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SURFACE WATER QUALITY DIVISION


BIOSOLIDS PROGRAM

Procedure No. 5

Original Date:  May 12, 2000

Revised Date: 6/13/00

Title:  Residuals Management Program Review Checklist

As a result of NPDES Permit Modifications signed by Bill McCracken on May 8, 2000, RMP’s for NPDES facilities are due by July 7, 2000.  Staff should complete review of RMP’s within sixty days of receipt.  Certain facility permits were not modified because; they were or may be in contested case; their current permits are expiring and are due to be modified during the next basin year; or are currently expired.  Further, RMP’s will be due from groundwater dischargers sixty days after an individual certificate of coverage under the general biosolids permit is issued.

I. Staff shall review the RMP utilizing the checklist below.  Once review is complete, staff should either issue an approval letter with District Supervisor as signatory, or issue a deficiency letter.

II.  Each number corresponds to the number found in the RMP:

SECTION I – GENERAL INFORMATION

1)
Yes
No
Is the NPDES or general permit COC number correct?

· (
2)
Yes
No
Is the generator information completely filled out, including contact numbers?

 
  ( 
(
3)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Is facility information included (if different)?  Are latitude and longitude included?  Staff may determine using mapping program, GPS, or quadrangle tool, or request as part of a deficiency letter if one will be issued.


4)
Yes
No
Make sure box 2 or 3 are checked if section is left blank.

· (
5)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Is person named a representative of the generator?  Is correct box checked or is alternate address filled in?

6)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Is appropriate. box checked?  If “other” is checked, is the explanation satisfactory?

7)
Yes
No


 
   ( 
( 
Is one of the boxes checked and name filled in?

8)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Is contractor information complete?  If not filled out, staff must verify the method the facility uses to land-apply biosolids.

9)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Do the figures appear accurate (given the design flow and phosphorus removal implications)?  If another practice is checked, is it adequately explained?  Are there any anomalies that require further explanation?  Note:  approximately 0.5 dry tons of solids are produced per year per million gallons.

10)
Yes
No




  ( 
(
Is storage capacity adequate (six months is used as guideline)?  If not, does the facility have adequate contingencies in place for handling excess biosolids if the weather / season is not conducive to land application (see Section III.A.7.)?  Staff should consult with district engineer if warranted.

 11)
Yes
No
.

· (
Are flow rates included?  Some facilities may not have design flow information

12)
Yes
No


  
  ( 
(
Are population figures provided (if applicable)?

13)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Is appropriate box checked?  This could be problematic in relation to groundwater dischargers that meet the requirements for development of a program.  If Table 3 is met, then it won’t necessarily exclude them from land app, but would make the case for increased sludge sampling.

14)
Yes
No



( 
(
If septage is received, notify appropriate IPP and/or compliance staff.

15)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
If yes, discuss implications with statewide specialist.

16)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Are both diagram and narrative included?  Narrative should include future plans if known.  Solids production data should be included from each unit process.  If industrial or commercial facility, NCCW, SW etc. must be included.  The acceptability of these items will largely be left to the individual district staff’s best professional judgement.

SECTION II – BIOSOLIDS CHARACTERIZATION

1)
Yes
No



( 
(
Are analytical methods correct per 323.2406(2)?  Are sampling frequencies in accordance with the rules? In many cases, sampling data will not be available (i.e. lagoons, new programs).  Field staff will need to use their judgement as to the adequacy of data.

2)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
If the generator indicates that there are no additional pollutants of concern, do you suspect the answer is in error?  If so, cross check facility file information (recent CXI, NPDES permit application, DMR’s, etc.).  Also it is advisable to check with IPP and compliance staff.

3)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Are relevant analytical sheets attached?  Do the parameters include bioaccumulative chemicals of concern?  It is advisable to cross check the data against the 201 residential standards utilizing the appropriate procedure.  Also, it may be necessary to contact SWQD’s toxicologist to discuss.   Were correct analytical methods used?  If the generator contacts you, explain that subject data would include any and all data legitimately generated within the past 5 years (permit cycle).

SECTION III – LAND APPLICATION PLAN

Subsection A.  Biosolids Treatment

1)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Does the section include a general summary of pathogen and vector treatment processes?

2)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Is the appropriate box checked?

3)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
If this section is checked, are appropriate certifications and documentation included?  Field verification is highly recommended.  Note:  all EQ sludges will be signed-off by statewide specialist.

4)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
If this section is checked, are appropriate certifications and documentation included?  Field verification is highly recommended.

5)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Is appropriate vector attraction reduction box checked?  Staff should field verify that options conform to approved methodology.


6)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
If applicable, is secondary vector mode listed?

7)
Yes
No

· (
Is secondary method viable in a short amount of time should it become necessary to use?  Experience has demonstrated that many facilities cannot activate their secondary method.  Staff must ensure that the method is properly envisioned and practical.

SECTION III – LAND APPLICATION PLAN

Subsection B.  Procedures

1)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Is the facility interested in EMS?  If yes, send packet.

2)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Is the transportation method adequately described?  This should include spill potential recognition, proper signage, offloading procedures, safety, routing, etc.  A high level of professional judgement will be required to evaluate this section.  Keep in mind the frequency of land application, facility complexity, and degree of urbanization.

3)
Yes
No



 ( 
(
Are the contractors and the facility’s response plans adequate?  Routine spills at loading sites should be discussed, as well as catastrophic spills.

4)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Does the narrative adequately characterize the land app. Method?  Example items include depth of application, methods of application (engine RPM, GPS application, and spreader distribution).

5)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Does the facility provide adequate applier oversight?  

6)
Yes
No



  ( 
(
Are annual reports (including BLAR) included as well as certification statements?

7)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Are record keeping requirements and retention schedules adequate?

8)
Yes
No


 ( 
(
Is the complaint response procedure adequate?  This should include timely call backs to concerned citizens or governmental agencies, site visits, contractor and facility procedures, DEQ notification, public relations materials, etc.

9a)
Yes
No


( 
(
In your judgement, are the samples representative?  For a digester, multiple grabs should be composited on the output side – also, if possible the digester should be mixed prior to sampling.  From a storage tank, samples should be taken from multiple levels and multiple areas, then composited.  Lagoons – refer to SW846.

9b)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Is a method specified that specifies a systematic approach to compare analyses to tables, check methodology, and ensure proper QA/QC?

SECTION III – LAND APPLICATION PLAN

Subsection C.  Site information

1a)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
If yes is checked, is certification attached?

1b)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
If yes, contact will have been made to staff.  If so, were records adequate?  If no was checked, CPLR sludges may not be applied.



1c)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Is the site list complete?

2)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Is the proper box checked?

3)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
If yes is checked, did the facility thoroughly explain the wintertime application restrictions?

4a)
Yes
No


 ( 
(
Is the geographical area listed with sufficient detail?

4b)
Yes
No

( 
(
After referring to the Class B site restrictions and Management practices on Page 14, what methodology does the facility utilize to select sites?  This should include soil types, locale, proximity to potential problems, tiles, setbacks, cropping plan, rate selection, etc.)

5)
Yes
No


( 
(
Yes should be checked.  If no is checked, will agreements be in place prior to commencement of land application activities?

6)
Yes
No


( 
(
If the generator will apply out of state, is the procedure for notifying regulatory authorities included?

7)
Yes
No


( 
(
Will the biosolids be applied at agronomic rates? If not, is a site remediation plan included or on file?

8
Yes
No


( 
(
Are forms attached or procedures described?

SECTION IV – Signature

1)
Yes
No


  ( 
(
Is the form signed and dated by an appropriate official?  Appliers, contract operators, and consultants are not valid signatories.  Check 2 S form for consistency.








Approved,








Robert Babcock, Chief








Pretreatment, Biosolids and Septage Unit








Date_______________




