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REGION 6
DALLAS, TX 75270 NPDES Permit No. NM0031178

AUTHORIZATION TO DISCHARGE UNDER THE
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

In compliance with the provisions of the Clean Water Act, as amended, (33 U.S.C. 1251 et.
seq; the "Act"),

Camino Real Regional Utility Authority
P.O. Box 429
Sunland Park, NM 88063

is authorized to discharge from the facility, Sunland Park North Wastewater treatment plant
located at 5500 McNutt Road in Sunland Park, Dona Ana County, NM. The discharge will be
to receiving waters named Rio Grande in Segment No. 20.6.4.101 of the Rio Grande Basin,

the discharges are located on that water at the following coordinates:

Outfall 001: Latitude 31° 50' 12" North, Longitude 106° 36' 24" West,

in accordance with this cover page and the effluent limitations, monitoring requirements, and
other conditions set forth in Part I, Part II, Part III, and Part IV hereof.

This permit supersedes and replaces NPDES Permit No. NM0031178 with an effective date of
November 30, 2018.

This permit prepared by Quang Nguyen, Environmental Engineer, NPDES Permitting and
Wetlands Section, shall become effective on August 1, 2025

This permit and the authorization to discharge shall expire at midnight, July 30, 2025.
Issued on June 25, 2025.
CU RRY JON E Digitally signed by CURRY JONES
Date: 2025.06.25 15:54:09 -05'00'
Acting for Troy C. Hill, P.E.

Director
Region 6 Water Division




BLANK PAGE



(9, UOTIE[OO[BT) SYUOIN 9/39UQ ok ok % tomow ook k% ok ok (9,) BUdIV ssoin pajsnipy
1D
qeIn SYIUOIN 9/20UQ Hk % * k% Hoday Hkk * k% H K (9, (1/3M) wntuein
110d
qeID SYIUOIN 9/29UQ sk ok nodoy sk Ak o (90 (1109) eydyy ssoip
qerd
snoouejue)su] Areq 180 11 V/N VN 4k VIN V/IN| (g, SUHOIYD [BNPISIY[BIOL
Kep/njo
qeln AP /29UQ (e 01F VIN (zs) 9C1 4k VIN 601 X €8T elRjoRg 110D H
SSL “(wnunurw)
(s, HONE[MO[BY A9M/RIUQ Rk *k % Rk *k % *k % %58 < [EAOTUIY JU3DI3d
/W
qein ARM/IUQ kK * k% Hodoy * k% * k% Rk (£1,) 3U9NJUT SS.L
sqoq ‘(wnuirurw)
(s,) HORE[MO[EH A9M/29UQ EKK * 3k % EK K * 3k % * 3k % %S8 < [EAOTUIY JUDI3]
18w
qeld AR2M/22UQ * ok * %k nodoy * %k * %k ko (g1 YURNIUT *dOd
ausodwo) Kep/sq| Kep/sq[
I1H-9 329N /22UQ V/N 18w gy 18w ¢ * %k 9LE 0S¢ SpIOS papuadsng [e10],
ausodwo) Kep/sq| Kep/sq[ sqog ‘Aep-¢ ‘purwog
TH-9 YOO /29UQ VN 18w ¢y 18w ¢ s 9L€ 0S¢ ud3AXQ [eOIWAYO0Ig
10joN asin anin
Suizielo Snonunuon ok ok % ok Wodoy ok x noday Mol
HdAL AONANOA YA XVIN DAV DAV XVIN DAV DAV
HI1dNVS INFINHINSVHN ATIvVd AVd-L AVd-0¢ ATIvd AvVa-L Avd-0¢ (1» INVINTIO
qelD SnoduejuLISU| Areq ns (6 ‘ns 99 Hd
HdAL 9TdNVS AONANOTYS INTFWHINSVAN INNNIXVIN INONINIA (1 INVLNTIOd

:MO[oq

payroads se 9amuurad oY) Aq parojruow pue pAjWI] 3q [[eYS SASILYISIP Yyons “[(0 S[[eJINO WOIJ ‘[Q] 9" 07 JoqunN Judw3os
ul ‘OpueID) Oy 03 19jemdlsem [ediounwu pajeary 931eyosIp 03 pazuoyine st 3dnmuuad oy ‘(pajou asimIdylo ssopun) yurad oy Jo ajep
uonendxd oY) y3noay) Surise] pue (OIA (1 18 MO[J USISap Yim AIoB} MU JO dIeyDSIP [eniul oY) Suruurdaq pouad ay) Suun(g

MO[] uISo@ AOIN 0'T — SHWI' Juan[Fy TYNIA I

SINANTIINOTI ONITIOLINON ANV SNOILVLINIT 'V NOLLDAS

SLINYAd SHAdN 04 SININAIINOTY — 1 LIVd

I 93eq

SLITEO0NN ON LINY¥Hd SAAdN




‘Nd A 10 uonenuasuod 10y [w 0| 1od (nyo) spun Jururoy Auo[o) (7 4)

sy uon eoynuenb wnunurw 103 yued oY) Jo TIed JO v XIpuaddy 995 (1)
1$910U}00,]
ausodwio) IH-+¢ A[qpuoN Iauen()/20uQ 00T svjauto.Ld sajpydouii g
onsodwo) IH-¢ A[qyuoN Iouen)/Q0uUQ 001 pignp viuydvporia))
HdAL ATdINVS ADNANOTIA ADNANOTIA HOTVA (r) (OHON/[BMOUDY d1elS druory) Aeq-L)
DONILIOdHYT IINd INHINTINSVHN SLIAIT ALIDIXOL INHNTIAH HTOHM
(60 QEID (5/5u) (012)(5,) (OUSHOR BT
o (p1,) WHL W]/ noday ok ok ok ok ok sprosorg) saf[euy SvAd
qein (1/89) (01 ) (ONSLAIOBIRY D
(p1,) WHRL NMULI™] /¢ uodoy *ok ok gk *ok ok *ok ok gk juanfyuy) sNAjeuy Sv.Id
quin (1/3u) (01,)(L%) (PUSHAOBIBYD
(p1,) WHOL NWLIS /€ uodoy *ok ok ok *ok ok * ok ok gk 1aN[Iye) sAAeuy SVAd
18w Kep/sqp Kep/sqp
qe1n APM/T|  TBWSLO * noday 979 * noday paAjossI ‘uoiog
1/w 1/[w Aep/sqp Kep/sq
qeIn YIUOIN/ | wodoy k% wodoy woday kk wodoy J[qBISA0IIY [BIO], ‘UoIOog
Aep/sqp Aep/sq|
qeID 1PM/T 160 €T sk 130 1 20100 sk ¥£800°0 Areeyyd [Azuag [Aing
/80 Aep/sq| Kep/sqp
qe1n OOM/T €99t 4 x 1/8n L ¢ 68€0°0 4 x 80€0°0 |  rereqiyd(AxayiAyie-g)sig
Kep/sq| Kep/sq[ J]qBISA0IY
qeid APM/T 1/8n¢ k% 1/8n¢ L1¥0°0 k% L1¥0°0 [B1O] ‘WU
1/8n 1/8n Aep/sq Kep/sq|
qeiD AP¥M/T 919'C¢ *% % 697 8¢ LT *% % 9¢T0 JQBIDA0ONY [0, OLUISIY
qeiD A2IM/39UQ (wnwrurpy) /5w ¢ s s ek (0Q@) ud8AXQ PaAjossIq
ausodwod 1/8w 1/8w
moy-9 JIUON/22UQ Hodoy *3% % uodoy *% % *% % *k snooydsoyq [el0],
ansodwod 18w 18w
noy-9 JIUOIN/29UQ Hodoy ok Hodoy ok ko ks (11,) UOSONIN [BIOL,
qeln Ho do
snoouejuBISU] Aneq wodoy . nodoy . . sk amjerddwa],
ausodwos 18w
Inoy-9 YOO /29UQ ok 18w podoy Hodoy Kok ok sk (z1.) OPHO[YD
ansodwod 18w
moy-9 A9M /29UQ *k % /8w podoy Hodoy * ok *k Hokk (z1,) VBIINS
ausodwod 18w
moy-9 A9M /29UQ ok /8w podoy Hodoy ok * 3k Hk ok (z1» SAL
1/0d
7 93ed SLITEOONN ON LINYHd SHAIN




‘sIeoA Jepuoled 91eredos 921y} W pazA[eue pue pajdd[[od oq isnw sojdwes Sy Id (F1 x)

‘3sonbar uodn sjua3e sy 10

Vvdd 01 9]qepreAe opew pue Ajroey ay3 je 3doy oq i1snw ng JYNION W pauodar 9q 03 pannbar jou st eyep juenjjur oy ], “30] & urejurewr AudSIIp [[eys ANoey
oYL, "985 rjuss1od [BAOWL 9) SUITLIDIAP 03 9sh 10J Aouanbary ypuow 1od 9ou0 © UO SS [ pue SGOE JO ruanfyur oyjIopuow o) pannbaraq [m ANroey oyl (€1 )
(1990100

— [1dy) uoseas uor}esuuI 9y} unp 1o (s§o) puodas 1od 199J JIqND )G E 9A0QE SI OPUBID) OIY Y} Ul MO[J W BAI)S A[JIuow ueaw ay) uaym pardde euomr) (714)
"(EON + TON) @rentu snjd oynru pue (NIL) UeSonIN [yep[oly [e10], Jo wns oy} st (N.L) ueSomIN [e10L (11 +)

‘sisA[eue o) 919[dwoo 01 pasn A103e10qe [eonAeue 9y} Aq papraold podar oaneneu Surdwes pue o[qeISAIP BIBP OIUOIIOJS Y} IPN[OUl P[NOYS B WqNS

BJBD O, ‘A0S WUWAUID)V LVA-SVAd-ANTIAN pue 203 wu Aua@®3uroday OMS 18 JIAN 031 A[[enuue papruqns oq pnoys elep sisAleuy SVAd (01 )
Jpdiuswmnoop-souepim3-gurdwes-o3pn|s

-mjod/syuawnoop,/ | - 8 10Z/soqy/uonzonpoid/sans/A03  edommm//:sdny 3e punoj oouepind uo paseq 9[qissod se aanejuasardar se oq [eys Sundwes sprosorq (6)
‘11 Wed Jo g xipuaddy

ur UMoys se ‘poyouwr oY) Jo Med se poasa) oq 03 pannbal sajA[eue SV O [[B JO SHNSAT oY) YIANION W modar ‘A[[euonippy "€€91 POYIOJA SuIsn pajonpuod

oq [reys Suuojruow ‘e3pn[s ur Sy 4d 10J 9¢ [ Med YD 0 ul paaoidde poyjow [eonAjeue ue st 010y} [u() ‘Nuad ay) Jopun 931eyosIp 0} UON BZLIOYINE ) JO d)ep
QA109]J0 9} 19)j & 1o)ienb 16 pus[eo [[NJ IS AY) 109)J9 soy el s1vjowered Sy.Id 0 2yl 10J juowannbal Junzodar siy 1 *(3/8u) weid 1od sweiSoueu w poday (84)
‘I1Med Jo g xipuaddy w

umoys se poyjow 9y jo ued se pa1sa) 9q 03 pannbar sajk[eue SV Ad O [[B JO SYNSAT Y} YINCION Ul Hodar “A[[euoppy "€€9 POYIRA Sulsn pajonpuod oq [[eYs
Suurojuow ‘1o1emaIsem u Sy 4d 10J 9¢ 1 Wed YID 0 W paaoidde poyrow [eonnA[eue ue st 210y} [u) “Nudd ay3 1opun 9518YISIP 03 UOI BZLIOYINE Y} JO 9)Bp
JA1109JJ2 213 191 € 10)renb Jep US[BD [[NJ ISIJ AY) 1091J0 saye) s1djowered QvAd 0 2 10J yudwannbar Sunyodar sty “(7/8u) 101 1od sweidouru w oday (£ 4)
‘wnIueIn [BIN}BU JO 90USq B AU} Ul pasn 2q ued g¢z-N "uonoenqns o3 toud (7aHd ur) AyAnoe wnruein o3 (/31 ur) SUOIIBIIUSOUOD WNIULIN

MAAU09 0 pasn st (77/31)/(71Dd) L9 Jo 1010 UOISIdAU0D Y [{£9°0 4 (T/8M [wnruein]} — (710d) [eydy ssoin] = (7/0d) [eydly sso1n pasnlpy](9.)

‘001 s [uonenuaosuoos juanjur AJyruow

oS e10A® = (UOI) BIJUSOUOD JUIN[JJO A[JJUOW 23 BIOA R — UOI}BIJUIOUOD Juan[juI A[ypuow a3 eroae)] :uonenbs Surmooy oyj Jursn paje[no[eo sI[BAOWAI %, (Gy)
‘popoau J1 ‘poyrow 1od pamofje a1e sojdwres qeIn) "SUOIIPuOd uor ey Wl pue sjusowannbar

3ursa) [AM JoJ nuwad ay3 Jo ] Med 99§ ‘nuad oy3 Jo o3P 9A13093J9 Y3 uo pamnbar st uon ey ANIX0], JUIN[JI [OYAM Y3 s douerdwo)) (14)

Surdwes yo soynuw G| wypm parnseaw 3uaq se 9¢ | Bed WAD Oy W

pauljop st wnwixew snosuejueisu] ‘sasodind Surpodar 10 pageroar 9qjouued pue asn suLo[yd Jo spoudd Suunp usy el odures qei3 wnwIx ewW SNOJUBIUB)SUL
QU3 ST DY.L 10} uoryeywi] 3 udanjiJo Ay L, ‘Auproey oys 3e judwdinbs juswy ear) ssooo1d 309JuISIP 01 POsn 10/put 9€3[ . SNOJUIWE[L] 18I} 0} PISTL SI QULIO[YO

UM JO/PUE [01IUOD BLIDJOBQ IO 10 PASN SI JULIO[YD udym pamnbar are Surodor pue Surgdwieg ‘1100 *g 121} 01 Y31 19[0IABIY) SOST AN[IOR] SIYL, (€4)

¢ odeq SLTTE00AN ON LINYAd SAHAIN



FLOATING SOLIDS, VISIBLE FOAM AND/OR OILS

There shall be no discharge of floating solids or visible foam in other than trace amounts.
There shall be no discharge of visible films of oil, globules of oil, grease or solids in or on the
water, or coatings on stream banks.

Samples taken in compliance with the monitoring requirements specified above shall be taken
at the discharge from the final treatment unit prior to the receiving stream. Any addition of
pre- coagulant generated solids to the effluent shall be added upstream of the sample point.

B. SCHEDULE OF COMPLIANCE

Compliance Schedule 1: For Boron (Dissolved) pollutant, the permittee shall achieve
compliance with the pollutant effluent limitations specified for discharges in accordance with
the following schedule:

ACTIVITY DATE OF COMPLETION
Achieve Final Effluent Limitations 36 months after permit effective date

a. The permittee shall submit a progress report to both EPA and NMED outlining the status
of the activities (i.e., analyzers installation, Process Optimization Study, etc.) during the
months of January, April, July, and October, of each year, until compliance is achieved as
stated above.

b. No later than 14 calendar days following the date for compliance for pollutant effluent
limitations, the permittee shall submit a written notice of compliance or noncompliance.
The written notice shall report on all tasks that were done to achieve compliance.

c. Where the project completion reported is less than would be required to assure compliance
by the required date, the report of progress shall also include an explanation for this delay
and proposed remedial actions.

Compliance Schedule 2: For Arsenic (Total), Selenium (Total), Bis(2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate,
and Butyl Benzyl Phthalate pollutants, the permittee shall achieve compliance with the
pollutant effluent limitations specified for discharges in accordance with the following
schedule:

ACTIVITY DATE OF COMPLETION
Achieve Final Effluent Limitations 36 months after permit effective date

a. The permittee shall submit a progress report to both EPA and NMED outlining the
status of the activities (i.e., analyzers installation, Process Optimization Study, etc.)
during the months of January, April, July, and October, of each year, until
compliance is achieved as stated above.

b. No later than 14 calendar days following the date for compliance for pollutant
effluent limitations, the permittee shall submit a written notice of compliance or
noncompliance. The written notice shall report on all tasks that were done to
achieve compliance.



c. Where the project completion reported is less than would be required to assure
compliance by the required date, the report of progress shall also include an
explanation for this delay and proposed remedial actions.

Send progress and final reports to the following addresses:

EPA: New Mexico:
Compliance Assurance and Program Manager
Enforcement Division Surface Water Quality Bureau
Water Enforcement Branch (6EN-W) New Mexico Environment Department
U.S. EPA, Region 6 P.O. Box 26110
1201 Elm Street 1190 Saint Francis Drive
Dallas, TX 75270 Santa Fe, NM 87502

SWQ.Reporting@env.nm.gov
(email preferred)

C. MONITORING AND REPORTING

1. The permittee shall effectively monitor the operation and efficiency of all treatment and
control facilities and the quantity and quality of the treated discharge.

2. Applicable reports (DMRs, Biosolids/Sewage Sludge, Sewer Overflow/Bypass Event
Pretreatment Program) shall be electronically reported to EPA, per 40 CFR 127.16, at
https://cdx.epa.gov/. The permittee may seek a waiver from electronic reporting or until
approved for electronic reporting, the permittee shall first submit an electronic reporting waiver
request to: U.S. EPA - Region 6, Water Enforcement Branch, New Mexico State Coordinator
(6EN-WCQC), (214) 665-7179. If paper reporting is granted, the permittee shall submit reports on
paper in accordance with signature and certification as required by Part II1.D.11, and all other
reports required by Part I11.D. to the EPA and copies to NMED (under Part I11.D.4 of the permit).

Applicable e-Reporting Program e-Reporting Compliance Date Reporting Frequency

DMRs Permit effective date Monthly

Biosolids/Sewage Sludge Report Permit effective date Annually for major
permits

Pretreatment Program Reports By 21 December 2025 Annually

Sewer Overflow/Bypass Event By 21 December 2025 Monthly

Reports and Anticipated Bypass

Notices

3. If any 30-day average, monthly average, 7-day average, weekly average, or daily
maximum value exceeds the effluent limitations specified in Part I.A, the permittee shall
report the excursion in accordance with the requirements of Part I11.D.

4. Any 30-day average, monthly average, 7-day average, weekly average, or daily maximum
value reported in the required Discharge Monitoring Report which is in excess of the effluent




limitation specified in Part I.A shall constitute evidence of violation of such effluent limitation
and of this permit.

5. Other measurements of oxygen demand (e.g., TOC and COD) may be substituted for five-
day Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD5s) or for five-day Carbonaceous Biochemical Oxygen
Demand (CBOD:s), as applicable, where the permittee can demonstrate long term correlation
of the method with BODs or CBODs values, as applicable. Details of the correlation
procedures used must be submitted and prior approval granted by the permitting authority for
this procedure to be acceptable. Data reported must also include evidence to show that the
proper correlation continues to exist after approval.

D. OVERFLOW REPORTING

The permittee shall report all overflows with the DMR submittal. These reports shall be
summarized and reported in tabular format. The summaries shall include date, time, duration,
location, estimated volume, and cause of the overflow. They shall also include observed
environmental impacts from the overflow; actions taken to address the overflow; and, the
ultimate discharge location if not contained (e.g., storm sewer system, ditch, tributary).

Overflow and bypass events that endanger health or the environment shall be reported via
email to R6 NPDES Reporting@epa.gov, the NMED Surface Water Quality Bureau at (505)
827- 0187 or swq.reporting@env.nm.gov (email preferred), and Texas Commission of
Environmental Quality (TCEQ) contacts listed below as soon as possible, but within 24 hours
from the time the permittee becomes aware of the sewer overflow or bypass event. The
permittee must also use NeT-SewerOverflow, which is available at: https://cdx.epa.gov/, to
submit a Sewer Overflow/Bypass Event Report to EPA, NMED Surface Water Quality
Bureau and TCEQ within 5 days of the time the permittee becomes aware of the sewer
overflow or bypass event that endangers health or the environment. For all other sewer
overflow or bypass events that do not endanger health or the environment, the permittee must
file a Sewer Overflow/Bypass Event Report to EPA, using NeT-SewerOverflow, on or before
the due date of the next DMR submission.

Texas Commission of Environmental Quality (TCEQ) contacts:

David Ramirez, TCEQ Border and Permian Area Director
david.ramirez@tceq.texas.gov
956-245-1921 (cell) or 956-430-6048 (office)

Ryan Slocum, TCEQ El Paso/Midland Offices Regional Director
ryan.slocum@tceq.texas.gov
915-834-4949 (office)

Kent Waggoner, TCEQ El Paso Air/Waste/Water Section Manager
kent.waggoner@tceq.texas.gov
915-834-4949 (office)

Eddie Moderow, TCEQ Border Affair
eddie.moderow@tceq.texas.gov
512-739-4751 (cell) or 512-239-0218 (office)



The permittee shall coordinate with downstream users and stakeholders (i.e., TCEQ Border
and Permian Area Director, TCEQ EI Paso Regional Director, TCEQ El Paso
Air/Water/Waste Section Manager, TCEQ Border Affair, etc.) to develop a communication
procedure/plan to notify the public of any sewer overflows and bypass events. Permittees shall
provide a copy of the developed communication procedure/plan to NMED.

PART II - OTHER CONDITIONS

A. MINIMUM QUANTIFICATION LEVEL (MQL) & SUFFICIENTLY SENSITIVE
METHODS

EPA-approved test procedures (methods) for the analysis and quantification of pollutants or
pollutant parameters, including for the purposes of compliance monitoring/DMR reporting,
permit renewal applications, or any other reporting that may be required as a condition of this
permit, shall be sufficiently sensitive. A method is “sufficiently sensitive” when (1) the
method minimum level (ML) of quantification is at or below the level of the applicable
effluent limit for the measured pollutant or pollutant parameter; or (2) if there is no EPA -
approved analytical method with a published ML at or below the effluent limit (see table
below), then the method has the lowest published ML (is the most sensitive) of the analytical
methods approved under 40 CFR Part 136 or required under 40 CFR Chapter I, Subchapters N
or O, for the measured pollutant or pollutant parameter; or (3) the method is specified in this
permit or has been otherwise approved in writing by the permitting authority (EPA Region 6)
for the measured pollutant or pollutant parameter. The Permittee has the option of developing
and submitting a report to justify the use of matrix or sample-specific MLs rather than the
published levels. Upon written approval by EPA Region 6 the matrix or sample-specific MLs
may be utilized by the Permittee for all future Discharge Monitoring Report (DMR) reporting
requirements.

Current EPA Region 6 minimum quantification levels (MQLs) for reporting and compliance
are provided in Appendix A of Part IT of this permit. The following pollutants may not have
EPA-approved methods with a published ML at or below the effluent limit, if specified:

POLLUTANT CAS Number gTOg?ET
Total Residual Chlorine 7782-50-5 50060
Cadmium 7440-43-9 01027
Silver 7440-22-4 01077
Thallium 7440-28-0 01059
Cyanide 57-12-5 78248
Dioxin (2,3,7,8-TCDD) 1764-01-6 34675
4,6-Dinitro-O-Cresol 534-52-1 34657
Pentachlorophenol 87-86-5 39032
Benzidine 92-87-5 39120
Chrysene 218-01-9 34320
Hexachlorobenzene 118-74-1 39700
N-Nitrosodimethylamine 62-75-9 34438
Aldrin 309-00-2 39330
Chlordane 57-74-9 39350




Dieldrin 60-57-1 39380
Heptachlor 76-44-8 39410
Heptachlor epoxide 1024-57-3 39420
Toxaphene 8001-35-2 39400

Unless otherwise indicated in this permit, if the EPA Region 6 MQL for a pollutant or
pollutant parameter is sufficiently sensitive (as defined above) and the analytical test result is
less than the MQL, then a value of zero (0) may be used for reporting purposes on DMRs.
Furthermore, if the EPA Region 6 MQL for a pollutant or parameter is not sufficiently
sensitive, but the analytical test result is less than the published ML from a sufficiently
sensitive method, then a value of zero (0) may be used for reporting purposes on DMRs.

B. 24-HOUR ORAL REPORTING: DAILY MAXIMUM LIMITATION VIOLATIONS

Under the provisions of Part I11.D.7.b.(3) of this permit, violations of daily maximum
limitations for the following pollutants shall be reported orally to EPA Region 6, Compliance
and Assurance Division, Water Enforcement Branch (6EN-W), Dallas, Texas, and NMED
Surface Water Quality Bureau at SWQ.Reporting@env.nm.gov within 24 hours from the time
the permittee becomes aware of the violation followed by a written report in five days.

E. coli Bacteria

C. PERMIT MODIFICATION AND REOPENER

In accordance with 40 CFR Part 122.44(c), the permit may be reopened and modified during
the life of the permit if relevant portions of New Mexico’s Water Quality Standards for
Interstate and Intrastate Streams are revised, or new water quality standards are established
and/or remanded by the New Mexico Water Quality Control Commission.

In accordance with 40 CFR Part 122.62(a)(2), the permit may be reopened and modified if
new information is received that was not available at the time of permit issuance that would
have justified the application of different permit conditions at the time of permit issuance.

Permit modifications shall reflect the results of any of these actions and shall follow
regulations listed at 40 CFR Part 124.5.

D. POLLUTION PREVENTION REQUIREMENTS

The permittee shall institute a program within 12 months of the effective date of the permit (or
continue an existing one) directed towards optimizing the efficiency and extending the useful
life of the facility. The permittee shall consider the following items in the program:

The influent loadings, flow and design capacity;

The effluent quality and plant performance;

The age and expected life of the wastewater treatment facility's equipment;
Bypasses and overflows of the tributary sewerage system and treatment works;

aoc o



New developments at the facility;

Operator certification and training plans and status;

The financial status of the facility;

Preventative maintenance programs and equipment conditions and;
An overall evaluation of conditions at the facility.

SR o

. CONTRIBUTING INDUSTRIES AND PRETREATMENT REQUIREMENTS
1. The following pollutants may not be introduced into the treatment facility:

¢ Pollutants which create a fire or explosion hazard in the publicly owned treatment
works (POTW), including, but not limited to, wastestreams with a closed cup
flashpoint of less than 140 degrees Fahrenheit or 60 degrees Centigrade using the
test methods specified in 40 CFR 261.21;

e Pollutants which will cause corrosive structural damage to the POTW, but in no
case discharges with pH lower than 5.0, unless the works are specifically
designed to accommodate such discharges;

e Solid or viscous pollutants in amounts which will cause obstruction to the flow in
the POTW, resulting in Interference;

e Any pollutant, including oxygen demanding pollutants (e.g., BOD), released in a
discharge at a flow rate and/or pollutant concentration which will cause
Interference with the POTW;

e Heat in amounts which will inhibit biological activity in the POTW resulting in
Interference but in no case heat in such quantities that the temperature at the
POTW treatment plant exceeds 40 degrees Centigrade (104 degrees Fahrenheit)
unless the Approval Authority, upon request of the POTW, approves alternate
temperature limits;

e Petroleum oil, non-biodegradable cutting oil, or products of mineral oil origin in
amounts that will cause interference or pass through;

e Pollutants which result in the presence of toxic gases, vapors, or fumes within the
POTW in a quantity that may cause acute worker health and safety problems;
and,

e Any trucked or hauled pollutants, except at discharge points designated by the
POTW.

2. The permittee shall require any indirect discharger to the treatment works to
comply with the reporting requirements of Sections 204(b), 307, and 308 of the
Act, including any requirements established under 40 CFR Part 403.

3. The permittee shall provide adequate notice of the following:

e Any new introduction of pollutants into the treatment works from an indirect
discharger which would be subject to Sections 301 and 306 of the Act if it were
directly discharging those pollutants; and,

¢ Any substantial change in the volume or character of pollutants being introduced
into the treatment works by a source introducing pollutants into the treatment
works at the time of issuance of the permit.



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



F. WHOLE EFFLUENT TOXICITY TESTING (7-DAY CHRONIC NOEC FRESHWATER)

1t is unlawful and a violation of this permit for a permittee or his designated agent, to
manipulate test samples in any manner, to delay sample shipment, or to terminate or to cause
to terminate a toxicity test. Once initiated, all toxicity tests must be completed unless specific
authority has been granted by EPA Region 6 or the State NPDES permitting authority.

1. SCOPE AND METHODOLOGY

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

APPLICABLE TO FINAL OUTFALL(S) 001

REPORTED AS FINAL OUTFALL 001

CRITICAL DILUTION (%) 100%

EFFLUENT DILUTION SERIES (%) 32%, 42%, 56%, 75%, 100%

TEST SPECIES/METHODS Ceriodaphnia dubia/ Method 1002.0

(EPA-821-R-02-013 or latest version)

Pimephales promelas/ Method 1000.0
(EPA/821/R-02-013 or latest version)

SAMPLE TYPE Defined in PART I

b. The NOEC (No Observed Effect Concentration) is herein defined as the greatest
effluent dilution at and below which toxicity that is statistically different from the
control (0% effluent) at the 95% confidence level does not occur. Chronic lethal test
failure is defined as a demonstration of a statistically significant lethal effect at test
completion to a test species at or below the critical dilution. Chronic sub-lethal test
failure is defined as a demonstration of a statistically significant sub-lethal effect (i.e.,
growth or reproduction) at test completion to a test species at or below the critical
dilution.

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

d. The conditions of this item are effective beginning with the effective date of the
WET limit. When the effluent fails the lethal or sub-lethal endpoint at or below the
critical dilution, the permittee shall be considered in violation of this permit limit and
the frequency for the affected species will increase to monthly until compliance with
the No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) effluent limitation is demonstrated for
a period of three consecutive months, at which time the permittee may return to the
testing frequency stated in PART I of this permit. The purpose of the increased
frequency for WET testing after a violation is to determine the duration of a toxic
event. A test that meets all test acceptability criteria and demonstrates significant toxic
effects does not need additional confirmation. Such testing cannot confirm or disprove
a previous test result.

2. REQUIRED TEST CONDITIONS AND TEST ACCEPTABILITY CRITERIA



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

Condition/Criteria

Ceriodaphnia dubia

Pimephales promelas

Test Duration

Until 60% or more of
surviving control females
have 3 broods (max 8

7 days

days)
# of replicates per 10 5
concentration
# of organisms per replicate 1 8
# or organisms per 10 40 (minimum)

concentration

# of test concentrations per
effluent

5 and a control

5 and a control

Holding time *

36 hours for first use

36 hours for first use

Sampling Requirement *

Minimum of 3 samples

Minimum of 3
samples

Test Acceptability Criteria

>80% survival of all
control organisms.

>80% survival of all
control organisms.

Average of 15 or more
neonates per surviving
control female.

Average dry weight
per surviving
organism in control
must be >0.25mg.

60% of surviving control
females must produce 3
broods

Coefficient of Variation **

40% or less, unless
significant effects are
exhibited.

40% or less unless
significant effects are
exhibited.

Percent Minimum

13 -47

12 -30

Significant Difference
(PMSD range) for
Sublethal Endpoint **

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

**Test failure may not be construed or reported as invalid due to a coefficient of variation value of greater than
40%, or a PMSD value greater than the higher value on the range provided.

a. Statistical Interpretation

The statistical analyses used to determine if there is a significant difference between the
control and the critical dilution shall be in accordance with the methods for determining the



No Observed Effect Concentration (NOEC) as described in the appropriate method manual
listed in Part IT or the most recent update thereof.

b. Dilution Water

1) Dilution water used in the toxicity tests will be receiving water
collected as close to the point of discharge as possible but
unaffected by the discharge. The permittee shall substitute
synthetic dilution water of similar pH, hardness, and alkalinity
to the closest downstream perennial water for;

1.

1.

toxicity tests conducted on effluent discharges to
receiving water classified as intermittent streams; and
toxicity tests conducted on effluent discharges where no
receiving water is available due to zero flow conditions.

2) If the receiving water is unsatisfactory as a result of instream
toxicity (fails to fulfill the test acceptance criteria), the permittee
may substitute synthetic dilution water for the receiving water in
all subsequent tests provided the unacceptable receiving water
test met the following stipulations:

1.

1.

1il.

1v.

c. Samples and Composites

a synthetic dilution water control which fulfills the test
acceptance requirements of Item 3.a was run
concurrently with the receiving water control;

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

the permittee includes all test results indicating receiving
water toxicity with the full report and information
required by Item 4 below; and

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

i.  The permittee shall collect a minimum of three samples (flow-weighted
composite if possible) from the outfall(s).

ii. The permittee shall collect second and third sample (composite samples if
possible) for use during 24-hour renewals of each dilution concentration for each test. The
permittee must collect the composite samples so that the maximum holding time for any
effluent sample shall not exceed 36 hours for first use of the sample. The permittee must have
initiated the toxicity test within 36 hours after the collection of the last portion of the first
composite sample. Samples shall be chilled to 6 degrees Centigrade during collection,
shipping, and/or storage. A holding time up to 72 hours is allowed upon notification to EPA
of the need for additional holding time.



iii. The permittee must collect the composite samples so that the effluent samples
are representative of the discharge duration, and of any periodic episode of chlorination,
biocide usage or other potentially toxic substance discharged on an intermittent basis.

3. REPORTING

a. The permittee shall prepare a full report of the results of all tests conducted
pursuant to this part in accordance with the Report Preparation Section of the most current
publication of the method manual, for every valid or invalid toxicity test initiated, whether
carried to completion or not. The permittee shall retain each full report and submit them upon
the specific request of the Agency. For any test which fails, is considered invalid, or which is
terminated early for any reason, the full report must be submitted for agency review.

b. A valid test for each species must be reported during each reporting period
specified in PART I of this permit. One set of biomonitoring data for each species is to be
recorded on the DMR for each reporting period.

c. The permittee shall submit the results of each valid toxicity test on the DMR for
that reporting period in accordance with PART I of this permit, as follows below. Although
the biomonitoring frequency is once every quarter, the reporting frequency shall be monthly to
accommodate for potential fluctuating frequencies due to test failures. During the period the
permittee is out of compliance and testing monthly, test results for each month shall be
reported separately on monthly DMRs. Use a no data indicator (NODI) code of 9 (not
required), for months when biomonitoring is not required.

Reporting Requirement Parameter STORET CODE
Ceriodaphnia Pimephales
dubia promelas

Enter a “1” if the No Observed TLP3B TLP6C

Effect Concentration (NOEC)
for survival is less than the
critical dilution, otherwise

entera "0".

Report the NOEC value for TOP3B TOP6C
survival

Report the LOEC value for TXP3B TXP6C
survival

Enter a “1” if the NOEC for TGP3B TGP6C

growth or reproduction is less
than the critical dilution,
otherwise enter a “0”.

Report the NOEC value for TPP3B TPP6C
growth or reproduction

Report the LOEC value for TYP3B TYP6C
growth

Report the highest (critical TQP3B TQP6C
dilution or control) Coefficient

of Variation

Report the lowest NOEC value 51710 51714

(survival, reproduction, or
growth)




| COMPLIANCE CODE |

4. MONITORING FREQUENCY REDUCTION

a. Monitoring frequency reduction is not allowed for any species that has a WET
limit.

5. PERSISTENT TOXICITY

The requirements of this subsection apply only when a toxicity test demonstrates significant
lethal and/or sub-lethal effects at or below the critical dilution. Significant toxic effects are
herein defined as a statistically significant difference at the 95% confidence level between the
survival, growth or reproduction of the appropriate test organism in a specified effluent
dilution and the control (0% effluent). If the initial WET test conducted fails, the permittee
will conduct monthly testing until compliance is achieved for three consecutive months.

a. Requirement to initiate a Toxicity Reduction Evaluation

If persistent lethality is demonstrated by failure in any two out of three consecutive months,
the permittee shall initiate Toxicity Reduction Evaluation (TRE) requirements as specified in
sections below. If persistent sub-lethality is demonstrated by failure in any three consecutive
months, the permittee shall initiate Toxicity Reduction Evaluation (TRE) requirements. The
permittee shall notify EPA in writing within 5 days of notification of the failure of any retest,
and the TRE initiation date will be the test completion date of the first failed retest for lethal
TREs or second failed retest for sub-lethal TREs. A TRE may also be required due to a
demonstration of intermittent effects at or below the critical dilution, or for failure to perform
the required retests.

6. TOXICITY REDUCTION EVALUATION (TRE)

a. Within ninety (90) days of confirming lethality and/or sub-lethality, the
permittee shall submit a Toxicity Reduction Evaluation (TRE) Action Plan
and Schedule for conducting a TRE to the EPA WET Coordinator at 6WQ-
PO. The TRE Action Plan shall specify the approach and methodology to
be used in performing the TRE. A TRE is an investigation intended to
determine those actions necessary to achieve compliance with water quality
based effluent limits by reducing an effluent's toxicity to an acceptable
level. A TRE is defined as a step wise process which combines toxicity
testing and analyses of the physical and chemical characteristics of a toxic
effluent to identify the constituents causing effluent toxicity and/or
treatment methods which will reduce the effluent toxicity. The TRE Action
Plan shall lead to the successful elimination of effluent toxicity at the
critical dilution and include the following:

1) Specific Activities. The plan shall detail the specific approach the
permittee intends to utilize in conducting the TRE. The approach may
include toxicity characterizations, a Toxicity Identification Evaluation
(TIE) and confirmation activities, source evaluation, treatability studies,
or alternative approaches. When the permittee conducts Toxicity
Identification Evaluations to characterize the nature of the constituents



2)

3)

4)

causing toxicity, the permittee shall perform multiple characterizations
and follow the procedures specified in the documents "Methods for
Aquatic Toxicity Identification Evaluations: Phase I Toxicity
Characterization Procedures" (EPA 600/6-91/003) or alternate
procedures. When the permittee conducts Toxicity Identification
Evaluations and Confirmations, the permittee shall perform multiple
identifications and follow the methods specified in the documents
"Methods for Aquatic Toxicity Identification Evaluations, Phase I1
Toxicity Identification Procedures for Samples Exhibiting Acute and
Chronic Toxicity" (EPA/600/R-92/080) and "Methods for Aquatic
Toxicity Identification Evaluations, Phase III Toxicity Confirmation
Procedures for Samples Exhibiting Acute and Chronic Toxicity"
(EPA/600/R-92/081), as appropriate;

Sampling Plan (e.g., locations, methods, holding times, chain of
custody, preservation, etc.). The effluent sample volume collected for
all tests shall be adequate to perform the toxicity test, toxicity
characterization, identification and confirmation procedures, and
conduct chemical specific analyses when a probable toxicant has been
identified; Where the permittee has identified or suspects specific
pollutant(s) and/or source(s) of effluent toxicity, the permittee shall
conduct, concurrent with toxicity testing, chemical specific analyses for
the identified and/or suspected pollutant(s) and/or source(s) of effluent
toxicity. Where toxicity was demonstrated within 24 hours of test
initiation, each composite sample shall be analyzed independently.
Otherwise, the permittee may substitute a composite sample, comprised
of equal portions of the individual composite samples, for the chemical
specific analysis;

Quality Assurance Plan (e.g., QA/QC implementation, corrective
actions, etc.); and

Project Organization (e.g., project staff, project manager, consulting
services, etc.).

The permittee shall initiate the TRE Action Plan within thirty (30) days of
plan and schedule submittal.

The permittee shall submit a quarterly TRE Activities Report to the EPA
WET Coordinator (6WQ-PO) in the months of January, April, July and
October, containing information on toxicity reduction evaluation activities
including:

1)
2)

3)

4)

Any data and/or substantiating documentation which identifies the
pollutant(s) and/or source(s) of effluent toxicity;

Any studies/evaluations and results on the treatability of the facility’s
effluent toxicity; and

Any data which identifies effluent toxicity control mechanisms that will
reduce effluent toxicity to the level necessary to meet no significant
toxicity at the critical dilution. A copy of the TRE Activities Report
shall also be submitted to the state agency;

Any results and interpretation of any chemical specific analysis, and for
any characterization, identification, and confirmation tests performed
during the quarter;



d.

.

5) Any changes to the initial TRE plan and schedule that are believed
necessary.

Finalizing a TRE

The permittee shall submit (to EPA 6WQ-PO) a final report on TRE
activities no later than twenty-eight (28) months from confirming toxicity
in the retests, which provides information pertaining to the specific control
mechanism selected that will, when implemented, result in reduction of
effluent toxicity to no significant toxicity at the critical dilution. The
report will also provide a specific corrective action schedule for
implementing the selected control mechanism. A copy of the final report
on TRE Activities shall also be submitted to the state agency.

A TRE may be stopped if there is no toxicity at the critical dilution for a
period of 12 consecutive months (with at least monthly testing) following
confirmation of toxicity in the retests. The permittee would submit a final
report to EPA at that time.

Quarterly testing during the TRE is a minimum monitoring requirement.
EPA recommends that permittees required to perform a TRE not rely on
quarterly testing alone to ensure success in the TRE, and that additional
screening tests be performed to capture toxic samples for identification of
toxicants. Failure to identify the specific chemical compound causing
toxicity test failure will normally result in a permit limit for whole effluent
toxicity limits per federal regulations at 40 CFR 122.44(d)(1)(v).
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