This document gives pertinent information concerning the VPDES Permit listed below.

VPDES PERMIT PROGRAM FACT SHEET
FILE NO: 451

permit is being processed as a MINOR INDUSTRIAL permit.

PERMIT NO.: VAQ0057142 EXPIRATION DATE: July 20, 2001
FACILITY NAME AND LOCAL MAILING FACILITY LOCATION ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT)
ADDRESS

Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals - Pier IX Terminal 21°" and Terminal Avenue
P.0O. Box 38 Newport News, VA 23607
Newport News, VA 23607

CONTACT AT FACILITY: CONTACT AT LOCATION ADDRESS
NAME: Mr.Robert Coffey NAME: Mr. Robert Coffey
TITLE: Senior Facility Manager TITLE: Senior Facility Manager
PHONE: (757) 928-1520 PHONE: (757) 928-1520

OWNER CONTACT: (TO RECEIVE PERMIT) CONSULTANT CONTACT: NA

NAME: Ms. Marie E. Krien-Schmidt
TITLE: Director, Environmental Affairs
COMPANY NAME: Kinder Morgan Operating L.P. “C”
ADDRESS: P.0O. Box 625
Sorrento, LA 70778-0625
PHONE: (B00) 535-8170

PERMIT DRAFTED BY: DEQ, Wat

7?§Ermits, Tidewater Regional Office
_1‘

Permit Writer(s): Fox, Sau Date(s): 3/20/01
Reviewed By: Robert P. Goode Date(s):

PERMIT CHARACTERIZATION: (Check as many as appropriate)

Issuance (x) Existing Discharge

Reissuance ( ) Proposed Discharge

Revoke & Reissue

Owner Modification (

Board Modification (

Change of Ownership/Name {
(
(

X

Effluent Limited

Water Quality Limited
WET Limit

Interim Limits in Permit

— e e e e e

(
(
(
(
(
(

(Effective Date:

( ) Municipal

SIC Codeils) Compliance Schedule Required
Site Specific WQ Criteria
Variance to WQ Standards
Water Effects Ratio

)

)

(x) Industrial )

)
x) Discharge to 303(d) Listed Segment

x)

)

)

)

)

SIC Code(s): 4491

(
(
(
(
(
POTW (
(
(
(
(

() Toxics Management Program Required
() PVOTW Toxics Reduction Evaluation

(x) Private x) Storm Water Management Plan

( ) Federal Pretreatment Program Required

( ) State Possible Interstate Effect

()

Publicly-Owned Industrial

11/01/00 APPLICATION COMPLETE:

Interim Limits in Other Document




10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

RECEIVING WATERS CLASSQCATION: River basin information. .

outfall No(s):001, 002 and 003

Receiving Stream: James River

River Mile: 2-JMS001.23

Basin: James River (Lower)
Subbasin: N/A

Section: 1

Class: ‘II

Special Standard(s): a, NEW-19

Tidal? YES

7-Day/10-Year Low Flow: N/A MGD
1~-Day/10-Year Low Flow: N/A MGD
30-Day/5~Year Low Flow: N/A MGD
Harmonic: Mean Flow: N/A MGD

FACILITY DESCRIPTION: Describe the type facility from which the discharges originate.

EXISTING industrial discharge resulting from the storm water runoff from site whose
actives include storage and transshipment of coal and Portland cement.

LICENSED OPERATOR REQUIREMENTS: (x) No ( ) Yes Class:

RELIABILITY CLASS: Industrial Facility - NA

SITE INSPECTION DATE: 01/18/01 REPORT DATE: 01/25/01

BPerformed By: REF

SEE ATTACHMENT 1

DISCHARGE (8) LOCATION DESCRIPTION: Provide USGS Topo which indicates the discharge location,
sigaificant (large) discharger(s) to the receiving stream, water intakes, and other items of interest.

Name of Topo: Newport News South Quadrant No.: 35B SEE ATTACHMENT 2

ATTACH A SCHEMATIC OF THE WASTEWATER TREATMENT SYSTEM(S) [IND. & MUN.]. FOR
INDUSTRIAL FACILITIRS, PROVIDE A GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PRODUCTION CYCLE.(8) AND

ACTIVITIES. FOR MUNICIPAL FACILITIES, PROVIDE A. GENERAL DESCRIPIION QOF THE.
IREATMENT PROVIDED.

Wastewater treatment facilities comsist of a lined-batch discharge retention pond with pH adjustments.

SEE ATTACHMENT 3 (CAN ALSO REFERENCE TABLE I)

DISCHARGE DESCRIPTION: Describe each discharge originating from this facility.

SEE TABLE I {OR CAN SUBSTITUTE PAGE 2C) = .SEE ATTACHMENT 4

COMBINED TOTAL FLCW:

TOTAL: 1.6614 MGD  (for public notice)
PROCESS FLOW: _ 0.0001 _ MGD (IND:)

NONBROCESS/RAINFALL DEPEMDENT FLOW: 1.6613 {Est.)




15.,

16.

17.

1B.

19,

20.

STATUTORY OR REGULATORY BASIS FOR EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND SPECIAL CONDITIONS:
{Check all which are appropriate)

-X... State Water Control Law

X Clean Water Act
X VPDES Permit Regulation (9 VAC 25~3I~10 et seq.)
X EPA NPDES Regulation (Federal Register)
EPA Effluent. Guidelines (40 CFR 133 or 400 - 471)
X  Water Quality Standards {9 VAC 25-260-5 et seq.)

_ Wasteload Allocation from a TMDL or River Basin Plan

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS/MONITORING: Provide all limitations and monitoring requirements being
placed on each outfall.

SEE TABLE IT < ATTACHMENT 5

SPECIAL CONDITIONS: ©Provide all actual permit special conditions.

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS/MONITORING RATIOMALE: Attach any analyses of am outfall by individual
toxic parameter. As a minimum, it will include: statistics summary (number of data values, .
quantification level, expected value, variance, covariance, 57th percentile, and statistical method);
wasteload allocaticn (a¢iite, ¢hroni¢ and human health); effluent limitations daternmination; input data :
listinyg. Include all calculations used for each outfall and set of effluent limits and those used in any
model (s) .. Inclode all cal¢ulations/documentation of any antidaegradation or anti-backsliding issues in
the development of any limitaticns; complete the review statemefits below. Provide a rationile for
l:l.miting internal waste streams and indicator pollntanta. Attach chlorine mass balance calculations, if
performed. Attach any additional information used to develop the limitations, Anclading any applicable -
water quality standards calculations (acute, chronic and human health)..

OTHER. CONSIDERATIONS IN LIMITATIONS DEVELOPMENT:

mmcnsgaz.mm LIMITATIONS: Provide justification or refutation rationale for requested

wvariafices of alternatives to reguired pexmit mnditinns/limitatinna. This includes, but is not. :
limited to: waivers from testing requirements; variances from technology guidelines or water q:uality

standards; WER/translator study consideration; variances from standard permit limits/cenditiens.

N/A

SUITABLE DATA: In what, if any, effluent dates were congidered in the establishment of effluent
Iimitations and provide all appropriate information/calculations.

All suitable effluent data were reviewed.

ANTIDEGRADATION. REVIEW: Provide a1l appropriate information/calculations for the.
‘antidegradation review. ) .

The receiving stream has been classified as tier 2; therefore, no significant
degradation of the existing water quality will be allowed. See antidegradation -
calculations/determinations.

ANTIBAGKSLIDING REVIEW: Indicate if antibacksliding applies t¢ this permiit and, if so; provide
all appropriate information. -

Backal:.ding applies to this permit but c¢onforms to the anti-backsliding

provisions of section 402(0) of the Clean Water Act, 9 VAC 25-31-220 L. of the VPDES_”.l;

Permit regulation and 40 CFR 122.4 (1).

SEE ATTACHMENT 7 (for TSS at outfalls 002 and 003)

-‘SPECTAL CONDITIONS RATIONMALE: Provide a rationale for each of the permit's special conditicns.

SEE ATTACHMENT 8

TOXICS MONITORING/TOXICS REDUCTION AND WET LIMIT SPECIAL CONDITICONS RATIONALE:

Provide the justification for amy toxics monitoring program and/or toxics reduction program and WET
limit; the dctual conditidis for the pérmit are to be included under Attachment 6.

SEE ATTACHMENT 9




21.

2

23.

24.

2.

265

25

28.

SLUDGE DISPOSAL PLAN: rrovide a description of the sludge disp‘ plan (e.g., type sludge,
treatment provided and disposal method). Indicate if any of the plan elements are included within the
permit.

N/A

MATERIAL STORED: List the type and quantity of wastes, fluids, or pollutants being stored at this
facility. Briefly describe the storage facilities and list, if any, measures taken to prevent the stored
material from reaching State waters.

SEE ATTACHMENT 10

RECEIVING WATERS INFORMATION: Refer to the State Water Control Board's Water Quality Standards
[e.g., River Basin Section Tables (9 VAC 25-260-5 et seq.). Use 9 VAC 25-260-140 C (introduction and
numbered paragraph) to address tidal waters where fresh water standards would be applied or transitional
waters where the most stringent of fresh or salt water standards would be applied. Attach any memoranda
or other information which helped to develop permit conditions (i.e. tier determinations, PReP
complaints, special water guality studies, STORET data and other biological and/or chemical data, etc.

SEE ATTACHMENT 11

303(d) Listed Segments: 1Indicate if the facility discharges to a segment that is listed on the
current 303(d) list and, if so, provide all appropriate information/calculations.

This facility discharges directly to James River. This receiving stream segment has
been listed on Part 1 of the 303(d) list for non-attainment of shellfish
restriction. A TMDL has not been prepared or approved for this stream segment. The
permit contains a TMDL reopener clause which will allow ™Mit to be modified, in
compliance with section 303(d) (4) of the Act once a TMDL is approved.

SEE ATTACHMENT 12

CHANGES TO PERMIT: Use TABLE III(a) to record any changes from the previous permit and the
rationale for those changes. Use TABLE III(b) to record any changes made to the permit during the permit
processing period and the rationale for those changes [i.e., use for comments from the applicant, VDH,
EPA, other agencies and/or the public where comments resulted in changes to the permit limitations or any
other changes associated with the special conditions or reporting requirements].

SEE ATTACHMENT 13

NPDES INDUSTRIAL PERMIT RATING WORKSHEET:

TOTAL SCORE: 43 (8 SEE ATTACHMENT 14

DEQ PLANNING COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT PERMIT: Document any comments received from DEQ
planning.

The discharge is not addressed in any planning document but will be included when
the plan is updated.

PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: Document comments/responses received during the public participation
process. If comments/responses provided, especially if they result in changes to the permit, place in
the attachment.

VDH/DSS COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT PERMIT: Document any comments received from the
Virginia Dept. of Health and noted how resclved.

The VDH had no objections to the draft permit, as stated by letter dated

OR
By letter dated , the VDH provided the following comments:

EPA COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT PERMIT: Document any comments received from the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency and noted how resolved.

EPA waived the right to comment and/or object to the adequacy of the draft permit.




29,

30.

ADJACENT STATE COMMENTS RECEIVED ON DRAFT PERMIT: Document any comments received from an
adjacent state and noted how reszolved. '

Not Applicable.

OTHER _AGENCY COMMENTS . RECEIVED ON DRAFT PERMIT: Document any comments received f£rom any
other agencies (e.g., VIMS, VMRC, DGIF; etc.) and noted how resolved

Not Applicable,

OTHER COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM RIFARTAN OWNERS/CITIZENS ON DRAFT PERMIT: Document any
comments received from other sources and note how resolved. : :

The application and draft permit have received public nétice in accéordance with
the VPDES Permit Regulation, and no comments were received.

PUBLIC NOTICE INFORMATION: Comment Period: Start Date April 16, 2001
End Date May 16, 2001

Persons may comment in writing or by e-mail to the DEQ on the proposed reisgsuance
of the permit within 30 days from the date of the first notice. Address all
comments to the ¢dntact person listed below. Writtén or e-mail comments shall
include the name, address, and telephone number of the writer, and shall contain a
complete, concise statement of the factual basis for comments. Only those
comméntg freceived within this perfiod will be considered. The Director of the DEQ
may decide to hold a public hearing if public regponse is significant. Requests
for public hearings shall .state the reason why a hearing is requested, the nature

of the issues proposed to be raised in the public hearing and a brief explanation

of how the requestor’s interests would be directly and adversely affected by the
proposed permit action..

All pertinent information is on file and may be inspected, and arrangeéments made -
for copying by contacting Mark H. Sauer at: Department of Environmental Quality
{DEQ), Tidewater Regional QOffice, 5636 Southern Boulevard, Virginia Beach, VA
23462. Telephone: 757-518-2105. E-mail: mhsauer@deq.state.va.us

Following the comment period, the Board will make a determination regarding the
proposed reissuance. This determination will become effeéctive, unless the
Director grants a publlc hearlng. Due notice of any publlc'hearing will be given.

ADDITICONAL FACT SEEET COMMENTS/PERTINENT INFORMATION:

None..
SUMMARY OF SPECIFIC ATTACHMENTS LARELED AS:

Attachment 1 Site Inspection Report/Memorandum

Attachment 2 Discharge Location/Topographic Map

Attachment 3 Schematic/Plans & Specs/Site Map/Water Balance

Attachment_ 4 TABLE I - Discharge/Outfall Descripticn

Attachment 5 TRBLE II -~ Effluent Monitoring/Limitations

Attactment_ 6 Special Conditions _

Attachment 7 Effluent Limitations/Monitoring Raticnale/Suitable
Data/Antidegradation/Antibacksliding

Attachment__ 8 Special Conditions Rationale |

Attachment O Toxics Monitoring/Toxics Reduction/WET Limit Rationale

Attachment 10 Material Stored

Attachment 11 Receiving Waters Info./Tier Determination/STORET Data/Stream
Modeling

Attachment 12 303(d) Lieted Segments

Attachment 13 TABLE III(a) and TABLE III(b) - Change Sheets

Attachment 14 NPDES Industrial Permit. Ratlng Worksheet

Attachment 15 Chronology Sheet

Attachment 16 General Correspondence

Attachment Public Participation




SUMMARY OF SPECIFIC M-‘mﬁm LABELED AS: .

Attachment 1 Site Inspection Report/Memorandum

Attachment 2 Discharge Location/Topegraphic Map

Attachment 3 Schematic/Plans & Spécs/Site Map/Water Balance

Attachment” ¢4 TABLE I - Discharge/Outfall Description

Attachment 5 TABLE II - Effluent Monitoring/Limitations

Attachment. .6 Special Conditions

Attachment 7 Effluent Limitations/Monitoring Rationale/Suitable
Data/Antidegiadation/Antibac¢ksliding

Attachment 8 Special Conditions Rationale

Attachment 9 Toxics Monitoring/Toxics Reduction/WET Limit Rationale

Attachment 10 Material Stored

Attachment 11. Receiving Waters Info./Tier Determination/STORET Data/Stream

Modeling

Attachment 12 303(d) Listed Segments

Attachment 13 ‘TABLE III(a) and TABLE III(b}) - Change Sheets
Attachment 14 NPDES Industrial Permit Rating Worksheet
Attachment 15 Chronology Sheet

Attachment 16 General Correspondence

Attachment Public Participation




ATTACHMENT 1

SITE INSPECTION REPORT/MEMORANDUM




MEMORANDUM
® o -t
Department of Environmental Quality :
Tidewater Regional Office

5636 Southem Boulevard . - Virginia Beach, VA 23462

SUBJECT: Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals - Pier IX Terminal
VPDES Permit No. VADD57142
Site Inspection

TO: Permit Processing File {PPP-$#451)

FROM:  Richard E. Fox, Jr. éi;ﬁ-
DATE: January 25, 2001
COPIES: R. Pinkéski, M. Sauer, Fact Sheet

On January 18, 2001, Ron Pinkoski, Mark Sauer and I conducted site inspection at the
above referenced facility as part of the VPDES permit reissuance process and a

pollution prevention (P2) review. The purpose of this site inspection was to review
all permitted outfalls and any changes that have been made to each outfall/drainage
area.

The facility actives are storage and transshipment of coal and Portland cement.

Outfall 001
There were no changes to outfall 001 since the permit modification (change of ownership..

gtormwater runoff from coal storage area, Portland cement storage area and equipment wash
down water flows to a settling pond for gsedimentation then to the James River.

Outfall 002

There were no changes to outfall 002 since the permit modificatidn (change of ownership) .
Stormwater runoff from South Harbor Road flows to Jimes River.

OQutfall 003

There werée no changes to outfall 003 since the permit modification (change of ownership).
Stormwater runoff from South Harbor Road and administration parking lot flows to James
River.

Outfall 004

Since the previous permit outfall 004 has been eliminated.

outfall 005
Since the previous permit outfall 005 has been eliminated.

We met with Mr. Robert Coffey of Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals, Inc. and Mr. Robert Polino
of Malecolm Pirnie (Kirider Morgan’s consultant). Mr. Coffey and Mr. Polino gave us a tour
of the site. We observéd outfalls D01, 002 and 003 and where outfall 004 and outfall 005
were located before they were eliminated. We observed the coal stored outdoors and
Portland cement stored in enclosed silos that discharge to sedimentation pond to James
River. We rode ardund the coal pile and viewed the dust suppression system reusing the
treated storm water from the sedimentation pond. We vigited a shop area where bulidozers,
equipment and vehicles are fueled amnd maintained. We cbserved uséd oil, antifreeze,
filters, etc. being coilected for recycling in the maintenance shop and the underground
storage tanks for the fuel.

Attached to this memorandum is a copy of the site map-

Attachment.:
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DEQ Pollution Prevention &

Compliance Assistance

Memo

To:

Mark Sauer

‘Richard Fox

From:

Date:

Re:

Bill Cash-Robertson

Ren Pinkoskf
1/25/01

Office of Pollution Prevention comments for Kinder Morgan, Pier IX VPDES Application

Based on our visit to the site, conducted January 18, 2001, and my review of the VPDES
application, | offer the following comments.

The facility has already implemented a number of pollution prevention (P2) measures and best
management practices (BMPs). Most notably:

« All stormwater is collected for reuse in the dust suppression system, minimizing the need for
groundwater/city water and reducing the amount of stormwater discharged.
» Conveyer beit runs are covered to the maximum extent practical, to minimize product losses

and

emissions.

Coal fines/sediment are recovered from the detention pond, dned and sold as product.
Hazardous materials and chemicals are stored under cover to prevent contact with rainwater.
Site grading, curbing and drainage are designed to control runoff.

Uncontrolled free fall of bulk materials is minimized through the use of piping. e
Used oil, antifreeze, filters, efc. are collected for recycling in the maintenance shop.

While the inclusion of P2 opportunities into the VPDES pemmit as special conditions appears
limited, the following P2/BMP concepts are suggested to further improve facility operations.

® Page 1

Install mulch berms or silt fences along the drainage ditch to prevent product loss and loss
of effectiveness of the drainage system through siltation.

Install a sump at the inlet to the detention pond to trap coal fines/sediment. Install filtering
mechanisms in the drainage system to minimize transport of solids to the pond.

Develop a maintenance schedule for the drainage ditch and detention pond to ensure that
the maximum capacity is available for stormwater collection/retention.

Conduct a pollution prevention '6pp0|tu_nity assessment of the maintenance shop to
identify areas for further improvement and cost savings.

e




COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

Dennis H. T
Jamnes S. Gilmore, IIT ennis reacy

Goveror 5636 Southern Boulevard Director
Virginia Beach, VA 23462 )

Tel# (757 518-2000 Francis L. Daniel

John Paul Woodley, Ir. hitp://www.deq.state.va.us Tidewater Regional Director

Secretary of Natural Resources

January 29, 2001

Mr. Robert Coffey

Senior Facility Manager

Kinder Morgan Pier IX Terminal
" P.O.Box 38

Newport News, VA 23607

Re: VPDES Permit Number VAQ057142; Pier IX Terminal
Newport News, VA
Poltution Prevention Opportunities review

Dear Mr. Coffey;

Enclosed is a review completed by Mr. Ron Pinkoski, our Pollution Prevention (P2) Engineer, discussing
P2 opportunities at the Kinder Morgan Pier IX facility. While it appears that no opportunities or incentives
can be directly related to the VPDES permit in this situation, there are some opportunities for P2 concepts
in certain areas of the facility.

Please review the enclosed memerandum, and if you would like to further discuss these opportunities with

DEQ staff, please feel free to contact Mr. Ron Pinkoski at the above address or by telephone at

(757) 518-2007. If you have any other questions or need additional informatied, piease contact me at the

above address, or by telephone at (757) 518-2103. /
Si gerér(y,

ark H. Sauer
Permit Engineer

Cc: B. Polino, Malcolm Pimie
TRO file
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VPDES PERMIT PROGRAM
POLLUTION PREVENTION IN VPDES PERMITS

CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

FACILITY: Kinder Morgan - Pier IX PERMIT NUMBER: VAQ057142 PERMIT WRITER: Fox/Sauer

OLLOW-UP
1/19/01 1/18/01 / 1/25/01 1/29/01
/
/
APPLICATION TO P2: 1/22/01 P2 COMMENTS RECEIVED: 1/25/01
PW/P2 APP/PERMIT MEETING: P2 OPPORTUNITIES IN VPDES PERMIT?: No
P2 OPPORTUNITIES QUTSIDE OF PERMIT?: Yes P2 OBJECTIVES: Assist permittee in identifying alternate

Materials and practices in shop area

Date

DESCRIPTIVE STATEMENT [CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS] (Meetings, telephone calls, letters, memos, etc.
affecting P2 at the facility)

1/18/01

Pinkoski, Sauer, Fox met with permittee and consultant and did site visit. Site visit revealed
few to no opportunities for P2 incentives directly within the realm of the VPDES permit; however,
there was a shop area at the facility where bulldozers, equipment and vehicles are fueled and
maintained. Appears as though there may be opportunities there for P2 practices to be effective,

It was noted that the permittee already has covered conveyors where practical, uses collected
storm water for dust suppression, and attempts to separate contaminated storm water from storm
water not associated with process areas.

1#£25/01

Comments from P2 received after review of the application. No P2 opportunities were identified
for direct incorporation into the VPDES permit; however, some P2/BMP concepts were suggested.

1/29/01

P2 comments were forwarded by letter to permittee and their consultant, with the statement that
if the permittee would like to pursue any of these suggestions and would like to further discuss
these opportunities with DEQ, please feel free to contact us.




ATTACHMENT 2

DISCHARGE LOCATION/TOPOGRAPHIC MAP



January 2001

Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals T SR

Pier [X Terminals

Pier IX Terminal - Site Location Map e
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ATTACHMENT 3

SCHEMATIC/PLANS & SPECS/SITE MAP/
WATER BALANCE
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Note: All flowrates are based on.the:National

Tunnel:Sump Weather Bureau local.averagerainfall:of 45.77
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ATTACHMENT 4

TABLE I - DISCHARGE/OUTFALL DESCRIPTION




TABLE I

NUMBER AND DESCRIPTION

OF OUTFALLS

)

DISCHARGE SOURCE

Stormwater runoff from
coal storage area,
Portland cement storage
area and equipment wash
down water flows to a
settling pond for
sedimentation.

Sedimentation
pH neutralization

1.5801
MGD

002

Stormwater runoff from
South Harbor Road.

Best Management Practice

0.0405 MG

003

Stormwater runoff from
South Harbor Road and
administration parking
lot -

Best Management Practice

0.0408 MG

(1)
(2)
(3)

List operations contributing to flow
Give brief description, unit by unit
Give maximum 30-day average flow for industry and design flow for municipal




ATTACHMENT 5

TABLE II - EFFLUENT MONITORING/LIMITATIONS



The bases for the limitations codes are: .
1. Technolegy (e.g., Federal Effluent Guidelines)
2. Water Quality Standards (9 VAC 25-260 et. seq.)
3. Best Professional Judgment

2. Any untreated overflow from facilities designed, constructed and cperated to treat the volume of ceocal pile runoff
which is associated with 10-year, Z4-hour rainfall event shall not be subject te the 50 mg/l limitation for total

suspended solids.
3. There shall be nc discharge of floating sclids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
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TABLE II - STORM WATER EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS/MONITORING

OUTFALL # 002

Outfall Description: Stormwater runoff from South Harbor Road
SIC CODE: 4491

Flow (MG) 5 NA NL 1/3 Months Estimate [b]
pH (S.U.)} 2 6.0 9.0 1/6 Months Grab
Total Petroleum 3 NA NL 1/6 Months Grab
Hydrocarbons (TPH) :

(mg/1)

Total Suspended 3 NA NL 1/3 Months Grab

Solids (TSS) (mg/l)

Dissolved Copper 3 NA NL 1/3 Months Grab
(ug/1) [d] [e]

1/3 Months = In accordance with the following schedule: 1st gquarter (January 1 - March 31); 2nd quarter (Aprll
1 - June 30); 3rd quarter (July 1 - September 30); 4th quarter (October 1 - December 31).

1/6 Months = In accordance with the following schedule: 1st half (January 1 - June 30); 2nd half (July i

December 31).
[a] See Parts I.C.1l. (Sampling Methodology) and I.C.3. (General Storm Water Conditions) for additional storm
water sampling and reporting requirements. :
[b] Estimate of the total volume of the discharge during the storm event.
[c] The grab sample shall be taken within the first three hours from the initiation of a discharge.
[d] See Parts I.B.4. and I.B5. for quantification levels and reporting requirements, respectively.
[e] See Part I.C.2. for storm water evaluation requirements.
The bases for the limitations codes are:
A. Technology (e.g., Federal Effluent Guidelines)
B. Water Quality Standards (9 VAC 25-260 et. seq.)
C. Best Professional Judgment
2. There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace

amounts.
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TABLE II - STORM WATER EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS/MONITORING

QUTFALL # 003
Outfall Description: Stormwater runoff from South Harbor Road and
administration parking lot

SIC CODE: 4491

Flow (MG) 3 NA NL 1/3 Months Estimate [b]
FH (S.UL) 3 6.0 9.0 1/6 Months Grab
Total Petroleum 3 NA NL 1/6 Months Grab
Hydrocarbons (TPH)

(mg/1)

Total Suspended 3 NA NL 1/3 Months Grab

Solids (TSS) (mg/l)

Dissolved Copper 3 NA NL 1/3 Months Grab
(ug/l) [d] [e]

1/3 Months = In accordance with the following schedule: 1st quarter (January 1 - March 31); 2nd quartér (April
1 - June 30); 3rd quarter (July 1 - September 30); 4th quarter (October 1 - December 31). .

1/6 Months = In accordance with the following schedule: 1st ﬁalf (January 1 - June 30); 2nd half (July 1 -
December 31).

[a] See Part I.C.l. (General Storm Water Conditions) for additional storm water sampling and reporting
requirements.

[b] Estimate of the total volume of the discharge during the storm event.

[c] The grab sample shall be taken within the first three hours from the initiation of a discharge.

[d] See Parts I.B.4. and I.B.5. for guantification levels and reporting requirements, respectively.

[e] See Part I.C.2. for storm water evaluation requirements. ’

The bases for the limitations codes are:
A. Technology (e.g., Federal Effluent Guidelines)
B. Water Quality Standards (9 VAC 25-260 et. seq.)
C. Best Professional Judgment

20 There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace
amounts.
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VEDES PERMIT PROGRAM
LIST OF SPECIAL CONDITIONS

B. OTHER REQUIREMENTS CR SPECIAL CONDITIONS

I.

Permit. Reopeners
a. Water Quality Standards Reopener

Should effluent monitoring indicate the need for any water
quality based limitation, this permit may be modified or;
alternatively, revoked and reissued to incorporate appropriate
limitations: :

b. Nutrient Enriched Waters Recopeher

This permit shall be modified or, alternatively, revoked and
reissued to include new or alternative nutrient limitations
should the State Water Control Board adopt nutrient standards for
the Chesapeake Bay and tributary river basins, or if a future . .
water guality regulation, statute, or water guality management
plan requires new or alternative nutrient control. .

c. Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Reopener

The Board may modify or, alternatively, revoke and reissue this
permit if any applicable standard(s) promulgated under section
303(d) of the Clean Water Act or as & result of the development
of a TMDL would result in more stringent limits or other .
requirements in this permit.

Operations and Maintenance (0 & M) Manual

The permittee shall review the existing O & M Manual and notify the
DEQ Tidewater Regional Office (TRO), in writing, within 90 days from
the effective date of the permit that it is still current. If the © &
M Manual is no longer current, a revised O & M Manual shall be”
submitted for approval to TRO within 90 days from the effective date’
of the permit. ©Once approved, this rfevised mannal shall become an
enforceable condition ¢f this permit. Fatiare changes to the facility
must be addressed by the submittal of a revised O & M Manual.

Notification Lévels

The permittee sShall hotify the Department as soon as they know or have

reason to beélieve:

a. That any activity has occurred or will occur which would result
in the dlscharge, on a routine or frequent basis, of any toxic
pollutant which is not limited in this permit, if that dlscharge :
will exceed the highest of the following notification levels:

(1) ©One hundred micrograms per liter (100 ug/l):;

{2) Two hundred micrograms per liter (200 ug/l) for acrolein and
acrylonitrile; five hundred micrograms per liter (500. ug/l).
for 2,4-dinitrophenol and for 2-methyl-4, é-dinitrophenol;
and one milligram per liter (1 mg/l) for antimony;

{3) Five (5) times the maximim concentration value reported for
that pollutant in the permit application; orx
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(4) The level established by the Board.

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 this permit, if that
discharge will exceed the highest of the following notification
levels.

(1) Five hundred micrograms per liter (S00 ug/l); .-

(2) One milligram per Liter (1 mg/l) for antimonyy

{3) Ten (10) times the maximum concentration value reported for
that pollutant in the permit application. '

{4) The level established by the Board.

4. Quantification Levels Under Pait I.A,

a..

The maximum guantification levels (QL) shall be as £follows..

Effluent Characteristic Quantification Level

Copper 7.2 ug/l
Zine 52 ug/l

The permittee may use any approved method which has a QL egual to .

or lower than the QL listed in 4.a. above. The QL is defined as
the lowest cohcentration used to calibrate a Measurement system
in accordance with the procedures published for the method.-

It is the responsibility of the permittee to ensure that proper
QA/QC protocols are followed during the sampling and analytical
procedures. QA/QC information shall be documented to confirm
that appropriate analytical procedures have been used and the
required QLs have been attained.

An appropriate analytic method for metals shall be selected from -
the following list of EPA methods, or any approved méthod in 40
CFR Part 136, which will achieve & QL that is less than or equal
to theé QL specified in 4.a. above.

Metal Analytical Methods
Copper 220.1; 200.7:; 220.2; 200.9; 1638; 1640; 200.8
Zinc 289.1; 200.7; 1638; 1639y 200.8, 289.2

5. Compliance Reporting Under Part I.A.

a.

Daily maximum -- Compliance with the daily maximum limitations
and/or reporting requirements for the parameters listed in Part-
I.B.4.a. above shall be determined as follows: All data below the
test méthoed QL listed in Part I1.B.4.a. pbove shall be treated as
zero. All data equal to or above the Fest method QL shall be
treated as reported. An arithmetic average shall be calculated
using all reported data, including the defined zeros, collected-
within each day during the reporting month. The maximum value of
these daily averages thus determined shall be reported on the
DMR. If all data for edch daily maximium are less than the test
method QL, a "<[XX]" shall be reported on the DMR, where the
actual test method QL shall be substituted for "[XX]".
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Materials Handling and Storage

Any and all product, materials, industrial wastes, and/or other wastes
resulting from the purchase, sale, mining, extraction, transport,
preparation and/or storage of raw or intermediate materials, final
product, by-product or wastes, shall be handled, dispesed of and/or
stored in such a manner so as not td permit a discharge of such
product, materials, industrial wastes and/or other wastes to State-
waters, except as expressly authorized.
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C. STORM WATER MANAGEMENT CONDITIONS

Sampling Methodology for Specific Outfalls 001, 002 and 003

Dde to the hature of the efflient discharged at these outfalls; the
following shall be rfeguired when obtaining samples required by Part
I.A. of this permit:

a.

At the time of sampling, the permittee shall ensure that the
effects of tidal influences are kept to an absolute minimum.
This can be achieved by:

(1) Sampling at low tide and/or

(2) Ssampling at a representative point which has been
demonstrated to be free of tidal influences

In the event that sampling of an outfall is not possible due to
the absence of effluent flow during a particular testing perioed,
the permittee shall provide written notification to DEQ with the
DMR for the month following the pericd in which samples were to
be collected.

Storm Water Management Evaluation

The Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, which is to be developed
and maintained in accordance with Part I.C.4. of this permit, shall
have a goal of reducing pollutants discharged at all the regulated
storm water outfalls.

a.

Pollutant Specific Screening

The goal shall place emphasis on reducing, to the maximum extent
practicable, the following screening criteria parameters ln the
outfalls noted below.

QUTFALL NO. POLLUTANTS
001 copper and zinc
002 copper
003 copper

Thé effectiveness of the Plan will be e¥aluated via the requireéd
monitoring for all parameters listed in Part I.A. of this permit
for the regulated storm water cutfalls, including the screening
criteria parameters. Monitoring results which are above the
screening criteria values will not indicate unacceptable values.
However, those results will justify the need to reexamine the
effectiveness of the Plan and any best management practices
{BMPs) being utilized for the affected outfalls. In addltlon, the .
permittee shall amend the Plan whenever there is a change in the
facility or its operation which materially increases the
potential for activities to result in a discharge of sxgnlflcant
amounts of pollutants. .

By February 10th of each year, the permittee shall submit to the
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DEQ Tidewater Ragional Office an annual report which includes the
pollutant-specific data from the outfalls included in this
condition along with a summary of any steps taken to modify
either the Plan or any EMPs based on the monitoring data. . The
first report is due on February 10, :2002.

3. General Storm Water Conditions

a.

Sample Type - Outfalls 002 and 003

For all storm water monitoring reguired in Part I.A. or other
applic¢able sections of this permit, a minimim of oneée grab sample
shall be taken. Unless otherwise specified, all such sanmples
shall be ceollected from the discharge resulting from a storm
event that is greater than 0.1 inches in magnitude and that
occurs at. least 72 hours from the previously measurable (greater.
than 0.1 inch rainfall) storm event. The required 72-hour storm
event interval is waived where the preceding measurable storm
event did not result in a measurable discharge from the facility:
The required 72-hour storm event interval may also be waived
where the permittee documents that less than a 72-hour interval
is representative for local storm events during the season when
sampling is being conducted. The grab sample shall be taken

during the first 30 minutes of the discharge. If the collection

of a grab sample during the first 30 minutes 1s impracticable, a
grab sanmple can be taken during the first hour of the discharge,
and the permittee shall submit with the monitoring report a
description of why a grab sample during the first 30 minutes was
impracticable. If storm water discharges associated with
industrial activity commingle with process or nonprocess water,
then where practicable permittees must attempt to sample the
storm water discharge before it mixes with the nonstorm water
discharge.

Recording of Results

For each measurement or sample taken pursuant to the storm event
monitoring reguirements of this permit, the permittee shall
record and report with the Discharge Monitoring Reports (DMRs)
the following information: :

(1) The date and duration (in hours) of the storm event {s)
sampled;

(2) The rainfall measurements or estimates {(in inches) of the
storm event which generated the sampled discharge; and

(3) ThB duration between the storm event sampled and the end of
the previous measurable (greater than 0.1 inch rainfall)
Storin event. ‘

In addition, the permittee shall maintain a monthly log
documenting the amount of rainfall received at this facility on a
daily basis. A summarization of this information shall also be
submitted with the DMRs:

Sampling Waiver

When a permittee is unable to collect storm water samples
required in Part I.A. or cther applicable sections of this permit
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withih a specified sampling period diae to adverse climatic
conditions, the permittee shall collect a substitfute sample from. -
a separate qualifying event in the next period and submit these
data along with the data for the routine sample in that peried. -
Adverse weather conditions that may prohibit the collection of .
samples include weather conditions that create dangerous
conditions for personnel (such as local flooding, high winds,
hurricane, tornadoes, electrical storms, etc.) or otherwise make
the collection of a sample impracticable {drought, extended
frozen conditions, etc.).

Representative Discharge

When a fac¢ility has two or more outfalls that, based on a
consideration of lndustrlal actlvity, smgnificant materlals, and
management practices and activities within the area drained by
the outfall, the permittee reasonably believes substantially
identical efflients are discha¥ged, thé permittee may tést the
effluent of one of such outfalls and report that the quantitative
data also apply to the substantially identical outfall(s) . =~ o
provided that the permittee includes in the storm water pollution -
prevention plan a description of the location of the outfalls and
explains in detail why the outfalls are expected to discharge
substantially identical effluents. In addition, for each outfall
that the permittee believes is representative, an estlmate of the .
size of the drainage area (in square feet) and an estimate of the
runoff coefficient of the drainage area [(i.e., low {under 40 _
percent), medium (40 to 65 percert), or high (&bove 65 percent)]
shall be provided in the plan. Permittees regquired to submit
monitoring information under this permit shall include the
description of the location of the outfalls, an explanation of -
why outfalls are expected to be substantlally identical

effluents, and an estimate of the size of the drainage area and
runoff coefficient with the discharge monitoring report. The
representative discharge provision is not applicable to
compliance monitoring requirements under Part I.A. of this

permit.

Quarterly Visiial Examination of Storm Water Quality

Unless arnother more frequent schediule is established elsewhere
within this pefmit, the permittee shall perfoifm and document a
visual examination of a storm water dischaxrge associated with
industrial activity from each outfall. The examination(s) must
be made at least cnce in each of the following three-month
periods: January through March, April through June, July through
September, and October through December.

(1) Examinations shall be made of samples collected within  the.
first 30 minutes (or as soon thereafter as practical, but
not to exceed 1 hour) of when the runoff or snowmelt begzns
dzscharglng The examination shall document observations of
color, odor, clarity, flocating solids, settled solids, K
suspended solids, foam, oil sheen, and other cbvious
indicators of storm water pollution. The examination must
be conducted in a well lit area. No analytical tests are
required to be performed on the samples. All such samples
shall be collected from the discharge resulting from a storm
event that is greater than 0.1 inches in magnitude and that
occirs at least 72 hours from the previous measurable
(greater than 0.1 inch rainfall) storm event. The required
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72-nhour storm event interval is waived where the preceding
measurable storm event did not result in a measurable
discharge from the facility. The required 72-hour storm .
event interval may alsoe be waived where the permittee
documents that less than a 72-hour interval is :
representative for local storm events during the season when
sampling is being conducted. Where practicable, the same
individual should carry out the collection and examination
of discharges for the entire permit term.

(2) Visual examination reports must be maintained onsite with =~
the pollution prevention plan. The report shall include the
outfall location, the examination date and time, examination

personnel, the nature of the discharge (i.e., runoff or snow

melt), visual quality of the storm water dlscharge
(including observations of color, odox, clarity, floating
solids, settled solids, suspended solids; foam, oil sheen,
and othetr obviois indicatars of storm water pellution), and
probable sources of any observed storm water contamination,

{(3) When a facility has two or more outfalls that, based on a
consideration of industrial activity, significant materials,
and management practices and activities within the area
drained by the outfall, the permittee reascnably believes
discharge substantially identical effluents, the permittee

may collect a sample of effluent of one of such outfalls and_kgfu

report that the examination data also applies to the
substantially identical outfall(s) provided that the
pefmittee includes in the storm water pollution prevention
plan a description of the location of the outfalls and
explains in detail why the cutfalls are expected to .
discharge substantially identical effluents. In addition,
for each outfall that the permittee believes is
representative, an estimate of the size of the drainage area'
{in square feet) and an estimate of the runoff coefficient
of the drainage area (i.e., low (under 40 percent), medium
(40 to 65 percent), or high (above 65 percent)) shall be
provided in the plan. .

(4) When the permittee is unable to conduct the visual
exanination due to adverse climatic conditions, the
permittee must document the reason for net performing the

vigsual examination and retain this documentation onsite with" '

the records of the visual examinations. Adverse weather
conditions that may prohibit the collection of samples
include weather conditions that create dangerous condltlons
for persomnel (such as local flooding, high winds,

hurricane, tornadoes, electrical storms, etc.) or otherwise

make the collection of a sample impracticable (drought,
extended frozen conditions, etc.).

Releases of Hazardous Substances or Oil in Exceéss of Reportable
Quantities

The discharge of hazardous substances or oil in the storm water .
discharge(s) from a facility shall be prevented or minimized in
accordance with the applicable storm water pollution prevention
plan for the fac111ty This permit does not authorize the .
discharge of hazardous substances ot oil resulting from &n ofisite
spill. Where a release contalnlng a2 hazardous substance or oil
in an amount egual to or in excess of a reportable quantity
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established under either 40 CFR 110 (1898), 40 CFR 117 (1998) or
40 CFR 302 (1998) occurs during a 24-hour period, the permittee
is required to notify the Department in accordance with the
requirements of Part II.G. of this permit as soon as he or she
has knowledge of the discharge. 1In addition, the storm water
pollution prevention plan required by this permit must be
reviewed to identify measures to prevent the reoccurrence of such
releases and to respond to such releases, and the plan must be
modified where appropriate:. This permit does not relieve the
permittee of the reporting requirements of 40 CFR 110 (1998), 40
CFR 117 (1998) -and 40 CFR 302 (1998) or [J 62.1-44.34:19 of the
Code of Virginia.

Storm Water Pollution Preverition Plan

A storm water peollution prevention plan shall be developed for the
facility. The plan shall be prepared in accordance with good
engineering practices. The plan shall identify potential sources of
pollution which may reasonably be expected to affect the guality of
storm water discharges associated with industrial activity from the
facility. In addition, the plan shall describe and ensure the .
1mplementatzon of practices which are to be used to reduce the
pollutants in storm water discharges associated with industrial
activity at the facllity and to assure compliance with the terms and
conditidéns of this permit. The permittee must implement the
provisions of the storm water pollution prevention plan as a condition
of this permit. .

The storm water pollution prevention plan requirements of this permlt
may be fulfilled by incorporating by reference other plans or
documents such as an erosion and gediment control plan, a spill
prevention control and countermeasure (SPCC) plan developed for the
facility under Section 311 of the Clean Water Act or best management
practices (BMP) programs otherwise reqguired for the facility provided
that the incodrpordted plan meets or eXceeds the plan redquirements of
this section. If an ercsion and sediment control plan is being
incorporated by reference, it shall have been approved by the locality
in which the activity is to occur or by another appropriate plan
approving authority authorized under the Virginia Erosion and Sediment
Control Regulation 4 VAC 50-30~10 et seq. All plans incorporated by
reference into the storm water pollution prevention plan become
enforceable under this permit.

a, Deadlines for Plan Preparation and Compliance
Existing FPacilities

The storm water pollution prevention plan which was previously
prepared and implemented shall be complied Wlth, and continually
updated as needed in accordance with sections b., c:, d. and e.
below,

(1) Measures That Require Construction

In cases where construction is necessary to implement
measures required by the plan, the plan shall contain a
schedule that provides compliance with the plan as ,
expeditiously as practicable, but no later thanm 3 years
after the effective date of the permit. Where a
construction compliance schedule is included in the plan,
the schedule shall inc¢lude appropriate nonstructural and/or
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temporary controls to be implemented in the affected
portion(s) of the facility prior to completion of the
permanent control measure.

b. Signature and Plan Review
(1) Signature/lLocation

The plan shall be signed in accordance with Part II.K. of
this permit and be retained onsite at the facility which
generates the storm water discharge in accordance w1th Part
II.B. of this permit, For inactive faC111t1es, the plan may .
be kept at the nearest office of the permittee. :

(2) Availability

The permittee shall make the storm water pcllution
prevention plan, annual site compliance inspection report,
or other information available to the Department upon
request.

(3) Required Modifications

The Regiocnal Office may notify the permittee at any time
that the plan does not meet one or more of the minimim
requirements of the pefmit. Such notification shall
identify those provisions of the permit which are not being
met by the plan, and identify which provisions of the plan
require modifications in order to meet the, minimum :
requirements of this permit. Within 60 days of such
notification, the permittee shall make the required changes
to the plan and shall submit to the Regional Office a
written certification that the requested changes have been
made.

c. Keeping Plans. Curfent

The permittee shall amend the plan whenever there is a change in
design, construction, operation, or maintenance which has a
significant effect on the potential for the discharge of
pollutants to surface waters of the State or if the storm water
pollution prevention plan proves to be ineffective in eliminating
or significantly minimizing pollutants from sources identified
under section d. below, or in otherwise achieving the general
objectives of controlling pollutants in storm water dlscharges
associated with industrial activity. New owners shall review the
existing plan and make appropriate changes Amendments to the
plan may be reviewed by the Department in the samé manner as
noted in section b. above.

d. Contents of Plan

The contents of the pollution prevention plan shall comply with
the requirements listed below. These requirements are
cumulative. The following requirements are applicable to all
storm water pollution prevention plans developed under thlS
permit. The plan shall include; at a minimim, the following
items.

{1) Pollution Prevention Team
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The plan shall identify a specific individual or individuals

within the facility organization as members of a storm water

Pollution Prevention Team that are responsible for
developing the storm water pollution prevention plan and
assisting the facility or plant manager in its
implementation, maintenance, and revision. The plan shall
clearly identify the responsibilities of each team member.
The activities and responsibilities of the team shall
address all aspects of the facility's stomrm water pollution
prevention plan. -

(2) Déscriptioh of Potential Peollutant Sources

The plan shall providée a description of potential sources
which may reasonably be expected to add significant amounts
of pollutants to storm water discharges or that may result
in the discharge of pollutants during dry weather from
separate storm sewers draining the facility. The plan shall
identify all activities and significant materials which may
potentially be significant pollutant sources. The plan
shall include, at a minimum:

(a) Drainage

i. A site map indicating an outline of the portions
of the drainagé area of each stérin water outfall
within the facility boundaries, each existing
structural control measure to reduce pollutants
in storm water runcff, surface water bodies,

locations where significant materials are exposed't'“

to precipitation, locations where major spills or
leaks identified under section (2)(c) below have
occurred; and the locations of the following
activities where such activities are exposed to
ptecipitation: fueling stations; vehicle and
equipmernit maintenance and/or cleaning areas;
loading/unloading areas; locations used for the
treatment, storage or disposal of wastes and
wastewaters; locations used for the treatment,
filtration or storage of water supplies; liquid
storage tanks; processing .areas; and, storage
areas. The map must indicate the outfall
locations and the types of discharges contained
in the drainage areas of these outfalls.

ii. For each area of the facility that generates
storm water discharges associated with industrial =
act1v1ty with a reasonable potential for _
containing smgnlflcant amounts of pollutants, a
prediction of the direction of flow, and an
identification of the types of pollutants which
are likely to be present in the storm water
discharges. Factors to consider include: the
toxicity of chemicals; quantity of chemicals
used, produced or discharged; the likelihood of
contact with storm water; and, history of
significant leaks orf spills of toxic ok hazardous‘-
pollutants. Flows with a significant potentlal
for causing erosion shall be identified.

(b) Inventory of Exposed Matermals
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An inveritory of the types of materials handled at the
site that potentially may be exposed to précipitation.
Such inventory shall include a narrative description
of significant materials that have been handled,
treated, stored or disposed in a2 manner to allow
exposure Lo storm water between the time of three
years prior to the effective date of this permift and .
the present; method and location of on-site storage or
disposal; materials management practices employed to
minimize contact of materials with storm water runoff
between the time of three years prior to the effective
date of this permit and the present; the location and
a description of existing structural and non-
structural control measures to reduce pollutants in
storm water runoff; and a description of any treatment
the storm water receives.

(¢) Spills and Leaks

A list of significant spills and significant leaks of
toxic or hazardous pellutants that occurred at areas
that are exposed to precipitation or that otherwise
drain to a storm water conveyance at the facility
after the date of three years prior to the effective
date of this permit. Such list shall be updated as
appropriate during the term of the permit.

(d) Sampling Data

A summary of existing discharge sampling data
describing pollutants in storm water discharges from
the facility, including a summary of sampling data
collected during the term of this permit.

(e) Risk Identification and Summary of Potentdial Bollutant
Sources

A narrative description of the potential pollutant
sources from the fellowing activities: loading and
unloading operations; outdoor storage activitles;
outdoor manufacturing or processing activities;
sighificant dust or particulate génerating processes; -
and, on-site waste disposal practices and wastewater
treatment activities to include sludge drying,
storage, application or disposal activities. The
description shall specifically list any significant
potential source of pollutants at the site and for’
each potential source, any pollutant or pollutant
parameter (e.g., biochemical oxygen demand, total
suspended solids, etc.) of concern shall be - :
identified.

Measures and Controls

The permittee shall develop a description of storm water
management controls appropriate for the facility and
implement these controls. The appropriateness and
priorities of controls in a plan shall reflect identified
pctential sources of pollutants at the faclllty The
description of storm water management controls shall address
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the following miniiium components, including a schedule for
implementing such controéls.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Good Housekeeping

Good housekeeping requires the clean and orderly
maintenance of areas which may contribiite pollutarits
to storm water discharges. The plan shall describe
procedures performed to minimize contact of materials
with storm water runoff. Particular attention should
be paid to areas where raw materials are stockpiled, ‘
material handling areas, storage areas, liquid storage -
tanks, material handling areas, and loading/unloading
areas.

Preventive Maintenance

A preventive maintenance program shall involve: timely
inspection and maintenance of storm water managefient
devices (e.g., cleaning cil/water separators, catch
basins); inspection and testing of facility equipment
and systems to uncover conditions that could cause
breakdowns or failures which could result in
discharges of pollutants to surface waters; and,
appropriate maintenance of such equipment and systems:

8pill Preventicn and Response Procedures

Areas where potential spills may occur which can
éontributé pollutants to storm water discharges, and

their accompanying drainage points shall be identified . -

clearly in the storm water polluticon prevention plan.
Where appropriate, specifying material handling
procedures, storage requirements, and use of equlpment'
such as diversion valves in the plan should be
considered. Procedures for cleaning up spills shall
be identified in the plan and made available to the
appropriate personnel. The necessary egquipment to
implement d clean up should be available to the
appropriate personnel.

Inspections

In addition to or as part of the comprehensive site
compliance evaluation required under section d.(4)
below, qualified facility personnel who are Ffamiliar
with the industrial activity, the BMPs and the storm
water peollution prevention plan shall be identified to
inspect designated equipment and areas of the facility
at appropriate intervals. The inspection frequency
shall be specified in the plan based upon a
consideration of the level of industrial activity at
the facillty, but shall be a mlnimnm of quarterly

in the permit. A set of tracking or follow-up
procedures shall be used to ensure that appropriate
actions are taken in response to the inspections.
Records of inspections shall be maintained with the .=~
pollution prevention plan.

Employee Training
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Employee training programs shall inform personnel .
responsible for implementing activities identified in
the storm water pollution prevention plan or otherwise
responsible for storm water management at all levels
of responsibility of the components and goals of the
storm water pellution prevention plan. Training
should address topics such as spill response, good
housekeeping and material management practices. The
pollution prevention plan shall identify periodic
dates for such training.

(f} Recordkeeping and Internal Reporting Procedures

A desc¢ription of incidents such as spills, or other
discharges, along with other information describing
the quality and guantity of storm water discharges
shall be included in the pollution prevention plan.
Inspections and maintenance activities shall be
documented and records of such activities .shall be
incorporated into the plan.

(g) Sediment and Erosion Control

The plan shall identify areas which, due to

topography, activities, or other factors, have a high
potential for significant soil erosion, and identify
structural, vegetative, and/or stabilization measures . -
to be used to limit erosion..

(h) Management of Runoff

The plan shall contain a narrative consideration of
the appropriateness of traditional storm water
management practices [practices other than those which
control the generation or source(s) of pollutants]
used to divert, infiltrate, réuse, or Othefwise manage
in storm watef dlscharges from the site. The plan
shall provide for the implementation and maintenance
of measures that the permittee determines to be
reasonable and appropriate. The potential of various
sources at the facility to contribute pollutants to
storm water discharges associated with industrial
activity shall be considered when determining
reasonable and appropriate measures. Appropriate
measures may include: vegetative swales and practices;
reuse of collected storm water (such as for a process
or as an irrigation source); inlet controls (such as
oil/water separators); snow management actlvitles,_ _
infiltration devices; wet detention/retention devices;
of, other equivalent measures.

Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation

Qualified facility personnel who are familiar with the
industrial activity, the BMPs and the storm water pollution
prevention plan shall conduct site compliance evaluations at
appropriate intetvals specified in the plan, but, in no case
less than once a year during the permit term. Such
evaluations shall include the following.
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{a)

(b)

(e)

(d}

Areas contributing to a storm water discharge
associated with industrial activity, such as material
storage, handling and disposal activities, shall be -
visually inspected for evidence of, or the potential
for, pollutants entering the drainage system.

Measures to reduce pocllutant loadings shall be
evaluated to determine whether they are adequate and
properly implemented in accordance with the terms of
the permit or whether additional control measures are .
needed. Structural storm water management measures,
sediment and erosion control measures, and other:
structural pollution prevention measures identified in
the plan shall be observed to ensure that they are
operating correctly. A visual inspection ¢f equipment
needed to implement the plan, such as spill response
equipment; shall be made.

Based on the results ¢f the evaluation, the

description of potential pollutant sources identified
in the plan in accordance with section d.(2) above and
pollution prevention measures and controls identified
in the plan in accordance with section d.(3) above . . .
shall be revised as appropriate within 2 weeks of such
evaluation and shall provide for implementation of any
changes to the plan in a timely manner, but in no case
ficke than 12 weeks after the evaluation.

A report summarizing theé scope of the evaluation,
personnel making the evaluation, the date(s) of the

" evaluation, major observations relating to the

implementation of the storm water pollution prevention
plan, and actions taken in accordance with section

{4) (b) above shall be made and retained as part of the
storm water pollution prevention plan for at least
tliree years from the date of the evaluation. The ‘
report shall 1dentify any incidents of non—compllance

Where a repert does not identify any incidents of non- ;,:f.

cotipliance; the report shall contain a cértification

that the facility is in compliance with the storm ,
water pollution prevention plan and this permit. The
report shall be signed in accordance with Part II.K.

cf this permit.

Where compliance evaluation schedules overlap with
inspections required under section d.(3)(d), the .
compliance evaluation may be conducted in place of one .
such inspection.

Special Pollution Prevention Plan Requirements

In additicon to the minimum standards listed in secticn d. above,
the storfi water pollution preventién plan shall include a
complete discussion of measures taken to conform with the
following applicable guidelines.

(1) Additional Requirements for Storm Water Discharges
Asscciated with Industrial Activity from Facilities Subject
to Emergency Planning and Community Right-to Know Act
(EPCRA) Section 313 Requirements
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conditions of this permit, storm water pollut;on preventlon
plans for facilities subject to reporting requirements under
EPCRA Section 313 prior to May 1, 19297, f£or chemicals which-
are classified as Secdtion 313 water priofity chemicals in
accordance with the definition at the end of this section,
extept as provided in section é.(1) (B)ii. below, and where
there is the potential for these chemicals to mix with storm
water discharges, shall describe and ensure the
implementation of practices which are necessary to prov1de»»
for conformance with the following guidelines.

{a) In areas where Section 313 water priority chemicals
are stored, processed or otherWLSe handled,
dlverSLOnary structures shall be prov1ded unless
othefwise exefiipted under section e. (1) {c}) below. At a
minimum, one of the following preventive systems or
its equivalent shall be used:

i. Curbing, culverting, gutters, sewers or cother
forms of drainage control to prevent or minimize
the potential for storm water runon to come into-
contact with significant sources of pollutants;
or

ii. Roofs, covers or other forms of appropriate -
protection to prevent storage piles from exposure
to storm water and wind.

(b) In addition to the minimum standards listed under
seéction e. (1) above and except as otherwise exempted
under section e.(l) (c) below, the storm water
pollution prevention plan shall include a complete
discussion of measures taken to conform with other
effective storm water pollution prevention procedures,
and applicable state rules, regulations, and
guideliries.

i. Liquid Stérage Areas Where Storm Water Comes Into
Contact with Any Equipment, Tank, Container, or
Other Vessel Used for Sectien 313 Water Prlorlty
Chemicals

- No tank of container shall be used fér the
storage of a Sécétioh 313 wiater priofity
chemical unless its material and
construction are compatible with the
material stored and conditions of storage
such a&s pressure, temperature, etc.

- Liquid storage areas for Section 313 water
priority chemicals shall be operated to
minimize dlscharges of these chemicals. ,
Appropriate measures to minimize dlscharges
of Section 313 water priority chemicals may
include secondary containment provided for -
at least the entire contents of the largest
single tank plus sufficient freeboard to
allow for precipitation, a strong spill
céntingency and integrity testing plan,
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and/or. other eqguivalent measures. |

ii. Material Storage Areas for Section 313 Water
Priority Chemicals OQther Than Ligquids

Material storage areas for Section 313 water
priority chemicals other than ligquids which are
subject to storm water runoff, leaching, or wind
effects shall incorporate drainage or other
control features which will minimize the . .
discharge of Section 313 water priority chemicals
by reducing storm water contact with those
chemicals.

iii. Truck and Rail Car Loading and Unloading Areas
for Liquid Section 313 Water Priority Chemicals

Truck and rail car loading and unleading areas
for liquid Section 313 water priority chemicals
shall be operated to minimize discharges of those
chemicals. Protection such as overhangs or door .
skirts to enclose trailer ends at truck
loading/unloading docks shall be provided as
appropriate. Appropriate measures to minimize
discharges of Section 313 chemicals may includeé:
the placement and maintenance of drip pans
(including the proper disposal of materials
collected in the drip pans) where spillage may
occcur (such as hose connections, hose reels and
filler nozzles) when making and breaking hose
connections; a strong spill contingency and
integrity testing plan; and/or other equivalent
measures. :

.iv; Areas Where Section 313 Water Priority Chemicals
are Transferred, Processed or Otherwise Handled

Processing equipment and materials handling
equipment shall be operated so as to ninimize
discharges of Section 313 water pr;drlty
chemicals. Matefials used in piping and :
equipinent shall be compatible with the substances
handled. Drainage from process and materials
handling areas shall minimize storm water contact
with Section 313 water priority chemicals.
Additional protection such as covers or guards to
prevent exposure to wind effects, spraying or
releases from pressure relief vents from causing
a discharge of Section 313 water priority
chemicals to the drainage system shall be
provided as appropriate. Visual inspections or
leak tests shall be provided for overhead piping
conveying Section 313 water priority cheémicals
without secondary containment.

v. Dlscharges from Areas Covered by Paragraphs i.,
ii., iid, or iw,

= Dralnage from areas covered by paragraphs
i., ii., iii. or iv. of this sectidon should
be restrained by valves or other pesitive
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means to prevent the discharge of a spill
or other excessive leakage of Section 313
water priority chemicals. Where
containment units are employed, siuch units
may be emptied by pumps or ejectors;
however, these shall be manually activated.

- Flapper-type drain valves shall not be used
to drain containment areas. Valves used
for the drainage of containment areas
should, as far as is practical, be of
manual, open-and-closed design.

= If facility drainage is not engineered as
above, the final discharge of all in-
facility storm sewers shall be equipped to
be equivalent with a diversion system that
could, in the event of an uncontrolled
spill of Section 313 water priority
chemicals; return the spilled material to
the facility.

- Records shall be kept of the freqUency -

and estimated volume (in gallons) of -
discharges from containment areas.

vi. Facility Site Runoff Other Than From Arees )
Covered by 1., ii., iii. or iv.

cher areas of the ﬁacility [thgse not addressed ' ---

in paragraphs i., ii., iii. or iv.]; from which - -
runcoff which may contain Section 313 water
priority chefiicals or where spills of Section 313 -
wateér priority chemicals could cause a discharge,
shall incorporate the necessary drainage or other
contrel features to prevent discharge of spilled
or improperly disposed material and ensure the

mitigation of pollutants in storm water runoff or" -

leachate.
vii. Preventive Maintenance and Housekeeping

All areas of the facility shall be inspected at
specific intervals identified in the plan for
leaks or conditions that could lead to discharges
of Section 313 water priority chemicals or for .
direct contact of storm water with raw materials,
intermediate materials, waste materlals or .
preducts. In particular, facility piping, pumps, -.
storage tanks and bins, pressure vessels, process .
and material handling equipment, and material
bulk storage areas shall be examined for any.
conditions or failures which could cause &
discharge. Inspection shall include examination
for leaks, corrosion, support or foundation
failure, effects of wind blowing, or other forms
of deterioration or noncontainment. Inspection
intervals shall be specified in the plan and
shall be based on design and operational
experience. Different areas may require
different inspection intervals. Where a.leak or
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other condition is discovered which may result in
significant releases of Section 313 water .
priority chemicals t¢ waters of the State, actlon .
to stop the leak or otherwise prevent the '
significant release of Section 313 water priority -
chenicals to waters of the State shall be :
immediately taken or the unit or process shut ..
down until such acticn can be taken. When a leak
or noncontainment of a Section 313 water priority
chemical has occurred, contaminated soil, debris,
or other material must be promptly removed and
disposed in accordance with Federal, State, and -
local requirements and as described in the plan.

viii. Facility Security

Facilities shall have the hecessary security
systems to prevent accidental or intentional
entry which could cause a discharge. Security
systems described in the plan shall address
fencing, lighting, vehicular traffic control, and .
securing of equipment and buildings. :

ix. Training

Facility employees and contractor personnel that
work ln areas where Secticon 313 water priority
chemicals are used or stored shall be t¥ained in

- and informed of preventive measures at the
facility. Employee training shall be conducted
at intervals specified in the plan, but not less
than once per year. Training shall address
pellution control laws and regulations, the storm
water pollution prevention plan and the
particular features of the facility and its
operation which are designed to minlmlze
discharges of Section 313 water prlority -
chemicals. The plan shall designate a person who
is accountable for spill prevention at the o
facility and who will set up the necessary spill
emergency procedures and reporting requirements
so that spills and emergency releases of Section ..
313 water priority chemicals can be isolated and
contained before a discharge of those chemicals
can occur. Contractor or temporary personnel
shall be informed of facility operation and
design features in order to prevent discharges or
spills from occurring.

Facilities subject to reporting requirements under
EPCRA Section 313 for chemicals that are classified as
Section 313 water priority chemicals, in accordance
with the définition at the end ¢f this section, that

are handled and stored onsite only in gaseous or

nonsoluble liquid or solid (at atmospheric pressure
and temperature) forms may provide a certification as

such in the pollution prevention plan in lieu of the-

addltlonal requirements in section e. (1) above. Such.
certification shall include a narrative description of
all watefr priority chemicals and the fofm in which
they are handled and stored, and shall be signed in
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accordance with Part 1I.K. of this permit.

(d) The storm water pellution prevention plan shall be
certified in accordance with Part II.K. of this -
permit.

(2) Requirements for Salt Storage

Storage piies of salt used for deicing or other commercial
discharge associated w1th industrial actlvity whlch is |
discharged to surface waters of the State shall be enclosed
or covered te prevent exposure to precipitation, except for.
exposure resulting from adding or removing materials from -
the pile. Piles do not need to be enclosed or covered where
storm water from the pile is not discharged to surface.
waters of the State.

"Section 313 Water Priority Chemicals" means a chemical or chemical
categories which: 1) are listed at 40 CFR Part 372. 65 (1998) pursuant
to Section 313 of the Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know
Act (EPCRA) {also known as Title III of the Superfund Amendments and
Reauthorization Act (SARA) of 1986) (42 USC 11001 et seq.); 2) are
present at or above threshold levels at a facility subject to EFCRA
Se¢tion 313 reporting requirements; and 3) that meet at least one of
the follewing criteria: (1) are listed in Appendix D of 40 CFR Part.
122 (1998) on either Table II (organic priority pollutants), Table III
(certain metals, cyanides and phenols) or Table V {certain toxic
pollutants and hazardous substances}; (ii) are listed as a hazardous
substance pursuant to section 311(b)(2)(A) of the Clean Water Act at
40 CFR Part 116.4 (1998), or (iii) are pollutants for which EPA has .
publlshed acute or chronic water quallty criteria.

Facility-Specific Storm Water Conditions

The requirements listed under this category shall apply to .storm water
discharges from water transportation facilities that have vehicle
maintenance shops and/or equipment cleaning operatlons The water
transportation industry includes facilities engaged in forelgn or
domestic: transport of frelght or passengers in deep sea or inland
waters; marine cargo handllng operations; ferry operations; towing and
tugboat services; and marinas (facilities commonly identified by
Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) code Major Group 44).

In addition to the requirements of Part £.€.44, the storm water - -
pollution prevention plan shall include, at a minlmum, the following
items.

Description of Potential Pollutant Sources
(1) Drainage

A site map indicating the locations of the following activities
where such activities are exposed to precipitation: fueling,
engine maintenance and reépair, painting, sanding, blasting,
welding, metal fabrication, loading/unleoading areas, locations
used for the treatment, storage or disposal of wastes; liquid
storage tanks, liquid storage areas (e.g., paint, solvents,
resins), and material storage areas (e.g., blasting media,
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aluminum, steel, scrap iron) processing areas and buildings;
treatment ponds; location of short and long term storage of
general materials (including but not limited to: supplies,
construction materials, plant equipment, oils, fuels, used and
unused :sclvents, cleaning materials, paint, water treatment
chemicals, fertilizers, and pesticides) and locations of stock
pile areas (such as coal piles and limestone piles).

b. Measures and Controls

(1) Good Housekeeping

The following areas must be specifically addressed, when
applicable at a facility.

(a)

(b)

(¢}

Blasting and Painting Areas

The permittee must consider containing all blasting and
painting activities to prevent abrasives, paint chips, and
overspray from reaching the receiving water or the storm
sewer system. The plan must describe measures taken at the
facility to prevent or minimize the discharge of spent
abrasive, paint chips, and paint into the receiving
waterbody and storm sewer system. The permittee may
consider hanging plastic barriers or tarpaulins during
blasting or painting oépérations téd contain debris. Where' A
required, a schedule for cleaning storm water conveyances to

remove deposits of abrasive blasting debris and paint chips o

should be addressed within the plan., The plan should -
include any standard operating practices with regard to
blasting and painting activities. Such included items may
be the prohibition of performing uncontained blasting and
painting over open water or blasting and painting during
windy conditions which can render containment ineffective

Material Storage Areas

All stored and containerized materials. (fuels, paints,
selvents, waste oil, antiffeeze, batteries) must be stored
in a protected, secure location away from drains and plainly
labeled. The plan must describe measures that prevent or
minimize contamination of the storm water runoff from such
storage areas. The plan must specify which materials are.
stored indoors and consider containment or enclosure .for
materials that are stored outdoors. Above ground storage

tanks, drums, and barrels permanently stored outside mist be -

delineated on the site map with a descriptlon of the
contairmment measures in place to prevent leaks and spills.
The permittee must consider implementing an inventory
control plan to prevent excessive purchasing, storage, and

handling of potentially hazardous materials. Where abrasive. =~

blasting is performed, the plan must specifically include a
discussion on the storage and disposal of spent abra51ve
materials generated at the facility. -

Engine Maintenance and Repair Areas
The plan mist describe measures that préﬁent or minimize

contamindtion of the storm water runcff from all areas used
for engine maintenance and repair. The permittee may




(d)

{e)

(£}

(g)

(h)

® ® K

consider performing all maintenance activities indoors,
maintaining an organized inventory of materials used in the .
shop, draining all parts of fluids prior to disposal,
prohiblting the practice of hosing down the shop floor,
using dry cleanup methods, and/or collecting the storm water
runoff from the maintenance area and providing treatment or
recycling.

Material Handling Areas

The plan must describe measutfes that prevent of minimize
contamination of the storm water runoff from material
handling operations and areas (e.g., fueling, paint and
sclvent mixing, disposal of process wastewater streams from
vessels). The permittee may consider covering fueling
areas; using spill and overflow protection; mixing paints
and solvents in a designated area, preferably indoors or
under a shed; and minimizing runon of storm water to
material handling areas or other equivalent measures.

Fugitive.Dust Emissions

The plan must describe measures that prevent or minimize
fugitive dust emissions from ccal handling areas. The
permitteée shall c¢onsider éstablishing procedutes to mirimize
offsite tracking of coal dust. To prevent cffsite tracking
the facility may consider specially designed tires, or
washing vehicles in a designated area before they leave the
8ite, and controlling the wash water.

Delivery Vehicles

The plan must describe measures that prevent of minimize
contaminationh of storm water rinoff from delivery vehicles.
arriving on the plant site. At a minimum the permittee
should consider the following: (1) Develop procedures-for
the inspection of delivery vehicles arriving on the plant
site, and ensure overall integrity of the body or container;

and, (2) Develop procedures to deal with leakage or spillage '~

from vehicles or containers, and ensure that proper
protective measures are available for personnel and
enviromment.

Chemical Loading/Unloading Areas

The plan must describe measures that prevent or minimize the
contamination of storm water runoff from chemical
loading/unleading areas. Where practicable, chémical
loading/unloading areas should bée c¢overed, and chemicals
should be stored indoors. At a minimum the permittee must
consider using the following measures or an equivalent: (1)
Use containment curbs at chemical loading/unloading areas to

contain spills; and, (2) During deliveries station personnel S

familiar with spill prevention and response procedurés must
be present to ensure that any leaks or spills are
immediately contained and cleaned up.

Miscellanecus Loading/Unlecading Areas

The plan must describe measures that prevent or minimizes
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(3)
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the contamination of storm water runoff from loadirg and -
unloading areas. The plan may consider covering the lecading
area, minimizing storm water runon to the loading area by
grading, berming, or curbing the area around the loading
area to direct storm water away from the area, or lcocate the
loading/unloadlng equipment and vehicles so that leaks can
be contained in existing containment and flow dlver51on
systems.

(i) 0il Bearing Equipment in Switchyards

The plan must describe measures to reduce the potential for
storm water contamination from oil bearing equipment in
switchyard areas.

(3) Administrative Parking Lots and Harbor Point Road

The plan must address measures to minimize coal fines in the
administrative parking lot(s) and on Harbor Point Road, and
shall include procedures for regular cleaning and inspection
of these areas specifically to minimize total suspended
solids in the discharges from outfalls 002 and 003.
Structural and non-structural BMP's may be considered in
order to achieve the intent of minimizing coal fines and
associated solids in the discharges from outfalls 002 and
003.

Inspections

The following areas shall be included in all inspections:
blasting, sanding, and painting areas: material storage areas;
engine maintenance and repair areas; material handling areas;-
general yard area, switchyard areas, administrative parking lots
and Harbor Point Road.

Employee Training

Training should address topics such as spill response, good
housekeeping and material management practices. The pollution
prevention plan shall identify how often training will take
place, but in all cases training must be held at least annually
(once per calendar year). Employee training must, at a minimum,
address the following areas when applicable to a fac111ty used

oil management; spent solvent management; proper disposal of

spent abrasives; spill prevention and control: fueling
procedures; general good housekeeping practices; proper painting
and blasting procedures; and used battery management. Employees,
independent contractors, and customers must be informed about
BMPs and be reqiired to perform in accordance with these
practices. The plan must consider posting instructions, easy to
read descriptions or graphic depictions of BMPs, spill
control/clean-up egquipment and emergency phone numbers in the
work areas.




ATTACHMENT 7

EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS/MONITORING
RATIONALE/SUITABLE DATA/
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VEDES PERMIT PROGRAM

Effldent Limitations and Monitoring Rationale

OUTEALLVUOI

The discharge conveyed through this outfall consists of equipment wash down water and
treated storm water runeff from coal stored outdoors and Pertland cement stored in
en¢losed siles to sédimentation pond to Jamés River. Avérage flow 18 approximately
1.5801 MGD. Average storm water runoff flcw is approximately 1.58 MGD. Average
equipment wash down water flow is 0.0001 MGD. Eguipment wash down water flow is reused
treated storm water from the sedimentation pond: $ince the edquipment wash down water .
flow is very small part of average flow, the discharge will be treated as storm water.
All gamples will be grab The moniteoring frequency will be 1/3 months for all
parameters, The basis is Best Professional Judgement (BPJ), This permnit is similar to‘
other coal and Portland cement storage facility permits in the Tidewater Region.

Outfall 001 is a valved outfall and needs to be mafinally released to have & discharge
during or after a storm event, so the storm water language and sampling requirements
will not apply to this outfall. This outfall also has toxicity screening criteria
requiréments that are addressed in the storm witel managemert evaluation.

Guidance Memo 96-001 recommends that chemical water quality-based limits not be placed -
on storm water outfalls at this time because the methodology for developing limits and :
the proper method of sampling is still a concern and under review by EPA, Therefore, in ..
the interim, screening criteria have been established at 2 times the acute criteria.
These criteria are applied solely to identify those pellutants that should be given.
special emphasis during deévelopment of the Storm Watér Pollution Prevention Plan-
(SWEPFP). BAny storm water outfall data (pollutant specific) submitted hy the permittee
which were above the established screening criteria levels requires monitoring in Part
I.A. of the permit for that specific outfall and pollutant.. Bafed on the review of the -
water quality monitoring data and the VPDES application, screening criteria and -
monitoring were not established for any specific pellutants (see table below). However,
toxic1ty goreening is required for this cutfall. This éutfall was sampled during their
previous permit term and has a potential for toxicity, and should continue to be -
monitored.

The SWPPP required by Part I.C.4. of thig permit is desigmed to reduce pollutants in
storm water runoff. Annual toxicity screening is recommended. Pollutant specific .
monitoring results above the toxiecity screening which results in an LC50 of less than
100% effluent, do not indicate unacceptable values; however, they do justify the need to
reexamine the effectiveness of the SWPPP and any best management practices (BMPs) being -
utilized.
the application of the screening criteria, including toxicity, to the maximum extent
practicable. 2An annual report is to be submitted to the Regional office and shall

The goal of the SWPPP is to reduce pollutants, especially those identified by =

include the data collected the previous year with an indication if the SWPPP or any BMPs o

were modified based on the monitoring results.

OUTFALL 001 _
PARAMETER MONITORING DATA 2 X ACUTE
- CRITERION
Copper (ug/l) 20.0 5.0 4.0 6.0 .003 Z.l‘I.B‘
Nickel (ug/l) 20.0 12.0 70.0 <40.0 199.0 150. M
Zinc (ug/l) o L 220.0 | <5.0 160..0 174.0 { <2.5 190




® ® 7

Flow

Flow limits are NL mgd monthly average and NL mgd daily maximum. The flow is
estimated. Monitoring frequency is 1/3 months. The basis is Best Professional
Judgement (BPJ}. The measurement of flow is necessary to evaluate the potential
impact of the discharge on receiving waters.

ol
Effluent pH limits are 6.0 standard units (s.u.} minimum and 9, 0 standard units
(s.u.) maximum. The basis is BPJ to protect water quality. The Water Quality
Standards at 9 VAC 25~260-50 limit pH in surface waters to the range of 6.0-9.0.
TPH

TPH limit is NL mg/l daily maximum. The basis is BPJ. The previous permit monitored
for oil and grease NL mg/l daily maximum., Guidance Memo 96-002 recommends the
replacement of 0il and grease monitoring with the TPH requirements for facilities

monitoring petroleum based contaminants. Petroleum-based oily materials are expected .

to be present in collected storm water. TPH is believed to be more representative
parameter than oil and grease at this facility. Therefore, based on Guidance Memo.
96-002 oil and grease meonitoring was removed in favor of TPH monito¥ing. This .
parameter is also considered a good indicator of the effectiveness of the storm water
BMPs to meet the intentions of the storm water pollution prevention plan.

Total phosphorus:

Phosphorus is limited at 2 mg/l monthly average and monitored 1/3 months in
accordance with the State’s Nutrient Policy. Previous flow measurements from this
outfall indicate that the average flow has surpassed 1.0 mad, requiring application
of the nutrient policy to the outfall. There was a mass limit included in the ‘
previous permit, but the mass limit has been removed from the permit since the
discharge is stormwater and does not include process wastewater. The concentratlon,
limit has been retained and has not changed from the previous permit.

Nitrogen:

Nitrogen is not limited; but is monitored 1/3 months in accordance with the State’s
Nutrient Pollicy. Previous flow measurements from this outfall indicate that the
average flow has surpassed 1.0 mgd, requiring application of the nutrient pol&cy to-
the ontfall.

T8S:

TSS is limited to 50 mg/l daily maximum and is monitored 1/3 months. The basis is

BPJ, and is typical of the requirements for TS5 monitoring from a sedimentation basin -

treatment unit at an indostrial facillty The limit is identical to the limit
contained in the previous permit. - ‘
Dissolved Copper and Zino:

These parameters will be monitored 1/3 months by grab samples as recommended in storm
water evaluation advice memoranda.
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TOTAL PHOSPHORIS 4 ™ MGIL 2 <0 » | R . ‘ . ,
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS 1 tBsmD | 28 | | <020 . e . . ’
TOTAL NITROGEN: 1M mer | o | 0 . | . . i
TOTAL NITROGEN: | LBSID NL ‘ ;
D!S. COPPER | vem e Ne | 100 | ‘; ‘
Di8. NICKEL, | amm ueL e | a0 | | ' ¢
DIS. ZINC 1 1em uGR N | 200 : " '
, ‘

PRS-001 Rovised 02-01-01




‘DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

FACRIY NAME: KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL
PERMIT NUMBER: VAQ057142

OUTFALL NUMBER: oot

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

NOFLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

|PARAMETERS | rrequency | wwrs | wem [ o MONITORING PERIODS .
OF 3 : |
' anaLvsis | JUN 1997 JuL: 197 | Aue 1097 SEP - 1897 ocr 107 |
; AVEMIN | max | avemiN | max | avemin | max | avemin | max | avemin | wmax -
[FLOW 1™, MGD NL | 048 |+ oas 144 144 - . . . . ¢
[en o am su | sn-o0 | 88 88 75 s | 0« | - . L B *
|vorav suspeNoED sOLIDS 1 MG s | ' 4 2 | T . N
Joi & srease ] T MGRL we < < | R . .
|roraL PHoSPHORUS | 1w MGL 2 | o2 0. IR | : S |
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS l w amsm | 2 | 0:80 12 S ' | |
TOTAL NITROGEN | wor | wm | 24 P L . {1 - f
TOTAL NITROGEN T 1w amsm | om | ' : ' ; ;
loss.copPER 1 1em uGn NE | 100 : j' 3 ' i E
[ois. NikeL T aem uan ne | 00 j’ ; ‘ : §
{ois. 20 ' | wem | uer N | 200 5 ' . i

PRS-001 Revised 02-01-01




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

FACILIY NAME: KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL
PERMIT NUMBER: VANOS57142

OUTFALL NUMBER: o

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

[pARAMETERS | Frequency | unms | wme | o 'MONITORING PERIODS

| o ; |

ANALYSIS il NOV 1987 DEC: t007 | _

' f AvemiN | max | AvenaiN | max | avenin | Max- | aveiin | max | avemin | max ¢
[FLOW | MGD | 144 | 14 13 | 1 | i ;
len ] su | ev.eo! 83 88 77 | orr | - ' i)
|roraL suspeNDED soLIDS ? ™ MGIL 0 | 52, a0 | :
OIL & GREASE' 1 wem MGIL N | ' ' <5 s | ; f -
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS | R MG 2 | 04 .1 ? ! | |
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS | m wsm | 28 | 120 1:20 » ! . |
TOTAL NITROGEN o am mor | w 15 n | i ' ' i)
TOTAL NITROGEN T am. assm | w | , _ il
{pis, copPer T vem uGA. N | 100 | f |
[ors. NickeL | wem uen e | a0 ‘ ' ; 'l
lois. zme 1 wem uGn e | 200 f il ? |

! .
PRS-001 Revised 02-01:01
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

FACILIY NAME: KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS «PIER IX TERMINAL
PERMIT. NUMBER: VADUST142

OUTFALL NUMBER; 004

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

NQ FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

|paRAMETERS FREQUENCY | unirs: | ummr | a ‘MONITORING PERIODS e
| OF ‘ il:
ANALYSS 1 JAN 1998 FEB 1008 | MAR 1988 APR 1988 | mMAY TTVN 8
avenin | wax | avenan | wax | aveman | max | avemw | wmax | avenan | wax !
|FLow ' 1™ MGD NL 027 | 1M g1 | saa | 01 | 1as 0.4 144 | o1 1.44
™ ; m su | eo-s0! 7382 7.82. 76 | 15 | o | 0 | a0 80 | &t 8.1
TOTAL SUSPENDED'SOLIDS | m MGA. 0 80 s | s P 18
[on & erEASE: 1 qem MGIL NL < s | 1 < < ! <
TOTAL-PHOSPHORUS T 1m MG/L 2 02 .4 I @1 - 04 | oz 1
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS b 1 tesD | 26 24 12 T 0,51 1 270 1l
TOTAL NITROGEN: o um MGIL NL 248 149 | e 8.0 1 10s. 5
TOTAL NITROGEN. - b am weso | n f | 1
|ois. coppER T UG M | 100 1, : il |
[oia. mcxer. f vew usL ML | 400 - } _I i
[o1s. 2mc | vem UG NL | 200 : i ' '
! i

PRS-001 Revised 02-01:01




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

FACILIY NAME: KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER DI TERMINAL
PERMIT:NUMBER: VAQ0S57142

QUTFALL NUMBER: on

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

PARAMETERS FREQUENCY { unms: | vLmir aL MONITORING PERIODS
o | _ ~
anaLysis | JUN 1008 JuL 1988 | auG 1998 SEP 1998 ocT 1988
, avemin | wax | avean | max | oavemiv [ wax | avemn: [ max | avemn [ omax
[FLow | wep NL T . T I . . .24 024
- m " su | e0-90 . .o . LI A . . . g4 84
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS m MG 50 Lo . . . 190
|ow & cReAsE 1M men | WL R | + . . <5
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS 1™ MG 2 _ . : ' . . . . 0.1 i
I TOTAL PHOSPHORUS m LBSD 26 T ¢ . | . . 02 .
TOTAL NITROGEN im MG/L NL . | . | * 1.5
TOTAL NITROGEN- | weep | m :
pis. copper 176M UG NL 100 i
lors. MioxeL. ‘ “176M UG NL 400 '
|pis. zing 176M ueL NL 200 ? _

PRS'001: Reovised 02-01-0t
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'FACILIY NAME::
‘PERMIT'NUMBER:
OUTFALL NUMBER:

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISGHARGE: MONITORING REPORT

KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER (X TERMINAL

VAODST142

001

‘NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

F

|PARAMETERS FREQUENCY:| UNITS | wumit aL MONITORING PERIODS

% ANALYSIS NOV 1888 DEC 1998 i

| | aveman | wmax | avemn | max | avemn | max | aveman AVEMIN
FLOW m | mep NL . . 0.080 0.670 ; |
PH m | su | eo-e0 LI B 15 78 i

TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS' m | wen 50 | 14 ;

DIL & GREASE vem | men AL | B <6 f

TOTAL PHOSPHORUS 1M MGA. 2 : . <0.1

TOTAL PHOSPHORUS ™ LBS/D 26 i <007 :

TOTAL NITROGEN AN meL | L | - 1.39 i

TOTAL NITROGEN | ssm | AL ; :

DIS. COPPER: L NL 100 !

IS, NIGKEL M | uei NL 400 i |

DIS. ZING 1em | uwen | NL 200 ' 1.

PRS-001 Revised 02-01-01
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‘FAGILIY:NAME:

'PERMIT:NUMBER:

‘OUTFALL NUMBER:

Ol = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER'IX TERMINAL

VAODST142

0ot

‘NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

|PARAMETERS FREQUENCY'| tNms | wmrr | a MONITORING PERIODS
o
ANALYSIS JAN 1999 FEB - 1809 MAR ) APR 1898 MAY 1099
| AVEMIN | Max | avemain | wax | avesin | wax | avemin | max | avemm | max
|FLow | wen | 01828 || 1.4 . . - . opa | 13z . .
[ M . su | eo-9p 84 81, * . . : 79 | 18 . .
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS m | wWen 50 | . , .24 .
OIL & GREASE wM | owmen NL <. . . I <= .
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS m | wen 2 | <04 . * 02 |, .
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS m | esp | | v.ses . ‘ ooras |, .
TOTAL NITROGEN m | wen NL | orr . . 132 | .
TOTAL NITROGEN w | esp | w | ! .
DIS, COPPER. wem | uen NL 10.0 : .
DIS. NICKEL wm | wven NL 400 i { .
DIS. ZINC wemt | usn NL 200 1 i .
‘ T

PRS:001 Revised D2-01:01
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FACILSY NAME:

‘PERMIT-NUMBER:

OUTFALL NUMBER:

'QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REFORT

KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL

VAMD57142

o0

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING RERIQD =+

|pARAMETERS FREQUENCY'| ©NITS: | wimiT oL MONITORING PERIODS
o |
ANALYSIS | JUN 1699 JuL 1999 AUG 1999 SEP 1999 ocT 199
AVEMIN | MAX | AVEMIN | MAX | AVEMIN | MAX | AVEMIN MAX | AVEMIN | max
FLOW ™ MGD 'NL 0.023 -0.88 0.050 0.81 0.0283 0.42 02005 144 0,073 1.05
PH | su | eo-90 174 7.74 14 78 8:15 8.15 6.4 6.4 74 24
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS: M MGIL 50 30 1 53 15 8
OIL & GREASE 1/5M MGIL NL <5 <5 <5 2 <.
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS 1| sen 2 0.2 04 Do 04 ' <0
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS 1M , .88 28 lo.0383 | 0.042 0,02 0.167 0.08
TOTAL NITROGEN 1M MGAL ‘NL 15 1.0 1.9 5.8 ‘385
TOTAL NITROGEN m | wmso | ML | 042 8.6 215
DS, COPPER. vem |i uan NL 0.0 7 NR NR NIR
DIS, NIGKEL 1/6M uan. ‘NL 40.0 NR NR NR
DIS. ZINC t/em UGl NL 200 NR NR NR
!

‘PRE-001 Revised 02-01-01
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FACILIY NAME:
PERMIT.NUMBER:
OUTFALL'NUMBER:

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING RERORT

KINDER'MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER X TERMINAL

VAODS7142

o001

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD o *

|PARAMETERS FREQUENCY | UNITS: | LT aL MONITORING PERIODS
. OF
ANALYSIS NOV 1989 DEC 1099
AVEMIN |i MAX | AVEMIN | MAX | AVEMIN | MAX | AVEMIN AVEMIN

FLOW M MGD NL 0.052: 083 0,018 0.35
PH m su | eo.ap 1.5 75 1.7 77
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS' " MGIL 50 13 28
OlL-& GREASE 1/6M MeL | ML 1 <10
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS m MG, 2 0.3 0.5
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS 1™ LBS/D 26 0.43 0.08
TOTAL NITROGEN im MGIL NL 28 0.85
TOTAL NITROGEN M LBS!D NL 1.28 013 '
DIS. COPPER: 176M uGL NL 10,0 NR <008
DIS. NICKEL 1/6M UG NL 40.0 NR <010
DIS. ZING 116M uGIL NL 20.0 NR 017

PRS-001 Revised 02-01-01
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FACILIY NAME:
PERMIT:NUMBER:
OUTFALL NUMBER:

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL

VAQ057142

oot

NO FLOW DUURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

|PARAMETERS FREQUENCY | unms: | Lma oL MONITORING PERIODS
OF
ANALYSIS | JAN 2000 FEB 2000 MAR 2000 APR. 2000 MAY 2000
l AVEMIN | MAx | AVEMIN | wAX AVEMIN | max | avEmIN MAX | AVEMIN' | mAx
FLOW m | wmep NL 0.08 102 | ootssi7 | o3 o.0se085 | 1.428 ov3es | 1188 418703 144
PH wm | su | eo-s0 15 7.6 69 89 8.5 8.5 8.5 8.5 84 8.4
TOVAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS 1M MG 50 24 5 T 18 5
OIL:& GREASE 1eM | mer NL o 0 <1.0. <t “
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS 1M ' MG 2 0.5 <04 01 01 <0.1
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS m | esm 26 0248 | 0.012041 0.038418: 0,032043 0.098988
TOTAL NITROGEN m | wMen NL 24 09 14 14 <0.5
TOTAL NITROGEN M | LRSI NL 1.04 o.Jat7e o.msseg' 0.362373! 0.930985
DIS. GOPPER. wm | uen NL 100 - NR . NR | w~m NR
DIS. NICKEL weM | wen NL 400 NR NR L ONR 1 nm NIR
DIS. ZING wm | wen NL 200 NR | NR NR NR

PRS-001: Revised 02-01:01
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DISCHARGE: MONITORING REPORT

'FACILIY. NAME: KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL
PERMIT. NUMBER; _ VAON57442
-OUTFALL NUMBER: 001

QL = QUANTIFICATIONILEVEL

'NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

PARAMETERS FREQUENCY'| uns | wumim o | MONITORING PERIODS _ 5
ANALYsiS | 1 N 2000 JuL 2000 AUG: w00 | sEP 2000 | ocr 2000
1| _avenan | max | avesn | omax | avenon | omax | avenan | max | avenn | omax
[Fi.ow 1w MGD NL . 0008083 | 144 | seemes | 140 | oasass | 1sa o5 | 1w 0.318 048 .
m m | su | eo-s0 | e | ea | =2 8.2 7.6 79 | eor | sor 72 73
TOTAL: SUSPENDED SOLIDS m | wmen 50 ! | T 4 8 | 1 7 z
QIL.& GREASE M | men | m ? I« 1 « | o e
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS | wmen 2 Y I @i 0.4 o@r 0.03 (|
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS v | wasm | 28 o lo.120 041162 | aatr | 0.080048- |
TOTAL NITROGEN m | owmen | w C4s oy <0.5 e | 0.87 5
TOTAL NITROGEN wmw | wesm | wL T 1203 411619 ey 177682 [
|pis. copper. em | uen NL o | | <2 NR_ NR ' R NR
|n_is._mm(£|. M | uen NL wa | | " NR NR 1l wm NR
[ois.zmc wem | uen NL 200 | | <as NR NR I wr NR.

‘PRS-001 Revised 02-01.01
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‘FACILIY-NAME:

PERMIT NUMBER:

OUTFALL NUMBER:

QL = QUANTIEICATION LEVEL

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE: MONITORING REPORT

KINDER'MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL

VA0057142

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

"|
[pARAMETERS FREQUENCY | UNTS: | Ly aL MONITORING PERIODS :
oF ;
ANALYSIS | NOV 2000 | DEC 2000 f f
avemn | wmax | aven | max | avenan | max | avemin " AVEMIN
[row w | mop NL 0:376 o4 | osios 04 | j
PH m | su | es-90 78 18 | 78 78 i !
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS wmw | Men 50 s | 4 : : j
OIL & GREASE wm | omen | W < < : i |
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS M ' MGIL 2 .02 | oo I '
TOTAL PHOSPHORUS wmw | wsm | 26 0.015008 | ooico0a ﬂ ’
TOTAL NITROGEN m | owmen | wm 9.48 | oas : i
TOTAL NITROGEN i | owmsm | ow 1.506203 | 1.s05203
DiS. COFPER wem | wven NL 10.0 s ' ;
DIS. NICKEL, ww | ver | WL 400 2 NR *
DIS. ZING wem | uen NL 200 <30 ] NR ' : |
} | 1 :

PRS:001 Revised 02-01-01
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

WATER QUALITY MONITORING
FACILITY NAME:  Kinder Morgan-Bulk Terminals - Pier IX Terminals
PERMIT NUMBER: VAQD57142.
OUTFALL NUMBER: 001
SAMPLE TYPE: G =:Grab for-all paremetefs-
SAMPLE FREQUENCY:
A = once per six months'beginning July 1, 1967
B = once peryear
C = once per permit {ermibeginning July 1, 1997
D = guarterly beginning July 1, 1997
X = no mohitoring requiredby.thisspecial condition
— = meanithat the QL is at the discretion of the permitiee
N/R:= not fecorded 12/05/00:= date reported .
PARAMETERS QUANTIFICATION  SAMPLE 01/01/98 - 01/01/98 - 10/01/98- 01/01/98 - -07/01/09- 01/01/00- 01/67/00- 07/01/67 -
LEVEL FREQUENCY 02/10/98 05/30/88- 12/31/98 06/30/99 12/31/09 08/30/00 12/31/00 &30/
Arsenic (Dis) ‘ 10.0 X . j . NA NR_ [ NR. | NR
Arsenic (Tot. Rec.) 10.0 X ' | NA N/R NR | NR
Bariumi{Dis.} : 20.0. X ' T N/A NR | MR | NR
Barium:{Tot. Rec!) : 200 X - N/A NR ‘NR NR
Cadmiiim.{Dis.) 1.0 A 6.0 <10 | <10 <10 | <10 <1.0 | 00008 | 12/05/00
|Cadmium:(Tot. Rec.) . . 10 A 8.0 <1.0 <i:0 <10 [ <fd <10 | 0.0006 | 12/05/60 T
Tnvalent Chromium Il 10.0 A <10.0 <10.0 <10.0 <10.0 | <100 | <100 <01 | 12/05/00 .
[Hexavalent Chromium VI 10.0 A <10.0 <100 | <10.0 <10.0- <100 | <100 <01 | 120508 r
Chromium{Tot. Rec}) i 10.0 A 50 <100 | 5.0 <10.0 <50 | <60 0018 | 12/05/00 ;
Copper (Dis.) . 10.0 A 200 50 || 40 <i0.0. 60 | <20 003 | 120508 =
I_Copper. (Tot: Réc.) , ' 10.0 A 550 7.0 7.0 <10.0 70 | <i00- | 004 | 120500 ;
Iron (Dis.) ; X : NA | NR NR NR ;
[iron (Tot. Rec:) . X NA_1 NR NR NR ‘
[Lead {Dis.) . 5.0 A 30 100 | <50 <50 <60 || <50 <.001 | 12/os/00 j
|Lead (Tot. Rec.) ) ‘ 5.0 A 7.0 | 050 <5.0 <50 <50 | <50 <001 | 12/05/00 :
[Manganese (Dis.) ‘ X N/A NIR NR NR ‘-
Manganese {Tol. Rec) ‘ X NA || NR NR N/R !
Mercury.(Dis.) 0.3 A <0.2 <023 | <02 <0.3 <02 | <02 [ <0002 | 12/05/00 ;'
Mereury.(Tot. Rec.) 0.3 A <0:2 <02 | <0.2 <03 0.2 || <02 <0002 | 12/05/00 f
|Nickel{Dis.) ‘ 40.0 A 20.0 120 | 700 <40.0 990 | <400 D20 12/05/00
|Nickel (Tot. Rec:) , 40.0 A -20.0 39.0: 80.0 <40.0 850 | 53 024 12/05/00
Selenium (Dis.) b.0 A 8.0 80 | <50 <60 <50 <003 | 12/05/00
Selenium {Tot. Rec.) ‘ 50 A 9.0 16.0: <5.0 <50 <50 || <40 <003 | 12/05/00
Silver. [Dis:) . : 28 A Z0 <20 |1 40 <2.0 50 | <0 | <0002 | 120500
Siver (Tot. Rec.) . 20 A 20 40 7.0 <20 50 | 4 - <0002 | 12/05/06
Zinc (Dis) ' 20.0 A 22.0. <5,0 160.0 <20.0 1740 || <25 03 1205100 !
Zinc (Tot. Rec.} : 20.0 A 260.0 21.0 180.49 240 1080 | 63 .03 12/08/06 ‘
Aldrin i 0.05 C N/A NR NR. <).04 ‘
Chloropyriphous I — [ N/A NR N/R. <0.10 |
Chlordane 02 [¢] N/A NR NR. <0.20 ‘
DDT ) 0.1 c N/A NR NR_ <0.04 "N
Demetort i - c NA_ | NR NR._| <1000 Y
2.4-dichiorphienoxy acelic acid:(2,4-0) X N/A NR NR | NR ~
-|Dieidrin 0:1; c NA NR NR. <0.04




XOoOm>»

WATER QUALITY: MON!TORING

FACILITY NAME:  Kirder Mosgan Bulk Terminals - Pier IX Terminals
PERMIT NUMBER: VADOS57142
OUTFALL NUMBER:. 001
SAMPLE TYPE:- G = Grabfor all parametets
SAMPLE'FREQUENCY:

= once per.six months beginning July 1, 1997

= once peryear

‘= once per permit.termibeginning July 1, 1997

= quarterly beginning July 1, 1997

= no monitoring.requirediby this special condition
~ = mean:that the QL is at the-discretion of the permittee
N/R =:not recorded 12/05/00 = date reported ' .
PARAMETERS QUANTIFICATION  SAMPLE 01/01/98- 01/01/98.- 10/01/98- 01/01/99- 07/01/99- 01/01/00.- 04/07/00 - 07/01/7 -

LEVEL FREQUENCY 02/10/98 06/30/98° 12/31/98 (06/30/99 12/31/89 06!30!00 1213100  6/30/01:

Endosulfanil 0.1. C NA ¢ NR ‘NIR. <0.04 '
tEndosulfanill 0:1: C NA . NR N/R <0.04 :
Endcsulfan Sulfate 0:1 C NA NR N/R <0,04 |
|Endrin . 0 C __NA_| NR NR <0.04
|Guthion . — C WA | NR NR <10:0 1
[Heptachior 0.05 C —_NA_ | NR NR <0.04 '
IHexachiumcyclohexane (Lindane) ' 0.05' C NA | TNR NR <0.04 |
[Malathion ' = c NA R NR <0.10 !
[Methaxychior — C NA | NR NIR <020 |-
[Mirex: . - c NA_ | AR NR <010 | |
|Parathion ; — c NA | NR NR <0:10
{PCB-1242 : 1.0 [ N/A NR NR <0.5.
|PCB-1254 : 1.0 C N/A N/R NR. <0.5
|PCB-1221 ' 1.0 c NA NR N/R <0.5-
PCB-1232' : 1.0 G N/A NIR NR <f).5
PCB-1248 ! 1.0 (5] N/A N/R N/R: <{).5.
PCH-1260 140 C N/A NR N/R <0.5
RCB-1016- i 1.0 C ' N/A | NR N/R <0.5.
2-{2.4,5-Trichlorophenoxy) propionic acld (Sllvax)' X N/A NR N/R NR
Toxaphene 5.0 c NA | NR NR: <1 ,
Anthracene B 10.0- c NAA 1 N NR <5 .
[Bonzolajanthracene ' 10.0 [ NA 1 NR N/R- <5 '
genng)ﬂuoranmena : 10.0. [+ NA ] NR N/R. <5 y
Benzo{k}fluoranthene i 10.0 C NA | NR N/R: <5 :
Benzo{a)pyrens- ] 10.0 [¥ NJA_ ] NR NR. <5
Chiryserie . 0.0 C ¢ NA NR N/R- <5
Dibenz(a,hjanthracene . 20.0 [ ' . NIA NR N/R <§ i
1,2:Dichlorobenzene 10.0- C ONIA NIR N/R. <5
1,3-Dichiorobenzene 10.0° [5] . NA NIR NIR. <5
1,4:Dichlorobenzene 10.0 C i Y NR NIR <5
2.4-Dinftrotoluene - 10.0 c . N/A NIR NR <= N
Di-2-Ethyihexyl Phthalate. 10.0 & s i NA NR NR 15 LN
Flubranthsne .0 3 : WA NIR NIR = 1 =
Fluorene: 10.9 [+ " ONA NR NR | <5




FACILITY NAME: Kinder Morgan:Bulk Terminals -Pier IX Terminals
PERMIT NUMBER: VAQ057142,
OUTFALL NUMBER: 001

SAMPLE TYPE: G = Grab for all parametefs

SAMPLEFREQUENCY:
'once persix months beginning July 1, 1987

once per year

XxXoOm>»
W nu

once per permit term:beglnning July 1, 1997
quarterly beginring.July 1, 1997
no monitoring reqiiired by this special condition

- & mean:that the QL is at the discretion of the permitiee

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
WATER-QUALITY MONITORING

N/R'= not recorded 12/05/00 = date reported
PARAMETERS QUANTIFICATION  SAMPLE 01/01/98 - 01/01/98 - 10/05/88 - 01/91/89- 07/01/99- 01/01/00- 01/07/00 - 07/01/97 -
LEVEL FREQUENCY 02/10/98 06/30/88' 12/31/68 06/30/80 92/31/09 06/30/00 12/31/00  6/30/01.
Isophorone 10.0° C N/A NIR. N/R <5
Indena{1;2;3-cd)pyrene 20.0 C NIA NR NR <5
Naphthalene 10.0- C N/A NIR ‘NIR <5
Pyrene 10.0: [ NIA NIR N/R <5
Benzene 10.0 o] N/A NR ‘NIR <t
Bromoform, 10.0 [ NIA NR ‘NIR. <{
[Carbon Tetrachionide 10.0. C NIA N/IR NR- <
|Chiorodibromomethane 10.0 C NIA N/R N/R <
[Chlorgform 10.0 [ N/A NR NR: <
[Chicremethane 20.0 [ NIA NR NR <
|Dichldromethdne '20.0 C N/A N/R NIR. <1
[Dichigrobromomethane 10.0 C NA N/R NR <
[1,2:Dichloroettiane 10.0. [ , N/A NR NR. <1
{Ethyibenzene. 10.0 C ‘NIA N/R NR. <1
Monachlorobenzene 50,0 C | ‘NJA NR N/R. <
Telrachlorpethylene 10.0 [+ NIA NR N/R: <1
Toliene 10.0 C N/A NR N/R. <1
Trichiorgethylene 10.0 [ NIA N/R NIR, <
Vinyt Chioride 100 C N/A NR NR. <
Pentachlorophenol 50.0 C NIA N/R N/R <5
Phenol 10.0 [ N/A NR NR <5
2.4,6-Trichlorophenol 10.0 C . NJA NR NR <5
Ammonia-gs NH3:N. 200 [] <05 0.8 <5 <.1 12/05/00
iTotal Residual Chlorine 100 c NJA N/R N/R: 004
Qypnide 10.0 8 <1D . <0.01 INJA <0.01 N/R. 07107/00 |
[Diaxin 050001 X NIA NR NiR: NR
Hardness A 251 861 360, 330 12/05/00
Slifate X NIA N/R NIR: NR
Tributyttin ol NIA NR ‘NIR: <1
Xylene {total) T N/A NIR NR. <}

S1~L
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OUTFALL_ 002

The discharge donveysd through this cutfall cofidista of stoith water frem South Harbor
Road. Average flow is approximately 0.0405 MG. All samples will be grab.

Cutfall 002 is storm water assocliated with regulated lndustrial activity with ne
treatment. The storm water language and sampling reguirements will apply to this
outfall.

Guidance Memo 96<001 recommends that chemical water quality-based limits not be placed
on storm water owtfalls at this time because the methodalogy for developing limits and.
the proper method of sampling is still a concern and under feview by EPA. Therefore, in-
the interim, screening criteria have been established at 2 times the acute criteria.
These criteria are applied solely to identify those pollutants that should be given
specdial emphasis diring development of the Storm Water Peolluticn Prevéntion Plan

(SWEPE). Any storm water outfall data (pollutant specific) submitted by the permittee
which were above the established screening criteria levels requires mcnltoring in Part
I.A. of the permit for that spedifié outfall and pollutant. Based on the review of the
water quality monitoring data and the VPDES application, screening criteria and
monitoring were not established for any specific pollutants (see table below). However,{

toxiC1ty screening is redquired for this outfall. This ocutfdll was sampled durfing thelr ;_f

previous permit term and has a potential for toxicity; and should continue to be'
monitored. ‘ R

The SWEEE required by Part I.C.4, of this permit is designed to reduce pollutants in ..~
storm water runoff. Annual toxicity screening is recommended. Pollutant specific
menitoring results above the toxicity screening which results in an LC50 of less than

100% effluent; do not indicate unacdceptable values; however, they do justify the need to e

reexamine the effectiveness of the SWPPP and any best management practices (EMPs) being

utilized. The goal of the SWPFPP is to rédiuce pollutants, especially those identified by“”_ﬁvl

the application of the screening criteria, including toxicity, to the maximum extent
practicable. An annual report is to be submitted to the Regiocnal office and shall

include the data collected the previous year with an indication if the SWPPP-or any- EMPsg
were modified based on the monitoring results.

— .
PARAMETER MONITORING DATR 2 X ACUTE

— S — e CRI?EBEQN -
Copper (ug/l) <0.05% <100 <50 | <30 1.8 -
Nickel {ug/l) <0.10 <50 <10 <200 150

Zinc (ug/l) | <0.50 |2 <50 <30 Ao 190
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OUTFALL 002 (continued) 7-2 -

Flow

Flow limit is NL fgd daily maximim. The flow is estimated. Menitoring frequency is
1/3 months. The basis is Best Professional Judgment {BPJ). The measurement of flow
is necessary to evaluate the potential impact of the discharge‘on,:eceiving waters..

pH

Effluent pﬁ limits are 6.0 standard units (s.u.) minimum and 9.0 standard units
(s.u.) maximum, to be monitored 1/6 months. The basis is BPJ to protect water
guality. The Water Quality Standards at 9 VAC 25-260-50 limit pH in surface waters
to the range ¢f 6.0-9.0.

T88

T89S limit is NL mg/l daily maximum, monitored 1/3 months. The basis is BPJ. The
Water Quality Standards at 9 VAC 25-260-20 prohibit the preésence of substances in
amounts which interfere with designated uses and authorize the control of substances
that prodice turbidity, settle or form sludge deposits. This parameter is also
considered a good indicator of the effectiveness of the storm water BMPs to meet the
intentions of the storm water pollution prevention plan. The previous permit
included a limit 6f 50 mg/l daily maximum for TSS. This limit was removed during
this reissuance process. The limit was placed on storm water that is not aasociated
with coal pile runoff and received no treatment. Guidance for including limits on
discharges from coal pile runoff was mistakenly applied to this outfall. Based on
the provisions in the anti-backslidlng regulations, mistakes in applying regulations
or guidance is acceptable for backslliding on a BEJ limit. Facility-specific BMP3
will address the specific areas drained by this outfall, and will utilize BMP’s to
contrel TSS discharges in the storm water.

TPH

TPH limit is NL mg/l daily maximum. The basis is BPJ. The previous permit monitored
for oil and grease NL mg/l daily maximum. Guidance Memo 96-002 recommends the
replaceimeént of oil and grease monitoring with the TPH requirements for facilities
monitoring petroleum based contaminants. Petroleum-based oily materials are eéxpected
to be present in collected storm water. TPH is believed to be more representative
parameter than oil and grease at this facility. Therefore, based on Guidance Memo
96-002 oil and grease monitoring was removed in favor of TPH monitéring. This .
parameter is also considered a good indicator of the effectiveness of the storm water
BMPs to meet the intentions of the storm water pollution prevention plan.

Dissolved Copper:

This parameters will be monitored 1/3 months by grab samples as recommended in storm :
water evaluation advice memoranda. :




FACILIY NAME:

PERMIT NUMBER:

OUTFALL NUMBER;

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - FIER IX-TERMINAL

VAD57142

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

UNABLE TO TEST THIS SAMPLE; TEST SHALL BE.CONDUCTED DURING NEXT-DISCHARGE OCCURRENCE = **

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

NGTE: A =LABORATORY FAILED TO PERFORM ALL NECESSARY TEST FOR JUL-DEC 1299.

DNRR = DiD NOT REPORT RESULTS

THE'RE-SAMPLING FOR JUL-DEC 1999 PARAMETERS WERE DONE ON 04/40/00.

. .
' |
PARAMETERS FREquENcY:| unms | oumm | aL MONITORING PERIODS ?
o |

ANALYSIS JANWUN 1998 | RLDEG 1088 | JANWUN 1808 | JULDEC  1s89 |JurpEC 1909 ||
MIN MAX, MIN MAX MIN MAX ;. MIN MAX

[FrLow 116M MG . DNRR DNRR 0.00022 000088 | 0002182 .].
[pn oM si 5090 PNRR DNRR | 728 7.28 A A | ez 82 !
 |roTaL susPENDED SoLIDS 16 MGIL 5 BNRR DNRR 80 2 200 |
|oi 8 GREASE 116l MGL ' DNRR DNRR <5 A <50 |
|Dli& COPPER 116M uen. 1.0 DNRR DNRR <0.08 A | <100
DIS, NICKEL 116M UG 400 DNRR DNRR <0,40 A <0

DiS. ZINC 1160 uGn., . 200 DNRR DNRR «0.50 A ; 2

g [ |

PRS-001 Revised 02-01-01




DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

FACILIY NAME: KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL
' PERMIT:NUMBER: VADO57 142
OUTFALL NUMBER: 002

'NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD =*
UNABLE TO TEST THIS SAMPLE; TEST. SHALL BE CONDUCTED DURING NEXT:DISCHARGE OCCURRENCE = **
QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

NOTE: T8S WAS SAMPLED ON 11/25/00, THE REMINDER PARAMETERS WERE SAMPLED ON 12/14/00,
THIS SAMPLING WAS:DONE FOR THE MONITORING PERIOD DF JUN-DEG 2000,

PARAMETERS FREQUENCY |  UNRS ‘LIMIT aL MONITORING PERIODS
OF
ANALYSIS JAN-JUN 2000 JUL-DEC 2000 | JUL-DEC: 2000 | JANSJUN 2001
‘MIN MAX. MIN max | omn | max [ mw
[rLow $/6M MG 0.0004 oores  |; . 0481
- 1M su- 6.0-9.0 822 8.22 81 81 | I :
TQTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS 178 MG 50 1681 | A
OIL 8 GREASE 1/6M MGIL WL 3 s | |
|ois. copPer ' oM uGnL. NL 10.0 <50 <o | ‘i :
|ms. NICKEL te. | uGh NL 400 <10 <200 |; .
{brs. 2NG v | ueL NL. 200 <sa. @0 | : "

PRS-001 Revised 02-01:01
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{FACILIY NAME:

-PERMIT:NUMBER:

QUTFALL NUMBER:

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

KINDER MORGAN: BULK TERMINALS - PIER'IX-TERMINAL

VADCST142:

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD = *

UNABLE TO TEST THIS SAMPLE; TEST SHALL BE CONDUCTED DURING NEXT PISCHARGE OGCURRENCE = **

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL DNRR = DID NOT REPORT-RESULTS
|PARAMETERS FREQUENCY'|  UNITS uMIT Qi MONITORING PERIODS
oF
ANALYSIS JAN-JUN 1996 JUL-DEC {096 JAN-JUN 1997 JUL-DEC 1097
MIN MAX- MIN MAX MIN- MAX MIN Max

[FLow A18M: MG DNRR
[pH 1em: sy 60-80 DNRR
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS 1M MGL 50 DNRR
OIL & GREASE tism MGIL DNRR
|ots. copPER: HEM: UGl 10.0
[ots. ek tieM. ueL 00
'QI-S-_.ZING HeM! uea. 120.0

PRS-001 Revised 02-01-01
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VPDES PERMIT PROGRAM

Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Raticnale

QUTFALL 003

The discharge conveyed through this outfall consists of storm water from South Harbor
Road and administration parking lot. Average flow is apprcximately 0.0408 MGD. All
samples will be grab.

Outfall 003 is storm water associated with regulated industrial activity with no -
treatment; the storm water language and sampling requirements will apply to this -
outfall. This outfall also has toxicity screening criteria reguirements that are
addressed in the storm water management evaluation.

Guidance Memo 96-001 recommends that chemic¢al water dquality-based limits not be placed
on storm water outfalls at this time because the methodology for developlng limits and
the proper method of sampling is still a concern and under review by EPA. Therefore, in
the interim; séteening criteria have béen established at 2 times the acute criteria.
These criteria are applied solely to identify those pollutants that should be given
special emphasis during development of the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan =~ =
(SWPPP). Any stori watef dutfall data (pollutant specific) submitted by the permittee
which were above the established screening criteria levels requires monitoring in Part
I.A. of the permit for that specific outfall and pollutant. Based on the review of the’
water quality monitoring data and the VPDES application, screening criteria and .
monitoring were not established for any specific pollutants (see table below). However,.
toxicity :screening is required for. this outfall. This outfall was sampled during their
previous permit term and has a potential for toxicity, and should continue to be )
monitored.

The SWPPP required by Part I.C.4. of this permit is designed to reduce pollutants in
storm water runoff. Annual toxicity screening is recommended. Pollutant specific
monitoring results above the toxicity screening which results in an LG50 of less than
100% effluént, do not indicate unacceptable values; however, they do justify the need to
reexamine the effectiveness of the SWPPP and any best management pracdtices (BMPs) being -
utillzed The ‘goal of the SW?PP is to reduce pollutants, espec1ally those ldentlfled by
practlcable. An annual report 'is to be submitted to the Regional office and shall
include the data collected the previous year with an indication if the SWPPP cr‘éﬁy BMPs
were modified based on the monitoring results. .

_OUTFALL 003

PARAMETER MONITORING DATA 2 X ACUTE .
. - - CRITERION
Copper (ug/l} . __ | <0.05 | <100 425 <30 | '11‘:-.-'8, _
Nickel (ug/l)- <0.10 <50 <10 <20 _m__m;ja;i;;;SDW e
Zinc (ug/l) <0.05 1 80 <30 190
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QUTFALL_003. {continiad)

Flow

Flow limit is NL mgd daily maximum. The flow is estimated. Monitoring frequency is
1/3 months, Thé bagls is Best Professional Judgmént (BPJ). Thé measufement of flow
is necessary to evaluate the potential impact of the discharge on receiving waters.

PH

Effluent pH limits are 6.0 standard units (s.u.) minimum and 9.0 standard units
{s.u.) maximum, monitored 1/6 months. The basis is BPJ to protect water quality.
The Water Quality Btandards at 9 VAC 25-260-50 limit pH in surface waters to the
range of 6.0-5.0.

TSS

TSS limit is NL mg/l daily maximum, monitored 1/3 months. The basis is BEJ. The
Water Quality Standards at 9 VAC 25-260-20 prochibit the presence of substances in
amounts which interfere with designated uses and authorize the control of substances
that produce turbidity, settle or form sludge deposits. This parameter is also
considered a good inhdicator of the effectiveness of the storm water BMPs to meet the
intentions of the storm water pollution prevention plan. The previocus permit included .
a 11m1t of 50 mg/l daily maximum for T8S. This limit was removed during this
reissuance process. The limit was placed on storm water that is not associated with
ceal pile runoff and receiv¥ed no treatment. Guildance for in¢luding limits én
dlscharges from coal pile runoff was mistakenly applied to this outfall., Based on
the provxalons in the anti-backsliding regulations, mistakes in applying regulations
6r gluidance is accegtable fér backsliding on a BPJ limit. Facility-specific BMPs
will address the specific areas drained by this ocutfall, and will dtilize BMP's to
control TSS discharges in the storm water.

TPH

TPH limit is NL mg/l daily maximim, monitored 1/6 morths. The basis is BRJ. The
previous permit monitored for oil amd grease NL mg/l daily maximum. Guidance Memo
96-002. recommends the replacement. of ¢il and grease monitoring with the TPH
requitrements for facilities monitoring petroleum based contaminants. Petroleum-based
oily materials are expected to be present in collected storm water: TPH is believed
to be more representative parameter than oill and grease at this faclllty Therefore,
based on Guldance Memo 96-002 oil and grease monitoring was removed in favor of TPH
monitoring. This parametér is also considered a good indicator of the effectiveness
of the storm water EMPs to meet the intentions of the storm water pollution
prevention plan.

Dissolvaed Copper:

This parameters will be monitored 1/3 months by grab samples as recommended in storm
water evaluation advice memoranda: ‘




iFAGILIY. NAME:
‘PERMIT NUMBER:.

QUTFALL NUMBER:

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

DISCHARGE MONITORING REPORT

KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL

‘VADDS5T142-

003

.NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD =*

UNABLE YO TEST THIS SAMPLE; TEST SHALL BE CONDUCTED DURING:NEXT DISCHARGE OCCURRENCE = =

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL DNRR = DID NOT RERORT RESULTS
PARAMETERS: FREQUENCY |  UNITS LAY aL MONITORING PERIODS
OF
ANALYSIS JANGUN 4996 | JULDEC 1886 | JANSUN 1907 | JuLDEC 1997
MIN max | omN | max MIN MAX | sN MAX
|FLow 1/6M MG’ ONRR. DNRR,
[P 116M suU €0-9.0 DNRR ‘DNRR:
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS 1/6M MG 50 : DNRR DNRR.
[on. & crease 1om MGIL NL DNRR DNRR
[pis. copper 1/6M uaiL 100 ’ 'DNRR
IQIS.,NIQKEL 1/6M uGiL 40.0 ‘DNRR
[51s. zme 1/6M UG 200 ; 'DNRR:
‘DNRR:

PRS-001 Revised 02.0-01
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

DISCHARGE: MONITORING REPORT

FACILIY NAME: KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL
PERMIT NUMBER:. ' VADOST142
OUTFEALL NUMBER: po3

NOFLOW DURING MONITORING PERIOD =*

UNABIE TO TEST THIS SAMPLE; TEST SHALL BE CONDUCTED DURING NEXT DISCHARGE OCCURRENCE = *

QL = GUANTIFICATION LEVEL DNRR = DID NOT REPORTRESULTS

NOTE: A = LABORATORY FAILED TO PERFORM ALL NECESSARY TEST FOR JUL-DEC 1999.
THE RE-SAMPLING FOR JUL-DEC 1889 PARAMETERS WERE DONE ON 01/0/00.

1 T i
n ‘ 4
PARAMETERS FREQUENCY| UNITS T | oo MONITORING PERIODS i
| - ¢ '
~ ANALYSIS 1 JAN-JUN 1988 | JUL-DEC 4898 | JAN-JUN 1999 | JUL-DEC 1689 JUL-DEC 1989 |
.' : MIN MAX MN 1 max MmN | max MIN MAX
FLOW [ wem [ me - DNRR: | onRR: . 0.000334 0.00144 0.004081
PH | e su 8.0 80 _ DNRR: | owRR: | 778 s | A A 8.1 8.4
TOTAL SUSPENDED SOLIDS T vem MGIL 50 | owrr | | onrr- 72 4 230
{oiL & crEASE | wem | wen | DNRR_ | ' DNRR. <5 A <50
|pis:coprer ° LM uen 10 | DNRR ! DNRR <505 A <100
IDIS.’NICKEL C aeM UG | 00 DNRR: . DNRR <0.10 A <50
DIS. ZING . wem | uen 200 DNRR. | onmm: <0.05 A 1

PRS-001 Revised 02:01-01
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
DISCHARGE: MONITORING REPORT

FACILIY NAME: KINDER MORGAN BUL:K TERMINALS - PIER IX TERMINAL
PERMIT NUMBER: . VADOS7142
QUTFALL NUMBER:. po3

NO FLOW DURING MONITORING PERIQD = *

UNABLE TO TESY THIS SAMPLE; TEST SHALL BE CONDUCTED DURING NEXT DISCHARGE OGCURRENCE o

QL = QUANTIFICATION LEVEL

NOTE: T3S WAS SAMPLED ON 11/25/00. THE REMINDER PARAMETERS WERE SAMPLED ON-12/14/00,
THIS $SAMPLING WAS:DONE FOR:THE MONITORING PERIOD OF JUN-DEC 2000.

! ;
|PARAMETERS | FREQUENCY | uNTS | umT  f oL MONITORING PERIGDS
' oF ' , I I
| ANALYSIS il 1 | JAN-JUN 2600 JUL-DEC 2000 | JUL-DEC 2000 JAN-JUN 2001
! T wn MAX. MIN max | s | max MIN
FLOW | wew | me | T | 0.00085 00796 | 1 o045
PH I wem | si | ev-90 | 87 87 8 s | |
TOTAL SUSRENDED SOLIDS 1 wew | wmon o | I | ser 5 | B
loi & GREASE | wew I omer [ W 1. 2 | ;
fois. copeir ©oaem f ouer | o [ e a5 < | i
jois. NICKEL wm | wen | wm | a0 < a | :
DIS. ZINC 1T ww | wen | o | 20 || 80 0. | :
) . ; ' ' \. | ;

PRS-001 Revised 02:01-01'
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ATTACHEMENT 10

MATERIAL STORED




EXAMPLES OF HOW TO CAI.CUI.ATEQE SCREENING CRITERIA (SCs) .

SALT WATER
COPPER
Salt Water Acute Criterion = 5:9 ug/l
SC =5.9X2=11.8 ug/l
ZINC"
Salt Water Acute Criterion = 95 ug/l

8C = 95 X 2 = 180 ug/l

FRESH WATER
COPPER
Fresh Water Acute Criterion

WER exp{m,[ln{hardness)]+b,}

m, = 0.9422
hardness = 85
b, = -1.464

8C = 15.21 ug/l X 2 = 30.4 ug/l

ZINC

WER expim,[ln(hardness) ]+b,}
m, = 0.8473

hardness = 85

b, = 0.8604

SC = 101.97 X 2 = 203.9 g/l

7-30




ATTACHMENT 8

SPECIAL CONDITIONS RATIONALE




Name

l.a.

1.b.

4,

. VPDES PERMIT PROGRAM ‘

LIST OF SPECIAL CONDITIONS RATIONALE 8"{

of Condition:

OTHER REQUIREMENTS OR SPECIAL CONDITIONS

Water Quality Standards Reopener

Rationale: The VPDES Permit Regulation, 9 VAC 25-31-220 D., Water Quality

Btandards and State Requirements, dictates that the permit shall include

limits to prevent violations of water guality standards. 40 CFR Part 131,
Water Quality Standards, requires the state to adopt water quality criteria to
protect designated water uses (subpart 131.11), and review, modify and adopt
water quality standards periodically (subpart 131.20). Section 302 of the
Clean Water Act authorizés effldent limitations to be establishéd which will
contribute to the attalnment or maintenance of the water quality

Nutrient Enriched Waters Reopener

Total

Rationaler The Policy for Nutrient Enriched Waters, 9 VAC 25-40 et. seq.,
alléws reopening of permits if total phosphorus and total nitrogen in a
discharge potentially exceed specified concentrations. The policy also
anticipates that further nutrient limitations may be needed in the future to
control adquati¢ plant growth.

Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) Reopener

Rationale: For specified waters, section 303(d) of the Clean Water Act
requires the development of total maximum daily loads necessary to achieve the
applicable water gquality standards. The TMDL must take into account seascnal
variations and a margin of safety. In addition, section 62.1-44.19:7 of the
State Water Control Law requires the development and implementation of plans
to address impaired waters, including TMDLs. This conditicn allows for the
permit to be eilther modified or, alternatively, revoked and reissued to
incorporate the requirements of a TMDL once it is developed. In addition, the
reopenetr recognizes that; in according to section 402 (o} (1) of the Clean Water
Act, limits and/or conditions may be either more or less stringent than those
contained in this permit. Specifically, they can be relaxed if they are the
result of a TMDL, basin plan or other wasteload allocation prepared under
section 303 of the Act.

Operations & Maintenance (O & M) Manual

Rationale: The State Water Control Law, Section 62.1-44.21 allows requests
for any information necessary to determine the effect of the discharge on
state waters. Section 401 of the Clean Water Act requires the permittee to
provide opportinity for the state to review the prop¢sed cperations of the
facility. In addition, 40 CFR 122.41 (e) requires the permittee, at all
times, Lo properly operate and maintain all facilities and systems of
treatment arnd control (and related appurtenances) in orxder to achieve
compllance with the permit {includes laboratory controls and QA/QC).

Notification Levels

Rationale: The VFDES Permit Regllation, 9 VAC 25-31-200 and 40 CFR 122.42 (a)
requiré notification of the discharge of certain parameters at or above
gpecific concentrations for existing manufacturing, commercial mining and
silvicultural discharges.

Quantification Levels Under Part I.A.

Rationale: States are authorized to establish menitoring methods and
procedures to compile and analyze data on water guality, as pér 40 CFR part
130, Water Quality Planning and Management, subpart 130.4.




5.

6.

cC.

Coripliance Réporting llr Part T.A.

@ vz
Rationale: Defines repdorting requirements for toxic parameters with

guahtification levels to ensure consistent, accurate reporting on submitted
reports.

Materials Handling and Storage

STORM

Rationale: The VPDES Permit Regulation, 9 VAC 25-31-50 A., prohibits the

discharge of any wastes into State waters unless authorized by permit. The
State Water Cont¥ol Law, Séc¢. €2,1-44.18:2; authorizes the Board to prohibit
any waste discharge which would threaten public health or safetyr interfere
with or be incompatible with treatment works or water use. Section 301 of the
Clean Water Act prohibits the discharge of any pellutant unless it complies
with specific sections of the Act.

WATER MANAGEMENT CONDITIONS

Sampling Methodology for Specific. Outfalls 001, 002, 003

Raticonale: Defines methodology for collecting representative effluent samples

in contormance with applicable regulations.

Storm Water Management Evaluation

Rationale: The Clean Water Act 402(p) (2) (B) requires permits for storm

water discharges associated with industrial activity. VPDES permits for storm

water discharges must establish BAT/BCT requirements in accordance with

402.(p) (3} of the Act. The Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plar is the
vehicle proposed by EPA in the final NPDES General Permits for Storm Water
Discharges Associated with Industrial Activity (Federal Register Sept 9, 1992)
to meet the requirements of the Act. Additidhally, the VPDES Permit
Regulation, 9 VAC 25-31- -220 K. , and 40 CFR 122.44 (k) allow BMPs for the
control of tOch pollutants l;sted in Sectlon 307 (a)(l), and hazardous

are 1nfea51ble or BMPs are needed to accompllsh ‘the purposeflntent of the law.

Finally, the EPA produced a dociment dated August 1, 1996, éntitled "Intérim
Permitting Approach for Water Quallty— Effluent Limitations in Storm Water
Permits®. This document indicated that an interim approach to limiting storm
water could be through the use of bést management pracdtices rather than
numerical limits. EBA poznted out that section 502 of the Clean Water Act
(CWA) defined "effluent limitation” to mean "any restriction on quantities,
rates, and concentrations of constitiuents discharged from point sources. The
CHA does not say that effluent limitations need be numeric.® The use of BMPs
falls im line with the Clean Water Act which notes the need to control these
discharges to the maximum extent necessary to mitigate impacts on water
quality.

General Storm Watér Conditions
a. Sample Type

Rationale: This stipulates the proper sampling methodology for
qualifying rain events ffom regulated storm water ocutfalls. Use of this
condition is a BRJ determination based on the EPA storm water multi=
gector general permit for industrial activities and is consistent with
that permit.

b. Recording of Results

Rationale: This sets forth the information which must be recorded and
reportéd for each storm event sampling (ie. date and duration event,
rainfall measurement, and duration between quallfylng events). It also
requires the malntenance of daily rainfall logs which are to be
reported. This condition is cartied over from the previolus storm water
pollution prevention plan requirements contained in the EPA storm water
baseline industrial general permit..




. . ) A

c. Sampling Waiver

Raticonale: This condition allows the permittee to cellect substitute
samples of gqualifying storm events in the event of adverse climatic o
conditichs. Use of this condition is a BPJ determination based on the
EPA storm water multi=sector general permit for industrial activities
and is consistent with that pexmit.

d. Representative Discharge

Rationale: This condition alléws thé permittee to sobimit the results of
sampling from one outfall as representative of other similar outfalls,
provided the permittee can demonstrate that the outfalls are
substantially identical. Use of this condition is a BPJ determination
based on the EPA storm water multi-sector general pernit for industrial.

activities and is consistent with that permit..
e. Quarterly Visual Examination of Storm Water Quality

Rationale: This condition requires that visual examinations of stoim =
water’ outfalls take place at a specified frequency and sets forth what
information needs to be checked and documented. These examinations -
assist with the evaliation of the pollution prevention plan by prov1ding
a simple, low cost means of assessing the quality of storm water :
discharge with immediate feedback. Use of this condition is a BRJ
determination rkased ¢n the EPA storfm water milti-sector general permit
for industrial activities and is consistent with that permit.

£, Reéleages of Hazarddus Substances or 0il in Excess of Reportable
Quantities

Raticnale: This coéndition requires that the discharge of hazardous
zubstances ¢r oll from a facility be eliminated or minimized in
accordance with the facility's storm water pollution prevention plan.
If there is a discharge of a material in excess of a reportable’
quantity, it establishes the reporting requirements in accordance with
state laws and federal regulations. In addition, the pollution )
prevention plan for the facility must be reviewed and revised as” .
Necessary to prevent a reoccurrence of the spill, Use of this condition
is a BPJ determination based on the EPA storm water multi-sector general
permit for industrial activities and is consistent with that permit.

Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan

Raticonale: The Clean Water Act 402(p) (2) (B) reduires permits for storm
water discharges associated with industrial activity. VEDES permits for storm
water discharges must establish BAT/BCT requirements in accordance with '
402(p)(3) of the Act. The Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan is the
vehicle proposed by EPA in the final NPDES General Permits for Stoxm Water

to meet the requirements of the Act. Additionally, the VPDES Permit
Regulation, 9 VAC 25-31-220 K., and 40 CFR 122.44 (k) allow BMPs for the
control of toxic pelluténts listed in Secticén 307 (a) (1), and hdzardous
substances listed in Section 31i of the Clean Water Act where numeric limits
are infeasible or BMPs are needed to accomplish the purposelintent of the law.

Pacility-specific: Storm Water Conditons

Rationale: These conditions set forth additidnal site-dpecifié storm watex
pollution prevention plan requirements. Use of these conditions is a BREJ
determination based om the EPA storm water multi-sector general permit for
industrial activities and DEQ'S general permit for storm water assccited with
industrial activities and is consistent with those permita.
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TOXICS MONITORING/TOXICS REDUCTION/
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MEMORANDUM. | 7=
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
TIDEWATER REGIONAL OFFICE

SUBJECYT: Continuation of ToXic Management Pregram (TMP) limits for
Kinder Morgan Terminals, Inc. (VAQ057142)

TO: Richard E. Fox
FROM: Mark F. Bushing
DATE: February 21,. 2001
COPIES: TRO File (PPP #451)

Kinder Morgan is a coal storage facility. All outfalls at the facility
are considered storm water discharges. Outfall 001 has a lagoon with
storage capabilities and thus the normal 72 hour, .1 inch rain event
sampling schedule would not apply to that outfall. We have done
biological monitoring at outfall 001 during the past permit term and
have had failures with Mysidopsis bahia ih December 1897 and January
1998,

Outfall 002 has been added to the storm water management section of
this permit due to elevated 2?72 levels. However, this facility has
redesigned some berming at the facility to ensure containment and
decrease contamination from the rail area and neighboring facility into
the discharge of outfall 002. This outfall had a potential for
toxicity, and should have biological monltorlng Outfall 003 may also
have potentlal for toxicity, however, since one of the drop lnlets that
would have caused the most problems was redirected'back to outfall 001;
chemical mpnitor;ng should be done during this permit terfm.

According to our new guidance memo the following applies to this
facility:

*Contaminated stormwater discharges should be addressed through BMP’s and the
Stormwater Pollution Pravention Plan. Acute toxicity testing should be
inclided and uséd to show the benefits of acdticns taken.

It is recommended that outfalls 001 and 002 be monitored and be
included in the permit’s special condition I.C.2, Storm Water
Management Evaluation.
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Storm Water Management Evaluation

The Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, which is to be
developed and maintained in accordance with Part I.C.4 of
this permit, shall have a goal of reducing pollutants
discharged at all the regulated storm water outfalls.

a. Pollutant Specific Screehing

The goal shall place emphasis on reducing, to the
maximum extent practicable, the following screening
criteria parameters in the outfalls noted below.

OUTFALL NO. POLLUTANTS

b. Toxicity Screening

The permittee shall conduct anmual acute toxicity
tests at outfalls 001 and 002 using grab samples of
final effluent. These acute screening téests shall be
48-hour static tests using Mysidnps;s ‘bahia and
Cyprinodon variegatus, conducted in such a manner and
at sufficient dilutions for calculation of a valid
LCsp. - The tests shall be conducted on a calendar year
basis Wwith one copy of all results and all supporting
information submitted with the annual repoxt due by
Pebruary 10th of each year.

Technical assistance in deVveloping the procedures for
these tests shall be provided By the Depdrtment of
Environmental Quality (DEQ), if requested by the
peimittee. Laboratory test protocols and the use of
altefnative species shall be approved by the DEQ staff
prior to the initiation of testing. As long as the
permittee utilizes the currently approved laboratory
and their approved protocols, no protocol approval

. action is necessary. However; if the permittee
changes: laboratories, or sampling or testing
procedures, test protocels must be submitted for
approval at least two months prior to that change. I£
necessary, submit test protocols for approval by
October 10, 2001.

If any of the b1olog1ca1 screening tests are
invalidated, an additional test shall be conducted
within thirty (30) days of notlflcatlon If there is
no discharge during this 30-day period, a sample must
be taken during the first qualifying discharge.
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KINDER ORGAN (o~

ENERAGY PARTNERS, LP
Pier IX Terminal

Kmdgr Morgan= Bulk-*Terminals, Inec.

January 31, 2001

Richard Fox

Department of Environmental Quality
5636 Southern Bivd.

Virginia Beach, VA 23462.

Subject: Information Needed For Permit Renewal
Dear Mr. Fox,

Enclosed is the information you requested. All above ground storage is
w’ithin a retention area with enough volume to contain the liquid plus a 10

All oil filters are stored in a container provided by “Safety-Kleen” and
disposed of by them on an as needed basis.

Other contaminated materials are contained in 55 gal. Drums and stored in
the “Oil Storage Building” for proper disposal.

if | can be of any further assistance please call me at (757) 928-1541.

Sinicerely,

%M%

Robert Coffey
Senior Facility Manager

cc: file
Doug Starrett

P.O. Box 38 Newport News, VA 23607 757/928-1520 757/928-1560 Fax
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Note: Binder Tank contains TOSCO SE (Asphalt)
Soap Tank contains INDULIN SA-L (Anionic-emulsifier)

TANKS AND CONTAINMENT AREA FOR SYN-FUEL
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Pier IX Terminal

®
KINDERJMORGAN

ENERGY PARTNERS. LP

Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals, Inc,

February 2, 2001

Richard Fox
5636 Southemn Boulévard
Virginia Beach, VA

Dear Mr. Fox,

Enclosed is a list of the lubricants stored in the oil retention area of the
warehouse. In addition, we store the following materials in the same area.

Acetic Acid 130 ib container onhand 1
Poly-glycol Anti-freeze 55 gal. drum on hand 4
Used Anti-freeze 55 gal. drum on hard 2
Aerosol Can Disposal - §5gal. drum - on hand 1-
Used Oil Booms 55 gal. drum | on hand 1

We do not plan to add any new materials or change the types or amounts
of these materials in the next Syears.

Smcerely,

Judert

Robert Coffey
Enivironmental Manager

P.O. Box 38 Newport News, VA 23607 757/928.1520 757/928:1560 Fax
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BIN NOS

23-00-00

Z3-00-00

23-00-00

23-00-00

Z3-00-00

23-00-00

Z3-00-00

Z3-00-00

Z3-00-00

Z3-00-00

INV.NG.

125367

126623

126766

126767

126772

126773

126990

127253

127254

127257

Plant Managerment Informatioh System

Bin Sequence Inventory List ACTIVE ITEMS ONLY

DESCRIPTION
LUBE, TRANSC-50

DRYDEN TRANSC-50

U/0 D10-N FINAL DRIVES

OIL,DIESEL, HDX
DRYDEN DIESELALL 50

LUBE,EP8
S0F-12SF,DRYDEN

LUBE EP7

-15F-60F, DRYDEN

COOLANT,-I .RAND

S0R, SSR ULTRA COOLANT, I/R

SGAL ‘PAILS ONLY

U/0 I/R SCREW COMPRESSORS

LUBE,.100AW
PARADENE, 100AW #40517

LUBE, EP1
16GAL/120LB KEG

LUBE, UTF
UNIVERSAL TRACTOR FLUID

U/0 CASE 580D

LUBE, CS#1 _
CONTRACTORS SPECIAL #1
USED ON SIWERTELL

5 GAL. PAIL

DEXRON III
MERCON

MFG.PART ‘NOS

DRYDEN #39507

DRYDEN #19157

20169

CASTROL # 5771-7

OIL PD

ON
HAND

0

02-Feb-01
Page 1

ORDER REPAIR MINIMUM MAXIMUM UNITS

ON ON
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 o
0 0
0 0
‘0 o
o] 0
0 0

1

4

PL

5G.PAIL

5G.PAIL

5G.PAIL

5G.PAIL

5G.PAIL

16G.KEG

553 . DRUM

5@G. PAIL

5G.PAIL

COUNT

-~

Q
L

BN
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BIN NOS

Z3-00-00

Z3-00-00

Z23-92-00

#£3-02-02
PHASE
THREE

23-02-03
PHASE
THREE

23-02-03
PHASE
THREE

Z3-02-03
PHASE
THREE

INV,NO-

127585

127698

126316

124834

124836

124912

125221

Plant Management Information System

‘Bin Segquence Inventory List ACTIVE ITEMS ONLY

DESCRIPTION MFG.BPART NOS
LUBE, EP& 34829
EP 6 {320) SGAL. DRYDEN #34827

DRYDEN TAMOLUBR #34827
MIN.ORDER=11 PAILS.

LUBE

MOBILITH SHC460
REPLACES CONTRACTORS SP.
U/0 SIWERTELL

LUBE, 32AW
HYD.OIL, S5GAL DRUM

LUBE, EP1 #D LITHIUM EP-1 DRYDEN
HD LITHIUM EP-1 :

FOR DUMPER & SHIPLOADER

ALSO OTHER APPLICATION

LUBE, EP2- HD LITHIUM EP-2 DRYDEN
HD LITHIUM Eb-2 DRYDEN #53139

FOR CONVEYOR SYSTEMS
ALS0O SOME OTHER APPL.
LUBE, EP4 #150 EP-4 #150 GEAR OIL
EP-4 GEAR OIL #150

IS0C GRADE 150 (EP-4)
AGMA NO. 4-EP 55GAL DRUM
LUBE, EP000 EP-000 LITHIUM GREASE
HD LITHIUM EP-000 GREASE

FOR DUMPER AUTOIMATIC

LUBRICATION SYSTEM

OMN

‘HAND

13

ORDER. REPAIR MINIMUM MAXIMUM

ON ON
0 0
1] 0
0 0
0 0
o 0
0 0
o 0

3

11

02-Feb-01

Page 2
UNITS
53.PAIL
5G.PAIL
55G.DRUM
DR

KG
§5G.DRUM
DR

COUNT

-9
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RECEIVING WATERS INFO./
TIER DETERMINATION/STORET DATA/
STREAM MODELING




1i-1
MEMORANDUM
Department of Environmental Quality
Tidewater Regional Office

5636 Southern Boulevard ____ _ ___Virginia Beach, Virginia 23462
Subject:  VPDES Application Requésts for Rivermile Determination - T
To: | Mictielle E. Fults, ‘TRO .

From: ,

Date: =N __,.'2;'5 l o i -

Copies: P&PS Rivermile File, VPDES Facility File

Return Date Due: _ % l fv/ 6 |

Permit writers please supply the following information and maps for determination of river miles for the

outfalls.
. Topo map with facility location and outfall locations clearly marked
. Site diagram for facilities with multiple outfalls
. Description or map showing effluent flow path if not apparent on topo map
. Complete the box below containing the facility information
. Complete the following columns/information in the table below: Topo Name, Qutfall #,
and Facility Lat/Long needed. Use an additional sheet if more outfall lo¢dtions dre
needed
. Requests for STORET information — see Steve Cioceia for forms
Facility Name: canads-GarTE VPDES #: \J4 SOOI T 142
File #: 45" | File Code: PPP

Receiving Stream: ja.mq_;, :gu:g_f‘_‘

Topo Name | Outfall | LatituidéfLong?it_u:de' B River Mile T WBID
- ) T #
N0 port \Sasess Sepn [ 22 Blase Mgy ax 36,1 1Q-IW0/R | Q6 Gl
358 A | ; As38 2 | \
FRCHi LatLong e |20 SHb. 4 JoT, 25 3% &
Needed? LAY Voo _ | ) _ o
i i P Plg s ‘ : XY |
or No j
] Ot
To be completed by P&PS. L
Received: - Completed: _ 1-! 1 ! (1%

Map attached: |/File Name: VR 3087142

GIS entry:
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MEMORANDUM

Department of Environmenta) Quality
Tidewater Regional Office

5636 Southern Boutevard . e Virgjinia Beach, VA 23462
SUBJECT: VPDES Application Requests |

F‘“"}Q:/ Stephen Cioccia, TRO

To g Relepd €. Fax ., TRO

DATE: 1Y |4_-;L_,[=.\ L

COPIES: TRO File - facility # &5| PPP

An application has been received for the following facility:

Kinder Mermain Brlk Taminale = Ra K
Topo Map Name: Qauspectiing Sedly VPDES #: \JAGOSTIH2

Receiving Stream: Zﬁ%ﬁmg

Attached is a Topographic Map showing facility boundaries and
outfall location(s). ,

Attached is a STORET Request Form if STORET data is regquested.

-We regquest the following information from you:

1. Y. Tier Determination. Tiex: Z )
Please include a basis for the tier detemiﬁx

't1on ﬂ‘f‘l{‘&&/d&(’ 1

2. % STORET Data and STORET Station Location(s) fégm(& as Exeel Fle
3. X __ Is this faeility mentioned in a Management P’;an 'f'ar ‘?B{pz g%%
No .. . Yes _L No, but will be includéd
" when the Plan is updated.
4. X  Are limits contained in & Management Plan?
JL No __ Yes (If Yes, Please include the basis
for the limits.)
5. _.X _ Does this discharge go to a 303(d) stream segment? MH’@L&M'&Q
Return Due Date: Z/G/D[ Date Returned: Z/Z /0 /

STORET Station: 2= JMS0I1B.(0

STORET Station:




. . . 1Yy

. DET ERHINATIQN OF APPROPRIATE
ANTIDZGRADATION CXTIGORIEIS TOR WATIRIODIZS
Tha saguence Ol sSTaps o be cowpleiad Dy cme Wager Diwisian
in conducting an entidacradation review Lis srssemt2d in Tigure :
Ths fost uas\ that will be addrassed by the Watzar Divisien is ©o
decarmine To which Tier the vaials beleng. '
Tiar 3
.3 =o da2itefRins whathers
i5 category. <Lf it is net
Tiaxr 2
If the watérbody is not listed in VR$30-21-01.1.C.3, ®aen
sTaff must deTermine whether the watasbody is eithe? 2 Tier i oF
Tier 2 category. This datefminatiaen is based on a comparison ©I th
available Feceivinmg streanm data (collectad in the streanm gutside ef
any mixing zones) o Ths mable of numerical $taddazds in
Y2550~21-02.14.35. If availadls water quality daza indicata that 211
of the parametars measurzd in the water body ars Setter tThan the
stapdards in the table of numerical stapdards in VR$80-21-01 .1%.3,
on The waterbody falls into whe Tiar 2 category. Vi olarion of zae
231 golifory standaxd is net To be suificliens justificzsion 0
ar =he wate- to fier i. 1f acduzate and technically sound
eivi STT - ilanls, tThe applicant/perzittes =2y
reguited | = ¢e sufiiciapt inforhmaticn for 2
:e:ﬁ;nazic ziar to be mads. If real in-sTraaz
s data are noT time of the Divisicn’s antideg-adazion
- —eview of th nee—ing judgment of DEIQ $tafl may e
supstitited ReceEVin, information That 3zy ke used as 2
sasis for this judgenen do:
i mixing
2 2 just
3. Toxicity.
are metT
T2 T ical and
numerical c:i;a;;a ;ﬁn st;nda:”s.
4 Judcement based on the &bsence oI presencs ol
definitely identifled soltrezes of pollutants or 2
demonstrated usa impairment. Such juddenént must de
czmplaetaly justifiad and docunented

Attachment L
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303(d) LISTED SEGMENTS
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VAT-GI0E

Elizabeth River
and Tidal
Tributaries

A tiachmentT Z

. . 7
PART I - IMPAIRED WATERS - SHELLFISH
VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT of ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
1998 303(d) TOTAL MAXIMUM DAILY LOAD PRIORITY LIST
JAMES RIVER BASIN
HUC and Segment Size ;
Watershed ID Stream Name (sq - mi) Parameter Source of Impairment City/County
02080206
VAT-G10E Upper James 3.00 VDH Shellfish Restriction PS/NPS Surry
VAT-GI1E River
VAT-G11E Chuckatuck 0.73 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Suffolk
' Creek
VAT-G11E James River - 4.32 VDH Shellfish Restriction PS/NPS Newport News
Opposite Fort
Eustis
VAT-G11E James River - 1.81 VDH Shellfish Restriction PS/NPS James City
VAT-GI0E Opposite Tribell
Shoal Channel
VAT-G11E James River: 0.12 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Newport News
Swash Hole
VAT-G11E Kings and 0.07 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Isle of Wight
Ballard Marsh
Creeks
VAT-G11E Pagan River and 2.58 VDH Shellfish Restriction PS/NPS Isle of Wight
Jones Creek
VAT-GI1E Upper James 0.27 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Surry
River: Lawnes
Cr
VAT-G11E Warwick and 5.31 VDH Shellfish Restriction PS/NPS Newport News
James Rivers
02080208
VAT-G13E Nansemond River 428 VDH Shellfish Restriction PS/NPS Suffolk
VAT-G13E Nansemond 45 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Suffolk
River: Bennett
Creek
VAT-G13E Nansemond 0.05 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Suffolk
River: Bleakhom
Creek
VAT-G13E Nansemond 0.14 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Suffolk
River: Knotts
Creek :
VAT-G15E Hampton Roads 42.01 VDH Shellfish Restriction NPS Newport News
VAT-G15E Hampton Roads - 7.95 VDH Shellfish Prohibition NPS Norfolk




ADBEAT 3. STROUSE. M.D., M.2.M. Desanmen{ of Heg[,f'z
STATE HEALTH COMMISSIONER 2 0. 50% 228

SIC=MCND, VA 73275

NOTICE AND DESCRIPTION OF SEZLLFISE ARTA CONDEMNATIO
NO¥BER 7, TAMPTON ROADS

IFTECTTIVE B OCTOBFER 1393

N

Pursuane <o Ti=ls 28.2, Chepesy 8, $828.7-303 chrough 28.2-308,
§32.0=200, =R §5—5. 44 0 BAS oF Sha'Cods of Vizginia:s
3l The "Notice and Description of Shellfish Arsa Condemnatsion

Numper 7, Zampron Rodfs,; " sErsc—iwe 97 April 1989 is cancelled

effective & October 19S3

ShellZish 2Arsz Number

Sl Condemned Son 7, Eempton HNoads hiS
esbasllsned, efiscoive 3 Octaber loel3, and saall comsiss oF
ar=zgs 2, B, C, O apd =T desceined melpon As To arsa i, it
scell De molag=nl Sor &RV neTson, fiTh, of carporation to taka
shellfisa Z=om this aresa for any purpcsse, excert bV permit
gremces oy The Marine Iespurces Commission, 2s provided in
Feccicon ZE 28Il of the Coue of Wircimias, s =5 arsas 5. C,
D ane =2, 4T shell pe wmmlatmul Sor arw oersom, fitm, oF
corpar=cion © taks spelifs=h Feom fhese 2xezs, Sor any
purposa. The boundazies of the arsz 2rs shown on map tTitled

“Zampcon Xoads, Condemned Shellfish Ars= Numper 7, 8 Occober
o ’ 7

LG mmSenl G5 SErT 0F rits Doeice

3 The Denartmenb of Zealth will roceive, consicer 2nd rssvpond o
petitions by anv interesha: person at apy time witl raspecc To
:aconsida’ LZiom or revisicn oFf this order.

BOUNDARTES OF CONDEMNED 2223 NUMBER 7

A Toe condemmec zrsa shall include 2li of Sanmptcn Rozds bounded
by a line beginning at the upsi—esam sice of the large Zispiiog
Piexr on The southeast side o 0ld Poist Comfors; =lencs
unsTrezm o The centar of the James 2Biver 3ridge; thence alonc
The centar £ <the grféce TZ ThE Sous Sower; c©hencs=
southeastarly thr ”Lcn nav: Zgational aid vellgw nun Suoy "BY £z
Th J : o ne
el =




w

& K |

-2 -

Craney ZXsland Disposal Area; thence clockwise around The
boundariss cf the disposal area =g its intersection with s
shore; <tThencs 2long the shors o +he norcassse Cornier of
Craney Island; thence Tarough navigational zié Fl G AT Lo
©le point whers it intersacts & line drawn from the sShorswa~—d
end of pier number § at Lamberts Point to the sourheas— corner
Qf Tanpner Point; thence along the shors o the Doiage of
ixtersaction with “he 2asiern side of the southerm end 0L the
westhound Zampton Roads 3ridge-Tunnel on ¥rlilovwghoy Spis.
2ence northerly along the 2astern side of this oridge to tha

point of intersaction #Zth the riprapped shorsline of +ha

SZzZmpTon Xoads Bridge-Tunnel island ac forz Weecl; tThence
2astarly arcund this island +o its sastarmmest DOint; thence
ACrTa northwesterly tg5 the intersection of the shoreliine and
The upstream side of the large fishing pier on the sas- sice
Oz O0ld Point Comfort a2t the boinat of beginning.

The condemned arsa shail include all of the Jémes Riwver and
Newport News Crassk (sm2li bSeax barbor) enclesad by a line
beginning at The OoZfshors end of +he first pier upstream oFf
NewporT News Point: Thence +o SRvicationall 2 4 23 D W
Thencs o FL G CI3C; thenmes o I R P Thanss Eouch =1 o
4™ to the sbors.

The condemned arsa shall imclude 23F of Zampton Roads enclesed
EY 2 cizela of son yards radius around mavicavional aic N

The condemned zrea shall include aii of Jampton Xoads enclesad
Oy 2 line beginming at the Nortiwest cormer of tier number 2
(NorZolk Intsrmatisnal Terminals); thence to navigational aigd
Fl G M13%: thempees +n Fl € m1i%: thence dgune 22SC o the shora.

T2e condemned arsa sghall include all of the Elizapeth and
LaZfayettes Rivers and +their tributaries lyi upstream cf a
line drawn from the norcheast corner of Crane Island thronch
navigational zid 71 G."21" to the point whers it ind s &
line drawn from the shorsward end of pier number 5 at Lamberts
POinNE to the souwtheasr Corner of Tanner Point.

rl
¥
rl
'iJ

1
0]
m

/q f{:&amez‘ Z
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ATTACHMENT 13

TABLE IIT(a) AND TABLE IITI (b) -
CHANGE SHEETS



1.2 Effluent Limits and Monitoring Schedule:
the changes).

TABLE III(a)

VPDES PERMIT PROGRAM
Permit Processing Change Sheet

(List any changes FROM PREVIOUS PERMIT and give a brief rationale for

Phosphorus -
mass limits

months

/ not included

26 lbs/day / not included

No mass limits on
storm water

001

Nitrogen -
mass limits

months

/ not included

NL / not included

No mass limits on
storm water

002, 003

TSS

1/6

months

/ 1/3 months

50 / NL

Increased
frequency but
removed limit to
use TSS as an
indicator of BMP
effectiveness

001

Nickel

1/3

months

/ not included

NL / not included

Data indicated
parameter not of
concern

002, 003

Nickel, zinc

1¥3

months

/ not included

NL / not included

Data indicated
parameter not of
concern

002, 003

Copper, Flow

1/6

months

/ 1/3 months

NL / NL

Storm water
management
evaluation for
copper; frequency
is 1/3 months

{

-

/




Deleted special conditions 1. EPA Standard Reopener;
Based on VPDES Regulations adopted 07/24/96 and
Guidance Memo 96-004 dated 08/06/96. Since this
facility is not on the list of Primary Industrial
Categories from 40 CFR Part 122, Appendix A. 2. Water
Quality Monitoring; Based on facility reported all
the required monitoring and Best Professional
Judgment (BPJ).

Added Total Maximum Daily Load Reopener.

Updated Storm Water conditions

&




TABLE III(Db)

VPDES PERMIT PROGRAM
Permit Processing Change Sheet

1. Effluent Limits and Monitoring Schedule: (List any changes MADE DURING PERMIT PROCESS and give a brief rationale
for the changes).

£ -4/




ATTACHMENT 14

NPDES INDUSTRIAL PERMIT RATING WORKSHEET




. . rLH

NPDES Permit Rating Work Sheet
— Regtlar Addition
; . ) L - Dlscmﬂonaly Addlﬂon
NPDESNO: LV.[A 1010|517 |%14}2] —_ Score change, butno
T T ‘ status change
Facility Name: — Deletion

L-K-L'-L-N-L-D-nLE—LR—L-LM-LO_LR-LG-LA-LN_H-B_LU—LLLLK—LLTJ-E—L-R—LM—LIJ—NJ—A—LJH-LS—I—L _L.LP_LJ.I_E.I..R.J

DUXI ITIELRIMAUIINIALL L L L bt bbbt :
City: |INJE|WIPIOIRIT| INILEIWIS L IVILIRIGIIINIIIALIL L1 |
ReceivingWater: | J | A IMLIELS L IRILIVIEIRL L LI Lty

ReachNumber: | [ | | [ I | | L 11

Is this facllity a steam electric power plant (SIC=4911} Is this permit for 8 municipal separate storm sewer
with one ar more of the following characteristics? serving a population greater than 100,0007-

1. Power output 500 MW or greater (not using a ¢ooling pond/iake) .

'Z A nuclear power plant — YES; score is 700 (stop here) '

3. Cooling water discharge graater than 25% of the raceiving stream's 7Q10 flow rate — NO (continus) .

— YES: score Is 800'(stop here)  _X_ NO (continue)

FACTOR 1: Toxic Pollutant Potential

PCSSICCode:  |__[ | | | Primary SIC Code: | 4491_|

OtherSICCodes: ||| | | | | L1 1 f

industrial Subcategory Code: | _0_| 0.] @ | (Code Q00 if no subcategory)

Determine the Toxicity potential frorn Appendix A. Be sure to use the TOTAL toxicity potential column and check one

Toxlcuy Group Code Palints Toxiclty Group  Code  Points Toxicity Group Code  Points
%~ No process —_ 3 3 16 T 7 38
waste streams ¢ 0 — 4 4 20 & 8 ]
1 1 5 __ 5. 5 25 - 9 45
— 2 2 10 6 8 30 10 10 50

Code Number Checked: . | _[ 0 |
Total Polnts Factar1: || 0

FACTOR 2: Flow/Stream Flow Voluriie (Complete Either Section A or Section B; check cnly ong)

‘Section A-Wastewater Flow Only Considened ’ Section B-Wastewater and Stream Flow Consldered
Wastewatar Type ' Code  Ponts Wastewater Type Percent of Instream Code Points
(See Instructions) (See instructions) Wastewiter Concen-
Typel: Flow <5 MGD — 1 o tration at Receiving
Flow 5:to #0. MGD — 12 10 . $tream Low Flow
Flow> 10.t0.50 MGD  ____ 13 20
Flow > 50 MGD _— 14 30 Type Wik < 10% ——— H 0
Type l: Flow< 1 MGD — 21 10 >10%to<50% ___ 42 10
Flow 1 t0:6 MGD — 2 20 > 50% — 43 20
Flow>§to1GMGD  ___ 23 30
Flow > 10 MGD - 24 ) Type II: <10% X 51 0
Type lll: Flow <1 MGD - 3 0 >10%to<50% _. 52 20
Flow 1 to 5 MGD —_ 32 10 R ) :
Flow>5t 10MGD  __ kX 20 > 50% - &3 30
Flow >'10 MGD _— M 30

Code Checked from Section A or B: |.5.|.1.
“Total Polnts Factor2: |_0_ 0.|




NPDES Permilt Réting Waork. Sheet ‘ ,
NPDESNo.: |_V_L A 0| 0_[&17 11147 2]

FACTOR 3: Conventional Poliutants

(only when limited by the permiy)
A. (OxygenDemanding Pollutant: (checkone) _BOD  __COD  __ Other,
Code  Points
Permit Limits: (checkong) __._ -<100Ibs/day 1 e
100 to 1000 Ibs/day 2 5
. >1000 to 3000 lbs/day 3 % -
— >3000 bs/day 4 20
Code Checked: ||
Points Scored:| __| __|
B. Total Suspanded:Solids (TSS)
Cods  Points
Permit Lirhits: (chieckdrie) __ <t00lbsiday 1 0
X_100 to 1600 [bs/day 2 5
—— 21000 to 5000 Ibs/day 3 15
—__ >5000 lbs/day 4 20
Code Checked: |_1_|
Points Scored:|_0_[ 5_|
C. Nitrogen Peliutant: (checkone) _Ammonia __Other______
_ Code  Foints
Pemnit Limils: (check one). __ <300 ibs/day 1 0
300 to: 1000 Ibs/day 2 5
—_ >1000to 3000 bs/day 3 15
— —_ >3000 lbe/day 4 20

Code.Chacked: ||
Polnta Scored:|- .| |

Total Points Factar 3:) 6 0 |

FACTOR 4: Public Health Impact

Is there a public drinking water supply located within 50 miles downstream of the effuent discharge (this Includes any body of water fo
which e reculving water Is a tibutary)? A publie drinking water supply may include Infiltration gallerles, or other methods of coniveyance - .
that uitimately get water from the above referenced supply.

- YES (if yes, check toxicity potential number below)
X_NOQ (if no, go'to Facter §)

Determine the human health toxicity potential from Appendix A. Use the same SIC code
and subcategory reference as in Factor 1. (Be sure to use the himan health toxicity
group column = check one below)

Toxicity Graup Code.  Points Toxicity Group  Code  Points Toxiclty Group Code  Polnts
— No process = 3 3 0 =T 7 15
wasto streams 0 0 4 4 0 . - § 8 20
1. 1 0 5 5 5 —_ g 9 25
— 2 2 0 —_& 6 10 1. 10 30
Codo Number Checked:| | _ |

Total Points Factor4: [__| |




o ®
NPDES Permit Rating Work Sheet . ' L
o o NPDESNo.: | VI A 0| 0517|142
. FACTOR 5: Water Quality Factors

A.. is (or wifl) one or mare of the effiuent discharge limits based an water quaiily factars of the recelving stream (rather than techmology-
based faderal effluent guidelines, or technology-based state efffuent guidelines), or has a wasteload aflocation been assigned to. the

discharge?

Code  Points
- Yes 1 10
X_No 2 0

B. Is the recelving water In campliarice with applicable water quality standards for pollitants that are water quallty limited In the permit?

Cods  Points

X_Yes 1 0

— No 2 5

C. Does:the sfffuent discirarged from this faeiilty exiibit the reascnable potontial to viokite watiarqaamy standards due to whole effiuent

toxicity? . : o
Code  Polnts

— Yes 1 10

KoNo 2 0

Cads Number Checked: A |2 | BL1) clz
Points Factors: A|0}0] + BIOJ] + €| |0} = [0]0]TOTAL
FACTOR 6: Proximity to Near Coastal Waters

A, Base Score: Enter flow code here (from Factor 3): 5. 1_| Enter the multiplication factor that corresponds
to the flow code; | 10|

Chack appropriats facility HPR) Cade (s PCS):

HPRI# Code HPRI Score Flow Code  Miltiplication Factor
1 1 20 11,31, or 41 0.00
12, 32, or 42 0.05
—2 2 0 13,33, or 43 0.10
_ 14 0r 34 0.15
X 3 3 30 21051 0.10
220152 0.30
4 4 0 2307 53 0.60
, 24 1.00

5 20

HPRI code checked: | 3_|

Base Score: (HPRI Score) ___30 X (Multiplication Factor) _0.10_ = 3 (TOTAL PCINTS}
8. Additional Polpts~NEP Program ) C. Additional Points—Great Lakes Area of Concern
For a facility that has an HPRI code of 3, does the facllity for a facliity that has an HPRI code of 3, does the
" discharge to one of the estuaries enrofféd in the National _ faciiity discharge any of the pollutints of concern into one
Estuary Protection (NEF) program (see Instructions) or of the Great Lakes' 31 areas of concern (see Instructions)
the Chesapeake Bay?
Code  Points Code Points
_X_ Yes 1 10 __Yes 1 10
— No 2 0 X._No 2 0
Code Number Checked: AL3] Bl 1] clz

Polits Fagtor 6: A[_13] + B[110] + €L ]0f = |__13__ _ |TOTAL




® ° ey
NPDES Permit Rating Work Sheet
NPDESNO: |[VIAI01015]7]114]2]
SCORE SUMMARY

Factor Description Total Points
-1 Toxic Poliutant Potential Q0

2 Flow/Stroaih flow Voluin 0,

3 Conventional Poliutants - .5

4 Public Heaith Impacts ]

5 Water Quality Factors _0

& Proximity to Near Coastal Waters 13

TOTAL (Factors.1-6) 18 ,

$1. Is the total score equal to or greater than 80?  _ . Yes (Facilty isamajor) —X_No
82, If the answer to the above question is no, would you Iike this facility. to be discretionary major?
No
Yes (add 500 points to the above score and provide reason below:

Reason;

NEWSCORE: _18

OLD SGORE: ___‘38 —
Richard E_Fox_Jr._
Pamit Reviowar's Name

(767).518.- 2120 .
Phone Number

0211601 _
Date -

|:\wmmmmmamm_rummm.m (2/21/95)




ATTACHMENT 15

CHRONOLOGY SHEET




. VPDES PERMIT PROGRAM .

CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

01/19/01 01/25/01 02/08/01 02/01/01
APPLICATION TO VDH: 01/22/01 VDH COMMENTS RECEIVED: 02/06/01
APPLICATION TO OWPS: OWPS COMMENTS RECEIVED:

APPLICATION ADMIN. COMPLETE: 01/22/01

APPLICATION TECH. COMPLETE: 02/06/01

DATE FORWARDED TO ADMIN:

Date DESCRIPTIVE STATEMENT [CHRONOLQGY OF EVENTS] (Meetings, telephone calls, letters, memos,
hearings, etc. affecting permit from application to issuance)

01/18/01 Site inspected

01/19/01 Application received

01/22/01 Sent application to VDH/DSS

01/22/01 Sent application to P2 for review

01/25/01 P2 comments received

01/25/01 Addition information requested

02/01/01 Addition information received

02/06/01 VDH/DSS comments received

02/09/01 Application letter to permittee

03/09/01

Sent FS/DP to MHS to finish




ginia Depaitment of En







Individual Permit]







ATTACHMENT 16

GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE




COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA

‘ ‘ DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY Dennis H. Treacy
mf ilmore, I 5636 Southern Boulevard Director
' Virgimia Beach, VA 23462

, . Tel# (757) 518-2000 Francis L. Danigl
John Pauj Woodley, fr. hitp:/fwww.deq.state.va.us Tidewater Regional Director
Secretary of Natural Resources
March 22; 2001

Mr..Robert Coffey

Senior Facility Manager

Kinder Morgan Pier IX Terminal

P.O.Box38

Newport News, VA 23607

Re: VPDES Permit Numhbér VA0057142; Pier IX Terminal
Newport News, VA

Dear Mr. Coffey;

Enclosed is-a copy of the draft VPDES permit and the supporting fact sheet for the Pier IX terminal. The
ariginal, official copy was sent to Mr. Jaeson Brown in Sorrento, LA. This copy is being sent to you asa
courtesy copy to allow you to expedite the. review of the draft permit During your review, or after you
have completed your review, if you have any questions, or would like a meeting to discuss the draft permit,
please coritact me.

If you have any other questions or need additional information, please contact me at the above address, or

by telephone at (757) 518-2105.

Mark H. Sauer
L Permit Engineer
Cc: TRO file )




o ®
KINDERZ/MORGAN

ENERGY PARTNERS, L P
Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals, Inc.

UPS OVERNIGHT

March 30, 2001

Mr. Mark H. Sauer

Permit Engineer _ ,
Virginia Department of Environmental Quality
5636 Southem Boulevard

Virginia Beach, Virginia 23462

RE: PIER IX TERMINAL S
KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS (KMBT)
PRELIMINARY RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT
AUTHORIZATION TO BILL APPLICANT FOR PUBLIC NOTICE

Enclosed is the completed and signed authorization. férm for billing of the public notice costs associated
with our renewed. permit. '

At this tinre, we would fike to point out that the Pier IX Terminal is a transportation facility, SIC. code
4491, and that Outfalls 002 and 003 do not constitute "Storm water associated with indtistrial activity® as
that term is defined for such facilities in applicable regulations. As described in our application, the

777777

facility has made changes to storm water flow patternis {6 assure that no *storm water associated with

industrial activity” enters these two outfalls. Accordingly, we do not believe that monitering, i particular

toxicity testing, should be required at these outfélls. We plan to submit full techmical comments in
respanse to the public notice

Ve also wish o request at this time that 1.) the “facility contact” be changed to "Mr. Robert Coffey” not
Marie E. Krien-Schmidt (Mr. Coffey is the contact at both the “facility” and the “location address”), and 2.)
the “owner contact” be changed to “Ms. Marie E- Krien-Schmidt" not Mr. Jaesont M. Brown.

If there are any questions, please do not hesitate to contact Mr: Robert Coffey at the facility (757-928-
1548) or me. at 800—'535-81_-70. B

Sincerely yours,
KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS, INC.

Harie & Lo Aibwnt 1

Marie. E. Krien-Schmidt
Director, Environmental Affairs
Enclosures
cc:  D. Starett
R. Coffey
R. Polino, Malcom Pimie

7116 Hwy. 22 P.O. Box 625 Sorrento, LA 70778-0625  800/535-8170 Fax 225/675-5923




AUTHORIZATION TO BILL APPLICANT FOR

+A PUBLIC NOTICE

I hereby authorize the Department of Environmental Quality to have the cost of
publishing a public notice billed to the Agent/Department as shown below. The
public notice will be published once a week for two consecutive weeks, seven
days apart, in the: ‘

DAILY PRESS

Agent/Department to be billed:_  Kimder Morgan Bulk Terminals

A;;QW' jmyironmental”Affairs

Applicant's Address: 7116 Hwy. 22 .. .
Sorrenpo, LA . 70778

Agernt” s Telephone No: 225-675-5387

Authorizimg Agent: Marie E. Krien—-Schmidt _

'~ Print Name

authorizimg Agent’s:
Signature

RETURN TO: DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
TIDEWATER REGIONAL OFFICE
5636 SOUTHERN BOULEVARD
VIRGINIA BEACH, VA 23462

ATTN: C. E. PUTNAM
RE: Permit No. VA00S57142/Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals - Pier IX




o ®
KINDERMORGAN

ENERGY PARTNERS, LP
Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminais, Inc..

UPS. OVERNIGHT

April 4, 2001

Mr. Mark H. Sauer

Water Permits Section )
Virginia Departrent of Environmental Quality
5636 Southem Boulevard

Virginia Beach, Virginia 23462

RE: PIER IX TERMINAL
KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS (KMBT)
RESPONSE TO DRAFT PERMIT NO. VA0057142

Dear Mr. Sauer:

We are submitting this lefter in response to the draft VPDES permit issued on March 22, 2001 for our
Pier [X Terminal faciiity located in Newport News. We would fike to comment on the effluesit monitaring
and toxicity screening requirements for Outfails 002 and 003 and propose-an altemative approach.

As described in our application for renewal of this permit, Kinder Morgan made modifications to the
storm water conveyance system at Pier IX Terminal to prevent storm water runoff from the coal storage
gg_ag handlmg areas from entering these outfalls. With these modifications in place, the drainage area for
Outfall 002 consists only of a portion of South Harbor Road between the Administration Building parking
Iatand Dominion Terminals. This access road is located entirely outside of the coal storage and
handling area. The drainage area for Outfali 003 now consists of the Administration Building parking fot
which is also entirely outside of the coal storage. and handling area. As a resuit of these modifications,
the drainage areas that contribute to Outfalis 0D2 and 003 are not "associated with industrial activity” as

that term'is defined in appiicable reguiations.

Based on information provided to us by our consultant, it is our understanding that effluent monitoring
and toxicity screening requirements were included in the draft permit fo confirm that the storm water
contributing to Qutfalls 002 and 003 is not associated with industrial activity. Based on our review of the
applicable regulations, it is also our understanding that the status of being “associated with industrial
aclivity” i to be determined not by monitoring and screening bu rather by identification of the applicable
SIC code and activities that take piace at a facility and contribute to the storm water discharge. In this
case, the facility is a 4491 Transportation Facility at which the storm water drainage system has been
specifically modified 10 isolated poténtially contaminated storm water from a)‘ material handlmg

“storm water associated with industrial actmty' to Outfalls 002 and 003 Aeeordingly we believe that the
meoriitoring requirements:in the draft. permiit a.) are not necessary to confirm that these oltfalls-are frée of
industrial contaminants; and b.) represent a cost biiden to the facility withoit comparable benefit.
Nonetheless, to assure that Qutfalls 002 and 003 are consistently free of indastrial contaminants, we.
propose to implement thorough Best Management Practices (BMPs) in liez of effluent monitoring and
toxicity :screening. Such BMPs would consist of regular visual inspection and thorough, routine- cleaning
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(e.g., sweeping, vacuuming, etc. as appropriate) of the drainage areas. These BMPs would be
integrated into our Storm Water Poliution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Standard Operating
Procedures. We believe this approach, in combination with the physical segregation of storm water
associated with industrial activity that has been implemented at the ‘facility, will assure that the storm
water discharges at Outfalls 002 and 003 are not affected by industrial activity.

We appreciate DEQ’s consideration of these comments and our proposal. We would be pleased to meet
with DEQ personnel to discuss this issue in person if that would bé helpful.

If there are questions, or if further information is required, please do not hesitate to contact either Mr.
Rubert €. Coffey, Environmental Coordinator at Fier IX Teithinal, at 757-928-1548, or me at 1-800-535-
8170.

Sincerely yours,
KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS, ING.

Neoce fio Al T

Marie E. Krien-Schmidt
Director, Enwronmemal Affaus

o 4.M. Brown
D. Starrett
R. Coffey
R. Palino, Malcom Pirnie
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY Denais H. T
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April 12, 2001

Ms. Marie E. Krien-Schmidt
Director, Environmental Affairs
Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals, Inec.
P.O. Box 625

Sorrento, LA 70778-0625

Re: VPDES Permit Number VA0057142; Pier [X Terminal
Newport News, VA
Draft Permit Comrents

Dear Ms. Krien-Schriidt;

We have received yotr March 30 and April 4, 2001 letters, and have reviewed your comments on the draft
VPDES permit for the Kinder Morgan Pier IX facility in Newport News, VA.

Robert Coﬁ'ey n accordance thh Vn'glma Regutatlon 9 VAC 25-31-110; the owner contact must: be a
responsible. corporate officer, meaning president, vice-president,. secretary or treasurer, or other person who
performs policy-making decisions, or a person who is aathorized by one of the corporate officers. Since
Mr. Brown signed the application, we designated him as the owner represemtative. If Kinder Morgan
would like to authorize you to be the owner répresentative, we would need a letter signed by a corporate

officer saying stich, and we would then change the.owner contact to. your name.

In response to your comirients congerning effluent monitoring and toxicity testing at outfalls 002 and 003,
we will remove the: toxncny testinig requirements. for these outfalls, but will leave parameter-specific
mnmtonng in the permit as it currently exists. The effluent monitoring requirements were discussed at our
mieeting on October:12, 2000, and at the site visit on January 18, 2001. As discussed at our meeting, we.
have removed the: TSS Imntanon for outfalls 002 and 003; but we have kept momtormg for th1s parameter

and the large. amount of coal fines near the d:op inlets in the 002 and 003 dramage areas.

We feel that with the removal of toxicity testing at outfalls 002 and 003, we have addressed your comments
to the greatest extent possible, and intend to send the public notice to the newspaper by Apnl 16, 2001 I
have.enclosed the revised draft permit and fact sheet pages with this letter. Once we receive written
authorization from a corporate officer designating either you specifically, or your position as the. owrier
contact for the Kinder Morgan Pier IX facility, we will revise the fact sheet accordingly. If you would like
to further discuss the draft permit-during the:public comment period, or would lie to have.a meeting to
discuss the draft permit, please feel free to contact me in writing or by telephone.




Ms. Marie E. Krien-Schriidt
April 13,2001
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If you hiavé any other questions or need additional information, please coritactme at the:above address, or

by telephone at (757) 518-2105.
81 ;cgr ly, t

k H. Sau
Permit Engineer

Ce “TRO file




’ . ' 5 £ NEFRIY IRELTNEFS, T P

Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals, inc.

CERTIFIED MAIL__7099_3400 0015 0962 5527

Aprit 20, 2001

Mr. Mark H. Sauer

Water Permit Engineer

Department of Environmental Quality
5636 Southem. Boulevard

Virgiriia Beach; VA 23462

RE: VPDES PERMIT NO. VAGO57142
PIER IX TERMINAL, NEWPORT NEWS, VA
OWNER CONTACT AUTHORIZATION

I response to your letter of April 12, 2001, we are submitting a Signatory Authorization Form
authorizing me, as Director, Environmental Affairs, to serve as the owner representative and
owner contact for Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals with regard fo water permit issues. The form

has been signed by Mr. Jaeson M. Brown, our Vice President of Operafions.

We trust this lstter and the attached form is sufficient to meet the requirefnents of Virginia
regulations. If there are questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 1-800-535-8170 or
225-875-0341. '

Sincerely,

Fewe & Ao Jodowntt~

Marie E. Krien-Schmidt
Director, Environmental Affairs

cc:  R. Cofféy/Water Permit Files
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KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS, INC.

AUTHORIZATION

This is to certify that the person holding the following position title is authorized to
serve as representative and contact for Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals with respect to
all applicable environmental requirements:

Director, Environmental Affairs

The person cisrrently holding that position is;___ Marie E. Krien-Schmidt . .

Name: _Jasson M. Brown

Title:_Vice President, Operations. .

Date: ___ April 19, 2001
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PUBLIC PARTICIPATION




Kinder Morgan Bulk Termiridls, Inc..

CERTIFIED MAIL__ 7099 3400 0015 0962 5527

April 20, 2001

Mr. Mark H. Sajer

Water Permit Engineer
Department of Environmental Quality
5636 Southemn Boulevard

Virginia Beach, VA 23462

RE: VPDES PERMIT NO. VA0OD57142
PIER IX TERMINAL, NEWPORT NEWS, VA
OWNER CONTACT AUTHORIZATION

In response to your letter of April 12, 2001, we are submitting a Signatory Authorization Form
authorizing me, as Director, Environmental Affairs, to serve ds the owner represantative and

owner contact for Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals with regard to water permit issues. The form
has been signed by Mr. Jaeson M. Brown, our Vice Prasident of Operations.

We trust this lstter and the attached form is sufficient to meet the requirements of Virginia
regulations. If there are questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at 1-800-535-8170 or
225-875-0341.

smcarely

Marie E. Krien-Schmidt £0 -
Director, Environmental Affairs APB 2001

" RECEIVED DEQ =
licewater

cc ' R. Coffey/Water Permit Files

7118 Hwy. 22 P. 0. Box 625 Sorremto, LA 70778-0625 800/535-8170 Fax 225/675.5023
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KINDER MORGAN BULK TERMINALS, INC.

This is to certify that the person holding the following position title is autharized to
serve.as representative and contact for Kinder Morgan Bulk Terminals with respect to
all applicable environmental requirements:

Direct . __virgqme al Affai

The person currently holding that position is;

Signed: 9@%»’777 P

Name: _JaesonM Brown

Title:_ Vice President, Operations

Date: ___April 19, 2001




