F DEQ

A R K A N S A S
Department of Environmental Quality

October 18, 2016

Trey Lieblong
Environmental Coordinator
Conway Corporation

P.O. Box 99

Conway, Arkansas 72033

Re: Conway Corporation’s (NPDES #AR0051951; AFIN #2301095) Pretreatment Program
Audit/Municipal Pollution Prevention Assessment

Dear Mr. Lieblong:

Please find enclosed the finished report for the audit/assessment conducted September 20™ through the
22" 2( 5. The report should be made available for review by appropriate Conway Corporation and
Conway City officials. Discussions and an evaluation should be made concerning the findings. Please
respond to the required actions and recommendations in writing within thirty (30) days from the date on
this correspondence. Your response should outline the steps and provide a schedule in which the Conway
Corporation can reasonably address/correct deficiencies and/or required actions.

Many of the audit/assessment recommendations are meant to aide your Program further achieve the Clean
Water Act’s (CWA) objectives to eliminate discharge of pollutants to the environment. The National
Pretreatment Program is the CWA’s compliment helping protect publicly owned treatment works with
value ad d by implementing a Pollution Prevention program. Conway Corporation is at a point to fully
integrate pollution prevention into its Pretreatment Program.

It was a pleasure working with you and your Pretreatment staff during the audit and becoming more
familiar with the City of Conway, its Pretreatment Program, industries and their Pollution Prevention
activities.

Feel free to contact this office with any questions at (501) 682-0625.

Sincerely,
Allen Gilliam
ADEQ State Pretreatment Coordinator

Encl:  Audit/Assessment Checklist

ec: Richard Healey, NPDES Enforcement Branch Manager
Jason Bolenbaugh, NPDES Inspector Supervisor
Rudy Molina, EPA 6WQ-PO

ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

5301 NORTHSHORE DRIVE / NORTH LITTLE ROCK / ARKANSAS 72118-5317 / TELEPHONE 501-682-0744 / FAX 501-682-0880
www.adeq.state.ar.us
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A) INTRODUCTION

Under ADEQ’s responsibility to fulfill its obligations for the administration and enforcement of the
NPDES Program, audits of pretreatment programs within the state will be part of its coordination
and compliance monitoring strategy.

With Pollution Prevention (P2) being integrated into Pretreatment Programs assessments of Cities'
P2 projects and programs will be made.

An audit/assessment was performed September 20" through September 22™, 2016, of the
Pretreatment Program implemented by Conway Corporation. “The City” or “CC” may be used
interchangeably throughout this report. Participants included:

Allen Gilliam ADEQ / State Pretreatment Coordinator
Adam Yates ADEQ / NPDES Permit Engineer

Amy Beck ADEQ / District Water Inspector

Trey Lieblong Conway Corp. / Environmental Coordinator
Kenny = aty Conway Corp. / Lab Supervisor

The goals of the audit/assessment were:
* To determine the implementation and compliance status of the Conway Corporation’s Pretreatment

Program with the requirements of the General Pretreatment Regulations located in 40 Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 403;

* To determine the effectiveness of the City's Pretreatment and P2 Programs in controlling industrial
discharges;

* To provide assistance and recommendations to the City that might allow for more effective
implementation of program requirements and;

* To assess the level of additional Pollution Prevention activities implemented within the City's day-
to-day Pretreatment procedures and make recommendations thereof.

Conway's Pretreatment Program was originally approved 4/1/84. Conway Corporation implements
and enforces the City’s Program.

Program modifications were submitted 12/7/87. The modification requested revisions to the sewer



use ordinance including TTO and O&G limits, surcharge authority and a few other minor language
changes. It was approved, sent to public notice and incorporated by reference into their NPDES
permits on 6/2/88.

Streamlining modifications to the City’s Pretreatment Ordinance were received by this office on
4/18/11. Their Ordinance was approved on 1/23/12 and adopted by the City on 2/28/12. Parts of the
remaining Pretreatment Program narrative were submitted beginning in February 2012. The
technically based local limits evaluation for based on their new Tupelo Bayou POTW is near
completion and remains to be reviewed for accuracy and approval. Conway Corp. is near full
completion of its “streamlined” Pretreatment Program ready for approval and incorporation into its
NPDES permits.

The Tv  elo Bayou POTW has been at static conditions for approximately two (2) years and consists
of a bar screen, grit removal, activated sludge (primary clarification, aeration basin and final
clarification) with sludge removal (gravity thickening, primary and secondary digesters) followed by
UV disinfection before discharge to the Arkansas River.

There has been no evidence of lethality or sub-lethality in its effluent within the past three (3) years.

It currently receives all of CC's significant industrial users’ (SIU) discharges. Seventeen (17) SIUs
constitute approximately 9% of its average flow of 5.9 MGD. Seven (7) of these SIUs are metal
finishing (categorical) industries and one SIU had a “sewer ban” placed on its discharge.

The Tucker Creek POTW receives no SIU wastewater. The POTW’s average daily flow is 3.6
MGD. Wastewater treatment at this POTW consists of augers with two (2) lagoons consisting of
four partial mix aerated cells with additional mechanical aerators followed by chlorination and de-
chlorination before discharge to the Arkansas River. Sludge is allowed to accumulate in the lagoons.

There has been no evidence of lethality or sub-lethality in its effluent within the past three (3) years.

The Stone Dam Creek POTW was decommissioned in November of 2014 with its flow diverted to
the Tup¢ » Bayou POTW.

The audit/assessment consisted of informal discussions with CC’s Pretreatment personnel,
examination of industrial user files, pretreatment records and site visits at three (3) of their permitted
industrial users. A checklist was utilized to ensure that all facets of the program were evaluated. A
copy of the completed checklist is attached. Additional information obtained during the audit is
included in Attachments A — 1 through A - 7.

Therepo is divided into three sections. Section B provides a summary of the significant findings of
the audit which will require action by City. Section C includes recommendations to help improve
the implementation and enforcement of their Pretreatment and Pollution Prevention Programs.
Finally, required program modifications to the City's approved program, including its adopted legal



authorities, are outlined in Section D.

B) SUMMARY OF FINDINGS WITH REQUIRED ACTIONS

This section of the report is a summary of deficiencies found in the City’s Pretreatment Program.
Actions required by the City to comply with the current General Pretreatment Regulations (40 CFR
403) and with the City's approved program will be paraphrased citations of the same. A narrative
explanation of the finding will follow.

1a) Under 40 CFR 403.12(e), “Periodic reports on continued compliance. (1) Any Industrial User
subject to a categorical Pretreatment Standard. ..shall submit to [CC] during the months of June and
Decen er [semi-annually]...[CC] may modify the months during which the above reports are to be
submitted...”;

1b) Under 40 CFR 403.12(h), “Reporting requirements for Industrial Users not subject to
categorical Pretreatment Standards. Significant Non-categorical Industrial Users must submit to the
Control Authority at least once every six months (on dates specified by [CC]) a description of the
nature, concentration, and flow of the pollutants required to be reported by [CC].”; and

Ic) Under 40 CFR 403.12(g), «...This sampling and analysis may be performed by [CC] in lieu of
the Industrial User.” which Conway Corp. does.

It was discovered during the file review CN sampling frequency for the metal finishers was only to
be conducted “once a year” (see Attch. A-4¢). CC must sample all of its SIUs” permitted parameters
at least semi-annually and revise applicable permits’ language accordingly.

2) Under 40 CFR 403.5(c), “When specific limits must be developed by POTW...Each POTW with
an approved pretreatment program shall continue to develop these limits as necessary and effectively
enforce such limits.”

CC did in fact develop and implement local limits based on site specific data for Stone Dam Creek
(circa 7/00). The impacting local limits were for Cd, Cr and Ni “Max. Monthly Averages”.

Since Stone Dam Creek’s POTW was decommissioned in November 2014, the local limits
discovered during the file review were no longer applicable or valid and must be removed (along
with footnote #4) from any SIU permits (see Attch. A-b) which included them until local limits can
be established (or demonstrated not necessary) based on Conway Corp’s new Tupelo Bayou
POTW’s site specific data.

3) Under 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(B), “...individual...control mechanisms [permits] must be
enforceable and contain, at a minimum, the following conditions: (4) “...sampling location...”



It was discovered during the file review individual SIU’s sampling locations were not mentioned in
their permits. Conway Corp. must include a descriptive sampling point in all SIU permits preferably
with footages from a fixed reference point.

C) RECOMMENDED POTW ACTIONS FOR IMPROVED IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
PRETREATMENT AND POLLUTION PREVENTION PROGRAMS

1) Recommend including a few more pertinent notes in the SIU fact sheets. While the current ones
(reviewed) appeared comprehensive (see Attch. A-5 for example), a few other items could be noted:
a) the SIU’s start-up date helping to determine existing/new source status; b) basis for permit limits;
¢) revision of the POTW it’s discharging to; d) inclusion of the date on which the latest revisions
were made to the fact sheet; e) chronological compliance history over a period of time (5 years?);
and f) age numbers.

2) During the file review the IU inspection template (see Attch. A-6 for example) was deemed
adequate. Most questions were answered by checking a “yes” or “no” box.

Several areas of Tokusen’s inspection (Attch. A-6) do not have any boxes checked especially the
section regarding “P2 Equipment/Practices in use” of which Tokusen has several.

It’s recommended the inspection reports include more narrative regarding an actual evaluation of the
facility’s process/treatment tanks and appurtenances (“...housekeeping” should be replaced by
O&M/Preventive Maintenance”?). Are any areas showing signs of rust, scale build-up, cracked
welds, leaky plumbing/pumps, excessive vibration of motor shafts to mixers, etc.?

It’s also recommended to add more narrative describing the facility’s chemical and hazardous waste
handling and storage procedures. As mentioned in the last Audit, once a comprehensive inspection
is on file, it can be used as a template for future ones.

3) Recommend sending the hazardous waste notification in 40 CFR 403.12(p) to all applicable
generators on the ADEQ list provided during the Audit. It is known many of these generators move
in and/or close shop frequently throughout the county. CC should also send this notification
requirement to all healthcare facilities as many do not realize they are generators and are not on
ADEQ’s list. It is known oncology facilities/units generate acute hazardous waste. CC’s
Pretreatment personnel may also find some not previously provided this notification. The
notification to this sector would/should raise their awareness or at least some attention.

4) Strongly recommend including the bypass prohibition per 40 CFR 403.17 in all permits

5) Recommend filling out CC’s contract lab’s chains of custody which includes sample preservation
and type of bottles samples are collected in. CC’s Pretreatment personnel have other sheets they use
internally n conjunction with their contract lab’s) which includes both preservation techniques and
types of sample bottles, but it’s this auditor’s opinion it would be much simpler to have this



information on one sheet.

6) Recommend re-evaluation of CC’s SIUs’ slug potential evaluation. It was not evident that
Tokusen’s slug potential evaluation had been given serious attention (see Attch. A-7) as its
conclusion was “Yes” to the question whether it needed a Slug/Spill Control Plan even though each
area of the “evaluation” indicated a “low” potential for a slug discharge.

Tokusen’s inspection (Attch. A-6h) indicates it has a “Spill/Slug” control plan, but upon a brief
review of the document, this auditor found it to be related to its storm water pollution prevention
plan and its spill prevention control and countermeasure plan, neither of which specifically targeted
the basic elements required for a slug control plan in 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2)(vi).

Conway Corp’s Pretreatment Coordinator’s change (see Attch. A-7b) of the decision concluding
Tokusen was required to submit a slug control plan during the Audit after some discussion is not
acceptable until a new thorough slug potential evaluation is completed.

7) Recommend including P2 questions on all permit applications. The two large Metal Finishers
visited during the audit (and others) could list their P2 activities, BMPs, internal/corporate continual
improvement programs, ISO 140003 certification, water and/or energy conservation efforts, etc.

8) Strongly recommended to include P2 questions on future non-domestic user surveys. It was
advised to conduct these on a sector-by-sector basis and tailor the survey questions to “fit” particular
business sectors with questions meaningful to their possible operations. See Appendix II for some
sector specific questions related to non-domestic users in EPA’s “IU Inspection and Sampling
Manual >r POTWs” @ https://www3.epa.gov/npdes/pubs/owm0025.pdf .

9) Recommend including the general and specific prohibitions [40 CFR 403.5(a)(1) and 403.5(b)] in
the septage haulers’ permits. See Attach. A-3 for CC’s current “permit” for their waste haulers.

10) Recommend developing a Program section for standard operating procedures (SOP) for the
various day-to-day Pretreatment Program implementation activities. Sampling techniques at
individual IUs, incoming data management, “date received” stamp pretreatment correspondence,
filing procedures of Pretreatment reports and data (hard copies and/or entered into a database), pre-
inspection procedures, etc., may be well known to the more experienced pretreatment related
employees, but it would make sense to have these activities briefly summarized in writing for ease of
educating new employees.

The sampling techniques should include for each permitted TU with proper equipment preparation,
hose usage/change-out period and storage after use. See (above) EPA’s “IU Inspection and Sampling
Manual for POTWs” dated 4/94 for more details.

10) Recommend hosting/catering an annual Industry Awards/Information Day, Luncheon or
something similar. This should help the industries realize their stakeholders’ role in the City’s



Pretreatment and Pollution Prevention programs. These events are being conducted at numerous
Pretreatment cities throughout the state and are well received by their industries. Much information
can be shared at meetings such as this.

D) REQUIRED PROGRAM MODIFICATIONS TO THE APPROVED PRETREATMENT
PROGRAM NECESSARY TO BRING THE PROGRAM INTO COMPLIANCE WITH THE
LETTER OR INTENT OF THE CURRENT REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

Conway Corporation’s Streamlined Pretreatment Program and its required modifications are
currently being compiled. Tupelo Bayou’s technically based local limits evaluation should be
nearing completion ready for submittal, review and approval by ADEQ. As mentioned previously,
their Pretreatment Ordinance has been approved and adopted.

Tupelo Bayou’s upcoming (circa January 2017) permit renewal will require submittal of Conway
Corporation’s complete Pretreatment Program submittal within sixty (60) from its effective date.

* kk kk k k%

Conway Corporation should consider the required actions and recommendations contained in this
audit/assessment before finalizing any pretreatment program modifications. Any intended
substantial program/ordinance changes made, whether in response to the recommendations or
otherwise, should be submitted to ADEQ for review and approval.



PRETREATMENT AUDIT CHECKLIST
(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT)

Section I: General Information . . . . . . . . . . . Pages 1-6
Section II: Pretreatment Program Analysis . . . . . . Pages 7-19
Section III: Industrial User File Evaluation . . . . Pages 20-28

SECTION I: GENERAL INFORMATION

A. GE! RAL INFORMATION

Control Authority Name:_ Conway Corporation NPDES #:_ AR0051951
Mailing address: _P.O. Box 99, Conway, AR 72033
Permit Signatory: David Bradley Title:_Manager, Water Systems

Telephone:_501.548.3040 FAX NUMBER:_501.450.6061

Pretreatment Contact: Trey lieblong Title: Environmental Coordinator
Address: 1405 Lollie Road

Telephone:_501.548.3040

e-mail: trey.lieblong@conwaycorp.com

Pretreatment program approval date:_ 4/1/84

Dates of approval of any substantial modifications:_(see notes on _next page)

Month Annual Pretreatment Report Due:_April

Pretreatment Year Dates: Jan 1 - Dec 31 Date(s) of Audit: 9/20 - 22/16
(ASSESSMENT)

Inspector(s):

NA! TITLE/AFFILIATION PHONE NUMBER
Allen Gilliam State Pret. Coordinator / ADEQ 501.682.0625
Adam Yates Permit Engineer / ADEQ 501.682.0617
Amy Beck District Water Inspector / ADEQ 479.968.7339

Control Authority representative(s):

NaAd TITLE PHONE NUMBER
*Trey ieblong Environmental Coordinator Same
Kenny Beaty Lab Supervisor 504.6421

* Identifies Program Contact
Dates of Previous PCIs/Audits:

TYPE DATE DEFICIENCIES NOTED

PCI 10/12/12 “wsatisfactory”

Audit Checklist
Page 1 (revised 8/31/16)






SECTION I: GENERAL INFORMATION

B. TREATMENT PLANT INFORMATION

1. THIS PRETREATMENT PROGRAM COVERS THE FOLLOWING NPDES PERMITS/TREATMENT PLANTS:
NPDES . Effective Expiration

Permit No. Name of Treatment Plant Date Date

*AR0051951 Tupelo Bavyou 2/1/12 1/31/17

AR0047279 Tucker Creek 2/1/12 1/31/17

* Indicates the permit number/treatment plant under which the Pretreatment Program is tracked.

Individual Treatment Plant Information

a. Name of Treatment Plant: Tupelo Bayou
Location Address: 1405 Lollie Road

Expiration Date of NPDES Permit:_same
Treatment Plant Wastewater Flow: Design-_16 MGD; Actual (Avg):_5.87 MGD
Sewer System: _100 % Separate; SSOs due to grease blockages 0

Industrial Contribution to this Treatment Plant

# of SIUs:_ 17  # of CIUs: 7
Industrial Flow (mgd) :_0.52 Industrial Flow (%): 8.96 %

Level of Treatment Type of Process(es) (from permit):
Primary v/ Bar screen; grit removal; RAS (primary clarification;
Secondary v aeration basin & final clarification); gravity
Tertiary v sludge thickening; primary & secondary digester
Method of Disinfection: uv
Dechlorination YES v/ __ NO

Effluent Discharge

Receiving Stream Name: Arkansas River
Receiving Stream Classification: _Segment 3F of the Arkansas River
Receiving Stream Use: primary/secondary contact recreation; fishable/swimmable;

propagation of species of desirable fish; raw water source for public, private,
industrial & agricultural water supplies

If effluent is disposed of to any location other than the receiving stream,

please note: n/a

Method of Sludge Disposal: N/A Quantity of Sludge:
v Land Application 585 dry metric tons/yr.
Incineration dry tons/yr.
Monofill dry tons/yr.

Mun. Solid Waste Landfill
Public Distribution
Lagoon Storage

Other (specify)

dry tons/yr.
dry tons/yr.
dry tons/yr.
dry tons/yr.

1]

List of toxic pollutant in its in NPDES permit:_conventionals

Audit Checklist
Page 3 (revised 8/31/16)






SECTION I: GENERAL INFORMATION

3. Individual Treatment Plant Information

a. Name of Treatment Plant: Tucker Cr--%

Location Address: 1001 Sherwood Drive

Treatment Plant Wastewater Flow: Design-_6.4 MGD; Actual (Average)-_3.58 MGD

Sewer System: _100 % Separate SSOs due to grease blockages: 0

Industrial Contribution to this Treatment Plant

# of SIUs: _0 # of CIUs: O
Industrial Flow (mgd):__0 Industrial Flow(%): 0 %

Level of Treatment Type of Process(es):
Primary v augers; screening; degritting; a multi-
Secondary v cell partial mix aerated lagoon
Tertiary
Method of Disinfection: chlorination
Dechlorination _/ YES _____NO

Effluent Discharge

Receiving Stream Name: Arkansas River
Receiving Stream Classification: Segment 3F of the Arkansas River
Receiving Stream Use: primary/secondary contact recreation, raw water

source for domestic, industrial and ag. water supplies,

propagation of desirable species of fish

If effluent is disposed of to any location other than the receiving stream,

please note: n/a

Method of Sludge Disposal: Quantity of Sludge:
Land Application 0 dry tons/yr.
Incineration dry tons/yr.
Monofill dry tons/yr.

Mun. Solid Waste Landfill
Public Distribution

dry tons/yr.
dry tons/yr.

il

Lagoon Storage dry tons/yr.
Other (specify) dry tons/yr.
List of toxic pollutant in its in NPDES permit: conventionals & TRC

Page 5
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II: PROGRAM ANALYSIS AND PROFILE

SECTION

C. Control Authority Pretreatment Program Modification [403.18]

IES NO

A Has public comment been solicited during revisions to the Sewer use

ordinance and/or local limits since the last program modification?
[403.5(c) (3)]

L Have any substantial modifications been made or requested to any
pretreatment program components since the last audit?
If yes, identify below.
See footnote on second page of this audit checklist. Final approval has
not been given by ADEQ nor incorporated into current NPDES permit (s).
1. Modifications: Date
Date Incorporated
Approved Ordinance Citation/ # 0-12-08 in NPDES
by ADEQ Nature of Modification Permit
1/23/12 Streamlined Ord. Mods only. n/a

2. Modifications in Progress:

Date Requested Nature of Modification

Conway Corp. is currently working on its TBLLs for the

YES NO

J ____ H

Tupelo POTW. A partial “Program’” was submitted on 2/13/12,
but it was incomplete with no TBLL evaluation or
appendices showing various templates (permits e.q.) used.

v Have any changes been made to any pretreatment program components

(excluding) any listed above)? If yes:

as the Control Authority notified the Approval Authority of all program

changes? (e.g., Modified forms, procedures, legal authorities). If no,
please copy and attach the modified form, etc.

D. Legal Authority [403.8(f) (1)]
Date of original Pretreatment Program approval:__ 4/1/84
Date of most recent Ordinance approved by ADEQ: 1/23/12
Date of most recent Pretreatment Program modification approval:_ 6/2/88
Does the Control Authority's legal authority enable it to:
[403.8(£) (1) (i-vii))
YES NO

NNANSNNN

SERRRRY

Deny or condition pollutant discharges

Require compliance with standards

Control discharges through permit or similar means
Require compliance schedules and IU reports

Carry out inspection and monitoring activities
Obtain remedies for noncompliance

Comply with confidentiality requirements
Establish Pollution Prevention

Audit Checklist
Page 7 (revised 8/31/16)






SECTION II: PROGRAM ANALYSIS AND PROFILE

E. Industrial User Characterization [403.8(f) (2) (i)]

YES _NO Has the Control Authority (CA) updated its Industrial Waste Survey (IWS) to
identify new Industrial Users (IUs) or changes in wastewater discharges
v i at existing IUs? [403.8(f) (2) (i)] “every new type of connection goes thru
Pretreatment from various downtown engineering departments”.

v If yes, while conducting the IWS, was each potential IU evaluated by the Ca
for the possibility of incorporating P? activity?

v . Does the Control Authority have written procedures to update its
Industrial Waste Survey (IWS) to identify new Industrial Users (IUs) or
changes in wastewater discharges at existing IUs? [403.8(f) (2) (i)]

If yes, do the written procedures include provisions for the assessment of
potential new IUs to incorporate P? activity and the distribution of P?
v reference materials to the IUs which qualify?

What methods are used to update the IWS:

_/  Review of newspaper/phone book

Review of plumbing/building permits

Review of water billing records

Permit reapplication requirements

Onsite inspections

Citizen involvement

Other (specify) _new business connections are routed thru Pretreatment

NENNNN

How often is the survey to be updated? ongoing

Are there any problems that the Control Authority has in identifying and

categorizing SIUs: none apparent

v Have any new SIUs been identified within the last 12 months? If yes:
Is the IU

Name of IU Type of Industry Permitted?
N/A

How many IUs are currently identified by the Control Authority in each of the following
groups:

a. 17 SIUs (As defined by the Control Authority)

b. 7 Categorical Industrial Users (CIUs)

c. 10 Noncategorical SIUs

d. 6 Other regulated nonsignificant IUs (Describe)_septage haulers
23 TOTAL of a. + d.

Audit Checklist
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SECTION IT: PROGRAM ANALYSIS AND PROFILE

Headworks Local Local (Currently null/void)
Analysis Limits Limits Proposed (7/2000) MAHLs/
Completed? Needed? Adopted? 8/13/02 Ord. TBLLs
(**in permits)
Yes No Yes No Yes No (lb/day) / (mg/l)
Arsenic (As) v/ v/ / 4.52 / 0.5
Cadmium (Cd) v/ / Vhil 0.13 / 0.015
Chromium-Total v / Sr* 16.45 / 1.0
Copper (Cu) v/ v/ v 1.61 / 2.5
Cyanide (CN) v/ v/ v/ 0.45 / 1.0
Lead (Pb) v/ 7/ v/ 0.27 /1.0
Mercury (Hg) v/ v/ v/ 0.0036 / 0.05
Molybdenum (Mo) * v/ ? v -— /) ==
Nickel (Ni) v/ v > 5.02 / 1.5
Selenium (Se) * v/ v/ v -- /0.4
Silver (ag) v v v 0.11 / 0.5
Zinc (2Zn) v v/ v/ 8.94 / 2.61

* If necessary for the sludge disposal option chosen.

YES NO
v/ Has the Control Authority identified pollutants of concern other than the
required pollutants and technically evaluated the need for local limits for
these? If yes, provide the following information:
Headworks Local Local
Analysis Limits Limits
Completed? Needed? Adopted? Numerical
Limit Adopted
POLLUTANT Yes No Yes No Yes No (mg/1)
n/a

Where it has been determined that certain pollutants need to have limits, has the POTW
identified the sources of the pollutants? N/A

What method of allocation was used for local limits for each pollutant that has a local
limit in-place?

TYPE OF ALLOCATION
Uniform
Concentration Mass Hybrid

Arsenic (As)
Cadmium (Cd)
Chromium-Total
Copper (Cu)
Cyanide (CN)
Lead (Pb)
Mercury (Hg)
Molybdenum (Mo)
Nickel (Ni)
Selenium (Se)
Silver (Ag)
Zzinc (2n)

NIASNKNINNININININENS

Audit Checklist
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SECTION ITI: PROGRAM ANALYSTIS AND PROFILE

If there is more than one treatment plant, were the local limits established
specifically for each plant or were local limits applied uniformly to all plants?

Since Tucker Creek only receives domestic, their Tupelo Bayou POTW’s TBLLs will apply
to the SIUs discharging to that plant.

H. COMPLIANCE MONITORING

Compliance Monitoring and Inspection Requirements:
(Conway Corp. does all IU self-monitoring)

Approved Federal Explain

Program Aspect Program Requirement Difference
Inspections:

CIUs 1 1/year n/a

Other SIUs 1 l/year W
Sampling:

CIUs 12 1/year always been

Other SIUs 1 -4 1/year done this way
Reporting: City does monitoring

CIUs n/a 2/year

Other SIUs n/a 2/year
Self-Monitoring: City does monitoring

CIUs n/a 2/year

Other SIUs n/a 2/year

# $ How many and what percentage of SIUs were:

(refer to p.l1 for Pretreatment year)

0 0 Not sampled at least once in the past reporting year?
0 0 Not inspected at least once in the past Pretreatment reporting year?
0 (VI Not inspected and not sampled at least once in the past reporting year?

[403.8(£) (2) (V)]
Attach the names of SIUs that were not sampled and/or not inspected within
the last Pretreatment reporting year. Include an explanation next to each

name as to why it was not sampled and/or not inspected. N/A

Does the Control Authority routinely split samples with industrial

personnel:
YES NO
v I1f requested?
n/a To verify IU self-monitoring results?

Audit Checklist
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SECTION IT: PROGRAM ANALYSIS AND PROFILE

Describe how the Control Authority will investigate instances
of noncompliance?

Describe the Control Authority's types of escalating
enforcement responses and the periods for each response?
Identify by Title the Official(s) responsible for implementing
each type of enforcement response?

Reflect the Control Authority's responsibility to enforce all
applicable pretreatment requirements and standards

NN

Check those compliance/enforcement options that are available to the POTW in the
event of IU noncompliance: [403.8(f) (1) (vi)]

v Notice or letter of violation v/ Administrative Order
v Setting of compliance schedule v/ Revocation of permit
v Injunctive relief v/ Fines (maximum amount):
civil $ 1000 /day/violation
criminal $ 1000 /day/violation
administrative $ /day/violation
v Imprisonment
v Termination of Service
Other:

Describe any problems the Control Authority has experienced in
implementing or enforcing its pretreatment program: none apparent

YES NO
v When violations occur, does the Control Authority routinely notify SIUs and
escalate enforcement responses if violations continue? ([403.8(f) (5)]
n/a Are SIUs required to notify the Control Authority within 24

hours of becoming aware of a violation and to conduct additional
monitoring within 30 days after the violation is identified?
[403.12(g) (2)].
Comment:

v If no, does the Control Authority conduct all of the monitoring?

IES NO ©N/A

v/ Does the pattern of enforcement conform to the Enforcement Response

Plan?
Complete the following table for SIUs identified as SNC.

Date First

SIU Identified Enforcement Action Return to Compliance?
Name in SNC Type Date Yes (Date) No
None

Audit Checklist
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SECTION II: PROGRAM ANALYSIS AND PROFILE

J. DATA MANAGEMENT/PUE™ ™7 PARTICIPATION

<

Are inspection & sampling records well documented, organized and readily
retrievable? Are files/records:

YES NO_

A computerized
vV ___ hard copy

_ OTHER:

Are the following files computerized:

Control Mechanism Issuance
Inspection and Sampling schedule
Monitoring Data

JU Compliance Status Tracking
Other:

ENNNE

1T

Can IU monitoring data can be retrieved by:
Industry name
Pollutant type
Industrial category or type
SIC Code
IU discharge volume
Geographic location
Receiving treatment plant (i.e.if > one plant in the system)
Other (specify)

ERRRNAN

NEENNNENE

Does the POTW have provisions to address claims of confidentiality?
[403.8(£f) (1) (vii)]

N

Have IUs requested that data be held confidential?

How is confidential information handled by the Control Authority?
Ordinance says there will be a 10 day IU notification prior to
releasing any paperwork considered “confidential”

v/ Are there significant public or community issues impacting the POTW's
pretreatment program?

If yes, please explain:

v Are all records maintained for at least 3 years?

K. RESOURCES

What is the current level of resources dedicated to the Pretreatment Program in FTEs
and funding amounts? [403.8(£f) (3)] * - FTE = Full Time Equivalent Employee

approx. 3

Audit Checklist
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SECTION II: PROGRAM ANALYSIS AND PROFILE

L.

1.

POLLUTION PREVENTION

Describe any efforts that have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention
into the Pretreatment Program (e.g. waste minimization at IUs, household
hazardous waste programs, etc.):

none

Has the source of any toxic pollutants been identified?
If yes, what was found?

n/a_

Has the POTW implemented any kind of public education program? If yes,
describe:
Conway Corp. performs various types of public education to help inform their

customers of P2 ways helping out their POTWs. They also have pamphlets and

handouts providing households in “trouble” areas along with information

on the do’s and don’t’s for their industrial and commercial users.

Does the POTW have any pollution prevention success stories for industrial
users documented? no . If yes, please attach.

CC has multiple IUs the practice P2, from recycling to large water/waste/
enerqy conservation. One of their IUs was a finalist in ADEQ’s ENVY award
program. A few of their IUs are ISO 14003 certified and/or have their own in-
house continual improvement programs.

Are SIUs required to get a pollution prevention audit or assessment as a part
of their permit application or as a requirement of their permit?
No

Has the POTW used any of the various "Guides to Pollution Prevention™” as
examples to their industrial and commercial users as ways to eliminate or reduce
pollutants? No
If yes, which of the "Guides to Pollution Prevention" were used? n/a

Two of the IUs visited had very good P2 practices and could probably aid

in updating the old P2 Guidance Manuals.

Audit Checklist
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SECTIC [ TIT: INDUSTRIAL USER FILE REVIEW

[CC used for Conway Corp. for brevity; "nn” = not necessary; “arch.” = archived)
A. Industrial User Characterization

FILE 1 FILE 2 FILE 3 FILE 4 FILE 5

1. Is the IU considered
"significant”" by the
Control Authority? v v v v v

2. Is the user subject to
categorical pretreatment v v no v v/
standards?

a. New source or existing NS NS n/a NS ES
source (NS or ES)?

b. Is this IU one
identified as having
P? potential? no no no no no
B. Control Mechanism
1. Does the file contain an (See Attch. A-1 for example)
application for a control v v v v v
mechanism?
If yes, what is the
application date? 9/12 9/12 12/13 9/12 9/12
Does it ask for Pollution
Prevention information? no no no no no
2. Does the file contain a
Permit? (See Attch. A-4 v v/ v/ v/ v/
, for example)
Permit Expiration Date? 7/11 7/17 7/17 7/17 7/17
Is a fact sheet included? 1 1 1 1 1

(See Attch. A-5 for example)

3. Has the SIU been issued a
control mechanism containing:
[403.8(f) (1) (iii) (A)-(E)] (See Attch. A-4 for example)

a. Legal Authority Cite? v v v v /
b. Expiration date? v v v v v/
c. Statement of

nontransferability? . v v v v /
d. Appropriate discharge

limitations? 2 2 2 2 2
e. Appropriate

self-monitoring

requirements? 3 3 3 3 3
£. Sampling frequency? 4 4 v 4 4
g. Sampling locations? S 5 S 5 5

Comments: 1) Fact sheets need a little more info; 2) The metal finishers’ permit

(local) limits should have been deleted when the Stone Dam Creek POTW was
decommissioned since the TBLLs were developed using that POTW’'s data; 3) City does all
sampling as stated in permits (see Attch A-4c); 4) The metal finishers’ CN sampling
frequency says 1/yr. 2/yr minimum is required by Regs; 5) Sampling locations must be in
all permits clearly described preferably using footage(s) from a fixed reference point.

Audit Checklist
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SECTION IIXY:. INDUSTRIAL USER FILE REVIEW

FILE 1 FILE 2 FILE 3 FILE 4 FILE S5

5. For IUs with combined
wastestreams is the
Combined Wastestream
Formula or the Flow
Weighted Average formula
correctly applied?
[403.6(d) and (e)] n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

6. For IUs receiving a "net/
gross" variance, are the
alternate standards properly

applied? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

7. Is the Control Authority
applying a bypass

provision to this IU? 1 1 1 1 1
D. Compliance Monitoring
Sampling

1. Does the file contain
Control Authority sampling
results for the

industry? v v v v/ /

2. Did the Control Authority
sample as frequently as
required by its approved
program or permit? 2 2 2 2 2
[403.8(c) ]

3. Does the sampling report(s)
include: [403.8(f) (2) (vi)]
a. Name of sampling

personnel? v/ v/ v/ v/
b. Sample date and time? v v v v v/
c. Sample type? v v v v
d. Wastewater flow at the

time of sampling? v v v v v/
e. Sample preservation

procedures? 3 3 3 3 3
£. Chain-of-custody

records? v/ v/ 7 v v

g. Results for all
parameters? SIUs & CIUs / v/ v/ v/ /
[403.12(g) (1) - CIUs]

Comments: 1) No bypass provisions; recommend including it in all permits; 2) See
comment #4 on pg. 21; and 3) Although CC’s field and bench sheets included all required
preservation and container descriptions, their contract lab’s standard chain of custody
has “boxes’” denoting these. It will be recommended to complete the contract lab’s C of
C to show all required data on a single sheet.

Audit Checklist
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SECTION III: INDUSTRIAL USER FIT™F PTVIEW

FILE 1 FILE 2 FILE 3 FILE 4 FILE 5

g. Evaluation of self-
monitoring equipment

and techniques? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

h. Evaluation of slug (see Attch. A-7 for example)
discharge control plan
& need to develop?

[403.8(f) (2) (v)] 1 v v v v

i.Manufacturing
facilities? 2 2 2 2 2

j. Chemical handling and
storage procedures? 2 2 2 2 2

k. Chemical spill
prevention areas? 2 2 2 2 2

l. Hazardous waste storage
areas and handling

procedures? 2 2 2 2 2
m. Sampling procedures? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
n. Laboratory procedures? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
©.Monitoring records? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

pP- Evaluation of
Pollution Prevention
opportunities? 3 3 3 3 3

q. Control Authority
inspector signature? v v v v v

IU Self-Monitoring and Reporting

10.Does the file contain
self-monitoring reports? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

11 .Does the file include:

a. BMR? arch. arch. n/a arch. arch.
b. 90-Day Report? w " n/a arch. arch.
c. 2All periodic reports? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
d. Compliance schedule

reports? n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

Comments: 1) Slug potential evaluations’ conclusions were confusing. Tokusen’s Slug
Control Plan did not have even one of the 4 basic/required elements of a SCP, but was a
SWPPP & SPCC; 2) Questions regarding these need to include more descriptive narrative
and a few questions were not even “checked” in the “yes” or “no” boxes; and 3) There is
a section which asks questions regarding P2.

Audit Checklist
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SECTION ITII:

INDUSTRIAL USER FILE REVIEW

10.

11.

FILE 1 FILE 2

c. If NS CIU was it
compliant within 90
days from commencement
of discharge? n/a n/a

FILE 3

n/a

How many reports submitted

during the past reporting

year indicated discharge

violations? 0 0

FILE 4

FILE 5

n/a

n/a

Did the IU notify the

Control Authority within

24 hours of becoming aware

of the violation(s)? n/a n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Was additional monitoring

conducted within 30 days

after each discharge

violation occurred? n/a n/a

n/a

n/a

Were all nondischarge
violations identified in

the file? n/a n/a

Was the IU notified of all

violations? n/a n/a

Was follow-up enforcement
action taken by the
Control Authority? n/a n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Did the Control Authority
follow its approved ERP? nn nn

nn

nn

nn

Did the Control Authority's
enforcement action result
in the IU achieving

compliance? n/a n/a

Is there a compliance
schedule? no no

no

n/a

n/a

no

no

If yes:

Were there any compliance
schedule violations? n/a n/a

n/a

Page 27
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Control Authority: Conway Corporation NPDES #:

Date of Audit: 9/20 - 23/16

REPORTABLE NONCOMPLIANCE (RNC)

for the Pretreatment Audit Checklist
(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST)

AR0051951

Date entered into ICIS: 10/18/16

(ASSESSMENT)
Level

NO Failure to enforce against

pass through and/or interference I
NO Failure to submit required reports

within 30 days I
NO Failure to meet compliance schedule

milestone date within 90 days I
NO Failure to issue/reissue control

mechanisms to 90% of SIUs within II

6 months
NO Failure to inspect or sample 80%

of SIUs within the last reporting year II
NO Failure to enforce pretreatment

standards and reporting II

requirements
NO Other violations of concern IT

SIGNIFICANT NONCOMPLIANCE (SNC)

NO

NO

Is the Control Authority in SNC for violation

of any Level I criterion.

Is the Control Authority in SNC for violation

of 2 or more Level II criterion.
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PRETREATMENT AUDIT

(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT)
INDUSTRIAL SITE VISIT

Control Authority:_Conway Corporation NPDES #: _AR0051951

Name, address and phone number of industry:
Tokusen USA, 1500 Amity Road (501) 327-6800 x-474
Type of industry: Steel cord manufacturer for tires

Date/Time of wvisit: 9/21/16 / 9:45 a.m.

Industry contacts: David Yarberry, Safety & Env. Mgr. / Pat
Welsh, Base Metal Mgr. / Paul Wellington, Process Supv.

Yes No N/A

1. Significant industrial user? v
2. C assified correctly? v
3. Pretreatment equipment or procedures? v
4. Pretreatment equipment maintained and

operational? v
5. Hazardous waste generated or stored? v
6. Proper solid waste disposal-? v
7. Solvent management/TTO control? CC samples TTOs_
8. Suitable sampling location? v
9. Appropriate self-monitoring

procedures/equipment? v

10. Adequate spill prevention and control? v

11. Industrial familiar with limits and
requirements? v/
12. Pollution Prevention activity 4

Additional comments: Facility has not changed processes
substantially since the audit site visit 4 years ago. They bring
in coiled, 5.5 mm diameter steel rod, chemically (hydrochloric
acid pickling) descales it followed by a fresh water rinse. This
is followed by 8 “block” stations each with about 11 to 13 actual
drawing dies that control tension and reduce the wire diameter to
desired thickness using a dry sodium, calcium and/or barium
stearate powder for surface preparation and lubrication at each
die box. BAbout 100 tons of steel is run thru the process/day.
Visit conducted by: Gilliam/Vates/Beck/Beaty/Lieblong

Date: _9/21/16 é&ézs Z 4&4; ;Z}~/’

(signature of auditor conducting visit)
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PRETREATMENT AUDIT

(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT)

INDUSTRIAL SITE VISIT

Control Authority:_Conway Corporation NPDES #: _AR0051951

Name, address and phone number of industry:

Valley Plating Works, Hwy 65 South, 501.548.0200

Type of industry: Ni/Cr Plating of office/school furniture

supports ani BBQ grills

Date/Time of visit: 9/21/16 / 1:20 p.m.

Industry contacts: Dennis Fesmire - General Mgr / Mary Robinson -

H.R. & Admin. / Wynn Holcomb - Plating Mgr. / Perry Small - Virco

Yes No N/A

1. Significant industrial user? v
2. Classified correctly? v
3. Pretreatment equipment or procedures? v
4. Pretreatment equipment maintained and

operational? v/
5. Hazardous waste generated or stored? v
6. Proper solid waste disposal? v
7. Solvent management/TTO control? CC samples for TTOs
8. Suitable sampling location? v
9. Appropriate self-monitoring

procedures/equipment? /*

10. Adequate spill prevention and control? _V/

11. Industrial familiar with limits and
requirements? v

12. Pollution Prevention (P2) activity v
*pH and ORP for internal QA/QC

Additional comments:

Facility has not changed its operations substantially since the
last Audit site visit four (4) years ago. Facility manufactures
office/school furniture such as desks, BBQ grills, oven racks,
chairs and bookcases from low carbon steel. This company took
over the old Virco #1 plant/plating operations and has
substantially “modernized” their processes and pretreatment.

Virco still supplies Valley w/most of the furniture “tube’” formed
pieces/frames. Facility utilizes wetting agents/surfactants in
their baths for most efficient coverage. Wastewater generated was
estimated at ~25,000 gal/shift (3 shifts).

Visit conducted by: Gilliam/Yates/Beck/Beaty/Lieblong
Date:_9/21/16 bl [ L Vit

(signature of auditor conducting visit)
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PRETREATMENT AUDIT

(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT)

INDUSTRIAL SITE VISIT
Control Authority: Conway Corporation NPDES #: _AR0051951

Name, address and phone number of industry:

Central Arkansas Dust Control 1512 Hairston 501.327.1813
Type of industry: Industrial Laundry

Date/Time of visit: 9/22/16 / 9:45 a.m.

Industry contacts: Howard Glover, Owner & President

Yes No N/A

Significant industrial user?

C assified correctly?

NSNS

Pretreatment equipment or procedures?

W N R

Pretreatment equipment maintained and

N

operational?

. Hazardous waste generated or stored? v

Proper solid waste disposal-? A

Solvent management/TTO control-? v

Suitable sampling location? v

O 0 J o0

. Appropriate self-monitoring
procedures/equipment? v

10. Adequate spill prevention and control? _/

11. Industrial familiar with limits and
requirements? v

12. Pollution Prevention activity v

Additional comments:

Facility is a fairly small industrial laundry, but has a steady
stream of local companies’ fast food restaurant wash/wipe-down
linens, dust mops, floor mats, some shop towels, rubber “comfort
mats” and a few other linens.

They launder no “inkers’” whatsoever.

Visit conducted by: Gilliam/Yates/Beck/Beaty/Lieblong
Date:_9/22/16 ;ﬁaﬂLL__./'/égzptjéﬁ;,

(signature of auditor conducting visit)
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CONWAY CORPORATION

WASTE HAULER DISCHARGE PERMIT
NUMBER _2

The Conway Corporation of Conway, Arkansas (hereinafter referred to as Corporation),
the operators of the City of Conway's Wastewater System, including the City's two Wastewater
Treatment Plants, hereby agrees to allow  Harrison Septic Service of

P.O. Box 247, Mayflower, AR 72106 (hereinafter referred to as Company) to dispose of certain
wastewater collected from residential or other approved septic tanks, located in the Conway area,
at the City of Conway Wastewater Treatment Plant.

The wastewater quality shall be in compliance with the standards as stated in Conway
City Ordinance Nos. A-566 and O-12-08, as amended or as shall be amended in the future and
shall comply with other applicable City Ordinances and Corporation regulations. Wastes from
industries, grease traps, oil/water separators or any hazardous or toxic wastes will not be
allowed.

A Non-Hazardous Waste Manifest form provided by Corporation shall be completed for
waste from each separate waste generator, not less than one Manifest per tank load. The
Wastewater Plant Superintendent or his designee shall inspect each tank load of waste to be
discharged at the City's Wastewater Treatment Plant to determine if it may be dumped at the
Plant. If deemed necessary by the Plant Superintendent or his designee, an analysis of the tank
wastes may be required.

A tank may contain no more than 3500 gallons of waste. A fee, which is currently
$25.00, shall be collected from the Company for each tank load discharged at the Plant.

The Corporation reserves the right to reject any wastes it deems harmful to the City's
Wastewater System or that might cause the City to be in violation of its NPDES Permits. A copy
of Corporation regulations pertaining to the disposing of wastes at the City's POTWs is attached
to the Permit.

The Permit will be in effect for a term of one year, beginning on June 1, 2016 and
ending on June 1, 2017 unless terminated by either party upon thirty (30) days written notice to
the last known address of the other party, and does not renew automatically. Any violations of
the provisions of this Permit by Company will render the Permit to be immediately void.

Signed: Date: May 16,2016
Environmental Coordinator
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PERMIT #17

CONWAY CORPORATION’S
INDUSTRIAL WASTEWATER DISCHARGE PERMIT NO. 17
In accordance with all terms and conditions of the City of Conway’s Ordinance No.

and amendme |, and also with any applicable provisions of Federal or State law or regulation:

Permission is hereby granted to Tokusen U.S.A. Inc.

Classified by SIC No. 2296 NACIS No. __314992

This Permit allows for the contribution of Industrial Wastewater into Conway Corporation’s

Wastewater Collection System at 1500 Amity Road, Conway, AR 7277 .

This Permit is granted in accordance with the Industrial Wastewater Discharge Application
submitted to Conway Corporation and in conformity with plans, specifications and other data
submitted to Conway Corporation in support of the above application. All of which are filed with
and considered as part of this permit, together with the following named conditions and
requirements.

Effective this date: Augu-~+1 7112

To expire date: July 31, 2017

ator,
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PERMIT #17

P/ T II: MONITOF (G REQUIREMENTS

1. Conway Corporation will conduct all required monitoring for enforcement and surcharge
purposes at a frequency subject to the discretion of Conway Corporation. The sampling frequency
must comply with all federal and state regulations.

2. Conway Corporation will monitor the discharge from Tokusen U.S.A. Inc. at the Brass

Pl :d Ste~! Wire operation at the frequency specified. All samples shall be grab samples unless

otherwise indicated.

BODs -1 sample once a year*
TSS -1 sample once a year*
0&G -1 sample once a year
Cyanide (total) -1 sample once a year
pH -1 sample every month
Cadmium (total) -1 sample every month*
Chromium (total) -1 sample every month*
Copper (total) -1 sample every month*
Lead (total) -1 sample every month*
Nickel (total) -1 sample every month*
Silver (total) -1 sample every month*
Zinc (total) -1 sample ¢ ry month*

TTO (PgS5,PtlIll, Sec.3B) -1 sample twice a year*
*-Denotes 24 Hour composite sample

3. All sample collection, handling, preservation and analysis shall be performed by Conway
Corporation or a ADEQ approved laboratory contracted by Conway Corporation.

4. All samples handling, preservation, equipment, sample container, holding times, analysis
and quality control procedures shall be in accordance with approved and current EPA procedures
and requirements.

PART III: REPORTING REQUIREMENTS/SPECIAL CONDITIONS

1. SPI CONTROL

A. In case of an accidental discharge, Conway Corporation’s Industrial Pretreatment
Coordinator must be notified immediately, by telephone, at 501-450-6080. If after regular
business hours, leave a message with the Dispatch office, which will notify the proj  personnel.
Notification shall include location of discharge, type of waste, concentration and volume,
Permittee personnel with knowledge of the spill, and corrective actions to be taken by the
Permittee to revent any further accidental discharge.

(City of Conway, Ordinance No
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Fact! -eetfor

Part I. Industry Specific Information

Al Company Name, Facility Address, Telephone | A2 Company Name, Mailing Address
Tokusen USA, Inc. kusen USA, Inc.
1500 Amity Road 1500 Amity Road
Conway, AR 72032 Conway, AR 72032
B1 Primary C tact Name, Title, Telephone, Fax, Email
David Yarberry
Environmental engineer
501-329-6800 office 501-470-8802 Cell 501-327-0231
dyarber—-tol enusa.com
B2 Secondar, <untact Name, Title, Telephone, Fax, Email
Jim McNeal
Eng :er
501-329-6800 Office
C1 Company Owner Cc2 Company Operator
Tokusen USA, Inc. Tokusen USA, Inc.
D1 SIC Codes and Description D2 Categorical Determination
2296-Tire cords and fabrics ClU: an CFR 433
SiU: and matale potential
New source dewcinisnation date:
D3 Description of Operations D4 Production Data
Brass Plating of Tire Cord-
Drawing of tire cord, acid washing,
then brass plating
DS Description of Pretreatment Facilities D6 Desc tionofott BMP’s
Collectic /eqt ation, chemical Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan and
precipitation, clarification, pH Spill Prevention Control and
adjustment, and sludge dewatering Countermeasures Plan







FAR | Discharge Locations- location designation, description of discharge, specific location, and sample location

“rretreatment is 1ocated at the northeast corner of the complex. It receives all process water
and discharges it to collection system after treatment

E7 Permit Limitations

E8 Monitoring Requirements
E9 Reportir equirements
E10 Stanaara conaitions

E11 Special Requirements

E12 Attachments

E13 Permit

Permit #17
Publicly Owned Treatment Works (POTW) Specific Information
Al Name, £ Iress of POTW, Receiving Stream

Stone Dam POTW, Sturgis Road, Stone Dam Creek
B1 Industrial Pretreatment Contact

Trey Liel ng








































