
















water. Several of the non-ELG waste streams would be regulated under these general 

permits, including stormwater from aboveground storage tank secondary containment, 

"uncontaminated groundwater," and "foundation or footing drains where flows are not 

contaminated with process materials." 

9. The Department incorrectly conflates ELG-regulated waste streams from "oily

operations," as defined in 40 CFR 438.2(f), with the Department's categorization of oil­

bearing waste streams. The Department incorrectly calculates O&G effluent limitations

in the flow-weighted formula by applying the O&G effluent limitations in 25 Pa. Code

95.2 to only the waste streams from "oily operations," as defined in 40 CFR 438.2(f),

while the QL is applied to all other waste streams.

10. Neither "oil-bearing" nor "non-oil bearing" is defined in the Department's NPDES

regulations.

11. O&G effluent limitations for Outfalls 003 and 015 should be calculated using a daily

maximum concentration of 30 mg/l and a monthly average concentration of 15 mg/l for

the non-process wastewater, which would result in a daily maximum limitation for O&G

at Outfalls 003 and 015 of 30 mg/l and a monthly average limitation of 15 mg/l,

consistent with the administratively extended permit.

12. Elliott reserves the right to amend this Notice of Appeal and/or assert additional grounds

for appeal based on any other objections that may become known through discovery,

changes in law, fact or pertinent circumstances, action by the Department, or otherwise.

13. The Department's issuance of the Permit, with the identified O&G effluent limitations is

otherwise arbitrary, capricious, unreasonable, and/or unlawful.


