
ANTIDEGRADATION REVIE\ry FORM
rrrAH DrvrsroN oF wATER euauiv

fnsfuuctions
ïre objective of antidegratration 

ryl9s 
anrr policies is to protect existing high qunritywaters ancl set forth a prccqrs for determining where *.iù;; *ch degracration isallowable for socially gl/::::lornicalry irãporta¡t reæ0n.. 

'lo 
u".or¿anee with utahArlrninishative cocre (u.Ac R3t z-a-3), * rntîa"gru¿.ti* .rri.* (ADR) is a permittequirement-for any ryojoct that will iåcrcase.their*ü;;úl,ri"* in warerg of rhestate,The rule outlines requirements for both r,ruu r and Level'tiãñ.*, as well as publicco¡nment ploceduros' This review fonn is intendecl tò assist *reippticant and Division oflVotsr Qunlitv.(DrvQ :tlqin go.lilrrns wittr the.rr u"ilri"tî substitute for rheconplete rule in R31z-2-3.s. e¿aii¡ónai¿cnils can be r"uo¿ñ'tir. uø¿

#,#:r#:ir## tementøtion Gutdance anu relevani-Júir är uru goia*.u a¡e sired

DwQ will dererrnine if thep.iject will impajr b.cneficial uses (Lever I ADR) usinginfo¡rnation provided by the qppricant and^wh.th.t * ¡*rfüADR is required. Theapplicant is rosponsible for coirrlucting the Lever Ir ADf. ï;;rhepennit to be approved,the Level II ADR must document thniall feasible meaeure* r,ouäur*n undertakffi tominimize poturion for socialrg envkonmenüþ;;;;iäri u.o.gcial projoorsresrlting in an incroæe in pollutÍon to w*ers of the state,

Forpormits requiring a Levol II ADR, this antidogradation fonn must bs complcted andppprovecr by DwQ before nny UpDES ponnít ø'iu* i*oãJ. îvpicarty, rhe ADR form iscotnpletecl in an iterative mamer in coniutrnti"¡;irirõwõ. itf upprirant should firstcompletc the stato¡nont of social, environmerilal ond 
"ronoìi. iorlronance (sEEÐ in parlc ancl cletsmine the parnrnoters of concem lpoc) h p;J ó.'il;e the pocs nre agreedupott by D\ryQ, the alternativg.an¡rlysis unri**tróioï;f ;;-f#,1 alternarive in parr Ecan be conducted based onminirnízíng degraclation t;*lüilä disclurge of the pocr.onoe thc applicant and DWe ugr.r uf,on tire prefen.ect art*rñai¡vå, the review isconsidered completq and the form mùst bo siäne¿, ¿ated, *äiouritterl to DWe.

For addítional clorification o.n the antidegadation review proce',ss and procecluras, pleasocontact Nicholas von Staokelberg (801-53 6-4374)or ¡.rrörtilill., öoüjti;åãô;, 
"'
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Antidegradation Review F orm

Part A: Applicantlnformation

Namo: Provo Water Reolamation

Faclllty OwnarlProvo

Locatlon: 1686 South East Blvd. Provo UT 84606

f,'orm Matk

Outfalt Number:001

lVater: Mill Race

IVhat Are tl¡e Deslgntted Uses of the Receiving Water (R317'2'6)?
Domestic Water SupPlY: None
Reoreation: 2B - SocondarY Contact

Aquatic Life: 38 - Warrr Water Aquatio Life
Agríorltrnal Water SUPPIY: 4

Gteot Salt Lake: None

c of 'lV¡tor l7-2-3,21.3,3, rnd -3.4 3

UPDES PermltNumber w002t717

EffluentFlow Revlewed: Design 21 MGD
thls should bothe ûsximun ¡t the oftbs ohould bo nottd.

What tr tho sppllcatton for? lcheck all that spulvl

n A UPDES permit for a new faoilig projgot, or outfall'

f] A UPDES permit renewel with an expansion or modifioation of an oxisting

w¿stswater üeatment works.

tr A UPDES permit renowal roquiring limite for a pollutønt not ooversd lqy the

previous permit and/or an inotoæo to existingpermit limits.

X A IIPDES permit ronowal with no ohangos in facility opøations,
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Part B. Is a Level II ADR required?
Thís section a/'theJitrm is futencled to tt"tp *ppltcants detennine lf a Level II ÁDIl is
requl.redþ_r sp99{c permiüed activliles.' ln-act¿¡tìon rhe Exrcuiive Secretaty mnyrequlte a Level II ADRþr an actívlty wlth th,e potentkilþr major Ínrpcrcr on'the [ualttyofwaters of the state (R3J7-2-3.Sa.I),

81, Tho rocelving water or downstream water is a Class lC drlnktng w¡ter source.

D y"¡ A Level II ADR is requirod (proceed to part c ofthe Form)

X No (proceed to part B2 of the Form)

82. The uPDEs permit ls 
Tgw 

g is being ronewod and the proporod offtuent
concentrntion and roading rimlts_are highor than the .oo..ntouon nnd loading
Iimlts tn the previous pormlt and any previous anfidegradation revtew(r). 

Þ

I Ves @rooeed to part B3 of the Form)

E No No Level II ADR is required and thoro is @review questiqns.

B3;-VÏtll any pollutants u¡e assl¡nilativo capacity of the rocelvlng wnter, l.e, do thepollutant concentration¡ in the effluent excsod iho¡e ln the rocoivlng wators ¡t
crlúlcal conditlons? For most pollutants, effluent concentrations tho-t are hlgher thanthe amble¡t concentrationc roquire an anfldegradafion revtewr x'or a fewpollutants such as dissolved,oxygenr an antidegr¡d¡fion r.rirto ls requlred tf the
effluent concenhatlons lre loss thnn the ambfãnt concontr¡üons in ft. recetun!
wster. (Section 3.3.3 of Implementaûon Guldance)

! Yes (Proceed to part B4 of the Fomn)

X wo No LevelIIADRisrequiredandthsreis@
review questions.
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84. Are wnter qunlity impactr of the proposed proJect temporarygg! Iimited
(Sectlon 3.3.4 of l.mplementntion Guldance)? Proposed pt'ojects that will have
temporary and limitecl effoots on wator quality can be exempted from a Level II ADR.

f] Ves Identify the reagons used üo justify this determination in Part 84.1 and ptoceod

üo Palt G, No Lovel II ADR is required.

X No A Lovel II ADR ls required (Prooeed to Part C)

84.1 Complete this questlon only lf the applicant ir requostlng a Level II revlew
exclueion for tomporary g4g limtted proJects (see Rì17-2-3'5(bX3) and R317-2.
3.5(bXÐ. For proJoctr requestlng a temporary ¡nd llmitod excluslon plense

indicate the factor(s) used to justlfythls determlnaüon (check nll thrt apply ond
provide detalls ae approprlrte) (Secdon 3.3.4 of Implomentrtlon Guidanco)l

¡ Water qualíty impaots will be temporary and rolated exolusivoly to sedimsnt or
turbidity and fish spawning will not bo impaitod.

F¡ctor¡ to be consldered ln dotermlning whether w¡ter quallty lmpacts wlll be
temporary and llmlted:
a¡ 'itre tength of time during whioh water qualitywíll be lowere3¡ffi
b) The percent change in arnbient ooncentrations ofpollutants: þS
o) Pollutants affeoted: Mld
d) Likolihood for long-¡e* t"ater quatity benefib: Ñ-nê
ej Potentìal for auyrõsiclual iongterm influences on existinguses: Ñê
Ð Impainnent of fish spawning, sr¡rvival and devoloprnont of aquatic fauna oxoluding

fishtemovsl sfforts: Md
Additional justifi cotion, æ nooded:
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Level II ADR '

Pørt !, D, E, and F of theþrm corwtítute the^lwet II ADR Revrew, The øpplrcant mustprovide as much detaír øs-necessøryfor D'lreio perþrn ii, ütiaugrodatìon review,
Questíons are providedþr the conventenceãf applieants; noiü*, nr tnore 

"o;ik*permlts lt nmv be more fficttve to provide ttig iiqutvct informuttioi tn ø separattå ,ii*t.Applìcants that prctf,er a separate report shottld råcorcl th;,;;tw; ,ame here cutd proceed
ta Part G of thefarm.

Part c. Is the degradaflon from the project soclally and economically
neccssary to accommodate important soclal o" ..ono-ic developr,,.oi in
the aren in whlch the waters are located? The øpplícant mutt províde øs muchdetatl as nøcessatyþr DWe to concar that the proJect t, ,o"nity and economìcally
necessdry when dwwering the queúlons ín thß-seitton, More iíþrmøtton x nvà¡íable tnSection 6,2 of the Implamentøtían Guldunce,

Cl' Describe the socl¡l and economlc boneflt¡ that would be reallzed through theproposed proJect includlng tho number nud n¡turs otjobs created ¡nd anUîfpateO
tax revenues.

Opdonal Report N¡me:

C2' Describe any environmentnl benefits to be renllzed through lmplementatlon ofthe proposed proJect.

4

C: The offluent llmitr for ommonl¡ls the
which been doterndned the w¡stelo¡d oftohave

uóo¡ of the the treat¡nentwotero. No to
the ¡ddltfonal allow¡ble wouldare nnd

conditions. U conditlons to occur orare not
asslmll¡tlve would not

the effluent llmlt¡, Thoro orwlll not bo
for Provo efflusnt llmlts. ¡trlct llmlts allow Provo

r! Les¡
their towards nutrlent removal ¡nd allow forrggources

Ilmlts ¡re locnl POTIVsto ot}¡er
There would not be envlronmental tho Miu Raceon

L¡



C3. Descrlbe any social ancl economic los¡ee that may result from the proiect,
includlng imFacts to recreation or commercl¡l development.

C4. Summarfue any supporting lnformatlon from Íhe offected communitlos on

preservlng ¿¡clmilaûvo capacity to eupport future growth and development'

C5, Pleaso describe any ßtruchrreo or equlpment rs¡oclated wlth the proJect t,hrt
wlll be placed rvlthln or adiacent to the recelving w¡ter.

o soclol or economic eflluenis ected

from Provo's Water Reclamndon

current treatment at the the

the waters ¡nd affected communltles. There sro

wlth effluont standards to Utah
fs offluent wlü not affect the communltles Utah L¡rke. The Mlll
ls not o natural It was for rlver water

ond in Provo Those uses sre no

the dltch l¡ snd storm w¡ter from
to Utah

¡tructures or be Provono
to meet Efrluont

5



Part D. Identtfy and rank (from increasing to decreasing potentiat
threat to designated.uses) the parnmoters of concern. parameters of
concern arepqrcrmeters ln the effluent at concentrøtíons greater than ømbíent
concentrøtìons ln the recelvlng water. The wllcant ís respon*fbteþr ìd.enffiíng
parameter concentrations ln the effluent and Ðwewtlî proøde parameter
concentratíons þr'the recelvlng water, More ir1þrmøflòn ß avatlable ln Sectlon 5.3.3 of
the Implementøtion &tìdance, - 

'

P¡ramotors of Concern:

Pollutants Dvaluated that are not Consldered. Porametsr¡ of Concern:

Rank Pollutant Amblent
Concentration

Effluent
ConcentratÍon

1 Limit 25-35 ms/L
2 Limit 3-8 mell,
3 Ð.0. Limit 5.0-6,0ms/L
4
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Pollutant Amblont
Consentr¡tlon

Effluent
Concentrstlon Jusdflc¡tlon

IV.E.T to I al87%
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Part E. Alternative Analysis Requirements of a Level II
Antidegradation Review. Level II ADRr requl,re the applicant to determlne

whether there ørefeasíblø less-deg"øding dlternatìves to the proposed proJect. Mote
inþrmation is avallable in Sectton 5.5 atd 5.6 of the Implementation Guldance,

81, The UPDES permlt ls belng renewod wlthout any chnnges to llow or
concentrationt. Alternatlve treatment rnd di¡chnrge opüons includlng changes to
operationr and malntenûnce w€re consldered and comprrecl to the current
procegses. No economically feasible treatment or dl¡charge alternativos were
identllled thnt were not prevlously considerod for any provious rntldogradatlon
revlew(s).

fl Ves @rooeed to Part F)

El No orDoesNotApply (Prooeed to E2)

82. Attach o$ an appondlx to thls form a report that descf,íbes the follorvlng f¡ctor¡
for dl ¡ltornatlve trettment opüonc (see l) a technlcal deocrlpffon of the trestment
proce$, inctuding congtructlon co¡t¡ and contlnued operatlon and malhten¡nce
oxpongoor 2) the m¡¡s and concentradon of dl'schargo conrtltuents, and 3) o
descrlptlon of the reltability of tüe systom, tncludlng tho frequency whore recurrlng
operoûon ¡nd mslnton¡nce may lead to temporrry lncreoses ln dlschrrged
pollutants. Most of thfs lnformatlon ie t¡plcally avdl¡ble from a F'actlity Plan, lf
avallablo.

Name¡

83, Describe the proposetl method and cost of the basellne ileat¡nent alternatlve.
The basellne treatment olternaflve ls the mlnlmumtro¡tment requlred to meet
water quoltty ba¡ed eflluent llmits (lVQBEt) ae determined by the prellmlnary or
final wastelond analyrls (WtA) and any socondary or categorlcol effluent llmit¡.

7

last sentence to read t'No

BODøndta result the limíßt9

treatment or qle 'lTheno to
lìmlß were a result d 'Waste Provo

achleved lowerPlønt concentratlons

ln Plant wlll the

will contlnuewíth low concenratíotts.,

ln the eventProvo a dnwl
Røce has occuned and none ß tn thethe



84. lvsre any of the following arternatlves feasible and ¡ffordable?

85. From the appllcanttr perspective, what is tho preferred treatment opfloni

86. Is the preferred option or¡o flre least polluüng feastble alternaüve?

,[ vee

Xwo

If no, what were less degradlng feaslble alternative(s)?

If no, provido a summary of the Justlflcatlon for not selectlng tùe lea¡t
polluting feasible altomnüve and tf appiopriate, provide I hore detailed
Justlllcatlon as an atf¡chment

8

Í'e¡slble Roason Not Feasible/Affordable
NotA,p'plicablo
NotApplioablo

to
NotAppllcable
NotAppllsaþle

to NotApplio¡ble
NotApplioablo
NotApplicable

of Nst Applloabls
Now NotApolioablo

NotApplioablo

ot

ot



Part F. Opüonnl Informatlon

Fl. Doe¡ the appllcant wnnt to conduct opüonal publfc revlew(t) in aildition to the
mandatory publlc review? Level II ADRs tro public noficed for a thlrty day
comment period. More lnform¡üon l¡ ¡v¡il¡ble ln Ssctlon 3.7.1 of the
Implemontntlon Guklnnce.

XNo

I yeo

Hl. Dos¡ the profect lnclude an opdonal mltlgation plrn to compensato for the
propored water quallty degradotlon?

X ¡.fo

fl Ye¡

ReportNrmet

I



Part G. Certiflcnfion of Anüdegraclatton Rovlew

GI. Apnlicnnt Cs.rtgf cntlorl

rtte Qrn should, be stgne(.þt the. søme respow{,ble persot who $gnecl the øccompøryrngpenntt øppllcdtlon or cerfifuø$on,

Bnsed onmy inquiry oftho person(s) who manogo tho systmr or tfioso pors'ns di'octlyræponsible for gathorin'g the infor¡nâüon, tho infiunatión ii, tfri, frr* nnd a¡socintsd
dooumonts ts, ro rhe boor of my rorowr"¿su utr.ibei"$ d;;;ö#;ano comproto,

PrintN &¿ ar t*t ON s
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92, D.WO Aoerovq!

To tfo best of rny knowledgo, tbs A,DR wæ conduotod in aocorclaRoo wittr the mles sûdrogulatÍons outXlned tn UAC R.917¿.3,

'Watm 
QmJity Managomont Seotion

^t -(3 ffiÞßæ>IÌint

4"#- l''wurVe
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