: ImeNpes 6.

e | State of Washington Department of Ecology Substitute for OME No. 2040-

2 - Northwest Regional Office (Rev. 9-94)
T — | WATER COMPLIANCE INSPECTION REPORT | (astfle update 12:85)
fri———————
Section A: National Data System Cading (i.e., PCS)
Transaction Code NPDES # yr/mo/day Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type
C 25 3 WA24490 11 1211/12/0617 18P 198 201
W A 002 44%0 (Dte]cember
6" 2011)
Remarks
Inspection work-days Facility Self-Monitorirlg Evaluation Rating Bl QA e | Reserved-—-% ————————
67 69 70 & 7N | 72N |73___74 75__________ 80
Section B: Facility Data .
Name and Location of Facility Inspected (For industrial users discharging to POTW, also include Entry Time/Date Permit Effective Date
POTW name and NPDES permit number) , ) ,
- 9:30AM/December September 1%,
. 6" 2011 2009
’ Clty of Everett i Exit Time / Date Permit Expiration Date
Industrial Wastewater Pretreatment Program 3: OOPM/December October 1%, 2015
3200 Cedar Street 6", 2011 :
Everett, WA 98201 ' '
Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data

Jeff Kerwin (425) 257-8241

Gene Bennett (425) 257-8241

Name, Address of Responsible Official/Title/Phone and Fax Number.
Jeff Kerwin .

Industrial Wastewater Pretreatment Program

3200 Cedar Street, Everett, WA 98201 (425) 257-8241

Phone Number (425) 257'8241 Contacted? — Yes —No

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areas evaluated)

X | Permit X Flow Measurement [ | Operations&Maint. [] ] CS0OrssO (Sewer Overflow)
L X Records/Reports L] Self-Monitoring Program | [] Siudge Handhng/DlsposaI [] ] Pollution Prevention

X Facility Site Review ] Compliance Schedules ] Pretreatment ] { Multimedia -

L] Effluent/Receiving water | [] | Laboratory [] | Storm water [1 { other

(note: This amended 2011Pretreatment Compliance Report has been issued to correct an error
in the original 2011 Pretreatment Compliance Report. The original report specified the the date
by which the City of Everett must submit a report to the Department of Ecology, in which the City
of Everett describes the measures it has undertaken to ensure that timely and adequate '
enforcement responses are undertaken in the future. The original 2011 Pretreatment Compliance
Report erroneously specified a submittal deadline of May 15, 2012. The correct submittal
deadline is May 15, 2013, as specified in this corrected 2011 Pretreatment Compliance Report.
The corrected date has been set forth in boldface in the text below. In addition, the permit
number in the upper left block of the inspection report has been changed to WA24490 to
conform to the Department of Ecology’s most recent reconfiguration of its numerical permit
designation nomenclature. The cross reference to the previous Pretreatment Compliance
~Inspection Report permit designation, is permit number WA24490.)

Purpose of InspectlonIMethodoIogy

This inspection was conducted in order to evaluate the City of Everett’s compliance with state and
federal requirements related to administration of its delegated industrial wastewater pretreatment
program. The inspection consisted of a review of permittee permit files, including permits, inspection
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reports, self—monitonng reports, POTW sampling reports, slug discharge control plans, spill plans and
enforcement documents. The inspection also included interviews with pretreatment program inspectors
and program managers. :

File Review

~ The Department of Ecology Inspector reviewed two industrial user permittee files during this
Pretreatment Compliance Inspection, those for Naval Station Everett, and Stockpot, Inc. The permits
were current and contained all the necessary provisions. The permit files were complete and contained
. the required number of sampling and inspections. Everett normally inspects and samples each
significant industrial user at least two times per year. Timeliness of enforcement action against
-Stockpot, inc was determined to be inadequate, as discussed in more detail below, in this inspection

report

New Compliance Tracking Software Acquired

The City of Everett pretreatment program has acquired a new compliance monitoring software. The
Linko brand software is designed for use as a grease control compliance module. However, the
program expects that it will also be fully functional as a general pretreatment tracking tool.

New Upgrade Phase Begun on POTW Plant

The City of Everett has begun the next phase of a plan to increase plant capacity. This phase inciudes
replacement of the biomedia in the air filter used for odor control. The site is also being prepared to
begin construction of a new digester. Eventually, upgrades will include two new trickling filters, two new
digesters, solids handling equipment for the digesters, and an additional secondary clarifier.

City of Snohomish to Connect to City of Everett POTW

The contract to accept wastewater from the City of Snohomish is expected to be signed in January
2012. The City of Everett expects to receive the first wastewater from the City of Snohomish in 2016.
The decision of the City of Snohomish to transfer wastewater to the City of Everett POTW resulted from
a consent decree between the Department of Ecology and the City of Snohomish. ' -

Interjurisdictional Agreement Planned with City of Snohomish ‘

The City of Everett plans to negotiate an interjurisdictional agreement with the City of Snohomish. The
City of Everett expects that the interjurisdictional agreement will contain a provision under which the City
of Snohomish is required to conduct an industrial user survey. Once the transfer of wastewater begins,
the City of Everett expects to be responsible for all pretreatment functions in the Snohomish service
area with the exception of administering the oil and grease program.

Grease Collection/ Dewatering Plant

- The City of Everett expects that a private company will build a new grease—coilection dewatering plant
which is expected to begin operation next year. The plant is expected to have a batch discharge of
approximately 50,000 gallons per day from a large equalization tank. The plant will be operated by
Trans Energy and Standard Biodiesel. Mono- and di—giycendes from grease will be processed into
boiler fuel at the plant. :

Enforcement Response Plan Under Evaluation
The City of Everett is re-evaluating its Enforcement Response Plan (ERP) to determine whether it
should be changed to simplify the manner in which administrative penalties are computed.

Boeing Undertaking Major Groundwater Cleanup Project

- Boeing is undertaking a major groundwater cleanup project which is intended to remediate a
tetrachloroethane plume. Discharges to the City of Everett POTW may be as high as 32,000 gpd.

Startup of the plant is expected in the first quarter of 2012. The City of Everett is considering rolling
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authorization for this discharge into Boeing’s existing permit.

~ Permit Application Sent to Kimberly Clark

The new owner’s plans for the Kimberly Clark paper mill property were still in flux at the time of the
pretreatment compliance inspection. Shutting the pulp mill but keeping the paper mill open was under
consideration. The plant was a direct discharger. If Kimberly Clark had commenced indirect discharge
to the City of Everett POTW, the food-to-microorganism ratio at the POTW, could have been disrupted,
with potential high-strength discharges of up to five million gallons per day. However both the paper mill
and pulp mill were shut down in April 2012, and demolition of both the pulp miil and the paper mill
commenced in August 2012. At this time, it is unclear whether site cleanup activities will result in any
significant discharges to the City of Everett POTW.

Septic Sewage Conditions in Naval Station Everett Line

Septic sewage incidents have resurfaced in the sanitary sewer line leading from the Naval Station
Everett. The Navy, under the technical guidance of The City of Everett's Technical Services Group, had
been, for a period, adding ferrous sulfate to its wastewater to prevent anaerobic conditions from
developing in this line. The Navy had apparently eliminated or reduced the dose of ferrous sultate
applications. Following re-establishment of communications with the Technical Services Group, the
mmdence of anaerobic conditions was greatly reduced. '

Stockpot Inc. pH Violations-Lack of Timely Enforcement Action.
At the request of USEPA Region 10, the Department of Ecology inspector reviewed records of self
monitoring reports by Stockpot Inc. for the period January 2009 through November 2011.. The records
indicated that pH violations hadoccurred during most of those months. However, the City of Everett did
not take enforcement (a Notice of Violation and an Administrative Order) action until August 4, 2011.
The Department of Ecology has evaluated the City of Everett's response, and has determined that - -
although the City of Everett’s lack of timely enforcement does not meet the criteria for SNC (Significant
Non-Compliance), it nevertheless indicates a deficiency in the program.

The Department of Ecology is aware how difficult it is for a pretreatment system to achieve compliance
under a system of continuous monitoring. Such systems often display intermittent low and high pH
spikes, where a spike is defined as an excursion of brief duration outside the permitted standards.
Despite the challenges in achieving consistent compliance, the City of Everett is required under its
pretreatment delegation to take timely enforcement action to discourage further violations.

The Department of Ecology has determined that the City of Everett, although deficient in the timeliness
of its enforcement action against Stockpot, Inc., is not in Significant Non-Compliance (SNC), as the
City’s ordinance gives the City of Everett a significant amount of discretion with respect to the types of
enforcement actions it'takes. However, it is the Department of Ecology’s determination that the City of
Everett came close to taking undue recourse to the enforcement discretion afforded in the Ianguage of
its ordinance.

The following outlines enforcement actions the City of Everett has taken agalnst Stockpot, Inc., as well
as Stockpot Inc’s responses to the enforcement actlons

o August4, 2011: The City of Everett lssued a Notice of Violation and Administrative Order to
Stockpot, Inc. The City of Everett's Administrative Order required Stockpot to “provide a
schedule with milestones for engmeenng and installing a system engineered to eliminate
these types of violations.

s August 30, 2011: Stockpot, Inc. sent a letter to the City of Everett, in response to the City of
Everett's Notice of Violation. In the letter, Stockpot notified the City of Everett that it had
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retained Dennis Group, LLC to “support our engineering requirements outlined in the
Compliance Plan”. The letter contained a compliance plan consisting of eight individual
milestones and the estimated completion date for each milestone. Startup of the treatment’
system was associated with an estimated completion date of July 27, 2012.

October 4, 2011: The City of Everett issued a letter entitled “Compliance Plan Approvar’, in
which it conveyed its approval of Stockpot, Inc’s proposed comphance plan, as set forth in its
letter of August 30, 2011.

October 18, 2011: The City of Everett received a letter from Stockpot, Inc., in which Stockpot
advised the City of Everett that it had met the first milestone (Treatment System Technical

FeaSIbﬂlty Evatuatlon) on schedule.

November 14, 2011: The City of Everett received a letter from Stockpot Inc., in whlch the
company notlfled the City of Everett that it had completed Task 2 (Treatment System Process
Design) on time (in compliance with the scheduled date of October 28, 2011).

January 12, 2012: The City of Everett received a letter from Stockpot Inc. in which the
company notified the City of Everett that it had completed Task 3 (Treatment System Detailed

_ Design) on time (in compliance with the scheduled date of December 30, 2011).

April 17, 2012: The City of Everett received a letter from Stockpot, Inc., in which the company
notified the City of Everett that it had completed Task 4 (Procurement) and Task 5
(Fabrication) on time (in compliance with the scheduled date of March 30, 2012).

" July 12, 2012: The City of Everett received a letter from Stockpot Inc., in which the company

notified the City of Everett that it expected to run behind the scheduled milestone date (July
27, 2012) for Task 6 (Construction and Installation). As this date was later than the milestone

_date specified in the approved project schedule, the City of Everett included citation of this

violation in its Notice of Violation dated August 8, 2012. Stockpot reported in a later letter that
had completed Task 6 on August 20, 2012.

September 17, 2012: Stockpot Inc. informed the City of Everett, in a letter, that it had achieved
Milestone 7 (Startup of Treatment Plant) on August 31, 2012. This date was later than the
plant startup date specified in the approved project schedule. The City of Everett had already
included citation of this violation in its Notice of Violation dated August 6, 2012.

A number of pH violations occurred during the construction phase of the project. The City of
Everett issued a Notice of violation for these violations on August 6, 2012, for violations which
occurred between February 2012 and June 2012, as well as for the failure to achieve
milestones 6 and 7 by the required dates.

Following startup of the new pH adjustment pretreatment system, a shake-down and
adjustment period was required for Stockpot Inc’s discharge to achieve consistent compliance
with pH standards. During this adjustment period, Stockpot expenenced a number of
additional pH violations. The City of Everett is in the process of issuing a Notice of Violation
for these violations. The City of Everett has evaluated the functioning of the new plant
following the shake-down period and has determined that compliance with pH standards is

greatly improved.

City of Everett Must Submit Report of Measures to Ensure Timely and Adequate Enforcement
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1In the case of Stockpot Foods’ pH violations, the City of Everett appears to have made excessive use of
the discretionary provisions in its Enforcement Response Plan. The City.of Everett should have begun
taking enforcement action and escalating it as necessary, in a more timely manner, to bring Stockpot’s
discharges back into compliance with pH standards. Nevertheless, due to the existence of the
discretionary provisions contained in the Enforcement Response Plan, the fact that the violations did not
result in pass-through or interference at the POTW, and the fact that the City of Everett's enforcement
action was appropriate and effective once undertaken, the Department of Ecology has determined that
the City of Everett is not in Significant Non-Compliance (SNC) or Reportable Non-Compliance (RNC).
However, no later than May 15, 2013, the City of Everett must submit a report to the Department of
Ecology in which it describes the measures it has undertaken to ensure timely and adequate
enforcement responses are undertaken in the future. The report may contain, as appropriate, proposed
changes to the City of Everett's Enforcement Response Plan, as well as other similar remedies, such as
internal review. procedures. "

Name(s) and Signatures of Inspector(s) - Agency/Office/Telephone Date . ‘
Doug Knutson WA Dept. of Ecology/NWRO/(425)649- ‘November 26,
2012
—:D?W'a \é“:’t"“‘ 3190-160th Avenue SE, Bellevue, WA 98008-5452
Signature of Management Q A Reviewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date
WA Dept. of Ecology/NWRO/(425)649 -7000 . _
fax (425)649-7098 l-7-173

~ ANNOUNCED Inspection
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Appendix E Compliance Inspection Report Form

INSTRUCTIONS
Section A: National Date System Coding (i.e., PCS)

Column 1: Transaction Gode. Use N, C, or D for New Change or Delete. All inspections will be new unless there is an error in the data entered.
Columns 3-11: NPDES Pemit No. Enter the facility's NPDES permit number. (Use the Remarks columnns to record State permit number, if necessary.)
Columns 12-17: Inspection Date. Insert the date entry was made into the facility. Use the year/month/day format (e.g., 94/06/30 = June 30, 1994).

Column 18: Inspection Type. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the type of inspection:

A Performance Audit ) L Enforcement Case Support 2 |U Sampling Inspection
B Compliance Biomonitoring M Multimedia 3 |U Non-Sampiing inspection
C Compliance Evaiuation (non- P Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 4 U Toxics Inspection
sampling) .
D Diagnostic R Reconnaissance 5 |U Sampling Inspection with Pretreatment
E Corps of Engineers Inspection S Compliance Sampling 8 U Non-Sampling Inspection with
. pretreatment
F  Pretreatment Follow-up U U Inspection with Pretreatment Audit 7 U Toxics with Pretreatment
G Pretreatment Audit X Toxics Inspection
I Industrial User (U} Inspection Z Sludge

Column 19: Inspector Code. FUse one of the codes listed below to describe the fead agency in.the inspection.

C - Contractor or Other Inspectors (Specify in Remarks Columns) N - NEIC Inspectors
.. E - Corps of Engineers R - EPA Regional inspector

J - Joint EPA/State Inspectors - EPA Lead S - State Inspector
. T - Joint State/EPA Inspectors - State Lead

Column 20: Facility Type. Use of one of the codes below to describe the facility.

1 - Municipal. Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTWSs) with 1987 Standard Industrial Code (SIC) 4952.
2 - Industrial. Other than municipal, agricultural, and Federal facilities.

3 - Agricultural. Facilities classified with 1987 SIC 0111 to 0971.

4 - Federal. Facilities identified as Federal by the EPA Regional Office

Columns 21-66: Remarks. These columns are reserved for remarks at the discretion of the Region.

Columnis 67-69: Inspection Work Days. Estimate the total work effort (to the nearest 0.1 work day), up to 99.9 days that were used to complete the
inspection and submit a QA reviewed report of findings. This estimate includes the accumulative effort of all participating inspectors; any effort for laboratory
analyses, testing, and remote sensing; and the billed payroll time for travel and pre and post inspection preparation. This estimate does not require detailed
documentation.

Column 70: Facility Evaluation Rating. Use information gathered during the inspection (regardless of inspection type) to evaluate the quality of the
facility self-monitoring program. Grade the program using a scale of 1 to 5 with a score of 5 being used for very reliable self-monitoring programs, 3 being
satisfactory, and 1 being used for very unreliable programs. )

Column 71: Biomonitoring Information. Enter D for static testing. Enter F for flow through testing. Enter N for no biomonitoring.

Column 72: Quality Assurance Data Inspection. Enter Q if the inspection was conducted as follow-up on quality assurance sample results. Enter N
otherwise.

Columns 73-80: These columns are reserved for regionally defined information.

) Section B: Facility Data
This section is self-explanatory except for "Other Facility Data,” which may include new information not in the permit or PCS (e.g., new outfalls, names of
receiving waters, new ownership, and other updates to the record).

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection
Check only those areas evaluated by marking the appropriate box. Use Section D and additional sheets as necessary. Support the findings, as necessary,
in a brief narrative report. Use the headings given on the report form (e.g., Permit, Records/Reports) when discussing the areas evaluated during the
inspection. The heading marked "Muitimedia” may indicate medias such as CAA, RCRA, and TSCA. The headmg marked “Other” may indicate activities
such as SPCC, BMPs, and concerns that are not covered elsewhere.

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
Briefly summarize the inspection findings. This summary should abstract the pertinent inspection findings, not replace the narrative report. Reference a list
of attachments, such as completed checklists taken from the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manuals and pretreatment guidance documents, inciuding
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.
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POTW PRETREATMENT COMPLIANCE INSPECTION CHECKLIST.

PC! CHECKLIST CONTENTS

! Cover Page : .
Section | |U File Evaluation
] Section |l - ‘Supplemental Data Review/Interview
14 Section il ' .. Evaluation and Summary
't ] Attachment A - Pretreatment Program Status
' : S Update
11.] Attachment B Pretreatment Program Profile
10 Attachment C . - Worksheets .
i * [ ] WENDB Data Entry
* Worksheet -
.I ] RNC Worksheet ‘
H [ 1 U Site Visit Report Form (Optional)
: [ ] File Review Worksheets (Optional)
i . Aftachment D : Supporting Documentation

>A name and address:

ﬁ Citg of Lveretd

Date(s) of PCI

" |Decembur A*" 20\\

Inclus‘i'r:a,{ Waste water 'Pve'trea:fMeh‘f ﬁtzjm,m
200 Ceder Street

i Everett, wA 38201

Period covered by PCl

October 15 2010 —H:wvzsk
Sepfembev 20t” ) 201 |

Washingt ouy S‘f’qjgj;)_eaarﬁm it

Yes | No.
PlRT / DSS sncorporated in NPDES permit?
_ INSPECTOR (3)
Name - Title/Affiliation ~ Telephone Number
Doua Khnutgon Brefreqiment bancer (425)e42- 7025

of Ecolo 294

CA REPRESENTATIVE (S)

Name. B , Title/Affiliation Telephone Number
Jeff Kerwin T Tndusinal Felradvent Bearsh Haremr (4%) 257824 |
G"ene/ Beunett Industri af Wa_d‘gl'nsow‘foi- ~ Q25) 257- 8240
on Mc K hney Indusfma/ Waste JZsped'bh ‘ (425) 251-8246

*|dentified program Contac:t
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"ACRONYM LIST

r Acronym

BMR
CA
CFR
ClU
' CSO
CWA
CWF
DSS
EP
EPA
ERP
FTE
FWA
gpd
U
WS
MGD
- MSW
NA
N/D
NPDES
0&G
PIRT
POTW
RCRA
RNC
SiU
SNC
. TCLP
TRC
TTO

1.

Baseline Monitoring Report

Control Authority

Code of Federal Regulations
Categorical industrial user

Combined sewer overflow

Clean Water Act

Combined wastestream formufa
Domestic Sewage Study

Extraction Procedure

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Enforcement response plan ‘
Full-time equivalent

Flow-weighted average

| Gallons per day

Industrial user

Industrial waste survey

Million gallons per day

Municipal solid waste

Not applicable

Not determined ‘

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Oil and grease Co

Pretreatment Implementation Review Task Force

Publicly owned treatment works

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Reportable noncompliance :
Significant.industrial user

Significant noncompliance

-| Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure

Technical review criteria
Total toxic organics

. WENDB

Water Enforcement National Data Base )

2 ThAET
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SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION

sentative number of SIU files to review. Provide relevant details on each file reviewed. Comment on
1 or audit should be evaluated. Make copies of this

INSTRUCTIONS: Select a repre
ible, all CiUs (and SIUs) added since thé Jast PC

problems identified. Where possi
section to review additional files as necessary.

_ . NARRATIVE COMMENTS :
FILE 7’-72'&_ Industry name and address ‘ Total flow (gpd) ' Process flow (gpd)
Naval tation Evereft _ = 750,000 250, 0OO
Z2ooe Wesd Manne Dave 1 - warwmwem '
gVW&'H/ wa S&Zoq h Type of industry (products manufactured)
Naval Hore brse
- . 0 »
industry visited during PCl__ | Applicable Federal category Compliance status <] SNC (period 9™ 2ol ) -
. : : Noncompliance/corrected
Yes [ ] No L ﬁoncompliancelconﬁnuing
Comments . ' _ ) _
1 ir SNC in . J"{'j ve A ,.P: 1. Clun()u;,?lfoh s SNC w&s Q’MVIQJ
n Sfelbk'héﬂ", as %@Jep/ h A/OV/keivlfgp/‘ 65&71/01 /&ﬁ!er- S‘eva'?‘ S“”Pﬁ*‘éh‘ /47:' 2o {.
s Opill veretpe o7 Jué 15 2.0 ol urmg cemp e tem barqe wfehq‘flcb s
et Aischagy ) e e

‘ ~;:M' n uh%;wt, -lr_g{tzlv& b £ MArihe chese ! v D/
hese. sewer sysfem . Tve 1o au alarny hot quin ofL, as oltsibed b 4
elke. ro¥ (r‘t‘zﬂr& ‘H'ﬂ(ti ;’h// ﬁg] e tires) ‘7 ) .J J N‘w':)’-fmﬂ
v A 2ro0py o e/, 13%, 4 G of Lgatd bt Werfes crew pigrn fu TV
%Gj‘“ o Jotnh Ped s boory oy monhos ~for 7 -

w lne wi b
) 7"/16’0/90 for ”J}’—‘i) a0l ,%M,JA v4jdors. _ S
J petwes ,ﬂeﬁ"/f%“‘

Wy drogen

' W{J)‘!w:"ﬁ_ ‘ ,séma,,/ VP )‘Jé}b arvg / P Wi eer
ﬁo/W.S . 2lJu »‘?m»,dy’ 4#17/4'3 7 ’4/4‘1/@}’_6 mej '}ja /@H Yo Aekq.?zlrg
@/ Mpsbey She )éﬂ'; e /”’/"7417 oy Gier bu//a/lgj:f Soum coaren Yreter :
Pt rpeatrs Aqun ‘o) o et G, clermnsp achies. Oy J/ﬁ /9% o d)
;;iws ’5@ ,,} »/';»;/rﬂgg V’§ f%mp‘é g 1AWy waps e 1hveS T 5 rbs Com P

", REINJHS . €4 ¢ Ly v f % ;5/2 /Veg Cff))‘ig’d )jé G’# ¢q;/ 1114;;4 g/

(th @ »/4476(», +

o lbobore) He Novy W5 Y

Mot of Vrelgtion r;,i;/m/ sobn, tle) oF a Faa/ H b rgflac h,uwﬁ

Hhe *}por‘f R,/rp,t’/; Mq/e—) . S V
I 1
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SECTION I: U FILE EVALUATION (Continued)

- NARRATIVE COMMENTS. » ]
FILE 7403 Industry name and address Total flow (gpd) Process flow (gpd)
- . : Wolels Z
Stoc kPot, The. F000 DR 000
200 : A e Pa lewm .
)Ev ;fg@r‘l\f‘i Hﬂ. (/i”ej }\ Pﬁ"" Kw ' [ Type of industry (prod\fcts manufactured)
Y B A/ /. . \,/&2—1:73 .. %/JC;{P b")ﬂ'ff"-’(«ﬂf‘ﬁ.ﬁrf’“"imﬂ
. (o2
Industry visited during PCI Applicable Federal category Compliance status [ ] SNC (period: )
i '\ ///‘\‘ : [ ] Noncompliance/corrected
Yes [-] No [ P4 Noncompliance/continuing
Comments

‘ (- cum p%’”’f) with Cang i mice, ‘ord&n)
Th C'{’b of Lol weeked weth them infoomully resultin, 1 » ' '

_ - leef oy 6 N Pgey Lt stasc
lo.g. 134d] cpstem ol o] s s of iuhechpint 5yt elommy
el L ws , 01%4’7;// ol chenp ya roredl v ) . s W‘S i m sl 2‘”’*”2‘ 9‘*?
compline, 52t Gfy of Lvet Wiced o Wb of Violeiion with an |
Qﬁfam/ég/r? Aidrmnstratrve, Onsla. = |

;s ®
s %

, NARRATIVE COMMENTS
FILE . Industry name and address ' “Total flow (gpd)

Process flow (gpd)

. T'ype of industry (products ménufactured):

lndustryvi'sifed during PCI “Applk’:abl'é' Federal category.:- Compliance'_s;t‘gtu_s [] SNC (perigdf ‘

N

. , . L R Noncompliahce/corrected
Yes [ T No [ ] _ ‘ ‘ [ ] Noncornpliange/continuing

{ Comments

~




SECTION I: 1U FILE _EVALUATlON (Continued)

NARRATIVE COMMENTS

Total flow (gpd) Process flow (gpd)

FILE ,lﬁdustry name and address

Type of industry (products manufactured)

[ ] SNC (period:__. : )

Industry visited during PCt Applicabie Federal category Compliance status
- [ 1] Noncompliance/corrected
Yes [ ] No [ ] , ) ) ] L LNoncompliance/continuing

Comments

NARRATIVE COMMENTS

Total flow (gpd) Process flow (gpd)

FILE " Industry name and address

Type of industry (products manufactured)

SNC (period_____ ).

Industry visited during PCl Applicable Féderél category | Compliance status [ ]
‘ o - [ Noncompliance/corrected
Yes [ ] - No [ ] [1 Noncompliance/continuing

Comments
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SECTION I: [U EVALUATION (Continued)

industry Name -

INSTRUCTIONS: Evaluate the- contents of SIU files. If no problem exists for a particular -
question, mark the square with a check (V). Use (Not Applicable) where necessary. Use
ND (Not Determined) where there is insufficient information o evaluate/determine
implementation status. Where a problem is indicated, mark with a numerical value and -

provide a corresponding explanation in the comment area below. Comment on each

problem identified. For example, if the file is missing a notification of classification, place a
(1) in the square and a matching statement as to the nature of the problem that exists in the
space below. The next problem would be marked as (2)-and so on. Clearly indicate the file
that each comment pertains fo; also indicate where a comment applies to all the files.

File

. . Reg.
U FILE REVIEW Cite

. CA NOTIFICATION OF 1U

1. Notification of classification or change in classification . - 403.8(P(2)(iil)

2 Notification of applicable standards/requirements/RCRA ,' 403.8(N)(2)()
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SEGTION I 1U EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File | . » Reg.
BRI [ [ . IU FILE REVIEW __ Cite
: | B. ISSUANCE OF 1U CONTROL MECHANISM K
ok | O‘K%i | | 1 Jssuance or reissuance of control mechanism ' 403.8(f)(1 i)
: ) 2. Control'mechanism contents ' 403 B(N1(; °
) Ff OKT ' ~ | a. Statementof duration (< 5 years) o : .
sk |0, ' . b. Statement of nontransferabili ' . . T
olel oK c. Applicable effluent Hmits categorical standards) S
i o d. Self monitoring requirements - ' I
o ()K 1 -  Identification of poliutants to be monitored ’ . , o
) O . » Sampling frequency o ‘
1o OR, o Sampling locations/discharge points T
ek JK « Sample types (grab or composite) "
oK pk . ' « Reporting requirements
O ol ‘ - Record-keeping requirements
O N ~ e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties
) Fe) _ f. Compliance schedules '
oK | 88 g. Notice of slug loading :
OoK| ok h. Notification of spills, bypasses, upsets, efc.
Y 4IITEE ' i, Nofification of significant-change in discharge
ok Lokt " j. 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement
0 KPex\ k. Slug discharge control plan requirement '
Comments . .
CC; epnbn. 27 2009~ Seplombe 257 2014
Mot | pH, BoD '
© mohsy PG werle O chiad p etk perat

cem 5‘4»1,,/3 Tee f 61/ tapde. W,%a "/" 4 br"lL.
(omp ttes- C-llection £ I"(.zq-g,.«,_z.,‘f' el

Ne Gompoliong schedul, m /:wum'fz _

Fad V.E ~ hene '*ﬂulre_al(aq-hcipﬁe Jhet spl phu un“ e sF,tk) .,

Sl Plan Ccovered w PatILA, Sp) Pl hes S Jospan . N SIE neofts keposrereon]

- pomi b \ p fo e _ _

D) doly 1, g0l - Jume 30, 20 N

f?) 4s CJJ _er/. Cut Pf?x”j;M/JQJ '219_). C,Af . e N

1B /«:_’/'J'} BODg  T5% 7odel FOE, FYE vt~ "’ﬁ"”’.) ‘7/'“’121}”[4’/’ Festy et a T
(P Elhe b Joen e m/d yre Jafiig D "
B Y B T

/@ﬂ)”ml ’h _}y)»q,'}&)ﬂ/);a m;,,,éﬁ/é,- ' )

@ fneﬁ!t?!} [ﬁﬂq/ﬂé’“{,kl /&ﬂ'%?l/mjv/‘() 1.30%/:’3’5"//1?& ars, _2/'51/(;{;,/(_

(P ns Lo 7 lipue schedn 4 pant yhoel £ : _ B
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SECTION I: 1U EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File "Reg.
— | — | — | = U FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA APPLICATION OF (U PRETREATMENT. STANDRDS '
oK |dK”] 1 1. U categorization ' 403.8(R(1)(i))
b . 5. Calculation and application of categorical standards 403.8(R(1)(H) .
oxIWAL OKIVAY, a. Classification by category/subcategory
oK YWY b. Classification as new/existing source
or. (NIRY i ) c. Application of limits for all regulated pollutants : -
. 3. Application of local limit : 403.5(6)&(d)&.
ok QK o pplication of local imits ' 403-88(1() gi)
(o) k(A A 4. Calculation and application of productson based-standards 403.8(c)
oV 5. Calculation and application of CWF or FWA : 403.6(d)&(e)
DK ok 6. Application of most stringent hmlt 403.8(N)(1)(i1)
1 Comments .
WO hrow-ca Wl&ts

IORE N




( _ (
SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File | ~ _ Reg.
=1 IU FILE REVIEW N Cite
D. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORING
n_& Sampling
oK 01 _ 1. Sampling (once a year) 403.8()(2)(V)
ol | ox - 2. Sampling at frequency specified in approved program
PE| bic | 3 Documentation of sampling activities 403.8((2)(v)
oK | nit 4, Analysis for all regulated parameters :
ok | ] 5. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136) | 403.8(02)01)
o, o Inspection
ot | oY 6. Inspection (once a year) 403.8()(2)(v)
oK | or . 7. Inspection at frequency specified in approved program ' '
o | v : 8. Documentation of inspection activities ) 403.8(F(2)(vi)
ok | 7K 9. Evaluation of need for slug discharge control pian ' 403.8(H(2)(v)
Comments

D oym/n u»/aDa‘a . A
has mi,@ i ,c;f"“’["’““j 7t

o3ffl! Sample Pre b > (o»/ o b only fslo eme e@s?l SiX ke s
‘”'7 %ﬁ. 50:-:14 5:6,‘17 ot mert $han exe o/l.rcéq/gj
o

“' x‘-eﬂau? g% Poiths, 2 meson or ne .s@
a’lSWM e secondd pix moths fre w Hhe barqe s fait
‘””jﬁ e :5 o s 3 soud -Hu-e JL. ‘*‘hed{‘ﬁu«t(-

| plant holer The B €07F e, as: ’Z“‘LH‘”‘*J"'

C«ac)‘v“w— R
(®)-Octoben 94" 2011 ay) Moch 229 201l - B

- @ 651/1,3/375'“ /Zz/'wi/ /%; ey ,/27 e /2'0/ / 03 /15010 -ﬁ,%?»/,g;ja/ aé/';_?/g /cs/ 27 /z.a/o

2] 50/ Gﬁ}//z/p?/""P,?/ n%/f@/zuoﬁ/u‘f/ai}/mw

1o Ney 20 11 gl re1h, Sepd 12010, A/;r. 22,2010, _}qlu, 200

Oedt z-;) ._L.VJ}J Jupe 13, zya,/




SECTION I: 1U EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File . _ Reg.
S SN [ (IS — : iU FILE REVIEW Cite -
E. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES ‘
1. ldentification of violations 403.5(P)(2)(vi)
*  a. Discharge violations '
b. Monitoring/reporting violations:
c. Compliance schedule violations .
2. Calculation-of SNC ) 403.8(N(2)vi)
3.  Adherence to approved ERP 403.8(H(5)
4. Escalation of enforcement 403.8(f(5). °
5. Publication for SNC 403.8(F)(2)(vi}
Comments Ty

a




\ |
SECTION I: U EVALUATION (Contiéued)

File | File | File | File | File ' Reg.

e = — iU FILE REVIEW ' Cite
E. IU COMPLIANCE STATUS '
, Self-Monitoring and Reporting
oK ek 1. Sampling at frequency specified in control mechanism/regulation 403.12(e)&(h)
oK | ik 2. Analysis of all required pollutants : - 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
ok |0k 3. Submission of BMR/90-day report ‘ 403.12(b) &(d)
or | 0K 4. Periddic self monitoring reports’ : 403.12(e)&(h)
ek | oL | 5. Reporting all required pollutants . 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
ot HoK, 6. Signatory/certification of reports. B 403.12()
okl OLY | 7. Submission of compliance schedule reports by required dates ' 403.12(c)
- 8. - Notificationt within 24-hours of becoming aware of violations- 403.12(g)(2)
okl ol |« Discharge viotation '
OEH ot » Slug load
- » Accidental spill : - .
ok gl ~ | 9. Resamplingfreporting within 30 days of knowledge of violation ' 403.12(g)(2)
- U7 10. Notification of hazardous waste discharge 403.12()&(p)
oK pk> : 11. Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan . 403.8(N(2)(v)
ol ok 42. Notification of significant changes ' 403.12()
INSTRUCTIONS: Indicate the IU’s noncompliance status by placing and “X” in.the appropriate box. '
.| Discharge o _ '
<2 13. Noncompliance with discharge limits (but not SNC)
3 . 1 14. SNC : ‘ ' 403.8(f)(2)(vil)
ok ‘ " a. Chronic violations .
ok ‘ b. TRC .
. ok - ¢. Pass through or interference : 403.5(a)(1)
—] ok : 1 = Spillorsiug load 403.12(f)
-d. Other discharge violations (specify) ‘ :
‘ Reporting ) :
O}Zé oK i 15. Noncompliance with reporting reduirements (but nof SNC) 403.8(N(2)(viF)
O pi E 16. SNC with reporting requirements ' | a0aBmE)i)
Comments ' - '

O Mo comylime ,q%gj.é ‘4 ﬁp,,,.,,,,{—

@ Noy ‘ak Hhat ¥ w0 net awane of =prll | | .

@ i‘Esa,}nh hot l:avna)(/m‘ec/ as ‘Ntw 114_; Jnm'?liévéor a/uzé 14 -MH;’ 4 "H‘l
"Stw.]'a{: ot _ ,_J 45 d ﬂ _

5"‘9 e o p»a)f!m/staéhﬁﬁg/ »ot mjbﬁwg’ m»]ﬁ.ﬂhnr{.
2IW A

) Ny asse auare. o€ spill.

?x-,;wyel w Goghitnse Dl P ot L ~2fgwn$~4.,_,+m, o Dedbgon
@

No 5/2'fg6 At 1/».,-71.4,/ }y,-f/f- /Véf/&f,s%fva o ///" yro s o melly e a
717}"#/? Mngi- !; Sv‘bz,,éﬁ/— .a/; e- mg, /- ' '

€ Maneh 3120 ['_5//;9 y/ U/»/,,,é; D) ‘ 4

@' SNCA.:'I’a‘yLuJ of §+ock[=o+ E:oek_' Due the fack of a 7TRC Lrotfor e PHJ

QMJ +e r‘:a«'f‘M“"‘U Mbm"lléb}n mzﬁoe/ 1E., L unre.mavz‘l" Jteeck T F;Ocls
2ihg e SNC wnde, 4OCFR Pat 463(F)1) (viir ).
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SECTION I: [U EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File

U FILE REVIEW

Reg.

- Cite

G. OTHER

Comments

SECTION | COMPLETED BY:

TITLE:

DATE:

TELEPHONE:, -
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SECTION Il:

(_

SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEWIINTERV!EW

INSTRUCTIONS: Compl
Attach documentation w

ete this secti
here appropriate. Specifi

on during th

e onsite visit based on CA activities si
¢ data may be required in some cases.

nce the last PCl or audit.

A. CA PRETREATMENT PRO

1.

Did the CA make substantial changes to the pretreatment program that were not

GRAM MODIFICATION [403.1 8]

approved by the Approval Authority (e. g., definitions, limits)?

If yes, describe.

Yes

No
L j 5
/
Yes “.No-

component (including legal aut

If yes, describe.

" |s the CAin the process of modifying any approved pretreatrrient program

hority, local fimits, DSS requirements, efc.) ?

11




SECTION ll: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REV[EWIiNTERViEW (Continued)

B 1U CHARACTERIZATION [ 403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)]

1. How and when does the CA updaterits IWS to ldentlfy new IUs or changes in wastewater dlscharges at exnstlng
1Us? [403.8(f)(2)(1)] -

> mantbly roypd oF Budipess [rnces |
e C/Uz’i‘\j na/@ wn‘/,‘ éry/'mzr/?; F PZ%: Sewzee.s e /ng é-:'/é//fy dl
/JJ/'V}"/ )

v Jrve- wr duno/ Str V@

¢ GOD)f//r)q][g 2w iTh éu;//’/'/ Vf«fféfl/ .S
i /79’7”0/%5// re vty wa-?ze?/n Use /”ewm/j ) .

t

2. How many [Us are currently identifi ed by the CA in each of the following groups?
a. 2| | SlUs jas defined by the CA) [WENDB - SIUS] :
2 ClUs (including zero-discharging CiUs)[WENDB - CIUS]
Zero-discharging ClUs
| & Noncategorical SIUs (including zero-discharging noncat. SlUs)
L o Zero-discharger noncategorical SlUs | ,
b. g . Dther regulated noncategorical [Us (specify) (d(St/ian crother) y:_‘)’) PR S
C. 29 TQTAL o . moun}g conshro \J'f oq doroghess

12
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SECTION Ii: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW (Continued)

= CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION [403.8(0(1)(iii) ] |
{.  a Howmany SiUs (as defined by the CA) are required to be covered by an individual control L 21

mechanism 7

red by an existing, unexpired permit or other e’

" b. How many SiUs are not cove
2 [WENDB - NOCM] [RNC - Il

individual cantrol mechanism

If any, explain.

9

n date of the . | o

2. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiratio
previous control mechanism ? [RNC - 11] '

If any, explain.

13
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SECTION Il: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW (Continued)

D. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

1. a. How many SiUs were not evaluated for the need fo develop siug discharge control plans in
the last 2 years ? [403.8(f)(2){vi)] : :

b. List the SIUs below or attach additional sheets as needed.

N/A

Yes

No

2. Did the CA apply all applicable categorical standards and local limits to 1Us - <

whose wastes are hauled to the POTW ?

If yes, identify the industries.

If no, explain.

The C.TfJ oF Evarg H Cribigmer does bo? czlloww oésdz;yg oS hotel] astes

YES

3. Did any {Us notify the CA of a hazardous waste discﬁarge’? [403.12()&{p)]

If yes, identify-and explain.

14
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SECTION II: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REV[EW/!NTER(\: (EW (Continued)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

if any, explain.-

z&?m /?U/' S“er.«o/;éj.

1. Identify the following.
Program Required Actual
Aspect - Fregquency Freguency Explain Difference
. a. Inspection N
e ClUs 27
o Other SiUs &
b. Sampling (by CA) )
s ClUs ' 2
« Other SlUs 2
c. Self — Monitoring . : )
» ClUs gia-terly |k oy 47027 )
» Other SIUs c;;wfg.,\ﬂj,{ C Parsrimun, %7.,,&, f}l)
d. Reporting 4 L N
- ClUs | ey (ot freqves) kol
» Other SiUs ] /075 | L\nsmrgn frecrv Lyoo )
2. In the past 12 months, how many, and wifat percghtage of, SlUs wele the fAlidwing? [403.8(f)(2)(vi)] [WENDB -
NOIN] [RNC - I . s K
a. Not sampled or not inspected at least once [WENDB - NOIN] o o %
b. Not'sampled at least once o} O %
c. Not inspected at least ance & : o %

v e}rep)f -6" ';e}.vcilsb})@r:)ém';g N5CIU for w/x ioh )CKJIM? & 'jM/Pp%% L oy ,6?5«7 el
BT em?f,'[ L~ ZECro dwciw@”“ (o) Mw} NSCiu (’) | |
kg exrept hoq dhe

_ /47}7. C/ts i NSCil4 ﬁkbb‘y/g
FWF A ExCpf Zepo j

15
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SECTION iI: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW (Continued)

F. ENFORCEMENT .

1. Which of the following enforcement actions d

a. Notice or letter of violation
h. Administrative orders

c. Administrative fines

d. Show cause hearings

e. Compliance schedules

f. Permit revocation

g. Civil suits

h. Criminal suits

i. Termination of services

j. Other (specify)

Explain if appropriate ‘

id the CA use?

<
3
]
P
Qo

N/A

M Pa<i<

(KX%X X

‘1;-— J‘re,.:{f'th ‘ala o

5 Didthe GA comply with its approved ERP? [403.8()(8)] [RNC - 11 )
*‘ ‘wae,\(&\", +1|_‘, c;+J .{ Q&FJI‘, m"m .-H& ca.se b# 5\4-6@}(?5‘% 'F:;JS QPPeqk_s
o fave srade excesswe Lse The
Loforronent Resporse Plaw. (so2 harrative

éﬁ.s ¢A<’,7‘!°Lr4

N/A Yes No -

Prowvessvas BF  phe :
th+fmq Y4 //Isfec,'ﬂ‘oq }’LP Cff?f

3. Indicate the number and percent of SlUs tha

B

Nc«ug dune 1o ?"fﬂ :

Evaluation Period: 20l (lodas aﬁrl&?/- )

Number of SiUs: ]2

t were identified as being in SNC* with the following requirements from

~ the CA's last pretreatment program report. If the CA’s report does not provide this i
information for the most recent four fulf quarters during the inspection.

SNC Evaluation Period

nformation, obtain the

;. P | g
e T3 — Sopbwb 355071

/ % | Applicable pretreatment standards and reporting requirements  *SNC defined by
% | Self - monitoring requirements POTW
% | Pretreatment compliance schedules EPA,

3a. Indicate the number of SiUs that have been in 100% compliance with all pretreatment requirements?

16
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SECTION ll: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/[NT_ERV!EW (Continued) '

(

F. ENFORCEMENT (Continued)

4. - Did the CA publish all SlUs in SNC in the largest local daily newspaper in
_ accordance with NPDES permit requirements 7 [403.8()(2)(vil) ] )

[ Yes

No

sampled (in the four most recent full quarters)? [WENDSB - SINN]

5, How many SiUs are in SNC with sel-monitoring requirements and were not inspected and/or

@)

6. a. Did the CA experience any of the following caused by industrial discharges?

Yes

No

lnk

| Explain

s Interference

« Pass through

e Fire or explosions (flashpoint, etc.) ' "

« Corrosive structural damage v {
» Flow obstruction :

« Excessive flow rafes ' e e

« Excessive pollutant concenfrations

» Heat problems

o Interference due to O&G -

e Toxic fumes

o \llicit dumping of hauled wastes

« Worker health and safety -

Kl Do XXX

o Other (specify)

¥ lv)veshj;,fm? Coryy SEn /é,;»,léz g+ /Vﬂf? “ /MW?’.J ETARR Y/ 4
; . ) ;
x¥ NA"‘/ ehese/ oell :
b. Ifyes, did the CA take enforcement action against the [Us causing or
contributing to pass through or interference? [RNC-1] -

G4

ot (Bl v//llg /‘44 A}fﬁ/g ok

Yes

“No

X

b oF Vol sl - Dong, £ oot cxtecteleds recorerect

17
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SECTION II: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/IINTERVIEW (Continued)

F. ENFORCEMENT (Continued})

7. a. How many SlIUs are on compliance schedules?

b. List these SIUs by name and compliance schedule end dates (attach additional sheets as needed).

L [ |

SiU End Date
5’6/&:&"/)0* /731;4)} 2/32 2o/ X
. Yes No
8. Were any ClUs allowed more than 3 years from the effective date of a categorical . N
standard to achieve compliance? [403.6(b)]
If yes, identify and explain.
| Yes | " No
9. Did any SiUs retum to comphance by any of the foliowmg'? [RNC -]
- a. Within 90 days , >
b. Within the time specified in the ERP >
-c. Through a compliance schedule >

component (including legal authority, jocal limits, DSS requxrements etc V7o

G. ADDITIONAL EVALUATIONS

(%~

SECTION Il COMPLETED BY: 1D

TITLE: é-mwnmaaﬂ%ﬂ&
POTW REPRESENTATIVE .

PROVIDING RESPONSES:

. L
. DATE: Defden 3 ) 2O/ L
TELEPHONE:

DATE:
TELEPHONE:

18
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SECTION lil: EVALUATION AND SUMMAr\{

INSTRUCTIONS:, {dentify program components that the CA is recommended (Rec.) or required (Req.) o
implement in order to effectively implement the pretreatment program and/or-to meet its regulatory requirements..
Specify the corrective action the CA needs to take. B

No feerdher _re7wmm_én7l5. |

: Regulatory. Checklist Action A
Description ' Citation - Question(s) Rec. | Reaq.
A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION )
7. Notify of program modification - [ 403.18 | LA | |
Ne fuyther rafwkemenfs . ' :
8. U CHARACTERIZATION
1. \dentify and locate all SiUs - [ 403.8(F)(2)(0) - [ - uB
No further \ref?uwemevﬁ's .
5. ldentify the character and volume of po!lutanté [ 403.8(H(2)(i) I LB ILEA 1. - |
contributed to-POTW by Us ' - o
Ne further V‘ejwhamznf's,
C. CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION
1 Issue individual control mechanisms to all SIUs [ 403.8(A(1)i) | B4 IC1&2 |

19 -
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SECTION il EVALUATIQN AND SUMMARY (Continued)

Regulatory Checkilist Action -
Description A Citation Question(s) Rec. | Regq.
C. CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION (Continued) )
2. Ensure control mechanisms contents include: [ 403.8(R(N)H) | 1.B.2.a- | . |
- A staternent of duration f. Compliance schedules
A statement of nontransferability g. Notice of slug loading

h. Notification of spills, bypasses, upsets etc.
. -Notification of significant change in discharge
] 24-hour notification of violation/resamplée requirsment

Effluent limits
Self - monitoring requirements
. A statement of penalties

Ne ﬁ:kﬁék re 7u/remlfﬁ7l5

o oo

D. APPLlCATlON OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

1. Apply all applicable pretreatment standards - | 403. 8(f)(1)(m) ] IB2aj | |
ND' e Z%Q r l—e7 f/ll"elfneq"fs _
2. Evaluate the need for SIUs to develop slug discharge [403.8@(N); 4035 ] 1.C.1-6;1-D2 |

control plans

o frther rejp/famex«fs

E COMPLIANCE MONITORING

1 Approved program ] D2 & 7 0EA |

. Inspect and sample each SIU in accordance wrth
approved program

Ne further ha7ufr'emem‘s .

20




SECTION liI: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY (Continued)

: Regulatory Checklist Action
. Description Citation Question(s) Rec. | Req
E. COMPLIANCE MONITORING {Continued} ] '
2. Inspect and sample each SiU once a year 403.8(H(2)(v) .D.1&6; ILE1 &
’ ' 2

No fuyther req viresrenTs .

3. Use proper sampling analysis (40 CFR Part 136) and [ 403.8(A(2)(V]) | ID3,5&8 | |

inspection procedures

No further r—e.rn-emeﬁfs.

4. Require, receive, and analyze reports from SlUs ‘ 403.8(N(2)(v) T 1.B.2.d; Li;.1-12;
' - LE.

No fur-ther mqwrameld’s. .

iance and [ 403.8()(2)(vi) [ 1F3,4&9 |

5. Monitor to demonstrate continued compl
resampling after violation(s) .
No ,Cu-wf'he.r r37 v/ reni e,h*é's )

5. Ensure ClUs reporton all regulated p
once every 6 months -

No fFuther reqUreneh

ollutants atleast - | Z0312(Q(1&2) | IF2&S5 [

21




SECTION 1l EVALUATICN AND SUMMARY (Continued)

Regulatory . .Checklist

Action
‘ Description Citation Question(s) Rec. | Redq.
E. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (Continued) ] -
7. Ensure noncategorical SIUs self-monitor and report all | 403.12(h) | 1F2&5 | |
regulated pollutants at least once every 6 months
No Luyther reqet rements .
8. Require self-monitoring reports from ClUs to be signed 403.12(ly t.F.6
: o 403.6()2))
and certified and reports from SiUs to be signed
Np Fuwther re7un~ame,h‘£‘s
9. Receive notification of hazardoﬁs waste discharges | 403.12(})&(;5) | LF.10;11.D.3 |
Ne funther -P‘e7 VIrements .
F. ENFORCEMENT . ' . .
1. Implement approved ERP ’ .. T 40380 (5). | LE.3; IL.F.2 | [ < .

The ﬁvld of fvergfﬁ im«Sf {ake en-{fp;.;eyqen'/ ae'f/'onj uha/ escqldf.
en folr-cemehDL as hecessSakr , " @ 7‘/?”&/ MMﬂer)' o é)-/ oérc/élﬁzks-

back e @Mf/ldlo/‘e, wr 't stegcleards (%22 harm,?‘lke x;,;/aeal/o;, repor

Fbr more, e 4,,/,)‘-

2. Annuaily publish a list of [Us in SNC ' T a038@@vi | VES IE4 |

Ne further l/‘efwremeh‘ll‘s.
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SECTION Ill'' “VALUATION AND SUMMARY (C\ _tinued)

“Regulatory Checklist Action
Description Citation Question(s) Rec. | Req.
F. ENFORCEMENT (Continued) . : . '
3.. Develop IU compliance schedules: . : 403.8(H(1)(IvX(A) | 1.B.2fILFA, 7 & '>4
' : 9

The, a+j of Lierett mésf n»éVC/DP compliaice schediles " o Hmely manus I
as Pecessary te éf;? d'/scémjz s baclk wle con Pllaace wrth s'ﬁna’ahé_

(feg nakvy 7!ch /yspection I»’E.ID&P"} 7[;5)" o de:"'«fe.l].)

[ 403.6(0) | I.F.8 1

4. Ensure IU compliance within 3 years of standards
effective date (or less than 3 years where required by
standard) ' .

Ne feorher rc7u)remeis_ .

403.12(d) | |.F.3 |

5. Ensure new sources report on cbmpliance with l
appropriate standards within first 90 days of discharge

" Ne further :‘*&71///@/%9&77‘5’

G. ADDITIONAL EVALUATIONS

“SECTION [l COMPLETED BY: _'_D,;.a' Vicdaen— 'DATE: Ospole,. 15 =ajz_on,

TITLE: E‘nwrmmen‘b/ @mgg» TELEPHONE: 428 c4> Qo
) , v _
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