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Environmental
Protection Agency

John R. Kasich, Governor
WMary Tayior, Lt. Governor
Scott 1. Nally, Director

January 23, 2012

Mayor and Council
City of Marysville

125 East Sixih Street
Marysville, OH 43040

Ha: Industrial Pretreatment Compliance inspection, December 15 & 16, 2011
City of Marysville Water Reclamation Facility (\WRF)

Ladies and Gentlemen:

On Becember 15 and 16, 2011, 1 conducted a Pretreatment Compliance Inspection (PCI) of the City of
Marysville’s Industrial Pretreatment Program (1PP).
Varner, WRF superintendent, and Helen Owens, pretreatment coordinator. During the first day, | also
reviewed the pretreatment program files. The second day of the PCI consisted of further reviewing the
program fites and conducting an exit interview with Mr. Varner and Ms. Owens. The intent of the
inspection was to determine the compliance of the 1PP with state and federal pretreatment regulations and
the Marysville National Poliutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. Attached you will find the

PCl report.
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1.

e findings of i

PC are as follows:

Overall, the City of Marysville's IPP has again been successful in controlling industrial
user discharges to the wastewater treatment plant (WWTP). Ms. Owens is doing a
good job administering the pretreaiment program. There have not been any
documented episodes of industrial users causing the City's WWTP to violate their

NPDES permit.

The City of Marysville has submitted required pretreatment reports, including Quarterly
industrial User Violation Reporis and the Annual Pretreatment Report accerding to the
schedule in their NPDES permit for the PCl time period of January 1, 2009 to
December 1, 2011. The program files were weli organized.

No reportable non-compliance (RNC) was identified during the PCI. Industrial user
self-monitoring and Marysville independent user sampling have been or will be
conducted according fo program requirements for the PCI time period.

There are two required action that is needed by Marysville at this time.

1. The industrial user permit for Nestle R&D Center, Inc. is expired and needs to be re-

issued.

2. The industrial user permit for Bulk Transit is expired and needs {0 be re-issued

Central District Office

50 West Town Streef, Suite 700 6147283778
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During the first day of the PCl, | interviewed Rick



Chairman and Council
City of Washington Court House
Page 2 of 2

The recommended acticns by the Agency from the lastinspection have been addressed and implemented
by the City of Marysville. No program deficiencies were identified during the PCl. Please continue io:

1. Ensure that the minimum industrial user inspection frequencies are met and
documented in program files. It is recommended that cover letters summarizing
inspection findings and required actions are sent along with the inspection report to
the industiial users.

2. Marysville shall continue ongoing efforts to identify and categorize all industrial
users, including non-significantindustrial users. Industrial user inforrmation, including
non-significant industrial users, shall be kept updated on Form AR-3 Indusirial User
inventory and reported annually to the Ohio EPA in the Marysville Industrial
Pretreatment Program Annual Report.

3. Marysville must pericdically menitor (sample and/or inspect) non-significant industrial
users at a frequency fo ensure compliance with pretreatment standards and
requirements. Updated information must be kept in the industial user files.

Please acknowledge the receipt of this letter no later than March G, 2012.

Chio EPA recognizes the continuing commitment demonstrated by the Chairman and Council, Marysvilie
Pretreatment and WWTP staff to implement state and federal pretreatment requirements. If you have any
questions regarding the inspection findings feel free 1o contact me by e-maii at
greg.sanders@epa.state.oh.us or phone at (814) 728-3851.

Sincerely,

Greg Sanders
Environmental Specialist
Division of Surface Water
Central District Office

Enclosure: City of Marysville PCI Forms
¢ Ryan Laake, DSW/CO

ec: Greg Sanders, DSW/CDO

GSmsm  150December2011PClcoverletter Marysville



Chio Environmentat Protection Agency

PRETREATMENT INSPECTION REPORT

FACILITY NAME
Clty of Marysville WRE

INSPECTION TYPE
P

PERMIT NUMBER FACILITY NUMBER

4PENOODZBD 0138271
INSPECTOR FACILITY TYPE DATE CONDUCTED
5 7 1 Becember 15 & 16, 2011

GENERAL INFORMATION

NAME AND LOCATION OF FACILITY

City of Marysville WRE
12901 Beecher Gamble Road
Marysville, OH 43040

MAILING ADDRESS OF FACILITY

RMavor and Council
City of Marysville

125 East Shith Street
Marysville, OH 430640

CONTACT (NAME/TITLE/PHONE)

Rick Yarner, Superintendent; 937.642.1036

P — PRUEPRGN |- FUN

Heien Owen, Prelreatment Coordinalor; 74
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FACILITY EVALUATION

(S = Satisfactory, M = Marginal, U = Unsatisfactory)

S Pretreatment Compliance inspection {(PCl}

Report attached

Inspection period; 1/04/2008 through 12/01/2011

=

Gregoryi.jﬁad%
AT

Names{s) and Signature(s) of Inspecior(s} Ohio £PA Division of Surface Water Central District Office Date
arg / 814.728.3881

J-$=72_

Signature of Reviewer,

Jeff Bohne, Su sebv

or 614.728.3843

Ohio EPA Division of Surface Water Central District Office Date

J ot &tz

Form 560




WENDB AND RNC WORKSHEET
PCI Checklist

FACILITY INFORMATION

Name City of Marysville WRF

OH Number  OHO138271 NPDES Number 4PEGOD02*BD

Date of Inspection December 15 & 16, 2011

“HEE DATA ENTH ¢ WORIGHEET

INSTRUCTIONS: Enter 4

Checklist PCS
Reference | Code
MNumber of SlUs 7 LG SiUsS
Number of Cills 2 IL.C.1 ClUs
Number of SiUs without Control Mechanisms 0 N.CA NOCM
Number of SiUs not inspected or sampled g LE2 NOIN
Number of SiUs in SNC with standards or reporting g ILE.2 PSNC
Number of 5lUs in SNC with self-monitoring 1 E.2 MSNC
Number of SlUs in SNC with self-monitoring and not inspected or sampled 0 HE.2 SNIN
. RNC/SNC WORKSHEET
INSTRUCTIONS: Place a check in the apprepriate box on the left if the CA is found to be in RNC or SNC
RNC Level Reference
) Failure to enforce against pass through and/or interference | ILF.6.b&9 |
[\ Failure to submit required reports within 30 days i
0 Failure to meet compliance schedule milestone date within 80 days i
{ Failure fo issue/reissue conirol mechanisms to 90% of SIUs within 6 months H ILC.1.b&2
0 Failure to inspect or sample 80% of SiUs within the last 12 months f HE.2
0 Faiture to enforce pretreatment standards and reporting regquirements il tH.F.2
0 Other (specify) il
SNC
g . Control Authority in SNC for violation of any Level | critericn
b Control Authority in SNC for violation of two or more Level I criterion




INSTRUCTIONS: Select a representative number of SIU files to review. Provide relevant details on each file reviewed.
Comment on all problems identified and any other areas of interest. Where possible, all CIUs {and 5iUs) added since the last PCI
or audit should be evaiuated. Make copies of this section to review additionai files as necessary.

SECTION I: JUIDENTIFICATION

FILE __ 1 Industry name and address Type of industry

Nestle R&D Center, Inc. Research lab for coffee, tea, creamer, slc...

808 Collins Avenue

Marysville, OH 430404002 SIC #8731, Commercial & physical research

iU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average toial flow {gpd) Average process flow {gpd)
L1 cmao crr 34,580 30,545

. J U ——

Category(ies)

o Industry visited during audit? ves || Mo X
» Mon-categorical 81U L Mo 31U

COMPLIANCE STATUS

E_] SNC (period: ) MNoncempliance/corresied D Nencompliance/continuing U In compliance

Explanation: Mercury violation on 4-15-11 and pH violation on 2-2-10. NOV letters sent by CA.

Comments:
Kenneth G. Boehm, President & Direclor; 937.642.7015
BDavid Stiltner, Facility Supervisor; 837.645.2279

iU permit #NES - 073109, permit effective 8/01/06 and expired 7/31/09. I permil needs {o be re-issued.
Local limits issued in iU permit.

Self monitoring of once per quarier in listed permit. Analysis conducied by Belmont Labs.

Controf authority (Marysville) inspects and samples 1/yr.

SPCC in file, dated April 8, 2005.

Schematic of sampling manhole in file for ali SiUs.

Sampling manhole (outfall 001} located af entrance on Collins Avenus,

Wastewater sources consist of cooling water, boiler feed, process and sanitary.

Pretreatment program includes grease trap certification.

Private wefl on-site for fire protection only.

Facility operates 24 hrsiday & 7 daysiwk {298 daysiyr).

Facility manufactures 6,000# of coffee, 2,160¥% of tea, 4,800# of confections & 720# of creamers per day.
Mercury violation on 4-15-11 and pH viclation on 2-2-10. NOV letiers sent by CA.

pH viclation was at 12.16 su and limitis 12.0 su.

CA conducted last inspection on 12-27-10.




FILE 1 cont. Industry name and address
Nestle R&D Center, inc.

809 Collins Avenue

Marysville, OH 43040-4002

Type of industry
Research lab for coffes, tea, creamer, elc...

SIC #8731; Commercial & physical research

Comments;

U permit Himits as follows:

Parameter daily maximnum mgfl
Flow monitor only
pH 5.8-12.0
BOD 200

TES 250

G&G 50

G 0.29

Cr 0.078

BY .54

Hg 0.0016
NI 0.754

Ag (.265

Zn 1.22

Sh monitor only
As monitor only
Cd monitor only
CN moniter only
Cr monitor only
Bis monitor only
Strontium monitor onfy
TDS monitor only
Tro monitor only

frequency type
daily cont.
Timn grab
e COD
Y Lo
mn grab
Tiogr comp
Yoty comp
gty COmP
ogtr comp
gtr comp
1iaty comp
gty comp
Yoir comp
gty comp
gty comp
Hotr comp
igtr comp
1imn comp
1fmn comp
1imn comp
1y comp




SECTICON E: IU IDERTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE _2 _ Indusiry name and address Type of industry
Veyance Technologies, inc. Manufaciurers rubber conveyor belts reinforced with
13801 Indusirial Parkway glther fabrie or stesl cable
Marysville, OH 43040 SIC #3052
U CLASSIFICATION BY CA, Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow {gpd)

D CIU 26,833 28,833
Category{ies)

— Indusiry visited during audit? Yes Lo Mo ..

. Non-categorical SIU L‘ Mon SIU

COMPLIANCE STATUS

SMNC (period: 7040 to 11/0H11) H Moncompliance/corrected LJ Noncompliance/continuing _In compliance

EXPLANATION: On-going issues related to copper violations. Currently Investigating source of copper.

Comments;
Brvan Thompson, Plant manager, 937.644.8910
Tom William, Environmental Coordinator; 837.644.8832

iU permit #VT - 07312012, permit effective 8/01/0% and expired 7/31/12.

Industry changed ownership from Goodyear Tire and Rubber to Veyance Technolegies, Inc. in 2007.
Local limits issued in [U permit.

Self moenitoring of once per guarter in listed permit. Analysis conducted by Belmont Labs.

Controf authority (Marysville) inspecis and samples Hyr.

SPCC in file, dated January 30, 2002,

Schematic of sampiing manhole in file for all SiUs.

Sampling manhole {outfall 001) is a combined outfall located at stream on south of Industrial Parkway.
Wastewater sources consist of non-contact cooling water, boiler feed and sanitary.

Faciiity operates 24 hrs/day & 7 days/wk (295 days/yr) with 380 total employess.

Facility manufactures 300,000# of conveyor belt per day {250,000 conveyor belts per year).

CA conducted last inspection on 12-15-10.




FILE 2 con't.  Industry name and address

Type of industry

Veyance Technologies, inc.
13601 Industrial Parkway

Manufacturers rubber conveyor belts reinforced with
either fabric or steel cable

Marysville, OH 43040 SIC #3052
Cominenis

i permit limits as follows:

Parameter daity maximumn mg/ frequency ype
Flow monitor only daily can,
pH 5.8-12.0 Hmn grab
BOD 200 Yimn cOmp
TE&S 250 Himn GO
O&G 80 Yimin grab
Cu 03.29 gt COMD
Cn ' 8.076 oty LOmp
Phb 0.54 ilgtr coOmp
Hg 0.0016 gtr comp
R 0.754 gtr comp
Ag 0.265 Yotr comp
Zn 1.22 1otr comp
Sb monitor only tlatr comp
As moniter only letr cOMmMp
Cd monitor only Hatr comp
CN monitor only Ygtr SOMmp
Cr monitor only Hatr comp
Bis monitor only Hmn comp
Strontium mohitor only 1 comp
TDS monitor onfy 1mn comp
ITO monitor only Tiyr comp

U permit revised to include HEM greater than $0 mgfi is surcharge without NOV,
IU permit revised to include HEM-BGT greater than 50 mg/t is NOV.

Violations include:

Cu violation of 0.829 mg/f on TH20/10, NOV lefter sent by CA. Cu Hmit is 0.29% mg/l.
Cu violation of 0.453 mg/l on 02/80/11, NOV letter sent by CA. Cu limit is 0.28 mg/l.
Cu violation of 0.403 mg/l on 01/04/11, NOV letter sent by CA. Cu limit is 0.28 mgfl.
Cu violation of 0.338 mgfl on 03/08/11, NOV letier sent by CA. Cu limit is 0.22 mg/i.
Cu violation of (.366 mg/l on 04/G5M1, NOV letter sent by CA. Cu limit is 0.29 mg/l.
Cu violation of 0.592 my/i on 05/18/11, NOV letter sent by CA. Cu Hmit is 0.2% mg/l.
Cu violation of 0.476 mg/t on 0811111, NOV letter sent by CA. Cu Hmit is 0.29 ma/l.
Cu violation of 0.448 mg/l on 11G1/11, NOV letter sent by CA. Cu limit is 0.28 mg/i.




SECTION I IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE _3___ Industry name and address Type of industry

Bulk Transit Transportation ~ dry bulk and liguid hauler

7177 Industrial Parkway Sanitize large tanks for corn syrup

Plain City, OH 43064 Wash out bulk tanks

U CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average iotal flow (gpd) Average process flow {(gpd)

Mo flow listed No flow listed

% CRU
Category(ies) 40 CFR Part 442; Transporiation cleaning

X e Industry visited during audit? Yes Lj No
[ Non-categorical SitJ L] WonsIU
COMPLIANCE 5TATUS

[ ] sNE (period: )
EXPLANATION: pH and &G issues off and on from 7/08/10 te 170411, now in compliance.

Comments;
Ron Dewall, President; 614.873.4632
Donaid Hess, Director of Maintenance; $14.873.4832

iU} permit #BT - 073109, permit effective B/G1/08 and expired 7/3108. 1U pormit needs to be re-lssued.
Combined Himite at outfall BT-001 and locai limits at cutfall BT-002.

Self monitoring of once per quarter in listed permit. Analysis conducted by Belmont and MASI Labs.
Control authority (Marysville) Inspects and samples 1/yr.

SWP3 & SPCC in file, dated June 30, 2005,

Schematic of sampling manhole in file for all SiUs.

Sampling manhcle {(outfall BT-001} located downstream of the Liff stalion.

Sampiing manhele {outfali BT-002) located at the next manhole downstream of outfall BT-001.
Outfall BT-001 is sampled 12 timesfyear and BT-G02 is sampled 4 times/year.

PTI #01-9311 issued for pretreatment system consisting of oli-water separator on 01-06-60.
Wastewater sources consisi wash water and sanitary.

CA conducted last ingpection on 5-14-10.

Yiolations inciude:

pH viclation of £.29 s.u. on 0406110, NOV letter sent. pH limit is between 5.5 and 12.0.
pH viclation of 4,55 5.1z on 05/18/10, NOV letter sent. pH lmit is between 5.5 and 12.0,
pH violation of 3.8 s.u. on 07/08/10, NOV letter sent. pH limit is between 5.5 and 12.0.
pH viclation of 4.12 s.u. on 12/15/10, NOV lstter sent. pH limit is befween 5.5 and 12.0.
pH violation of 3.84 s.u. on 12/16/10, NOV letter sent. pH limit is between §.5 and 12.0.
O&G violation of 84 mg/l on 1217110, NOV letter sent. O&G limit is 26 mgl/l.

pH violation of 5.16 s.u. on §1/04711, NOV letter sent. pH limit is between 5.5 and 12.0.

Corrective action reguired to meet pH limit. it was determined that the fountain syrup had fow pH. Revised
cieaning protocol to capture syrup in trailer and first rinse.




FILE 3 con't.  Industry name and address

Type of industry

- Bulk Transit
7177 industrial Parkway
Plain City, OH 43064

Transportation — dry bulk and liquid hauler
Sanitize large tanks for cormn syrup
Wash out bulk tanks

Comments

iU permit Hmits for outfall BT-001 as follows:

Parameter diaily maximum mg/l
Flow monitor only
SGT-HEM 28

Cu 0.24

Hg 0.5031

iU permit limits for outfall BY-002 as follows:

Parameter dalty maximum mofl
Flow monitor onty
pk £.5-12.0
BOD 200

788 250

0&G 80

Gu 0.28

cn 0.076

Phb 0.54

Hg 0.0016

Mi 0.754

Ag 0.265

Zn 1.22

Sh monitor only
As monitor only
Cd monitor only
CHN mornitor only
Cr monitor only
Bis monitor only
Strontium monitor only
TDS monitor only
o monitor only

frequency type
dally cont.
3 davysigtr grab
3 daysigir Comp
3 daysigty GOITID
frequency type
daily cont.
1imn grab
1imn comp
1mn comp
1mn grab
1iatr comp
Hatr comp
latr comp
agtr comp
Haty comp
gty comp
gty comp
gtr comp
Hgir comp
gt comp
1lgte comp
1iate comp
Hlen comp
1mn comp
iimn comp
tyr comp

iU permit revised {o include HEM greater than 50 mgfl is surcharge without NOV.
U permit revised to include HEM-SGT greater than 50 mg/l is NOV,




Industyry Name
. INSTRUCTHONS: Evaluate the contents of selected TU files; emphasis should be placed on SIY files.
B Use N/A (Not Applicable) where necessary. Use ND (Not Determined) where there is insufficient
= information to evaluate/determine implementation status. Comments shoutd be provided in the comment
O S - area at the bottom of the page for all violations, deficiencies, and/or other problems as weli as for any
(] & b7 areas of concern or interest noted. Enter comment number in box and in the comment area at the boitom
@ @ H of the page, followed by the comment, Comments should delineate the extent of the violation,
o e - deficiency, and or problem. Attach relevant copies of IU file information for decumeniation. Where no
£ fu x comment is needed, enter an “x" to indicate area was reviewed, The evaluation should emphasize any
& > 3 areas where improvements in quality and effectiveness can be made,
= -] 11]
File File | File | File | File Reg.
11203 SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW Cite
| | P TESLA G CONTRE | S1EE 114w 10
X p4 )4 t. Control mechanism application form
X X X 2. Proper U caregovization (8ig ¢at, sig vor-cat, non-sig)
L A 1 3. [Issuance ot reissuance of conirol mechanism 403. 3¢
b b 4 Control mechanism contents 403 8()(1)(i5)
X X X f a. Statement of duration (< 5 years) 403.8(OH(D(TTHA)
A DY S T v B, Smtement of nontransterability wie prier notification/approval 403 8ELHIB)
¢. Applicable effluent limits 403.8(0(1){(1ex(C)
X ¥ X e b 8 ﬁpp]ic‘:m;m of applizabite caicgorical standards A03 B0
X X X -Classification by category/subcategory
X o L _ Classitication a§ nev/existing source
NAA (X R/A -Application of limits for all categorical polhutants
A CINMA MR L | ] : -Application of TTO or TOMP alternative
NIA N/A INIA -Calculation and application of production-based standards 403.8
NiA (RA (WA | . ~-Calevlation and application 6f CWT or FWA 403.6(d)&e(e)
X )4 r o * Application of applicable local limits
Mig X RA e © o Apphoation of most steingent Lt 403 8E) (L)L)
Comments

1 - U permits expired for Nestie R&D, Inc. and Bulk Transit.




File | File | File | File | File Reg,
1 2 3 SECTION I: TU FILE REVIEW Cite
A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROT. M0 CTIANISM (Continued) B _
d. U self~monitoring requirements 403 80 (HIND)
) 4 b4 A s EBreeahoaion o anlimurs o b nesadionsd ' '
b 4 X X = Sameting lrequency
# A X «  Reporting requirements
b4 X b4 «  Appropriate sample types {(grab or composite)
X X X »  Record keeping reguirements 403.12(0}
2 Z 2 e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties 403 8 NGINE)
-4 b4 ) 4 f.  Compliance schodules/progress reports (if applicable)
KX X 1 2. Reguiromuil o golify CA efslug loadings
X X )4 h. Requirement to notify CA of spills, bypasses, upsets, etc.
Ko |E Lov v ic ot L oF sl e heage i disshargs
X _|X X . j. 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement o [A038MNGIDE)
X, X 4o | ik Ea%uz; discharge coptvo! plan mquirfixi‘lém (if applicable; - RSN
Comments

2 - Schematic of sampling manhole in file for all SiUs.
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File | File | File | File | File Reg.
1.2 3 SECTION I: [U FILE REVIEW Cite
. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORIN &
I. Inspection
. . FUE M AT D et DR T T =‘§03-:18.
X A X b. Documentation of inspection activities (inspection checklist) 403 B{H2)(vD)
X |4 X g Bectasd z‘a‘_w‘f\need for siug discharge control plan {reevaluation of A03.8(NW)
gxirtin phiin)
2. Sampling
) 4 i X & Gampling et f:;"eqtu:n::j;_ sperifisd i approved program 403.8
K A X b, Documentation of sampling activities (chain-of-custody, QA/QC) 403 B(H2)vE
L K g Aasbyveisorah v;a,;;.u,iw.,vép:u cE s 403120201
x A 4 d. Appropriaie analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136) 403 8{f)(2){(vi)
Comments

11




File | File | File | File | File Reg.
1] 2] 3 SECTION I: JU FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIViiiE® R
1. Identification of and response to violations 403 8{7H2)(vi}
. a. Diseharge - lulion
X X X « U selfsmonitoring
% “ x N X o DA gonpas noivaing
1 b. Monitoring/reporting violations
X x oo o U selfionitoring
X K X -Reporting (e.g., frequency, conient, signatory requirements) OAC 3745-3-06(F)
O N -Barpling (&.4., fregqiency, pollitants)
X X X -TTO requirements met
] . Motification
N/A NIA INVA -Notified CA of significant change in operation or discharge 403.12())
i H A E1 & -Iiminediate notification of slug-load discharge or accidental spill |OAC 3745-3-05
X X 4 -24 hour notification after becoming aware of discharge 403.12(g )2
) violations
A r’\ ,,{ . -pesgirgbelirey :_w‘],'i:.ed within 30 days ot «e.v,:l.edg,;e ol \;iola‘lioﬁ £03.4 200
X X X » Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan 403 8(FH2)(v)
MAA [NIA (NIA . Met ceﬁlﬁii'aﬁeﬂ schedule milestones by required dates 403.12
MIA [NIA [NIA ¢. Compliance schedule violations
BiA (BA WA s Start-up/fing! compliance
N/A N/A |NiA e Interim dates
Comuments
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A

3 - Possibie pass through or interference;

Veyance Technclogies, Inc, had copper issues and violations for several years. The WRF had copper
viotations on June 9, 2010. Not confirmed Veyance Techologies, inc. caused WRF viclations.

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
11 21 3 SECTION I TU FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA UROEMEINT ACTIVEGES (Contdnerd)
_ 2. Proper calculation of SNC 403 8(H(2)viD

MNIA INIA |[NIA b. TRC

At |3 4 ¢. Pass through/interference

NIA INIA (NIA d. Spill/siug load

X X X e. Reporting

MiA (N/A (NIA f.  Compliance schedule

NIA | NIA [RIA g Other violations (specify)

kA X )4 3. Adherence i approved ERP

£ % & Propst sesponse i vickation 403 805}

X X X b. Escalation of enforcement 403.8(0(5)
. ' 4., Return to cormpliance

X X Mo X a. Within 90 days
EME T b, Within time spocified

NI NIA (NIA ¢. Through comphance schedule

A NIR (X 5. Publication for SHC A3.8(0(2 5010

D. OTHER
Comments

. Bulk Transit had pH issues in 2009 and 2010, The WRF had pH violations on June ¥, 2009 through June 11,
2009. Not confirmed Bulk Trans#t caused WRF violations.

L] 3 i
SECTION || Gregory L. Sanders / {M DATE: N,
COMPLETED BY: , /ﬁ { /=513
TITLE: | Environmental Specialist TELEPHONE:| 614.728.1851
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SECTION Il INTERVIEW

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this section based on CA activities to implement its pretreatment program. Answers to these
questions may be obtained from a combination of sources including discussions with CA personnel, review of general and specific
U files, 1L site visits, review of POTW treatment plants, among others. Attach documentation where appropriate, Specific data
may be required in some cases.

@ Write ND (Mot Determined) beside the questions or items that were not evaluated during the audif; indicate the reason(s) why
these were not addressed (e.g., lack of time, appropriate CA personnel were not available to answer}

»  Use N/A (Not Applicable) where appropriaie,

A PA& ik m”t“ AL WT PRGOGR AM N

ETHONY [403.18]

I, a. Describe any changes pending or completed made to ke pretreatiment program since the last inspection.
{e.g., legal authority, local limits, mubti-jurisdictional agreements, ERP, sewer use ordinance, control
mechanisin, gtc.)

FOG program started in 2010 that includes grease trap certification program.

b. Have you ideniified any necded changes in your program? o Yes b Ng
If yes, describe, X
i LHGAL A WL [0 (I e e
1. Are there any conmbutmg jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the POTW? : Yes. | e
if yes, explain how these multi-jurisdictionat agreemenis have been incorporated A

into your approved program.
Jarome Village Community is pending. Only residentlal flows are expected and will be billed as one entity.

2. Do’you experience difficulty in implementing your legal authority [i.e., SUG, multi- Yes Mo

jurisdictional agreement (e.g, permit challenged, entry refused, penalty appealed)}? X

If ves, explam.

Had issue with Made from Scratch, a bakeryleatering business. They had discharged a ot of oil & grease
in past. New grease trap ceriification and change in business practices has helped prevent grease clogs.
Facility is now inspected 3 times per week.

C. JU CHARACTERIZATION pdniaf

1. Have you changed how SIUs are Llasslﬁed‘? No SIUs stni categorized the same. ?here are seven sndustﬂai users;
two categoricals and five non-categoricals. One is in SNC for reporting, Vevance Technologies, Inc.

2. a  How do you identify and classify new [Us? (i.e., Industrial Waste Survey);

Questiocnnaire package sent to new entities. A site inspection is conducted if it may need to be permitied.

b. How and when do vou identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing IUs (including contributing jurisdictiens)?
identify changes through U inspections.

14




D, CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION [403.8(0(150!

1. a How many and what percent of the total 8IUs are not covered by an existing, unexpired Samber Percent

permit, or other individuai control mechanism? [WENDB-NOCM] [RNC-IT] 2 25 9,
(]

b. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiration date of the previous
control mechanism? [RNC-1IT Two IUs were not lssued a permit since July 31, 2008,

H any, explain,

2. a. Doany UST, CERCLA, RCRA corrective action sites and/or other contaminated ground | Ves WMo

water sites discharge wastewater to the POTW? ¥
b. How are conirol mechanisms (specifically limits) developed for these facilities?
Pisguss:
Yes Mo
3. a. Do youaccept any waste by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe? X
b. Is any of the waste hazardous as defined by RCRA? X

if a. or b. above is yes, explain.

¢. Describe your program to control hauled wastes including a designated discharge point (e.g., number of points,
control/security, procedures). [403.5(b)(8)]
Warner Septic Tank Hauiing hauis wastewater from county plants and discharges to old WWTP af isclaied
tanks. Mo septage is discharged. New Day Farms once hauled storm water pond wastewater io oid WWTP.,

4. What limits {categorical, local, other) do you apply to wastes that are hauled to the POTW (directly to the treatment plant or
within the collection system, including contributing jurisdictions)? [403.1(b)(1)] Local Limits

ANT R EANLAA RS o

5. APPLIC ATIOW OF PRITAF CQUIREMENTS

1. How do you keep abreast of current regulations to ensure proper lmplementatlon of standards? [403.8(N2)(ii)

Training and seminars,

Local limits evaluation: {403.8(f)(4); 122.21(j)] s o Mé

2. Have you identified any pollutants of concern beyond those in your local Hmits? X

(e.g., conventionals, organics, etc.)

if yes, how has this been addressed?

3. What problems, it any, were raised during local limit implementation or rejssuance of industrial permits? How were these
problems addressed? No problems.
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'F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING

1. Inthe past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIUs were: [403 8{H(2}v)RNC-1}
{Define the PCI period: QH/01/2009 to 12/01/2011

a. Mot sampled or not inspected at least once [WENDB-NOIN] 0 0%
b, Wot sampled at least onece B 0%
c. Mot inspected at least once (all parameters)? it 0%
d. In SNC with self monitoring and not inspected or sampled? 0 0%

If any, explain. Indicate how percentage was determined {e.g. actual, estimated).

2. Who performs your compliance sampling and analysis?

. sampling i
« Metals Gity staff Belmont Lab
s Cyanide City staff Beimont L.abs
» Organics City staff Belmont Labs
* Conventionals City staff Belmont Labs
» Other (specify)

3. What QA/QC technigues do you use for sampling and analysis {¢.g., splits, blanks, spikes), including vertiicaiion of contract
laboratory procedures and appropriate analytical methods? {403 8(5(2){vi)]

Split samples.

4, Discuss any problems encountered in identification of sample location, collection, and analysis. None

5. a. How and when do you evaluate/reevaluate SHUs for the need for a slug control plan? {403 8(fH2)(v)]

Evatuate the need for slug control plan at IU site visits, the worst case scenario is evaluated,

b. How many SIUs were evaluated for the need to develop slug discharge control plans in the last 2 years? | All of them- 7 |
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Gl ENFORCEMENT

1. Have vou experienced any of the following since the last inspection?

0o
ESEE

s Interference # Cu & pH violations al WRF

s Pass through A Cu & pH violations at WRF

= Fire or Explosions

s« Corrosive structural damage

« Flow obsiructions

« Bxcessive flow rates

« Excessive potlutant concentrations

= Heat problems

» [nterference ducto O & G

» Toxic fumes

« [Hicit dumping of hauled wastes

OB 3 | 3 i I IR R

» Worker health and safety concerns

» Other (specify):

a. If yes, describe the control authority’s response:

The CA worked with Veyance Technologies, inc. to determing the source of copper that causes violations. Chio
EPA staff suggested checking if possible water leaching out copper from copper water lines, Ohio EPA staff
also sugoested checking if any new supphiers of chemicals are using copper in the ingredienis.

Bulk Transit had pH issues for several years, but it was not confirmed that Bulk Transit was the source of the
WRF violation.

e Ne
b.  Were you made aware of any hazardous waste discharges to the POTW? X
If yes, explain.
Yes Mo
2. a. Do you use compliance schedules? [403.8(5(1)(iv)(A}] ) 4
b. Hyes, are they appropriate? Provide examples.

3. ERP implementation: [403.8(f)(5)}

a. Date of last modification: Last modification done on 10/16/03.
b, Problems with implementation: No.
c. Is the ERP effective and does it lead to compliance in a timely manner? Provide examples if any are available.

# has been fairly effective in keeping iUs in compliance.
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H, DATA MARKAGEMLNT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

1. How are requests for confidentiality handled?[403.14] Confidentiality is addressed in S8UQ,

2. How are requests by the public to review pretreatment files handled {including confidential information)?

There is a form for the request and it is addressad in the SUG.

-~

3. a. Describe your data management system regarding pretreatment implementation and enforcement activities,

(e.g., computerization, file syster, etc.)

Hard copy and electronic copy of files in computer. Regularly back-up files on computer,

b. How long are records maintained? {403.12{0)] Five plus years on-site.

4. How do you ensure public participation during revisions to the SUQ and/or local Hmits? [403.5(cH3)]

Public notice and readings at councit mestings.

5. Explain any community issues impacting the pretreatment program. (1. ., economics, politics, new development, etc.) None

L EPSCURCES [oemy |-

1. Estimate the number of personnel available for implementing the program. {Consider: 1

legal assistance, permitting, 1U inspections, sampiing and analysis, enforcement, and

administration].

-
3
i

Ng.

2. Do you have adequate access to monitoring equipment? (Consider: sampling, flow
measurement, safety, transportation, and analytical equipment.)

>

If no, expiain.

3. Discuss any problems in program implementation which appear to be related to inadequate resources,
(i.e., finances, equipment, personnel, training, etc.} None
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BENVEOHMENTAL EFFECTIVEMNE =5 OLLUTT i)N PREVENTION

1. Have you compiled historical data concerning influent, effluent, and sludge sampling for the POTW? 1f ves, what trends have
been seen? (Increases in pollutant loadings over the years? Decreases? No change?) No

Discuss on pollutant-by-polutant basis.

2. Have you investigated the sources contributing to cuwrrent pellutant loadings to the POTW 5 No:
(i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, commercial, and domestic ¥
sources)?

If yes, what was found?

Yes No
3. a. Have you implement any kind of public education program? Mone X
b. Are there any plans to initiaie a program o educate users about potlution prevention? )4

Explain,

4. What efforts have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention info the pretreatment program {(e.g., waste minimization at
IUs, household hazardous waste programs)? Mone at City. Honda, an U, implements several pollution
prevention and waste minimization programs.

-t

5. Do you have any documentation concerning successful pollution prevention programs being Na.

implemented by [Us {e.g., case studies, sampling data demonstrating pollutant reductions)?

Explain,

. AL AL EVALUATIOMS THEGRAS VO

SECTION 11 Gregory L. Sanders DATE: | jm ey 2
COMPLETED BY:
TITLE:  Environmental Specialist TELEPHONE:  814.728.3851
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

£ profile should be updated, as appropriate, in response to approved modifications and revised NPDES permit requirements.

i

i

INSTRUCTIONS: This attachiment is intended to serve as a summary of program information. This background information
should be obtained from the original, approved pretreatment program submission and modifications and the NPDES permit. The

COEIE SO e R SR

1. CA name: City of Marysville Water Reclamation ?aei%ity {WRF)

Z. Original pretreatment program subrnission approval date: November 1982

3. Required frequency of reporting to Approval Authority: Annual

4, Specify the following CA information.

i

[RETE N A e
ty of Marysvilie Wi

i L
<hLE

G002 Bl

Jully“ﬁ, v

Ifyes, prov1de the foiiowmg mformatzon

Yes

5. Does the CA have a sludge management plan on file with Ohio EPA? X

FOTW Name

City of Marysvilie

Ba: i_)ﬁ' é!eﬁ Approval

unknown

PRETREA

TRIENT

RUGRAM MODIIC A IBIOILIC

1.

When was the CA's NPDES permit first modified to reqmre pretreatment
implementation? [WENDB-PTiM]

November 1892

_ Bate Approved

MName of Modification

2. Identify any substantial modifications the CA made in its pretreatment program in the last five years, {403.18]

7492 Local limits, mod request & 8UQG

1893 Local limits

1997 Local limits

1998 Local limits & technical justification

2003 L.ocal limits justification
10/16/2003 ERP modification
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ATTACHMERT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

C. TREATMENT PLANT INFORMATION

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

I. Treatment plant name:
Sty of Marysville WRF

2. Location address:

12941 Beecher Gamble Road
Marysvilie, O 43040

3. a. NPDES permit number

b. Expiration date

4. Treatment plant wastewater flows

APEQCDOZ [ OHO136271 dune 30, 2016 8.0 3.89
Design MGD Actual MGD
5. Bewer System _ a. Separaie % b. Coembined % c. Number of C50s '
160 0 ¢

6. a. Industrial contribution (MGD)

1.4

b. Number of 5IUs discharging to plant

7 8lUs /2 are Cat

7

¢. Percent industrial flow fo plant

% Industrial Flow

283 %

7. Level of treatment

i ype of Procide) -

a. Primary

Raw sewage pumping and fine screens

b. Secondary

Carbonacecus and nitrification oxidation, chemical precipitation for
phosphorus removal, secondary clarification, asrobic sludge holding,
mechanical thickening and centrifuge dewatering

¢. Tertiary

Ultravioiet light disinfection, post aeration and tertiary filiration

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

b IfTuent " Sladpe Receiving Stream
{Uipeely car {Tines/Year) (Hmgk Y eur} (Timtes: ear)
a. Metals ate “ -
b. Organics 3wk - Ymn
c. Toxicity testing - hyr - 1yr
d. EP toxicity - - - -
e. TCLP - - - -
9. Effluent Discharge
a. Receiving water b, Receiving water ¢. Receiving water use
name classification
YWWH AWS, WS, PCR
Mill Creek

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

i PR

-

11. Did the CA submit results of whole effluent biclegical toxicity testing as part of its
NPDES permit application{s)?

PREA T v R PR ANT T

PO ML T

(122 21G)(1) and (2))

ON

a. If yes, did the CA use EPA-approved methods? [122.21()3)]

b. Has there been a patiern of toxicity demonstrated?

Quantity of sludge

2. Land application

b. Incineration

¢. Monofill

d. MSW landfill

:L& PFCAL AUTI EUME

12, Indicate methods of siudge disposal.

874

dry
tons/year

dry
tons/year

dry
tons/year

dry
tons/year

Quantity of shudge

2. Public distribution

f. Lagoon storage

g. Other {(specify)

dry tons/vear

dry tons/year

dry tons/year

. & Indicate where the authonty to 1mp£emem and enforce pretreatmem standards and 1equlrements is contamed (cslc laga
authomy) Marysville Codified Ordinance, Title 3 - Public Utilities, Chapters 921, 825, $30, 931 and 937.

b. Date enacted/adopted:

¢. Date of most recent revisions

2. Does the CA's lega!l authority enable it to do the following? [403.8(N)(1)-vii)]

a. Deny or condition pollutant dischargers [403.8(N(1)(D)] (1045.03)

b. Require compliance with standards [403 8(N(1)(i)] (1949.83)

c¢. Control discharges through permit or similar means [403.8(f1 Xiiiy] (1049.05)
d. Require compliance schedules and 1U reports [403 8(1(1)(iv)] (1649.05)

e. Carry out inspection and monitoring activities [403.8()(H(v)]  (1049.05)

f. Obtain remedies for noncompliance [403.8(0(1){vi)} (1049.06)

g. Comply with confidentiality requirements [403.8(f}(1}{viD)]  (1049.05)

o

><><><><><><><§

3. a. How many contributinlg jurisdictions are there?

future

Three + another one in

Llst the names of all contributing jurisdictions and the number of 8IUs in timse }unsdxcuons

Jurisdiction Neme

l‘\ wsaber of CiU

CNpmber of Other $TUs

Mitford Center

§

Union County - Industrial Parkway

Honda

2
1

=% - Y

Jerome Village Community in future
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

B LEGAL AU EEITY (Uontinnesd;
3. b. Has the CA negotiated all legal agreements necessary to ensure that pretreatment standards will be Yes Me
enforced in contributing jurisdictions?
A

If yes, describe the legal agreements {e.g., interpovernmental contract, agreement, I contracts, stc.).
Marysville Codified Ordinance, Chapter 921.
4. Ifrelying on contributing jurisdictions, indicate which activities those jurisdictions perform.

a. IWS update X ¢. MNotification of [Us 3 X

b. Permit issuance A f. Receipt and review of FU

reports

c. Inspection and X 2. Analysis of samples
sampling

d. Enforcement X h. Other (specify)
P CHARACTERIZATION -

................ SR - Ve W
1. a. Does the CA have procedures to update its IWS to identify new IUs or changes in wastewater X
discharges at existing TUs? [403.8(D)(2)(1)] ‘

b. Indicate which methods are to be used to update the IWS.
« Review of newspaper/phone boaok X * Onsite inspections A
« Review of water billing records X « Permit application requirements X
« Review of plumbing/building permits X « Citizens involvement X
» Other (specify)

¢. How often is the IWS to be updated? Reviewed

| annually

Ko

2. Is the CA’s definition of "significant industrial user" consistent within the language in the Federal X

regulations? [403.3(1)(1)]

H no, provide the CA’s definition of "significant industrial user."
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

B MEC T A 1
ﬁ ai ldemuy 1heVEA s approv;d control mechanism (e. g permlt ete). I HJ permii
. What is the maximum term of the control mechanism? 3 years
Z. 1oes the appmife& control mechanism include the following? [403.8(0(1 i)} Ves N
a. Statement of duration X
b. Staiernent of nontransferability X
c. Effluent limits X
d. Self-monitoring requirements .
+ Identification of pollutants to be monitored a K '
= Sampling location: schematic provided wiall iU permit applications X
« Sample type X
« Sampling frequency: X
= Reporting requirements: X
= Noitfication requirements X
= Record keeping requirements 3 years X
e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties: Ordinance attachad to permit X
f. Applicable compliance schedule NIA !
3. Does the CA have a control mechanism for regulating IU whose wastes are trucked to the R S | e
treatment plant? O w] T
ﬁo?;ii(;?]e program identify designated discharge point(s) for trucked or hauled wastes? x

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

Warner Septic Tank Hauling hauls wastewater from county plants and discharges to old WWTP at isclated
tanks. Mo septage is discharged. New Day Farms once hauled storm water pond wastewater to old WWTP.

(J APPLICS l O%‘aﬁw ﬁRE}% & . L
""" 1. Does the CA have procedures to nonfy all IUs of appllcabie pretreatment standards anci any o f
applicable reguirements under the CWA and RCRA? [403 8(H(2)i)) Yes ' Mo
N/A Y en | Mg
2. I there is more than one treatment plant, were local limits established specifically

for each plant?

>
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ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

G APPLICATION OF STANDAK S (ot

3. Has the CA techaically evaluated the need for local limils for all nollutants listed below? [WENDB-EVLL] Oct. )
[403,5(c)(1); 403 8(F(4)] 2040
Partial Technical Evaluation (not ali 10 poliutants = valuated)? |
EE A I B VA
: Yes v ) 7 S Mo ‘ -
a. Arsenic {As) X X 144
b. Cadmium (Cd) X X 1 6.2
¢, Chromium (Cr) )4 b 4 11
d. Copper (Cu) )4 X -
¢. Cyanide (CN) X b4 0.012
f. Lead (Pb) ) X X 28
g. Mercury (Hg) )4 . 0.012
h. Molybdenum (Mo} X X 20,630
i, Nickel (Ni) X X 144
j. Selenium(Se) X - 5.2
k. Silver (Ag) X X 1.3
1. Zinc {Zn) X | X 325
m.Other (specify): Tl l | X - 9.1
B LT E MONTTOR MG . o
1, {Iﬁdig‘,‘a[.é.CE)II}J.[..)IHAE{I.]C.E.:-menifor.i_.l_lg_?{lé insp‘e'ctiofl frequency requirements. S
: B | -Approved NPDES Povit . State. | desnd
¢ Program Aspect | Program . | Heguirn Eorguirement Peguivenent.
‘ '_ Requirement — ’ :
1 Inspections e . B e s
N o ClUs Alyear | Aiyear 1lyear lyear
= Other STUs 1year 1year tlyaar 1lyear
- b ampling by POTW .‘ m ................. S S S - o I
R (T iiyear .‘Elyear Tiyear iyear i
« Other 8IUs year ilyear tlyear 1lyear
................. e — - m S
R SCIUs 1/mn Zlyear 2iyear 2iyear
s Other SiUs 1imn Ziyear Ziyear 2lyear
T T Ree g by 1U T
. Clus Tgtr 2iyear 2lyear 2lyear
» Other SIUs tigtr 2lyear 2iyear 2lyear

25




ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

Yes M
1. Does the CA's program define "significant noncompliance"? Ghapter $29.31 {d) A
If yes, is the CA's definition of "significant noncompliance” consistent with EPA'S? 1403 8(R{(2){viD) X
Yes, consistent wiOhio EPA’s definition.
i no, provide the CA's definition of "significant noncompliance.”
........................ s =
2. Does the CA have an approved, writien ERP? (403.3(H(5)] Yes, last modified 10/18/03. i

3. Indicate the compliance/enforcement options that are available to the POTW in the event of TU noncompliance, [403.8(f)(1)(vi}]
a. Notice or letter of vielation X f. Administrative Order X
b, Compliance schedule X g. Revocation of permit X
¢. Injunctive relief X h. Fines (maximum amount) X
d. Imprisonment  Civil $_500/dayiviolation
e. Termination of service e + Criminal $ 500/dayiviolation
o Administrative  $_800/dayfviclation

J DATA MANAGEMEN (/7L ¢ LIC PARTICIPATION o -

1. Does the approved program descrtbe how the POTW will manage its files and data? “¥es o

2 DL .
Files are kept on computer, backed up regularly, and some Kept by hard copy . X

Are files/records computerized? X hard copy? X
] Yes

2. Are program records available to the public? .

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

L E

K. PESOURCES
1. What are the resource allocations for the following prefreatment program components; One person {(FTE) allocated.

FT 5

a. Legal assistance 125
b. Permitting 428
c. Inspections 0125
d. Sample collection 0.1258
e. Sample analysis 0.125
f. Drata analysis, review, and response G125
g. Enfercement G128
h. Administration? 0428
2. Identify the sources of funding for the pretreatment program. [403.8(f)(3)] | ‘
a. POTW general operating fund X d. Monitoring charges X
b. 1U permit fees X e, Other (specify) o |

¢. Industry surcharges

AL TIGNAL TN O A TION

FOG program started by City which inciudes a grease trap certification program.
Pretreatment files were very well organized, Quickly able to access information that | needed or requested.

Industrial user permit was very complete and thorough. it contained schematic of sampling outfalis, NOV
forms and the City’s sewer use ordinance.

Industrial user permits listed in the file for Nestle R&D Center, inc. and Bulk Transit was expired.

ATTACHMENT B | Gregory L. Sanders ] DATE: -~
COMPLETED BY: ;f _ f? —5-/2_

TITLE: | Environmental Specialist TELEPHONE: | 614.728.3851
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