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ACRONYM LIST

Acronym |

AO
BMP
BMR
CA
CERCLA
CFR
ClU
CSO
CWA
CWF
DMR
DSS
EP
EPA
ERP
FDF
FTE
FWA
Gpd

V]

IWS
MGD
MSW
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ND
NOV
NPDES
0&G
PCI
PCS
PIRT
POTW
QA/QC
RCRA
RNC
SiU
SNC
SUo
TCLP
TOMP
TRC
TRE
TRIS
TSDF
TTO
UST
WENDB

| 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 Poliutant 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







GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

As noted in the Introduction, the auditor should review a representative number of SIU files. Section | of this
checklist provides space to document five IU files. This should not be construed to mean that five is an adequate
representation of files to review. The auditor should make as many copies of Section | as needed to document a
representative number of files according to the discussion in the Introduction.

The auditor should ensure that he/she follows up on any and all violations noted in the previous inspection and
annual report during the course of the audit.

Throughout the course of the evaluation, the auditor should look for areas in which the CA should improve the
effectiveness and quality of its program.

Audit findings should clearly distinguish between violations, deficiencies, and effectiveness issues.




SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION

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

IU IDENTIFICATION

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry
Bonenrds  300) HE I/~ By CHEESE PhocessOR
Humboldt, TV 38313

[ 1 ClU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow

(gpd)
Uz7700

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU EQ Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [y]/ No [ ]

Comments =

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ ] NonSIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ ] CIU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ 1 Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ ] Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments




SECTION I: 1U EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 CIU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ 1 NonSIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

General Comments




SECTION I: U EVALUATION

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
_ | | | — IU FILE REVIEW Cite
A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM
/ 1. Issuance or reissuance of control mechanism 403.8(H(1)(iii)
Y4 a. Individual control mechanism
b. General control mechanism 403.8(H(1)iii)(A)
» 2. Individual control mechanism contents 403.8(N(1)(ii)(B)

a. Statement of duration (< 5 years)

b. Statement of nontransferability

/|
/' ¢. Applicable effluent iimits (local limits, categorical standards, Best
Management Practices)

d. Self monitoring requirements

N

¢ |dentification of pollutants to be monitored

e Process for seeking a waiver for pollutant not present or
expected to be present (for ClUs only)

Sampling locations/discharge points

Sample types (grab or composite)

¢ Reporting requirements (including all monitoring results)

e Record-keeping requirements

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties

f. Compliance schedules

NN N

g. Notice of slug loading

h. Notification of spills, bypasses, upsets, etc.

i. Notification of significant change in discharge

i ‘ j- 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement

k. Slug discharge control plan, if determined by the POTW to be
necessary.

403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(4)

Comments

- é;;,s//m 5/~:j C{/Soznﬂfe C&H%’&//J/an on 71:7/" @w




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File

File

File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM (cont.)

3. Issuance of General Control Mechanisms

a

b
c.
d.

Involve the same or similar operations

Discharge the same types of wastes

Require the same effluent limitations

Written request by the 1U for coverage by a general control

mechanism including:

e Contact information

¢ Production processes

e Types of waste generated

¢ Location for monitoring all wastes covered by the general
permit

Documentation to support the POTW's determination

403 _8(f(1)(iii)(A)

Comments




SECTION I: U EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
) [P [ | [— —— IU FILE REVIEW Cite
m‘f- B. CA APPLICATION OF IU PRETREATMENT STANDRDS
1 1. |U categorization 403.8(f)(1)(ii)
] 2. Calculation and application of categorical standards 403.8(N(1)(ii)
| a. Classification by category/subcategory
i b. Classification as new/existing source
¢. Application of limits for all regulated pollutants
d. Classification of nonsignificant CIU 403 3(v)(2)
3. Application of local limits 403.5(c)&(d)&
403.8(f)(1)(ii)
! 4. Application of Best Management Practices 403.8(N(1)(iii}B)(4)
) 5. Calculation and application of production based-standards 403.6(c)
J 6. Calculation and application of CWF or FWA 403.6(d)&(e)
/ 7. Application of most stringent limit 403.8(f)(1) i)
Comments

10




SECTION I: 1U EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
M=l | — IU FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORING
P Sampling
] | | 1. Sampling (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(M(2)(v)
a. If a POTW has waived monitoring for ClIU
¢ Sample waived pollutant(s) at least once during the term of the 403.8(R(2)(v)(A)
/ control mechanism
| 2. Sampling at frequency specified in approved program
3. Documentation of sampling activities 403.8(H(2)(vi)
L 4. Analysis for all regulated parameters |
v 5. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136) 403.8(fH)(2)(vi)
i Inspection
| | | 6. Inspection (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(1)(2)(v)
a. If a POTW has determined a discharger to be a NSCIU 403.8(A)(2)(v)(B)
o Evaluation of discharger with the definition of NSCIU once per year
(verification of certification forms submitted by NSCIUs,
/ compliance with pretreatment standards and requirements)
1, 7. Inspection at frequency specified in approved program
M 8. Documentation of inspection activities 403.8(H(2)(vi)
vV 9. Evaluation of need for slug discharge control plan 403.8(f)(2)(v))
Comments

11




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.

P P [P S Fe— IU FILE REVIEW Cite
o D. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES

M/ 1. ldentification of violations 403.8(f)(2)(vi)

a. Discharge violations

b. Monitoring/reporting violations

c. Compliance schedule violations

2. Calculation of SNC 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
3. Adherence to approved ERP 403.8(f)(5)
\ 4. Escalation of enforcement 403.8(f)(5)
2 5. Publication for SNC 403.8(7)(2)(vi)
Comments

gf jgsfec%l‘ﬂh /?efof?i ’%3// E
v /'/Qu /T)cvzr(‘.h% ~_§/57/@r'\ L\/;O/)/:‘ )'!'\S'//' /u,“/c’o/. @g
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SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

% F)‘/ ViolATION WAS DETECTEP BY TP CHiERT RECORDER,
ANY DS 482 1) 10A5 NOTIFIED By CoY oF THe VIDLATIGN.

VALATD ™A
Hleu PH (0AS CORRETED om Foilow! Pég READING |

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
- | — — | — | — IU FILE REVIEW Cite
E. IU COMPLIANCE STATUS
Vi Self-Monitoring and Reporting
V) 1. Sampling at frequency specified in control mechanism/regulation 403.12(e)&(h)
v 2. Analysis of all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
WA 3. Submission of BMR/90-day report 403.12(b) &(d)
4. Periodic self monitoring reports 403.12(e)&(h)
v/ 5. Reporting all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
v 6. Signatory/certification of reports 403.12())
N 7. Annual certification by NSCIUs 403 12(q)
V| 8. Submission of compliance schedule reports by required dates 403.12(c)
AT A 9. Notification within 24-hours of becoming aware of violations 403.12(g)(2)
AR ¢ » Discharge violation
72 ¢ Slug load
ﬂ%’r’ e Accidental spill
> 10. Resampling/reporting within 30 days of knowledge of violation 403.12(g)(2)
MA 11. Notification of hazardous waste discharge 403.12(j)&(p)
12. Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan 403.8((2)(v)
W 13. Notification of significant changes 403.12())
INSTRUCTIONS: Indicate the IU’s noncompliance status by placing and “X” in the appropriate box.
Discharge
Wz J l J 13. Noncompliance with discharge limits (but not SNC)
A2 14. SNC 403.8(f)(2)(vii)
1 a. Chronic violations
b. TRC
c. Pass through or interference 403.5(a)(1)
e Spill or slug load 403.12(f)
d. Other discharge violations (specify)
f Reporting
15. Noncompliance with reporting requirements (but not SNC) 403.8(N(2)(vi)
16. SNC with reporting requirements 403.8(f)(2)(vii)
omments

13




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File

File

File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

F. OTHER

Comments

(omplated by Don Wadeh ¥ Lbcss YHX — L8 [ )ha

SECTION | COMPLETED BY:

TITLE:

PN NS Y23 o't o iy (A

DATE:

TELEPHONE:
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SECTION I: IU FILE EVALUATION

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

IU IDENTIFICATION

FILE Industry name and address
WeriReck

1720 Nigth Avennt

Hpméﬂ/// g TN 34747

Type of industry

Nena - 647714 ar;’az/ 5,?/1,’/}’(44 7L
r?f/%f%f’;fﬂ% wse 0. Cacd board Mamudachar

[ 1 ClU40CFR

Category(ies) {fﬂ

Average total flow (gpd)
24,735

Average process flow
(gpd)

Yes [./]/ No [ ]

[ 1 Other SIU [ ] NonSIU Industry visited during audit

Comments

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ ] NonSIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 CIU40CFR ) , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ 1 Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClIU40CFR , , Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(gpd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ ] Non SIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued)

FILE Industry name and address Type of industry

[ 1 ClU40CFR Average total flow (gpd) | Average process flow
(9pd)

Category(ies)

[ ] Other SIU [ 1 NonSIU Industry visited during audit Yes [ ] No [ ]

Comments

General Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION

File

File

File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM

1. Issuance or reissuance of control mechanism

a. Individual control mechanism

b. General control mechanism

2. Individual control mechanism contents

a. Statement of duration (< 5 years)

b. Statement of nontransferability

¢. Applicable effluent limits (local limits, categorical standards, Best
Management Practices)

d. Self monitoring requirements

N \\\ N

« |dentification of pollutants to be monitored

X
D

¢ Process for seeking a waiver for pollutant not present or
expected to be present (for ClUs only)

Sampling locations/discharge points

Sample types (grab or composite)

Reporting requirements (including all monitoring results)

¢ Record-keeping requirements

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties

f. Compliance schedules

g. Notice of slug loading

h. Notification of spills, bypasses, upsets, etc.

i. Notification of significant change in discharge

RARANNRENNEN

j- 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement

k. Slug discharge control plan, if determined by the POTW to be
necessary.

403 8(f(1)(iil)

403.8(H(1)(iiiy(A)
403.8(f)(1)(iii}(B)

403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(4)

Comments




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File

File

File

IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM (cont.)

3. Issuance of General Control Mechanisms

a

b
c.
d.

e.

Involve the same or similar operations

Discharge the same types of wastes

Require the same effluent limitations

Written request by the IU for coverage by a general control

mechanism including:

s Contact information

e Production processes

e Types of waste generated

¢ Location for monitoring all wastes covered by the general
permit

Documentation to support the POTW’s determination

403.8(f)(1)(iii)(A)

Comments

Mo é!,zmz/ fﬂ,#m/ /W/(/Wé S5,




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
Py [ P IU FILE REVIEW Cite
B. CA APPLICATION OF IU PRETREATMENT STANDRDS
| | | | 1. IU categorization 403.8(f)(1)(ii)

A/4 | 2. Calculation and application of categorical standards

a. Classification by category/subcategory

b. Classification as new/existing source

c. Application of limits for all regulated pollutants

d. Classification of nonsignificant CIU

Application of local limits

Application of Best Management Practices

Calculation and application of production based-standards

Calculation and application of CWF or FWA

Noos w

._Application of most stringent limit

403.8(f)(1)(ii)

403.3(v)(2)
403.5(c)&(d)&
403.8(f)(1)(ii)
403.8(f)(1)(iii)(B)(4)
403.6(c)
403.6(d)&(e)
403.8(f)(1)(ii)

Comments - 1,,,/ ‘tart Moy - Cateqorycal Tndustrial User

10




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
TRy | P e — IU FILE REVIEW Cite
C. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORING
| Sampling
| | | | /| 1. Sampling (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(f)(2)(v)
a. If a POTW has waived monitoring for ClU
e Sample waived pollutant(s) at least once during the term of the 403.8(MH(2)(v)(A)
control mechanism
/2. Sampling at frequency specified in approved program
1/ | 3. Documentation of sampling activities 403.8(N)(2)(vi)
./ _}-4. Analysis for all regulated parameters
5. Appropriate analytical methods (40 CFR Part 136) 403.8(f(2)(vi)
_| Inspection
| | ] | \/ | 6. Inspection (once a year, except as otherwise specified) 403.8(N(2)(v)
a. Ifa POTW has determined a discharger to be a NSCIU 403.8(f)(2)(vKB)
e Evaluation of discharger with the definition of NSCIU once per year
(verification of certification forms submitted by NSCIUs,
compliance with pretreatment standards and requirements)
v/ | 7. Inspection at frequency specified in approved program
/| 8. Documentation of inspection activities 403.8(N(2)(vi)
/| 9. Evaluation of need for slug discharge control plan 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
Comments

Y 5+ ple

Jole irecetved /17,2019
2 ingpectione [q Dume and July 20/8.

11



SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
IU FILE REVIEW Cite

D. CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES

#/2 | 1. ldentification of violations 403.8(f)(2)(vi)

a. Discharge violations

b. Monitoring/reporting violations

¢. Compliance schedule violations

403.8(f)(2)(vi)

#/4 | 2. Calculation of SNC

/4 | 3. Adherence to approved ERP 403.8(1(5)
‘4 | 4. Escalation of enforcement 403.8(f)(5)

/1/4 | 5. Publication for SNC 403.8(7)(2)(vi)

Comments

12



SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
Ry U S S — IU FILE REVIEW Cite
E. IU COMPLIANCE STATUS
_| Self-Monitoring and Reporting
i/ /| 1. Sampling at frequency specified in control mechanism/regulation 403.12(e)&(h)
./ | 2. Analysis of all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
11/4..| 3. Submission of BMR/90-day report 403.12(b) &(d)
./ | 4. Periodic self monitoring reports 403.12(e)&(h)
/| 5. Reporting all required pollutants 403.12(g)(1)&(h)
/| 6. Signatory/certification of reports 403.12(1)
A/a| 7. Annual certification by NSCIUs 403.12(q)
/| 8. Submission of compliance schedule reports by required dates 403.12(c)
/4 | 9. Notification within 24-hours of becoming aware of violations 403.12(g)(2)
» Discharge violation
¢ Slug load
¢ Accidental spill
n/4 | 10. Resampling/reporting within 30 days of knowledge of violation 403.12(g)(2)
',/_l/g 11 1. Notification of hazardous waste discharge 403.12()&(p)
12. Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan 403.8(f)(2)v)
/2 | 13. Notification of significant changes 403.12(j)

INSTRUCTIONS: Indicate the IU’s noncompliance status by placing and “X” in the appropriate box.

Discharge
| | | | 4/ | 13. Noncompliance with discharge limits (but not SNC)
/2 | 14. SNC 403.8(f)(2)(vi)
a. Chronic violations
b. TRC
¢. Pass through or interference 403.5(a)(1)
¢ Spill or slug load 403.12(f)
d. Other discharge violations (specify)
Reporting
71/2 | 15. Noncompliance with reporting requirements (but not SNC) 403.8(f(2)(vii)
#/a | 16. SNC with reporting requirements 403.8(f)(2)(vil)

Comments

13




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION (Continued)

File

File

File

File

File
— IU FILE REVIEW

Reg.
Cite

F. OTHER

Comments

SECTION | COMPLETED BY: W Rhet Lurdy

TITLE: E,{V,'/'MMM-A!/ Q:‘ﬁ/{#)'/ 2

DATE: 7/3//9
TELEPHONE: 4 /5-3(3 =64 30

14




SECTION I: IU EVALUATION

File | File | File | File | File Reg.
|2 |__|__ IU FILE REVIEW Cite
A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM
1. Issuance or reissuance of control mechanism 403.8(f)(1)(iii)
v a. Individual control mechanism
i b. General control mechanism 403 8(f)(1)(iii)(A)
= 2. Individual control mechanism contents 403.8(f)(1)(ii))(B)
a. Statement of duration (< 5 years)
Vi b. Statement of nontransferability
c. Applicable effluent limits (local limits, categorical standards, Best
7 Management Practices)

d. Self monitoring requirements 403.8(f)(1)(ii)(B)4)
e |dentification of pollutants to be monitored
¢ Process for seeking a waiver for pollutant not present or
expected to be present (for CiUs only)
Sampling locations/discharge points
Sample types (grab or composite)
Reporting requirements (including all monitoring results)
Record-keeping requirements
e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties
f. Compliance schedules

A

NS
NRRRNNR N KSR BN

DRI

R g. Notice of slug loading
/AP h. Notification of spills, bypasses, upsets, etc.
1w i. Notification of significant change in discharge
| j- 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement
k. Slug discharge control plan, if determined by the POTW to be
necessary.
Comments

@ Pz[/ under /a.’{zf yins should be ‘nstartinn e
M, %1 |
rcommedd spechying PEC dag

Needs Gypass
/{/((c/f /w/f/f'c'm[-‘aﬂ 01[’ é‘j/Z,‘,/,'Cﬂ,(-/ CAA/gC i /,'gdﬁd/‘jg,

L/ ko 54/ ceridiationr Shalementts?
(7) CBOD vs. BODs

ﬂ'ﬂg{m,‘.,lg /\&/,'5;,./(({ 55 %AJ"AZ L%ﬂ/j 07/22/20/9
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SECTION Il: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete this section based on CA activities to implement its pretreatment program. Answers to these
questions may be obtained from a combination of sources including discussions with Ca personnel, review of general and
specific U files, IU 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 items 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 MODIFICATION [403.18]

Yes No

1. a. Has the CA made any substantial changes to the pretreatment program that were not
reported to the Approval Authority (e.g., legal authority, less stringent limits, L
multijurisdictional situation)?
If yes, discuss.

b. Is the CA in the process of making any substantial modifications to any pretreatment Yes No
program component (including legal authority, less stringent local limits, DSS el
requirements, multijurisdictional situation, etc.)?

If yes, describe. . s rixk Yoo 260 4o ‘)M
. ) UNI—B<S X o YO,
Wit te mudoms S sien L ‘\{c_o Ginits
'op:-)‘rm *|i '\"\,sjo!\ P vENG) SVO v cadro~  loc .
w 910 - ’5 ,\‘7‘,__5;,-\; A'Vh bb—il‘n - 9 -\ PPN, . 2N O-F""'\f'
Yes No

¢. Has the CA adopted the 3 required components of the streamlining regulations o
(slug control requirements referenced in the control mechanism, definition of SNC, and
Madification to sampling requirements)?

If not, when?
Yes No

d. Does the CA plan to adopt any of the non-mandatory aspects of the streamlining —
regulations?

If yes, describe. a zwv al-Jg—

| C
N po\\urj—:f nol et OhPe ol L,
wiass oo
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

B. LEGAL AUTHORITY [403.8(f)(1)]

Yes No
1. Are there any contributing jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the POTW? LT
If yes, explain how the legal authority addresses the contributing jurisdictions.
2. a. Has the CA updated its legal authority (e.g., SUO) to reflect changes in the General Yes No
Pretreatment Regulations ? K
b. Has the CA updated its legal authority to reflect the streamlining changes? —
c. Did all contributing jurisdictions update their SUOs in a consistent manner? ALGl
Explain
3. Does the CA experience difficulty in implementing its legal authority [i.e., SUO, Yes No
interjurisdictional agreement (e.g., permit challenged, entry refused, penalty appealed)]? _—

If yes, explain.

16




SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

C. IU CHARACTERIZATION [403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)]

1. How does the CA define SIU? (Is it the same in contributing jurisdictions?)
7}"‘ A
S
Arsifhis Aectoed
Cute Sav\‘é“f
“/\,S. WLMJ«- U~B-d Yy Ww b ‘ &'&'\1\ o

2. How are SlUs identified and categorized (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?

Discuss any problems.

iW S ) Voced \vaowvcla-ef Mivt‘r& Mow;,l)
CSionas SexVIe ©2pS IV ENTS IO

Wé& é. \M \LSMVQ MHMJ

3. a. How and when does the CA update its IWS to identify new IUs (including those in contributing jurisdictions)?
frecy Bive qaans - Pl so0iey
ConFinuons O owies

b. How and when does the CA identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing IUs (including those in contributing
jurisidictions)?

\N3pachiv-s, FeAF s g e il ETcebTof

Yes No
¢. Does the CA have procedures to update its IWS to identify new IUs or changes in —
wastewater discharges at existing 1Us? [403.8()(2)(i)]
d. Indicate which methods are used to update the IWS.
e Review of newspaper / phone book e Onsite inspections el

e Review of water billing records Permit application requirements

K[

e Review of plumbing / building permits

Citizens involvement

Other (specify) e

. " ,

e. How often is the IWS to be updated® A~ o Adin |

S (uStores yevva Yeps
6)( 0 A P <95, =
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

C. IU CHARACTERIZATION (continued) [403.8(f)(2)(i)&(ii)]

4. How many |Us are currently identified by the CA in each of the following groups?

a. | 7F SlUs (as defined by the CA) [WENDB - SIUS]
O ClUs
O Zero-discharging SIUs
4 Noncategorical SIUs (including zero-discharging noncat. SIUs)
b. @) Other regulated noncategorical IUs (specify)
c. 4 TOTAL

d | O ] NSCIUs* (as defined by 40 CFR 403.3(v)(2))

List Nonsignificant Categorical Industrial Users:

** A NSCIU never discharges more than 100 gpd of total categorical wastewater (excluding, noncontact cooling and
boiler blowdown wastewater) and the following conditions are met:

Discharger consistently complied with all applicable categorical requirements

Discharger submits annual certification statement required in 40 CFR 403.12(q)

Discharger never discharges any untreated concentrated wastewater.
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SECTION Il: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

D. CONTROL MECHANISM EVALUATION [403.8(f)(1)(iii)]
1. a. How many and what percent of the total SIUs are not covered by an ‘ O [

existing unexpired permit, or other individual control mechanism? [WENDB - NOCM] [RNC - 1]

%

)

b. How many SIUs (as defined by the CA) are required to be covered by a general control mechanism? | ; | :

List StUs:

c. How many control mechanisms were not issued within 180 days of the expiration date of the | Q
previous control mechanism? [RNC - 1]

If any, explain.

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

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

Discuss n \a

Yes No

3. a. Does the CA accept any waste by truck, rail, or dedicated pipe?

b. Is any of the waste hazardous as defined by RCRA? W o
L
CA does ol aiepr any hanled WoSE € does et plen Fo
aCeept any haded Jeske tn e Srure

c. Describe the CA's program to control hauled wastes including a designated discharge point (e.g., number of points,
control/security, procedures). [403.5(b)(8)]

nla
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SECTION li: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS

1. What limits (categorical, local, other) does the CA apply to wastes that are hauled to the POTW (directly to the
treatment plant or within the collection system, including contributing jurisdictions)? [403.8(f)(2)(iii)]

ne-

2. How does the CA keep abreast of current regulations to ensure proper implementation of standards? [403.8(f)(2)iii)]

ToEC Sernones, WSy WL (lab ouditigs presntedes :

CoNYuditand™

3. Local limits evaluation: [403.8(f)(4); 122.21(j)] Ms. Lestion | U“”'\'} “cul-u* {4-%&

a. For what pollutants have local limits been set

L‘ - s'Lar—S ) i |
‘:L)Y() GYSMMa LS UJV\M“‘”\'& ) bt~ o Catle~totrurs
o)
Qwrbe,_)—hu\\ Lc\&tw\o&\\—\s l o

b. How were these pollutants decided upon
PTL peeors 3

c. What was the most prevalent / most stringent criteria for the limits
CT inhmie——

d. Which allocation method(s) were used?

U elloceion ot hosed ,\M
¢ ' 6~
WiVl he (w\\ocd«»\ﬁ O™
Yes No
e. Has the CA identified any pollutants of concern beyond those in its local limits? L

If yes, how has this been addressed?

¥ CA in pNQLSS o (Q_a-h,(,oosdr‘\'\ﬁ Gnrumentos MATL
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SECTION li: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

E. APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREMENTS (Continued)

4. What problems, if any, were encountered during local limits development and/or implementation?

NO  (SEWaS  inbted

5. Does the CA have procedures to notify all IUs of applicable pretreatment standards and any Yes _ No

applicable requirements under the CWA and RCRA? v

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING

1. a. How does the CA determine adequate IU monitoring (sampling, inspecting, and reporting) frequencies?
CA SemapaS [y i
CA \‘nc\m\gc}{ \\ N A

$10< 3M~'PU~» 7—\‘6‘( Al
N0 Fepo-t~  ponthiy

b. Is the frequency established above more, less, or the same as required?

Explai diff _ Ve dt<R LS ; . Y ¥ S A
Km a:j;_;ﬁczxc,{_c,d ¢ Yot [Wﬁ@ m“{“f“{*‘r”mﬁjﬂq% \L‘m}\—‘m\\\f
\ H r. 5
Q}’P\" OQ &@P{Mf) Pv‘()ﬁ‘ omr—, \ A(/ 3 'M'f l&M i bﬁ@&&(J

S dted [ L nemnteled ragrikaling, fras
6()%4‘5'\ _‘% wa(_\(\peﬂ\ﬁ—&. J)\{ow,

c. If the CA does all of the sampling in lieu of the industry, does the CA repeat the sample and analysis within 30 days of
any violation?

CA  dwes vt paandee in 7o of A dstres

2. In the past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIUs were: [403.8(f)(2)(v)] [RNC - 1]
(Define the 12 month period 7|4 |19  to |4 [ D )

a. Not sampled or not inspected at least once [WENDB - NOIN] ®) o %
b. Not sampled at least once O ) %
c. Notinspected at least once (all parameters) ? o o %

If any, explain. Indicate how percentage was determined (e.g. actual, estimated).
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SECTION IIl: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (Continued)

3. Indicate the number and percent of SIUs that were identified as being in SNC* with the following requirements from
the CA’s last pretreatment program report ? [WENDB] [RNC - II]

SNC Evaluation Period [ {0 [, [[2 — 3|2\| (&

I « % | Applicable pretreatment standards and reporting *SNC defined by: '
= requirements
@) 0 Y% | Self-monitoring requirements POTW
o) & % | Pretreatment compliance schedule(s) EPA v

DA - G~ A
3a. Indicate the number of SIUs that have been in 100% compliance with all pretreatment requirements?

Evaluation Period: lD[ \! L9 - ’5!%\ !\“‘(

Number of SlUs: D

Names of SIlUs: (4

4. What does the CA’s basic inspection include? (Process areas, pretreatment facilities, chemical and hazardous waste
storage areas, chemical spill prevention areas, hazardous waste handling procedures, sampling procedures, laboratory
procedures, and monitoring records.) [403.8(f)(2)(v)&(vi)] g3

Porex Q! ( 4 1° Consairmmat|$oiVL
6—
Stov om (N6 i wate Berege P

cortrel slug ovaloedre

5. Who performs CA’s compliance monitoring analysis?

Performed by: CA/Contract Laboratory Name
* Metals \nlaspoint
e Cyanide A
¢ Organics \

e Other (specify)

6. What QA/QC techniques does the CA use for sampling and analysis (e.g., splits, blanks, spikes), including
verification of contract laboratory procedures and appropriate analytical methods? [403.8(f)(vi)]

Prone! blnmes _
CA Oeabmmadyg SPWTS P fndusteies

yNs
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEW/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

F. COMPLIANCE MONITORING (Continued)

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

Lod issues Wi plansts wits > M. leathe o hss o A derse d
A3 s ol e Lol

Yes No
8. Did any IUs notify the CA of a hazardous waste discharge? [403.12())&(p)] I/
If yes, summarize. "
Y at ST 106 tue~d . Ao, Leattarond  comtuched I‘Joﬂbmd\ ‘o %o-*\’-"

) : e d
\l/’:m Ho—poldt . My (ncidet - KoM 0N AO Lith pewstiies.
Moy 1013 & gy 20\

9. a. How and when does tfie CA evaluate/reevaluate SIUs for the need for a slug control plan? [403.8(f)(2)(v)]
AL Q08 hare & SDCP : (_
CA o koM oy Qo kST o Ol oS “w-'-’k N 1Nspedre

b. How many SlUs were not evaluated for the need to develop slug discharge control plans*? | EE

* For dischargers identified as significant prior to November 14, 2005, this evaluation must be performed at least once by
October 14, 2006. Additional S1Us must be evaluated within 1 year of being designated as a SIU.

10. Does the CA use Best Management Practices (BMPs) as a local limit? If yes, did they make necessary changes to
their legal authority and the IU control mechanism? Do they have documentation of supporting rationale for each BMP?
d
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SECTION li: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

G. ENFORCEMENT

1. What is the CA's definition of SNC? [403.8(f)(2)(vii)]

S 18 Mo Stk | Sepred  gotnfT
My, Laatadtas sty Loorked SUO.

2. ERP implementation: [403.8(f)(5))

a. Status ‘

b. Problems with implementation

MNone

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

MS. earhar—d e8 fond b pfRechoe

CA s Frad Borgesels ogprox. Bafle =V
S e pESWAY of MV‘W

nstedud o DA

No

Yes
3. a. Does the CA use compliance schedules? [403.8(f)(1)(iv)(A)] v
b. If yes, are they appropriate? Provide examples. —

DeF NS (AN ot~
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SECTION Ii: DATA REVIEW/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

G. ENFORCEMENT (Continued)

Yes No
e
4. Did the CA publish all SIUs in SNC in the largest daily newspaper in the previous year? e
[403.8(f)(2)(vii)]
If yes, attach a copy.
If no, explain.
0A Yot oy off Dans PN
% 0
CA will sl cPpy 2R paxt AR
On Lo
5. How many SlIUs are in SNC with self - monitoring requirements and were not inspected and / or O
sampled (in the four most recent full quarters)? [WENDB]
6. a. Has the CA experienced any problems sincehigg last inspection Unk Yes No
(interference, passthrough, collection system problems, illicit dumping of v

hauled wastes, or worker health and safety problems) caused by industrial discharges?

b. If yes, describe and explain the CA’'s enforcement action against the IUs causing or contributing to problems.

[RNC - I | ‘
. — Lo Mrsr e Vs Opr~-S2 Yo (plleckie— S\fblw
EE Ejeieng g P gusorarge. QA ~ariged to ot

ww_gum?ﬂ ot pPloi Hud Y RN DwM W

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

1. How is confidential information handled by the CA? [403.14]

0p 028 b Laare wakgeAnd Aty \Would Qlore (a lwoed celbinet
DS Ss<® e aurC en~e S,

2. How are requests by the public to review files handled?

LA V&S ot hhe? o re_qU.L.S“, CA \Wod PNQQG\UJ‘?-, QJnm,\(
oliog 3 Hrat sl cequertt vt o oo e oupyhy
\

f\e,con,‘,e\—v\ﬁéj M2
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SECTION IlI: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

H. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUBLIC PARTICIPATION (Continued)

3. Describe whether the CA’s data management system is effective in supporting pretreatment implementation and
enforcement activities.

ﬁ\p()&;_.rQ ‘e_}-—k—{.al—‘[\f{_‘ WA LQ_WLA—M& Q/msy\,\( \QQM o\

»(e QUQ,S“’CO\ (T\*ll-—tg :

4. How does the CA ensure public participation during revisions to the SUO and/or local limits? [403.5(c)(3)]

ABVC et tn et HuaiaeidE Onrs i

5. Explain any public or community issues impacting the CA's pretreatment program.

N

6. How long are records maintained? [403.12(0)] [ OVEr S
i

MS, \-MMLMJ does b Mvod Fas O G

|. RESOURCES [403.8(f)(3)]

1. Estimate the number of personnel (in FTEs) available for implementing the program. [Consider:
legal assistance, permitting, 1U inspections, sample collection, sample analysis, data analysis,

review and response, enforcement, and administration (including record keeping and data [ .2.5 FTEs
management)]. “\’T
Y B PO A Voo
b Pl Eraneubd
6 58 SEpas s
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

|I. RESOURCES [403.8(f)(3)] (Continued)

Yes No
2. Does the CA have adequate access to monitoring equipment? (Consider: sampling, flow ol
measurement, safety, transportation, and analytical equipment.)
3. a. Estimate the annual operating budget for the CA’s program. \ 3 \,q . 000
b. Is funding expected to: stay the same,@decrease (note time frame; e.g., following year, next 3 years,
etc.) ? =
\ ; —
Discuss any changes in funding. O M s kdiro o l'ﬁ&bﬁ

4. Discuss any problems in program implementation which appear to be related to inadequate resources.

5. a. How does the CA ensure personnel are qualified and up - to - date with current program requirements?

MS. LWW (v e oy KU gnplove s 4o
ST
PT s Loaiarled s Levll LU \VobudSy
Yes No
b. Does the CA have adequate reference material to implement its program? ,_/
6. Identify the sources of funding for the pretreatment program.

a. POTW general operating fund d. Monitoring charges
b. IU permit fees e. Other (specify) — D
c. Industry surcharges — Pase O%ev fee
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SECTION Ii: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION

1. a. How many times were the following monitored by the CA during in the past year?

Metals
Priority pollutants
Biomonitoring

Influent

Effluent

Ambient
(Receiving
Water)

P

C e

N\ 4

|

ale
{

\

\

TCLP

EP toxicity

e —1

Other (specify)

Less

Equal More

b. Is this frequency less than, equal to, or more than that required by the NPDES

T

permit?

Wdﬁ— for APOES opp

Explain any differences.

6 ¥(‘ %CJC'-MS

. Has the CA evaluated historical and current data to determine the effectiveness of

pretreatment controls on: Yes

e Improvements in POTW operations

e | oadings to and from the POTW

¢ NPDES permit compliance

¢ Sludge quality ?

b. Has the CA documented these findings ?

¢. If they have been documented, what form does the documentation take?
Explain. (Attach a copy of the documentation, if appropriate.)
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SECTION li: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS / POLLUTION PREVENTION (Continued)

seen? (Increases in pollutant loadings over the years? Decreases? No change?)

Discuss on pollutant - by - poliutant basis.

3. If the CA has historical data concerning influent, effluent, and sludge sampling for the POTW, what trends have been

e
4. Has the CA investigated the sources contributing to current pollutant loadings to the Yes No
POTW (i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, commercial, and domestic e
sources)?
If yes, what was found?
Yes No
5. a. Has the CA attempted to implement any kind of public education program? il
o

b. Are there any plans to initiate such a program to educate users about pollution
prevention?
Explain. . Yo s
\ [ B
ﬂ@wu uu-—lr;-f,& 2 A Ao~ od V\U.r‘g\’g ’ _ . }
AoreS  pudes o iF St S horiiad -
W EF nraterted o

minimization at IUs, household hazardous waste programs) ?

[‘{o«/—

6. What efforts have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention into the CA’s pretreatment program (e.g., waste
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SECTION II: DATA REVIEWI/IU SITE VISIT (Continued)

J. ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTIVENESS/POLLUTION PREVENTION (Continued)

7. Does the CA have any documentation concerning successful pollution prevention
programs being implemented by IUs (e.g., case studies, sampling data demonstrating
pollutant reductions)?

Explain.

Yes No

K. ADDITIONAL EVALUATIONS/INFORMATION

\y\ pVQ,CLS'i OF |;'\S’HJ'\.I\’\S alo— Ane Q\kfs*"m
b \AT ¢ P G € LIOAC o i Foctanuvd 035485

Successi— }\“-’\“’k'\ﬁ
foc o
preiTEss
thcu_)d“w op-ev

NANN T M5, Leabtas Lid 15 J{Y“Nvé

>Re~d \Wr Fv o Alx

< .)L.Li
Ton - Dee 2608 Sk

%— cnst T dreabed [ (g 304 oS PJ')'\SM\:S

WS d.nuﬁ%&, Crrrtniiy Ne PUS
eSS TNT o~ FO edee

M’WV\@PT' COOmmut V™

SECTION il COMPLETED BY: L(l\‘/d Logy\bM
TITLE: €C Z

DATE: o l Q‘ W
332—973((

TELEPHONE: (.1 £
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ATTACHMENT A

PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STAUS UPDATE



PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS UPDATE

INSTRUCTIONS: This attachment is intended to serve as an update of program status. It should be
updated prior to each audit based on information obtained from the most recent PCI and / or audit and
the last pretreatment program performance report

A. CA INFORMATION

1. CA name  Humbooldt o d of Prolic Uhlhes

2. a. Pretreatment contact b. Mailing address
Ay S. B2 Avetrr

c. Title PT (rordieto- d. Telephone number 73(- 784 - A2¢]

3. Date of last CA report to Approval Authority |8 |71

4. Is the CA currently operating under any pretreatment - related consent decree, Yes No
Administrative Order, compliance schedule, or other enforcement action ? " il

5. Effluent and sludge quality
a. List the NPDES effluent and sludge limits violated and the suspected cause(s)

Parameters Violated Cause(s)

dee Ghroed \US 3

';?—E,{Dwe‘

b. Has the treatment plant had any violations of biosolids regulations?

wle | lend B

B. PRETREATMENT PROGRAM STATUS

1. Indicate components that were identified as deficient.

Last PCI Last Audit Program Report

Date: ({3 |\ | Date: (, |84 | Date:
] JI

. Program modification

. Legal authority

. Local limits

. 1U characterization

Application of pretreatment standards

. Compliance monitoring

. Enforcement program

a
b
c
d
e. Control mechanism —
f.
g
h
l.

Data management

j. Program resources

k. Other (specify)




