 CFR §122.62(a)(2) since glsidDMR data point does not provide
sufficient “new information”).
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Also, since the permittee plans to divert parthef discharge from Outfall 003 through
Outfall 002, EPA is applying the Outfall 003 TO@lt of 142.0 mg/l (discussed below)
for Outfall 002 during such emergencies and reqgithe permittee to report, in a cover
letter attaching the monthly DMR, 1) the detailsto$ emergency diversion including date
and flow, and 2) confirmation that the divertedrstevater through Outfall 002 has
undergone the same treatment/control measureg a®thal discharge through Outfall
003, and requiring the permittee to report in thanthly DMR for Outfall 002 the results
for TOC according to the specified instructions.

TOC (Outfall 003) - The DMR data for TOC in Outfall ®8hows the permittee would
violate a 50 mg/l CW/SW guidance limit as a dailsgximum in the draft permit.
However, EPA Region 2 would not apply this 50 n@W/SW guidance limit in the
renewal permit if the permittee is implementing tohmeasures to meet this limit (e.g.,
BMPs, etc.) and still has not (subject to antibaddksy). Since the permittee is required
to implement a SWPPP and has structural contrgiaice (e.g., oil trap box, etc.) to meet
the 110 mg/l limit in the effective permit for Oalif 003 but is still violating the limit,
instead of applying the CW/SW guidance limit in thaft permit for TOC in Outfall 003,
EPAis including a 142.0 mg/l daily maximum limibweh is based on BPJ in consideration
of the EEQ guidance memo (see calculation in Attaaft IlI). The anti-backsliding
requirements in 40 CFR 8122.44(l) are satisfiedlOC in Outfall 003. The relaxed
142.0 mg/l BPJ-based limit is allowed to be lessigént than the 110.0 mg/l BPJ-based
limit in the effective permit (expired April 30, Q@) without violating anti-backsliding
requirements because the following cause for meatifin in 40 CFR §122.62(a)(2)
“Information. The Director has received new infotron” applies: Sufficient new
information is available from the above referenB&dR data for TOC in Outfall 003
which shows the effective permit BPJ-based TOCtl{based on consideration of both the
CWI/SW guidance and the old EEQ guidance limit),ochtwas determined based on the
ability to meet such limits with adequate contialplace, is now shown not able to be met.
Also, see discussion in Section VI below on reopetause for the EEQ limit for TOC in
Outfall 003 in consideration of antidegradation.g(econsidering EEQ limits as having a
WQ-based component for which antidegradation applie

Water Quality-based Limitations (Outfalls 0@N2 and 003) The basis for water
guality-based effluent limitations in Outfalls 0@N2 and 003 are divided into two parts
(parameters for which antibacksliding is applicadntel parameters for which
antibacksliding is not applicable) as follows:

1. Antibacksliding Parameters (Outfalls 001, 008 883)- All water quality-based
antibacksliding decisions are made in accordante BFPA Region 2 Antibacksliding
Policy dated August 10, 1993. Policy decisiongliapble to pollutants in Outfalls 001,
002 and 003 regulated by water quality-based ettllimitations for which
antibacksliding is applicable, are provided belowm addition, according to EPA’s 2010
NPDES Permit Writers’ Manual, EPA has consistemitgrpreted Clean Water
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Act (CWA) section 402(0)(1) to allow relaxation\fater Quality Based Effluent
Limitations (WQBELSs) and effluent limitations basea state standards if the relaxation is
consistent with the provisions of CWA section 308 or if one of the exceptions in
CWA section 402(0)(2) is met. The two provisionsstitute independent exceptions to
the prohibition against relaxation of effluent ltations. If either is met, relaxation is
permissible:

Outfall 001

For purposes of comparing current effluent limaas in Outfall 001 against the effluent
limitations in the draft NPDES permit for makingtidacksliding decisions, EPA is using
the “prior permit” (permit modification which wassued May 8, 1991, became effective
on July 1, 1991 and expired midnight, Novemberl®®1) instead of the “effective
permit” (permit which was issued December 28, 2@@tame effective on May 1, 2002,
expired midnight, April 30, 2007 and administrativextended) since the effective permit
does not authorize the discharge through Outfdl&@d as such does not establish limits
for comparison.

WQC Limit Absent and Water Quality Standards (WQBSsst - The daily maximum
water quality-based effluent limitation (concentya) from the "prior permit" of 45 mg/I
for BODs, 5 mg/l for Nitrogen (NO3, NO2, NH3), and 2.0 uigt Silver, is absent from
the final Water Quality Certificate (WQC) dated [Betber 16, 2011. The current “Puerto
Rico Water Quality Standards Regulation” (PRWQS&gd March 31, 2010 includes
WQSs for these parameters (i.e., establishing a B@iDbased on case-by-case
determination, a 5,000 ug/l Nitrogen (NO3, NO2, NHidit for class SB/SC waters, and a
2.24 ugl/l Silver limit for class SB/SC waters).

EPA has determined that it is appropriate to rentbgeeffluent limitation for each of these
parameters without violating anti-backsliding pens of the CWA, in accordance with
section 402(0), since one of the exceptions tetbeisions has been satisfied. CWA
8402(0)(2)(B)(i) allows backsliding if informatida available which was not available at
the time of permit issuance and would have justiidess stringent effluent limitation at
the time of permit issuance. The reasonable pateaarialysis (RPA) conducted by the
Environmental Quality Board of Puerto Rico (EQB)Yeveloping a new WQC and the
associated background materials (i.e., NPDES agtjmit, DMR data) can be considered
new information and the absence of a limited patanmie an EQB WQC justifies that a
limit is not necessary. Removal of the limit by B¢ the WQC also constitutes a
determination that the water quality standard iwitirbe attained.

Also, when removing limits following backslidinggaiscussed above) based on a RPA,
EPA may consider evaluating whether there is adeqotormation for EQB’s RPA and if
not adequate then maintain monitoring of theserpatars to obtain sufficient data to
either confirm there is no reasonable potenti@xceed the water quality-based limits, or
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to allow reopening of the WQC/permit to includegbdimits again if the new data shows
that there is reasonable potential to exceed therwaality-based limits. Since there is
no recent DMR data for Outfall 001, the NPDES pé@application provides the only data
for EQB’s RPA (i.e., there is no monitoring datacs the discharge through Outfall 001 is
not authorized). The application data for thesapaters are estimates based on pilot
study data in Chapter 4, Table 1 of the NPDES pempplication (dated 9/20/04).
However, the actual wastewater was used in thé gtilmly in determining the effluent
estimates. The estimates show that all of theegadwe below the end-of-pipe WQ-based
limit as follows:

Parameter: Avg. Max. | Daily max. limit:
BODs (mg/l) 5 12.2 45
Nitrogen (NO3, NO2, NH3) (mg/l) 1.36 2.78 5.0
Silver (ug/l) 0.04 0.3 2.0

In addition to the pilot data estimates, Chaptérahle 5 of the NPDES permit application
(dated January 31, 2004) reports levels of thase tharameters (based on actual data) for
the combined Kuwait and Testing water concentrati@ecording to the ratio for the
discharge) at the influent to the treatment sysdadhthat these levels (even prior to being
treated) are also all below the water quality-bdsers. As such, EPA has determined
that maintaining monitoring requirements for thégee parameters is not necessary in
this situation to confirm there is no reasonableepbal to exceed the removed WQ-based
limits.

Also, CWA 8402(0)(2)(A) allows backsliding if matarand substantial alterations or
additions to the permitted facility occurred afpermit issuance which justify the
application of a less stringent effluent limitationcluding removed limits). The changes
to the facility after permit issuance from operatas a refinery to operation as a bulk
petroleum warehouse leasing facility would justéynoving these limits due to the change
in characteristics of the discharge and would plstfy the determination that there is no
reasonable potential to exceed the removed watditydbased limits.

In addition, anti-degradation requirements for éhparameters are not violated by
removing them. Since the permittee will be disgiveg each of the pollutants at the same
level, the discharge would not contribute to furttiegradation of the receiving water and
existing uses would be maintained. To assureitbgment level is maintained in the
renewal permit, EPA has included a requirementairt R Section C (Additional
Requirements), Item 1.b(1) (see additional requais below).

WQC Limit Absent and WQS Removed he daily maximum water quality-based effluent
limitation (concentration) from the "prior permif 200.0 ug/I for Iron, and 10.0 ug/I for
Phenolic Substances, is not included in the fing®dated December 16, 2011. The
WQSs for these parameters have been removed f@RRNVQSR.
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Effluent limitations for these parameters are nygkr applicable due to the lack of a WQS
and are not included in the final WQC. EPA hadrined that it is appropriate to
remove these limits from the draft NPDES permithwiit violating antibacksliding
provisions of the CWA, in accordance with Secti@2@®), since one of the exceptions to
the provisions has been satisified. Section 3@8)Jadf the CWA allows relaxation of the
water quality-based effluent limitations develope@ccordance with a Total Maximum
Daily Load/Waste Load Allocation (TMDL/WLA) procede; provided that attainment of
water quality standards is assured and antidegosdaquirements are considered. The
end-of-pipe effluent limitations which were removae@ a form of WLA. EQB's WQC
constitutes a determination that a TMDL/WLA is noder necessary for these
parameters.

In addition, anti-degradation requirements for éhparameters are not violated by
removing them. Since the permittee will be disgiveg each of the pollutants at the same
level, the discharge would not contribute to furttiegradation of the receiving water and
existing uses would be maintained. To assuretiisggment level is maintained in the
renewal permit, EPA has included a requirementairt P Section C (Additional
Requirements), Item 1.b(1) (see additional requinets below).

WQC Limit and WQS Less Stringenfhe daily maximum water quality-based effluent
limitation (concentration) in the final WQC date@édmber 16, 2011 is less stringent than
the "prior permit” for Selenium and Zinc (i.e., linfor Selenium is relaxed from 10 to
71.14 ug/l and for Zinc from 50 to 85.62 ug/l). €llless stringent WQC limits agree with
the relaxed WQSs in the 2010 PRWQSR for Class SB/&Ers.

EPA has determined that it is appropriate to rétaxeffluent limitations in the draft
NPDES permit for these parameters without violaingbacksliding provisions of the
CWA, in accordance with Section 402(0), since #axed limitations are based on an
adopted and approved WQS in Puerto Rico and sineebthe exceptions to the
provisions has been satisfied. Section 303(d){#heCWA allows relaxation of water
quality-based effluent limitations developed in@dance with a TMDL/WLA procedure,
provided that attainment of water quality standasdsssured and antidegradation
requirements are considered. The end-of-pipeesitliimitations in the final WQC are a
form of WLA. The inclusion of these effluent lirattons in the final WQC (based on the
PRWQSR) constitutes a determination that thesaedlamits are sufficient to assure that
this discharge will not cause the quality of theeiging water to fall below the levels
necessary to protect the existing or designatesl, as®l the water quality standard is or
will be attained.

Also, antidegradation requirements are not viol&tgdelaxing these limits since the
permittee will be discharging the pollutants at $hene level. To assure this treatment
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level is maintained in the renewal permit, EPA imatuded a requirement in Part |,
Section C (Additional Requirements), Item 1.b(Be(additional requirements below).

Outfalls 002 and 003

For purposes of comparing current effluent limaas in Outfalls 002 and 003 against the
effluent limitations in the draft NPDES permit foraking antibacksliding decisions, EPA
is using the “effective permit” (permit which wassued December 28, 2001, became
effective on May 1, 2002, expired midnight, A@B0, 2007 and administratively
extended).

WQC Limit Absent and WQS ExistsThe narrative water quality-based effluent latitin

in Outfalls 002 and 003 fafremperature “No Thermal discharge or combination of
thermal discharges into or onto the surface, eistei@nd coastal waters shall be injurious
to fish or shellfish or the culture or propagatara balanced indigenous population there
of nor in any way affect the designated uses” ftbeeffective permit is not included in
Table A-2 of the final WQC dated December 16, 20Ihe current PRWQSR dated
March 31, 2010 includes this narrative WQS for Terature.

Our antibacksliding policy indicates that one o #xceptions other than the "new
information™ exception should be considered for mgkvater quality-based
antibacksliding determinations for stormwater desges. It is EPA Region 2 practice to
evaluate material and substantial alterations ditiaths and to delete certain limits
consistent with the CWA 8402(0)(2) exceptions andRegional Policy. CWA
8402(0)(2)(A) allows backsliding if material andostantial alterations or additions to the
permitted facility occurred after permit issuanod aould have justified a less stringent
effluent limitation at the time of permit issuancdt is EPA Region 2's view that a
"material and substantial alteration” needs to im¥@ctual structural changes at the
facility (not only housekeeping or procedural chesjgand needs to describe how the
alteration had an effect on the particular outfall.also needs to have been completed
after the issuance of the existing permit. EPAdetermined that it is appropriate to
remove the effluent limitations for this parametéthout violating antibacksliding
provisions of the Clean Water Act (CWA), in accarda with section 402(0), since the
“material and substantial alterations or additioasteption to the provisions has been
satisfied. Specifically, there is no thermal desgje for the stormwater through Outfalls
002 and 003. In addition, the facility is no longssociated with refinery operations
since the facility is proposing, in both the effeetand renewal NPDES permit
applications, to operate a petroleum bulk statiwh terminal facility instead of the
existing permitted refinery operations. These matand substantial alterations and the
absence of a limited (narrative) parameter in aBBCDC constitutes a determination that
a limit is not necessary and that the water quali#yndard is or will be attained.
Antidegradation requirements are not violated byaeing the narrative limit (no thermal
discharge ...) for this parameter. Since the peemitill be discharging the pollutant at
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the same level (i.e., no thermal discharge), teehdirge would not contribute to further
degradation of the receiving water and existingwgeuld be maintained.

2. Non-Antibacksliding Parameters (Outfalls 0012 @&d 003} The following
discussion applies to pollutants in the dischangeugh Outfalls 001, 002 and 003
regulated by water quality-based effluent limitagdor which antibacksliding is not
applicable:

Outfall 001

The discussion in this section provides the basig$tablishing the non-antibacksliding
water quality-based limits for pollutants in Tallel of the draft NPDES permit for
Outfall 001. The water quality-based effluent lisrére those shown in Table A-1 which
are not described above in Section | (Technologefd. imits) or Section Il.1 (Water
Quality-Based Limits - Antibacksliding Parametersyhey include limits foArsenic

(As), Benzene, Bis(2-Chloroethyl)Ether, BOBD(monthly average limit), Cadmium
(Cd), Color, Copper (Cu), Cyanide, Free (CN), Disdeed Oxygen, Flow, Lead (Pb),
Mercury (Hg), Nickel (Ni), Oil and Grease, pH, Seleium (Se), Solids and Other
Matter, Sulfide (undissociated HS), Surfactants (as Methylene Blue Active
Substances), Suspended, Colloidal or Settleable ®gl Thallium (TI), Taste and
Odor-producing Substances, Temperature, and Turbidy, in Outfall 001. The
antibacksliding water quality-based effluent limibas for these parameters are as
imposed in Table A-1 of the final WQC dated Decenil& 2011. Anti-backsliding is
not applicable since these limitations are equaktmore stringent than the prior NPDES
permit requirements.

Outfalls 002 and 003

The discussion in this section provides the basig$tablishing the non-antibacksliding
water quality-based limits for pollutants in Talle of the draft NPDES permit for
Outfalls 002 and 003. The non-antibacksliding wetelity-based effluent limits are
those shown in Table A-2 which are not describemabin Section | (Technology-based
Limits) or Section II.1 (Water Quality-Based Limi#ntibacksliding Parameters). They
include limits forOil and Grease, pH, Solids and Other Matter, Suspeded, Colloidal
or Settleable Solids, and Taste, Odor-producing Sudtances and Temperature (no
heat added ...)in Outfalls 002 and 003. The non-antibackslidiveger quality-based
effluent limitations for these parameters are gsosed in Table A-2 of the final WQC
dated December 16, 2011. These limitations araléqur more stringent than the
effective NPDES permit requirements.

Monitoring Requirements and Footnote§he basis for the monitoring requirements (and
footnotes) in the draft NPDES permit are dividei itwo parts (Table A-1 and Table A-2)
as follows:
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1. Table A-1 Monitoring RequirementsThe basis for the monitoring requirements
(and footnotes) in Table A-1 of the draft NPDESmpieffor Outfall 001 are as follows:

a. The monitoring requirements f@r4,6-Trichlorophenol, 2-Chlorophenol,
Antimony, Arsenic, Benzene, Bis(2-Chloroethyl) Ethe Bis (2-Ethylhexyl) Phthalate,
BODs, Cadmium (Cd), Chromium VI (Cr +6), Color, Copper (Cu), Cyanide, Free
(CN) , Dissolved Oxygen, Flow, Lead (Pb), MercuryHg), Nickel (Ni), Nitrogen (NO;,
NO,, NH3), Oil and Grease, Pentachlorophenol, pH, Seleniuifse), Silver (Ag),
Sulfate (SQ), Sulfide (S), Sulfide (undissociated k§), Surfactants (as Methylene
Blue Activate Substances), Suspended, Colloidal &ettleable Solids, Thallium (TI),
Temperature, Toluene, Turbidity, and Zinc (Zn) and the footnotes 1, 2, 3, 45y, ¢, o
anda in Table A-1 of the draft NPDES permit for Qutf@b1 are a BPJ determination in
consideration of the final WQC dated December D812 Footnote refers to Special
Condition 11, footnoté refers to Special Condition 12. Also, footnoteequires one
year monitoring for the following parameters toedatine whether effluent limits are
necessary: 2,4,6-Trichlorophenol, 2-Chlorophenaitiiony, Bis (2-Ethylhexyl)
Phthalate, Chromium VI (Cr +6), Nitrogen (MONO,, NH3), Pentachlorophenol, Silver
(AQ), Sulfate (S@), and Toluene.

b. The exclusion of monitoring requirements €@mromium (total), Iron,
Phenolic Substances, TOC, and TS Table A-1 of the draft NPDES permit for
Outfall 001 which were included in the prior permsita BPJ determination in
consideration of the significance of the dischasigee water quality-based limits for
Chromium (total), Iron, and Phenolic Substancestaaknology-based limits for TOC and
TSS are not included in the draft permit.

C. A footnote €” was added in Table A-1 under the parameter Sailfid
(undissociated asA3) to provide clarification not described propenyootnote ‘6"
which references Special Condition 12 (see disounssi Special Condition 12 below).

d. A footnote “@” was added in Table A-1 under thegpaeter Suspended,
Colloidal, or Settleable Solids to clarify thattiag for these parameters should be
conducted individually for Total Suspended Solidd &ettleable Solids.

2. Table A-2 Monitoring RequirementsThe basis for the monitoring requirements
(and footnotes) in Table A-2 of the draft NPDESmpieffor Outfalls 002 and 003 are as
follows:

a. The monitoring requirements fé&tow, Oil and Grease, pH, Suspended,
Colloidal or Settleable Solids, and Temperaturend the footnotes 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, dadh
Table A-2 of the draft NPDES permit for Outfalls208nd 003 are a BPJ determination in
consideration of the final WQC dated December 08,12
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b. The monitoring requirements falOC and TSSin Table A-2 of the draft
NPDES permit for Outfalls 002 and 003 are a BPérda@nhation in consideration of the
significance of the discharge.

C. A footnote “@” was included in Table A-2 of the rllPDES permit
under the parameter Suspended, Colloidal, or @bt#eSolids to clarify that testing for
these parameters should be conducted for SettlSaftilds.

Special Conditions All special conditions contained in the draft DS permit are as
imposed in the final WQC dated December 16, 201dgixihe following:

1. Special Condition 12 Table A-1 in the final WQC issued by EQB inclage
effluent limitation and monitoring requirement &ulfide (undissociated 43). It also
includes a footnoted” which refers to Special Condition 12. The FiM&QC does not
specify an analytical method for sulfide (as undissted HS) in Special Condition No. 12
of the WQC, only that an approved EPA analyticatirad must be utilized that achieves
the lowest possible detection level. EPA has inetLibotnote £” for sulfide in Table A-1
of the draft permit which specifies the methodoldlggt must be used for calculating
un-dissociated k8§ from the dissolved Sulfide concentration andifitation to Special
Condition No. 12 for reporting sulfide (undissoei@t+S) concentrations when sample
results are below detection limits.

2. Special Condition 21 Special Condition 21 was modified from the regment
imposed in the water quality certificate issuedhm/Puerto Rico EQB. EPA has imposed
the quarterly testing requirement to collect daeassary to determine whether this
discharge has the reasonable potential to causentribute to an exceedance of Puerto
Rico’s water quality standards for toxicity. TI8pecial Condition is pursuant to water
guality based permitting requirements at 40 CFR442)(1), which requires EPA and
delegated states to evaluate each NPDES perntitdqrotential to exceed state numeric or
narrative water quality standards, including thimseioxics, and to establish effluent
limitations for those facilities with the "reasomalpotential” to exceed those standards.
This Special Condition is also consistent with‘tRegion 2 Whole Effluent Toxicity
Implementation Strategy”. Federal regulations negioth chemical-specific limits,
based on the state numeric water quality standardther criteria developed by EPA, and
whole effluent toxicity effluent limits if reasonkgbpotential to exceed water quality
standards is determined.

Special Condition 21 also asserts the right of ERA EQB to require additional
monitoring based on the results of the quartenlg@as, and the right of EPA to reopen
this permit to include additional toxicity requirents, such as identification of toxic
sources and treatability, and/or effluent limitasaf warranted.
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V1.

3. Special Condition 23 and 24Special Condition numbers 23 and 24 in the WQC
were not included in the draft NPDES permit sirfe®ytonly pertained to the WQC not the
draft NPDES permit.

General Conditions These general conditions in Part 11.B applyltgparmits as required
by 40 CFR Part 122.41.

Additional Requirements The basis for additional requirements in thdtdi®DES
permit are as follows:

1. Prohibition until Proposed Treatment System isdist and Operational,
Prohibition until Adequate Written Certificationd®ided, and Submission of Start-Up
Plan and Monitoring Equipment Certification for thescharge Through Outfall 001

a. Prohibition until Proposed Treatment System forfall@01 is Installed
and Operational A requirement has been included in the draft EBpermit to prohibit
the discharge through Outfall 001 until the progbseatment system referenced in the
permittee’s complete NPDES permit application &afled according to construction
plans approved by EQB and is operational, until @@gessary additional control
measures/treatment required in Part I.C, item fLtheodraft permit are installed and
operational, and until the certification provisiong?art I.C, item 1.b and start up provision
in Part I.C, item 1.c of the draft permit are adatisfied. This requirement is a prohibition
and is not a compliance schedule (with interimt&nfor achieving compliance with
permit limits. [Note: 40 CFR 8§122.47(a) specifidsor recommencing dischargers, a
schedule of compliance shall be available only winetessary to allow a reasonable
opportunity to attain compliance with requiremestsied or revised less than three years
before recommencement of discharge.” Puerto RiateY\Quality Standards (PRWQSSs)
for any non-complying parameters in Outfall 001 evissued or revised more than three
years from the expected time period for recommeceof discharge through
Outfall 001.]

b. Prohibition until Adequate Written Certificationdded- The data in the
complete NPDES permit application for Outfall 00ibws expected levels of pollutants in
the effluent based on operation of the proposetrtrent system described in the
application. The values are estimates based dotssfudy summary report included in
the complete application. EPA'’s review of thesels shows that the facility will not be
able to meet the water quality-based effluent rmtTable A-1 of the draft permit for the
following parameters: Benzene, Dissolved Oxygemd,.éMercury, Selenium, Sulfide,
Surfactants, and Turbidity. Refer to tables inra&ttment IV which summarize estimates
from the various tables in the application for thearameters (except Dissolved Oxygen,
Surfactants, and Turbidity). Also, the analyticethod used for the effluent estimates
for the following parameters is not low enough $sess compliance with the draft permit
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limit: Arsenic, Bis(2-Chloroethyl) Ether, Cadmiu@ppper, Cyanide (Free), Nickel,
Thallium, and Zinc.

In addition, the following table summarizes the maxm (minimum for Dissolved
Oxygen) estimated effluent levels reported in theliaation for the parameters discussed
in the above paragraph:

Parameter /

Maximum Estimated Effluent Value Reported in thepfgation

Limit (9/20/04 additional information letter)
Arsenic / Chapter 4, Table 1 (for Application Form 2C, ItenAYB, & C) provides a < 1,000 ug/l max. valuie
36 ug/l max. (not detect) and indicates that this value is tekem Chapter 6 (pilot study summary report),
Attachment 2.
Benzene / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a 3,200 ug/l max. vahetindicates that this value is taken from
510 ug/l max. Chapter 6, Attachment 2. However, Chapter 6, T8hkeshows a 130 ug/l max. value. The 3,200

ug/l value exceeds the effluent limit.

Bis(2-Chloroethyl)

Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 20 ug/l max. vahuindicates that this value is taken from Taple

Ether / S-2.
5.3 ug/l max.
Cadmium / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 500 ug/| max. vahetindicates that this value is taken from
8.85 ug/l max. | Chapter 6, Attachment 2.
Copper / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 2,000 ug/l maxuevaind indicates that this value is taken from
3.73 ug/l max. | Chapter 6, Attachment 2.
Cyanide (Free) / | Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 20 ug/l max. valug indicates that this value is taken from

1.0 ug/l max. Chapter 6, Attachment 3.

Dissolved Oxygen

Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a 3.4 mg/| min. vale iadicates that this value is taken from Pilqt

Study Effluent Data 1 (Chapter 6, Attachment 3)he Temarks in Chapter 6, Table 15 says: “Plost

4.0 mg/l min. Aeration Required”.
Lead / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides an 11 ug/l max. vaheeiadicates that this value is taken from Chapter
8.52 ug/l max. | 6, Table S-2. The value exceeds the effluent limit
Mercury / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 0.3 ug/l max. véNm Detect) and indicates this value is takep
0.025 ug/l max. | from Chapter 6, Attachment 2. However, Chaptéfraehle S-2 shows a < 0.12 ug/l max value.
Since both are below detect it is inconclusive Wwhethe estimates meet the effluent limit. EPA
Method 1631E was approved in 2002 and has a qatotitievel of 0.5 ppt (0.0005 ug/l) and ERA
Method 245.7 was approved March 12, 2007 and luasatitation level of 5.0 ppt (0.005 ug/l).
Nickel / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 4,000 ug/| maxueraind indicates that this value is taken froni
8/28 ug/l max. | Chapter 6, Attachment 2.
Selenium / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a max. value of NoeBef290 ug/l) and indicates this value is taken
71.14 ug/l max. | from Chapter 6, Table S-2. Since the value isweletect it is inconclusive whether the estimate
meets the effluent limit.
Sulfide / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a 240 ug/l max. vaheeiadicates that this value is taken from
2 ug/l max. Chapter 6, Table S-2. The value exceeds the efflirait. Currently, the lowest possible
detection limit for the determination of dissolv@dlfide (as S) is EPA Method 376.2, Standard
Methods 4500-S2- D (18th Edition), or HACH Compangthod 8131. If the result for dissolved
Sulfide is below the detection limit of EPA Meth8d6.2 or Standard Methods 4500-S2- D (1Bth
Edition), i.e., <100 ug/l, then the permittee Hamonstrated that compliance with the permit limit
of 2 ug/l for Undissociated Hydrogen Sulfide wakiaged.
Surfactants / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides an 890 ug/l max. vaheeindicates that this value is taken from P{lot

500 ug/l max.

Study Effluent Data 2 (Chapter 6, Attachment 3)he Temarks in Chapter 6, Table 15 says:
“Pre-aeration and increased recirculation may baired for trickling filter”.
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Parameter / Maximum Estimated Effluent Value Reported in thepAgation
Limit (9/20/04 additional information letter)
Thallium / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 1,000 ug/| maxuevaind indicates that this value is taken fron
0.47 ug/l max. | Chapter 6, Attachment 2.
Turbidity / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides an 38 ug/l max. vaheeiadicates that this value is taken from Pilgt
10 NTU Study Effluent Data 1 (Chapter 6, Attachment 1)he Temarks in Chapter 6, Table 15 says:
“Addition of flocculants and coagulants may be riegg!’
Zinc / Chapter 4, Table 1 provides a < 2,000 ug/| maxuevaind indicates that this value is taken fron
85.62 ug/l max. | Chapter 6, Attachment 2.

Therefore, EPA has included a prohibition in thafidpermit to not allow the permittee to
discharge through Outfall 001 until EPA receivesgraten certification that the proposed
treatment system design is adequate to meet ik water quality-based effluent limits in
Table A-1 of the permit (including the above pargm®, and which specifies whether this
treatment system is only based on the proposetirtegd system specified in the complete
application or also includes any necessary additioantrol measures/treatment. In
addition, EPA is including a requirement in theftpeermit that the written certification
must also include the estimated level of all osthevater quality-based parameters in the
effluent at or below the effluent limit in Table B-specifically document the treatment and
other control measures necessary to achieve tsésgaed effluent levels, indicate the
size, flow rate, and retention time for each treaitrunit, and provide the basis for the
estimated effluent level for each of these paramaete

EPA is also including a requirement in the drafinpéthat the initial written certification
also certify that the proposed treatment systengdder Outfall 001 is adequate to meet
the following water quality-based daily maximum iisnshown in the prior permit which
were not included in the draft permit but for whitle treatment must still be adequate to
meet these levels (i.e., based on anti-degradegmquirements): 45 mg/| limit for BO

5 mg/I limit for Nitrogen (NO3, NO2, NH3), 2 ugihtit for Silver, 200 ug/I limit for Iron
and 10 ug/l limit for Phenolic Substances. In &ddi EPA is including a requirement in
the draft permit that the written certification nhasso include the estimated level of each
of these parameters in the effluent at or belowptin@r permit limits for BOL3, Nitrogen
(NO3, NO2, NH3), Silver, Iron and Phenolic Subsemspecifically document the
treatment and other control measures necessachieva these estimated effluent levels,
indicate the size, flow rate, and retention timeegfach treatment unit, and provide the basis
for the estimated effluent level for each of thpaeameters.

[Note: If an approved EPA analytical method witk tbwest possible detection limit is
used to establish an effluent estimate and thatten limit is above the effluent limit for
a parameter shown above, then this is a suffitiasis to demonstrate that compliance
with the permit limit was achieved.]

Also, EPA is including a requirement in the protidn that EPA, after review of the
written certification, may provide timely writterotice specifying the reasons the written
certification is not adequate and the permittee neagubmit the written certification
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addressing these reasons. EPA has also includspimement, if additional control
measures/treatment are necessary, to require thetige to: submit written plans and
specifications to EQB for additional control measfireatment to meet these limits upon
implementation, receive EQB’s written approvallodge plans and specifications, and
submit that approval to EPA by cover letter.

Also, EPA has included a note in the draft perhmat if the permittee provides an adequate
written certification described in Item 1.b priorEPA’s finalization of the NPDES permit,
then EPA may revise the final permit to remove prighibition requirement.

C. Submission of Start-Up Plan and Monitoring Equiptr@ertification— A
requirement has been included in the permit forpmnittee to submit start-up plans and
monitoring equipment certification.

2. Endangered Species Act Reopen&he regulation in 40 CFR 8122.49 provides a
list of Federal laws which may apply to issuanca diPDES permit under those rules. It
also requires that the procedures of the listecfdaws must be followed where
applicable and when the applicable law requiresiclemation or adoption of particular
permit conditions or requires denial of a perntigge requirements also must be followed.
Included in the list under 40 CFR 8122.49(c) isEmelangered Species Act (ESA), 16
U.S.C. 153%t seg. section 7 of the Act and implementing regulatios® CFR part 402).
This law requires the Regional Administrator towems in consultation with the Secretary
of the Interior or Commerce, that any action autteat by EPA is not likely to jeopardize
the continued existence of any endangered or #medtspecies or adversely affect its
critical habitat.

EPA is currently engaged in consultation underigect of the Endangered Species Act
with the National Marine Fisheries Service regagdims permit action. In a May 10,
2000 memo to the Regions, EPA Headquarters progd&thnce that Regions may use in
making a determination as to whether a final NPIPE&nit may be issued while waiting
for consultation to be concluded. EPA R2 will emstinat permit issuance prior to the
conclusion of consultation is consistent with s&t{r of the Endangered Species Act.
Once our evaluation is concluded, if it concludes permit issuance is consistent with
section 7 and it occurs prior to the conclusionafsultation, then in accordance with EPA
Headquarters' guidance, EPA R2 plans to re-issuérthl permit before consultation is
concluded and will document this decision in a mdardghe Administrative Record. In
that case, EPA may decide that changes to the parenvarranted after issuance based on
the results of the consultation when it is completelrherefore, a reopener provision to
this effect has been included in Part 1.C.2 anfltB@draft NPDES permit.

3. Essential Fish Habitat ReoperePursuant to Section 305(b)(2) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and ManagehegnFederal agencies must
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VII.

consult with the National Marine Fisheries Ser(ld&FS) regarding any of their actions
authorized, funded or undertaken that may adveedédgt Essential Fish Habitat (EFH).

EPA is currently in the process of initiating dission/consultation with NMFS regarding
this permit action. Therefore, a reopener provismthis effect has been included in
Part I.C.4 and 5 of the draft NPDES permit.

4, Reopener Clause for EEQ Limit&PA has included a reopener clause in Part 1.C.6
of the draft NPDES permit to allow for modificatiofthe permit if necessary for
establishment of revised effluent limits for TOQJIArSS in Outfall 003 based on EEQ in
consideration of antidegradation.

Additional Notes

1. Coastal Zone Management Act Requirememiscording to 40 CFR § 122.49(d),
EPA is prohibited from issuing a final NPDES perfaitan activity affecting land or water
use in the coastal zone until the applicant cedithat the proposed activity complies with
the State Coastal Zone Management program, arfsitétte or its designated agency
concurs with the certification (or the SecretaryCoimmerce overrides the State’s
non-concurrence).

As of the date of preparation of the public noti€¢his draft NPDES permit, EPA has not
received such concurrence from the Puerto RicoritigrBoard.

2. National Historic Preservation Act Requiremen#0 CFR 8122.49 requires that if
the law specified in §122.49(b) is applicable t® igsuance of permits, its procedures must
be followed and when the applicable law requiressaeration or adoption of particular
permit conditions or requires the denial of a p&rthose requirements also must be
followed. Section 122.49(b) says: “The Nationastidric Preservation Act of 1966, 16
U.S.C. 470 et seq. section 106 of the Act and impl&ing regulations (36 CFR part 800)
require the Regional Administrator, before issuarlgcense, to adopt measures when
feasible to mitigate potential adverse effecteflicensed activity and properties listed or
eligible for listing in the National Register of $toric Places. The Act’s requirements are
to be implemented in cooperation with State Histereservation Officers and upon
notice to, and when appropriate, in consultatiotinsthe Advisory Council on Historic
Preservation.” EPA has included the State HistBreservations Officer and Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation on the mailing fa the public notice of the draft
NPDES permit. Any timely comments providing measuo mitigate potential adverse
effects of the NPDES regulated discharges willnmduided in the final NPDES permit
when feasible.

3. Environmental Justice RequiremeniSonsistent with Executive Order 12898,
“Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justic®inority Populations and
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Low-Income Populations,” EPA performs environmeiatice (EJ) assessments on areas
potentially affected by proposed projects. Arded theet EPA criteria classifying
populations as an EJ area undergo a full EJ asalysi

EPA R2 has used the EJ Interim policy, dated Deeg@®00, in the EJ assessment for this
facility. That policy provides permitting staff thiguidance on how to consider EJ in the
context of significant permitting decisions. Fairposes of this interim policy, permitting
decisions include new major permits, significantnpieé modifications (except
administrative modifications), and major permiteesmls. EPA Region 2 has re-rated the
facility as a minor facility. The facility is n@hger operating as a refinery and has applied
for a renewal permit as a bulk petroleum warehdessing facility. As such, in
conformance with our current policy, an EJ Analyss not been conducted as part of the
NPDES permit re-issuance process.

Nonetheless, although an extensive public outreasmot been performed under EJ to
specifically attempt to ensure the affected miyaoit low-income population has been
made aware of the facility’s intent to dischargeema NPDES permit, EPA’s current
procedures for public notice via newspaper have laedered to in order to adequately
notify the public under the NPDES regulations, ang additional procedures warranted
under EJ are not intended to modify an existawlity’s location (e.g., away from that EJ
area or another), modify its type or level of opieras, or modify its ability to discharge in
compliance with a NPDES permit. Also, EPA’s enfanent measures, to ensure
continued compliance with permit conditions, artemled to support all facilities
(including all EJ facilities).
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COMMONWEALTH OIL REFINING COMPANY, INC - EXISTING EFLUENT QUALITY
ANALYSIS FOR TOC AND TSS IN OUTFALL 003

Existing Effluent Quality (EEQ) Daily Maximum Limderived by performing a statistical
analysis of the permittee's discharge as repontéaei monthly discharge monitoring reports
(DMRs) covering a 30 month period from August 28@®ugh January 2012. The limits derived
for Total Organic Carbon (TOC) and Total Suspen8elitis (TSS) are based on thé"99
percentile of the lognormal distribution of the rm@@ments reported based on the following
equation:

Maximum Daily Limit (99" percentile) = exply + Zogoy)

where
Xj = daily pollutant measurement i (see Table below)
Yi = In(x) (see Table below)
k = sample size of data: TOC =15, TSS =10
Ly = S(yk (estimated mean of the lognormally transformed
measurements above detection)
6,° = Y[(yi - ny)?%(k-1)] (standard deviation squared)
Zgo= 2.326

Interested persons may want to refer to "EPA Regi@uidance for Calculating Permit Effluent
Limitations Based on Existing Effluent Quality" @dtJuly 29, 1994 and the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency’s (EPA's) "Technical Support Doemt For Water Quality-based Toxics
Control" dated March 1991.



ATTACHMENT Il (Existing Effluent Quality) PROO000345
- Continued -
OUTFALL 003 Commonwealth Oil Refining Company, Inc. (NPDES Perrit No. PR0000345)
Daily Max. Limit for: TOC TSS
-Existing Permit; 110.0 50
- Draft Permit See calculated EEQ limit below See calculated EEQ limit below
No. Units: mg/l mg/l
Frequency: 01/30 01/30
DMR Report |DMR Cover | DMR DATA MEASUREMENT (x) and|Treatment Upset Reported in Cover Letter or ICIS | DMR DATA MEASUREMENT (x) and| Treatment Upset Reported in Cover Letter or ICIliase, or Nonrepresentative
Date Letter Date NATURAL LOG OF x (y) database, or Nonrepresentative Values? NATURAL LOG OF X (y) Values?
Xi i) Xi Yi
1 May-2009 N/A N/A N/A Not used per guidance (gezahan 30 months) N/A N/A Not used per guidancedter than 30 months)
2 Jun-2009 N/A N/A N/A Not used per guidance (geedéhan 30 months) N/A N/A Not used per guidancedter than 30 months)
3 Jul-2009 N/A N/A N/A Not used per guidance (gezdahan 30 months) N/A N/A Not used per guidancedter than 30 months)
4 Aug-2009 9/24/2009 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
5 Sep-2009 10/27/2009 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
6 Oct-2009 11/27/2009 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
7 Nov-2009 12/24/2009 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
8 Dec-2009 1/26/2010 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
9 Jan-2010 2/22/2010 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
10 Feb-2010 8/23/2010 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
11 Mar-2010 4/26/2010 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
12 Apr-2010 5/24/2010 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
13 May-2010 6/23/2010 15.2 2.721295428 No upset reported 945 6-851184927 |EPA has determined this value is not represemt#iv TSS since DMR reports
unusuallyhigh value (erosion).
14 Jun-2010 7/21/2010 7.68 2.038619547 | No upset reported 45 3.80666249 No upset reported
15 Jul-2010 8/27/2010 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
16 Aug-2010 9/27/2010 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
17 Sep-2010 10/25/2010 128 4.852030264 No upset reported 31 3.433987204 | No upset reported
18 Oct-2010 11/22/2010 66.8 4.201703081 No upset reported 67 4.204692619 |Reported cleaning effluent channel preceding dal®A has determined this value
not representative for TSS.
19 Nov-2010 12/27/2010 4.35 1.470175845 | No upset reported 156 5.049856007 |Reported cleaning effluent channel preceding daiZ®A has determined this value
not representative for TSS.
20 Dec-2010 1/20/2011 17.2 2.844909384 No upset reported 107 4672828834 |Reported evaluating current mechanisms for confretosion by heavy rains in view
unusually high value. EPA has determined thise/édunot representative for TSS.
21 Jan-2011 2/25/2011 —17.2 2.844969384 |Incorrectly reported 12/2010 DMR data in OutfdlB0 167 4.672828834 |Incorrectly reported 12/2010 DMR data in OutfdlB0for TOC/TSS. EPA has
and not representative for TOC. determined this value is not representative for. TSS
22 Feb-2011 3/25/2011 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
23 Mar-2011 4/27/2011 25.7 3.246490992 No upset reported 211 5.-351858133 [Reported TSS was high & will submit report addirggshis matter. EPA has
determined this value is not representative for. TSS
24 Apr-2011 5/27/2011 No Data N/A Not used, no data No Data N/A Not used, no data
25 May-2011 6/24/2011 18.1 2.895911938 | No upset reported 6 1.791759469 | No upset reported
26 Jun-2011 7/26/2011 18.6 2.923161581 No upset reported 11 2.397895273 | No upset reported
27 Jul-2011 8/25/2011 19.5 2.970414466 No upset reported. Reported retetitizmexpired. 7 1.945910149 |No upset reported. Reported retention time expir&PA has determined this valu
This value is still representative. still representative.
28 Aug-2011 9/27/2011 8.09 2.090628731 | No upset reported 47 3.850147602 | No upset reported. Heavy rain reported
29 Sep-2011 10/19/2011 No Data N/A Not used, na dat No Data N/A Not used, no data
30 Oct-2011 11/17/2011 32.4 3.478158423 No upset reported 7 1.945910149 | No upset reported
31 Nov-2011 12/20/2011 14.1 2.646174797 No upset reported. Exceeded shelf I[E®A has 6 1.791759469 | No upset reported. Exceeded shelf IEPA has determined this value is still
determined this value is still representative. representative.
32 Dec-2011 1/23/2012 29.2 3.374168709 | No upset reported. Reported retetitimmexpired. 4 1.386294361 |No upset reported. Reported retention time expir&PA has determined this valu
This value is still representative. still representative.
33 Jan-2012 2/22/2012 30.4 3.414442608 No upset reported 4 1.386294361 |No upset reported. Reported retention time expir&PA has determined this valu
still representative.
Daily Max. EEQ Limit: 142 277

is

is
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Outfall 001
Parameter Modified NPDES Permit Draft NPDES Permit Chapter 4, Table 1, Form 2C, V.A, B.C Chapter 6, Table 15
Effective 7/1/91, (Note: from 12/16/11 final WQC) (Comparison of Probable
Expired 11/30/91 NPDES Permit Limits and
Gross Discharge Limitations Application Data Basis for Estimate Treatment Plant Effluent)
Monthly Average Daily Maximum Date Avg. Remarks
Benzene N/A N/A 510 1/31/04 3,200 ug/l max. TWCD ---
(ng/L) 9/20/04 addit. info 3,200 ug/l max. TWCD -
Table 3 Table 3, Tank 1019 Characterization Additional PFeters (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for compani purposes with above limit)
1/31/04 (TWCD): Tank Characterization Studly Supplemental Sampling Average
Application, Tank 1019 1019 9/13/02 9/16/02 9/18/02 9/23/02
Chapter 6 (Pilot Duplicate
Study Summary 390 410 - - - - 400
Report) Table 4 Table 4, Summary of Water Characterization — WaatemStorage Tanks Other Than 1019, Tank Chaizatien Study
(TWCD): (EPA converted from mg/I to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit
Tank 1018 Tank 1019 Tank 102D Tank 102 Tank 1p24ank3 701, 711, 722, 98| Tanks 701, 711, 722, 980 nksTa26, 727, 728 Tanks 73§, Tanks 903, 1010,
739 1013
0.094 400 0.72 4.6 14 3200 2900 < 100 2.2 1400
Table 5 Table 5, Projected Contaminant Concentrations ofehlliKuwait Water and Testing Water (Based on AverBgsting Water Contaminant Concentrations)
(EPA converted from mg/I to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Tank 1018 | Tank 1019  Tank 102p Tank 1023 Tank 124 RW®S Limits
1220 | 1,280 | 760 | 46 | 1,340 | 400
9/20/04 Table S-1 Projected Effluent Quality Based on Observed P¢rigemovals — note 1 (EPA converted from mg/l td fay/comparison purposes with above limit)
Supplement to Tank 1018 Tank 1019  Tank 1020 Tank 102 Tank 1p24 ercdht Removal (see adjacent column for reference) | Reference for Percent Removal note 2 (Referltd Bummary Repor|
Pilot Study January 2004)
Summary Repor 120 130 80 0 130 90% Engineer's Estimate (note 3)
Note 1: Data for tanks based on Tank Charactevizddata presented in Table 5 of the Pilot Summayd®. Values reported in this table were caledats follows: Value=(100%Rercent Removal) * Value in Table|
Note that in estimating the influent concentratiforsTable 5 that detection limits were used inesawhere the data are below detection level taikzte the estimated mixture concentration. Valnehis table based g
data that was below detection levels denoted wiélssithan sign, i.e., “<”.
Note 2: For Tables and Attachments see Pilot SumiRaport, March 2004.
Note 3: Engineer's Estimate — The performance efsystem was estimated in cases for which therensafficient data to use pilot test results.
Table S-2 Comparison of Maximum Projected Effluent based ercént Removal versus Estimated Effluent Data JeTatt-orm 2C
(EPA converted from mg/I to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Maximum Projected Effluent based on Percent Remgwak 1) Estimated Effluent Data from Table 1 F@@(note 2)
Average [ Maximum Average | Maximum
120 [ 130 <780 [ 3,200
Note 1: See accompany text for full explanatioatulation. Flow-weighted average and maximurneslbased on concentration values presented ie Babl
Note 2: These values were reported in Chapter #nR2€, Table 1 of the NPDES Permit Application @mmonwealth Oil Refining Company (CORCO).
Note:

TWCD = Tank Water Characterization Data; EE = Eegiing Estimate; ND = Not Detect/Non-Detect, etc.
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PRO0O000345

Outfall 001
Parameter Modified NPDES Permit Draft NPDES Permit Chapter 4, Table 1, Form 2C, V.A, B.C Chapter 6, Table 15
Effective 7/1/91, (Note: from 12/16/11 final WQC) (Comparison of Probable
Expired 11/30/91 NPDES Permit Limits and
Gross Discharge Limitations Application Data Basis for Estimate Treatment Plant Effluent)
Monthly Average Daily Maximum Date Avg. Remarks
Lead (Pb) N/A 15.0 8.52 1/31/04 7 ug/l max. TWCD -
(nglL) 9/20/04 addit. info 11 ug/l max. Table S-2
Table 3 Table 3, Tank 1019 Characterization Additional Peaters (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for compani purposes with above limit)
1/31/04 (TWCD): Tank Characterization Studly Supplemental Sampling Average
Application, Tank 1019 1019 9/13/02 9/16/02 9/18/02 9/23/02
Chapter 6 (Pilot Duplicate
Study Summary 241 <5 <5 <5 <5 <8 <5
Report) Table 4 Table 4, Summary of Water Characterization — WaatenStorage Tanks Other Than 1019, Tank Chaizatien Study
(TWCD): (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Tank 1018 Tank 1019 Tank 1020 Tank 102 Tank 1p24anks 701, 711, 722, 98 Tanks 701, 711, 722, 980 nksTa26, 727, 728 Tanks 738, 739Tanks 903, 101(
1013
0.712 <5 11.9 21.9 21.5 0.987 <5 1.26 0.319 0.929
Table 5 Table 5, Projected Contaminant Concentrations ofehllliKuwait Water and Testing Water (Based on AverBgsting Water Contaminant Concentrations)
(EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Tank 1018 [ Tank 1019  Tank 102 Tank 1023 Tank 1p24 RW®S Limits
0 | 0 10 20 [ 0 15.0
9/20/04 Table S-1 Projected Effluent Quality Based on Observed Pégemovals — note 1 (EPA converted from mg/l td fag/comparison purposes with above limit)
Supplement to Tank 1018 Tank 1019 Tank 1020 Tank 102 Tank 1p24 ercdht Removal (see adjacent column for reference) Reference for Percent Removal note 2 (Refer td Bilonmary Report
Pilot Study January 2004)
Summary Repor 1 <1 3 11 2 50% Engineer’s Estimate (note 3)
Note 1: Data for tanks based on Tank Characteoad?ata presented in Table 5 of the Pilot SummaydR. Values reported in this table were caledas follows: Value=(100%Rercent Removal) * Value in Table
Note that in estimating the influent concentratiforsTable 5 that detection limits were used inesashere the data are below detection level taizte the estimated mixture concentration.  Vainéhis table basd on dat
that was below detection levels denoted with atleas sign, i.e., “<”.
Note 2: For Tables and Attachments see Pilot SumiReport, March 2004.
Note 3: Engineer's Estimate — The performance efsystem was estimated in cases for which therensafficient data to use pilot test results.
Table S-3 Comparison of Maximum Projected Effluent based ercént Removal versus Estimated Effluent Data 4eTaliForm 2C
(EPA converted from mg/I to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Maximum Projected Effluent based on Percent Remgwak 1) Estimated Effluent Data from Table 1 F@@(note 2)
Average Maximum Average Maximum
<2 11 5 7
Note 1: See accompany text for full explanatioraltulation. Flow-weighted average and maximurneslbased on concentration values presented ie Babl
Note 2: These values were reported in Chapter inRXC, Table 1 of the NPDES Permit Application @mmonwealth Oil Refining Company (CORCO).
Note:

TWCD = Tank Water Characterization Data; EE = Eegiing Estimate; ND = Not Detect/Non-Detect, etc.
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Outfall 001
Parameter Modified NPDES Permit Draft NPDES Permit Chapter 4, Table 1, Form 2C, V.A, B.C Chapter 6, Table 15
Effective 7/1/91, (Note: from 12/16/11 final WQC) (Comparison of Probable
Expired 11/30/91 NPDES Permit Limits and
Gross Discharge Limitations Application Data Basis for Estimate Treatment Plant Effluent)
Monthly Average Daily Maximum Date Avg. Remarks
Mercury N/A 1.0 0.025 1/31/04 ND TWCD -
(Hg) (ng/L) 9/20/04 addit. Info. ND (0.3 ug/l max.) TWCD
Table 3 Table 3, Tank 1019 Characterization Additional Peters (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for compani purposes with above limit)
1/31/04 (TWCD): Tank Characterization Studly Supplemental Sampling Averagg
Application, Tank 1019 1019 9/13/02 9/16/02 9/18/02 9/23/02
Chapter 6 (Pilot Duplicate
Study Summary 0.117 <02 <05 <05 <05 <05 <0.3§
Report) Table 4 Table 4, Summary of Water Characterization — WaatenStorage Tanks Other Than 1019, Tank Chaizatien Study
(TWCD): (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Tank 1018 [ Tank 1019  Tank 102 Tank 1023 Tank 1p24ank3 701, 711, 722, 980  Tanks 701, 711, 722, p80 nksTa26, 727, 728 [ Tanks 738, 739]  Tanks 903, 101TH]
0.0338 <0.38 |  0.0656 | 0.0721 | 0.347] 0.0158 <02 [ 5200 | 0.0009 [ 0.0233
Table 5 Table 5, Projected Contaminant Concentrations okhlliKuwait Water and Testing Water (Based on AverBgsting Water Contaminant Concentrations)
(EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison pases with above limit)
Tank 1018 | Tank 101  Tank 102 Tank 1023 Tank 1p24 RWS Limits |
0.05 0.06 007 | 0.08 | 1 |
9/20/04 Table S-1 Projected Effluent Quality Based on Observed Pérgemovals — note 1 (EPA converted from mg/l td fag/comparison purposes with above limit)
Supplement to Tank 1018 | Tank 1019  Tank 102 Tank 1023 Tank 1D24 ercét Removal (see adjacent column for referenfBeference for Percent Removal note 2 (Refer td Bilonmary Report, January 20
Pilot Study 0.05 [ <012 | 0.06 | 0.07 | 0.08 0% Attachment 3
Summary Repor Note 1: Data for tanks based on Tank Charactevzdata presented in Table 5 of the Pilot SummaspdR. Values reported in this table were caledats follows: Value=(100% - Percent Removaljatue in Table 5|
Note that in estimating the influent concentratiforsTable 5 that detection limits were used inesashere the data arelbw detection level to calculate the estimatedunéxconcentration. Values in this table basedaig|
that was below detection levels denoted with atless sign, i.e., “<”.
Note 2: For Tables and Attachments see Pilot SumiReport, March 2004.
Note 3: Engineer’s Estimate — The performance efystem was estimated in cases for which therensafficient data to use pilot test results.
Table S-7 Comparison of Maximum Projected Effluent based ercént Removal versus Estimated Effluent Data 4eTalForm 2C
(EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Maximum Projected Effluent based on Percent Remmwak 1) Estimated Effluent Data from Table 1 F@@(note 2)
Average Maximum Average Maximum
<0.08 [ <0.12 0.05 | 0.30
Note 1: See accompany text for full explanatioraltulation. Flow-weighted average and maximurnesibased on concentration values presented ie Babl
Note 2: These values were reported in Chapter inR€, Table 1 of the NPDES Permit Application @mmonwealth Oil Refining Company (CORCO).

Note:

TWCD = Tank Water Characterization Data; EE = Eegiing Estimate; ND = Not Detect/Non-Detect, etc.
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Outfall 001
Parameter Modified NPDES Permit Draft NPDES Permit Chapter 4, Table 1, Form 2C, V.A, B.C Chapter 6, Table 15
Effective 7/1/91, (Note: from 12/16/11 final WQC) (Comparison of Probable NPDES
Expired 11/30/91 Permit Limits and Treatment
Gross Discharge Limitations Application Data Basis for Estimate Plant Effluent)
Monthly Average Daily Maximum Date Avg. Remarks
Selenium N/A 10.0 71.14 1/31/04 ND PSED -
(Se) (pg/L) 9/20/04 Addit. Info. ND (290 ug/l max.) Table S-2 - - -
Table 3 Table 3, Tank 1019 Characterization Additional Peters (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for compani purposes with above limit)
1/31/04 Application,| (TWCD): Tank Characterization Studly Supplemental Sampling Averagg
Chapter 6 (Pilot Stud Tank 1019 1019 9/13/02 9/16/02 9/18/02 9/23/02
Summary Report) Duplicate
1,090 <10 <5 <5 12 <5 <190
Table 4 Table 4, Summary of Water Characterization — WaatenStorage Tanks Other Than 1019, Tank Chaizatien Study
(TWCD): (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Tank 1018 | Tank 1019  Tank 102p Tank 1023 Tank 1p24ank3 701, 711, 722, 980 Tanks 701, 711, 722, p80 nksT@26, 727, 728 | Tanks 738,739  Tanks 903, 10118
1260 | <190 | 574 | 285 | 1,730 | 0.4 | <10 [ 0.33 | 0.25 | 1.93
Table 5 Table 5, Projected Contaminant Concentrations ofehlliKuwait Water and Testing Water (Based on AverBgsting Water Contaminant Concentrations)
(EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison pases with above limit)
Tank 1018 | Tank 1019  Tank 102p Tank 1023 Tank 1p24 RW®S Limits
270 [ 40 | 290 | 30 | 210 | 10
9/20/04 Table S-1 Projected Effluent Quality Based on Observed Pérgemovals — note 1 (EPA converted from mg/l td fag/comparison purposes with above limit)
Supplement to Pilot Tank 1018 Tank 1019  Tank 102 Tank 102 Tank 1p24 ercéPt Removal (see adjacent column for referen¢djeference for Percent Removal note 2 (Refer td Bilonmary Report, Januaj
Study Summary
Report 270 <40 290 30 210 0% Attachment 3
Note 1: Data for tanks based on Tank Charactevizdata presented in Table 5 of the Pilot SummaydR. Values reported in this table were caledlats follows: Value=(100%Rercent Removal) * Value in Tal

5. Note that in estimating the influent concertrag for Table 5 that detection limits were useddses where the data are below deiadével to calculate the estimated mixture coregion. Values in this table bag
on data that was below detection levels denoteld aviess than sign, i.e., “<”.

Note 2: For Tables and Attachments see Pilot SumiRaport, March 2004.

Note 3: Engineer's Estimate — The performance efsiystem was estimated in cases for which therensafficient data to use pilot test results.

Table S-2

Comparison of Maximum Projected Effluent based ercént Removal versus Estimated Effluent Data 4eTaliForm 2C
(EPA converted from mg/I to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Maximum Projected Effluent based on Percent Remgwzk 1) Estimated Effluent Data from Table 1 F@@(note 2)
Average | Maximum Average | Maximum
<180 | 290 <10 [ 15
Note 1: See accompany text for full explanatioatulation. Flow-weighted average and maximurneslbased on concentration values presented ie Babl

Note 2: These values were reported in Chapter #nR2€C, Table 1 of the NPDES Permit Application @mmonwealth Oil Refining Company (CORCO).

Note:

TWCD = Tank Water Characterization Data; EE = Eegiing Estimate; ND = Not Detect/Non-Detect, etc.




ATTACHMENT IV (Summary of Estimated Effluent Levels in Outfall 001) - continued PRO0O000345

Outfall 001
Parameter Modified NPDES Permit Draft NPDES Permit Chapter 4, Table 1, Form 2C, V.A, B,C Chapter 6, Table 15
Effective 7/1/91, (Note: from 12/16/11 final WQC) (Comparison of Probable NPDES
Expired 11/30/91 Permit Limits and Treatment Plant
Gross Discharge Limitations Application Data Basis for Estimate Effluent)
Monthly Average Daily Maximum Avg. Remarks
Sulfide (un- N/A 20(9 2.0 1/31/04 110 ug/l max. PSED -
dissociated 9/20/04 Addit. Info. 240 ug/l max. Table S-2 - - -
H2S) (HglL) Table 3 Table 3, Tank 1019 Characterization Additional Reters (EPA converted from mg/I to ug/l for compani purposes with above limit)
1/31/04 (TWCD): Tank Characterization Stugly Supplemental Sampling Averagg
Application, Tank 1019 [ 1019 Duplicf.  9/13/02 [ 9/16/02 [ 9/18/02 | 9/23/02
Chapter 6 (Pilot 40,000 [ 40,000 994 | 2,790 | 2,160 | 1,490 14,600
Study Summary Table 4 Table 4, Summary of Water Characterization — WaatemStorage Tanks Other Than 1019, Tank Chaizatien Study
Report) (TWCD): (EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison poses with above limit)
Tank 1018 | Tank 1019 Tank 1020 Tank 102 Tank 1p24ank3 701, 711, 722, 98 Tanks 701, 711, 722, P80 nksTa26, 727, 728 Tanks 738, 739 Tanks 903, 10013 1
4,000 14,600 <100 < 100 <100 2,200 2,200 - 2,2?7?
(punched hole obstructs
view of value)
Table 5 Table 5, Projected Contaminant Concentrations ofehlliKuwait Water and Testing Water (Based on AverBgsting Water Contaminant Concentrations)
(EPA converted from mg/l to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Tank 1018 Tank 1019  Tank 102p Tank 1023 Tank 124 RW®S Limits
2630 | 4,880 | 1,180 | 100 | 2,010 | 2 |
Table 11 Table 11, Sulfide, (EPA converted from mg/I to dgh comparison purposes with above limit)
Date: 9/13/02 9/16/02 9/18/02 9/23/0p Averagje
Influent Tank Water 994 2,790 2,160 1,490 1,86pD
Trickling Filter Effluent 78 64 80 64 72
Final Effluent 58 114 85 80 84
9/20/04 Table S-1 Projected Effluent Quality Based on Observed Pérgemovals — note 1 (EPA converted from mg/l td fag/comparison purposes with above limit)
Supplement to Tank 1018 | Tank 1019  Tank 102 Tank 1023 Tank 1p24 ercédt Removal (see adjacent column for referen¢Beference for Percent Removal note 2 (Refer td Bilonmary Report, January 20|
Pilot Study 130 | 240 | 60 | 10 | 10 | 95 % Table 11

Summary Report]

Note 1: Data for tanks based on Tank Charactevizddata presented in Table 5 of the Pilot SummaydR. Values reported in this table were caledlats follows: Value=(100%Rercent Removal) * Value in Table|
Note that in estimating the influent concentratiforsTable 5 that detection limits were used inesashere the data are below detection level taitzte the estimated mixtuo®ncentration. Values in this table base(
data that was below detection levels denoted wigssithan sign, i.e., “<".

Note 2: For Tables and Attachments see Pilot SumiRaport, March 2004.

Note 3: Engineer’s Estimate — The performance efsiystem was estimated in cases for which therensafficient data to use pilot test results.

Table S-2

Comparison of Maximum Projected Effluent based ercént Removal versus Estimated Effluent Data 4eTaliForm 2C
(EPA converted from mg/I to ug/l for comparison peses with above limit)
Maximum Projected Effluent based on Percent Remgwzk 1) Estimated Effluent Data from Table 1 F@@h(note 2)
Average | Maximum Average | Maximum
140 [ 240 80 [ 110

Note 1: See accompany text for full explanatiomaltulation. Flow-weighted average and maximurneslbased on concentration values presented ie Babl
Note 2: These values were reported in Chapter #nR2€, Table 1 of the NPDES Permit Application @mmonwealth Oil Refining Company (CORCO).

Note:

TWCD = Tank Water Characterization Data; EE = Eegiing Estimate; ND = Not Detect/Non-Detect, etc.




ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345

C. 4MONWEALTH OF PUERTO RICL
OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY BOARD

Governing Board

veRbz

RETURN RECEIFT REQUESTED

December 16, 2011

Mr. Robenn Gratscos

Viee-Presddent of Operations

Commanwealth Of Refining Company, Inc. (CORCO)
GO0 Rowd 127

Peeduselas, Puerto Rico (3

Digar M Crratocds

RE: WATER QUALITY CERTIFICATE
COMMONWEALTH OI1, REFINING COMPANY, INC, (CORCO)
STATE ROAD NO. 127, EM 173
TALLABOA WARD
PFENUELAS, FUERTO RICO
NI'DES NO. PRO0O03SS

We have rocerved and reviewed the applicstion for a pernit under Section 402, Nptionai
Pollutant Discharge Eliminaton Systemn (NPDES), of the Federsi Clean Water Acr, as
ainended (33 U5 C 4606  aeg.) (the Act) For the referenced facilier

Potsuant 0 Secoon 40 (a) (1) of the Act, after dor considemtion of the spplicable
provisions estbbshed in the Poerto Rico Water Quality Standards Regulation (PRWOQSR], as
nmended and in Sections 208e), 301, 302, 303, Jed, 306 and T of the Acs, it is certified
that there is reasonable pasurance, an deennined by the Environmentsl Chality Bosed
(EQB), that the aliowed dischange will not cause viokstions o the spplicable water gualiy
stanclards at the receiving water body of the bnumtons and momisaring requremenis on
Tables A-1 anc A-2 sre met

The cenditions specified in the sforementoned tables shall be inecrparated into the NPFDES
permit m order o sancfy te provinons of Section 307 (b) (1) (T of the Act

Crie A Sk Eevronmenisl Ageane Big. Sa Jomy indimire ek
1I7E Paiod da Ladi des Aas an, P G0N0

PO [ics 11480, Ban Jupn, PR D
Yol THT-TOT-OEY o Pox TR FERGREN



ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345 - continued

Mr. Roberto Gratscds
Commonwealth Ol Refining Company, Tnc. (CORCOH
MNPDES No, PRODMO4S

Page 2

If you have any objection 1o the Wirer Quality Cernficate TWOQC), vou have the rght o
request reconsidemstion to the BB within the starutory penod (twenty (20) calendas duys
from the date chat die WOC is received)

The Apency reserves she nght 10 comment 2t  laser date conceming other environmental
nxpects of the discharge

M Rﬂ%lmuu féﬂiﬁéﬁf

Azsnciate Member

Pedro ). Nieves Miranda, Esq.
Chaitman

WNVV /dce
e Eng Carl-Axel ' Soderberp, BEPA-CEPD
v Barrprs # e Mol iiomss Parmiss P Pissod o S0 S e seyyn AR D0ND PRrwaEt ey 537 G




ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345 - continued

SPECIAL CONDITIONS

NPDES NO. PRO00C34S5

These special condiions are an ntegral part of the Warer Quality Certificare WO and
shall be incorporated ko the NPDES permit in order m satufy the provisions of Secaon
301 (BH{1HC) of the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA} a5 smended (33 LL5.C. 466 o g

!..l

The fow of discharge 001 shall not exceed the imitation of 1 040,20 m?/day ({1258
MGIY) as daily enxioam,.  No increase in flow of discharge 001 shall be suthormed
withiour a srcernficanon from the Environmental Qualite Boand (EQB) 14

The discharge from the Cunfalls 002 and 003 wall consist of warers composed ennrely
of stomerwater 4

Prps to the construcnon of any sdditional treatment svstem, ar the modifiestion of
the cxisting ome, the permittee shall obmin the approval from EQB of the
enginecting teporl, plans and specifications, *

The permittee shall install, madotsin and opernte oll water pollubos conteol
equipment in such sanner as o be in complance wath the :;:lph::.b]-r Rules and

Reguintiona, '

Mo tomic substances shall be discharged, s tomc concentranons, other than thase
alloorod an specified m the NPDES permee. Those rome aubstances included i the
permit reacwal applostion, but not regubated by the NFDES permit, shall not exceed
the concentstions specified m the spplicable regualatory Smitadong, 2

The waters of Poerio Kico shall not contun ame substence srributable 1o dischasge
001, &t such concentration which, either alone or an result of synetgiode effects wath
other substances, iF toxic or prodoces ondesitable phymologics] responses in human,
fish or other faunn or Mom. 2

The discharges 001, (02 and 003 shall not couse the prevence of ofl sheen in the
receiving water body. 2

T ump]:ins poing for dischirpes 002 and D03 shall be sccessible ared (iee of
vegeation, debas, trash, e at any ume. !

AL vater r wasicvatcr treatment facilies, whedier pablicly or povmiedy owmed,
must be operated by a pemson beensed by the Potwsble Water and Wasiewurer
Treattnent Plants Opematon Exsmindng Boird of the Commonwealth of Puero
Ryt



ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345 - continued

Special Conditions
NPDES No. PROODIO345

Page 2

1L

12,

13,

4,

15

{7

Al sample collection, preservation, and sralyss shell be carmed out in sccordance
with the Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations (4 CPR) Part 136, A licensed
chenust suthodzed to practice the profesiion in Puerma Rico shall cernfy all chemical
snalyses. All batteriological tests shall be cestified by 5 licersed miciobiologist ar
medicsl technolopist suthomzed 1o practice the profession in Puerto Rico, W

The samples aben for the ansiyik of Cyanide sand Mercory shall be analyzed using
the analyticnl method approved by the Envisonmental Protection Agency (EPA) with
the lowest possible detection level, in pccordance with Rude | 306.8 of the Puerto Rico
Water Quality Smndards Regulation (PRWSR), 23 smended, ¥

The penmites sholl wse the spproved EPA anslyneal method, with the Jowest possible
detecoion Bmit, in accordance with 40 CFR, Part 136 for Selfide (5 5)  Also, the
permiter shall complete the culeulations specified in Method 4500-82 B, Calculation
of Un-lonized Hydrogen Sulfide, of Sundards Methods 18% BEdison, 1992, w
determine the concentration of endissocaed HaS. 1 the sample results of Dissolved
Sullide ave below the deecetion bnit of the approved EPA method established in the
40 CFR, Parr 136, then the concencranon of undissociaied HyS should be repoeted as
"belowe derection limit™. =

‘The fow-mensuring device for the discharge 001 shall be penodically colibrated aned
propesly maintsined anﬂannmrmmﬂimuﬂhtkrprm

mmph.m:e with apphicable Rules and Negulpnons. 4

The samphiog point for discharge 001 shall be Jocated immedsately afier the pramasy
Deww-mmenguning device of the effluent of the reatment system.

The samphing poims for dischanges 001, (02 and 003 shall be hbeled worh an 18
Inches per 12 inches [minimam dimensiond) sign that resd os follows, sccording m
the chischange:

“Punin.de Musiixo para I Descargs 007
“Punio de Muestreo pars [3 Descarga {1037

The perminee shall keep daily reconds of min, tchcnting the date and durition of the
cvents. Copr of these reconds shall be submised monthiy ro BOQR.



ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PRO0O000345 - continued

Speoinl Condibons
MFDES MNo. PROGE4S

Page 5

7.

18,

1

[ WATER PCOLLLIITI !
s 1] PR [CES 1

. Within sixty (600 days after the Effective Date of the NPDES Permit (ETVF),
the permutres shall submit w the EQB for review and approval 8 modified
SWIP Plan, which shall be immplemented within nnery (90 dape after the
ECQB has approved the modified SWPP Plan. Meanwhile, the permitree shall
comply with the terme and conditions incleded in the SWFP Plan of the

facility a8 approved by the EQB on Febroary 4, 2004

k. A copy of the approved SWEP Plm shall be maintained at the facility and
ghall be available upon request.

2. The SWFP Plan shall be modified whenever changes at the facility materialby
increage the potential for relenses of pollutants or when situations occur that
reflect that the plan is inadequate.  The modified 5%PP Plan shall be
submitted o EQB for review and approval within ninety (%) days from the
date when the changes ocourred and shail be implemented within mnety (%0)
darys after the BB has approved the modified 5WTFF Flan.

The peomittee shall comply ac all tmes with the provizione, measures or pracnces
included in the most recent version of the 5WPP Plan/BidP Plan (Special Condition

17} approved by EQE. 4
WHERN FLOW OQCCURS [WEQ) ¢

WF - Far aur purposes means when flev accues during ricermal business howes of
the facility, but not more often tan one minfall runofT sampling per month.

. First Half of Month

Diing the frst fifteen (15) days of the month, sampling shall be as follows: A
minimum  period of 48 hours withoot measurable precipitation (measurable
precipitation being rainfall greater than 001 inch) shall precede the smom event o
be sampled. For those parameters which require grab samples, the sample shall
be taken durng the fGrst thirty (30) minotes of stormn water discharge.

b. Second Half of Mogth

[en the evene thar the permittee iz unahle 1o bZJI:IF:f'_!' the above condition during the
firsr fifieen (13) days of the month, beginning on the sixreenth (16 day of the



ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345 - continued

Specal Condinems
NPDES No. PROGIIIAS

Page 4

a0

21,

;
i.

wis ales snsemarras =l smeees e naee e st i e 0
iRaLAfEan, LNRE 'ﬂ.,.|.l.l.'-.l.rl.l_l.. EiEL ERINpC BITY FIEOED WHEVET a1 Y

notmal business houss for the I'milj:j

¢ General Reguirements

The permittee must teport in oa cover letter attsched o eoch Dwscharge
Monbating Repont (MR, demils of the conditions under which the stomm wates

snples were taken and the date of sampling,

Altetnatively, if no sample was mken during the menth, the pestninee shall be
deemed to hove met the sanpling requirements if the peemimee cemiies thot o
wag not possible 1o satialy the specified sampling protocol duting the s Bfteen
(15) duys of the month and that there was no messurable discharge of stomm
water during normnl Bosiness hows from the simeeath (16%) day of the month
wntll the lsst day of the moath,

The storm wates dischorges nssociated with industosl setivitles covered by this WOC
will not cauae violatons o che applcable water quality stnndards at the recelving

water body. |

ﬂlhsp:thlmﬂiﬁunihﬂtﬂhﬂﬂ!iﬂd}metEEQ-ﬂ}mﬂtmﬂlﬂ the
spplicability to the respecove bcllity and hos notified the permitiee and the EPA, in
wrining, of the necessity to comply wach this specsl condiion,

Mot later than one bundred ¢ighey (180) days afrer the Effectve Date of dus NPDES
Permit Condition (EDPC), the permitter shall conduer quirterly soute toxicity tesis
for & period of one (1) year, after which the tests shall be perfonmed anmually, of ws
wastewater discharpe theough Outlall Serml Ndmber 001 in accordance with the

follewoang

“ ‘The test species shouk] be silverside (Meoidin berylng) and mysd
(Mysidopsss behin). The test shoukd be statc senewal tepe.

b, The toxicty tests shall be conducted in accosdunce with the EPA pubbeation,
EPA #21-1R-02.012 Methods for Measanng the Acute Tosicaty of Effluenes
nod Recewing Woens o Freshyater and Magine Chganigps (Fifth Edmon),
Oletoher 2002, or the ot recent editban of dhds publication. if such edition i
availabie.



ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345 - continued
Specul Conditions
NPDES Mo PROUN34S

Puge 5

3.

3 The tests shall provide 3 meature of the seute toxicity as determined by the
wastowater concenimtion, which came 50 pescent momality of the test
organisms over a 48-hour period  The test resolts shall be expressod in terms
of Lethal Concentration {LC) and reporied e 48-hour L

d A procedere report shall be submitted within sioety (00) duys after EDPC
The [oliwing informagon shall be inchaded in the procedure reporn:

J An entificaton of rhe oganizations responsible for conducting the
wests and species 1o be wested.

2z A detalled descripnon of the methodology 1© be utiized m the conduct
of the tests, inchacling equipment, sample collection, dilution water and
source Of test mglnﬁnnn.

3 A schemane dingram, wheh deplcn the effluent sampling location in
selaton (o the wastcwater oeatment facillty and the discharge

monkaelng polnt.

e The resalta of the tests conducted shall be submitted 10 EI'A Reglon 2 and
BOH within sixtr (60) daya of complenon of each test. Based on the review
of the test results, the Regional Admunisteator of EPA or the EQB enn requirs
addmonsl toxicy tests, mcluding chrome tews and  toxicory/ trestabiliny

stadics, and moy inpose toxkaty lmianons.

The shadge produced within the fclity due o the opembion of the teeatment syatem
shull be analyzed snd all consntuents shall be idennfied ns requited by “Rescurces
Conrscrvation and Recovery Act” RCRA) and by “Toxic Substantes Control Are”
(TSCA). The perminee shall obtia spproprisie federal sad smate permits prioe to the
final disposal of such wastes. The sludge shail be dsposed propery in such munnes
that water pollution or other adverse effects to surface waters or 10 underground
wuters do not occue. The perenem permit foom EQB's Solbid Wastes Program muost
be obtaimed. 14

Each condition of this WQU 5 considered 4: separste, Thewefory, if the spplicabikzry
of sny condisen of this WQC & woped doe o any cocumsmnce, the remalning
corditions of this WO will not be afeced,



ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345 - continued
Spectal Condiions
MNPDES No. PROODOGHS
Paje

24, The BQB, by the issusnce of this WQC, does not relieve the spplicant from s
responnibility 0 obtale sddinonal permits or suthoszations from the EQB as
sequired by low. The issuance of the WQC shall not be constraed a3 an suthanzation
tn conduct activites not specifically covered in the WQU, which will couse wider

pollution as defined by the PRWQSR. ¢

1, L 3, 4 and 5 see next page

A 4

(N
M @

Vam,
Z 2



ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate) PROO0O00345 - continued
Specin] Conditons
MNPDES Mo, PROMCO345
Page 7

1. According to Rule 1301 of the Puerto Rico Water Quality Standards Reguolston, as
arsended.

2, According to Rule 1303 of the Puerto Rice Water Chuality Standards Regulation, as
amended.

3 According to Rule 1306 of the Puerto Reo Water Quality Stancards Eegulation, as
amended.

4. According to the Envitonmental Peblic Policy Act of Seprember 22, 2004, Ace Mo,
416, as amended,

5. According o the Code of Federal Regelation Mumber 40 (40 CFR), Pare 131.36, as
amended {Federal Register,/ Volume 57, No. 246/ Tuesday, December 22, 19923,

L
4

Vam,
Z 2
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ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate)
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ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate)
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ATTACHMENT V (Water Quality Certificate)
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