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Compliance Evaluation Inspection
" Notice of Violation

January 18, 2007

Mr. Kenneth Humphrey, Environmental Director
Envirosafe Services of Ohig, Inc.

876 Otter Creek Road

Oregon, Ohio 43616-1200

Dear Mr. Humphrey:

On December 6, 2006, through December 18, 2006, Chris Maslo and | inspected Envirosafe
Services of Ohio, Inc.'s (ESOI's) hazardous waste treatment, storage and disposal. facility

{TSDF) located at 876 Otter Creek Road in Oregon, Ohio. ESOIl was represented by Mr. Robert

Morris, Mr. Herb Snider, Mr. Donald Steyer and yourself during various portions of the.
inspection. The Ohio Environmenta! Protection Agency (Ohio EPA) conducted this inspection to
determine ESOI's compliance with Ohio’s hazardous waste laws as found in Chapter 3734 of
the Ohio Revised Code (ORC) and Chapter 3745 of the Ohio Administrative Code (OAC),
ESOIl's approved December 29, 2005 Ohio Hazardous Waste Facility Installation and Operation
Permit {permit) and the April 24, 2000 Director's Consent Order and Final Judgment. Our
inspection included an observation of facility operations and a review of written documentation.

On December 19, 20086, you were verbally notified of the follbwing violations of the facility’s

~ hazardous waste permit and/or Ohio’s hazardous waste laws that were found during this

inspection:

1. Permit Condition B.5(a) and OAC Rule 3745-54-15
Permit Condition B.5(a) states that, “The Permittee must require inspectors to sign and
print their names on inspection checklists after indicating the status of the items
inspected. ltems not mspected must be marked “NI” on the checklist.”

Durmg the inspection, Ohio EPA noted problems with the following inspection forms: '

a. “City of Toledo Raw Waterline Security Agreement Weekly Inspection Form
WL-100" dated 07/10/06 is signed but all questions on Page 1 of 1 are blank.
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b. “Daily Slte Inspection Form M-F-02(a) Frequency Daliy" dated 05/23/06 is
signed and is filled out except questions*1)F), 1)G), 1)H) and 2)A- D), which are
blank.

c. “Daily Site Inspection Form M-F-02(a) Frequency — Daily” dated 07/06/06 is
signed, but Page 2 of 2 is blank.

d. “Leachate Tank Storage Inspection Form MF-04(a) Frequency - Weekly & After
Storms (27 in 8 hrs)” dated 07/12/06 is signed, but all questions on Pages 1 of 2
and 2 of 2 are blank.

e. “‘Safety & Fire Equipment Inspection Form MF-11 Frequency — Weekly" dated

07/04/06is marked “Heliday” and all questions are blank.

ESOI abated this violation by completing the remainder of the inspections reviewed
during the inspection.

2. Permit Condition C.4 and OAC Rule 3745-55-71

Permit Condition C.4 states that “If a container halding hazardous waste is not in good
condition (e.g., severe rusting, apparent structural defects) or if it begins to leak, the
Permittee must transfer the hazardous waste from such container to a container that is
in good condition or otherwise manage the waste in compliance with the conditions of
this permit and the hazardous waste facility chapters of the OAC.

During the site inspection conducted on Wednesday, December 6, 20086, box 19924

holding waste 611270026 on Area O (Cell M) was observed with rust holes on the side

of the box with the plastic liner visible. The holes were approximately a quarter in size,

but waste was not observed leaking from the holes. ESOI immediately transferred the
- waste out of this box and tock this box out of service.

This violation is considered abated since ESOI removed the waste from the container
and removed it from service. However, ESO! should carefully inspect each roll-off
container used to store hazardous waste prior to placing waste in the container.

3. Permit Condition C.9(d) and OAC Rules 3745-54-15, 3745-54—73(3)(2)
Condition C.9(d) states that “All railroad cars must be inspected by trained personnel

prior to entering and/or exiting the facility, and in accordance with OAC Rule 3745-55-
747
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During the inspection, Ohio EPA noted that ESOI recorded no inspections on "Rail Car
Inspection Form — Inbound M-F-16(a) Frequency — Inbound Rail Car” or "Rail Car
Inspection Form — Qutbound M-F-16(b) Frequency - Outbound Rail Car” forms from
July 4 through July 8, 2006. The “ESOI Load Detail Summary Report” form indicates

- that the facility received four rail cars on July 5, 2008, five rait cars on July 6, 2006 and
five rail cars on July 7, 2006. In addition, the “ESOI Load Detail Summary Report” forms
indicate that ESOI received waste by rail on October 9 (5 rail cars), October 10 (4 rail
cars), October 12 (4 rail cars), November 6 (5 rail cars), November 7 (5 rail cars),
November 9 (10 rail cars), November 13 (5 rail cars) and November 29 (5 rail cars).
“Rail Car Inspection Form — Inbound M-F-16(a) Frequency — Inbound Rail Car" Daily
Rail Inbound and Rail Qutbound inspection forms do not correspond to these records on
these dates. The Rail inspection logs indicate that of the 4 rail shipments received on
October 9, 2006, only one was recorded on the outbound rail dated October 11, 2006.
ESOI has no record of the 4 rail shipments received on October 12, 2006 leaving the
facility. In addition, there are no inspection logs for the inbound or outbound rail storage
areas for the other dates mentioned above. '

~ ESOI abated this violation by inspecting the inbound and outbound rail storage areas for
the remainder of the dates reviewed that rail cars entered or exited the facility.

4 Permit Condition D.4{h) and OAC Rule 3745-55-93

Permit Condition D.4(h) states that “The Permittee must remove liquids or sludge from
the secondary containment systems within twenty-four (24) hours, or in as timely a
manner as possible, after the inspection during which the materials were found in these
areas.” ‘

During the inspection, Chio EPA noted that on the “Leachate Storage Building Tanks
Inspection Form MF-03-(a) Frequency — Daily” forms dated 05/27/06, 05/28/06, 05/29/06
and 05/30/06 the inspection forms note “water in sump.” However, the inspection form
indicates that the sump was not pumped until 05/30/06. On 09/03/06, 09/04/06 and
09/05/06 the inspection form notes “water in the sump.” However, the inspection form
indicates that the sump was not pumped until 08/05/06. On 11/11/06, 11/12/06 and
11/13/06 the inspection form notes “water in sump.” However, the inspection form
indicates that the sump was not pumped until 11/13/06.

ESOI abated this violation by removing liquids from the leachate storage building sumps
within 24 hours for the remainder of the dates reviewed during the inspection.

5. Permit Condition 1.2(e)(iv) and OAC Rule 3745-55-17
Permit Condition 1.2(e)Xiv) states that the Permittee must inspect the ground water

maonitoring wells on a weekly basis. In addition, all of the ground water monitoring wells
must have locking caps and remain locked except when being sampled.
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During the inspection, and continuing through at least January 4, 2007, Ohio EPA
observed that the lock for monitoring well H-4S was sitting on top of the welt protective
casing and that the casing was not locked. It appears that the locking clasp on the
casing is broken.

To abate this violation, ESOI must immediately repair the well protective casing and lock
the monitering well.

OAC Rule 3745-52-11

OAC'Rule 3745-52-11 states that any person who generates a waste must determine if
the waste is a listed and/or characteristic hazardous waste.

During the inspection, Ohio EPA noted that ESOI manages leachate in the leachate
storage tanks as F039 hazardous waste and ships under the same waste code to an off-
site disposal facility. The off-site disposal facility has noted a discrepancy on numerous
occasions that the leachate also exhibits the D002 hazardous waste characteristic.
ESOl indicated that the facility relies on the disposal facility to make the pH
determination during the exit interview.

To abate this violation, ESOI must either test the waste in each leachate storage tank
prior to the waste being offered for transportation or ESOI must include the D002

-hazardous waste characteristic to the FO39 listing for the waste in the leachate storage

tanks.

In addition to the above violations, the following areas of concern were also noted during the
inspection:

1.

Permit Condition B.5 states in part, “The Permittee must follow the inspection scheduie
set forth in Section F of the Permit Application.”

During the inspection, Ohio EPA noted that on ESOI’s inspection form titled, “Safety &
Fire Equipment Inspection Form MF-11 Frequency — Weekly” the form dated 07/04/06 is
marked “Holiday” and all questions are left blank. This inspection form indicates that the
safety and fire equipment inspection should be conducted on a weekly basis. ESOI
recorded no inspection of the safety and fire equipment between 06/27/06 and 07/11/06,
a period of 14 days.

The Ohio Revised Code defines weekly as a period of seven days. ESOI should either
complete inspections on holidays or complete the inspections before and after the
holiday to ensure that inspections are conducted at least every seven days.

Permit Condition B.5(f)(i) states that, “The Permittee must inspect all tank storage areas
on a weekly basis and after a rainfall event (2 or more inches of rainfall in 8 hours).”
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During the inspection, Ohio EPA noted that on ESOl's inspection form titled, “Leachate
Tank Storage Inspection Form MF-04(a) Frequency — Weekly & After Storms (2in8
hrs)” the form dated 07/12/06 is signed but all questions on Pages 1 of 2and 2 of 2 are
blank. Ohio EPA noted that the previous inspection was conducted on 07/05/06 and the
next inspection was conducted on 07/15/06, which is a period of ten (10) days.

The Ohio Revised Code defines weekly as a period of seven days. ESOIl's inspection
forms should be reviewed by management personnel to ensure that they are completely
filled out and conducted on a weekly basis.

3. Permit Condition B.9(a) states that "At a minimum, the Permittee must maintain at the
facility all the equipment required by OAC Rule 3745-54-32 and the equipment set forth
in the contingency plan contained in Section G of the permit application.”

Permit Condition B.9(a)(i) states that “Each permanent building at the facility (lab trailers,
office, storage buildings, process plant) must be equipped with a minimum of one or
more of the following communication devices: telephone, two-way radio, paging system
and/or alarm system.” ' ' -

As noted in the May 2006 CEl inspection, Ohio EPA observed that telephones located in -
‘the Leachate Storage Tank Building were inoperable. -During this inspection, Ohio EPA
observed that the inoperable telephones had been removed. Chio EPA has noted that
facility employees carry two-way radios whenever on-site. - '

 ESOI should either submit a permit modification in accordance with OAC Rule 3745-50-
51 to revise this permit condition or ESOI should replace the inoperable telephones in
the Leachate Storage Building.

4, Permit Condition B.24(a) states that “In managing waste at the facility the Permittee
must comply with OAC Chapter 3745-52 and OAC Rules 3745-54-71, 3745-54-72 and
3745-54-76 with regard to the manifest system.”

During the inspection, Ohio EPA noted that ESO! received waste from off-site
generators under manifest #000287634 JJK, #000287635 JJK and #001188433 JJK on
October 3, 2006, which contained weight discrepancies of greater than 10%. ESO!
failed to mark the manifest in the appropriate box to indicate a weight discrepancy but
rather marked the manifest in the "Special Handling Instructions and Additional
Information” box to indicate that the generators accepted ESOI's scale weight.

ESOI must mark weight discrepancies in the appropriate box of the Universal Hazardous
Waste Manifest.
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5. Permit Condition G.4(a) states in part that ESOI must inspect one time per week the City
of Toledo Waterline easement, monitoring trench cap and collection sumps for evidence
of leaks, degradation, damage and liquids.

During the inspection, Ohic EPA noted that ESOI did not record any inspections of the
City of Toledo Raw Waterline between July 3, 2006 and July 17, 20086, a period of 14
days. The “City of Toledo Raw Waterline Security Agreement Weekly Inspection Form
WL-100" dated 07/10/06 is signed, but the remainder of the form is blank.

The Ohio Revised Code defines weekly as a period of seven days. ESOl’s inspection
forms should be reviewed by management personne! to ensure that they are completely
filled out and conducted on a weekly basis.

6. Permit Condition 1.2{(d){i) states that the Permittee must maintain the integrity and
effectiveness of the final cover, including making repairs to the cap, as necessary, to
correct the effects of settling, subsidence, erosion or other events.

During the inspection, Ohio EPA observed rodent holes on the closed cells on
December 6 and 12, 2006. Ohio EPA observed one hole in the south side of Celi | and
on the south side of Cell H. ESOQI hires a trapper to remove rodents from the property
and ESOI has filled in the holes several times a year. Ohio EPA recommends that ESOI

. document the location of any observed holes, the date the holes were observed and
filled, the dates that the trapper is on-site and the date and number of rodents captured
in the facility operating record to demonstrate that the facility is actively monitoring,
minimizing and repairing holes in the closed cell caps. ESOI has not constructed and
final cap on Cell M.

However, ESOI has completed the construction of a cap on Phase 1 of Cell M with the
exception of seeding for vegetation. Ohio EPA expects ESOI to begin seeding this area
in the spring 2007.

7. Permit Condition 1.2(d){v)(a) states that the Permittee must cut grass as needed, but at

' feast annually. The Permittee must also remove and replace dead or damaged
vegetation. In addition, the Permittee must not allow trees, shrubs, or other deep-rooted
piants to grow on closed waste units. The Permittee must remove trees, shrubs or other
deep-rooted plants the fall quarter each year.

Chio EPA observed that ESOI mows and cuts grass and vegetative growth annually.
However, during the inspection, Ohio EPA noted two small shrubs on the west side of
Cell G. Ohio EPA observed on the following day that ESOI cut these shrubs. Please be
advised that this permit condition requires the removal of these shrubs in addition to
cutting down the above ground growth. Therefore, ESOIl must remove these shrubs
from the cell cover system.
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10.

11.

Ohio EPA also noted two areas of distressed and/or dead vegetation during the
inspection. One is located on the southeast corner of the north sanitary landfill and the
other is on the southeast corner of the central sanitary landfill. ESOI should address
these areas when the weather supports the germination and growth of vegetative
maierials.

Permit Condition 1.2(d)(v)(d) states that the Permittee must maintain all existing drainage
ditches.

Ohio EPA has noted that the storm water culverts around Cell M require frequent
maintenance due in part to the lack of vegetation on the side slopes of the cell. ESOI
must continue to maintain the surface water ditches and culverts as needed.

Permit Condition J.3(a) states in part, “The level of leachate accumulation on the primary

- synthetic liner, excluding the sumps, must not exceed the height of one foot, except for

temporary excursions in Cell M following a precipitation event. The Permittee must
return to a leachate level of less than 10 inches in Cell M after the precipitation event
that triggered the temporary excursion by operating the pumps in the affected landfill
collection sumps 24 hours per day, 7 days per week.

Since the date of the last CE! inspection, Ohio EPA has observed several instances of
excursions of this rule. Ohio EPA is evaluating ESOl's operations for compliance with

this rule. Ohio EPA’s conclusions will be addressed in a separate |etter.

Permit Condition J.5(a) states “The Permittee must inspect Cell M in accordance with
the Inspection Schedule found in Section F of the permit application and must complete
the items in Permit Conditions J.5(b) and J.5(c) as proof of those inspections.”

Chio EPA noted during the inspection that ESOI recorded no inspections on the "Landfill
Area Inspection Form MF-09(a) Frequency ~ Weekly & After Storms (2" in 8 hrs) from
June 12, 2006 to June 22, 2006.

The Ohio Revised Code defines weekly as a period of seven days. ESQOI's inspection
forms should be reviewed by management personnel to ensure that they are completely
filled out and conducted on a weekly basis.

OAC Rule 3745-52-20(A) states that a generator who offers a hazardous waste for off-
site transportation must prepare a uniform hazardous waste manifest and must complete
items one through twenty on the manifest.

During the inspection, Ohio EPA noted that Manifest #000940559 from ESOI to EQ

. Detroit shipped on November 21, 2006 had no quantity in Box 11. Manifest M| 9453376

from ESOI to EQ Detroit shipped on May 22, 2006 had no quantity in Box 13.

ESOI should reconcile the missing information on these two manifests.
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12.

13.

14,

Ohio EPA noted that several of ESOI's leachate storage building inspection forms
indicate that an ESOI employee has noted rust and/or corrosion on the secondary
containment structure for tanks S-100, S-200, S-300 and S-400. ESOI should place a
notation in the observation section or additional notes section of the inspection form to
indicate if the rust is superficial or if it compromises the integrity of the secondary
containment or if any remedial actions have taken place.

During the inspection, Ohio EPA observed that the disposal facilities where ESOI sends
its leachate are improperly modifying the hazardous waste description on the
corresponding manifest. Ohic EPA observed problems with the following manifests:

a. Manifest #000940554 from ESOI to EQ Detroit shipped on November 20, 2006.
EQ crossed out hazardous waste description in Box 8b and added D002, No
discrepancy noted in Box 18a.

b. Manifest Ml 10129871 from ESOI to EQ Detroit shipped on September 1, 2006.
EQ crossed out hazardous waste descrlption in Box 11 and added D002. No
discrepancy noted in Box 19.

C. Manifest Ml 10129?94 from ESOt to EQ Detr0|t shlpped on August 2, 2006.- EQ
dated receipt of waste on August 1, 2006.

d. -Manifest Ml 10129820 from ESQI to EQ Detroit shipped on August 14, 2006. EQ
dated receipt of waste on August 4, 20086.

e. Manifest M1 9453374 from ESOI to EQ Detroit shipped on June 23, 2006.
Transporter and EQ dated receipt of waste on May 23, 2006.

f. Manifest 000288391 from ESOI to EQ Detroit shipped on October 20, 2006. EQ
crossed out waste description in Box 9b and added new waste description. EQ
used a non-existent UN# "UN32166."

In addition, ESOI appears to be shipping all waste as FO39 listed hazardous waste only.
It appears that when the disposal facility determines that the waste also exhibits the
hazardous waste characteristic of D002, the disposal facility is crossing out the original
waste description and adding D002 to Box 9b on the Universal Waste Manifest. The
disposal facility should not be crossing out the original waste description because the
waste remains an FO039 hazardous waste. ESOI should notify the disposal facilities of
these incorrect entries.

Ponding remains an issue on the new oil pond (SWMU 9). ESO! should be addressing
this issue during corrective action.
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15. Qil appears to be leaking out of the new cil pond (SWMU 9} around the vent pipes
located on top of the unit and at the newly instalied vent pipes located on the east side of
the unit. ESOI should be addressing this issue during corrective action.

16. It appears that leachate is permeating the patch located on the northeast corner of the
North Sanitary Landfill (SWMU 6). ESQI should address this immediately.

ESOI should respond to this letter within ten (10) days of receipt. Your response should include
proposed remedies and/or timelines for rectifying the above violations. ESQI is also expected to
address the above concerns in a timely manner. Failure to rectify the aforementioned concerns
could result in future violations.

Enclosed you will find a copy of the checklists that were completed during the inspection.
Should you have any questions, please feel free to call me at (419)373-3056.

You can find copies of the rules and other information on the division's web page at

“http:/Mww.epa.state.oh.us/dhwm. Ohio EPA also has helpful information about pollution

prevention at the following web address: hitp://www.epa.state.ch.us/ocapp/ocapp.himl.

Sincerely,

Gary 3. Deutschman
Division of Hazardous Waste Management

fcs
Enclosure
pc (w/enc): Oregon Document Depository
Tammy McConnel! DHWM, IT&TSS CO

pG (wio enc): Mayor Marge Brown C;ty of Oregon
- Jack McManus, AGO
Paul Little, U.S. EPA, Region V
Cindy Lohrbach, DHWM, NWDO
ec: Shannon Nabers, District Chief
Jeremy Carroll, DHWM, CO
Harry Sarvis, DHWM, CO
ke Wilder, DHWM, CO
Michael Terpinski, DHWM, NWDO
Gary Deutschman, DHWM, NWDQ
Colleen Weaver, DHWM, NWDO
Chris Maslo, DHWM, NWDO

NOTE: Ohio EPA’s failure to list specific deficiencies or violations in this letter does not
relieve your company from having to comply with all applicable regulations.




OHIO &T B PERMITTED FACILITY SEMI-A.UAL
RCRA COMPLIANCE EVALUATION INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Inspection Date(s): *_December 6-19, 2006

Company: Envirosafe Services of Ohio, Incorporated U.S EPAID #
Street: 876 Otter Creek Road Ohio Permit #:
City: QOregon State: OH

OHD 045 243 706

03-48-0092

Zip:  43616-1200

Inspection Time(s): 10:30 am to 3:30 pm

Inspection Anndunc_ed?_ Yes X _ No If yes, how muc_h advanced notice given

Name _ Affiliation Telephone
Inspector(s): Chris Maslo Ohio EPA - DHWM 419-688-3130

_Gary Deutschman Ohio EPA - DHWM 419-373-3056
Facility
Representative(s): Ken Humphrey ESQI 419-698-3500

Don Steyer _ESOI 418-698-3500

Bob Morris ESOI 419-698-3500
Is the facility operating as a generator? X _ Yes No
Are Land Disposal Restricted wastes managed? X _ Yes No
PERMIT STATUS ADDITIONAL CHECKLISTS COMPLETED
Permit Issued: December 29, 2005 Land Disposal Restrictions (LDR)
Permit Effective: December 29, 2005 Tanks ,
Permit Expiration: Decernber 29, 2015 Used Oil {Short Form)

Large Quantity Generator (LQG)
Pollution Prevention (P2)
7 Universal Waste
. STORAGE . .- |0 ' - TREATMENT - ' . DISPOSAL" -
X Container Tank Injection Wel|
X | Tank _ Surface Impoundment Landfill
Waste Pile incinerator Land Application
Surface Impoundment Thermal Treatment Surface Impoundment
X Chem. Stab. in Containers
X | Chem. Stab. in Containers
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E-mall this completed Ohio Environmental Protection Agency For Ohio EPA use only

o e meconneli@e | RCRA SUBTITLE C SITE IDENTIFICATION/VERIFICATION FORM

pa.state.oh.us ar mail
it to Tammy

McConnell, Central
Office

2. Site EPA ID No. EPA 1D Number: OHD 045 243 706

Fon s i

T
T3 Sie Nam

ie] Name: Envirosafe Services of Ohio, Inc. Ygsﬁgiﬁgl_) \r'lu_‘ww.envirosafeservices.co

Street Address: 876 Otter Creek Road

4| City, Town, or Village: Oregon State: OH

County Name: Lucas Zip Code: 43616-3518

5. Site Land Type Private County District Federal indian Municipal State Other

(check only one)

6. NAICS code(s)

ww.census.gov!egc

dAwww/natcs html = D.
- Facility T - .| First Name: Kenneth ME: L Last Name: Humphray
Ropreselia
L. .77 TTEZ| Phone Number: (419) 698-3500 Phone Number Extension: 248
‘,'Addi_ﬁb.l_l. v Y
“berec o 0¥| E-Mail Address: k.humphrey@envirosafeservices.com
e .
Fax Number; (419) 698-8663 Fax Number Extension:
\Ohly provide’ - | Street or P.O, Box: 876 Otter Creek Road
Sinférhationif. o v -
“differentthan ' =~ "4 City, Town or Village: Oregon
SEddress: o
e T wo | Gtate: OH Country: Lucas Zip Code: 43616
8. Llegal Ownerand | A. Name of Site's Legal Owner: Date Became Owner {mm/dd/yyyy):
Operator of the
Site List
Additional -
Owners andfor Owner Type: Private County District Federal Indian Municipal State Other
Operators inthe | Mark with an X :
Comment I I I
Section or on
another copy Street or P.O. Box:
of this form
page. City, Town, or Village: Owner Phone #:
State: Country: Zip Code;
B. Name of Site’s Operator: Date Became Operator {mm/ddiyyyy):
Operator Type: i sty i i
Mo with a%%( Private County District Federal Indian Municipal State Other

l I

Street or P.O. Box:

City, Town, or Village: Operator Phone #:

State: Country: Zip Code:

il 5 :
' bt oA ST el
.. Type of Regulated Vaste Activity (Mark - X iniall'of the'appropriate box

Not Regulated

EPA 9029 -l (Revised 11/04)



A. Hazardous Waste Activities

(choose only one of the following categaries) X | 3. Treater, Storer or Disposer of Hazardous Waste
UNKNOWN: Cited for violation of 3745-52-11 4. Recycler of Hazardous Waste
s )
X | a. Large Quantity Generator (LQG): 5. Exempt Boiler andfor Industrial Furnace
b. $mall Quantity Generator (SQG) a. Small Quantity On-site Burner Exemption
c. Conditionailly Exempt Small Quantity Generator b. Smelting, Melting, Refining Furnace Exemption
d. United States Importer of Hazardous Waste E 6. Underground Injection Control Facility
e. Mixed Waste (hazardous and radioactive) Generator 7
B. Universal Waste Activities ' C. Used Qil Activities
X | 1. Small Quantity Handler of Universal Waste 1. Used Oil Generator
(Indicate types of universal waste generated and/for - 2. Used Qll Transporter Indicate Type(s) of Activity(ies)
accumulated (check all boxes that apply): Transporter
j 2. Large Quantity Handler of Universal Waste Transfer Facility
T (accumulatEs 5;0007Kg or Wiorey, - _ 377Used Oil Processorand/or Resrefine - - -

D 3. Destination Facility for Universal Waste

Indicate Type(s) of Activity(ies)

{Check all boxes below that apply for each of the three types Processor
of facilities above. }

Re-refiner
Generated Accumulated

A. Batteries X

D 4. Ofi-Specification Used Oil Burner
5. Used Oil Fuel Marketer -
Indicate Type(s) of Activity(ies)
a. Marketer Who Directs Shlpment of Off- Specification O
b. Used Oil o OFi- Specaf’catlon Used Gil Burner

8. Pesticides

C.Thermostats

D. Lamps

11. Waste Codes for Federally Regulated Hazardous Wastes. Please list the codes for the federally regulated hazardous waste handled
at your site. List them in the order they are presented in the regulations (e.g., D001, D003, F007, U112). Use an additional page if more
space is needed. If there are more than 7 waste codes and they are the same as listed in the most recent RCRAInfo source record, you do
not need to list them all. Instead just Indicate the date of the most recent source record.

12. Comments: Use this area to describe whether the inspection was announced, whether the waste is stored in tanks or containers,
ete. ’ .

Y /X | Announced ? Additlonal Facility Representatives: | Don Steyer, VP of Operations; Herb Snider, Landfili Manager; and, Bob
Morris, Personnel/Safety-Training Manager.

X/ N | Tanks? Cther comments:

XIN Containers?

_il":.‘:h'r_' P R I Lk Tor A SRR S S TR LN

Same of In

LA F

Na e of lnspector(s

S wnded
P N
T S FA

Chris Maslo, Gary Deutschman 12/06/06 - 12/19/06

14. OPTIONAL CERTIFICATION. | certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direction or
supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel properly gather and evaluate the information
submitted. Based on my inquiry of the parson or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering the
information, the information submifted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are
significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations.

Signature of owner, operator, or an Name and Title (Print) Date (mm-dd-yyyy)
authorized representative

EPA 8029 -I {Revised 11/04)




l POLLUTION PREVENTION . o .

4,

l Note to the Inspector: This checklist has been developed to help the diviéiﬁp in gathering general information
about the pollution prevention (P2) practices that the company may have initiated or attempted to initiate. The -
checklist is also used to:

o Facilitate P2 discussions;
o identify barriers to P2;
o} Define the P2 universe;
I » Identify the need for future P2 initiatives;
o2 -Identify partnership opportunities; and
o Link companies with better P2 resources.
I_ As a prelude to completing this checklist the inspector should use the following list of questions as a way to
initiate a dialogue concerning P2:
I 1. Have you tried to reduce the volume of waste (hazardous and nonhazardous) that you generate?
yes
l 2. What is the largest waste stream that you generate?

T T T T T T T TTFQ39 multi source leachate

3. How important would it be to you toellmlnate that waste stream?
Facility continues to look at ways to reduce this waste stream

4, Does your company understand the reduced Fééhlatory burden and cost saving benefits that
eliminating or reducing a waste stream can have?
Yes

5. Could you use better housekeeping practices to reduce the amount of waste that you generate?
No B

If the company responds with one of the answers below, the appropriate box should be checked. If the ~
company's response does not correspond to one of the options below, please record the answer in the space
provided in the remarks section. L

1. Has the company undertaken any P2 activities to reducethe  Yes _ X NoQ N/A__ RMK#
amount of waste generated? .

a. If so, what has the company done to minimize waste
I generation?
A change in the process resulting in less waste.
A change in the product resulting in less waste.
l Use of fewer and less toxic hazardous raw materials.
Better operations/improved housekeeping.
I On-site recycling/reuse of hazardous materials.

Sending waste off-site for recycling/reuse.
Other activities (specify):

opoopoox=
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b. f so, what wastes have been addressed?

Q Solvents ‘

O Paint related wastes

xx Industrial process wastes (sludges, slags,
contaminated wastes waters, etc.)

O Contaminated oils/hydraulic fluids

Q Off-spec chemicals

O Shop rags

O  Other (specify).

QO00C OO

c. [f they haven't minimized waste are there barriers that
are preventing them from doing it?

( Lack of information about practical alternatives.

U Lack of capital to make process changes.

Q Lack of internal management support.

O The company does not generate enough waste to

Waste water

Solid waste (paper, plastic, metal,
wood, blasting material)

Air emissions

Energy use

Fluorescent light bulbs

Used batteries

consider P2,
s - - X~ Other reason-given (specify). technical_difficulties.
with |dr requirements )
2. Does the company plan to do P2 activities in the future? ~  Yes _X_NoQ N/A__RMK#
."3. Would the company be interested in receiving additional Yes No_x N/A RMK#
information from Ohio EPA about P27
4. Did you give the company information about P2 duringthe  Yes __ Nox N/A __ RMK#
inspection? .
1 .
5. Would the company like a P2 assessment? Yes Nox N/A RMK#

A. It yes, provide information that makes the company a
good candidate for an assessment (i.e., known specific
P2 opportunities exist, the company is wiling to
cooperate and commit resources to the assessment, the
company fully understands DHWM's P2 assessment
process, etc.)

-B. If no, list the reasons the facility representative gave for
not wanting an assessment.

If the company would like a P2 assessment done at their facility, the inspector must give the company

for Hazardous Waste Generators

representative a copy of the Pollution Prevention Assessments

document and discuss it with them (Attachment lil of the P2 Assessment Procedures Manual at:

http://www.epa.state.oh.us/dhwm/pdf/P2AssesmentHWGenerators.pdf).

POLLUTION PREVENTION CHECKLIST
{October 2004)
Page 2




MODULE A — GENERAL PERMIT CONDITIONS

I GENERAL PERMIT COMPLIANCE AND ACTIVITIES

I 1

Has the Permittee submitted the annual permit fee,
calculated pursuant to OAC Rule 3745-50-36, payabie to the
Treasurer, State of Ohio, to the director of Chio EPA on or
heforé the anniversary of the date of issuance during the
term of the permit? [PC A.26 ] '

Is the Permittee conducting any hazardous waste
management activities (not otherwise expressly authorized

- or specifically exempted by law) that are not authorized by

the permit? [PC A.1.(b)]

Have any provisions of the permit been identified as invalid?
[PC A4]

~Has the Permittee complied with all the terms.and conditions

of the permit, except to the extent and for the duration such
noncompliance is authorized by the laws of the State of

Yes x_ NoO NA__ RMK#

Yes O No_x_N/A RMK#

Yes No_ x N/A RMK#

Yes _ _No_x NA RMK#__1

Ohio? [PC A.5.]

Any permit noncompliance, other than noncompliance authorized by the laws of the State
of Ohio, constitutes a violation of ORC Chapter 3734, and is grounds for enforcement
action, revocation, modification, denial of a permit renewal application, or other appropriate
action, [PC A.5.] :

Has the expiration date of the permit passed? If so: Yes No_x N/A RMK#_2

a.

ls the Permittee continuing any activity requlated by Yes No_ N/A _x_RMK#
the permit after the expiration date of the permit?

Has the Permittee submitted an application for a Yes No__ N/A_x RMK#
permit renewal to the director no later than 180 days

prior to the expiration date of the permit (or upon a

later date if the Permittee can demonstrate good

cause for late submittal)? [PC A.6.(a)} '

- The Permittee may continue to operate in accordance with the terms and conditions of the

expired permit until a renewal permit is issued or denied if the Permittee has submitted a
timely and complete application; and, through no fault of the Permittee, a new permit has
not been issued pursuant to OAC Rule 3745-50-40 on or before the expiration date of the
permit. [PC A.6.(b)(i) and (ii)]

The Permittee is obligated to complete facility-wide Corrective Action under the conditions
of this permit regardiess of the operational status of the facility. An application for permit
renewal must be submitted at least 180 days before expiration of the permit pursuant to
OAC Rule 3745-50-40(D) unless; a) the corrective action schedule has been terminated by
modification and financial assurance requirements for corrective action are no longer
required; or b) the Director authorizes a later submittal.

l 2.
1.
l.
I NOTE
‘ 5,
I NOTE:
I NOTE

TSDF INSPECTION CHECKLIST
(April 2008)
Page 3



Has the Permittee taken all reasonable steps to minimize Yes _x_NoQO N/A __ RMK#
releases to the environment and carry out such measures as
are reasonable to prevent significant adverse impact on

human health or the environment resulting from
noncompliance with the permit? [PC A.8.]

Does the Permittee properly operate and maintain the facility Yes _x No#EN/A _ RMK#_
(and related appurtenances) at all times to achieve
compliance with the terms and conditions of the permit? [PC
A.9.] If no, then does improper operation and maintenance

include:

a. Ineffective management practices’? _ Yes O No__ NIA _x RMK#___
b. inadequate funding? _ Yes O No___ N/A_x RMK#
C. Inadequate operator staffing and training? Yes U No___ N/A_x RMK#_

d. Where appropriate, inadequate laboratory and Yes O No___N/A_x RMK#
process—controis,—including—inappropriate- quality - ——— . ___

‘assurance/quality control procedures?

Has the Permittee established operation of a back-up or Yes_x_NolU NA_ RMK#
auxiliary facility or similar system (only when necessary) to

achieve compliance with the terms and conditions of the

permit? [PC A.9.] '

Has the Permittee orally reported to OChio EPA, DERR within Yes No N/A_x RMK#3
24 hours from the time the Permittee becomes aware of any

instances of noncompliance with the permit, ORC Chapter

3734, or the rules adopted thereunder, which may endanger

human health or the environment? If yes, then did the

notification include: [PC A.20.(a)] :

a. Information concerning a release of any hazardous Yes _ NoQ N/A _x_ RMK#
waste that may cause an endangerment to public
drinking water supplies? [PC A.20.(a)(i}]

b. Information concerning a release or discharge of Yes ___ NoQ N/A _x RMK#
hazardous waste, fire, or explosion at the facility that
could threaten human health or the environment?
[PC A.20.(a)(ii}}

Did the report consist of the following:

a. Name, address, and telephone number of the owner Yes_ NoO N/A _x RMK#
or operator? [PC A.20.(b)(i}]

b. Name, address, and telephone number of the Yes _ NoQ N/A _x RMK#
facility? [PC A.20.(bXii)]

TSDF INSPECTION CHECKLIST
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c. Date, time, and time of incident? YQ_ No O N/A _x RMK#
[PC A.20.(b)iii)] .

d. Name and guantity of material(s) involved? Yes ___ NoO N/A_x RMK#
[PC A.20.(b)(iv)]

e. The extent of injuries, if any? [PC A.20.(b)(v)] Yes _ NoO NA_x RMK#

f. An assessment of the actual or potential hazard to Yes __ NolO N/A_x RMK#
the environment and human health, outside of the
facility, where applicable? [PC A.20.(b)(vi)]

g. Estimated quantity and disposition of recovered Yes ___NoO N/A_x RMK#
_material that resulted from the incident?
[PC A.ZQ.(b)(vii)]

10. Did the Permittee provide a written report to Ohio .EPA's Yes _ No O N/A_x RMK#
DERR and DHWM, NWDO within 5 days of the time that the
Permittee became aware of the instance reported in PC
A.20.7 [PC A.21.(a)]

If so, then did the report contain the following:

a. A description of the ndncompliance and its causes? Yes _ No U N/A x RMK#
[PC A.21.(b)}

b. The periocd(s) of noncompliance (including exact Yes ___NoQO N/A _x RMK#
dates and times)? [PC A.21.(b)]

Whether the noncompliance has been corrected? Yes _ NoQ N/A_x RMK#
[PC A.21.{b)].

d. If no, then the anticipated time noncompliance is Yes  NoQO N/A_x RMK#
expected to continue? [PC A.21.(b}]

e. Steps taken or planned to minimize the impact on Yes ___NoO NA_x RMK#
human health and the environment, and to reduce,

eliminate, and prevent recurrence of the

noncompliance? [PC A.21.(b)]

=
S
m

The Permittee need not comply with the 5 day written report requirement if the director,
upon good cause shown by the Permittee, by order, waives that requirement and the
Permittee submits a written report within 15 days of the time the Permittee becomes aware
of the release, discharge, or incident reported pursuant to PC A.20. [PC A.21.(c)]

——h
—

Has the Permittee identified any other instances of Yes No_x N/A__RMK#
noncompliance? If so, then: '

a. Did the Permittee report these instances to the Yes _ Nod N/A _x RMK#
director within 30 days of the time the Permittee was
aware of the noncompliance? [PC A.22.}
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12.

NOTE:

b. Do the reports provided contain the information set
forth in Condition A.207 [PC A.22)]

Has the Permittee planned any changes in the permitted
facility or operations that may result in noncompliance with
the conditions of the permit? If so, then:

a. Has the Permittee provided the director with advance
notice of such changes? [PC A.17.]

Yes

Yes

Notll N/A _x RMK#

No___N/A _x RMK#

Yes

NoO N/A_ x RMK#

Such notification does not waive the Permittee’s duty to comply with the permit pursuant

PCA.5. [PCA.17.]

PERMIT MODIFICATION, REVISION, REVOCATION

13.

14.

NOTE:

Has the Permittee commenced treatment, storage, or
disposal of hazardous waste in a modified portion of the
facility prior to submitting a letter to the director, signed by
the Permittee and aregistered professional engineer stating

that -the -facility - has—been--constructed; -or- modified in-- -~

compliance with the permit? [PC A.23.] if yes, then:

a. has the director inspected the modified or newly
constructed facility and found it in compliance with
the conditions of the permit? [PC A.23.(a}] Or:

b. has the director waived the inspection or has not
notified the Permittee of his intent to inspect within
15 days of the date of the submittal of the letter in
PC A.23.7 [PC A.23.(b)]

Has the permit been transferred to a new owner or operator

since the last CEI? [PC A.18.] If so, then:

a, Has the transfer been conducted in accordance with
ORC 3734 and the rules adopted thereunder, and
modified under OAC Rule 3745-50-517
[PC A.18.(a)]

. Before transferting ownership or operation, did the

Permittee notify the new owner or operator, in
writing, of the requirements of ORC Chapter 3734,
the rules adopted thereunder (including applicable
Corrective action requirements)? [PC A.18.(a}]

Yes O

Yes

- Yes

Yes

No_x N/A RMK#

NoOQ NA _x RMK#

NoQ N/A _x RMK#

No_x N/A RMK#____

Yes _

Yes

NoO N/A _x RMK#

NoO N/A _x RMK#

Failure to notify the new owner or operator of the requirements of the applicable Ohio law
or hazardous waste rule by the Permittee does not relieve the new owner or operator of its
obligation to comply with all applicable requirements. [PC A.18.(b)]
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15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Has the Permittee submitted reports of compliance or
noncompliance with, or any progress reports on, interim
and final requirements contained in any compliance
schedule of this permit to the director no later that 14 days
following each scheduled date? [PC A.19.]

Has the Permittee furnished relevant information requested
by the director to determine whether cause exists for
modifying or revoking, or to determine compliance with the
permit? [PC A.10.] :

Has the facility furnished the director, upon request, copies
of records required to be kept by the permit? [PC A.10.]

Has thé Pérmittee become aware that it failed to submit
any relevant facts, or submitted incorrect information to the
director? [PC A.24.] If so, then:

a.  Has the Permittee promptly submitted such facts,
information, or corrected information to the
director? [PC A.24]

Is the Permittee planning any physical aiterations or
additions to the permitted facility? If so, then:

a. Has the Permittee given notice to the director of
- such alterations/additions as soon as possible?
[PCA15] .
b. Have such changes been made in accordance with

OAC Rule 3745-50-517 [PC A.15.]

SITE ENTRY — AVAILABILITY OF RECORDS

Has the Permittee allowed the director, or an authorized
representative, upon stating the purpose and necessity of
the inspection and upon proper identification to:

a. Enter the premises, at reasonable times, where a
regulated facility or activity is located or conducted,
or where records must be kept under the terms and
conditions of the permit? [PC A.11.(a}(i)]

b. - Have access to and copy, at reasonable times, any
records required to be kept under the terms and
conditions of the permit? [PC A.11.(a){ii}]

C. inspect and photograph, ‘at reasonable times, any
facilities, equipment (including control and monitoring
equipment), practices, or operations regulated or
required under the terms and conditions of the
permit? [PC A.11.(a)(iii)]

\g x__Nol N/A

Yes x NoO N/A

RMK#

RMK#

Yes _x_ Nol N/A _ RMK#

RMK#

Yes _x_No N/A

Yes _x NoU N/A_ RMK#

Yes _x No___N/A

RMK# 4

Yes _x Nol N/A

Yes x _ NoO N/A

Yes _x  Noll N/A

RMK#

RMK#

RMK#

Yes _x _NoOd N/A__ RMK#

Yes x NoQ NA _ RMK#
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d. Sample, decument, or monitor, at reasonable times, Yes_x Nol NA__ RMK#
any substance or parameter at any location of the
facility to assure permit compliance or as otherwise
authorized by ORC Chapter 3734, and the rules
adopted thereunder?
[PC A.11.(a)(iv)]

NOTE: Any record, report, or other information obtained under the hazardous waste rules or ORC
Chapter 3734 shall not be available to the public upon showing to Ohio EPA that the
information would divulge methods or processes entitled to protection as trade secrets
pursuant to Ohio Trade Secret Laws and OAC Rule 3745-50-30.

RECORD KEEPING REQUIREMENTS

21. Has the Permittee requested confidentiality of any Yes_x No__ N/A RMK# 5
information of the permit, or any information obtained by the
director or an authorized representative, pursuant to the
authority provided under PC A.11. and in accordance with
ORC Chapter 37347 [PC A.25.] o

22, Is the Permittee maintaining, untif closure is complete and
certified by an independent, registered professional
engineer, the following documents (including amendments,
revisions, and modifications); [PC A.28.(a)]

a. WAPinaccordance with OAC Rule 374_5-54;1 3, and the Yes x Nol NA__ RMK#
terms and conditions of the permit? [PC A.28.(a}(i)]

b. Contingency Plan in accordance with OAC Rule 3745- Yes_x NoO NA__ RMK#
54-53, and the terms and conditions of the permit?
[PC A_.28.(a)ii)]

¢. Closure Planinaccordance with OAC Rule 3745-55-12,  Yes _x_NoQO N/A __ RMK# 6
and the terms and conditions of the permit?
[PC A.28.(a)iii)]

d. Cost Estimate for facility closure, in accordance with Yes _x NoO NA__ RMK#7
OAC Rule 3745-55-42, and the terms and conditions of
the permit? [PC A.28.{a)(iv)]

e. Personnel Training Plan and records required by OAC Yes_x_NoQ N/A__ RMK#
Rule 3745-54-16, and the terms and condltlons of the
permit? [PC A.28.{(a)(v)]

f. Operating Record required by OAC Rules 3745-54-73, Yes_x_NoQO N/A __ RMK#
and the terms and conditions of the permit?
[PC A.28.(a)(vi)]

g. Inspection Schedules developed in accordance with Yes _x Nol N/A__ RMK#
OAC Rules 3745-54-15, 3745-55-74, and 3745-55-95
and the terms and conditions of the permit?
[PC A.28.(a)(vii}]
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h. Post-closure plan as required by OAC Rule 3745-55- Yg x_NoQ N/A___ RMK#
18(A) and the terms and conditions of the permit?
[PC A.28.(a)(viii}]

i.  Annually adjusted cost estimate for facility closure and Yes _x_NoQ NA__ RMK#
post-closure, as required by OAC Rules 3745-55-42 and
3745-55-44 and the terms and conditions of this permit?
[PC A.28.(a)(ix)]

j- All other documents required by PC A.12. and PC F 5. Yes _x Nod N/A__ RMK#
[PC A.28.(a}(x)]

23. Has the Permittee maintained copies of all inspection logs at Yes _x NoQ N/A___ RMK#
the facility for a period not less than three years from the -
date of inspection? [PC A.28.(b)} '

A AR iy L e

24, Does the Permittee ensure that any sample and Yes _x _NoQO N/A___ RMK#____
measurement taken for the purpose of monitoring is a
representative sample or measurement, as such term is
defined and used in the Ohio hazardous waste rules?
[PC A.12.(a)] '

25 Is the method used to obtain a representative sample of the | Yes _x_ NoQO N/A__ RMK#
waste to be analyzed the appropriate method from Appendix
| of OAC Rule 3745-51-207 [PC A.12.(a)]

26, Are laboratory test methods used specified in Test Methods Yes _x__NoQO N/A RMK#
for Evaluating Solid Waste. Physical / Chemical Methods: '
SW-846: Third Edition , November 1992, and additional
supplements or editions thereof; Standard Methods for the
Examination of Water and Wastewater, 20" Edition, 1999,
or, an equivalent method as specified in the approved WAP,
or as such term is defined and used in the Ohio hazardous
waste rules? [PC A.12.(a)]

27. Has the on-site laboratory QAP been formally reviewed at Yes _x NoQOd N/A RMK#__8
least once during the calendar year and updated if ‘
necessary? [PC A.12.(a)] :

28. Do the Permittee’s records of monitoring information specify
the following:

a. Date(s), exact place(s), and time(s) of sampling or Yes _x  Nol N/A__ RMK#
measurements? [PC A.12.(b)(i)]

b. Individual(s) who performed the sampling or Yes _x_ NoQ N/A___RMK#
measurement? [PC A.12.(b)(ii}]

c. Date(s) analyses were performed? [PC A.12.(b)(iii)] Yes _x_NoQ N/A__ RMK#

d. Individual(s) who performed the analyses? Yes _x_ NoQO N/A_ RMK#
[PC A.12.(bXiv}]

TSDF INSPECTION CHECKLIST
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29.

30.

NOTE:

31.

32.

33.

34.

COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE - SUBMITTAL OF DOCUMENTS TO OHIO EPA

35.

e. Analytical technique(s) or method(s) used?
[PC A.12.(b)(V)]

f.  Results of such analyses, including detection limits?
[PC A.12.(b){vi)] '

Have all applications, reports, or information been properly
signed and certified in accordance with OAC Rule 3745-50-
58(K). [PC A.13]

Has the Permittee retained records of all monitoring
information, including all calibration and maintenance
records, all original strip chart recordings for continuous
monitoring instrumentation, and copies of all reports and
records required by this permit, the certification required by
OAC Rule 3745-54-73(B)(9), and records of all data used to
complete the application for this permit, for a period of at
least 3 years from the date of the sample, measurement,
report, certification, or application? [PC A.14.(a)]

The period of record retention may be extended by request of the director at any time and is
automatically extended during the course of any unresolved enforcement action regarding the

facility. [Condition A.14.(b)]

Has the Permittee maintained, in accordance with Ohio
hazardous waste rules, records of all data used to complete
the permit application and any amendments, supplements,
or modifications of such-application and retained a complete
copy of the application for a period of at least five years from
the effective date of the permit? [PC A.14.(c}]

Has the Permittee maintained a document repository in
compliance with OAC Rule 3745-50-587 [PC A.14.(d)]

Has the Permittee maintained records from all ground water
monitoring wells and associated ground water surface
elevations for the active life of the facility, and for disposal
facilities for the post-closure care period? [PC A.14.(e)]

Has the Permittee maintained Corrective Action records for
at least three years after all Corrective Action activities have
been completed? [PC A.14.()]

Did the Permittee submit the following documents to Ohio
EPA to be incorporated into the permit application within 90
days after permit journalization; [PC A.27.(b)]

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes_x NoO N/A _ RMK#

Yes

x_NoQ NA__ RMK#

x__NoQO N/A__ RMK#

x_NoQ N/A ___RMK#

x__NoQ N/A __ RMK#

x NoQ NA__ RMK#

x__NoQO NA__ RMK#

x_NoQ N/A___RMK#
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a. A copy of the current closure/post-closure estimate as
set forth in OAC Rules 3745-55-42 and 3745-55-44 to
update Section | of the permit application?

[PC A.27.(b)(i}] '

b. A copy of the current financial assurance mechanism,
as set forth in OAC Rules 3745-55-43 and 3745-55-45
and as specified by the wording requirements of OAC
Rule 3745-55-51 to update Section | of the permit
application? [PC A.27.(b){ii)] If yes, then:

i. Was the copy of the financial assurance
mechanism documentation submitted to the
director in accordance with OAC Rules 3745-55-43
and 3745-55-457 [PC A.27 (b)(ii)]

closure/post-closure cost estimate.

in OAC Rules 3745-55-43 and 3745-55-45,

c. A copy of the current liability mechanism as set forth in
OAC Rule 3745-55-47 and as specified by the wording
requirements of OAC Rule 3745-55-51 to update Section
} of the permit application? [PC A.27 (b)iii}] If yes, then:

i. Was the copy of the liability mechanism
documentation submitted to the director in
accordance with OAC Rules 3745-55-477
[PC A.27.(b)(iiD)]

coverage as stated in OAC Rule 3745-55-47.

36, Did the Permittee submit a new, complete version of the
permit application to the Ohio EPA within 90 days after
permit journalization and submit it as a Class 1A permit
modification pursuant to OAC Rule 3745-50-517
[PC A.27.(c)] If yes, did it include:

a. Removal of all existing stricken language and
specialized font text into standard font (unless otherwise
noted in the permit)? [PC A.27.(c)]

b. A complete and updated table of contents and accurate
tables, sections and references/citations? [PC A.27.(c}]

c. Incorporated information required by Permit Conditions
B.27,K.9,J.2, and G.27 [PC A.27.(c}]

YQX NoQ N/A___ RMK#_7

Yes _x_ NoO N/A__RMK#

Yes _x_NoQ N/A___ RMK#

The value of the financial assurance mechanism must reflect at least the current amount of the

During the life of the permit the facility may change the financial assurance mechanism as stated

Yes _x NoQ NA__ RMK#_

Yes _x_NoQ N/A __ RMK#

NOTE: During the life of the permit the facility may change the mechanism used to demonstrate liability

NOTE: This information must be submitted in éccordance with OAC Rule 3745-50-51.

Yes No x N/A RMK# 9
Yes _x No _NA _RMK#_9
Yes x No N/A RMK# 9
Yes No __x N/A RMK# 9
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NOTE: Anychanges to the permit application submitted with this updated version that are inconsistent
with or not authorized by this final renewal permit must be clearly identified and follow the I

appropriate process outlined in OAC Rule 3745-50-51.

WASTE MINIMIZATION REQUIREMENTS

37.

38.

Did the Permittee submit a waste minimization report
describing the waste minimization program required by OAC
Rules 3745-54-75(H), (1), and (J); 3745-54-73(B)(9); and
3745-52-20(B) at least once every 2 years and the provisions
of OAC Rules 3745-54-75(H), (), and (J); and 3745-54-
73(B)(9) must be satisfied annually? [PC A.29.(a)]

Did the Permittee submit the waste minimization report to
Ohio EPA, OCAPP within 180 days of the effective date of
this permit, and submit updates to this report biennially
thereafter? [PC A.28.(b)]

Yes _x_NoQ N/A __ RMK#

Yes _x_NoQ N/A _ RMK#

TSDF INSPECTION CHECKLIST l
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MODULE B — GENERAL FACILITY CONDITIONS

DESIGN AND OPERATION OF FACILITY

1.

NOTE:

Does the Permittee design, construct, maintain, and operate Yes _x NoQO N/A__ RMK#_
the facility to minimize the possibility of a fire, explosion, or

any unplanned sudden or non-sudden release of hazardous

waste or hazardous waste constituent to air, soil, ground

water or surface waters that could threaten human health or

the environment? [PC B.1.(a)]

Does the Permittee only accept for storage, treatment, Yes _x NoO N/A RMK#
and/or disposal the hazardous waste codes specified in Part
A of the permit application? [PC B.1.(b)]

Do all wastes meet all applicable land dispbsal restriction Yes _x Noll N/A__ RMK#
standards in accordance with OAC Chapter 3745-270, prior :
to disposal? [PC B.1.(b)]

Does the Permittee only accept waste, for the waste codes Yes_x _Nol NA__ RMK#
listed in Table B-1 and as found in Part A of the permit

application, as residues from treatment by incineration,

carbon regeneration (by thermal incineration), and

wastewater treatment; as well as, any secondary residues

such as soils and debris derived from the primary residues?

[PC B.1.{b)(i}]

Does the Permittee only accept FO27 waste as incineration Yes _x_ NoQO NA RMK#_ 10
residue that meets all applicable land disposal treatment

standards as.found in OAC Rule 3745-270-40 prior to

acceptance? [PC B.1.(b)(ii)]

Does the Permittee accept more than 235,000 tons of Yes (1 No x N/A RMK# 11
hazardous waste in any. one calendar year from off-site

sources limited facility wide and including ail units?

[PC B.1.{c)]

Has the Permittee solicited any liquid hazardous or non- Yes O No x N/A RMK# -
hazardous waste generated off-site, for treatment, storage
or disposal? {PC B.1.(d)]

In the event that the Permittee inadvertently receives liquid hazardous or non-hazardous
- waste, the Permittee may store such waste until proper off-site treatment, storage or
disposal can be accomplished. A good faith effort to expeditiously accomplish such off-site
treatment, storage or disposal must be made. At the request of Ohio EPA, the Permittee
must demonstrate to the satisfaction of Ohio EPA that such a good faith effort was made.
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NOTE:

WASTE ANALYSIS REQUIREMENTS

8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Before treating, storing, or disposing of any hazardous or
non-hazardous waste, does the Permittee obtain a detailed
chemical and physical analysis of a representative sample of
the waste that contains, at a minimum, all the information
necessary to treat, store, or dispose of the waste?

{PC B.3.{(a)}

Does the Permittee follow the procedures in the WAP found
in Section C of the permit application, the WPR procedures
as described in Section C of the permit application, and the
terms and conditions of the permit? [PC B.3.(b)] -

Did all WPR approvals expire on the last day of the 13"
month from the date of approval by Ohio EPA, or the date of
certification in accordance with WPR requirements by the
generator of that waste? [PC B.3.(b)].

If no, then did the Permittee obtain a letter from the waste
generator certifying that either: ’ o

a. The waste analysis has remained unchanged since
the last approval? [PC B.3.(b)]. Cr,

b. That a new analysis provided by the generator or
conducted by an independent laboratory shows no
significant change in the waste composition or its
characteristics? [PC B.3.(b}]

Did the letter in #10 above, or the new analysis become part
of that specific WPR package? [PC B.3.(b)]

in the absence of certification, were ail WPR's resubmitted
to Ohio EPA for re-approval? [PC B.3.(b)]

a. Did the resubmitted WPR’s include a new analysis
provided by the waste generator, or conducted by an
independent laboratory? [PC B.3.(b)]

Did the Pemittee verify the analysis of each waste stream
annually or within the 60 days following the anniversary of
the acceptance of the first shipment of the waste from the
same generator? [PC B.3.(c)] If yes, then:

The Permittee is permitted to treat, store and dispose of incidental or extraneous free I

liquids that may be inadvertently received with solid phase hazardous or non-hazardous
wastes that the Permittee is permitted to treat, store or dispose.

Yes

Yes

Yes

x_NoQ N/A__RMK#

x_NoQO N/A __RMK#

x No__ N/A___RMK#

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

_.Nodd N/A_x RMK#

___NoQ N/A_x RMK#

_ NoO NA _x RMK#_
x__NoQ N/A __ RMK#

x_NoQO NA___RMK#

x __NoQ N/A __RMK#
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a. Was each waste stream verification of analysis
.completed in accordance with Test Methods for
Evaluating Solid Waste: Physical/Chemical Methods,
EPA Publication SW-846, or an equivalent method

- approved by the director? [PC B.3.(c)]

b. Did the Permittee, at a minimum, maintain proper
functional instruments, use approved sampling and
analytical methods, verify the validity of sampling and
analytical procedures, and perform correct
calculations? [PC B.3.(c})] Or:

C. If the Permittee used a contract laboratory, was the
laboratory informed in writing, that it must operate
under the waste analysis conditions set forth in the
permit? [PC B.3.(c)]

Application For Acceptance Of Waste

—_—
>

Foreach hazardous waste stream, does the Permittee obtain
from the generator a WPQ, as found in appendix C.1 of the
permit application, before accepting waste for treatment,
storage, and/or disposal? [PC B.3.(d}]

Fingerprint Analysis

3
o

Does the Permittee perform a fingerprint analysis on
representative waste samples as specified in Section C of
the permit application? [PC B.3.(e)]. If yes, then: -

a. Does the Permittee compare the results of the
fingerprint sampling program to the pre-acceptance
analysis for the waste stream? [PC B.3.(e)]

b. Have any significant discrepancies been noted during
the fingerprint analysis? If yes, then:

i. Did the Permittee notify the generator?
[PC B.3.(e)]

i, If the discrepancy was not resolved within
fiffteen (15) days, then did the Permittee
immediately submit to the director a letter
describing the discrepancy, attempts to
reconcile the discrepancy, and a copy of the
manifest or shipping paper at issue?

[PC B.3.(e}]

YQ x _NoQO N/A__ RMK#
Yes _x_NoQ N/A___RMK#

Yes _x_ NoO N/A__RMK#

Yes _x NoQO N/A __ RMK#

Yes _x NoQ N/A_ RMK#
Yes _x_No(Q N/A__ RMK#

Yes _x No__ N/A RMK# 12

Yes __x NoQ N/A _ RMK#

Yes __ NoO N/A_x_RMK#
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Significant discrepancies in waste types are defined as obvious differences, which can be
discovered by inspection or waste analysis such as a waste solvent substituted for waste
acid, or toxic constituents not reported on the manifest or shipping paper [PC B.3.(e)(i}].
Significant discrepancies for quantity are, for bulk waste, variations greater than 10% in
weight; and for batch waste, any variation in piece count, such as a discrepancy of 1 drum

Yes _x NoO N/A__ RMK#__
Yes _x_ NoQ N/A__ RMK#
Yes _x NoO N/A__ RMK#

Yes _x NoQO N/A __ RMK#

Yes _x_ Nofd N/A__ RMK#

PC B.3.(f) applies to all incoming wastes, regardless of which treatment, storage, or

NOTE:
in a truck load [PC B.3.(e){ii)].
16. Does the Permittee analyze for the presence of free liquid in
accordance with the correct SW-846 methods for free liquids?
[PC B.3.(eXiii}] If yes, then:
a. Does the Permittee prohibit the disposal of waste that
fails the paint filter test?
[PC B.3.(e)(ii)]

Bulk Wastes

17. Does the Permittee randomly sample and conduct a
fingerprinting analysis of at least 10% of the bulk waste
loads regardless of their origin, waste type, and/or WSID?
[PC B.3.(f))

18. Does the Permittee fingerprint at least every 10" bulk load
received by the facility? [PC B.3.{f}] '

19. Does fingerprinting of bulk loads also occur after a visual
inspection whenever warranted or when there has been a
change in the process generating that particular waste?
{PC B.3.(f)]

NOTE:

disposal option is selected.
20. Does the Permittee coliect bulk waste samples as follows:

a. Two samples from the front, one from the middle,
and two from the end of the Gondola railcar
composited into one sample? [PC B.3.{f)(i)]

b. One sample per 25 tons of waste from each Hopper
railroad car? [Condition B.3.(f)(ii)]

i. For waste defined as K061 EAF Dust in PC
B.3.(h){i), one additional sample per every
‘seven tons of waste off-loaded as "batch”?
[PC B.3.{fXii)]

c. One sample per 25 tons of waste from each
* intermodal container collected and composited
together? [PC B.3.(f)(iii}]

Yes _x NoO N/A__ RMK#

Yes _x NoQO NA__ RMK#

Yes _x__ NoQ N/A _ RMK#

Yes _x  NoQ N/A _ RMK#
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21.

22,

23.

24.

25.

NOTE:

N
o

d. For bulk waste received by truck, and defined as
K061 EAF Dust, a minimum of 3 samples collected
and composited together from at least 6-inches
below the as-received surface of the waste material?
[PC B.3.(f)(Iv)]

Containerized Wastes

Does the Permittee sample and conduct a fingerprinting
analysis on a composite sample of the containerized wastes
as required by PC B.3.(g) of the permit?

Are all drums opened and inspected for free liquids prior to
disposal? [PC B.3.(g))

Wastes Treated By Chemical Stabilization

Prior to accepting a waste for stabilization and submitting a
WPR form to Ohio EPA for approval, does the Permittee
conduct or obtain a pre-acceptance analysis for such waste?
[PC B.3.(h)(0)]

Does the Permittee submit an analytical report with the WPR
package to Ohio EPA containing pre-acceptance analysis?
[PC B.3.(hXi)] .

Except as provided in PC B.3.(h)(iii), does the Permittee test
and document the results of each waste stream processed
through the SCB to determine if the treated waste meets the
applicable treatment standards? [PC B.3.(h)(ii)]

YQ x_ _NoO N/A_ RMK#

Yes_x NoQO N/A__ RMK#

Yes _x NoQO N/A__ RMK#
Yes_x NoQO N/A _ RMK#

Yes _x Noll NJA___ RMK#

Yes _x  NoO N/A__RMK#

The PC B.3.(h)(ii) requirement above does not apply if:

a. The v_vaste is to be further tréated or disposed of off-site; or,

b. The same waste code, having the same WSID from the same generator is processed
through the same treatment units and under the same operating conditions.

[PC B.3.(h)(ii)]

If (b) is true, then it shall be so documented in the facility’s operating records and only 10%
of the subsequently treated loads are to be tested for the parameters specified in the WAP,
and the manner that they would otherwise be required to be tested by applicable rules and

regulations. [PC B.3.(h)(ii)]

fs the Permittee following the sampling frequency identified
in the question above until valid test results have been
obtained indicating that the Permittee’s stabilization
procedures are effective to comply with land-ban
regulations? [PC B.3.(h)(iii)]. If yes, then:

a. Did the Permittee notify Ohio EPA of these findings?
[PC B.3.(h)iii)].

Yes _x Noll N/A_ RMK#

Yes_ x NoDQ N/A__ RMK#
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27.

NOTE:

b. At such time, and after notification to Ohio EPA, has
the Permittee complied with the following:

i For each generator, does the Permittee test
the waste, or an extract of the waste or
treatment residue using the TCLP or. other
method according to the frequency specified
in PC B.3.(h)(iii)(a)]

. Is the frequency of the TCLP or other testing
conducted according to the following
frequency in compliance with ‘
PC B.3.(h)iii){b)?

Prior to land filling the acid subcategory of D002 wastes,
does the Permittee ensure that the pH of a 10% slurry of the
deactivated waste is between 9.0 and 12.57 [PC B.3.(i)]

Yes _x_ NoQ N/A_ RMK#

Yes _x_ NoQ NA___RMK#

Yes x NoO N/A_ RMK#

Adjustments to the pH of deactivated waste can be made by blending alkaline materials with
the waste in the chemical stabilization process. [PC B.3.{i}]

K061 EAF Dust Sampling Requirements '

28.

Does the Permittee test a representative sample of the
treated K081 EAF Dust waste from the mixing container
used in the full scale treatment process, or TCLP extract of
the full scale treated waste container according to the
frequency specified in PC B.3.(k)? [PC B.3.(j}]

Testing Frequency And Procedures For KO61 EAF Dust

29.

NOTE:

30.

31.

32.

Does the Permittee perform both bench and field
experimental testing of waste batches in order to develop an
effective mix design? [PC B.3.(k)(i)} '

Yes x NoQd N/A___ RMK#

Yes _x No(O N/A__ RMK#

Any waste batch treated experimentally must be treated successfully, as demonstrated by
analysis results meeting the LDR standards in OAC Rule 3745-270-40, prior to land disposal

of that waste batch. [PC B.3.(k)(i}]

Does the Permittee establish an “initial qualification” for each
mix design for which qualification is sought? [PC B.3.(k)(ii}]

Is “initial qualification” established by testing a sequence of
either 5, 10, or 20 consecutive batches? [PC B.3.(K){ii}]

Has each batch been treated successfully, as demonstrated

by analysis results meeting the LDR standards in OAC Ruie
3745-270-40 required for land disposal of that waste”?
[PC B.3.(k)(in)]

Yes x NoQO N/A___ RMK#
Yes _x__NoQ N/A__ RMK#

Yes _x_NoQO N/A___ RMK#
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33

34.

35.

36.

37.

NOTE:

38.

39.

NOTE:

In the event that a sequege of at least 5 passing results
cannot be achieved, then does the Permittee test every
batch until a sequence of at least 5 consecutive passing
results is achieved? [PC B.3.(k)(ii)]

Once ‘initial qualification” for a mix design has been
achieved; did the Permittee assign a testing frequency
category (A, B, or C) based on the number of batches
successfully tested? [PC B.3.(k)iii)]

For batches qualifying as Category A, did the Permittee
successfully treat a sequence of 20 qualification batches;
and thereafter, test 1 batch in every 20 treated?

[PC B.3.(k)ii)(2)]

For batches qualifying as Category B, did the Permittee
successfully treat a sequence of 10 qualification batches;
and thereafter, test 1 batch in every 10 treated?

[PC B.3. (k)(ul)(_)]

For batches qualifying as Category C, did the Permittee
successfully treat a'sequence of 5 qualification batches; and
thereafter, test 1 batch in every 5 treated? [PC B.3.(k)(iii)(c)]

‘@ X NoO NA__ RMK#____

Yes _ X NoQd N/A

Yes _x_ NoO N/A

Yes

Yes

X

.

No O N/A

NoQ N/A __

. RMK#

— RMK#

__ _RMK#

RMK#

For each sequence of 5, 10, or 20 “on-specification” batches treated, it shall be acceptable
to collect a sample from the “on-specification” batch immediately preceding or
immediately following the numerical batch in the sequential count specified to be tested.

[PC B.3.(k)(iii)]

After a mix design is qualified for Category C, and in the
event that the Permittee elected to continue initial
qualification for Category B and a failure occurs, does the
Permittee re-qualify the mix design under PC B.3.(k}(iv),
Category C? [PC B.3.(k)(ii)(a)]

After a mix design is qualified for Category A, and in the
event that the Permittee elected .to continue initial
qualification for Category B and a failure occurs, does the
Permittee re-qualify the mix design under PC B.3.(k)(iv),
Category C, and/or PC B.3.(k){v), Category B?

[PC B.3.(k)(ii)(b)]

Yes

Yes

-

", S

No 0O N/A

NoO N/A

__ RMK#

RMK#

~ Initial qualification (or re-qualification) batches may be added to the testing sequence to
qualify for Category B (after qualification for Category C) or Category A (after qualification
for Category B) after initial qualification (or re-qualification) has been completed, including
subsequent successful testing performedin accordance with PC B. 3.(k)(iii)(a), B.3.(k){iii)(b),
or B.3.(k)(iii)(c), as long as they are sequential, i.e., not separated by intermittent failures
of one or more batches of “on-specification” waste. [PC B.3.(k)(iii)]
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Re-qualification Testing

40.

41.

NOTE:

42.

43.

For batches tested that do not meet the LDR standards in
OAC Rule 3745-270-40 required for land disposal of that
waste, did the Permittee deem those batches failures and
record them as such? [PC B.3.(k)(iv)] -

a. If yes, then did the Permittee suspend the testing
frequency specified in PC B.3.(k)(iii) for the waste
treated by that mix design, and subject that waste to
re-qualification? [PC B.3.(k){iv)}

Did the Permittee re-test ali waste batches treated by the
failure mix design (that had not been disposed of) until a
sequence of atleast 3 consecutive “on-specification” batches
are treated successfully? [PC B.3.(k)(iv)]

a. If s0, then once “re-qualification” for Category C has
been achieved, did the Permittee resume the testing
frequency requirements of PC B.3.(k)(iii}{c)?

{PC B.3.(k)(iv)]

Yes x  NoO N/A

Yes x NoQOd N/A

Yes_x  No QO N/A

Yes x  NoO N/A

___RMK#

—_RMK#

___RMK#

__RMK#

Re-qualification testing may be continued for waste batches that were previously qualified
in accordance with PC B.3.(k)(iii) for either Category B or Category A at the time of the

failure. [PCB.3.(k)(v)]

When re-qualification testing to return to Category B, did the
Permittee treat a sequence of at least' 5 consecutive on-
specification batches successfully? [PC B.3.(k){(v}{a)}

a. if so, then once re-qualification for Category B was
achieved, did the Permittee resume the testing
frequency requirements of PC B.3.(k){iii)(p)?

[PC B.3.(k){(v){(2)]

When re-qualification testing to return to Category A, did the
Permittee treat a sequence of at least 10 consecutive on-
specification batches successfully? [PC B.3.(k)(v)(b)]

a. If so, then once re-qualification for Category A was
achieved, did the Permittee resume the testing
frequency requirements of PC B.3.(k)(iii)(a)?

[PC B.3.(k)(v)(b}]

SECURITY REQUIREMENTS

44,

Is the Permittee in compliance with the security provisions of
OAC Rule 3745-54-14(B)(2) and (c) and Section F of the
permit application? [PC B.4.(a)]

Yes x  NoQ NA

Yes x  No () N/A

Yes x  No N/A

Yes x  NoQ N/A

Yes x NoQO N/A

__RMK#

___RMK#

__RMK#

__ RMK#

__RMK#
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45, Does the Permittee proviga 24-hour surveillance system, YQ x__NoQO N/A RMK#
which monitors and controls entry onto the active portion of
the facility? [PC B.4.(b)]

46. Has the Permittee provided a fence that surrounds the Yes _x_NoO N/A RMK#
facility? [PC B.4.(c)] -

a7 . Has a new or replacement fence been installed after the Yes _x NoQ N/A___ RMK#
effective date of the permit? If yes, then:

a. Is the fence at least a 6-foot tall, chain-linked fence Yes _x_ NoQ N/A RMK#
topped with 3 strands of barbed wire? [PC B.4.(c)]

48. Is internal security to the active disposal cell(s) always Yes _x__No QO N/A RMK#
maintained within fences or gates? [PC B.4.(c)]

49, Has the Permittee posted warning signs with the legend, Yes _x_No O N/A RMK#_ 13
“Danger-Unauthorized Personnel Keep Out” at each entry
gate and at approximately 200-feet intervals along the
perimeter fence? [PC B.4.(d))

50. Has the Permittee documented all known attempts of Yes _x NoQ N/A RMK#
unauthorized entry by persons or livestock onto the active
portion of the facility? [PC B.4.(g)]

GENERAL INSPECTION REQUIREMENTS

51.  Does the Permittee follow the procedures and schedules set Yes _x NoO N/A___ RMK#
forth in Section F of the permit application? [PC B.5.]

52, Does the Permittee remedy any deterioration or malfunction Yes _x NoO NA___RMK#
discovered by an inspection as required by OAC Rule 3745- ‘
54-15(C)?7 [PC B.5]

83 Are records of inspections kept for a minimum of three years Yes _x_NoO N/A_ RMK#
from the date of inspection in the facility operating record as
required by OAC Rule 3745-54-737 [PC B.5.]

54. Does the Permittee require the inspectors to sign and print Yes No _x N/A RMK# 14
their names on the inspection checklists after indicating the
status of the items inspected? [PC B.5.(a)]

55, Does the Permittee ensure that items that are not inspected Yes No _x N/A RMK# 15
are marked with *NI” on the checklist? [PC B.5.(a)]

56. Are records of inspections kept as required by OAC Rule Yes _x Nol N/A_ RMK#
3745-54-15(D), the terms and conditions of this permit, and
the permit application? [PC B.5.(b)]
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Scale Inspections

57. Does the Permittee inspect each scale and the surrounding Yes _x NoQO NA_ RMK#
area on a weekly basis? [PC B:5.(c)(i)]

58. Does the Permittee monitor and inspect each scale and the Yes x NoO NA__ RMK#
surrounding area for structural integrity, cleanliness, and to
assure that there are no obstacles or other blockages?
[PC B.5.(c)(ii)}]

59. Are any structural damage or obstacles identified during Yes _x _NoQ NA___RMK#__
inspections that would affect the accuracy of the scale :
readings, repaired or removed prior to the next use of the
affected scale? [PC B.5.{c){ii}]

60. Does the Permittee check service records of all scale Yes _x NoO N/A__ RMK#
equipment? [PC B.5.(c)(jii)) '

61. Does the Permittee t:en‘orm testing and verification of the Yes _x_NoQO N/A __ RMK#
scales on a semi-annual basis or required by the equment
manufacturer? [PC B.5.(cXiii)]

Gates, Fences, Surveillance, and Radio Equipment

62. Does the Permittee inspect the facility's gates, fences, Yes _x NoO N/A__ RMK#
surveillance, and radio equipment on a weekly baS|s'?
[PC B.5.(d)(i}]

63. Does the Permittee ensure that none of the secondary gates Yes _x NoQO N/A__ RMK#
are left unattended uniess those gates are locked?
[PC B.5.(d)ii)]

64. Are all main gates monitored during regular business hours’ Yes_x NoO N/A __ RMK#
by persons trained in security procedures? [PC B.5.(d)(ii}]

65. During non-operational hours, does the Permittee provide Yes _x NoQO NA_ RMK#
proper surveillance to monitor and control entry onto the '
active portion of the facility, as required by OAC Ruie 3745-
54-14 (B)? [PC B.5.(d)(ii}] '

66. Does the Permittee inspect the facility's two-way radio Yes _x NoQ N/A__ _RMK#
communications system for proper operation and required
maintenance, on at least a weekly basis, including an
evaluation of service records? [PC B.5.{d)(iii}]

Container Storage Area Inspections

67. Does the Permittee inspect the container storage area(s) on Yes _x_No N/A RMK#
a weekly basis and after rainfall events (2 or more inches of :
rainfall in 8 hours)? [PC B.5.(g)].
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a. Does the inspectic”nclude an evaluation for spilled
material, leaking containers, and for deterioration of
- containers and the containment system?
[PC B.5.(e})]

b. Does the inspection include an assessment of the
integrity of the pad and curbing? [PC B.5.(e)]

Tank Storage Area Inspections

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

Does the Permittee inspect all tank storage areas on a
weekly basis, and after a rainfall event (22" of rainfall in 8
hours)? [PC B.5.{(f)(i}]

&

Doés the Permittee inspect once each'operating day, overfil}

control equipment, monitoring equipment, drainage system,
and tank level indicators? [PC B.5.(f}(ii)]

Does the Permittee inspect at least once each operating day
the above ground portions of each tank system to detect
corrosion or releases of waste? [PC B.5.(f)(iii)]

Does the Permittee inspect at least once each operating day
storage records and filing logs on each tank for
completeness and accuracy, and all data gathered from
monitoring equipment and leak detection equipment to
ensure that all tanks are being operated according to their
designated specifications? [PC B.5.(f)(iv)]

Does the Permittee inspect at least once each operating day
all tank construction materials, including piping, valves,
seams, and connections for signs of leakage, corrosion, or
structural deterioration? [PC B.5.(f){v)]

Does the Permittee inspect at least once each operating day
all of the areas immediately surrounding the externally

accessible portion of each tank (i.e., the tank secondary

containment structure) for signs of leakage, corrosion,

-indications of releases, or any other problems)?

[PC B.5.()(vi)]

SCB Inspections

74,

75.

Does the Permittee inspect on a weekly basis all processing
and waste handling equipment for proper operation and
structural integrity? [PC B.5.(g)(i}]

Does the Permittee inspect on a weekly basis the SCB for
spillage and for potentially unsafe conditions including the
lack of safety guards and shields in key work locations? [PC
B.5.(g)(ii)}

Ygx No L)

N/A _ RMK#
Yes _x NoQO NA __ RMK#
Yes No _x NA RMK# 16
Yes _x_ NoQO N/A__ RMK#
Yes _x Noll N/A ___RMK#
Yes _x_NoQ N/A_ RMK#
Yes _x__ NoQO NA _ RMK#
Yes _x NoO N/A __ RMK#
Yes _x NoQ N/A RMK#
Yes _x NoO NA__ RMK#
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76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

Does the Permittee inspect on a weekly basis, and after a
rainfall event (2 or more inches of rainfall in eight hours) the
SCB and all outside unloading pads/aprons? [PC B.5.(g)(iv)]

Does the Permittee inspect on a weekly basis for
deterioration, malfunction, or improper cperation of run-on
and run-off control systems? [PC B.5.(g){v}]

Does the Permittee inspect weekly for the presence of
leachate in, and the proper functioning of, the leachate
collection and removal systems and leak detection systems?
[PC B.5.(g)(vi)]

Does the Permittee inspect daily all sumps located in the
SCB for the presence of waste and/or liquid accumulation?
[PC B.5.(g)(vii)] ' '

Does the Permittee inspect at least twice per year, all
concrete slab surfaces for cracks, deterioration of chemical
resistance, and water tightness? [PC B.5.(g)(viii)]

Does the Permittee inspect at least twice per year, the steel
wearing surfaces of the Campaign Bin for significant damage
or deterioration? [PC B.5.(g)(ix)] '

Landfill Area Inspections

82.

83.

84.

85.

86.

87.

During the construction of the landfill cell and installation of
liners and cover system, did the Permittee inspect the liners
and cover system for uniformity, damage, and imperfections?
[PC B.5.(h){i)]

During construction, did the Permittee inspect and test
earthen and synthetic liner components? [PC B.5.(h)(ii)]

Have all aspects of liner construction been inspected for
conformance with construction specification? [PC B.5.(h)ii)]

During construction of the landfill cell, did the Permittee
inspect the side slopes, and base of the landfill cell for
imperfections? [PC B.5.(h){iii)]

Does the Permittee monitor and inspect construction of each
segregated subcell to ensure that each meets the
specification prior to using the subcell for disposal of waste?
[PC B.5.(h)(iv)]

Does the Permittee inspect the overall appearance of the
active portion of the landfill on a weekly basis and after
rainfall events? [PC B.5.(h)}{v)]. If yes, then:

Yes _x NoQO
Yes x Nor a
Yes x NoQ
Yes x NoO
Yes _x _ NoQO
Yes % No a
Yes x No0QO
Yes »® NoQ
Yes _x No0
Yes x No(O
Yes _x_ No0QO
Yes x_ NoQO

N/A __ RMK#
N/A ___RMK#
N/A __RMK#
N/A __ RMK#
N/A __ RMK#
N/A __ RMK#
N/A ___RMK#
N/A __ RMK#
N/A___ RMK# .
N/A __ RMK#
N/A __ RMK#
N/A __ RMK#
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89.

80.

a.  Were pockets of run-on water or exposed containers
observed? If yes, then:

b. Were these observations noted on the inspection
checklist? [PC B.5.(h)(v)]

Does the Permittee inspect the active portion of the landfill
on a weekly basis and after rainfall events to detect
deterioration, malfunction, or improper operation of run-on
diversion and run-off control systems? [PC B.5.(h){vi}]

Does the Permittee inspect the wind dispersal control
systems, intermediate cover procedures, dust, conditions

and controls on a daily basis and after rainfall events for _

proper functioning? [PC B.5.(h){vii)]

Does the Permittee inspect the leachate collection and
removal system weekly and after rainfall events to detect the
presence of leachate and proper functioning?

[PC B.5.(h)(viii)}

Safety Equipment Inspections

91.

92.

NOTE:

93.

o4,

Does the Permittee inspect safety equipment, emergency
communications, and spill control equipment as needed?
[PC B.5.(iXi)]

Does the Permittee inspect all fire fighting equipment as
needed to assure that equipment is in place, unobstructed,
and operational? [PC B.5.(i)(ii)]

Yes No x N/A RMK#

Yes _ No QO N/A _x RMK#

Yes _x_ Nol N/A__ RMK#
Yes _x NoQ NA__ RMK#

Yes _x NoQ NA__ RMK#
