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

Transaction Code ‘ NPDES # . yr/mo/day Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type
1N 25 |3 17/12/19 1Gs 19 S 201
- - WA0024490

= (December
19, 2017)
Remarks
Inspection work days Facility Self-Monitoring Evaluation Rating BI QA Reserved
67 69 70 5 71N 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 and
POTW name and NPDES permit number) 9:00 AM December Expiration Date:
City of Everett 19, 2017

November 1, 2015

Industrial P tP
ndustrial Wastewater Pretreatment Program October 30, 2020

3200 Cedar Street
Everett, WA 98201

Exit Time / Date

3:00 PM December
19, 2017

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s)/Title(s)/Phone and Fax Number(s) Other Facility Data
Jeff Kerwin, Pretreatment Program Manager, (425) 257-8241
Gene Bennett, Industrial Inspector, (425) 257-8249

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

Dave Davis, Public Works Director

L ZaN|
Phone Number Fax 425 257 8800 contacted? Yes No

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

X | Permit [1 | Flow Measurement [] | Operations&Maint. [] | CSO/SSO (Sewer Overflow)
XI | Records/Reports X | Self-Monitoring Program | [] | Sludge Handling/Disposal | [] | Pollution Prevention

L] Facility Site Review [J | Compliance Schedules X Pretreatment [1 | Multimedia

Xl | Effluent/Receiving water | [ 1 | Laboratory [1 | Storm Water [ | other

Section D: Summary of Findings/Comments
Purpose of Audit/Methodology

This pretreatment audit 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 industrial user permit files, including permits, inspection reports, self-monitoring 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, as well as a review of files.

The Department of Ecology conducts a yearly pretreatment compliance inspection (PCl) of the City of Everett's (the City)
Industrial Wastewater Pretreatment Program. Ecology conducts a pretreatment compliance audit (PCA) at least once per
the five year NPDES permit cycle of the City. This audit was conducted on December 19, 2017 by Biniam Zelelow,
Ecology NWRO Pretreatment Engineer.

The City operates one wastewater treatment plant — Everett Water Pollution Control Facility — and has interjurisdictional
agreements with Mukilteo, Alderwood, and Silverlake Water Districts.

The most recent pretreatment program audit and inspection were conducted in December 2014 and December 2015,
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respectively. The determination of the audit and the inspection was that the City was complying with the terms and
provisions of the General Pretreatment Regulations of the National Pretreatment Program.

Summary of Findings of this pretreatment compliance audit (PCA)

This PCA examined the City’s legal authority, IU control mechanisms, compliance monitoring, and enforcement and
determined that the City continues to perform exceptionally well in implementing all national pretreatment
standards and requirements in addition to any more stringent local requirements necessary to protect site-specific
conditions of the Everett Water Pollution Control Facility (EWPCF) and its collection system.

There were no major changes in IU control mechanisms. The Pretreatment Program does not issue or administer general
control mechanisms. This task is performed by the collections system unit of the City.

Pretreatment Program Status, Pretreatment Program Profile, and Legal Review Checklist

Ecology completed Attachment A (Pretreatment Program Status) of EPA’s 2010 document “Control Authority
Pretreatment Audit Checklist and Instructions.” Ecology requested for the City to complete Attachment B (Pretreatment
Program Profile) and Attachment C (Legal Review Checklist).

The completed forms confirm that the POTW is complying with the legal authority requirements of 40 CFR Part 403. The
completed forms are attached with this PCA report.

IU Site Visit

As part of this PCA, Ecology requested for the City of Everett to arrange a pretreatment compliance inspection with
Umbra Cuscinetti, Inc., a categorical significant industrial user (40 CFR 433.17) which is engaged in the business of
manufacturing aircraft parts, primarily for Boeing. The facility mainly manufactures gear and shaft products with the main
categorical processes being an abrasive (garnet) waterjet cutting of sector gears, a NITAL (nitric acid/alcohol) etch
inspection, and LPI (liquid penetrant inspection). The characteristics of the wastewater is such that the only pretreatment
required is pH neutralization.

Ecology identified Umbra Cuscinetti to be a suitable facility for a joint inspection with the City’s inspector, Gene Bennett,
which was conducted on December 20, 2017, the next day to the PCA. The facility was selected based on EPAs
suggested criteria to use in selecting 1Us to visit. The purpose of the visit was to evaluate accurate categorization of the
facility by the City, identify discrepancies or deficiencies (if any) in CA personnel’s inspection or sampling procedures
determine adequacy of pretreatment, and verify file information.

Attachment D of EPA’s 2010 document “Control Authority Pretreatment Audit Checklist and Instructions” was used to
document the findings of this inspection. The completed form is attached with this report.

IU File Review

The Department of Ecology Inspector reviewed three industrial user permittee files during this Pretreatment Compliance
Audit, those for Jamco America Inc., Stockpot, Inc. and Umbra Cuscinetti, Inc. The permits were current and contained all
the necessary provisions. The permit files were complete and contained the required number of control authority
sampling records and inspection records. The City of Everett normally inspects and samples each significant industrial
user at least two times per year.

The files reviewed contained all the relevant information: Self-monitoring reports, the City’s sampling results, inspection
reports, enforcement files when applicable, permits and permit application, and slug discharge control plans, when
applicable. The industries listed above are categorized properly in accordance with their activities and the nature and
means of generation of wastewater as promulgated in 40 CFR Parts 406-471. The categorical limits set were also in
agreement with those list in 40 CFR Part 406-471. Where applicable, the City local limits are imposed and are more
stringent than the federal standards.

List of Significant Industrial Users

The City of Everett provided the Ecology auditor with a list of 23 Industrial users that were either CIU or SIU, or both in
2017. See table below. Ametech was listed as an SIU in the 2016 annual report but the company was closed in
September 2017 and thus the permit has been cancelled.
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Industry Category: 40 CFR Part
Achilles USA 463

Airport Road Transfer Station 403

Ametech - Closed in September 2017 NA

Aramark 403

AvtechTyee 433, Zero Discharge
Blue Streak Finishers 433

Boeing 433

Boeing Electrical Response Center 433, Zero Discharge
Cathcart Landfill 403

Cintas Industrial Laundry 403

Community Transit Bus (Kasch Park) 403

Community Transit Bus (Hardeson Road) 403

Dura Coatings 433, Zero Discharge
Eckstrom Industries, Inc. 433, NSCIU

Everett Landfill 403

Fluke Corporation (Seaway Blvd) 433

JAMCO America Inc. 433, Zero Discharge
Naval Station Everett 403

Port Chatham/Icicle Seafoods 403

Rail Makers NW 433, NSCIU

Shin Nippon Bioengineering Laboratories 403

Stockpot, Inc. 403

Umbra Cuscinetti 433

UTC Aerospace Systems 433, Zero Discharge

Compliance and Enforcement

In 2017, there were no reported noncompliance from any of the permitted 1U’s from the self-monitoring discharge reports.
The City’s inspections and sampling also showed that all the [Us complied with their special and general conditions of
their permits.

The following SIUs were in 100% compliance with Pretreatment Standards and Requirements in 2017.

Industry  _____ Category  Fully compliant?

Achilles 463 Yes
Airport Road Transfer Station 403 Yes
Aramark 403 Yes
Avtech Tyee 433, Zero Discharge Yes
Boeing 433 Yes
Boeing ERC 433, Zero Discharge Yes
Cathcart 403 Yes
Cintas 403 Yes
Community Transit Kasch Park 403 Yes
Dura Coatings 433, Zero Discharge Yes
Eckstrom Industries, Inc 433, NSCIU Yes
JAMCO 433 Yes
Railmakers 433, NSCIU Yes
StockPot 403 Yes
Umbra Cuscinetti 433 Yes
UTAS 433, Zero Discharge Yes
WA Department of Ecology inspected by Biniam Zelelow
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During the interview, the City staff indicated that there were no major activities related to enforcement as there were no
significant noncompliance. Hence, there were no administrative orders or civil penalties related to pretreatment or
industrial users.

Major Changes at the Treatment Plant during this NPDES Permit Cycle

At the treatment plant, there are 3 major changes anticipated during this permit cycle but none due to pretreatment issues:

1.  Replace the chlorine building, upsize the emergency generator to enable disinfection and effluent
pumping, and make outfall vault/manhole/piping improvements.

2. Add an emergency generator to power the Headworks CSO bar screen and essential Admin
Bldg/Laboratory equipment.

3.  Replace the media in trickling filters #1 and #2.
The City’s Inspections and Sampling of SIU’s
The program inspected and sampled each SIU twice in the calendaryear 2017.

In reviewing IU files, the City’s sampling events are compliant with requirements of 40 CFR Part 403.8 (f) (2) (v) for
inspection and sampling of each SIU's effluent at least once a year. The self-monitoring program seems to also be
working very well with appropriate ERP for violators of this permit condition in the City’s discharge permits.

Septage Monitoring

The City's Ordinance doesn'’t allow trucked haulage except for domestic septage.
Pretreatment Program Components in the Process of Modification

The City is not conducting any program modifications at this time.

The most recent changes to the pretreatment program include the City’s Enforcement Response Plan and its Industrial
user survey procedures which were modified in 2015. At the time of the 2013 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection
(December 2013), the Department of Ecology requested, in response to a USEPA Region 10 request, that the City of
Everett review its Enforcement Response Plan and related provisions of its ordinance. The City of Everett completed its
review of its Enforcement Response Plan and undertook modifications of the Enforcement Response Plan. The City of
Everett also reviewed its:Industrial User Survey Procedures and made necessary changes. The Department of Ecology
requested the City of Everett to submit the proposed revised Enforcement Response Plan and Industrial User Survey
Procedures no later than October 30, 2015. The City of Everett submitted its Enforcement Response Plan (ERP) and
Industrial Survey Procedures on October 10, 2015. Ecology approved both submittals on January 11, 2016.

Dental Office Point Source Category

On June 14, 2017, EPA published a newly promulgated pretreatment rule for dental dischargers. In this rule, EPA
concluded that requiring dental offices to remove mercury through relatively low-cost and readily available amalgam
separators and BMPs makes sense. Capturing mercury-laden waste where it is created prevents it from being released
into the environment. This final rule controls mercury discharges to POTWs by establishing a performance standard for
amalgam process wastewater based on the use of amalgam separator technology. The rule also requires dental
dischargers to adopt two BMPs: one which prohibits the discharge of waste amalgam to a POTW and the other which
prohibits the use of oxidizing or acidic cleaners (when cleaning dental unit water lines such as chair-side traps and
vacuum lines) that may lead to the dissolution of solid mercury.

The City initially surveyed all the dental offices (approximately 80) in Everett in 2015 but due to the lack of concrete
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national guidance at that time, the City did not continue with the project in full force as it had started. With the newly
promulgated 40 CFR Part 441 now in effect since the past summer (82 FR 27176), the City will need to survey all dental
dischargers and inspect as many of them as time and resources allow. Existing dental offices that are subject to 40 CFR
Part 441 must achieve the pretreatment standards listed in 40 CFR Part 441.30 PSES by July 14, 2020 and the reporting
and recording keeping requirements of 40 CFR Part 441.50 by October 12, 2020 or no later than 90 days after a transfer
of ownership. New sources subject to this part must comply with the requirements of 40 CFR Part 441.40 PSNS as of July
14, 2017 and the reporting and recording keeping requirements of 40 CFR Part 441.50 within 90 days of introducing
wastewater into EWPCF.

Technical Assistance Rendered to other Pretreatment Programs

The City of Everett pretreatment program’s Gene Bennett owns and administers a discussion forum for Pretreatment
Coordinators in Yahoo! Groups. Puget Sound area pretreatment coordinators contribute to and gain valuable information
from this national list of over 2600 pretreatment coordinators. The Department of Ecology greatly appreciates the
assistance which the City of Everett pretreatment program has rendered to other cities in various forms.

Conclusion

The Department of Ecology has determined that the City of Everett is operating its pretreatment program in compliance
with state and federal regulatory requirements. The timeliness and magnitude of the City’s enforcement actions greatly
improved in 2015 and 2016. Since the City updated its ERP in 2016, many facilities saw escalating enforcement actions
including Community Transit, Shin Nippon Bioengineering Laboratories, and StockPot Foods, Inc. As a result of this, the
aforementioned Sl1Us were brought into compliance and no longer held significant noncompliance (SNC) status in 2017
nor were any other SlUs in SNC in 2017.

Finally, the City will need to get up to speed as soon as possible in implementing the dental rule as new sources subject
to that part (40 CFR 441) need to comply as of July 14, 2017

Recommendations — Ecology recommends for the City to consider the following:
- Develop a checklist or a form for use during IU site visits in order to make the inspection process more systematic

- Provide a trend of biosolids quality in annual reports in order to continually evaluate adequacy of local limits
- Conduct a comprehensive industrial user survey with the 2020 NPDES permit renewal application

Name(s) and Signatures of lnspector Agency/Office/Telephone Date
Biniam ele WA Dept. of Ecology/NWRO/(425)649-7127 January 18, 2018
q } > 3190 - 160th SE, Bellevue, WA 98008-5452
L Ut
-Slﬁature of Management Q A ReVIewer Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date
WA Dept. of Ecology/NWRO/(425)649-7000
MM"M fax (425)649-7098 Jan22,20'3

d 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 Code. 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 Permit No. Enter the facility’s NPDES permit number. (Use the Remarks columns 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 21U Sampling Inspection
B Compliance Biomonitoring M Muitimedia 3 IU Non-Sampling Inspection
C Compliance Evaluation (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 6 IU Non-Sampling Inspection with
pretreatment
F  Pretreatment Follow-up U IU Inspection with Pretreatment Audit 7 1U Toxics with Pretreatment
G Pretreatment Audit X Toxics Inspection
| Industrial User (IU) Inspection Z Sludge

Column 19: Inspector Code. Use one of the codes listed below to describe the lead 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.

Columns 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.

gy 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 “Multimedia” may indicate medias such as CAA, RCRA, and TSCA. The heading 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, including
effluent data when sampling has been done. Use extra sheets as necessary.
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CONTROL AUTHORITY PRETREATMENT AUDIT CHECKLIST

AUDIT CHECKLIST CONTENTS
Cover Page and Acronym/Abbreviation List
Section | Data Review |
Section Il IU File Evaluation
Section llI Observations and Concerns
/ Attachment A Pretreatment Program Status Update
(‘/ Attachment B Pretreatment Program Profile
Attachment C Legal Authority Review Checklist
Attachment D Worksheets

Site Visit Data Sheet

WENDB Data Entry Worksheet

PCA Required ICIS Data Elements Worksheet
RNC Worksheet

Attachment D Supporting Documentation

Control Authority (CA) name and address Date(s) of audit

G Evere bt Decewmber 14, 2017
Ir\()loroji\rr;ub \U,\s\-um\\-(f P)—e’(v(v\\‘\ﬂen\‘ Pm&ﬂlv‘v\ o '
3200 cedar %Yreejc

SNeve -ty | \V ‘ng,O\
Treatment Plant Name NPDES Permit Number Effective Date Expiration Permit
K 7 Date ) Reviewed?
ENee YT Wokky poly Hows - [WROQZHA4 40 ol 2015 [iol3el2020 [ Nex
Condrol Yacldy
AUDITOR(S)
Name Title/Affiliation Telephone Number Email Address
Boam Zet\ou) [Predfeadonent Tanineey™ [Hog. 644- 323 L2el 46| @ €Y -
—Em\o&\/ LU . AON

CA REPRESENTATIVE(S)
Name Title/Affiliation Telephone Number Email Address

Sell Fecunn Tocluctr wolle. otwwrthay™ 16 18} - K241 K3 Kenw al exarebtun- 0N
ene. Lennetl I al x\ug)«—r.m \wesle. \__\;V\(\P-((\_(lL 115 .15) {240 (Benne L (D evecett -30\(

*|dentified program contact

February 2010 PCA-1



ACRONYM AND ABBREVIATION LIST

Acronym/Abbreviation

Term

AO

Administrative Order

BMP Best management practices
BMR Baseline Monitoring Report
CA Control Authority
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Remediation, Compensation and Liability Act
CFR Code of Federal Regulations
ClU Categorical Industrial User
CSO Combined sewer overflow
CWA Clean Water Act
CWF Combined Wastestream Formula
DMR Discharge Monitoring Report
DSS Domestic Sewage Study
EP Extraction Procedure
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
ERP Enforcement Response Plan
FDF Fundamentally different factors
FTE Full-time equivalent
FWA Flow-Weighted Average
gpd Gallons per day
ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System
9] Industrial User
IWS Industrial Waste Survey
mgd Million gallons per day
MSW Municipal solid waste
N/A Not applicable
ND Not determined
NOV Notice of Violation
NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
NSCIU Nonsignificant Categorical Industrial User
0&G Oil and grease
PCA Pretreatment Compliance Audit
PCI Pretreatment Compliance Inspection
PCS Permit Compliance System
PCA-2 February 2010




ACRONYM AND ABBREVIATION LIST (CONTINUED)

Acronym/Abbreviation

Term

PIRT
POTW
QA/QC
RCRA
RIDE
RNC
SlU
SNC
SuUO
TCLP
TMDL
TOMP
TRC
TRE
TRIS
TSDF
TTO
UST
WENDB
Y/N

Pretreatment Implementation Review Task Force
Publicly owned treatment works

Quality assurance/quality control

Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Required ICIS Data Element

Reportable Noncompliance

Significant Industrial User

Significant Noncompliance

Sewer Use Ordinance

Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure
Total maximum daily load

Toxic Organic Management Plan
Technical Review Criteria

Technical Review Evaluation

Toxics Release Inventory System
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facility
Total toxic organics

Underground Storage Tank

Water Enforcement National Data Base

Yes or no

February 2010
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GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

1. As noted in the Introduction, the auditor should review a representative number of SIU files. Section |l of this
checklist provides space to document five IU files. This should not be construed to mean that five is an adequate
representation of files to review. The auditor should make as many copies of Section | as needed to document a
representative number of files according to the discussion in the Introduction.

2. The auditor should ensure that during the audit, he or she follows up on any and all violations noted in the
previous inspection, annual report, or during the course of the audit.

3. Throughout the course of the evaluation, the auditor should look for areas in which the CA should improve the
effectiveness and quality of its program.

4, Audit findings should clearly distinguish between violations, deficiencies, and effectiveness issues.

PCA-4 February 2010



SECTION I: DATA REVIEW

appropriate. Specific data might be required in some cases.

o Use N/A (Not Applicable) where appropriate.

e Wirite ND (Not Determined) beside the questions or items that were not evaluated during the audit.

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this section on the basis of CA activities to implement its pretreatment program. Answers to
these questions could be obtained from a combination of sources including discussions with CA personnel, review of
general and specific IU files, IU site visits, review of POTW treatment plants, among others. Attach documentation where

A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION [403.18]

1. a. Has the CA made any substantial changes to the pretreatment program that were not
reported to the Approval Authority (e.g., legal authority, less stringent limits,
multijurisdictional situation)?

If yes, discuss.

b. Is the CA in the process of making any substantial modifications to any pretreatment
program component (including legal authority, less stringent local limits, and
required pretreatment provisions from the 2005 revisions to the General Pretreatment
Regulations, multijurisdictional situation, and others)?

If yes, describe.

Yne QrbluY\U\V\L‘Q, \S\J\L\\’\LY "\‘\{'003'~

c. Has the CA made any nonsubstantial changes to the pretreatment program (i.e., pH limit

modification, reallocation of the maximum allowable headworks loading, and such)?

If yes, describe.

Yes No
Yes No

X

- T\we C'\\\/ &\\m\\ts‘ @\H\em, Ao\\b\ ,‘/or ,XOCL\QA Wik Ve
— T we CK*( {A*?vxlﬁ"irkf}v Somes Mninoy =pts o be \‘\'\(’\Clﬁx h

Aales.

Yes

No

X

February 2010
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)
A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION (continued) [403.18]

1. d. Has the CA amended its pretreatment program to include the following components required under the 2005
amendments to the General Pretreatment Regulations:

No

<
®
7

e Slug control requirements in control mechanisms. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(6)]

o Notification requirements to include changes that might affect the potential for a slug
discharge. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(vi)]

e Revised SNC definition. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(viii)]

o Clarification that SIU reports must include any applicable BMP compliance information.
[40 CFR 40.12(b), (e), (h)]

e  SIU control mechanisms must contain any BMPs required by a Pretreatment Standard,
local limits, state, or local law. [40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(3)]

PNA A AR DR

o Record-keeping requirements for BMPs. [40 CFR 403.12(0)]

o Clarification that CAs that perform sampling for SIUs must perform any required repeat
sampling and analysis within 30 days of becoming aware of a yiolation. [40 CFR K

403.12@@2 Twe. O3 AQestot Shwples 40v" CTUs -

e Modifications to the sampling requirements. [40 CFR 403.12(g)] e
e Requirement to report all monitoring results. [40 CFR 403.12(g)] X
If not, when?
e. Has the CA adopted or does the CA plan to adopt any of the optional measures provided Yes No
by the 2005 amendments to the General Pretreatment Regulations? X

If yes, check which ones.

Issuance of monitoring waivers for pollutants that are not present [40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(v) and 403.12(e)(2)]

[40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(A)]

Using BMPs as an alternative to numeric local limits [40 CFR 403.3(e), 403.5(c)(4), 403.8(f), 403.12(b), (e),

.
y( Issuance of general control mechanisms to regulate multiple industrial dischargers with similar wastes
L | and (h)]

Authority to implement alternative sampling, reporting, and inspection frequencies for NSCIUs
[40 CFR 403.3(v)(2), 403.8(f)(2)(v)(B), 403.8(f)(6), 403.12(e)(1), 403.12(g), (i), and (q)]

Authority to implement alternative sampling, reporting, and inspection frequencies for middle-tier ClUs
[40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(v)(C), 403.12(e)(3), and 403.12(i)]

Authority to implement equivalent concentration limits for flow-based standards [40 CFR 403.6(c)(6)]

NN N

Authority to implement equivalent mass limits for concentration-based standards [40 CFR 403.6(c)(5)]
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION (continued) [403.18]

2. a. Are there any planned changes to the POTW's treatment plant(s)?

TR eres fres Maree weder cWanges amdrer patedl
}\uriva Nt pevmd A Cye e -
@ (3\ oce “‘TV\U
%«(,V\ r %ex'\em v

If yes, describe. s

Yo ena

I :
2L% M)\ N emer ooy g\imh ‘o u»uf*\/\u oA Wovis
?CSIOK r)—(‘i’('tf%\‘t Olbv{ﬁﬁgﬁb ] ﬁy\«\.\'\ UL \M'\Jﬁ ﬂab’omw C(b\]\
» e place, Xher eS¢ i QX 4 Yev; a .
3 b. Are&thés%kc‘hta\ﬁ\ges to thgtrea?mé;ft\plant(s) due tc‘),‘\p‘)etreatmentsi‘ssigs. ~ L

VO

If yes, what were the issues?

Yes

No

C/

\n&orln& bt\\;}:'\% LUeS HN

AL A

Q @\Q € Wned
ﬁ'\"zﬁcv\\‘o‘{\ o\v\o\ PUW—Q\V\G
ik, wearie oot dull e | man hole- | P1eiA wfm\amha

Yes

No

A

B. LEGAL AUTHORITY [403.8(f)(1) ]

c. Does the CA have an agreement in place that addresses pretreatment program

responsibilities?

d. Is the CA or the contributing jurisdiction responsible for the following:

Yes No
1. a. Are there any contributing jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the POTW? X
If yes, complete questions b—e.
b. List the contributing jurisdictions. i
Sihevlares Waker BHiskric - k.
A\ A{rwoo Wy vy \l“\f\'f-» W"\\'(r &a’)*ﬂ(
MUK \deo Winker o wes ke water Dighricd
Yes No

X

CA Responsibility

Contributing Jurisdiction
Responsibility

Updating the IWS

A

Notifying 1Us of requirements

Issuance of control mechanisms

Receiving and reviewing IU reports

Conducting inspections

Conducting compliance monitoring

AR

Enforcement of Pretreatment Standards and Requirements

February 2010
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)
B. LEGAL AUTHORITY (continued) [403.8(f)(1)] (continued)

e. Has the CA had any problems with implementation of its pretreatment program within

Yes No
the contributing jurisdictions?

If yes, explain.

Yes No

2. a. Has the CA updated its legal authority to reflect the 2005 General Pretreatment
Regulation changes?

b. Did all contributing jurisdictions update their SUOs to be as stringent as the receiving £3)
POTW?

7

c. Did the CA update its procedures and ERP to implement the changes in its SuUo?

A

Explain (30 C'o\!\\orl%\)\-‘\g Qufi»:)\) c\40~“5 reterencen C’}\[ v;} Eevelds
PVC*\'V(O\}YW\'{V\)(* OTLMV\C‘L \V\Cr(,-\’,/*’()ro\v\ (/\/\"\V\”dc,‘ L‘(\'\'(/\Q

AQ)C a&_, SRy \“)\3(\3‘ LU\QOV\S " oor ILV\&\V\ < \Wis f\’O‘\‘ N CeSSUry.

3. Does the CA experience difficulty in implementing its legal authority [i.e., SUO, Yes No

X

interjurisdictional agreement (e.g., permit challenged, entry refused, penalty appealed)]?

If yes, explain.

PCA-8
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

C. U CHARACTERIZATION [403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)]
1. a. How does the CA define SIU? (Is it the same in contributing jurisdictions? Is it different from the federal definition at

40 CFR 403.3(v)?)

SMhe Shves 608 O\ HO cFZ H02-3 (\.) C\)

b. If the CA has implemented the middle-tier CIU provisions, how does the CA define middle-tier Cclu?

e Guwmes o5 n HO CAZ 403 a\foughh e CA doemt
NV \SV\'\AA\'C/\ di-er CIUs-

c. If the CA has implemented the NSCIU provisions, how does the CA define NSCIU?
————— N s
TR Swex 05 o~ A0 F2 403.3 (V) (2)

2. How are SIUs identified and categorized (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?
SIVs aren tbendidied ¢
- 51 '\)\:\V\& Tu)s. Per‘.o& ca\\\/ U@A(A \'64*

. v T (. 5 tckOV\y ‘_
- lﬁ%(‘i\/\o\‘ 0N\ QY’O\I\'A—QLCV\ P‘Q\’M‘* &(}P

Discuss any problems. Ngne-
\ 5 (u\\~‘o‘/\)'

3. a. How and when does the CA update its WS to identify new IUs (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?
—— (-"\»7 GQ(\&\"(Q‘ s XWS CO{\X‘\V\U OU’B"?‘
— copkiruous  evalua Jon  and updaker ‘ e g
—TThe. Profaws receNe oNHrmakion frow Yue. Cler's of R eyl
feuw busnesyes ON « \Mcv\’“'\l\/ WU S . — drivivy aroundy :}\\Nl"g ROy
b. How and when does the CA identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing IUs (including those in
contributing jurisdictions)?  —  $2-e g5y (o s c\mr&—Q ceon, torny polts ( dmés)
—_— BT_/V\.Sr'CCx'iQV\Q‘ Ey ‘\Q/\c C,“\‘\('J‘ ~\"e\l'(C',\ CV\<Y(°ﬁc\'bYY

) ion

_ «SlkW\P\"\vl\G '04, I VUs \\)7 '\'C\c C"‘f\/
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

C. U CHARACTERIZATION [403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)] (continued)

4. How many IUs are identified by the CA in each of the following groups?

a. ' 2_3 SlUs (as defined by the CA) [WENDB - SIUS, RIDE - SlUs]
6 ClUs, excluding middle-tier ClUs and NSCIUs [WENDB - CIUS, RIDE - ClUs]
O Middle-tier CIUs** (specify below)
il Noncategorical SIUs
b. é Other regulated nonsignificant IUs (specify) — G\wJ C\\QO"\UG sves ‘
6 Noncategorical nonsignificant IlUs . ng‘\ ﬁ?g;??ﬁg;gf‘:i;é:c v
Z NSCI!Js**, excluding zero-discharging CIUs [as defined by 40 CFR 403.3(v)(2)]
(specify below)
/—*‘ Zero-discharging ClUs** (specify below)
) 24 TOTAL

** The following section is to be completed only if the POTW has adopted middle-tier permitting [40 CFR 403.3(v),
403.8(f)(2)(v)(C), 403.12(e)(3)], general control mechanisms [40 CFR 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(A)], or NSCIUs [40 CFR
403.3(v)(2), 403.8(f)(2)(v)]. In addition the POTW’s program must be revised and approved for these classifications
before they can be used. =
y ¢« NscTU:®
= ZoBshromn 'Inc\x'jt\fxf.\‘, Il -
List of NSCIUs and zero-discharging ClUs: Q \
R e — odana¥ers
o 2Zer0 DiscNar 6\\/15 CDJs
I g\l '\'Q(\\ MR o€
List of Middle-Tier ClUs: = Dux Coatnys
ooy kee\'\ CQ};\‘Q - UTG6 QQ('OJp&r& 575/"CW\'r
—_ 30-@,\\1\3 2\«:9«‘: (lLQ,l (25\(0 oN\y< C‘QV\\'LY

If middle-tier CIU classification is used, what is 0.01% of the POTW's dry-weather capacity?

) - Nersion S
e 7o - 1 : 8 g C\ \ (k\n\'(& \3

List of SIUs with general control mechanisms: ~—— T ne, (4 AO en £ vUs=e
\‘Sae\f\e codu conkro| W ArA N {sWAy - v ¢ Ron AO\H alyn ]I)-e\{ M S

orts o deminiSerels &o\/‘ Y e Chy's sewef Co\\f(\\‘ovx SYGTwas \)\r\;ir.

SiogV
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

D. CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION [403.8(f)(1)(iii)]

1. a. How many and what percent of the total SIUs are not covered by an O O %
existing unexpired permit, or other individual control mechanism? [WENDB — NOCM, RIDE — SIUs without Control
Mechanisms] [RNC - II]

b. Has the CA implemented any general control mechanisms? N 0 .

c. If yes, how many SlUs (as defined by the CA) are covered by a general control mechanism? N l é
List the types of SIUs covered under a general control mechanism:

d. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiration date of the O

previous control mechanism or extended beyond 5 years? [RNC - 1]

If any, explain.

2. a. Do any UST), CERCLA, RCRA corrective action sites and/or other contaminated V-ey

groundwater sites discharge wastewater to the CA?

b. How are control mechanisms (specifically limits) developed for these facilities’? wes C\ *\( U3y

Trex Jocods Winids e ths orlivence Yo reglate qudn Ac e

Discuss — Tnevett Loy i\\ oavdu  Cova oty avre coNe <&
0s SUAN-
Yes No
3. a. Does the CA accept any waste by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe (including septage)? x
b. Is any of the waste hazardous as defined by RCRA? )(
c. Does any waste accepted via truck, rail, or dedicated pipe meet the CA'’s SIU definition? ><

d. Describe the CA’s program to control hauled wastes including a designated discharge point (e.g., number of points,
control/security procedures). [403.5(b)(8)] —Twes & 0(\\\/ OC (-ny\j* é\OW\e\r\fO IT WAl g),

\\0‘;\&6". = TINeA€ 1y frCTh Xt*o’sm\m\) NQCNFQSQ (DOLf\"D‘
— Permlis ares ixwe Yo @Qphm \av\ers -
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS
1. What limits (categorical, local, other) does the CA apply to wastes that are hauled to the POTW (directly to the

treatment plant or within the collection system, including contributing jurisdictions)? [403.1(b)(1)] .
e CY's orlisance aufhoriges o dowaCh ¢ seplepe oo v do the
ZwecE- Locol Wity do wot &(DPH ol 10\0 C‘}?( Ol do Emphes for Q.C.

2. How does the CA keep abreast of current regulations to ensure prOﬁer implementation of itimdards? [403.8(f)(2)(iii)]
— SoesTheRon KO Ynen  federall Feglyr, avrendindy WACWA

conferences ondy P'{*rc"\\‘“’\e"‘* WOTKSROPS - GenenenneH Oy dngy aktning |-
Sk’rf ‘\’9\\\00 G-KOUPS - PVe’\'VCu\:\\NW*’ :

3. Local limits evaluation: [403.8(f)(4); 122.21(j)(2)(ii)]

a. For what’pollutants have local limits been set? A_,— (0 0.5 ) ) ‘\6 (Q,L\,q') X C,a\ (0.'),1-&) J Cr(_;ﬁ)

co(3-0) May(01) Nt (2:83), pb(1.87), 2li0 ), hon pour Fo6{2o
all 1w W‘:)\L- © BN s stk s Perwily o & cooT - by - CioT buyes
b. How were these pollutants selected? bvl v No caoe Rowrer Ntow (40 c)

—Tre stlc (\;w\ wes o= o Az cussons Lefween
Ecoloy X ZPh-
e

c. What was the most prevalent/most stringent criteria (e.g., NPDES permit requirements, plant inhibition, and/or
sludge disposal requirements) for the limits?
Wa ey qvu\\}y e\ FOr: Cu, V\&, A&f cN
\S\U&b’( 9'\\/(4\\\*\/ 'H" ‘\ ‘)\‘S' CA' S 91’\ N
) ==\ 10 04 5 N0\8p ¢ - ;.
:i. Which e\xil\ocatioﬁ\aethod s) were usga? CL RrDCTEEeT 2Zn

Q“i{;O(N\ a\o (‘(\A\\O\/\ Yo o\ TTUs.

o

L]

e. What was the limit basis (i.e., instantaneous maximums, daily maximums, or other) for the local limits?
Sy waxivmv i

f. When was the CA's last local limits evaluation? What was the approval date?

:50\\/ 18042, Locolu Winmiks orea Q\Ig\\\ls\\“&e\

onwally Yo tnaves qure They sre v ™
. S \«e(mucvﬁi e FWPCF-
g. Has the CA identified any pollutants of concern beyond those in its local limits? x

If yes, how has this been addressed?
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS (continued)

4. What challenges, if any, were encountered during local limits development and/or implementation?

\one -

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING

1. a. How does the CA determine adequate IU monitoring (sampling, inspecting, and reporting) frequencies?
TTRe ((*7’ Uses  ZORs N Towehushrid User Pem\l’rkv\a
(=33 A avnce_ Wanval Y e '\‘B—QP \ﬁ,\/v\\:rt r 20\2 -

b. Is the frequency established above more, less, or the same as required?

Explain any difference.

TTRe Shwae as requiael.

c. Does the CA perform [U monitoring in lieu of requiring 1Us to conduct self-monitoring? If yes, list 1Us.

NO -

2. In the past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIUs were: [403.8(f)(2)(v)] [RNC - II]
(Define the 12-month period i\\ \'7_0\'% to \'L\%\\"lo ?)

a. Not sampled or not inspected at least once [WENDB — NOIN] O D %
b. Not sampled at least once [RIDE — SIUs Not Sampled] @) 0] %
c. Not inspected at least once (all parameters)? [RIDE — SIUs Not Inspected] 9 O %

If any, explain. Indicate how the percentage was determined (e.g., actual, estimated).
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (continued)

3. a. Indicate the number and percent of SIUs that were identified as being in SNC* with the following requirements as
listed in the CA’s last pretreatment program report: [WENDB, RIDE] [RNC - 1]

SNC Evaluation Period \\\ \’Lo 1 =l \'),0\'4
; % | Applicable Pretreatment Standards and reporting
0 requirements *SNC defined by:
’Q % | Self-monitoring requirements POTW I
0 % | Pretreatment compliance schedule(s) EPA L/

b. Are any of the SIUs that were listed as being in SNC in the most recent pretreatment report still in SNC status? If
yes, listslUs.  N\J{)

c. Indicate the number of SIUs that have been in 100% compliance with all Pretreatment Standards and Requirements.
Evaluation Period: _| ‘ 117«0\"\- — \2\2\ \"I.Olﬂr
Number of SlUs: l b

«DUM Coa gy
CZC@Y‘)VV\ ‘Lv\)\x@r';tr

Names of SIUs: ¢ frc\n! |les og;}e,;'vxa v WA C O
o N ok o 22 (e
| tnder 8 bkon pCalncard  froceet
U RS ¢ hmygwnar = rCntuy

¢« AN e\ T Yee sConnmunity ek — Caddn Pavi<
4. \What does the CA’s basic inspection include? (process areas, pretreatment facilities, chemical and hazardous waste

storage areas, chemical spill prevention areas, hazardous-waste handling procedures, sampling procedures, laboratory
procedures, and monitoring records) [403.8(f)(2)(v)&(vii)]

A\ 0,‘ Yhe abone - TTne. PCA vao\V&L a vignd to Uk

Cuscinedh (an STWL) sorad by Xee By Tropec \on tnclude A\l Xewns
Request a copy of the CA’s inspection form, if applicable. 6L Mot awn Lo Shwndov & x\ .

T e Clx‘\/ doesn't uow @ %(N\ buk Witn ne cibyr “‘57"'“\"'“‘\ PN

TMre dudy O e comanen )ﬂtc\ f'or Yne ('\')N(r o c\—r\u\o{o IN kw\ 2 @check

5. Who performs the CA’s compliance monitoring analysis?

Performed by: CA/Contract Laboratory Name
* Metals \—Ts3", BOds, Flocshposst Ciy o Exgiedd

: = )

* Cyande Aoa s\ eads Ce cources. Tare ( Al )
e Organics {)( P— v *
o Other (specify) (:O - ‘BVQ'I
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (continued)
6. What QA/QC techniques does the CA use for sampling and analysis (e.g., splits, blanks, spikes), including
verification of contract laboratory procedures and appropriate analytical methods? [403.8(f)(2)(vii)]

Check all that are applicable.

QA/QC for Sampling v QA/QC for Analysis v
Gloves | Sample Splits 4
Chain-of-custody forms L | Sample Blanks e
New Sampling Tubes — Frts‘\v\\\/ (\e \M\-t)\ | Sample Spikes e
Field Blanks Mo¥ new | | Other:
Other:
7. Discuss any problems encountered in identification of sample location, collection, and analysis.

None.
8. a. Did any IUs notify the CA of a hazardous waste discharge since the last PCI or PCA? Yes No

[403.12()&(p)] A

If yes, summarize.

b. How does the CA notify its users of the hazardous-waste reporting requirement? When was the last time the CA

notified its 1Us? Not: L\”\‘\‘\W\ § u\c\\;c\*&A o~ Y f)emmlv 5ol @\m\rf.» W\L\P(A
S CE x1\'\0\4’\ T\— — \N\MC\(\/ “4 g‘?«*t(){k\ - MQ¥ 4\ té\x\o\/\ < ONnee

Qev 0oV Y (\fc\ﬁ -

9.a. How and when does the CA evaluate/reevalu te SIUs for the need for a slug discharge control plan’P [ 03.8(f)(2)(vi)]
At ‘eost \'\(‘%1 v Yeavy L\N,\J "1‘{) < Tl ON\S - VNe K\ce GEV
cowniAn s exalua &}\ bagcd ON (\cu\J {Yoceas Ty ang o\}-'j‘(\l\r\rd( prich’ res c\v\o\

List SIUs required to have a slug discharge control plan: et e~ oY “j FVCC\\’V( atnend 57‘0“”'

Yes No

b. For all existing SIUs identified as significant before November 14, 2005, or within a year

of becoming an SIU (whichever is later), has the POTW performed the evaluation to X
determine whether each SIU needs a plan or action to control slug discharges?

If not, which SIUs have not been evaluated?
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

G. ENFORCEMENT

1. What is the CA’s definition of SNC? [403.8(f)(2)(viii)] ' )
e Stwe 03 40 cFe 4038 P(D(ViH) — o SNG i o

NDla ko o Quniep g BC2) Gt ) (), (), or (H).

2. ERP implementation: [403.8(f)(5)]

a. Has the ERP been adopted by the POTW?

Nes

b. Has the ERP been approved by the Approval Authority?

Yes

c. Does the ERP describe how the CA will investigate instances of noncompliance?

Vs
d. Does the ERP describe types of escalating enforcement responses and the time frames for each response?
Ve

e. Does the ERP identify the title of official(s) responsible for implementing each type of enforcement response?
Nex
f. Does the ERP reflect the CA's responsibility to enforce all applicable Pretreatment Standards and Requirements?

Ner

g. Is the ERP effective, and does it lead to timely compliance? Provide examples if any are available.

\’,e\g-, — wes w\c()\‘,"\-ﬁb TN\ 'ﬁt\\’\w’ l@\é) O\V\>\l S Non

WN\Qre. @ Le (L\\(‘/c-

Yes No
3. a. Does the CA use compliance schedules? [403.8(f)(1)(iv)(A)] )(
b. If yes, are they appropriate? Provide a list of SIUs on compliance schedules. ~_

(1) CO\N\MUV\;"\y TN — \CO\.SC\‘\ QM}C> 2ek dote
— Koardesown ARCART I

Q?’ )tS\«\\r\ Nipponn Bioenaineerina babs : 2nd dale l\?,él’LO\S’
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

G. ENFORCEMENT (continued)

Yes No
4. Did the CA publish a list of all SIUs in SNC in a daily newspaper of general circulation that )(
provides meaningful public notice within the jurisdiction served by the POTW in the previous
year? MOSBNQNIN T Re e Werta MO STUs in SNG cn 20\
If yes, attach a copy.
If no, explain.
5. a. How many SlUs are in SNC with self-monitoring requirements and were not inspected @
(in the four most recent full quarters)?
b. How many SIUs are in SNC with self-monitoring requirements and were not sampled
(in the four most recent full quarters)? D
6. a. Did the CA experience any of the following caused by industrial discharges?
Yes No Unknown Explain
o |Interference ~
e Pass through ><
e Fire or explosions (flashpoint, and such) )
e Corrosive structural damage ~
o Flow obstruction 7(
e Excessive flow rates =
o Excessive pollutant concentrations ~X
e Heat problems
e Interference due to oil and grease (O&G) 7<
e Toxic fumes 7<
e lllicit dumping of hauled wastes 7(
o Worker health and safety 7(
e  Other (specify)
PCA-17
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

G. ENFORCEMENT (continued)

Yes No
b. If yes, did the CA take enforcement action against the IUs causing or
contributing to pass through or interference? [RNC - I] M\ g
Yes No
7. a. Did the POTW have any sanitary sewer overflows since the last PCl or PCA? il

b. If yes, how many were due to nondomestic waste issues (O&G blockages)?

Soa port, Ahe €y s Tcee SSOs | fanes weres due
“\VQ (\ovxéxoth@lo A&yc\mrg}(r_

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

1. How is confidential information handled by the CA? [403.14]

—_) e;’\@\\b\\e}\ QQC\CQQS 3(‘(6\\.&&,("

| . - , |
e e ey S g or perut indomadon A
iy Clerx's o%\(f—“\'ﬁo pretreatanent o e @(‘J{)\;—Cj‘ e
WRUPSH\ }\0 cUNonts Yo Yae C\\,enc‘o' G’HLCQ/ /@F e\ UL Lay h‘\&
v'to\\)e(;\{fr

PCA-18 February 2010




SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION (continued)

3. Does the CA accept electronic reporting? If no, does it plan to do so? _‘
Tive (A hos an ueeru\u,h ?S\)c\gyt-\» Yo woe Yo eke(\-mv'\:& repof —
_&r\v\& % o e, ¥ AO\\—;\- TR TNV Pffwx’r\'l%ﬂ Aﬂhkw}’b o (tx\\—:_u\ L\NKO

\

DnLs, Niadions, owplianee dra STy yemcked ovu PRper « LINKO I CTOMPe R
approxed e plan & Yo tnone o horked ) INKO sl ago connect W Yo YRe

4. Describe whether the CA’s data management system is effective in supporting pretreatment implementation and al *) 9| LG

enforcement activities.

Nes - Ciley wopes X W\ = e Wor< €Hf64-:‘))€o/\l\m\
\Ys wade 5(\‘\\\/ e lecronic -

5. How does the CA ensure public participation during revisions to the SUO and/or local limits? [403.5(c)(3)]
= Gm@%—u\ eNIWONng— R Fob\{(_ AOX : el \
— public (e ed do aYhewA Oy Covenc) \N\€ti(\'~/\33"—
— %\)\a\'\ G \‘\{0\ f\'\SCS N C()V\Lu c"tu\ :

6. Explain any public or community issues affecting the CA’s pretreatment program.

Mo a\@(ac\hey\-\ sxves.

7. How long are records maintained? [403.12(o)] =< X \/,.Qo\{‘y.
i

Q\oz& \(—ew’(x o Me (’WE' NOw r@)\L)Fﬁfl 5r0
\‘E/\(eef N{D\Y‘S‘
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

I. RESOURCES [403.8(f)(3)]

1. Estimate the number of personnel (in FTEs) available for implementing the program. ‘E i O
3 wnspectors Wwo Peclorats A Tne Yusias below except Lipl asssGhwnee | shweld dralys

= oanl adwwn
0.5 40-5 (=) 4o Jaqal ay;:@a\'w\ot\:\}\w:v\ ank s\w»f\c awaly 515 . l ProgMAM MR -

Activity FTEs Activity = FTEs
Legal Assistance 0 _‘5'* Sample Analysis 0.5
Permitting = X * Data Analysis: Review and Response A
Inspections Rkl Enforcement - Tk
Sample Collection 2% 7| Administration e \+0-5 x

Total Number of FTEs [ 5
xooven BRIODN (counk onee ) ' XF Yo\ 3 irope L’f"””\ ’(‘f\f\Msir Yes No

2. Does the CA have adequate access to monitoring equipment? (Consider: sampling, flow X

measurement, safety, transportation, and analytical equipment.)

If not, explain.

3. a. Estimate the annual operating budget for the CA’s program. $ ‘}00\ 000
a@pm«wk
b. Is funding expected to stay the same, increase, decrease (note time frame; e.g., following year, next 3 years)?

expecked o Shy e Oume-

Discuss any changes in funding.

4. Discuss any problems in program implementation that appear to be related to inadequate resources.

NoWwe -
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

I. RESOURCES (continued) [403.8(f)(3)] (continued)

5. a. How does the CA ensure that personnel are qualified and up-to-date with current program requirements?
—_— \Q\’}M o}'\—e il P—f“\)’({;\s\‘\\f\e v\\» w 0(&:39\0@3- ()v\}\ &Urf\\vfr
qua \‘}\/ © vv(-»ere ~ees - ceRonadu £ loc ok

— Pv(xiciem\'t N i 'N\OA-tﬂ\'{, (\A\W\}\J\[g\l( \fo\\\oo\_ Qu{r\-%k\-w\»

Gvoves
- QS\)\DJCF P A\\OV\ \*0 A\ (-\eal»«m)\ mgj;g\«r
o\ lne Yes No
b. Does the CA have adequate reference material to implement its program? ><

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION

1. a. How many times was the POTW monitored in the past year?

Ambient
Influent Effluent Sludge (Receiving
Water)
e Metals )}, j,'c, }/r 0
e  Priority pollutants ') \ i O
e Biomonitoring N 0 0 )
o  Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure (TCLP) D 0O 0\ O
e Extraction Procedure (EP) toxicity 0 O O O
o Other (specify) O O 0 D
Less | Equal | More
b. Is this frequency less than, equal to, or more than that required by the NPDES /

permit? \Nese & O\\W\ OJas Q\a\l;\v\u\\ %M ;R/\Q NEDES
e ek (N RN \’W‘;f@) 2o Y SV A \3\/

Explain any differences.* .

The Gy,
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION (continued)

Yes No
c. Is the CA reporting these results to the Approval Authority? L7
If yes, at what frequency?
2. a. Has the CA evaluated historical and current data to determine the effectiveness of
Yes

pretreatment controls on the following:
e Improvements in POTW operations
e Loadings to and from the POTW
e NPDES permit compliance
¢ Sludge quality?
¢ Sludge disposal options?
b. Has the CA documented these findings?

Explain. (Attach a copy of the documentation, if appropriate.)

]

kxxxxxz

3. If the CA has historical data concerning influent, effluent, and sludge sampling for the POTW, what trends have been

seen? (Increases in pollutant loadings over the years? Decreases? No change?)

TTrewds G\ &;—c{\u\\do\%&\ e e VP COMIRY e Fepd

Discuss on a pollutant-by-pollutant basis.

it
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION (continued)

4. Has the CA investigated the sources contributing to current pollutant loadings to the POTW Yes No

(i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, commercial, and domestic sources)? X

o @M— NaNe. notreed NO  unusua Nrend )

Y NN iv\%\\)—ew\» §m\r\6 ) SO Tae Vi’(mc\@v\w\j\\
PR N~ o‘\JX Mot comku& uv\\, i\m Ny ANl —
36 ‘ﬁ\ks\bw\sﬂ

If yes, what was found?

Yes No
5. a. Has the CA implemented any kind of public education program? 54
b. Are there any plans to initiate such a program to educate users about pollution K

prevention? YN\ } | es C)\»Q(Q u(*w\tv\kv \(\uy Rare e, “E\/w\f) |0'Yr€~e =

(&‘Co\\)(a)yc/@\ {Zor QU = M m\é\ PU\O\‘}( eo\)\)(‘k'\'&\‘OV\;

Explain.

6. What efforts have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention into the CA’s pretreatment program (e.g., waste

minimization at 1Us, household hazardous waste programs)?
— }N\Z\.“f c\()\)j ‘\p\&(\-& pm&r\w {10( \\om\\e\)@ oij‘.NM

oy 5&'\0\1\0 Pl G Co\)f\"‘\(-
— GSnaall o\uw\\r’:ﬁr %@,\eﬂ}mr (;m&«e\,\,\

7. Does the CA have any documentation concerning successful pollution-prevention Yes No

programs being implemented by IUs (e.g., case studies, sampling data demonstrating 7<

pollutant reductions)?

Explain.
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SECTION I: DATA REVIEW (CONTINUED)

K. ADDITIONAL EVALUATIONS/INFORMATION

SECTION | COMPLETED DATE: \2-| |4 | 20)
BY: " A inow~ 2Ze\elow \ q\ +
TITLE: t\l\\(;fOY\‘{V\Q\/\XWxL ?(V\g\:\r\ee - TELEPHONE: 425~ %4 H1F
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SECTION II: IU FILE EVALUATION

INSTRUCTIONS: Select a representative number of SIU files to review. Provide relevant details on each file reviewed.
Comment on all problems identified and any other areas of interest. Where possible, all ClUs (and SIUs) added since the
last PCI or PCA should be evaluated. Make copies of this section to review additional files as necessary.

IU IDENTIFICATION

4 ,

FILE 2} Industry name and address Type of industry S\‘“-Cr\H gx(Jrs‘ WaNn v fuc \\)flg—
Sawco  PAwerica, TNC-

10\ &o™ 3t QO SIC Code:  3F2 R

Taercktt, W 48102 NAICS Code: 32 £ H\2
[l/]/CIU 40 CFR /’f 22\ PSNG Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow

500 apd | Ywice \weeq Shwne.

Category(ies) N’ﬁ\’c\\ (‘\ﬂ;g\niﬂ& 2503('& 0\\(\3 (’\ 0“‘\\/
[ ] Other SIU [ 1 Non-SIU [ ]NSCIU Industry visited during audit  Yes [ ] No |74\

Comments e{vw;» WS Vyeof Wy A v-ex /br renewsh oo yeneweds o\(op\:m),\?w
\G A\}b \ @ﬁmi\— -Q/H—ec\’\%b\ A&\Ls‘; L\\\’ng — 2\5\’1,0\&
—Frally s O © \:ane
— F\=s vraver Qe\\ O(y\:g,a)\ avX up»)m-~ date Ee\'.-cwuu\, DMWNAy-,
S/w\c‘ecc\\‘ovx wc(bwts( ‘)—crw\.‘—}‘ 4”\(*6\\(1:* ((A5rorw-}— (V\O entd n ’U)\})

e St LMY e qul

o6 = - N
FILE%&cé%st‘nam:eva\rg ?ddress | Type of industry ﬁoo k’ ‘P O ku 7 Xr\OV\
\505 _E»c\x)())\’ﬁ‘ \)Xpr(t-\s SIC Code: 20 4Q
i‘éeb/(”\"\’l WA q3202 NAICS Code: % 4949
[ ] ClU40CFR L}O% i . Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow
200, 000 700, 000
Category(ies) __ {\O 0\ — Cole gﬂf? N
[ ] Other SIU [ -] Non-SIU [ ]NSCIU Industry visited during audit  Yes [ ] No D(i

Comments  peftnid- efleckes date Uy V| Lol6 — Sune 20,02
G\\\ YC‘\\RQ—chJ L&&G" Ve e, ycc\ck;\\/ G\Y‘QI\QL\Q . (:O\c\'\ixry iy

R cowp\“avxct -

— ey faxiewad D Tnepechion pepards) permit Tackbheet
NSO e"\kn‘cﬁ\w\cw’r (no ent) . C‘\’ry M'\V& resuMs
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SECTION lI: IU FILE EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

IU IDENTIFICATION (continued)

FILEaﬁlndustry name and address
Uawbie Coscine 1, INC-
60X Huro\tcmf\ ﬁe&}\
ettt WA A8

Type ofindustry  f\', ¢ r4t (JuH— \;\/\“\u‘,”\vn‘a

SIC Code: P&
NAICS Code: 326 ¢4\

[ 1ClU40CFR A32 , 1} | OSNNE

Category(ies) __\\-© X’\\ ’T:‘\V\i g\'\v’tﬁ_}\

[ ] OtherSIU [ ] Non-SIU [ ]NSCIU

Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow
nee 2100 4ypd 200 4p4
fbl(lv\—u\‘tiy 5

Industry visited during audit ~ Yes M/ No [ ]

Comments (Dﬂgfw\“_\ —?ﬁ’(CX"\L‘Z/ AU\\’UJ

{—C\c‘\\\\-\/ 6 A ovpliance. B\ A\“\ecr rtqoe(;\z)\ were redlly
s aloble - BN e A Oclud<es DMLy, ,_T.)L\G\Fa-cc—)\\cv\
\/(EO(JVS‘, 9—(\'-‘\1\\*( /?\Cx‘@\(—t* ) C\*Y @\.,u(ﬁ\:"\&

L\pt\or — A2\2013

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

SIC Code:

NAICS Code:
[ 1 CIU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow
Category(ies)
[ ] Other SIU [ 1] Non-SIU [ ]NSCIU Industry visited during audit  Yes [ ] No [ ]
Comments
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SECTION II: IU FILE EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

IU IDENTIFICATION (continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

SIC Code:

NAICS Code:
[ ] ClU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow
Category(ies)
[ ] Other SIU [ 1 Non-SIU [ ]INSCIU Industry visited during audit  Yes [ ] No [ ]
Comments
General Comments

PCA-27
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SECTION II: IlU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

Industry Name

INSTRUCTIONS: Evaluate the contents of selected IU files; place an emphasis on SIU files.

< U
E 4 T Use N/A (Not Applicable) where necessary. Use ND (Not Determined) where there is
by 5 insufficient information to evaluate/determine implementation status. Provide comments in
<
g - | the comment area at the bottom of the page for all violations, deficiencies, and/or other
< P k= problems as well as for any areas of concern or interest noted. Enter a comment number in
5 g/ o box and in the comment area at the bottom of the page, followed by the comment.
i) ¢ v Comments should delineate the extent of the violation, deficiency, and/or problem. Attach
g v }l 4 relevant copies of IU file information for documentation. Where no comment is needed, or if
z 9] fz, the item was found to be satisfactory, enter v (check) to indicate area was reviewed. The
2 ,9 5) evaluation should emphasize any areas where improvements in quality and effectiveness
b )y [D can be made.
File | File | File | File | File Reg.
T (RN [ U FILE REVIEW Cite
A.ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM
QK| 0K | ok 1. Control mechanism application form
e oK N 2. Fact sheet
3. Issuance or reissuance of control mechanism 403.8(f)(1)(iii)
O;Z 0;2 0;/3 a. Individual control mechanism
(\)\(X N\£ Nh’\c b. General control mechanism 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(A)
4. Control mechanism contents 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)
OV& vi' DK a. Statement of duration (< 5 years) 403.8(f)(1)(ii)(B)(1)
1 i 1 b. Statement of nontransferability w/o prior 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(2)
6L | oK [DK notification/approval
< s s c. Applicable effluent limits (local limits, categorical standards, 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(3)
OV | DK [ DK BMPs

\s worer GAet w

CommentsUthCA\‘Qﬁ gi B ej‘, 2 B P{fml% — L hlon (7 f)t‘fw\:* F\raV\J¢E~
./b\\o\\’t\{ (L) <ead E«evw\‘\% g Q‘H‘(C\‘\\% 'for S sy (LDILU'(-’\‘\R [ﬁ‘“ﬁ“%‘)
(z) f»e\"w\l\s {ssveda andh ‘\:\M\%{,&, o\ktfua%\\/.

(&) Cack Gheels A.CCOW~P BNy s~ (3'€"W\\\+’

(s ) C»\\-((SGF‘\CL\L S\bv\hrky “\@P\<‘€o\; on CO’W\‘o\N\g\‘OV\ \ﬁ\"'\ \‘0 C‘\\ \{w;'\f, W\’\4C\l\e“‘l'
%V\*. for ?r_}ﬁ,}_q — locals Wwidy only epekf. TIReY

e o\f(hlc\'nb\’i‘ \V\—t\'k\:s‘ ‘Q OCCQO"?S\\OV\QL& M—er(&.‘v’\/ \l\\\“()“ U.)\/\QV\ )ﬂ,\(\,«
Pr0 cesy Ciow.

6>_W\( \g,—..\e\\\/ s Ga—etﬂvﬂc\x%tw\r (omgruw\ CEOQ:;(\‘{ UH\;}Q b"(\(\(["q\ Pf,rw:'\
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SECTION II: I[U EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
30 303N | IU FILE REVIEW Cite
A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM (continued)
QK| 9K | 0K~ d. Self-monitoring requirements 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(4)
l ‘ ° g . .
QI [oK MC‘ Identification of pollutants to be monitored
P : e Process for seeking a waiver for pollutant not present or
QK [NIR] o expected to be present (ClUs only)
e Is the monitoring waiver certification language included in 403.12(e)(2)(v
WK (O [ QI the control mechanism?@N) (€)@
e Are conditions for reinstating monitoring requirements if 403.12(€)(2)(vi)
pollutants not present are detected in the future included in
O\ | | D~ the permit? (Y/N)
/B ;A é i
()Vé /| O Sampling frequency
- Has the POTW reduced the IU’'s monitoring
requirements for pollytants not present or expected to
NOo [No |[No not to be present? (\@)
2 . . : . .
e o OE Sampling locations/discharge points
B\'é> S ()lé o Sample types (grab or composite)
-0\'((.’ 01@( 0(&6 e Reporting requirements (including all monitoring results)
m@' 0 ‘a’ ng* e Record-keeping requirements

Comments (37 c\'orc\(\mf‘éc,\ b Yuw &

(#) OOVGVW\P Weres )| Process ekt s A Noned Yo kv
f»V\ {\(e\)p/\\ '\04\}\0»'\

(s) al\ gm\o

@r) ""“bu‘\‘\k& [N SV‘\Q (Df\rw\lﬁ‘ .

(’”L) M\ﬂj %w(c\o-e;\c\y - C""M‘?’ g\“\'_,u\*u\ ’£0f eac~ p@“u)ﬂw\¥
\vl'\ \'\J\Q -\V\\

(67 ety ome s ot spcel, 5 vk wentily

(')r) 2<ccrl \(-ctﬁ V\S rgq\)\\’t\l\l\t,v\“f -~ red R \{,Ckm— %, FC&'{J\X\QV\ B
s w5l (((D\U\\-u\m\guc\
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SECTION II: IlU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
WP B (H | IU FILE REVIEW Cite
A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM (continued)
0\" 0@‘ OF‘ e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(5)
0 ,2* oKl OKL f. Compliance schedules/progress reports (if applicable) 403.8(f)(1)(iv)
O)Z O\Z ol g. Notice of slug loadings 403.12(f)
ory oY o)< h. Notification of spills, bypasses, upsets, etc. 403.16, 403.17
ch‘* w(“ s i. Notification of significant change in discharge 403.12(j)
Gl - el ar j- N_otiﬁcation of change affecting the potential for a slug 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
0y | oK |oi discharge
(\K“‘ BWU( 0,}3' k. 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement 403.12(g)(2)
I. Slug discharge control plan conditions, if determined by 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(6),
ol | 0K | oK the POTW to be necessary 403.8(f)(2)(vi)

Comments

(1) Tvdorcenent PO Anclgled tn all Perwﬁb‘ Ond_y
e ‘50\< A\ onds Rons STeROMN,

(T) No complion o schedvhs n T [D?VW\\‘%‘ sul s uszd
W "*PP\\ Cable.- Cew\muw“*Y NRANR and Shin )U‘h(;fwv\ ot
Currenty Ovwdey™ Cow-p\:av\m sthedy— .

(3) \5\\'\5 f)\‘ifc\\urgc.rt M v rtqqu\ “‘f‘ eoc\n (’f\f"'\\H‘e‘Q TR
‘T Under Atne " feporking e QUi radnents q eack  permit.
1) BoSerplate \unguage —G\(O(O\\‘(& i~ eadn peinh.
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SECTION II: IlU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

22

File | File
A3\ | Mo

File | File

pucy

File
IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM (continued)

NA| VA

NB

5. Issuance of General Control Mechanisms

a. Involve the same or similar operations

b. Discharge the same types of wastes

c. Require the same effluent limitations

d. Written request by the IU for coverage by a general control

mechanism including:

e Contact information

e Production processes

o Types of waste generated

o Location for monitoring all wastes covered by the general
permit

o Any requests for a monitoring waiver for a pollutant neither
present nor expected to be present

e. Documentation to support the POTW's determination

403.8(f)(1)(iii)(A)

~/ i(k

Comments

TThe tnree fermits s ondovs dual peimds
— Ve M\SP(\W\ 2&0@@(\% \)Xt\éc &V\C’T&J P’en’v\i‘b’

oY~ cov\\ o\ Whe o\ OWS,

February 2010
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SECTION II: IlU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
DA s (A | IU FILE REVIEW Cite
B. CA APPLICATION OF IU PRETREATMENT STANDARDS
OK‘ 0;(7’ 0,2" 1. IU categorization 403.8(f)(1)(ii)
o<t oKt oK 2. Calculation and application of categorical standards 403.8(f)(1)(ii)
A& | OF| 0K a. Classification by category/subcategory
OV | oX |OK b. Classification as new/existing source
OYJ oKé OY\’ c. Application of limits for all regulated pollutants
WA VA [NA d. Classification as an NSCIU 403.3(v)(2)
NA WA [NA e. Documentation for the qualification to be classified as NSCIU '
f. Documentation of reasons for supporting sampling wavier for 403.12(2)(iv)
NA|VA[NA pollutant not present
3. Application of local limits 403.5(c)&(d)&
o |k | ok 403.8(9(1)(i)
prf N&' N&’ 4. Application of BMPs 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(3)
[\“\ NA | NR 5. Calculation and application of production-based standards 403.6(c)

Comments () ) 40 cFl- onlh 423\ PSS

(2) Non-~ catenori cad

(3 ) Ho Che end 1231} esN3

(#) TUs see properly ca or 25 A ovd \wsitied v,
Qeids s applied for a\ rcgu\t\\ux f\)\\u)ﬂm\:-

(5 ) Locoly Wimidhs o applieds Ween WAustry i ot
CA}«\V(SN\ c\u o 12 Yne \ocalu ,9\_‘)\»1\:? M Wore
Sh\(\%“)v A(or Qry 6“\\54\!\ EO\\U\‘MW\ Y‘(&U\O(“\‘c_g, VN '\'\’\C
PQ(N\’\ Loc(&\, %MZ\S (N g '\N\moc}r‘.b/v\\— WA'\“ H%ﬁ
foc Yne fNowimy 1 €N As, cd | Gy, Pl Moy 1 & pH.

(€) No Bod, TSs , boh| & \tmits — rpork only (sgle
7_)(\ W= e ¥ )
fNo gb\ﬂf )CDG 200 W\g\(, —3 'l\\xFLQK

OY ~ s\ CDV\\.\V\UOUF
wWebly = focad Ruwads. Gad by 15 ol ooty cescof” bud

] {
s Jder Wil ekl M i parkcvlor-
PCA32 (3 ) WO BMWMPs rquirewnenks (n Permits - Febragry 2010




SECTION II: lU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
T8 S (33 | IU FILE REVIEW Cite
B. CA APPLICATION OF IU PRETREATMENT STANDARDS (continued)
NA NA 6. Calculation of equivalent mass limits for concentration limits 403.6(c)(5)
3 a. U has demonstrated or will demonstrate substantially reduced 403.6(c)(5)(i)(A)
water usage
& b. IU uses control and technologies adequate to achieve 403.6(c)(5)(i)(B)
compliance

c. IU has provided information regarding actual average daily 403.6(c)(5)(i)(C)

flow

d. IU does not have variable flow rates, production levels, or
pollutant levels

4 1] L 4+ —Z
»r

e. U has consistently complied with applicable categorical
requirements

f. Did the CA use appropriate flow rates when developing limits?
(Y/N)

g. Did the CA use the correct concentration-based limits for the
applicable categorical standards? (Y/N)

— | Y

h. Upon notification of revised production rate, did the CA
reassess the mass limits? (Y/N)

7. Calculation of equivalent concentration limits for flow-based
standards

a. Is the IU subject to 40 CFR Part 414, 419, or 4557 (Y/N)

(YIN)

8. Calculation and application of CWF or FWA

L4

l b. Documentation that dilution is not being used as treatment?
V<

9. Application of most stringent limit

0K [0¥ D

403.6(c)(5)(i)(D)
403.6(c)(5)(i)(E)
406.3(c)(5)(iii)(A)

403.6(c)(5)(iii)(B)

403.6(c)(6)

403.6(d)&(e)
403.8(f)(1)(ii)

Comments Eq\)}\u\\ﬂv\\ NWARDSS Qv\é\ e
Uochs « N0 fumen ¢ Cole et cedo Lyanids for
A trdrr.es (D21 2 330 ).

}}Dg- \)yc& \tscop\,l Q_‘;w\\"rcr — OWC. )5\01&\

N G\’CV\\\ CB\\C‘e»\&"RXy\‘OV\ Yows 5 Not-
Nrese t\\xgor} =

February 2010
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SECTION II: lU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
33\ D03 A _ [ IU FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORING
OK\ QKL Oyf" 1. Inspection (at least once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(f)(2)(v)
NA | on ]| VA a. If the CA has determined a discharger to be an NSCIU 403.8()(2)(v)(B)
o Evaluation of discharger with the definition of NSCIU once per
N‘\ VA[NA year
N A VA | VA b. If the CA has reduced an IU’s reporting requirements 403.8(f)(2)(v)(C)
Nﬁ VA WA ¢ Inspect at least once every 2 years
O | V| K 2. Inspection at frequency specified in approved program 403.8(c)
m(“ 0\("‘ QY\W 3. Documentation of inspection activities 403.8(f)(2)(v)
_ 4. Evaluation of need for slug discharge control plan (reevaluation 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
NS D’Kr oR. of existing plan)
NS m(c QF“ 5. Sampling (at least once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(f)(2)(v)
a. If the CA has waived monitoring for a CIU 403.8(f)(2)(v)(A)
NA N Al A o ﬁlirgglﬁtx?mzi r?:rlmlil;trim(S) at least once during the term of
b. If the CA has reduced an IU's reporting requirements 403.8(f)(2)(v)(C)
[\)f* WA [V o 5:::516 and analyze IU discharge at least once every 2
0}(" 0)C6 “rg" 6. Sampling at the frequency specified in approved program 403.8(c)
gv\} Oy(q’ b& i 7. Documentation of sampling activities (chain-of-custody; QA/QC) 403.8(f)(2)(vii)
o DK | 8. Analysis for all regulated parameters 403.12(g)(1)
o\,<3 oy\‘g o\f\g 9. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136) 403.8(f)(2)(vii)

Comments (1 ,2.3%) < ac\~ ’f'o\c'.\".fk\/ ZV\G}OCCM AuAce (*er“#,eo\r, T 3F [UmbA)
Was Doantly w\o-lo-eg\-d\ 537 cCh\ £ %m\ob\f oy @(&(}j '5\'\,\'.3‘ CCA
o |2\2o |20 - |
(") Bevelue C‘\X\/ \Nspfc\\‘(w\ W@fo(«\ga (‘\%7 Wovy Weed & ek

W6 of /go.fm Yo @uwkuf}\‘;%@ gv\qo<¢,\\‘ow\ o Katies.
(_S )5\\;\5 conkrel ¥ X s\ rt(eor«\<v§3 rﬁc\u}w@k BN pcm,\'»\-
(6) M\‘Q_‘) (o Wci—ob\ o < per Near ¥ Ao e &CCOr.U“QL/-
O ) Lob Ao Qhrowss C‘prlfe, Co0C,. X Oongt N o5 &A'&(.

(8 ) A m\m\\(my sr<s Pl E)a{% \%¢.
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SECTION II: IlU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
YA3) |3 | 1333 IU FILE REVIEW Cite
D. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES

Q\,(‘ B\f(‘ 0y<\ 1. ldentification of violations 403.8(f)(2)(vii)

\ | ] a. Discharge violations
o |U self-monitoring

L_ e CA compliance monitoring

OKL’OKY— O‘%— b. Monitoring/reporting violations
\ 1\ ¢ 1U self-monitoring

Reporting (e.g., frequency, content)

Sampling (e.g., frequency, pollutants)

Record-keeping

o Notification (e.g., slug, spill, changed discharge, 24-hour notice
of violation)

o Slug discharge control plan

.\7, \\/ o Compliance schedule/reports
3

QY 0K3 f>,< c. Compliance schedule violations
l o Start-up/final compliance

)
“’r ~ o Interim dates
Comments O‘ 2.3 ’) T Neac Weres WO N\ O\O\N\‘Qm‘ &’Y M\7‘ %( ‘\"r\<j—<_, IU:)‘
N 20\ Neweel N\ Q‘V\/ijFC‘Q\N\Q\/v}* ac N, besr

- \ne \)@AC’\\—U\ %ﬂ(‘) Was i\@(wo\u_)k N ‘\S‘av\uafy
?/@\() o C*?’ Vs >9—€~ev\ 0\)\\!\—67‘{\‘:3 Sm o AP

N Cogea Wher \(’\\o%{é\kom— (\\a Cc\—ew&ﬁ%}t’).
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SECTION II: IlU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
DA\ A3 [ IU FILE REVIEW Cite
D. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES (continued)
()K\ QK QK\ 2. Determination of SNC (on the basis of rolling quarters) 403.8(f)(2)(viii)
a. Chronic

b. TRC (Technical Review Criteria)

c. Pass through/interference

d. Spill/slug reporting load

e. Reporting
f. Compliance schedule
~» _ g. Other violations (e.g., BMPs requirements)
O] oK Q"( 3. Response to violation
ov=| B oK 4. Adherence to approved ERP 403.8(f)(5)
ﬂ\'/» 0| O 5. Return to compliance
OV OF 0K a. Within 90 days
ov<| OK| OK b. Within time specified
oy | OV 61K c. Through compliance schedule
o< o e 6. Escalation of enforcement 403.8(f)(5)(ii)
O | oK Ok 7. Publication for SNC 403.8(f)(2)(viii)

Comments (1) Ther@ Werce NO SNGs in 2013 by awy i The
ch&.&\—tts A diay Fnege e

— wirs vto—\@cgﬁr Aro *Qm‘\@o‘\cm % \\"}0\0\\\‘0“5 | w}x\\ertwc*:_ ﬁ‘O ks
e \of'\a—g /&M'\\'\%Q@ o o (D\M(O\\‘&(t \Qy <3 (@ \CML‘VQ_‘)
{f\%rx—t\,%vgr octont, tRe  Chy W Acwmonbhatcd
Y)W copoble of My ewforéng on SRR canl
Nolaons. Shan R\):G{)M\ ¥. (QNMU\\;W\XT;&“G\"_\_

W< \bY“OUS\\‘\v \\‘\X“O CQ\{\'\(\((AV\('L,EY’ Q—VL\'\ '\PY\)(/\’G\/\A‘
O\er'\\\\\“\‘t’Y=
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SECTION II: IlU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
B\ | IU FILE REVIEW Cite
E. IlU COMPLIANCE STATUS
ol | oK | 01 1. Self-monitoring and reporting
' a. Sampling at frequency specified in control 403.12(e)&(h)
mechanism/regulation
} b. Analysis of all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
| ¢. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136)
I d. Appropriate sample collection methods
e. Compliance with sample collection holding times
f. Submission of BMR/90-day report 403.12(b) &(d)
g. Periodic self monitoring reports 403.12(e)&(h)
h. Reporting all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
_L | i. Signatory/certification of reports 403.12(1)
N NA | NR j. Annual certification by NSCIUs 403.12(q)
k. Submission of compliance schedule reports by required 403.12(c)
B VAL VA dates
Qrcl 0 v& 6KL . Notification within 24 hours of becoming aware of violations 403.12(9)(2)
e Discharge violation
e Slug load
‘L B L e Accidental spill
' m. Resampling/reporting within 30 days of knowledge of 403.12(g)(2)
QW | 00K violation
Axl o | 6y n. Notification of hazardous waste discharge 403.12())&(p)
oY1 O | 6K 0. Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan 403.8(f)(2)(vii)
o] ok | ok p. Notification of significant changes 403.12(j)

Comments () ) 94
SWowed

NO Lsoues o) T e GC\i AN xm:m

@) No S fonthaalton frowa Theae TUs™ 0 2013
= ANs oweL LN %\)\\ CC)\:wlo\: snee Ot "Y\,\\f e -

. ("fm’\\/ Ot A\ Fneses Fequikwents . TTh e T Us roacwel

February 2010
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SECTION II: IU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
DA\ (WYY | IU FILE REVIEW Cite
E. IlU COMPLIANCE STATUS (continued)
Né Nﬂ‘ MR‘ 2. Compliance with all general control mechanism requirements
NPSRYLYENY 3. If the CA has classified the discharger as a middle-tier CIU 403.12(e)(3)

1 e Categorical flow does not exceed 0.01% of the design dry-
weather hydraulic capacity or 5,000 gpd (whichever is
smaller)

o Categorical flow does not exceed 0.01% of the design dry
weather organic treatment capacity of the POTW

o Categorical flow does not exceed 0.01% of the maximum
allowable headworks loading for any regulated categorical

L /- \L,- pollutant
oJ pﬁ" N& N;\z 4. If the CA has granted the discharger a monitoring waiver 403.12(e)(2)
o Certification statements with each compliance report
N INR[NVA 5. Compliance with BMR requirements, if applicable (Y/N)
mp} N& N& 6. If the CA has classified the discharger as an NSCIU 403.3(v)(2)
\ \ o |U discharges less than 100 gpd of total categorical
\ wastewater
3 %7 - o Annual certification statements from the 1U

CommentSU) N 86'(\0”0\\ COWRNO | We CRANIGMAT O P(DSN\W\
(—L) No \N\QM\ZW'& WS Ys Owe \SSe_ d L\)\/ C;"*y
(2 ) A\ e THs Ovco NOT NsCIV - T The oty
Werulese ¢ Wre YWR  (us CTTUs ondu o doVows
o requivenents \‘O Y=< p N~e /«bcz\l%\es Owdey™
Prad— Cadeppr ”O%u\%ov\ : A\}G—C\M\r%@ < \po ‘6{”’\ /A
&\,\Q e\ el ?‘\(Q\Qov\ s colle (\\"CA ~OvA y(\\qu(.
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SECTION II: IU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
D3 A3 | PH | IU FILE REVIEW Cite
E. IlU COMPLIANCE STATUS (continued)
f\)(l, N A ‘\.)()V 7. If the CA has established equivalent mass limits for a CIU 403.6(c)(5)(ii)
e |U is effectively operating treatment technologies to achieve
compliance

e |U is recording the facility’s flow rates

e |U is recording the facility's production rates

e |U has notified the CA whenever production rates vary

\ e |U continues to employ water conservation
il I methods/technologies

Comments

\ne )ry % Tt tas wod eSh b\ e ) Cot“\\(u\'cvx—L
Nbss Wwds ",ﬁor vy s
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SECTION II: lU EVALUATION (CONTINUED)

File

File

File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

F. OTHER

Comments

SECTION Il COMPLETED BY: " 3=, A s, e Yelou)

DATE: \2\\4 1017

TELEPHONE: M1y 649 LY

7
.« . » C
TITLE: "2 ”O‘(\‘{V\{V\\'K)\ WA Necey™
L
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SECTION [ll: OBSERVATIONS AND CONCERNS

INSTRUCTIONS: On the basis of the information and data evaluated, summarize the observations and concerns of the
audit for each program element shown below. Identify all problems or deficiencies from the evaluation of program
components. Clearly distinguish between deficiencies, violations, and effectiveness issues. This is to ensure that the final
report will clearly identify required actions versus recommended actions and program modifications.

Regulatory Checklist
Description Citation Question(s)
A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION
e Status of program modifications 403.18 LA.1
TTiRers Orer \O Qm\SFC\‘N\ ‘N\w\l ii» o\ \40 "
WA (Dmgmss' O We F**QTGV\* '
¢ Modification to the program to accommodate the 2005 General 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(6), 1.A1
Pretreatment Regglation changes ‘ 403.8(0(2)(v)
ibve'\rrec\\w\c\e\/\)r cs\recxwx\‘\vx‘\é &\\\I\evxo\w\n\h/ 403.12(g)

\\E\\Q (—\\\r’(('\ 6\\/ g_t-e W\ C\}\XKS}’QA ; W(’. ( -‘\ ’V\/
%—Q‘AV\& >§\/\{ /ir“\(\s ON\ren ‘\0 ”)\)\o(\:\* ‘\\TS \g\v\gk (‘—\'( Q\QOV\ (V\ N
Qlude

B. LEGAL AUTHORITY

e Minimum legal authority requirements 403.8(f)(1) 1.B.2&3
N0 for¥ner requrcnents.

o Adequate multijurisdictional agreements 403.8(f)(1) 1.B.1&3

NOo f\Y"\-er" Y‘QQ\U\YQW\QV\SVS'
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SECTION lll: OBSERVATIONS AND CONCERNS (CONTINUED)

Regulatory Checklist
Description Citation Question(s)
C. IU CHARACTERIZATION
e Application of significant industrial user definition 403.3(v)(1) I.C.1;
o Appl|catlon of middle-tier CIU definition (
/ \\(\,e 'S \’_Q%\) \V(W\‘EV\\‘J- ’
e Application of NSCIU definition
O foriner equietaents
o ldentify and categorize IUs 403.8(f)(2) (i) &(ii) 1.C.28&3; II.B
No AvFner requvesnents
D. CONTROL MECHANISM
o Issuance of individual or general control mechanisms to all SIUs 403.8(f)(1)(iii) 1.D.1
X\)%—Q ¥y q \)LKCW\*?AJ .
e Adequate control mechanisms 403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B) I.LA.4
Mo 'Q\)F'\(\'\&( r\e_C'U}mwwz.“%’ )
e Adequate control,of trucked, railed, and dedicated pipe wastes 403.5(b)(8) 1.D.2&3, E.1

N)O Q’VF\KJ\Q(- Y—QC\UQVQ\N\{AH'
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SECTION lll: OBSERVATIONS AND CONCERNS (CONTINUED)

Regulatory Checklist
Description Citation Question(s)
E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS
o Appropriately categorize, notify, and apply all applicable pretreatment 403.8(f)(1)(ii)&(iii) II.B
standards 403.5
No ,{Z\)(xﬂ,\{(‘ rec\o;f(w\—evx\v“ ;
e Basis and adequacy of local limits . 403.8(f)(4); |.E.3&4
“The Previous au L (o) Ghureds Y- 122.21

| Yre progR~ Shel A present LAS buns e Snes dcterm e d=ov~ Y4
Twe J{(c\é\\uawegg % ‘No \0 cal Lty in annval rt(zo(H. F]Q)rg aa,
\S\\;Aﬁ—ow\e\—u\ OSSUNS M wodd be an onww(OI( y{ U An e den

e !

— Zcoloay YN ve commends for TS ol (N 0p conine anival it
F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING = frow nq O
e Adequate sampling and inspection frequency Approved I.F.1&2; I.C
Y program
No tor >Y\/\<r YU’\ O\ rOW-eit 5 403.8(f)(2)(ii)&(v)
* Adequate inspections "= co\" S\/ <o WMwae ™ 5 | 403.8(1)(2)(v)&(vi) | I.F.284; 1.C.1-3

for Yne Cihy H deedop o formn or A theer G} o5
W~ Heer one. R ZPA'S TV s ro i\t Aot Shect v s 2DIO
G\)'i)\(wiu kr Qrc\»r‘:c\?vw\-ew\r 0\\)&\1\‘, Wt drment DT %(W\ S 0’\‘*‘)‘0()‘)60\

)

e Adequate sampling protocols and analysis 403.8(f)(2)(vii) I.F. 5&6; 11.C.5-9
. —
N)O 'gv(*\!\z(' Y‘C\iu\rew\vw\%" ’FOF )rb\( j_v\(;?oc
M- Vlabu
CUsT hetd.

C()\\)
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SECTION Ill: OBSERVATIONS AND CONCERNS (CONTINUED)

No }/nrx\if\»er\ftquxrtw«frsv

Regulatory Checklist
Description Citation Question(s)
F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (continued)
o Adequate IU self-monitoring 403.8(f)(2)(iv) I.F.6,G.5; ILE
N 0 ’;Er\;{\’\l\*e\f‘ Yy eq UIFRWA L '\‘3‘
e Notification of changed and hazardous waste discharges 403.12())&(p) I.F.8; I.D.1.b
0
No &\)d’\l\—ef Y‘t“-\\)\&\,\/\—ev\\g ,
o Evaluate the need for SIUs to develop slug discharge control plans 403.8(f)(2)(vi) I.F.9:1l.C.4
N O /%\)('\W\&r rtqu..vcvv\%v@rs .
e Monitor to demonstrate continued compliance and resampling after 403.12(g)(1)&(2) I.A.4.j&11.C.5
violation(s)
: 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
NQ Q\)( )"/\A( requa< w\nxﬁ.\’\vy
G. ENFORCEMENT
o Appropriate application of significant noncompliance definition 403.8(f)(2)(viii) 1.G.1: 11.D.2;
No f){vfﬂ\—er r“\\) JEMWAR V\SVI ' Attach B.I.1
¢ Develop and implement an ERP 403.8(f)(5) 1.G.2; 11.D.3
No )V\\Je ~ Y <Qu. et
e Annually publish a list of IUs in SNC 403.8(f)(2)(viii) 1.G.4; 11.D.7

PCA-44
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SECTION IIl: OBSERVATIONS AND CONCERNS (CONTINUED)

Regulatory Checklist
Description Citation Question(s)
G. ENFORCEMENT (continued)
o Effective enforcement 403.8(f)(5) [.G.2.c, 5&6;
Y% [.D.1.c, 4&5
MO f',\)(\’\,\,ef‘ r‘ﬁ“ U\\f((\r\@'f\\‘f-
H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION
o Effective data management/public participation 403.5(c)(3); I.H
No - XYK,\Q ~ req O ents 403.12(0); 403.14
. RESOURCES
e Adequate resources 403.8(f)(3) Il
NO  / (\(V\/Q Vv (‘CQU‘\VQ\(V\*& WS -
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SECTION Ill: OBSERVATIONS AND CONCERNS (CONTINUED)

Regulatory Checklist
Description Citation Question(s)
J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION
¢ Understanding of pollutants from all sources 1.J.1&3
NO i\)( )V\\_Qr \('C‘\’\ Ul (ﬁW\Q»”\-T .
o Documentation of environmental improvements/effectiveness 1.J.2
No g\)(\‘\/\&r \(‘Qﬁ\o\\rt Mew\T
¢ Integration of pollution prevention 1.J.6

NO /{Z\)r'\’\/\&r g s -

K. ADDITIONAL EVALUATIONS/INFORMATION

\he Oy W\ Nee d Jo d’?‘ﬁ\o(’ '\ E\ N ﬁor (wp\(w\_gy\&‘mé
The wewly $ro w\u'\%u&)\ L RUNTA| Po‘u\\r @w@cu}zgory -
Jto cep Purt HHL TTre Gy way wa e, Ofte - e -

Pe pork {LNW\ T OoA &f\ci\of’-ﬂ\- §<0\°3\/ Wer oo S (A %WW\ w-Hy come
w\eg‘) s\'.co\)\—'ovxs- Eﬁ:%g o\rev\\ﬁx\ O'HR‘QS (\et)\ \‘0 ‘Ofv\p\t\t\r\tv\\\ Tae New
derdn) coler vy Suby 2020. New Aenlnl ok cerare requird o cD:»»—p\y os of (S

~

T T
SECTION Il COMPLETED BY: 121 (6. 1€ Hlow)

pATE: ||5] 0w

TELEPHONE: A5 ¢ q 1A

ﬁ V
TITLE. o LD\ O «\\ﬂxp\x ‘CV\LA)\‘Y\e«fW
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ATTACHMENT A: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS UPDATE



PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS UPDATE

INSTRUCTIONS: This attachment is intended to serve as an update of program status. Either the auditor or
CA should updated this form before each audit on the basis of information obtained from the most recent PCI
and/or audit and the last pretreatment program performance report.

A. CA INFORMATION

1.CAname C'ky of T~ere

2. a. Pretreatment Contact b. Mailing address
Seft Kerwin 3200 Celar Stleet
(L25) 25% — g4\ ot , Wi 18201
c. Title Bro afaw~ Waana fey— d. Telephone number (425 253 - &2 4\

7

3. Date of last CA report to Approval Authority 2 ]23 12013

4. |s the CA operating under any pretreatment-related consent decree, Yes | No

Administrative Order, compliance schedule, or other enforcement action? ¥

5. Effluent and sludge quality
a. List the NPDES effluent and sludge limits violated and the suspected cause(s)

Parameters Violated Cause(s)
NO Coladons o 201F N A
b. Has the treatment plant sludge violated these tests? Yes No
o EP toxicity X
e TCLP X
Yes No
6. Does the treatment plant discharge to a 303(d) impaired waterbody? [
If yes, list the pollutants of concern. Sno\‘\ oW ey
—ewrpenture — (ate apey |
% S Yes No
7. Does the treatment plant discharge to a waterbody that has a TMDL that has L~

been developed or is being developed?
If yes, include the information on the TMDL (i.e., pollutants of concern, limits, effective date).
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PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS UPDATE

B. PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS

1. Indicate components that were identified as deficient.

a. Program modification
b. Legal authority

c. Local limits

d. IlU characterization

e. Control mechanism

f. Application of Pretreatment Standards
g. Compliance monitoring
h. Enforcement program
|. Data management

j. Program resources

k. Other (specify)

Last PCI

Last Audit

Program Report

Date:

Date:

Date:

Dec.

2015 [ Dec. 2014

Mar.

201%

2. Is the CA presently in RNC for any of these violations?
a. Failure to enforce against pass through and/or interference

[RNC-1][SNC]

b. Failure to submit required reports within 30 days [RNC-1][SNC]
c. Failure to meet compliance schedule milestones within 90 days

[RNC-1][SNC]

d. Failure to issue/reissue control mechanisms to 90% of SIUs within

6 months [RNC-11]

e. Failure to inspect or sample 80% of SIUs within the past 12 months

[RNC-II]

f. Failure to enforce standards and reporting requirements [ RNC - 11]

g. Other (specify) [RNC-II]

Data Source

Yes

KPS AP KK (2

3. List SIUs in SNC identified in the last pretreatment program performance report, PCI, or audit,

(whichever is most recent)

Name of SIU in SNC

Compliance Status

Source

NORes 1 00\ AuAH

4. Indicate the number and percent of SIUs that 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 information, obtain the information for the most recent four full quarters during the audit.

%]| Applicable Pretreatment Standards and reporting requirements

SNC Evaluation Period |

201}

*SNC defined by:

) %| Self-monitoring requirements POTW [
%| Pretreatment compliance schedules EPA L
A-2 February 2010




PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS UPDATE

B. PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS (continued)

program. = |\~ o (4 ei; GverctHt Continuey

Zo\y | Yne ELP Wk A%

Tanvary | 20\6.

5. Describe any problems the CA has experienced in implementing or enforcing its pretreatment
Yo do an excellen)

;)% W\\\—\f\ QW\G\‘QW\EV\\\'V\kB 3'Y\f\e,\ P‘/(’.\"’(K“\*W\e\;\\‘ PVOSFC\W\ < IV\
4—‘. C.enciesy N \l‘\’S metbr‘ec\c\f\{y ",f? Cw\p\e—

N\ew\\'h& QS(&\U\\%V\@ &Q\S‘Q\T v:} f“i‘i}rcewwwxv s Was 9] \/

Al —ess<d T ne wg&m\&u TLL as O\(D(DKDM by Tcology on

DATE: |[5 \’Lo 7

ATTACHMENT A COMPLETED BY: " \\\ 0w~ 2€10\0w)

TELEPHONE: (2.5 ) 449 A

TITLE: %V\W%V\\(“L (%v»:\;v\«:r
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE



PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

INSTRUCTIONS: This attachment is intended to serve as a summary of program information. The
auditor or CA should obtain the needed information from the original, approved pretreatment program
submission and modifications and the NPDES permit. The auditor or CA should update this from, as
appropriate, in response to approved modifications and revised NPDES permit requwements

A. CA INFORMATION

1. CA name C»+\/ ot Everett
2. Original pretreatment program submtsston date  November 25, 1450
3. Required frequency of reporting to Approval Authority  Aanue]  (by Aol 1%)
4. Specify the following CA information b
Treatment Plant Name NPDES Permit Number Effective Date Expiration Date
’ £ Bverelr idoker Pollubios Centrol , ‘
Cidy o ocker Pollutio i, [WA002449D | Nov 1,2015| Oct. 30,2020
5. Does the CA hold a sludge permit or has the NPDES permit been modified Yes No
to include sludge use and disposal requirements? P,

If yes, provide the following information. -

Issuing Issuance | Expiration
POTW Name Authority Date Date Regulated Pollutants
C i ok ‘ WA Dept. ) \ R pH, O ltGrease, aaide, TTotal Phenolics,
1Ty © Everet- o Eu}l}o N@j‘ \IZOlg Ock 36,2020 PPM, H Vol or anis, P(ud -extackble co
5\/ hose - V\euhh\ ummunr_ﬁ r}zvl'.udedp

v'g(ymck,

B. PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATIONS

1. When was the CA’s NPDES permit first modified to require pretreatment
implementation?

2. Identify any substantial modifications the CA made in its pretreatment program since the approved
pretreatment program submission. [403.18]

Date Incorporated in NPDES

Date Approved Name of Modification Permit

lA46 Ocdinance. Modificedion

200% Orcl Mavice /’Vloc{i ficodions
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PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE (Continued)

C. TREATMENT PLANT INFORMATION

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this section for each treatment plant operated under an NPDES permit issued to the CA.

1. Treatment plant name e b 2. Location address
Ci'W oF Everelr Waker Pollution HooT HE Street Soctheast
on Facilihy

Contrl  Facil }—\/ EVQfC'H_, DA CIs205

3. a. NPDES permit | b. Expiration date | 4. Treatment plant wastewater flows
number
WADOZHH9D |0t 20,2020 | Design [H0.2 | mgd Actual [23.7 | mgd
5. Sewer System | a. Separate %| b. Combined % | c. Number of CSOs
6. a. Industrial contribution (mgd) b. Number of SlUs discharging to plant | c. Percent industrial flow to plant
0.% 22 2.H%
7. Level of treatment Type of Process(es)
Pr]be\/ Clacifiers
a. Primary

Biolcﬁicc\l +r€o\+y\4€n+< iaﬁco.us)/ 'I‘riakl;ns Lriters / s6lids contack
b. Secondary

c. Tertiary

8. Indicate methods of sludge disposal.

Quantity of sludge Quantity of sludge
a. Land application 7 0o | drytonslyear e. Public distribution dry tons/year
b. Incineration dry tons/year f. Lagoon storage dry tons/year
¢. Monofill . dry tons/year g. Other (specify) dry tons/year
d. MSW landfill dry tons/year
D. APPLICATION OF STANDARDS
If there is more than one treatment plant, were local limits established N/A Yes No
specifically for each plant? >
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PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE (Continued)

E. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

“MU\H(J\C Eme(ﬁe,m} Qegponge P]M\ UPc}a\-}—eS

ATTACHMENT B COMPLETED
BY:

TITLE:

DATE:

TELEPHONE:

February 2010
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ATTACHMENT C: LEGAL REVIEW CHECKLIST



NONE =No revision necessary REQ = Require Revision REC = Recommend Revision
REVISIONS
= = - _Se _ - “Sectio omments/Notes B»\y;x\@}
8. Hauled Waste Reporting/Requirements §34 X 2.1.8[%) [Haded waste Spuc felly
9. Grease Interceptor Reporting/Requirements §32C < 2.9.2 %Y S?.pgmle ol dicance] 26711 68
10. Authority to Issue Notice of Violations §10.1 X q.\
(NOVs) :
11, Authority to Issue Administrative Orders
(AOs) X 14449.5
12. Authority to Issue Administrative Penalties §10.6 e ad.(,
13. Authority to Enforce Against Falsification or 3
Tampering 10.3.C
14, Any Other Supplemental Enforcement
Actions as Noted in the POTW’s
Enforcement Response Plan
15, Permit Appeals Procedures < .t
16. Penalty or Enforcement Appeals Procedures < q.9
17. Bypass Notification 403.17 §133 X 2.2
Name of Reviewers

Document(s) submitted for review:

C-12
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NONE = No revision necessary

REQ= Requirg Revision

REC = Recommend Revision i

2. Emergency Response

Itatl

Reporting fstreamlining provision]

7. Other Special Agreement or Waivers

a. Immediately Halt Actual/Threatened 403.8(0)(1D) |§10.7
Discharge:dy (vi)®B) < G' xi
3. Legal Authority to Enforce Enforcement 403.8(M(1)  (§114
Response Plan (vi) < 16, Ll
H. Public Participation
1. Publish List of Industrial Users in Significant 403.8(H(2) |49
Noncompliance , (vitt) X %
[NOTE: Required streamlining reyision]
2. Access to Data [403.8(H)(1)(vii) & 403.14]
403.14(a) & 8
a, Government 5 (@ § 5C =7
b. Public 403.14(b)  |§38 7
l. Optional Provisions
1. Net/Gross Adjustments [streamiining provision] 403.15 §22D XX 7.1
2. Equivalent Mass Limits for Concentration 403.6(c) §22E 2 Ll
Limits [streamlining provision] < ¢
3. Equivalent Concentration Limits for Mass 403.6(c) §22F N 5
Limits [streamlining provision]
4, Upset Notification 403.16 §13.1 P 12,1
5. Waive Monitoring for Pollutant Not Present or 403.12(e)(2) |§6.4B .
Expected to be Present fstreamlining provision] <
6. Reduce Periodic Compliance 403.12()@3) |§64C X .
X

(Excluding Wavier of National Categorical
Pretreatment Standards and Requirements)

February 2010
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]

NONE = No revision necessary REQ = Require Revision REC = Recommend Revision

IONS
o. Certification of Pollutant Not Present 403.12(e)(2)(v) |§ 6.14C Does ot
[NOTE: Optional provision, required only if the x —_
POTW has incorporated § 6.4 B of the Model o\ﬁ»\\f
SUoj
E. Test Procedures [40 CFR Part 136 &
403.12(g)]
1. Analytical Procedures (40 CFR Part 136) 403.12(g) §6.10 >< 5 92
[NOTE: Required streamlining provisions] v
2. Sample Collection Procedures 403.12(g)(3) & |§ 6.11 ~ 9, \
[NOTE: Required streamlining provisions] Q) °
F. Inspection and Monitoring Procedures
[403.8(f)]
1. Right to Enter All Parts of the Facility at 403.8(f) §7.1
Reasonable Times 0m K (0 \
i ¥ i 403.8 71
2. Right to Inspect Generally for Comphapce (1)(v)(n § % G\
3. Right to Take Independent Samples 403.8(f) §7.1
(1)(v), 403.8(P)
QW& W b.)
403.8(5)
2)(vii)
4, Right to Require Installation of Monitorin 403.8(f) §7.1
Houlpmet. P o X b.2
5. Right to inspect and copy records 403.12(0)(2) |§7.1 K .\
G. Remedies for Noncompliance
(Enforcement) [403.8(f)(1)(vi)]
1. Non-Emergency Response
i i i 403.8, 111
a. Injunctive Relief (1)(vi§t) § ; NG 101
ivil/crimi i 403.8f 2&
b. Civil/criminal Penalties (1)(vi§t) ??3 X 024 10,2
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NONE = No revision necessary REQ = Require Revision REC = Recommend Revision
: EVISION

f. Notification of Changes Affecting Potential ~ [403.8()  (§§6.5&6.6 H q 4
for a Slug Discharge @) X .
[NOTE; Required streamlining revision] 20\ L

g. Notice of Violation/Sampling Requirement ~ |403.12(g) |§6.8 i
[NOTE: Required streamlining reyiston.] @ X H.8

h. Requirement to Conduct Representative 403.12(g) |§ 6.4E 7(

Sampling &) 5.}

i. Notification of Changed Discharge 403.12G)  |§6.5 X H.q

j- Notification of Discharge of Hazardous 403.12(p) (§6.9 e
Waste "'f . é

Other Reporting Requirements

k. Data Accuracy Certification & Authorized ~ |403.6(a) |§§64D &
@) & |6.14

2.8

» Signatory 403,120 X
1. Record-Keeping Requirement (3 years or 403.12(0) |§6.13 S .2
longer) &
- Including documentation associated 403.12(0) |§6.13 . Qoes net
with Best Management Practices )( S @ '\
[NOTE: Required streamlining provision.] PP /
m. Submission of All Monitoring Data 403.12(g) |§ 6.4F e K 2 6
[NOTE: Required streamlining revision] 6) ¢ I
n. Annual Certification by Nonsignificant 4033(v) |§§47C& 2 b ¢
Categorical Industrial Users @ 6.14B ¢
[Note: Optional provision, required only if the X | " &1(3)‘
POTW has incorporated §1.4GG(3) of the Model ( a

SuUo.]
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NONE = No revision necessary REQ

REC = Recommend Revision

2, Reporting Requirements [403.12]
Types of Repor'ts
a. Baseline Monitoring Report 403.12(b) §6.1 N qd.1
i ifyi i 403.12(b)(1 6.1B(1) & N
() Identifying Information (d)(1) 24‘5[\8& e L“\?i“l.ﬁ
(if) Other Environmental Permits 403.12(b)2) |§§ 6.1B(1) & 4.4
Held 454Q2) X 3.8
(iii) Description of Operations 403.12(b)(3) {§§6.1B() & H.ld
4.5A(3)a X 3.
(iv) Flow Measurements 403.12(b)4)  |§§ 6.1(b)(2) X Hi¢
& 4.5A(6) 370
(v) Measurement of Pollutants 403.12(b)(5) |§ 6.1B(2) X Hi{ 198
(vi) Certification 403.12(b)6) |§ 6.1B@3) X Hi4 3E
(vii) Compliance Schedule 403.12(b)(7) |§6.1B(4) X H.l¢ 31.G
b, Compliance Schedule Progress Report 403.12(c) §62 X 9.4
c. Report on Compliance with Categorical 403.12(d) §6.3
Pretreatment Standard Deadline A H.Z
d. Periodic Reports on Continued
Compliance
- From categorical users 403.12(e) §6.4A 4.2.A
- From significant noncategorical 403.12(h) §6.4A
users H.3.A
e. Notice of Potential Problems to be 403.12(H §6.6
Reported Immediately (Including Slug X L{ -
Loads)

February 2010




REC = Recommend Revision

j» Slug Discharge Requirements (if 403.8(5)  |§5.2A(7)
necessary) MEX©)
[NOTE: Required streamlining change, The X
ordinance should indicate that a user Is required
to develop a slug discharge control plan if
determined by the POTW {o be necessary.]

k. Permit Application/Reapplication §§53 &
Requirements 5.7
[Note: Optional permit provision]

1. Permit Modification §54

[Note: Optional permit provision]

m. Permit Revocation/Termination §§5.6&

[Note: Optional permit provision] : 10.8

X
(

n. Proper Operation and Maintenance §3.1
[Note: Optional pernit provision]

o. Duty of Halt/Reduce §10.7
[Note: Optional permit provision]

p. Requirement to Submit Chain-of-Custody
Forms with Monitoring Data
[Note: Optional permit provision]

X %% [% | %
)

D. Required Reports

1. Develop Compliance Schedule for Installation 403.8(f) | 4§ 5.2b(2)
of Technology MOGv) (& 104

%

.
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NONE = No revision necessary

REQ = Require Revision

REC= Recommgnd Revision

ctio

c. Effluent Limits 403.8() [§5.24(3)
1BX3)
d. Best Management Practices 403.8(f) [§5.2A(3)
[Note: This Is a required streamlining provision M@E)3)
Jor a CIU with BMP requirements as part of ils
Categorical Standards. But {f BMPs are being
applied to other CIUs or noncategorical SIUs >k
without categorical BMP requirements, this
provision would be optional and is required only if
the POTW has incorporated the use of BMPs (§
2.4C).]
e. Self-Monitoring Requirements 403.8() [§52A(4) 5
(€3](5)/0)]
f. Reporting & Notification Requirements 403.8(f)  (§5.2A(4)
e T
g. Record-Keeping Requirements . }
ping Tednen ) *
h. Process for Seeking a Waiver for 403.8(f) | §5.2A(5)
Pollutants Not Present or Expected to be g)(B)(“)
Present
[Note: Required only if POTW has incorporated 1(4;))3 149 7<
the use of Pollutants Not Present and § 6.4 of the
Model SUO.]
i. Statement of Applicable Civil and Criminal 403.8(5)  |§5246) |
Penalties (MB))

C-6
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NONE =No r vision necessary

REQ = Require Revision

REC=

Recommend Revision

k. Specific Waived Pollutant
[NOTE: Optional streamlining provision.
Required only if the POTW has incorporated §
6.4B of the Model SUO.]

403.8(5(1)
(05)/C))

§ 5.2A(8)

1. Permit Application/Reapplication
Requirements
[Note: Optional permit provision]

§653 &
57

31§
AL

m. Permit Modification
[Note: Optional permit provision]

§54

el B

n, Permit Revocation/Termination -
[Note: Optional permit provision]

§§5.6&
10.8

3,15

o. Proper Operation and Maintenance
[Note: Optional permil provision]

§3.1

2.9

p. Duty of Halt/Reduce
[Note: Optlonal permit provision]

§10.7

4.7

q. Requirement to Submit Chain-of-Custody
Forms with Monitoring Data
[Note: Optional permit provision]

Dees ot

apply

3. General Control Mechanism to Ensure
Compliance
[NOTE: Optional streamlining provision, Required
only if the POTW has lncorporated the use of
General Permits (§ 4.6 of the Model SUO).]

- Permit Content

403.800()
(iii)(A)

§42&4.6

Definitions ofF

”Genem\ ot
T \.AZJ\R, b‘)‘\"

fo 'F\)('“’\t  lom qUAGE

a. Statement of Duration

403.8(B(1)
®)
(€))

§§5.1&
52A(1)

X

b. Statement of Nontransferability

403.8(D(1)
B)2)

§ 52AQ2)

February 2010
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NONE = No revision necessary

REQ = Require Revision

REC = Recommend Revision

P:
-Citation

~Sectlon

“Comments/Note

d. Best Management Practices
[Note: This is a required streamlining provision
Jor a CIU with BMP requirements as part of ifs
Categorical Standards. But {f BMPs are belng
applied to other CIUs or noncategorical SIUs
without categorical BMP requirements, this
provision would be optional and is required only if
the POTW has incorporated the use of BMPs (§
240.]

403.8()(1)(B)
®

§5.2A0)

Does wnet
QQQY

¢, Self-Monitoring Requirements

403.3(H(1)(B)
Q)

§ 5.2A(4)

2.10.A(4)

f. Reporting & Notification Requirements

403.3((1)(®B)
“

§ 5.2A(4)

300.A (1)

g. Record-Keeping Requirements

403.8(0(1)(B)
@

§ 5.2A(4)

XX K

3.10.A(0)

h. Process for Seeking a Waiver for
Pollutants Not Present or Expected to be
Present
[NOTE: Optional streamlining provision.
Required only |f the POTY has incorporated §

6.4B of the Model SUO.|

403.3(H(D®)
(4) & 403.12(e)

@

§ 5.2A(5)

Dees not

i, Statement of Applicable Civil and Criminal
Penalties

303.800(D(B)
®)

§ 5.2A(6)

3.10.A(%)

j- Slug Discharge Requirements (if
necessary)
[NOTE: Required streamlining change. Where the
POTW has determined that slug controls are neces-
sary, the ordinance must provide authority for the
POTW (o include such requirements in IU perntits.]

403.8(B(1)(®)
©

§ 5.2A(7)

2.2

February 2010




NONE = No revision necessary

REC =Recommend Revision

REQ = Require Revision
3. National Categorical Standards 403.8(f)(1)(ii) by 2.2
4, Local Limits Development 403.5(c) & (d) [ §24
[NOTE: POTWs may develop Best Managenent
Practlces (BMPs) to inplement the prohibitions listed x‘ 2 ° l“
in 40 CFR 403.5(a)(1). Such BMPs shall be
idered local limils and Pretreatment Standards.]
5. Prohibition Against Dilution as Treatment 403.6(d) §2.6 X 2.%
6. Best Management Practices Development 403.5(c)(4) §24C 2.4.A
[NOTE: Optional streamlining provision.] )< A
C. Control Discharges to POTW System
1. Deny/Condition New or Increased 403.8(H(1)(0)  |§§4.8& X 3.9
Contributions 5.2 ¢
2. Individual Control Mechanism (e.g., permit) ~ [403.8(D(1)(iH) [§4.2 9
to ensure compliance X, ¢
- Permit Content 2.10
; i 403.8(H(1 51 &
a. Statement of Duration 5 (HM®) §.§2A(l) X 2.10.A00
b. Statement of Nontransferability 403.8(H)(1)B)2) | §5.2A(2) X 2, 10.A(2)
c. Effluent Limits ‘(130)3-8@)(1)(13) §5.2A(3) X 2, 10.A (3)

February 2010
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NONE =No revision necessary

15, Slug Load or Slug Discharge 403.8(H(2)(vi)
16. Other definitions based on terms
used in the POTW Ordinance
B. National Pretreatment Standards —
Prohibited Discharges
1. General Prohibitions
a, Interfetence 403.5() §2.1A X 2.1,
b. Pass Through 403.5(a) §21A X 7.\ A
2, Specific Prohibitions [403.5(b)]
a, Fire/Explosion Hazard (60 °C or 403.5(b)(1) §2.1B(1) /
140 °F ?Iashpoint) X 2.1, 8()
b. pH/Corrosion 403.5(b)(2) §2.1B(2) X 2. .3
c. Solid or Viscous/Obstruction 403.5(b)(3) §2.1B(3) X 2. R(D)
d. Flow Rate/Concentration 403.5(b)(4) §2.1B(4) A
(BOD, etc.) X 2.0.8(1)
e. Heat; exceeds 40 °C (104 °F) 403.5(b)(5) §2.1B(5) X 1.\ B(5)
f. Petroleum/Nonbiodegradable 403.5(b)(6) §2.1B(6)
- Cutting/Mineral Oils X 2.1.8 ‘6\
g. Toxic Gases/Vapor/Fumes 403.5(b)(7) § 2.1B(7) X 2.0 ()
h. Trucked/Hauled Waste 403.5(b)(8) § 2.1B(8) < 20,5 (%)

C-2 February 2010




CHECKLIST = PRETREATMENT PROGRAM LEGAL AUTHORITY REVIEWS

NAME OF POTW:
DATE OF REVIEW:

Note: Several changes to the National Pretreatment Regulations made as a result of the 2005 revisions to the General Pretreatment
Regulations (streamlining rule, 70 FR 60134-60198: October 14, 2005) are more stringent than the previous federal requirements and

Ci “\‘\/ o¥ E\/mﬂ*\—

i3 [20\8

therefore are considered required modifications for the POTW. Therefore, to the extent that existing POTW legal authorities are inconsistent

with those required changes, they must be revised. Where local authorities are already consistent with the required provisions, further

changes are not necessary.

REC = Recommend Revision

NONE = No revision necessary RE

. Definitions [403.3 & 403.8(1)(2)]

= Require Revision

. Act, Clean Water Act 403,3(h) §14A pod 1.3. 3
. Authorized or Duly Authotized 403.12(1) §l4c )

Representative of the User K 3.
3. Best Management Practices or BMPs 403.3(e) §14E X 3. H
4, Categorical Pretreatment Standard or 403.6 §14F _

Categorical Standard X V.32, 3
5. Indirect Discharge or Discharge 403.3() §l4M X .5 AF
6. Industrial User (or equivalent) 403.3(j) §L4LL X 1.2, PG %]1.3.B30
7. Interference 403.3(k) §140 X .3, AT
8. National Pretreatment Standatrd, 403.3(1) § 1.4 BB

Pretreatment Standard, or Standard X 1.3, AX
9. New Source 403.3(m) §14T X i.3. AN
10. Pass Through 403.3(p) §14Vv X 1.3, AG
11. Pretreatment Requirement 403.3(t) § L4 AA b 1.3, A0
12, Publicly Owned Treatment Works or POTW {403.3(q) §1.4DD > 1.3. BA
13. Significant Industrial User 403.3(v) §14GG

[NOTE: §1.4 GG(3) is an optlonal streamlining X 1.3 PJ Gi

provision for Nonsignificant Categorical

Industrial User classification.]
14, Significant Noncompliance 403.8(@)0viD) [§9 A | X %

February 2010
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ATTACHMENT D: SITE VISIT DATA SHEET, WENDB DATA ENTRY WORKSHEET, PCA
REQUIRED ICIS DATA ELEMENTS WORKSHEET, RNC WORKSHEET



SITE VISIT DATA SHEET

INSTRUCTIONS: Record observations made during the U site visit. Provide as much detail as
possible.

Name ofindustry: Uswhea. Coscipedd |

Address of industty: 410} Hoardeson Poal  Fveett, (W A¥204

Date of visit: |2 \20l120\} ' | Time of visit:

Name of inspector(s): EB\naw~ Fetelow) | T olesy \ GGevne. Kenncdt ; City 0,}

GreXdnen Onshd, - Z coloyy FNereth

Provide the name(s) and title(s) of industry representative(s)

Name Title Phone/E-mail
TN kw{.‘uurr\ £H T Muna (“’Jr("v/ 15 205 - S{X0
IU Permit Number: 42} [ExpDate: 5.\~ 21,20\& [IU Classification: Zt0 ((F 4323-13
Inspection Scheduled Unscheduled L~ PCA
Type/Purpose PCI New Company Complaint

Please provide the following documentation: -
1. Nature of operation: [y~ (-(M+ ()c\{'\j { 00‘5 42 G€as qo7/- v} businesy
Mo 4&(%‘\“5 (s wir~ Ko ,e/iy\a_
2. Number of Number of Hours of #
employees \ZQ shifts: b operation: Snen — g
3. Water source: C‘\\\/’ g;} ¢y i@+

4. Wastestream flow(s) discharged to the POTW: - \} o \ev €| Cw ity < C‘U(’*i ¢ YT g
- Wos e Frowa qu\u;‘c\ Penetvrant Irspeckon (L0T) YDOW~

- Nixate Jalcowmol (N TAL ) e M - Ciroe. wa oy
Sanitary: | (gpd) | Process: | AH0O  (gpd) | Combined: | (gpd)

5. Describegy significant changes in process or flow: Ntne. swneec dh e  CAy'r
NOPTC o -
LV\Tr' 3 \
6. Type of pretreatment system (Describe): (QH Ney v c\\\&%‘\"ﬁ\@\/\
- (WNerg \Non &zd Uy () Weers of S0 -

Continuous flow Batch Combined
7. Condition/operation of pretreatment system (Describe): — 7~ e.. GN\/ pre r\’y‘ec\-* Menb gt T

-§‘<¥€J 0T (D;H N\ev lé\’ﬁ\\‘\ 84\\-;0\!\ \VWQ,L e“ N\OV\‘\ *\)f Was )‘C"\(}\"v& M AU'
oy X u\.y,oagx\ov\, W\ ﬁﬁ\f burn swid Ve was Aina o Wave, | nne

~

Any unusual conditions or problems with the pretreatment system: {\)Q - _ COwne_ &£
ecceet Yhel GK Wont Yo Wa /’"W\C’K\\OV\FV\‘B' cheok e
k. i ssVe -
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SITE VISIT DATA SHEET (Continued)

8. Process area description (identify raw materials and processes used):

- \M&’\t\d)e\- codey (DOM —  Thes Madnined S Ve ks *‘0 cut \;th"‘\n’-&ﬁ‘kﬂ'
‘o (Sp-QC\L-Q(b SWPQg Wes rewsaters” 41’\\\4\ Weered oyeey f‘f\nrovg\,\ a Aval G_h\fj‘tz
{,1\\1((3( o Yo Ve 6\.}%\«\(3, about A 200 6€A

_ LPT Jab = prducks sres sond Wered for non — destrudive m:pcckw\ o
AW ~series frm.smn-\* /‘/(')\/Z‘e;)‘ (wa:&rem’r or appli el Yo Atme \est CQW\()OV\-Q-'\‘\‘ kAfaL,fp.t‘

0 CaXe OVt Co
T ; m\(kw\c\ s -
9. Condition/operation of process area (Des ibe): e Pivoe. banes toe Le\
— (0\1\ lUkk!"

Oveos N\l ofen\\ew nNo, — (oA water —>= N\
ol o > F Nkoi — cold Waterr -  Hot water.

"\Pf‘f&m\ Opx—\m \UU\_Y\'U 4‘»’\)\[\1\ \\—eve; Y Y\eu’h’u\\ I/C'{

Any unusual conditions or problems with the process area: N .

A )
10. General housekeeping in process area (Describe): O t53U<5 0o yerced ,—QU)FI@
S LTSE S

Any unusual conditions or problems with general housekeeping in process area: (),

11. Chemical storage area (identify the chemicals that are maintained on- sﬂe@r:l how they a&
stored):_c\,)rif-:vx\s Q;L ' \rcavws -0 S5 @f«\ O NA§vwva ™ op %'0\1“’
- A\anwu\\-o MV\\(('; ody— - S 5«“0«} o Qf\m\\ Y (OA\‘\,V\4[1" 6—)‘”"0\ N A

ome b\ L\w\vvw\uﬁ/ CGub\net
- PY((};\\ k\@é’&ﬂ'\)‘)‘s \‘\)&M ) W VR Ly - 2 dtedr conMNonens @vm)x \‘w\‘
Any floordrains? | N U | Any spill control measures? | L ek

General housekeeping of chemical storage area (Describe): — 1, ﬁc" \‘(}\/ L3
LNW\C\(U\C\‘\'CA L\/\ \V-Q’(N\J 0}[ V\~€4L C\‘eﬂ"\\"‘tf\‘fi}' C\V\rkl r\{&l\,V\’Cﬁ\

%’Oo“\f o ‘{”ﬂm&— ,\ }\00(3’"\ GDocL u\\@x

12. Are hazardous wastes drimmed and labeled? TN N\ UV~ — ™Monage.s M\g \UO\Yl"QJ
13. Does the IU have hazardous waste manifests? ~|e<
Any problems associated with hazardous waste: NO
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SITE VISIT DATA SHEET (Continued)

i [ =
14. Solid waste production: - 7 5\ v d%/c SN WNWA L B/N\\W\ ro T A~ (N AR
: : — 4 ﬁ\fo\poﬂ&b waley d‘\\f\a\ D e\ -
Solid waste disposal method(s): ‘H / "}/06‘ { H&B " 6\ r@MCL\OV\
L

15. Descnptlon of sample location: —hew< (5 a Glaap O WTOUMBL 0 unte
a@r( wares Uy f_\) +7 \}\r()k,wc,k ‘\‘O Yeve J'UW\p ,LL
B¢

¢

j\; ' Ta v mfcm \\ w

< C\ry O\V\r ) *ﬂt\t LL(‘\ +Y puw\ro @mo\«r o~ Xhe. TUMP ya Aﬂ\—(a'\"r\(\\'\e'
Sampllné method/technique: ¢ owap 05 \e_ sAwaf 5 one h\Av\u\ U an TSCO A

16. Evaluation of self-monitoring data: * L~ 1 Ye | [No ~ |~ [ N/A

If yes, was self-monitoring adequate: ~ = <. ,{M—k ol constotont { -é
=4, veanenta owed WMatr e witn et 1y cubin '\'kﬁefﬁopte 4‘\/

17. Who performs the self-monitoring analysis? An O\Ctrukﬁek ML B .Cr ‘CA\’(\/\AY\ M\&l
Notes: o : }3qu0\,
e Amc \+\/ &(0 tmz)k O) 7 \ﬂemr\ (xw)\x WC\\@NMM'(F Mo —
fewany is Per For el NN W e o COW\g\\av\(u VAN
tre Cidy (ssvelbs permiy . TUR=— EHs towager (5 el
Km\u\u\&cc\&\ jL | Mre Erocssas %cwm\\\/\s wesTe —
pamL Y L»\C&y Wal Y awaer dah so\ids waste. A\ o\u@\\m&
‘/C\O\\\i“\& % The speC 44(/5’ (} x"'\{ (th\”“'\* @”‘P\\‘}

e A\ Cl\)—@? A~k \\/\\t(lorc\\vg m\dk/"ﬁ g <GV \1g- wrerc
(JVD PG("Y C)\N\/u){m:i\

e pM reding Shedd b dully Fon choned,

bj o) -
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