
AntÍdegrad¡tion Review Form

P¡rt A: Applicent Inform¡tion

Name: \I

Owner:

Location: ô tI Lt5

f,'orm

Outfall Number:

Wrter:

Wh¡t Are the lleslgneted Uses of the Recelving lVater (Ri317-2-6X
Domostic Water Supply: None
Recreation: None
Aquatic Life: None
Agricultrual Water Supply: None
Great Salt Lake: None

of VY¡ter (R317-2-3.2, cnd -3.4 1

UPDES PermitNumber

Efrluent Flow Reviewed:
this should bc thc ¡n¿ximum at the of tle should be notod.

ïVh¡t ls the rn¡licsüon for? lcheck ¡.ll th¡t aoolv)

t] A UPDES pennit for a new facility, projecq or outfall.

n A UPDES permit renewal with an expansion or modification of an existing
wastewater treafneirt works.

tr A UPDES permit renewal requiring limits for a pollutant not covered by the
previous permit and/or an increase to existing permit limits.

EI A UPDES permit renewal with no changes in facility operations.
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P¡rt B. Is ¡ Level II ADR required?
This section of theþrm is intended to help applicants determine if a Level II ADR ís

requiredþr specific permítted activities. In additlon, the Executive Secretary ûray

requíre à l,ri"t i.nDRþr an activity with the potentialþr naior impact on the quality

ofwaters of the state (R317-2'3.5a.1).

81. The receiving water or downstre¡m weter is ¡ Cl¡ss lC drinking weter source.

fl Y"s A Level II ADR is required (Proceed to Part C of the Form)

E[ no (Proceed to Part B2 of the Form)

82. The UPDES permlt ls new gg ts being renewed ¡nd the proposed eflluent
concentr¡tion and loading limits rre higher th¡n the concentraüon and londing

limit¡ in the prevlous pemlt and any previous antidegrad¡üon revlew(s).

n yes (Proceed ùo Part 83 of the Form)

E no No.Level II ADR is required and there is no need to p¡Qceed.further with
review ouestions.

B3.lvilt eny pollutants use rsslmilative capaclty of the receiving water, i.e. do the
pollutant concentr¡tlons in the eflluent exceed those in the receiving waters ¡t
õriüc¡l condiûons? For most pollutrntr, efrluent concentrations that ere hlghe¡ 1¡¡¡
the rmblent concentraüons requfre cn antidegradrtion review? For a few
pollutants such ¡s dlssolved oxygen, an entidegradation review is required if the

óffluent concentr¡tions are less than the ambient concentr¡tions ln the receivlng

w¡ter. (Section 3.33 of Implementaüon Guidance)

Ú yes (Proceed to Part 84 of the Fonn)

E no No Levcl II ADR is required and thene is no need to prcoeed furlûer with
review ouestio,ns.
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84. Are water quality impacts of the proposed proJect temporary and llmlted
(section 33.4 of Implement¡tlon Guidance)? Proposed projects that will have
temporary and limited effects on water quality can be exempted from a Level II ADR.

! Yes Identiff the reasons used to justify this determination in Part B4.l and proceed
to Part G. No Level II ADR is required.

I Xo A Level U ADR is required @roceed to Part C)

B{'l Complete this question only if tùe applicrnt is requesting a Level II review
excluslon for temporary !g!!ltmited projects (see Rl17-2-3.5(bX3) and RltT-2-
3.5(bX4)). For projects requesting ! temporary and timited exclusion please
indicrte the factor(s) used to jusdfy this determination (check all that apply and
provide details es eppropriate) (Secüon 33.4 of Implementation Guidance):

n Watsr quality impacts will be temporary and related exclusively to sedimeirt or
turbidity and fish spawning will not be impaired.

F¡ctors to be consldered in determining whether water quality impacts will be
temporary and limited:
a) The length of time during which water quality will be lowered:
b) Thepercentchange
c) Pollutants affected:

in ambient concenhations ofpollutants:

d) Likelihood for long-term water quality be,nefits:

Ð Potential for any residual long-term influences on existing uses:
Ð Impairment of fish suruival and dcvelopment of aquatic fauna excluding

fish rermoval efforts

Additional justification, as needed:
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Level II ADR
Part C, D, E, ønd F of theþrm constitute the Level II ADR Review. The applicant must

províde as much detail as necessaryþr DWQ to perþrm the antidegradation revíew.

Questions are providedfor the convenience of applícants; howary, for tnore complør
pernits ít may be more efective to provide the required ínformatíon in a separate report.
Applícants thøt prefer a separate report should record the report name here and proceed

to Part G oftheþrm.

Opdonal Report Nrme:

P¡rt C. Is the degradatÍon from the project socially and economically
necessary to eceommodste important social or economic development in
the area in which the waters ere located? The applicant must provide as much

denít øs necessaryþr DWQ to conanr that the project ís socíally and economically

necessary when øwweríng the questions ìn thís sectíon. More inþrmation ís avaíløble in
Section 6.2 of the Implementation Guidønce.

Cl. Descrtbe the ¡ocial and economic benefits that would be realized through the
proposed project, including the number and nrture of jobs created and anticipated
t¡x revenueg.

C2. Describe any environment¡l benolïts to be realized through lmplementrüon of
the proposed proJect.

C3. Describe atry social and economic lossee that may result from the Prdect'
lncluding impacts to recreatÍon or commerclal development

C4. Summarize any supporüng lnformatiou from the affected communiües on
presening assimil¡üve cepacity to support future growth and development.

C5. Please describe any structures or equipment rssociated with the proJect that
will be placed witùin or adjacent to the receiving w¡ter.
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P¡rt D. Identify and rank (from increesing to decreesing potentirl
threat to designeted uses) the parameters of Goncern. parameters of
concern are pørameters in the effluent at concentrøtíoræ greater than ambient
concentrations in the receivíng water. The applícant ß responsíbleþr ídentifyíng
parømeter concentrations in the effluent and DllrQwíll províde parometer
concentrations þr the receívíng water. More ínþrmation is available in Section 3.3.3 of
the Implementatíon Guídance.

Parameters of Concern:

Pollut¡nts Evalu¡ted th¡t ¡re not Considered P¡remeters of Concern:

Rank Pollutant Ambient
Concentration

Effluent
Concentration

I
2

3

4
5

Pollutant Anbient
Concentr¡tion

Effluent
Concentr¡fion Justilicrtion

5



P¿rt E. Alternative Analysis Reguirements of ¡ Level II
Antidegradation Review. Level IL,4DRs require the øpplicant to determine

whetherlhere arefeasíble less-degradíng alternatives to the proposed proiecL More

infonnation ís available ín Sectíon 5.5 and 5.6 of the Implementation Guidance.

E,1. The UPDES permltls being renewed without any changes to llow or
concentr¡üons, Alteinative trestment nnd disch¡rge optíons including changes to

operatlons ¡nd m¡intentnce were consldered and comprred to the current
p.o"esses. No economicalty feasible trertment or discharge alteraative¡ were

idendfted th¡t were not prevíously considered for any prevlous antidegradation
review(s).

E Yes (Proceed to Part F)

E ¡lo or Does Not Apply (Proceed toB2)

82. Att¡ch rs an appendix to thls fom a report that describes the followlng factors

for ¡ll ¡lternative treatment opdons (see l) ¡ technic¡l description of the tre¡tment
process, includlng construcfion cocts end condnued operation and m¡intenance
ãxpensee, 2) the mass and concentr¡tion of discharge consdtuenß, and 3) a

descripüon of the reliabillty of the syntem, including the frequency where recurring
operation and nalntenance may le¡d to temporary incre¡ses ln discharged

foilutants. Most of thi¡ informadon is typicalty ¡vailable from ¡ tr'acility Planr if
av¡ilable.

Report Name:

E,3. Ilescribe the proposed method ¡nd cost of the b¡seline tre¡tment alternetive.

The besellne trertment alten¡ative is the minimum treatment required to meet

w¡ter quality based effluent llmtts OVQBET) as determined by the prelimlnary or
ñnal w¡steload analysis OVLA) and any secondary or categorlc¡l effluent limiß.
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84. \ilere any of the following dtern¡tlves fe¡¡ible ¡nd ¡fford¡ble?

E5. From the appllcantts perspective, wh¡t is the preferred treatment option?

E6. Is the preferred option ¡l¡o tùe leact polluting feesible altemative?

n yes

nxo
If no, wh¡t were less degrading fersible alternadve(s)?

If no, provide a summtry of the Jusüfication for not selecting the least
polluting fe¡sible rlûem¡tive ¡nd if appropriate, provide ¡ more det¡iled
Jusüflcaüon ¡s ¡n ¡tt¡chment

7

Altemative Fe¡sible Re¡son Not Feesible/Affordable
Pollutant T¡:adinc Yes
Water Ycs
I¡nd Amlication Yes
Conncction ûo Othcr Facilitics Yes
Upgrade ûo Existinc Facility Yes
Total Containment Yes
Improvod O&M of Existinc Svstcns Yes
Scasonal or Controlled Discharec Yes
New Constn¡ction Yes
No Discharce Yes



Part F. Optional Information

Í'1. Doe¡ the applicant want to conduct opüonal publÍc revlew(s) in sddition to the

mandatory public review? Level II ADRs ere public noticed for e tìlrty day
comment period. More lnformation is avail¡ble in Secdon 3.7.1 of the
Implementadon Guid¡nce.

! rqo

fl Yes

E!. Does the project lnclude an opdonal mldgrtion plan to compensate for the
proposed w¡ter quality degradation?

fl xo

I yes

RepoÉ N¡me:
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FÉrt G. Cer$Ë.n¡üor of Andtlcgßtd¡ltoü Rovlarv

Gt, â¡oltcnnt CeeffiÉ[üon

Tfiaþa¡ sþndà þp vhøed hv !.fu smç fis¡.p¡neil¡Jc ßËtFEç¡¡ wha: s, lgtØ tftB gc.aoøppqriW
pquli wPhaqtíæ .ør'cerlfllæ,üB'¡*

ürose pertsorae d¡tcelty
frrm ¡¡d ¡seooi¡ted

Baséil

Frínt

{D bç¡t af ny kuq\+'lclgqs.nd hcHef, h,ü.8, qfûurrits Aþd

lv
€2. Dilllt0Auu¡ovrl

To ü€ bËðú ofny.'úrowlûdgËi.fho4qm:rr¡s mpdtøçdtä;æerudrnø,tryitliÈp'n¡l€n and
,r,oEpl¡tio¡s orühÉd ¡b uåc'R:t I ?-2:I*

$¡atrr:Qfl$ry tr4m*cseDt Sçdp¡

9


