
PA
40 years and moving forward

John R. Kaskh, Governor
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April 3, 2013

Greene County
Board of Commissioners
35 Greene Street
Xenia, Ohio 45385

RE: Greene County - Audit 2013 Notice of Violation
Notice of Significant Non-Compliance

Ladies and Gentlemen:

On March 11 and 12, 2013, I conducted a Pretreatment Audit Inspection (PAl) of the
Greene County approved pretreatment program; The County was represented by Mr.
Jim Fox and Mr. Jim Martin. The PAl followed a checklist designed by Ohio EPA to
evaluate all aspects of the County's pretreatment program. A discussion of the Findings
and Required Actions is given below. This letter also serves as a Notice of Violation for
failure to fully implement the approved pretreatment program. Due to the violations
discovered during the inspection, it has been determined that the Beavercreek WWTP
(1PK00003*LD) and the Sugarcreek WWTP (IPK000I4*ND) are in Significant Non-
Compliance.

Finding I Violation (SNC:
• NPDES Permits IPK00003*LD and 1PK000I4*ND require that a Priority

Pollutant Scan be performed annually and the data is to be submitted on EPA
Form 4221 as part of the Annual Pretreatment Report. The County has
repeatedly violated this requirement. In 2010, the County failed to perform
the Priority Pollutant Scan. In 2011, the Priority Pollutant Scan was
completed but the information was not submitted. The analytical data was
obtained at the 2012 Pretreatment Compliance Inspection. In 2012, th e
Priority Pollutant Scan was performed but not submitted. The County
submitted the completed EPA Form 4221 via email after being contacted by
Ohio EPA regarding the failure to include it with the Annual Pretreatment
Report. These violations are categorized as Level I violations of the approved
pretreatment program.

Southwest District Office i 401 East Fifth Street • Dayton, OH 45402-2911
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Required Action:
• The County shall perform the Priority Pollutant Scan no later than

October 1, 2013. The data shall be submitted on EPA Form 4221 with
the Annual Pretreatment Report as required in NPDES Permit
IPK00003*LD and IPK000I4*ND.

Findin g / Violation (SNC):
The County is required to sample the Significant Industrial Users twice per
year. The County only performed one sampling event in calendar year 2012
for each of the Significant Industrial Users. Failure to complete the sampling
as required is a violation of the approved pretreatment program requirements.
This violation is categorized as a Level II violation of the approved
pretreatment program.

Required Action:
• The County shall perform all required sampling events of the Significant

Industrial Users no later than October 1, 2013.

Finding I Violation (SNC):
• The Approved Pretreatment Program requires that all Significant Industrial

Users be inspected once per year. This violation is categorized as a Level II
violation of the Approved Pretreatment Program. (No inspections completed
for calendar year 2012.)

Required Action:
• The County shall complete the above-referenced inspections no later

than October 1, 2013.

Finding:
• It was discovered during the inspection that the industrial user permits which

contain Total Toxic Organic sampling requirements incorrectly identify the
sample type as only a composite sample.

Required Action:
• The County must modify the above-referenced permits to indicate that

the sample type required for Total Toxic Organic monitoring is both a
composite and a grab sample type.

Finding:
• During a review of the industrial user files, it was discovered that on 8115/12,

Unison Industries submitted sample data but did not include said data on the
required report form. The significance of this finding is that the report form
contains a certification statement regarding the monitoring data being true
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and accurate. The validity of the sampling data can come into question if it is
not included on the required report form.

Required Action:
• The County must ensure that all sampling data is submitted on the

required form and that said form contains the required certification
statement.

Finding:
During the inspection, it was stated by the County representatives that due to
inadequate staffing levels, the inspections and sampling of the Significant
Industrial Users were not performed as required.

Required Action:
The County shall determine the number of full time equivalent staff it
will require to fully implement the approved pretreatment program.
Upon completion of this determination, the County will need to allocate
adequate staff resources to ensure that the program is being fully
implemented.

Recommended Action:
• If it becomes apparent that the number of staff required to implement

the approved pretreatment program will not be available, the County
should consider subcontracting certain tasks. Tasks such as sampling
of the Significant Industrial Users could be subcontracted to a third
party.

Finding:
Dayton Wheel Concepts submitted a Toxic Organic Management Plan
(TOMP) on April 1, 1998. Staff members responsible for the implementation
of the pretreatment program are unfamiliar with the plan contents and the
plan has not been revised since the original submittal.

Recommended Action:
• It is recommended that the County require Categorical Industrial Users

to submit a current Toxic Organic Management Plan as part of the
permit renewal process. The County should also familiarize themselves
with the plans prior to performing an inspection of the facility. See
Section III: Evaluation and Summary for additional details.
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Please provide this office, in writing, within ten days of receipt of this notification, a
description of the actions taken or proposed to address the "Findings" and 'Required
Actions" listed above. Your response should include the dates, either actual or
proposed, for completion of said actions. Please be advised that failure to complete the
"Required Actions" within the specified timeframe may be cause for enforcement action
pursuant to the Ohio Revised Code Chapter 6111.

The assistance of your staff during the inspection is greatly appreciated. If you have
any questions regarding this report, please feel free to contact me at (937) 285-6107 or
via email at: Robert. Ostendorfepa.ohioçov.

Sincerely,

Bob Ostendorl Jr.
Environmental Specialist II
Division of Surface Water

RO/tb

Enclosures



Ot**M
State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency

Southwest District Office

Pretreatment ComDliance I	 )rt
Permit#	 NPDES#	 Inspection

I PK0001 4*ND	 OH00405
	

A
	

I

Name and Location of Facility Inspected 	 Entry Time I
Greene County
Sugarcreek WWTP
2365 State Route 725	 Exit Time
Spring Valley, OH 45370

Name(s) and Title(s) of On-Site Representatives 	 Phone Number(s)
Mr. Jim Fox, Deputy Director	 937-562-7450
Mr. Jim Martin, Laboratory Manager	 937-562-7150

Responsible Official(s) 	 Coordinator's Mailing Address
Greene County	 Greene County
Board of Commissioners	 Sanitary Engineering Department
35 Greene Street	 667 Dayton-Xenia Road
Xenia, OH 45385	 Xenia, OH 45385

-	
itoi: Areas aFuatdngln.ctIin

	_____- - (S $alisfaotoryM =	 glUUnsatcQ',N *tEa1utud) -..-
LJPretreatm en t	 I

SocttOflD' Summary of lzI40k (Attach addtt1oni heet If necry) --
See Attached Report.

4rtlBob Ostendorf Jr. 	 Date	 B rt 	 DaW
Environmental Specialist II 	 Compliance & Enforcement Supervisor
Division of Surface Water	 Division of Surface Water
Southwest District Office	 Southwest District Office
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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
Southwest District Office

Pretreatment Comp liance I
	

ection Report

Permit #	 NPDES#	 I Month/1	 Inspection Type Inspector I Facility TVDe
I PK00003LD	 0H0025381 1 03111-	 A	 I	 1

S*toi 
Name and Location of Facility Inspected 	 Entry Time
Greene County
Beavercreek WWTP
420 Factory Road	 Exit Time
Beavercreek, OH 45434

Name(s) and Title(s) of On-Site Representatives 	 Phone Number(s)
Mr. Jim Fox, Deputy Director	 937-562-7450
Mr. Jim Martin, Laboratory Manager	 937-562-7150

Responsible Official(s) 	 Coordinator's Mailing Address
Greene County	 Greene County
Board of Commissioners	 Sanitary Engineering Department
35 Greene Street	 667 Dayton-Xenia Road
Xenia, OH 45385	 Xenia, OH 45385

:Secctn C: Ai	 Evaluated During hi*pction
- - -	 (S SaUsfactoy4 Mrg[naI, LI = Unsa	 6rj, N Not Eva1uted)
li Pretreatm ent

--	 Section]) Summary of flndlngs (Attach addftIonI sheots A-4
See Attached Report.

insp8tór	 R11OI	 ____

(!3 A- ( /I
Bob Ostendort Jr.	 Date	 Martyn Bi Irt I	 Date
Environmental Specialist II	 Compliance & Enforcement Supervisor
Division of Surface Water	 Division of Surface Water
Southwest District Office	 Southwest District Office



PRETREATMENT AUDIT CHECKLIST

AUDIT CHECKLIST CONTENTS

Cover Page and Acronym List
Section 1	 flJ File Evaluation
Section II	 lrttei-vlew
Section 111	 EvatuUon and Suxnmay

AttaThment A	 Prøtrestment Prorarn Staws Update

Attachment B	 Pretratinnt Program Pro-file—Attachment 

C Workheeti	 -

WtND TJC Wofksht (Required)

111 Site Vs1tReprt Form (Optiol)

File Review Workhects (ptmntl)
Attachment D	 Supporting Doctinntaticn

Control Authority (CA) name and address	 Date(s) of Audit
Board of Commissioners
Greene County	 March 11-12,2013
35 Greene Street
Xenia, Ohio 45385

INSPECTOR(S)

	Name	 tJAftIllatlon	 Teipbiie NuWber

Bob Ostendorf Jr. 	 Environmental Specialist 210hio EPA Southwest District 	 937.285,6107

CA REPRESENTATIVE(S)

	Mrne	 TiU&Afflhiathji	 Tphoe Number

	

Jim Fox	 Deputy Director/Greene Co. Sanitary Engineering Dept. 	 937.562.7450

Jim Martin	 Manager/Greene Co. Sanitary Engineering Dept.	 937.562.7150

Audit Checklist
(revised November 1996)



ACRONYM LIST

I	 Term

Administrative Order
Best Management Practices
Baseline Monitoring Report
Control Authority
Comprehensive Environmental Remediation, Compensation, and Liability Act
Code of Federal Regulations
Categorical Industrial User
Combined Sewer Overflow
Clean Water Act
Combined Wastestream 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
Toxies Release Inventory System
Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facility
Total Toxic Organics
Underground Storage Tank
Water Enforcement National Data Base

Audit Checklist
(revised November 996)

Aeroiyw

AO
BMP
BMR
CA
CERCLA
CFR
Clu
CSO
CWA
CWF
DMR
DSS
EP
EPA
ERP
FDF
PIE
FWA
gpd
Hi
Iws
MGD
MSW
N/A
ND
NOV
NPDES
O&G
PCI
PCs
PIRT
P01W
QA/QC
RCRA
RNC
SIIJ
SNC
sUO
TCLP
TOMP
TRC
IRE
IRIS
TSDF
TTO
UST
WENDB



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 C1TJs (and SIUs) added since the last PCI
or audit should be evaluated. Make copies of this section to review additional files as necessary.

SECTION I: IU IDENTIFICATION

FILE 1 Industry name and address	 Type of industry

Unison Industries	 Manufacture tithe fittings.

3455 Dayton-Xenia Road

Beavercreek, Ohio 45434

[U CLASSIFICATION BY CA: 	 Average total flow (gpd) 	 Average process flow (gpd)

	

Clii 40 CFR 433	 36,985
Cateory(ies) New Source

	Non-categorical SIIJ	 Li Non SIU Industry visited during audit? 	 Yes	 No Li
COMPLIANCE STATUS

	

SNC (period: 	 )	 Noncompliance/corrected fl Noncompliance/continuing ZIn compliance

Explanation:

Comments

Beavercree/i WWTP

FILE 2 Industry name and address	 Type of industry

Dayton Wheel Concepts	 Manufacture and repair wire wheels for cars and motorcycles.

115 Compark Road

Dayton) Ohio 45459

	CIU 40 CFR 433 , 	 Average total flow (gpd) 	 Average process flow (gpd)
Category(ies)	 New Source	 3,110

	

Non-categorical SIU	 Li Non SRI
Industry visited during audit? 	 Yes 0	 No

COMPLIANCE STATUS

	

LI SNC (period:	 ) Li Noncompliance/corrected Li Noncompliance/continuing 	 In compliance

EXPLANATION:

Comments
Sugarcreek WWTP



SECTION I: LU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE	 Industry name and address	 Type of industry

IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA:	 Average total flow (gpd) 	 Average process flow (gpd)

flC[U4OCFR 	
Industry visited during audit? 	 Yes El	 No E

Cate ory(ies)
Lj Non-categorical SIU	 Ej Non SIU

COMPLIANCE STATUS

LI SNC (period:	 )	 Noncompliance/corrected LI Noncompliance/continuing	 In compliance
EXPLANATION:

Comments

FILE - Industry name and address	 Type of industry

IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA	 Average total flow (gpd) 	 Average process flow (gpd)

LI cm 40 CFE. 	
Industry visited during audit? 	 Yes LI	 No []

Cate ory(ies)	 __
Lj Non-categorical SIU	 LI Non SIU

COMPLIANCE STATUS
E] SNC (period:	 )	 Noncompliance/corrected LI Noncompliance/continuing	 In compliance

EXPLANATION:

Comments



SECTION I: IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)
FILE	 Industry name and address	 Type of industry

11) CLASSIFICATION BY CA: 	 Average total flow (gpd) 	 Average process flow (gpd)

CIU4OCFR

Cate ory(ies) 
	 Industry visited during audit?	 Yes	 No E

	Non-categorical SIU	 Q Non SIB

COMPLIANCE STATUS

	

E SNC (period:	 )	 Noncompliance/corrected 0 Noncompliance/continuing	 In compliance
EXPLANATION:

Comments

FILE - Industry name and address	 Type of industry

IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA	 Average total flow (gpd) 	 Average process flow (gpd)

CIU4OCFR 	 ____

Cate ory(ies)
	 Industry visited during audit?	 Yes [J	 No E

	Non-categorical SIU	 Lj Non SIU

COMPLIANCE STATUS

	

El SNC (period:	 )	 Noncompliance/corrected 	 Noncompliance/continuing 0 In compliance
EXPLANATION:

Comments:



Industry Name-
INSTRUCTIONS: Evaluate the contents of selected IU files; emphasis should be placed on SIU flies.

.

	

	 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 IU file information for documentation. Where no
comment is needed, enter an 'f to indicate area was reviewed. The evaluation should emphasize any
areas where improvements in Quality and effectiveness can be made.

File File File File File	 Reg.
1 2	 SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW	 Cite

A. LSSVANCE OF IU CONTROL MEcJA11
1'	 Y	 1	 Contra] uiec}ianisni app1 aaiian firm

I	 2 Pm-per UI aategortzatipn (sig Lat sig non-cat, non -Sig)

1	 1'	 3	 ksuanar o rensuance of control mea]iail oni	 40	 qii

4	 Control mecharnsn contetits	 403 S(f)t (110

F	 3	 a, Statentent of dui'aion V f

Y	 Y -	 b Statement nfnottransterabtht wo pnornotificaioo/approal

AppIiaahl effluent limit,,	 4'tV I iIll

ApphLatlon of applicable categQnt#1 standards	 403 1fl[1)n)

F	 }	 -Clsil'iiatin ha	 IrIsubcategcra

}	 C1ass4floaj1 cUg source

I	 -Application ailtrnit far all catetoricat pollutant

VA 1 N 4 1, 3 6

I;]

alculation and appl i cation ofproducieii-hased standards

-Caioula4o and 4pphatn of CWT or FV A

}•	 I Application of	 localt limits

11	 1	 Aptcataon ofmtstrnigentftmtt	 403 (LXi

Comments

1- The county has a TOMP onfilefor Dayton Wheel Concepts dated April 1, 1998. The county does not require the facility
to review the TOMP periodically to ensure the TOMP continues to be accurate and representative of the facilities
operations.



File File File File File	 Reg.
SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW	 Cite

A ISS	 (Contmud)
il	 I!-self ii nniiring rcquiremeni' 	 403.8( I ii'r 0)

	F	 Y	 -	 Idnfificatun of po	 t:tc be monitored

	

1'	 1	 Sarnplrng tiequeny

	

11	 y	 • Sampling Iocations!dischare points defined

	

F	 1'	 Reporting requirements

	

NI Ni	 Approprinte sample types (gi.b or mpite)

	

Y	 V	 • Record kping equiiI ri\	 411 1u1

	F	 Y	 e. Statement ofppliabIe civil and criminal penalties	 403 8 (fx 1 tiii(E)

	

NA	 ]VA	 t. ( uniplran	 hcdul e p	 r e rep I'k ii dfl I cable

	

} 	 11
	 Requirement to notify CA of slug loadings

	

I	 I'	 h	 Requirerirent	 nriiC CA ef pi IC, he', upset', ctc

	

y	 y	 [	 I, Requirement to notify CA of simiitnant chae in discharge

	

1	 24-hour ritifiLalilir ii	 irl,jti ri ieanrplc equ1re11)'1It 4	I H III H [H

IVA NA-	 Siug.d chaq control plan req men if applicale)

Comments

1 - It was discovered during the audit that the CA control mechanism (permit) indicated that the TTO sample was to be a
composite sample. The lU's were collecting the sample as required in the permit issued to them by the CA but unfortunately the
sample type in the permit was incorrect

7



File File File File File	 1	 Reg.
SECTION I: HJ FILE REVIEW	 J	 Cite

E. CA COMIPLLANCE MONITI&ING

	

1	 lripcctH ri

NI NI	 a, Inspection at frequency speci!ed in ipproved program

'VI	 V4	 b	 Do unint Itin t iri , ptctlon aU	 itks (inspection chi, L klit)	 '	 I

}2	 F2	 J'	 c. EaIuaon of need for slug discharge, con" plan (rhtion of	 Q 3 (X)

I	 CXIS	 plan)
rrnplin

34N3 	 a. Sampling at frequency specified in approved prngram	 4031

N4	 A-4 h [)ounientati n f S impiin 1, H C tI\ rtle I I rin 1 -t utd\ I) \C 1	 403t(02 \ L

'V	 &. Analysis for all rglttd Parameters	 40E2(i)

N4 N4	 I	 d. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136)	 403.8(0(2)(v)

Comments

I - The facility was not inspected during the previous 12 month period.

2 - Document solvent management plan, spills, releases, chemical storage areas.

3— There was only one categorical sampling event.

4 .- The CA does not have written Standard Operating Procedures in place for analysis performed in the field nor in the
laboratory. It is recognized that the CA is in the process of developing the required written Standard Operating Procedures. It
was also discovered during the audit that the original chain of custody forms are not kept on file. The information on the original
Chain of Custody is copied onto a new Chain of Custody form which is then placed into the file. The CA was instructed to
discontinue this practice and to keep the original Chain of Custody on file.

8



File File File File File	 Reg.
I 2

	

	 SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW	 Cite

C. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES
1	 Identification of and i epttne to \ it lat]tn	 4W,	 2 H

a. DihvIations

\.4	 \ I	 I!	 oIf-rnt nit&ti ino

N4 N4	 CAcompliaiceInoIHitoring

b	 H1 nittr nil !CN Jilop iolations

Rt self motoag

.2V1	 NA —	 -Reporting (e.g.. frtLjue it.	 tnicIli,	 Hatt I	 uironHt.n i.) 	 0 A17 3 '4-

NA	 -SmpEn (e.g frequency. pollutants)

NA NA	 - I ii ret.uircnicnk wt:t

]V.4	 NA	 -Notified (_ \ l iOnitft ant L hange in opei LitTon or di chatoc 4(,3

]4 NA	 4mrnediatc notification of slug load discharge or accidental spill OAC 3745-305•

N-I	 \ 4	 -24 hour notification alici he. rnino o are of do.. harco	 40 H

H iclalions

-Resampled cported within 30 days ofkno ledge Qf\iolation 403.t2fg2)

uhino.it.ii implementation of slug do. liarac coutrol plan 	 403.8(f)(2) (v)

V4 NI	 * Mete amp fiance schedule niiletones h required dates	 4O3i

C	 t tnlpllan C t.hduI H it 1 at io rt

J\14 	 Start-up/final compliance	 I

NA NA	 Interim dates

Comments

I - The report received by the CA on 8115112 included sampling data which was attached to the report but not included within the
report so therefore the signatory requirement was not satisfied for the attached data. The CA had not Identified this matter as
being an issue until it was brought to their attention during this audit and therefore no enforcement action was found during the
aie review.



File File File File File	 Reg.
SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW	 Cite

C CA EN O110EN1NT ACUS1T1 
. Pr pr calculation of SN	 401

i\A NA	 a. Chronic

\J	 \A	 h 1 R

N4 N4	 c. Paso. throughrnterferene

IV4	 A	 d Spil] Iug load

N4 j4	 c. Reporting

N,4 NA	 t Complian cschcdtdc

Ni.	 g. Other violations (specify)

. Adlicrt!ncc to approved FRJ

V4 V4	 a Proper resoie to vioiatun 403 $(fy,

\ 4	 \ 4	 h F ii t rn nt ent ' rL eruerit	 4O38f5

NA NA	 4. Return to cdnp1ia&e

A-4	 \ I	 V iiliiri 90 days

\A P4	 b Wthintnespecified

\ t	 The ' uih COMPIUIICr u. c uk

\A	 5, Publication for SNC	 4O3.2-Xvu)

B. 01 HFR

Comments

SECTION 1 COMPLETED BY: Bob Ostendorf Jr.	 DATE: March 11, 2013

TITLE: Environmental Specialist 2 	 TELEPHONE: 937.285.6107

10



SECTION II: 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
RJ files, LU site visits, review of POTW treatment plants, among others. Attach documentation where appropriate. Specific data
may be 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.

A CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODtFICAflONS 1}

I. a. Describe any changes pending or completed made to the pretreatment program since the last inspection.
(e.g., legal authority, local limits, multi-jurisdictional agreements, ER.P, sewer use ordinance, control
mechanism, etc.)

None.

b. Have you identified any needed changes in your program?	 Lcs	 No;
If yes, describe.	 I	 X

None

B LGAL, iT1ORY [43 8(txt

1. Are there any contributing jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the POTW? 	 J No

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

into your approved program.

The County has multi-jurisdictional agreements. These were updated around 2000.

2. Do you experience difficulty in implementing your legal authority [i.e., SUO, multi- 	 Yes	 No
jurisdictional agreement (e.g, permit challenged, entry refused, penalty appealed)]? 	

x
If yes, explain.

31



I. Have you changed how SIUs are classified?

No.

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

Through Billing. Plan Review will also send over plans if it appears to be industrial.

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

Sampling. Inspections. The industries are required to notify of changes in thefr perot its.

1.CO'I1RQL MEcI1AJ1SM rVALWflON 43 U) IH I

1. a. How many and what percent of the total SIUs are not covered by an existing, unexpired	 Nu.mbCr: 	 P000
permit, or other individual control mechanism? [WENDB-NOCM] [RNC-11] 	

0	 0%

b. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiration date of the previous 	 0
control mechanism? [RNC-Ifl

If any, explain.	 -

2. a. Do any UST, CERCLA, RCRA corrective action sites and/or other contaminated ground 	 Yes	 No -
water sites discharge wastewater to the P01w?

b. How are control mechanisms (specifically limits) developed for these facilities?

Discuss:

NA

12



I iONTROL CIIANJS1 E\ M jL4flON (Coiit*ued)	 __________________
P Yes No

3. a. Do you accept any waste by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe? 	 L	 x
b. Is any of the waste hazardous as defined by RCRA? 	 X

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). [403.5(bX8)]

The County will accept septage that their staff has pumped from their customers. The County will also accept RV tanks for its
Customers.

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)(l)]

NA. The County does not accept hauled industrial waste.

E APPLICTTQN OF PRTREAFMENT STANDARDS kND REQLWJ3MLTS
1. How do you keep abreast of current regulations to ensure proper implementation of standards? [403.8(t)(2)(iii)]

OVEA. OTCO. Ohio EPA will send out information. Seminars.

Local limits evaluation: [403.8(0(4); 122.210)] 	 [es	 No
2. Have you identified any pollutants of concern beyond those in your local limits? 	 X

(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?

The Combined Wastesfream Formula was applied to the Unison permit. The county worked with the Ohio EPA and the facility
during the implementation of this permit modification.

13



. dM LLA CE MONIThRING
1. In the past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIUs were: 1403.5(0(2Xv)J[RNC-II]

(Define the 12 month period 11112012 to 1213112012.)

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

b. Not sampled at least once (all parameters)? 	 0	 0%

c. Not inspected at least once? 	 2	 100%

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).

The county did not perform Inspections of their 2 SlUr during the timefratne indicated.

2. Who performs your compliance sampling and analysis?

samplitia	 Aiy4s

• Metals	 County	 county

• Cyanide	 County	 Test America

• Organics TTOs	 County	 Belmont Labs

• Conventionals	 County	 County

• Other (specify) As, Se, Mo	 County	 Test America

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(fl(2vi)]

A sampling/equipment blank is run each year. This is turns out to be >10% of sampling events. Laboratory methods include

duplicates/spikes on at least a 10% basis. Some methods, such as cBOD and SS do not include spikes. All methods are

referenced in 40 CFR 136. Contract labs report using methods referenced in 40 CFR 136. The county has begun to develop the
written Standard Operating Procedures for the analysis performed within the lab and in the field. The county has the practice of
not keeping the original Chain of Custody form on file. The county was advised to keep the original Chain of Custody on file
and to evaluate their documentation of sample custody within their laboratory.

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

There is some concern related to the collection of grab samples at the SIU sampling locations. Various sampling methods for the
collections of grab samples were discussed during the audit. The county was advised that the use of the automatic sample was
not an approved method for the collection of grab samples.

5. a. How and when do you evaluate/reevaluate SIUs for the need for a slug control plan? [403 .8(f)(2Xv)]

Annually as part of the inspection,

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

14
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O E$PORcF(Ccuiad)

3. ERP implementation: E403.8(t)(5)j

a. Date of last modification:

1991
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.

The County hasn't had to use the ERP. The SIUs have stayed in compliance.

H. DATA MANAGEMFNPPL^41C 1^

1. How are requests for confidentiality handled?[403.14)

Haven't had any. There are provisions in the regulations.

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

Haven't had any. Would allow to come in and review.

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

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

A hybrid of hard copies and computer copies. Have some spreadsheets that are used,.but the County only has two SIUs.

b. How long are records maintained? [403.12(o)]

A minimum of three years.

16



H. DATA MANGE.MENT1puBUC PARTICIPATION (Ctinued)	 .
4. How do you ensure public participation during revisions to the SUO and/or local limits? [403.5(c)(3)]

When changes are adopted by the Commissioners, It Is on the agenda. Available on-line. Ohio EPA public notices Its actions.

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

None.

1. Estimate the number of personnel available for implementing the program. [Consider: 	 Parts o 4 FTE^s^

1. RESQCES:4OfX1

legal assistance, permitting, [U inspetions, sampling and analysis, enforcement, and

administration].

Yes	 No
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.)

It was discussed during the audit that the required sampling and inspection of the significant Industrial users had not taken
place due to the laboratory being short staffed. The laboratory is now fully staffed.

17



ENVRONMNTAL EFFECTT1ESS[pOLLUTIoN*VENTjoN

I. 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?)

Discuss on pollutant-by-pollutant basis.

Yes. The County is in compliance with its NPDESpermiL Metal levels are low.

2. Have you investigated the sources contributing to current pollutant loadings to the POTW 	 it's	 No -
(i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, commercial, and domestic
sources)? 

If yes, what was found?

Developed local limits.

Ye	 No
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.

4. What efforts have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention into the pretreatment program (e.g., waste minimization at
His, household hazardous waste programs)?

None.

18
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SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

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

Iiommeitdd	 RqulredL)escrlphon
Athon	 Action

.\ (\ PRJT ER 1AT\1 ENT PROGRAM MDlF1CATTO\

Status of program modifications (Ref. 403.18 /Checklist ll.A.l)

B,' 1-EGAL .\1_4llORFiV

Minimum legal authority requirements (Ref. 403.8(0(1)/Checklist H.B,2)

Adequate multi jurisdictional agreements (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)/Checklist 113. 1)



SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

•	 Reesmended	 quire4p	 .	 .	 .	 Actktt	 Aetd

	

-	 .	 A

C. ItJ cHARACTERIZAnON	 .

Identify and categorize lUs (Ref. 403.8 (O(2)(ii)/Checklist ILC.2)

D. CONTROL MECHANISM	 .

• Issuance of individual control mechanisms to all SIUs (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(ijj)/
Checklist 11. D.

• Adequate control mechanisms (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(iii)IChecklist LA.4)
x

RECOMMENDED ACTION: The county has a TOMP onfilefor Dayton Wheel concepts. The TOMP is dated 41111998 and has
never been revised. It is recommended that the county require Dayton Wheel concepts to review the accuracy of the TOMP at least
Once per permit cycle.

• Adequate control of trucked, railed, and dedicated pipe wastes (Ref. 403.5(b)(8)/
Checklist 11.D,3&4)



SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

D	 Rmded	 Required
Actioa	 Actln

E APPLICATION OF PRETREATMT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

• Appropriately categorize, notify, and apply all applicable pretreatment standards 	 X
(Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(ii)&(iii); 403.5 /Checklist LA)

REQUIRED A CTION: The County must modify the SIU perm its to reflect that the portion of the TTO sample used for analysis of
the volatile pollutants (USEPA Method 624) is required to be a grab sample.

• Basis and adequacy of local limits (Ref. 403,8(0(4);122.210)/Checklist II.E.2&3)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING

Adequate sampling and inspection frequency (Ref 403.8(f)(2)(ii)&(v)/Check1ist 	 x•

REQUIRED ACTION: The County must sample its categorical industries a minimum of twice ayeur. The county only performed
one sampling event at each of its significant industrial users.

• Adequate inspections (Ref. 403.8(f(2)(v)&(vi)/CheckIist I.13.1; II.F.1) 	 X

REQUIRED ACTION. The County failed to perform any inspections during the previous calendar year. The county is required to
inspect its significant industrial users at least once per year.



SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

•	 Ree*uiniened	 Ret1rd-Detcriptiou

•	

•	 Mton

Adequate sampling protocols and analysis (Ref. 403.8(f)(2)(vi)fChecklist
I.B.2;II.F23&4)

• Adequate IU self-monitoring (Ref. 403 .8(f)(2)(iv)/Checklist IC.! .b;I,F) 	 X

REQUIRED ACTION: The County must ensure that all monitoring is included on the report form and the report signature
requirement has been satisfied. The report received from Unison on 8115112 included monitoring data (attached) that was not on
the report form. The certification statement therefore did not apply to the attached monitoring data.

• Notification of changed and hazardous waste discharges (Ref. 403.120)&(p)/
Checklist I.C.1.b; II.G.1.b)

• Evaluate the need for SIUs to develop slug discharge control plans
(Ref. 403.8(f)(2)(v)/Chec}cljst I.B.2,d II.F.8)

4



SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

•	 Rohunende4 •	 1qukd•	
•

• Monitor to demonstrate continued compliance and resamp ling after violation(s)
(Ref. 403.1 2(g)( I )&(2);403 .8()(2)(vi)/Checklist I.A.4.d, C. 1.b)

0. ENFOREMENT

• Appropriate application of 'significant noncompliance" definition (Ref.
403.8(f)(2)(vjj) /Checklist I.C.2; II.G.l; Attach B.I.

• Develop and implement an ERP (Ref. 403.8(1)(5)1.C.3;/Checklist ILG.2)



SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

Recommended	 Required
Action	 A01ort

DeerIpthn

• Annually publish a list of LUs in SNC (Ref. 403.8(f(2)(vii)/Checklist 1.C,6; 11.0.4)

• Effective enforcement (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)(iv)(A)/Clieckljst I.C.1.c, 4&5:11,G.2.c&d,
5&6)

H. DATA MANAGEMJT/PUBLIC PARTIC1P1'1ON

• Effective data management/public participation (Ref. 403,5(c)(3)403.12(o);
403.14/Checklist 11,H)



SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

•	 ieoiwiiuded

I.	 SouIcEs

Adequate resources (Ref. 403.8(f)(3)/Checklist 11.1)
x	 x

REQUIRED ACTION: It was determined during the audit that laboratory staff performs the sampling and inspections of the
Significant Industrial Users Due to inadequate staffing levels of laboratory personnel, the required sampling and inspection of the
Significant Industrial Users was not completed. The county shall determine staffing requirements (Full Time Equivalent) to
implement the approved Pretreatment Program.

RECOMMENDED ACTION: The required monitoring that the county is required to perform can be contracted out to a third
party. The county should consider subcontracting monitoring (sampling and analysis) of its Significant Industrial Users
adequate resources are not available in the future.

1. ENVtRONMENTAL EFFECTIVBNESSPCJLLUTION P.E VENT ION

• Understanding of pollutants from all sources (Checklist II.J.1&2) 	 -

• Documentation of environmental improvements/effectiveness (Checklist II. J. 1)



SECTION III: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

Reconunethd	 Require
At"	 Action.

Integration of pollution prevention (Checklist IT.J.3,4&.5)

K ADPiTK)NAL EVALUATIONS TNFORMATION

Priority Pollutant Scan

The county has repeatedly failed to comply with the Priority Pollutant Scan requirements found in Part II, Item (D9(7) of NPDES
permit 1PK00003 *LD (Beaverereek WWTP) and NPDES permit JPK0000I4*LD (Sugarcreek WWTP). The following information
summarizes these violations:

2010— Priority Pollutant Scanned not perform ed

2011 - Priority Pollutant Scan completed but not submitted with Annual Report. Analytical data provided during 2011
Pretreatment Compliance Inspection.

2012 - Priority Pollutant Scan completed but not submitted with Annual Report. Priority Pollutant Scan results submitted via
email only after being contacted by the Ohio EPA.

Required Action: The facility shall complete the required priority pollutant scan by no later than October 1, 2013 and shall submit
the Information on Form 4221 with the Annual report as required in NPDES permits IPK00003*LD and 1PK00014ND.

SECTION III COMPLETED BY: I Bob Ostendorf Jr.	 I	 DATE: I March 28, 2013

	

TITLE: I Environmental Specialist 2 1	 TELEPHONE: 1 93 7.28S. 610 7



Enm

ATTACHMENT A: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS UPDATE

Pretreatment Pre-Inspection Checklist
PCl/AuditJRJ

POTW; Greene County Beavercreek W'TP	 Date of Inspection: March 11, 2013
Greene County Sugarcreek WWTP

Type of Inspection: G[- / Audit / RI	 Inspector: Bob OstendorfJr.

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

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

NPDES permit compliance schedule
items that have been completed or are None,
pending.

Since the last inspection, has the CA
been in RNC or SNC? Why? 	 No.

Findings of the last PCl/Audit/RI.
Highlight any unresolved issues or 	 None.
corrective actions taken by the CA.

(November 1996)



Control Authority Submittals and Reports
Have there been any program
modifications since the last 	 No.
inspection? If yes, what is the status?

Was the Annual Report submitted on	 No. The priority pollutant scans were not included.
time? Is it complete?

Comments/follow-up questions on the
Annual Report	 Received priority pollutant scans after they were

requested. Problems getting data onto the new electronic
forms.

Were the Quarterly Reports submitted
on time? Are they complete? 	 Yes.

Comments/follow-up questions on the
Quarterly Industrial User Violation	 None.
Reports

Identify industries to target for file
reviews/inspections, based on the 	 Review all since there are only two SM. ATK was
Annual and Quarterly Reports 	 delisted. GE Aviation Dayton - Elano is still in the

process of installing categorical operations.

MOR Data Review
Effluent violations to discuss.

None.

Sludge quality issues to discuss.

None.

(November 1996)



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

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

A ('A ncFQR&A'r!oN
I. CA name	 Greene county Board of Commissioners
2. Original pretreatment program submission approval date 	 October 5, 1984
3. Required frequency of reporting to Approval Authority 	 Quarterly
4. Specify the following CA information.

____	 PThi	 Lffect1 Dte 1AV44P Date
Ileavercreek WRRF	 0H0025381:1PK00003*LD	 May 1, 2009	 ,July 31, 2013
Sugarcreek WRRF	 0H0040592;IPK00014*ND 	 May 1, 2009	 July 31, 2013

Yes	 No	 ...
5. Does the CA have a sludge management plan on file with Ohio EPA? 	 X

If yes, provide the following information.

- -- -	 PO'ZWNithe	 --	 .e o1lu.pvaI
Greene Co. Board of Commissioners	 September 2002

B. PRThEATMNFPR	 MOIP1rAONS --
1. When was the CA's NPDES permit first modified to require pretreatment 	 Beuwercreek - June 16, 1986
implementation? [WLNDB-FTIM]	 Sugarcreek - February 27, 1985

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

-.	 Apprpved	 ...	 -	 -.____	 Io1çat1on	 -. .. -
Waiting for OEP.4	 ______	 Local Limits Revisions/Streamlining Modifications (Submitted 10129110)



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

C RAN1	 NORMAflON	 I

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

I. Treatment plant name	 2. Location address
Beavercreek Water Resource Reclamation Facility	 420 Factory Road, Beuverereek, Ohio 45434

3. a. NPDES permit number

0H0025381;1PK00003 *LD

5. Sewer System

6. a. Industrial contribution (MGD)

. 0. 011

7. Level of treatment

x
a. Primary

b. Secondary	
X

b. Expiration date 14. Treatment plant wastewater flows

	

July 31, 2013
	

8.5

	a. Separate 100%
	

b. Combined 0% 1	 c. Number of CSOs
Design I	 I MUD	 Actual I

b. Number of SIUs discharging 10 plant I c. Percent

1

Type 0trroes(es)

Bar Screen, Grit Removal, Primary Settling

8.175

MOD
0

to plant

0.1%

Activated Sludge, Biological Nutrient Removal, Final Clarification, UV Disinfection

c. Tertiary

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

infliew	 Sludge

(Ttrne%/Year) çrittJYeirj	 (T1ej/ea

a. Metals	 12	 12	 12	 4
b. Organics	 1	 1	 1	 0
c. Toxicity testing	 NA	 NA	 N4	 NA
d. EP toxicity	 NA	 NA	 NA	 NA
e.TCLP	 NA	 NA	 -	 N4	 NA
9. Effluent Discharge

a. Receiving water name 	 b. Receiving water	 c. Receiving water use
classification	 Primary Contact; Agricultural & Industrial Water

Beaver Creek	 Exceptional Warm water 	 Supply

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



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

(Q)	 .

rX
ii. Did the CA submit results of whole effluent biological toxicity testing as part of its
NPDES permit application(s)? [122.2 l(.j)(1) and (2)]

a. If yes, did the CA use EPA-approved methods? (122.210)(3)l
	

K

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

12. Indicate methods of sludge disposal. Beavercreek WWTF
Quantity of sludge

a. Land application	 dry	 e. Public distribution
tons/year

b. Incineration	 dry	 1. Lagoon storage
tons/year

c. Monofill
	

dry	 g. Other (specify)
tons/year

Quantity of sludge

dry tons/year

dry tons/year

dry tons/year

d. MSW landfill 870.45 1 dry
tons/year

D. LECI,L AJDORfl	 .

I. a. Indicate where the authority to implement and enforce pretreatment standards and requirements is contained (cite legal
authority).

Regulations & Specifications established by Resolution No. 93-6-24-14 under the authority of ORC 343 & 6117
b. Date enacted/adopted June 24, 1993	 Ic. Date of most recent revisions May 9, 2006
2. Does the CA's legal authority enable it to do the following? [403.8()(1I-vii)]

L
a. Deny or condition pollutant dischargers [403.8(f)(1)(1)]

	
X

b. Require compliance with standards (4018(ty1)(ii)I 	 X
c. Control discharges through permit or similar means [403.(fy1)(iii)]

	
K

d. Require compliance schedules and IU reports [403.8(t)(I)(iv)]
	

x
e. Carry out inspection and monitoring activities [403.5(f)(1)(v)}

	
K

f. Obtain remedies for noncompliance [403.8(0(1)(vi)]
	

K
g. Comply with confidentiality requirements [403.8(f)(lXvii)]

	
x

3. a. How many contributing jurisdictions are there? 	 I	 2

List the names of all contributing jurisdictions and the number of SIUs in those jurisdictions.
Jiujsdktjon Name	 Nfl rQfCILa	 Number of
City of Beavercreek	 0	 1

Greene County (unincorporated)	 0	 0



CTM

ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

D LL AUOTY ticd)
3. b. Has the CA negotiated all legal agreements necessary to ensure that pretreatment standards will be
enforced in contributing jurisdictions? 	 L
No contributing jurisdiction&

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

4. If relying on contributing jurisdictions, indicate which activities those jurisdictions perform.
a. IWS update	 e. Notification of flJs

b. Permit issuance	 f. Receipt and review of 10
reports

c. Inspection and	 g. Analysis of samples
sampling

d. Enforcement	 h. Other (specify)

E. 10 CiAIA1EfUZA'HON

1. a. Does the CA have procedures to update its IWS to identify new lUs or changes in wastewater 	 X
discharges at existing lUs? [403.8(1)(2)(1)]
b. Indicate which methods are to be used to update the IWS.
• Review of newspaper/phone book 	 Onsite 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?

o.

X

X

1 Is the CA's definition of" significant industrial user" consistent within the language in the Federal
regulations? [403.3(Q 1)J

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



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

F CONT&*. MECRAtSM	 ______
1. a. Identify the CA's approved control mechanism (e.g., permit, etc.). 	 Permit

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

2. Does the approved control mechanism include the following? [403.8(t)(IXiii)]

a. Statement of duration

b. Statement of non-transferability

c. Effluent limits

d. Self-monitoring requirements

• Identification of pollutants to be monitored

• Sampling location

• Sample type

• Sampling frequency

• Reporting requirements

• Notification requirements

• Record keeping requirements

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties

L Applicable compliance schedule

3. Does the CA have a control mechanism for regulating Hi whose wastes are trucked to the
treatment plant?

4. Does the program identify designated discharge point(s) for trucked or hauled wastes?
[403 .5(bX8)]

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

3 years

Iif No

X

X

X
X

N/A	 Yes	 No
Tx

o APPLICATION OFSTAMRDS
1. Does the CA have procedures to notify all lUs of applicable pretreatment standards and any

applicable requirements under the CWA and RCRA? [403.8(fl(2Xiii)]	 Yes	 No

x

N/A.	 Yes	 No
2. If there is more than one treatment plant, were local limits established specifically	 X

for each plant?



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

3. Has the CA technicall y evaluated the need for local limits for all pollutants listed below? [WENDB-EVLL]

[403.5(c)(1); 403.8(f)(4)l

Partial Technical Evaluation (n all 10 pollutants evaluated)?

Tebi

m
	

0	 No

a. Arsenic (As)

b. Cadmium (Cd)

c. Chromium (Cr)

d. Copper (Cu)

e. Cyanide (CN)

1. Lead (Pb)

g. Mercury (Hg)

h. Molybdenum (Mo)

i. Nickel (Ni)

j. Selenium(Se)

k. Silver (Ag)

1. Zinc

m.Other (specify)

x	 x
x	 x

x	 x
	

x

x	 x	 x
	

LU

x	 x	 x
	

6.0

x	 x	 x
	

3.0

x	 x	 x
	

0.03

x	 x	 x

x	 x
	

x
	

6.0

x	 x	 x
	

1.0

x	 x
	

x

x	 x	 x
	

1.0

1-1. COMP1AIC MOJ; . .G 	.
1Ind1LdtecpIIuirn nitring and

•	 Eerf	 St	 M1ril
1	 Rerm

:

• CIUs	 11year	 1/year

• Other SlUs	 11year	 1/year	 -

b Sanluig by POTW	 .•.	 ..

• CIUs	 21year	 1/year

• Other SEUs	 21year	 1/year

c. Slf-rnoitcrmg

• CIUs	 21year	 2/year

• Other STUs	 21year	 II	 I

1. Reping by IU

• CEUs	 21year	 F	 2/year

Other SRJs	 r	 21year	 2/year



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

I. ENF

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

If yes, is the CA's definition of 'significant noncompliance" consistent with EPA's? [403.8(f)(2Xvii)]

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

	

Yes	 No,
2. Does the CA have an approved, written ERP? [403.8(f)(5)I	 X

3. Indicate the compliance/enforcement options that are available to the P01W in the event of IU noncompliance. [403.8(t)(1Xvi)]

a. Notice or letter of violation	 X	 f. Administrative Order	 I	 x
b. Compliance schedule	 g. Revocation of permit

c. Injunctive relief 	 X	 h. Fines (maximum amount)	
[ x

d. Imprisonment	 X	 • Civil	 $./day/violation

e. Termination of service 	 X	 Criminal	 Per ORC 6117.99

Administrative	 $/day/violation

J., DATA.

I. Does the approved program describe how the POTW will manage its files and data? 	 - YiC No

Are files/records 	 computerized?	 X	 hard copy? P
	_Yet

both? No

2. Are program records available to the public?

3. Does the POTW have provisions to address claims of confidentiality? [403.8(f)(2Xvii)]	 X



ATTACHMENT B: PRETREATMENT PROGRAM PROFILE

ATTACHMENT B COMPLETED BY: BobOstendorf Jr.	 DATE: March 28, 2013
TITLE: Environmental Specialist If 	 I TELEPHONE: 937,285.6107



WENDB AND RNC WORKSHEET
PCIIAuditfRI Checklist

FACILITY INFORMATION
Name Greene County Beavercreek WWTP

	
Date of Inspection March 11-12, 2012

OR Number 0110025381
	

NPDES Number JPK00003*LD

I, WENOB DAT4 FNTY WORIU:ET
INSTRUCTIONS: Enter the data provided by the specific checklist questions that are referenced.

	

Checklist Reference	 PCS
Data	 PCI	 AUDIT	 Code

Number of SIUs	 1	 Annual	 Annual	 SITS

Number of CIUs	 1	 Annual	 Annual	 CIUS

Number of SIUs without Control Mechanisms	 0	 ILC. 1	 ILD. l.a	 NOCM

Number of SIUs not inspected or sampled	 I	 ILF.1,a	 - II.F.l.a	 NOIN

Number of S1Us in SNC with standards or reporting
	

0
	

PSNC

Number of S[lJs in SNC with self-monitoring 	 0
	

MSNC

Number of SIUs in SNC with self-monitoring and not inspected or 	 o	 IT.E.2
	

hF. 1 .d	 SNIN
sampled
Date NPDES Permit modified to include pretreatment requirements
(Audit)
Technical Evaluation of Local Limits (YiN) (Audit)

Adoption of technically-based limits (YIN) (Audit)

H. RNC/SNC WORKSHEET
[NSTRUCTIONS: Place a check in the appropriate box on the left if the CA is found to be in RNC or SNC

RNC	 Level	
Reference

 
PCI	 Audit

Failure to enforce against pass through andlor interference	 I

Failure to submit required reports within 30 days 	 I

X
Failure to meet compliance schedule milestone date within 90 days 	 I

Failure to issue/reissue control mechanisms to 90% of SIUs within 6 months 	 IT	 ILC.2.b	 lID. 1 .b

Failure to inspect or sample 80% of SIUs within the last 12 months 	 .	 IT	 lIE.1	 liP.!

X_______ ______ _______
Failure to enforce pretreatment standards and reporting requirements	 IT	 I.C.l

Other (specify)	 -	 IT

SNC
X	 Control Authority in SNC for violation of any Level I criterion
-	 Control Authority in SNC for violation of two or more Level 11 criterion



WENDB AND RNC WORKSHEET
PCl/Audit/RI Checklist

FACILITY INFORMATION
Name Greene County Sugarcreek WWTP 	 Date of Inspection March 15 2012

OH Number 0110040592	 NPDES Number 1FK00014*ND

INSTRUCTIONS: Enter the data provided by the specific checklist questions that are referenced.

	

Checklist Reference 	 PCS

	

Data	 PCI	 AUDIT	 Code
Number of SIUs	 I	 Annual	 Annual	 SIUS

Number of CIUs	 I	 Annual	 Annual	 CIUS

Number of SIUs without Control Mechanisms 	 0	 II.C. 1	 II.D. l.a	 NOCM

Number of SIUs not inspected or sampled 	 1	 II.F.l.a	 II.F.l.a	 NOEN

Number of SITJs in SNC with standards or reporting	 0	 PSNC

Number of S1Us in SNC with self-monitoring	 U	 MSNC

Number of SIUs in SNC with self-monitoring and not inspected or 	 U	 II.E.2	 ILF.Ld	 SNIN
sampled
Date NPDES Permit modified to include pretreatment requirements
(Audit)
Technical Evaluation of Local Limits (YIN) (Audit)	

I
Adoption of technically-based limits (YIN) (Audit)

	
U

II. RNC/SNC WORKSHEET

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

	

I	 IRNC	 Level	 Reference
 I	 Ai

Failure to enforce against pass through and/or interference 	 --	 I	 I

Failure to submit required reports within 30 days
X
- Failure to meet compliance schedule milestone date within 90 days

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

- Failure to inspect or sample 80% of SIUs within the last 12 months
X

Failure to enforce pretreatment standards and reporting requirements

-	 Other (specify)

SNC
X	 Control Authority in SNC for violation of any Level I criterion
-	 Control Authority in SNC for violation of two or more Level II

I

I

II
	

II.C.2.b I	 II.D.1.b

[I
	

lIE.!	 I	 Il.F.l

II
	

LC.1

II



RI SITE VISIT DATA SHEET

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

Name and address of industry Unison Industries (Plant 3 and 4), Dayton, Ohio 45459

Date of visit March 12, 2013	 Time of visit	 11:00 am

Name(s) of inspector(s) Jim Martin, Bob Ostendorf Jr.

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

Nane

	

James Sumner	 Environmental Health and Safety Manager

	

Garrett Crist	 EHS Generalist

Classification assigned by CA: Categorical SIU (433.17)

Did the CA inspector review/obtain the following as part of the industrial inspection?

1. Description of the products manufactured or the services provided by the M. Yes.

2. Verification of the lU's classification or discussion of any changes. Yes.

3. Description of any significant changes in processes or flow, Yes.

4. Identification of the raw materials and processes used. (Including a discussion of where wastewater is produced and

discharged and attach a step-by-step diagram if possible.) Yes.

5. Description of the sample location and any differences in CA and IU locations. Yes.

6. Description of the treatment system which is in place. Yes.

7. Identification of the chemicals that are maintained onsite and how they are stored. (Attach list of chemicals, if available.)

Discussion regarding the adequacy of spill prevention. Yes.

8. Discussion regarding whether hazardous wastes are stored or discharged and any related problems. Yes.

Notes:

- Discussed the development and implementation of a TOMP.
- Discussed the potential presence of cobalt in the wastewater discharge.
- Discussed the potential of a new sampling point which would allow for the discontinued use of the Combined

Wastestream Formula
- Discussed the TTO sampling requirements that Include the required sample type for the volatile pollutants (Method

624).
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Hi SITE VISIT DATA SHEET (Continued)

IU SITE VISIT REPORT FORM Bob Oslendorf Jr.	 DATE: March 12, 2013

COMPLETED BY:

TITLE: Environmental Specialist 2	 TELEPHONE: 937.285,6307

C-2


