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July 13, 2018 

Mr. Christopher Knowles 
Milo Water District 
146 Park Street 
Milo, ME. 04463 
E-mail: chriswater@myfairpoint.net  

RE: Maine Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (MEPDES) Permit #ME0100439 
Maine Waste Discharge License (WDL) #W002753-6C-G-M 
Proposed Draft Permit Modification 

Dear Mr. Knowles: 

Enclosed is a proposed draft MEPDES permit and Maine WDL modification which the 
Department proposes to issue for your facility as a final document after opportunity for your 
review and comment.  By transmittal of this letter, you are provided with an opportunity to 
comment on the proposed draft document and its special and standard conditions.  If it contains 
errors or does not accurately reflect present or proposed conditions, please respond to this 
Department so that changes can be considered.   

By copy of this letter, the Department is requesting comments on the proposed draft permit from 
various state and federal agencies and from any other parties who have notified the Department 
of their interest in this matter. 

Beginning today, Friday, July 13, 2018, the Department is making the draft permit available for a 
30-day public comment period. All comments on the proposed draft permit must be received in 
the Department of Environmental Protection office on or before the close of business Monday, 
August 13, 2018. Failure to submit comments in a timely fashion will result in the final permit 
document being issued as drafted.   

AUGUSTA 
17 STATE HOUSE STATION 
AUGUSTA, MAINE 04333-0017 
(207) 287-7688 FAX: (207) 287-7826 

BANGOR
106 HOGAN ROAD, SUITE 6 
BANGOR,  MAINE 04401 
(207) 941-4570 FAX: (207) 941-4584 

  PORTLAND
312 CANCO ROAD 
PORTLAND, MAINE 04103 
(207) 822-6300 FAX: (207) 822-6303 

PRESQUE  ISLE 
1235 CENTRAL DRIVE,  SKYWAY  PARK 
PRESQUE ISLE, MAINE 04769 
(207) 764-0477 FAX: (207) 760-3143 

web site: www.maine.gov/dep 
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Comments in writing should be submitted to my attention at the following address: 

Maine Department of Environmental Protection 
Bureau of Water Quality 

Division of Water Quality Management 
17 State House Station 

Augusta, ME 04333-0017 
gregg.wood@maine.gov 

If you have any questions regarding the matter, please feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Gregg Wood 
Division of Water Quality Management 
Bureau of Water Quality 

Enc. 

cc: James Crowley, MDEP/CMRO 
Lori Mitchell, MDEP/CMRO 
Ellen Weitzler, USEPA 
Olga Vergara, USEPA 
Marelyn Vega, USEPA 
Maine Dept. Inland Fisheries and Wildlife Environmental Review 
Maine Dept. Marine Resources Environmental Review 

mailto:gregg.wood@maine.gov


 

 

 

   
     

 

       
 

 
 

                  

             

                 

                

       

                  

                

                

                  

                

                   

   

 

      

 

  

                

               

             

 

           

                  

                   

         

 

         

              

              

                

                    

                 

                

                  

                      

                   

                    

         

 

      

           

DEP IN ORMATION SHEET 
Appealing a Department Licensing Decision 

Dated: March 2012 Contact: (207) 287-2811 

SUMMARY 

There are  wo me hods available  o an aggrieved person seeking  o appeal a licensing decision made by  he 

Depar men of Environmen al Pro ec ion’s (“DEP”) Commissioner: (1) in an adminis ra ive process before  he 

Board of Environmen al Pro ec ion (“Board”); or (2) in a judicial process before Maine’s Superior Cour . An 

aggrieved person seeking review of a licensing decision over which  he Board had original jurisdic ion may 

seek judicial review in Maine’s Superior Cour . 

A judicial appeal of final ac ion by  he Commissioner or  he Board regarding an applica ion for an expedi ed 

wind energy developmen (35-A M.R.S.A. § 3451(4)) or a general permi for an offshore wind energy 

demons ra ion projec (38 M.R.S.A. § 480-HH(1) or a general permi for a  idal energy demons ra ion projec  

(38 M.R.S.A. § 636-A) mus be  aken  o  he Supreme Judicial Cour si  ing as  he Law Cour . 

This INFORMATION SHEET, in conjunc ion wi h a review of  he s a u ory and regula ory provisions referred  o 

herein, can help a person  o unders and his or her righ s and obliga ions in filing an adminis ra ive or judicial 

appeal. 

I. ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS TO THE BOARD 

LEGAL RE ERENCES 

The laws concerning  he DEP’s Organi ation and Powers, 38 M.R.S.A. §§ 341-D(4) & 346,  he Maine 

Administrative Procedure Act, 5 M.R.S.A. § 11001, and  he DEP’s Rules Concerning the Processing of 

Applications and Other Administrative Matters (“Chap er 2”), 06-096 CMR 2 (April 1, 2003). 

HOW LONG YOU HAVE TO SUBMIT AN APPEAL TO THE BOARD 

The Board mus receive a wri  en appeal wi hin 30 days of  he da e on which  he Commissioner's decision 

was filed wi h  he Board. Appeals filed af er 30 calendar days of  he da e on which  he Commissioner's 

decision was filed wi h  he Board will be rejec ed. 

HOW TO SUBMIT AN APPEAL TO THE BOARD 

Signed original appeal documen s mus be sen  o: Chair, Board of Environmen al Pro ec ion, c/o 

Depar men of Environmen al Pro ec ion, 17 S a e House S a ion, Augus a, ME 04333-0017; faxes are 

accep able for purposes of mee ing  he deadline when followed by  he Board’s receip of mailed original 

documen s wi hin five (5) working days. Receip on a par icular day mus be by 5:00 PM a DEP’s offices 

in Augus a; ma erials received af er 5:00 PM are no considered received un il  he following day. The 

person appealing a licensing decision mus also send  he DEP’s Commissioner a copy of  he appeal 

documen s and if  he person appealing is no  he applican in  he license proceeding a issue  he applican  

mus also be sen a copy of  he appeal documen s. All of  he informa ion lis ed in  he nex sec ion mus be 

submi  ed a  he  ime  he appeal is filed. Only  he ex raordinary circums ances described a  he end of  ha  

sec ion will jus ify evidence no in  he DEP’s record a  he  ime of decision being added  o  he record for 

considera ion by  he Board as par of an appeal. 

WHAT YOUR APPEAL PAPERWORK MUST CONTAIN 

Appeal ma erials mus con ain  he following informa ion a  he  ime submi  ed: 

OCF/90 1/r95/r98/r99/r00/r04/r12 



     
   
    

 

  

                  

                  

         

                  

                

                  

                

        

                  

       

                  

       

                 

                   

           

                   

                 

                 

                 

                  

             

 

         

                  

              

               

                 

  

                

               

     

                        

                 

                  

               

 

            

                 

                  

                

                

                    

                

                 

        

 

 

Appeali g a Commissio er’s Lice si g Decisio  
March 2012 
Page 2 of 3 

1. Aggrieved Status. The appeal mus explain how  he person filing  he appeal has s anding  o main ain 

an appeal. This requires an explana ion of how  he person filing  he appeal may suffer a par icularized 

injury as a resul of  he Commissioner’s decision. 

2. The findings, conclusions or conditions objected to or believed to be in error. Specific references and 

fac s regarding  he appellan ’s issues wi h  he decision mus be provided in  he no ice of appeal. 

3. The basis of the objections or challenge. If possible, specific regula ions, s a u es or o her fac s should 

be referenced. This may include ci ing omissions of relevan requiremen s, and errors believed  o have 

been made in in erpre a ions, conclusions, and relevan requiremen s. 

4. The remedy sought. This can range from reversal of  he Commissioner's decision on  he license or 

permi  o changes in specific permi condi ions. 

5. All the matters to be contested. The Board will limi i s considera ion  o  hose argumen s specifically 

raised in  he wri  en no ice of appeal. 

6. Request for hearing. The Board will hear presen a ions on appeals a i s regularly scheduled mee ings, 

unless a public hearing on  he appeal is reques ed and gran ed. A reques for public hearing on an 

appeal mus be filed as par of  he no ice of appeal. 

7. New or additional evidence to be offered. The Board may allow new or addi ional evidence, referred  o 

as supplemen al evidence,  o be considered by  he Board in an appeal only when  he evidence is 

relevan and ma erial and  ha  he person seeking  o add informa ion  o  he record can show due 

diligence in bringing  he evidence  o  he DEP’s a  en ion a  he earlies possible  ime in  he licensing 

process or  ha  he evidence i self is newly discovered and could no have been presen ed earlier in  he 

process. Specific requiremen s for addi ional evidence are found in Chap er 2. 

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS IN APPEALING A DECISION TO THE BOARD 

1. Be familiar with all relevant material in the DEP record. A license applica ion file is public 

informa ion, subjec  o any applicable s a u ory excep ions, made easily accessible by DEP. Upon 

reques ,  he DEP will make  he ma erial available during normal working hours, provide space  o 

review  he file, and provide oppor uni y for pho ocopying ma erials. There is a charge for copies or 

copying services. 

2. Be familiar with the regulations and laws under which the application was processed, and the 

procedural rules governing your appeal. DEP s aff will provide  his informa ion on reques and 

answer ques ions regarding applicable requiremen s. 

3. The filing of an appeal does not operate as a stay to any decision. If a license has been gran ed and i  

has been appealed  he license normally remains in effec pending  he processing of  he appeal. A 

license holder may proceed wi h a projec pending  he ou come of an appeal bu  he license holder runs 

 he risk of  he decision being reversed or modified as a resul of  he appeal. 

WHAT TO EXPECT ONCE YOU  ILE A TIMELY APPEAL WITH THE BOARD 

The Board will formally acknowledge receip of an appeal, including  he name of  he DEP projec manager 

assigned  o  he specific appeal. The no ice of appeal, any ma erials accep ed by  he Board Chair as 

supplemen ary evidence, and any ma erials submi  ed in response  o  he appeal will be sen  o Board 

members wi h a recommenda ion from DEP s aff. Persons filing appeals and in eres ed persons are no ified 

in advance of  he da e se for Board considera ion of an appeal or reques for public hearing. Wi h or 

wi hou holding a public hearing,  he Board may affirm, amend, or reverse a Commissioner decision or 

remand  he ma  er  o  he Commissioner for fur her proceedings. The Board will no ify  he appellan , a 

license holder, and in eres ed persons of i s decision. 

OCF/90 1/r/95/r98/r99/r00/r04/r12 
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II. JUDICIAL APPEALS 

Maine law generally allows aggrieved persons  o appeal final Commissioner or Board licensing decisions  o 

Maine’s Superior Cour , see 38 M.R.S.A. § 346(1); 06-096 CMR 2; 5 M.R.S.A. § 11001; & M.R. Civ. P 

80C. A par y’s appeal mus be filed wi h  he Superior Cour wi hin 30 days of receip of no ice of  he 

Board’s or  he Commissioner’s decision. For any o her person, an appeal mus be filed wi hin 40 days of 

 he da e  he decision was rendered. Failure  o file a  imely appeal will resul in  he Board’s or  he 

Commissioner’s decision becoming final. 

An appeal  o cour of a license decision regarding an expedi ed wind energy developmen , a general permi  

for an offshore wind energy demons ra ion projec , or a general permi for a  idal energy demons ra ion 

projec may only be  aken direc ly  o  he Maine Supreme Judicial Cour . See 38 M.R.S.A. § 346(4). 

Maine’s Adminis ra ive Procedure Ac , DEP s a u es governing a par icular ma  er, and  he Maine Rules of 

Civil Procedure mus be consul ed for  he subs an ive and procedural de ails applicable  o judicial appeals. 

ADDITIONAL IN ORMATION 

If you have ques ions or need addi ional informa ion on  he appeal process, for adminis ra ive appeals con ac  

 he Board’s Execu ive Analys a (207) 287-2452 or for judicial appeals con ac  he cour clerk’s office in 

which your appeal will be filed. 

Note: The DEP provides this IN ORMATION SHEET for general guidance only; it is not intended for use 

as a legal reference. Maine law governs an appellant’s rights. 

OCF/90 1/r/95/r98/r99/r00/r04/r12 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
  

  

 
 

 

 

 

 

STATE OF MAINE 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

17 STATE HOUSE STATION 
AUGUSTA, ME 04333 

DEPARTMENT ORDER 

IN THE MATTER OF 

MILO WATER DISTRICT    
PUBLICLY OWNED TREATMENT WORKS 
MILO, PISCATAQUIS COUNTY, MAINE  
ME0100439      
W002753-6C-G-M  APPROVAL   

) 
)
)
) 
)

MAINE POLLUTANT DISCHARGE 
 ELIMINATION SYSTEM PERMIT 
 AND 

WASTE DISCHARGE LICENSE 
 MODIFICATION  

Pursuant to the provisions of the Clean Water Act, Title 33 USC, Section 1251, et. seq. and Maine Law 
38 M.R.S., Section 414-A et seq., and applicable regulations, the Department of Environmental 
Protection (Department hereinafter) has considered the application of the MILO WATER DISTRICT 
(MWD/District/permittee hereinafter) to modify combination Maine Pollutant Discharge Elimination 
System (MEPDES) permit ME0100439/Maine Waste Discharge License (WDL) W002753-6C-F-R,  
(permit hereinafter) issued on March 2, 2015, for a five-year term. With its supportive data, agency 
review comments, and other related material on file, the Department FINDS THE FOLLOWING 
FACTS: 

APPLICATION SUMMARY 

The MWD has submitted an application to the Department to incorporate a special condition into the 
permit requiring the District to adopt a formal pretreatment program such that the facility is authorized 
to receive and treat waste water from a rail car washing facility operated by KRS Katahdin Railcar 
Service. 

PERMIT SUMMARY 

1. The permittee’s request is acceptable to the Department. Special Condition N, Pretreatment 
Program, has been incorporated into the permit. The terms and conditions are consistent with  
06-096 CMR Chapter 528, Pretreatment Program. 

2. The Department is modifying Special Condition C, Treatment Plant Operator, of the March 2, 2015, 
permit, to require an upgrade of the certified operator from a Grade II to a Grade III given the 
additional knowledge and responsibilities to comply with the new Special Condition N, 
Pretreatment. 



 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 

ME0100439 
W002753-6C-G-M 

7/13/18 Proposed Draft Permit Page 2 of 5 

CONCLUSIONS 

BASED on the findings on page one of this modification, and subject to the Conditions listed below, the 
Department makes the following CONCLUSIONS: 

1. The discharge, either by itself or in combination with other discharges, will not lower the quality of 
any classified body of water below such classification. 

2. The discharge, either by itself or in combination with other discharges, will not lower the quality of 
any unclassified body of water below the classification which the Department expects to adopt in 
accordance with state law. 

3. The provisions of the State’s antidegradation policy, 38 M.R.S. Section 464(4)(F), will be met, in 
that: 

a. Existing in-stream water uses and the level of water quality necessary to protect and maintain 
those existing uses will be maintained and protected; 

b. Where high quality waters of the State constitute an outstanding national resource, that water 
quality will be maintained and protected; 

c. Where the standards of classification of the receiving water body are not met, the discharge will 
not cause or contribute to the failure of the water body to meet the standards of classification; 

d. Where the actual quality of any classified receiving water body exceeds the minimum standards 
of the next highest classification, that higher water quality will be maintained and protected; and 

e. Where a discharge will result in lowering the existing quality of any water body, the Department 
has made the finding, following opportunity for public participation, that this action is necessary 
to achieve important economic or social benefits to the State. 

4. The discharges will be subject to effluent limitations that require application of best practicable 
treatment. 



 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 

 
  

ME0100439 
W002753-6C-G-M 

7/13/18 Proposed Draft Permit Page 3 of 5 

ACTION 

THEREFORE, the Department APPROVES the application of the MILO WATER DISTRICT, to 
modify MEPDES permit ME0100439/WDL W002753-6C-F-R,  issued on March 2, 2015, for a five-
year term.  The discharges shall be subject to the attached conditions and all applicable standards and 
regulations including: 

1. “Maine Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit Standard Conditions Applicable To All 
Permits,” revised July 1, 2002, copy attached to MEPDES permit ME0100439/WDL  
W002753-6C-F-R,  issued on March 2, 2015, for a five-year term. 

2. The attached Special Conditions, including any effluent limitations and monitoring requirements. 

3. All terms and conditions of MEPDES permit ME0100439/WDL W002753-6C-F-R,  issued on 
March 2, 2015, for a five-year term not modified by this modification remain in effect and 
enforceable. 

4. This permit becomes effective upon the date of signature below and expires at midnight on  
March 2, 2020. If a renewal application is timely submitted and accepted as complete for processing 
prior to the expiration of this permit, the terms and conditions of this permit and all subsequent 
modifications and minor revisions thereto remain in effect until a final Department decision on the 
renewal application becomes effective.  [Maine Administrative Procedure Act, 5 M.R.S.A. § 10002 
and Rules Concerning the Processing of Applications and Other Administrative Matters, 06-096 
CMR 2(21)(A) (last amened June 9, 2018)]. 

DONE AND DATED AT AUGUSTA, MAINE, THIS ____DAY OF________________, 2018. 

COMMISSIONER OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 

BY:____________________________________________ 
Paul Mercer, Commissioner 

PLEASE NOTE ATTACHED SHEET FOR GUIDANCE ON APPEAL PROCEDURES 

Date of initial receipt of application June 28, 2018 . 

Date of application acceptance June 28, 2018 . 

Date filed with Board of Environmental Protection ________________________________________ 

This Order prepared by GREGG WOOD, BUREAU OF WATER QUALITY 

ME0100439 MR 2018 7/13/18 



 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 
 

ME0100439 
W002753-6C-G-M 

7/13/18 Proposed Draft Permit Page 4 of 5 

SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

C. TREATMENT PLANT OPERATOR 

The person who has the management responsibility over the treatment facility must hold a  
Grade III certificate (or higher) or must be a Maine Registered Professional Engineer pursuant to 
Sewerage Treatment Operators, Title 32 M.R.S., Sections 4171-4182 and Regulations for 
Wastewater Operator Certification, 06-096 CMR 531 (effective May 8, 2006). All proposed 
contracts for facility operation by any person must be approved by the Department before the 
permittee may engage the services of the contract operator. 

N. INDUSTRIAL PRETREATMENT PROGRAM 

1. Pollutants introduced into POTWs by a non-domestic source (user) must not pass-through the 
publicly owned treatment works (POTW) or interfere with the operation or performance of the 
works. 

a. The permittee must develop and enforce specific effluent limits (local limits) or conditions 
(Best Management Practices) for Industrial User(s), and all other users, as appropriate, which 
together with appropriate changes in the POTW facilities or operation, are necessary to 
ensure continued compliance with the POTWs MEPDES permit or sludge use or disposal 
practices. Specific local limits must not be developed and enforced without individual notice 
to persons or groups who have requested such notice and an opportunity to respond. 

Within 90 days of the issuance of this permit modification, [ICIS code PR002] the permittee 
must prepare and submit a written technical evaluation to the Department to establish local 
limits.  As part of this evaluation, the permittee must assess how the POTW performs with 
respect to influent and effluent of pollutants, water quality concerns, sludge quality, sludge 
processing concerns/inhibition, biomonitoring results, activated sludge inhibition, worker health 
and safety and collection system concerns.  In preparing this evaluation, the permittee must 
complete the “Re-Assessment of Technically Based Local Limits” form included as  
Attachment A of this permit with the technical evaluation to assist in determining whether 
existing local limits need to be revised.  Justifications and conclusions should be based on actual 
plant data if available and should be included in the report. The permittee must carry out the 
local limits revisions in accordance with USEPA’s document entitled, Local Limits Development 
Guidance (July 2004). 

2. The permittee must implement the Industrial Pretreatment Program in accordance with the legal 
authorities, policies, procedures, and financial provisions described in the permittee's approved 
Pretreatment Program, and the General Pretreatment Regulations, found at 40 CFR 403 and 
Pretreatment Program, 06-096 CMR 528 (effective January 12, 2001). At a minimum, the 
permittee must perform the following duties to properly implement the Industrial Pretreatment 
Program (IPP): 
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SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

N. INDUSTRIAL PRETREATMENT PROGRAM (cont’d) 

a. Carry out inspection, surveillance, and monitoring procedures which will determine, 
independent of information supplied by the industrial user, whether the industrial user is in 
compliance with the Pretreatment Standards.  At a minimum, all significant industrial users 
must be sampled and inspected at the frequency established in the approved IPP but in no 
case less than once per year and maintain adequate records. 

b. Issue or renew all necessary industrial user control mechanisms within 90 days of their 
expiration date or within 180 days after the industry has been determined to be a significant 
industrial user. 

c. Obtain appropriate remedies for noncompliance by an industrial user with any pretreatment 
standard and/or requirement. 

d. Maintain an adequate revenue structure for continued implementation of the Pretreatment 
Program. 

e. The permittee must provide the Department with an annual report describing the permittee's 
pretreatment program activities for the twelve-month period ending 60 days prior to the due 
date in accordance with federal regulation found at 40 CFR 403.12(i) and 06-096 CMR 
528(12)(-i). The annual report [ICIS code 53199] must be consistent with the format 
described in the “MEPDES Permit Requirements For Industrial Pretreatment Annual Report” 
form included as Attachment B of this permit and must be submitted no later than  
October 31st of each calendar year beginning October 31, 2019. 

f. The permittee must obtain approval from the Department prior to making any significant 
changes to the industrial pretreatment program in accordance with federal regulation found at 
40 CFR 403.18(c) and 06-096 CMR 528(18). 

g. The permittee must assure that applicable National Categorical Pretreatment Standards are 
met by all categorical industrial users of the POTW.  These standards are published in the 
federal regulations found at 40 CFR 405-471. 

h. The permittee must establish and maintain its pretreatment program to conform to all 
changes in the federal regulations and State rules that pertain to the implementation and 
enforcement of the industrial pretreatment program 
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RE-ASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED INDUSTRIAL DISCHARGE LIMITS 

Pursuant to federal regulation 40 CFR Part 122.21(j)(4) and Department rule Chapter 528, all 

Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWs) with approved Industrial Pretreatment Programs 

(IPPs) shall provide the Department with a written evaluation of the need to revise local 

industrial discharge limits under federal regulation 40 CFR Part 403.5(c)(1) and Department rule 

06-096 CMR Chapter 528(6). 

Below is a form designed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA - New England) 

to assist POTWs with approved IPPs in evaluating whether their existing Technically Based 

Local Limits (TBLLs) need to be recalculated.  The form allows the permittee and Department to 

evaluate and compare pertinent information used in previous TBLLs calculations against present 

conditions at the POTW. Please read the directions below before filling out the attached 

form. 

ITEM I. 

* In Column (1), list what your POTW's influent flow rate was when your existing TBLLs 

were calculated.  In Column (2), list your POTW's present influent flow rate.  Your current 

flow rate should be calculated using the POTW's average daily flow rate from the previous 

12 months.  

* In Column (1) list what your POTW's SIU flow rate was when your existing TBLLs were 

calculated.  In Column (2), list your POTW's present SIU flow rate. 

* In Column (1), list what dilution ratio and/or 7Q10 value was used in your previous 

MEPDES permit. In Column (2), list what dilution ration and/or 7Q10 value is presently 

being used in your reissued MEPDES permit. 

The 7Q10 value is the lowest seven day average flow rate, in the river, over a ten-year 

period.  The 7Q10 value and/or dilution ratio used by the Department in your MEPDES 

permit can be found in your MEPDES permit "Fact Sheet." 

* In Column (1), list the safety factor, if any, that was used when your existing TBLLs were 

calculated.  

* In Column (1), note how your bio-solids were managed when your existing TBLLs were 

calculated.  In Column (2), note how your POTW is presently disposing of its biosolids and 

how your POTW will be disposing of its biosolids in the future. 

ITEM II. 

* List what your existing TBLLs are - as they appear in your current Sewer Use Ordinance 

(SUO).  



 

 

 

  

 

  

 

 

 

 

  

 

    

 

 

 

 

    

 

 

  

 

      

   

 

 

       

  

 

 

 

  

 

   

 

 

   
 

  

 

 

  

  

  

RE-ASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED INDUSTRIAL DISCHARGE LIMITS 

ITEM III. 

* Identify how your existing TBLLs are allocated out to your industrial community.  Some 

pollutants may be allocated differently than others, if so please explain. 

ITEM IV. 

* Since your existing TBLLs were calculated, identify the following in detail: 

(1) if your POTW has experienced any upsets, inhibition, interference or pass-through as 

a result of an industrial discharge.  

(2) if your POTW is presently violating any of its current MEPDES permit limitations -

include toxicity.  

ITEM V.  

* Using current sampling data, list in Column (1) the average and maximum amount of 

pollutants (in pounds per day) received in the POTW's influent. Current sampling data is 

defined as data obtained over the last 24 month period. 

All influent data collected and analyzed must be in accordance with federal regulation 

40 CFR Part 136.  Sampling data collected should be analyzed using the lowest possible 

detection method(s), e.g. graphite furnace, or other approved method. 

Based on your existing TBLLs, as presented in Item II., list in Column (2) each Maximum 

Allowable Industrial Headworks Loading (MAIHL) value corresponding to each of the local 

limits derived from an applicable environmental criteria or standard, e.g. water quality, 

sludge, MEPDES permit, inhibition, etc.  For each pollutant, the MAIHL equals the 

calculated Maximum Allowable Headwork Loading (MAHL) minus the POTW's domestic 

loading source(s).  For more information, please see, Local Limits Development Guidance 

(July 2004). 

ITEM VI. 

* Using current sampling data, list in Column (1) the average and maximum amount of 

pollutants (in micrograms per liter) present your POTW's effluent.  Current sampling data is 

defined as data obtained during the last 24 month period. 

All effluent data collected and analyzed must be in accordance with federal regulation 

40 CFR Part 136.  Sampling data collected should be analyzed using the lowest possible 

detection method(s), e.g. graphite furnace, or other approved method. 



 

 

 

 

  

 

 

  

 

  

  

 

   

 

 

  

   

 

  

 

   

 

    

 

  

 

 

  
 

  

  

  
 

      

  

  

 

   

 

      

       

     

 

 

RE-ASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED INDUSTRIAL DISCHARGE LIMITS 

* List in Column (2A) what the Ambient Water Quality Criteria (AWQC) (found in 

Department rule Chapter 584 –Surface Water Quality Criteria For Toxic Pollutants, 

Appendix A, October 2005) were (in micrograms per liter) when your TBLLs were 

calculated. Please note what hardness value was used at that time. Hardness should be 

expressed in milligrams per liter of Calcium Carbonate. In the absence of a specific AWQC, 

control(s) adequate to protect the narrative water quality standards for the receiving water 

may be applied. 

List in Column (2B) the current AWQC values for each pollutant multiplied by the dilution 

ratio used in your reissued MEPDES permit.  For example, with a dilution ratio of 25:1 at a 

hardness of 20 mg/l - Calcium Carbonate (copper's chronic freshwater AWQC equals 

2.36 ug/l) the chronic MEPDES permit limit for copper would equal 45 ug/l. Example 

calculation: 

EOP concentration = [Dilution factor x 0.75 x AWQC] + [0.25 x AWQC] 

Chronic AWQC = 2.36 ug/L 

 

  

 

(1) 
Chronic EOP = [ 25 x 0.75 x  2.36 ug/L] + [0.25 x 2.36 ug/L] = 45 ug/L 

(1) Department rule Chapter 530, Surface Water Toxics Control Program, October 2005) 

requires that 10% of the AWQC be set aside for background that may be present in 

the receiving water and 15% of the AWQC be set aside as a reserve capacity for new 

dischargers or expansion of existing discharges. 

ITEM VII. 

* In Column (1), list all pollutants (in micrograms per liter) limited in your reissued MEPDES 

permit. In Column (2), list all pollutants limited in your previous MEPDES permit. 

ITEM VIII. 

* Using current sampling data, list in Column (1) the average and maximum amount of 

pollutants in your POTW's biosolids.  Current data is defined as data obtained during the last 

24-month period.  Results are to be expressed as total dry weight. 

All biosolids data collected and analyzed must be in accordance with federal 40 CFR Part 136.  

In Column (2A), list current State and/or Federal sludge standards that your facility's 

biosolids must comply with. Also note how your POTW currently manages the disposal of 

its biosolids. If your POTW is planning on managing its biosolids differently, list in Column 

(2B) what your new biosolids criteria will be and method of disposal. 



 

    

  

  

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  
 

 

 

        

 

      

 

     

 

     

 

 

     

 

       

 

 

       

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

If you have any questions, please contact the State Pretreatment Coordinator at the Maine 

Department of Environmental Protection, Bureau of Land & Water Quality, Division of Water 

Quality Management, State House Station #17, Augusta, ME. 04333. The telephone number is 

(207) 287-8898, and the email address is james.r.crowley@maine.gov. 

REASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED LOCAL LIMITS 

(TBLLs) 

POTW Name & Address : _____________________________________________ 

MEDES Permit # : _________________________________________________ 

Date EPA approved current TBLLs : ________________________________ 

Date EPA approved current Sewer Use Ordinance : __________________ 

ITEM I. 

In Column (1) list the conditions that existed when your current TBLLs were calculated.  In 

Column (2), list current conditions or expected conditions at your POTW. 

Column (1) Column (2) 

EXISTING TBLLs PRESENT CONDITIONS 

POTW Flow (MGD) __________________ _____________________ 

SIU Flow (MGD) __________________ _____________________ 

Dilution Ratio or 7Q10 

from the MEPDES Permit) __________________ _____________________ 

Safety Factor __________________ _____________________ 

Biosolids Disposal 

Method(s) ______________________ _________________________ 

mailto:james.r.crowley@maine.gov


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  
 

  

 

          

                      

 

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

  

 

   

 

  

 

 

  

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

___________________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________ 

REASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED LOCAL LIMITS 

(TBLLs) 

ITEM II. 

EXISTING TBLLs 

POLLUTANT NUMERICAL LIMIT POLLUTANT  NUMERICAL LIMIT 

(mg/l) or (lb/day) (mg/l) or (lb/day) 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

________________ __________ _______________ ___________ 

ITEM III. 

Note how your existing TBLLs, listed in Item II., are allocated to your Significant Industrial 

Users (SIUs), i.e. uniform concentration, contributory flow, mass proportioning, other.  Please 

specify by circling. 

ITEM IV. 

Has your POTW experienced any upsets, inhibition, interference or pass-through from industrial 

sources since your existing TBLLs were calculated? 

If yes, explain. _______________________________________________________ 

Has your POTW violated any of its MEPDES permit limits and/or toxicity test requirements? 

If yes, explain. _______________________________________________________ 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

  
 

    

     

      

    

 

       
          

   

     

 

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

 

         

         

         

         

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

REASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED LOCAL LIMITS 

(TBLLs) 

ITEM V. 

Using current POTW influent sampling data fill in Column (1). In Column (2), list your 

Maximum Allowable Industrial Headwork Loading (MAIHL) values used to derive your TBLLs 

listed in Item II. In addition, please note the environmental criteria for which each MAIHL value 

was established, i.e. water quality, sludge, MEPDES, etc. 

Column (1) Column (2) 

Pollutant Influent Data Analyses MAIHL Values Criteria 

Maximum Average 

(lb/day) (lb/day) (lb/day) 

Arsenic __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Cadmium __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Chromium __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Copper __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Cyanide __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Lead __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Mercury __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Nickel __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Silver __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Zinc __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Other (List) 



 

 

 

 

 
 

  
 

 

  

 

 

        

         
      

         

           

 

         

         

        

         

         

         

         

         

         

         

 

         

         

         

         

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

REASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED LOCAL LIMITS 

(TBLLs) 

ITEM VI. 

Using current POTW effluent sampling data, fill in Column (1).  In Column (2A) list what the 

Ambient Water Quality Criteria (AWQC) were at the time your existing TBLLs were developed.  

List in Column (2B) current AWQC values multiplied by the dilution ratio used in your reissued 

MEPDES permit. 

Columns 

Column (1) (2A) (2B) 

Effluent Data Analyses Water Quality Criteria (AWQC) 

Maximum Average From TBLLs Today 

(ug/l) (ug/l) (ug/l) (ug/l) 

Pollutant 

Arsenic __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Cadmium* __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Chromium* __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Copper* __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Cyanide __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Lead* __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Mercury __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Nickel* __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Silver __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Zinc* __________ _________ __________ __________ 

Other (List) 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

________ __________ _________ __________ __________ 

*Hardness Dependent (mg/l - CaCO3) 
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___________ 

___________ 

___________ 

___________ 

___________ 

___________ 

________ 

________ 

________ 

________ 

________ 

________ 

________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

_______________ 

RE-ASSESSMENT OF TECHNICALLY BASED LOCAL LIMITS 

(TBLLs) 

ITEM VII. 

In Column (1), identify all pollutants limited in your reissued MEPDES permit.  In Column (2), 

identify all pollutants that were limited in your previous MEPDES permit. 

Column (1) 

REISSUED PERMIT 

Pollutants Limitations 

(ug/l) 

______________ ________ 

______________ ________ 

______________ ________ 

______________ ________ 

______________ ________ 

______________ ________ 

______________ ________ 

Column (2) 

PREVIOUS PERMIT 

Pollutants 

ITEM VIII. 

Limitations 

(ug/l) 

Using current POTW biosolids data, fill in Column (1). In Column (2A), list the biosolids 

criteria that were used at the time your existing TBLLs were calculated. If your POTW is 

planning on managing its biosolids differently, list in Column (2B) what your new biosolids 

criteria would be and method of disposal. 

Column (1) 

Biosolids Data Analyses 

Average 

(mg/kg) 

Pollutant 

Arsenic _______________ 

Cadmium _______________ 

Chromium _______________ 

Copper _______________ 

Cyanide _______________ 

Lead _______________ 

Mercury _______________ 

Nickel _______________ 

Silver _______________ 

Zinc _______________ 

Molybdenum _______________ 

Selenium _______________ 

Other (List) _______________ 

Columns 

(2A) 

Biosolids Criteria 

From TBLLs 

(mg/kg) 

(2B) 

New 

(mg/kg) 
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MEPDES PERMIT REQUIREMENTS 

FOR 

INDUSTRIAL PRETREATMENT ANNUAL REPORT 

The information described below shall be included in the pretreatment program annual reports: 

1. An updated list of all industrial users by category, as set forth in federal regulation 

40 CFR Part 403.8 and Department rule 06-096 CMR Chapter 528(9) indicating 

compliance or noncompliance with the following: 

- baseline monitoring reporting requirements for newly   promulgated industries  

- compliance status reporting requirements for newly   promulgated industries 

- periodic (semi-annual) monitoring reporting requirements, 

- categorical standards, and 

- local limit. 

2. A summary of compliance and enforcement activities during the preceding 

year, including the number of: 

- significant industrial users inspected by POTW (include inspection dates for each 

industrial user); 

- significant industrial users sampled by POTW (include sampling dates for 

each industrial user); 

- compliance schedules issued (include list of subject users); 

- written notices of violations issued (include list of subject users); 

- administrative orders issued (include list of subject users), 

- criminal or civil suits filed (include list of  subject users); and 

- penalties obtained (include list of subject users and penalty amounts). 

3. A list of significantly violating industries required to be published in a local 

newspaper in accordance with federal regulation 40 CFR Part 

403.8(f)(2)(viii) and Department rule 06-096 CMR Chapter 528(9)(f)(2)(vii). 

4. A narrative description of program effectiveness including present and proposed 
changes to the program, such as funding, staffing, ordinances, regulations, rules 
and/or statutory authority. 

5. A summary of all pollutant analytical results for influent, effluent, sludge and 

any toxicity or bioassay data from the wastewater treatment facility.  The 

summary shall include a comparison of influent sampling results versus 

threshold inhibitory concentrations for the POTW and effluent sampling 

results versus water quality standards.  Such a comparison shall be based on 

the sampling program described in the paragraph below or any similar 

sampling program described in this permit. 



  

 

 
 

 

 

 

   

   

   

    

   

 

   

 

  

  

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

  

   

 
 

MEPDES PERMIT REQUIREMENTS 

FOR 

INDUSTRIAL PRETREATMENT ANNUAL REPORT 

At a minimum, annual sampling and analysis of the influent and effluent of the 

POTW shall be conducted for the following pollutants: 

a.) Total Cadmium 

b.) Total Chromium 

c.) Total Copper 

d.) Total Lead 

e.) Total Mercury 

f.) Total Nickel 

g.) Total Silver 

h.) Total Zinc 

i.) Total Cyanide 

j.) Total Arsenic 

The sampling program shall consist of one 24-hour, flow-proportioned, composite 

and at least one grab sample that is representative of the flows received by the 

POTW.  The composite shall consist of hourly, flow-proportioned grab samples 

taken over a 24-hour period if the sample is collected manually, or shall consist of a 

minimum of 48 samples collected at 30-minute intervals if an automated sampler is 

used.  Cyanide shall be taken as a grab sample during the same period as the 

composite sample.  Sampling and preservation shall be consistent with federal 

regulation 40 CFR Part 136. 

6. A detailed description of all interference and pass-through that occurred during the 

past year. 

7. A thorough description of all investigations into interference and pass-through 

during the past year. 

8. A description of monitoring, sewer inspections and evaluations which were done 

during the past year to detect interference and pass-through, specifying parameters 

and frequencies. 

9. A description of actions being taken to reduce the incidence of significant violations 

by significant industrial users. 

10. The date of the latest adoption of local limits and an indication as to whether or not 

the City is under a State or Federal compliance schedule that includes steps to be 

taken to revise local limits. 
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