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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Southwest District
401 East Fifth Street TELE: (937)285-6357 FAX: (937)285-6240 Ted Strickland, Governor

Dayton, Ohia 45402-2911 www.epa.state.oh.us Lee Fisher, Lt. Governor
. Chris Korleski, Director

May 21, 2008

Mayor and Council

City of Eaton

328 North Maple Street
Eaton, Ohio 45320

Re: Eaton -- PCl -- 2008 NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Ladies and Gentlemen:

On March 12 and 31, 2008, | conducted a pretreatment compliance inspection (PCl) of the

~ City of Eaton’s approved pretreatment program. The City was represented by Andy Eddy.
The PCI followed a checklist designed by Ohio EPA to evaluate all major aspects of the
City's pretreatment program. A discussion of the required actions is given below.

. The City has been conducting all of its required sampling and inspections, however, the
low level mercury local limits justification has not yet been submitted. This was required as
a part of a compliance schedule in the City's NPDES permit. This submittal was due in
January 2007. It was also required as part of the 2007 audit report. The City has collected
the low level influent and effluent sampling at the wastewater treatment plant, and was in
the process of obtaining the necessary background data at the time of my inspection.
Since the compliance schedule milestone has been missed by more than 90 days, the City
is in Significant Non-Compliance with its NPDES permit. This justification must be
submitted as soon as possible. This letter will serve as the Notice of Violation for missing
this miiestone.

REQUIRED ACTIONS

1. Low Level Mercury Technical Justification

The City must submit its technical justification for the low level mercury local limit. This
must be submitted by July 31, 2008. If this is not submitted, then enforcement against the
City must be escalated.

2. Parker Hannifin -
a. Enforcement action must be taken for the May 2007 zinc violation and the
late report from April 2007. This must be completed by June 13, 2008.
b. The sample type must be noted on the chain-of-custody forms. This -

must begin immediately.
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3. Bullen Ultrasonic

The City must ensure the facility is taking its Total Toxic Organics (TTOs) samples .
correctly. This parameter consists of a composite sample for the 624 (Base, Neutral,
Acids) compounds, and a grab sample for the 625 (Volatile Organics) compounds. The
facility is not currently sampling for all of the necessary parameters. This must be
completed on the next self-monitoring event.

Please notify this office, in writing, by June 6, 2008 of your intentions to implement the
above within six {(6) months of the date of this report. Also, please provide a progress
report by October 17, 2008 (five months from the report date) describing the status of each
of the required actions. Failure to resolve the noted required actions within six months will
result in enforcement against the City for failure to enforce its pretreatment program.

The assistance provided by your staff was appreciated. If you would have any questions,
please contact me at 937.285.6108. '

gl

iekKutowski
District Pretreatment Coordinator
Division of Surface Water

Sincerely,

Enclosures

Cc:  Andy Eddy, Eaton
Ryan Laake, DSW/CO



State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Southwest District Office

Pretreatment Compliance nspectlon Report
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Permit # NPDES# Month/Day/Year | Inspection Type | Inspector Fac:llty Type
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Name and Location of Faclht)[ Inspected - Entry Tlme
City of Eaton WWTP .
901 South Barron Street 9:00 am
Eaton, Chio 45320 Exit Time
) 2:00 pm

Name(s) and Title(s) of On-Site Representatives

Phone Number(s)

Andy Eddy, Superintendent

937.456.7157

Responsible Official{s)

Coordinator's Mailing Address

Mayor and Council
City of Eaton

328 North Maple Street
Eaton, Chio 45320

City of Eaton Division of Public Works
P.O.Box 27
Eaton, Ohio 45320
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See attached report.

Méﬁ'én'r{e Piekutowski Date
Division of Surface Water

Martyn Burt ¥k "Daté

Southwest District Office

Compliance & Enforcement Supervisor
Division of Surface Water
Southwest District Office
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Control Authority (CA) name and address Date(s) of PCI

Mayor and Council March 12, 31, 2008
City of Eaton

328 North Maple Street
Eaton, Ohio 45320

' . INSPECTOR(S) .

T e o R e :

: P I S 2 s o
EJitle/AMfiliation P L SeoT T el ‘\{um"b”é?é

Mari Piekutowski Environmental Specialist 2/0hio EPA Southwest District 937.285.6108

ﬂ
CA REPRESENTATIVE(S)
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Andy Eddy ' Superintendent/City of Eaton 937.456.7157

PCI Checklist
(revised Novernber 1996)
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AO Administrative Order

BMP Best Management Practices

BMR Baseline Monitoring Report

CA Control Authority

CERCLA Comprehensive Env:ronmental Rs:medlanon Compensahon, and Liability Act
CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CIu Categorical Industrial User

CS0O Combined Sewer Overflow .

CWA Clean Water Act

CWF Combined Wastestream Forrmula

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

Iu 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 T
NPDES National Poliutant Discharge Elimination System
0&G 0il and Grease

PCI Pretreatment Compliance Inspection

PCS Permit Compliance System

PIRT Pretreatment Implementation Review Task Force
POTW Publicly Owned Treatment Works

QA/QC Quality Assurance/Quality Conirol

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RNC Reportable Noncompliance

81U Significant Industrial User

SNC Significant Noncompliance

SU0 Sewer Use Ordinance

TCLP Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure
TOMP Toxic Organic Management Plan

TRC Technical Review Criteria

TRE Technical Review Evaluation

TRIS Toxics Release Inventory System
‘TSDF Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facility

TTO Total Toxic Organics

UsT Underground Storage Tank

WENDB Water Enforcemnent National Data Base




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

7 IU IDENTIFICATION
FILE 1 _ Industry name and address Type of industry
Parker Hannifin Manufacture hydraulic tube fittings.
725 North Beech Street
Eaton, Ohio 45320
TU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow (gpd)
B Categorical SIU - 40 CFR _433 |, 40,000 40,000
Category(ies) New Source :
gory(ies) - ) D Industry visited during PCI?  Yes D No X
Non-categorical SIU Non 51U o
COMPLIANCE STATUS
D‘ SNC (period: ) & Noncompliance/corrected |:| Noncompliance/continuing l:l In compliance
EXPLANATION:
Comments
FILE __2  Industry name and address Type of industry
Bullen Semiconducior Corporation Grow silicon crystals.
950 South Franklin Street
Eaton, Ohio 45320
IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow (gpd)
® Categorical STU -40 CFR _ 469
Category(ies Subpart B
I:‘Ig ) ] D Industry visited during PCI?  Yes D No X
Non-categorical STU Non SIU ,
"COMPLIANCE STATUS
D SNC (period: } ':l Noncompliance/corrected D Noncompliance/continuing B In compliance
EXPLANATION: '
Comments

Need to address TTO sampling/certification.




IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)
FILE _ 3 Indusiry name and address Type of industry
Weyerhaeuser Manufacture corrugated shipping containers.
900 US Route 35 West :
Eaton, Ohio 45320
IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow (gpd)
I:I Categorical SIU - 40 CFR , ,
Cat i
ategory(ies) Tndustry visited during PC?~ Yes L] No L]
Non-categorical SIU I:l Non SIU
COMPLIANCE STATUS
I:I SNC (period: “ ) I___| Noncompliance/corrected D ‘Noncompliance/continuing X In compliance
EXPLANATION: ' '
Comments

FILE Industry name and address

Type of industry

TU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow (gpd)
D Categorical SIU - 40 CFR ,
Cat i
ategory(ics) | Tndustry visited during PCI?~ Yes L] No [
Non-categorical STU D Non SIU
' COMPLIANCE STATUS
D SNC (period: ) I:I Noncompliance/corrected D Noncompliance/continuing D In compliance
EXPLANATION:

Comments




TIU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average total flow (gpd) - | Average process flow (gpd)
D Categorical SIU - 40 CFR

Cat i '
ategory(ies) Industry visited during PCI Yes I:l No D

Non-categorical STU

D Non SIU.

l:l SNC (period:
EXPLANATION:

COMPLIANCE STATUS

) Noncompliance/corrected D Noncompliance/continuing D In compliance

Comments

FILE ____ Industry name and address Type of industry
TU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average total flow (gpd)  Average process flow (gpd)
D Categorical_ SIU - 40 CFR R
Categorylies) , Industry visited during PCI? ~ Yes L] No L]
Non-categorical SIU l:l Non STU :
COMPLIANCE STATUS

[ sne (period:
EXPLANATION:

) I:l Noncompliance/corrected D Noncompliance/continuing I:I In compliance

Comments




General Comments
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SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION

. _Industry Name .

5 INSTRUCTIONS: Evaluate the contents of IU files. Enumerate problem areas and
= | B explain in comments section below. Use NA (not available) where necessary. Use ND
S § (not determined) where there is insufficient information to evaluate/determine
3 S g implementation status. Use an "x" in the space when a problem is not noted. Comunent
E § = on each problem identified. Clearly identify the file that each comment pertains to; also
§ 03 § indicate where a comment applies to all the files. ‘
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NA 2. Notified of applicable RCRA standards 403 3(f(2)1n)

[Comments
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SECTION I: 1U FILE EVALUATION (Continued)
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Comments:

2 — Have additional limits in the permit that are no longer required.

I — Mercury samples for low level (1631) are collected as a grab sample.




" SECTION I: TU FILE EVALUATION (Continued) 7
File | File | File | File | File | L Reg.
A 12134 1 . JIUFILEREVIEW _Cite
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SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION (Continued)
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3. Evaluated need for slug discharge control plan at least every two years

403.8()(2)(v)

Commenits:

11— Thereis no flow data reported.
2- Spill plans, chemical storage areas are discussed. No specific questions for slugload discharge plan.
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SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION (Continued)

File

Lt FI_LE REVIEW
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SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION (Continued)

File

-*.f SSELEMONI LORING AN
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-ﬂwwﬂv-tk
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_.a 1oMp submitted and updated (1f apphcable)
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3. Timely self- momtormg reports in accordance w1th control mcchamsm

403 12(e)&(h)
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15 Slgnatory/cemﬁcatlon of reports in accordance with OAC 3745 3 06 (F)

OAC 3745-3-06 (F)

16, Mt osmpliunce. sehedulé milestones by fequiredidates

AR

7. Immediate notification of slug load dlscharge or acc1denta1 spﬂl 10 sewer

OAC 3745-3-05

§._ Notified CA withii 24:Holirs. & ’bfscommg awate, o dﬁuhamgefmglanons

P

et VAU NA | 9. Resampled/reported within 30 days of knowledge ofwo]atlon 403.12(2)(2) _
N NA I NA L {19; gSﬁbml‘ Sion/imiplementation. efslug dlscﬁd;é:_:mm alplan - OSBRI

NA | NA | NA 11. Notified CA of significant changes in operation or discharge 403.12(5)
Comments:

1 — One reportwas 15 days late in April 2007.
2 — Noted the violation in the cover letter. Unclear if the 24 hour rotification was provided.
3- TTOs not done.
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SECTION I:

IU FILE EVALUATION (Continued)

File File | File

File l File

IU FILE REVIEW

- R T R R T, §- .
R 1 o N B P . e e .
e PUAGENOTHOR o e T i
rrl-'":- o - o ‘r: - q—q.-r.;‘ ETIT—T——— Rt At o e
= s v S (S .
- : B _— e L

B RN L vy

o ——— T Ty

T R

T e e T T ——r 1 R T I 2 T e T
L E TR ROCER T s . AL - ' u.

B £ ‘ R L . - e .

Y e Y k- PO S - A 2a _._.,._..“ A

- L

e ik s i i il e+ 5 mn e e T e

Reg.
1 Cite

‘.':-__..,...»Nu..aa

i -:r-m-g}mg?::g
fmm

i ek e

SECTION [ COMPLETED BY:

Mari Piekutowski DATE:

March 31, 2008

TITLE:

TELLEPHONE:

Environmental Specialist 2

937.285.6108
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SECTION II: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this section during the onsite visit based on based on CA activities since the last PCI or andit. Aftach
_ documentatlon where appropnate Specnﬁc data may be requ].red in some cases.

1 Have you made ény changes to the approved program since the last mspectmn‘? (Local 11m1ts
ERP, SUQ, control mechanisms, SIU list, etc.)

If yes, discuss.

2. Have you identified any needed changes?
If yes, describe.

Mercury local limits. The City is the process of pulling the background samples now. The City is sampling a! three locations
in the collection system that have residential flows only. The City has been sampling at the POTW for low level mercury.

BRI CHARN G ERIZATIONFEL ¥ T

1. How do y&'{ {d;antlfy and charactenze new JUs?
(is WS used?)

Submit Baseline Monitoring Report. Facility wonld then be inspected. Involved in the plan review for the Building
Department in the Technical Review Committee. Drive-by inspections.

2. How and when do you identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing IUs
(especially to determine if they need to be classified as a SIUs)

Voluntary sampling. Inspections. Quarterly sampling. Self-monitoring. Checks at manholes. PTIs for industries.




SECTION II: SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW

':OI\TROL MI CHA\HbM ]_\"-

. How many 5IUs are not covered by an Bmshng,.unekpucd permit or other mdwldual . 1 0 | 0%

control mechanism? [WENB~NOCM][RNC~]]
If any, explain.
2. a. How many control mechanisms were allowed to expire prior to reissuance? I 2

1f any explain.

b. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiration date of the | 0
previous control mechanism? [RNC~II]
If any, explain.

¢. Do you use an ui)-to-date WS or recent discharge application forms prior to permit reissuance?

Use an up to date Baseline Monitoring Report,




SECTION II SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW

Rean NABL DL BIARE N DARD G Bk gl 5 s LT
1. a. How and when do you evaluate SIUs for the need to develop slug control discharge plans?
{check on CA's definition of slug discharge)
If any, explain.

As part of the annual inspection. Also language in pérmirs regarding plans.

b. How many SIUs were evaluated in the past two years? All

2. 2. Describe any wastes hauled to the POTW.
Do not accept any hauled waste.

b. If any lus have their wastewater hauled to the POTW, how do you ensure all applicable
standards (local and categorical) are met?
Do neot accept any hauled waste.

c. List [Us that haul their wastewater to the POTW.
NA

B/COMPIIAL GE‘MONIT.R’[NU: AW e P W )
1. In the past 12 menths, how many, and what percentage of SIUS were the followmg [403 8(ﬂ(2)(v)] WENDB~NOIN] [RNC II]
(Define the 12 month period 1/15/07 to 1/14/08.)

a. Not sampled or not inspected at least once [WENB-NOIN] 0 0%
b. Not sampled at least once {all parameters) 0 0%
c. Not inspected at Jeast once 0 0%

If any, explain.

2. How many SIUs are in SNC with self-monitoring requirements and were not inspected and/or 0
sampled (in the four most recent full quariers)? [WENB~SNIN]
If any, explain.




SECTION II SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW
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. Notice or letter of violation
Administrative Order
Administrative fine

. Show cause hearing

. Compliance schedule

. Permit revocation

Civil suits

Criminal suits

Termination of service

e PR s A o

Explain if appropriate:

1. Which of the following enforcement actmn.s de you use dunng the past year‘?

. Other (specify) Resampling at Parker Hannifin.

e || | b [ | 3 [ 3¢

a. Interference

b. Pass through

¢. Fire or explosions {flashpoint, etc.)
d. Corrosive structural damage
e. Flow obstructions

f. Excessive flow rates
g. Excessive pollutant concentrations
h. Heat problems

i. Interference due to O & G

j- Toxic fumes

k. Illicit dumping of hauled wastes

1. Worker health and safety concerns
m. Other (specify)

If yes, how did you respond?

2. Did the treatment plant experience any following during the past year?

e
By
=
g

be| b | D | | e |2

Rain-related.

Se| e | e | e | ¢| el e




SECTION II SUPPLEMENTAL DATA REVIEW/INTERVIEW

R poodnedBE L e
3. Were you made aware of any hazardous waste discharges to the POTW? [403.12 (j)&(p)]
T T -,t
o, s o S L. f
e Mo '
Have you had any problems (general or specific) implementing your approved program? [ . X
Additional Comments/Observations/Information:
SECTION I COMPLETED BY: | Mari Piekutowski DATE: |March 31, 2008
TITLE: | Environmental Specialist 2 TELEPHONE: | 937.285.6108
SECTION II COMPLETED BY: | Andy Eddy DATE: | March 31, 2008
TITLE: | Superintendent TELEPHONE: [937.456.7157
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SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

INSTRUCTIONS: Based on information and data evaluated, summarize the findings of the audit for each program element shown
below. Identify all problems or deficiencies based on 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
recommendcd acuons and pr _Eram modlﬁcatlons

o i ,_'-r-z--{a-r- i e Sk
- i l‘.* PR . . - :

S e
eRecommended-

Aol

TR ST TR
’AL:U TTHOR] Y - oor
»  Minimum legal authon'ty requiremcnts (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)/Checklist 1.B.2)
X

RECOMMENDED ACTION: The City should consider incorporating the required provisions of the streamlining rules into ifs
sto. :

. Adequate multi jurisdictional agreements (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)/Checklist IB.1)
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SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY
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» Identify and categorize IUs

(Ref. 403.

8(£)(2)(ii)/Checklist I1.C.2)

s I L T T S o
D -CONTROUMECHANISM 7
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+ Issuance of individual control mechanisms to all STUs (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(iii)/
Checklist IL.D.1)

Adequate control mechanisms (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(iii)/Checklist T.A.4)




SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY
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Adequate control of trucked, railed, and dedicated pipe wastes (Ref. 403.5(b)(8)/
Checklist I1.D.3&4)

- Approprately categorize, notify, and apply all applicable pretreatment standards
(Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(i1)&(iii); 403.5 /Checklist 1.A)

. Basis and adequacy of local limits (Ref. 403.8(f)(4);122.21(j)/Checklist ILE.2&3)

REQUIRED ACTION: The City must submit the justification for a low level mercury local limits as was required in its NPDES
permit. This was due in January 2007.

Tt T . I3 - . :

nspection frequency (Ref. 403jS(i)(Q)(ii)&(v)/Checklis

= Adequate sampling and i
1B.1&2,1LF.1)
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SECTION II: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY -

— ———

- 3 . - g S =] S L R e k. et - R = 1 wro - oo te..owmn

. [ :")?’7.-,_ 9 ~ iz T v !r.é LT Sla oI Coean gt ) } . o R E“{ =

i T A A AP Pecammewdod 02 THRequrad
S Deseriptions T e Lo R T e L S

T - . : PRI Ao - L »-\L‘lmn._ K™
1= o : - B R S M R R
. et . - . R LRt s RN
T, = S =
£ e - . - T : S
: o - & i PR ¥ — — — -7 _ﬁ_‘

«  Adequate inspections (Ref. 403.8(f)(2)(v)&(vi)/Checklist 1.B.1; ILF.1)

» Adequate sampling protocols and analysis (Ref. 403.8(£)(2)(vi)/Checklist
1B.2;ILF.2,3&4)

REQUIRED ACTION: The City must ensure that the sample type is listed on the chain-of-custody forms for Parker Hannifin on
both the self and City monitoring. .

REQUIRED ACTION: The City must ensure the sampling for Total Toxic Organics is being done correctly for Bullen Ultrasonics.

«  Adequate IU self-monitoring (Ref. 403.8(f)(2)(iv)/Checklist 1.C.1.b;L.F)

Notification of changed and hazardous waste discharges (Ref. 403.12()&(p)/
Checklist L.C.1.b; I1.G.1.b)
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SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

- S e R P
! ! Tk, .J—.,' coe P 'Zl\'lz_l‘ul.l I-Ir_'\ﬂlrt'llll‘t-ll R
e .._'AA.""‘\l'lifl|s N
»  Evaluate the peed for SIUs to develop slug discharge control plans
(Ref. 403.8(£)(2)(v)/Checklist 1.B.2.d; 1LF.8)
»  Monitor to demonstrate continued compliance and resampling after violation(s}
(Ref. 403.12(g)(1)&(2);403.8(£)(2)(vi)/Checklist 1.A.4.d, C.1.b)
G ] NORCENMENT . R L U B B e
I £ AL T s Lo
- Appropriate application of "significant noncompliance” definition {Ref.
403.8(H)(2)(vii) /Checklist 1.C.2; I1.G.1; Attach B.L.1)
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SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

Develop and implement an ERP (Ref. 403.8(f)(5)L.C.3;/Checklist IL.G.2) ™

okl
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ERR N et o E
TR A Boequired, L

_"\rr}..
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* Amnnually publish a list of TUs in SNC (Ref. 403.8(f)(2){vii)/Checklist 1.C.6;
I1.G4)

*  Effective enforcement (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(iv)(A)/Checklist I.C.1.c, 4&5;11.G.2.c&4d,
586)

| for April 2007.

REQUIRED ACTION: The City must take enforcement against Parker Hannifin for a May 2007 zinc violation and a late report




SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

P S Tecomnienidall T - JRequired i1
T ‘ \\ !in.llr _;' BRI - l\\‘l};/u' ‘
- Effective data management/public participation (Ref. 403.5(c)(3)403.12(0);
403.14/Checklist IT.H)
. I_S”\: S 1. i,,_ ;w~*.§ﬁm =,_
: : . . . R A N Y )
__‘_ g Cess DEERSRL T T e TEL e DL A R N T ST .
«  Adequate resources (Ref. 403.8(f)(3)/Checklist ILT)




3 | | 3

SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY
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= Understanding of pollutants from all sources (Checklist IT.J.1&2)

» Documentation of environmental improvements/effectiveness (Checklist I1.J.1)

* Integration of pollution prevention (Checklist I11.1.3,445)
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SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY
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SECTION Iil COMPLETED BY: | Mari Piekutowski DATE: | May 20, 2008
TITLE: | Environmental Specialist 2 TELEPHONE: | 937.285.6108




ATTACHMENT A: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS UPDATE -

Pretreatment Pre-Inspection Checklist

PCI/Audit/RI
POTW: Eaton Date of Inspection: March 12, 31, 2008
Type of Inspection: PCI AAudit—+RE Inspector: Mari Piekutowski |

This checklist must be compieted prior to conducting a PCI, audit, or RI. This checklist is designed to
coordinate information from a number of sources to provide background information and to help develop an
overview of the pretreatment program. Summarize items that should be verified during inspection. Ifitems are
get too numerous or get too lengthy to summarize, copy appropriate pages and aftach.

Program Deficiencies

Pretreatment related Consent Decree ' .
and/or Administrative Orders that ' None.
were completed or are pending since
the last inspection.

-| NPDES permit compliance schedule
items that have been completed or are Low level mercury technical justification still has not been
pending. submirted. This was due in January 2007.

Since the last inspection, has the CA
been in RNC or SNC? Why? Yes. Missing the low level mercury compliance schedule date.

Findings of the last PCI/Audit/R1.
Highlight any unresolved issues or Low level mercury limit justification.
corrective actions taken by the CA.

(November 1996)




Control Authority Submittals and Reports

Have there been any program

modifications since the last No.
inspection? If yes, what is the status?
Was the Annual Report submitted on Yes.
time? Is it complete?
Comments/follow-up questions on the
Annual Report No.
Were the Quarterly Reports subnutted

| on time? Are they compiete? Yes.
Comments/follow-up questions on the
Quarterly Industrial User Violation
Reports None.

Identify industries to.target for file
reviews/inspections, based on the
Annual and Quarterly Reports

Review all since there are only 3 SIUs.

MOR Data Review

Effluent violations to discuss.

None.

Sludge quality issues to discuss.

None.

(November 1996}
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

INSTRUCTIONS: This attachment is intended to serve as a summary of program information. This background information
should be obtained from the original, approved pretreatment prograim submission and modifications and the NPDES permit. The
profile should be updated, as appropriate, in response to approved modifications and revised NPDES permit requirements.

AT CAINTORMATION -

‘l, --'i& s T ;i
¢ TreatmentiBlant Name f"

1. CA name City of Eaton -
2. Original pretreatment program submission approval date June 12, 1984
3. Required frequency of reporting to Approval Authority Quarterly
4. Spcmfy the followmg CA mformatlon
IR O B P T S A TR L e
ST . b

| . NPDES Betinied niiber BffeétiveDate |- 0§ coKxpirationDate’ o e

Eaton WWTP OHOD20907; 1IPCO0001 *ID | 10/12004 7/31/2009

T T
5. Does the CA have a sludge management plan on file with Ohio EPA?
If yes provlde the followmg information.
S TR S POTWName L . e | ij s N

Eaton WWTP

iB " PRETREA TMENTPROGRANMODIFICATIONS Byl et 7 o 00— s

=t

1. thn was the CA's NPDES permit first modified to rcqmrc prcu'eatmcnt S‘eptember 28,1985
implementation? [WENDB-PTIM]

2. Identify any substantial modifications the CA made in its pretreatment program in the last five years. (403.18)

-“ - = Date Appruxcd*‘ VTR e

June 5, 2006 T Local Limits Justification
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"ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

T INSTRUCTIONS: Cormplete this section for each treatment plant operated under an NPDES perm]t issued to the CA.

1. Treatment plant name 2. Location address
Eaton WWTP 901 South Barron Street, Eaton, Ohio 45320
3. a. NPDES permit number b. Expiration date | 4. Treatment plant wastewater flows
0H0020907; 1PCOROGI*ID July 31, 2009 A 1.9 1.329
Design MGD Actual MGD
5. Sewer System a. Separate 100% b. Combined 0% ¢. Number of CS0s @
6. a. Industrial contribution (MGD) b. Number.of STUs discharging to plant | c¢. Percent industrial flow to plant
0.063 3 4.7%
N : . G
7. Level of treatment 3 X [iProcess e
' ; X - Bar Screen, Gru‘ Chamber, Clanjter
a. Primary
b. Secondary X Oxidation Tower, Activated Sludge, Clarifier
) X Sand Filter, Disinfection, Dechlorination, Post Aeration
c. Tertiary

8. Indicate required monitoring frequencies for poliutants identified in NPDES permit.

I} fﬂueﬁt’ oo Shidge * igv Tl Reed
r‘ums,’& eal) : ~(1 uneszear\ e SEa e 2R
--.'— “ufl, i e s L A
a. Metals 12 4 (her “‘""”"’ i
b. Organics(*bexachiorobenzene} I/12* 1/712*%
¢. Toxicity testing 0 0 0
d. EP toxicity ] 0 0 0
e. TCLP ¢ 0 0 0
9, Effluent Discharge
a. Receiving water name b. Receiving water c. Receiving water use
classification Primary Contact; Agricultural & Industrial Water
Sevenmile Warmwarer Habitat Supply

d. If effluent is discharged to any Iocation other than the receiving water, indicate where.
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

CPIRERTNI N TP RAREANTOR N ATM?tﬁﬁed) e
A el S P RN AL | e

11. Did the CA subﬁu’t results of whole effluent biological toxicity testing as part of its
NPDES permit application(s)? [122.21()1)and (2)]

a. If yes, did the CA use EPA-approved methods? [122.21()X3)] X

b. Has there been a pattern of toxicity demonstrated? X

2. Indicate methods of sludge disposal.

Quantity of sludge Quantity of sludge
a. Land application 59.1 dry e. Public distribution dry tons/year
' ' tons/ycar
b. Incineration dry f. Lagoon storage dry tons/year
tons/year ’
¢. Monofill dry g. Other (specify) dry tons/year
tons/year
d. MSW landfill [ 212.55 | ary
: .| tons/year
R L e e X i T e

1. a. Indicate where the authonty to n:nplement and enforce pretreatment standards and requirements is contained (cite legal
authority).

Chapters Ordinance 93-3, 921 & 922

b. Date enacted/adopted August 19, 1991 | ¢. Date of most recent revisions Awgust 19, 1997

2. Does the CA's legal authority enable it to do the following? [403.8(f(1)(I-vii)]

a. Deny or condition pollutant dischargers [403.8(f)(1X1)}

b. Require compliance with standards [403.8¢f)(1)(ii))

c. Control discharges through permit or similar means [403.8¢f)(1)ii)]
d. Require compliance schedules and [U reports [403.8(f(1 Xiv)]

e, Carry out inspection and monitoring activities [403.8(f)(1)(v)]

f. Obtain remedies for noncompliance [403.8(f)(1)(vi}]
g. Comply with confidentiality requirements [403 8(f)(1)(vii)]

SEIEIEIEIElRS

3. a. How many contributing jurisdictions are there? ]

Llst the names of all contributing ]unsdlchons and thc numbcr of SIUs in those ]unsdlctlons

£ 0 %0 dudiSdieonName 2T T Nuniberer ¢ GIUs, ] o N onberiofOther SIUS 8%
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

i

’.\L“AU:PH@PW SR oo oL et R

Y, S T

3 b, Has ‘the CA negotiated all legal agrecmcnts necessary to ensure that pretreatment stanaards w111 be

| enforced in contributing jurisdictions?

If yes, describe the legal agreements (e.g., intergovernmental contract, agreement, IU contracts, etc.).

4, I relying on contributing jurisdictions, indicate which activities those jurisdictions perform.

~a. IWS update NA e. Notification of IUs
b. Permit issuance NA f. Receipt and review of IU reports
¢. Inspection and NA g. Analysis of samples
sampling
d. Enforcement NA h. Other {specify)

N¥A

NA

NA

NA

LU CIEARACTERIZA ITOX

oy S

1. a. Does the CA have procedures to update its IWS to identify new [Us or changes in wastewater
discharges at existing TUs? [403.8(f(2)(D)]
b. Indicate which methods are to be used to update the TWS.

= Review of newspaper/phone book _ » Onsite inspections
» Review of water billing records X + Permit application requirements
= Review of plumbing/building permits X + Citizens invelvement

» Other (specify)

c. How often is the [IWS to be updated? Iyear

2. Is the CA's definition of "significant industrial user” consistent within the language in the Federal
regulations? [403.3(t}1)]
If no, provide the CA's definition of "significant industrial user."
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

L CONTROEMEGHAT TSNS e S
1.2 Identify the CA's approved control mechamsm (e g pernm, cic. )

%

Perm it

b. What is the maximum term of the contro] mechanism?

2. Does the approved control mechanism include the following? [403.8(f)(1)iii)]

a. Statc_ment of duration

Five Years

b. Staterment of nontransferability

¢. Effluent limits

d. Self-monitoring requirements

I
T

« [dentification of pollutants to be monitored

7

N

-

S| 3| |

S
a

e

= Sampling location

 Sample type

* Sampling frequency

* Reporting requirements

» Notification requirements

*» Record keeping requircments

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties

f. Applicable compliance schedule

3. Does the CA bave a control mechanism for regulating IUJ whose wastes are trucked to the

M| el | el | | %ef | >

treatment plant?

4. Does the program identify designated discharge point(s) for trucked or hauled wastes?
[403.5(b)(8)]

If yes, described the discharge point(s) (including security procedures).

This is prohibited by ordinance.

ar

1 Docs the CA havc proccdu:cs to ncmfy all 1s ot apphcable preueatment standards and any
applicable requirements under the CWA and RCRA? [403.8(f){2)iii)]

AN sies

2. If there is more than one reatment plant, were local lifnits established specifically X

for each plant?
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

1[ o ;Dﬁtﬂ'{"%ﬂ()\‘ OFSTANDARD)! :'_".(__(am'nmecuT_3??2‘?'éf‘Té‘ffggf'‘‘’%E o e TEE e ST

3 Has the CA techmcallv evaluated.the need for Incal limirts for ali pollutants ! . T P oot
[403.5(c)1); 403.8(0)(4)] NS

Pa_ﬂm I Technical h'aludnon (not all 10 pollutantq cotnn e |

||t nl\\u‘ kﬁ

IRNTE ll»\l\. ;

i al_l IHII\:
\ﬂn\»ml
-t lilll[“lElt‘ :

'-"_‘\(.J

-
-

><><><><><><><><><><><><..:-—

a. Arsenic (As)

b. Cadrmium (Cd)
¢. Chromium (Cr)
d. Copper (Cu)

e. Cyanide (CN)
f. Lead (Pb)

><><><><i,,
[ Y
S

e
~
b
L

g- Mercury (Hg)

h. Molybdenum (Mo}
i. Nickel {Ni)

j- Selenium(Se)

k. Silver (Ag)

L. Zinc (Zn)
m.Other (specify)

S| | bei ba| el bei | bl ¢ | X
b
o=
=9
S
Ly

Requitement

- CIUs

+ Other SIUs 1/year
; b \maphngb}:g' BT T
- * CrUS”‘ T ) {ovear
= Other SIUs !
TMOTHeHNFies & oo e
» CIUs 2-12/vear
= Other SIUs 2pear
i rol ; mw L
- ClUs 2-12/year

= Other SIUs 2/year
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

1. Does the CA's program define "significant noncompliance"?

If yes, is the CA's definition of "‘signiﬁcant noncompliance” consistent with EPA's? [403.8((2)(vi))

If no, provide the CA’s definition of "significant noncompliance.”

2. Does the CA have an approved, written ERP? [403.8(f)(5)]

3. Indicate the compliance/enforcement options that are available to the POTW in the event of TU noncompliance. [403.8(ﬁ(l)(vi)]

a. Notice or letter of viplation X f. Administrative Order X
b. Compliance schedule X g- Revocation of permit X
c. Injunctive relief . h. Fines (maximum amount) . X
d. Imprisonment » Civil $1.000/day/violation
e. Termination of service X »_Criminal $1,000/day/violation

* Administrative $1.000/day/violation

1 Does the approvcd program dcscnbe how the POTW w111 manage 1ts ﬁlcs and data" -

Are files/records computerized? X hard copy?

2. Are program records available to the public?

3. Does the POTW have provisions to address claims of confidentiality? [403.8()(2)(vii)] X
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. ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

A
‘.L' ‘.'.. R

R VAT T

-

T WEat are the resource a]locatlons for the follomng preu'e

a. Legal assistance
b-Permitting

¢. Inspections

d. Sample collection
¢. Sample analysis

f Data analysis, review, and response

g. Enforcement
h. Administration?
TOTAL

N
,_‘r..__b_d.—r-_ _.Hnw—-t

atment program components:

. X

=TT
S

s T mmgetatt

0.20

2. Identify the sources of funding for the pretreafment program. {403.8(f)(3)]

a. POTW general operating fund
b. IU permit fees
c. Industry surcharges

TR TR

i kaDIZlONALﬂNL ORMATION

d. Monitoring charges X

e. Other (specify)

ATTACHMENT B COMPLETED BY:

Andy Eddy

DATE:

March 31, 2008

TITLE:

Superintendent

TELEPHONE:

937.456,7157
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET

r
S AG- A PO A

V. FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET
iU name F\ V\
INSTRUCTIONS: For sach po#lutant requi}ed to be reguiatad record the local limit and categorical standard (if
appiicable) that the CA shouid ba appiving and enforcing. Then record that actual discharge limits applied
through the control mochamsm ipermit). Also record the sampls type and frequency required by the control
mechanism.
Permit issuance date  \Z| 3|0 F Permit expiration date 2. |3l \Z_.
Catagorical Parmit Discharge
m ﬂ‘ . Standards Limits
Long- Long- Required
Local Daily Term Daily Tarm Required Sample
Parameter Limit | Average | Average | Average | Average Sample T!{pe : Frequency
Ao (0l — [ — 100kl = | (ompie (OO Z2[yr
(410201110 0O\ [0 0% C
(2.8 273 i #0|2 FH [ H C
. o8 IBEB 2,03 0B n ot C
Po  \7slp.bfi|oum 0.6 0.43 C
Mo -3, — |7 .32 — C.
20 198126\ Ly 48 | & .
Ay 346 12.295%98,72.26 C
fa ~ 109302 p.«3 |6.2Y (.
S | — L70 D.S 2D 10.69]  Gvalo CGD
TT0s | — |22l — 2.4%] — C, (r
Hq 0. 005 — — 1005 — C
ST ossu - — 6-bSs &
A&k -0 - — 0O vy v

paTe: B|5L[08
TELEPHONE: 9 7, ;_ws

- PERMIT LIMITS WORKSHEET

COMPLETED BY: mmfl Rmogu
TITLE TLENAYDN

"

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS c-8
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET {Continued)

V. IU SELF-MONITORING WORKSHEET
w name Rior” Hanion

INSTRUCTIONS: Review U solf-monitoring reports and data and record the information in the approprigts
columns befow.

1U Sslf-Monitoring

Date Sample Dats Report Date Report Days Poﬂufants . Samplé Pollutants
| Collected Racaived Due Lats Monitored Type Missing
I/'S,.:ﬂ/p? 2o | 2isfoF | — [T ‘H*““\p? AN, —
: . ) )
it ? | alaF | avelet | — gé’#&’f Otk N | —
7 tlzolut | Hfisjoz | tS " N —
ifor | slisfot [shis/oF | — . N -
4 212407 £ lmm« QlSlUF] — i, N -
o lelo] iz Hisit | — 0 W“w N L=
-pCFH B (BT @j(s[m— — e "f 1S -
' &)
ellc? | B\&alvr| qlepF| — ‘.ﬁ‘\'é&ua%i N~
' Wto L, pW
z % ohiclod — * | — |
Qs onpud ol2s|0F , 11fo7 (07 (2 [5/07 Yes | No
Do reports ?ndicata 40 CFR Part 136 analytical methods were used? )ﬂ
Were self-monitoring reports signed/certified? ¥

List any reports not signed/certified.

If subject 1o TTO centification, were they submitted as required?

semph for TT0s

IU SELF-MONITORING WORKSHEET DATE: /
compLeTED 8y: [TV PWA}'D\&B[(/L 3 3/ 2,

-

. T’TLE-@/\\A@HW\W}M TELEPHONE: ?Zf} 785, (()/CE

c-9 ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

)

VI. POTW MONITORING REPORTS WORKSHEET

iU name &Iﬁ&‘ﬁ % m S“bn

INSTRUCTIONS: Review POTW monitoring records and enter the information in column 1 and 2. For the other
coluumns either 1) nota the actual data in the appropriate columns, or 2) indicate with a yas {Y) or na (N} whaether
the information was found in tha POTW's monitoring records. Indicate if sample type was inappropriate, if

chain-of-custody was incomplate, or if analytical methods other than Part 136 methods were ussd. '

Diate Praser- "] Chain- 40 CFR Part 136
Sample Poliutants Sample Flow Sampils vation of - Analytical
Collected | Monitored Time Rate Type Method |- Personnal Custody * Techniques
[ ,djzﬁf;%,f Y IN Y N Y Y v
T -
&) ? \) ‘S .
23

el

V %
v | Y

A y
Tl ¢ 10 [y Y

——

POTW MONITORING REPORTS O o DATE: 3J3) /ﬂ
WORKSHEET COMPLETED BY: mﬁm ptmw% 5/ ]

B onmeInl Spunk 2| Teernoned 37 5 (%

ATTACHMENT C: .WORKSHEETS ' C-10
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

Vii. VIOLATIONS BASED ON IJ SELF-MONITORING AND POTW MONITORING DATA WORKSHEET
ILJ name ' F—.V\
IN;STRUC TIONS: Raview IU seif-monitoring and POTW monitoring data; compare this information to the permit
limits; and list all violations. ‘ ’
Type ‘ Date He-
{Daily or Date U | sampling
Date of Long-Term POTW Monitoring or | Notifiad Results Days of
Violation | Pollutant | Averagel} Manitoring Result IV Seif-Monitaring CA Submitted | Violation
. p oty on .
5404 2N | D | 2.S =7 srae |Slallf 2.
U SELF-MONITORING AND POTW DATE: 5// )
MONITORING DATA WORKSHEET . , =~ ‘5/ 0&
COMPLETED BY: [Y Y] pﬁWJ DRI ]
TITLELIN ' S Teerrone: @3F. 2B Hies;

c-11 ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET {Continued)

———  ——— —

I—VHL ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS AGAINST IU WORKSHEET

INSTRUCTIONS: Record violations, (e.g. 3/15/91, zinc), the enforcement actions taken by the CA (a.g.
talaphone, 4/1/51] and the response of the IU (e.g. re-sampled, 4/15/91 - returned to compiiance).

Dite of ‘ Action Response
Vicistion | Nature of Violation Action Taken Dats ' iU Response Date

gl Lol onp. [N ernntat

907 _[Zn Viotahon |Nreds el
(iz1316%

|Date of spiil/siug AJA-

Spills, slugs, and accidental discharges  \JD) Time CA notified AJA -

Description of Spiil!slug

CA response

ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS AGAINST " ﬁ@a A /m’é{fzf, DATE: <5/ %

1t/ WORKSHEET COMPLETED 8Y:[1 )]

TJTLE.MWM%Q@E_} TELEPHONE: 4& Z5.L00%

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS C-12
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

IX. ClUs WORKSHEET .

I name ﬂ“d‘g!ﬁ mm m ‘hm )

INSTRUCTIONS: Record informetion from U file, note any apparent misapplication of the applicable categorical

1. 1U category {s)

pretreatment standards.
433

2. List ali applicable subcategories.

WINEE TS

Yes No
3. a. Does the sampling location contain nonregulated or dilution wastestreams? ' >Q
. CA X
f
s U ,)<‘
b. If ves, is the CWF applied? ' \ >
c. if ves, is FWA applied? V
j i
4. Is the facility subject to production-based standards?' - )C‘
a. If yes, provide the following infoarmation.
* Average production ? ’ “
» Average process flow '
5. Provide the following information on TTO monitoring and reporting (if applicable}.
a. Date initial scan performed . —
b. Date organic manag'ement plan submitted ——
c. Date{s) certifications submitted (in the past 12 months) -
d. Datels) monitoring performed (in the past 12 months) ' J‘ .? /'Z&Q—
7 T —

C-13 ATTACHMENT C. WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET

V. FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET _ :
U name &l!gﬁ } @J/V\)\g g;ﬂ&uc%f C_@JE ,
INSTRUCTIONS: For sach pollutant required (o be regulatad record the local limit and categorical standard (if
applicable) that the CA shouid be applying and enforcing. Then record that sctual discharge limits appiied
through the control mechanism {permit). Also record the sample type and frequency required by the control
mechanism. :
ﬂnit issuance date ﬁ z lﬁ !0’4’ i Permit expiration date qtgﬂl IZ_
~ Categorical Permit Discharge
Standards Limits
. Long- Long- Reduired
Local Daily Term Daily Term Required Sample
. Parameter Limit | Average | Average | Average | Average Sampie Type Freguency
AS o\ [209/06510.1b |0.63] Compesie (O | 2{yr
71O — i3] — B | T (b6 Uy
cd 0\ — | — |z |— G 2-[gr
) |20 — | — 10| — C
G ol — | — 1090 — C
Yo hasi— [ — N2 - .
mo ol - | — lp#a] — C ]
zZn  [lap] — | — lap |~ C
Ha D.OOsS| — | — |0-00% — . X
J
i
Comments o )
i, G, monifor For  0(F) (RG],
W Di - 6.0 ~10.S Sun MMQI (gvoforw)
i 00 ~ylL Ay
o wlzploz (U tvn WO dipe)
PERMIT LIMITS WORKSHEET : DATE: Bf2)
compLeTeD By: V0N Helaporsis h 13106
B TITLE: WD Mo %wm 47 | TELEPHONE:G3 F. 2875 (4»[04

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS c-8
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

V. IU SELF-MONITORING WORKSHEET
IU name U\Meﬂ é_}Q)V\/u CO)\fp

INSTRUCTIONS: Review [U seif-monitoring reports and data and record the information in the appropriate
columns below.

U Self-Monitoring

Date Sample Date Report Date Report ' Days Pollutants . Samplg Pollutants
Collactad Received | Due Late - Monitored Type Missing
A7 | alplut | SlisloF | — Rzl Y | —
‘ ‘ o e J‘- :@ Ly, [%‘
glizl07 | 4| wlot] qlslof — BB Takiay Y | TTD
TEN, 155

Yes No

Do reports indicate 40 CFR Part 136 analytical methods were used? 3{

Were self-monitoring reports signed/certified? K]

List any reports not signed/certified.

If subject to TTO certification, were they submitted as required? , X

1U SELF-MONITORING WORKSHEET Lol ‘ DATE: 5—/;’ {08

compLeTED 8y: 111AN |
TITLEGWMY on vewd) TELEPHONE: 3. 765. b/ DA

C-9 ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET {Continued)

— .

Vi. POTW MON&TORING REPORTS WORK;-HEET
SOmiconidu o Corp

INSTRUCTIONS: Review POTW monitoring records and enter the information in column 1 and 2. For the other
columns either 1) note the actusl data in the appropriata columns, or 2) indicate with a ves (Y) ar no (N} whether
the information was found in the PGTW's moniloring records, indicate if sample type was inappropriate, if
chain-of-custody was incomplaete, or if analytical methods other than Part 136 methods were used.

ats . Preser- | Chain- 40 CFR Part 136
Sample Sampls Flow Sampis vation of - Analytical
Collectad Tims . Rats Type Method Puaoqnal Custody T?chnhues

e v Y N1 VY N Y Y, VY

ol N L N[ Y 1Y \{ M Y
; ,,(‘Zh \
g,
Fd/ .
gy " Y | N | Y \/ v d i
szir' +r1De . Y N N b d \ e Y
T MONTORNG REPONTS van s | PTES5//B %J]
e Envonimeaed a.hs# TELEPHoiNE:‘fg ?T% 6!

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS C-10
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET {Continued)

ks

}

VI, VIOLATIONS BASED ON IU SELF-MONITORING AND POTW MONITORING DATA WORKSHEET

IU name E&S\g‘/\ gﬁﬂnu O“‘&U\W g :E

INSTRUCTIONS: Raview U self-monitoring and POTW monitoring data; compare this information to the permit
limits; and list all violatons.

Type . Date Re-

{Daily or : Date IU | sampling
Date of Long-Term : POTW Monitering or | Notified Results Days of
Violation | Pollutant | Average) Monitoring Rasult 1 Self-Monitaring CA Submitted { Viclation

b

shors

%MD\{V\? i

U SELF-MONITORING AND POTW
MONITORING DATA WORKSHEET
COMPLETED BY:

TITLENAAYDN lnpdz»’éfﬁw’{ts TEL EPHONE: 1 % 755 06

DA TE';S / Z /7;5

C-11

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

Viit, ENFORCEMENT AleNS AGAINST U WORKSHEET
U name A\ D r W p

INSTRUCTIONS: Record violations, fe.g. 3/15/91, zincl, the enforcement actions taken by the CA (e.g.
tolaphone, 4/1/31] and the response of the IU (e.g. ra-sampied, 4/15/31 - returned to compliance).

Dete of ‘ : Action Response
Viclstion | Nsturs of Violation Action Taksn Date tJ Response Date
72 _|T0 coplg |l 77 7 77 77

)

Spiils, slugs, and accidental discharges NO Date af spill/slug }\){\— Timae CA notified }\))Qr

Description of spili/siug

CA response

pIF

—

s

ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS AGAINST

; - DATE: 3 [2/ ;
1 WORKSHEET COMPLETED 8Y: [\ ¥ (i JOOSH | ATE 3 [ 7 JB
_TITLE: ARG L FELEPHONE: 137, 265 ot

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS C-12
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

iIX. ClUs WORKSHEET

U name 5(/\_[!!:“! 21{!{!!5255!!9“d@&f ‘ QiE ‘ | .

INSTRUCTIONS: Record information from IU fils, note any apparent misapplication of the applicable categorical

pretragtment standards.

2. tist all applicable subca_te'gories‘.

3. a. Does the sampling location contain nonregulated or dilution wastestreams?

1. 1U category (s}

Yes

s CA

« fUJ

ooy

If ves, is the CWF applied?

c. if ves, is FWA applied?

4. Is the facility subject to production-hased standards? .

7(“ X%‘Aﬁx%

a. If yes, provide the following information.

« Average production : X m/
+ Average process flow ' 4

5. Provide the following information on TTQO monitoring and reporting (if applicabie).

a. Date initial scan performed : 77

b. Date organic management plan submitted w bun@ d?)}u, ‘?7
c. Datels! certifications submitted lin the past 12 months) (P( ﬂ/a' ]S{Hd 77

d. Dateis) monitoring oerformed {in the past 12 months} Qj' [Q . 4 7

ClUs WORKSHEET COMPLETED 8Y: [Y (/] f’l@(éf)u@vUﬂlCA\

DATE: =3/ 3//08
TITLE: BNV LA

TELEPHONE: 957, 785. b )2

C-13 ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET

IV. FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET

U name “ !Q‘ﬁﬁmgnégﬁ ’ ' -
INSTRUCTIONS: For sach poliutant required to be regulated record the local limit and categorical standard (if

applicabie) that the CA. shouwid be applving and enforcing. Then record that actual discharge limits applied

through the control mechanism (permit). Alsor d the sample type and frequency required by the control
mechanism. ' / /O Z O?

Perrnit issuance date {{QEESF 7. /I@
" Categorical Parmit Discharge
Standards ~ Limits
Long- | - Long- Required

Local Daily Term Daily Tarm | Required Sample
Parameter Limit | Avarage | Average | Average | Avefage Sample Type Freguency
A<, DAL | K | RA- 0. 1L Compatt (Y] 7 [y
(d___loaz] | A7 L "J
T 2 RIS L
L, 0.5 10.%9 C [
Do 1123 1. 25 C [
Wwo 02 1.1 | 1039 = |
ﬁ% 0.008 A | VA pong MA L /

Comments

o worsdE Yare N A, 0o

— o

PERMIT LIMITS WORKSHEET R v DATE: 2 [2]
COMPLETED 8y:{NU1 ﬁel!&m@sk« 3/5 // b
TITLEE IR N gead %Mﬁ—z receprone I57 268, L 165 |

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS c-8
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FiLE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

V. U SELF-MONITORING WORKSHEET

U name ] ! Lels !ﬁaﬁlaggige(- ' '

INSTRUCTIONS: Review [U saif-monitoring reports and data and record the informestion in the appropriate
columns bélow.

1) Self-Monitoring

Date Sample Date Report Date Report | Days Pollutants - | Sample Pollutants
Collected Received , Due Late Monitored | Type Missing

) 2)0F] 22vh | 2iSlE] — ﬁ?fn}?’ﬁ;’f’g{% Y e fis
“J‘t‘ji‘:’%rﬂ’)_‘}"t—?e{

20T 2307 | 2607 | — BeathEe | N —
' ' ‘ ‘)%'WM -
o

L ]

JCF(6F E”c“a«w& e lhe s Mo
Do reports indicate 40 CFR Part 136 analytical methods were used? ’b X
L‘OVU/‘f) @;&B Wh(aj vior{aeds. i\){,(d 2o Ao~ ‘
Were self-monitoring reports sagned/cemfled7 )0

List any reports not signed/certified.

If subject to TTO certification, were they submitted as required? NA

IU SELF-MONITORING WORKSHEET me. P,@m SL//{‘ DA TE: 3/3‘/ / 0&

COMPLETED BY:

e oJ P ¢ [C_cj 7. | TeLepHoNE: 3 265 (10D

c-9 ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET {Continued)

Vi. POTW MONITORING REPORTS WORKSHEET

U name |E !g lefhﬁgh&r_ , - o —

INSTRUCTIONS: Review PCTW monitoring records and enter the information in column 1 and 2. " For the other
columns either 1) note the sctual data in the sppropriata columns, or 2) indicate with a yes (Y) or no (N} whether
the information was found in the POTW’s monitoring records. Indicate if sampls typs was insppropriate, if
chain-of-custody was incomplete, or if analytical methods other than Part 136 methods were used.

Date Praser- "1 Chain- 40 CFR Part 136
Smmple Poliutents Sample Flow Sampls vation of- Analytical
Collected | Monitored Timse Rate Type Mathod Personnel Custody Techniques

@il Y A L LN LY L Y

B3 -]PU“ _ .
(A 'E‘i \ v
ﬂ,”’qm%}f- ;&:‘3: ' \f N \{ Y ‘\{ \f /

Bleilg " i
ll'[l‘f‘ﬂdi v

<z
-~
m('

I 7 ‘1’;/

i

POTW MONITORING REPORTS

WORKSHEET COMPLETED 8y: [YW1 F] ldrias 2 \
e GWIn renfaA e Routrdis)

DATE: 57}7/&5 |
_TELEPHONE: 73F. 7285 b

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS ‘ C-10
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

VII. VIOLATIONS BASED ON U SELF-MONITORING AND POTW MONITORING DATA WORKSHEET
U name ALY

INSTRUCTIONS: Reaview IU saif- momtonng and POTW monitoring data; compare this information to the permit
limits; and list all violations.

Type Date Re-
{Daity or_ Date IU | sampling
Data of Long-Term POTW Monitering or | Notified Results Days of

Violation | Pollutant | Avsrage) Monitoring Result IU Seif-Monitaring CA Submitted | Viotation

B

Ny Vonros

IU SELF-MONITORING AND POTW DATE: 2 /3 / /%

MONITORING DATA WORKSHEET : -
comeieren av. N Helun/mosk ‘
TTLERAYDI et ) Sl ST 2 TELEPﬁgNE-'?g?f 295 105

C-11 ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS
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FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET {Continued)

———

VIItl. ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS AGAINST U WORKSHEET

e
—— —

U name M Ei\ Iﬁ’:bﬁﬁ é %ﬁ '

INSTRUCTIONS: Record viclations, (e.g. 3/15/91, zincl, the enforcemant actions taken by the CA fe.g.
telaphone, &/1/91) and the response of tha iU (e.g. re-sampied, 4/15/91 - returned ta compliance).
Dute of
Vicistion | Naturs of Violation

Action Response
Action Taken Date it} Response Date

K0 Uoiiong:

Spills, slugs, and accidental discharges 0. |Date af spiil/siug | . {Time CA notified  RIA

Description of spill/siug

N\

CA response

N A

ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS AGAINST

1 WORKSHEET COMPLETED 8v: [ L1/ ﬁef/u/’imB L | oA 3308

ATTACHMENT C: WORKSHEETS

TITLE: ﬂrmmbﬁﬂ ﬁ(ﬂr_{f}'&zﬂﬂ'ﬂ G X5 Ul 2




w3 POMATTACHC FNL Septemper )39‘- )

FILE REVIEW WORKSHEET (Continued)

IX. ClUs WORKSHEET

IU name S

INSTRUCTIONS: Record Mformabbﬁ from IU file, note any apparent misapplication

of the applicable categorical

pretreatment standards.
t. U category (s} A

2. List all applicable subcategories.

N

3. a. Does the sampling location contain nonregulated or dilution wastestreams?

+ CA

"o M
b. I ves, is the CWF applied? !

¢. if ves, 15 FWA applied?

Yes No

4. |s the facility subject to production-based standards? .

a. If yes, provide the following information.

* Average production

* Average process flow

MA

5. Provide the following information on TTO monitoring and reporting (if applicable).

a. Date initial scan performed i :
b. Date organic management plan submitted v\) A
¢. Date(s) certifications submitted f{in the past 12 months)

d. Date{s) monitoring performed (in the past 12 months)

ClUs WORKSHEET COMPLETED 8Y: (NI F@Mﬂ/ﬂ\x&/&l‘

DATE: 5/3//05

TITLECPWIDN X pudid % Q@g}z TELEPHONE:{'_??g% LB

C-13
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