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USEPA 257 Rule for Closure of
CCR Units

- 40 CFR 257.101(a)(1)

(a) The owner or operator of an existing unlined CCR surface impoundment, as determined

under § 257.71(a), i1s subject to the requirements of paragraph (a)(1) of this section.

(1) Except as provided by paragraph (a)(3) of this section, as soon as technically feasible, but
not later than April 11, 2021, an owner or operator of an existing unlined CCR surface
impoundment must cease placing CCR. and non-CCR. wastestreams into such CCR surface
impoundment and erther retrofit or close the CCR unit 1n accordance with the requirements
of § 257.102.
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CWLP USEPA Extension
Request

 Submitted November 24, 2020

« Summarized previous studies and detailed a
construction timeline for allowing flows to the Ash Ponds
to be removed by October 2023

« 2018 Integrated Resources Plan
« 2018 Coal Combustion Residuals Final Rules Study
« 2020 Description of Site Hydrogeology

 Connected both the electric and water utilities use of the
ash pond

 Detailed the progress ongoing towards closure of the
ash ponds

* Provided a reasonable timeline for construction of the
proposed facilities




CWLP USEPA Extension
Request

From Conclusion of Extension Request

The unique circumstances in which not only the City of Springfield’s electric needs are tied to the
continued use of the ash ponds, but the continued supply of potable water to those same citizens
demonstrate that the current use of these facilities must be maintained, until other accommodations
may be made. As is shown by CWLP’s past studies and evaluations, along with their current progress
towards the preliminary design of the necessary facilities to support the closure of the ash ponds,
progressive steps have been taken with respect to closure. The timeline presented itemizes the
numerous steps necessary to complete the required projects that must extend beyond April 11, 2021.




Listed Report Deficiencies

¢ The Demonstration contains no evaluation of any potential offsite alternative capacity
options, as required by 40 C.FR. § 257.103(f)(1)(iv)(A)(Z). The narrative stated “Offsite
capacity 1s not available due to the plant footprint being landlocked by Lake Springfield,
Interstate 55 and Stevenson Drive. The Ash Pond area 1s also landlocked by Sugar Creek,

Stevenson Drive, and a residential subdivision.” This is an insufficient evaluation of

possible off-site alternative disposal options.

* PDF Request Page 7-8, Section 2.1 Detailed
Alternative Capacity Options. The stated quote
above was a summary.

. PDF Request Page 451 -603, Burns/Mac report
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Listed Report Deficiencies

Capital and Operating Costs

Compliance Options and Considerations

ELG/CCR Final Rules Study
ELG/CCR Final Rules Study
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Listed Report Deficiencies

The Demonstration fails to provide an in-depth analysis of the site and any site-specific
conditions that led to the decision to select the alternative capacity being developed, as
required by 40 C.F.R. § 257.103(£)(1)(iv)(A)({)(i). Specifically, the narrative fails to
contain any of the necessary details that would allow EPA to evaluate the Demonstration,

including for example, generation rates of different CCR and non-CCR wastestreams and

how these were used to select the alternative capacity option and justify the continued

need of the existing CCR surface impoundments, and the size of the new lime pond that

is needed for EPA to evaluate the time needed to construct the new capacity.

 PDF Request Page 451-603, Burns/Mac report
details CCR and non-CCR waste streams and these
evaluations for alternative capacity options.




Listed Report Deficiencies
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Listed Report Deficiencies

e The Demonstration fails to provide either explanation or justification for the amount of

time being requested for the Dallman Ash Pond to continue operation, or substantiation

that this is the fastest feasible time to cease receipt of waste, as required by 40 CF.R. §

257 103(f)(1)(iv)(A)( 1) iid).

 PDF Request Page 9-13 includes a detail for the
justification of the amount of time requested

 PDF Request Page 20-22 is a detailed schedule
showing the work completed up to the request date
and the time required to design, permit and
construct the facilities necessary to remove flows




Listed Rep Deficiencies




Listed Report Deficiencies

¢ The Demonstration fails to include either a certification of compliance or any of the
required supporting documentation for the on-site CCR landfill, as required by 40 C.FR.

§ 257.103(f)(1)(iv)(B). The requirements in this section apply to all CCR units at the

facility. For example, the Demonstration fails to include any of the groundwater

monitoring data for the CCR landfill, as required by 40 C.F.R § 257.103(f)(1)(1v)(B)(3).

« 257.103(f) specifically refers to only CCR surface
iImpoundments

- PDF Reg%uest Page 26 includes a certification for all
CCR units under 257103(f)(1)(iv)(B)(1)

 PDF Request Page 26 include reference to the CWLP
CCR compliance website containing landfill supporting
documentation

« CWLP can provide additional certification and data upon
request




CWLP Work to Date

« Units 31-33 have closed, reducing a majority of CCR
waste flows to the ash ponds.

 Public meeting held on the relocation of the Lime
Ponds.

 Public meetings held on the closure of the Ash Ponds.

 Design is underway for new Lime Pond and Dallman
facilities. Construction set to begin in 2022.

* |L EPA Construction permits submitted for new Lime
Pond and Dallman facilities.

. PA NPDES draft permit update submitted for

removal of waste flows to ash ponds. I



Moving Forward

 CWLP public comment response documenting work to
date towards closure by CWLP and requesting
additional time for construction of the required facilities

 Move forward with construction for Dallman and Lime
Pond Project

 Continued coordination with USEPA regarding project
* Welcome the opportunity to respond to USEPA's questions




