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1.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

11 Summary

A use attainability analysis (UAA) was completed to determine existing and attainable
uses of Big Creek (BC), the Unnamed Tributary to Big Creek (UT), and Bayou DeView (BDV),
and to evaluate Arkansas water quality criteria (AWQC) for total dissolved solids (TDS),
chloride, and sulfate in these streams. UAA activities followed the Final UAA Work Plan (FTN
Associates, Ltd. (FTN) September 2008, Appendix A) that was reviewed by the Arkansas
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) and the United States Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Region 6 prior to beginning the fieldwork. The UAA included field studies,
toxicity testing, mass balance modeling, engineering analysis of alternatives for
discharge/treatment, and an analysis of designated uses and water quality criteria associated with
these ditches.

The field studies evaluated physical, chemical, and biological characteristics of the
ditches and occurred during spring (May 2009) and summer (September 2008) flow conditions.
The biological assessment included toxicity testing and fish and benthic macroinvertebrate
sampling during each field study. Water quality data (in situ measurements and chemical
laboratory analyses) were collected concurrently with the biological data. A mass balance model
was developed and used to evaluate downstream dissolved minerals concentrations under various
flow and discharge scenarios. The engineering analysis of alternatives evaluated cost and
feasibility of options to manage the discharge and meet the AWQC. The use analysis integrated
the results from the field, the literature, and modeling studies to develop recommendations for
modifications to the AWQC for the receiving streams.

The recommended modified AWQC, presented below, were developed and evaluated
according to requirements in the Arkansas Pollution Control & Ecology Commission (APCEC)
Regulation No. 2 (Section 2.306), the Administrative Guidance Document (AGD), and the State

of Arkansas Continuing Planning Process (CPP).
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Per the AGD, letters have been sent to the Arkansas Natural Resources Conservation

Commission (ANRCC), Arkansas Department of Health (ADH), and Arkansas Game and Fish

Commission (AGFC) requesting:

ANRCC to determine if the proposed discharge conflicts with the State Water
Plan,

ADH to verify that BDV and BC are not domestic water supplies, and

AGFC to verity that proposed changes do not conflict with the protectlon and
management of fish and wildlife.

The official letter responses from these agencies will be forwarded to APCEC, ADEQ,

and EPA Region 6 when they are received.

1.2 Conclusions
1.2.1 Field Survey (See Figures 3.1 and 3.2)

[

Water quality sampling results indicated that, although outfall and UT-0 mineral
concentrations generally exceeded ecoregion criteria, there was sufficient dilution
in BC to result in downstream compliance with ecoregion TDS criteria, but not
with sulfate and chloride criteria.

Benthic invertebrate communities were dominated by gatherers, predators, and
filterers at all locations. No dense areas of freshwater mussel abundance were
observed and no individuals (living or dead) of endangered or threatened
freshwater mussel species were collected.

Fish communities at all sampling locations, including those influenced by the
West Plant discharge (i.e., UT-0, BDV-1 and BDV-2), showed the presence of
ecoregion key and indicator species and species composition consistent with the
attainment of a Channel-altered Delta Ecoregion fishery designated use per
APCEC (2007).

A weight of evidence evaluation of the limiting factors at locations upstream and
downstream of Qutfall 001 indicated that differences in benthic invertebrate and
fish communities are consistent with expectations based on habitat differences
and that there is no evidence of limiting factors other than habitat.




£

This analysis indicates that current conditions, with respect to instream concentrations of
TDS, sulfate and chloride, support and do not limit attainment of aquatic life designated uses in

UT, BC, and BDV.

1.2.2 Designated Uses
This analysis indicates that current conditions in the receiving stream support that the

designated uses for UT, BC, and BVD are existing and attainable.

1.2.3 Alternatives Evaluation

An evaluation of alternatives for meeting ecoregion minerals criteria in UT indicated that
treatment (reverse osmosis) or an alternative discharge location are not feasible alternatives.
Accordingly, because of technical and economic limitations regarding treatment and alternate
discharge locations, this study recommends a site-specific modification to the AWQC that will
allow the West Plant to continue its current discharge and will protect the existing and attainable

designated uses.

1.3 Recommendations

In accordance with APCEC Regulation No. 2 (Section 2.306), Title 40 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) Part 131.10 and the ADEQ CPP, recommendations for modifications to
AWQC found in APCEC Regulation No. 2 are summarized in Table 1.1.
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_ S | Correspouding Existin “Sulfate TDS .
Deseription of reach |« < Assessment Réach(es): - (mg/l) | (mg/L)
Unnamed Tributary
receiving Jonesboro none 1.0 71 60 453
effluent
Big Creek Ditch from Ecoregion
Unnamed Tributary to 08020302-009 15.5 58 49 criterion
Whitsle Ditch {411)
Bayou DeView from Ecoregion Ecoregion
Whitsle Ditch to AR 08020302-007 (upper portion) 1S criterion 38 criterion
Highway 14 (48) (G10)
Bayou DeView from 08020302-007 (lowergofnon), Ecoregion | Ecoregion | Ecoregion
. 08020302-006, 08020302-005, .2 . .
AR Highway 14 to 08020302-004. 08020302-003 67.5 criterion criterion | criterion
mouth ’ PN (48) (37.3) 411

08020302-002, 08020302-001

The following sections of the UAA Report demonstrate that these proposed modifications

protect the existing and attainable uses of the receiving streams, and also allow the West Plant

discharge to the UT

and BC to continue.



2.0 INTRODUCTION

21 Overview

City Water & Light (CWL) of Jonesboro, Arkansas, discharges treated wastewater under
authority of its National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit
{(No. AR0037907), relating speciﬁcally to its West Wastewater Treatment Plant (West Plant).
This permit is scheduled for renewal in 2010. ADEQ is considering future permit limits for
dissolved minerals (TDS, sulfate (SO4), and chloride (Cl)) in CWL’s permit when it is renewed.
In the draft Arkansas 2008 303(d) list, strearn segment 08020302-009 (located on BDV
downstream of the CWL discharge; Figure 2.1) was listed as impaired due to exceedences of the
Arkansas chloride and TDS water quality criteria. The suspected source of the chloride noted on
the draft Arkansas 2008 303(d) list was municipal point source(s). Lost Creek (LC), a tributary
of BC downstream of the CW1. discharge, was also included on the draft Arkansas 2008 303(d)
list as impaired due to high chloride concentrations. The source of the chloride in LC cited in the
list was industrial point source(s).

Prior to data collection, a study plan was submitted to ADEQ to describe the approach for
conducting a UAA to evaluate chloride, TDS, and sulfate levels and their effects on designated
uses in the systems near CWL’s discharge. [t was anticipated that modified AWQC would be
proposed for chloride, TDS, and sulfate in an unnamed tributary, BC downstream of the CWL

discharge, and possibly for a portion of BDV. It was not anticipated that modifications to any

designated or existing uses would be proposed.
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2.2 Objectives
A UAA was conducted to:

l. Define existing and attainable uses in the UT (carries West Plant discharge to
B(C), BC, and BDV;, !

2. Determine if a direct discharge from the West Plant to the UT, BC, and BDV
would negatively affect existing or attainable uses in the receiving streams;

3. Develop modified water quality criteria for the receiving streams that, if justified,
protect existing and attainable uses and allow the discharge to occur; and

4. [dentify non-attainable or inappropriate uses that were assigned to the streams by
default.

2.3 Approach

It was anticipated that the study would support modified AWQC for chloride, TDS, and
sulfate. Therefore, it was necessary to determine whether existing and attainable uses of these
waterbodies can be protected with less stringent site-specific mineral criteria. Demonstrating that
the discharge of the plant effluent protects existing and attainable uses in the receiving streams
requires demonstrating that current effluent concentrations of chloride, TDS, and sulfate do not
limit aquatic life and will not impair existing or attainable uses.

The following were components of the approach to address these issues:

1. Waterbody surveys to document current water quality, hydrology, biological, and
physical habitat conditions (high flow and low flow), and gather information on
other area streams;

2. Toxicity testing of effluent samples; and

An evaluation of the technical, environmental, and economic feasibility of
treatment to reduce chloride, TDS, and sulfate.

Development of the UAA approach was in accordance with:

1. The EPA Water Quality Standards Handbook (EPA 1994) Second Edition,

2. The EPA Technical Support Document for Waterbody Surveys and Assessments
Jor Conducting UAAs (EPA 1983),
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3. The Water Environment Research Foundation’s (WERF) reports “Suggested
Framework for Conducting UAAs and Interpreting Results” (WERF 1997a) and
“A Comprehensive UAA Technical Reference” (WERF 1997b),

4. The State of Arkansas Continuing Planning Process document (ADEQ 2000),
5. APCEC Regulation No. 2 (2007, including Section Reg. 2.306), and
6. 40 CFR 131.10(a) through (k).

The proposal for changes to APCEC Regulation No. 2 is in accordance with applicable
requirements in Regulation No. 2, Sections 2.3.03 “Use Attainability Analysis” and 2.306,
“Procedures for Removal of Any Designated Use Except Fishable/ Swimmable, Extraordinary
Resource Water, Ecologically Scnsitive Waterbody, or Natural and Scenic Waterway, and
Modification of Water Quality Criteria not Related to These Uses” (APCEC 2007). The proposal
for changes to APCEC Regulation No. 2 is also in accordance with the applicable sections of
40 CFR 131.10 including:

l. 40 CFR 131.10(b): In designating uses of a water body and the appropriate
criteria for those uses, the State shall take into consideration the water quality
standards of downstream waters and shall ensure that its water quality standards
provide for the attainment and maintenance of the water quality standards of
downstream waters.

2. 40 CFR 131.10(¢): Prior to adding or removing any use, or establishing
sub-categories of a use, the State shall provide notice and an opportunity for a
public hearing under Sec. 131.20(b) of this regulation.

3. 40 CFR 131.10(g): States may remove a designated use which is not an existing
use, as defined in Sec. 131.3, or establish sub-categories of a use if the State can
demonstrate that attaining the designated use is not feasible because:

a. Naturally occurring pollutant concentrations prevent the attainment of the
use;
b. Natural, ephemeral, intermittent or low flow conditions or water levels

prevent the attainment of the use, unless these conditions may be
compensated for by the discharge of sufficient volume of effluent
discharges without violating State water conservation requirements to
enable uses to be met;

C. Human caused conditions or sources of pollution prevent the attainment of
the use and cannot be remedied or would cause more environmental
damage to correct than to leave in place;




d. Dams, diversions or other types of hydrologic modifications preclude the
attainment of the use, and it is not feasible to restore the water body to its-
original condition or to operate such modification in a way that would
result in the attainment of the use;

e. Physical conditions related to the natural features of the water body, such
as the lack of a proper substrate, cover, flow, depth, pools, riffles, and the
like, unrelated to water quality, preclude attainment of aquatic life
protection uses; or

f. Controls more stringent than those required by Sections 301(b) and 306 of
the Act would result in substantial and widespread economic and social
impact.

(Note: [talics indicate applicable 40 CFR 131.10(g) criteria.)

The approach to address the potential for dissolved mineral effluent limitations and
downstream exceedences of dissolved mineral AWQC was to conduct a UAA to evaluate
alternatives to meet AWQC. The UAA alternatives analysis section included the option of
developing appropriate site-specific water quality criteria for dissolved minerals that are
protective of existing and altainable uses in UT, BC, and BDV.

The UAA process included development of a UAA Study Plan prior to the field studies in
order to document the various strategies and planned tasks for ADEQ and EPA review. The
revised plan (September 16, 2008) incorporated comments from ADEQ and EPA and was
provided to the Agencies. As part of this process, both ADEQ and EPA indicated conceptual
agreement with the UAA approach that was proposed. The final UAA Study Plan is included as
Appendix A. ‘

2.4 NPDES Permit

The CWL West Plant has been in operation for over 30 years. Outfall 001 is the
discharge point from the plant. The West Plant has a design flow of 3 million gallons per day
(MGD). The average effluent flow from 1998 through 2007 was 1.74 MGD. The current NPDES
permit (No. AR0037907), which became effective February 1, 2005, authorizes discharges of

treated municipal wastewater and includes limitations for carbonaceous biochemical oxygen
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demand (CBOD), total suspended solids (TSS), ammonia nitrogen, dissolved oxygen, fecal

coliform bacteria, residual chlorine, pH, and whole effluent toxicity (Table 2.1).

Table 2.1. Current NPDES permit discharge limits for Outfall 001.

-Mass

. /day, unless otherwi
“'+ Effluent Characteristics - " ‘MonthlyAver:
Flow (MGD) N/A
CBODs (mg/L) 375(0) 15(0) 23 (0)
TSS (mg/L) 501 {0) 20 (0) 30 (0)
Ammonia Nitrogen (NHS-N)
(NH;-N; mg/L) 100 (0) 40) 6(0)
Dissolved Oxygen (mg/L) N/A 5.0 (Tnst, Min.}
Fecal coliform bacteria (FCB) {colonies/100 mL)
(Apr-Sept) N/A 200 (0) 400 (0)
(Oct-Mar) N/A 1,000 (0) 2,000 (0)
Total Residual Chlorine (TRC)® N/A <{.1 mg/L (Inst. Max.)
pH (standard units) N/A Mén(l)n;sm M;f((;[?:m
Whole Effluent Lethality Daily Average Minimum 7-day Minimum
(7-day NOEC) not <100% not 100% (0)

Percent exceedances in routine monitoring from February 2005 through June 2008 are indicated in parentheses.

2.5 Discharge Characteristics

Discharge monitoring data are summarized in Table 2.1. The summary indicates that the
West Plant is in compliance with its current permit requirements. Table 2.2 summarizes chloride,
TDS, and sulfate data from additional weekly mineral sampling that CWL implemented in
April 2008 to evaluate mineral concentrations in the discharge. Mineral data summarized in

Table 2.2 indicate that chloride, TDS, and sulfate concentrations in the discharge frequently

exceed ecoregion mineral criteria.




Table 2.2. Summary of Outfall 001 water quality based on weekly monitoring from April
2008 through May 2009 (chloride, sulfate, TDS) and routine DMR monitoring
(all other parameters).

Parameter - | - Chloride .- | ~ Sulfate | = TDS.

10 36.2 35 281

20 458 37 314

30 51.2 39 338

40 53.9 41 367

Percentile 20 26.6 42 385

60 59.7 45 396

70 62.5 46 408

80 65.5 48 422

90 69.5 51 432

95 71.0 60 453

- Average 55.2 440 3693
Minimum 21.9 27 . 198
Maximum 82.5 90 467

No. of samples (N) 61 61 61

2.6  Watershed and Waterway Description

2.6.1 Receiving Stream Water Quality

The discharge enters an UT that flows approximately 0.6 mile to BC, which flows
approximately 16 miles to BDV in Craighead County in northeast Arkansas (Figure 2.1). BDV
eventually flows into the Cache River in Monroe County. From available maps, it was not clear
where BC ends and BD'V begins. Therefore, for purposes of clarity in this study, BDV was
designated as the stream formed by the confluence of BC and LC. Watershed areas for selected

stream reaches are summarized in Table 2.3,

Table 2.3. Selected watershed areas.

& - Watershed
" Stream Location - N (square miles)
Big Creek at confluence with Unnamed Tributary 50
Big Creek at its confluence with Lost Creek to become Bayou DeView 56
Bayou DeView at Highway 226 102
Bayou DeView at County Road 229 171
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Beginning in June 2008, CWL began weekly monitoring ol sulfate, chloride. and TDS in

the etfluent and upstream and downstream of the UT contluence with BC. Results of this
monitaring showing the influence ot the West Plant discharge on dowanstream minerals
concentrations are provided Figures 2.2 through 2.4, ~Upstream™ in these figures refurs to Big

Creck upstream ol the West Plant inllow carried by UT. These ligures show that OQutfall 00|

entering BC via the UT causes increases in BC mineral concentrations that somelimes exceed

ecoregion criteria.
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Figure 2.2 Results of weekly monitoring of sulfate in the effluent and upstream and

downstream of the Ul in BC.
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Figure 2.3.  Results ol weekly monitoring of TDS in the effluent and upstream and
downstream of the UT in BC.
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Figure 2.4, Results of weekly monitoring of chloride in the effluent and upstream and

downstream of the UT in BC.



2.6.2 AWQC and Designated Uses (APCEC Regulation No. 2)

The receiving streams are within the Delta ecoregion according to Arkansas Pollution
Control and Ecology Commission Regulation No. 2, Plate D-1 (APCEC 2007). Applicable
AWQC (APCEC 2007) are as follows:

l. Dissolved minerals:

a. BDV and LC:
° Chloride: 20 mg/L,
e Sulfate: 30 mg/L, and
® TDS: 270 mg/L.

b. BC and the UT to BC (Delta ecoregion values):
° Chloride: 48 mg/L,
® Sulfate: 37.3 mg/L, and
e TDS: 411.3 mg/L.

2. Designated Uses for the UT to BC, BC, BDV, and L.C:

a Channel-altered Delta ecoregion streams,

b. Primary contact recreation (not including the UT),

C. Secondary contact recreation,

d. Domestic, industrial, and agricultural water supply, and
e. Perennial Delta fishery.

The segment of BDV that receives BC drainage (HUC stream segment 08020302-009)
was classified as impaired in the draft 2008 Arkansas 303(d) list due to exceedences of the
applicable TDS and chloride AWQC. LC (designated as HUC stream segment 08020302-909)
was also reported to be impaired due to exceedences of the applicable chloride WQC. The
reported suspected sources of the high TDS and chloride concentrations in these stream segments
were point sources (municipal point sources for BDV and industrial point sources for LC). Based

on review of permitted sources in these watersheds, there are no permitted industrial point source

discharges to LC. Identifying the source of the chloride in LC is beyond the scope of this project.




3.0 FIEL.D SURVEYS

The field surveys included sampling during the spring high-flow primary period
(May 13 and 14, 2009), and the summer low-flow critical period (September 17
through 19, 2008). The purpose of the field surveys was to:

1. Establish the range of chemical, physical, habitat and biological conditions
present in BDV, BC, and other stream environments near the site, and

2. Evaluate factors (habitat, pollutants) that limit aquatic life in stream reaches
affected by the West Plant discharges.

3.1  Sampling Stations

Sampling locations included those specified in the UAA Work Plan (Appendix A). These
stations were chosen to characterize representative reaches of BC/BDV upstream and
downstream of the West Plant discharge. Accessibility was a major factor in selecting sampling
locations due to the highly incised stream channels and dense riparian vegetation. Due to the
steepness of the bank, only water samples and measurements could be collected at the BC-0
reach. The locations of the sampling stations are indicated on the map provided on Figure 3.1,
illustrated schematically on Figure 3.2 and described in Table 3.1.

A reference stream location was identified based a reconnaissance of streams with
watersheds similar in size to BC near its confluence with the UT (approximately 50 square
miles). Photographs of selected locations are provided in Appendix B. Ideally, the reference
stream watershed should also lie entirely within Crowley’s Ridge so that stream gradient and
substrate might be similar. However, the number of suitable reference streams locations was
limited because the only local streams with approximately 50-square-mile watersheds included
substantial portions of channelized reach in the Delta. A location on Sugar Creek was ultimately
chosen for a reference location (Figure 3.3) because, although its watershed area is only

19.5 square miles upstream of the sampling location, the watershed above the sampling location

lies entirely within Crowley’s Ridge.
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Figure 3.1. Map of study area showing sampling locations,
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Figure 3.2. Schematic illustration of sampling locations.
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Figure 3.3, Location of reference stream station in relation ro other sampling stations.



Chemical and biological conditions were collected at the confluence of BC and the UT

that carries CWL effluent, in BDV approximately 2 miles downstream of the confluence, and
approximately 8 miles downstream of the confluence at the ADEQ water quality monitoring
station location (WHI0026). Chemical conditions were monitored at the CWL outfall, in LC
0.50 mile before its confluence with BC, and BDV approximately 7 miles downstream of ADEQ
water quality monitoring station WHI026 (Figure 3.1). Field reconnaissance indicated that the
habitats contained in these areas are representative of habitats found near the Outfall. Chemical

parameters measured at each station are summarized in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2. Analytical methods used for chemical analysis of water samples collected during
the field survey,

Analytical Method -| =~ Analyte - | Holding time | -~ Method Detection Limit . -
SM2540C TDS 7 days 10.0 mg/L '
USGS3765 TSS 7 days 4.0 mg/L
EPA 300.0 Sulfate 28 days 0.2 mg/L
EPA 300.0 Chloride [ 28 days 0.2 mg/L

Sampling during the spring of 2009 was hampered by chronically high water levels due
to an unusually wet season. Spring sampling was postponed several times until the streams
became reasonable accessible. Nonetheless, spring flows were still somewhat high during
sampling. This condition affected the types and numbers of samples/measurements, especially

biological samples and flow measurement that could be reliably collected.

3.2  Water Quality and Flow

3.21 Measurement Methods

Grab samples were collected at all sample locations according to FTN sampling
protocols. Samples were taken from approximately 1 ft below the surface from flowing portions
of the stream using a clean plastic bucket. The sample was then split into aliquots and placed into
sample containers containing preservative appropriate for the selected analyses. Samples were

placed on ice immediately upon collection and delivered to American Interplex Corporation

3-6



Auvu 26, 200

(AIC) (8600 Kanis Road, Little Rock, AR 72204), which is certified by ADEQ for the selected
analyses. Samples were analyzed for the list of analytes using the methods listed in Table 3.2.

Stream flow was measured at the upstream end of each sampling reach indicated. Flows
were measured by measuring stream width, depth and current velocity per the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) (1982) using a calibrated wading rod and a Marsh-McBirney (Flow
Mate Model 2000) flow meter. All flow measurements were made concurrently with grab sample
collection.

Although not part of the original study plan, semi-continuous monitoring of dissolved
oxygen (DO), temperature, pH, and specific conductance was conducted using a Hydrolab
MiniSonde™ calibrated per FTN protocols. Measurements were taken at | 5-minute intervals
over a period of 24 to 36 hours at Qutfall 001, BC-0 and BDV-2.

Measurement of in situ parameters was performed using Hydrolab Minisonde Multiprobe
water quality monitors. Instruments were calibrated on the day of use or deployment. Calibration
of the DO function on all instruments was performed using air calibration. Calibration of
conductivity and pH functions was performed using standard buffers (pH) and calibration
standards (conductivity). Calibration was checked upon completion of each day’s measurements
by comparing instrument readings with readings in standard buffers, calibration standards or
saturated air, as appropriate. All calibration information was documented and retained as part of
the project records. Discreet in situ measurements were taken in mid-current at a depth of

approximately | ft, concurrently with grab water samples.

3.2.2 Water Quality and Flow Measurement Results

Results of flow and chemical measurements are presented in Tables 3.3 and 3.4 for the
September 2008 and May 2009 sampling, respectively. Laboratory analytical data reports are
provided in Appendix D. During the May 2009 sampling flow, measurements could not be
obtained from at BDV-0, BDV-1, BDV-2 or REF-0 due to high-stream levels. May 2009 flows
were 20 to 100 times higher than in September 2008 at BC-0 and LC-0. Flows at UT-0, which

are almost exclusively from Outfall 001, were similar in the 2008 and 2009 sampling.
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Table 3.3. Summary of results of flow and water chemistry analyses of grab samples and in
situ measurements taken September 17 through 19, 2008.
~ _ Station (Time of day of samiple collection and in Situ measurements) : = |

Analyte BC-0 | UT-00 | -BDV-0 [ BDV-1 | BDV-2 | LC-0 [ =001 " | REF-0.
Date 9/17/08 | 9/17/08 9/18/08 | 9/16/08 1 9/16/08 | 9/17/08 | 9/18/08 | 9/18/08
Time 14:54 09:48 12:40 09:25 [3:40 | 07:50 08:15 08:54
Flow (gpm) 537 1138 856 2303 2275 251 |[Nottaken| 621
Temperature (°C) 1975 | 20.43 2021 | 2021 | 2198 | 1814 | 2393 | 17.07
DO | 9.0 4.2 6.7 60 | 78 39 7.4 8.7
pH (su) 6.7 6.7 7.0 6.8 7.0 6.2 7.0 6.9
Specific Conductance {uS) 155.6 579.7 313.9 326.7 | 374.7 180.8 600.1 50.7
DS T 180 440*/480* 250 220 200 160 480* 49
TSS 12 <4/<4 10 5 6.8 4.4 4.4 7.6
Chloride 7.8 83*/82% 34* 33* 34* 18 80* 5
Sulfate 4.1 39%/37* 14 23 26 20 43% 1.1

*Indicates valucs not meeting ecoregion WQC; Units = mg/LL unless otherwise noted.

Table 3.4 Summary of results of flow and water chemistry analyses of grab samples and in
situ measurements taken May 13 and 14, 2009.
P . Station(Time of day of sample collection and in situ measurements)

“Analyte BC-0" | UT-0 | .BDV-0 | BDV-1 | BDV-2 | LC-0-|.- 001 | REF-0
Date 5/13/09 |5/13/09| 5/14/09 | 5/14/09 | $/13/09 | 5/13/09 | 5/14/09 | 5/14/09
Time 16:30 14:14 13:10 12:30 [1:30 13:30 [ 1:20 9:00
Flow (gpm) 50,899 | 1,743 |Not taken | Not taken | Not taken{ 10,989 |Not taken | Not taken
Temperature (°C) 21.92 12457 | 2138 19.98 | 2008 | 2534 | 2049 18.48
DO 7.7 5.9 6.5 7.7 8.1 7.4 8.7 7.9
pH (su) 6.2 6.3 6.1 6.2 6.1 6.4 6.4 5.7*
Specific Conductance (uS) 55.9 570.5 81.8 79.4 71.5 82.4 466.8 55.3
TDS 86 340%* 100 91 53 72 270 110
TSS 47 8.8 150 720 43 28 12 290
Chloride 1.7 50% 3.1 3.6 ] 33 37* 3.1
Sulfate 4.0 29 4.1 4.1 44 5.1 23 2.4

*[ndicates values nol meeting ccoregion WQC; Units = mg/L unless otherwise noted.
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TDS, sulfate and chloride concentrations in UT-0 and Qutfal 001 exceeded ecoregion
criteria during the September 2008 samples. During the May 2009 sampling, TDS and chloride
exceeded criteria at UT-0. BDV locations exceeded chloride criteria during the September
sampling. Spring sampling at the reference location showed an in situ pH reading of 5.7 and

higher TDS than in the fall low-flow sample.

3.2.3 Water Quality and Flow Measurement Conclusions

Water quality parameters such as TDS, sulfate, and chloride and related in situ
parameters, such as specific conductance, showed expected decreases in response to increased
flows at all locations except the reference. At REF-0, TDS concentration increased with
increased flow (49 to 119 mg/L). However, since there was no concomitant increase in specific
conductance, the May 2009 TDS concentration of 110 mg/L is questionable and likely is due to
an analytical error.

Although Outfall 001 and UT-0 mineral concentrations generally exceeded ecoregion
criteria, there was sufficient dilution in the receiving stream to result in downstream compliance

with mineral criteria, except for chloride at BDV locations during the September sampling.

3.3 Physical Habitat Characteristics

3.3.1 Physical Habitat Characteristics Methods

Physical and habitat characteristics based on the entire length of each sampling reach
were documented by visual assessment using the approach outlined in Barbour et al. (1999).
Field forms used for this assessment of physical characteristics were taken directly from
Barbour et al.

Physical variables assessed included:

l. Canopy cover,

2 Substrate type,

3. Sediment characteristics,

4 Dominant aquatic vegetation,

5 Proportion of reach with aquatic vegetation,
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6. Pool/riffle ratio,

7. Pool depths,

8. Pool widths,

9. Dominant riparian vegetation, and

10. Watershed features.

Habitat characterization followed low-gradient stream habitat assessment procedures pet
Barbour et al. {1999). Field forms used for the habitat assessment were taken directly from
Barbour et al. In contrast to the evaluation of physical variables, the habitat characterization per
Barbour et al. provides a scoring methodology that allows a rough comparison of habitat quality
among sites.

Scored habitat variables included:

—_—

Epifaunal substrate/available cover,
Pool substrate characterization,
Pool variability,

Sediment,

Channel flow status deposition,
Channel alteration,

Channel sinuosity,

Bank stability,

I BRI SIS

Vegetative protection, and

e

Riparian vegetative zone width.

Assessment of physical and habitat characteristics was performed once at each site during

both the September and May sampling to account for habitat differeaces due to flow. However,

as noted earlier, high flows during the May sampling prevented a complete evaluation.
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3.3.2 Physical Habitat Characteristics Results

Results of the assessment of physical characteristics and habitat variables of each site are
presented in Tables 3.5 and 3.6 for the September 2008 sampling. Complete habitat forms are
provided in Appendix C. Results of the evaluation conducted in May are not provided because
high flows allowed only a partial evaluation of habitat. Therefore, this evaluation draws solely on
the more complete habitat information obtained during the September 2008 sampling.

Silt and clay dominated the substrates of most locations except for BDV-0 where some
gravel, cobble, and sand was present and the reference location which was entirely sand. Local
land use was primarily agriculture and forest. Trees and shrubs dominated all riparian zones.
Non-point runoff from agricultural fields and roads potentially affected all locations except UT-0
(Table 3.5).

BC-0 habitat was of higher quality than downstream location (BDV-1 and BDV-2) due to
marginally higher scores across all habitat categories. The BC-0 location contained a riffle, and
had a more diverse substrate (Table 3.5) and a more sinuous channel (Table 3.6). UT-0, BDV-1
and BDV-2 had similar substrate characteristics and differed mainly in bank and riparian zone

characteristics.
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Table 3.5. Summary of physical and habitat characteristics evaluation performed September 17 through 19, 2008,

‘___Category. - UBCO
“~Canopy Cover ' .. | Partly Shaded
Bedrock 0
Boulder 0
Cobble 5
Inorganic Substrate (% coverage)iGravel 20
Sand 5
Silt 70
Clay 0
CPOM 10 20 <5 Not Recordable <1
Organic Substrate (% coverage) IFPOM 0 50 40 Not Recordable 0
. Shell 0 0 0 0 0
Dominant Aquatic Vegetation None Justica americana None Algae None
Percent of reach with aquatic vegetation 0 90 0 10 0
Pool/Riffle Ratio 4:1 No riffles No riffles No riffles Noriffles
Average Stream Depth (m) 0.5 1 1 0.2
IAverage Stream Width (m) 2 2.4 6.5 7 2
Average Current Velocity (nv/s) 0.17 0.02 0.03 0.06 0,12
Substrate odors Normal Normal/Anaerobic None Normal Normal
Substrate oils Absent Absent Absent Absent
Substrate deposits None Sand
mbedded stones black on underside? Yes No stones No stones No stones No stones
Dominant Riparian Vegetation Trees/Shrubs Trees/Shrubs Trees/Shrubs Trees Trees/Shrubs
Landuse Forest/AgriculturallForest/Agricultural] Agricultural [Forest/AgriculturallForest/Agricultural
Watershed Features Pollution sources| Non-point runoff | Non-point runoff [Non-point runoff] Non-point runoft | Non-point runoff
Erosion Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate Moderate
eather Clear Clear Clear 75% Cloud Cover
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Table 3.6. Summary of habitat characteristics evaluation performed September 17
through 19, 2008.

Epifaunal substrate/available cover 15 13 11 14 5
Pool substrate characterization 8 6 9 8 13
Pool variability 13 14 11 13 8
Sediment deposition 11 16 15 18 5
Channel flow status | 15 16 13 8 3
Channel alteration 13 1 10 6 18
Channel sinuosity | 10 6 4 | 13
Bank stability (right/left) 7/7 10/10 | 6/6 8/6 8/8
Vegetative protection (right/left) 10/10 8/8 2/2 8/8 10/10
Riparian vegetative zone width (right/left) 8/10 10/10 | 5/8 10/6 10/6
[Total habitat score [12 110 89 88 99

3.3.3 Physical Habitat Characteristics Conclusions

Habitat assessments indicated waterbodies with generally silty substrates and landuse
dominated by forest and agriculture. BC-0 had the highest quality habitat owing to the presence
of a riffle, the most diverse substrate and the most sinuous channel.

Substrate characteristics are a key factor in using habitat to interpret differences in
benthic communities among locations. Although the information presented in Table 3.6 suggests
similar habitat at BC-0 and UT-0, BC-0 contained a greater diversity of flow regimes a including
a riffle (and its corresponding coarse substrate), had a more diverse substrate, and a more sinuous
channel. Therefore a more diverse and/or productive aquatic community is expected at BC-0.

Substrate at UT-0, BDV-1 and BDV-2 was uniformly fine and silty suggesting that
benthic communities might be expected to be similar.

For purposes of interpreting differences in benthic communities based on habitat quality,
the abundance and diversity of benthic macroinvertebrates and fish is expected to follow the

same general pattern as habitat quality. Large deviations from this expectation indicate other

limiting factors such as water quality.




3.4 Biological Characteristics

3.4.1 Biological Characteristics Methods

Biological assessment procedures followed rapid bioassessment protocols for fish and
invertebrates given in Barbour et al. (1999). Based on prior reconnaissance, sampling reaches
were chosen to contain habitats that were comparable, to the extent possible, among sampling

locations. Five stream reaches ranging in length from approximately 80 to 240 ft were sampled.

3.4.1.1 Invertebrates

Prior to sampling each reach, the upper and lower ends of the reach were cordoned off
using block nets. Invertebrate sampling was conducted before fish sampling in order to avoid
disturbing substrate. Invertebrates were sample using D-frame kick nets with 0.5-mm mesh net.
A total of 12 individual samples were collected from all available habitat, including woody
debris, emergent vegetation, snags, undercut banks, open substrate, and riffles (if present). The
sampling effort was distributed among habitat types in proportion to the availability of habitats,
as assessed by visual inspection. After removal and washing of large debris, the entire contents
of the net was washed into wide-mouth glass jars and immediately preserved with 70% ethanol.

Samples were sorted in the laboratory by dispensing the entire sample onto a Caton grid.
All organisms were sorted from randomly selected grids until a minimum of 280 organisms were
collected. Sorted organisms were transferred to 70% ethanol in glass vials. To assure thorough
removal of specimens from the sample, the sorted residue was retained and examined by a
second biological technician. If the second sorting produced fewer than 10% of the number of
organisms found in the initial sorting, the sorting of that sample was considered complete, [f the
second sorting produced more than 10% of the number of organisms found in the initial sorting,
the sample was resorted until the 10% goal was reached.

Taxonomic identifications were carried out to the lowest practical taxon according to
Merritt and Cummins (1996), Thorp and Covich (2001) and Houston (1980). In general,
macroinvertebrates were identified to genus except for bivalve mollusks, gastropods, dipteran

larvae, and decapod shrimp, which were identified to family. A voucher collection of

invertebrate taxa collected at the sites was retained for further reference. All invertebrate taxa




were classified into functional feeding groups (Predator, Shredder, Omnivore, Gatheret/collector,

Scraper, and filteret/collector) per Barbour et al. (1999).
Benthic invertebrate data were evaluated by visually examining changes and/or

differences in taxa richness and relative abundance of functional feeding groups.

3.4.1.2 Fish Sampling

Fish sampling was conducted using a Smith-Root LR-24 DC current backpack
electroshocker. Sampling of each reach was conducted by probing all available habitat beginning
at the downstream end of the reach, and proceeding upstream. Two sampling passes were
performed on each reach. Stunned fish were collected in a plastic bucket and maintained with
aeration until processed. Each individual captured was identified in the field to species according
to Robison and Buchanan (1984). Individuals not positively identified in the field were killed,
preserved in formalin and identified in the laboratory. Up to 25 individuals of each species were
weighed to the nearest 0.1 g and measured (total length) to the nearest mm. After processing, all
living fish were returned to the sampling reach,

Fish data were evaluated by visually examining differences in species richness among

locations in relation to habitat.

3.4.2 Biological Characteristics Results
3.4.2.1 Benthic Invertebrates
Benthic invertebrate taxa and relative abundance from the September 2008 and May 2009

sampling are summarized in Tables 3.7 and 3.8.




Table 3.7.

through 19, 2008.
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Summary of benthic macroinvertebrate sampling results from September 17

- Metric

~Sampling Location

" BC-0

REF-0

“UT-0 | BDV-1. | BDV=2
Gatherer 45 56 10 38 33
. . Prodator 5 o 70 73 61
(F]‘:,gigonal Feeding I Firerer 12 1 4 9 3
(% of individuals) Scraper 2 z 2 24 1
Shredder 2 28 4 7 2
Parasite 0 2 0 0 0
Taxa Richness 16 19 12 14 19
% EPT* 2 1 1 1 7
% Diptera 30 a3 9 38 26

* Individuals of Ephemeroptera, Plecoptera, Trichoptera

Table 3.8. Summary of benthic macroinvertebrate sampling results from May 13 and 14, 2009.

g : - Sampling Location : L2
Metric | BC-0 | UT-0 | BDV-1 | BDV-2 | REF-0

Gatherer 55 75 95 50
. Predator 7 <1 4 5
Functional Feeding Filterer 27 2 1 25
Group Scraper 4 23 0 0
(% of individuals) Shredder 0 0 Not 0 0
Omnivore 7 0 Sampled 0 19

Parasite 0 0 0
Taxa Richness 12 7 | 8 14
% EPT* 35 1 1 37
% Diptera 30 47 27 28

* Individuals of Ephemeroptera, Plecoptera, Trichoptera
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September Sampling

The highest taxa richness was seen at UT-0, REF-0, and BC-0, where the number of
invertebrate taxa were similar, ranging from 16 to 19 (Table 3.7). Gatherers or predators were the
most numerous feeding groups at all locations. Gatherers and filterers were the dominant feeding
group (87%) at BC-0, while gatherers, predators, and scapers dominated the benthic taxa of the
downstream locations (BDV-1 and BDV-2) and the reference location. Gatherers and shredders
dominated the UT-0 community.

Percent EPT was low across all locations, ranging from | to 12% of individuals, with the
highest proportion of EPT found at the upstream location (BC-0) and the reference location.
Percent diptera was highest at UT-0 (48% of individuals) and lowest (9% of individuals) at
BDV-I1.

May Sampling

High water levels prevented sampling at BDV-1. The highest taxa richness was seen at
REF-0 (14 taxa) and BC-0 (12 taxa) (Table 3.8). Gatherers were with most numerous feeding
groups at all locations. Gatherers and filterers were the dominant feeding group (82%) at BC-0
while gatherers dominated the benthic taxa of the downstream location (BDV-2). Gatherers and
scarpers dominated the UT-0 community.

Percent EPT was highest at the upstream location (BC-0) and the reference location.
Percent diptera was highest at UT-0 (48% of individuals) and uniform (27 to 30% of individuals)

at the remaining locations.

3.4.2.2 Fish

Species relative abundance for the September 2008 sampling is summarized in Table 3.9.
Taxa richness ranged from five species at BDV-1 to 13 species at BC-0. Species relative
abundance for the May 2009 sampling is summarized in Table 3.10. Taxa richness ranged from
seven species at UT-0 to 14 species at the reference location. No fish sampling was possible at

BDV-2 during the May sampling because of high water levels.
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Table 3.9, Summary of fish collections conducted September 17 through 19, 2008,

R e ling Loeation =~ TS
i . Species | BCH ; “BDV-2 | REF
Ameiurus natalis 5.3 6.5
Campostoma anomalum 9.5
Cyprinella venusta'!) 14.3 6.5
Erimyzon oblongus 0.9
Etheostoma gracilé 0.5
Fundulus olivaceus 5.3 2.7 3.6 12.0
Gambusia affinis® 0.5 88.6 28.3 3.6 7.4
Lepomis cyanellus " 9.5 3.6 64.6 8.4 21.3
Lepomis gulosus 1.6
epomis macrochirus 13.8 1.8 67.5
Lepomis megalotis 36.0 2.4 16.7
Lepomis sp. L.1 12
Lucxilus chrysocephalus 0.6 13.9
IMicropterus punctalatus 2.1
Micropterus salmoides 0.5 1.2
Notémigonus crysoleucas 3.6
INotropis maculatus 14.5
Pimephales notatus 2.7
Semotilus atromaculatus 14.8
Total Taxa 13 6 5 7 9
Total Number 189 166 113 83 108

Notes:
(1) Channel-Alteced Della ecoregion key specics
(2) Channel-Altered Delta ecoregion indicator species

3-18



Table 3.10. Summary of fish collections conducted May 13 and 14, 2009.

Species : T B0 T L UTE0 B " REF
Ameiurus melas 4.1
Ameiurus natalis 0.6 0.8 k 4.0
Cyprinella venusta'" 1.2 ‘ 11.0 11.0
Dorosoma cepedianum ® 1.4
Erimyzon oblongus ' 4.0
Ftheostoma gracile 1.6
Fundulus olivaceus 8.8 9.6 21.4
Gambusia affinis® 2.4 23.8 2.7 0.6
Lepomis cyanellus " 13.5 15.1 277
Lepomis gulosus 0.6 L4
epomis macrochirus 8.2 4.9 13.7 | 6.4
Lepomis megalotis 61.8 36.1 39.7 14.5
Luxilus chrysocephalus 5.2
Lythrurus umbratilis 1.2 2.7 A
Micropterus dolomieu 0.6 1.4
Micropterus punctulatus 0.6
WViicropterus salmoides 0.6
Notemigonus crysoleucas 28.7
Woliropis texanus 0.6
~ Percina maculata 2.9
Percina sciera ' 0.6
Pimephales tenellus 0.6 0.6
Pomoxis annularis 1.4 _
Total Taxa 12 7 11 14
Total Number 170 122 73 173

Notes:
(3) Channel-Altered Delta ccoregion key species
(4) Channel-Altered Delta ecoregion indicator species

Fish species relative abundance for both sampling dates is summarized in Table 3.11. A
total of two Channel-Altered Delta Ecoregion key species (Cyprinella venusta and Lepomis
cyanellus) and two indicator species (Dorosoma cepedianum and Gambusia affinis)

(APCEC 2007) were collected among all locations. All four species were collected at BDV-2;

two were collected at UT-0 and three were collected at BDV-1 and REF-0.
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Table 3.11. Summary of combined September and May fish collections.

© Speeies’ 0 e BCLOU [ UT-0 | BDV-2e | U REFR -

[ Ameiurus melas 0.0 1.7 0.0 0.0
Ameiurus natalis 3.1 1.0 0.0 5.0
Campostoma anomealum 5.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Cyprinella venustus (K) 8.1 0.0 5.1 | 9.3
\Dorosoma cepedianum (1) 0.0 0.0 0.6 ‘ 0.0
Lrimyzon oblongus 0.0 0.0 0.0 i 2.8
‘theostoma gracile 0.3 0.7 0.0 | 0.0
Fundulus olivaceus 7.0 0.0 6.4 17.8
Gambusia affinis (1) 1.4 61.1 32 3.2
L epomis cyanellus (K) 11.4 2.1 11.5 253
Lepomis gulosus 1.1 0.0 0.6 0.0
L epomis macrochirus 11.1 2.1 42.3 3.9
Lepomis megalolis 48.2 16.7 18.6 Ji 15.3
L epomis sp. 0.6 0.0 0.6 | 0.0
Luxilus chrysocephalus 0.0 0.3 0.0 8.5
Lythrurus umbratilis 0.6 0.0 1.3 [ 0.0
WMicropterus dolomieu 0.3 0.0 0.6 0.0
Micropterus punctulatus 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.4
Micropterus salmoides 0.6 0.0 0.6 0.0
Notemigonus crysoleucas 0.0 14.2 0.0 0.0
Notropis maculates 0.0 0.0 7.7 0.0
Notropis texanus 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Percing maculate 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.8
iPercina scierd 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
Pimephales notatus 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Pimephales tenellus 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.4
[Pomoxis annularis 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0
Semotilus atromaculatus 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.7
Total Taxa 15 9 13 15

Total Number 359 288 156 281
CPUE 239 377 113 308

No. Cyprinidae Species 4 2 3 5

% Cyprinidae Individuals 14 15 14 24

No. Centrarchidae Species 6 3 8 4

% Centrarchidae Individuals 73 21 75 45

No. Ictaluridae Species 1 2 0 !

% Ictaluridae Individuals 3.1 2.7 0 5.0

[ = indicator species; K = key species
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3.4.3 Biological Characteristics Conclusions

3.4.3.1 Benthic Invertebrates

Benthic invertebrate data collected in May and July indicate habitats that are, in general,
dominated by scrapers (primarily pulmonate and prosobranch snails) and decapod shredders
(primarily palaemonid shrimp). This result is consistent with The Arkansas Department of
Pollution Control & Ecology survey of least disturbed streams (ADPCE 1987) which found that
decapods (primarily palaemonid shrimp) dominated benthic communities. Howev.er, the benthic
communities of the waterbodies in this study had far fewer taxa (12 to 19) than the least
distutbed streams described in ADPCE (1987), which showed an average of 50 taxa. No dense
areas of freshwater mussel abundance were observed and no individuals (living or dead) of
endangered or threatened freshwater mussel species were collected.

A comparison of benthic communities with expectations based on habitat is presented

below.

3.4.3.2 Fish

Evaluation of the combined September and May fish sampling (Table 3.11) provides the
best indication of the fish communities that the various sampling locations can support. This
information indicates that the greatest species richness was found at BC-0. This result is
consistent with the somewhat higher quality habitat found at BC-0. A more detailed comparison
of fish communities with expectations based on habitat is presented below.

Sunfish (Centrarchidae) and minnows (Cyprinidae) were conspicuous features of the
species composition at all locations. APCEC Regulation No. 2 (2007) describes a
“Channel-altered Delta ecoregion fishery” designated use as “streams supporting diverse
communities of indigenous of adapted species of fish and other forms of aquatic life. Fish
communities are characterized by an absence of sensitive species; sunfishes and minnows
dominate the population followed by catfishes. The community may be generally characterized
by [see key and indicator fish species for Channel-altered Delta ecoregion streams in

Table 3.12].” Examination of the summary rows at the bottom of Table 3.11 indicates that all

locations support this type of fish community (“fishery”). The lowest proportion of sunfish was
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seen at UT-0. This location supported a large number of Gambusia affinis, which is a

Channel-altered Delta ecoregion indicator species (Table 3.12). Key and/or indicator species
(Table 3.12) were present at all locations (Table 3.11). These results indicate that all locations

support components of a “Channel-altered Delta ecoregion fishery.”

Table 3.12  Key and indicator species that generally characterize the Channel-Altered Delta
ecoregion fishery.

e ~ Key Species el “Indicator Species -
Blackta11 shmer (Notropzs venustus) * Mosqmto ﬁsh (Gambusia affinis) *
Drum (4plodinotus grunniens) Gizzard shad (Dorosoma cepedianum) *
Carp (Cyprinis carpio) Emerald shiner (V. atherinoides)
Channel catfish (letalurus punctatus) Spotted gar (Lepisosteus oculatus)
Green sunfish (Lepomis cyanellus) *

* Species collected in present study.

3.4.3.3 Factors Limiting Biological Communities

An important aspect of detecting impacts of pollutants on aquatic communities is to
separate the etfects of habitat from those of pollutants. Often habitat effects are confounded with
possible pollutant effects. A case in point is the fish species richness in BC upstream and
downstream of the contluence of UT-0, which discharges Outfall 001 effluent into BC. Fish
species richness is higher at BC-0 than at UT-0, BDV-1, or BDV-2 (Tables 3.9 through 3.11). It
habitat were similar at all locations, this pattern would strongly suggest a negative impact of the
discharge on the fish community. However, because habitat varies in important ways among the
sampling locations, the effect of the discharge is confounded with habitat effects.

One approach to this problem is to evaluate whether community differences change in
accordance with expectations based on habitat. Strong departures from expectations based on
habitat indicate that other factors (e.g., pollutants) might limit the diversity and/or production of
the biological communities present.

There is no singte reliable measure of habitat quality. Therefore, a weight of evidence
approach must be used. If a number of biological metrics are considered and a preponderance of

those metrics are consistent with habitat, we can conclude that the observed differences in

biological communities are consistent with habitat differences and that other potential limiting
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factors (e.g., pollutants) are not limiting aquatic life. Conversely, if a preponderance of metrics
contradicts expectations based on habitat (e.g., low biotic diversity/production in locations with
relatively high-quality habitat), then additional limiting factors (e.g., pollutants) are indicated.
For this data set, an approach similar to that used in EPA’s Stressor Identification
Guidance Document (EPA 2000) was used to develop a weight of evidence-based analyses.

Habitat information was evaluated to develop a set of expected community metric responses:

1. Strongly agreed with expectations based on habitat,
2. Weakly agreed with expectations based on habitat,
3. Contradicted expectations based on habitat, or

4. Were inconclusive.

The habitat characteristics considered were substrate, channel sinuosity, and stream size.
The community metrics considered were taxa richness, % EPT and % diptera for the benthic
communities, and species richness for fish communities. Habitat characteristics and community
metrics were assumed to be related as follows.

For benthic communities:

l. Coarser substrate (i.e., containing cobble or gravel) supports higher taxa richness
and % EPT than fine, silty substrate;

2. Fine substrates support a greater % diptera than coarse substrate; and

3. Greater channel sinuosity results in a greater variety of flow regimes (fast and

slow current, deep and shallow depths) and substrates, and supports greater taxa
richness and % EPT.

For fish communities:

L. Greater channel sinuosity results in a greater variety of flow regimes (fast and
slow current, deep and shallow depths), and substrates, and supports greater
diversity/production; and

2. Larger streams support greater species richness.




The evaluation was then conducted as follows:

1. A table was prepared (Table 3.13) that summarized these habitat characteristics
for BC-0, UT-0, BDV-1, and BDV-2. For simplicity, the reference location
REF-0 was not included in this analysis.

2. The sites were ranked for each community metric according to the relative metric
values that were expected based on the habitat. For example, benthic taxa richness
was expected to be greatest at BC-0 (Diverse Substrate; sinuous channel) than
UT-0, BDV-1, and BDV-2 (straight channels, fine silty substrate). Similarly, fish
species richness was expected to be greater at BC-0 (Diverse Substrate; sinuous
channel) than other locations and greater at BDV-1 and BDV-2 than UT-0
(straight channels at all three but smaller stream size at UT-0). Scientific
judgment was applied to combine similar metric values into the same ranking.

3. The observed rankings of each location for each metric were entered into the
table.
4. The observed rankings were then compared with the expected rankings according

to the four categories given above and evaluated as to whether the preponderance
of comparisons agreed with or contradicted expectations based on habitat.

This evaluation indicated that the preponderance of biological metrics either strongly or
weakly agreed with expectations based on habitat. The analysis concluded, therefore, that fish
and benthic macroinvertebrate community metrics varied among sampling location in

accordance with expectations based on habitat, and that pollutants such as TDS, sulfate, and

chlorides are not limiting aquatic life in UT-0, BDV-1 or BDV-2.
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Table 3.13.

Weight of evidence analysis of fish and benthic macroinvertebrate communities versus expectations based on habitat.

Expcctaﬁbn .

Sampling | i %
Kocation | 0 A0 ‘Habitat Dip
BC-0 Diverse Substrate; sinuzous channel;, Small size 1
uT-0 Silty substrate; straight channe}; small size 1 1 2
BDV-1 Silty substrate; straight channel; large size 1 1 2
BDV-2 Silty substrate; straight channel; jarge size 1 1 2
Strong agreement with
expectation
Weak agrecment with
expectation but not
contradictory
Contradicts expectation
Inconclusive

Rich = species richness (fish) or taxa ricliness (benthic invertebrates); Dip= % diptera: NS = No sample;

6007 ‘9z IsnINyY




Field Survey Conclusions

The purpose of the field surveys was to:

Establish the range of chemical, physical, habitat, and biological conditions
present in BDV, BC, and other stream environments near the site; and

Evaluate factors (habitat, pollutants) that limit aquatic life in stream reaches
affected by the West Plant discharge.

Conclusions of the field survey can be summarized as follows:

Water quality sampling results indicated that, although Outfall 001 and UT-0
mineral concentrations generally exceeded ecoregion criteria, there was sufficient
dilution in BC to result in downstream compliance with mineral criteria.

Benthic invertebrate communities were dominated by gatherers, predators, and
filterers at all locations. No dense areas of freshwater mussel abundance were
observed and no individuals (living or dead) of endangered or threatened
freshwater mussel species were collected.

Fish communities at all sampling locations, including those influenced by the
West Plant discharge (i.e., UT-0, BDV-1, and BDV-2), showed the presence of
ecoregion key and indicator species and species composition consistent with the
attainment of a Channel-altered Delta Ecoregion fishery use per APCEC
Regulation No. 2 (2007).

A weight of evidence evaluation of limiting factors at locations upstream and
downstream of Outfall 001 indicated that differences in benthic invertebrate and
fish communitics are consistent with expectations based on habitat differences,
with no evidence of limiting factors other than habitat.

This analysis indicates that current conditions with respect to instream concentration of

TDS, sulfate, and chloride support and do not limit attainment of aquatic life uses in UT, BC,

and BDV.
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4.0 TOXICITY

41 Toxicity Test Methods

August 26, 2009

A grab sample of effluent collected on September 16, 2008, was tested using chronic

static renewal toxicity tests with Ceriodaphnia dubia and Pimephales promelas per EPA (2002).

Effluent was tested at full strength (100%) only. Three effluent samples were collected and used

for renewals during the tests. Each sample was also analyzed for TDS, sulfate, and chloride.

Growth and reproduction data were analyzed per EPA (2002) to evaluate lethal and/or sub-lethal

effects relative to the control,

4.1.1 Toxicity Test Results

Toxicity test results are summarized in Table 4.1. No significant lethal or sub-lethal

toxicity was observed with either test organism. Results of mineral analyses are presented in

Table 4.2.
Table 4.1 Results of chronic toxicity screening tests on Outfall 001 grab samples collected
on September 16, 2008.
e Pimephales_,promelas Ceriodaphnia dubia
e ;{“Ve_s:_t S 1 Mean Weight per Fish "Mean Number of
Concentration | % Survival w(mg) - % Survival |- Neonates pet Female
Control 97.5 0.297 100 25.5
100% 100 0311 100 26.2
Table 4.2. Results of mineral analysis of three grab samples collected for toxicity tests on

September 16, 2008.

- Sample TDS _ Chloride | Sulfate
| 450) 73 34
2 450 78 59
3 450 73 35
Average 450 75 41
Percentile rank from Table 2.2 93 96 39
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4.1.2 Toxicity Test Conclusions

Toxicity tests on effluent samples indicated no lethal or sub-lethal toxicity. TDS and
chloride concentrations of the effluent samples used in the toxicity tests were in the high range
(93 and 96" percentiles, respectively) of TDS and chloride concentrations measured at
Outfall 001 weekly during April 2008 through May 2009 (Table 2.2). This result indicates that
TDS and chloride concentrations should not reach lethally or sub-lethally toxic concentrations in
the outfall. The sulfate concentration in the September 16 sample was relatively low
(average = 4| mg/L) and corresponded to the 39 percentile during April 2008 through
May 2009.

The 95® percentile sulfate concentration based on Outfall 001 monitoring is 60 mg/L.
Literature information (Mount et al. 1997) indicates that the sulfate ion, in combination with
other ions commonly found in fresh water (sulfate, carbonate, chloride), shows a relatively low
level of toxicity to C. dubia. Table 4.3 summarizes the 48-hour LC50 values for sulfate in
combination with various anions based on Table 2 in Mount et al. (1997). This summary shows
that acute LC50’s for sulfate are well over the 95™ percentile sulfate concentration from
Outfall 001 monitoring. Previous analyses by FTN have indicated acute to chronic ratios (ACRs)
for TDS (with negligible contribution from K) of approximately 5 or 6. Based on an ACR of’5,
the 95" percentile sulfate concentration is well below sulfate concentrations expected to be

associated with chronic toxicity.

Table 4.3. Calculated sulfate 48-hour acute LC50 concentrations for various salts based on
Table 2 in Mount et al (1997).

ol S LCSOofsalt - LC50 of sulfate - -
CoecSalt e ) (mgfl) o mey
K,S04 770* 423
CaS04 > 1910 1356
MgSO0, 1770 1416
Na;SO4 3080 2094

*Based on 24-hour L.C50.




5.0 MASS BALANCE MODEL

A steady state mass balance was developed for Big Creek Ditch and Bayou DeView
downstream of the discharge of treated wastewater from the CWL West Plant. The objective of
the mass balance was to estimate concentrations of chloride, sulfate, and TDS in Big Creek Ditch
and Bayou DeView under critical conditions. Mass balance predictions were based on the data
summarized in Table 5.1. A printout of the mass balance is shown o Figure 5.1. These predicted

mineral concentrations can be used as a basis for site-specific mineral criteria.

Table 5.1. Input data used for preliminary mass balance modeling of mineral concentrations
in BC and BDV downstream of the mouth of the UT.

T L o I ol eFlew sy
o “Source ¢ Data Source - | (gpm) | “TDS | Sulfate | Chloride
BC-0; Big Creek
upstream of mouth of | September 2008 field survey 537 180 4.1 7.8
Unnamed Tributary
95" percentile of weekly

Outfall 001 monitoring data from 2,083% 453 60 71

April 2008 through May 2009
LC-0; Lost Creek September 2008 field survey 251 160 20 18

* Design flow of the West Plant

Critical conditions were defined as summer low-flow conditions for two reasons. First,
low-flow conditions are normally the time when continuous point source discharges, like the
CWL discharge, would have the greatest potential to impact the receiving stream. Second,
ADEQ historical water quality data for BDV (station WHI0026) indicate that concentrations of

dissolved minerals (i.e., chloride, sulfate, and TDS) tend to be somewhat higher in summer and

fall than in other scasons.




JONESBORQO CWE STEADY STATE MASS BALANCE MODEL FOR CHLORIDE, SULFATE, AND TDS

SCENARIG: SURMMER FROJECTION WITH OBSERVED FLOVY PER LINIT AREA

Bayou DeView

BG-Q critefia _coledia,
Measured flow (gpm) = 837 Chigndsa. 20 mg/t A% gl
Total drainaga area 2y = 506 Suifata: 30 mgi 3: 2t
Ficey par area {gpovmid) = 0.8 T3 270 mofi 41 gt
Inflow Vaiues Valugs After Midng
Dramy. Area Flow  Chioride s Flow Chionide Suifate TOS
{m2) {gpm)y  (mali {malk) {qom) (mat) (mgil.) {mas.}
CWi Wes! Piant Effuent CWL desgn flov {3 0 MGD!
2083 71 a5 453 'l CWL 85th pareeatie effuent cor
v
“Unnamed Inbutary at UT-0 1
|Calculated: 2.083 71 60 453 |

Big Craek Ditch upslream of Unnamed Tnbalary

Summe! measured valuss for

506 837 78 41 180 ficws and concanrrations at BC-O.
{ Big Greek Dich upsiream of Lost CGreck Ouah 1
Calculated: 2620 58 45 387 ]
oSt ik Ol On > Summer measursd values for
208 251 18 20 160 flowr and concamrations st LC-0
v
| Big Lreek Ditch o/s of Lost Greek Ditch (BDV-2) i
[Calcutated. 2.871 55 45 376 |
Drainage between Lost Creek Oitch and Ofd Jonesboro Cash Read s Flow is from draivage area  Cong's
269 285 14 18 138 are summar averzges for UYWWBDV02
3
} iz Cresk Lich al Uig bero Cash Ra (nesr BOVA11 |
Calculated: 3,157 51 44 355 |
o g betegan OWd Jonesboro Cash Road and Whitste Dilch Figw is [rom drairage area. Cong's
768 818 14 18 188 g are summer averages for UWBDVO?2
4
| Bayou DeVigw below Yihisle Lhich at county (03 (BDV-0: |
iCaleuisted. 21673 33 33 334 |
Drainage betwean Whaste Oiteh and AR Hwy 14 Flow is from drgwmage area. Coac's
460 425 14 18 188 - are summer averages for UWBDVO2
| Bayou DaView gt AR Hwy 14 west of Waldenburg |
{Catculated, 4357 43 35 311
Dramnage b AR Hoy 14 and US Hwy 64 N Fiow 15 from draicage area. Cong's
206 2,186 14 i3 188 are sumnier aversges for LWHDVO2
¢
[ Bayou DaView gt US Hwy 64 wast of Bordon 1
[Calcuiated. 5584 32 30 270 |
Dramage petween US Hayy 84 and mouth Figw 1s from dlas sye area  one's
280 2972 14 18 188 ” arg summer avereges for UWBDV0Z
[ Bayou JeView at mouth |
[Calcuizied. 9855 F 26 245 |
Figure 5.1. CWL mass balance model.
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For the CWL effluent, the flow rate was set to the facility design flow (3.0 MGD) and

each of the concentrations was set to the 95" percentile of 62 effluent values that CWL measured
on an approximately weekly basis between April 28, 2008, and June 16, 2009. These
95t percentile concentrations were 71 mg/L chloride, 60 mg/L sulfate, and 453 mg/L. TDS.
Measured values, from the FTN summer field study were used to specify the quantities
and quality of inflow from Big Creek Ditch, upstream of CWL and from Lost Creek Ditch.
Quantities of inflow entering downstream of the confluence of Big Creek Ditch and Lost
Creek Ditch were estimated based on drainage areas and the flow per unit area for Big Creek
Ditch upstream of CWL (station BC-0) that was measured during the FTN summer field study
(537 gpm, which is equivalent to 10.6 gpm per square mile). The following drainage areas were

obtained from USGS (1974):

i 50.6 mi?, Big Creek Ditch at Dan Avenue (US Highway 63B);

2. 20.6 mi%, Lost Creek Ditch at Dan Avenue (US Highway 63B);

3. 98.1 mi%, Big Creek Ditch at Old Jonesboro Cash Rd (2.0 miles north of BDV-1);

4. 175 mi® ,Bayou DeView below Whitsle Ditch (at Craighead-Poinsett County
line);

5. 215 mi?, Bayou DeView at AR Highway 14 west of Waldenburg;

6. 421 mi?, Bayou DeView at US Highway 64 west of Morton;

7. 701 mi?, Bayou DeView at its mouth (confluence with Cache River);

Concentrations for inflow entering downstream of the confluence of Big Creek Ditch and
Lost Creek Ditch were estimated using average summer and fall values from the ADEQ data for
BDV at US Highway 64 west of Mortton (station UWBDV02). Data from this location were
assumed to be representative of ambient inflow entering BDV with negligible influence from
CWL. The average concentrations for the summer and fall period (June through November) were
14 mg/L chloride, 18 mg/L sulfate, and 188 mg/L TDS.

The results of the mass balance are conservative for several reasons. First, the CWL

discharge is assumed to be operating at design flow and 95" percentile concentrations. Second,

the amount of ambient inflow to the receiving stream per unit of drainage area (10.6 gpm per
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square mile = 0.024 cfs per square mile) is based on a measurement during a dry period and is an

order of magnitude lower than the median flow per unit area at the USGS flow on Bayou

DeView at Morton (111 cfs for 421 square miles = 0.26 cfs per square mile; USGS 2009). Third,

the mass balance inherently assumes that low-flow conditions exist for a duration that is equal to

the travel time from the CWL outfall to the mouth of BDV without any additional ambient

dilution,

The results of the mass balance show that, under critical conditions with the conservative

assumptions listed above, the existing criterion of 20 mg/L chloride would be exceeded

throughout the entire length of BDV. The existing criteria of 30 mg/L sulfate and 270 mg/LL TDS

would be exceeded upstream of US Highway 64. However, the ecoregion criteria of 48 mg/L

chloride, 37.3 mg/L sulfate, and 411 mg/L TDS would be exceeded only in areas upstream of

Arkansas Highway 14 west of Waldenburg.

Based on the mass balance results, the criteria in Table 5.2 below are recommended.

Table 5.2. Summary of recommended site-specific AWQC modifications.

Approximate .Recommended Criteria

L Corresponding Existing Length | Chloride | Sulfate TPS
Description of Reach | Assessment Reach(es) (miles) " (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L)
Unnamed Tributary
receiving Jonesboro none 1.0 71 60 453
effluent
Big Creek Ditch from Ecoregion
Unnamed Tributary to 08020302-009 15.5 58 49 criterion
Whitsle Ditch (411
Bayou DeView from Ecoregion Ecoregion
Whitsle Ditch to AR 08020302-007 1.5 criterion | 38 | criterion
Highway 14 (upper portion) (48) @11)

08020302-007

(lower portion),
Bayou DeView from 08020302-006, Ecoregion | Ecoregion | Ecoregion

. 08020302-005, . . o

AR Highway 14 to 67.5 criterion | criterion | criterion
mouth 08020302-004, (48) (37.3) @41

08020302-003,

08020302-002,

08020302-001

Each of the values in the table above was selected as the highest "predicted” concentration within the specified reach or the
ecoregion criterion, whichever was higher.




6.0 EXISTING USES

The following sections provide an evaluation of existing uses in waterbodies downstream

of the influence of Qutfall 001.

6.1  Primary and Secondary Contact Recreation

This use is assigned by default and is assumed to be an existing use because,
theoretically, people can come in contact with water in at all sampling locations. However, the
field surveys did not find evidence that this is an existing use. The physical conditions (steep side
slopes, lack of consistent flow, mud bottom, etc.) are not conducive to secondary contact
recreation in this system. However, this analysis does not preclude primary and/or secondary

contact as an existing use.

6.2 Industrial Water Supply
None of the waterbodies is presently used as a source of water for industry, and no

evidence of such use was discovered during the field surveys.

6.3  Agricultural Water Supply
The ANRCC requires that irrigation (or other) water withdrawals from these drainage
ditches be registered. No ANRCC-registered water withdrawals exist for UT. Field observations

indicated that both BC and BDV are likely used for irrigation.

6.4 Domestic Water Supply
The field surveys did not find any evidence that any of the waterbodies’ sampled are

presently used for domestic water supply. A review of the ADH public water supply database

(http://www.healthyarkansas.com/eng/pwslist0.htm) did not indicate any domestic water supply

users for BC or BDV upstream of BDV-2 (or UT).




6.5 Aquatic Life

A habitat-limited aquatic life use (Channel-altered Delta ecoregion fishery) presently

exists in UT and the BC, and BDV reaches affected by the West Plant discharge.

6.6 Conclusions

This evaluation of existing uses indicates the following:

f. Primary and secondary contact recreation are presumed to be existing uses.

2. No evidence of domestic or industrial water supply uses were noted during the
field survey. It is not likely that these are existing uses.

Agricultural water supply is an existing use.

4. The Channel-altered Delta ecoregion fishery is an existing use in the waterbodies
downstream of the West Plant discharge.
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7.0 ATTAINABLE USES

The following sections provide an evaluation of attainable uses in waterbodies
downstream of the influence of Outfall 001. In evaluating attainable uses, it is assumed that the
West Plant is operating continuously and discharging TDS, sulfate, and chloride concentrations
equal to the 95" percentile of Outfall 001 data as summarized in Table 2.2 (.., 453 mg/L TDS,
60 mg/L sulfate, and 71 mg/L chloride).

7.1 Primary and Secondary Contact Recreation
Although these uses are assumed to exist, the field surveys did not find evidence of
contact recreation. Mineral concentrations from Outfall 001 should not affect the attainability of

this use. Therefore, this use is an attainable use under the stated discharge conditions.

7.2  Industrial Water Supply
Although not likely an existing use, mineral concentrations from Outfall 001 should not
affect the attainability of this use. Therefore, this use is an attainable use under the stated

discharge conditions.

7.3 Domestic Water Supply

Although not likely an existing use, Outfall 001 concentration of TDS and sulfate are
below drinking water standards of 250, 250, and 500 mg/LL choride, sulfate, and TDS,
respectively. Therefore, with respect to mineral quality, the domestic water supply use is

attainable under the stated discharge conditions.

7.4  Agricultural Water Supply
Literature values and guidelines for salinity tolerance [or crops and salinity of irrigation

waters were reviewed and summarized below.
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7.41 TDS

The most commonly used guideline for salinity tolerance of crops is Ayers and Westcot
(1985). In this document, yield potentials for a number of crops are associated with soil and
water salinity values measured as electrical conductance. Salinity values associated with yield
potentials for cotton, soybeans, and rice are summarized in Table 8.1. The water salinity values
reported in Ayers and Westcot (1985) have been calculated from the soil salinity values reported
(ECw=ECe/1.5). TDS values shown in Table 7.1 were calculated from the conductivity values
(TDS=650*Conductivity). The calculated irrigation water TDS values summarized in Table 7.1
indicate that an éfﬂuent TDS of 1,000 mg/L would not be expected to negatively affect crop

productivity.

Table 7.1 Influence of soil salinity (ECe) and irrigation water salinity (ECw) on crop
tolerance and yield potential of selected crops (Ayers and Westcot [985).

100% yield | 90% yield | 75% yield 50% yield 0% yield
Crop | Parameter | ECe | ECw | ECe | ECw | ECe’| ECw | ECe | ECw | ECe | ECw_
Cotton Cond, dS/m | 7.7 5.1 9.6 6.4 13 8.4 17 12 27 18
TDS, mg/L 3315 4160 5460 7800 11700
Rice Cond, dS/m | 3 2 3.8 2.6 5.1 34 172 4.8 11 7.6
TDS, mg/L, 1300 1690 2210 3120 4940
. Cond, dS/m | 5 33 5.5 3.7 6.3 42 | 7.5 5 10. 6.7
Soybean
TDS, mg/L 2145 2405 2730 3250 4355

The US Salinity Laboratory, USDA-ARS, has calculated linear regressions of irrigation
water salinity (measured as the conductivity) to relative rice yield measurements based on
experiments conducted in the late 1990s (Zeng and Shannon 2000). These relationships are based

on the response of rice to sodium chloride (NaCl) solutions of various strengths that were used

for irrigation in the experiments. Table 7.2 shows irrigation water conductivities for relative
yields of grain weight per panicle and grain weight per plant that correspond to the yield
potentials that are shown in Table 7.1. These values were calculated using Zeng and Shannon’s
(2000) linear regression equations. TDS values in Table 7.2 are calculated using the same

equation as for Table 7.1 values. The linear regression relationships developed by the US

Salinity Laboratory indicate that a TDS (due primarily to NaCl) of 1,000 mg/L could reduce rice
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productivity by about 10%. Tacker et al. (1994) also report that irrigation water with
conductivity greater than 1.2 dS/m (approximately 780 mg/L. TDS) is borderline for use on rice.
The U of A Cooperative Extension Service reports that levels greater than 770 ppm in irrigation

water for rice are cause for concern (www aragriculture.org/agengineering/irrigation

[crop/rice/quality.asp). The proposed criteria are considerably below levels which are cause for

concern, so no negative effect on crop yield would be expected.

Table 7.2 Irrigation water salinity for selected relative rice yield measurements calculated
using US Salinity Laboratory linear regression equations (Zeng and
Shannon 2000).
e Yield o Percent Yield <= - ooo0 e
" Measurement . |- Parameter 100 | 90 s e s 0
Grain weight per Cond, dS/m 0.49 1.71 3.54 6.59 12.68
panicle ") TDS, mg/L 317 1,110 2,299 4,280 8,244
Grain weight per Cond, dS/m 0.46 1.52 3.12 5.78 11.10
plant® TDS, mg/L 297 989 2,026 3,755 7212

Notes:
I.  ECw =(1.040 - relative yield)/0.082, ’=0.87
2. ECw = (1.043 — relative yield)/0.094, r*=0.83

7.4.2 Suifate

Sulfate in irrigation is generally considered to be beneficial to crops rather than harmful
(Tracy and Hefner 1993, Bauder et al. 2004, Glover 2001, Baser and Gilmour 1982). James et al.
(1982) classify irrigation water with sulfate concentrations of 673 mg/L to 1,153 mg/L, and TDS
concentrations of 488 mg/L to 1,300 mg/L as useable for crop irrigation when leaching is used.
The proposed sulfate limit is less than 673 mg/L, so no negative effect on crop yield from sulfate
is expected. It has been found (Baser and Gilmour 1982) that SO, in the soil forms gypsum
(CaS0y), which is insoluble. This reaction acts as a mechanism to limit the amount ofSOf‘ that

can dissolve and damage rice or other crops.

7.4.3 Chloride

Soybeans are more sensitive to chloride levels than rice or cotton (the most tolerant). A

" threshold of 100 mg/L of chloride was identified by Arkansas researchers for soybeans




(F. Miller 2005). Sherrard et al. (1987) recommend chloride concentrations <250 mg/L for

irrigation water. James et al. (1982) classify irrigation water with >12 mg/L of chloride and
conductivity >2,000 prmhos (approximately 1,300 mg/L TDS) as being of doubtful use. Tacker
et al. (1994) state that irrigation water with chloride concentrations >3 mg/L (100 ppm) are not
recommended for rice production. Foliar injury to cotton can result when sprinkler water has
chloride levels >700 mg/L (Tanji 1990, Bauder et al. 2004). Soybean cultivars vary in their
chloride tolerance (Ames et al. 2000, Rupe et al. 2000). The proposed chloride WQC are well

below levels which are cause for concern, so no negative etfect on crop yields is expected.

7.4.4 Conclusions: Agricultural Water Supply as an Attainable Use
If the undiluted effluent were used to irrigate crops, the current TDS, sulfate, and chloride
levels in the effluent are not expected to affect yields of rice, soybeans, or cotton. Therefore, this

use is an attainable use under the stated discharge conditions.

7.5 Aquatic Life

The analysis presented in Section 3.0 of this document demonstrates that, under current
discharge conditions, ecoregion fishery designated uses are being met and that fish and benthic
macroinvertebrate communities are consistent with expectations based on habitat and not limited

by water quality. Therefore, this use is an attainable use under the stated discharge conditions.

7.6 Conclusions: Attainable Uses

This evaluation of attainable uses indicates that all designated uses are attainable under

the stated discharge conditions.
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8.0 ALTERNATIVES EVALUATION

The direct discharge of West Plant wastewater would be the most direct and least
expensive method for managing this wastewater. However, since the effluent comprises 100% of
the flow in the UT, the elevated dissolved minerals concentrations downstream from the
discharge would exceed AWQC. Direct discharge, therefore, requires modified AWQC.

UAA guidance requires that an evaluation be made of the alternatives to the direct
discharge of the water. These alternatives are evaluated for technical and economic
considerations. Based on a number of similar evaluations in previous UAAs, the alternatives for
management of effluents with elevated dissolved minerals are limited. Two alternatives that
could be applicable to meet AWQC are reverse osmosis (RO) treatment of the wastewater or
pumping the wastewater to a larger stream that holds the potential for dilution of the minerals.
Accordingly, the following section evaluates three alternatives for an environmentally safe

discharge of the plant effluent:

® RO treatment to remove or reduce dissolved minerals;

o Pumping the wastewater to a larger stream that holds the potential for dilution of
the minerals; or

® Site-specific criteria modification for chloride, sulfate, and TDS.
The evaluation of these alternatives follows.

8.1 TDS Treatment Through Reverse Osmosis

Wastewater technologies, such as conventional precipitation, can efficiently remove the
heavy metals from wastewater to meet the effluent requirements. However, these systems do not
remove the dissolved compounds like sulfate and TDS. As a result, the effluent flow from the
treatment plant is limited by the dilution of the flow in the receiving stream to reduce these
constituents to acceptable concentrations.

RO is an advanced water/wastewater treatment process capable of removing dissolved

contaminants such as TDS, sulfate, and chloride. [t is essentially an extension of a filtration
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process in which highly pressurized feed water flows across a membrane, with a portion of the
flow, identified as “permeate,” going through the membrane. The rest of the feed is called
“concentrate” because it carries off the concentrated contaminants rejected by the membrane.
The concentrate amount depends on many factors and can vary between 10 to 30% of the feed.
Depending on the size of the pores in the membrane, the process results in different classes of
separation. For the removal of dissolved solids, a membrane capable of rejecting elemental

particles must be utilized.

8.1.1 Technical Considerations

Based on the preliminary information available from equipment manufacturers, RO is a
possible alternative treatment for effluent to meet the limits for TDS and sulfate. The RO
permeate would be of high quality and meet downstream AWQC in this process.

The most common problems with RO involve the tendency for fouling problems when
applied to concentrated waste streams and the cost of operation (i.e., electricity, membrane
cleaning, etc).

The disposal of the concentrated brine generated by this process is a larger problem. This
issue generally becomes the controlling factor in the selection of RO for many applications. RO
separates the contaminants from water, but it does not chemically change them to other

non-polluting compounds. This concentrate would require disposal by other methods.

8.1.1.1 Concentrate Disposal Options

The brine solution may be solidified and disposed onsite, transported offsite for
stabilization prior to landfilling, or transported offsite to a municipal or industrial wastewater
treatment system. The waste brine solution is not a hazardous waste in Arkansas, but disposal in
neighboring states may be restricted to industrial or hazardous waste facilities. Transportation

will be a critical factor for two of the three options.
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8.1.1.2 Onsite Stabilization

The concentrate could be stabilized onsite, using a cementitious element such as Portland
cement or fly ash. This would require the construction of a mixing facility, purchase of the
cementitious agent, crews, and equipment to mix the waste solution, regulatory authority to
dispose of the waste onsite, and engineering support for selection and operation of a disposal
area. The critical and unknown costs for this option are the mixing ratio for the waste
solution/stabilization agent, and any required environmental protection controls for the disposal
area. The mixing ratio determines the tonnage necessary for purchase of the stabilizing agent,
and the environmental protection controls could range from open disposal on land adjacent to the

facility or the installation of a landfill with liners and caps.

8.1.1.3 Offsite Treatment

The wastewater could be transported offsite by truck to an industrial or municipal
wastewater treatment facility. It would be necessary to provide waste profile information to each
facility to obtain cost information. For treatment and discharge, the treatment facility would need
to be located at a site with capabilities for discharging to a large waterbody or to an underground
disposal well. The critical cost component would be the cost of transportation and the cost per

disposal on a per-gallon basis.

8.1.1.4 Offsite Stabilization

The wastewater could be transported to an industrial or municipal landfill for stabilization
and disposal. Offsite disposal offers several advantages. The site earthwork balance does not
have to account for onsite disposal, and there is a minimum of regulatory approval required when
the waste is removed to an offsite facility. For local landfills, the costs may be lower than for
landfills dedicated to industrial or hazardous waste, but the environmental control can differ from

cell to cell, requiring more oversight of disposal operations.
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8.1.2 Economic Considerations

The water analysis and the design flow requirements are primary considerations in the
sizing and cost of the equipment. Pumps and piping that are associated with the RO process

would be required along with controls, building, utilities, etc.

8.1.2.1 Assumptions

The basic assumptions used in the analysis of costs are shown below:

1. An average of approximately 1,500 gpm of water will be treated in the RO
system.

2. Approximately 6.3 million gallons per year will be generated as brine solution
reject from the RO treatment system and will require disposal.

3. The system will consist of a minimum of three RO units in series, and a holding
tank to facilitate disposal of the concentrate,

4. The treated effluent will be discharged to waters of the US.

5. The waste brine solution would be about 4.5% solids and 80% water.

The following cost information is based upon a three stage RO system, able to
sequentially concentrate the effluent approximately 100 times. The concentrate could then be
stored in an onsite holding tank.

The capital costs of installing an RO treatment system have been estimated by the US
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) to range from $1.44 to $2.13 per gpd. This is for a
single-stage RO unit. For a three-stage RO unit, it is estimated that the costs would be a factor of
1.5 higher. For purposes of this discussion, the costs for installing an RO system are estimated at
$3 per gpd. This provides an estimated capital cost of the treatment system of approximately
$6,500,000.

USACE further estimated the operating costs of an RO system (less the costs of brine
disposal) at about $0.001 per gallon for a large-scale treatment system. This cost would translate
to an annual operating cost of about $630,000.

For both the capital and operating costs, the factors provided by USACE may be low due

to the relative size of this application. However, the cost estimates should provide a method for




comparison. Also, as stated above, the costs of disposal of the concentrate actually becomes the

controlling factor with this application.

For the disposal of the concentrate, the critical cost components for offsite treatment or
disposal are the cost of transportation and the per ton disposal fee for the waste. Safety Kleen
provided a preliminary cost quote for a similar project of $1.00 per gallon for transport and
disposal at an Oklahoma facility. The use of a local landfill or at a deep well disposal site in
Louisiana, if acceptance of the waste can be obtained, may lower that cost to about $0.60 per
gallon. Even at this lower cost, the annual costs associated with disposal would be about
$3,780,000.

Therefore, based on these preliminary calculations, RO treatment would have a capital

cost of about $6,500,000 and an annual operating cost of about $4,400,000.

8.2 Pipeline
This alternative is not feasible because there is no nearby waterbody that could serve as

an appropriate receiving stream.

8.3  Summary of Costs
The two available options for management of the mineral concentrations from the

facility are:

[, Direct discharge to UT, under modified WQC; and

2, Installation of an RO treatment system,

Table 8.1 provides a summary of the estimated costs with each option. Any capital and
operating costs associated with the direct discharge option (e.g., effluent monitoring) would also
be required in the other options, and therefore were not added to the cost estimates. The

implementation costs refer to costs for the UAA study and consulting and legal costs to support

the rule-making process for change in AWQC.
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Table 8.1. Summary of capital, operating, and implementation costs.

o ST A;',Ilnplementation‘
I Option Description o Cost .
Discharge to UT
(Site-specific criteria or designated use -- -- $150,000
sub-category)
RO Treatment $6,500,000 $4,400,000 --

8.1 Conclusions
The information presented in this section indicates that the most cost-effective option for
the West Plant discharge is direct discharge to UT. Implementing this option, however, will

require modified water quality criteria for TDS, sulfate, and chloride in UT, BC, and BDV.

8.2  Site-Specific Criteria

These criteria are based on the mass balance modeling results presented in Section 5.0 of
this document. These proposed criteria are intended to maintain current conditions in UT and BC
downstream of the mouth of UT and BDV. The UAA analysis indicates that current conditions
will support and protect existing and attainable uses in UT and BC downstream of the mouth of
UT and BDV. For the purpose of this evaluation, the proposed minerals criteria are summarized

in Table 8.2.
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Unnamed Tributary

mouth

08020302-004,
08020302-003,
08020302-002,
08020302-001

receiving Jonesboro None 1.0 48% 37.3*% |411.1* 71 60 453
effluent
Big Creek Ditch
from Unnamed " N * "
Tributary to Whitsle 08020302-009 15.5 48 37.3* |411.1 58 49 4113
Ditch
Bayou DeView from
Whitsie Ditch to AR | 00020302007 15 20 30 | 270 | 4% | 38 | 4113*
Highway 14 (upper portion)

08020302-007

(lower portion),
Bayou DeView from 8?8%8283_882’
AR Highway 14 to ’ 67.5 20 30 270 4% 37.3% | 411.3%

*Ecoregion criteria
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1.0 INTRODUCTION AND OVERVIEW

City Water & Light of Jonesboro, Arkansas (CWL) discharges treated wastewater under
authority of its National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit
(No. AR0037907) relating specifically to its West Wastewater Treatment Plant (referred to as
West Plant). This permit is scheduled for renewal in 2010. The discharge enters an unnamed
tributary that flows approximately 0.6 mile to Big Creek Ditch, which flows approximately
16 miles to Bayou DeView in Craighead County in northeast Arkansas (Figures [.1 and 1.2).
Bayou DeView eventually flows into the Cache River in Monroe County. The Arkansas
Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ) is considering future permit limits for dissolved
minerals (total dissolved solids (TDS), sulfate, and chloride) in CWL’s permit when it is
renewed. In the draft Arkansas 2008 303(d) list, stream segment 08030203-009 (located on
Bayou DeView downstream of the CWL discharge) was listed as impaired due to exceedences of
the Arkansas chloride water quality standard (WQS). The suspected source of the chlorides noted
on the draft Arkansas 2008 303(d) list was municipal point source(s). Lost Creek Ditch, a
tributary of Big Creek Ditch downstream of the CWL discharge, was also included on the draft
Arkansas 2008 303(d) list as impaired due to high chloride concentrations. The source of the
chlorides in Lost Creek Ditch cited in the list was industrial point source(s).

This study plan describes the approach for conducting a Use Attainability Analysis
(UAA) to evaluate natural chloride, TDS, and sulfate levels in the systems near CWL’s
discharge. It is anticipated, at this point, that modified water quality criteria will be proposed for
chloride, TDS, and sulfate for the unnamed tributary that carries the CWL effluent to Big Creek
Ditch, for Big Creek Ditch downstream of the CWL discharge, and possibly for a portion of

Bayou DeView. It is not anticipated that modifications to any designated or existing uses will be

proposed.
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2.0 BACKGROUND

2.1  NPDES Permit

The NPDES permit (No. AR0037907 (2005-renewal)) for CWL West Plant became
effective February 1, 2005. The plant has been in operation for over 30 years. The NPDES
permit authorizes discharges of treated municipal wastewater and includes limitations for
carbonaceous biochemical oxygen demand (CBOD), total suspended solids (TSS), ammonia
nitrogen, dissolved oxygen, fecal coliform bacteria, residual chlorine, pH, and whole effluent
lethality (see Part | of the permit in Appendix A). The receiving stream for this discharge is an
unnamed tributary to Big Creek Ditch. A stream segment of Bayou DeView downstream of Big
Creek Ditch was included on the draft Arkansas 2008 303(d) list as impaired due to TDS and
chloride exceedences. ADEQ will consider adding TDS and chloride limits to the NPDES permit

when it is renewed in 2010.

2.2 OQutfall 001

Outfall 001 is the discharge point from the CWL West Plant. The West Plant design flow
is 3 million gallons per day (MGD) and the average effluent flow from 1998 through 2007 was
1.74 MGD.

2.3  Dissolved Mineral Concentrations

At the suggestion of ADEQ, CWL has recently collected TDS, chloride and sulfate data
from the CWL West Plant effluent (Station 001; Figure 1.2) and in Big Creek Ditch upstream
(Station BC-0; Figure 1.2) and downstream (Station BC-DS; Figure 1.2) of the CWL discharge
point. These data are provided in Table 2.1. Review and analysis of these data, including using

the ADEQ reasonable potential analysis for dissolved minerals, indicate that the UAA to

evaluate dissolved minerals is necessary.
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Table 2.1.

Dissolved mineral data from CWL effluent (Station 001) and Big Creek Ditch upstream (Station BC-0) and

downstream (Station BC-DS) of the CWL discharge.

K . IDS o
1. Date | Upstream., Effluent | Downstream | ient | Downstream | Upstream | Effluent | Downstream-
- 4/28/08 | 30.1 380
4/30/08 61.0 408
5/5/08 57.0 368
5/7/08 70.0 433
5/12/08 53.0 334 |
5/14/08 32.0 233
5/19/08 50.0 314
5/21/08 64.0 400
5/28/08 60.0 418
612108 69.0 461
6/10/08 76.0 393
6/16/08 68.5 436
6/24/08 7.0 82.5 *% 53 0 4 42 26 110 430 %207
6/30/08 10.0 71.0 ** 530 6 46 ** 36 124 463 ** 313
777108 2.5 58.1 11.8 2 47 13 91 407 162
7/14/08 49 62.6 17.2 7 41 14 106 410 183

¥ WQS exceedences

2
Q@
=
=
[¢]
3
<
Q
=
52’\
[yl
[
<
oo

JdasIAGY




REVISED

2.4 Recommended Approach to Address Dissolved Mineral Limits

The recommended approach to address (1) the potential for dissolved mineral effluent
limitations, and (2) downstream exceedences of dissolved mineral WQS, is to conduct a UAA to
evaluate alternatives to meet WQS. The UAA alternatives analysis section will include the
option of developing appropriate site-specific water quality criteria for dissolved minerals that
are protective of existing and attainable designated uses in the unnamed tributary to Big Creek
Ditch, Big Creek Ditch, and Bayou DeView. This UAA study plan presents the approach to

obtain the necessary data and documentation to perform this evaluation and produce

recommendations to resolve the issues.
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3.0 PERTINENT DATA / INFORMATION

3.1 Waterbody Information

The streams to be addressed in the UAA include the unnamed tributary to Big Creek
Ditch, Big Creek Ditch, and Bayou DeView. Lost Creek Ditch, a tributary to Big Creek Ditch
downstream from the CWL discharge (Figure 1.2), will also be monitored due to its size and its
proximity to the discharge point, and because it is also listed as impaired for chloride in the draft
Arkansas 2008 303(d) list. The headwaters of the unnamed tributary, Big Creek Ditch, and Lost
Creek Ditch (and therefore Bayou DeView) are in Crowley’s Ridge, north of Jonesboro. Big
Creek Ditch is essentially the outflow from Lake Frierson in southern Greene County. It flows
southwesterly around Jonesboro to form Bayou DeView west of Jonesboro (Figure 1.1). The
major tributary to Big Creek Ditch within Crowley’s Ridge is Mud Creek. Lost Creek Ditch
originates near the Craighead County boundary and flows southwesterly 10 miles to join Big

Creek Ditch north and west of Jonesboro (Figure 1.2). Watershed areas are listed in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1. Relevant watershed areas.

LRI . Watershed .-~ "~
=~ :Stream Location ' (squaremiles) - . -
Big Creek at CWL Discharge 50
Big Creek Ditch where it joins Lost Creek 56
Ditch and becomes Bayou DeView
Bayou DeView at Highway 226 102.1
Bayou DeView at County Road 229 170.5

3.2 Receiving Streams Regulatory Background

The receiving streams are within the Delta ecoregion according to Arkansas Pollution
Control and Ecology Commission Regulation No. 2, Plate D-1 (APCEC 2007). Applicable
Arkansas WQS (APCEC 2007) are as follows:

1. Dissolved minerals:

a. Bayou DeView and Lost Creek Ditch: chloride - 20 mg/L,, sulfate -
30 mg/L, TDS - 270 mg/L; and
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b. Big Creck Ditch and the unnamed tributary to Big Creek Ditch (Delta
ecoregion values): chloride - 48 mg/L, sulfate - 37.3 mg/L, TDS -
411.3 mg/L.

2. Designated Uses for the unnamed tributary to Big Creek Ditch, Big Creek Ditch,
Bayou DeView, and Lost Creek Ditch:

Channel-altered Delta ecoregion streams,

=

b. Primary contact recreation (not including the unnamed tributary),
c. Secondary contact recreation,

d. Domestic, industrial, and agricultural water supply, and

e. Perennial Delta fishery (for the unnamed tributary — Delta Seasonal

Fishery).

Every 2 years, ADEQ is required by the Clean Water Act to assess the condition of the
waters of the state. Those waterbodies determined to not be meeting state WQS are classified as
impaired, and a list of the impaired waters of the state is compiled —the Arkansas 303(d) list.
The segment of Bayou DeView that receives Big Creek Ditch drainage (HUC stream
segment 08020302-009) has been classified as impaired. In the draft 2008 Arkansas 303(d) list,
this segment of Bayou DeView was reported to be impaired due to exceedences of the applicable
TDS and chioride WQS. Lost Creek Ditch (designated as HUC stream segment 08020302-909)
was also reported to be impaired due to exceedences of the applicable chloride WQS.

In the draft 2008 Arkansas 303(d) list, the reported suspected sources of the high TDS
and chloride concentrations in these stream segments were point sources (municipal point
sources for Bayou DeView and industrial point sources for Lost Creek Ditch). Based on review
of permitted sources in these watersheds, there are no permitted industrial point source
discharges to Lost Creek Ditch, and identifying the source of the chloride in Lost Creek Ditch is

beyond the scope of this project.

3.3  Project Technical Approach
One goal of the study described by this document will be to evaluate existing and

attainable uses (as defined by APCEC Regulation No. 2) in the receiving streams and determine

if those uses can be attained with less stringent criteria for dissolved minerals.
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Specifically the project will address the following questions:

I. Can onsite controls for TDS, chloride, and sulfate result in discharges from the
CWL West Plant NPDES outfall that will meet existing downstream Arkansas
WQS?

2. Will implementing these controls (if they exist) be economically feasible and

result in significantly increased protection for the receiving streams?

3. Do current TDS, chloride and sulfate concentrations in discharges from the CWL
NPDES outfall impair the fishery or other designated uses in the unnamed
tributary to Big Creek Ditch, Big Creek Ditch, or Bayou DeView?

4. Would site-specific criteria for TDS, chloride, and sulfate in the receiving streams
that are consistent with current effluent concentrations and/or natural background
concentrations be protective of designated uses?

To accomplish the goals, a comprehensive waterbody assessment will be performed to

determine the following:

i. The existing and attainable uses of the unnamed tributary to Big Creek Ditch that
carries the CWL effluent, and Big Creek Ditch; and
2. Impacts of the discharges, if any, on the existing and attainable uses of the

unnamed tributary, Big Creek Ditch, and Bayou DeView.

The approach contained within this Study Plan for developing the waterbody surveys

follows applicable guidance contained within the following documents:

1, The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) WQS Handbook
(EPA 1994);

2. The EPA Technical Support Manual: Waterbody Surveys and Assessments for
Conducting UAAs (EPA 1983);

3. The Water Environment Research Foundation’s (WERF) reports A Suggested
Framework for Conducting UAAs and Interpreting Results (WERF 1997a), 4
Comprehensive UAA Technical Reference (WERF 1997b) and Collaborative
Water Quality Solutions: Exploring UdAs (WERF 1997); and

4. Applicable portions of the EPA Region 6 WQS Submission Checklist (date
unknown).
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3.3.1 UAA Technical Phase

This phase of the process includes development of a UAA Study Plan to lay out strategies
and planned tasks for review and comment by ADEQ and EPA Region 6. The technical phase of
this UAA also includes historical data compilation, sampling (physical/chemical/biological) to
characterize current conditions, and analysis and preparation of technical documentation for
development of modified Arkansas WQS for TDS, chloride, and sulfate. Specific technical phase

tasks are described below:

1. UAA Study Plan Development:

a. FTN will prepare a UAA Study Plan (this document — the Study Plan) that
provides pertinent regulatory information and history about the CWL
discharge, an unnamed tributary to Big Creek Ditch, and downstream
drainages;

b. The Study Plan describes the strategic and technical approach to the
project for ADEQ and EPA review and conceptual approval in order to
identify and limit uncertainties in the process; and

c. This Study Plan will be submitted to ADEQ and EPA in July 2008 in
order to obtain conceptual agreement for the approach during late summer
of 2008.

2. Compilation of Historical Data: Historical data compilation, review, and
identification of data gaps will be performed. Chemistry, habitat,
macroinvertebrate, and fishery data collected during ADEQ special studies in the
area will also be reviewed. These include data collected during studies to
characterize Delta reference streams (Keith and Shirley 1985, ADEQ 1987), and
the TMDL investigation of Big Creek Ditch and Lost Creek Ditch (ADEQ 1998).

Of particular importance is the review of available historical data from the
receiving streams to understand the biological communities present at the time
designated uses were implemented into the regulations (November 1975).

3. Sampling - Toxicity: Toxicity testing (chronic screens and existing NPDES
permit toxicity testing information) for the CWL effluent toxicity evaluations will
be used to evaluate potential ‘biological’ effects of the discharge.

Toxicity testing (7-day chronic test, single sample for renewals) will use fathead
minnows and Ceriodaphnia dubia and will be conducted in samples to represent
potential “worst case” dissolved minerals levels in the CWL discharge.

4, Sampling — Chemistry and Biological Evaluations: The sampling described below
will be used to characterize the chemistry and biology present in the downstream
aquatic systems in the presence of the CWL discharge. Also, an upstream station
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on Big Creek Ditch (upstream of the CWL NPDES outfall) and a similar stream
in the vicinity of Big Creek Ditch without upstream point source discharges will
be utilized to characterize reference conditions for comparison purposes.

a.

Sampling Periods: Summer low flow conditions sampling will be
conducted in 2008 and spring high flow conditions sampling will be
conducted in 2009,

Extent of Sampling: Data collection will focus on:

i

iii.

Chemical — analytical: The unnamed tributary of Big Creek Ditch,
Big Creek Ditch downstream of CWL’s discharge, Lost Creek
Ditch, and Bayou DeView. In addition, a station on Big Creek
Ditch upstream of CWL’s discharge point-and one suitable
reference stream will be surveyed and sampled. Water samples for
chemical analysis will be collected at each station for each
sampling period. Analytical parameters will include TDS, sulfate
and chloride and TSS. Pesticides, metals, herbicides, and nutrients
are not expected to be analyzed.

Chemical — in situ measurements: Temperature, pH, dissolved
oxygen, and conductivity data will also be collected at all stations
during each sampling period. Continuous recording in situ meters
will be deployed during each sampling period at key stations.

Biological and Habitat: The unnamed tributary of Big Creek Ditch,
Big Creek Ditch downstream of the CWL discharge, and Bayou
DeView. In addition, a station on Big Creek Ditch upstream of
CWL’s discharge point and one suitable reference stream will be
surveyed and sampled for biology and habitat. This information
will be supplemented by ADEQ data that have been collected on
Big Creek Ditch and Bayou DeView in the past (ADEQ 1998 and
1987). For biological sampling, benthic macroinvertebrate and fish
communities will be sampled using standard methods (i.e., rapid
bioassessment (Barbour et al. 1999) and electrofishing/netting) to
evaluate aquatic biota. For physical and habitat measurements, data
will be collected from each sampling location and will include
stream widths, depths and velocities; percent cover, substrate type,
pool to riftle ratio, pool depths, widths, etc., following typical
low-gradient stream habitat assessment procedures.

Sampling Locations: Proposed sampling locations are shown on Figure 2.
Table 3.2 lists the anticipated sampling locations with descriptions and
tasks. Sampling locations (reaches) will be established on:

0.

The unnamed tributary of Big Creek Ditch,
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it Big Creek Ditch upstream and downstream of the CWL NPDES
outfall,

= iii. Lost Creek Ditch upstream from Big Creek Ditch,

iv. Bayou DeView at Highway 226 approximately 8.1 miles
downstream from CWL’s discharge and also at County Road 229
approximately 16 miles downstream of CWL’s discharge.

- V. In addition, a reach on Big Creek Ditch upstream of CWL’s
discharge and on onc reference stream. A suitable reference stream
for Big Creek Ditch comparisons will be located based on site
reconnaissance conducted before field sampling begins.

5. Analyses - the following primary analyses are anticipated:

a. An alternatives analysis using engineering and economic evaluations of
the feasibility of removing or reducing the dissolved minerals’
concentrations (TDS, chloride, and sulfate) with available controls (i.e.,
address treatment/control feasibility of dissolved minerals) including, but
not limited to:

i Treatment of the dissolved minerals in the effluent,

1. Piping the water to a dilution source, and
iii. An onsite discharge with modification of receiving stream(s)
WQs.
b. An analysis of existing and attainable uses in receiving streams based on

comparisons of water quality data, biological data, and habitat data to
those from the reference stream(s). Data from the waterbody assessment
will be compared to state criteria and EPA guidance to evaluate pollutants
that may be limiting attainment of the designated uses. Biological data
from the literature and the reference streams will be used to evaluate what
species might exist in the receiving streams.

c. An analysis of existing and attainable uses in the unnamed tributary to Big
Creek Ditch, Big Creek Ditch below the CWL discharge, and potentially
Bayou DeView based on existing TDS, chloride and sulfate
concentrations.

d. Toxicity testing to evaluate and identify potential effects of current levels
of TDS, chloride and sulfate in the CWL discharge considering the
specific matrix of the effluent.
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Table 3.2. CWL UAA location and sampling plan layout.
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6. Summary Report and Submittals: This task will involve preparing the technical
report necessary to provide results of the waterbody assessments and determining
if modified Arkansas WQS are justified. The analysis and resulting report will be

comprehensive and scientifically defensible. All data and analyses will be

& provided, integrated, and summarized to support criteria modifications as

necessary. The UAA report will be submitted to ADEQ and EPA Region 6.

Communications with both ADEQ and EPA are planned in order to facilitate their

understanding and review of the technical results and analyses.

3.3.2 Stakeholder Coordination, Project Communications, and Briefings

Communication and coordination with parties (stakeholders) who will have an interest in
the potential WQS changes, assuming that technical justification for modified Arkansas WQS is
developed, will be necessary and addressed in the form of routine progress reports and
presentations as necessary to address questions and third-party rulemaking requirements. Based
on experience with similar projects, the following stakeholders will likely be actively

involved/interested in the third-party rulemaking process:

—_—

The general publie,
Municipal and county governments,
The Arkansas Department of Health (ADH),
Arkansas Natural Resources Conservation Commission (ANRCC),
ADEQ,
EPA Region 6,

- APCEC,

| State and local legislators,
US Fish & Wildlife Service (USFWS),
The Arkansas Game & Fish Commission (AGFC),
Arkansas Audubon,

S T A S

S =

Other point source dischargers to Big Creek Ditch or its tributaries, and

—
(o8]

Local and/or downstream agricultural or industrial interests.
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3.3.3 Legal and Administrative Tasks

Assuming that technical justification for modified Arkansas WQS is developed, the

following legal documents will be required during the third-party rulemaking process. These

documents, should they be justified and supported by the technical conclusions of the UAA, will
be prepared by appropriate legal and technical staff with previous rulemaking process

experience:

1. Petition for third-party rulemaking;
2. Various public notices;

3. Documents for the full APCEC review as well as the APCEC Rules and
Regulations Committee;

4. Documents for Joint Legislative Committees (Administrative Rules and
Regulations and Health, Welfare, and Labor);

Responsiveness Summary to Public Comments;
Statements for Public Hearings;

Code Revisions to the Arkansas Code; and

K =N

Others as necessary.

3.3.4 Schedule

1. UAA Study Plan: FTN requests that EPA and ADEQ facilitate their review of this
Study Plan to provide feedback and technical input to the proposed approach and
to limit uncertainty in later phases of the UAA. Conceptual agreement with this
Study Plan is requested by late August 2008 although feedback following that
date will also be appreciated.

2. Technical Phases: FTN plans to complete the technical phases of the project by
spring of 2009. The technical phase primary tasks are the dry season sampling in
summer of 2008 and wet season sampling in spring of 2009 and analyses of the
information and data from these field tasks.

3. Stakeholder Meetings: FTN will assist ADEQ as necessary to schedule meetings
with stakeholders as well as communicate with other agencies to facilitate their
review of the project (e.g., state congressmen, APCEC, ANRCC, USFWS,
AGFC, ADH, etc.) during the summer of 2009.

4. UAA Report: FTN anticipates submitting the UAA Report for agency review in
July of 2009.
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Administrative Rulemaking Processes: If modified Arkansas WQS are justifiable
and represent the logical alternative. for addressing this situation, a third-party
rulemaking process will be initiated in order to develop modified Arkansas WQS
for the receiving stream(s). This task involves administrative and legal processes
and is estimated to take approximately 6 to 8 months to complete, depending upon
the schedule for the legistative committees.

Total Project Timeframe: The total estimated project schedule for the tasks
described above is estimated to end by early 2010.
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Permit number: AR0037907

AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE NATIONAL POLLUTANT
DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM AND THE ARKANSAS WATER AND
AIR POLLUTION CONTROL ACT
In accordance with the provisions of the Arkansas Water and Air Pollution Control Act
(Act 472 of 1949, as amended, Ark. Code Ann. 8-4-101 et seq.), and the Clean Water Act
(33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.),

City Water and Light of Jonesboro-West Plant

P.O. Box 1289

Jonesboro, AR 72403

is authorized to discharge from a facility located at

1605 Willett Road; north of and adjacent to Craighead County Jail property, in Section
11, Township 14 North, Range 3 East in Craighead County, Arkansas.

Latitude: 35° 51’ 22”; Longitude: 90° 44’55
to receiving waters named:

unnamed tributary of Big Creek, thence to Big Creek, thence to Bayou DeView, thence to
the Cache River, thence to the White River in Segment 4B of the White River Basin.

The outfall is located at the following coordinates:
Outfall 001: Latitude: 35° 51’ 227; Longitude: 90° 44°55”

in accordance with effluent limitations, monitoring requirements, and other conditions set
forth in Parts I, IT, III, and IV hereof.

This permit shall become effective on February 1, 2005.
This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire at midnight, January 31, 2010.

Signed this 31* day of January, 2005.

Martin Maner, P.E.
Chief, Water Division
Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality

E\MfinaNAR0037907



PARTI

PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

Permit number: AR0037907
Page 1 of Part IA

SECTION A. FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS: OUTFALL 001-treated municipal

wastewater

During the period beginning on from the effective date and lasting until the date of expiration, the permittee is authorized to discharge from
outfall serial number 001. Such discharges shall be limited and monitored by the permittee as specified below:

Effluent Characteristics Discharge Limitations Monitoring Reguirements
Mass Concentration
(fbs/day, unless (mg/L; unless Frequency Sample Type
otherwise - otherwise specified)
speciﬁed) ) : :
Monthly Avg. Monthly 7-Day Avg.
) Avg. )
Flow' N/A Report Report once/day totalizing meter
Carbonaceous Biochemical :
Oxygen Demand (CBODS) 375 15 23 three/week 6-hr composite
Total Suspended Solids (TSS) 501 20 30 three/week 6-1rr composite
Ammonia Nitrogen (NH3-N) 100 4 6 three/week 6-hr conaposite
Dissolved Oxygen® N/A 5.0 (Inst. Min.) three/week grab
Fecal Coliform Bacteria (FCB) (colonies/100ml)
(Apr-Sept) N/A 200 400 three/week grab
(Oct-Mar) N/A 1000 2000 three/week grab
Total Residual Chiorine (TRC) N/A <0.1 mg/i (Inst. Max.) three/week grab
Minimum Maximum
pH N/A 6.0 s.u. 9.0 s.u. three/week grab
Daily Average Minimum 7-day Minimum
Whole Effluent Lethality
(7-day NOEC)™ 22414 not < 100% not < 100% Once/quarter 24-hr composite

Pimephales promelas (Chronic)’

1-day Average

Pass/Fail Lethality (7-day NOEC) TLP6C Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Pass/Fail Growth (7-day NOEC) TGP6C Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Survival (7-day NOEC) TOP6C Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Growth (7-day NOEC) TPP6C Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Coefficient of variation TQP6C Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Ceriodaphnia dubia (Chronic)’ 7-day Average

Pass/Fail Lethality (7-day NOEC) TLP3B Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Pass/Fail Repont. (7-day NOEC) TGP3B Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Survival (7-day NOEC) TOP3B Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Reproduction(7-day NOEC) TPP3B Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Coefficient of variation TQP3B Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
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Permit number: AR0037907
Page 4 of Part 1A

PART I
PERMIT REQUIREMENTS

SECTION A, FINAL EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS (CONT.): OUTFALL 001-treated
municipal wastewater

B ]

5

Report monthly average and daily maximum as MGD.

Instantaneous Minimum, Dissolved Oxygen must be equal or exceed the permit limit at all times,

See Condition No. 10 of Part IIL

The NOEC (No Observed Lethal Effect Concentration) is defined as the greatest effluent dilution at and below which lethality that is
statistically different from the control (0% effluent) at the 95% confidence level does not occur. Chronic lethal test failure is defined
as a demonstration of a statistically significant lethal effect at test completion to a test species at or below the critical dilution.

See Condition No. 8 of Part III.

There shall be no discharge of distinctly visible solids, scum or foam of a persistent nature, nor shall there be any formation of slime, bottom
deposits or sludge banks. No visible sheen (Sheen means an iridescent appearance on the surface of the water).

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified above shall be taken at the discharge from the final treatment unit.
The permittee is allowed to take the flow measurement prior to the disinfection unit.

E:MinaNAR0037907

P
PRI s



Permit number: AR0037907
Page | of Part IB

SECTION B. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE

The permittee shall achieve compliance with the effluent limitations specified for discharges in
accordance with the following schedule:

Compliance with final limits is required on effective date of the permit.

EAfinalAR0037907



Permit number; AR0037907
Page 1 of Part 11

PART I
STANDARD CONDITIONS

SECTION A - GENERAL CONDITIONS

1. Duty to Comply

The permittee must comply with all conditions of this permit. Any permit noncompliance
constitutes a violation of the federal Clean Water Act and the Arkansas Water and Air Pollution
Control Act and is grounds for enforcement action; for permit termination, revocation and
reissuance, or modification; or for denial of a permit renewal application. Any values reported
in the required Discharge Monitoring Report which are in excess of an effluent limitation
specified in Part I shall constitute evidence of violation of such effluent limitation and of
this permit.

2. Penalties for Violations of Permit Conditions

The Arkansas Water and Air Pollution Control Act provides that any person who violates any
provisions of a permit issued under the Act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be subject to imprisonment for not more than one (1) year, or a fine of not more
than ten thousand dollars ($10,000) or by both such fine and imprisonment for each day of such
violation. Any person who violates any provision of a permit issued under the Act may also be
subject to civil penalty in such amount as the court shall find appropriate, not to exceed ten
thousand dollars ($10,000) for each day of such violation. The fact that any such violation may
constitute a misdemeanor shall not be a bar to the maintenance of such civil action.

3. Permit Actions

This permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or terminated for cause including, but not
limited to the following:

a. Violation of any terms or conditions of this permit; or

b. Obtaining this permit by misrepresentation or failure to disclose fully all relevant facts; or

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

d. A determination that the permitted activity endangers human health or the environment and
can only be regulated to acceptable levels by permit modification or termination.

e. Failure of the permittee to comply with the provisions of APCEC Regulation No. 9 (Permit
fees) as required by condition II A.10 herein.

EAfinalAR0037907



Permit number: AR0037907
Page 2 of Part 11

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

4. Toxic Pollutants

Notwithstanding Part II. A.3,, if any toxic effluent standard or prohibition (including any
schedule of compliance specified in such effluent standard or prohibition) is promulgated under
Regulation No. 2, as amended, (regulation establishing water quality standards for surface waters
of the State of Arkansas) or Section 307(a) of the Clean Water Act for a toxic pollutant which is
present in the discharge and that standard or prohibition is more stringent than any limitations on
the pollutant in this permit, this permit shall be modified or revoked and reissued to conform to
the toxic effluent standards or prohibition and the permittee so notified.

The permittee shall comply with effluent standards, narrative criteria, or prohibitions established
under Regulation No. 2 (Arkansas Water Quality Standards), as amended, or Section 307 (a) of
the Clean Water Act for toxic pollutants within the time provided in the regulations that establish
those standards or prohibitions, even if the permit has not yet been modified to incorporate the
requirement.

5. Civil and Criminal Liability

Except as provided in permit conditions on “Bypassing” (Part 11.B.4.a.), and “Upsets” (Part
11.B.5.b), nothing in this permit shall be construed to relieve the permittee from civil or criminal
penalties for noncompliance. Any false or materially misleading representation or concealment
of information required to be reported by the provisions of this permit or applicable state and
federal statues or regulations which defeats the regulatory purposes of the permit may be subject
the permittee to criminal enforcement pursuant to the Arkansas Water and Air Pollution Control
Act (Act 472 of 1949, as amended).

6. Qil and Hazardous Substance Liability

Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution of any legal action or relieve
the permittee from any responsibilities, liabilities, or penalties to which the permittee is or may
be subject under Section 311 of the Clean Water Act.

7. State Laws
Nothing in this permit shall be construed to preclude the institution of any legal action or relieve
the permittee from any responsibilities, liabilities or penalties established pursuant to any

applicable State law or regulation under authority preserved by Section 510 of the Clean Water
Act.
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Permit number: AR0037907
Page 3 of Part II

8. Property Rights

The issuance of this permit does not convey any property rights of any sort, or any property
rights of any sort, or any exclusive privileges, nor does it authorize any exclusive privileges, nor
does it authorize any injury to private property or any invasion of personal rights, nor any
infringement of Federal, State or local laws or regulations.

9. Severability

The provisions of this permit are severable, and if any provision of this permit, or the application
of any provisions of this permit to any circumstance is held invalid, the application of such
provision to other circumstances, and the remainder of this permit, shall not be affected thereby.

10. Permit Fees

The permittee shall comply with all applicable permit fee requirements for wastewater discharge
permits as described in APCEC Regulation No. 9 (Regulation for the Fee System for
Environmental Permits). Failure to promptly remit all required fees shall be grounds for the
Director to initiate action to terminate this permit under the provisions of 40 CFR 122.64 and
124.5 (d), as adopted in APCEC Regulation No. 6 and the provisions of APCEC Regulation No.
8.

SECTION B - OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF POLLUTION CONTROLS

1. Proper Operation and Maintenance

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

b. The permittee shall provide an adequate operating staff which is duly qualified to carryout
operation, maintenance and testing functions required to insure compliance with the
conditions of this permit.

2. Need to Halt or Reduce not a Defense

It shall not be a defense for a permittee in an enforcement action that it would have been
necessary to halt or reduce the permitted activity in order to maintain compliance with the
conditions of this permit. Upon reduction, loss, or failure of the treatment facility, the permittee
shall, to the extent necessary to maintain compliance with its permit, control production or
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Permit number: AR0037907
Page 4 of Part 11

7 discharges or both until the facility is restored or an alternative method of treatment is provided.
This requirement applies, for example, when the primary source of power for the treatment
facility is reduced, is lost, or alternate power supply fails.

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

environment, or the water receiving the discharge.

4, Bypass of Treatment Facilities

a. Bypass not exceeding limitation.

The permittee may allow any bypass to occur which does not cause effluent limitations to
be exceeded, but only if it also is for essential maintenance to assure efficient operation.
These bypasses are not subject to the provisions of Part I1.B 4.b.and 4 c.

b. Notice

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

; (2) Unanticipated bypass. The permittee shall submit notice of an unanticipated bypass as

e required in part ILD.6 (24-hour notice).

c. Prohibition of bypass

(1) Bypass is prohibited and the Director may take enforcement action against a permittee
for bypass, unless:

(a) Bypass was unavoidable to prevent loss of life, personal injury, or severe property
damage;

(b) There were no feasible alternatives to the bypass, such as the use of auxiliary
treatment facilities, retention of untreated wastes, or maintenance during normal
periods of equipment downtime. This condition is not satisfied if the permittee
could have installed adequate backup equipment to prevent a bypass which
occurred during normal or preventive maintenance; and

(¢) The permittee submitted notices as required by Part I1.B.4.b.

(2) The Director may approve an anticipated bypass, after considering its adverse effects,
if the Director determines that it will meet the three conditions listed above in Part

IL.B.4.c(1).

5. Upset Conditions
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a. Effect of an upset. An upset constitutes an affirmative defense to an action brought for
noncompliance with such technology base permit effluent limitations if the requirements
of Part I.B.5.b of this section are met. No determination made during administrative
review of claims that noncompliance was caused by upset, and before an action for
noncompliance, is final administrative action subject to judicial review.

b. Conditions necessary for demonstration of upset. A permittee who wishes to establish the
affirmative defense of upset shall demonstrate, through properly signed, contemporaneous
operating logs, or other relevant evidence that: '

(1) An upset occurred and that the permittee can identify the specific cause(s) of the
upset.

(2) The permitted facility was at the time being properly operated.

(3) The permittee submitted notice of the upset as required by Part I1.D.6.: and

(4) The permittee complied with any remedial measures required by Part I1.B.3.

c. Burden of proof. In any enforcement proceeding the permittee seeking to establish the
occurrence of an upset has the burden of proof.

0. Removed Substances

Solids, sludges, filter backwash, or other pollutants removed in the course of treatment or control
of waste waters shall be disposed of in a manner such as to prevent any pollutant from such
materials from entering the waters of the State. Written approval must be obtained from the
ADEQ for land application only.

7. Power Failure

The permittee is responsible for maintaining adequate safeguards to prevent the discharge of
untreated or inadequately treated wastes during electrical power failure either by means of
alternate power sources, standby generators, or retention of inadequately treated effluent.

SECTION C: MONITORING AND RECORDS

1. Representative Sampling

Samples and measurements taken as required herein shall be representative of the volume and
nature of the monitored discharge during the entire monitoring period. All samples shall be taken
at the monitoring points specified in this permit and, unless otherwise specified, before the
effluent joins or is diluted by any other waste stream, body of water, or substance. Monitoring
points shall not be changed without notification to and the approval of the Director. Intermittent
discharges shall be monitored.
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2. Flow Measurement

Appropriate flow measurement devices and methods consistent with accepted scientific practices
shall be selected and used to insure the accuracy and reliability of measurements of the volume
of monitored discharges. The devices shall be installed, calibrated and maintained to insure the
accuracy of the measurements are consistent with the accepted capability of that type of device.
Devices selected shall be capable of measuring flows with a maximum deviation of less than +/-
10% from true discharge rates throughout the range of expected discharge volumes and shall be
installed at the monitoring point of the discharge.

3. Monitoring Procedures

Monitoring must be conducted according to test procedures approved under 40 CFR Part 136,
unless other test procedures have been specified in this permit. The permittee shall calibrate and
perform maintenance procedures on all monitoring and analytical instrumentation at intervals
frequent enough to insure accuracy of measurements and shall insure that both calibration and
maintenance activities will be conducted. An adequate analytical quality control program,
including the analysis of sufficient standards, spikes, and duplicate samples to insure the
accuracy of all required analytical results shall be maintained by the permittee or designated
commercial laboratory. At a minimum, spikes and duplicate samples are to be analyzed on 10%
of the samples.

4, Penalties for Tampering

The Arkansas Water and Air Pollution Control Act provides that any person who falsifies,
tampers with, or knowingly renders inaccurate, any monitoring device or method required to be
maintained under the Act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be
subject to imprisonment for not more than one (1) year or a fine of not more than ten thousand
dollars ($10,000) or by both such fine and imprisonment.

5. Reporting of Monitoring Results

Monitoring results must be reported on a Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) form (EPA No.
3320-1). Permittees are required to use preprinted DMR forms provided by ADEQ, unless
specific written authorization to use other reporting forms is obtained from ADEQ. Monitoring
results obtained during the previous calendar month shall be summarized and reported on a DMR
form postmarked no later than the 25" day of the month, following the completed reporting
period to begin on the effective date of the permit. Duplicate copies of DMR’s signed and
certified as required by Part I1.d.11 and all other reports required by Part ILD. (Reporting
Requirements), shall be submitted to the Director at the following address:

NPDES Enforcement Section
Water Division
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Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality
8001 National Drive

P.O. Box 8913

Little Rock, AR 72219-8913

If permittee uses outside laboratory facilities for sampling and/or analysis, the name and address
of the contract laboratory shall be included on the DMR.

0. Additional Monitoring by the Permittee

If the permittee monitors any pollutant more frequently than required by this permit, using test
procedures approved under 40 CFR 136 or as specified in this permit, the results of this
monitoring shall be included in the calculation and reporting of the data submitted in the DMR.
Such increased frequency shall also be indicated on the DMR.

7. Retention of Records

The permittee shall retain records of all monitoring information, including all calibration and
maintenance records and all original strip chart recordings for continuous monitoring
instrumentation, copies of all reports required by this permit, and records of all data used to
complete the application for this permit for a period of at least 3 years from the date of the
sample, measurement, report or application. This period may be extended by request of the
Director at any time.

3. Record Contents

Records and monitoring information shall include:

a. The date, exact place, time and methods of sampling or measurements, and preservatives
used, if any;

b. The individuals(s) who performed the sampling or measurements;

c¢. The date(s) analyses were formed;

d. The individual(s) who performed the analyses;

e. The analytical techniques or methods used; and

f. The measurements and results of such analyses.

9. Inspection and Entry

The permittee shall allow the Director, or an authorized representative, upon the presentation of
credentials and other documents as may be required by law, to:
a. Enter upon the permittee’s premises where a regulated facility or activity is located or
conducted, or where records must be kept under the conditions of this permit;
b. Have access to and copy, at reasonable times, any records that must be kept under the
conditions of this permit;
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c. Inspect at reasonable times any facilities, equipment (including monitoring and control
equipment), practices, or operations regulated or required under this permit, and

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

SECTION D - REPORTING REQUIREMENTS

1. Planned Changes

The permittee shall give notice and provide plans and specification to the Director for review and
approval prior to any planned physical alterations or additions to the permitted facility. Notice is
required only when:

For Industrial Dischargers

a. The alteration or addition to a permitted facility may meet one of the criteria for determining
whether a facility is a new source in 40 CFR Part122.29(b).

b. The alternation or addition could significantly change the nature or increase the quality of
pollutants discharged. This notification applies to pollutants which are subject neither to
effluent limitations in the permit, nor to notification requirements under 40CRF Part
122.42 (a)(1).

For POTW Dischargers:

Any change in the facility discharge (including the introduction of any new source or significant
discharge or significant changes in the quantity or quality of existing discharges of pollutants)
must be reported to the permitting authority. In no case are any new connections, increased
flows, or significant changes in influent quality permitted that cause violation of the effluent
limitations specified herein.

2. Anticipated Noncompliance

The permittee shall give advance notice to the Director of any planned changes in the permitted
facility or activity which may result in noncompliance with permit requirements.

3. Transfers
The permit is nontransferable to any person except after notice to the Director. The Director may

require modification or revocation and reissuance of the permit to change the name of the
permittee and incorporate such other requirements as may be necessary under the Act.
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4. Monitoring Reports

Monitoring results shall be reported at the intervals and in the form specified in Part ILC.5.
(Reporting). Discharge Monitoring Reports must be submitted even when no discharge
occurs during the reporting period.

5. Compliance Schedule

Reports of compliance or noncompliance with, or any progress reports on, interim and final
requirements contained in any compliance schedule of this permit shall be submitted no later
than 14 days following each schedule date. Any reports of noncompliance shall include the cause
of noncompliance, any remedial actions taken, and the probability of meeting the next scheduled
requirement.

6. Twenty-four Hour Report

a. The permittee shall report any noncompliance which may endanger health or the
environment. Any information shall be provided orally within 24 hours from the time the
permittee becomes aware of the circumstances. A written submission shall also be
provided within 5 days of the time the permittee becomes aware of the circumstances.
The written submission shall contain the following information:

(1) a description of the noncompliance and its cause;

(2) the period of noncompliance, including exact dates and times, and if the
noncompliance has not been corrected, the anticipated time it is expected to continue;
and

(3) steps taken or planned to reduce, eliminate and prevent reoccurrence of the
noncompliance.

b. The following shall be included as information which must be reported within 24 hours:
(1) Any unanticipated bypass which exceeds any effluent limitation in the permit;

(2) Any upset which exceeds any effluent limitation in the permit and

(3) Violation of a maximum daily discharge limitation for any of the pollutants listed by
the Director in Part IIT of the permit to be reported within 24 hours.

c. The Director may waive the written report on a case-by-case basis if the oral report has
been received within 24 hours.

7. ther Noncompliance

The permittee shall report all instances of noncompliance not reported under Part I[.D.4,5 and 6,
at the time monitoring reports are submitted. The reports shall contain the information listed at
Part IL.D.6.
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8. Changes in Discharge of Toxic Substances for Industrial Dischargers

The permittee shall notify the Director as soon as he/she knows or has reason to believe:

a. That any activity has occurred or will occur which would result in the discharge, in a
routine or frequent basis, of any toxic pollutant which is not limited in the permit, if that
discharge will exceed the highest of the “notification levels” described in 40 CFR Part
122.42(a)(1).

b. That any activity has occurred or will occur which would result in any discharge, on a
non-routine or infrequent basis, of a toxic pollutant which is not limited in the permit if
that discharge will exceed the highest of the “notification levels’™” described in 40 CFR Part
122.42(a)(2).

9. Duty to Provide Information

The permittee shall furnish to the Director, within a reasonable time, any information which the
Director may request to determine whether cause exists for modifying, revoking and reissuing, or
terminating this permit, or to determine compliance with this permit. The permittee shall also
furnish to the Director, upon request, copies of records required to be kept by this permit.
Information shall be submitted in the form, manner and time frame requested by the Director.

10. Duty to reapply

If the permittee wishes to continue an activity regulated by this permit after the expiration date of
this permit, the permittee must apply for and obtain a new permit. The complete application shall
be submitted at [east 180 days before the expiration date of this permit. The Director may grant
permission to submit an application less than 180 days in advance but no later than the permit
expiration date. Continuation of expiring permits shall be governed by regulations promulgated
in APCEC Regulation No. 6.

11. Signatory Requirements

All applications, reports or information submitted to the Director shall be signed and certified

a. All permit applications shall be signed as follows:
(1) For a corporation: by a responsible corporate officer. For the purpose of this section, a
responsible corporate officer means:

(i) A president, secretary, treasurer, or vice-president of the corporation in charge of a
principal business function, or any other person who performs similar policy or
decision-making functions for the corporation: or

(i1) The manager of one or more manufacturing, production, or operation facilities,
provided, the manager is authorized to make management decisions which govern
the operation of the regulated facility including having the explicit or implicit
duty of making major capital investment recommendations, and initiating and
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directing other comprehensive measures to assure long term environmental
compliance with environmental laws and regulations; the manager can ensure that
the necessary systems are established or actions taken to gather complete and
accurate information for permit application requirements; and where authority to
sign documents has been assigned or delegated to the manager in accordance with
corporate procedures.

(2) For a partnership or sole proprietorship: by a general partner or proprietor,
respectively; or

(3) For a municipality, State, Federal, or other public agency; by either a principal
executive officer or ranking elected official. For purposes of this section, a principal
executive officer of a Federal agency includes:

(1) The chief executive officer of the agency, or
(i1) A senior executive officer having responsibility for the overall operations of a
principal geographic unit of the agency.
b. All reports required by the permit and other information requested by the Director shall be
signed by a person described above or by a duly authorized representative of that person.
A person is a duly authorized representative only if:

(1) The authorization is made in writing by a person described above.

(2) The authorization specified either an individual or a position having responsibility for
the overall operation of the regulated facility or activity, such as the position of plant
manager, operator of a well or a well field, superintendent, or position of equivalent
responsibility. (A duly authorized representative may thus be either a named
individual or any individual occupying a named position); and

(3) The written authorization is submitted to the Director.

c. Certification. Any person signing a document under this section shall make the following

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

Availability of Reports

Except for data determined to be confidential under 40 CFR Part 2 and Regulation 6, all reports
prepared in accordance with the terms of this permit shall be available for public inspection at
the offices of the Department of Pollution and Ecology. As required by the Regulations, the
name and address of any permit applicant or permittee, permit applications, permits and effluent
data shall not be considered confidential.
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13. Penalties for Falsification of Reports

The Arkansas Air and Water Pollution Control Act provides that any person who knowingly
makes any false statement, representation, or certification in any application, record, report, plan
or other document filed or required to be maintained under this permit shall be subject to civil
penalties specified in Part I1.A.2. and/or criminal penalties under the authority of the Arkansas
Water and Air Pollution Control Act (Act 472 of 1949, as amended). '
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PART III
OTHER CONDITIONS

The operator of this wastewater treatment facility shall be licensed by the State of Arkansas
in accordance with Act 211 of 1971, Act 1103 of 1991, Act 556 of 1993, and Regulation No.
3, as amended.

For publicly owned treatment works, the 30-day average percent removal for Biochemical
Oxygen Demand and Total Suspended Solids shall not be less than 85 percent unless
otherwise authorized by the permitting authority in accordance with 40 CFR 133.102, as
adopted by reference in APCEC Regulation No. 6.

Produced sludge shall be disposed of by land application only when meeting the following
criteria:

a. Sewage sludge from treatment works treating domestic sewage (TWTDS) must meet
the applicable provisions of 40 CFR Part 503; and

b. The sewage sludge has not been classified as a hazardous waste under state or federal
regulations.

The permittee shall report all overflows with the Discharge Monitoring report (DMR)
submittal. These reports shall be summarized and reported in tabular format. The summaries
shall include: the date, time, duration, location, estimated volume, and cause of overflow;
observed environmental impacts from the overflow; action taken to address the overflow; and
ultimate discharge location if not contained (e.g., storm sewer system, ditch, tributary.)
Overflows which endanger health or the environment shall be orally reported to this
department (Enforcement Section of Water Division), within 24 hours from the time the
permittee becomes aware of the circumstance. A written report of overflows which endanger
health or the environment, shall be provided within 5 days of the time the permittee becomes
aware of the circumstance.

In accordance with 40 CFR Parts 122.62 (a) (2) and 124.5, this permit may be reopened for
modification or revocation and/or reissuance to require additional monitoring and/or effluent
limitations when new information is received that actual or potential exceedance of State
water quality criteria and/or narrative criteria are determined to be the result of the
permittee’s discharge (s) to water body, or a Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) is
established or revised for the water body that were not available at the time of permit
issuance that would have justified the application of different permit conditions at the time of
permit issuance.
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6. Contributing Industries and Pretreatment Requirements

Al
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The permittee shall operate an industrial pretreatment program in accordance with
Section 402(b)(8) of the Clean Water Act, the General Pretreatment Regulations
(40 CFR Part 403) and the approved POTW pretreatment program submitted by
the permittee. The pretreatment program was approved on November 1, 1983,
modified on May 15, 1990, December 2, 1993 and May 11, 1999. The POTW
pretreatment program is hereby incorporated by reference and shall be
implemented in a manner consistent with the following requirements:

1.

Industrial user information shall be updated at a frequency adequate to
ensure that all IUs are properly characterized at all times.

The frequency and nature of industrial user compliance monitoring
activities by the permittee shall be commensurate with the character,
consistency and volume of waste. However, in keeping with the
requirements of 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(v), the permittee must inspect and
sample the effluent from each Significant Industrial User at least once a
year. This is in addition to any industrial self-monitoring activities;

The permittee shall enforce and obtain remedies for noncompliance by any
industrial users with applicable pretreatment standards and requirements.

The permittee shall control through permit, order, or similar means, the
contribution to the POTW by each Industrial User to ensure compliance
with applicable Pretreatment Standards and Requirements. In the case of
Industrial Users identified as significant under 40 CFR 403.3(t), this
control shall be achieved through permits or equivalent individual control
mechanisms issued to each such user. Such control mechanisms must be
enforceable and contain, at a minimum, the following conditions:

a. Statement of duration (in no case more than five years;
b. Statement of non-transferability without, at a minimum, prior

notification to the POTW and provision of a copy of the existing
control mechanism to the new owner or operator;

c. Effluent limits based on applicable general pretreatment standards,
categorical pretreatment standards, local limits, and State and local
law;

d. Self-monitoring, sampling, reporting, notification and

recordkeeping requirements, including an identification of the
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pollutants to be monitored, sampling location, sampling frequency,
and sample type, based on the applicable general pretreatment
standards in 40 CFR 403, categorical pretreatment standards, local
limits, and State and local law;

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties for violation of
pretreatment standards and requirements, and any applicable
compliance schedule. Such schedules may not extend the
compliance date beyond federal deadlines.

5. The permittee shall evaluate, at least once every two years, whether each
Significant Industrial User needs a plan to control slug discharges. If the
POTW decides that a slug control plan is needed, the plan shall contain at
least the minimum elements required in 40 CER 403.8 (£)(2)(v).

6. The permittee shall provide adequate staff, equipment, and support
capabilities to carry out all elements of the pretreatment program; and,

7. The approved program shall not be modified by the permittee without the
prior approval of the Department.

The permittee shall establish and enforce specific limits to implement the
provisions of 40 CFR Parts 403.5(a) and (b), as required by 40 CFR Part 403.5(c).
Each POTW with an approved pretreatment program shall continue to develop
these limits as necessary and effectively enforce such limits.

All specific prohibitions or limits developed under this requirement are deemed to
be conditions of this permit. The specific prohibitions set out in 40 CFR Part
403.5(b) shall be enforced by the permittee unless modified under this provision.

The permittee shall analyze the treatment facility influent and effluent for the
presence of the toxic pollutants listed in 40 CEFR 122 Appendix D (NPDES
Application Testing Requirements) Table IT at least once/year and the toxic
pollutants in Table III at least once/quarter. If, based upon information available
to the permittee, there is teason to suspect the presence of any toxic or hazardous
pollutant listed in Table V, or any other pollutant, known or suspected to
adversely affect treatment plant operation, receiving water quality, or solids
disposal procedures, analysis for those pollutants shall be performed at least
once/quarter on both the influent and effluent.

1. The influent and effluent samples collected shall be composite samples
consisting of at least 12 aliquots collected at approximately equal intervals
over a representative 24 hour period and composited according to flow.
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£ Sampling and analytical procedures shall be in accordance with guidelines
established in 40 CFR 136. Where composite samples are inappropriate,
due to sampling, holding time, or analytical constraints, at least four (4)
grab samples, taken at equal intervals over a representative 24 hour period,
shall be taken.

D. The permittee shall prepare annually a list of Industrial Users which during the
preceding twelve months were in significant noncompliance with applicable
pretreatment requirements. For the purposes of this Part, significant
noncompliance shall be determined based upon the more stringent of either
criteria established at 40 CER Part 403.8(f)(2)(vii) [rev. 7/24/90] or criteria
established in the approved POTW pretreatment program. This list is to be
published annually in the largest daily newspaper in the municipality during the
month of December.

In addition, during the month of December the permittee shall submit an updated
pretreatment program status report to ADEQ containing the following
information:

I. An updated list of all significant industrial users. For each industrial user
listed, the following information shall be included:

a. Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) code and categorical
determination.
b. Control document status. Whether the user has an effective control

document, and the date such document was last issued, reissued, or
modified, (indicate which industrial users were added to the system
(or newly identified) within the previous 12 months).

C. A summary of all monitoring activities performed within the
previous 12 months. The following information shall be reported:

) total number of inspections performed,;
(2 total number of sampling visits made;

d. Status of compliance with both effluent limitations and reporting
requirements. Compliance status shall be defined as follows:

(1)  Compliant (C) - no violations during the previous 12 month
period,;
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(2)  Non-compliant (NC) - one or more violations during the
previous 12 months but does not meet the criteria for
significant noncompliant industrial users.

(3)  Significant Noncompliance (SNC) - in accordance with
requirements described in d. above.

e. For significantly noncompliant industrial users, indicate the nature
of the violations, the type and number of actions taken (notice of
violation, administrative order, criminal or civil suit, fines or
penalties collected, etc.) and current compliance status. If ANY
industrial user was on a schedule to attain compliance with effluent
limits, indicate the date the schedule was issued and the date
compliance is to be attained.

A list of all significant industrial users whose authorization to discharge
was terminated or revoked during the preceding 12 month period and the
reason for termination.

A report on any interference, pass through, upset or POTW permit
violations known or suspected to be caused by industrial contributors and
actions taken by the permittee in response.

The results of all influent, effluent analyses performed pursuant to
paragraph {c) above;

A copy of the newspaper publication of the significantly noncompliant
industrial users giving the name of the newspaper and the date published;
and

The information requested may be submitted in tabular form as per the
example tables provided for your convenience (See Attachments A, B and
C); and

The monthly average water quality based effluent concentration necessary
to meet the state water quality standards as developed in the approved
technically based locai limits.

The permittee shall provide adequate notice to the Department of the following:

E:\finaNAR0037907

Any new introduction of pollutants into the treatment works from an
indirect discharger which would be subject to Section 301 and 306 of the
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2. Any substantial change in the volume or character of pollutants being
introduced into the treatment works by a source introducing pollutants into
the treatment works at the time of issuance of the permit.

Adequate notice shall include information on (i) the quality and quantity of effluent to be
introduced into the treatment works, and (ii) any anticipated impact of the change on the quality
or quantity of effluent to be discharged from the POTW.

7. ADDITIONAL CONDITIONS FOR LAND APPLICATION OF BIOSOLIDS
A. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS:

1. Only biosolids which are not classified as a hazardous waste under state or federal
regulations may be land applied.

2. Plant Available Nitrogen (PAN) will not be applied at a rate exceeding the annual
nitrogen uptake of the crop. At no time will the nitrogen application rate (PAN/acre-
year) be allowed to exceed the site specific rate approved by the Department.

3. Biosolids with Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCB's) concentrations equal or greater than 50
mg/kg (dry basis) will not be land applied at any time.

4. CEILING CONCENTRATIONS (milligrams per kilogram, dry weight basis): If the
biosolids to be land applied exceed any of the pollutant concentrations listed below, the
biosolids may not be land applied.

Pollutant Ceiling Concentrations
Arsenic 75
Cadmium 85
Copper 4300
Lead 840
Mercury 57
Molybdenum 75
Nickel 420
Selenium 100
Zinc 7500

5. CUMULATIVE CONCENTRATION LIMITS: When the cumulative amount of any
pollutant land applied to a specific site exceeds any of the loading rates listed below, no
more biosolids may be land applied the specific site.
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Cumulative Pollutant

Loading Rate
Element kg/ha (Ibs/ac)
Arsenic 41 (37)
Cadmium 39 (35)
Copper 1500 (1350)
Lead 300 (270)
Mercury 17 (15)
Nickel 420 (378)
Selenium 100 (90)
Zinc 2800 (2520)

6. The biosolids generator must issue a signed certification stating that the Pathogen
Reduction, Vector Attraction Reduction, and Pollutant Concentration limits have been
met each time the biosolids are released for disposal. The State requirements on
Pathogen Reduction, Vector Attraction and Pollutant Concentration limits are the same as
those listed in the Federal Regulation 40 CFR Part 503, as amended. All the above
information must be made available to the land-applicator, if different from the permittee,
before the material is delivered. Concurrently, a signed copy of each certification must
be also submitted to ADEQ's Water Division.

7. Proper containers shall be utilized to transport the biosolids. No biosolids material shall
be allowed to be blown out of containers, truck beds, or spilled during transportation.

8. Transportation of the biosolids must be such that will prevent the attraction, harborage or
breeding of insects or rodents. 1t must not produce conditions harmful to public health,
the environment, odors, unsightliness, nuisances, or safety hazards.

9. Transportation equipment must be leak-proof and kept in top sanitary conditions at all
times. Biosolids must be enclosed or covered as to prevent littering, vector attraction, or
any other nuisances.

10. The permittee will be responsible for assuring that the land owner, of any land
application site not owned by the permittee, and the waste applicator, if different from the
permittee, abide by the conditions of this permit,

11. Biosolids will be spread evenly over the application area and in no way biosolids will be
allowed to enter the waters of the State.

12. Biosolids will not be applied to slopes with a gradient greater than 15%; or to soils that

are saturated, frozen or covered with snow, during rain, or when precipitation is
irmminent.
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13. The permittee will take all necessary measures to reduce obnoxious and offensive odors.
Equipment will be maintained and operated to prevent spillage and leakage.

14. Disposal of biosolids in a floodplain will not restrict the flow of the base flood, reduce
the temporary storage capacity of the floodplain, or result in a washout of solid waste, so
as to pose a hazard to human life, wildlife or land and water uses.

15. Biosolids will not be spread within 25 feet of rock outcrops; 50 feet of property lines; 200
feet of drinking water well; 100 feet of lakes, ponds, springs, streams, wetlands, and
sinkholes; 300 feet of occupied buildings and streams classified as an "extraordinary
resource stream.”

16. The permittee will give 120 days prior notice to the Director of any change planned in the
biosolids disposal practice.

17. All new land application sites must have a waste management plan approved by the

Department prior to land application of biosolids. This may require a permit
modification.

B. MONITORING AND REPORTING REQUIREMENTS:

The permittee will be responsible for the biosolids analyses, soil analyses, and a reporting
schedule that must include the following:

a. Biosolids Analysis
1. Biosolids samples collected must be representative of the treated biosolids to be land
applied. The samples are to be stored in appropriate glass or plastic containers and kept

refrigerated or frozen to prevent any change in composition.

2. Quarterly grab samples of the land applied biosolids will be analyzed and results
expressed in dry basis in mg/kg, except as otherwise indicated:

Volatile Solids (%) Total Kjeldahl Nitrogen
Total Solids (%) Total Phosphorus
Nitrate Nitrogen Total Potassium

Nitrite Nitrogen Ammonia Nitrogen
Arsenic Cadmium

Chromium Copper

Lead Mercury

Nickel Selenium

Zinc pH (SU)

Molybdenum
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b. Soils Analysis

Each land application site will be soil tested in the Spring prior to application for the
following parameters:

Nitrate-Nitrogen Potassium

Phosphorus Magnesium

Arsenic Cadmium

Copper Lead

Selenium Mercury

Nickel pH (SU)

Zinc C.E.C. (mequivalent/100 grams)

Salt Content (micro mohs/cm)
c. Reporting

1. Annual reports will be sent to the Department and to the owner of the land receiving
biosolids prior to May 1, which must include the following:

The biosolids and soil analyses conducted under section above (including a statement
that the analyses were performed in accordance with EPA Document SW-846,
/ "Test Methods for Evaluation of Solid Waste," or  other procedures approved by the
- Director), application dates and locations, volumes of biosolids applied (in dry
tons/acre-year and gallons/acre-year of biosolids), methods of disposal, identity of hauler,
and type of crop grown, amounts of nitrogen applied, total elements added that year
(Ibs/acre), total elements applied to date, ~ and copies of soil analyses for each site.

2. The permittee will also maintain copies of the above records for Department personnel
review at the biosolids generating facility.

8. WHOLE EFFLUENT TOXICITY TEST REQUIREMENT (WET Limits, 7 DAY
CHRONIC, FRESHWATER)

1. SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY

a. The permittee shall test the effluent for toxicity in accordance with the provisions
in this section.

APPLICABLE TO OUTFALL(S): 001

REPORTED ON DMR AS OUTFALL: 001

E:Minal\AR0037907
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CRITICAL DILUTION: 100 %
EFFLUENT DILUTION SERIES: 32 % 42 %,56 %,75%,100 %
TEST SPECIES/METHODS: 40 CFR Part 136

Ceriodaphnia dubia chronic static renewal survival and reproduction test, Method

1002.0, EPA/600/4-91/002 or the most recent update thereof. This test should be
terminated when 60% of the surviving adults in the control produce three broods.

Pimephales promelas (Fathead minnow) chronic static renewal 7-day larval
survival and growth test, Method 1000.0, EPA/600/4-91/002, or the most recent
update thereof. A minimum of five (5) replicates with eight (8) organisms per
replicate must be used in the control and in each effluent dilution of this test.

The NOEC (No Observed Effect Concentration) is defined as the greatest effluent
dilution at and below which lethality that is statistically different from the control
(0% cffluent) at the 95% confidence level does not occur. Chronic lethal test
failure is defined as a demonstration of a statistically significant lethal effect at
test completion to a test species at or below the critical dilution.

When the testing frequency stated above is less than monthly and the effluent fails
the survival endpoint at the critical dilution, the permittee shall be considered in
violation of this permit limit and the frequency for the affected species will
increase to monthly until such time compliance with the Lethal No Observed
Effluent Concentration (NOEC) effluent limitation is demonstrated for a period of
three consecutive months, at which time the permittee may return to the testing
frequency stated in Part [ of this permit. During the period the permittee is out of
compliance, test results shall be reported on the DMR for that reporting period.

d. This permit may be reopened to require chemical specific effluent limits, additional
testing, and/or other appropriate actions to address toxicity.

EMinaNAR0037907

Test failure is defined as a demonstration of statistically significant sub-lethal or
lethal effects to a test species at or below the effluent critical dilution.

REQUIRED TOXICITY TESTING CONDITIONS

Test Acceptance

The permittee shall repeat a test, including the control and all effluent dilutions, if
the procedures and quality assurance requirements defined in the test methods or
in this permit are not satisfied, including the following additional criteria:




b.
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1.
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The toxicity test control (0% effluent) must have survival equal to or
greater than 80%.

The mean number of Ceriodaphnia dubia neonates produced per surviving
female in the control (0% effluent) must be. 15 or more.

The mean dry weight of surviving Fathead minnow larvae at the end of the
7 days in the control (0% effluent) must be 0.25 mg per larva or greater.

The percent coefficient of variation between replicates shall be 40% or
less in the control (0% effluent) for: the young of surviving females in the
Ceriodaphnia dubia reproduction test, the growth and survival of the
Fathead minnow test.

The percent coefficient of variation between replicates shall be 40% or
less in the critical dilution, unless significant lethal or nonlethal effects are
exhibited for: the young of surviving females in the Ceriodaphnia dubia
reproduction test; the growth and survival endpoints in the Fathead
minnow test.

Test failure may not be construed or reported as invalid due to a
coefficient of variation value of greater than 40%. A repeat test shall be
conducted within the required reporting period of any test determined to
be invalid.

Statistical Interpretation

il

For the Ceriodaphnia dubia survival test, the statistical analyses used to
determine if there is a significant difference between the control and the
critical dilution shall be Fisher's Exact Test as described in EPA/600/4-
91/002, or the most recent update thereof.

If the conditions of Test Acceptability are met in Item 2.a above and the
percent survival of the fest organism is equal to or greater than 80% in the
critical dilution concentration and all lower dilution concentrations, the
test shall be considered to be a passing test, and the permittee shall report
an NOEC of not less than the critical dilution for the DMR reporting
requirements found in Item 3 below.

For the Ceriodaphnia dubia reproduction test and the Fathead minnow
larval survival and growth test, the statistical analyses used to determine if
there is a significant difference between the control and the critical
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dilution shall be in accordance with the methods for determining the No
Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) as described in EPA/600/4-
91/002, or the most recent update thereof.

Dilution Water

1i.

Dilution water used in the toxicity tests will be receiving water collected
as close to the point of discharge as possible but unaffected by the
discharge. The permittee shall substitute synthetic dilution water of
similar pH, hardness and alkalinity to the closest downstream perennial
water where the receiving stream is classified as intermittent or where the
receiving stream has no flow due to zero flow conditions.

[f the receiving water is unsatistactory as aresult of instream toxicity (fails
to fulfill the test acceptance criteria of Item 2.a.), the permittee may
substitute synthetic dilution water for the receiving water in all subsequent
tests provided the unacceptable receiving water test met the following
stipulations:

a synthetic dilution water control which fulfills the test acceptance
requirements of Item 2.a. was run concurrently with the receiving water
control;

the test indicating receiving water toxicity has been carried out to
completion (i.e., 7 days);

the permittee includes all test results indicating receiving water toxicity
with the full report and information required by Item 3.a. below; and

the synthetic dilution water shall have a pH, hardness and alkalinity
similar to that of the receiving water or closest downstream perennial
water not adversely affected by the discharge, provided the magnitude of
these parameters will not cause toxicity in the synthetic dilution water.

Samples and Composites

The permittee shall collect a minimum of three flow-weighted 24-hour
composite samples from the outfall(s) listed at item l.a. above. A 24-hour
composite sample consists of a minimum of 4 effluent portions collected
at equal time intervals representative of a 24-hour operating day and
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1i.

1ii.

iv.

vi,
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combined proportional to flow or a sample continuously collected
proportional to flow over a 24-hour operating day.

The permittee shall collect second and third 24-hour composite samples
for use during 24-hour renewals of each dilution concentration for each
test. The permittee must collect the 24-hour composite samples such that
the effluent samples are representative of any periodic episode of
chlorination, biocide usage or other potentially toxic substance discharged
on an intermittent basis.

The permittee must collect the 24-hour composite samples so that the
maximum holding time for any effluent sample shall not exceed 72 hours.
The permittee must have initiated the toxicity test within 36 hours after the
collection of the last portion of the first 24-hour composite sample.
Samples shall be chilled to 4 degrees Centigrade during collection,
shipping and/or storage.

If the flow from the outfali(s) being tested ceases during the collection of
effluent samples, the requirements for the minimum number of effluent
samples, the minimum number of effluent portions and the sample holding
time are waived during that sampling period. However, the permittee
must collect an effluent composite sample volume during the period of
discharge that is sufficient to complete the required toxicity tests with
daily renewal of effluent. When possible, the effluent samples used for
the toxicity tests shall be collected on separate days if the discharge occurs
over multiple days. The effluent composite sample collection duration
and the static renewal protocol associated with the abbreviated sample
collection must be documented in the full report required in Item 3. of this
section.

MULTIPLE OUTFALLS: If the provisions of this section are applicable
to multiple outfalls, the permittee shall combine the 24-hour composite
effluent samples in proportion to the average flow from the outfalls listed
in item l.a. above for the day the sample was collected. The permittee
shall perform the toxicity test on the flow-weighted composite of the
outfall samples.

At the time of sample collection the permittee shall measure the TRC of
the effluent. The measured concentration of TRC for each sample shall be
included in the lab report submitted by the permittee. The permittee shall
not allow the sample to be dechlorinated prior to delivery to the
laboratory nor at the laboratory.
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3. REPORTING
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The permittee shall prepare a full report of the results of all tests conducted
pursuant to this section in accordance with the Report Preparation Section of
EPA/600/4-91/002, or the most current publication, for every valid or invalid
toxicity test initiated whether carried to completion or not. The permittee shall
retain each full report pursuant to the provisions of Part III.C. of this permit. The
permittee shall submit full reports only upon the specific request of the
Department.

The permittee shall report the Whole Eftluent Lethality values for the 30-Day
Average Minimum and the 7-Day Minimum under Parameter No. 22414 on the
DMR for that reporting period.

If more than one valid test for a species was performed during the reporting
period, the test NOECs will be averaged arithmetically and reported as the
DAILY AVERAGE MINIMUM NOEC for that reporting period.

If more than one species is tested during the reporting period, the permittee shall
report the lowest 30-Day Average Minimum NOEC and the Jowest 7-Day
Minimum NOEC for Whole Effluent Lethality.

A valid test for each species must be reported on the DMR during each reporting
period specified in PART I of this permit. Only ONE set of biomonitoring data
for each species is to be recorded on the DMR for each reporting period. The data
submitted should reflect the LOWEST Survival results for each species during the
reporting period. All invalid tests, repeat tests (for invalid tests), and retests (for
tests previously failed) performed during the reporting period must be attached to
the DMR for EPA review.

The permittee shall submit the results of the valid toxicity test on the DMR for
that reporting period. Submit retest information clearly marked as such with the
following month's DMR. Only results of valid tests are to be reported on the
DMR.

L. Pimephales promelas (Fathead Minnow)

A. If the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for survival is
less than the critical dilution, enter a "1"; otherwise, enter a "0" for
Parameter No. TLP6C.

B. Report the NOEC value for survival, Parameter No. TOP6C.
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Report the NOEC value for growth, Parameter No. TPP6C.

If the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for growth is
less than the critical dilution, enter a "1"; otherwise, enter a "0" for
Parameter No. TGP6C.

Report the highest (Critical dilution or control) Coefficient of
Variation, Parameter No. TQP6C.

Ceriodaphnia dubia

A.

E.

If the NOEC for survival is less than the critical dilution, enter a
"1"; otherwise, enter a "0" for Parameter No. TLP3B.

Report the NOEC value for survival, Parameter No. TOP3B.
Report the NOEC value for reproduction, Parameter No. TPP3B.
If the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) for reproduction
is less than the critical dilution, enter a "1"; otherwise, enter a "0"

for Parameter No. TGP3B.

Report the highest (Critical dilution or control) Coefficient of
Variation, Parameter No. TQP3B.

9. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan Requirements

A.

EfinaNAR0O037907

General

(D

If your facility already has a storm water pollution prevention plan
(SWPPP) in place, then you shall continue the implementation of this
SWPPP. If you do not have a SWPPP, then you shall prepare a SWPPP
for your facility within 60 days of the effective starting date of this permit.
Your SWPPP must be prepared in accordance with good engineering
practices. Your SWPPP must:

(a)

(b)

Identify potential sources of pollution which may reasonably be
expected to affect the quality of storm water discharges from your
facility;

Describe and ensure implementation of practices which you will
use to reduce the pollutants in storm water discharges from the
facility; and
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(c) Assure compliance with the terms and conditions of this permiit.

(2)  No Exposure Exclusions, as allowed by 40 CFR 122.26(g), can be
obtained for the storm water discharges from the facility as long as all of
the required conditions for applicability can be certified. These required
conditions can be found in the federal regulation. The No Exposure
Exclusion application form can be obtained from the Storm Water section
of the ADEQ. Application for this exclusion must be made on the form
obtained from the ADEQ.

Contents of Plan
0" Pollution Prevention Team

(a) You must identify the staff individual(s) (by name or title) that
comprise the facility’s storm water Pollution Prevention Team.
Your Pollution Prevention Team is responsible for assisting the
facility/plant manager in developing, implementing, maintaining
and revising the facility’s SWPPP. Responsibilities of each staff
individual on the team must be listed.

(2) Site Description
(a) Your SWPPP must include the following:

i. Activities at Facility. Description of the nature of the
industrial activity(ies) at your facility;

il. General Location Map. A general location map (e.g.,
U.S.G.S. quadrangle, or other map) with enough detail to

identify the location of your facility and the receiving
waters within one mile of the facility;

iil. A legible site map identifying the following:

(a) Directions of storm water flow (e.g., use arrows to
show which ways storm water will flow);

(b) Locations of all existing structural BMPs;

(©) Locations of all surface water bodies;
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Locations of potential pollutant sources identified
under Section B(4)(a) of this Part and where
significant materials are exposed to precipitation;

Location where major spills or leaks identified
under Section B(5) of this Part have occurred;

Locations of the following activities where such
activities are exposed to precipitation: fueling
stations, vehicle and equipment maintenance and/or
cleaning areas, loading/unloading areas, locations
used for the treatment, storage or disposal of wastes,
and liquid storage tanks;

Locations of storm water outfalls and an
approximate outline of the area draining to each
outfall;

Location and description of non-storm water
discharges;

Locations of the following activities where such
activities are exposed to precipitation: processing
and storage areas; access roads, rail cars and tracks;
the location of transfer of substance in bulk; and
machinery;

Location and source of runoff from adjacent
property containing significant quantities of
pollutants of concern to the facility (an evaluation
of how the quality of the runoff impacts your storm
water discharges may be included).

Receiving Waters and Wetlands

(a) You must provide the name of the nearest receiving water(s),
including intermittent streams, dry sloughs, arroyos and the areal
extent and description of wetland or other special aquatic sites that
may receive discharges from your facility.

Summary of Potential Pollutant Source

(a) You must identify each separate area at your facility where
industrial materials or activities are exposed to storm water,
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Industrial materials or activities include, but are not limited to,
material handling equipment or activities, industrial machinery,
raw materials, intermediate products, by-products, final products,
or waste products. Material handling activities include the storage,
loading/unloading, transportation, or conveyance of any raw
material, intermediate product, final product or waste product. For
each separate area identified, the description must include:

1. Activities in Area. A list of the activities (e.g., material
storage, equipment fueling and cleaning, cutting steel
beams); and

ii. Pollutants. A list of the associated pollutant(s) or pollutant
parameter(s) (e.g., crankcase oil, iron, biochemical oxygen
demand, pH, etc.) for each activity. The pollutant list must
include all significant materials that have been handled,
treated, stored or disposed in a manner to allow exposure to
storm water between the time of three (3) years before
being covered under this permit and the present.

(5) Spills and Leaks

(a)

(b)
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You must clearly identify areas where potential spills and leaks,
which can contribute pollutants to storm water discharges, can
occur, and their accompanying drainage points. For areas that are
exposed to precipitation or that otherwise drain to a storm water
conveyance at the facility to be covered under this permit, you
must provide a list of significant spills and leaks of toxic or
hazardous pollutants that occurred during the three (3) year period
prior to the starting date of this permit. Your list must be updated
if significant spills or leaks occur in exposed areas of your facility
during the time you are covered by the permit.

Significant spills and leaks include, but are not limited to releases
of oil or hazardous substances in excess of quantities that are
reportable under CWA 311 (see 40 CFR 110.10 AND 40 CFR
117.21) or section 102 of the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA).
Significant spills may also include releases of oil .or hazardous
substances that are not in excess of reporting requirements.
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(6) Sampling Data

(a)

You must provide a summary of existing storm water discharge
sampling data taken at your facility. All storm water sampling data
collected during the term of this permit must also be summarized
and included in this part of the SWPPP.

(7 Storm Water Controls

(a)

(b)

E:\finalAR0037907

Description of Existing and Planned BMPs. Describe the type and
location of existing non-structural and structural best management
practices (BMPs) selected for each of the areas where industrial
materials or activities are exposed to storm water. All the areas
identified in Section B(4)(a) of this Part should have a BMP(s)
identified for the areas discharges. For areas where BMPs are not
currently in place, describe appropriate BMPs that you will use to
control pollutants in storm water discharges. Selection of BMPs
should take into consideration:

1. The quantity and nature of the pollutants, and their
potential to impact the water quality of receiving waters;

ii. Opportunities to combine the dual purposes of water
quality protection and local flood control benefits
(including physical impacts of high flows on streams - e.g.,
bank erosion, impairment of aquatic habitat, etc.);

iil. Opportunities to offset the impact impervious areas of the
facility on ground water recharge and base flows in local
streams (taking into account the potential for ground water
contamination.)

BMP Types to be Considered. The following types of structural,

non-structural, and other BMPs must be considered for
implementation at your facility. Describe how each is, or will be,
implemented. This requirement may have been fulfilled with area-
specific BMPs identified under Section B(7)(a) of this Part, in
which case the previous descriptions are sufficient, However,
many of the following BMPs may be more generalized or non site-
specific and therefore not previously considered. If you determine
that any of these BMPs are not appropriate for your facility, you
must include an explanation of why they are not appropriate. The
BMP examples listed below are not intended to be an exclusive list
of BMPs that you may use. You are encouraged to keep abreast of
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new BMPs or new applications of existing BMPs to find the most
cost effective means of permit compliance for your facility. If
BMPs are being used or planned at the facility which are not listed
here (e.g., replacing a chemical with a less toxic alternative,
adopting a new or innovative BMP, etc.), include descriptions of
them in this section of the SWPPP.

(c) Non-Structural BMPs

1il.

iv.
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Good Housekeeping: You must keep all exposed aceas of
the facility in a clean, orderly manner where such exposed
areas could contribute pollutants to storm water discharges.
Common problem areas include: around trash containers,
storage areas and loading docks. Measures must also
include: a schedule for regular pickup and disposal of
garbage and waste materials; routine inspections for leaks
and conditions of drums, tanks and containers.

Minimizing Exposure: Where practicable, industrial
materials and activities should be protected by a storm
resistant shelter to prevent exposure to rain, snow,
snowmelt, or runoff.

Preventive Maintenance: You must have a preventive
maintenance program which includes timely inspection and
maintenance of storm water management devices, (e.g.,
cleaning oil/water separators, catch basins) as well as
inspecting, testing, maintaining and repairing facility
equipment and systems to avoid breakdowns or failures that
may result in discharges of pollutants to surface waters.

Spill Prevention and Response Procedures: You must
describe the procedures which will be followed for cleaning
up spills or leaks. Those procedures, and necessary spill
response equipment, must be made available to those
employees that may cause or detect a spill or leak. Where
appropriate, you must explain existing or planned material
handling procedures, storage requirements, secondary
containment, and equipment (e.g., diversion valves), which
are intended to minimize spills or leaks at the facility.
Measures for cleaning up hazardous material spills or leaks
must be consistent with applicable RCRA regulations at 40
CFR Part 264 and 40 CFR Part 265.



E:\final\AR0037907

vi.

Permit number: AR0037907
Page 21 of Part Il

Routine Facility Inspections: In addition to or as part of the
comprehensive site evaluation required under Section G of
this Part, you must have qualified facility personnel inspect
all areas of the facility where industrial materials or
activities are exposed to storm water. The inspections must
include an evaluation of existing storm water BMPs. Your
SWPPP must identify how often these inspections will be
conducted. You must correct any deficiencies you find as
soon as practicable, but no later than 14 days from the date
of the inspection. You must document in your SWPPP the
results of your inspections and the corrective actions you
took in response to any deficiencies or opportunities for
improvement that you identify.

Employee Training: You must describe the storm water
employee training program for the facility. The description
should include the topics to be covered, such as spill
response, good housekeeping, and material management
practices, and must identify periodic dates (e.g., every 6
months during the months of July and January) for such
training. You must provide employee training for all
employees that work in areas where industrial materials or
activities are exposed to storm water, and for employees
that are responsible for implementing activities identified in
the SWPPP (e.g., inspectors, maintenance people). The
employee training should inform them of the components
and goals of your SWPPP.

(d) Structural BMPs

il

Sediment and Erosion Control: You must identify the areas
at your facility which, due to topography, land disturbance
(e.g., construction), or other factors, have a potential for
significant soil erosion. You must describe the structural,
vegetative, and/or stabilization BMPs that you will be
implementing to limit erosion.

Management of Runoff: You must describe the traditional
storm water management practices (permanent structural
BMPs other than those which control the generation or
source(s) of pollutants) that currently exist or that are
planned for your facility. These types of BMPs typically
are used to divert, infiltrate, reuse, or otherwise reduce
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pollutants in storm water discharges from the site. Factors
to consider when you are selecting appropriate BMPs
should include: 1) the industrial materials and activities that
are exposed to storm water, and the associated pollutant
potential of those materials and activities; and 2) the
beneficial and potential detrimental effects on surface water
quality, ground water quality, receiving water base flow
(dry weather stream flow), and physical integrity of
receiving waters. Structural measures should be placed on
upland soils, avoiding wetlands and flood plains, if
possible. Structural BMPs may require a separate permit
under section 404 of the CWA before installation begins.

1ii. Example BMPs: BMPs you could use include but are not
limited to: storm water detention structures (including wet
ponds); storm water retention structures; flow attenuation
by use of open vegetated swales and natural depressions;
infiltration of runoff onsite; and sequential systems (which
combine several practices).

(e) Other Controls

i. No solid materials, including floatable debris, may be
discharged to waters of the United States, except as
authorized by a permit issued under section 404 of the

. CWA. Off-site vehicle tracking of raw, final, or waste
materials or sediments, and the generation of dust must be
minimized. Tracking or blowing of raw, final, or waste
materials from areas of no exposure to exposed areas must
be minimized. Velocity dissipation devices must be placed
at discharge locations and along the length of any outfall
channel to provide a non-erosive flow velocity from the
structure to a water course so that the natural physical and
biological characteristics and functions are maintained and
protected (e.g., no significant changes in the hydrological
regime of the receiving water).

C. Maintenance

(1) All BMPs you identify in your SWPPP must be maintained in effective
operating condition. If site inspections required by Section B(7)(c)(v) of
this Part identify BMPs that are not operating effectively, maintenance
must be performed before the next anticipated storm event, or as necessary
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to maintain the continued effectiveness of storm water controls. [f
maintenance prior to the next anticipated storm event is impracticable,
maintenance must be scheduled and accomplished as soon as practicable.
In the case of non-structural BMPs, the effectiveness of the BMP must be
maintained by appropriate means (e.g., spill response supplies available
and personnel trained, etc.).

Non-Storm Water Discharges

@) Certification of Non-Storm Water Discharges

(a) Your SWPPP must include a certification that all discharges (i.e.,
outfalls) have been tested or evaluated for the presence of non-
storm water. The certification must be signed in accordance with
Part II Section D.11 of the individual permit, and include:

.

1i.

iil.

1v.

V.

VIi.
vili.

iX.

The date of any testing and/or evaluation;

Identification of potential significant sources of non-storm
water at the site;

A description of the results of any test and/or evaluation for
the presence of non-storm water discharges;

A description of the evaluation criteria or testing method
used; and

A list of the outfalls or onsite drainage points that were
directly observed during the test.

If you are unable to provide the certification required
(testing for non-storm water discharges), you must notify
the Director 180 days after the effective starting date of this
permit to be covered by this permit. If the failure to certify
is caused by the inability to perform adequate tests or
evaluations, such notification must describe:

The reason(s) why certification was not possible;
The procedure of any test attempted;

The results of such test or other relevant observations: and
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X. Potential sources of non-storm water discharges to the
storm sewer.

xi. A copy of the notification must be included in the SWPPP
at the facility. Non-storm water discharges to waters of the
United States which are not authorized by an NPDES
permit are unlawful, and must be terminated.

E. Allowable Non-storm Water Discharges

(1) Certain sources of non-storm water are allowable under this permit. In
order for these discharges to be allowed, your SWPPP must include:

(2)
(b)
(©)
(d

(e)

An identification of each allowable non-storm water socurce;
The location where it is likely to be discharged; and
Descriptions of appropriate BMPs for each source.

Except for flows from fire fighting activities, you must identify in
your SWPPP all sources of allowable non-storm water that are
discharged under the authority of this permit.

If you include mist blown from cooling towers amongst your
allowable non-storm water discharges, you must specifically
evaluate the potential for the discharges to be contaminated by
chemicals used in the cooling tower and determined that the levels
of such chemicals in the discharges would not cause or contribute
to a violation of an applicable water quality standard after
implementation of the BMPs you have selected to control such
discharges.

F. Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation

§)) Frequency and Inspectors

(a)
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You must conduct facility inspections at least once a year. The
inspections must be done by qualified personnel provided by you.
The qualified personnel you use may be either your own
employees or outside consultants that you have hired, provided
they are knowledgeable and possess the skills to assess conditions
at your facility that could impact storm water quality and assess the
effectiveness of the BMPs you have chosen to use to control the
quality of your storm water discharges. If you decide to conduct
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iy more frequent inspections, your SWPPP must specify the
o frequency of inspections.

) Scope of the Compliance Evaluation

(a) Your inspections must include all areas where industrial materials
or activities are exposed to storm water, as identified in Section
B(4)(a) of this Part, and areas where spills and leaks have occurred
within the past 3 years. Inspectors should look for: a) industrial
materials, residue, or trash on the ground that could contaminate or
be washed away in storm water; b) leaks or spills from industrial
equipment, drums, barrels, tanks, or similar containers; c) offsite
tracking of industrial materials or sediment where vehicles enter or
exit the site; d) tracking or blowing of raw, final, or waste
materials from areas of no exposure to exposed areas; and e) for
evidence of, or the potential for, pollutants entering the drainage
system. Storm water BMPs identified in your SWPPP must be
observed to ensure that they are operating correctly. Where
discharge locations or points are accessible, they must be inspected
to see whether BMPs are effective in preventing significant
impacts to receiving waters. Where discharge locations are
inaccessible, nearby downstream locations must be inspected if
possible.

3) Follow-up Actions

(a) Based on the results of the inspections, you must modify your
SWPPP as necessary (e.g., show additional controls on the map
required by Section B(2)(a)(iii) of this Part and revise the
description of controls required by Section B(7)(a) of this Part to
include additional or modified BMPs designed to correct the
problems identified. You must complete revisions to the SWPPP
within 14 calendar days following the inspection. If existing
BMPs need to be modified or if additional BMPs are necessary,
implementation must be completed before the next anticipated
storm event. If implementation before the next anticipated storm
event is impracticable, they must be implemented as soon as
practicable.

@ Compliance Evaluation Report

(a) You must insure a report summarizing the scope of the inspection,
name(s) of personnel making the inspection, the date(s) of the
inspection, and major observations relating to the implementation
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of the SWPPP is completed and retained as part of the SWPPP for
at least three years from the date permit coverage expires or is
terminated. Major observations should include: the location(s) of
discharges of pollutants from the site; and location(s) of BMPs that
need to be maintained; location(s) where additiona] BMPs are
needed that did not exist at the time of inspection. You must retain
a record of actions taken in accordance with Part II Section C.7
(Retention of Records) of this permit as part of the storm water
pollution prevention plan for at least three years from the date that
permit coverage expires or is terminated. The inspection reports
must identify any incidents of non-compliance. Where an
inspection report does not identify any incidents of non-
compliance, the report must contain a certification that the facility
is in compliance with the storm water pollution prevention plan
and this permit. Both the inspection report and any reports of
follow-up actions must be signed in accordance with Part II
Section D (Reporting Requirements) of this permit.

(5)  Credit As a Routine Facility Inspection

(a)

Where compliance evaluation schedules overlap with inspections
required under Section B(7)(c)(v) of this Part, your annual
compliance evaluation may also be used as one of the Section
B(7)(c)(v) of this Part, routine inspections.

G. Maintaining Updated SWPPP

(1) You must amend the storm water pollution prevention plan whenever:

(a)

(b)
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There is a change in design, construction, operation, or
maintenance at your facility which has a significant effect on the
discharge, or potential for discharge, of pollutants from your
facility;

During inspections or investigations by you or by local, State,
Tribal or Federal officials it is determined the SWPPP is
ineffective in eliminating or significantly minimizing pollutants
from sources identified under Section B(4) of this Part, or is
otherwise not achieving the general objectives of controlling
pollutants in discharges from your facility.
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Signature, Plan Review and Making Plans Available

)]

)

3)

)

You must sign your SWPPP in accordance with Part II Section D.11, and
retain the plan on-site at the facility covered by this permit (see Part II
Section C.7 for records retention requirements).

You must keep a copy of the SWPPP on-site or locally available to the
Director for review at the time of an on-site inspection. You must make
your SWPPP available upon request to the Director, a State, Tribal or local
agency approving storm water management plans, or the operator of a
municipal separate storm sewer receiving discharge from the site. Also, in
the interest of public involvement, EPA encourages you to make your
SWPPPs available to the public for viewing during normal business hours.

The Director may notify you at any time that your SWPPP does not meet
one or more of the minimum requirements of this permit. The notification
will identify provisions of this permit which are not being met, as well as
the required modifications. Within thirty (30) calendar days of receipt of
such notification, you must make the required changes to the SWPPP and
submit to the Director a written certification that the requested changes
have been made.

You must make the SWPPP available to the USFWS or NMFS upon
request.

Additional Requirements for Storm Water Discharges Associated With
Industrial Activity From Facilities Subject to EPCRA Section 313 Reporting
Requirements.

(1)

Potential pollutant sources for which you have reporting requirements
under EPCRA 313 must be identified in your summary of potential
pollutant sources as per Section B(4) of this Part. Note this additional
requirement only applies to you if you are subject to reporting
requirements under EPCRA 313.

10, If TRC test results are less than Detection Level Achieved (DL), a value of zero (0) may be
used for the Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) calculations and reporting requirements.

Total residual chlorine (TRC) in the effluent composite sample shall be measured and
reported both at the time of sample termination and at the time of toxicity test initiation,
The permittee shall ensure that the effluent composite used in toxicity testing is
representative of normal facility residual chlorine discharge concentration.
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PART 1V
DEFINITIONS

All definitions contained in Section 502 of the Clean Water Act shall apply to this permit and are
incorporated herein by reference. Additional definitions of words or phrases used in this permit
are as follows:

L. “Act” means the Clean Water Act, Public Law 95-217 (33.U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) as amended.
2. “Administrator” means the Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency.

3. “Applicable effluent standards and limitations” means all State and Federal effluent
standards and limitations to which a discharge is subject under the Act, including, but not limited
to, effluent limitations, standards of performance, toxic effluent standards and prohibitions, and
pretreatment standards.

4. “Applicable water quality standards” means all water quality standards to which a
discharge is subject under the federal Clean Water Act and which has been (a) approved or
permitted to remain in effect by the Administrator following submission to the Administrator
pursuant to Section 303 (a) of the Act, or (b) promulgated by the Director pursuant to Section
303(b) or 303(c) of the Act, and standards promulgated under regulation No. 2, as amended,
(regulation establishing water quality standards for surface waters of the State of Arkansas.)

5. “Bypass” means the intentional diversion of waste streams from any portion of a treatment
facility.

6. “Daily Discharge” means the discharge of a pollutant measured during a calendar day or any
24-hour period that reasonably represents the calendar day for purposes of sampling.

Mass Calculations: For pollutants with limitations expressed in terms of mass, the “daily
discharge” is calculated as the total mass of pollutant discharged over the sampling day.
Concentration Calculations: For pollutants with limitations expressed in other units of
measurement, determination of concentration made using a composite sample shall be the
concentration of the composite sample. When grab samples are used, the “daily discharge”
determination of concentration shall be the arithmetic average (weighted by flow value) of all the
samples collected during that sampling day by using the following formula: where C= daily
concentration, F=daily flow and n=number of daily samples; daily average discharge

CiF + CF+CJE,
Fl + Fz +"'Fn

7. Monthly average: means the highest allowable average of “daily discharges” over a calendar
month, calculated as the sum of all “daily discharges” measured during a calendar month divided
by the number of “daily discharges” measured during that month. For Fecal Coliform Bacteria
(FCB) report the monthly average see 30-day average below.

8. “Daily Maximum’ discharge limitation means the highest allowable “daily discharge” during
the calendar month. The 7-day average for fecal coliform bacteria is the geometric mean of the
values of all effluent samples collected during the calendar week in colonies/100 ml.
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9. “Department” means the Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality (ADEQ).

10. “Director” means the Administrator of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency and/or
the Director of the Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality.

11. “Grab sample” means an individual sample collected in less than 15 minutes in conjunction
with an instantaneous flow measurement.

12. “Industrial User” means a nondomestic discharger, as identified in 40 CFR 403, introducing
pollutants to a publicly-owned treatment works.

13. “National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System” means the national program for
issuing, modifying, revoking and reissuing, terminating, monitoring and enforcing permits, and
imposing and enforcing pretreatment requirements, under sections 307, 402, 318 and 405 of the
Clean Water Act.

14. “POTW” means a Publicly Owned Treatment Works.

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

16. “APCEC” means the Arkansas Pollution Control and Ecology Commission.

17. “Sewage sludge” means the solids, residues, and precipitate separated from or created in
sewage by the unit processes a -publicly-owned treatment works. Sewage as used in this
definition means any wastes, including wastes from humans, households, commercial
establishments, industries, and storm water runoft that are discharged to or otherwise enter a
publicly-owned treatment works.

18. “7-day average” discharge limitation, other than for fecal coliform bacteria, is the highest
allowable arithmetic means of the values for all effluent samples collected during the calendar
week. The 7-day average for fecal coliform bacteria is the geometric mean of the values of all
effluent samples collected during the calendar week in colonies/100 ml. The DMR should report
the highest 7-day average obtained during the calendar month. For reporting purposes, the 7-day
average values should be reported as occurring in the month in which the Saturday of the
calendar week falls in.

19. “30-day average”, other than for fecal coliform bacteria, is the arithmetic mean of the daily
values for all effluent samples collected during a calendar month, calculated as the sum of all
daily discharges measured during a calendar month divided by the number of daily discharges
measured during that month. The 30-day average for fecal coliform bacteria is the geometric
mean of the values for all effluent samples collected during a calendar month.

For Fecal Coliform Bacteria (FCB) report the monthly average as a 30-day geometric mean in
colonies per 100 ml.

20. “24-hour composite sample” consists of a minimum of 12 effluent portions collected at
equal time intervals over the 24-hour period and combined proportional to flow or a sample
collected at frequent intervals proportional to flow over the 24-hour period.

21. “12-hour composite sample” consists of 12 effluent portions, collected no closer together
than one hour and composited according to flow. The daily sampling intervals shall include the
highest flow periods.

E:\finaNAR0037907



Bikensondd

Permit number: ARQ037907
Page 3 of Part IV

22. “6-hour composite sample” consists of six effluent portions collected no closer together
than one hour(with the first portion collected no earlier than 10:00 a.m.) and composited
according to flow.
23. “3-hour composite sample” consists of three effluent portions collected no closer together
than one hour(with the first portion collected no earlier than 10:00 a.m.) and composited
according to flow.
24. “Ireatment works” means any devices and systems used in storage, treatment, recycling,
and reclamation of municipal sewage and industrial wastes, of a liquid nature to implement
section 201 of the Act, or necessary to recycle reuse water at the most economic cost over the
estimated life of the works, including intercepting sewers, sewage collection systems, pumping,
power and other equipment, and alterations thereof; elements essential to provide a reliable
recycled supply such as standby treatment units and clear well facilities, and any works,
including site acquisition of the land that will be an integral part of the treatment process or is
used for ultimate disposal of residues resulting from such treatment.
25. “Upset” means an exceptional incident in which there is unintentional and temporary
noncompliance with technology-based permit effluent limitations because of factors beyond the
reasonable control of the permittee. Any upset does not include noncompliance to the extent
caused by operational error, improperly designed treatment facilities, lack or preventive
maintenance, or careless of improper operations.
26. “For Fecal Coliform Bacteria”, a sample consists of one effluent grab portion collected
during a 24-hour period at peak loads. For Fecal Coliform Bacteria (FCB) report the monthly
average as a 30-day geometric mean in colonies per 100 ml.
27. “Dissolved oxygen limit”, shall be defined as follows:

a. When limited in the permit as a monthly minimum, shall mean the lowest acceptable
monthly average value, determined by averaging all samples taken during the calendar month;

b. When limited in the permit as an instantaneous minimum value, shall mean that no value
measured during the reporting period may fall below the stated value.
28. The term “MGD” shall mean million gallons per day.
29. The term “mg/l “shall mean milligrams per liter or parts million (ppm).
30. The term “ng/l” shall mean micrograms per liter or parts per billion (ppb).
31. The term “cfs” shall mean cubic feet per second.
32. The term “ppm” shall mean part per million.
33. The term “s.u.” shall mean standard units.
34. Monitoring and Reporting:
When a permit becomes effective, monitoring requirements are of the immediate period of the
permit effective date. Where the monitoring requirement for an effluent characteristic is
Monthly or more frequently, the Discharge Monitoring Report shall be submitted by the 25" of
the month following the sampling. Where the monitoring requirement for an effluent
characteristic is Quarterly, Semi-Annual, Annual, or Yearly, the Discharge Monitoring report
shall be submitted by the 25™ of the month following the monitoring period end date.

MONTHLY:
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is defined as a calendar month or any portion of a calendar month for monitoring requirement
frequency of once/month or more frequently.

QUARTERLY:

(1) is defined as a fixed calendar quarter or any part of the fixed calendar quarter for a
non-seasonal effluent characteristic with a measurement frequency of once/quarter. Fixed
calendar quarters are: January through March, April through June, July through September, and
October through December; or _

(2) is defined as a fixed three month period {or any part of the fixed three month period)
of or dependent upon the seasons specified in the permit for a seasonal effluent characteristic
with a monitoring requirement frequency of once/quarter that does not does not coincide with the
fixed calendar quarter. Seasonal calendar quarters May through July, August through October,
November through January, and February through April.

SEMI-ANNUAL:

is defined as the fixed time periods January through June, and July through December (or any
portion thereof) for an effluent characteristic with a measurement frequency of once/6 months or
twice/year.

ANNUAL or YEARLY:

is defined as a fixed calendar year or any portion of the fixed calendar year for an effluent
characteristic or parameter with a measurement frequency of once/year. A calendar year is
January through December, or any portion thereof.
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Final Fact Sheet

for renewal of NPDES Permit Number AR0037907 to discharge to Waters of the State

1.

PERMITTING AUTHORITY.

The issuing office is:

Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality
8001 National Drive

Post Office Box 8913

Little Rock, Arkansas 72219-8913
APPLICANT.

The applicant is:

City Water and Light of Jonesboro-West Plant
P.O. Box 1289

Jonesboro, AR 72403

PREPARED BY.

The permit was prepared by:

Alison House
NPDES Branch, Water Division

DATE PREPARED.

The final permit was prepared on 01/18/2005.
PREVIOUS PERMIT ACTIVITY.
Effective Date: 8/1/1999

Modification Date:  N/A
Expiration Date: 07/31/2004

The permittee submitted a permit renewal application on 02/27/2004. 1t is proposed that
the current NPDES permit be reissued for a 5-year term in accordance with regulations

promulgated at 40 CEFR Part 122.46(a).
RECEIVING STREAM SEGMENT AND DISCHARGE LOCATION.

The outfall is located at the following coordinates:
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Latitude: 35° 51° 22" Longitude: 90° 44’ 55”

The receiving waters named:

unnamed tributary of Big Creek, thence to Big Creek, thence to Bayou DeView, thence to
the Cache River, thence to the White River in Segment 4B of the White River Basin. The
receiving stream is a Water of the State classified for primary contact recreation, raw
water source for public, industrial, and agricultural water supplies, propagation of
desirable species of fish and other aquatic life, and other compatible uses.

a. 303d List and Endangered Species Considerations

1. 303d List

The receiving stream is not listed on the 303d list. Therefore no permit action is
needed.

il. Endangered Species:
No comments were received from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USF&WS).
Therefore no permit action is needed. The drafted permit and Fact Sheet were sent
to the USF&WS for their review.

OUTFALL AND TREATMENT PROCESS DESCRIPTION.

The following is a description of the facility described in the application:

a. Design Flow: 3.0 MGD

b. Type of treatment: primary sedimentation, first and second stage trickling filters,
secondary sedimentation, chlorination, dechlorination, and re-aeration.

C. Discharge Description: treated municipal wastewater

A quantitative and qualitative description of the discharge described in the NPDES
Permit Application Forms received are available for review.

INDUSTRIAL WASTEWATER CONTRIBUTIONS.
a. INDUSTRIAL USERS

This facility receives significant industrial process wastewater. Based on the
applicant’s effluent compliance history and the type of industrial contributions,
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standard Pretreatment Program implementation conditions are deemed
appropriate at this time.

The permittee’s second POTW (AR0043401) is used as the “tracking” permit for
pretreatment requirements and covers both POTWs, therefore, the requirement to
re-evaluate the Maximum Allowable Headworks Loadings (MAHL) or
certification that the permittee’s Techically Based Local Limits (TBLL) are
adequate will not be included.

9. SEWAGE SLUDGE PRACTICES.

Sludge is treated by the following: gravity thickening, lime stabilization and dewatering.
It is then land applied at the following location:

Section 11, Township 14 North, Range 3 East; 70+/- total acres with 51.3 available acres;
Crop grown: bermuda grass.

10.  PERMIT CONDITIONS.

The Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality has made a determination to issue a
permit for the discharge described in the application. Permit requirements are based on
NPDES regulations (40 CFR Parts 122, 124, and Subchapter N), the National
Pretreatment Regulations in 40 CFR 403 and regulations promulgated pursuant to the
Arkansas Water and Air Pollution Control Act (Act 472 of 1949, as amended, Ark. Code
Ann. 8-4-101 et. seq.).

a. Final Effluent Limitations

Outfall 001- treated municipal wastewater

i. Conventional and/or Toxic Pollutants

Effluent Characteristics = . Discharge Limitations Monitoring Requirements
Mass Concentration :
(lbs/day, unless (mg/L, unless Frequency Sample Type
- otherwise otherwise specified)
. Specified) : '
Monthly Avg. | Monthly 7-Day
e . Avg. Avg,
Flow N/A Report Report once/day totalizing meter
gij);eﬁd(ggizl?io(cciggg ;; 375 15 23 three/week 6-hr composite
Total Suspended Solids (TSS) 501 20 30 three/week 6-hr composite
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Effluent Characteristics Discharge Limitations - Monitoring Rég’ljifértiéhts'
: . o Mass » Concentration : :
' (Ibs/day, unless (mg/l, unless - Frequency Sample Type
otherwise ~ otherwise specified)
specified) : ]
Monthly Avg. | Monthly 7-Day
Ammonia Nitrogen (NH3-N) 100 4 6 three/week 6-hr composite
Dissolved Oxygen N/A 5.0 (Inst. Min.) three/week grab
Fecal Coliform Bacteria (FCB) (colonies/100ml)
(Apr-Sept) N/A 200 400 three/week grab
(Oct-Mar) N/A 1000 2000 three/week grab
Total Residual Chlorine (TRC) N/A <0.1 mg/I (Inst, Max.) three/week grab
Minimum | Maximum
pH N/A 60su. | 0.0su. three/week grab
Daily Average Minimum 7-day Minimum
Whole Effluent [ethality
(7-day NOEC) 22414 not < 100% not < 100% Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Pimephales promelas (Chronic) I-day Average
Pass/Fail Lethality (7-day NOEC) TLP6C Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Pass/Fail Growth (7-day NOEC) TGP6C  Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Survival (7-day NOEC) TOP6C Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Growth (7-day NOEC) TPP6C Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Coefficient of variation TQP6C Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Ceriodaphnia dubia {Chronic) 7-day Average
Pass/Fail Lethality (7-day NOEC) TLP3B Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Pass/Fail Report. (7-day NOEC) TGP3B Report (Pass=0/Fail=1) Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Survival (7-day NOEC) TOP3B Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Reproduction(7-day NOEC) TPP3B Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
Coefficient of variation TQP3B Report % Once/quarter 24-hr composite
ii. Solids, Foam, and Free Oil: There shall be no discharge of distinctly visible solids,

scum or foam of a persistent nature, nor shall there be any formation of slime, bottom deposits or
sludge banks. No visible sheen (Sheen means an iridescent appearance on the surface of the

water).
11.

BASIS FOR PERMIT CONDITIONS.

The following is an explanation of the derivation of the conditions of the permit and the reasons
for them or, in the case of notices of intent to deny or terminate, reasons suggesting the
decisions as required under 40 CFR 124.7 (48 FR 1413, April 1, 1983).
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a. Technology-Based versus Water Quality-Based Effluent Limitations and Conditions

Following regulations promulgated at 40 CFR Part 122.44 (1) (2) (ii), the permit limits are based
on either technology-based effluent limits pursuant to 40 CFR Part 122.44 (a) or on State water
quality standards and requirements pursuant to 40 CFR Part 122.44 (d), whichever are more
stringent.

b. Technology-Based Effluent Limitations and/or Conditions

i General Comments

The permit must at least comply with 40 CFR 133 (Secondary Treatment Regulation) when
applicable.

Ammonia:

EPA has recently updated its national criteria for ammonia toxicity, which coincides with EPA
Region 6 studies which indicate that discharge of ammonia in excess of 4 mg/l at the critical
dilution increases potential of toxic effects instream. 40 CFR 122.44 (d) (1) (v) requires a WET
limit where the permitting authority does not demonstrate in the fact sheet that chemical-specific
limits are adequate to prevent an exceedance of a state narrative criterion for aquatic life
protection. Although the ADEQ does not agree, EPA concluded that the discharge of ammonia
in excess of 4 mg/l (Monthly Average) and 6 mg/l (Daily Maximum) at the instream waste
concentration are likely to cause or contribute to instream toxicity. This permit has ammonia
limits based on modeling for dissolved oxygen which are higher than the federal requirement.
ADEQ has evaluated the ammonia data for the past five (5) years, and the highest Monthly
Average reported is 2.8 mg/l, with an average Monthly Average reported of 0.5 mg/l. Therefore,
ADEQ has concluded that there is not a reasonable potential to exceed the 4 mg/l Monthly
Average requirement of EPA However; since permit limits are higher than EPA criteria of 4
mg/l, EPA has forced ADEQ to include (1) a WET limit with testing frequency of once/month
OR (2) a monthly average Ammonia concentration limit of 4 mg/l and a 7-day average Ammonia
concentration limit of 6 mg/l. Per telephone conversation between ADEQ and Permittee on
October 25, 2004, permittee requested that the option number 2 (ammonia limits of 4 mg/l
(monthly average) and 6 mg/l (daily Maximum)) to be included in the permit.

c. State Water Quality Numerical Standards Based Limitations

i Conventional and Non-Conventional Pollutants

The water quality-based limits for CBODS, TSS, and DO have been based on the current
NPDES permit, and 40 CFR Part 122.44(1). The calculation of the loadings (Ibs per day) uses a
design flow of 3.0 MGD and the following equation (See below). These limitations are
included in the updated Arkansas Water Quality Management Plan (AWQMP). Fecal coliform
bacteria and pH are based on chapter 5, Sections 2.507 and 2.504 of Regulation No. 2 as
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amended, respectively. The pH limitation has been changed from 6-9 s.u. to 6.0-9.0 s.u. to ensure
reporting accuracy.

Ibs/day = Concentration (mg/1) X Flow (MGD) X 8.34

d. Toxics Pollutants-Priority Pollutant Scan (PPS)

1. General Comments

Effluent limitations and/or conditions established in the permit are in compliance with the
Arkansas Water Quality Standards and the applicable Water Quality Management Plan.

ii. Post Third Round Policy and Strategy

Section 101 of the Clean Water Act{CWA) states that "...it is the national policy that the
discharge of toxic pollutants in toxic amounts be prohibited...". To insure that the CWA's
prohibitions on toxic discharges are met, EPA has issued a "Policy for the Development of Water
Quality-Based Permit Limitations by Toxic Pollutants"(49 FR 9016-9019,3/9/84). In support of
the national policy, Region 6 adopted the "Policy for post Third Round NPDES Permitting” and
the "Post Third Round NPDES Permit Implementation Strategy" on October 1, 1992. The
Regional policy and strategy are designed to insure that no source will be allowed to discharge
any wastewater which (1) results in instream aquatic toxicity; (2) causes a violation of an
applicable narrative or numerical State water quality standard resulting in non-conformance with
the provisions of 40 CFR Part 122.44(d); (3) results in the endangerment of a drinking water
supply; or (4) results in aquatic bioaccumulation which threatens human health.

iii. Implementation

The State of Arkansas is currently implementing EPA’s Post Third-Round Policy in conformance
with the EPA Regional strategy. The 5-year NPDES permits contain technology-based effluent
limitations reflecting the best controls available. Where these technology-based permit limits do
not protect water quality or the designated uses, or where there are no applicable technology-
based limits, additional water quality-based effluent limitations and/or conditions are included in
the NPDES permits. State narrative and numerical water quality standards from the Regulation
No. 2 are used in conjunction with EPA criteria and other available toxicity information to
determine the adequacy of technology-based permit limits and the need for additional water
quality-based controls.

iv. Priority Pollutant Scan

In accordance with the regional policy ADEQ has reviewed and evaluated the effluent
in evaluating the potential toxicity of each analyzed pollutant:
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(a) The results were evaluated and compared to EPA’s Minimum Quantification Levels
(MQLs) to determine the potential presence of a respective toxic pollutant. Those
pollutants which are greater than or equal to the MQLs are determined to be
reasonably present in the effluent and an evaluation of their potential toxicity is
necessary.

(b) Those pollutants with one datum shown as "non-detect” (ND), providing the level of
detection is equal to or lower than MQL are determined to be not potentially present
in the effluent and eliminated from further evaluation.

(c) Those pollutants with a detectable value even if below the MQL are determined to be

reasonably present in the effluent and an evaluation of their potential toxicity is
necessary.

(d) For those pollutants with multiple data values and all values are determined to be
non-detect, therefore no further evaluation is necessary. However, where data set
includes some detectable concentrations and some values as NI, one-half of the
detection level is used for those values below the level of detection to calculate the
geometric mean of the data set.

The concentration of each pollutant after mixing with the receiving stream was compared to the
applicable water quality standards as established in the Arkansas Water Quality Standards, Reg.
No. 2 and with the aquatic toxicity, human health, and drinking water criteria obtained from the
"Quality Criteria for Water, 1986 (Gold Book)". The following expression was used to calculate
the pollutant instream waste concentration (IWC):

IWC = ((C. X Q) + (G X Q)(Q. + Q)

where:

wC = instream concentration of pollutant after mixing with receiving stream (u.g/1)
C. =  pollutant concentration in effluent (zg/1)

Q. = effluent flow of facility (cfs)

C, =  background concentration of pollutant in receiving stream (ug/l)

Q, =  background flow of receiving stream (cfs)

The following values were used in the IWC calculations:

C. = varies with pollutant. A single value from the Priority Pollutant Screen (PPS)
submitted by the permittee as part of the NPDES permit application or the
geometric mean of a group of data points(less than 20 data points) is multiplied by
a factor of 2.13. This factor 1s based on EPA's Region VI procedure (See
attachment IV of Continuing Planning Process(CPP)) to extrapolate limited data
sets to better evaluate the potential toxicity for higher effluent concentrations to
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exceed water quality standards. This procedure employs a statistical approach
which yields an estimate of a selected upper percentile value(the 95th percentile)
of an effluent data set which would be expected to exceed 95% of eftluent
concentrations in a discharge. If 20 or more data points during the last two years
are available, do not multiply by 2.13, but instead use the maximum reported

values.
Q. = 3.0MGD=4.64cfs
C, = Opgh
Q = (See below):

(e) Agquatic Toxicity

Chronic Toxicity: Flow = 0 cfs, for comparison with chronic aquatic toxicity.
This flow is 67 percent of the 7-day, 10-year low-flow (7Q10) for the receiving
stream. The 7Q10 of O cfs is based on "Identification and Classification of
Perennial Stream of Arkansas”, Arkansas Geological Commission Map.

Acute Toxicity: Flow = 0 cfs, for comparison with acute aquatic toxicity. This
flow is 33 percent of the 7Q10 for the receiving stream.

(f) Bioaccumulation

Flow = 0 cfs, for comparison with bioaccumulation criteria. This flow is the long
term average (LTA) of the receiving stream which is based on the "Identification and
Classification of Perennial Stream of Arkansas”, Arkansas Geological Commission
Map.

(g) Drinking Water

Flow = 0 cfs, for comparison with drinking water criteria. This flow is the 7Q10 for
the receiving stream.

The following values were used to determine limits for the pollutants:
Hardness = 81 mg/l, based on attachment VI of CPP.

pH =7.26 s.u., based on compliance data from "Arkansas Water Quality Inventory
Report"305(b).

V. Water Quality Standards for Metals and Cyanide
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Standards for Chromium (VI), Mercury, Selenium, and Cyanide are expressed as a function of

the pollutant's water-effect ratio (WER), while standards for cadmium, chromium (III), copper,
lead, nickel, silver, and zinc are expressed as a function of the pollutant's water-effect ratio, and
as a function of hardness.

The Water-effect ratio (WER) is assigned a value of 1.0 unless scientifically defensible study
clearly demonstrates that a value less than 1.0 is necessary or a value greater than 1.0 is
sufficient to fully protect the designated uses of the receiving stream from the toxic effects of the
pollutant.

The WER approach compares bioavailability and toxicity of a specific pollutant in receiving
water and in laboratory test water. It involves running toxicity tests for at least two species,
measuring LC50 for the pollutant using the local receiving water collected from the site where
the criterion is being implemented, and laboratory toxicity testing water made comparable to the
site water in terms of chemical hardness. The ratio between site water and lab water LC50 is
used to adjust the national acute and chronic criteria to site specific values.

vi. Conversion of Dissolved Metals Criteria for Aquatic Life to Total
Recoverable Metal

Metals criteria established in Regulation No. 2 for aquatic life protection are based on dissolved
metals concentrations and hardness values (See Page 6 of Attachment 1). However, Federal
Regulations cited at 40 CFR 122.45(c) require that effluent limitations for metals in NPDES
permits be expressed as total recoverable (See Pages 1 and 6 of Attachment 1). Therefore a
dissolved to the total recoverable metal conversion must be implemented. This involves
determining a linear partition coefficient for the metal of concern and using this coefficient to
determine the fraction of metal dissolved, so that the dissolved metal ambient critcria may be
translated to a total effluent limit. The formula for converting dissolved metals to total
recoverable metals for streams and lakes are provided in Attachment 2 and Region 6
Implementation Guidance for Arkansas Water Quality Standards promulgated at 40 CFR
131.36.

vii.  Results of the comparison of the submitted information with the appropriate
water quality standards and criteria

The following pollutants were determined to be present in the effluent for each pollutant as
reported by the permittee.

- |Concentration Reported, g/t~ [MQL, pg/l
Copper, Total Recov. 8.36 = ((15X13X5X5)"1/4) 10
Zinc, Total Recov. 39 20

EAfinaNAR0037907
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ADEQ has determined from the information submitted by the permittee that there is no
reasonable potential for the discharge to cause an instream excursion above the acute and/or
chronic numeric standards as specified in the Arkansas Water Quality Standards, Reg. No. 2
and/or criteria (Gold Book) (See Attachment 1.)

e. Total Residual Chlorine (TRC) Requirements

No measurable which is defined as <0.1 mg/l is continued from the previous permit.

f. Final Limitations

The following effluent limitations or "report" requirements were placed in the permit based

on the more stringent of the technology-based, water quality-based or previous NPDES
permit limitations:

CBODS5

TSS 20 30 30 45 20 30 20 30
NH3-N

(May-QOct) 7 11 4 6 7 11 4 6
(Nov-Apr) 10 15 4 6 10 15 4 6
DO (inst. Min) 5.0 N/A 5.0 5.0
FCB (col/100ml)

(Apr-Sept) 200 400 N/A N/A 200 400 200 400
(Oct-Mar) 1000 2000 N/A N/A 1000 2000 1000 2000
TRC (Inst. Max) <0.1 mg/l N/A <0.1 mg/l <0.1 mg/l
pH 6.0-9.0 s.u. 6.0-9.0 s.u. 6-9 s.u. 6.0-9.0 s.u.

EnfinaNARDO37907
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g. Biomonitoring

A.

E:\fina\ARO037907

Post Third Round Policy and Strategy

Section 101(a)(3) of the Clean Water Act states that "......it is the national policy
that the discharge of toxic pollutants in toxic amounts be prohibited......" To
ensure that the CWA's prohibitions for toxics are met, EPA has issued a "Policy
for the Development of Water Quality-Based Permit Limitations for Toxic
Pollutants (49 ER 9016-9019, 3/9/84)." In support of the national policy, Region
6 adopted the "Policy for Post Third Round NPDES Permitting” and the "Post
Third Round NPDES Permit Implementation Strategy” on October 1, 1992. In
addition, ADEQ is required under 40 CER Part 122.44(d)(1), adopted by
reference in Regulation 6, to include conditions as necessary to achieve water

quality standards as established under Section 303 of the Clean Water Act.

The Regional policy and strategy are designed to ensure that no source will be
allowed to discharge any wastewater which (1) results in instream aquatic
toxicity; (2) causes a violation of an applicable narrative or numerical State Water
Quality Standard (WQS) resulting in non-conformance with the provisions of 40
CFR Part 122.44(d); (3) results in the endangerment of a drinking water supply;
or (4) results in aquatic bioaccumulation which threatens human health.

Whole effluent toxicity (WET) testing has been establishing for assessing and
protecting against impacts upon water quality and designated used caused by the
aggregate toxic effect of the discharge of pollutants. The stipulated test species,
which are appropriate to measure whole effluent toxicity, are consistent with the
requirements of the State Water Quality Standards. The biomonitoring frequency
has been established to reflect the likelihood of ambient toxicity and to provide
data representative of the toxic potential of the facility's discharge, in accordance
with the regulations promulgated at 40 CFR Part 122.48.

Implementation

Arkansas has established a narrative water quality standard under the authority of
Section 303 of the:CWA which states "toxic materials shall not be present in
receiving waters in such quantities as to be toxic to human, animal, plant or
aquatic life or to interfere with the normal propagation, growth and survival of
aquatic biota."

Whole effluent toxicity testing conducted by the permittee has shown potential
ambient toxicity to be the result of the permittee's discharge to receiving stream or
water body, at.the appropriate instream critical dilution. Pursuant to 40 CER
122.44(d)(1)(v), ADEQ has determined from the permittee's self reporting that the
discharge from this facility does have the reasonable potential to cause, or
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contribute to an instream excursion above the narrative standard within the
applicable State Water Quality Standards, in violation of Section 101(a)(3) of the
Clean Water Act.  Therefore, the draft permit must establish both monthly
average and 7-day minimum effluent limitations for lethality following
Regulations promulgated by 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1)(v). These effluent limitations
for lethality (7-day NOEC) are continued from the previous permit.

Biomonitoring of the effluent is thereby required as a condition of this permit to
assess potential toxicity. The biomonitoring procedures stipulated as a condition
of this permit are as follows:

TOXICITY TESTS FREQUENCY
Chronic Biomonitoring Once/quarter

Since 7Q10 is less than 100 cfs (ft3/sec) and dilution ratio is less than 100:1,
chronic biomonitoring requirements will be included in the permit.

The calculations for dilution used for chronic biomonitoring are as follows:
Critical dilution (CD) = (Qd/(Qd + Qb)) X 100

Qd = Design flow = 3.0 MGD = 4.64 cfs
7Q10=0 Cfs

Qb = Background flow = (0.67) X 7Q10 = 0 cfs
CD = (4.64) / (4.64+ 0) X 100 = 100%

A minimum of five effluent dilutions in addition to an appropriate control (0%)
are to be used in the toxicity tests. These additional effluent concentrations are
32%, 42%, 56%, 75%, and 100%. The low-flow effluent concentration (critical
dilution) is defined as 100% effluent based cnr a 0 cfs 7Q10 flow of the receiving
streain.

Results of all dilutions as well as the associated chemical monitoring of pH,
temperature, hardness, dissolved oxygen conductivity, and alkalinity shall be
reported according to EPA/600/4-85/001 and shall be submitted as an attachment
to the Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR).

Administrative Records

See Attachment 5 of the Fact Sheet.
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h. Sample Type and Sampling Frequency

Requirements for sample type and sampling frequency have been based on the current
NPDES permit.

i. Changes from the previously issued permit

1. Parts I, III, and IV have been revised.

2. Facility mailing address has changed.

3. Facility location description has changed.

4. pH limitations have changed from 6-9 s.u. to 6.0-9.0 s.u.

5. WET testing requirements have changed.

6. Receiving stream description has been expanded.

7. Pretreatment requirements in Part III (influent/effluent monitoring) were revised.

8. Ammonia limits have been changed.

9. The permittee is now allowed to take the flow measurement prior to the disinfection unit.
The need for this change was brought to ADEQ’s attention during the comment period and
referred to recent inspections performed by ADEQ personnel.

j.- Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan Requirements

Storm water pollution prevention plan requirements are included based on Storm water General
Permit ARROOO000 which requires SWPPP for POTW's with discharges greater than 1.0 MGD.
However; in lieu of storm water pollution prevention plan requirements the permittec may
submit “No exposure certification for exclusion from NPDES Storm water * to the Department
during the public comment period and storm water pollution prevention plan requirements will
be deleted in the final permit.

12.  SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE.
Compliance with final effluent limitations is required by the following schedule:
13.  OPERATION AND MONITORING.
The applicant is at all times required to properly operate and maintain the treatment
facility; to monitor the discharge on a regular basis; and report the results monthly. The
monitoring results will be available to the public.
14. SOURCES.
The following sources were used to draft the permit:
a. NPDES application No. AR0037907 received 02/27/2004.
b. Arkansas Water Quality Management Plan(WQMP).

E:\finahAR0037907
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Regulation No. 2.

Regulation No. 6.

40 CFRs 122, 125, 133 and 403.

NPDES permit file AR0O 37907.

Discharge Monitoring Reports (DMRs).

"Arkansas Water Quality Inventory Report 2000 (305B)", ADEQ.

"Identification and Classification of Perennial Streams of Arkansas”, Arkansas
Geological Commission.

Continuing Planning Process (CPP).

. Technical Support Document For Water Quality-based Toxic Control.

Region 6 Implementation Guidance for Arkansas Water Quality Standards promulgated
at 40 CFR 131.36.

EPA letter dated September 10, 2004

Letter dated October 25, 2004.

Telephone conversation between ADEQ (Mo Shafii) and permittee (Myra Taylor) dated
October 25, 2004.

NPDES POINT OF CONTACT.
For additional information, contact:

Alison House

NPDES Branch, Water Division

Arkansas Department of Environmental Quality
8001 National Drive

Post Office Box 8913

Little Rock, Arkansas 72219-8913

Telephone: (501) 682-0622

E:Afinal\AR0037907



Permit No.AR0037907

a Attachment 1

EAfinalAR0O037907



Permit No.AR0037907

Attachment 2

Linear Partition Coefficients for Priority Metals in Streams and Lakes*

STREAMS LAKES
METAL
Kpo a Kpo a
Arsenic 0.48 X 10° -0.73 0.48 X 10° -0.73
Cadmium 400X 10° -1.13 352X 10° -0.92
Chromium** 3.36 X 10° -0.93 217X 10° -0.27
Copper 1.04 X 10° -0.74 2.85 X 10° -0.9
Lead*#* 2.80 X 10° -0.8 2.04 X 10° -0.53
Mercury 2.90 X 10° -1.14 1.97 X 10° -1.17
Nickel 0.49 X 10° -0.57 221X 10° -0.76
Silvepiis 2.40 X 10° -1.03 2.40 X 10° -1.03
Zinc 125X 10° -0.7 334X 10° -0.68
Kp = Kpo X TSS*

Kp = Linear Partition Coefficient

TSS = Total Suspended Solids (mg/1)-(See Attachment 3)
Kpo = found from table

a =found from table

C/Ct=1/(1+ (Kp X TSS X 10%) C/Ct = Fraction of Metal Dissolved

* Delos, C. G., W. L. Richardson, J. V. DePinto, R. B., Ambrose, P. W. Rogers, K.
Rygwelski, J. P. St. John, W. J. Shaughnessey, T. A. Faha, W. N. Christie. Technical
Guidance for Performing Waste Load Allocations, Book II: Streams and Rivers. Chapter
3:Toxic Substances, for the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency.(EPA-440/4-84-022).

wE Linear partition coefficient shall not apply to the Chromium VI numerical
criterion. The approved analytical method for Chromium VI measures only the dissolved
form. Therefore permit limits for Chromium VI shall be expressed in the dissolved form.
See 40 CFR 122.45(c){3).

*#k  Reference page 18 of EPA memo dated March 3, 1992, from Margaret J.
Stasikowski(WH-586) to Water management Division Directors, Region I-1X.

#kkk  Texas Environmental Advisory Council, 1994

E\finalAR0037907
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Attachment 3

TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS(15th PERCENTILE) BY RECEIVING STREAM AND
ECOREGION

For direct discharges to the Arkansas, Red, Ouachita, White, and St. Francis Rivers use the
following mean values:

TSS(15th percentile)
‘Receiving Stream. o0 STSS | Unit
Arkansas River:
Ft. Smith to Dardanelle Dam 12.0 mg/1
Dardanelle Dam to Terry L&D 10.5 mg/l
Terry L&D to L&D #5 8.3 mg/l
L&D #5 to Mouth 9.0 mg/l
Red River : 33 mg/1
Ouachita River:
above Caddo River 2.0 mg/l
below Caddo River 5.5 meg/l
White River:
above Beaver Lake 2.5 mg/l
7 Bull Shoals to Black River 3.3 mg/l
: Black River to Mouth 18.5 mg/l
: St. Francis River 18 mg/l

For all other discharges use the following ecoregion TSS:

TSS (15th percentile)
Ecoregion ol | TSS Unit
O.u.a.chita | | .2 mg/'l
Gulf Coastal 55 mg/1
Delta 8 mg/l
Ozark Highlands 2.5 mg/l
Boston Mountains 1.3 mg/!
Arkansas River Valley 3 mg/l

E:\finahAR0037907
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Attachment 4

Calculations/biomonitoring
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Pretreatment Attachments

(get package from Cabinet if necessary)
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%ﬁa _ PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET
£

(FRONT)

STREAMNAVE g N B JLoeaTon 707 33 L teidln o

o TME_J\ OO AM™M

STATION#J¢ ¢~ 1 U RIVERMILE_____ | STREAM CLASS

MAP DATUM: Zane: RIVER BASIN

UTM: Easting Northing _____ AGENCY

INVESTIGATORS {508 4 F§is -yjrfz..,

FORM COMPLETED BY ’ | DATE_Jp -Bopt - 0% REASON FOR SURVEY

WEATHER Now Past 24 Hag there téeyx a heavy rain in the last 7 days?
CONDITIONS ) Houts 3 Yes No
] storm (heavy rain) )
a ain (steady rain) a Air Temperatare _____°C
[} showers {intermiltent) a
% 3 Y%¢eloud cover a Yo Other,
13/ clear/sunny Ii;k:
SITE LOCATION/MAP Draw a map of the site and indicate:the areas sampled (or attach a photegraph)
Flow: /f { <
Tape - / ’} { 3 H
Reading Section Z f ey v &
fromr [ Depthy | Length | Yelocity £ H . ( Y
LyRe | @y | () | (0 ; l,é;c‘"’ 7 o a b
: - [ (e
g
. - v
3&<V L) ;/
N i 7
Pol /7
?/\.: ,7‘ : l.. / ; ) &(‘/}/l a/
AV
Y / ~F
/ £ /’
{ :
-
A
(o1
P/
i oLy
| /
L/
s
i /
\i.‘ f / s
NI / ,
e 3 FR—
T e Wy L 22
- - &
STREAM i Styeam Subsystem Stream Type )
CHARACTERIZATION m/}fcrcnnial 3 Intermitient O Tidal O Coldwater TkWarmwater
Steeawn Origin Catcment Area___________ ko’
;ﬁlacial O Spring-fed
Non-glacial montane 1 Mixture of origins
01 Swaiap and bog - O Other

Rapid Bioassessment Profocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic

Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition ~ Form 1



PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

(BACK)

WATERSHED Predominant Surrounding Landuse Loca) Watcrshed

FEATURES [ Forest O Commercial I No evidence  £¥ Some potential sources
O Bield/Pasture 3 Industrial 1 Qbvious sources

LAgrlcultural 0 Other
{3 Residential Lacal Watershed Erosfon .
03 None oderate (0 Heavy
RI?ARIAN Indicate the dominang ty)we and recard the dominant species present
Xg%i;‘;’:{i%t‘) C}‘f Tees £15hrubs O Grasses (1 Herbaceous
T
deminant species present __\CQD A S ceartihirin ',*/U Sy, a U e~

INSTREAM Estimated Reacl Length 240 m ' Canopy Cover

FEATURES . O Partly open m{anly shaded  (J Shaded
Estimated Stream Width (2)’2 m

High Water Mark 3w
Sampling Reach Area m

Proportion of Reach Represented by Stream
Aren in km? (m*x1000) km? Morphology Types

QRiffle___ % ORun____ %
Estimated Stream Depth _}_ m Poolino %
Surface Velocity m/sec Chaunclized Citfes I No
(at thalweg) -

Dam Present 0 Yos FNo

LARGEWOODY | LwDp <2

DEBRIS Density of LWD m/km® (LWD/reach area)

AQUATIC Indicate the dominant type and record the dominant specics pyesent

VEGETATION 0 Rooted emergent O Rooted submergent O Rooted Floating O3 Free floating
1 Floating Algae O Attaclied Algae
Dominant species present //Z/ BAR-

Partion of the reach with aquatic vegetation /9/%

WATER QUALITY | Temperatured 0.} °C Water Odors
Ny Nowmmal/None (1 Sewage
Specific Conductance "% (o, 7 woren O Petroleum {1 Chemical a&\
(. [ g 1 Fishy 0 Other _M AV r—--

Dissolved Oxygen Aloa i
Water Surface Qils

pll SO OSlick [ Sheen 1Globs £ Flecks
SFNone 0 Other

Turbidity

) Turbidity (éf}ot measured)

WQ Lustrument Used My oA A- D Clear  &FSlightly twbid O Tusbid
O Opague 3 Stained 0 Other

SEDIMENT/ Odors Deposils .

SUBSTRATE J Normal O Sewage 3 Petroleuim O Sludge 0 Sawdust (O Paper fiber (7 Sand
3 Chemical O Anacrobic @ None T Relict shells 1 Other R
a3 Other

Looking at stoncs which are not deeply
Oils embedded, are the undersides btack in color?
SR Absent DO Slight O Moderate I Profuse I Yes J No
INORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS ORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS
{should add up to 100%) (docs not necessarily add up to 100%)
Substrate , R Y% Composition in Snbstrate . g % Cowmposition in
Type Diametec Sampling Reach Type Characteristic Sampling Area
Bedrock Sticks, wood, coarse plant
g\ . q .~ §
Boulder > 256 mm (l On) Detritus malcr(als (CPOM) < ('3’/)‘
Cabble 64-256 mm (2.5 - 10" Black, very finc organic
Muck-Mud iy a/.

Gravel 2-64 mm (0.1” - 2.5") (FPOM) /”3 D /)

Sand 0.06 - 2mm {gritty} Grey, shell fragments

Sil 0.004-0.06 nin T Mart

Clay <0.004 mm (slick) i O

A-6
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F% i HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET — LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (FRONT)

|

ll

I

STREAM NAME 120,00 Walhita/ LOCATION (gl fler D96 Brdlee. (A4 220 t]
STATION4_RLV' D - RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS ' ’ 7
LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # ) AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS T, 797, P51,
FORM COMPLETED BY i ’ DATE 16 -Au s % REASON FOR SURVEY
DO MNOLL TIME 20 O A5 ™M UAA
Habitat Condition Category
Parameter Optimal Suboptimal Marginal Poor
1. Epifaunal Greater than 50% of 30-{50% mix of ;table 10'30% mix. of stable Less than 10% stab}e
S.u bstrate/ supstratc favom.blc.for habitat; well-suited for hab}tat;. }}abntat {\ablta.t; lack of habitat
Available Cover epifaunal colonization | full colonization availability less than is obvious; substrate
! and fish cover; mix of potential; adequate desirable; substrate unstable or lacking
snags, submerged logs, | habitat for maintenance | frequently disturbed or
undercut banks, cobble | of populations; removed.
or other stable habitat presence of additional
and at stage to allow substrate in the form of
full colonization newfall, but not yet
potential (i.c., prepared for
logsfsnags that are pot | colonization {(may rate
new fail and not at high end of scale)
transient) Jran
'S | SCORE l\ 20 19 18 17 16 5 14 13 12011 ) 109 8§ 7 6 54 3 2 1
i 2. Pool Substrate Mixture of substrate Mixture.of soft sand, All mud or clay or sand | Hard-pan clay or
= Characterization materials, with gravel mud, or ¢lay; mud may | bottom; little or no root | bedrock; no root nat or
= and firm sand be dominant; some root | mat; no submerged vegetation
g prevalent; roof mats and | mats and submerged vegetation.
a submerged vegetation vegetation present,
2 - common P
§ [Score 4 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10[9)8 7 6 54 3 2 1
’§ 3. Pool Variability | Even mix of large- Majority of pools large- | Shatlow pools much Majority of pools
» shaflow, large-deep, deep; very few shallow. | more prevalent than small-shallow or pools
2 smali-shatfow, smalf- deep pools. absent
£ deep pools present
5 SCORE |\ 20 1918 17 16 [5 14 13 120112 109 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
g | 4. Sediment Little or no enlargement | Some new increase in Moderate deposition of | Heavy deposits of fine
® | Depogsition of istands or point bars | bar formation, mostly new gravel, sand or fine | material, increased bar
& and less than <20% of from gravel, sand or sediment on old and development; more
the bottom affected by | fine sediment; 20-50% | new bars; 50-80% of than §0% of the bottom
sediment deposition. of the bottom affected; | the bottom affected; changing frequently;
slight deposition in sediment deposils at pools alinost absent due
pools. obstructions, to substantial seciment
constrictions, aud deposition,
bends; moderate
deposition of pools
o~ prevalent.
SCORE |~ 20 19 18 17 16 1514 13712 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 )
S. Channel Flow Water reaches base of Water (ills >75% of the | Waler fills 25-27% of Very little water in
Status both lower banks, and available channel; or .~ ~théf{ivailablc channel, channel and mostly
munimal amount of <25% of channel “and/or riffle substrates present as standing
channcel substrate is substrate is exposed. are mostly exposed. pools,
exposed.
SCORE V'S 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 (13012 11 10 9 8 7 6 S 43 7 1

HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET - LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (BACK)

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition —~Form 3




Parameters to be evaluated broader than sampling reach

Habitat Paramcter

Condition Cafegory

Optimal

Suboptimai

Marginai

Poor

G. Channgl Alteration

Channelization or
dredging absent or
mintmal; slream with
nornal paltern

Some channelizafion present,

usually in areas of bridge
abutments; evidence of past

channelization, i.c., dredging,
{reater than past 20 yr) may

Channelization may be
cxtensive; cmbanknients
or shoring structures
present on both banks;
and 40 to 80% of stream

Banks shored with
gabion or canent; over
80% of the strcam seach
channelized and
disrupted. Instrcam

be present, but recent reach channcfized and lablitat greatly altered or

chanunelization is niot present. disrupted. removed entircly.
SCORE |\ 1 20 19 18 17 16 1S 14 13 12 11 w9 8 71 6 5 4 3 2 |
7. Channe] Sinuostty | The bends in the stream The bends in (he stream The bends in the siream Channel straight;

increase the stréam length
3 to 4 times fonger than if
it was in a straighit line.
(Note - channel braiding
is considercd normat in
coastal plains and other
low-lying arcas. This
parameter is not easlly
rated in these areas.)

increase the stream length 116
2 fimes fonger than if it was in

a straight fine.

increase the stream length
1 to 2 times fonger than if
it was in a straight Jine.

watcrway lias beens
channelized for along
distance.

L . AN
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 1312 11 1090 8 7 6 5 () 2
8. Bauk Stability Banks stable; evidence of | Moderately stable; ini‘requem, Moderately unstable; 30- Unstable; many croded
erosion or bank failure small areas of erosion mostly 60% of bank in reach has | areas; “raw" arcas

{score cach bank)

absent or minimal; Jittle
potential for futare

licaled over. 5-30% of bank in

reach has areas of erosion.

areas of crosion; high
erosion potential during

frequent along straiglt
scctions and bends;

problems <5% of bank floods. obvious bank slonghing;
affected. 60-100% of bank has
crosional scars,
SCORE_(, (LB) | LeftBank 10 9 8 7 (&) 5 4 3 2 1
Score__(, (®B) | Right Bank 10 9 8 7 (é\) 5 4 3 2 1 0
9. Vegetative More than 90% of the 70-90% of the streambank 50-70% of the streaimbank | Less than 50% of the

Protection (scorc each
bank)

streambank surfaces and
immediate riparian zone
covered by native
vegetation, including
trees, understory shrubs,
or nonwoody
macrophytes; vegetative
disruption through grazing
or mowing minimal or not
cevident; almost all plants
aflowed or grow natusally.

surfaces covered by native
vegetation, but one class of

plants isrnot well-represented;

disraption evident but not
affecting full plant growth

potential to any great extent;

more than one-half of the

potential plant stubble height

remaining.

surfaces covered by
vegetation; disruption
obvious; patches of bare
soil or closely cropped
vegetation common; less
than one-half of the
potentiaf plant stubble
height remaining,.

streambank surfaces
covered by vegetation;
disruption of strecam
bank vegetation i very
high; vegetation has
been removed to 5
centimeters of less in
average stubble heigld.

SCORE_2 (D) | Left Bank 0 9 8§ 71 6 s 4 3 (2 1 o
SCORE_2- (RB) | Right Bank 109 8 7 6 5 4 3 ey o 0
10. Riparian Width of riparian zone Width of riparian zone 12-18 Width of riparian zone 6- | Width of riparian zone
Vegetative Zone >18 meters; human meters; human activities have 12 metees; human <6 incters; litile or no

Width (score cach
bank riparian zouc)

activitics {i.c., parking
lots, roadheds, clear-cuts,
Tawns, or crops) bave not
impacted zone.

impacted zone only minimally.

activitics have impacted
zone a great deal

riparian vegetation due
to human activities. «

SCORE_© (LB) | Left Bank 10 9 8 1 6 3 4 3 I 0
SCORE_Y_ (RB) | Right Bank 10 9 & 1 6 5 4 3 1 0

Total Score

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Mucroinveriebrates, and Fish, Second Edition —Form 3




=n FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

page ___of
o ) ,
STREAMNAME /¢ ( a1/ LOCATION ;A
STATION #_ 502V~ STREAMCLASS ’
LAT LONG REVER BASIN
STORET # ' AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS ~ 2¢% YRIE T
FORMCOMPLETEDBY : DATE REASON FOR SURVEY
TIME
' SAMPLE How wero the fish captured? d back pack { tote barge O other
COLLECTION o
Block nets nsed? BliYes 0 No
/
S;lmpling Duration Start Time End Time Duration
Stream width (in meters) : Max Mean
HABITAT TYPES Indieate the percentage of each habifat type present \
ORiffles__ &/ % a Po\ols AR 0 Runs_f;’_,._~ OJ Snags ___Z____%
(7 Submerged Macrophytes = % {1 Other { ) %
GENERAL
COMMENTS
A SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL:LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ' ___ANOMALIES
Mol (COUNT) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) p E F L he S T yA
o e -

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form |
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SRE]

e

M

ANOMALIES

D

LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g)

OPTIONAL

(25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE)

TOTAL
(COUNT)

SPECIES

P

Z=other

iated;

: S=emaci

165,

M=multiple DELT anomali

; L=lesions

F=fungus

fing

E=¢roded

>

ties

=deform

D

ANOMALY CODES

Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets ~ Form |

Appendix A-4




%‘%’,% FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

page ___of _____
STREAMNAME 123 <y S LOCATION  “F o v =
1 STATION §_B2 Y - | RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
. LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET ¥ B AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS 75172 fimer /g / 0.0 .
FORM COMPLETED BY " ’ DATE__ ¥/ # REASON FOR SURVEY
NSV N TIME __//25¢_ /AM.PM
' ' SAMPLE How were the fish captared? EJ back pack O tote barge {3 other
COLLECTION
Block nets used? B Yes O No
: S:'lmpling Duration Start Time End Time Duration -
B Stream width (in metevs) . Max Mean
: HABITAT TYPES Indicate the percentage of cach habitat type present ,
) DRiffles & % O Pools _/#0% ‘0 Runs &/ OSnags ./ %
(J Submerged Macrophytes 72 % 3 Other { ) %
GENERAL
COMMENTS
SPECIES TOTAL OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)}/WEIGHT (g) ) ] ANOMALIES
ol {COUNT) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E ¥ L M E] T Z
e & - T ” 2 rt T " =i v o e
‘{ 23 §l b ,.4"'7?(»\'},

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition— Form 1



SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGYH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES
(COUNT) | (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E F } L M S L
2] ’; 3

ANOMALY CODES: D=deformities; E=croded fins; F=fungus; L=fesions; M=multiple DELT anomalies; S=emaciatad; Z=other

; Appendix A-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets — Form |
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FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

page ___of
7
STREAMNAME iy LOCATION
STATION §_(% YD~ 2 RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # ' AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS '
FORM COMPLETED B REASON FOR SURVEY
aw
SAMPLE How were the fish captured? p back pack [ tote barge (O other
COLLECTION
Dlock nels used? Yes {JNo
Sémpling Duration Start Time EndTime,_____ Duration
Stream width {In meters) Max Mean
HABITAT TYPES Indicate the percentage of each habitat type present
O Riffles % 3 Poals % O Runs (3 Snags %
(1 Subinerged Macrophytes % O Other ( ) %
GENERAL 4
COMMENTS
SPECIES TOTAL OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)y/WEIGHT (g} ANOMALIES
(COUNT) | (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMIPLE) D E r L M 8
B |BE
A 2

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition— Form f




SPECIES TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)YWEIGHT (g) 7 ANOMALIES

(COUNY) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E F | L M s | T} oz

).,

a7
s

s

ANOMALY CODES:  D=deformities; E=eroded fins; F=fungus; L=Jesions; M=multiple DELT anomalics; S=emaciated; Z=other

Appendix 4-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets — Form 1




FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

page __ of
STREAM NAME By~ - a8 CVEER | LOCATION
STATION # RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
LAT _ LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # " AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS Pyp/ 2w/ D2me/ 5R '
FORM COMPLETED BY _ o / DATE_? N REASON FOR SURVEY
@ _ AN
;J-ﬁ?/ Py TIME _: 24 o) AM (PM )
SAMPLE How were the fish captured? J’Zl[ back pack {3 tote barge O other
COLLECTION \
Block nets used? ‘fg"'ch 3 No
S;ulnpling Duration Start Time End Time Duration
Stream width (in meters) Max. Mean
HABITAT TYPES Indicate the percentage of cach habitat type present
O Riffles % 3 Pools % O Runs 1 Snags %
3 Submerged Macropliytes Yo £ Other ( ) %
GENERAL '
COMMENTS
SPECIES TOTAL OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES
(COUNT) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E F L M S
o [mAcul : ‘ B
Qi

o Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinveriebrates, and Fish, Second Edition— Form 1




SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES
(COUNT) | (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E F | L | M S T | Z
LB "

ANOMALY CODES: D~dcformities; E=eroded fins; F=fungus; L=lesions; M=multiple DELT anomalics; S=emaclated; Z=other

Appendix A-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheels — Form 1
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PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

e | gy | gy | ()

(FRONT)

STREAMNAME /57 [/ LOCATION /é/ YLD -2

STATION # 4 RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS

MAP DATUM: Zone: RIVER BASIN

UTM; Easting Northmg AGENCY

INVESTIGATORS VaV/Due/de | Q D

FORM COMPLETED BY DATE_G//5/25 REASON FOR SURVEY

3 7 y
XD TME__/355  AM PM 1 //.-(/
WEATHER Now Past 24 Has there been a heavy rain in the last 7 days?
co Hours 0 Yes \No
/ NDITIO ") S;“ o} /”% [u] storm (heavy rain) m} /g,
(] NP / K ] ] rain (steady rain) [m} Air Temperature °C
/ O eaie s O showers (intermittent) a
//; 57 . 22 %0 %cloud cover a7 /% Other,
A iy G = / ya m} clear/sunny jm]
SITE LOGATION/MAP Draw a map of the site and indicate the areas samplcd (or attach 4. photogf,aph)
FIOW: s 'u/u. / fol it
Tage
Reading Sectioa
(rom | Depth |Length | Velocity

STREAM Stream Subsystem
CHARACTERIZATION Nercnnia! O Intermittent O Tidat
: Stream Origin
O Glacial [} Sprmg-tcd
O Non-glacial montane Mlxture of crigins

3 Swamp and bog

J Other

Stream Type

J Coldwater J Warmwater

Catchment Area km?

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic

Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form 1




o

=,
= F‘%%‘g PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

(BACK)
WATERSHED Predominant Surrounding Landuse ‘Loca) Watcrshed
FEATURES 3 Forest & Commerciat [ Noevidenco [.Seme potential sources
C1 Field/Pasture &l Industriol {3 Obvious sources
L Agricultural 0 Other
£3 Residential Local Wa(ershed Erosion
CINone _ffModerate €3 Heavy
IJ;:%RTI‘AN \lndicatc the dominant type and vecord the dowminant species present
ETATION Trees 01 Shirub 0
(18 meter bulfer) R’ ' ‘ wbs 01 Grasses ) Herbaceous
dominant species present < A
INSTREAM Egtimated Reach Length _/ 50 m Canopy Cover
R
FEATURES e O Partly open  JPartly shaded 03 Shaded
Estimated Stream Width 2 in , }
High Water Mark_[s ip
Sampling Reach Area m "
Proportion of Reach Represented by Stream
Area in km* (n*x1000) km* Morphofogy Types 9
J Riffle % ORun_(~_ %
Estimated Stream Depth n O Pool %
/& .
Surface Velocity (ﬁ% 7 _misec Channelized e Yes O No
{at thalweg) R
. Dam Present 3 Yes p?fNo
LARGEWOODY | LWD A £ m
DEDRIS Density of LWD mYkin® (LWD/reach area)
AQUATIC Indicate the dominant type and record the dominant species present
VEGETATION I Rooted emergent 3 Raoted submergent 0 Rooted Floating 3 Free floating
O Floating Algae JA Attached Algae
Dominant species present
Portion of the reach with aquatic vegetation %
WATER QUALITY | Temperature °C . Water Odors
i ‘Nomal/None 3 Sewage
Specific Conductanee i } Petrolzun {J Chemical
o C7F Fishy 3 Otlier
Dissolved Oxygen
Water Surface Oils
piL (1 Slick ¥ Sheen O Globs 3 Flecks
JBone O Other ___
Turbidity
Turbidity (if not measured)
WQ lostrument Used O Clear  BSlightly tucbid £ Tusbid
! £ Opague O Stained 1 Other
SEDIMENT/ Odors Deposits ,
SUBSTRATE (Normal O Sewage {J Petroleam O Shudge 3 Sawdust £ Paper fiber {7 Sand
(3 Chemieal 3 Anaerobic 1 None 3 Relict shells 03 Other
0 Other
Looking at stoues which are not deeply
Qils embedded, are the undepsides black in color?
9 Absent (3 Slight 1 Moderate 7 Profuse [ Yes ONo A7 4t ds
7
INORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS ORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS
(should add up to 100%) (docs net necessarily add up to 100%)
Substrafe . | % Composition in Substrate \ - % Composition in
Type Diametel Sampling Reach Type Chavactertstic Sampling Area
Bedrock Detritus Sticks, wood, coarse plant
Boulder > 256 mu (107) materials (CPOM)
Cobble 04-256 mm (2.5" - 10™) Black, very fine organic
k-Mud gy
Gravel | 264 mm (0.1"=2.5") MuckMud |- pom)
Sand 0.06 ~ 20un (griity) ) Grey, shell fragmenis
Silt 0.004-0.06 mm {U Marl
Clay <0.004 mm (slick) é;@?i) Y G
A-G Appendix A-1: Habital Assessment and Physicochemical Characterization Field Data Sheets — Form |




S
= Fﬁ%“% HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET - LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (FRONT)

-

STREAM NAME /o, s LOCATION
STATION #__ e /) 17;;& RIVERM!LE STREAM CLASS
LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # ) AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS  #70iy /e s /i
FORM COMPLETEQ BY DATE “/'/ 4 REASON FOR SURVEY
Lgr TIME /%072 AM PM UAA
Habitat Condition Category
Parameter Optimal Suboptimal ___Marginal Foor

1. Enif | Greater than 50% of 30-50% mnix of stable 10-30% mix of stable Less than 10% stable

5\ hpt| ﬂ:";“ substrate favorable for | habitat; well-suited for | habitat; habitat habitat; lack of habitat

A" ‘f‘] rgle c cpifaunal colonization full colonization availability less than is obvious; substrate

vatlable LOVEr | and fish cover, mix of | potential; adequate desirable; substrate unstable or lacking

Parameters to be evaluated in sampling reach

snags, submerged logs,
undercut banks, cobble
or other stable habitat
and at stage to allow
full colonization
potential (i.e.,

habitat for maintenance
of populations;
presence of additional
substrate fn the form of
newfall, but not yet
prepared for

frequently disturbed or
removed.

logs/snags thal are nof colonization (may rate

new fall and not at high end of scale)

transient) A
SCORE 20 15 18 17 16 15 44713 12 11 09 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
2, Pool Substrate Mixture of substrate Mixture of soft sand, All'mud or clay or sand | Hard-pan clay or
Characterization materials, with gravel mud, or clay; mud may | bottom; little or no root | bedrock; no root mat ot

and finn sand be dominant; some root | mat; no submerged vegetation

prevalent; root mats and | mats and submerged vegetation.

submerged vegetation vegetation present.

COmMmon A
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10 9(8) 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
3. Pool Vaviability | Even mix of large- Majority of pools large- | Shallow pools much Majority of pools

SCORE

shallow, large-deep,

deep; very few shallow,

more prevalent than

small-shallow or pools

small-shallow, small- deep pools. absent
deep pools present Faa)
20 19 18 17 16 5 {3z 1 009 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

4. Sediment
Deposition

SCORE

Little or no enlargement
of islands or point bars
and Jess than <20% of
the bottom affected by
sedimenlt deposition.

Some new increase in
bar formation, mostly
from gravel, sand or
fine sediment; 20-50%
of the boftom affected;
slight deposition in
pools.

Moderate deposition of

new gravel, sand or fine

sediment on old and
new bars; 50-80% of
the bottom affected;
sediment deposits at
obstructions,
consttictions, and
bends; moderate
deposition of pools
prevalent,

Heavy deposits of fine
material, increased bar
development; more
than 80% of the boltom
changing frequently;
pools almost absent duc
to substantial sediment
deposition.

A\
20 19]18)17 16

15 14 13 12 11

10 9 8 7 6

5 4 3 2 1

5. Cliannel Flow
Status

SCORE

Water reaches base of
both fower banks, and
minimal amount of
channel substrate is
exposed.

Water fills >75% of the
available channel; or
<25% of channel
substrate {s exposed.

Water fills 25-27% of
ihe available channel,

and/or riffle substrates
are mostly exposed.

Very little water in
channel and mostly
present as standing
pools.

20 19 18 17 16

15 14 13 12 11

AN
10 9%8/7 6

5 4 3 2 1

HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET — LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (BACK)

Rapid Bivassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition —-Form 3




[

Habitat Parametcr

Condition Category

Optimal

Suboptimal

Mnrginal

Poor

6. Channel Alteration

Channelization or
dredging absent or
minitnal; sircam with
normal patters

Some channelization present,
usually in arcas of bridge
abutments; evidence of past
channelization, i.e,, dredging,
(greater than past 20 yr) may
be present, but recent
channelization is not present.

Channelization may be
extensive; embauknients
or shoring struchires
present on botlt banks;
and 40 to 80% of stream
reach channelized and
disrupted.

Banks shiored with
gabion or cement; over
80% of the streans reach
channelized and
disrupted. Instream
habitat greatly altered or
remaved entirely.

(score each bank)

erosion or bank failure
absent or minimal; little
potential for future
problems <5% of bank

small arcas of erosion mostly
healed over. 5-30% ofbank in
reach hag arcas of erosion.

SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 15 14)3 12 11 109 8 706) |5 43 21
7. Channel Sinwosity | The bends in the stream The bends in the stream The bends in the stream Channet straight;
increase the stream length | increase the stream length 1 to | increase the stream fength | waterway has been
3 to 4 times longer than if | 2 times longer than if it wasin | 1102 times longer than if | channelized for a long
itwas in astraight line. - | astraight fine. it was in a straight line. distance.
{Note - channe! braiding
Is considered normal in
coastal plains and other
low-lying arcas. This
parameter is not easily
rated in these areas.)
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 514 13 12 1 109 8 7 6 s 4 3 201 )
8. Bank Smbility Banks stable; evidenceof | Moderately stable; infrequent, | Moderately unstable; 30+ Unstable; many ¢roded

60% of bank in reach has
arcas of crosion; high
crosion potential during
floods.

areas; ‘'raw"’ argas
frequent atong steaight
sections and bends;
obvious bank sloughing;

Parameters to be evaluated broader than sampling reach

covered by native
vepetation, inchuding
trees, understory shrubs,
ar nonwoady
macroplhytes; vegetative
distuption through grazing
or mowing minimal or not
evident; almost alf plants
allowed or grow nafurally.

plants is not well-represented;
disruption evident but not
affecting full plant growth
potential to any great exteut;
more than one-half of the
potential plant stubble height
remaining.

affected. 60-100% of bank has
croslonaf scars.
SCORE (LB) Lelt Bank 169 [ 5 4 3 2 ! 0
SCORE (RB) Right Bank 10 9 @’j}) 5 4 3 2 1 0
9. Vegetative More than 90% of the F0-90% of the streambank 50-10% of the strecambank | Less than 50% of (he
Protection (score ¢ach | streambank surfaces and surfaces covered by native surfaces covered by streambank surfaces
bank) immediate riparian zone vegetation, but one class of vegetation; disruption covered by vegetation;

obvions; patehies of bare
soit or closely cropped
vegetation common; less
than one-half of the
potential plant stubble
height reniaining.

disruption of strean
bank vegetation is very
high; vegelation has
been removed o 3
centinweters or less in
average stubble height,

Width (score cach
bank riparian zone)

SCORE (LB)
SCORE )

aclivities {i.e., parking
fots, roadbeds, clear-cuts,
tawns, or crops) have not
impacted zone.

impacted zone only minimally.

SCORE (LB) | Left Bank 10 9 Bt 6 5 4 3 2 i 0
SCORE_____(RB) | RightDank 10 9 216 5 a3 2 L0
10. Riparian Width of riparian zone Widity of riparian zone 12-18 Width of riparian zone G- | Width of riparian zone
Vegetative Zone >18 meters; human meters; human activities have 12 meters; human <6 meters; little or no

aclivities have impacted
zone a great deal

riparian vegetation due
to buman activities.

LR Bank  {10) 9

Right Dank 10 9

Total Score

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition ~Form 3
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;’%Eﬂ% HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET ~- LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (FRONT)

s VAR Y]
STREAMNAME /) Aevnis/ JIAE

4

iy
LOCATION (¥ /7R o/ i ohitod

STATION#__ [/ 7747 ___RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS 7
LAT _ _ LONG _ RIVER BASIN
STORBET # . ) AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS YO/ JTRJE B )
FORM COMPLETED BY e DATE__ T/ 13 10% REASON POR SURVEY
")@) y %y
TIME_____//20  AM PM UAA
Habitat Condition Category
Parameter ‘ Optimal Suboptimal Marginal Poor
Greater than 50% of 30-50% mix of stable 10-30% mix of stable Less than 10% stable

1. Epifaunal
Substrate/
Awvailable Cover

substrate favorable for
epifaunal colonization
and fish cover; mix of
snags, submerged logs,
undercut banks, cobble
or other stable habitat
and at stage to allow
full colonization
potential (i.e.,
logs/snags that are not
new fall and not
trangient)

habitat; well-suited for
full colonization
potential; adequate
habitat far maintenance
of populations;
presence of additional
substrate in the form of
newfall, but not yet
prepared for
colonization {may ratc
at high end of scale)

habitat; habitat
availability less than
desirable; substrate
frequently disturbed or
removed,

habitat; lack of lrabitat
is obvious; substrate
unstable or lacking

P
15 141312 11 ¢ﬁ9 8 7 6

SCORL,

shallow, large-deep,

deep; very few shallow.

more prevalent than

SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 5 4 3 2 1
2. Pool Substrate | Mixture of substrate Mixture of soft sand, All mud or clay or sand | Hard-pan clay or
Characterization materials, with gravel mud, or clay, mud may | boltom; litlle or no root | bedrock; no root mat or
and firm sand be domiinant; some root | mat; no submerged vegetation
prevalent; root mats and | mats and submerged vegetation.
submerged vegetation vegetation present,
common o
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 109 8 7{6) 5 4 3 2 1
3. Pool Variability | Even mix of jarge- Majority of pools large- | Shallow pools mitch Majority of pools

small-shallow or pools

small-shallow, small- deep pools. absent
deep pools present SN
20 19 18 17 16 15(14 A3 12 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

4. Sediment
Deposition

Parameters to be evaluated in sampling reach

‘| SCORE

Little or no enlargement
of istands or point bars
and less than <20% of
the bottom affected by
sediment deposition.

Some new increase in
bar formation, mostly
{rom gravel, sand or
fine sediment; 20-50%
of the bottom affecied;
slight deposilion in
poals.

Moderate deposition of
new gravel, sand or fine
sediment on old and
new bars; 50-80% of
the bottom affected;
sediment depasits at
obstructions,
constrictions, and
bends; moderate
deposition of pools
prevalent.

Heavy deposits of fine
material, increased bar
development; more
than 80% of the bottom
changing frequently;
pools alimost absent due
to substantial sediment
deposition,

N sy
}%}%9 18 17 [16)

15 14 13 12 |1

10 9 8 7 6

5 4 3 2 1

5. Channel Flow
Status

SCORE

Water reaches base of
both lower banks, and
minimal amount of
channel substrate is
exposed. P

Water {ills >75% of the
available channel; or
<25% of channel
substrate is exposed.

Water {ills 25-27% of
the available channed,

and/or riffle substiates
are mostly exposed.

Very little water in
channel and mostly
presenl as standing
pools. :

20 19 18 17 {16}

[5 14 13 12 11

w9 8 7 6

5 4 3 2 1

\

Rapid Bioassessment Prolocals For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition ~Form 3

* HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET —~ LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (BACK)




Habitat Parameter

Condition Category

Qpiimal

Suboeptimal

Marginal

Poor

6, Chauncl Alferation

SCORE

Channelization or
dredging absent or
minimal; stream with
normal pattern

Sotne ehannelization present,
usually in areas of bridge
abutments; evidence of past
channelization, i.c., dredging,
(greater than past 20 yr) may
be present, but recent
channelization is not present.

Chanuelization may be
extensive; embankments
or shoring structuses
presetit on both banks;
and 40 to 80% of stream
reach channelized and
disrupted.

Banks shored with
gabion or cemen; over
80% of the stream reach
channelized and
disrupted. Instream
habitat greatly altered or
removed entirely.

20 1918 7 16

15 14 13 120 11)

109 8§ 7 6

5 4 3 2 1)

7. Channel Sitewosity

SCORE

The bends i the streamn
increase the stceam length
3 10 4 times longer than if
it was int a straight line,
(Note - channel braiding
is eonsidered normaf in
coastal plains and other
low-fying arcas. This
parameter is not easily
rated in these areas,)

The bends in the stream

increase the stream length 1 to
2 times longer than if it was in

a straight line.

The bends in the stream
Increase the streamn length
L to 2 times tonger than i
it was in a straight line.

Channel straight;
waterway has been
channelized for along
distance,

20 19 18 17 16

15 413121

10 9 8 7'{’?)

5 4 3 2 |

8. Bank Stabitity
(score each bank)

Banks stable; evidence of
erosion or bank failure
absent or minimal; little
potential for futuse
problems <5% of bank
affected.

Moderately stabie; infrequent,

sinal areas of erosion nostly

healed over. 5-30% of bank in

reach has areas of erosion.

Moderately unstable; 30~
60% af bank in reach has
areas of erosion; high
erosion potential during
floods.

Unstable; many eroded
arcas; “raw" arcas
frequent along straight
sections and bends;
obvious bank sloughing;
60-100% of bank has
erosional scars.

Parameters to be evaluated broader than sampling reach

SN
SCORE____(LB) | LefBank  {M0/9 8 71 6 s 4 3 2 10
SCORE, (RB) | RightBank  ('10/9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
9. Vegetative More than 90% of the 70-90% of the streambank 50-70% ofthe streambank | Less than 50% of the
Protection (score each | streambank sorfaces and surfaces covered by native surfaces covered by streambank surfaces
bank) immediate riparian zone vegetation, but one class of vegetation; disruption covered by vegetation;
covered by native plants is nof well-represented; | obvious; patehes of bare dismuption of styeam
vegetation, including disruption cyident but not soil or closcly cyopped bank vegetation is very
(rees, understory shrubs, affecting full plant growth vegetation conimon; less high; vegetation hag
. or nonwoody potential to any great extent; than one-hal{ of the been removed to 5
B macrophytes; vegetative morc than one-half of the potential plant stubble centimeters or less in
3 disruption through grazing | potential plant stubble height height remaining, average stubble height.
or mowing minimal or not | remaining.
evident; almost all plants’
allowed or grow naturally. 2
SCORE_____(LB) | Left Bank 109 {82 1 ¢ 5 i3 2 10
SCORE (RB) | RightBank 10 9 £8/ 1 6 5 5 3 2 1 0
14, Riparian Width of riparian zone Widlls of riparian zone 12-18 | Width of riparian zong 6- | Width of riparian zone
Vegetative Zone >18 meters; human meters; human activities have 12 meters; human <6 meters; little or no

Width (score cach
bank riparian zone)

SCORL wn
SCORE, (RB)

activitics (k.e., parking
lots, rondbeds, clear-cuts,
lawns, or crops) have not

impacted zoue only myinintally.

aclivities have impacted
Zone a great deal

riparian vegetation due
1o human activitics.

hnpacted zone,
OF

Left Bank
Right Bank {10} 9

Total Score

B Rapid Bioassessmant Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition —Form'3




%ﬁ% FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

i}

/ STREAMNAME /)y st en? 7300 LOCATION /%)
STATION#__ ALY & RIVERMILE __ STREAM CLASS
LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS
FORM COMPLETED BY BT A4 DATE__ % 21 A0 REASON FOR SURVEY
. gt VT ¥ £y
i TME__ L AM.'PM
SAMPLE How were the fish capturcd? (J back pack 3 tote barge 1 other
COLLECTION
Block nets used? {1 Yes 0O No
S;\mpling Duration Start Time End Time Duration
Stream width (in meters) . Max Mean
HABITAT TYPES Indicate the percentage of each habitat type present
(J Riffles % a3 Pools Y% T Runs OSvags %
L O Submerged Macrophytes % 3 Other ( ) Y%
' GENERAL Js;
COMMENTS /’ / 92‘ :
[(/' éﬁ;@‘l >
SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT () ) __ANOMALIES
(COUNT) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E F L M s T Z

+
r/()_j;

2

o Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition~ Form |
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SPECIES | TOTAL
(COUNT)

OPTIONAL; LENGTH (mnyWEIGHT (g)

(25 SPECIMIENT MAX SUBSAMPLE)

ANOMALY CODES: D=deformitics; E=eroded fing; P=fungus; L=lesions; M=multiple DELT auomalics; S=emaciated; Z=othcr

Appendix A-4; Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets — Form |




PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHBEET

(FRONT)
- .‘ i i
STREAM NAME /j, 4 FUER LOCATION  /” f,sw%f/
STATION #_[/ 2~@ RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
MAP DATUM: _____Zone;_ RIVER BASIN
UTM: Easting Northing AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS
FORM COMPLETED BY ™™ D qITFTeE EA R SURVE ‘
= ‘}/) ATE_2L27 7 REASON FOR §
s TME__J/7E (M M (AL
WEATHER . Now ) Past 74 Tas there been a heavy rain in the last 7 dags?
CONDITIONS Hours B Yes JANo
] [} storm (heavy rain) u} “
a rain (steady rain) 0 Air Temperature 72/ °C
& a showers (intermittent) a . 7
L% m] %cloud cover a_#4 % Other
F{ clcar/sunny o ‘
SITE LOCATION/MAP Draw a map of the site and indicate the areas sampled {or attach q,,p'hotograph)
Flow:
Tape
Reading Section

frore | Depth | Length Veloelty

LO/RB (14 i fts

STREAM Stream Subsystemy £ ‘/’v\“ WAl Stream Type
CHARACTERIZATION " O Perennial \g Tatermittent Ohdal O Coldwaler ?‘Wannwatcr
Stream Origin Catchment Ares km?
1 Glacial O Spring-fed
3 Non-glacial montanc ?lfvﬁx(uré of origing
0 Swamp and bog O Other

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form |
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%‘%g@ PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

(BACK)
WATERS_HED Predominant Surrounding Landuse Local Watershed
FEATURES Forest 0 Commercial 1 No evidence )%Some potential sources
(3 Field/Pasture 4 Industrial (1 Qbvious sources
Agricultural O Other
CJ Residential Local Watershed Erasion
1 None mioderalc 1 Heavy
RIPARIAN Indicate the domipant type and record the dommant speeles present
VEGETATION ;HITrees M Shrubs o Girgsses £3 Hesbaceous
(18 meter buffer) o /
dominant species present /') Nz ‘, 4 ’
NSTREAM Estimated Reach Length m Canopy Cover
FEATURES O Pastly open O Partly shaded (3 Shaded
Estimated Strcam Width m
High Water Mark n
Sampling Reach Avea m?
Proportion of Reach Represented by Stream
Area in km?* (m’x1000) km? Morphology Types
O Riffle____ % O Run %
Estimated Stream Depth m 0 Pool %
Surface Velocity misec Chanpelized {1 Yes ONo
(at thalweg) ' .
Dam Present JYes 1 No
LARGEWOODY | LWD m’ -
DEDRIS Density of LWD m¥kn! (LWD/reach avea)
AQUATIC Indicate the dominant type and record the dominant speeies present
VEGETATION ‘Rooted eimergent 0 Roeted submergent 0 Rooted Floating {3 Free floating
3 Floating Algae 0 Attached Alga’c,
Dominant specics present 12 S AEY . 2
Portion of the reach with aguatic vegetation ‘?(7 %
WATER QUALITY | Temperature °C / Water Odors
Y ‘& Noomal/None 0 Sewage
Specific Conductance 0 Pelroleum O Chemical
0 Fishy 3 Other
Dissolved Oxygen
Water Surface Qils
pi ! 0O Stick 3 Sheen O Globs [ Flecks
‘fd None CI Other
Turbidity
Turbidity (if nof measured)
WQ Instrument Used € Clear (3 Stightly turbid {1 Turbid
0 Opaquef Stained £ Other
SEDIMENT/ Odors Deposits
SUDSTRATE Y& Normal O Sewage 3 Petroleum O Sludge O Sa\vdusl 0 Paper fiber [ Sand
3 Chemical }H Anaerobic 0 None (1 Relict shells 0 Other
3 Other
Looking at stoncs which are itot decply
Qils embedded, are the undg 31?dcs plack in cplor? )
O Absent  (3Slight O Moderate (3 Profusc OYes  No A4 18 adrras
INORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS ORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS
(showld add up to 100%) {dues not necessarily add up to 100%)
Substrate . % Composiﬁoin in Substrate | . % Composition in
Type Diameter Sampling Reach Type Cliaracteristic Samnpling Area
Bedrock Detrites | Sticks woad, coarse plant @
Boulder > 256w (10™) materisls (CPOM) &R .
" 1 K N !
Cobble 64256 mm (2.5" = 10" Black, very fine organic Hined
A Muck-Mud o e
Giravel 2-64 mm (0.17~-2.5M (FPOM)
Sand 0.06 — 2y (pritty) : 4 Grey, shell fragments
§ilt 0.004-0.06 mm AP 0de W Men
S
Clay <0.004 mm (slick) /2 s

A-6 Appendix A-1: Habitat Assessment and Physicochemical Characierization Field Data Sheets — Form 1
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FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

— of
s 4 l : E
¥ J,{ bretdd bl | LOCATION T
STATION # STREAM CLASS -
LAT LONG , RIVER BASIN
STORET # , L AGENCY
e FAF SR Y N
INVESTIGATORS PaD /ah JED
FORM COMPLETED BY s REASON FOR SUR/VEY
(R '
| SAMPLE How were the fish capturcd? O back pack O totg barge €3 other
= COLLECTION .
Block nefs used? (3 Yes O No
S;\mpling Duration Start Time End Time Duration
Stream width (in meters) ‘ Max Wean
HABITAT TYPES Indicafe the percentage of each habitat type present
A Riffles % O Pools % O Rung O Snags %
1 Submerged Macropliytes % 3 Other { ) %
GENERAL /069 Sam
COMMENTS
SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ' _ANOMALJES
(COUNT) [ (25 SPECIMEVT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E F L M S T 7

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form [




SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)WEIGHT (g)
{25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE)

ANOMALIES

L

M

o

ANOMALY CODES: D=deformities; E=eroded fins; F=fungus; L=lcsions; M=multiple DELT anomalies; S=emaciated; Z=other

Appendix A-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets — Form !




(FRONT)

PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

STREAMNAME  \% o o By LBt ps

LOCATION  AJr D)y,

i Ines ((’fil e

STATION # 1T/~ ' RIVERMILE __ STREAM CLASS
MAP DATUM: Zone: RIVER BASIN
UTM: Easting Northing AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS 1SR ST, ¢yiL.
FORM COMPLETED BY ! DATE /G Ko\ D %5 REASON FOR SURVEY
UDrovpe TME (L0 AW M
WEATHER Now Past 24 Has there been & heavy rain in the last 7 days?
CONDITIONS Hours QYes HNo

0 storin (hieavy rain)
[a rain (steady rain)
a showers (intermittent)
a Y%cloud cover

clear/sunny

Air Temperature °C

Other,

SITE LOCATION/MAYP Draw a map of the site and indicatethe areas sampled {or attach a photograph)
Flow: { |
1
Tape T Z_‘ il
Rending Section ,l
from Depth | Lengih | Velacity ({ =

LB/RB | {fi) (i3] 1is)

etz

—_——
e e T et
~
N

Y

; A
et

S~
} oo o,
AN
.\
N
1

-~
. \j

A L) Y R R
U Vel (/\{&,«L ‘L &gé)()t‘t' *’7 %\{w[/’ ol .;) {7
AL AN |
S_TREAM ‘ Steam Subsystem Stream Type .
CHARACTERIZATION m/t":ercnnial O termittent 3 Tida) 0 Coldwater Mnrmwalcr

Strcam Origin

0 Elacial 0O Spring-fed
Nou-glacial montanc 0 Mixtuee of oviging
(3 Swamp and bog - & Other

Catehment Avea ko

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Muacroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form 1




== 4
%’%ﬁ% PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET
- (BACK)
WATERSHED Predominant Surrounding Landuse Local Watershed
FEATURES O Forest O Commercial {3 No evidence B@mc potential sources
g}ield/l’aslure 0 Industrial {1 Obvious sources
CAgricultyral 0 Other
€3 Residential | ) Local Watershed Erosion .
{3 None BYModerate €1 Heavy
RIPARIAN Indicate the dominant type and record the dominant spectes present
zllg?;gtl;’::ﬁ(f)f?r) [},’f ees &Shrubs (3 Grasses O Herbaceous
dowinant species present AC/{Q.A.. Cadeathaa, MATAvy o );‘l\ o
INSTREAM Estimated Reach Length 240 m Canopy Cover
FEATURES .  Parlty open artly shaded (3 Shaded
Estimated Stream Width &) ".:.2 m
High Water Mnrk\__;i____m
Sampling Reach Area m*
Proportion of Reach Represented by Stream
Aren in km? (m'x1000) km? Merphology Types
ORifle____% ORun___ %
Ustimated Stream Depth _\ __m Poolano %
Surface Velocity m/see Channelized f&’?es T No
{at thalweg)
Dam Present O Yes Mo
LARGEWOODY | LWD LB
DEDRIS Density of LWD m¥km® (LWD/reach area)
AQUATIC Indicate the dominani type and record the dominant species present
YEGETATION €1 Rooted emergent (7 Rooted submergent O Rooted Floating O Free floating
7 Floating Algae 3 Attached Algae
Dominant species present //V oAd—
Portion of the reacl) with aquatic vegetation /é}/%
WATER QUALITY | Temperature40:72 °C Water Odors
) . Normal/None 3 Sewage
Specific Condactance "2 G, 7 vagen {3 Pelroleum (J Chemical U(L\
J Fishy 0 Other _4n AAbhae s
Dissolved Oxygen _{o: [) 'mé
- Water Surface Oils
p__{p. ) I Slick C Sheen (3 Globs O Flecks
HFNone T Other
Turbidity
_ Turbldity (if not measwred)
WQ Instrument Uscd _M\_-_\;gawﬁ}  Clear Slightly turbid 3 Turbid
3 Opaque O Stained (] Other
SEDIMENT/ Odors Deposits .
SUBSTRATE { Noral O Sewage 3 Petrolewm 0 Studge [3 Sawdust  CJ Paper fiber (O Sand
3 Chemical 1 Anaerobic ' None {7 Relict sheils 1 Other ___
03 Other
Looking at sfones which are not deeply
Oils embedded, are the undersides black in coloc?
Mhsem O Stight 0 Moderate  {J Profuse 1 Yes J No

INORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS

ORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS

(should add up to 100%) {does not necessarily add up to 100%)

Subs(rate | R Y Composition in Substrate . ! % Composition in
Type Diameter Sampling Reach Type Characterlstie Sampling Avea

Bedrock Detritus Sticks, wood, coarse plant R y’

Doulder | >256 mm (10%) materials (CPOM) < 570

Cabble 64-256 mm (2.5” - 107)

Black, very fine organic

Gravel 2-64 mm (0.1 - 2.5™)

Muck-Mud (FPOM)

L% %)

Sand 0.06 - 2mm (grity) Gicy, shell fragments
Silt 0.004-0.06 sum 20 Mad)
Clay <(1.004 min (lick) 7 /O

A-6 Appendix A-1: Habilal Assessment and Physicochemical Characterization Field Data Sheets — Form |




- page __of
3 A7)
STREAMNAME &4 py {4, LOCATION
STATION #_8¢ F & & RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
LAT LONG * | RIVER BASIN
STORET # AGENCY
MNVESTIGATORS ,
FORM COMPLETED BY m DATE_ /770§ REASON FOR SURVEY
& % . N

SAMPLE How were the fish captured? 3 back pack I tate barge ¥ other
COLLECTION

Block nets uged? 7 Yes O No

Sampling Duration Start Time End Time Duration

Stream width (in meters) Max Mcan
HABITAT TYPES Indicate the percentage of ench habitat type present

3 Riffles % 0 Pools % {1 Runs I Soags %

03 Submerged Macrophytes % £ Other ( Yo
GENERAL

Foene
COMMENTS /) SR T ot
'
(ot /
SPECIES TOTAL OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES
(COUNT) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) p E F L M S T yA
T e ] 132 o™ e

y

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition— Form |




SPECIES

TOTAL
(COUNT)

OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g)

ANOMALIES

(25 SPECYMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE)

L

M

ANOMALY CODES: D=deformitics; E=eroded fins; F=fungus; L=lesions; M=multiple DELT anomalies; S=emacialed; Z=ather

Appendix A-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheels - Form 1




=itn FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

.
£
T B
==

page __of
. STREAMNAME LOCATION
STATION# &b = [/ ___RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS
TFORM COMPLETED BY DATE REASON FOR SURVEY
TIME AM PM

SAMPLE How were the fish captured? (3 back pack 3 tote barge O other -
COLLECTION

Block nets used? 1 Yes 0 No

Sampling Daration Start Time End Time Duration

Streand width (in mefersy ’ Max Mean
HABITAT TYPES Tudicate the percentage of each habitat fype present

(1 Riffles % 3 Pools Ys 3 Runs €3 Snags %

O Submerged Macropliytes Y Q Other { ) %
GENERAL ’ 2
COMMENTS
SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES

(COUNT} | (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E r L M s T %

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form |



SPECIES TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g} N ANOMALIES
((;OUNT) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D B F | L M S T | 2

&7

St

ANOMALY CODES: D=defor;nilies; E=eroded fing; F=fungus; L=lesions; M=multiple DELT anomalics; S=emaciated; Z=other -

Appendix A-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets — Form |
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PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

(FRONT)
STREAM NAME L i LOCATION L i
STATION # ___RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
MAP DATUM:___ Zone: RIVER BASRN
UTM: Easting Northing _ AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS ,
FORM COMPLETED BY DATE___ 1/ /
TIME ___ /&
WEATHER - Now Past 24 Has there been a heavy rain in the last 7 days?
’ ~ Houss OYes (ONo
CONDITIONS [m} storm (freavy rain) a
w} rain (steady rain) a Air Temperature ____°C
[m] showers (intermittent) o .
a Y%cloud cover O_Y % Othes.
M clear/sunny ar : R .
SITE LOCATION/MAP
Flow:
Tape '
Renading © |Seettan
fr D h | Vi
N I

STREAM Stream Subsystem Stream Type
Pk CHARACTERIZATION \}L\Pcrcnnial 3 {ntermittent 3 Tidal O Coldwater O Wacmwater
Stream Origin Catchment Area km?
0 Glacial O Spring-fed
0 Non-glacial montane TEMixture of erigins
€1 Swamyp and bog 01 Other

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macreinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form 1




ey

)
==7{f) PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

{BACK)
WATERSHED Lredeminant Surrounding Landuse Local Watershed
FEATURES "Forest 01 Commercial (3 No cwdcncc/ﬁf Some potential sources
~| 0 Fleld/Pasture 3 Industrial (3 Obvious sowregs
6, Agricuftural O Other
O Residential | Local Watershed Erosion
] None %oderate {3 Heavy
RIPARIAN ndlcaie the dominant type and record the dominant species present
VEGETATION “Trees D\Shru bs 5 O Grasses €1 Herbaceous
(18 meter buffer) - \ 4
dowtinant species present
INSTREAM Dstimated Reach Length woo, mepy Cover
FEATURES b fafd O3 Pastly open :F.ﬂ’arﬂy shaded (3 Shaded
Gstimated Stream Width o nf "4 o
) High Water Mark m ("w\ =
Sampling Reach Arca m?
Proportion of Reach chrcscnted by Stream
Ares in km® (m’x1000) ___ km® Morpholggy Types
jgogee :' a leg‘l %
Estimated Stream Depth ©~_m {3 Pool_:2 Y %
Surface Vlocity misec Channelized a Yes O No
(at thalweg) N
Dam Present { Yes ¥ No
LARGE WOODY | LWD £ /00 ¢ ’
DEBRIS Density of LWD m*km? (LWD/reach arca)
AQUATIC Tudicate the dominant type and record the dominant species present
VEGETATION 0 Rooted emergent {J Rooted submergent 0 Rooted Floating O Free floating
3 Floating Algae 7 Attached Algae
Dominant species present S Ed
Portion of the reach with aguatic vegetation o
WATER QUALITY | Temperature °C 9 Water Odors
FNommal/None 0 Sewage
Specific Conductance O Petrofcum {1 Chemnical
O Fishy Q Other
Dissolved Oxygen
Water Surface Qils
pH {3 Slick 3 Sheen (3 Globs (3 Fiecks
WNone [T Othier
Turbidity
Turbidlty (if not measnred)
WQ Instrument Used 3 Clear O Slightly terbid ﬂ"l‘urbxd
1 Opague £ Stained 0 Other
SEDIMENT/ Qdors Deposits
SUBSTRATE &lEJ':Nom\ul (3 Sewage O Petroleum (1 Sludge C3Sawdust O Paper fiber  CJ Sand
‘(3 Chemical [ Anacsobic O None. 0 Relict shells 0 Other ___ vt
J Ottier
Loolung at stones which are not deeply
\Oils enbedded, are the undersides blacl in color?
Y Absent  ISlight O Moderate (3 Profuse A 1 No
7
INORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS ORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS
(shoudd add up to 100%) (does not necessarity ndd up to 100%%)
Substrate , . % Composition in Substrate S T % Camposition in
Type Diameter Sampling Reach Type Ll;a:agtcn istic Sampling Area
Bedrock Deteitus Sticks, wood, coarse plant £ IS
Boulder > 256 wm (107) materials {CPOM) e
Cobble 64-256 mm (2.5” - 10” k rgani
mmn ) Muck-Mud B!ack, very fine organic
Gravet 2-64 wun (0.1 ~ 2.5”) (FPOM)
Sand 0.06 ~ 2mun {gritty) Grey, shell ragments
Silt 0.004-0.06 mm Marl
Clay <0.004 mm {slick)
A-6 Appendix A-1: Hahital Assessment and Physicochemical Characterization Field Data Sheets - Form 1
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%F%@% HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET — LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (FRONT)

1. Epifaunal
Substrate/
Available Cover

substrate favorable for
epifaunal colonization
and fish cover; mix of

habitat; wetl-guited for
full colonization
potential; adequate

habitat; habitat
availability less than
desirable; substrate

STREAMNAME /7% /+ 1 2 LOCATION ~ / O
STATION # __{/ RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS *
LAT ___ LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS
FORM COMPLETED BY r/ ) '{; \{‘ REASON FOR SURVEY
Lo AM PM UAA
Habitat ____Condition Category
Parameter Optimal Subeptimal Marginal Poor
Greater than 50% of 30-50% mix of stable 10-30% mix of stable Less than 10% stable

habitat; lack of habitat
is obvious; substrate
unstable or facking

Characterization

materials, with gravel
and firm sand

mud, or clay; mud may
be dominant; some root

bottom; little or no root
mat; no submerged

snags, submerged logs, | habitat for maintenance | frequently disturbed or

undercut banks, cobble | of populations; removed.

or other stable habitat presence of additional

and at stage to allow substrate in the form of

full colonization newfall, but not yet

potential (i.e., prepared for

logs/snags that are not | colonization (imay rate

uew fall and not at high end of scale)

transient) "
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 /15 14 13 12 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
2. Pool Substrate | Mixture of substrate Mixture of sofl sand, Aft mud or clay or sand | Hard-pan clay or

bedrock; no root mat or
vegetation

shallow, large-deep,

deep; very few shallow.

more prevalent than

prevalent; root mats and { mats and submerged vegetation,

submerged vegetation vegetation present,

ComIMon .
SCORE 20 1918 17 16 15 14 13 12 11 10 9/8)7 6 5 4 3 2 1
3. Pool Variability | Even mix of large- Majority of pools large- | Shallow pools inuch Majority of paols

small-shallow or pools

Parameters to be evaluated in sampling reach

small-shallow, small- deep pools. absent
deep pools present o
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 4312 11 10 9 8 7 6 s 4 3 2 1
4, Sediment Little or no enlargemient | Some new increase in Moderate deposition of | Heavy deposits of fine
Deposition of isfands or point bars | bar formation, mostly new gravel, sand or fine | material, increased bar
and less than <20% of | from gravel, sand or sediment on ofd and development; more
(he bottom affected by | fine sediment; 20-50% | new bars; 50-80% of than 80% of the boitom
sediment deposition. of the bottom affected; | the bottom affected; changing frequently;
slight deposition in sediment deposits at pools almost absent due
pools. obstructions, (o substantial sediment
constrictions, and deposition.
bends; moderate
deposition of pools
A prevalent.,
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 {17} 09 8 76 5 4 3 2 |
5. Channel Flow Water reaches base of | Water fills >75% of the | Water fills 25-27% of Very little water in
Status both lower banks, and available channel; or the available channel, channel and moslly
minimal amowt of <25% of channel and’or riffle substrates | present as standing
chanpel subsirate is substrate is exposed. arc mostly exposed. pools. '
exposed. e
SCORE 20 19 18 17 16 {5/ 14 13 12 1 109 8 7 6 ST4 3 2 1

HABITAT ASSESSMENT FIELD DATA SHEET — LOW GRADIENT STREAMS (BACK)

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphylon, Benthic
Macroinveriehrates, and Fish, Second Edition ~Form 3
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)y

)]
(Q/" - o
e
Habitat Parameter Condition Category
- T
Optima} Suboptimal Marginal Poor
6. Channe! Alteration | Channelization or Some channelization present, | Channelization may be Banks shored with
dredging absent or usually in areas of bridge extensive; embankients gabion or cement; over

SCORE

ninimal; streany with
noemal pattern

abutments; evidence of past
channelization, i.¢., dredging,
(greater than past 20 yr) may
be present, but recent
chmmcliza)tjgx} is not present.

or shoring structures
present on both banks;
and 40 to 80% of stream
reach channelized and
disrupted,

80% of the stream reach
channelized and
disrupted. Instrean
habitat greatly altered or
removed entirely,

20 19 I8 17 16

15 1403/ u

w9 8 7 ¢

5 4 3 21

7. Channel Sinuosity

SCORE

The bends in the stream
increase the stream length
3 to 4 times longer than if
it was in a straighi line,
{Note - channel braiding
is considered normal in
coastal plains and other
low-lying areas. This

The bends in the stream
increase the stream length | to
2 times longer than if it was in
a straight line.

The bends in the stream
increase the stream length
| ta 2 times longer than if
it was in a straight line.

Channel straight;
waterway has been
channclized for a long
distance.

parameter is not easily
rated in these areas.) )
20 19 18 17 16 15 14 13 12 {1 (2119’)9876 5 4 3 2 1

8. Bank Stability
(score cach bank)

Ban¥s stable; evidence of
erosion or bank fatlire
absent or minimal; Tittle
potentiat for future

Moderately stable; infrequent,
snrall areas of erosion mostly
healed over. 5-30% of bank in
reach has arcas of erosion,

Moderately unstable; 30-
60% of bank in reach has
arens of erosion; high
erosion potential during

Unstable; many eroded
areas; “raw” areas
frequent afong straight
sections and bends;

problems <5% of bank floods. obvious bank sloughing;
affecled. 60-100% ofbank has
o crosionat scars.
£ SCORE, (LB) | Left Bank 109 8 {1} & 5 4 3 2 1 0
SCORE (RB) | Right Bank 10 9 8 /17 6 5 4 3 2 T 0
_ 9. Vegetative Morg than 90% of the 70-90% of ¢ stremmbank 50-70% ofthe streambank [ Less than 50% of the

Protection (score each

Parameters 10 be evalpated broader than sampling reach

bank)
SCORE (LB)
SCORE (RB)

streambank surfaces and
inmediate riparian zone
covered by native
vegetation, including
trees, understory shrubs,
or nonwoody
macrophytes; vegetative
disruption through grazing
or mowing minimal or not
evident; almost all plants
allowed or grow :\le;}t{rally‘

surfaces govered by native
vegetation, but one class of
plaats is not wetl-represented;
discuption ¢vident but not
affecting full plant growth
potential to any great cxtent;
more than one-half of the
potential plant stubble height
remaiting.

surfaces covered by
vegetation; disruption
obvious; patches of bare
soif or closely cropped
vogetation common; less
than one-half of the
polential plant stubble
height remaining,

streambank surfaces
covered by vegelation;
disruption of stream
bank vegetation is very
high; vegetation has
been removed (0 5
ceatimeters ot less in
average stubble height.

Left Bank \l()) 9

8 7 6

5 4 3

2 i 0

Right Bank /103y 9

8 7 6

3 4 3

2 1 0

10. Riparian
Vegetative Zone
Width (score each
bank riparian zone)

Width of riparian zone
>18 mieters; human
activitics (i.e., parking
fots, roadbeds, clear-cuts,
lawns, or crops) have not
impacted zone,

Width of riparian zone 12-18
meters; human activitics have

Impacted zone enly minimally.

Width of riparian zone 6-
12 meters; human
activities have impacted
zoune a greal deal

Widtlt of riparian zone
<6 meters; little or no
riparian vegetation due
to haman activities,

SCORE___"_ (LB) | Lefi Bank 10 9 g’ 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
SCORE ®B) | RightBak {10} 9 3 7 6 5 4 3 I
Total Score

Rapid Bicassessiment Protocols For Use in Streams and Waceable Rivers: Periphyton, Benihic
Macroinvertebrares, and Fish, Second Edition —~Form 3




FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

i
i
P

page___of _____ .
;‘*% . " 3
STREAMNAME %y 1 Ar (1 Locaton 7 (K F0.5
STATION#_& L/~ & ; STREAM CLASS
LAT ' RIVER BASIN
STORET # , AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS 0D /22¢/ DT
FORM COMPLETED BY o DATE__¢1//: REASON FOR SURVEY
¢ TIME __f 20 /AM PM

SAMPLE How were the fish captured? LT back pack 3 tote barge O other
COLLECTION

Block nets uged? 3 Yes O No

R Sampling Duration Start Time End Time Duration

Stream width (in meters) Max Mean
HABITAT TYPES Indicate the percentage of cach habitat type present

O Riffles % QO Pools Y% 1 Runs (7 Snags %

: . 0 Submerged Macrophiytes % O Other { ) %
w3 GENERAL
COMMENTS
SPECIES TOTAL OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIJES
(COUNT) (15 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E r L M S T YA
S (}v ‘4 it 42 i
ek

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeabie Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition ~ Form {



~7 P ¥ _/"//' p
A e Al A 7
L e e oy L il -
A /éf S 7o
e SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mmyWEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES
: (COUNT) (25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D & F | L M $ T | 2
AT T e R f:h‘vfg,‘? (r‘uﬁ"x &ebp ]

ANOMALY CODES: D=deformities; E=eroded fins; F=fungus; L=lcsions; M=multiple DELT anomalies; S=emaciated; Z=other

Appendix A-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets — Form 1
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FISH SAMPLING FIELD DATA SHEET (FRONT)

L M

page ___of
STREAMNAME | Syt (2. LOCATION fov (/8 sd 5
STATION #_¢<< /< -4 RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
LAT : LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS ~ fU0 4
FORM COMPLETED BY REASON FOR SURVEY,
‘»’:rj‘-"[') ,/*

SAMPLE How were the fish captured? 3 back pack 0 tote barge {3 other
COLLECTION

Block nets used? O Yes - O No

Sampling Duration Start Time Eud Time Duration

Stream width (in meters) Max Mean
HABITAT TYPES Indicate the percentage of each habitat type present

O Riflles % 3 Pools % 3 Runs O Snags %

03 Submerged Macrophytes % O Other { ) %
GENERAL o
COMMENTS g

s 7 i
d “kf:-’r:ﬁzf:fiﬁ;jl o
SPECIES TOTAL OPTIONAL: LENGTH (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES
(COUNT) (258!

[

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Sireams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form [ .




i
VS pa
Pl 7
v

SPECIES | TOTAL | OPTIONAL: LENGTII (mm)/WEIGHT (g) ANOMALIES
(COUNT) {25 SPECIMENT MAX SUBSAMPLE) D E F | L M S T | %

ANOMALY CODES; D=deformities; E=eroded flng; F=fungus; L=lesions; M=multiple DELT anomalies; S=emaciated; Z=othcr

Appendix A-4: Fish Field and Laboratory Data Sheets — Form |




—

STREAM NAME

48 (’t») .

LOCATION

Available Cover

SCORE

epifaunal colonjzation

full colonization

availability Iess than

; o Ty
STATION# RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
LAT LONG RIVER BASIN
STORET # _ AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS /7 2/ 0 J4 .
FORM COMPLETEDBY - _, ) DATE_ /75728 REASON FOR SURVEY
FOd TIME __& CAMY PM UAA
Habitat ’ Condition Cafegory
Parameter Optimal Suboptimal Marginal Poor
1. Epifaunal Greater than 50% of 30-50% mix of stable 10-30% mix of stable Less than 10% stable
S.ubgtra:'l eja substrate favorable for | habifat; well-suited for | habitat; habitat habitat; lack of habitat

is obvious; substrate

and fish cover; mix of potential; adequate desirable; substrate unstable or Jacking
snags, submerged logs, | habitat for maintenance | frequently disturbed or

undercut banks, cobble | of populatiens; removed.

or other stable habitat presence of additional

and at stage to allow substrate in the form of ,
full colonization newfall, but not yet //
potential (i.e., prepared for o
logs/snags that arenot | colonization (may rate

new fall and not at high end of scale)

transient) -\

20 19 18 17 16 1S 14 1312 11 109 8 7 6 sy 4 3 21

2. Pool Substrate
Characterization

SCORE

Mixture of subsirate
materials, with gravel
and firm sand

Mixture of soft sand,
1nud, or clay; mud may
be dominant; some root

All mud or clay or sand
boltom; littlc or no root
mal; no submerged

Hard-pan clay or
bedrack; no root mat or
vegetation

prevalent; root mats and | mats and submerged vegetation.

submerged vegetation vegetation present.

common o

20 1918 17 16 15 1461312 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

3. Pool Variability

SCORE

Even mix of farge-
shallow, large-deep,
small-shallow, small-
deep pools present

Majority of pools large-
deep; very few shallow,

Shatlow pools much
more prevalent than,
deep pools.  —x

Majorily of pools
simall-shallow or pools
absent

20 19 18 17 16

15 14 g}"ﬂ 12 11

10 9/8/7 6

5 4 3 2 1

4. Sediment
Deposition

Parameters to be evaluated in sampling reach

SCORLE

Little or no enlargement
of islands or point bars
and less than <20% of
the bottom affected by
sediment deposition,

Some new increase in
bar formation, mostly
from gravel, sand or
fine sediment; 20-50%
of the bottom affected;
slight deposition in
pools.

Moderate deposition of
new gravel, sand or fine
sedirnent on old and
new bars; 50-80% of
the boltom altected;
sediment deposits at
obstructions,
constrictions, and
bends; moderate
deposition of pools
prevalent,

Heavy deposits of fine
material, increased bar
development; more
than 80% of the botton
changing {requently;
pools almost absent Jue
to substantial sediment
deposition.

P

20 19 18 17 16

15 14 13 12 i1

109 8 7 6

s/ 4 3 1 1

5. Channel Flow
Status

SCORE

Water reaches base of
botls lower banks, and
minimal amount of
channel substrate is
exposed.

Water {ills >75% of the
available channel; or
<25% of channel
substrate {s exposed.

Water fills 25-27% of
the available ciannel,
and/or riffle substrates
are mostly exposed.

Very little water in
channel and mosily
present as standing
pools, ’

20 19 18 17 16

4
15 14@’/:2 11

09 8 7 6

5 4 3 2 1

/,,,/ 2 /

Rapid Broassessment Protocols For Use in Strecins and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition ~Form 3




Habitat Paramater

Condition Category

Optimgl

Suboptimat

. Marginal

Poor

6. Channcl Alteratlon

SCORE

Channelization or
dredging absent or
mitimal; stream with
normal pattern

Some channelization present,
usually itx areas of bridge
abutments; svidence of past
channclization, i.e., dredging,
(greater than past 20 yr) thay
be present, but recent
channelization is not present.

Channelization may be
extenisive; embankiments
or shoring struclures
present on both banks;
and 40 to 80% of stream
reach channelized and
disrupted.

Banks shored with
gabjon or ¢ement; over
80% of the stream reach
channclized and
disrupted. Instream
habitat greatly altered or
removed catirely.

Py
20 1918017 16

15 14 13 12 1

109 8 7 6

5 4 3 2 1

7. Channel Sinuosity

SCORE

The bends in the stream
increase the stream length
3 10 4 times longer than if
it was in a straight line,
(Note - channet braiding
is considered normat in
coastal plaing and other
low-lying arcas. This
parameter is not easily
rated in these areas.)

The bends in the stream
increase the steeam length | to
2 times Jonger than if it was in
astraight line.

The bends in the stream
increase the stream length
1 to 2 times longer than if
it was in a straight line.

Channet straight;
waterway has been
channelized for a long
distance.

20 19 18 17 16

N
15 14 A3 12 1

109 8 7 6

5 4 3 2 1

8. Bauk Stability
(score each bank)

Banks stable; evidence of
crosion or bank failure
absent or minimal; little
potential for future
problers <5% of bank
affected.

Moderately stable; infrequent,
small areas of erosion mostly

healed over. 5-30% of bank in
reach has arcas of crosion.

Moderately unstable; 30-
60% of bank in reach has
areas of erosion; igh
crosion poteutial during
floods.

Usnstable; many eroded
arcas; “raw" areas
frequent atong straight ...
sections and bends;
obvious bank sioughing;
60-100% of bank has
erosional scars.

Protection (score cach

Parameters to be evaluated broader than sampling reach

bank)
SCORE (LB
SCORE RB)

streambank surfaces and
immediate riparian zonc
cavered by native
vegetation, including
trees, understory shirubs,
or nonwoady
macrophyles; vegetative
disraption through grazing
ornowing minimal ar not
evident; almost all plants

surfaces covered by native
vegetation, but one class of
plants is not weH-represented;
disruption cvident but not
afTecting full plant growth
potential to any great extent;
more than onc-half of the
potential plant stubble height
rcmainin;.,

:/

surfaces covered by
vegetation; disruption
obvious; patchces of bare
soit or closely cropped
vegelation common; less
than one-half of the
poteatial plant stobble
height remaining.

SCORE, (LB} | Left Bank 16 9 78/ 1 6 5 4 3 2 1
SCORK, (RB) | Right Bank 109 78 6 5 4 3 2 !
9. Vegetative More than 90% of the 70-90% of the sircambank 50-70% of the streambank | Less than 50% of the

streambank surfaces
covered by vegetation;
disruption of stream
bank vegetation is very
highy; vegetation has
been removed to 5
centimeters or less in
average stubble height,

T

5 4 3

2 1

Riglt Bank 10/ 9

8 7 G

5 -4 3

2 i

10. Riparian
Vegetative Zone
Width (score each
bank riparian zone)

Width of ripasian zone

> 18§ meters; human
activities (i.e., parking
fots, roadbeds, clear-cits,
fawns, or crops) have not

Width of riparian zone 12-18
meters; uman activifics have

impacied zone onty minimally.

Width of riparian zonc 6~
12 meters; human
activities have impacted
zone 2 great deal

Width of riparian zonc
<6 meters; littic or no
riparian vegetation dug
to Inuman activitics.

impacted zone. .
SCORE____(LB) | LefBank  £10/9 76 s 4 3 L0
SCORE____(RB) | RightBank 10 9 1 £6) 5 43 2 10

Total Score

Rapid Bioassessment Protoeols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic
Macroinvertehrates, and Fish, Second Edition -Form 3
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(FRONT)

PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

iy LOCATION oY
RIVERMILE STREAM CLASS
MAP DATUM: Zone: _RIVER BASIN
UTM: Easting Northing AGENCY
INVESTIGATORS
FORM COMPLETED BY REASON FOR SURVEY
WEATHER Now Past 24 Has there been a heavy rain in the last 7 days?
CONDITIONS Hours O Yes (INo
0 storm {heavy rain) a
] rain (steady rain) a Air Temperature ____°C
[m] showers (Intermiftent) a
%O %clond cover (w] % Other
(] clear/sunny a
SITE LOCATION/MAP Draw a map of the site and indicate the areas sampled (or attach a photograph)
Flow: -
Tape
Reading Seetion
from | Depth | Length | Velocity

LB/RB iﬂ! (D)) {{in}

STREAM
CHARACTERIZATION

St/l_'eam Subsystem
T Perennial
EAERY

Stveam Origin

O Intermitient

3 Tidal

0 Ghacial A Spring-fed
0 Non-glacial montane ‘j{! Mixture of origins
3 Swamp and bog 3 Other

Stream Type .

3 Coldwaler ':\fj Warmwaler
V/ \
14

Catehinent Area km?

Rapid Bioassessment Protocols For Use in Streams and Wadeable Rivers: Periphyton, Benthic

Macroinvertebrates, and Fish, Second Edition — Form !




L

v

- A S
== /lf} PHYSICAL CHARACTERIZATION/WATER QUALITY FIELD DATA SHEET

(BACK)
WATERSHED Predomumnt Surrouudlng Landuse Local Watershed
FEATURES ' Forest O Commercial {3 No evidence (3 Some potential sources
(1 Fietd/Pasture 3 industrial ;EJObvious SOUICes
W-Agricultural CJ Other
0 Residential | Luocal Watershed Erosion
7 None Y Moderate (] Heavy
S}ZP(;\;{'X{Ag Judlcate the dominant type and record the dominaut species present
ATION Trees Shrubs ;0 /
(18 meter buffer) F ? o f Graﬁscs ; /03 Herbaceous
dominant species present L gt o i .
INSTREAM Estimated Reach Length ____ Canopy Cover «
FEATURES / O Pantly open O3 Partly shaded  G¥Shaded
Estimated Stream Width _ (7 14 g
High Water Mark_____1 ’
Sampling Reach Areca m! -
Proportion of Reach Represented by Stream
Arca in km® (m*x1000) km® Morphology Types
e O Riffle £7 %
Estimated Streamy Depth __.~m &/, = 7 7 3 Pool %
Surface Velocity mises 4 Channelized
(at thalweg) e
Dam Present
LARGE WOODY LWD 10w
DEBRIS Density of LWD m¥/km? (LWD/reach ares)
AQUATIC Iudicate the dominant type and record the donminant speeies present
VEGETATION 1 Rooted emergent 0 Rooted submergent O Rooted Floating 03 Free floating
(O Floating Algae 03 Atached Algae
7,
Dominant species present
Y
Postion of the reach with aquatic vegetation {2 %
WATER QUALITY § Temperature °C Water Odors
JBNomalMNone O Sewage
Specific Conductance "0 Petroleum 3 Chermical
3 Fishy d Other
Dissolved Oxygen
Water Surface Oils
Pl 0 Slick I Sheen (1 Globs O Flecks
\p:{Nonc 1 Qther
Turbidity i
Tuarbidity {if not measured)
WQ Instrument Used TEClear D Shightly urbid O Turbid
03 Opaque O Stained 0 Other,
SEDIMENT/ Odors Deposits ‘
SUBSTRATE IX) Normal 0 Sewage O Petroleaum €3 Sludge O Sawdusl O Paper fiber jﬁ Sand
O Chenmical 1 Anaerobic (7 None €3 Relict shells (7 Other
O Other
Looling at stones which sre not deeply
g;)s embedded, arc the undcrs ﬂcs black
[F'Absent O Slight O Moderate 3 Profuse 0 Yes O No N A
INORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS ORGANIC SUBSTRATE COMPONENTS
(should add up to 100%) {does not necessarily add up to 100%)
Substrate . i % Composition in Substrate . " % Composition in
Type Diameter Sampling Reach Type Characteristic Sampling Arca
Bedrock Sticks, wood, coarse plant
i VY > Y,
Boulder | > 256 mm (10™) Deleilis | materials (CPOM) “n S
Cobble G4-256 nun (2.5”— 10™) Black, very fine organic
Muck-Mud o
Giravel 264 mm (0.1 - 2.5”) M rromy
Sand (.06 ~ 2mm (gritty) 68 /e Grey, shell fragments
Siit 0.004-0.06 mm Mart P
Clay <0.004 iy {slick) '
A-6 Appendix A-1: Habital Assessment and Physicochemical Characterization Field Data Sheels — Form 1
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AMERICAN
INTERPLEX

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES CHAIN OF CUSTODY / ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM
pace 7 of 2
po— PO No. NO ANALYSES REQUESTED AIC CONTROL NO:
Client: FTA47 OF
Project s AlC PROPOSAL NO:
Reference: !7/7’Zﬁd 4/- 5)93 o SAMPLE B
Project —_— ' MATRIX | O Carrier:
Manager: S /Z/o’/@% W T] o3 U\ hr\ :
Sampled o Gl C| A| S T Received Temperature C
By: 1%, 7 Rl ol Tlo L \%\@ @
AIC |Sample DatelTime Al M{E] el VY
No. tldentification Collected B! Pl R| L S ) Remarks
- IEIIEN L | —
lﬁ[ Z 7 /?/f’wo 7 ~ 1
_, 1A
T/ il ey |7 b adyd
—_— SH?
01%32 il Fmo?ﬁ’{ ( ~ -~ — /
oy & ‘7/'/%1";37 d VL
) 7 0§33 e L
4/ G/ /4/es Vs 1 7~
’ . o il 1BTC
G2 9/18ley / 7NN
2 /1 / . / | /
[ C- O ry//;t/cg{ ogee / ’ v Field pH calibration
Container Type on @
Preservative Buffer:
G = Glass P = Plastic V = VOA vials H=HGClio pH2 T = Sodium Thiosulfate
NO = none S = Sulfuric acid pH2 N = Nitric acid pH2 . B = NaOH to pH1i2 Z = Zinc acetate
T nd)Time Requested: (Please circle) Relinwf Date/Time Received DatefTime
NO or EXPEDITED IN DAYS By: j / Y By:
Expedited results requested by: , / / da/] 7/ /%/ry 150
Who should AIC contact with questions:___J1#  Melcdlna Relinquished / Date/Time Received in Lab DatefTime
Phone: __ Jd5* F72Y Fax: By: y: 2 1 E-QE ]
Report Attention to: It Hlalealn @.&Ww\q O
Report Address to: Comments: 7

5/01

WS 8881 8/02

FORM 0060



AMERICAN
INTERPLEX

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

CHAIN OF CUSTODY 7/ ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM

PAGEX oF -*Z

ﬂ ,—-7’/4/ PO No. I(\:!J(; ANALYSES REQUESTED AIC CONTROL NO:
Client: ol
Project e - AIC PROPOSAL NO:
Reference: 4 -?ZX vof = OL0 SAMPLE | B _
Project - / / / MATRIX | O 1) Carrier:
Manager: Dl Vi Col v~ W T, \/\
Sampled T G| C| A] S T :] Received Temperature C
By: s RIO|T| O LIS MW
AIC  [Sample Date/Time Al M E} T £} v\”ﬂ\' \\ [
No. Identification Collected Bl P| Rl L S Sl ° Remarks
9013/¢7 . ol
V= J?/J/ < ek
v W /i 8/0F " ot
Oetled op) 4 (25 ~ 17
7z 2 i r a -
T/ Gl I2fes
gl G s Pt
Field pH catibration
Container Type on @
Preservative Buffer:
G = Glass P = Plastic V = VOA vials H HClto pH2 T = Sodium Thiosulfate
NO = none S = Sulfuric acid pH2 N = Nitric acid pH2 NaOH to pH12 Z = Zinc acetate
‘mﬁﬁgme Reguested: (Please circle} Rehys edf / Date/Time Received Date/Time
+-or EXPEDITED IN DAYS /e oo 1By
Expedited resuits requested by: _ , W 9//5/{3! /o
Who should AIC contact with quastions:__Jim Mal et/fw— Relmqwshed Date/Time Received in Lab DatefTime __,
Phone: _ 2252 FZ T _ Fax By: BY: Ny G-
Report Attention to:  Joe i afodim o s e e P
Report Address to: Comments:
5/01 WS 5981 8/02 FORM 6060







AMERICAN sepemuer 2,2
B INTERPLEX

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Jim Maicolm

3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

Dear Mr, Jim Malcolm:

Project Description: Ten (10) water sample(s) received on September 18, 2008
4700W-020

This report is the analytical results and supporting information for the samples submitted to American Interplex Corporation
(AIC) on September 18, 2008. The following results are applicable only to the samples identified by the control number
referenced above. Accurate assessment of the data requires access to the entire document. Each section of the report
has been reviewed and approved by the appropriate laboratory director or a qualified designee.

Data has been validated using standard quality control measures performed on at least 10% of the samples analyzed.
Quality Assurance, instrumentation, maintenance and calibration were performed in  accordance with guidelines
established by the cited methodology.

AMERICAN INTERPL ORPORATION

By QLQ
Jghn Overbey
oratory Director

Enclosure(s). Chains of Custody

PDF cc: FTN Associates, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Jim Malcolm
tm@ftn-assoc.com

8600 Kanis Road « Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 « FAX 501-224-5072



AMERICAN September 29, 2008

Control No. 122899

INTERPLEX Page 2013

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

CASE NARRATIVE

SAMPLE RECEIPT
Received Temperature: 2°C

Receipt Verification: Complete Chain of Custody Y
Sample 1D on Sample Labels Y
T Date and Time on Sample Labels Y
2 Proper Sample Containers Y
Within Holding Times Y
Adequate Sample Volume Y
Sample Integrity Y
Proper Temperature Y
Proper Preservative Y
QUALIFIERS
Qualifiers  Definition
D Result is from a secondary dilution factor
X Spiking level is invalid due to the high concentration of analyte in the spiked sample
References:

"Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes”, EPA/600/4-79-020 (Mar 1983) with updates and supplements
EPA/600/5-91-010 (Jun 1991), EPA/600/R-92-129 (Aug 1992) and EPA/600/R-93-100 (Aug 1993).

"Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste Physical/Chemical Methods (SW846)", Third Edition.
"Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewaters", 20th edition, 1998.
"American Society for Testing and Materials" (ASTM).

"Association of Analytical Chemists” (AOAC).

"Self-Davis and Moore" (2000).

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 < FAX 501-224-5072



AMERICAN

September 29, 2008
Control No. 122889

INTERPLEX Page 3 of 9
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwoad Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211
ANALYTICAL RESULTS
AIC No. 122899-1
Sample Identification.  BC-0 9/17/08 1450
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 180 10 mg/! W26580
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 12 4 mg/l W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 7.8 0.2 mg/l $23942
Sulfate EPA 300.0 4.1 0.2 mg/l 523942
AIC No. 122899-2
Sample Identification:  UTO-1 9/17/08 0945
Analyte ’ Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 440 10 mg/!| W26580
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 <4 4 mg/l W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 83 2 mg/| $23942 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 39 2 mg/l 523942 D
AIC No. 122899-3
Sample Identification: UTO-2 9/17/08 0845
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Salids ) SM 2540C 480 10 mg/l W26580
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 <4 4 mg/t W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 82 2 mg/! $23942 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 37 2 mg/I $23942 D
AIC No. 122899-4
Sample Identification: BDV-0 9/18/08 1235
Analyte Method Result RL  Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 250 10 mg/l W26580
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 10 4 mg/l W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 34 2 mg/ 523942 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 14 2 mg/l 523942 D
AIC No. 122899-5
Sample ldentification:  BDV-1 9/16/08 0930
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 220 10 mg/) W26565
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 5.0 4 mg/l W26555
Chloride EPA 300.0 33 2 mg/l 523942 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 23 2 mg/! 523942 D
AIC No. 122899-6
Sample Identification; BDV-2 9/16/08 1350
Anaiyte Method Result RL  Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 200 10 mg/l W26565
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 6.8 4 mg/l W26555
Chloride EPA 300.0 34 2 mg/! 523942 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 26 2 mg/l 523942 D

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204

www.americaninterplex.com

501-224-5060 - FAX 501-224-5072



September 29, 2008
Control No. 122899

AMERICAN
INTERPLEX

Page 4 of 9
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211
ANALYTICAL RESULTS
AIC No. 122899-7
Sample identification:  LC-0 9/17/08 0800
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 160 10 mg/l W26580
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 4.4 4 mg/l W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 18 2 mg/l $23943 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 20 2 mg/l 523943 D
AlIC No. 122899-8
Sample Identification:  Ref-0 9/18/08 0815
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 49 10 mg/l W26580
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 76 4 mg/| W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 5.0 0.2 mg/l 523943
Sulfate EPA 300.0 1.1 0.2 mg/l 523943
AlC No. 122899-9
Sample Identification:  Qutfall 001 9/18/08 1105
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 480 10 mg/l W26580
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 4.4 4 mg/| W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 80 2 mg/l 523943 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 43 2 mgt 523943 D
AIC No. 122899-10
Sample Identification:  Field Blk 9/17/08 1442
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 29 10 mg/| W26580
Total‘Suspended Solids USGS 3765 <4 4 mg/l W26571
Chloride EPA 300.0 <02 0.2 mg/t 523943
Sulfate EPA 300.0 <0.2 0.2 mg/l 523943

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204

www.americaninterplex.com

501-224-5060 » FAX 501-224-5072




i AMERICAN

September 29, 2008
Control No. 122899

INTERPLEX Page 5 of9
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211
SAMPLE PREPARATION REPORT
AIC No. 122899-1 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 243EP08 0759 275 25SEP08 1327 275 W26580
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21 24SEP08 0908 21 W26571
Chloride - 19SEPO8 1131 257 §23942
Sulfate - 19SEP0O8 1131 257 523942
AIC No. 122899-2 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 253EP081327 275 W26580
Total Suspendad Solids 23SEP08 1055 21  24SEP08 0908 21 W26571
Chloride - 19SEP0O8 1131 257 10 §23942 D
Suifate - 19SEP08 1131 257 10 523942 D
AIC No. 122899-3 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 25SEP08 1327 275 W26580
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21  24SEP08 0908 21 W26571
Chloride - 19SEPQ8 1131 257 10 §23942 D
Sulfate - 19SEP0O8 1131 257 10 523942 D
AIC No. 1228994 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP0B 0759 275 25SEP081327 275 W26580
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21  24SEP080908 21 W26571
Chloride - 19SEP08 1131 257 10 523942 D
Sulfate - 19SEP0O8 1131 257 10 523942 D
AIC No. 122899-5 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By _ Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 0915 275 24SEP08 1654 275 W26565
Total Suspended Solids 22SEP08 0808 21 23SEPO8 0910 21 W26555
Chloride - 19SEP08 1131 257 10 §23942 D
Sulfate - 19SEP08 1131 257 10 §23942 D
AIC No. 122899-6 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 0915 275 24SEP081654 275 W26565
Total Suspended Solids 22SEP08 0808 21  23SEP080910 21 W26555
Chloride - 19SEP08 1131 257 10 $23942 D
Sulfate - 19SEP08 1131 257 10 §23942 D
AIC No. 122899-7 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 258EP081327 275 W26580
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21 24SEP08 (0908 21 W26571

8600 Kanis Road ¢ Little Rock, AR 72204

www.americaninterplex.com

501-224-5060

FAX 6501-224-5072



AMERICAN September 29, 2008

Control No. 122899

INTERPLEX Page 6 of 9

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Littie Rock, AR 72211

SAMPLE PREPARATION REPORT

AIC No. 122839-7 (Continued)

Date/Time Date/Time

Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Chioride - 19SEP08 1133 257 10 523943 D
Sulfate - 19SEP08 1133 257 10 523943 D
AlC No. 122899-8 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 25SEPQ8 1327 275 W26580
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21 24SEP08 0808 21 W26571
Chloride - 19SEP0O8 1133 257 523943
Sulfate - 19SEPO8 1133 257 523943

AlC No. 122899-9 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEPQ8 0759 275 25SEP08 1327 275 W26580
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP0O8 1055 21 24SEP08 0908 21 W26571
Chloride - 19SEPO8 1133 257 10 523943 D
Sulfate - 19SEPO8 1133 257 10 523943 D
AIC No. 122899-10 Date/Time DatefTime
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 25SEP08 1327 275 W26580
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21 24SEP08 0908 21 W26571
Chloride - 19SEP08 1133 257 523943
Sulfate - 19SEPO8 1133 257 523943

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 « FAX 501-224-5072



AMERICAN Sapmer 20200
INTERPLEX Page 7 of 9

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

SAMPLE DUPLICATE RESULTS

AIC No. 122899-1

Sample Duplicate RPD
Analyte Method Result Result Units RPD Limit Batch Qualifier
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 12 12 mg/! 0.00 20 W26571

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE RESULTS

Spike % % Recovery RPD

Analyte Amount Recovery Limits RPD Limit Batch __ Qualifier
- Total Dissolved Solids 250 mg/l 99.8/101 85-115 1.20 10 W26565
- Total Dissolved Solids 250 mg/l 101/101 85-115 0.199 10 W26580

Total Suspended Solids 200 mg/! 105/104 80-120 0.957 20 W26555

Total Suspended Solids 200 mgft 102/99.0 80-120 2.99 20 W26571

Chloride 5 mgl/l 101/101 90-110 0.792 10 $23942

Chloride 5 mg/l 99.8/97.8 90-110 2.02 10 $23943

Sulfate 5 mgl/l 102/98.0 90-110 3.61 10 523942

Sulfate 5 mg/l 99.8/98.2 90-110 1.62 10 $23943

MATRIX SPIKE SAMPLE RESULTS

Spike % % Recovery RPD
Analyte Amount Recovery Limits RPD Limit Batch Qualifier
Chloride 5 mg/l 91.0/93.4  80-120 1.28 10 $23942
s Chiloride 5 mg/! -/- 80-120 4.22 10 $23943 X
Sulfate 5 mgl/l 89.2/94.1 80-120 2.52 10 523942
Sulfate 5 mg/l -1- 80-120 2.47 10 523943 X

LABORATORY BLANK RESULTS

Qc
Analyte Method Result Units RL PQL  Sample Qual
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C <10 mg/t 10 10 W26565-1
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C <10 mg/l 10 10 W26580-1
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3785 <4 mg/l 4 4 W26555-1
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 <4 mg/l 4 4 W26571-1
Chioride EPA 300.0 <02 mg/l 0.2 0.2 $23942-1
Sulfate EPA 300.0 <0.2 mg/l 0.2 0.2 S523942-1
Chloride EPA 300.0 <02 mg/t 0.2 0.2 S23943-1
Sulfate EPA 300.0 <0.2 mg/l 0.2 0.2 52394341

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 - FAX 501-224-5072



September 29, 2008
Control No. 122899

AMERICAN
INTERPLEX

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204

www.americaninterplex.com

501-224-5060 + FAX 501-224-5072

Page 8 of 9
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Gircle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211
m QUALITY CONTROL PREPARATION REPORT
DUPLICATE SAMPLES

Date/Time Date/Time QcC
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Sample  Qualifier
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21 24SEP08 0908 21 W26571-4

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLES

Date/Time Date/Time Qc
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution ~ Sample  Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 1412 275 24SEP08 1654 275 W26565-2
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 1412 275 24SEP08 1654 275 W26565-3
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 25SEP081327 275 W26580-2
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 25SEP081327 275 W26580-3
Total Suspended Solids 22SEP08 0809 21  23SEP080910 21 W26555-2
Total Suspended Solids 22SEPOB 0809 21  23SEP08 0910 21 W26555-3
Total Suspended Solids 23SEPO8 1055 21 24SEPO8 0908 21 W26571-2
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21 24SEPO8 0908 21 W26571-3
Chloride - 19SEPO8 1131 257 $523942-2
Chloride - 19SEP08 1131 257 S$23942-3
Chloride - 195EP08 1133 257 $523943-2
Chioride - 19SEP08 1133 257 $23943-3
Sulfate - 19SEP08 1131 257 S523942-2
Sulfate - 19SEPO8 1131 257 $23942-3
Sulfate - 19SEP08 1133 257 $23943-2
Sulfate - 19SEP08 1133 257 $23943-3

MATRIX SPIKE SAMPLES

Date/Time Date/Time QC
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Diluton _ Sample  Qualifier
Chloride - 19SEPO8 1131 257 $23942-4
Chloride - 19SEP08 1131 257 $23942-5
Chioride - 19SEP08 1133 257 $23943-4 X
Chiloride - 19SEPO8 1133 257 S523943-5 X
Sulfate - 19SEP08 1131 257 $23942-4
Sulfate - 19SEPO8 1131 257 5239425
Sulfate - 19SEPO8 1133 257 $23943-4 X
Suifate - 19SEP08 1133 257 $23943-5 X

LABORATORY BLANKS

Date/Time Date/Time QC
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution __ Sample  Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 1412 275 24SEP081654 275 W26565-1
Total Dissolved Solids 24SEP08 0759 275 25SEP08 1327 275 W26580-1
Total Suspended Solids 22SEP08 0809 21  23SEP080910 21 W26555-1
Total Suspended Solids 23SEP08 1055 21  24SEP080908 21 W26571-1
Chloride - 19SEPO8 1131 257 $23942-1
Chloride - 19SEP08 1133 257 $23943-1
Sulfate - 19SEPO8 1131 257 $23942-1



AMERICAN Comea o, 12208
INTERPLEX Page 90f 9

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, 1_td.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211
QUALITY CONTROL PREPARATION REPORT

LABORATORY BLANKS
Date/Time Date/Time Qc
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution ~ Sample  Qualifier
Suifate - 19SEP08 1133 257 5239431

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 « FAX 501-224-5072



| iAMERlCAN
INTERPLEX

LABORATORIES CHAIN OF CUSTODY / ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM
PAGE , OF 92-
PO No. NO ANALYSES REQUESTED AIC CONTROL NO:

Client: F7A OF 1'&-1%98
Project AIC PROPOSAL NO:
Reference; 77004/~ 00 SAMPLE | B
Project MATRIX | O , 1Carrier:
Manager: 2 ﬁ’p/ca/u W T« ji " q\
Sampled ?7 G| ClA] S T] "\‘*% Received Temperature C
By. ‘-7 D RO T| O L U'\
AIC [Sampio Date/Time Al M| E| 1 el gV \\
No. |identification Collected Bi P R L S Remarks

| \dc o Whia | A A

17]c8 ]
2 Yre/ i o547 - A
(Kq
3 W2 ’””wx{‘( AN A
N Yov-# 7/#9'/;3’, /| AL
0% L L
5 Upv-/ 9)¢/os - 111 7
LS m
L w-2 9 ///é/grpf / ; vV aVe /‘{ 5
/ /L C-O ﬁ//?/oa’ oBoe d - - Field pH cali’bration
Container Type on @
Preservative Buffer:
G = Glass P = Plastic V = VOA vials H = HClto pH2 T = Sodium Thiosulfate
NO = none S = Sulfuric acid pH2 N = Nitric acid pH2 . B = NaQH to pH12 Z = Zin¢ acetate
T Time Requested: (Please circle) Rellnw Date/Time Received DatefTime
- NO or EXPEDITED IN__ DAYS By: J By:
C Expedited results requested by: / / Fory 7/ / 9/’5 1500
Who should AIC contact with questions;___ J1 #+_Malcoli_ Relinquished /4 Date/Time Received in Lab Date/Time
Phone: A4S P77 Fax; By: By: ¢-t1&-0%
IReport Attention to: St~ Halcalun &7}47923\/\ /SO
Report Address to: Comments: !
5/01 WS 5981 8/02 FORM 0060




CORPORATION

iAMERICAN
BINTERPLEX

LABORATORIES CHAIN OF CUSTODY / ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM
PAGEoz OF wz
PO No. NO ANALYSES REQUESTED AIC CONTROL NO:
Client: /” 7/V OF JaQ RS
Project ~ . AIC PROPOSAL NO:
Reference: A/ ?0(7 uf - @/? o SAMPLE B
Project - MATRIX | O A Carrier:
Manager: J m /%/ Po/ﬁ- w TN \f\
Sampled GjC}] A} S T ) Q Received Temperature C
By: % R|o|T| o L \e} i
Jmc Sample Date/Time Al M| E| | B A k\ |
No. jldentification Collected Bl P] R| L S Remarks
9/1%/¢7 g
b | Kee-o "oty 1 paldd
q9Uv09 v g
9 %;Mo s 17 U2 ) AT A
: 17/c3 A A
lo | Lrol/ )} q"‘u{gg /| A A
Field pH calibration
Container Type on @
Preservative Buffer:
G = Glass P = Plastic V = VOA vials H = HClto pH2 T = Sodium Thiosulfate
NO = none S = Sulfuric acid pH2 N = Nitri¢ acid pH2 B = NaOH to pH12 Z = Zinc acetate
I~%ﬂw Requested: {Please circle) Reyzzd/ ; Date/Time Received Date/Time
t EXPEDITED IN DAYS By: \ / oo [By:
Expedited results requested by: , n f ?//5/ oy 15
Who should AIC contact with questions:_ Tsm /Mo (cdfn Relinquished / Date/Time Received in Lab Date/Time <
Phone: _ 2252 27 ¢% Fax; By: By: g-lg-%
Report Attention to:  J, e ‘Mgfaf..\ /f,'._? /1S
Report Address to! Comments:
5/01 WS 5281 8/02 FORM 0060




AMERICAN
INTERPLEX

CORPORATION

LABORATORIES CHAIN OF CUSTODY / ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM . _
pacEs, oF A
- » PO No. NO ANALYSES REQUESTED AlC CONTROL NO:
Client: -7 A OF ‘
Project Sroy . AIC PROPOSAL NO:
Reference: 4 ‘?0("? i~ eL0 SAMPLE | B .
Project - MATRIX | O ] Carrier:
Managern: A Ridd %/u&& W Ti. N V] .
Sampled "y Gy C| A} S T \[\ Received Temperature C
By: I rR{Oo|T|oO LRSS A :
AIC [Sample Date/Time Al M{E| E ¥ 3 }\ \2
No. lidentification Collected BiP{ Rl L ) : — Rernarks
&3 § 3 .
v /g/ ¢y ) L~
v Y09 i ’
ﬁ' //é./ o0/ / iz g -~ i
91 12jq i
Z L/ Ag//}‘ L2 /| A AT
Field pH calibraticn
Container Type on @ ~
Preservative Buffer:
G = Glass P = Plastic V= VOA vials H HCH to pH2 T = Sodium Thiosuifate
NO =nene S = Suifuric acid pH2 N = Nilric acid pHZ NaOH 1o pH12 Z = Zinc acetate
Wme Requested: (Please circle) Re[m edf / DatelTime Received Date/Time
Expedited results requested by: . W Yigfoz { o
Wha should AIC contact with questions:___"Tiwm M ledfn Rehnqu(shed Date/Time Received in Lab Date/Time e
Phone: __ 225 "2 27 % Fax: By: By: _ Gop
Report Attention to:  J, 14 Wg!w[,.\ Tttt fomi i o X
Report Address to: Comments: ’
501 WS 5981 8402

FORM 0080




iAMERICAN
INTERPLEX

CORPORATION

LABORATORIES CHAIN OF CUSTODY / ANALYSIS REQUEST FORM
pace / of 2
PO No. NO ANALYSES REQUESTED AlC CONTROL NQ:
Client: FTA OF 2 §>q 81
Project AIC PROPOSAL NO:
Reference: 77" o4/~ 00? 4 SAMPLE | B
Project MATRIX } O Carrier:
Manager: Jow %A/cqé»x W T« "\ \;\
Sampled ?a- G} Ci A| S T Received Temperature C
By: ) rl o] T| 0 L R
AIC [Sample Date/Time Al My E| I ) N V) \\ -
INo.  |identification Collected 81 Pl Ri L S Remarks
\ \de Y W o P 1 AA AT
;777]05 ,
2 o/ i /;Wf ' A7
'Ky
3 T2 o moi’f{ 4 NN A
J930 P s
S \gv- / Yyelos | 11 7]
T m
L -2 e ale Vs
/, /7 P .
/ [ C-O V//?‘/"S’ ogov / - i Field pH calibration
Container Type on @
Preservative Buffer:
G =Class P = Plastic V= VOA vials H = HCito pH2 T = Sedium Thiosuifate
NO = none S = Sulfuric acid pH2 N = Nitric acid pH2 8 = NaQH to pH12 Z = Zinc acetate
T round)Time Requested; {Please circle) ReﬁnW Date/Time Received Date/Time
NO or EXPEDITED N DAYS By: J / By:
ﬁ Expedited results requested by: / / (idenss ?/ (905 1590
Who should AIC contact with questions;__ J1 ¥ Malcofy, Relinquished / DatefTime Received in Lab DatefTime
Phone: A48 P77 Fax: By: By: ~t1&-0%
Report Attention to: i Mo loal e~ @}szé-ﬁ@v\ /1sQ o
Report Address tot Comments: ’
5/0% WS 5981 8/02 FORM Q060




CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

I i AMERICAN
INTERPLEX
Qctober 3, 2008

FTN, Associates, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Jim Malcolm

3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220

Little Rock, AR 72211 -

Re:  Chronic Toxicity Screen
American Interplex Corporation Control No. 122838

Dear Mr. Malcolm:

On September 17, 2008, three water samples identified as “001”, project no. 4470W-040 were
received for analytical testing as well as a chronic toxicity screen. As instructed, the toxicity
screen was conducted only on the sample identified as “001 9-16, 13:59". The results of the
testing are attached.

If | can be of any further assistance with this matter, please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

Cc: Mr. Pat Qowney

8600 Kanis Road « Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 - FAX 501-224-5072



October 3, 2008
Control No. 122838

AMERICAN INTERPLEX CORPORATION
Static Renewal Definitive Chronic Toxicity Toxicity Test
Pimephales promelas Fathead Minnow 7-Day Growth

Date and Time Test Initiated: September 17, 2008 at 1700
Date and Time Test Terminated: September 24, 2008 at 1700

Drying Time :

Page 2 of 4

15 hours

Drying Temp: 104 Deg. C

Weight of Weightof | Totalwtof | # of fish Mean dry
Concentration] Replicate Pan Pan + Fish Fish (g) weighed wt. (mg)
A 1.02661 1.02878 0.00217 8 0.271
B 1.01668 1.01921 0.00253 8 0.316
Control C 1.02243 1.02510 0.00267 8 0.334
D 1.01983 1.02221 0.00238 8 0.298
E 1.03320 1.03533 0.00213 8 0.266
A 1.00631 1.00868 0.00237 8 0.296
B 1.01076 1.01319 0.00243 8 0.304
100% C 1.00671 1.00905 0.00234 8 0.292
D 0.99674 0.99952 0.00278 8 0.348
E 1.01607 1.01860 0.00253 8 0.316




QOctober 3, 2008
Control No. 122838

Page 3 of 4
AMERICAN INTERPLEX CORPORATION
Static Renewal Definitive Chronic Toxicity Toxicity Test
Pimephales promelas Fathead Minnow 7-Day Survival-
Date and Time Test Initiated: September 17, 2008 at 1700
Date and Time Test Terminated; September 24, 2008 at 1700
' ~ No, Survivors
Congentration| Replicate| Day 1 Day2 | Day3 | Day4 | Day5 | Day6 | Day7
A 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
B 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Control C 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
D 8 8 8 8 8 7 7
E 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
A 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
B 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
100% C 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
D 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
E 8 8 8 8 8 8 8




October 3, 2008
Control No. 122838

Page 4 of 4
AMERICAN INTERPLEX CORPORATION
Static Renewal Definitive Chronic Toxicity Test
Survival and Reproduction data for Cericdaphnia dubia
Date and Time Test Initiated: September 17, 2008 at 1730
Date and Time Test Terminated: September 23, 2008 at 1730
Concentration: Control
Day Replicate No. of | No. of |Young per
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 | Young | Adults Adult
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0.00
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0.00
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0.00
4 7 4 4 8 7 4 3 3 8 6 52 10 5.20
5 111110 ] 1211113112 9 | 11 9 | 11 109 10 10.9
6 0 11 | 14 | 11 0 | 16| 14} 16| 0 | 12 94 10 9.40
7
i 8
Total| 18 | 25 | 30 | 30 | 20 | 32 | 26 | 30 | 15 | 29 | 255 | 10 255
Concentration: 100 %
Day Replicate No. of | No. of | Young per
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 | Young| Adults Adult
1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0.00
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0.00
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0.00
4 8 4 4 4 7 7 4 4 3 5 50 10 5.00
5 12 114 | 11} 1611010} 13 ] 9 | 11 ;10 | 116 10 11.6
B 0 12 | 16 | 14 [ O 14 1 15 | 13 | 0 | 12 96 10 9.60
7 |
8
Total| 20 | 30 | 31 | 34 17 31| 32] 26| 14 ] 27| 282 10 26.2




’ y AMER|CAN Qctober 3, 2008
ﬁi INTERPLEX Control Npoégl 2123‘;32

COAPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.

ATTN: Mr. Jim Malcolm
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

Dear Mr. Jim Malcolm:

Project Description:  Three (3) water sample(s) September 17, 2008
4470W-040
Jonesboro

This report is the analytical results and supporting information for the samples submitted to American Interplex Corporation
(AIC) on September 17, 2008. The following resuits are applicable only to the samples identified by the control number
referenced above. Accurate assessment of the data requires access to the entire document. Each section of the report
has been reviewed and approved by the appropriate laboratory director or a qualified designee.

Data has been validated using standard quality control measures performed on at least 10% of the samples analyzed.
Quality Assurance, instrumentation, maintenance and calibration were performed in accordance with guidelines
established by the cited melhodology.

AMERICAN INTERPLEX CQRPORATION

By 9(2
John Overbey
Laboratory Directo,

Enclosure(s): Chain of Custody

PDF cc: FTN Associates, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Jim Malcolm
itm@ftn-assoc.com

FTN Associates, Lid.
ATTN: Mr. Pat Downey
pjd@ftn-assoc.com

8600 Kanis Road - Litlle Rock, AR 72204 www.americanintarplex.com 501-224-5060 « FAX 501-224-5072



| AMERICAN October 3, 2008
. ﬁil NTERPLEX Control Npcgggzzzggg

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Lid.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

CASE NARRATIVE

SAMPLE RECEIPT

Received Temperature: 2°C

Receipt Verification: Complete Chain of Custody Y
Sample ID on Sample Labels Y
Date and Time on Sample Labels ¥
Proper Sample Containers Y
Within Holding Times Y
Adeguate Sample Volume Y
Sample Integrity Y
Proper Temperature Y
Proper Preservative Y
QUALIFIERS
Qualifiers Definition
D Result is from a secondary dilution factor
X Spiking level is invalid due to the high concentration of analyte in the spiked sample
References:

"Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes", EPA/600/4-79-020 (Mar 1983) with updates and supplements
EPA/60Q/5-91-010 (Jun 1991), EPA/GO0/R-92-129 (Aug 1992) and EPA/G00/R-93-100 (Aug 1993).

“Test Methods for Evaluating Sofid Waste Physical/Chemical Methods (SW846)", Third Edition.
"Standard Methods for thé Examination of Water and Wastewaters”, 20th edition, 1998.
“American Society for Testing and Materials” (ASTM).

"Assaciation of Analytical Chemists" (ACAC).

“Self-Davis and Moore" (2000).

8600 Kanis Road - Litlle Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 + FAX 501-224-5072
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CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Ltd.

3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

AIC No. 122838-1
Sample Identification: 601 9-16-08 13:59,14:00,14:04

Analyte Method Result RL  Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 450 10 mgll W26565
Chloride EPA 300.0 73 2 mgfl 523936 8]
Sulfate EPA 300.0 34 2 mg/l $23936 D

AlC No. 122838-2 .
Sample Identification: 001 9-16-08 14:00

Analyte Method Result RL  Units Batch  Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 450 10 mg W26565

Chloride EPA 300.0 78 2 mgl 523936 D
Suliate EPA 300.0 55 2 mgll 523936 D

AIC No. 122838-3
Sample Identification: 001 9-16-08 14:04

Analyte Method Result RL  Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 460 10 mgll W26565

Chloride EPA 300.0 73 2 mg/! 523936 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 35 2 mglt 523936 D

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 * FAX 501-224-5072
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Qctober 3, 2008
Control No. 122838

Page 4 of 6
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwoad Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211 ]
SAMPLE PREPARATION REPORT

AIC No. 122838-1 Date/Time DaterTime
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution  Batch  Qualfier
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 0915 275 24SEP08 1654 275 W26565
Chloride - 18SEP08 1342 257 10 523936 D
Sulfate - 18SEP0OB 1342 257 10 $23936 D
AIC No. 122838-2 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution _ Batch  Qualifier
Total Dissolved Salids 23SEP08 0916 275 24SEP0S 1654 275 W26565
Chloride - 18SEP08 1342 257 10 523936 b}
Sulfate - 18SEPQ8 1342 257 10 823936 D
AIC No. 122838-3 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution  Batch  Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 0915 275 24SEP08 1654 275 W26565
Chloride - 18SEP08 1342 257 10 523936 D
Sulfate - 18SEP08 1342 257 10 523936 D

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204

www.amaricaninterplex.com

501-224-5060 » FAX 501-224-5072



o j AMERICAN
INTERPLEX

Cctober 3, 2008
Control No. 122838

Page50f6
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Assaciates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Litlle Rock, AR 72211 _
SAMPLE DUPLICATE RESULTS
AIC No. 122838-1 Sample Duplicate RPD
Analyte Method _Result  Result  Units _ RPD _ Limit _ Batch  Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 450 450  mg/l 1.33 10 W26565
LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE REGULTS

Spike % % Recovery RPD
Anaiyte Amount Recovery  Limils RPD _ Limit Batch _ Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 250 mg/l 99.8/101 85-115 1.20 10 W26565
Chioride 5 mgit 103/101 90-110 1.76 10 $23936
Sulfate 5 mg/l 1031104 90-110 0.964 10 $23936

MATRIX SPIKE SAMPLE RESULTS

Spike % % Recovery RPD
Analyte Amount Recovery Limits RPD Limit Batch _ Qualifier
Chloride 5 mg/l -1- 80-120 1.05 10 823936 X
Sulfate § mg/l -/ 80-120 0.331 10 $23936 X

LABORATORY BLANK RESULTS
Qc

Analyte Method Result Unils RL PQL Sample Qual
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C <10 mg/l 10 10 W26565-1
Chloride EPA 300.0 <02 mg/l 0.2 0.2 523936-1
Suifate EPA 300.0 <02 mg/l 02 0.2 $23936-1

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterptex.com 501-224-5060 « FAX 501-224-5072



| AMERICAN Qctober 3, 2008
' ﬁi INTERPLEX Gonirol No. {22630

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES -
FTN Associates, L.td. "
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211 ]
QUALITY CONTROL PREPARATION REPORTY

DUPLICATE SAMPLES

Date/Time Date/Time Qc
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Sample  Qualifier
Total Dissoived Solids 23SEP08 1412 275 24SEPQB 1654 275 W26565-4

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLES

Date/Time Date/Time Qc
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Sample  Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 235EP08 1412 275 24SEP08 1654 275 W26565-2
Total Dissolved Solids 23SEP08 1412 275 243EP0B 1654 275 W26565-3
Chloride - 18SEP0§ 1343 257 §23936-2
Chloride - 18SEP08 1343 257 5239386-3
Sulfate - 18SEP08 1343 257 $523936-2
Sulfate - 18SEPG8 1343 257 $23936-3

MATRIX SPIKE SAMPLES

Date/Time Date/Time Qc
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution _Sample  Qualifier
Chloride - 18SEPQ8 1343 257 $23936-4 X
Chloride - 18SEP08 1343 257 $23936-5 X
Sulfate - 18SEP08 1343 257 $523936-4 X
Sulfate - 18SEP08 1343 257 §23936-5 X

LABORATORY BLANKS

Date/Time Date/Time Qc
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Sample  Qualifier
Total Dissalved Solids 23SEP08 1412 275 24SEP08 1654 275 W26565-1
Chloride - 18SEP08 1343 257 5239361
Sulfate - 18SEP08 1343 257 $23936-1

8600 Kanis Road + Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5080 » FAX 501-224-5072



Sitn

Date Project Name Project No. Project Manager (Print)
9.17-08 Joneshoro 4470W-040 Jim Malcolm Page 1 __of _1_
Report and Bill to: Submitted by:
. Parameters (Method Number) Lab
Jim Malcolm FTN Associates, Ltd. Tumn-Around-Time
FTN Associates, Lid. 3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220 ~
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220 Little Rock, AR 72211 £ T 24 Houss
Little Rock, AR 72211 (501)225-7779 « Fax (501)225-6738 f 71 48 Hours
(501) 225-7779 + Fax (501) 225-6738 o
Sampler Signature(s) Recorded By (Print) E z] e B Normal
gc] £ X
David Rupe %é i‘,_ O 0§:;
SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 9 z /o
=Y =2
Matrix* a =8| =E
. No. of g ;,C-’ & ffg Laboratory Notes
Sample Identification Date Time | W!S|O] Containers |® | & | S| 2
001 9-16- 13:59 1 X 3 XiX |X
001 9-16- 14:00 | X 3 X X (X
001 9-16- 14:04 1 X 3 XX X
Container Type | P P
Preservative | NO ‘ NO
* Matrix: W= Water § = Soil O = Other
G = Glass P="Plastic : V =VOA vials H=HClto pH2 T = Sodium Thiosulfate
NO =None S = Sulfuric acid pH2 N = Nitric acid pH2 B =NaOH to pH12 Z = Zing acetate
Relinquished By (Signature) Print Name Date Time Received By (Signarure) Print Name Date Time
Lo David Rupe | |
Relinguis] (Si Print Name Date Time Received By Laboratory (Signature) Prigg Name Date Time
Yupe0995 | jogee Hgger@ Fampixy  [T77-0F | 5904
SampléRemarks: Use saniples for all renewals; each sample Is the same water, Laboratory Remarks? ! -

Call Pat Downey @ 501-860-4447 if you have questions.

Revision Date 11/22/02




AMERICAN e 19,200
lNTERPLEX Pe;ge 10f8

CORRORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Jim Malcolm

3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

Dear Mr. Jim Malcolm:

Project Description: Eight (8) water sample(s) received on May 15, 2009
CWL UAA
4470W-040

This report is the analytical results and supporting information for the samples submitted to American Interplex Corporation
(AIC) on May 15, 2009. The following results are applicable only to the samples identified by the control number
referenced above. Accurate assessment of the data requires access to the entire document. Each section of the report
has been reviewed and approved by the laboratory director or a qualified designee.

Data has been validated using standard quality control measures performed on at least 10% of the samples analyzed.
Quality Assurance, instrumentation, maintenance and calibration were performed in accordance with guidelines
established by the cited methodology.

AMERICAN INTERPL ORPORATION

By 902 By KW
Jghn Overbey
oratory Director

Enclosure(s).  Chain of Custody

PDF cc:  FTN Associates, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Jim Maicolm
itm@ftn-assoc.com

FTN Associates, Ltd.
ATTN: Mr. Pat Downey
pjd@ftn-assoc.com

FTN Associates, Ltd.

ATTN: Mr. Jimmy Rogers
jir@ftn-assoc.com

8600 Kanis Road « Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 + FAX 501-224-5072




NTERDLEN et S0
lNTERPLEX Page 2 of 8

CORPORATION
LABORATORIES

FTN Associates, Lid.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

CASE NARRATIVE

SAMPLE RECEIPT
Received Temperature: 2°C

Receipt Verification: Complete Chain of Custody Y
Sample ID on Sample Labels Y
Date and Time on Sample Labels Y
Proper Sample Containers Y
Within Holding Times Y
Adeguate Sample Volume Y
Sample Integrity Y
Proper Temperature Y
Proper Preservative Y

QUALIFIERS

Qualifiers  Definition
D Result is from a secondary dilution factor
References:

"Methods for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes", EPA/600/4-79-020 (Mar 1983) with updates and supplements
EPA/B00/5-91-010 (Jun 1991), EPA/600/R-92-129 (Aug 1992) and EPA/B00/R-93-100 (Aug 1993).

"Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste Physical/Chemical Methods (SW848)", Third Edition.
es “Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Wastewaters"”, 20th edition, 1998.

"American Society for Testing and Materials” (ASTM).

“Association of Analytical Chemists" (AQAC).

"Self-Davis and Moore" (2000).

8600 Kanis Road « Little Rock, AR 72204 www.americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 - FAX 501-224-5072
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AMERICAN

May 19, 2009
Control Nao. 129188

INTERPLEX
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211
ANALYTICAL RESULTS
AIC No. 129188-1
Sample Identification:  BDV-O 5-14-09 1315
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 100 10 mg/l W29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 150 4 mg/l W29039
Chloride EPA 300.0 3.1 0.2 mg/ 525555
Sulfate EPA 300.0 41 0.2 mg/l 525555
AIC No. 129188-2
Sample Identification: LC-O 5-13-09 1830
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 72 10 mg/l W29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 28 4 mg/l W29039
Chioride EPA 300.0 3.3 0.2 mg/l 525555
Sulfate EPA 300.0 51 0.2 mg/l 525555
AIC No. 129188-3
Sample ldentification: 001 5-14-09 1115
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 270 10 mg/l W29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 12 4 mg/l W29039
Chioride EPA 300.0 37 2 mg/! 525555 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 23 2 mg/l 525555 D
AIC No. 129188-4
Sample Identification:  UT-O 5-13-09 1415
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 340 10 mgl/| W29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 8.8 4 mg/| W28039
Chioride EPA 300.0 50 2 mg/| 525555 D
Sulfate EPA 300.0 29 0.2 mg/l 525555
AIC No. 129188-5
Sample [dentification: BDV-1 5-14-09 1230
Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 91 10 mg/l W29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 720 4 mg/l W29039
Chioride EPA 3000 3.6 0.2 mg/l 525555
Sulfate EPA 300.0 4.1 0.2 mgl/l 525555
AIC No. 129188-6
Sample Identification: BDV-2 5-13-09 1150
Analyte Method Result RL  Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 53 10 mg/ W29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 43 4 mg/l W29039
Chloride EPA 300.0 3.0 0.2 mgl/l S525555
Sulfate EPA 300.0 4.4 0.2 mg/l 525555

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204

www.americaninterplex.com

501-224-5060 « FAX 6§01-224-5072



AMERICAN Gontel . 129188
INTERPLEX Page 4 of 8

"CORPORATION
LABORATCRIES

FTN Associates, Lid.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211

ANALYTICAL RESULTS

AIC No. 129188-7
Sample ldentification: BC-O 5-13-09 1630

Analyte Method Result RL Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 86 10 mg/l Ww29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 47 4 mg/l W29039
© Chloride EPA 300.0 1.7 0.2 mg/l 525555
- Sulfate EPA 300.0 4.0 0.2 mg/l 525555

AIC No. 129188-8
Sample |dentification: REF-O 5-14-09 0930

Analyte Method Result RL  Units Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids SM 2540C 110 10 mg/I W29016
Total Suspended Solids USGS 3765 290 4 mg/l W29039
Chloride EPA 300.0 3.1 02 mg/! 825555
Sulfate EPA 300.0 2.4 0.2 mg/| 525555

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204 www._americaninterplex.com 501-224-5060 *» FAX 501-224-5072



AMERICAN
Control No. 129188
INTERPLEX
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Little Rock, AR 72211
SAMPLE PREPARATION REPORT

AIG No. 129188-1 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAYQ9 0827 285 Ww29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAY09 1032 258 W29039
Chloride 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 1834 263 $25555
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 1834 263 $25555
AIG No. 129188-2 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilytion Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAY09 0827 285 W29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAY09 1032 258 W29039
Chloride 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY(09 1854 263 S25555
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 1854 263 $25555
AIG No. 129188-3 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAY09 0827 285 W29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAY09 1032 258 W29039
Chloride 15MAY09 1103 263  15MAY09 1914 263 10 $25555 D
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 1914 263 10 $25555 D
AlC No. 129188-4 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAY09 0827 285 W29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAY09 1032 258 W29039
Chioride 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 1934 263 10 $25555 D
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 2033 263 S25555
AIC No. 129188-5 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAY09 0827 285 W29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAY09 1032 258 W29039
Chloride 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY092053 263 §25555
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY092053 263 §25555
AIC No. 129188-6 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dijution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAY09 0827 285 W29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAYQ9 1032 258 W29039
Chloride 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY092113 263 S25555
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY092113 263 $25555
AIC No. 129188-7 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAY090827 285 W29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAY091032 258 W29039

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204

www.americaninterplex.com

501-224-5060 *

FAX 501-224-5072



AMERICAN

May 19, 2009
Control No. 129188

INTERPLEX Page 6 of 8
CORPORATION
LABORATORIES
FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220
Littie Rock, AR 72211
SAMPLE PREPARATION REPORT

AIC No. 129188-7 (Continued) Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Chloride 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09Q 1814 263 526555
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 1814 263 325555
AIC No. 129188-8 Date/Time Date/Time
Analyte Prepared By Analyzed By Dilution Batch Qualifier
Total Dissolved Solids 15MAY09 1403 285 19MAY09 0827 285 W29016
Total Suspended Solids 18MAY09 1033 258 19MAY09 1032 258 W29039
Chloride 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 2152 263 325555
Sulfate 15MAY09 1103 263 15MAY09 2152 263 825555

8600 Kanis Road - Little Rock, AR 72204

www.americaninterplex.com

501-224-5060 « FAX 501-224-5072
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Date

Sampler Remarks: //?Fj'- € rendtt T

f.;“/@ﬁn —alleC . Com
j"T/‘“eﬂ/’h"ﬂ Loe . € em

JIFC L —bjrre  com

Project Name Project No. Projgct Manager (Print)
Ss-09 | Wl uas By rpw-o4s | Pab Page_{of __
Report/ Bill to: Submitted by:
v—-—' - >
A . Parameters (Method Number) Lab Tum-Around-Time
7 FTN Associates, Ltd.
3 Innwood Circle, Suite 220 [ 24 Hours
Little Rock, AR 72211 48
Phone: (501)225-7779 « Fax (501) 225-6738 L] 48 Hours
,ED Normal
Samplcrﬁiaxc(s) Recorded By (Print) o
! Other:
// _ L fss 7 o s Due: A
- SAMPLE DESCRIPTION 1 HI - >
— — S| QR
Matrix ol s~ ~ ‘\ \
-_ Noof |§-E | | ST Detection Limits
Sampie Identification Date Time W[ S| O} Containers { © { & ‘
s POV- D SHot | s |2 f glrolao | Al ko Parameter | Detection
LC-g s-0-0f | 7% | n v | | o< [ e
___00l Syt | lis L [ S e [ <
UT - s i L2 R ( I x] ¥|¥ p
Bov-y s/-08 | [234 ) /e { YN
Bpv-72 s-13-09 [ [1$0 | ‘ RS EE R
BC o ~13-071 [6%6 | > | o | =] A <l <
fer-o S-i-04 0930 | v ( > el Y
Container Type |
Preservative
* Matrix: W = Water § = Soil Q= Other-
G = Glass P=Plastic V =VOA vials « H=HCl to pH2 T = Sodium Thiosulfate
NO =None S = Sulfuric acid pH2 N = Nitric acid pH2 B =NaOH to pH12 Z = Zin¢ acetate
inguished By (Signature) Print Name Date fhne Received By (Signature) Print Name Date Time
Zf;?f B 47 Sirop | 03673 |
inquished By (Signature) Print Naree Date Time Rgeeived By Laboratory (Signature) Print Name Date Time
- | S Qolare (56701 OB

Yaboratory Remarks:

DS

Revision Date 11/22/02
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