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the view that ongoing monitoring of the lake will allow regulators and the public to closely
track the water guality of the lake enabling timely responses to any changing data trends. In
contrast and as further identified below, Rio Tinto believes the proposed management
responses in the proposed assessment methodology do not achieve that objective.

De Facto Second Standard. One of the most concermning aspects of the assessment
methodology is that it would, as drafted, propose a cap on point source discharges at 60% of
the standard regardiess of causal determination that the point sources are the source of
increase. (This could be interpreted to include point source discharges to tributaries feeding
the Iake.) Such an approach is virtually unprecedented in the state and nationally. While the
Science Panel spent three years to assess an appropriate range for the standard, this de
facto "second” standard has not received the evaluation it should. For example, the
proposed ¢ap would inflexibly mandate controls at the end-of-pipe and could precluda
reliance on trading or ofher more effective mechanisms for controlling constituent loading to
the lake (if those mechanisms are ever needed). It is also possible that establishing such a
cap could have antibacksliding implications. There may be circumstances (including trading)
where an expansion, process change or other discharge-related impact could warrant
relaxation from the “cap.” These issues surely require further consideration before formal
adoption into rule or guidance.

Potentiaily More Stringent Application of Antideqradation, Utah’s Water Quality Act prohibits
the state from promulgating rules that are more sfringent that those established by federal
regulation (and addressing the same circumstances) uniess specifically justified in a written
finding that is subject to notice and comment. See, e.g., UCA 19-5-105. The extension of
the antidegradation program to cap loading at some percentage of the established site-
specific water quality standard could be viewed as the promulgation of a rule that is
unlawfully more stringent than required by the federal program. While there has always been
an overarching consensus that the antidegradation program is designed to protect the
assimilative capacity of high quality waters, the relationship between the contemplated cap
and the “no more stringent than" requirements in Utah may require further consideration.

Unfounded Arbitrary Thresholds for Action. The trigger levels in the proposed assessment
methodology have neither a technicat basis nor a tie to other water quality regulatiors. The
prescribed regulatory actions, based on these arbitrary trigger levels, do not preserve the
flexiblity DWQ has and must maintain to best ensure protection of the lake. If the actions
contemplated under the proposed assessment methodology are triggered at some fiture
date, conditions at the lake or our understanding of selenium are likely to be different from
today, thus demanding flexibility in implementation. While there is a clear case for & site-
specific selenium standard, the currently contemplated “ona size fits all” trigger levels for
implementation fail to incorporate any justification for the corresponding regulatory actions.

Inconsistencieg and Lack of Correlation Between Directed Actions. The fact that the
assessment methodology itself is being included as part of the rule is inconsistent with the
State's approach to antidegradation. The threshold and conditions for triggering a Level 1
antidegradation review under the methodology stray from the antidegradation requirements
and thresholds being considered by the Board as part of the other aspects of this rulemaking.
It is unclear what, if any, basis exists for the inconsistencies in program implementation.
Additionally, the contemplated implementation methodology does not incorporate feedback
from the Level Il review into any aspect of follow-up decision making. The notion of a “cap”
without an assessment of the changes identified as practicable by a Level Il review and
justified as effective by a corresponding ecosystem study makes no sense.
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Economic Assessment. The assessment methodology, as currently proposed, could
potentially end run the considerations and balanced decision-making mandated by a Level Il
review. The Level || review requirements under the antidegradation program direct careful
consideration of economic issues. The contemplated cap is, on the other hand, not
formulated with any such considerations. The path forward for evaluating discharge
conditions may be better assessed based on the analysis prepared for the appropriately
conducted Level 1l reviews coupled with corresponding ecosystem studies and not through
an arbitrary and potentially very costly “cap.”

Inappropriate Unilateral Foeus. As drafted, the assessment methodology calls for a Level Il
antidegradation review for all new and existing UPDES permits if 40% of the standard is
reached. A fundamental concern with this response is that it would focus solely on the abitity
of the discharger to reduce or eliminate loading, rather than examine the causes of an
upward trend in the receiving water body. Moreover, as drafted, the intensive and expensive
Level ll review would be required at permit renewal even if the renewal does not include
changes in the permit that would increase loading. The approach suggested in the currently
drafted assessment methodology would, therefore, be an inadequate (and unjustified) initial
response to increaging selenium levels in the lake. See comments at 5 illustrating
inconsistency between proposed permit renewal requirements under assessment
methodology as compared to proposed state-wide antidegradation program.

In summary, Rio Tinto recommends that the assessment methodology be remanded to DWQ
staff for further review and implemented as guidance rather than in rule. Water quality
standards are subject to revision at least every three years. While the existing lake data all
uniformly establish that selenium conditions are currently favorable and support the
designated beneficial uses for Great Salt Lake, there will be ongoing assessment of those
conditions. As data are gathered and assessed, changes to a tiered monitoring and
response plan may be warranted.” Incorporation of such a plan in a site-specific
implementation guidance (subject to a separate public review process outside of a water
quality standard ruiemaking) will ensure that the pian incorporates effective adaptive
management principles and can evoive with changing conditions.

4. Rio Tinto Recommends that the Water Quality Board Adopt the Segmented Use
Classifications for Great Salt Lake,

DWQ has proposed segmenting Great Salt Lake into five different use designations. See
Proposed Utah Admin. R317-2-6.5 and R317-2-13.11. The use classifications would be
more specifically targeted to the actual ecology of the different regions of the lake
(distinguishing between open water below 4208 feet, transitional wetiands at or below 4208
feet and open water above 4208 feet). Rio Tinto supports the concept and believes the
Board should adopt the proposed classification clarifications,

2 One important data gathering exercise recommended by the Science Panel (and supported
by Rio Tinto, the brine shrimp industry and other Steering Committee members) relates to
brine shrimp monitoring to improve the information regarding the transfer of selenium to brine
shrimp (¢urrently extrapolated from data in brine flies). Rio Tinto acknowledges that a robust
brine shrimp monitoring program is essential and believes this information will further confirm
there is no current impairment in the lake. To the extent new information becomes available,
targeted, science-based responses (including potential standards changes as part of triennial
reviews) can be developed based on that data. Any establishment of regulatory response
actions related to brine shrimp monitoring information would, at this juncture, be premature
and requires further scientific evaluation and public comment.
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5. Rio Tinto Concurs with the Proposed Rulemaking Provision Exempting UPDES Permit

Renewals From Antidegradation Level Il Reviews.

ojurony

DWQ has proposed numerous changes to the thresholds for triggering an Antidegradation
Level Il Review. See generally Proposed Utah Admin. R317-2-3.5. In contrast to the Level Il
Review requirements in the above-referenced selenium assessment methodology, DWQ's
proposed state-wide program would retain an existing exemption for activities that do not
lower water quality (e.g.. where a UPDES permit is being renewed and the proposed
concentration value and loading are equal to or less than existing concentrations and loads).
See Proposed Utah Admin, R317-2-3.5.b. Rio Tinto supports DWQ’s determination to retain
this exemption, consistent with similar provisions adopted under many other water quality
standards programs in other States. Rio Tinto believes the proposed rule reflects a
reasonable balance; existing permittees should not be mandated to conduct extensive
discharge alternatives and economic and social importance analyses on permitted, ongoing
op@ratians.3 While aspects of these types of assessments are routine and ongoing as part
of most existing operatians, the Antidegradation Level i review is most effective for
addressing upfront operational planning.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on this rulemaking package. Pleas: direct
any assoclated questions or comments to me.

fogpe

Kelly LvVPayne, P.&
Principal Advisor, Closure & Remediation

Regards,

3 Kennecott recognizes that the rule changes inciude certain “off ramps" from a Level Il
review for discharges that utilize minimal, identified amounts of a receiving water's remaining
assimilative capacity. Kennecott further acknowledges that the rule changes are properly
intended to minimize poliution “creep,” i.e., inadvertent poliution trends in waters whose
quality is better than the applicable water quality standard. Kennecott recommends,
however, that in implementing these rule changes, if finalized, DWQ carefully track the
effectiveness of the Level Il Reviews as compared to the economic consequences of
requiring the same and when balanced with the overall increased workloads for DWQ.
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