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Ohio Environmental 
Protection Agency 

John R. Kasich, Governor 

MaryTaylor, Lt. Governor 

Craig W. Butler, Director 

Re: Lima WWTP 
Inspection 
NPDES 
Allen County 
2PE00000 

March 17, 2017 

Mayor and Council 
City of Lima 
50 Town Square 
Lima, Ohio 45801 

Dear Mayor and Council Members: 

On February 28, 2017, a Pretreatment Audit of the City's approved Pretreatment program was 
conducted. Mr. David Schnipke, Mr. Jim Bookman and Mr. Rob Flinn were present to provide 
pretreatment information to Ohio EPA representative, Peggy Christie. 

The pretreatment compliance inspection followed a checklist designed to evaluate the major areas of 
the City's program, a file review, and an inspection of two of the City's industrial users (Ford Motor 
Company and Dana Holding Corporation). Our inspection findings and recommendations are 
summarized below. 

AII industrial user inspections and sampling requirements are being carried out. Your implementation 
of Lima's approved pretreatment program remains satisfactory. 

If you have any questions or comments concerning the enclosed inspection report, please contact 
Ms. Peggy Christie at 419-373-3006 or by e-mail at Peqgy.Christieepa.ohio.gov. 

Sincerely, 

l{jElizabethP. Wi k, P.E. 
Environmental Engineer/Section Manager 
Division of Surface Water 

PBC/jim 
Enclosure 
ec: Ms. Phoebe Low, CO, DSW 

Mr. Eric Markley, WWTP Supervisor, City of Lima 
Mr. David Schnipke, Environmental Compliance Manager, City of Lima 
Mr. Jim Bookman, Industrial Monitoring and Laboratory Chief, City of Lima 
Inspection Tracking 

Northwest District Office • 347 North Dunbridge Road • Bowling Green, OH 43402-9398 
epa.ohlo.gov • (419) 352-8461 • (419) 352-8468 (fax) 



Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

INSPECTION TYPE INSPECTOR FACILITY TYPE DATE CONDUCTED 
Audit Pegqy Christie 1 02/28/2017 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

NAME AND LOCATION OF FACILITY 

City of Lima WWTP 

1200 Fort Amanda Road 

Lima, OH 45804 

MAILING ADDRESS OF FACILITY 

City of Lima W WTP 

50 Town Square 

Lima, OH 45801  

CONTACT (NAME)TITLE/PHONE) 

David Schnipke/Environmental Compiiance Manager/(419) 228-5462 ext 5130 

James R. Bookman/Industriai Monitoring and Laboratory Chief/(419) 221-5196 

Rob Flinn/Industrial Monitoring Technician 

EVALUATION 

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

IU Permit issuance CA Inspection Activities 

IU Permit Contents CA Enforcement Activities 

CA Compliance Monitoring IU Seif-Monitoring 

* See inspection letter 

Nam s(s) and ' ture(s) of inspestor(s) Agency / Office / Telephone Date 

   

Peggy B. Christie Ohio EPA/NWDO/419-373-3006 

    

Signature of Reviewer~ 

/f~a ~~ rr~~~ ̀ ~/ 

 

Date 

31/,6I/7 
Thomas Poffenbarger, P.E. Ohio EPA/NWDO/419-373-3000 

 



PRETREATMENT AUDIT CHECKLIST 

aUDITCtiEcx,,ls r co,ir:N.rs 

Cover Page and Acronym List 
Section I IU File Evaluation 
Section II Intefview 
Section III Evaluation and Summary 

Attachment A Pretreaunent Program Status Update 

Attachment B Pretreatment Program Profile 

Attachment C Worksbeets 

WENDB/ RNC Worksheet (Required) 

I[D Site Visit Report Form (Optiotial) 

File Review Worksheets (Optional) 
Attachment D Supporting Documentation 

 

c'ontrol Authority (C.A ) n:mIc ;un 3:,ddress Date(s) of Audit 

    

INSPECTO 

 

sme..° 

 

TiNtlAlialion Tele  hone Number 

Peggy Christie 

 

Environmental Engineer/Ohio EPA 419-373-3006 

         

CA REPRESENTAT S 

 

Name - 

 

:Titk/AfNietion Tele honeNumber 

Mr. David Schnlpke 

 

Bnvlronmenta! Compliance Manager 419-221-5294 

Mr. lames Bookman 

 

/ndustrial Monitoring and Laboratory Chief 419-221-5196 

Mr. Rob Fltnn 

 

Industrla( Monitoring Technician 

 



AO Administrarive Order 
BMP Best Management Practices 
BMR Baseline Monitoring Report 
CA Control Authority 
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Remediation, Compensation, and Liability Act 
CFR Code of Federal Regulations 
CIU Categorical Industrial User 
CSO Combined Sewer Overflow 
CWA Clean Water Act 
CWF Combined Wastestream Formula 
DMR Discharge Monitoring Report 
DSS Domestic Sewage Study 
EP Extraction Procedure 
EPA U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
ERP Enforcement Response Plan 
FDF Fundamentally Different Factors 
FTE Full-Time Equivalent 
FWA Flow-Weighted Average 
gpd gallons per day 
IU Industrial User 
IWS Industrial Waste Survey 
MGD Million Gallons Per Day 
MSW Municipal Solid Waste 
N/A Not Applicable 
ND Not Determined 
NOV Notice of Violation 
NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
O&G Oil and Grease 
PCI Pretreatment Compliance Inspection 
PCS Permit Compliance System 
PIRT Pretreatment Implementation Review Task Force 
POTW Publicly Owned Treatment Works 
QA/QC Quality Assurance/Quality Control 
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
RNC Reportable Noncompliance 
SIU Significant Industrial User 
SNC Significant Noncompliance 
SUO Sewer Use Ordinance 
TCLP Toxicity Characteristic Leacbate Procedure 
TOMP Toxic Organic Management Plan 
TRC Technical Review Criteria 
TRE Technical Review Evaluation 
TRIS Toxics Release Inventory System 
TSDF Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facility 
TTO Total Toxic Organics 
UST Underground Storage Tank 
WENDB Water Enforcement National Data Base 



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

IU IDENTIFICATION 

FILE I Industry name and address Type of industry 

Ford Motor Corttpany Manufaeturer of automotive engines 
1155 Rible Road 
Lima, Ohio 

IU CLASSIFICATION BY CA: Average total flow (gpd) Average process flow (gpd) 
❑ Categorical SIU - 40 CFR_, _, Category(ies) 

  

® Non-categorical SIU D Non SfU 

 

100 000-120 000 

  

: Industry visited during PCI?Yes ® No ❑ 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

❑ SNC (period: )❑ Noncompliance/corrected D Noncomphance/continuing In compliance. 

EXPLANATION: 

Coinments: Sanitary is discharged through a separate tine. 

IU IDENTIFICATION (Continued) 

FILE 2 Industry name and address Type of industry 

Dana Holding Corporation Manufactures driveshafts for the automotive industry 
777.8ible Road 
Lima, OH 45801-2025 

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

❑ Categorical SIU - 40 CFR ,_, Category(ies) — 

  

❑ Non-categorical SIU ® Non SIU 1300 

 

Industry visited durin PCI? Yes ® No ❑ 

 

COMPLIANCE STATUS 

❑ SNC (period: ) ❑ Noncompliance/corrected D Noncompliance/continuing N In compliance 
EXPLANATION: 

Comments: This facility used to have a discharge permit with the City, but they now haul all the process wastewater off-site to Valicor for 
recycling. Currently they only discharge sanitary wastewater to the City. 

The City inspects this facility once a year and samples them twice a year. 



 

Industr 

 

Name 

 

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

 

~ 

   

pq 

    

Use N/A (Not Applicable) where necessary. Use ND (Not Detennined) where there is insufftcient 

 

~~ 

   

information to evaluate/detetmine implementation status. Comments should be provided in the comment 
~ r 

    

area at the bottom of the page for all violations, deficiencies, and/or other problems as well as for any 

 

ti 

   

areas of concem 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, 
'tt ~ 

   

deficiency, and or problem. Attach relevant copies of IU file information for documentation. Where no 
io q 

   

comment is needed, enter an"x" to indicate area was reviewed. The evaluation should emphasize any 

     

areas where im rovements in pualitv and effectiveness can be made. 

File File File File File Reg. 
I 2 

   

SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW Cite 

     

A. ISSUANCE OF IU CONTROL MECHANISM 

I. Control mechanism application form 

2. Proper IU categorization (sig cat, sig non-cat, non-sig) 

3. Issuance or reissuance of control mechanism 403.8(i)(1)(iii) 

4. 'Control mechanism contents ' : 403.8(tJ(1)piij 

a. Statement of duration (< 5 years) 403.8(t)(t)(iii)(A) 

b. Statementofnontransferabilityw/oprioraotification/approval ' 403s(f)(1)(iti)(s) 

c. Applicable effluent limits 403.8(i)(I)(iii)(C) 

Application of applicable categorical standards 403.8(t)(1)(ii) 

-Classification by category/subcategory 

-Classification as new/existing source 

-Application of limits for all categorical pollutants 

-Application of TTO or TOMP alternative 

-Calculation and application of production-based standards 403.6 

-Calculation and application of CWF or FWA 403.6(d)&(c) 

^ Application of applicable local limits 

^ Application of most stringent limit ' 403 8(fl(1)(ti) 

Y N/A 

   

Y N/A 

   

Y N/A 

        

Y N/A 

   

Z' N/A . 

  

Y N/A 

        

N/A N/A 

   

N/A N/A 

   

N/A N/A 

   

Y N/A ' 

  

N/A N/A 

   

N/A N/A 

   

Z' N/A 

   

Y N/A 

   

Comments: Dana is not under permit. They no longer discharge process wastewater to the City. 



FSIe File File lNik Fite Reg. 
j 2 SECTION 1: IU FILE REVIEW Cite 

A; I$SUANC$ OF itl CQN~'ICO~ IylE(`;HANISM (Conttn»ed -', 

N/A 
j 

d. IU self-monitoring requirements • 4o38(MiHttt)(~) 

• Identifica6on of pollutants to be monitored 

~! 

¥ N/A 

 

Y N/A 

 

Y N/A 

 

Y N/A 

 

Y N/A 

 

N/A N/A• 

 

. Sampling frequency 

• Sampliug locations/discharge points defined . 

• Reporting requirements 

• Appropriate sample types (grab or composite) . • . . • .- 

• Record keeping requirements 403.12(o) 

e. Statement of applicable civil and criminal penalties • 4o3•8(f)(1)ru)n 

f. Compliance schedules/progess reports (if applicable) 

g. Requirement to notify CA of slug loadings 

h. Requirement to notify CA of spills, bypasses, upsets, etc. 

• :L . Requirement to notify CA of significant cbange in discharge .. 

j. 24-hour notification of violation/resample requirement 4O3.$(tX1Xtti)0 

G~ 



File 
L 

File 
2 

File File File 
SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW 

Reg. 
Cite 

 

B. CA COMPLIANCE MONITORING 

     

l. Inspection 

a. Inspection at frequency specified in'approved program 

b. Documentation of inspection activities (inspection checklist) 

c. Evaluation of need forslug discharge control plan (reevaluation of 
existing plan) 

2. Sampling 

a. Sampling at frequency specified in approved prograw 

b. Documentation of sampling activities (chain-of-custody; QA/QC) 

c. Analysis for all regulated parameters 

d. Appropriate analytical metliods (40 CFR Part 136) 

403.8

 

403.8 

403.8(fX2)(vi) 

4q3.8(t)(2)(v)

 

403.8(f)(2)(vi) 

403.12(g)(t) 

403.8(f)(2)(vi) 

 

Y 

    

1' 

   

ly 

          

1' 

    

Y 

   

Z' Y 

   

P Y 

   



File 
11 

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

 

C. ' CA ENFORCEIoIENT 1\CTIVJTIES. 

~ 

    

I. Identification of and response to violations 

a. Discharge violations . . .. 

• lU self-monitoring 

• CA compliance monitoring 

b. Monitoring/reporting violations 

• ' IU self-monitoring 

-Reporting (e.g., frequency, content, signatory requirements) 

-Sampling (e.g., frequency, pollutants) . 

-TTOrequirementsmet 

• NotiBcation 

-Notified CA of significant change in operation or discharge 

-Itnmediate notification of slug load discharge or accidental spill. 

-24 hour notification after becoming aware of discharge 
violations 

-Resampled/reported within 30 days of Imowledge of violation 

• Submission/implementation of slug discharge control plan 

• . Met compliance schedule milestones by required dates 

c. Compliance schedule violations 

• Start-up/fmai eompliance 

• Interim dates 

'w3.81~x~) 
., 

OAC 3745-3-06(Fl 

403.I2(i) 

OAC 3745-3-05 

403.12(g1(2) 

403•t2f8)(2) 

403.8UX2Xv) 

403•12 

I N:'A 
p - 
1: / A 

N/A 

  

.. 

N'A 

   

N%A N/A 

   

N A N/A 

   

N/A 

N!A 

N/A :' ` . 

  

N/A 

   

N!A 

N;A 

N/A 

   

N/A 

   

N/A 

N A 

N; A 

N/A 

   

--.,._--.-- 
i NA 

   

N; A 

   

N/A N/A 

   

N/A .N/A., ` 

  

N/A N/A 

   

N/A N/A 

   

N/A N/A 

   

N/A. N/A. :: 

  

N/A N/A 

   

Comments: Both facilities are in compliance 

8 



File 
1 

File 
2 

File File File 
SECTION I: IU FILE REVIEW 

Reg. 
Cite 

 

C. 'CA ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITIES (Continued) 

N/A N/A 

   

2. Proper calculation of SNC 4o3.8(t)(2)(vii) 

     

a. Cbronic 

      

b. TRC 

      

c. Pass through/interference 

      

d. Spill/slug load 

      

e. Reporting 

      

f. Compliance schedule 

      

g. Other violations (speeify) 

 

N/A N/A 

   

3. Adberence to approved ERP 

      

a. Proper response to violation ~ .' 4o3.8(f)(5) 

     

b. Escalation of enforcement 4o3.8(f)(5) 

N/A N/A 

   

4. ' Return to compliance 

      

a. Within 90 days 

      

b. Within time specified 

      

c. Through compliance schedule 

 

N/A N/A 

   

5. Pub&cation for SNC 4o3.8(t)(2)(vii) 

N/A N/A 

   

D. OTHER 

 

Comments: 

Older file reference in Dana's file of notification of SNC and publication in paper. But the facility is in compliance currently 



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 
IU 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 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 lPROGRAM MOTDIFICAT IONs 1403.181 

1. 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, ERP, sewer use 
ordinance, control mechanism, etc.) 

None 

b. Have you identified any needed changes in your program? Yes No 

If yes, describe. ✓ 

B. LLGAL AUTHORITY 403.8 1 

I. Are there any contributing jurisdictions discharging wastewater to the POTW? Yes'' No 

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

into your approved program. 

Findlay Road area. Drains to tke City, metered and billed All domestic wastewater. 

2. Do you experience difficulty in implementing your legal authority [i.e., SUO, multi- Yes No 
jurisdictional agreement (e.g,permit challen ed, entry refused, penalty a ealed ~ ~  g PP )j ✓ 

If yes, explain. 

10 



C. IU CI3ARACTERIZA.TION. 403 2 ri 
1. Have you changed how SiUs are classified? 

No 

2. a. How do you identSfy and classify new IUs? (i.e., Induatrial Waste Survey) 

Usually they contact City through developer. They fill out a waste characterization form. Can catch new small users through new 
account billing. 

b. I{ow and when do you identify changes in wastewater discharges at existing JUs (including contributing jurisdictions)? 

a) Inspections 

b) Industrial monthly billing — all industrial users are entered into a spread sheet. Changes in flow will be flagged. 

c) Sampling 

D. CONTitOL MECHANISM EYAL[7ATION  403 1 iu 
l. a. How many and what perceM of the total SIUs are >~ covered by an existing Nnm6er Percent 

unexp'ved permit, or other individual control mechanism? IwertDe-NOcM] pwc-tp 
0%

 

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

If any, explain. 

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

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

Discuss: 



Ð. cONrrxtii MEcHANisn€ EvALuATiON (Com%nuca)  .  
Yes ~ zvo 

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

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

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

Lima accepts trucked waste from: Allen County WWTP biosolids; Septage; EOLM C&DD Landfill; Bluffton aeration 
(septage) 

c. Describe your program to control hauled wastes including a designated discharge point (e.g., number of points, 
controUsecurity, procedures). [4o3.5(b)(8)] 

New hauled wastes are sampled. (Either by the City or Alloway) 

Check pH of all grease lraps. 

Review MSDS 

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.i(b)(1)] 

Either the SUO limits or categorical, whichever is more stringent. 

E. APPLIGATSOIoT OF PRET.REATMENT STANDARDS ANI) REQUIRElVIFNTS 

l. How do you keep abreast of current regulations to ensure proper implementation of standards? [403.8(1)(2)(iiip 

Workshops; OTCO; Government Affairs every year gives a heads up on new/proposed regulations; Attomeys; Federal Register; 

Professional foumals; WEF. 

Local limits evaluation: [403.8(f)(4); 122.21(j)] Yes No_ 

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

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

If yes, how has this been addressed? N/A 

3. What probleins, if any, were raised during local limit implementation or reissuance of industrial permits? How were these 
problems addressed? 

None- No new limits since last inspection. 

12 



F. CoMPIdA1VCE 1VIoNTT®RITIG 

l. In the past 12 months, how many, and what percentage of, SIUs were: [403.8(f)(2)(v)7ptNC4II] 
(Define the 12 month period  January 2016  to  January 2017.) 

a. Not sampled or not inspected at least once [wBNDB-NOI1.q 0% 

b. Not sampled at least once 0% 

c. Not inspected at least once (ail parameters)? 0% 

d. In SNC with self monitoring and not inspected or sampled? 0% 

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

AIl IUs are inspected and sampled every year. 

2. Who performs your compliance sampling and analysis? 

• Metals 

• Cyanide 

• Organics 

• Conventionals 

• Other (specify) 

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(f)(2)(vi)1 

City and Alloway participate in the USEPA DMRQA program. City runs duplicates on every test. 

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

No problems noted. 

5. a. How and when do you evaluate/reevaluate SIUs for the need for a slug control plan? [403.8(f)(2)(v)] 

During inspections. City has not had any issues with slug loads in the last 5 years. 

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

13 

Sam lin` 
• 

Aual sis 

Ciry Alloway 

City Alloway 

City Allowy 

City City 

  



l• Excessive flow rates I l ✓ l City will request (bateh) IUs to hold wastewatr;r durittg storm ~ 

• Excessive pollutant concentrations 

• Heat problems 

• Interference due to O& G 

• Toxic fumes 

• Illicit dumping of hauled wastes 

• Worker health and safety concetns 

• Other (specify) 

 

✓ 

 

✓ 

 

✓ 

 

✓ 

 

✓ 

 

✓ 

  

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

N/A 

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

If yes, explain. 

Yes:' No 

✓ 

1  ..': ': . Tin • ' : 

2. a. Do you use compliance schedules? [403.8(fxtxivxA)] 

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

14 



3. ERP implementation: [403.8(t)(5)] 

a. Date of last modification: 

No modifications since last inspection 

b. Probleans with implementation: 

None 

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

Yes 

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

On a case by case basis — legal included if necessary. 

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

Never had a request, but they are public records. Never had a request for confidential status from an IU. 

3. a. Describe your data management system regard'nig pretreatment implementation and enforcement activities. 

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

Files for eveiy entity 

Spreadsheet of all IUs 

Access data base (flow data through billing) 

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

~Haven't purged any records 

15 



1f llATA iYIANAGEIIENT/PUI3LIC P.AIt"I'ICIPAIION (Continued) 

4 How do you ensure public participation during revisions to the SUO and/or loca] limits? i4o3.5i 

[;sually througb new media and council. All council meetings are televised. 

5. Explain any community issues impacting the pretreatment program.(1. e., economics, politics, new development, etc.) 

None 

L RESOURCES 403.8 3 
1. Estimate the number of personnel available for implementing the program. [Consider. —19 

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

administration]. 

Yes hio ': 
2. Do you have adequate access to monitoring equipment? (Consider: sampling, flow  

measurement, safety, transportation, and analytical equipment.) 

lf no, explain. 

3. Discuss any problems in program implementation which appear to be related to inadequate resources. 
(i.e., finances, equipment, personnel, training, etc.) 

No problems noted. 

16 



J. ETIVIRONMENTAI: EFFEC TIvENE3S/POLLUTION PREVENTION 

 

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

 

Discuss on pollutant-by-pollutant basis. 

 

Yes. 

 

2. Have you investigated the sources contributing to cutrant pollutant loadings to the Yes ..:: -:- No 
__----__- . 

POTW (i.e., the relative contributions of toxics from industrial, cotnmercial, and ✓ 

domestic sources)? 

 

No issues currently. 

 

If yes, what was found? 

 

N/A 

 

3les. No .• 

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

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

 

Explain. 

 

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

 

City holds a household hazardous waste Day. 

 

Through the mercury PMP — encourage industries to move toward using less mercury. 

 

17 



SECTION II COMPLETED Peggy B. Christie DATE: 02/28/2017 
BY: 

TITLE: Environmental En ineer TELEPHONE: 419-373-3006 

18 



INSTRUCTIONS: Based on information and data evaluated, summarize the fmdings of the audit for each program element shown below. 

Iden&fy all problems or deficiencies based on the evaluation ofprogram components. Clearly distinguish between deficiencies, violations, 

and effectiveness issues. This is to ensure that the fmal report will clearly identify required actions versus recommended actions and 

program modifications. 

Descr3ption 
Recommended Required 

Aetion Action 

A. CA PRETREATMENT PROGRAM MODIFICATION 

• Status of program modifications (Ref. 403.18 /Checklist II.A.1) None 

Currently no modifications are pending. 

B. LEGAL AUTHORITY 

Minimum legal authority requirements (Ref. 403.8(f)(I)/Checklist II.B.2) None 

SUA updated and approved by Council on June 23, 2014 

• Adequate multi .jurisdictional agreements (Ref. 403.8(f)(1)/Checklist II.B.1) None 

Written agreement with Allen County. 

C. IlJ CITARACTERIZATION 

19 



Description 
Recommcnded Required 

Action Action 

• Identify and categorize IUs (Ref. 403.8(fx2xiiYChee1dist II.C.2) None 

issues identified. 

CONTROL MECHANISNl 

Issaance of individual control mechanisms to all SiUs (Ref. 403.8(f)(1 xiiiy 
xklist II.D.1) 

/U yern► fts are eJy'eetiv4 

Adequate control mechanisms (Ref. 403.8(t)(lxiii)/Checklist I.A.4) None 

IControl mechanisms are effective. 

20 



 

Reeommeaded Required.  
Ilescription Aetlon Aclion' 

Adequate control of trucked, railed, and dedicated pipe wastes (Ref. 403.5(bx8y 

 

Checklist II.D.3&4) None 

Yes 

 

E. APFLICATION OF PRBi'REATMENT STANDARDS AND REQUIREM6NTS 

 

• Appropriately categoriae, n~otify, and apply all applicable pretreannent standards None 
(Ref 403.8(fxlxii)&(iii); 403.5 /Cheoklist LA) 

 

Yes 

 

• Basis and adequacy of local limits (Ref. 403.8(f)(4);122.21(jyChecklist II.B.2&3) None 

Ohio EPA approved local limits. 

 

,. . 
F:`COMPI.yAI+CB ivlO»TITORING 

,. ,. 

.. 

,. 

 

• Adequate sampling and inspection frequency (Ref. 403.8(fx2xii)&(vyChecklist None 
I.B.1&2, II.F.1) 

 

Yes 

 

• Adequate inspections (Ref. 403.8(fx2xv)&(vi)1Checklist I.B.1; ILF.1) None 

Yes 

 

21 



Adequate IU self-monitoring (Ref. 403.8(f)(2xiv)/Checklist I.C.l.b;I.F) 

issues identified. 

NotiBcation of changed and hazardous waste discharges (Ref. 403.12(j)&(p)/ 
Checklist I.C.I.b; I1.G.1.b) 

issues identified. 

• Evaluate the noed for SIUs to develop slug discharge control plans None 
(Ref. 403.8(fx2xv)/Checklist I.B.2.d; II.F.8) 

Evaluated during annual inspections 

Monitor to demonstrate continued compliance and resampling after violation(s) I INone 
(Ref. 403.12(gx1)8c(2);403.8(f)(2)(vi)/Checklist I.A.4.d, C.I.b) 

No issues identified 
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Recommended Required 

G. ENFORCEMENT  

•   Appropriate applicadon of "significant noncompliance" definition (Ref. I None 
403.8(fx2xvii) /Checklist 1.C.2; II.G.I; Attach B.I.1) 

issues identified 

Develop and implement an ERP (Ref. 403.8(fx5)I.C.3;/Cheoklist ll.G2) 

INo issues identified 

• Annually publish a list of IUs in SNC (Ref. 403.8(fx2xvii)/Checklist I.C.6; Nonc 
II.G.4) 

No issues identified 

Effective enforcement (Ref. 403.8(fxlxivxApChecklist I.C.I.c, 4&5;lI.G.2.c&d, None 
5&6) 

issues identified. 
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~ I 
Descrlption 

Recommcnded Required 
. . Action I Action 

H. DATA MANAGEMENTIPUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

Effective data management/public participation (Ref. 403.5(cx3)403.12(o); None 
403.14/Checklist II.H)  

No issues identified I` 

RESO[JItCI'S 

Adequate resources (Ref. 403.8(f)(3)/Checklist ll.i) None 

Understanding of pollutants from all sources (Checklist I1.J.1 &2) 

lYes 
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~ . , ~.Description; 
- 

. . . . 
Becommended 

 Action 
Bequired 

Action 

• Documentation of env'vonmental improvements/effectiveness (Checklist I1J.1) None 

ye$ 

• Integation of pollution prevention (Checklist IIJ.3,4&5) None 

No issues identified. 

K. ADDITIONAL EVALUATIONS/WFORMATION 

tio issues identified. 

SECTION Ill COMPLETED BY: Peggy B. Christie DATB: 02128/2017 

77TLE: Environmental Enginea TBLEPHONE: 419-373-3006 
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IU SITE VISIT DATA SHEET 
IC7.'S1TE VISIT REPORT FORIv,I, 

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

Name and address of industry: Dana Holding Corporation 

Date of visit: 2/28/2017 Time of visit: 1:00 PM 

Name(s) of inspector(s): 

David Schnipke/Environmental Compliance Manager/(419) 228-5462 ext 5130 

James R. BookmaNlndustrial Monitoring and Laboratory Chief/(419) 221-5196 

Rob Flinn/Industrial MonRoring Technician 

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

Name Title 

Kent Brice DOS Manager 

Larry Kuehl Maintenance Manager 

Greg Morris Environmental Engineer (Corporate) 

Classification assigned by CA: 

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 IU. Yes 

2. Verification of the IU'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. N/A — no treatment system 

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: All process wastewater is now hauled to V alicor. City noted that the containment pit around the hauled wastewater tanks 

had some oily waste and trash. 
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~) IU Name: Dana Holding Corporation Date: 02/28/2017  

Notes: 

IU SITE VISIT REPORT FORM 

COMPLETED BY: Peggy Christie 

DATE: 02/28/2017 

TITLE: Environmental Engineer TELEPHONE: 4I9-373-3006 
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Name and address of industry: Ford Motor Company — Lima Engine Plant 

Date of visit: 02/28/2017 Time of visit: 9:45 AM 

Name(s) of inspector(s) 

David Schnipke/Environmental Compliance Manager/ (419) 228-5462 ext 5130 

James R. Bookman/Industrial Monitoring and Laboratory Chief/ (419) 221-5196 

Rob Flinn/industrial Monitoring Technician 

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

Name Title 

David Russell Ford Environmental Quality Office 

Kevin P. Bruin PTO Senior Plant Enviromnental Engineer 

Tom Sheidler Facilities Manager 

Classification assigned by CA: 

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

l. Description of the products manufactured or the services provided by the IU. Yes 

2. Verification of the IU'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. (Jncluding 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: 

Ford uses a modified Windsor process to treat wastewater to remove oil and precipitate metals. 

Coolant water is sent to filters and reused. 
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IU Name: Ford Motor Company — Lima Engine Plant Date: 02/28/2017 11 

Notes: 

IU SITE VISIT REPORT FORM 

COMPLETED BY: Peggy Christie 

DATE: 02/28/2017 

TITLE: Enviromiiental Engineer TELEPHONE: 419-373-3006 
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WENDB AND RNC WORKSHEET 
FACILITY INFORMATION 

--- -- - 

    

Name: City ofLima WWTP I)ate of Inspection: 02/28/2017 

  

OHNumber. OH0026069 l NPDEStiumber: 2PE00000 

     

. . . 
.:.' . ..: 

 

INSTRUCTIONS: Enter tbe data provided by the specific checklist questions that are referenced. 
- ------- t  _- -- 

Checklist Reference 

Data PCI AllDli 
PCS 

Code 

Number of SiUs 12 . 

 

Annual Annual SIUS 

Number of CIUs 10 

 

Annual Annual CIUS 

Number of SIUs without Control Mechanisms 0 

 

II.C.1 II.D.I.a NOCM 

Number of SIUs not inspeoted or sampled 0 

 

II.F.I.a II.F.I.a NOIN 

Number of SIUs in SNC with standards or reporting 0 

   

PSNC 

Number of SRJs in SNC with self-monitoring 0 

   

MSNC 

Number of S1Us in SNC with self-monitoring and not inspected or 
sam led 

0 

 

ILE.2 II.F.I.d SNIN 

Date NPDES Permit modified to include pretreatment requiroments 
(Audit) 

01/14/1992 

    

Teahnical Evaluation of Local L'mrits (YfN) (Audit) Y 

    

Adoption of technically-based limits (Y/N) (Audit) Y 

    

IL RNC/SNC WORKSHEET — -- 
INSTRUC77ONS: Place a check in the appropriate box on the left if the CA is found to be in RNC or SNC 

~ C 
~~ Reference 

PCI Audit. 

 

Faihire to enforce against pass through and/or interference I 

   

Faihue to submit required reports within 30 days I 

   

Failure to meet compliance schedule milestone date within 90 days I 

   

Failure to issue/reissue control mechanisms to 90% of SIUs withro 6 months 11 II.C.2.b II.D.I.b 

 

Failure to iaspeot or sample 80'i6 of SIUs within the last 12 months II II.E.1 II.F.1 

 

Failtne to enforce prefreatment standards and reporting requ•trements II 

 

I.C.1 

 

Other (spocify) H 

  

SNC 

 

Control Authority in SNC for violation of aqy Level I criterion 

 

Control Autltority in SNC for violetion of two or more Level ll oriterion 
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