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Re:	 Industrial Pretreatment Compliance Inspection on March 6 &7, 2012
City of Columbus - Southerly I Franklin County: 4PF0000I*OD

Dear Mr. Davies:

On March 6 & 7, 2012, Ohio EPA conducted a Pretreatment Compliance Inspection (PCI) of the City
of Columbus Industrial Pretreatment Program (IPP). Jeff Bertacchhi, of the City of Columbus
participated in the PCI. The intent of the inspection was to determine the compliance of the IPP with
state and federal pretreatment regulations. Attached you will find the PCI report.

The major findings of the PCI are as follows:

1. Overall, the City of Columbus' JPP has again been successful in controlling industrial
user discharges to the wastewater treatment plant (WWTP). Mr. Bertacchi is doing a good
job administering the pretreatment program. As before, the electronic files and
pretreatment database allowed me to understand and follow the city's IPP.

2. The City of Columbus has submitted the required pretreatment reports, including
Quarterly Industrial User Violation Reports and the Annual Pretreatment Report according
the schedule in the Columbus NPDES permit for the PC] time period of January 1, 2010
through January 31, 2012.

3. No reportable non-compliance (RNC) was identified during the PCI. Columbus met the
minimum program frequency for conducting industrial user inspections during 2010 and
2011. Industrial user self-monitoring and Columbus independent user sampling have
been conducted according to program requirements for the PCI time period.

4. One instance of industrial user significant non-compliance (SNO) occurred during the
PC] time period due from Strawser Steel Drum. The City of Columbus took the
appropriate action to address the SNC.

No program deficiencies were identified during the PCI. Please continue to:

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

3. Columbus must periodically monitor (sample and/or inspect) non-significant industrial
users at a frequency to ensure compliance with pretreatment standards and
requirements. Updated information must he kept in the industrial user files.

""here are no required or recommended actions that are needed by the City of Columbus. Please
acknowledge the receipt of this letter no later than XXXXXXXXX. Ohio EPA recognizes the
continuing commitment demonstrated by you and Mr. Bertacchi to ensure ongoing compliance with
state and federal pretreatment requirements. If you have any questions regarding the inspection
findings feel free to contact me by e-mail at gmgg nders©e_pa.state.oh.us or phone at (614) 728-
3851.

Sincerely,
/

Gregory L. Sanders
Environmental Specialist
Storm Water Section
Division of Surface Water
Central District Office

Enclosure

c: Jeff Bertacchi, Cityof Columbus

cc: Greg Sanders, DSW/000

GS/nsm 6Mch20 1 2PC covereller Southerly
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FACILITY NAME
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FACILITY NUMBER
City of Coktmbus Sonthery	 4PF0000I*0D	 0H0024741

INSPECTION TYPE	 UNSPECTOR
	

FACILITY TYPE
	

DATE CONDUCTED
P	 S

	
I
	

March 6 & 7, 2012

GENERAL INFORMATION

NAME AND LOOM ION OF FACfUTY
City of Columbus Department of Public, Utmtes
Dvsion of Sewerage & Drainage
Industrial Wastewater Pretreatment Section (!WPS)
1250 Fahwood Avenue
Columbus, OH 432063372

MA1L1NG ADDRESS OF FACILITY
City of Columbus
Department of Public fitifilles
910 Dublin Road
Columbus, OH 43215

CONTACT (NAME/TITLE/PHONE)

Jeff Bertacch, Pretreatment Program Manager 614.646.5912

FACILITY EVALUATION

(S Satisfactory, M=jnal, U =_Unsatisfactory)

S Pretreatment Comp l iance Inspection (PC) Attached

Names(s) and Signature(s) of Inspect r(s)
	

Ohio EPA Division of Surface Water Central District Office	 Date
Gregory L
	

614.72&3851

Signature of Reviewer
	

Ohio EPA Division of Surface Water Central District Office
	

Date
Jeff Bohne, Supervisor
	

614J2&3843

Form 356O.
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FACILITY W70IRMATON

Name: City fCohunbus Souther1y_
OH Number: 0H0024741  	 LNPDES Number: 4PF00001*OD

Date of Inspection: March 6 & 7, 2012

; enter the data i2Y	 /t:	 n ±L Mat are referen

Checklist	 PCS
JIM	 Reference Code

Number of SIUs	 RE
	

H.C.1	 SIUS

Number of ClUs 	 ME
	 ILC.1	 CIUS

Number of SlUs without Control Mechanisms 	 ILC.1

Number of SIUs not inspected or sampled____	 1LE2

Number of SlUs in SNC with standards or reporting 	 11,E,2

Number of S1 Us in SNC with self-monitoring	 LE.2

Number of S1 Us in SNC with self-monitoring and not inspected or sampled
	

li.E.2

H. RNC/SNC WORKSHEET

INSTRUCTIONS: Place a check in the a 	 ate box on the left if the CA is found to be in RNC or SNC

RNC
	

Level

Failure to enforce against pass through and/or interference

Failure to submit required reports within 30 days

Failure to meet compliance schedule milestone date within 90 days

Failure to issue/reissue control mechanisms tto 90% of SIUs within 6 months 	 II

Failure to ins2ect or sample 80% of S1 Us within the last 12 months 	 11

Failure to enforce pretreatment standards and reporting requirements 	 U

Other (specify)

	

	 II

SNC

Control Authority in SNC for violation of any Level I criterion

Control Authority in SNC for violation of two or more Level 11 criterion

NOCM

NOIN

PSNC

MSNC

SNIN

Reference

II. F. 6. b&9

Il.C.1.b&2

ILE.2

ll.F.2



L
T, ii HI	 'I

.i
x

Sup.T'

Control Authority (CA) name and address

City of Columbus Southerly

Department of Public Utilities
Division of Sewerage and Drainage
Industrial Wastewater Pretreatment Section (IWPS)
1250 Fairwood Avenue
Columbus, OH 43206-3372

INSPECTOR(S)

Greg Sanders	 Oho EPA, Environmental Specialist

CA REPRESENTATIVE(S)

Date(s) of PC

Telephone Number

614.728.3851

MHUBTIVIRRM
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Administrative Order
Best Management Practices
Baseline Monitoring Report
Control Authority
Comprehensive Environmental Rernediation, Compensation, and Liability
Act
Code of Federal oU:ms
Categorical Industrial User
Combined Sewer Overflow
Clean Water Act
Combined Wastestroam Formula
Discharge Monitoring Report
Domestic Sewage Study
Extraction Procedure
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Enforcement Response Plan
Fundamentally Different Factors
Full-Time Equivalent
Flow-Weighted Average
gallons per day
Industrial User
industrial Waste Survey
Million Gallons Per Day
Municipal Solid Waste
Not Applicable
Not Determined
Notice of Violation
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Oil and Grease
Pretreatment Compliance Inspection
Permit Compliance System
Pretreatment Implementation Review Task Force
Publicly Owned Treatment Works
Quality Assurance/Quality Control
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Reportable Noncompliance
Significant Industrial User
Significant Noncompliance
Sewer Use Ordinance
Toxicity Characteristic Leachate Procedure
Toxic Organic Management Plan
Technical Review Criteria
Technical Review Evaluation
Toxics Release Inventory System
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facility
Total Toxic Organics
Underground Storage Tank
Water Enforcement National Data Base

FIII.
AC)
BMP
BMR
CA
CE PC LA
CFR
C U
CSO
CWA
CWF
DMR
DSS
EP
EPA
ERP
FDF
FTE
FWA
g pd
IU
IWS
MGD
MSW
N/A
ND
NOV
NPDES
O&G
PCI
PCS
PIRT
POTW
QA/QC
RCRA
RNC
Slu
SNC
SUO
TCLP
TOMP
TRC
TRE
TRIS
TS D F
TTO
UST
WENDB
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INSTRUCTIONS: Select a representative number of STU 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 SIUs) added since the last PCI
or audit should be evaluated. Make co p ies of this section to review additional files as necessary.

FILE I Industry name and address

Industrial Container Services OH
fka, Columbus Steel Drum
1385 Blatt Boulevard

Blacklick, OH 43004
IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA:

Type of industry

SIC 7699 Recondition 55 gallon steel drums
Permit #010397
	

to 42713) local limits

Average total flow (gpd)
	

Average process flow (gpd)

	

Li CIU4OCFR 	 7000	 __i	 5,000

Category(ies)	 r--
industry visited during audit?	 Yes L	 No

ANoncategodcaISlU(extra strength) Li Non SIU

COMPLIANCE STATUS

	

SNC (period:	 X Noncompliance/corrected LI Noncompliance/continuing LI In compliance

Explanation: Zinc violation on 62210,

Kay Rykowski 614864,1900,
Brian Grannan Industrial Engineer; 6148565916.

Operates 10 hours per day and 5 days per week, 10 employees
Pretreatment system includes clarification, filtration, flocculation, equalization, coaquiation -,-I ii-eut

1flI,.Th?i
Drum cleaning with sodium hydroxide, sodium nitrate and phosphoric acid.
Slug& control plant 	 on file.

Industrial SW discharge permit dated 2-17-11.
1U pe mit application1 '' -

Columbus
1II1fl 

Steel rk!

II	 • iIIIIiTl1'-	 I,..	 -si	 ItIj	 • .-'	 •	 i i i.1iI1i1fi1H*:.

It



SECTION I: IU IDENTIFICATION
FILE. 	 t.	 Industry name and address	 [Type of industry

Industrial Container Services OH

fka, Columbus Steel Drum

1385 Batt Boulevard

Blacklick, OH 43004

IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA
fl
LJ CIU40CFR ____

Category(ies)

Non-categorical SW (extra strength) Li Non STU

Comments;

U permit is as follows:

SiC 7699 Recondition 55 galion steel drums

Permit #0103972: (42808 to 4-27-131 local limits

Average total flow (gpd)
	

Average process flow (gpd)

7000

Industry visited during audit?
	

Yes H	 No X

Parameter
Arsenic

Carbon disulfide

Chloromethane

Total chromium

Total Copper

Ni

Total Cyanide

flow

FOG

Total Lead

Total Mercury

Total Nickel

PH

Total Zinc

daily maximum uçj/l

1000

60

70

30000

4050

7500

5000

ill,

11,11M WrTIRM

" 171111111111 111 I'^l 	111	 11111111	 1

z9M 110.,



FILE 2	 Industry name and address

Coca-'Cola Refreshments
2455 Watkins Road
Columbus, OH 43207
JU CLASSIFICATION BY CA:

Li
Category(ies);

IX Non-categorical SW (extra strength) Li Non Sifi

Type of industry

Syrup manufacturing facility
SIC 2087

145171ocaUimits
Average total flow (gpd)Average process flow (gpd)

195,200	 192,200

Industry visited during audit? 	 Yes Li	 No X

COMPLIANCE STATUS

Li SNC (period:)
	

Noncompliance/corrected L] Noncompliance/continuing X In compliance
Explanation:

Comments;
Joe Pohlman, SES Manager; 614492.6418
Tracy Fornwalt

Operates 2 shifts per day and 5 days/ per week; 120 employees.
Manufacturers 246,400 gallons of syrup per day.
Pretreatment system (Zeeweed MBR system) includes equalization, filtration and neutralization.
Pretreatment system manual dated 101609 on file.
SPCC plan dated 3-2309 on file.
NOE issued by Ohio EPA dated 4-29-10.
Schematic of utilities with application.
Wastewater sources include syrup mixing, bag in box filling, bulk tanker filling, boiler blow down, filter
backwash and bioreactor sludge. Domestic sanitary flows average 150,000 to 200,000 gpd.
Fact sheet issued by control authority with IU permit has pictures of storm water concerns and pretreatment
system concerns.
Outfall 002 end of pipe, sampler in shod.
Outfall 003 pretreatment bypass from 200,000 gallon storage tank to sanitary sewer.
Inspection by control authority on 12-1511 and 121411.

Li
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Industry Name

INSTRUCTIONS: Evaluate the contents of selected IU files; emphasis should be placed on SIL l files.
Use N/A (Not Applicable) where necessary. Use ND (Not Determined) where there is insufficient
information to evaluate/determine implementation status. Comments should be provided in the comment
area at the bottom of the page for all violations, deficiencies, and/or other problems as well as for any
areas of concern or interest noted. Enter comment number in box and in the comment area at the bottom
of the page, followed by the comment. Comments should delineate the extent of the violation,
deficiency, and or problem. Attach relevant copies of JU file information for documentation. Where no
comment is needed, enter an "x" to indicate area was reviewed, The evaluation should emphasize any
areas where improvements in civalitv and effectiveness can be made.

File File File File File
1 1 ?.	 LSECTION LU FILE REVIEW-.--....	 .................................................................................................. .... . ..... .-..-_____

)Fn,ico:J.

I	 Control mechanism application form

0

ci
Si

X x

X	 i x

X
Ix

X_	 x

HA i'J/A

NIA iiA .1

NIA I NIA

IlIJl!

X4X

NiA I N/A

Comments

	

3. Issuance or i eissu'.	f control mechanism	 403.t(f)(iii)

I rn

a. Statement of duration (<5 years)	 403.8(f)(I)(ii)(A)

'	
...:	 .........

c. Applicable effluent limits	 4038(t(I)(iii)(C)

	

Application	 L	 I	 0

-Classification by cateorsubca1cry

CI	 1	 L	 d

-Application of limits for all categorical pollutants

Ar iC L	 I U) or TOME i i 1

-Calculation and application of production-based standards
	 403.6

C,iLis	 r	 C	 WA

Application of applicable local limits

Application 01 most	 H
	

403.&IX1
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File File File File File
1	 2 

^

• i •	 .

I............H

x
x	 x	 I	 I

N/A N/A	 I
H

x	 •]x	 I
X X

Lx ......................... I

Comments

SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW

'EOFiUCONTP:

d. IU selfmorLitorin requirements

Samplin }equcncv

Reporting requirements

Record keepir c requirements

f. Comti;	 .	 ut.: • 	 s (fapplicah1c

h. Req',;ovntto notify CA ofspi{h, b,'passes, upsets, etc.

t to notify CA 4k nt chngc in ii .

j. 24-hour notification of violation 'resnmple rcquirerncn

Reg.
Cite

403 8(f)( I )(i )(D)

403.12(o

403.8((1 )(iii)(D)

403

I1i



IM
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Fl

AFUo File File File	 Reg.

	

 2	 SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW	 Cite

	

..............................T........
(	 (	 ..	 t 	 . .

VA	 2.	 Proper calculation of SNC 	 403,8(f x2x ^ o

	N/A NIA	 b. TRC

	

N/A N/A	 d. SpiIl/su . load

N/A N/A .............. f Coance schedule	 .

JJP	 1A	 113. Ad	 nce to approved ERP

	

N/A N/A	 b, Escalation of enforcement	 403 8(t(5)

N/A:4,

	

N/A N/A	 a. Within 90 days

MA
	N/A N/A	 c. inu;h compliance schedule

	

N/A	 t HLU	 f ................	 .03 (

	

N/A N/A	 D. OTHER

Comments

LSECTION I COMPLETED BY. Gregory L. Sanders 	 [	 DATE: 3__27 2L	TITLE: Environmental Specialist	 TELEPHONE: 614.728.3851
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SECTION II: INTERVIEW

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

Write ND (Not Determined) beside the questions or items that were not evaluated during the audit; 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 appropriate.

H

a. DiH	 cha	 pecng c compleii made	 e pret Hient program since the last inspection.
(e.g., legal authoriy, local limits, multi-Jurisdictional agreements, ERP, sewer use ordinance, control
mechanism, etc.) Initial approval of ERP and SUO by Ohio EPA, Modification of ERP
completed. SUO pending council approval then will submit to the Ohio EPA.

b Have you identified any needed changes in your program?
	

No

	

If yes, describe.	 X

5	 UTH.ORiT: H

1. Are there any contributing jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the P01W?	 Yes	 No

If yes, explain how these multi-jurisdictional agreements have been incorporated	 X

into your approved program. Columbus sends lUs letter for permit.

2. Do you experience difficulty in implementing your legal authority [i.e., SUO, multi-	 't
jurisdictional agreement (e.g, permit challenged, entry refused, penalty appealed)]?

If yes, explain.

C hJ	 i;H I I bR1L	 N

1. Have you changed how SIUs are classified?

No recent changes. SIUs defined same as federal definition in 40 CFR 403.3.

Listed in Columbus SUO, Chapter 1145.02064.

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

Use Industrial Waste Survey.

b. How and when do you identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing lUs (including contributing jurisdictions)?

From annual inspections and IU permit renewal applications.

14



P. (ONTi.,	 iAATJ0c7

1. a. How many and what percent of the total SIUs are not covered by an existing, unexpired
permit, or other individual control mechanism? IWENDB .NOCMI RNC-111

b. How many control mechanisms were not issued within ISO days of the expiration date of the previous
control mechanism? ERNCHI

If any, explain. Added Methodist Hospital in Dublin as 1(1 in early 2010.

2. a. Do any UST, CERCLA, RCRA corrective action sites and/or other contaminated ground
water sites discharge wastewater to the P01W?

By trucked waste disposal.

b, How are eontol mechanisms (specifically limits) developed for these facilities?

Discuss

Ves

3. a. Do you accept any waste by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe?
	

X

b. Is any of the waste hazardous as defined by RCRA?

Yes

X

0%

If a. orb, above is yes, explain.

c, Describe your program to control hauled wastes including a designated discharge point (e.g., number of points,
control/security, procedures). f403.5(b)(8)j Uses a trucked waste disposal site (TWOS) operated by Kurtz
Brothers. KB Organic Waste Recovery & Reuse samples trucks & organizes manifests. New KB
facility opened 1211109 and will separate FOG & sludge. New facility built for car wash grit that
replaces Berliner Park site,

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)? 1403J(b)(1)] Local limits applied with separate fee

E. AP!--	 1/) OFPRF.TRFATMFI\	 ArpA rD,	 :1 R.LL	 . IS
1. How do you keep abreast of current regulations to ensure proper implementation of standards? 1403.8(1)(2)(m)]

Attends and belongs to OWEA, WEF, Research WEF & other professional groups/ meetings. Technical editor of
WEF for Control of Odor & Emissions and for Prevention and Control of SSOs.

Local limits evaluation: [403,8(f)(4); 122,210)]

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

El

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

If yes, how has this been addressed?

3. What problems, if any, were raised during local limit implementation or reissuance of industrial permits? How were these
problems addressed? None

15



F. Cii l'	 NG

1. In the past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIIJs were: 1.403 8(t)(2)(v)][RNC-I1] All sampled & inspected
(Define the 12 month period September 2007 to October 2008.)

a. Not sampled or not inspected at least once [WENDB .-NOJN 	 0 %

b. Not sampled at least once 	 —0%

C,	 Not inspected at least once (all parameters)?  

d.	 In SNC with self monitoring and not inspected or sampled?

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

2. Who 	 your comphance sampling and analysis?

Metals	 City of Columbus	 City of Columbus

Cyanide	 City of Columbus	 City of Columbus

Organics	 City of Columbus	 City of Columbus

Conventionals	 City of Columbus	 City of Columbus

Other (priority pollutants)	 City of Columbus	 Summit Lab

3. What QA/QC techniques do you use for sampling and analysis (e.g., splits, blanks, spikes), including verification of contract
laboratory procedures and appropriate analytical methods? [403.8(t)(2)(vi)]

Currently using splits, blanks & spikes. Developing new program for QAIQC and plan to be approved by NELC,

4, Discuss any problems encountered in identification of sample location, collection, and analysis.

No problems with sample location. Fact sheet developed wIlU permit. The fact sheet has pictures of outfall and

Treatment system. Very thorough & organized system for controlling lUs,

5. a. How and when do you evaluate/reevaluate STUs for the need for a slug control plan? f403.8((2)(v)]

lUs submit new plan every 5 years and slug control plan evaluated during annual inspections.

b. How many SIUs were evaluated for the need to develop slug discharge control plans in the last 2 years? L	 89

16



G. ENFORCEMENT

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

Interference
	

x

Pass through
	

X

Fire or Explosions
	

x

Corrosive structural damage
	

x

Flow obstructions
	

X

Excessive flow rates
	

X

Excessive pollutant coDcentrations
	

X

Heat problems
	

x

Interference due to 0 & G
	

x

Toxic fumes
	

x

Illicit dumping of hauled wastes
	

X

Worker health and safety concerns
	

x

Other (specify):
	

X

a. if yes, describe the control authority's response:

b. Were you made aware of any hazardous waste discharges to the POTW?

If yes, explain. Not other than O&G from failing O&W separators.

2. a. Do you use compliance schedules? 1403.8(I)(I)(iv)(A)]

b. If yes, are they appropriate? Provide examples.

X

7esNo

X

X

3. ERP implementation: [403.8(t5)]

a. Date of last modification: Pending public notice from city council and second review of modification at

Ohio EPA in Central Office Original ERP August 1994; Modified 10-2410, last modification pending

public notice of ERP and SUO.

b. Problems with implementation: None

c. Is the ERP effective and does it lead to compliance in a timely manner? Provide examples if any are available.

Yes, it is effective.

17



H. DATA T	 PUBiC	 T TJON

1, How are requests for confidentiality handled?[403.141

Requests follow federal guidelines. Request is sent to legal department for review of request. Protocol listed
in SUO in Chapter 1145.59.

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

Protocol listed in SUO.

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

(e g., computerization, file system, etc) Data management includes hard copy & electronic files. A very
detailed and organized computer and hard copy file system is utilized. Database currently hehig
updated. One of the best systems that I've encountered in the pretreatment program.

b. How long are records maintained? [403.12(o)] Electronic files kept 5 years, with 24-hr back up and 3 yr back-
up off-site. Hard copies are kept indefinitely on-site in storage (5 years kept in files),

4. How do you ensure public participation during revisions to the SUO and/or local limits? [4035(c)(3)1

Council & city bulletin. Public meetings wflUs at city offices.

S. Explain any community issues impacting the pretreatment program.(I. e., economics, politics, new development, etc.)

Economy

I. Estimate the number of personnel available for implementing the program. [Consider: 	 12 pretreatment &9 lab staff

legal assistance, permitting, IU inspections, sampling and analysis, enforcement, and

administration].

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

If no, explain.

3. Discuss any problems in program implementation which appear to be related to inadequate resources.
(i.e., finances, equipment, personnel, training, etc.) None

18



r..	 CiTVENLSS/P0LLLi ION PREVEN 1K

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

Discuss on pollutant bypollutant basis.

2. Have you investigated the sources contributing to current pollutant loadings to the P0 rw
(i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, commercial, and domestic
sources)?

If yes, what was found?

3. a. Have you implement any kind of public education program?
	

X

b. Are there any plans to initiate a program to educate users about pollution prevention?
	

X

Explain. FOG media events in news & newspaper at Thanksgiving & Christmas. Brochure hangers on
doors when sewer maintenance reveal 0 , G in N-f es

4. What efforts have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention into the pretreatment program (e.g., waste minimization at
lUs, household hazardous waste programs)? Composting at WWTP, brochures & web links.

ILI



I LEFFECTIVfl;')LLUTV

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

	

implemented by lUs (e g, case studies, sampling data demonstrating pollutant reductions)? 	
EI

Explain.

3663 food establishments in FOG program. They are inspected every three years Cost recovery of city
increasing to $1500 per minimum of 4 hours. There is a rule on grease interceptors and traps.

	

SECTION II coui BY: CregoryL Sanders 	 DATE: 1 ? Ld 1L
	TITLE: Environmental SDe	 TELEPHONE: 614J283851
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INSTRUCTIONS: This attachment 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 NPDS permit. The
profile should be updated, as appropriate, in response to approved modifications and revised NPDES permit requirements.

A.	 •L ••• .	 .

1.CA name:_CLy of Columbus Southerly
2. Original pretreatment program submission approval date: 11=30-1 990
3. Required frequency of reporting to Approval Authority: Quarterly & annual
4. Specii the following CA information.

- uthe	 01	 8-1-.	 0 7-31-2015

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

If yes, provide the following information,,.I	 NBIPi_,L, ............................ 11....................................LJPPval
Southerly WWTP	 Approved thru NPDES permit listed above

B. PRETRE..:IHL:f

1. When was the CA's NPDES permit first modified to require pretreatment Prior to 1887 files in archives
implementation? [WENDB-PTIM]

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

4-8-87	 nitoring frequencies

	

10-06-92& 6-25-07
	

!!1 IUTTh
7-6-94
	

1	 ]iiNi1U iTtFI Itt! uiujiaI,11mr-
12-12-91

3-12-91 & 4-29-97
11-29-83

	

B-19-94 & 10-24-00
	

TEnforcem ent1 jResponse P1

2010
	

iiio	 ix.iiti	 rimtan in'ir

21



VI1M3i1:

C 1	 U f	 TI:	 iiATION

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

I. Treatment plant name:	 Location address
Southerly WWTP	 6977 South High Street, Lockhourne, Ohio

3. a. NPDES permit number

0H0024741 I 4PF00001*OD

5. Sewer System

6. a. Industrial contribution (MOD)

Ii Expiration date 4. Treatment plant wastewater flows

7-31-2015

	

180	 112,82

Design 	 MGDActualj	 MUD
a, Separate %	 b. Combined %	 c, Number of CSOs

88%	 2%	 1

—Fb. Number1ofSIUdischarging to plant	 c. Percent industrial flow to plant

% Non-domestic	 % industrial Flow

	

J
486NIGD	 33	 Flow	 4.86%

7. Level of treatment	 Type of Proeess(es)

a. Primary	
Aerated grit removal screening preaeration & primary settling

b. Secondary	
Activated sludge aeration &secondary clarification

C. Tertiary
	 Chlorination, dechlorination & post aeration

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

lifiueif
	

Rcc ••'

	

(TimeslYear)	 (Ti	 [ear)	 (Ti . 1 tear)
	

(Tir

a. Metals	 1/mn	 1/mn	 1/mn

b. Organics	 11day	 1/day	 1/mn
	

1/mn
c. Toxicity testing	 -	 2/yr	 -
d, EP toxicity
e. CLP 
9. Effluent Discharge

a. Receiving water name	 b. Receiving water	 c. Receiving water use
classification

Scioto River	 WWH	 AWS, IWS & PCR

d. If
	

is discharged to any location other than the receiving water, indicate where.



ATTACHMENT B. PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

C.	 I	 i	 Oil

Did the CA submit results of whole effluent biological toxicity testing as part of its
NPDES permit application(s)? [122.21Gy1) nd (2)1

a. If yes, did the CA use EPA-approved methods? [122.21(i)(3)1

b. Has there been a pattern of toxicity demonstrated?

N/A	 Yes	 No

X

X

X

12. Indicate methods of sludge disposal.
Quantity of sludge

a Land application (581)	 dry	 e Ph[ic distribution
tons/year

b. Incineration (585)	 1 dry	 f. Composting (584)
tons/year

c. Monofihl
	

dry	 g. Other (to another
Ions/year NPDES facility - 588)

Quantity of sludge

dry tons/year

	

6267	 dry tons/year

	

159	 dry tons/year

d. MSW landfill (586)	 1	 85
	

dry
tons/year

TFY.	 . .	 . .

1. a. Indicate where the authority to implement and enforce pretreatment standards and requirements is contained cite legal
authority). SIlO; Columbus City Code Chapters 1145, 1147 & 1149

b. Date_enacop	 11-30-1990	 1c. Date of most recent revisions: 2009

2. Does the CA's legal authority enable it to do the following? 1403 (f)(1)(1-vii)]

a. Deny or condition pollutant dischargers [403.8(t)(1)(1)I (1049.03)

b. Require compliance with standards [403 (fX1)(i)i (1049.03)

c. Control discharges through permit or similar means [403 8(fi(1)(ih)] (1049.05)

d. Require compliance schedules and JU reports [403,8(0(1)(iv)] (1049,05)

e. Carry out inspection and monitoring activities [401(f)(1)(v)]	 (1049.05)

f. Obtain remedies for noncompliance [403.8(fl(1)(vi)]	 (1049.06)

g. Comply with confidentiality requirements [403.8(fOXvo)	 (1049.05)

3. a. How many contributin 1 g jurisdictions are there? 	 I	 numerous

List the names of all contributing jurisdictions and the number of SIUs in those jurisdictions.
____oc	 ____	 [NamberoV*	 : Other SILls

Numerous satellite communities	 Columbus issues flJ permits.

I,..
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3. h. Has the CA negotiated all iegai agrecinents necessary to ensure that pretreatment standards will be
enforced in contributing jurisdictions?

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

agreements

4, If relying on contributing jurisdictions, indicate which activities those jurisdictions perform. N/A
a. IWS update	 e. Notification of IUs

b. Permit issuance	 f. Receipt and review of IU
reports

c, inspection and	 g. Analysis of samples
sampling 

d. Enforcement	 h. Other (specify)

L HJC	 1k I

1. a. Does the CA have procedures to update its IWS to identify new lUs or changes in wastewater
discharges at existing lUs? [4038(0(2)(1)I

b. Indicate which methods are to be used to update the IWS.
• Review of newspaper/phone book	 XOnsite inspections

• Review of water billing records	 X	 Permit application requirements

• Review of plumbing/building permits 	 X	 Citizens involvement

Other (specify)

c. How often is the IWS to be updated?

2. Is the CA's definition of "significant industrial user" consistent within the language in the Federal
regulations? [403.3(t)(1)J SUO Chapter 1 145.O2O64

If no, provide the CA's definition of "significant industrial user."

Yes

x

No

H

x

es
x

24



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

1. a. identily the CA's approved control mechanism (e.g., permit, etc.),

b. What is the maximum term of the control mechanism?

2 Does the approved control mechanism include the following? [403.80)(00i0i

a. Statement of duration

h. Statement of nontransferability

c. Effluent limits

d. Self-monitoring requirements

Identification of poflutants to be monitored

Sampling location:

Sample type

Sampling frequency:

Reporting requirements:

Notification requirements

Record keeping requirements

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties:

f. Applicable compliance schedule

3. Does the CA have a control mechanism for regulating IU whose wastes are trucked to the
treatment plant? Yes, local limits applied, key card system

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

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

RUM

years

1...................

x

x

x

X

-	 ................................ 	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .	 .

I. Does the CA have procedures to notify all TUs of applicable pretreatment standards and any
applicable requirements under the CWA and RCRA? [403.8(fl(2)(iii)]

2. if there is more than one treatment plant, were local limits established specifically
for each plant?

Yes .	 No

x

Yes	 No
x	 I



i. has the (-A technically evaluateu toe neu.l ir local limits for all pollutants listed below? [WENDB-EVLL[
[403 5(c)(1); 403 8(f4)]

Partk. Technical Evaluation (not all 10 pollutw s valuated)?

No
a. Arsenic (As)	 X	 X	 X

b. Cadmium (Cd)	 X	 X	 X

c. Chromium (Cr) 	 X	 r.................................. X 	-

d. Copper (Cu)	 X	 X	 X	
.........

.

e. Cyanide (CN)	 X	 X	 X

f. Lead (Pb)	 X	 X	 X

g. Mercury (Hg)	 X	 X	 X

h, Molybdenum (Mo)	 X	 X	 X

i. Nickel (Ni)	 X	 X	 X

j. Selenium(Se)	 X	 X	 X

k, Silver (Ag)	 X	 X	 X

1. Zinc (Zn)	 X 1	 X	 X

mOther (Hex. Cr):	 X	 X	 X

rLOther(Beryfthurn):	 X	 X 
1	

X

I. Indicate compliance monitoring arid inspection frequenc y requirements.
f	 State

	

Program	 ill	 -eñt	 RequO.

	

.....-.	 ............................................Reqem
a. inspections ..	 ..	 . .	 . .. .	 .	 .	 .	 .

• CIUs	 11year	
]	

1/year	 1/year

Other SIUs 1/year1/year	 11year

CIUs	 11year	 1/year	 1/year

Other S1Us	 1/year	 1/year	 11year

• CTUs	 11year	 1/year	 1/year

Other SIUs	 11year	 1/year	 1/year

CILJs	 Quarterly	 J	 quarterly	 quarterly

Other SIUs	 Quartery	 quarterly	 quarteriy

Ye

125

53

125

21

13

22

I

Pequirem ot

i/year

1/year

1/year

1/year

2/year

2/year

2/year
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I Does the CA's program define "significant noncompliance"? SUO Chapter 1145M,065 	 X

If yes, is the CA's definition of "significant noncompliance consistent with EPA 's? [4038(0(2)(vip	 X

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

Yes
2. Does the CA have an approved, written ERP? 403.8(0(5) 10242000

	
x

3. Indicate the compliance)enforcement options that are available to the POTW in the event of JU noncompliance. 1403.5(f)(1)(vi)j

a. Notice or letter of violation	 X	 f. Administrative Order	 X

b. Compliance schedule	 X	 g. Revocation of permit	 X

c. Injunctive relief	 X	 h. Fines (maximum amount) 	 LX _1
d. Imprisonment	 Civil	 $/day/voation

e. Termination of service	
L X
	 Criminal	 $/day/vioaton	 6 months in jail

Administrative	 $jQQ!dayMoafion

DA TJr/PUBLIC PARTICIPA.IION
I. Does the approved program describe how the POTW will manage its files and data? 	 Yes

SUO, Chapter 1145.58 defines protocol. Hard copy flies kept indefinitely. Electronic 	 X

files kept five years & backed-up every 24 hrs & 3 years offsfte,

X	 I	 x

Are files/records
	

hard co
Yes	 No

2. Are program records available to the public?
	

El

3. Does the POTW have provisions to address claims of confidentiality? [403.8(O(2)(vii)l 	 X
SUO Chapter 114558
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I. What are the resource allocations for the following pretreatment program components: 12 pretreatment staff & 9 lab staff
for both Jackson Pike and Southerly WWTPs. Budget .. $1108294; $300000 from general fund, rest from
pretreatment program.

vrcs

a. Legal assistance	 I

b. Permitting	 2

C. Inspections	 3

d. Sample collection	 2

a. Sample analysis	 9

f Data analysis, review, and response 	 I

g. Enforcement
	

2

h. Administration?
	

I

TOTAL
	

21

2, Identify the sources of funding for the pretreatment program. [403.8(f)(3)] Mostly self-supporting

a. POTW general operating fund r	 X	 1	 d. Monitoring charges [ 	 X

b. IU permit fees	 X	 e. Other (specify) 	 L
c. Industry surcharges	 jX

L. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

ATTACHMENT B COMPLETED BY: Gregory L. Sanders	 DATE-
TITLE: Environmental Specialist	 TELEPHONE: 614728.3851



V.

INSTRUCTIONS: Based on the information and data collected and evaluated during Section 1 File Review and Section II
Data Review/interview identify program deficiencies. Specify required actions (including program modifications) the CA needs
to implement to meet regulatory requirements.

H
lu
Characterization

Application of
Pretreatment
Standards

No deficiencies noted.

No def

Enforcement
Activities

•.4tI!It:1Il
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