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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 003628 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Active Long Beach Inner Harbor Channel 11
Facility Name: National Gypsum Facility Size: ~ 17
Acre(s)
Facility Address: 1850 Pier B Street Impervious Area: ~ 90%
Long Beach, CA 90813 Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Percy Pitts, Quality Supervisor 3275

Facility Phone: 562-435-4465 x 262

Date of Inspection: 5/14/2007
Inspector(s): Amendola (AEI), Kelly (USEPA)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection

Facility Narrative:
National Gypsum was inspected on 5/14/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit No.
CAS000001, which is held by the Port of Long Beach. National Gypsum is categorized under SIC code 3275.
The inspector met with Percy Pitts, Quality Supervisor to tour the facility and review relevant storm water
paperwork.

The inspection was conducted from approximately 11:00 am to 1:30 pm.

The facility manufactures gypsum wallboard. Potential storm water pollution sources include a storage pile of
gypsum rock and associated fines at the southern end of the facility, including a storage dome; glycol and latex
process storage tanks near the "Tape Joint Building"; oil container storage; and, fugitive particulate releases
from plant buildings and operations, including the "wet waste™ area at the northern end of the plant.

Possible storm water discharge locations identified from the inspection included: two storm drains at the
northwest area of the facility, west of the "wet waste™ area (identified as Outfall 004 on SWPPP site map); storm
drains along the eastern side of the facility; a low spot at the southeast area of the facility (identified as Outfall
003 on the SWPPP site map); and, an area south and southwest of the rock pile (identified as Outfall 002 on the
SWPPP site map). A storm drain is also located in an open paved area east of the "Tape Joint Building™. The
drains along the eastern side of the facility appeared to be equipped with valves in the closed position. The
facility representative did not know if the valves are opened during rain events, or who has responsibility for
operation of the valves.

Structural controls include secondary containment structures for the latex and glycol tanks and oil and
hazardous waste storage. Non-structural control measures include regular sweeping of facility grounds and
placement of booms around the storm drains west of the "wet waste" area prior to rain events. Best
management practices and storm water controls, or lack thereof, are discussed in the Identified Areas of
Potential Noncompliance section of this report.

The facility's SWPPP and visual inspection forms for the years 2006 and 2007 were reviewed. Potential items
of non-compliance associated with the SWPPP and inspections are listed in the Items of Potential Non-
Compliance section of this report.

003628 Facility Rating: 1 26-May-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP does not identify a pollution prevention team (CAS000001 Attachment A.3.).

The SWPPP does not contain a complete description of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001

Attachment A.6.):
As noted in the facility narrative, storm drains along the east side of the facility appeared to be equipped with
valves. The SWPPP did not contain a description of when are the valves opened and closed and who has
responsibility for their operation.

The SWPPP does not contain a complete assessment of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001 Attachment
AT):
Refer to the section below addressing BMPs for the gypsum storage pile.

As noted below, the SWPPP did not contain an adequate assessment of storm water management and potential
storm water pollution from the Tape Joint Building truck loading dock area.

The facility did not have sampling records for the following required activities:

The facility did not maintain complete records of monthly visual storm water discharge observations for

one storm per month between October 1 and May 30 (CAS000001 Attachment B.4):
Monthly storm water visual observations have not been made at all outfalls (NPDES Permit No. CAS000001
Section B.4.a). The facility representative stated that the storm drain in the open paved area, east of the Tape
Joint Building is observed during rain events, but that Outfalls 002 and 003 are not observed. Considering
the potential for these outfalls to receive run-off from gypsum storage and associated fines, they should be
observed during rain events. The drain that is observed during rain events is not judged to be representative
of Outfalls 002 and 003. The monthly inspection forms used by the facility did not identify the location of
visual observations (NPDES Permit No. CAS000001 B.4.c.) (see Exhibit 1).

The facility has not adequately implemented BMPs identified in the SWPPP (CAS000001 Section A.8.):
BMPs identified in the facility's SWPPP for gypsum rock storage and associated fines do not appear
appropriate or adequate to reduce or prevent pollutants from entering storm water discharges; and, BMPs
identified in the SWPPP for gypsum rock storage and associated fines were not fully implemented (NPDES
Permit No. CAS000001 Section A.7. and A.8.). The SWPPP lists "periodic cleaning, good housekeeping, use
tarps to cover stored material™ as BMPs for gypsum rock storage (see Exhibit 2), and states that the material is
"stockpiled within a storage dome". However, large amounts of gypsum rock and associated fines were
exposed at the gypsum dome and were not covered with tarps, covered by the dome, or covered by another
means (see attached photolog). Considering the amount of exposed material, tarp coverage may not be
practical, but additional BMPs should be implemented to reduce the discharge of gypsum fines to the storm
drain system and minimized fugitive releases. As shown on the facility's SWPPP site map, run-off from the
exposed material would likely flow east toward Outfall 003, toward a storm drain southeast of the pile just
beyond the fence line, south toward a storm drain just beyond the fence line, and southwest toward Outfall
002. A review of Port of Long Beach storm water sampling stations indicated that storm water discharges from
the facility have not been recently characterized.

The SWPPP lists good housekeeping as a BMP. Good housekeeping practices were not adequately
implemented near the Calcidyne Enclosure, as identified on the facility's site map. Significant amounts of
white material were observed on the ground at this location (see Photo 8) (NPDES Permit No. CAS000001
Section A.8.). This area is shown on the site map as draining toward the storm drains on the eastern edge of the
facility.

The SWPPP lists "good housekeeping™ and "follow loading/unloading procedures” for the glycol and latex
process storage tanks near the Tape Joint Building (see Exhibit 2). Evidence of tank overfilling and spillage on

003628 Facility Rating: 1 26-May-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

the outside of the secondary containment dike were observed, suggesting that proper loading/unloading
procedures have not been implemented. Run-off from the tank loading/unloading area would drain to an
adjacent truck dock. Housekeeping was poor in this area and the dock appeared to be equipped with a drain or
sump. An out of service sump pump was located at the dock, suggesting drainage to the dock may be pumped
to the surrounding area. The facility's SWPPP did not contain an adequate assessment of storm water
management and potential storm water pollution from this area (i.e., an explanation of area drainage,
description of potential spillage from loading / unloading operations, operation of the sump pump and the
function of an unknown drain by the dock partially blocked by debris) (NPDES Permit No. CAS000001
Section A.7.).

Other issues of potential noncompliance observed during the site inspection:

As noted above, the SWPPP did not contain a pollution prevention team (NPDES Permit No. CAS000001
Section A.3.). Contact information was provided in the SWPPP for the Quality Supervisor, Plant Manager and

Maintenance Supervisor. However, specific responsibilities related to storm water pollution prevention were
not assigned to these individuals, as required.

Amendola (AEI), Kelly (USEPA) 5/15/2007
Inspector Name(s)

Report Date

003628 Facility Rating: 1 26-May-07



Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 1: Facility sign.

4.

N -

Photo 2: Pile storage of gypsum rock and associated fines. The pile, located at the
southern end of the facility, is partially covered by a dome. The covered conveyor leads
from the unloading dock.

Inspection Date: May 14, 2007 Page 1 of 8



Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 3: Gypsum pile at southwest corner of the facility. The photo was taken from the
location designated as “Outfall 002” on the facility’s site map. From visual observation, it
appears this area would receive run-off from the pile of material shown.

Photo 4: Storm drain beyond fence line south of the gypsum storage pile.
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Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 5: Evidence of gypsum powder at the storm drain southeast of the gypsum pile.
This location is identified as Outfall 003 on the facility’s site map.

Photo 6: Storm drain east of the Tape Joint building, with exposed gypsum material in
the background.

Inspection Date: May 14, 2007 Page 30f 8



Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 7: Close-up of drain pictured above.

Photo 8: Gypsum powder on the ground near the Calcidyne Enclosure.
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Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 9: Evidence of spillage from tank near Tape Joint Building truck dock.
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Photo 10: Poor housekeeping and out-of-service sump pump at Tape Joint Building truck
dock adjacent to tanks pictured above.

Inspection Date: May 14, 2007 Page 5 0of 8



Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum

(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)
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Exhibit 1 page 1 of 2: Page 1 of storm water visual observation form that does not
identify the location of the observation.
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Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)
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Exhibit 1 page 2 of 2: Page 2 of storm water visual observation form that does not
identify the location of the observation.
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Port of Long Beach — National Gypsum

(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)
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Exhibit 2: Summary of best management practices listing “periodic cleaning, good
housekeeping, use tarps to cover stored materials” for “Gypsum Rock Storage, Transport,

Manufacturing”; and listing “follow loading/unloading procedures, good housekeeping,”

for the Process Storage Tanks.
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 003628 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Active Long Beach Harbor
Facility Name: Georgia-Pacific Gypsum Facility Size: 6.6 Acre(s)
Facility Address: 1401 Pier D Street Impervious Area: 90%
Long Beach, CA 90802 Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Clarence Jessie (Op Maintenance 3275
Gatekeeper)

Facility Phone: 562-435-7094

Date of Inspection: 5/14/2007
Inspector(s): Amendola (AEI); Kelly (USEPA)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection

Facility Narrative:
Georgia-Pacific Gypsum was inspected on 5/14/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit No.
CAS000001, which is held by the Port of Long Beach. Georgia-Pacific Gypsum is categorized under SIC code
3275. The inspector met with Clarence Jessie (Op Maintenance Gatekeeper) to tour the facility and review
relevant storm water paperwork.

The inspection was conducted from approximately 1:40 pm to 3:00 pm. Mr. John Laisy, who is most familiar
with storm water activities for GP-Gypsum, was not available at the time of the inspection.

The facility manufactures gypsum wallboard. Potential storm water pollution sources include a storage pile of
gypsum rock and associated fines at the northwest side of the facility, including a storage dome; an equipment
wash rack north of the Board Plant; a ship unloading dock on the facility's northwest side; a diesel fuel tank on
the facility's north side along Long Beach Harbor Channel Three; wallboard recycle operations; and, fugitive
particulate releases from plant buildings and operations, including the "wet waste" area at the southern end of
the plant along Pier D Street.

Structural storm water controls include secondary containment for the diesel fuel tank, a sump with a weir
intended to remove solids prior to storm water discharge and an enclosed containment and recycle system for
the equipment wash rack. Sand bags were placed around a storm drain located directly beside gypsum storage
and associated fines. Non-structural controls include daily sweeping of plant grounds. Best Management
Practices are further discussed in the Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance section of this report.

The following storm water discharge locations were identified from the inspection: run-off from the wet waste
area and east end of the facility to Pier D Street; a sump on the north side of the facility pumped to Long Beach
Harbor Channel Three; and run-off from the ship unloading dock. The storm drain directly beside gypsum
storage and associated fines receives run-off from the gypsum storage and the surround area, and is directed to
the sump on the facility's north side. The facility representative stated that sump is equipped with a two stage
weir, which may achieve some solids settling.

The facility's SWPPP and visual inspection forms for the years 2006 and 2007 were reviewed.

003628 Facility Rating: 1 26-May-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP does not contain a complete assessment of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001 Attachment

AT):
BMPs identified in the facility's SWPPP for storage of gypsum rock and associated fines do not appear
adequate to reduce or prevent pollutants from entering storm water discharges (NPDES Permit No.
CAS000001 Section A.7. and A.8.). The facility's SWPPP identifies "sweep storage areas weekly...maintain
orderly storage areas (good housekeeping)...pick up litter..." as BMPs for "Outdoor Equipment / Material
Storage Areas” (see Exhibit 1). Considering the proximity of gypsum storage and associated fines to the storm
drain noted above (see attached photolog) and the proximity to Long Beach Harbor itself, these BMPs, and
practices noted in the facility narrative, are most likely not adequate to prevent or reduce solids discharge from
gypsum storage to the receiving water. A review of Port of Long Beach monitoring locations indicated that
storm water discharges from this facility have not been recently characterized.

The SWPPP is required to contain BMPs that are appropriate to reduce or prevent pollutant discharges from
potential pollution sources (NPDES Permit No. CAS000001 Section A.7.). Considering the likely high solids
loading to the facility's storm drain system, the SWPPP should contain a schedule for cleaning the sump/weir
structure, as well as monitoring procedures, to ensure gypsum is not discharged through the storm drains.
Additionally, the facility should evaluate methods to ensure the fines from the gypsum pile do not flow directly
with storm water into the harbor and ensure that fugitive releases of fines are not carried into the harbor or
nearby streets or properties.

Maintenance of an "oil/water separator" every four weeks was identified as a BMP in the SWPPP for
vehicle/equipment maintenance. However, it is not clear in the SWPPP if the "oil/water separator" is the same
unit as the sump / weir structure noted above. The sump / weir structure did not appear to be associated with
vehicle or equipment maintenance.

BMPs noted above for "Outdoor Equipment / Maintenance Storage Areas"” may not be adequate for the
wallboard recycle area located between the mill and warehouse. Fine white material was exposed at this
location (see attached photolog). Based on visual observation, this area may drain to Pier D Street. As noted
above, it does not appear that storm water discharges from this facility have been recently characterized.

Other issues of potential noncompliance observed during the site inspection:
Although not identified in the facility's SWPPP as a BMP, sand bags were placed at drains along the ship
unloading dock, where a section of the gypsum conveyor system is located. Some of the bags were broken and
bags were not placed at some drains. The facility is encouraged to maintain sand bags at this located in good
condition.

Amendola (AEI); Kelly (USEPA) 5/16/2007

Inspector Name(s) Report Date

003628 Facility Rating: 1 26-May-07



Port of Long Beach — GP Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 1: Facility sign

STORR U

Photo 2: Pile storage of gypsum rock and associated fines. The pile, located on the
northwest side of the facility, is partially covered by a dome.

Inspection Date: May 14, 2007 Page 1 of 6



Port of Long Beach — GP Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)
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Photo 3: Gypsum rock dome and exposed gypsum material and associated fines on the
northwest side of the facility.

Photo 4: Gypsum rock dome and exposed gypsum material and associated fines on the
northwest side of the facility.
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Port of Long Beach — GP Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 5: Storm drain directly next to outdoor gypsum storage and associated fines.
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Port of Long Beach — GP Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)
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Outdoor gypsum
1 storage

Photo 6: Sump with weir that receives storm water from drain pictured in Photo 5. The
drain and outdoor gypsum storage pictured in Photo 5 are also shown.

Photo 7: Location of storm water discharge to Channel Three from sump shown in Photo
6. Note the gypsum pile extends nearly into Channel Three.

Inspection Date: May 14, 2007 Page 4 of 6



Port of Long Beach — GP Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

Photo 9: Open drain to receiving water at ship unloading dock, and other drains with
broken sand bags.

Inspection Date: May 14, 2007 Page 5 of 6



Port of Long Beach — GP Gypsum
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.); T. Kelly (USEPA)

SECTIONSIX BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPS)

SELECTION/IMPLEMENTATION OF BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs)

SECTION 6.5: BMPs FOR OUTDOOR EQUIPMENT/MATERIAL STORAGE AREAS

Are equipment or materials stored outdoors?

¥ YES If yes, complete this page.
I~ NO 1f no, STOP HERE. Proceed to Section 6.6 {Page 6-7).
A. OPERATIONAL PRACTICES Responsible Date Implemenied or To be
Person Implemented+

i

Maintain orderly storage areas (Good Housekeeping)* SS, LI, BC Ongoing
W )

Pick up litter, rags, and other debris regularly (Good SS, LJ, BC,CB Ongoing

Housekeeping)*

¥ . . .

Store containers of fluids (drums, 5-gallon plastic sS, LI, BC Ongoing

containers, etc.) inside secondary containment or on T

portable pallets*
W .

Educate forklift/truck/crane operators about proper storage Ss Ongoin

procedures and spill control/response* ot
r Place drip pans or drop cloths under vehiclesfequipment

that will be stored for more than a week
¥ Sweep storage areas weekly using portable vacuum
Sweeper or by hand and dispose of the material propetly §8, L), BC,CB Ongoing

W

Eliminate outdoor obsolete equipment, vehicles, and parts

storage areas S8, L), BC Ongoing

B. PHYSICAL IMPROVEMENTS

r Install roof over storage areas (especially open chemical
storage)

r ) .
Construct secondary containment for liquids storage areas.
Do not release storm water from secondary containment if
it has become contaminated

-
Install dead-end storm water drainage sumps for storage
areas with a high potential for accidental pollutant release

r

Grade pavement such that drainage from this area flows to
a point where it can be collected or infiltrated (unless  draining
area where toxic or hazardous materials are stored)
* BMP is recommended for implementation at all facilities.
|L+_Date by which facility will implement the BMP, or_approximate date BMP was originally implemented

URS GREINER WOODWARD CLYDE 6-6 PORT OF LONG BEACH
JiStorm WalerG-P SWPPP 2006.doc

Exhibit 1: Page of facility’s SWPPP listing "sweep storage areas weekly...maintain
orderly storage areas (good housekeeping)...pick up litter..." as BMPs for Outdoor
Equipment / Material Storage Areas.

Inspection Date: May 14, 2007 Page 6 of 6



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 003628 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Long Beach Harbor
Facility Name: Baker Commodities Inc. Facility Size: 1.4 Acre(s)
Facility Address: Pier D Berth 30 Impervious Area: 100%
Long Beach, CA 90802 Primary SIC Code(s):

Facility Contact: Art Gonzales (Terminal Manager) 4225
Facility Phone: 562-436-1137

Date of Inspection: 5/15/2007
Inspector(s): Amendola (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection

Facility Narrative:
Baker Commaodities Inc. was inspected on 5/15/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit No.
CAS000001, which is held by the Port of Long Beach. Baker Commodities Inc. is categorized under SIC code
4225. The inspector met with Art Gonzales (Terminal Manager) to tour the facility and review relevant storm
water paperwork.

The inspection was conducted from approximately 11:15 am to 12:30 pm.

The facility stores and exports animal fats and tropical oils. Bulk shipments are received and distributed by
truck, railcar and ship. The facility consists of a tank farm with 22 bulk storage tanks (largest tank capacity of
576,000 gallons); two loading / unloading racks for tank trucks; a loading / unloading rack for railcars; an
underground pipeline to a wharf; and associate pumps, piping and ancillary equipment.

The tank farm is bermed and storm water within the tank farm is directed to one of three sumps where it is
pumped to two storage tanks for off-site disposal (trucked to a Baker Commodities facility in Los Angeles).
These tanks also receive boiler blowdown, water softener discharges and condensate from internal heating
coils. The main loading rack for tank trucks and the railcar loading rack drain to the tank farm sumps. Oily
discharges from internal heating coils and an apparent leak from the bottom of a storage tank were observed
within the tank farm. Oily material was not observed outside of the bermed tank farm area.

The facility's SWPPP and 2006 and 2007 storm water inspection forms were reviewed. The SWPPP is
discussed below.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP does not contain a complete description of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001

Attachment A.6.):
The facility's SWPPP states that storm water from the tank farm can be directed to tanks for storage and off-site
disposal. However, the SWPPP did not contain an adequate description of storm water management during
heavy rain events. Based upon visual observation the tanks used for collection of storm water, and the
wastewaters listed above, may be undersized for heavy rain events (adequate records showing capacities for
these tanks were not available). The facility representative stated that it has been necessary to use trucks for
storage of excess rainwater (and possibly commingled wastewaters). The SWPPP should contain an

003628 Facility Rating: 2 31-May-07
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assessment of when it may be necessary to use excess storage capacity (e.g., the actual capacity of the storage
tanks, pumping rates to the tanks, inches of rain at which excess capacity may be necessary, availability of
tanks and trucks for excess storage, etc.). The SWPPP should contain procedures / management practices for
those instances.

The SWPPP does not contain a complete assessment of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001 Attachment

AT):
Refer to statement above.

The facility has not adequately implemented BMPs identified in the SWPPP (CAS000001 Section A.8.):
The facility's SWPPP identifies implementation of a SPCC Plan as a BMP (see Exhibit 1). The facility
representative (Terminal Manager) stated that he was not aware of a SPCC Plan for the facility. Per 40 CFR
Part 112, it appears that this facility is required to develop and implement a Spill Prevention, Control and
Countermeasure Plan. Such a plan was not available for review. Items that need to be addressed in a SPCC
Plan include tank integrity testing (see Photo 6 for apparent tank leak), containment capacity for the largest
tank in the tank farm (see Photo 1, showing berm next to tank farm), and containment for the tank truck rack on
the west side of the facility (see Photo 7).

Amendola (AEI) 5/18/2007
Inspector Name(s) Report Date

003628 Facility Rating: 2 31-May-07



Port of Long Beach — Baker Commodities, Inc.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 2: Truck loading rack that drains to sump in tank farm.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 1 of 6



Port of Long Beach — Baker Commodities, Inc.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 3: One of three sumps within tank farm pumped to the wastewater / storm water
holding tanks.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 2 of 6



Port of Long Beach — Baker Commodities, Inc.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 4: Tanks used to collect boiler blowdown, water softener discharges, condensate
from internal heating coils and storm water.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 3 of 6



Port of Long Beach — Baker Commodities, Inc.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 5: Oily condensate in bermed area from internal tank heating coils.

Photo 6: Apparent leak from bulk oil storage tank and oily condensate from internal
heating coils.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 4 of 6



Port of Long Beach — Baker Commodities, Inc.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 7: Tank truck rack on west side of the facility.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 5 of 6



Port of Long Beach — Baker Commodities, Inc.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

SECTIONS X BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPS)

SELECTION/IMPLEMENTATION OF BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES (BMPs)

I SECTION 6.4: BMPs FOR LOADING/UNLOADING OF MATERIALS WHICH CAN
' POLLUTE STORM WATER (LIQUIDS, POWDERS, ETC.)
1 Are loading/unlonding of materials which can pollute storm water conducted on site?
# YES If wes, complele this page.
o . NG IF oo, STOR HERE. Proceed 1o Scehon 6.5 (Page 6-00). -
. ’ Dt Impleienied o To by
| A UPERATIONAL PRACTICES hplementer]
;] irnplenmm WTITen operstions and procedures piu.n ami]
diginimye w all conwactors delivering/picking up materials
an facabity™ JAnvonsaley LTS
0 unduct loading/unloading during dry wealher only ~
W Lise ofey cleamup methods for spills and leaks of liquids* Ay el e %
| B Store diy eleanup matenals near all loading/univading AR Gl Ve ]
arcas™ f'
|
Ll implement Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure _arronanes e - 1
{SPCC) Man |
B PHYSICAL IMPROVEMENTS
; [ Isiadl ronl or awning over truck/rail loading preas T - - T B i
] hnstall valve controfled sump in storm drain beneath lusdling = .
dock und kvep clused during loading/unloading operations
* PMD s recenunended for implementation at all facilities, Crmmmmm
o Date by whieh lacility will implement the BMP. or dpproximsste dale 13ME ongmally was impemented
Baker Commodities, [ne. 6-6 . Part ol Long Beach
April, 2001 Sternt Warer Pollution Frevention Plan

Exhibit 1: Page of Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan listing “Implement Spill
Prevention Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan” as a BMP.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 6 of 6
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WDID: 003628 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Active Long Beach Harbor East Basin
Facility Name: California United Terminals Facility Size: 162 Acre(s)
Facility Address: 1200 Pier E Street Impervious Area: 100%
Long Beach, CA 90802 Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Jesse E. Saldana 4491

Facility Phone: 562-499-2420

Date of Inspection: 5/15/2007
Inspector(s): M. Amendola (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection

Facility Narrative:
California United Terminals was inspected on 5/15/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit
No. CAS000001, which is held by the Port of Long Beach. California United Terminals is categorized under
SIC code 4491. The inspector met with Jesse E. Saldana to tour the facility and review relevant storm water
paperwork.

The inspection was conducted from 9:00 am to 11:00 am.

Facility operations include loading and unloading of containers from cargo ships and maintenance of associated
equipment including cranes, vehicles, and truck chassis. Potential storm water pollution sources include
maintenance shops for vehicles (the power shop) and chassis (BIT shop), a wash rack for vehicles and
containers; and maintenance (e.g., oil changes) of refrigeration units.

Storm water from the site drains to Long Beach Harbor East Basin through several storm drains located
throughout the facility.

BMPs identified in the facility's SWPPP and housekeeping practices were generally well implemented. The
facility's SWPPP and visual observation forms for 2005 to January 2006 were reviewed. Potential items of non-
compliance associated with the SWPPP and inspection forms are listed below.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP site map was incomplete in the following areas (CAS000001 Attachment A.4.):
The site map included with the SWPPP at the time of the inspection did not show storm drains and points of
discharge to the receiving water, the wash rack or the BIT Shop (see Exhibit 1).
The SWPPP does not contain a complete description of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001
Attachment A.6.):
At the time of the inspection, oil changes for refrigerated units were conducted at an exposed uncontained area
near, but not draining to, the wash rack. This area for equipment maintenance was not identified specifically in
the facility’'s SWPPP. The SWPPP states on page 4-1 that all equipment maintenance is performed at one of
the shops (see Exhibit 2).
The SWPPP does not contain a complete assessment of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001 Attachment
AT):
The SWPPP did not contain an assessment of potential storm water pollution from the maintenance on
003628 Facility Rating: 2 08-Jun-07
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refrigerated units described above. The assessment should include the proximity of storm drains, spill response
materials and best management practices implemented at this location.
The facility did not have sampling records for the following required activities:
The facility did not maintain complete records of quarterly non-storm water discharge visual
observations (CAS000001 Attachment B.3.):
Refer to statement below.
The facility did not maintain complete records of monthly visual storm water discharge observations for
one storm per month between October 1 and May 30 (CAS000001 Attachment B.4):
During the inspection, records of storm water inspections were available only through January 2006. The
facility representative stated that the person responsible for conducting such inspections and maintaining
these records was not available.

M. Amendola (AEI) 5/17/2007
Inspector Name(s) Report Date
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Port of Long Beach — California United Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 2: Storm drains along the Zone 2 container storage yard.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 1 of 6



Port of Long Beach — California United Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

3

Photo 3: Bermed fueling area at maintenance shop.

Photo 4: Cover and secondary containment were provided for waste oil and hazardous
waste at the Power Shop.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 2 of 6



Port of Long Beach — California United Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 5: Vehicle wash area directed to sanitary sewer system.

Photo 6: Bermed container wash rack directed to sanitary sewer system.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 3 of 6



Port of Long Beach — California United Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)
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Photo 7: Maintenance (an oil change) on a refrigeration unit at an exposed uncontained
area adjacent to the wash rack.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 4 of 6



Port of Long Beach — California United Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)
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Exhibit 1: Site map from SWPPP that does not show storm drains and points of
discharge to the receiving water, the BIT Shop and the wash rack.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007
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Port of Long Beach — California United Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

SECTIONFOUR FACILITY NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

FACILITY NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
California United Terminals is a terminal operator that loads and unloads containers and breakbulk

cargo to/from a variety of ships. The containers and breakbulk are stored throughout the 162 acre
facility. The potential for storm water pollutants from this part of CUT’s operation is almost
nonexistent. In the event there is a leak or spill, it would be cleaned up immediately and disposed of
properly.

Crane, chassis, and equipment maintenance at CUT is the main area where storm water

pollutants could pose a proble@mcnt maintenance is performed at one of t@ost
maintenance of cars and equipment is performed inside the mechanic shop except for the few pieces

of equipment, which may be too big to fit inside. The larger equipment is worked on on the south

and east side of the building.

Chassis work is done at the BIT shop. Crane and transtainer maintenance is conducted at

various locations throughout the facility.

All personnel are trained and required to cleanup spills immediately and then place the
material in the waste containment berm located at the northeast comner of the mechanic shop. All

material stored at the bermed area for disposal,is picked up on a regular basis by a vendor.

In the event there is a spill or leak larger than CUT personnel have been trained to handle, an
environmental cleanup company is called in to take care of the cleanup. CUT personnel are only
allowed to clean up spilled material in their immediate work area, when the substance is a known

chemical.

Two underground storage tanks are located east of the mechanic shop, which supply fuel to
two above ground pumps. CUT also has a mobile fuel truck. Absorb-all is kept in close proximity to

these operations and proper disposal methods are followed.

Heavy equipment and forklifts are stored primarily south of the mechanic shop and northeast

of Chiquita. All leaks and spills are cleaned up immediately and disposed of properly.

Vehicle and container washing takes place at the wash rack facility. The area is sloped so
that the runoff goes into a drain which leads to a three stage clarifier. The clarifier is cleaned

regularly by an approved contractor.

URS GREINER WOODWARD CLYDE 4-1 PORT OF LONG BEACH

LATerm. ServicesiWord SWPP CLT DOC

Exhibit 2: Section 4 of SWPPP that states “All equipment maintenance is performed at
one of the shops”.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 6 of 6
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California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 003628 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Active Long Beach Harbor
Facility Name: Weyerhaeuser Company (116) Facility Size: 8.5 Acre(s)
Facility Address: 280 Pier T Ave Impervious Area: 95%
Long Beach, CA 90802 Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Fernando Baudrit (Site 5031

Operations Manager)
Facility Phone: 562-432-3373
Date of Inspection: 5/15/2007

Inspector(s): Amendola (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection

Facility Narrative:
Weyerhaeuser Company (116) was inspected on 5/15/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General
Permit No. CAS000001, which is held by the Port of Long Beach. Weyerhaeuser Company (116) is
categorized under SIC code 5031. The inspector met with Fernando Baudrit (Site Operations Manager) to tour
the facility and review relevant storm water paperwork.

The inspection was conducted concurrently with the inspection of Fremont Weyerhaeuser (Fremont 122) from
1:30 to 3:30 pm.

The facility receives lumber by truck for distribution. Operations include, storage of lumber, saw cutting and
associated maintenance operations. Potential storm water pollution sources include the saw for cutting, a
maintenance shop and a 1,000 gallon diesel fuel tank. The facility representative stated that vehicles are not
washed or cleaned at this location.

Storm water run-off is conveyed to Long Beach Harbor via two storm drains. Best management practices
identified in the facility's SWPPP appeared to be well implemented. Housekeeping was very good throughout
the facility.

The facility's SWPPP and storm water inspection forms for 2006 and 2007 were reviewed and were determined
to be complete.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

Amendola (AEI) 5/18/2007
Inspector Name(s) Report Date

003628 Facility Rating: 3 31-May-07



Port of Long Beach — Weyerhaeuser (116)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 1: Facility office.

Photo 2: Saw cutting operations. Housekeeping was observed to be good in this area.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 1 of 2



Port of Long Beach — Weyerhaeuser (116)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 4: Diesel fuel tank with secondary containment.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 2 of 2
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WDID: 003628 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Long Beach Harbor
Facility Name: Fremont / Weyerhaeuser (Fremont 122) Facility Size: 17.5
Acre(s)
Facility Address: 800 Pier T Avenue Impervious Area: 100%
Long Beach, CA 90802 Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Fernando Baudrit (Site 5031

Operations Manager)
Facility Phone: 562-432-3373
Date of Inspection: 5/15/2007

Inspector(s): Amendola (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection

Facility Narrative:
Fremont / Weyerhaeuser (Fremont 122) was inspected on 5/15/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES
General Permit No. CAS000001, which is held by the Port of Long Beach. Fremont / Weyerhaeuser (Fremont
122) is categorized under SIC code 5031. The inspector met with Fernando Baudrit (Site Operations Manager)
to tour the facility and review relevant storm water paperwork.

This inspection was conducted concurrently with the inspection of Weyerhaeuser Company (Weyerhaeuser
116). The inspection was conducted from 1:30 pm to 3:30 pm.

The facility receives lumber by truck, rail and barge for distribution. Operations include, storage of lumber,
tagging (placement of bar code stickers), and saw cutting. Potential storm water pollution sources include saw
cutting, a maintenance shop and a 1,000 gallon diesel fuel tank. The facility representative stated that vehicles
are not washed or cleaned on site.

Storm water run-off is conveyed to Long Beach Harbor via three storm drains. The drains appeared free from
saw dust, trash or other debris. Best management practices identified in the facility's SWPPP appeared to be
well implemented. Housekeeping was very good at the maintenance area and throughout the facility.

The facility's SWPPP and storm water inspection forms for 2006 and 2007 were reviewed and were determined
to be complete.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

Amendola (AEI) 5/18/2007
Inspector Name(s) Report Date
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Port of Long Beach — Fremont / Weyerhaeuser (122)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 2: One of three storm drains.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 1 of 2



Port of Long Beach — Fremont / Weyerhaeuser (122)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 3: Saw cutting operations. Housekeeping was observed to be good in this area.

Inspection Date: May 15, 2007 Page 2 of 2
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Port of Long Beach
Industrial General Permit Inspection Reports

EPA & RWQCB INSPECTIONS

Cabrillo Boat Shop

Gambol Industries

J.H. Baxter

City Paper and Metal Co. Inc.
International Transportation Service
Mitsubishi Cement

Pacific Container Terminal
POLB Maintenance Yard

Forest Terminals

10. Pacific Coast Recycling

11. SERFF

12. Vopak Terminal Long Beach Inc.
13. Connolly-Pacific Co.

14. Marine Terminal M&R Corp.

15. Harbor Cogeneration Plant
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
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5 SNIZZ £ Investigation and Case Development
2 S )
Y240 prove® Worksheet (CA IIldllStl‘lal) DRAFT November 26,
2001

Background Information

National Database Information i ' General
Inspection Type Industrial Storm Water liiEpeetor Nertie Amy C. Miller
WDID Number 4B195011366 Telephone (415) 947-4198
Inspection Date May4, 2007 Entry Time 12:40 pm
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time 1:35 pm
Boat Repair ) M,_,
- Signature /
Facility Type/SIC 3732 4

Facility Location Information

Cabrillo Boat Shop
1500 W. Pier C St
Long Beach, CA

Name/Location/
Mailing Address

GPS Coordinates Latitude n/a Longitude n/a

Receiving Water(s) | Cerritios Channel/Long Beach Inner Harbor

Name Telephone
Al Larson Boat Yard
Owner
Operator Cabrillo Boat Chop Don Holland, 562-951-5768

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation*
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage 2
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) J
Capyof SWPPgitgg Records (review includes maintenance, u

’ Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? o N SWPPP (implementation)|

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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2001
SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | The facility repairs boats. Boats are removed from the water and placed on jacks stands in

structural and
non-structural
controls
employed by
the facility.

Activity | the yard for repair work. Washing is also done on site.
Facility | See attached map. The facility is located on a paved lot which is adjacent to one of the harbor
Description | channels. The entire lot is approximately 2 acres, however there are at least two other
business renting yard and office space or other buildings. Cabrillo Boat Yard area consists of
a washing area, repair area, office and storage area.
Storm Water Controls
List the | The facility has the wash area bermed and wash water is collected, filtered, and reused.

Some of the storage is located in sheds.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

No. There were no controls at the boat repair area, where we observed sanding of boats and
other activities which result in material accumulating on the ground. Some material was
stored without cover. We also observed hose which were located outside of the wash area

which appeared to be used for washing.
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2001
Are the | The wash area BMPs appeared to be in good working order and maintained
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?
Good | The facility does not have a sweeper. In addition we observed leaks and stains on the

Housekeeping

ground as well as an accumulation of paint sandings and other particulates at the facility's
north property line.

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

None were cbserved

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

n/a

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

There was no map available for the site
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2001

Notes
Jeremy Johnstone from EPA and Daniel Ramsay from the Port of Long Beach participated in the

inspection.
The owner of Cabrillo Boat Yard was not on-site. Jean Edwards, the office manager provided us with

Cabrillo Boat Yard records. George Wall from Al Larson participated in the later portion of our
inspection.

In addition to reviewing SWPPP and monitoring results, we reviewed the annual report and found it was
missing required explanatory information.




~eD S74
S s,

g o
=
pu s
S M
E=

6>f/)~ G’\
AL pROTE

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
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Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orarr November2s,

2001

W 4genct

0

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y |N

The SWPPP is out of date and was for a previous location in
San Pedro. The details of the SWPPP were not reviewed
because it was not specific to this location.

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention

team)? Y |N

Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? Y|N
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y | N

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each _
drainage area? Y |N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y |N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N

Location of significant materials B
exposed to storm water? Y |N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the _
future? Y ([N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y | N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? Y I N
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DRAFT November 26,

Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?




<ED 874
> Bs

NPDES Industrial Storm Water

% M; Investigation and Case Development
N pﬂmeé\ Worksheet (CA IlldllStl‘lal) DRAFT November 26,
2001
Monitoring Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly

sampling)?

We reviewed the most recent sampling results (1/30/07).
Samples are taken at two locations. At the gate the samples
exceeded EPA benchmark levels of TSS (530 mg), Al (8.8
mg.), Zn (4.2 mg.), Fe (16 mg.), Pb (.41mg.), TOC (73 mg.).
At the wash rack the samples exceeded EPA benchmark
levels of Al (3.3 mg.), Zn (3.5 mg.), Fe (5.7 mg.), Pb (1.2 mg),
TOC (42 mg.), pH (1.8)

Y | N | We asked for 2005 records but none could be found.

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y |N

Photograph Lo

DSCNO0337 Cover Sheet

DSCN0338 Wash area. Note the berm around the area.

DSCNO0339 The gap in the berm funnels the water to a sump where the water is pumped to the oil
separator.

DSCNO0340 Close up of the oil separator for the wash area.

DSCNO0341 Engines stored adjacent to the oil separator. Note leak under the front engine.

DSCNO0342 Close up of leak under engine.

DSCNO0343 View of sump for the wash area.

DSCNO0344 Oily stain under crane which lifts boats from the water. The hoses are used to pump water to
the oil separator and back to be reused in the wash area.

DSCNO0345 Boat located on jack stands and employee applying material to the underside of the boat.

DSCNO0346 Boat located on jack stands for repair work. Note sander on the ground for use on the boat
repair.

DSCNO0347 Overview of the boat repair area.

DSCNO0348 Hoses located in boat repair area. Water stains on the ground indicate that they had recently
been used.

DSCNO0349 Engine stored without cover. Note staining on the ground.

DSCNO0350 Storage area slopes towards fence and appears that rainwater would discharge under the
fence.

DSCNO0351 Close-up of sanding on the boat. The sanded material falls directly onto the ground.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water

4 o ©
=3 S22 = Investigation and Case Development
< L o
Y21, prove® Worksheet (CA IIldllStl‘lal) DRAFT November 26, 2001

Backgromld Information

National Database Information _ General
Inspection Type Industrial Storm Water Inspector Name Tom Kelly/Amy Miller
WDID Number 4 191003628 Telephone 415-972-3856
Inspection Date 5/15/05 Entry Time ~11:30 a.m.
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time ~12:15 p.m.
Facility Type/SIC Boat Repair / 3731 Signature 6 / /& 7 /L

Eacility Location Information

s e Gambol Industries

ame/Location i

Mailing Address 1825 Pier D St., Berth 41
Long Beach, CA 90802

GPS Coordinates

Latitude Longitude

Receiving Water(s) | Los Angles/Long Beach Harbor

Name Telephone
Owner Port of Long Beach James Vernon, (562) 590-4160
Operator Gambol Industries John Bridwell, (662) 901-2470
Co-Permittee
Basic Permit Information (bold one) - Summary Site Evaluation?®
Permit Coverage b el N Permit Coverage %
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) |
Copyior SWPP;tgg Records (review includes maintenance, =
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? N N SWPPP (implementation) 8

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
**See discussion in Facility description
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SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | At this facility, Gambol Industries repairs, refurbishes and, on a limited basis, builds boats.
Activity | Industrial activities include sanding, blasting, painting, steam cleaning and pressure washing.
Facility | The facility is completely paved or covered by structures. The property area is 10,000 square
Description | feet, or slightly more than 2 acres. It is bounded by Pier D St. on the south, two neighboring

facilities on the east and west, and Los Angeles Harbor to the north. The south end of the
property is used for employee parking. Further north, shipping containers and buildings house
indoor boat repair and fabrication operations. Boat repair also occurs outdoors. Some repairs
occur between shipping containers, but the main boat repair at the facility is north of the
containers and buildings. A small office is located along the north edge of the property, next
to a ramp used to raise and haul boats from the water. The entire property drains to a
trench/storm drain inlet along the boat ramp.

Storm Water Controls

d

List the
structural and
non-structural

controls
employed by
the facility.

Non-structural controls include BMPs for sanding and painting (plastic sheeting beneath
boats), outdoor storage of material (containment and spill response), vehicle washing and
cleaning (blocking storm drains), loading an unloading (spill prevention and response) vehicle
fueling (spill prevention and response) and paved areas (prohibiting pavement washing and
vehicle maintenance). Structural controls include a storm water filtration system (a filter cloth
and hydrocarbon absorbent) located within the storm drain inlet. The storm drain discharges
to a multi-stage clarifier designed to catch the first flush of storm water. Water from the
clarifier is reused in the facility's pressure wash system. After the first 1000 gallons, water is
still taken in through the storm drain inlet filtration system, but routed directly to the LA

Harbor.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

Yes. The system minimizes the potential for the pollutants to contaminate storm water
discharges.
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Are the | Yes. The facility had logs of routine maintenance performed on their structural controls.
controls | Non-structural controls like plastic sheeting beneath boats under repair were apparent during
maintained in | the inspection.
effective
operating
condition?

Good
Housekeeping

The area was free of trash and repair debris, like sanded paint and blasting media, outside of
the working areas where plastic sheeting covered the pavement.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

Not applicable.

water inlets
correspond
with

site map?

Any evidence | No.
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?
Do the storm | Yes.
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Notes

Gambol leases the site from L.G. Everest, a private landowner within the Port of Long Beach Harbor

District. Gambol participates-in the Port of Long Beach storm water program. At this facility, the Port of Long

Beach is neither the owner nor operator, yet it has applied for permit coverage on behalf of Gambol Industries.

The photographer for this inspection was Amy Miller. Ellen Blake and Tom Kelly, both with EPA Region 9, also

participated in the inspection. John Bridwell, a Vice President for Gambol Industries, accompanied

EPA's inspectors at the facility. Glen Dudley, Resource Coordinator for Gambol, assisted in the document

review portion of the inspection.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26, 2001

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the

The facility did not maintain a copy of the SWPPP on-site.
The facility did provide a copy of the SWPPP after the

storage, waste disposal?

signature of a responsible party? Y conclusion of the inspection. The SWPPP certification was
dated May 15, 2007, the date of EPA’s inspection.
Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP Y
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?
Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? Y
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? :

. A The site map should indicate the portion of the property used
:ii?t'ig?;éogisoé;?:e: do:rgﬁ:g::;s for boat repair and indicate that resins, paints solvents, oil,
(; a'y 5 n g Y blasting grit as potential pollutants. The site map should also

rainage area show the facilities recently installed multi-stage clarifier.
Location of major structural controls Y
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?
Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y
Location of significant materials See comment above about identification of the types of
ocation of Sigailic glRAiey Y pollutants likely to be discharged.
exposed to storm water?
List of significant spills and leaks, Not Applicable
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the Y
future?
; ; . The fueling location is not identified on the site map.
Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material Y

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

Y

The Table in Section 5.0 should be updated to include
pressure washing. Currently, the SWPPP indicates this
activity does not occur at the facility. Additionally, media (or
sand) blasting should be identified for other types of industrial
activity.
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Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

However, the SWPPP BMPs should be revised to document
that plastic sheeting is used to contain blasting media and
paint chips removed from boats. Additionally, the washing
and cleaning BMP should be revised to reflect that storm
drains do not need to be blocked and discharges to the
sanitary sewer do not occur when the multi-stage clarifier is in
operation.

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

The facility did maintain these records on-site.

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

The facility is designed in a manner that contains non-storm
water discharges. According to facility personnel, discharge
to the Los Angeles Harbor will occur only after the first 1000
gallons has been captured. Even after the first 1000 gallons,
storm water will be filtered at the storm drain to contain
sediment and oils.
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Monitoring Notes:
Is the Facility conducting monitoring *Sampling and Analysis of Port storm water discharges is
as required (monthly wet weather v | N conducted by the Port of Long Beach at selected locations.
observations, twice yearly Gambol Industries is not one of those locations. Gambol
sampling)? does conduct visual observations of storm water discharges.
Does the SWPPP discuss Benchmark monitoring and response are conducted by the
benchmark monitoring and v | N Port of Long Beach.
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

Photograph Log

1. | An entry in the photographer's inspection notebook.

2. | Boat lift at the northern edge of facility.

3. | The main boat repair area at the northern portion of the property.

4 The trenchfstorm_drain inlet from the boat ramp (the boat lift is behind the photographer) looking toward
the northern repair area.

5. | An oil sheen in a puddle at the repair area.

6. | A ship under repair at the northern portion of the property.

T

8.

9.

10.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water

<h
EX L £ Investigation and Case Development
< O o
N pﬁd‘iec‘f\ Worksheet (CA IndUStrlal) DRAFT November 26,
2001
Background Information
National Database Information General |

Inspection Type

Industrial Stormwater

Inspector Name

Jeremy Johnstone

4 191006120

415-972-3499

WDID Number Telephone
Inspection Date 05/14/07 Entry Time 11:10 am
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time 12:00pm

Facility Type/SIC

Wood Preserving
SIC 2491

Signature

e

L,

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/
Mailing Address

J.H. Baxter
1710 Pier B St.
Long Beach, CA 90813

GPS Coordinates

Latitude

Longitude

Receiving Water(s)

Cerritos Channel / Long Beach Harbor

Name

Telephone

Owner

Oakmont Industrial Group

Tim Howard, Ex. Vice-President
949-253-8080

Operator

JH Baxter

Rick Baxter

650-274-2856

Basic Permit Information (bol/d one) Summary Site Evaluation*
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage 2
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) N
Copy of SWPPSF;tgg Records (revieu{ incfudt_es maipt_enance, S
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? . N SWPPP (implementation)|

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation

General

Industrial
Activity

(provide a brief description of each)

The facility originally engaged in wood preserving operations but, according to the facility
representative, this activity ceased in 2002. Since that time the facility has been used to store
miscellaneous equipment (e.g. shipping containers and trailer chassis) and materials. At the
time of the inspection the facility was largely barren, except for a modular office building, a
couple of dumpsters of debris to be hauled offsite, and some stacked railroad ties that were

being stored for a customer.

Facility
Description

(include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)

The facility consists of approximately 12 acres of mostly bare earth. It is surrounded on 3
sides by a high (>5 ft) earthen berm, open only at the north end, which fronts the street.

Storm water flows to the south end of the yard, where there is a sump and two electric pumps,

which are activated to discharge storm water to the Cerritos Channel.

Storm Water Controls

List the
structural and
non-structural

(provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing
area, etc))

controls | Other than the generally empty and debris-free yard, containment and discharge sump, no
employed by | BMPs were in evidence.
the facility.
Are the | (Indicate “yes”or "no’; or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
reasonable | No. Although the facility continues to be in a non-operational status, discharge monitoring
and | (discussed below) indicates exceedances of Benchmark parameter values, which is
appropriate | indicative of the need for improved BMPs. The exceedances are likely attributable to the
for the | discharge of contaminated soils. According to the new owner, a soil remediation plan is
facility? | under development. Exceedances will likely continue with future discharges until such time

that yard soils are capped or otherwise controlled.
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2001
Are the | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no’, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
maintained in | Yes.
effective
operating
condition?

Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Housekeeping

As part of the facility sale/transfer, the yard had been cleaned up, and was free of litter,
debris, and exposure of pollutants to rain water (other than for the stored creosoted railroad
ties and the facilities soils).

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | (provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)
Water
Discharges | N/A

Any evidence | (provide a brief description of each)
of Non-Storm
water | No.
Discharge?

Do the storm | (Indicate 4es”or no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets
correspond | No site map was provided, thus this comparison can not be made.

with
site map?
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2001
Notés

Amy C. Miller from EPA and Daniel Ramsay from the Port of Long Beach also participated in this
inspection.

The facility was recently sold (escrow reportedly closed on 4/24/07) by JH Baxter to the Oakmont
Industrial Group. The new owner plans to redevelop the site, upon successful remediation of
contaminated on-site soils (site study underway, CA DTSC lead). As of the date of the inspection, JH
Baxter continues to hold NPDES permit coverage for the site.

Several years’ worth of annual reports were provided. A review of the most recent of the reports (for
2005-2006) indicated that discharges from 2 storms were sampled (10/18/05 & 2/28/06), and for both of
the discharges lab analysis indicated exceedances of parameter benchmark values for: TSS (414 mg/l
and 486 mgl/l, respectively); Cu (.366 mg/l and .296 mg/l, respectively); and Zn (4.20 mg/l and 2.96 mg/I,
respectively).
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

There was apparently no SWPPP on site. The facility
representative believed that it had been shiiped to company
headquarters in association with the sale of the facility.

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Site Map and Narrative

Notes:

Is there a site map?

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Location of significant materials
-exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?




€D ST
\)‘\\‘Y 4 7*6\

< 9
=

3

=3 M
2

U o
4L pROTE

W agenc

0

2001

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)

DRAFT November 26,

Siorm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?
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Monitoring

Notes:

observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather

Although there was no SWPPP onsite, several years’ worth of
annual reports were provided. A review of the most current
report (05-06) indicated that 2 storms were sampled (10/18/05
& 2/28/06).

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and

responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

Photograph Log

=

© @ N o s w N
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2001
Background Information
l - ..
__National Database Information General
Stormwater
Inspection Type|industrial Inspector Name| Ann Murphy/Ellen Blake
WDID Number|4191003628 (POLB) Telephone|415.972-3640
Inspection Date|\ay 14, 2007 Entry Time|1:30 p.m.
Inspector Type|EpA Exit Time|2:10 p.m. /
! <
Facility Type/SIC|Scrap metal recycler Signature /) A.L (P\j\,/ éﬁ,/ A,;YM@A/‘B
Uz, - \

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/
Mailing Address

City Paper and Metal Company, Inc.
1452 West 11th Street
Long Beach, CA 90802

GPS Coordinates

Latitude unknown

Longitude unknown

Receiving Water(s)

San Pedro Bay

Name

Telephone

Owner

Port of Long Beach

Operator

City Paper and Metal Company, Inc.

Victor Housepian
(562) 432-8067

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation®
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review)

Copy of SWPPP on
Site? Records (review includes maintenance,
Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? N N SWPPP (implementation)

*Use the following codes:

(S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation
|
|
j General
Industrial | Electronic Transformer Recycling. City Paper & Metal accepts non-PCB utility co-machinery
Activity | for scrap and resale.
Facility | The fully paved, 1-acre yard slopes to drainage holes through perimeter fence. There is a
Description | “ponding area” in the middle of the yard where stormwater collects and then evaporates.
Transformers to be scrapped and other materials are stored in the yard. Most material is
| under cover.
Storm Water Controls
List the | Yard is paved, except in “ponding area” and was recently swept. Metals stored outside are
structural and | taken indoors every evening. Other barrels of oil and stored materials are under cover.
non-structural | Transformers stored outdoors without cover.
controls
employed by
the facility.
Are the | Yes
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facilitv?
Are the | Yes
confrols
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?
The yard was clean upon inspection. It appeared the yard had been cleared prior to the
Good | inspection. No work was occurring during the inspection as all employees were “on a break”.
Housekeeping




NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

No large stains appeared on the pavement, however no work was occurring. It was difficult to
evaluate employee training and good housekeeping BMPs.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

No. See above.

Do the storm
water inlefs
correspond

with
site map?

The site map needs to be updated.

; Note_s-_

The SWPPP was not complete, containing training manuals but few actual SWPPP documents. There was a
list of BMPs but an inadequate site map.

The permit holder is Port of Long Beach. The SWPPP is supposed to follow the Port of Long Beach template,
however, several items were missing or incomplete.

There was no indication of an inspection by POLB. This electric transformer recycling facility was swept and
cleaned. There were some metal parts stored outdoors, which the owner said were moved inside each night.
There was dirt in a ponding area, where stormwater evaporates.

Ellen Blake and Ann Murphy from EPA conducted the inspection. Stuart Berge from Port of Long Beach

accompanied the inspectors.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y [N

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)? . Y | N

Incomplte and inaccurate.
Is there a site map? Y | N

Drainage patterns/ outfalls? - | YN

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y |N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y |N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y |N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y [N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y [N

"
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Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

| Storm Water Controls

Notes:

[T

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion conttol, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Notes:
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DRAFT November 26,

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

sampling records.

Owner said he performs “random sampling”. There were no

5 °  Monitoring

Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

Per Port of Long Beach template.

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

Per Port of Long Beach template.

Photograph Log

Photo 1: Yard showing covered storage area with some materials not completely under the cover. Owner
1. | said these uncovered materials were moved inside every evening.

2. | Photo 2: Perimeter fencing with slope toward the fence. Holes for drainage off the property.

3. | Photo 3: Transformers are stored outdoors.

4. | Photo 4: Gate, entry and exit point for the site.




Photo 1: City Paper & Metal Co., Inc




i P P =
- T "

au] “00 [ejo B Joded ANO :Z Oloud



O
—
Q
@)
e
)
=
o
-
)
Q.
(©
al
2
@
I.
O
-
O
& -
al




O
L=
Q
O
©
e
)
=
o3
S
D
Q.
(O
al
£
@

Photo 4




<ED S74
-0‘\\ ?‘&&S‘

4

W 4genCY

0

-
=
3
%
<

AN

>
AL prOTE”

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development

Worksheet (CA Industrial)

2001

DRAFT November 26,

Background Information
National Database Information General
Industrial Stormwater Jeremy Johnstone

Inspection Type

Inspector Name

Facility Type/SIC

SIC 4491

WDID Number 419003020 Telephone 415-972-3499

Inspection Date Qaline Entry Time 2:00 pm

Inspector Type EPA Exit Time 22?04pm
Marine Cargo Handling Signaiiire %

a
\_J

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/
Mailing Address

International Transportation Service, Inc.
1281 Pier J Ave.
Long Beach, CA 90802

GPS Coordinates

Latitude

Longitude

Receiving Water(s)

Long Beach Harbor

Name

Telephone

Owner

Port of Long Beach

Rick Cameron, Mgr. Environmental Planning

562-590-4156

Operator

International Transportation Service,

Inc.

Bill Carson, Mgr., Security & Loss Control

562-435-7781

Basic Permit Information (bold one)

Summary Site Evaluation*

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage =
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) 8
Copy of SWPPP. orl Records (review includes maintenance, 5
Site? ; : %
Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPP (implementation) M

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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2001
SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | (provide a brief description of each)
Activity
This facility is one of the Port of Long Beach’s container terminals. Covering approximately
245 acres over two piers, it serves to load and unload shipping containers from ships,
transferring tem to/from tractor/trailer trucks and/or rail cars.
As part of its industrial activity, there are areas of vehicle maintenance and equipment
cleaning operations.
Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
Description
The facility has berths for multiple ships, several gantry cranes, container storage areas, and
truck and rail loading/unloading areas. There are separate maintenance areas established for
the select types of vehicle and equipment cleaning and maintenance: main power shop,
chassis shop, crane shop, refrigeration unit shop where most maintenance and cleaning
operations occur. A proper and complete site map was not available, but there are several
storm drain lines that collect storm water runoff and discharge to Los Angeles Harbor at
savaral nainte
Storm Water Controls
List the | (provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing

area, etc)

controls | Litter and debris is swept up as needed and as sweepers care able to access specific areas.
employed by | y1,ch vehicle maintenance is conducted indoors, there are no floor drains. Drip pans/pads
the facility. | 50 employed beneath some parked and leaking vehicles. Fuels and other liquids are stored
under cover and with secondary containment.
Are the | (Indicate “yes” or “no’, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
reasonable | Yes.
and
appropriate
for the

facility?
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Are the | (Indicate “yes” or ‘no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
maintained in | Marginal — some parked equipment was observed to be leaking, with no drip pans/pads
effective | deployed beneath.
operating
condition?

Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Housekeeping
1) Significant accumulations of trash and sediment were observed in several locations

(chassis storage area, reefer storage area, and along fence lines).
2) Several open containers of fluids, stains and drips under vehicles/equipment, no drip
pans/pads

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | (provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)

Water
Discharges | At the facility wash rack located adjacent to the Main Power Shop, washwaters are contained

and flow to a sump, which in turn discharges to the sanitary sewer.

Any evidence | (provide a brief description of each)
of Non-Storm
water | No evidence of non-storm water discharges was observed.
Discharge?

Do the storm | (Indicate “yes” or “no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets
correspond | Not evaluated.

with
site map?
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Notes

Amy Miller from EPA also participated in this inspection, as did Dan Ramsay from the Port of Long Beach.

One of the Port of Long Beach’s storm water discharge monitoring stations has been established at the north
end of the berthing channel. This was visited and photographed during the inspection.

A review of on-site correspondence file between ITS and the POLB indicate repeated notice of the need to
improve housekeeping practices.

A facility diagram is attached.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
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1. pROTES Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

SWPPP revised Aug. 2006

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Site Map and Narrative

Notes:

Is there a site map?

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Outfalls indicated, not drainage patterns

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
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prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y |N

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? Y [N

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y|N

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y [N

Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)? Y | N

Monitoring Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring Did not review
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly Y [N
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sampling)?

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y |N

Photograph Log

1. | DSCNO0353 POLB automatic sampler located at north end of berthing channel.

> DSCN0359 Debris and sediment observed in concrete channel and on storm drain inlet (No. 793)
) located near Reefer Maintenance area.

3. | DSCN0361 Open container with oily substance near Reefer Maintenance area

4 DSCNO0365 Storage of waste oil at the Crane Shop. Note there is no cover or berms around the storage
: area and there is staining on the ground.

5. | DSCN0366 Equipment dripping fluid near Crane Shop. Note absence of drip pad/pan.

6 DSCNO0370 Leaking vehicle waiting for repair at the Main Maintenance Shop.Shop. Note absence of
' drip pad/pan.

s

8.

9.

10.
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Background Information
- National Database Information General
Inspection Type Industrial Stormwater lnspector Naime Ellen Blake
WDID Number 4191003628 (POLB) Telephone 415.972.3496
Inspection Date Mgty 1oy 2007 Entry Time 20
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time 11:20 ( :
Marine Cargo Handling/Motor . C /6 N
: Signature A / -' Vo)
Facility Type/SIC Freight 4491/42XX e /{ ? ~IA / )/ N b

Facility Location Information ‘

. Mitsubishi Cement
Name/Location/ _
Mailing Address 1100 Pier F Avenue
Long Beach, CA

GPS Coordinates Latitude Longitude

Receiving Water(s) | SE basin of the Long Beach Harbor

Name Telephone
OviiEF Port of Long Beach
Mitsubishi Cement Eric Jen (562) 495-0600
Operator

Basic Permit Information (bold one) : Summary Site Ev.aluation*;
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage S
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) Y
Copy of SWPP;tgg Records (review includes maintenance, S

’ Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPP (implementation) M

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | (provide a brief description of each)
Activity | Mitsubishi Cement receives bulk cement from ships, transfers it by vacuum to warehouses
and then transfers that to customer trucks.
Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
Description | 4.2 Acres, several drainage locations (see attached map).
Storm Water Controls
List the | (provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing

structural and
non-structural

area, efc))
Storm drains in the wharf area are covered when a ship is at the wharf (5-6 days each week).
Most hazardous materials (lubricants) are under cover. A sweeper is operated every day

facility?

controls
employed by | during normal business hours.
the facility.
Are the | (Indicate “yes”or “no” or if not appropriate, explain)
controls | Yes, although some BMPs could be implemented better: some lubricants and waste
reasonable | containers were stored outside containment/cover and oily equipment was exposed to
and | rainfall.
appropriate Metal cutting was taking place near the office; metal shavings were on the pavement with no
for the | controls to prevent them from discharging.
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Are the | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)
controls | Yes (see above), although not all storms drains in critical areas were covered (near truck
maintained in | load-out area).
effective
operating
condition?
Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)

Housekeeping

Daily sweeping keeps the dust down, however some areas can not be reached by the
sweeper and need manual sweeping. Obsolete equipment was scattered throughout the site
and metal shavings were observed near the office.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

(provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)

A hose bib was leaking and small quantities of water were leaving the site. Material
(lubricants, waste chemicals) was stored next to an open concrete channel without
containment. Spill kits were available; however, there were many stains on the pavement
which indicate that spills are not addressed promptly. In one area, absorbent materials were
placed on a piece of obsolete equipment to absorb excess oils but were never subsequently
cleaned up.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

(provide a brief description of each)
See above, no other discharges were noted.

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no’; or if not appropriate, explain)
No, some storm drains that the facility discharges to, but that are located outside the facility
gates, were not located on the map.
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Notes |
1

The Port of Long Beach (POLB) is the permit holder for this facility. As permit holder, POLB supplies

a SWPPP template for tenants to use, which closely corresponds to the SWPPP requirements in

the CA MSGP.
Mitsubishi Cement’'s SWPPP was incorrect. States that the loading/unloading of materials do not

occur at this facility and the site map did not show the entire wharf are used by the facility.

'01-06 letters from POLB mention sweeping as an issue to be addressed. Areas reachable by

sweeper were very clean on day of inspection.
Inspection Team: Ellen Blake (EPA), Amy Miller (EPA), Stuart Berge (POLB)




g\e"““‘- NPDES Industrial Storm Water
2 NNIZZ Investigation and Case Development
6\4’7#;‘ PRO“\'?’O« WOl‘kSheet (CA IIldllStl‘ial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

V.
0
v AGENG”"

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y [N

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention

team)? YI|N

Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? v | N Incomplete, entire wharf area not shown.
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y |N

Identification of types of pollutants As per Long Beach Template

likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y |N

: . Covers not shown
Location of major structural controls ke

used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y [N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y |N As perLong Beach Tamplate

Location of significant materials As perLong Beach Jempiete

exposed to storm water? Y |N

List of significant spills and leaks, As per Long Beach Template
description of response taken, and

actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y |N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y| N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? Y | N

Storm Water Controls Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non- Sweeping was mentioned several times.

structural controls that will be usedto | Y | N
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prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

No, facility operator was not aware of what was in SWPPP.
SWPPP did not mention BMPs to prevent cement dust from
moving off site (covering of storm drains).

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y |N

Non-structural controls were discussed; structural controls

Hees the:SWPEF nce/pofs(s (covering storm drains, materials under cover) were not.

baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? Y [N

Does the SWPPP contain completed Ris requinicl by FOLE st plate

inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y [N

Does the SWPPP describe the As required by POLS template

pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y [N

Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe the As required by POLB template
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry

weather screening)? Y [N
Monitoring Notes:
Is the Facility conducting monitoring As required by POLB template

as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly Y [N
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sampling)?

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y | N

Photograph Log

1. | DSCN0380 Cover Sheet
2. | DSCN0381 Leaking equipment stored outdoors without cover near storm drain
3 DSCNO0382 Hazardous material stored undercover but not contained near a concrete lined

storm water swale.

under the saw.

4 | DSCN0383  Buckets of oily substance stored outdoors without cover. Note staining under the
cart.

5. | DSCN0384  Other buckets in the vicinity of drums in DSCN0383.

6. | DSCN0385 Sweeper cleaning the yard.

7. | DSCN0386  Area is stained around machine area and is not under cover.

8. | DSCN0387 Vacuum used to transfer cement from boat to the facility.

g | DSCNO0388  Area is the yard where repair work occurred. Note metal chippings on the ground
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Mitsubishi Cement 5/15/07
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Background Information

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development

Worksheet (CA Industrial)

2001

DRAFT November 26,

National Database Information General :
Inspection Type Industrial Stormwater —— Jeremy Johnstone
WDID Number 4191003628 (POLB) Telephone 415-972-3499
Inspection Date Lon Entry Time L3Gpm
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time 35\00ﬂpm
Marine Cargo Handling : '
e Signature :
Facility Type/SIC SIC 4491 ()Y SRS
Moo I L
Facility Location Information
; Pacific Container Terminal / SSA Terminals Co.
Name/Location/ ) .
Mailing Address | 1521 Harbor Scenic Drive
Long Beach, CA 90802
GPS Coordinates Latitude Longitude
Receiving Water(s) | Long Beach Harbor
Name Telephone

Owner

Port of Long Beach

Rick Cameron, Mgr. Environmental Planning

562-590-4156

Operator

Pacific Container Terminal

Rusty Copeland, Maintenance Manager

562-951-2873

Basic Permit Information (bold one)

Summary Site Evaluation®

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage 8
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) Y
Copy of SWPPSPi tgg Records (.'*ew'ew-n[r r’ncfudgs mafpt_enance, S
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPP (implementation) L

*Use the following codes

- (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation

General

Industrial
Activity

(provide a brief description of each)

This facility is one of the Port of Long Beach’s container terminals. Covering approximately
217 acres over two piers, it serves to load and unload shipping containers from ships,
transferring them to/from tractor/trailer trucks and/or rail cars.

As part of its industrial activity, there are areas of vehicle maintenance and equipment
cleaning operations.

Facility
Description

(include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)

The facility has berths for multiple ships, several gantry cranes, container storage areas, and
truck and rail loading/unloading areas. There are separate maintenance areas established for
various types of vehicle and equipment cleaning and maintenance: main power shop, crane
shop, refrigeration unit shop, wash rack, and fueling station where most maintenance and
cleaning operations occur. A site map was not available, but there are several storm drain
lines that collect storm water runoff and discharge to Long Beach Harbor at several points.

Storm Water Controls

List the
structural and
non-structural

(provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing
area, etc) ;

facility?

controls | Litter and debris is swept up as needed and as sweepers are able to access specific areas.
employefi'hy Much vehicle maintenance is conducted indoors, there are no floor drains. Drip pans/pads
the facility. | g¢ employed beneath some parked and leaking vehicles. Fuels and other liquids are stored
under cover and with secondary containment.
Are the | (Indicate ‘yes”or ‘no’, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
reasonable | Yes.
and
appropriate
for the
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Are the | (Indicate “es”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
maintained in | Marginal, see immediately below.
effective
operating
condition?

Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Housekeeping
1) Significant accumulations of trash and sediment were observed at both the crane

shop and chassis storage area.
2) Heavy oil staining of asphalt was observed at the equipment parking area outside of
the main power shop.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | (provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)
Water
Discharges

Any evidence | (provide a brief description of each)
of Non-Storm
water | At the power shop there was a trail of dried, white residual (reported by the facility

Discharge? | representative to be battery acid) leading from the shop area to a nearby storm drain inlet,
indicating that a battery leak had either flowed or was washed down.

Do the storm | (Indicate yes”or “no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets
correspond | Not evaluated.

with
site map?
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Notes

Ann Murphy and Nancy Woo from EPA also participated in this inspection, as did Dan Ramsay from the Port of
Long Beach.

A review of the correspondence record indicates that in 8/03 the POLB sent the facility a “Warning Letter —
Second Notice” as follow-up to the previous (5/03) annual site inspection and observed deficiencies (including
improper battery storage, need for improved housekeeping). On 8/16/04 POLB transmitted to the facility
observations from that year's annual site inspection, which included: need for drip pans at the power shop;
improved clean up of drips and spills; need for secondary containment of oily waste at the reefer shop; and the
need for improved sweeping. Based upon observations during this inspection it appears as if the facility
continues to not be doing all that it can to practice good housekeeping,




XED 37,
g\”‘k @ = % NPDES Industrial Storm Water
N7 74 £ Investigation and Case Development
R Pnoxe@@ Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orarr november 25,

2001

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y [N

SWPPP is dated 6/03, with annual recertifications thfu 9/9/06.

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)? Y [N

Site Map and Narrative Notes:

Site map was indicated by facility representative to be out of
date in that in 2006 certain structures and activities were
N | relocated but the SWPPP site map does not reflect this.

Is there a site map?

Drainage patters/ outfalls? v | N Given the above, the site map was not evaluated.

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y | N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y | N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y | N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y | N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y [N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? Y I[N
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Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?
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Monitoring

Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

maintains this data.

Port of Long Beach conducts benchmark monitoring and

Photograph Lo

| o LD

© @[~ |0 |o




Pacific Container Terminal / SSA Terminals
Port of Long Beach, CA
5/15/07

Photo 1 — Fluid leak from
equipment and staining of asphalt
at maintenance building

Photo 2 - oil-stained pavement
at equipment parking area.

All Photos taken by Ann Murphy



Pacific Container Terminal / SSA Terminals
Port of Long Beach, CA
5/15/07

Photo 3 — Residual of battery acid
release outside of maintenance
| building

Photo 4 - Flow path of battery
acid release tcfdrain inlet.

All Photos taken by Ann Murphy



Pacific Container Terminal / SSA Terminals
Port of Long Beach, CA
5/15/07

All Photos taken by Ann Murphy

Photo 5 — Accumulated debris
at maintenance area.

Photo 6 — accumulated litter
and debris along fence line
near crane shop.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development

Inspection Type

@ L
P21 proved Worksheet (CA IlldllStl‘lal) DRAFT November 26,
" 2001
Background Infm_'mation
National Database Information General

Stormwater
Industrial

Inspector Name

WDID Number

4191003628 (POLB)

Telephone|415.972-3640

Inspection Date

May 15, 2007

Entry Time|11:15 a.m.

Inspector Type

EPA

Facility Type/SIC

Municipal Maintenance Base
Yard

Signature [:,( ( ey MW

v \J
Name/Location/ | 1400 West Broadway
Mailing Address | | ;. Beach, CA 90802
GPS Coordinates Latitude unknown Longitude unknown
Receiving Water(s) | Long Beach Harbor
Name Telephone
- Owner | port of Long Beach Rick Cameron (562) 590-4156
Operator | Port of Long Beach Maintenance Ron Schmidt, Maintenance Planner

Yard

(562) 437-0041

& . |
Basic Permit Information (bold one) ‘Summary Site Evaluation®
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review)
Copy of SWPPP on
Site? Records (review includes maintenance,
Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPP (implementation)

*Use the following codes

: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)

Ann Murphy/Jeremy Johnstone
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o PROTE Worksheet (CA IIldllStl‘lal) DRAFT November 26,
2001
SWPPP Implementation
| ; _ General
Maintenance of Port of Long Beach vehicles, including fork lifts. Vehicle wash.
Industrial
Activity

it

Facility | The site constitutes 10.3 acres, and consists of vehicle maintenance, fueling, storage, and
Description | loading docks. Outdoor and indoor wash areas drain to a clarifier and then to the sewer.
Fueling station slopes toward a storm drain inlet, only a short distance away.

) Storm Water Controls

List the | The vehicle maintenance area is indoors. Outdoor and indoor wash areas drain to a clarifier
structural and | and then to the sewer. Paved areas slope to the storm drains.
non-structural
controls
employed by
the facility.

™

Are the | No. Fueling station slopes toward a storm drain inlet, only a short distance away. There was
controls | a bucket of kitty litter at the fueling station. Fueling station needs more spill response
reasonable | materials, like a mat to cover the drain if there is a spill.
and
appropriate
for-the
facility?

Are the
controls | Yes.
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

™
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4"?:‘!l. pHo“‘E-C"QQ WOI‘kSheet (CA IlldllStl‘ial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

Good | The vehicle maintenance area was clean.
Housekeeping

. Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water | There was a large oil stain in the storage area, located under the freeway in the yard.

Discharges

Any evidence | Yes. There was a large oil stain in the storage area, located under the freeway in the yard.
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

Do the storm | Yes.
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

Notes

The site constitutes 10.3 acres. There is vehicle maintenance & fueling, storage, and loading docks.
The vehicle maintenance area was clean.

There was a large oil stain in the storage area, located under the freeway in the yard.

Outdoor and indoor wash areas drain to a clarifier and then to the sewer. Fueling station slopes toward
a storm drain inlet, only a short distance away.

The storm drains had dirty water in them. The facility conducts no sampling of stormwater.

Need documentation of storm drain cleanout activities.

Permit held_py Port of Long Beach. Facility to comply with Port of Long Beach SWPPP template.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

|
| General Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y |N

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention

team)? Y |N

Site Map and Narrative s Notes:
Is there a sit; map? Y |N
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y | N

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y | N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y |N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y | N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y |N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y | N

T

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? Y |N
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z .g 5 NPDES Industrial Storm Water
g SN7Z £  Investigation and Case Development
o, PROTE” Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,
2001
~ Storm Water Controls Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y | N

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? YN

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y | N

Non-Storm Water Discharges _ Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y|N
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% NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

Per Port of Long Beach template.

~  Monitoring

Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

Per Port of Long Beach template.

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses tg any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

Per Port of Long Beach template.

Photograph Loc

1. | Photo 1: Covered vehicle washing area

2. | Photo 2: Uncovered vehicle washing area

3. | fueling station.

Photo 3: Fueling station. Photo taken from down-slope storm drain. Bucket of litter is yellow bucket at

4. | Photo 4: Large oil stain in the storage area under the freeway.

DRAFT November 26,
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Background Information

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

National Database Infoﬁn’ati'on General |
Inspection Type Inlusizel Inspector Name Elien Blake
WISID Nurmiber 4191003628 (POLB) S 972-3496
Inspection Date 5/14/2007 Entry Time ~1:30 PM
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time| . pm/_ o
Facility Type/SIC Bl poper ImperipatiEEn Slgrarirs (()L U [ //J} /L>?
|

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/

Mailing Address | Pier D, Berth 50
Long Beach, CA 90802

Forest Terminals/Catalyst Paper

GPS Coordinates Latitude Unk Longitude Unk
Receiving Water(s) | Long Beach Harbor
Name Telephone
Owner FaLE
Roch Curran, Catalyst Paper 562.432.5403
Operator

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation®
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage $
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) M
Copy of SWPPSI:’itgg Records (revieuf .r'nc.’udt_as ma.{n{enance, =

' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? v N SWPPP (implementation) S

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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2001
SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | (provide a brief description of each)
Activity | Rolls of paper are off-loaded from ships and loaded on to trucks at this facility. When water
collects in the loading dock, a sump pumps it to the Bay. The sump is maintained by the
POLB. Forklifts are maintained in a designated area.
Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
Description | This 13-acre facility is fully paved. 2 large warehouses store paper. Paper is loaded on to
customer truck at two loading docks. Storm drains at the loading dock is plumbed to a sump.
During rain events, the sump pumps to the bay. The sump is maintained by POLB. Forklifts
are maintained in a corral at the southern edge of the property. Actual maintenance occurs
undercover, but forklifts are stored out-of-doors. Discharge travels by sheet flow ~50 yards to
either the sump area or directly to the Bay.

Storm Water Controls

List the
structural and
non-structural

controls
employed by
the facility.

(provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing

area, etc)
Drip pans are used under forklifts. Non-structural controls include frequent sweeping and

trash pick-up.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no’; or if not appropriate, explain)
Yes
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)

2001
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DRAFT November 26,

Are the
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no’, or if not appropriate, explain)
Yes. Drip plans were very clean, however no staining was observed on the pavement.

Good
Housekeeping

(provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Frequent sweeping and litter pick-up are used. Large amount of trash and debris were not
observed.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

(provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)
The maintenance area was located at least 50 yards from a discharge point and drip pans
were used under vehicles. Truck or forklift washing does not occur at this facility.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

(provide a brief description of each)
Non-storm water discharges were not observed during the inspection.

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

(Indicate “es”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)
No, the site map was not accurate and should be updated.




NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA IlldllStl'ial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

Notes

The Port of Long Beach (POLB) is the permit holder for this facility. As permit holder, POLB supplies

a SWPPP template for tenants to use, which closely corresponds to the SWPPP requirements in

the CA MSGP.

No inspection records from POLB could be located. Catalyst Paper says that POLB has not

inspected them. The map in the SWPPP is not accurate (does not show flow lines or all areas of

Industrial activity) and should be updated. Otherwise, the SWPPP followed the POLB template.

Inspection Team: Ellen Blake (EPA), Ann Murphy (EPA), Stuart Berge (POLB)
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)

DRAFT November 26,

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

Complies with POLB template

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Site Map and Narrative

Notes:

Is there a site map?

Incomplete and inaccurate.

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
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V21 oS Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,
2001

prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y | N

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? Y | N

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y | N

Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y [N

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)? Y [N

Monitoring Notes: |

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
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5 NPDES Industrial Storm Water
SSZZ £ Investigation and Case Development

DRAFT November 26,

sampling)?

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y | N

Photograph Log

—_—

Loading dock and sump maintained by POLB.

©|o|N|o|a|s|w N

—
o
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Background Information

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,

National Database Information General |
Inspection Type Rt Inspector Name Elien Blake
WDID Number 4191003628 (POLB) — 972-3496
Inspection Date 5/14/2007 Entry Time ~10:30 am
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time ~11:15 am -
. — .
W — Scrap Metal Recycling (5093) Signature| { (/ ( . 1/1 //) / C/?/ ..’\
3

Facility Location Information

Pacific Coast Recycling
482 Pier T Avenue-Berth 118
Long Beach, CA 90802

Name/Location/
Mailing Address

GPS Coordinates Latitude Unk Longitude Unk
Receiving Water(s) | Long Beach Harbor
Name Telephone
Owner FaLe
Operator Pacific Coast Recycling Dale Leuer 562.628.8115

Basic Permit Information (bold one)

Summary Site Evaluation*

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage =
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) 8
Copy of SWPP; tgg Records (revfenf includes mafpt_enance, S
’ Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? ” N SWPPP (implementation) S

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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DRAFT November 26,

SWPPP Implementation

General

Industrial

(provide a brief description of each)

facility?

Activity | Scrap metal is received, processed, sorted, stored, and off-loaded on this 18-acre site. Light
maintenance of forklifts and other equipment also occurs at this facility.
Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
Description | The yard is graded to contain all storm water. The sites drains to a sump which goes through
a clarifier and then to a 1M gallon tank. This water is re-used on site for dust control.
Additionally, there is the ability to store 700K gallons in the yard. The wharf area is not sloped
toward the yard and without proper BMPs, could discharge to the Harbor.
The weigh station and facility parking lot discharge to a storm drain outside the yard area,
adjacent to the weigh station.
Storm Water Controls @
List the | (provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing
structural and | area, efc))
non-structural | The site has been graded to retain and treat all storm water on site and the water is re-used
controls | for dust control. The wharf area does not drain toward the site (it is flat), the facility has
employed by | placed a continuous berm along the wharf edge to prevent discharge.
the facility. | The facility protects the storm drain outside the yard with an oil absorbent boom and has the
ability to close the drain in case of a spill.
Are the | (Indicate “es”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)
controls | Most controls are reasonable and appropriate. Discussed with the facility other, less
reasonable | maintenance- intensive, options for the storm drain located adjacent to the weigh station
and | (filter sack, proprietary treatment, covering the drain with a rubber mat when rain is not
appropriate | occurring). The boom would not effective during rain, but would be more effective in case of
for the | @ non-storm water discharge. The facility can also close the drain during a spill.
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W 4GenG?

0

Are the | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no’, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls | Yes. The oil absorbent boom around the storm drain was recently installed. Mr. Leuer
maintained in | indicated boom had been recently changed out.
effective
operating
condition?

Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Housekeeping | Given the industrial activity occurring at the facility, the yard was well-organized and clean.
The parking area and the weigh station were fairly dusty and lead to tracking problems.
Spoke with Mr. Leuer about implementing periodic sweeping of this area.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | (provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)
Water | The site is graded to retain all discharges on site. A continuous berm has been placed along

Discharges | the wharf to prevent discharges from this area. An oil absorbent boom surrounds the storm

drain adjacent to the weigh station and the facility is able to close this drain in case of a spill.

Any evidence | (provide a brief description of each)
of Non-Storm | No.

water

Discharge?

Do the storm | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no’ or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets | Yes. No stormwater inlets are located on site. Two areas discharge to a storm drain outside

correspond | the main yard: the weigh station for trucks and the parking lot.
with
site map?




Z &3 NPDES Industrial Storm Water
g SNZZ £ Investigation and Case Development

Y, pmxec"‘@ Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,
2001

Notes

The Port of Long Beach (POLB) is the permit holder for this facility. As permit holder, POLB supplies

a SWPPP template for tenants to use, which closely corresponds to the SWPPP requirements in

the CA MSGP.

Pacific Coast Recycling fully complied with POLB’s SWPPP template.

Inspection Party: Ellen Blake (EPA), Ann Murphy (EPA), Stuart Berge (POLB)
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orarr November2s,

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

The POLB template was used and was complete.

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Site Map and Narrative

Notes:

Is there a site map?

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
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prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y [N

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y [N

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? Y | N

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y | N

Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)? Y | N

Monitoring Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly Y |N
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sampling)?
Does the SWPPP discuss

benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y | N

Photograph Log

1. | Overall yard view, water is used for dust control

2. | Close-up of the berm along the wharf area. POLB asked the facility to fill all gaps, note the newer wood.
3 ;r;; iﬁform drain adjacent to the weigh station. Note the boom and the ability to close the drain in case of
4. | Photo of the parking area draining to the storm drain in photo 3. Note the tracking.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.




Pacific Coast Recycling 5/14/07
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Background Information
National Database Information General

Inspection Type Indusizia Inspector Name Amy Miller

NBID Namiser 4191003628 S 415 947-4198

Inspection Date May 15, 2007 Entry Time 9:10 am

Inspector Type EPA Exit Time 10:15 am

Facility Type/SIC waste fo Eneray Fen Signature 4 (/ﬂt/L,

Facility Location Information

. SERFF
Name/Location/ _
Mailing Address 118 Pier S Avenue

Long Beach, CA 90802

GPS Coordinates Latitude n/a Longitude n/a

Receiving Water(s) | Los Angeles Harbor

Name Telephone
e Port of Long Beach
Operator Veolia Environmental Services 562-216-4203

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation*
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage .
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) S
Copy of SWPP; tgg Records (review includes maip{enance, S

i Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPP (implementation) M

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation

General

Waste to Energy Plant.

structural and
non-structural

Iniu;s'tr_lal Waste comes in by truck. Trucks are weighed. They dump their load and then are weighed
ctivity | |eaving the facility. The facility burns the waste to produce energy. The company pulls
batteries, large metal items out before the material is burned. Auxiliary equipment used on
site are fueled, maintained and washed.
Facility | See attached map. The site is 17.2 acres. The main power plant is located in the middle of
Description | the property. There are several other buildings including a warehouse and operations
building, ash building and bermed ash treatment area. The storm drains on-site and several
along Henry Ford Avenue drain to a final collection basin on site. The water in the final
collection basin is used in the cooling tower. There are no wastewater drains at the facility.
Storm Water Controls
List the | They use a sweeper twice a day to clean the ground.

Hazardous waste is stored under cover and in a bermed location.
Several other areas have some cover.

facility?

controls | Bermed ash treatment area
employed by Vehicles washed in contained area
the facility. Loader maintenance is done in a designated area
Are the | The controls were reasonable because the storm water is collected in the final collection
controls | basin and reused. According to Veolia representatives, storm water does not leave the
reasonable | property or discharge to storm drains or the harbor. The final collection basin appeared to be
and | small in size, but this was not verified.
appropriate
for the
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Are the
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

Yes

Good
Housekeeping

The company uses a sweeper twice a day. During the inspection we observed in some
portions of the yard a significant amount of debris and ash on the ground. More sweeping is
necessary.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

The company used to have an NPDES permit to discharge directly to Los Angeles Harbor.
The company decided instead to use a final collection basin to capture all of their storm water
and use it on site. The pipe has been closed off and can only be used if the Port of Long
Beach allows them to. Since the pipe was closed, they have not used it.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

None

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

No. The map did not have the drain locations
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Notes

Ellen Blake and Tom Kelly from EPA and Stuart Berge from the Port of Long Beach participated in the
inspections

Veolia Environmental representatives at the inspection included Lee Lottes, Paul Owen, Sheilah
Skelskey

The facility is included as part of the Port of Long Beach’s industrial storm water permit. The facility
used the Port of Long Beach’s model SWPPP and inspection forms. Storm water sampling is done by

the Port of Long Beach at sample locations throughout the port.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Follows Port of Long Beach template

Site Map and Narrative

Notes:

Is there a site map?

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Follows Port of Long Beach template

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
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prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y| N

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? Y [N

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y [N

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y | N

Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)? Y | N
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Monitoring Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly

n/a — Port of Long Beach does all storm water sampling

sampling)? Y |N

Does the SWPPP discuss n/a — Port of Long Beach does all storm water sampling
benchmark monitoring and

responses to any monitoring with

results over benchmark values? Y IN

Photograph Log

DSCNO0372 Cooling tower at the facility

DSCNO0373 View of the final collection basin. According to Veolia Environmental Services representatives,
the water flows through a clarifier and then is pumped into the cooling tower for use.

DSCN0374 View of the other side of the final collection basin.

DSCNO0375 Inside the final collection basin (Photo is blurred)

DSCNO0376 Laydown area (see site map) where material is stored

DSCNO0377 Tracking and staining from the refuse loadout area (see site map)

DSCNO0378 Wastewater flowing from the refuse loadout area.




VEOLIA SITE MAP

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Business Name: Montenay Pacific Power Corp.
Site Address: 118 Pier S AVE, Long Beach, CA 90802
Facility ID #:  HC-000-001436 / Map #: 1 / Drawn: April 27, 2007
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Background Information

National Database Information General
Inspection Type Industrial Stormwater ngpecicr Naifie Jeremy Johnstone
WDID Number NPDES CA0064165 Telephone 415-972-3499
Inspection Date 05/15/07 Entry Time 9:15 am
Inspector Type ERA Exit Time 10:35:am
Bulk Chemical Transfer :
. Signature
Facility Type/SIC and Storage /{ﬁ,‘»ﬁ /ZD Z,L)ﬁl
SIC 5169 (
Noid *
Facility Location Information
\arisiliocation] Vopak Terminals Long Beach Inc.
San Pedro, CA 90731-7540
GPS Coordinates Latitude Longitude
Receiving Water(s) | Cerritos Channel / Long Beach Harbor
Name Telephone
Owner Port of Long Beach Rick Cameron, Mgr. Environmental Planning
562-590-4156
Vopak Terminals Long Beach Inc. Thomas P.Burke, Operations Mgr.
Operator
310-549-0961

Basic Permit Information (hold one) Summary Site Evaluation®
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage "
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) S
Copy of SWPP;tgg Records (revievq includt_as maip{enance, S
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPP (implementation) S

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation

General

Industrial
Activity

(provide a brief description of each)

This bulk chemical storage and transfer facility receives chemical products by ship, rail and
truck and, after various periods of storage time, ships the unprocessed chemicals out, either
via truck or rail.

Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
Description
Except for two relatively small driveways which both drain back toward the street, the facility is
bermed with a drain system, which together collects and contains all stormwater until such
time that it is discharged (via pumps) to the harbor.
Storm Water Controls
List the | (provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing

structural and
non-structural

area, etc)

controls | Runoff from most areas of industrial activity is contained. There are several separate and
employed by | segregated areas with multiple tanks used to store various chemical products. Chemical
the facility. | storage areas are diked, and the truck loading/unloading station and open (paved) areas
drain to a sump. Waters from the sump and diked areas are pumped to a treatment unit, that
utilizes particle filtration followed by GAC filtration (Two 2-unit trains operated in series).
Treated effluent is sampled prior to discharged to the Cerritos Channel and Long Beach
Harbor. '
Are the | (Indicate ‘yes”or ‘no”’ or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
reasonable | Yes.
and
appropriate
for the

facility?
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Are the
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no’; or if not appropriate, explain)

Yes.

Good
Housekeeping

(provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)

The facility looked free of litter and debris, and there were few notable stains on the
pavement outside of the bermed areas.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

(provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)

Any non-storm waters that may be formed are collected and treated.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

(provide a brief description of each)

None.

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no’, or if not appropriate, explain)

Yes.
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Notes

Ann Murphy and Nancy Woo from EPA also participated in this inspection, as did Dan Ramsay from the Port of
Long Beach. Vopak was additionally represented by Jeff Spagg.

NPDES Permit CA0064165 was last re-issued on 1/27/05

The facility last discharged to surface waters in early 2006.

The facility was formerly owned and operated by Dow Chemical.

A facility diagram is attached.




gﬁe = % NPDES Industrial Storm Water
g ML £ Investigation and Case Development
oy pﬂo—v\a@‘@ Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the SWPPP dated/certified 5/26/06

signature of a responsible party? Y |N

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention

team)? Y | N

Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? Y |N
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y ([N

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y | N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y | N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y| N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y | N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y | N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? YIN
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Sform Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?
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Monitoring

Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

requirements.

The facility has specific monitoring requirements set out in its
NPDES permit, and appears to be complying with those

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

Photograph Log







- Neighboring Business -

Vopak Terminal Long Beach, Inc. - Monitoring Diagram
3601 Dock Street, San Pedro, CA 90731

- Cerritos Channel -

+J99.0)S WA0] AIUdy -

- Dock Street -

m - Water Treatment Area
® - Storm Water Drain N
@ - Pinch Valve
@ - Storm Water Qutfall

wod - Storm Water Conveyance

—» - Storm Water Flow



State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

FACILITY INFORMATION =
4191003628(Port of L.B.) 1629 Marine Construction
WDID NUMBER NOI PROCESSING DATE SIC CODE TYPE(S) OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY
Connolly-Pacific Co., 1925 Pier D Street, Berth D40, Long Beach, 90802 ~4 Acre
FACILITY NAME ADDRESS CITY ZIP FACILITY SIZE
Janna Watanabe, David Scott, Kathy Hubbard, ESA, Compliance Director, Consultant, |, (562)437-2831
OPERATOR OF FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT DURING INSPECTION TITLE PHONE NUMBER

[ ; INSPECTION LOGISTICS

5/15/07 1: 40 pm 2:50 pm Clear sunny
DATE ARRIVAL TIME DEPARTURE TIME WEATHER CONDITION
INSPECTION PRE-ANNOUNCED: YES NO PICTURES TAKEN: YES NO SAMPLES COLLECTED: YES NO

PURPOSE OF INSPECTION / CONCLUSION

X
COMPLIANCE COMPLAINT ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP
O IN COMPLIANCE ON DATE OF INSPECTION CORRECTIVE ACTION DUE DATE
M MINOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED O VIOLATIONS FULLY CORRECTED & OPERATOR IS IN
COMPLIANCE
O MAJOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED
O VIOLATIONS PARTIALLY CORRECTED ( %)
[0 UNDETERMINED
NOTICE OF TERMINATION NOTICE OF NON-APPLICABILITY
O NEW OPERATOR/OWNER (WDID#: ) O LIGHT INDUSTRY (SIC CODE )
0 VACANT 0 CLEAN [0 NOEXPOSURE
O OTHER —EXPLAIN [0 OTHER-EXPLAIN

OTHER TYPE OF INSPECTION — EXPLAIN

* Site map does not show correct flow directions in the asphalted area. The majority of the site is on bare soil. The
SWPPP suggests the storm water would not leave the site and be pooled in the center of the site. However, no obvious
depression in center of the site was noted.

*Additional preventive measure is recommended for indoor fueling area to prevent potential groundwater contamination.

*BMPs issues: sand/aggregates pile is located too close to the channel (photo 4). Inadequate erosion control on the
slope of the north dock (photo 4).

RECOMMENDATION

ISSUE NOTICE TO COMPLY
ISSUE NOTICE OF VIOLATION
| O APPROVE NOT OR NNA
O REINSPECT ON:
K OTHER — Erosion control should be strengthened in the north dock area. Remove sand/aggregates pile away from
waterway. Provide catch pan for indoor fueling area. /“_/_’.‘9/ v oMo it Funay 2

L/\/ﬂw_[;,/:.f Torver Ridge dan, | D= — -s’“/ &
INSPECTWE o [ SIGNATURE REPORTﬁATE /
P lver 2297 sy 5/25/r7
7 = 7

REVIEWER NAME SIGNATURE - / REVIEW DATE

oo

March 2004 Page 10of 5




State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

OUTSTANDING INVOICE(S): YES @;_Q
FY INVOICE # BILLING DATE | AMOUNT DUE REMAND NOV LETTER
LETTER
COMMENTS:
STORM WATER SAMPLING DATA
Parameter pH TSS SC OGITOC Cu Pb Zn Al Fe Ni N-+N COD/BOD
Benchmark 6-9 100 200 15/110 | 0.0636 | 0.0816 0.117 0.75 1.0 1.147 0.68 120/30
Units s.u. mg/L | umhos/cm mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L
Y
Yr.:
b i 5
b4
) § P A ] /,P'
X Y .‘5’7
Yr.:
YE.:
Yr.:
Yr.:
i
Yr.:
Yr.:
Yr.:
ARE SAMPLES COLLECTED WITHIN US EPA BENCHMARKS? YES NO

COMMENTS:

/:2/,% y / f,ff’) éezﬂ,.:z /&?J??/?é’/’f = ﬁL/)/’/L%/ﬁy
/,1.4 // [ /‘Tsz /-f/mfe"’ﬂq/ L//J/ KJA /”/74——#1—(‘\7‘41/

March 2004 Page20of 5



State of California — Environmental Protection Agency

California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

|Yes|No|N,‘A|

COMMENTS

A. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN EVALUATION - Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a SWPPP and retain on-site [Section A.1 & A.10] X Date:
2 Identify and/or promptly update pollution prevention team [Section A.3] X
3 Identify pollution prevention team responsibilities [Section A.3] X
4 Develop and/or promptly update site map [Section A.4] X
5 List significant materials handled and stored on-site [Section A.5] X
6 Describe industrial activities and associated potential pollutant sources X
[Section A.6)
7 Assess activities, pollutant sources, pollutants [Section AT] X
8 Describe (narrative) site-specific BMPs [Section A.8] X
9 Conduct Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation [Section A9] X
10 Sign and certify SWPPP [Section C.9] X Date: Signed by Port of Long Beach
B. MONITORING PROGRAM EVALUATION — Did the Permittee: ;
Port of Long Beach develops
1 Develop a Monitoring Program and retain on-site [Section B.1] X and keeps the MP and sampling
results.
2 Schedule Non-Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.3] X
3 Schedule Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.4] X
4 Describe sampling and analysis methodology [Section B.5] X
5 Sample two storm events. If not, explain. [Section B.5.a] X
6 Sample for additional parameters. If not, explain. [Section B.5.c.iil] X
7 Sample ALL storm water discharge points. If not, explain. [Section B.7] X
8 Describe monitoring methods [Section B.10] X
9 Describe quality assurance and quality control metheds [Section B.10.b] X
10 Retain records of all storm water monitoring and reports for at least five years X
[Section B.13]
March 2004 P’«'ﬁe 3of5




State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

Industrial Activities or Pollutant Sources and the M Implemented
Corresponding Basic BMPs if‘pse:\:g‘;% STS Comments
@ Overhead roofs or cover X -
. g Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X
'.E @ | Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas N/A
-E % Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
= § Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
o
- Overhead roofs or cover X
E A & Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X
E ;u': .g § Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas NA T
'_2 < E—‘; I_"E:pilect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
g %g £ | Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
g g § E Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
§ E Inventory and labeling of raw materials and wastes X
- Overhead roofs or cover X
- 8 | Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X
€ S < | proper grading to divert runoff from source areas N/A
= E:. § Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
E ;U_I'é Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
‘_Eu Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
Spill prevention plan and team X
% o | Proper containment of potential spill and leak areas X gdgg'g:"ail: dog;cﬁ]:%ﬂgﬁggzzgf recomimended
'E E Use of spill control materials X
5.% 2 Prompt clean-up of spill control materials X No sign of spill was noted at the time.
:E;‘ ° Frequent inspections to identify spills and leaks X
. Proper grading and/or pavement x
é g % E:: Tracking prevention . x i
3 E E E Planting and maintenance of vegetation ®
E ag 3 Sediment control devices (specify) 5 v A
© Eliminate sources of non-storm water discharges X
E g Separate permit for non-storm water discharges X
% E Contain non-storm water discharges
E E Collect & treat non-storm water discharge :i?:icle washing water is filtered and re-used on
2
= Good Housekeeping (specify) X
= Provenlive Maintenancs X The unidentified sump near wash rack needs to
& = - be maintained.
E ';}.‘, Material Handling and Storage X
w2 Employee Training X
‘3 g Waste Handling and Recycling X
% é Proper documentation of significant spills and leaks N/A
E Documentation of inspections X

March 2004 Page 4 of 5




State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

ADDITIONAL SPACE

FACILITY INFORMATION and N%Tﬁé.

- L.G. Everist, Inc. is the landowner leases the subject property to Connolly-Pacific Company (CPC). L.G. Everist, Inc.
Creates a SWPPP for the subject site. CPC is responsible for implementation of their SWPPP.

- CPC'’s operation is covered under the Port of Long Beach permit. CPC is used as a staging area for port projects,
storage of construction materials and maintenance on equipments, derrick/rock barges and tugs. CPC builds
breakwater dams using quarried rocks from Catalina Island.

- The majority of property is on dirt with scattered pebbles. The parking lot area by the office is asphalted.

“In the southeast side, SW flows to storm drains located in the asphalted parking lot area connecting to the channel @
western boundary of the facility. A mixture of sand and pit gravels is noted near the storm drains which could contribute
sediment discharge to the channel (photo 1). During dry weather, the storm drains are manually shut down to prevent
discharging accidental spill from a nearby oil well. If the area is flooded during rains, the valve in the drains would be
opened to allow runoff in this area. Check with Port of Long Beach for any sampling point at this channel to the western
boundary of the facility to determine the water quality of discharge from this area.

_ Gasoline tank and waste oil tank are stored under shed on gravel floor (photo 3). The gravels on floor appeared fresh.
Batteries, paints, welding supplies, and oil filters and rags containers are stored in containers and/or storage shed.

A mixture of sand and aggregates pile transferred from the rock barge is noted immediately adjacent to the channel on
top of the bank in the north dock area (photo 4). The mixture pile should be removed and soil erosion control is
required to be strengthened in the area.

- Large amount of marine equipment parts are stored outdoors on dirt ground (photo 5).

~ The storm water flow directions on the map are incorrectly depicted. The on-site catch basins in the parking lot also
receive run-on from “D” Street and portion of on-site runoff. The storm water is not fully contained on site as suggested
in the SWPPP. '

March 2004 Page 5 of 5




Port of Long Beach
Connolly-Pacific Company
1925 Pier D Street, Berth D40, Long Beach
Compliance Inspection Date: May 15, 2007

1. Storm drains in the parking lot area discharge storm water into the channel in the
western boundary of the property. Note: A mixture of sand and pit gravels is by the
storm drain. The storm drain receives “D” street surface run-on and part of on-site
runoff.

2. Rock barge at the north dock.



4. A mixture of sand and aggrcgtes pile tranferredfrm rock be is noted
immediately adjacent to channel. The pile needs to be removed and soil erosion control
should be strengthened in this nor dock area.



5. General view of equipment storage yard.



State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

FACILITY INFORMATION

4191003628(Port of L.B.) 7538 Mechanics/Repair Garage

WDID NUMBER NOI PROCESSING DATE SIC CODE TYPE(S) OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY

Marine Terminal M & R Facility, 1605 Pier “D” Street, Long Beach, 90802 ~1.6 Acre
FACILITY NAME ADDRESS CITY ZIP FACILITY SIZE
Janna Watanabe. Dwayne Hogberg, Kathy Hubbard, ESA, Consultant, Sr. Superintendent, (562)951-3644

OPERATOR OF FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT DURING INSPECTION TITLE PHONE NUMBER

INSPECTION LOGISTICS

5/15/07 10: 50 am 11:45 am Clear sunny
DATE ARRIVAL TIME DEPARTURE TIME WEATHER CONDITION
INSPECTION PRE-ANNOUNCED: YES NO PICTURES TAKEN: YES NO SAMPLES COLLECTED; YES NO

PURPOSE OF INSPECTION / CONCLUSION

X
COMPLIANCE COMPLAINT ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP
O IN COMPLIANCE ON DATE OF INSPECTION CORRECTIVE ACTION DUE DATE
[@ MINOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED O VIOLATIONS FULLY CORRECTED & OPERATOR IS IN
COMPLIANCE
O MAJOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED
0 VIOLATIONS PARTIALLY CORRECTED ( %)
O UNDETERMINED
NOTICE OF TERMINATION NOTICE OF NON-APPLICABILITY
O NEW OPERATOR/OWNER (WDID#: ) O LIGHT INDUSTRY (SIC CODE )
O VACANT [0 CLEAN O NOEXPOSURE
O OTHER - EXPLAIN O OTHER-EXPLAIN

OTHER TYPE OF INSPECTION — EXPLAIN

*Permit section A.4 violation - The site map does not include: (1) the sump next to the wash rack, (2) fueling area, and (3)
battery storage shack. -

*The dead-end sump, next to the wash rack filled with darkish wastewater, is required to be periodically cleaned up and
maintained.

*Additional preventive measure is recommended to be placed near the fueling tank to contain potential spills during
fueling.

*The subsurface piping routing of the claimed dead-end sump and catch basins may be required verification pf/Port of
Long Beach.

RECOMMENDATION
K ISSUE NOTICE TO COMPLY
O ISSUE NOTICE OF VIOLATION Wl o gt oy Lomco . v Peotin Shofeen
7 ~ I.) -
O APPROVE NOT OR NNA USEPI L0 11 Jutlend oo bm o fercement "
0 REINSPECT ON: ¢ Setrins -
O OTHER
. P,‘ .
Whraader Liw , Tidar Ridgowan W e—— s/rs/o7
INSPECTOR|NEAME ' \ ] SIGNATURE ] REPDRT DATE
:) I (= - ;. j 7 X
S ¢ o s/ [T
REVIEWER NAME SIGNATURE REVIEY{ DATE
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INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

OUTSTANDING INVOICE(S): YES NO
FY INVOICE # BILLING DATE AMOUNT DUE DEMAND NOV LETTER
LETTER
Né e
COMMENTS:
Nin L
STORM WATER SAMPLING DATA
Parameter pH TSS SC OG/TOC Cu Pb Zn Al Fe Ni N+N COoD/BOD

Benchmark 6-9 100 200 15/110 | 0.0636 | 0.0816 0.117 0.75 1.0 1.147 0.68 120/30

Units s.U. mg/L | umhos/cm mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L
Yr..
Yr..
Yr.:
Yr.:
Yii /\//A
Yr.:
Yr.:
b 4 54
¥
Yr.:
Yr.:
Yr.:
Yr.:
Yr.:

ARE SAMPLES COLLECTED WITHIN US EPA BENCHMARKS? YES NO

COMMENTS:

Qﬁ/ﬂp//?é fa//-t‘/7»¢_ /"3 /{/e—f?—fr é/ 1"51'71_ L Lo '7;/ 3(“75,//\)45' Ul’/é&)f’d

,;), "Eln rohacted | torsuidnirt

March 2004
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

| Yes | No | n/A COMMENTS

A. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN EVALUATION - Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a SWPPP and retain on-site [Section A.1 & A.10] X Date:

2 Identify and/or promptly update pollution prevention team [Section A.3] X

3 Identify pollution prevention team responsibilities [Section A.3] X

4 Develop and/or promptly update site map [Section A.4] X

5 List significant materials handled and stored on-site [Section A.5] X

6 Describe industrial activities and associated potential pollutant sources ) X

[Section A.6]

7 Assess activities, pollutant sources, pollutants [Section A.7] X

8 Describe (narrative) site-specific BMPs [Section A.8] X

9 Conduct Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation [Section A.9] X

10 Sign and certify SWPPP [Section C.9] X Date: Signed by Port of Long Beach
B. MONITORING PROGRAM EVALUATION — Did the Permittee: ;

Port of Long Beach develbps
1 Develop a Monitoring Program and retain on-site [Section B.1] X and keeps the MP and sampling
results.

2 Schedule Non-Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.3] X

3 Schedule Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.4] X

4 Describe sampling and analysis methodology [Section B.5] X

5 Sample two storm events. If not, explain. [Section B.5.a] X

6 Sample for additional parameters. If not, explain. [Section B.5.c.iil] X

7 Sample ALL storm water discharge points. If not, explain. [Section B.7] X

8 Describe monitoring methods [Section B.10] X

9 Describe quality assurance and quality control methods [Section B.10.b] X

10 Retain records of all storm water monitoring and reports for at least five years X

[Section B.13]

March 2004
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT |

Industrial Activities or Pollutant Sources and the 3 Eg’ilgé . Implemented e .
Corresponding Basic BMPs inpSWPPP N B A DINELS
o Overhead roofs or cover X N
- g Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain %
ﬁ D Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas N/A
-?: ﬁ Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
n § Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
o
s T Overhead roofs or cover 573
& _ 5 Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X _ B
.E_:” § E § Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas N/A N
E E %‘; Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
e @ £ | Frequent inspections o identify problem areas X
g % § E Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
g “g Inventory and labeling of raw materials and wastes X
- Overhead roofs or cover X
- § | Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X
E5 ﬁ Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas N/A
3 ‘S. E Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) %
E E’é Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
2 Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
w Spill prevention plan and team X
E.Z ® Proper containment of potential spill and leak areas X ﬁ;dgéﬁg{;ﬂezuggc&gomn;?gsgzg recommended
‘g E Use of spill control materials X
5.% 2 Prompt clean-up of spill control materials X No sign of spill was noted at the time.
.g’ ° Frequent inspecti?ns to identify spills and leaks X
R Proper grading and/or pavement X
.g o ﬁ g Tracking prevention NIA
uE_I % Eg g Planting and maintenance of vegetation N/A
E o g 4| Sediment control devices (specify) N/A
o Eliminate sources of non-storm water discharges X
E Separate permit for non-storm water discharges X
% ﬁ Contain non-storm water discharges X
;é E Collect & treat non-storm water discharge ;Tgicle washing water is filtered and re-used on
5 :
i Good Housekeeping (specify) X
2 . -
E y i —— X -brz?-nl;?;ﬁ;tg:fd sump near wash rack needs to
E % Material Handling and Storage X
T Employee Training X
*3 'g Waste Handling and Recycling X
% é Proper documentation of significant spills and leaks N/A
ZS Documentation of inspections X

March 2004
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BMP Effectiveness: N= Not Implemented; P= Partially Implemented; A= Adequately Implemented
State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

ADDITIONAL SPACE

FACILITY INFORMATION and NOTE:

-L.G. Everist, Inc. is the landowner leases the subject property to Marine Terminals Corporation (MTC). L.G. Everist,
Inc. creates a SWPPP for the subject site. MTC is responsible for implementation of their SWPPP.

- MTC'’s operation is covered under the Port of Long Beach permit. MTC performs repairs and maintenance on
stevedore equipments, including general engines, gear and rigging associated with loading and unloading of cargo
ships and fueling.

- Site map does not include the following items: (1) fueling area within the container (photo 4), (2) battery storage area
(photo 1), (3) a dead-end sump near the vehicle washing area (photo 3).

- BMPs issues: 1) the dead-end sump near vehicle washing area is filled with darkish water with minor thin floating
sheen, which needs to be cleaned up periodically and maintained as part of BMPs. 2) Even though the fuel tank is
located inside a container, accidental spill may be potentially occurred during the fueling activity. Additional source
control is recommended to be implemented by the fueling area.

_Several catch basins located on site are not identified on the map. Operator indicated these catch basins are sealed.
They are not connected to anywhere. The subsurface routing of those drains may be verified with Port of Long Beach.
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Port of Long Beach — WDID No. 4191003628
Marine Terminal M & R Facility
1605 Pier “D” Street, Long Beach, CA 90802
Compliance Inspection Date: May 15, 2007

1. Fuel tank in the container and battery storage shack are not identified on the map.

2. Storm wattle is placed in the parking lot area.



3. A closed-off sump near washing rack filled w/ dark water is not identified on the map.

Y
i

4. Vehicle washing rack within a berm - The washed water is filtered and reused in the
same area.



5. Fueling tank is located inside the container. Spill may occur during fuel transferring.
Source control is recommended to be implemented during fuel transferring.



State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

FACILITY INFORMATION

4 191003628 4/6/1992 (POLB NOI) Steam Electric Generation
WDID NUMBER NOI PROCESSING DATE SIC CODE TYPE(S) OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY
Port of Long Beach (Harbor Co-Gan 925 Harbor Plaza POLB  Long Beach 90744 Undetermined
FACILITY NAME ADDRESS cITY ZIP FACILITY SIZE
Ron Hoffard Supervisor 562-495-3140
DPERATOR OF FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT DURING INSPECTION TITLE PHONE NUMBER

INSPECTION LOGISTICS

5/15/2007 8:50:00 AM 9:50:00 AM Cloudy/Overcast
DATE ARRIVAL TIME DEPARTURE TIME WEATHER CONDITION
INSPECTION PRE-ANNOUNCED: 10 PICTURES TAKEN: Y€S SAMPLES COLLECTED: 10

PURPOSE OF INSPECTION / CONCLUSION

_X_ COMPLIANCE/COMPLAINT ___ ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP
X] IN COMPLIANCE ON DATE OF INSPECTION CORRECTIVE ACTION DUE DATE January 12, 2007
O MINOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED [0 VIOLATIONS FULLY CORRECTED & OPERATOR IS IN
COMPLIANCE (1* part of Compliance Schedule)
[0 MAJOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED
[0 VIOLATIONS PARTIALLY CORRECTED (80-90%)
O UNDETERMINED
NOTICE OF TERMINATION NOTICE OF NON-APPLICABILITY
0 NEW OPERATOR/OWNER (WDID#: ) O LIGHT INDUSTRY
O VACANT O CLEAN O NOEXPOSURE
[0 OTHER — EXPLAIN: [0 OTHER —EXPLAIN

OTHER TYPE OF INSPECTION — EXPLAIN
Facility operators continue to implement appropriate BMPs for the storage of their liquids and power genrating equipment. Facility

operators have covered some of their old equipment/parts stored outdoors, but some of the inventory is exposed to storm water. I
recommended facility operators cover the exposed inventory, to which they agreed to complete by May 31, 2007.

o
e
L~

pJ eesde ue,rif ¢ ot /5 )2/ 3/

RECOMMENDATION
[0 ISSUE NOTICE TO COMPLY This inspection was conducted as part of the USEPA audit of the Port of Long Beach. A
[0 ISSUE NOTICE OF VIOLATION copy will be sent to the USEPA. No further action by the Regional Board is required for
[0 APPROVE NOT OR NNA the facility, eV U pt & ulrfs complion G ey ciwn{,.-r;;; Cir o v 8o IV
[0 REINSPECT ON:
OTHER. N o

Ivar Ridgeway C }"5 A K, MW\/) 5/21/07
INSPECTOR NAME IGNATURE / REPORT DATE
,{ it /7 : . _s"*/d 7 /Lﬁ
T o) s A 8 s U £

REVIEWER MAME SIGNATURE — REVIEW DATE
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

OUTSTANDING INVOICE(S): YES NO X
FY INVOICE # BILLING DATE | AMOUNT DUE R NOV LETTER
LETTER
COMMENTS:
No outstanding invoices according to State Board's website
STORM WATER SAMPLING DATA

Parameter pH TSS sSC OG/TOC Cu Pb Zn Al Fe Ni N+N COD/BOD CR
3enchmark 6-9 100 200 151110 0.0636 0.0816 0.117 0.75 1.0 1047 0.68 120/30

Units s.u. mg/L | umhosicm mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L Mafl

ARE SAMPLES COLLECTED WITHIN US EPA BENCHMARKS? No

COMMENTS:

March 2004
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency

California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

| Yes | NOJ N/A |

COMMENTS

A. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN EVALUATION - Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a SWPPP and retain on-site [Section A.1 & A.10] X Date: July 1997
2 |dentify and/or promptly update pollution prevention team [Section A.3] X

3 Identify pollution prevention team responsibilities [Section A.3] X

4 Develop and/or promptly update site map [Section A.4] X .
5 List significant materials handled and stored on-site [Section A.5) X

6 Describe industrial activities and associated potential pollutant sources %

[Section A.6]

7 Assess activities, pollutant sources, pollutants [Section A.7] X

8 Describe (narrative) site-specific BMPs [Section A.8] X

9 Conduct Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation [Section A.9] X

10 Sign and certify SWPPP [Section C.9] X Date:

B. MONITORING PROGRAM EVALUATION — Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a Monitoring Program and retain on-site [Section B.1]

POLB conducts outfall
monitoring throughout the Port.

2 Schedule Non-Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.3]

No individual facility monitoring
is done.

3 Schedule Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.4]

4 Describe sampling and analysis methodology [Section B.5]

5 Sample two storm events. If not, explain. [Section B.5.a]

6 Sample for additional parameters. If not, explain. [Section B.5.c.ii]

7 Sample ALL storm water discharge points. If not, explain. [Section B.7]

8 Describe monitoring methods [Section B.10]

9 Describe quality assurance and quality control methods [Section B.10.b]

10 Retain records of all storm water monitoring and reports for at least five years
[Section B.13]

March 2004
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

Industrial Activities or Pollutant Sources and the BMP Implemented
Corresponding Basic BMPs specified Comments
in SWPPP N P A
@ Overhead roofs or cover Yes X
— E |solation of activities and/or materials from rain Yes X
(1]
% 2 Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas Yes X
3 ﬁ Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) No X
f=3 1]
- § Frequent inspections to identify p_roblem areas Yes X
o
5 Overhead roofs or cover Yes X
-
= © Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain Yes X
=
o § £ 8| Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas Yes X
= 0w
T g .2<| Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) No X
Fof D
T g ‘g% Frequent inspections to identify problem areas Yes X
f2SE8 Spill and leak prevention and control measures Yes X
EHT
g ‘E Inventory and labeling of raw materials and wastes X
No vehicle maintenance activities are conducted
Overhead roofs or cover ‘
Fa on site.
s E Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain
& E @ | Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas
4]
© %" E Collect and/or treat storm water (specify)
=
2 il -g Frequent inspections to identify problem areas
é Spill and leak prevention and control measures
P Spill prevention plan and team Yes X
%_ 0 Proper containment of potential spill and leak areas | Yes X
o X
< E Use of spill control materials
m
£ 2 Prompt clean-up of spill control materials
_E: & Frequent inspections to identify spills and leaks Yes X
7]
R Proper grading and/or pavement X
c [ol=] 2 _
-% Tw £ Tracking prevention X
|.'u°" -; 3 § Planting and maintenance of vegetation X
tEE
= a & & | Sediment control devices (specify) X
»
Eliminate sources of non-storm water discharges Yes X
g . % Separate permit for non-storm water discharges No
? ‘E .E Contain non-storm water discharges Yes X
O ittt Y b NS DS SN S WIS
g ;.‘E Collect & treat non-storm water discharge No
- Good Housekeeping (specify) Yes X See note above
| =4
w Preventive Maintenance X
& o
= £ | Material Handling and Storage Yes X
=3 ini Y X
® Q Employee Training es
.g ',g Waste Handling and Recycling Yes X
ES Proper documentation of significant spills and leaks | Yes No significant spills/leaks have occurred
[7N4
g Documentation of inspections Yes X
=z

March 2004
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BMP Effectiveness: N= Not Implemented; P= Partially Implemented; A= Adequately Implemented
State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

ADDITIONAL SPACE

FACILITY INFORMATION: Facility is listed under SIC Code:

Facility operators operate a steam powered electric plant.

INSPECTION NOTES:
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Facility Name: Port of Long Beach (Harbor Co-Gen)
WDID #: 419S 003628
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway
Inspection Date: 5-15-07

Photo 1. This picture was taken of
one of the facility’s transformers.
The transformers are all located in
walled contained areas.

Photo 2. This picture was taken of
one of the facility’s storm drain
inlets. The inlets are bermed to
prevent pollutants from being
discharged in storm water runoff.




Facility Name: Port of Long Beach (Harbor Co-Gen)
WDID #: 419S 003628
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway

Inspection Date: 5-15-07

Photo 3. This picture was taken of
one of the facility’s liquid storage
area. The liquid storage areas are
walled for containment and the
surrounding areas are pervious and
covered with gravel for spill
containment.

Photo 4. This picture was taken of
the facility’s hazardous waste
storage area. The area is bermed,
graded to direct spills back toward
the area and roofed to prevent
pollutants from being discharged in
storm water runoff.




Facility Name: Port of Long Beach (Harbor Co-Gen)
WDID #: 419S 003628
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway

Inspection Date: 5-15-07

Photo 5. This picture was taken of
the facility’s steam generating unit.
The area is contained to prevent
pollutant from being discharged in
storm water.

Photo 6. This picture was taken of
the facility’s part storage storage
area. Though facility operators have
tarped some of their parts inventory,
I recommended all exposed, non-
coated metal parts be covered to
prevent pollutants from being
discharged in storm water runoff.




ATTACHMENT A-3

Port of Los Angeles
Industrial General Permit Inspection Reports

EPA CONTRACTOR INSPECTIONS

Eagle Marine Services, Ltd.

Del Monte Foods

Evergreen Marine Terminals

Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals L.P.
The Jankovich Company

Trans Pacific Container

Wilmington Marine Services

Vopak Terminal Los Angleles Inc.
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 001432 Receiving Water Name: Los Angeles Harbor
Status Code: Active Facility Size (acres): 292 Impervious Area: 99.9%
Facility Name: Eagle Marine Services, Ltd.
Facility Address: 614 Terminal Way
Terminal Island, CA 90731
Primary Contact: Bradley S. Levey
Facility Contact: Bradley S. Levey
Facility Phone: (310) 548-8956
SIC Code(s): 4491 - Marine Cargo Handling
Date of Inspection: 5/17/2007
Inspector(s): M. Oxsalida (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection
General Results:

Eagle Marine Services, Ltd. was inspected on 5/17/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit
No. CAS000001. Eagle Marine Services, Ltd. is categorized under SIC code 4491 - Marine Cargo Handling.
The inspector met with Bradley S. Levey to tour the facility and review relevant storm water paperwork. The
inspection was conducted between 1:15:00 PM and 4:30:00 PM. Weather conditions at the time of the inspection
were: clear skies, no evidence of recent rain.

Eagle Marine Services. Ltd. performs loading and unloading of wheeled and grounded containerized cargo. The
terminal occupies 292 acres at the Port of Los Angeles, and has four berths with a total length of 4000 feet.
Loading and unloading is performed by 12 super post-Panamax 100 foot-gauge cranes. The terminal features a
55,000 sg. ft. maintenance and repair facility; an on-dock rail service; an integrated, real-time computer system for
vessel, rail and gate operations; 600 refrigerated container plugs; and a wash system for interior/exterior of
containers. Shipping lines served at the terminal include APL, Hyundai, MOL, ANZDL, Fesco, HamburgSud,
and Maersk.

Facility operations include loading and unloading of containers from cargo ships and maintenance of associated
equipment including cranes, vehicles, generators, and truck chassis. Potential storm water pollution sources
include the following maintenance shops: vehicle maintenance (the power shop), chassis maintenance (chassis
shop), truck generator maintenance (generator shop), and crane maintenance (crane shop). Other potential storm
water pollution sources include a container/vehicle wash rack, a diesel storage and fueling area, and trailer
parking areas.

Storm water from the site drains to Los Angeles Harbor through several storm drains located throughout the
facility. No unauthorized discharges were observed during the inspection.

Housekeeping throughout the facility was poor. Observed yard conditions included: (1) sweepers are emptied
into a bin located above a drainage channel, which contained debris; (2) pool of oily water observed north of wash
rack building, source unknown; (3) oily parts on ground in trailer parking area; (4) oily parts on ground outside
chassis shop; (5) batteries on ground outside chassis shop; (6) significant fresh oil stains throughout generator
shop area; (7) several oil drums not on spill pallets outside crane maintenance shop; (8) open dumpsters with oil
parts outside crane maintenance shop; (9) several significant oil/coolant spills observed outside power shop (one
active spill unattended).

001432 Facility Rating: 1 15-Jun-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

The facility's SWPPP, Monitoring Plan, and 2005-2006 Annual Report were reviewed as part of the inspection.
Deficiencies are presented below. Other documents reviewed during the inspection included inspection logs,
employee training records, and past annual reports.

Analytical results for pH, TSS, specific conductivity, oil & grease, zinc, aluminum, and iron were above RWQCB
benchmark threshold values. Specific values are presented below. Preliminary inspection results were discussed
with the facility representative.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP did not identify a pollution prevention team (CAS000001 Attachment A.3.).
The SWPPP was dated February 1999. The pollution prevention team identified was not current.

The SWPPP site map was incomplete (CAS000001 Attachment A.4.).

The site map included in the SWPPP was accurate with respect to current operations at the facility, but did not
include points of storm water discharge from the facility.

The SWPPP was not signed and certified by the appropriate facility representative (CAS000001

Attachment C.9. and C.10.).

The monitoring plan did not describe storm water sampling locations (CAS000001 Attachment B.7.).
The monitoring plan does not describe sampling locations. Sample collection is performed by a contractor, who
could not be reached at the time of the inspection. Locations of sample collection were not observed at the time
of the inspection.

The following storm water BMPs identified in the SWPPP had not been adequately implemented in the

facility yard (CAS000001 Section B.3.).
Section 5.1.1 (Good Housekeeping BMP) - The following areas are to be routinely inspected and cleaned to
reduce the potential for pollutants to enter the storm water system: chassis shop, power shop, and generator
shop. Section 5.1.1 also states spills and leaks will be promptly cleaned up (see narrative for observed yard
conditions). Section 5.1.3 (Spill Prevention/Response BMP) - Spill control and cleanup supplies are staged in
the following areas: power shop (outside), diesel refueling truck parking area, and the chassis shop (inside).
Spill control kits were not observed in these areas at the time of the inspection.

Other issues of potential noncompliance observed during the site inspection:
The facility must implement a BMP for the handling and storage of oily engine and vehicle parts. As stated in
the facility narrative, oily parts were observed exposed in several areas of the facility. The facility must also
implement a BMP for the handling and storage of used batteries, which were observed exposed outside the
chassis shop. The Spill Prevention/Response BMP must be updated to require spill control and cleanup supplies
at the following additional areas: diesel storage and fueling area, the crane shop, and outside the chassis shop.

Other Areas of Concern

Storm water sample results exceeded U.S. Environmental Protection Agency/RWQCB benchmark values

for the following parameters:

Power Shop Drain No. 15 (02/27/2006)

TSS - 154 (100 mg/l); Specific Conductance - 470 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm); oil and grease - 39.6 mg/l (15
mg/l); zinc - 2.52 mg/l (0.117 mg/l); aluminum - 2.72 mg/l (0.75 mg/1); iron - 5.16 mg/l (1.0 mg/l)

Power Shop Drain No. 15 (03/17/2006)
ph - 5.57 s.u. (6-9 s.u.); Specific Conductance - 540 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm); oil and grease - 26.0 mg/I (15
mg/l); zinc - 6.56 mg/l (0.117 mg/l); aluminum - 1.59 mg/l (0.75 mg/1); iron - 3.51 mg/I (1.0 mg/l)

Generator Set Drain No. 8 (02/27/2006)
ph - 5.99 s.u. (6-9 s.u.); TSS - 314 mg/I (100 mg/l); Specific Conductance - 210 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm); oil
and grease - 21.2 mg/l (15 mg/l); zinc - 4.06 mg/l (0.117 mg/l); aluminum - 5.94 mg/l (0.75 mg/l); iron - 14.1

001432 Facility Rating: 1 15-Jun-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

mg/l (1.0 mg/l)

Generator Set Drain No. 8 (03/17/2006)
TSS - 245 mg/l (100 mg/l); Specific Conductance - 470 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm); oil and grease - 28.5 mg/I
(15 mg/l); zinc - 3.55 mg/l (0.117 mg/l); aluminum - 2.16 mg/l (0.75 mg/l); iron - 6.11 mg/l (1.0 mg/l)

Truck Waiting Area Drain No. 3 (02/27/2006)
TSS - 141 mg/l (100 mg/l); Specific Conductance - 280 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm); zinc - 2.28 mg/l (0.117
mg/l); aluminum - 2.98 mg/I (0.75 mg/l); iron - 7.03 mg/l (1.0 mg/l)

Truck Waiting Area Drain No. 3 (03/17/2006)
TSS - 355 mg/l (100 mg/l); Specific Conductance - 980 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm); oil and grease - 21.7 mg/l
(15 mg/l); zinc - 5.51 mg/l (0.117 mg/l); aluminum - 7.00 mg/l (0.75 mg/1); iron - 16.9 mg/l (1.0 mg/I)

Benchmark values are reported parenthetically. The facility is recommended to investigate the source(s)
of these exceedences, review current BMPs, and consider additional BMPs to address potential sources.

M. Oxsalida (AEI) M W 6/11/2007
Inspector Name Signatu Report Date
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Port of Los Angeles — Eagle Marine Services, Ltd.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Citing security, employee union, and OSHA issues, the facility representative advised against
photographs being taken as part of the inspection. The following aerial photographs of potential
storm water pollution sources are included courtesy of Pictometry International Corp. The
photos are dated 2006.

Photo 1: A — Chassis maintenance shop (chassis shop)
B — Container and vehicle wash rack building

Photo 2: Vehicle maintenance shop (power shop)
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Port of Los Angeles — Eagle Marine Services, Ltd.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 3: Crane maintenance shop (crane shop)

Photo 4: Truck generator maintenance shop (generator shop)
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 017883 Receiving Water Name: Los Angeles Harbor
Status Code: Active Facility Size (acres): 27 Impervious Area: 97%
Facility Name: Del Monte Foods
Facility Address: 1054 Ways Street
San Pedro, CA 90733
Primary Contact: Rashmi M. Shah
Facility Contact: Rashmi M. Shah
Facility Phone: (310) 519-2272
SIC Code(s): 2091 - Canned and Cured Fish and Seafood, 2047 - Dog and Cat Food
Date of Inspection: 5/17/2007
Inspector(s): M. Oxsalida (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection
General Results:
Del Monte Foods was inspected on 5/17/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit No.
CAS000001. Del Monte Foods is categorized under SIC code 2091 - Canned and Cured Fish and Seafood. The
inspector met with Rashmi M. Shah to tour the facility and review relevant storm water paperwork. The

inspection was conducted between 10:30:00 AM and 12:45:00 PM. Weather conditions at the time of the
inspection were: clear skies, no evidence of recent rain.

Del Monte Foods is a canned food labeling and casing facility which covers 28 acres at the Port of Los Angeles.
The facility was converted from a pet food and seafood processing plant in 2001. The facility continues to be
classified under SIC codes 2091 (canned and cured fish and seafood) and 2047 (dog and cat food) in the event
that such operations continue in the future.

Outdoor industrial operations are limited to an aboveground 150 gallon diesel fuel tank, loading/unloading docks,
the storm water treatment plant area, and an equipment storage area (bone yard). All food labeling operations,
casing operations, and hazardous and non-hazardous waste storage are located indoors. Potential pollutant
sources include diesel fuel, spilled product at the docks, storm water treatment chemicals (polymer, sodium
hypochlorite, sodium hydroxide), and oily equipment in the bone yard.

The facility operates a storm water treatment plant which treats the first 200,000 gallons of storm water for each
storm event. Flows in excess of 200,000 gallons discharge directly to the Los Angeles Harbor through a single
discharge point. All catch basins and drains on-site are directed to the headworks of the storm water treatment
plant.

All non-storm water discharges are directed to the industrial wastewater treatment plant under the City of Los
Angeles Pre-Treatment Permit W-407845/W-373501. The facility also has a General NPDES Permit
(CAG994003) which allows discharge of up to 165,000 gallons of retort water up to 3 times/year.

No unauthorized discharges were observed during the inspection. Observed yard conditions included: (1)
evidence of significant leak from the 150 gallon fire suppression diesel tank; (2) oily parts and machinery in the
bone yard area; and, (3) poor housekeeping in the bone yard. Housekeeping throughout the remainder of the
facility was good. The locations of collected storm water samples appear to be representative of discharges from
the facility.
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

The SWPPP, Monitoring Plan, and 2005-2006 Annual Report were reviewed as part of the inspection. The
Monitoring Plan met permit requirements. Deficiencies in the SWPPP and 2005-2006 Annual Report are
presented below. Other documents reviewed during the inspection included inspection logs, employee training
records, and past annual reports. Preliminary inspection results were not discussed with the facility representative.
Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

Records of the following required activities were not available for review:
Records of required storm water sampling events were not available (CAS000001 Attachment B.5.).
Storm water samples were collected from the first storm event of the rainy season only.

The SWPPP was not signed and certified by the appropriate facility representative (CAS000001
Attachment C.9. and C.10.).

The following storm water BMPs identified in the SWPPP had not been adequately implemented in the
facility yard (CAS000001 Section B.3.).

BMPs for the fire suppression diesel tank include weekly tank inspections, the installation of secondary
containment, and replacement of the tank with a double-walled tank. These BMPs were not adequately
implemented at the time of the inspection.

M. Oxsalida (AEI) M W 6/11/2007
Inspector Name Signatu Report Date
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Port of Los Angeles — Del Monte Foods
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Citing security issues, the facility representative advised against photographs being taken as part
of the inspection. The following aerial photographs of potential storm water pollution sources
are included courtesy of Pictometry International Corp. The photos are dated 2006.

Photo 1: A — 150 gallon diesel fuel tank

B — Equipment storage area (bone yard). Conditions in the bone yard at
the time of the inspection were greatly improved than shown in the photo.
(Aerial Photo Courtesy of Pictometry International Corp.)
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Port of Los Angeles — Del Monte Foods
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 2: Storm water treatment plant.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 2 of 2



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 011597 Receiving Water Name: Los Angeles Harbor
Status Code: Active Facility Size (acres): 205 Impervious Area: 100%

Facility Name: Evergreen Marine Terminals (Seaside Transportation Services, LLC)

Facility Address: 389 Terminal Way
Terminal Island, CA 90731

Primary Contact: Gene Harris
Facility Contact: Gene Harris

Facility Phone: (310) 240-1721

SIC Code(s): 4491 - Marine Cargo Handling, 3799 - Transportation Equipment, Not
Elsewhere Classified

Date of Inspection: 5/16/2007
Inspector(s): M. Oxsalida (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection
General Results:

Evergreen Marine Terminals (Seaside Transportation Services, LLC) was inspected on 5/16/2007 to determine
compliance with NPDES General Permit No. CAS000001. Evergreen Marine Terminals (Seaside Transportation
Services, LLC) is categorized under SIC code 4491 - Marine Cargo Handling. The inspector met with Gene
Harris to tour the facility and review relevant storm water paperwork. The inspection was conducted between
2:40:00 AM and 4:20:00 AM. Weather conditions at the time of the inspection were: clear skies, no evidence of
recent rain.

Evergreen Marine Terminals performs loading and unloading of wheeled and grounded containerized cargo. The
terminal occupies 205 acres at the Port of Los Angeles, and has thee berths with a total length of 4,700 feet.
Loading and unloading is performed by 8 post-Panamax 100 foot-guage cranes each with a main hoist capacity of
50-long-tons. The terminal features maintenance and repair facilities; a refrigerated container wash rack; a
vehicle exterior wash rack; transtainers; top/side handlers; and an on-dock rail facility. Shipping lines served at
the terminal include Evergreen Marine Corporation, Hatsu Marine Ltd., Italia Marittima S.P.A.

Facility operations include container loading and unloading, vehicle and equipment maintenance, wash racks, and
vehicle fueling. Potential storm water pollution sources include the vehicle maintenance area (power shop), crane
maintenance (crane shop), the container washout rack, the vehicle wash rack, the diesel fueling area, and trailer
parking areas.

Storm water from the site drains to Los Angeles Harbor through several storm drains located throughout the
facility. No unauthorized discharges were observed during the inspection.

Housekeeping throughout the facility was fair. Observed yard conditions included: (1) fresh stains on pavement
adjacent and under fuel trucks, and full gas can was not on a spill pallet; (2) oily parts on ground adjacent to
power shop, (3) oil filter drums outdoors and not on spill pallets; (4) oil/coolant spill at vehicle under repair
outside the power shop; and (5) oily parts on ground adjacent to crane maintenance shop.

The facility's SWPPP, and 2005-2006 Annual Report were reviewed as part of the inspection. Deficiencies are
presented below. The Monitoring Plan was not available for review, and the locations of collected storm water
samples could not be determined. Other documents reviewed during the inspection included inspection logs,
employee training records, and past annual reports.
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

Analytical results for TSS and oil & grease were above RWQCB benchmark threshold values. Specific values are
presented below. Preliminary inspection results were discussed with the facility representative.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:
Records of the following required activities were not available for review:
Records of required storm water sampling events were not available (CAS000001 Attachment B.5.).
Samples were not collected from a second storm event.

Storm water samples were not collected from representative storm water discharge locations (CAS000001
Attachment B.7.).
Observations and sampling is conducted by an off-site contractor. Exact locations of sample collection and
visual observation were not determined at the time of the inspection.
The SWPPP did not identify a pollution prevention team (CAS000001 Attachment A.3.).
A pollution prevention team was not included in the SWPPP
The SWPPP site map was incomplete (CAS000001 Attachment A.4.).
The site map needs to be updated to include visual observation locations, storm water sample collection points,
and storm water flow direction.
The SWPPP was not signed and certified by the appropriate facility representative (CAS000001
Attachment C.9. and C.10.).

A written storm water monitoring and evaluation plan was not available for on-site review (CAS000001
Attachment B.1.).

The following storm water BMPs identified in the SWPPP had not been adequately implemented in the

facility yard (CAS000001 Section B.3.).
BMPs for the handling and storage of oil state the materials are to be located within the power shop, crane shop,
and gear room. Satellite storage near these buildings are to consist of water tight cargo shipping containers.
These BMPs were not adequately implemented at the time of the inspection.

Other Areas of Concern

Storm water sample results exceeded U.S. Environmental Protection Agency/RWQCB benchmark values

for the following parameters:

Storm drain gate downstream of power shop (01/30/2007)

total suspended solids: 180 mg/l (100 mg/l); oil & grease: 18 mg/l (15 mg/l)

Benchmark values are reported parenthetically. The facility is recommended to investigate the source(s)

of these exceedences, review current BMPs, and consider additional BMPs to address potential sources.

M. Oxsalida (AEI) 6/12/2007

Report Date

Inspector Name
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Port of Los Angeles — Evergreen Marine Terminals (STS)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 1: Fresh stains on pavement adjacent and under fuel trucks at the fuel truck
parking area.

e
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Photo 2: Good housekeeping at the interior of the power shop.
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Port of Los Angeles — Evergreen Marine Terminals (STS)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 3: Oily parts were on the ground adjacent to the power shop

Photo 4: Oil filter drums located outdoors were not on spill pallets.

Inspection Date: May 16, 2007 Page 2 of 4



Port of Los Angeles — Evergreen Marine Terminals (STS)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 5: An oil/coolant spill was observed beneath vehicle under repair outside the
power shop.

Photo 6: Vehicle/container exterior wash area. Catch basins in this area drain to a
oil/water separator for treatment prior to discharge to the industrial sewer.
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Port of Los Angeles — Evergreen Marine Terminals (STS)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 7: A — Maintenance and repair shop (power shop)
B — Container washout area
C — Vehicle/container exterior wash area
(Aerial Photo Courtesy of Pictometry International Corp.)

Photo 8: Crane maintenance shop (electrical shop).
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 002928 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Active Los Angeles Harbor Slip 5
Facility Name: Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals L.P. Facility Size: 46 Acre(s)
Facility Address: 802 S. Fries Avenue Impervious Area: 100%
Wilmington, CA 90744 Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Felipe Esquivel (Safety and 4491 and 4412

Security Manager)
Facility Phone: 310-835-5042

Date of Inspection: 5/17/2007
Inspector(s): M. Amendola (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection

Facility Narrative:
Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals L.P. was inspected on 5/17/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES
General Permit No. CAS000001. Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals L.P. is categorized under SIC code 4491
and 4412. The inspector met with Felipe Esquivel (Safety and Security Manager) to tour the facility and review
relevant storm water paperwork.

Ron Metcalf (City of Los Angeles) and Arturo Martinez (City of Los Angeles) conducted an inspection for
compliance with applicable City storm water ordinances concurrently with the inspection conducted for
compliance with the general industrial storm water permit. Kat Pricket (Port of Los Angeles) was also present
during the inspection. The inspection was conducted from 9:30 am to 12:20 pm.

The facility is a break bulk operation, receiving goods via shipping vessels that generally do not fit into shipping
containers. The facility primarily receives steel slabs, coils, rod, and tubular products and lumber materials for
further distribution. Smaller quantities of aluminum products and infrequent deliveries of manganese ore are
also received. Manganese ore was not on-site during the inspection.

Potential storm water pollution sources at areas regulated by the general industrial storm water permit include a
maintenance shop (M&R shop) at the facility's southern corner; a wash rack for vehicles and equipment adjacent
to the maintenance shop; and, oil leaks from equipment awaiting maintenance at the maintenance area. The
wash rack is covered and drains to a separator for discharge to the sanitary sewerage system. Potential storm
water pollution sources in areas not regulated by the general permit included a car washing service for
employees at the employee parking lot, crane load test operations that use containers filled with water, and leaks
from equipment not located at the maintenance area.

Storm water is conveyed to Los Angeles Harbor via storm drains throughout the facility storage yard, and most
likely via sheet flow from the facility's wharfs. Storm water may also be discharged from the southern corner of
the facility near the maintenance area to Fries Avenue. Implementation of best management practices is
discussed below.

The facility's Storm Water Pollution Plan and 2005/2006 annual report were reviewed. Potential items of non-
compliance associated with the SWPPP and storm water monitoring practices are discussed below.
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP site map was incomplete in the following areas (CAS000001 Attachment A.4.):
Site maps reviewed during the inspection did not contain an adequate description of storm water drainage
direction at the maintenance area. The facility representative stated that the entire area, including areas outside
of the covered wash rack, drain to the separator tied to the sanitary sewer system. However, this drainage
pattern was not obvious by visual inspection. The site map should clearly describe the drainage pattern in this
area, and should address a possible storm water discharge location to Fries Avenue at the southern corner of the
area.

The SWPPP does not contain a complete description of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001
Attachment A.6.):

Two batteries were located at an exposed area near the maintenance shop. The batteries were on a pallet.
However, outdoor battery storage was not identified in the SWPPP as a potential storm water pollution source
(e.g., acid leaks, metals).

The facility did not have sampling records for the following required activities:

The facility did not sample for the appropriate pollutants under their SIC code (CAS000001 Attachment

B.5.c.):
The facility is required to monitor storm water discharges for TSS, Qil and Grease (or TOC), pH, specific
conductance and for aluminum, iron, lead and zinc (see Section B.5.c. Table D for SIC Code 44XX). Storm
water samples were collected on 10/17/05 and on 05/23/06. The October 2005 sampling event did not
include analyses for the listed metals, and the May 2006 sampling event included analysis only for Oil and
Grease.

The facility did not sample from representative storm water discharge locations (CAS000001

Attachment B.7.):
Storm water samples have been collected from drains in the material storage portion of the facility. The
general permit regulates only the portion of the facility that is involved in vehicle maintenance or equipment
washing (see General Permit Attachment 1 Item 8). Consequently, these samples have not been
representative of the regulated activity. The facility is advised to collect storm water samples representative
of run-off from the maintenance area, if such run-off occurs (see statement above regarding possible storm
water discharge location near maintenance area).

The facility has not adequately implemented BMPs identified in the SWPPP (CAS000001 Section A.8.):
The facility's SWPPP lists "apply sorbent and recover immediately™ as a management practice for exposed oil,
and lists "apply sorbent and recover with sweeper™ as a BMP for leaks and spills (see Exhibit 1). Exposed oil
leaks were observed near the M&R maintenance shop that were not covered with absorbent material and were
not recovered immediately (see attached photolog). The leaks were outside of the covered wash rack area that
drains to the separator tied to the sanitary sewerage system. The facility representative stated that the entire
surrounding area is washed down weekly to the separator. As noted above in the statement concerning the site
map, it was not clear from visual observation that this area drains to the separator. Also, an oily wash water
puddle was observed outside of the covered wash rack area. Oily wash water was not discharged during the
inspection. However, from visual observation, it was not clear that the area where the puddle was located would
drain to the separator during rain events.

Other conditions observed during the site inspection:

The following conditions were observed at portions of the facility that are not regulated by the general
industrial storm water permit:

The facility's SWPPP lists bi-annual cleaning of storm water trench drains as a BMP. Upon inspection, a
trench drain at the rail yard area contained approximately 2" of sediment (identified as primarily tire dust by the
facility representative). The facility representative stated that the drains are cleaned usually in December and
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USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

June. The facility was advised to ensure that the trench drains are cleaned thoroughly and that cleaning be
conducted just prior to the rainy season (e.g., in September).

A crane was performing a load test with a container of water that was leaking. The facility representative stated
that these operations are performed by the Port of Los Angeles and that the container was filled with potable
water. The leak was not discharged during the inspection but was objectionable in appearance after contacting
the ground (see attached photolog) and was close to the edge of the wharf. The facility was advised to consider
cleaning the area prior to the load tests, or to use containers that do not leak.

The facility's SWPPP lists "sweep up cargo debris™ as a good housekeeping BMP for the facility's warehouses.
Housekeeping was observed to be poor at a truck loading dock at warehouse "Door 22". Standing water was
also observed at the truck dock, which appeared to have originated from a fire water protection system. The
facility representative stated that no drain was located at the truck dock. However, this could not be confirmed
by visual observation during the inspection because of the amount of trash located in the area. The facility was
advised to improve housekeeping in this area.

The facility's SWPPP lists "apply sorbent and recover immediately™ as a management practice for exposed oil,
and lists "apply sorbent and recover with sweeper" as a BMP for leaks and spills (see Exhibit 1). Exposed oil
leaks were observed in the "sweeper staging area" near the rail yard trench drain, without absorbent material
and were not recovered immediately (see attached photolog). The facility representative stated that equipment
is parked in this location when not in use. The facility was advised to clean oil leaks promptly.

Employee cars were being washed in the employee parking lot at the time of the inspection. Upon observation,
car washing was uncontrolled and wash water was flowing toward a storm drain in the parking lot. Absorbent
booms were later placed to help prevent wash water discharge. Car wash water was not discharged during the
inspection. The facility was advised to ensure that wash water is not discharged.

M. Amendola (AEI) 5/19/2007
Inspector Name(s) Report Date
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Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 1: Facility sign.

Photo 2: Car washing in employee parking lot.
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Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

—

Photo 3: Exposed oil leak near rail yard trench drain.

Photo 4: Covered wash rack.
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Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 5: Oily wash water outside of covered wash rack.
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Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)
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Photo 7: Exposed oil leak adjacent to maintenance shop.
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Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 8: Exposed oil leak adjacent to maintenance shop.

Photo 9: Vehicle batteries at exposed area near maintenance shop.
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Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 10: Leaking container used for crane load test

Photo 11: Condition of water leaked from container pictured above.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 6 of 8



Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

INVENTORY OF SIGNIFICANT MATERIALS AND EXPOSURE INFORMATION

Table 2 is an inventory of “significant materials’ * on site. For each significant material on site
an evaluation will be conducted to determine the potential for these materials to be contributed to

storm water runoft being discharged from the facility.

TABLE 2: INVENTORY OF SIGNIFICANT MATERIALS AND EXPOSURE
INFORMATION
Location | Material Quantity | Management | Likelihood of Exposed Past 3 years
at {units) Practice Exposure &
Process Under What
Conditions
Wood dust | Minimal | Sweep Exposure only
Berth179 {dust from | facility possible during
palletized/ | routinely high winds/rain
bundled
cargo)
Berth179 | Qil Mimimal | Apply Highly unlikely.
(grease & | sorbentand | Exposure only
hydraulic | recover possible during
fluid from | immediately | heavy rain
machinery periods,
leaks)
Berth179 | Manganese | Negligible | Sweep cargo | Runoff exposure | Yes
Cire {ore dust) | area after only possible
offload; during heavy
deploy runoff | rainfall events
barrier prior | when material is
to rainfall if | present.
material is
present
Berth 87 | Oil Minimal | Same as Same as above Mo
(same as | above
above)

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007

LIST OF PAST SPILLS/LEAKS AND “HAZARDOUS CONDITION *”

A list of “significant materials’ " that have been spilled or leaked over the three years prior to
the completion of the plan is found in Table 3. The date, volume of materials, the exact
location of each release, and the actions taken to clean up the materials and/or prevent exposure
of the materials to storm water runoff is included in addition to indicating if a “fhezardons
condition” " occurred. ([f there have been no spills of polluting materials, state that in this
section).

Exhibit 1 Page 1 of 2: Portion of SWPPP listing “apply sorbent and recover
immediately” as a management practice for exposed oil.
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Pasha Stevedoring and Terminals, L.P.

(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)

SPILL PREVENTION AND RESPONSE PLAN

Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Spills and leaks together are the largest industrial source of storm water pollution. Thus, this
SWPPP specifies material handling procedures and storage requirements for significant
materials. Equipment and procedures necessary for cleaning up spills and preventing the spilled
material from being discharged have also been identified. Appropriate employees have been
trained to follow SWPPP procedures.

Table 11 lists procedures that have been developed for spill response at the facility, the area(s)
covered, response plan location and responsible person are also included.

TABLE 11: SPILL PREVENTION AND RESPONSE
Area Pollutant(s) of | Desecription of Location of Plan Responsible Person
Activity Concern Response Plan and Clean up or Team
Equipment Materials/Kits
MER POL, Follow Oil & Response kit and | Gearmen, Terminal
degreaser, Hazmat Response | materials stored in | Manager
detergents Plan if unable to Gear Locker
address with
sorbents or clarifier
General POL leaks Apply sorbent and | Gear locker Gearmen, Terminal
terminal from recover with Manager
areas machinery sweeper
General Intermodal Follow Oil & Gear locker Satety Manager
terminal container leak | Hazmat response {sorbent);
arens plan contractor for
chemicals

SEDIMENT AND EROSION PREVENTION

There may be certain areas at the facility that are prone to soil erosion. These areas need 10 be
protected, and soil kept out of the storm water discharge. If there are no areas prone to soil

erosion it will be stated in this.

TABLE 12. SEDIMENT AND EROSION PREVENTION

Area of Concern

Control Measures

Implementation
Schedule

Responsible Person

Mo areas of concern

Exhibit 1 Page 2 of 2: Portion of SWPPP listing “apply sorbent and recover with

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007

sweeper” as a BMP for leaks from machinery.

Page 8 of 8




USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 009687 Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Active Los Angeles Harbor
Facility Name: The Jankovich Company Facility Size: 2 Acre(s)
Facility Address: Berth 74 Port of Los Angeles Impervious Area: 100%
San Pedro, CA 90733 Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Gene Hester (Vice President) 5171

Facility Phone: 310-732-5550

Date of Inspection: 5/17/2007
Inspector(s): M. Amendola (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection
Facility Narrative:
The Jankovich Company was inspected on 5/17/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit No.

CAS000001. The Jankovich Company is categorized under SIC code 5171. The inspector met with Gene
Hester (Vice President) to tour the facility and review relevant storm water paperwork.

Ron Metcalf (City of Los Angeles) and Arturo Martinez (City of Los Angeles) conducted an inspection for
compliance with applicable City storm water ordinances concurrently with the inspection conducted for
compliance with the general industrial storm water permit. Kat Pricket (Port of Los Angeles) was also present
during the inspection. The inspection was conducted from 1:30 am to 3:20 pm.

The facility receives and distributes bulk petroleum products and also serves as fuel dock for commercial
vessels. Fuel barges are filled at the facility and are transported to large commercial vessels (e.g., cruise ships).
The facility consists of two tank farms, a main dock, an access road, a miscellaneous material accumulation area
and associated piping, valves and ancillary equipment. The facility representative stated that the total storage
capacity for the facility is approximately 200,000 gallons.

Storm water is discharged from a containment vault that receives run-off from the truck loading area for the tank
farm, from a wharf access road, and from the main dock. Best management practices identified in the facility's
SWPPP appeared to be well implemented. Valves for loading of fuel to barges were located within containment
structures, hose and piping connections were equipped with drip pans and housekeeping throughout the facility
was good.

The facility's SWPPP and 2005/2006 Annual Report were reviewed and were determined to meet the
requirements of the General Permit, with a possible exception identified below.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP does not contain a complete assessment of potential pollutant sources (CAS000001 Attachment
AT):
Oil drums awaiting transfer to a vessel were located at an uncontained area adjacent to the wharf. The drums
were located directly next to openings/drains to the Harbor. The facility representative stated that drums were
likely delivered in the early morning, and drums may be staged at this area for a period of hours prior to
loading to a vessel. The SWPPP lists spill response as a BMP for the wharf access road (see page B-3 of
SWPPP, Exhibit 1). Considering the proximity of the drums to the Harbor, spill response would not be
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California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

adequate to prevent a discharge to the Harbor from this location. The facility is required to develop and
implement BMPs necessary to prevent or reduce pollution from potential pollution sources (see Section A.7. of
the General Permit). The facility was advised to consider alternate management procedures to reduce the
likelihood of a discharge.

Other conditions observed during the site inspection:
At the time of the inspection, a barge was being cleaned and prepared for dry dock. A sheen / discoloration
consisting of an unknown material was observed in the Harbor between the dock and barge (see attached
photolog). The facility representative stated that the material was not petroleum product from the cleaning
operation. Following the inspection, the facility representative stated that the condition was reported to the US
Coast Guard. It could not be confirmed during the inspection that the condition was the result of the barge
cleaning operations.

An in-ground vault and a block wall provide containment for the truck loading area for the tank farm. Some
drums and totes were also located in this area. Mortar at the base of the wall near the vault was missing. Per
inspection by a City of Los Angeles inspector and the facility representative, mortar was not missing
completely through the wall (i.e., there was no opening from the containment area to rip rap leading to the
Harbor). Also, the area where the mortar was missing is protected by a berm installed with the vault.
Nevertheless, the facility was advised to seal the area with missing mortar in order to ensure that a spill or run-
off that is not collected in the vault is not discharged to the Harbor.

Other Areas of Concern
Storm water discharges exceed RWQCB benchmark values for the following parameters:

Discharge from vault 10/18/05
BOD 58 mg/l (30 mg/l); Specific Conductance 930 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm); oil and grease 16 mg/l (15
mg/l); Nitrate + Nitrite-Nitrogen 4.7 mg/l (0.68 mg/l).

Discharge from vault 03/03/06

TSS 110 mg/l (100 mg/l); BOD 54 mg/l (30 mg/l); oil and grease 18.7 mg/l (15 mg/l); Nitrate+Nitrite-Nitrogen
0.88 mg/I (0.68 mg/l). Storm water discharge was also analyzed for phenols and surfactants, with analytical
results of < 0.1 mg/l and 17 mg/I, respectively.

The facility is advised to investigate possible sources of the elevated results and to revised BMPs, as necessary,
to reduce discharge concentrations.

M. Amendola (AEI)
Inspector Name(s) Report Date

009687 Facility Rating: 2 08-Jun-07



The Jankovich Company
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 1: Facility sign.

Photo 2: Oil valves at main dock with containment.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 1 of 7



The Jankovich Company
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 4: Oil drums staged at uncontained area adjacent to the wharf.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 2 of 7



The Jankovich Company
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

e

Photo 5: Oil drums at uncontained area adjacent to the wharf, directly next to opening
leading to the Harbor.

Photo 6: Bulk petroleum storage tanks.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 30of 7



The Jankovich Company
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 7: Bulk petroleum storage tanks and drain leading to in-ground containment vault.

Photo 8: In-ground containment vault.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 4 of 7



The Jankovich Company
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 9: Mortar missing from block wall at in-ground containment vault. Rip-rap and
the Harbor are located on the other side of the wall.

Photo 10: Barge cleaning operation.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 5 of 7



The Jankovich Company
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 11: Condition of water between wharf and barge being cleaned.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 6 of 7



The Jankovich Company

(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Generate Dust
or Particulate
Area Matter Best Management Practice
Storage Bin Mo Employee training
Storage Bin MNo Proper material handling and storage procedures
Storage Bin No Good housekeeping practices
Tank Farm Loading and Dispensing No Conducting dispensing and loading operations
Areas within secondary containment structures
Tank Farm Loading and Dispensing Mo Spills or leaks of material will be immediately
Areas contained and cleaned according to a written spill
response procedure
Tank Farm Loading and Dispensing MNo Employee training
Areas
Tank Farm Loading and Dispensing No Periodic inspection
Areas
Tank Farm Loading and Dispensing No Preventative maintenance
Areas
Tank Farm Loading and Dispensing No Good housekeeping practices
Areas
Wharf Access Roadway Yes Spills or leaks of material will be immediately
contained and cleaned according to a written spill
response procedure
Wharf Access Roadway Yes Employee training
Wharf Access Roadway Yes Periodic inspection
Wharf Access Roadway Yes Preventative maintenance
Wharf Access Roadway Yes Good housekeeping practices

‘Marrh 2007

B-3

The Jankovich Compan;

Exhibit 1: Page B-3 of SWPPP listing spill response as a BMP for leaks and spills at

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007

Wharf Access Roadway.

Page 7 of 7



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 000868 Receiving Water Name: Los Angeles Harbor
Status Code: Active Facility Size (acres): 173 Impervious Area: 99.9%
Facility Name: Trans Pacific Container Service Corp. (Tra-Pac)
Facility Address: 920 W. Harry Bridges Blvd.
Wilmington, CA 90744
Primary Contact: Paul Richey
Facility Contact: Paul Richey
Facility Phone: (310) 513-7417
SIC Code(s): 4491 - Marine Cargo Handling
Date of Inspection: 5/16/2007
Inspector(s): M. Oxsalida (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection
General Results:

Trans Pacific Container Service Corp. (Tra-Pac) was inspected on 5/16/2007 to determine compliance with
NPDES General Permit No. CAS000001. Trans Pacific Container Service Corp. (Tra-Pac) is categorized under
SIC code 4491 - Marine Cargo Handling. The inspector met with Paul Richey to tour the facility and review
relevant storm water paperwork. The inspection was conducted between 1:00:00 PM and 2:45:00 PM. Weather
conditions at the time of the inspection were: clear skies, no evidence of recent rain.

Trans Pacific Container Services Corp. (Tra-Pac) performs loading and unloading of wheeled and grounded
containerized cargo. The terminal occupies 173 acres at the Port of Los Angeles, and has four berths with a total
length of 4,000 feet. Loading and unloading is performed by 11 post-Panamax 100 foot-guage cranes each with a
main hoist capacity of 40-long-tons. The terminal features a 28,000-sg. ft. maintenance and repair facility; 550
refrigerated container plugs; 48 grounded plugs; three portable generators that maintain an additional 96 plugs;
and separate wash systems for the exterior and interior of containers and vehicles. Shipping lines served at the
terminal include Mitsui O.S.K., China Shipping, Norasia, Compafiia Sudamericana de Vapores, Zim, Wan Hai,
APL, Hyundai Merchant Marine Co., and CMA-CGM.

Facility operations include container loading and unloading, bulk (non-containerized) loading and unloading,
vehicle and equipment maintenance, vehicle and container washing, and vehicle fueling. Potential storm water
pollution sources include the maintenance and repair shop, the container washout rack, the vehicle and container
exterior wash rack, the diesel fueling area, and trailer parking areas.

Storm water from the site drains to Los Angeles Harbor through several storm drains located throughout the
facility. No unauthorized discharges were observed during the inspection.

Housekeeping throughout the facility was good. Observed yard conditions included: (1) vehicle maintenance
area - several drums not on spill pallets, oily parts exposed and on ground; and (2) Trash observed throughout
trailer parking areas and at fencelines of facility.

The facility's SWPPP, and 2005-2006 Annual Report were reviewed as part of the inspection. Deficiencies are
presented below. The Monitoring Plan was not available for review, and the locations of collected storm water
samples could not be determined. Other documents reviewed during the inspection included inspection logs,
employee training records, and past annual reports. Preliminary inspection results were discussed with the facility
representative.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

000868 Facility Rating: 2 15-Jun-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

Records of an annual comprehensive site compliance investigation were not available (CAS000001
Attachment A.9.).
The SWPPP did not identify a pollution prevention team (CAS000001 Attachment A.3.).
The SWPPP site map was incomplete (CAS000001 Attachment A.4.).
The site map needs to be updated to show flow drainage patterns and storm water sampling locations.
A written storm water monitoring and evaluation plan was not available for on-site review (CAS000001
Attachment B.1.).
Other issues of potential noncompliance observed during the site inspection:
The facility must implement a BMP for the handling and storage of oil drums (waste and new oils) and oily
vehicle parts. Employee training records pertaining to storm water pollution prevention and BMP
implementation were not available for review during the inspection.

M. Oxsalida (AEI) 6/14/2007

Inspector Name

Report Date

000868 Facility Rating: 2 15-Jun-07



Port of Los Angeles — Trans Pacific Container Service Corp. (Tra-Pac)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 1: Several drums at the vehicle maintenance area were not on spill pallets.

Photo 2: Catch basins adjacent to the maintenance area and the container wash
areas drain to a oil/water separator for treatment prior to discharge to the
industrial sewer.

Inspection Date: May 16, 2007 Page 1 of 3



Port of Los Angeles — Trans Pacific Container Service Corp. (Tra-Pac)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

N

Photo 3: The vehicle and container wash rack area.

Photo 4: Drum storage area adjacent to the maintenance area. All drums were
observed under cover and on spill pallets.

Inspection Date: May 16, 2007 Page 2 of 3



Port of Los Angeles — Trans Pacific Container Service Corp. (Tra-Pac)
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 5: Oily parts on the ground at the maintenance shop.

Photo 6: A — Maintenance and repair facility
B — Vehicle/Container exterior wash rack
C - Container washout rack
(Aerial Photo Courtesy of Pictometry International Corp.)

Inspection Date: May 16, 2007 Page 3 0of 3



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: NA Receiving Water Name:
Status Code: Active LA Harbor
Facility Name: Wilmington Marine Services Facility Size: 80,000
sq.ft
Acre(s)
Facility Address: 801 South Fries Impervious Area: 97%
San Pedro, CA Primary SIC Code(s):
Facility Contact: Dinko Bilicich 7699

Facility Phone:

Date of Inspection: 5/17/2007
Inspector(s): Christy Williams
Type of Inspection:

Facility Narrative:
Wilmington Marine Services was inspected on 5/17/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General Permit
No. CAS000001, which is held by the Port of Long Beach. Wilmington Marine Services is categorized under
SIC code 7699. The inspector met with Dinko Bilicich to tour the facility and review relevant storm water
paperwork.

The inspection was conducted from 1 pm to 2 pm.

Facility operations include boat maintenance and repair. Potential storm water pollution sources include paint
chips from manual sanding process and contamination from trash barrels and deposition of dirt and debris on-
site. The facility owner/operator has bermed the facility and has constructed a settling area with a PVC pipe
overflow to settle solids and to prevent any oily substances from being discharged from the site. The structure
appeared to be working well at the time of the inspection. The outfall was observed for signs of discharge (i.e.
staining) and none was noted.

Storm water from the site drains to the LA Harbor through one outfall.

BMPs identified in the facility's SWPPP were implemented, however, general housekeeping practices could
have been improved. Potential items of non-compliance associated with the SWPPP and inspection forms are
listed below.

Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:

The SWPPP site map was incomplete in the following areas (CAS000001 Attachment A.4.):

The site map included with the SWPPP at the time of the inspection did not show storm drains and points of
discharge to the receiving water (i.e., the outline of drainage areas) or the location of the structural BMP.

Other issues of noncompliance observed during the site inspection:

Overall housekeeping could have been improved, but the facility owner/operator was well aware of proper
pollution prevention BMPs necessary prior to a rain event (i.e. sweeping, covering trash cans).

NA Facility Rating: 2 07-Jun-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

The facility is implementing the following model storm water BMPs:

The facility owner/operator had designed and installed a settling and separating structure designed to remove
particulates and prevent oily substances from being discharged. The structure was drained by a PVC pipe that
was suspended about four inches above the bottom of the settling area. The pipe, however had an elbow angle
prior to discharge that prevented the direct discharge of materials floating on the surface. During rain events
the water was discharged from the middle of the stored water column.

Christy Williams 6/1/2007

Inspector Name(s) Signature Report Date
Reviewer Name Signature Review Date
Reviwer Name Signature Review Date

NA Facility Rating: 2 07-Jun-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

WDID: 002850 Receiving Water Name: Los Angeles Harbor
Status Code: Active Facility Size (acres): 35 Impervious Area: 98%
Facility Name: Vopak Terminal Los Angeles Inc.
Facility Address: 401 Canal Avenue
Wilmington, CA 90744
Primary Contact: Jeff Spagg
Facility Contact: Jeff Spagg
Facility Phone: (310) 549-0961

SIC Code(s): 4226 - Special Warehousing and Storage, Not Elsewhere Classified
(Petroleum and chemical bulk stations and terminals for hire)

Date of Inspection: 5/17/2007
Inspector(s): M. Oxsalida (AEI)
Type of Inspection: B Type Inspection
General Results:

Vopak Terminal Los Angeles Inc. was inspected on 5/17/2007 to determine compliance with NPDES General
Permit No. CAS000001. Vopak Terminal Los Angeles Inc. is categorized under SIC code 4226 - Special
Warehousing and Storage, Not Elsewhere Classified (Petroleum and chemical bulk stations and terminals for
hire). The inspector met with Jeff Spagg to tour the facility and review relevant storm water paperwork. The
inspection was conducted between 9:00:00 AM and 10:20:00 AM. Weather conditions at the time of the
inspection were: clear skies, no evidence of recent rain.

Vopak Terminal Los Angeles Inc. is a liquid bulk petroleum products transfer and storage facility. The terminal
occupies 35 acres at the Port of Los Angeles, and has four berths with a total length of 2,300 ft. The terminal has
60 storage tanks with total capacity of 700,000 barrels. An additional 22 storage tanks are located inland
(separate facility) with an additional capacity of 1,700,000 barrels. Transfer between the port facility and the
inland facility is conducted via pipeline. The inland facility is covered under a separate NOI and was not
inspected as part of the inspection.

Storm water discharges from the terminal are regulated by both an individual NPDES permit and the general
industrial permit. Areas of the terminal regulated by the individual NPDES permit include truck traffic, tank truck
loading/unloading, and tank blocks in the northeastern area of the facility. Storm water from this area is collected
and discharges to the industrial sewer. Compliance with the individual NPDES permit was not evaluated as part
of the inspection.

Areas of the terminal regulated by the general industrial permit are limited to truck traffic on the western section
of the site, and the loading/unloading of petroleum products from tank blocks to ships and barges along Berths
187-189 (pipeline manifolds and bunkering lines enclosed within "dock pans" which discharge to a holding tank).
Potential storm water pollution sources include road debris from truck traffic and the loading/unloading of
petroleum products from tank blocks, ships, and barges.

Storm water from the western portion of the facility (area covered under the general industrial permit) drains to
the Los Angeles Harbor through several storm drains located throughout the western portion of the facility. No
unauthorized discharges were observed during the inspection.

Housekeeping throughout the facility was good. No yard violations were observed during the inspection. The

002850 Facility Rating: 3 15-Jun-07



USEPA
California General Industrial Activities Storm Water Permit (CAS000001 - General Permit)
Storm Water Compliance Facility Inspection Report

locations of collected storm water samples appear to be representative of discharges from the facility.

The facility's SWPPP, Monitoring Plan, and 2005-2006 Annual Report were reviewed as part of the inspection.
The Monitoring Plan and the 2005-2006 Annual Report met permit requirements. Deficiencies in the SWPPP are
presented below. Other documents reviewed during the inspection included inspection logs, employee training
records, and past annual reports. Preliminary inspection results were discussed with the facility representative.
Identified Areas of Potential Noncompliance:
Records of the following required activities were not available for review:
The SWPPP did not identify a pollution prevention team (CAS000001 Attachment A.3.).
The SWPPP was dated November 2003. The pollution prevention team was not current.
The SWPPP site map was incomplete (CAS000001 Attachment A.4.).
The site map dated November 2003. The locations and number of storm water discharges from the facility have
changed recenly, and the map is no longer accurate.
Other Areas of Concern
Storm water sample results exceeded U.S. Environmental Protection Agency/RWQCB benchmark values
for the following parameters:
Storm Water Discharge Point (4/20/2006)
Specific conductance: 420 umhos/cm (200 umhos/cm)

Benchmark values are reported parenthetically. The facility is recommended to investigate the source(s)
of these exceedences, review current BMPs, and consider additional BMPs to address potential sources.

M. Oxsalida (AEI) 6/12/2007

Report Date

Inspector Name

002850 Facility Rating: 3 15-Jun-07



Port of Los Angeles — Vopak Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 1: Housekeeping throughout the facility was good (area east of tank blocks
shown).

Photo 2: The loading/unloading area (pipeline manifolds and bunkering lines) is
enclosed within “dock pans” which discharge to a holding tank.

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 1 of 2



Port of Los Angeles — Vopak Terminals
(NPDES Permit No. CA000001)
Inspected by: M. Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Photo 3: Loading/unloading area (pipeline manifolds and bunkering lines).
(Aerial Photo Courtesy of Pictometry International Corp.)

Photo 4: A — Tank blocks covered under the general industrial permit.
B — Tank blocks covered under the individual NPDES permit.
(Aerial Photo Courtesy of Pictometry International Corp.)

Inspection Date: May 17, 2007 Page 2 of 2



ATTACHMENT A-4

Port of Los Angeles
Industrial General Permit Inspection Reports

EPA & RWQCB INSPECTIONS

APM Terminals

Mortimer and Wallace
Pacific Harbor Line

R&B Associates

General Petroleum
George’s Auto Body Shop
Marine Technical Services
San Pedro Fork Lift
Crowley Marine Services
10. Hugo Neu-Proler

11. Impress USA Inc.

12. Shore Terminals LLC

13. Catalina Freight Line

14.  Cerritos Yacht Anchorage
15. F&M Rail Service
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DRAFT November 26,

Background Information

' National Database Information General
Inspection Type Industrial Stormwater ivenastr Nare Jeremy Johnstone
WDID Number +iERRISMeD Telephianis 415-972-3499
Inspection Date 05/17/07 Entry Time 09:33 am
Inspector Type ERA Exit Time _ L 1:22'am
| Marine Cargo Handling Signature l/\A_“L/
Facility Type/SIC SIC 4491 d
\__J [/
] I |
Facility Location Information |
Natiellopation! APM Terminals Lo§ Angeles
Mailing Address 2500 Navy Way (Pier 400)
Terminal Island, CA 90731-7554
GPS Coordinates Latitude Longitude
Receiving Water(s) | Los Angeles Harbor
Name Telephone
BiieE Port of Los Angeles Kathryn Curtis
310-732-3681
Operator APM Terminals Don Moler, Facilities Manager
310-221-4247

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation*

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) M
. SWPPgitgg Records (rev.‘ew; inc!udgs mai_nr.enance, N

’ Y, N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? v N SWPPP (implementation) B

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
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2 L £ Investigation and Case Development
O o
V2L ppoeS Worksheet (CA I]ldllStl‘lal) DRAFT November 26,
2001
SWPPP Implementation
' General
Industrial | (provide a brief description of each)
Activity
This facility is one of the Port of Los Angeles’ 8 container terminals. As such it loads and
unloads shipping containers from ships, transferring them to/from tractor/trailer trucks and/or
rail cars.
As part of its industrial activity, there are areas of vehicle maintenance and equipment
cleaning operations.
Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)

Description

The facility, which opened in 2002, consists of 484 acres, with berths for multiple ships, 14
gantry cranes, container storage areas, and truck and rail loading/unloading areas. There is a
single maintenance area located at the facility’s south end where most maintenance and
cleaning operations occur. Also located there is a fuel island and lube station.

A SWPPP site map was not available, but there are several storm drain lines that collect
storm water runoff and discharge to Los Angeles Harbor at several points.

Storm Water Controls

List the
structural and
non-structural

controls
employed by
the facility.

(provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing
area, efc))

Litter and debris is swept up as needed and as sweepers are able to access specific areas.
Much vehicle maintenance is conducted indoors, there are no floor drains. Drip pans/pads
are employed beneath some parked and leaking vehicles. Washwaters from the equipment
wash rack are collected, treated, and recycled. At the fuel island individual storage tanks
have secondary containment, also there is a curb dike around the storage area and fuel
pumps. At the lube station individual storage tanks have secondary containment, but there is
no secondary containment for the lube oil pumps, nor are there any structural BMPs
associated with the filling area/activity.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

(Indicate "yes”or ‘no”, or if not appropriate, explain)

With the exception of the lube oil station, the BMPs, if properly utilized and maintained,
appear to be reasonable and appropriate.

The lube oil station requires additional BMPs to prevent/minimize drippage and spillage at the
north end, where filling activities occur.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)

2001

W 4enG!

D

DRAFT November 26,

Are the | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
maintained in | No:
effect.lve 1) the curb dike at the west end of the fuel island is cracked and product has seeped
opefa'tmg thru. Also the filler hose at that end is not kept within the curbed area and can drip to
condition? an uncontained area;

2) drip pans/pads are not kept under the mobil fuel trucks, which are parked at night

outside of the facility admihnstration building

Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)

Housekeeping

Accumulations of trash and debris were observed in the chassis yard. Facility
representatives indicated that the area would be cleaned up as chassis are relocated.

There were several misc. containers at the maintenance areas that were not stored under
cover.

‘Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

(provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)

See item immediately below.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

(provide a brief description of each)

Although there was no indication of non-storm water discharges, inspectors observed
equipment washing outside of the wash rack area which was causing washwater to flow
toward a storm drain inlet.

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)

The SWPPP that was provided did not include a site map, so this comparison can not be
made.
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Notes

Amy Miller and Tom Kelly from EPA also participated in this inspection, as did Kathryn Curtis from the Port of
Los Angeles and Chin Teo from the City of Los Angeles’ Watershed Protection Division.

Other APM Terminals representatives included: Dave Turner, Director, West Coast Safety; Jim Flanagan,
Director, West Coast Environmental; Jesse Cuevas, Security Mgr; Dave Edwards, Asst. Facilities Manager

There is no established sampling location on the west side of maintenance area. This is an area both of
potential storm water contamination and observed poor BMP implementation, thus the need for additional
sampling here should be evaluated.

A facility diagram is attached.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
WOl‘kSheet (CA Illdllstl'ial) DRAFT November 26,

General

Notes: '

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

The SWPPP Itself that was reviewed is not signed or certified.

During the inspection we were presented with a copy of the
annual training document, which was dated as having been
had been signed the day of the inspection.

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Not evaluated.

Site Map and Narrative

}
I

Notes: f

Is there a site map?

No site map was contained within the SWPPP th'at was
provided. A facility diagram was provided, but it did not meet
the requirements of the permit.

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?
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Storm Water Controls :

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Not evaluated.

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

No such documents were provided.

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-St_bl‘in‘-‘Wa_ter_ Discharges

‘Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Not evaluated.

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?
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g2 SN 2 Investigation and Case Development
S, Pnoxec,«@ Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

Monitoring Notes: g

Is the Facility conducting monitoring Not evaluated.
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly

sampling)? Y | N

Does the SWPPP discuss Annual reports were briefly reviewed on-site. Benchmarks
benchmark monitoring and were exceeded in 04/05, 05/06, and 06/07 for Al, Fe, and Zn.
responses to any monitoring with

results over benchmark values? Y | N

Photograph Lo

1. | DCN0446 — View of filling area at lube oil station. Note stains, lack of containment at this area.

2. | DCN0457 — Cracked and seeping secondary containment dike at west side of fuel island.

3. | DCN0459 - Vehicle being washed outside of containment area at wash rack.

4. | DCN0463 — Leaking fuel truck, parked outside of administration bldg. Note absence of drip pan/pad.
5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.




APM Terminals Los Angeles
Port of Los Angeles, CA
5/17/07

DCNO0446 — View of filling area at
lube oil station. Note stains, lack of
containment at this area.

DCNO0457 - Cracked and seeping
secondary containment dike at
west side of fuel island.

All Photos taken by Amy C. Miller



APM Terminals Los Angeles
Port of Los Angeles, CA
5/17/07

DCNO0459 —~ Vehicle being washed
outside of containment area at wash
rack.

DCNO0463 - Leaking fuel truck,
parked outside of administration
bldg. Note absence of drip
pan/pad.

All Photos taken by Amy C. Miller
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Background Information
National Database Information General
Inspection Type Ipdisuil Inspector Name Amy Miller
WDID Number n/a Telaplions (415) 947-4198
Inspection Date 05/16/2007 Entry Time 11:00 am
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time 12:10 pm
feed and grain export and ; -
: Signature
Facility Type/SIC repackaging g é 7 M

Facility Location Information

Namefl.ocation/ Mortimer and Wallace, Inc.
Mailing Address 2422 Sepulveda Blvd.
Long Beach, CA

GPS Coordinates Latitude n/a Longitude n/a

Receiving Water(s) | Dominguez Channel

Name Telephone
Giiiat Port of Los Angeles
Operator Mortimer and Wallace, Inc Howard Wallace, (562) 595-7559

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation®
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage 4
Permit Type| ~ General Individual SWPPP (field review)|
Copy of SWPPg 02 _ Records (review includes maintenance, N

Hes Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? y N SWPPP (implementation) N

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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DRAFT November 26,

SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | The facility handles grains, feed, and fats for export. Products come via rail car or truck. At

Description

Activity | the facility the material is transferred. Leftover material in the transfer process was placed in
large tote sacks and sold to a domestic company. Hay is rebaled into smaller bales. Some of
the grains and feeds are repackaged into large bags (approximately 1 out of the every 40
containers that enters the yard. To move the fat between rail and truck it is heated and
pumped. Forklifts are maintained on site

Facility

See attached map: The facility is 92,000 square feet and is paved except for a small portion of
the back yard and along the railroad tracks. The facility consists of an office building and a
building for transferring grain, feed and fats from either truck or rail car. Screws lift the grain
or feed from the rail car to the building. The building also contains a ramp for trucks to enter
and be filled. The facility also has a large pole barn to store hay. There is a small
maintenance area to repair forklifts and other mechanical items on site. In the back there is a
large pile of debris including tires, 55-gallon drums of fat, obsolete equipment and other
material.

Storm Water Controls

List the
structural and
non-structural

controls
employed by
the facility.

Some of the hay is placed under a pole barn.
The transfer of the grain and feed to truck can be done indoors.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

No. Much of the debris, left over fats in 55 gallon drums, used diesel oil was stored outside
without cover or containment. The transfer of grain from rail to the transfer building was
outside with much spillage along the track. The fats transferred from rail car were also
leaking and outside. Much of the maintenance shop was located outdoors.
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Are the | n/a
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

Good | As mentioned above the site has a lot of debris on the ground of the yard from the transfer of
Housekeeping | grain and feed.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | Other than what is described below, we did not observe any non-storm water discharges.

Water
Discharges

A iden We observed an unknown liquid entering the storm drain located at the backend of the lot.
% ot ot Ce | See photograph DCSN0414. Although a metal plate was placed over the drain, liquid is
of Non-Storm | o ptering the drain. The yard was stained, evidence of past spills and leaks not properly

~water | gjaaned up.
Discharge?

Do the storm | No — There was no site map
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?
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Notes

Amy Miller, Ellen Blake, John Tinger from EPA,; Kislev Joy Ang and Arturo G. Martinez from City of Los
Angeles; Jennifer Leigh Mosher from the Port of Los Angeles were present during the inspection.

Photographs taken by Amy C. Miller

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:
Does the SWPPP contain the e
signature of a responsible party?
Is an individual/team responsible for nia
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?
Site Map and Narrative Notes:

Is there a site map? iR
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? e
Identification of types of pollutants A
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?
Location of major structural controls g
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?
Name of receiving water(s) listed? hia
Location of significant materials Ve
exposed to storm water?
List of significant spills and leaks, n/a
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

n/a

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?
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Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

n/a

Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

n/a

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

n/a

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

n/a

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

n/a

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

n/a

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

n/a
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Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

n/a

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

n/a

Monitoring

Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

n/a

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

n/a

Photograph Log

DCSN0395 Cover sheet

DCSNO0396 Transfer of feed from truck to the facility. Note the spillage of feed on the ground.

DCSNO0397 Oily stain in the front portion of the yard.

DCSNO0398 Truck loading area for feed and grain.

DCSNO0399 Repackaging of feed into bags from bulk product occurs indoors

DCSNO0400 Tote bags of feed stored outside.

DCSNO0401 Truck loading area for feed and grain. Note the general debris in the area.

DCSN0402 Yard area adjacent to the rail line. Note general debris and staining on the surface.

DCSN0403

Transfer of grain from rail car to the facility. Grain is released from the bottom of the rail car
and conveyed with a screw lifter.

DCSNO0404 Transfer of rendered fat from rail car. Note leaking underneath the rail car.
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Photograph Log (continued)
DCSN0405 E‘.iugﬂi?;rt\ ;ﬁfd to transfer the rendered fat. Note the containers used to capture leaks from
DCSNO0406 Equipment used to transfer the rendered fat
DCSN0407 Leaking containers of the rendered fat collected from leaking transfer equipment
DCSN0408 I;erl.nsfer of rendered fat from rail car to the facility. Note the hose is leaking under the rail
DCSNO0409 Obsolete equipment and debris stored in the back portion of the yard.
DCSN0410 Leaking 55-gallon drums and other debris stored in the back portion of the yard.
DCSN0411 55-gallon drums and other debris stored in the back portion of the yard.
DCSN0412 Leaking 55-gallon drums stored in the back portion of the yard.
DCSN0413 Tires and other debris stored in the back portion of the yard.
DCSNO0414 Storm drain covered with metal plate located in the back portion of the yard. Note unknown
substance entering into the drain.
DCSNO0415 View of yard facing towards the entrance.
DCSN0416 Diesel fueling area. Note uncovered and stained 55-gallon drums of used oil
DCSNO0417 Diesel fueling area. Note batteries stored on ground and area not under cover.
DCSN0418 I'::ra;iial stored in maintenance area. Note stained pail and stain on ground covered with
DCSNO0419 Maintenance area. Working on equipment occurs outdoors
DCSN0420 Diesel oil stored in pan. Not staining under the pan
DCSNO0421 View towards the back of the yard and the pole barn with hay
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Background Information

DRAFT November 26,

General l

- National Database Information |
Inspection Type i Inspector Name Ellen Biake
WDID Number e Talapaiia 972-3496
Inspection Date /1712007 Entry Time ~9:45 am
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time ~10:30 am \
ek Troatic Rail Operation/4013 Signature|C ( (t\(\/k ; // (,,t,.k;?' )}

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/

Pacific Harbor Line

Mailing Address 340 Water Street
Wilmington, CA
GPS Coordinates Latitude Unk Longitude Unk
Receiving Water(s) | Long Beach Harbor
Name Telephone
Eorier Port of LA
Operator Pacific Harbor Line Andrew Fox (number unk)

Basic Permit Information (bold one)

Summary Site Evaluation*

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage U
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review)
Copy ot SWPPg'itgg Records (reviewf includes maipt_enance,
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? G K] SWPPP (implementation)

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation

General :

Industrial | (provide a brief description of each)
Activity | This railroad maintenance facility maintains rail engines and stores railroad maintenance

materials out-of-doors. Most engine maintenance takes place in a covered shed with all
discharges from this area covered under an individual NPDES permit. Fueling and material
storage take place in areas not covered under the individual permit.

(include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
This railroad maintenance facility does not have CA MSGP coverage. They do have individual
NPDES permit coverage for discharges from the actual maintenance area. Creosote treated
railroad ties, lubricant and battery storage, and fueling are in areas that do not drain to the
NPDES permit area. URS had advised the facility that they did not need permit coverage.
The facility is not paved and the un-permitted area sheet flows to a storm drain located at the

western edge of the property.

Facility
Description

Storm Water Controls |

List the | (provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing

structural and | area, etc)
non-structural | The fuel tank is contained within a small paved, bermed area.
controls | No other controls are used at the facility for the areas that are not covered by the individual
employed by | NPDES permit.
the facility.

Are the | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)
controls | N/A, see above.
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?
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Housekeeping

Are the | (Indicate “yes”or “no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls | The berm around the fueling tank appears to have leaks, evidenced by the staining outside
maintained in | the berm.
effective
operating
condition?
Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)

Obsolete equipment was stored in the yard.

Miscellaneous *

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

(provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)
N/A, see above.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm

(provide a brief description of each)
No BMPs were implemented to prevent non-storm water discharges, but no discharges were

site map?

water | observed during the inspection.
Discharge?
Do the storm | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets | N/A, see above.
correspond
with
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Notes |

| indicated to the facility that their activities are 'industrial activities' (SIC 4013) and given the proximity of storm
drains to these activities they would certainly decrease their chances of having an un-permitted discharge by

obtaining coverage under and complying with CA's MSGP.

Inspection Team: Ellen Blake (EPA), Ann Murphy (EPA), Elizabeth Ninan (POLA)
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes: |

Does the SWPPP contain the UNPERMITTED FACILITY, NO SWPPP

signature of a responsible party? Y [N

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention

team)? Y |N

Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? Y | N
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y| N

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y [N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y [N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y |N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y |N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y [N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y [N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? Y | N

Storm Water Controls Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to | Y | N
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Worksheet (CA Industrial)

DRAFT November 26,

prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

Monitoring

Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
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sampling)?

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y | N

Photograph Log

—

Cover Sheet

Waste batteries stored without cover or containment.

Fueling area not under cover, note staining on berm and gravel.

Unlabelled waste drums stored in paved bermed area next to fuel tank

Staining on berm indicating past spills and/or leaks

©lw|[~N|o|o|s e

_ry
=




Pacific Harbor Line 5/17/07
e




Pacific Harbor Line 5/17/07
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Background Information

National Database Information General
Stormwater
Inspection Type|industrial Inspector Name| Ann Murphy/Jeremy Johnstone
WDID, Number|None Telephone|415-972-3640
Inspection Date|May 16, 2007 Entry Time|1:15 p.m.
Inspector Type|EpA Exit Time|2:10 p.m.
Shore-side base-yard for marine
Facility Type/SIC|construction. Signature @ﬂvﬁ e
AW R

| “acility Location Information
RB & Associates, Marine

Name/Location/ | 125 West E Street, Berth 193
Mailing Address | \\:imington, CA

GPS Coordinates Latitude unknown Longitude unknown

Receiving Water(s) | Los Angeles Harbor

Name Telephone

Port of Los Angeles Kathryn Curtis
Owner (310) 732-3681

R & B Associates, Marine
Operator Pam Hazelett, registered owner (husband) Ron

Burleson deceased October 2006

Basic Permit Information (bold one) ‘Summary Site Eva’luationL
u

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage

N/A
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review)

Copy of SWPPP on N/A
Site? Records (review includes maintenance,
Y N inspection training logs)

N/A
Copy of permit on site? N N SWPPP (implementation)

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)

"
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SWPPP Implementation
|
| 5 General
Industrial | This is the base-yard for a marine construction firm that constructs piers, docks, etc. At this
Activity | facility the firm moors barges, tugboats, & other work vessels, loading and unloading of
supplies, light duty barge and float repair.
Facility | The ground was strewn with metal debris, compressors, batteries, oil and unknown
Description | substances. The barges were inaccessible due to a dock fire that had occurred one month
ago. Port of Los Angeles has yet to issue a permit to board the barges.
Storm Water Controls !
List the | There were 2 sheds with paint supplies and other liquids stored indoors.
structural and
non-structural
controls
employed by
the facility.
Are the | No.
controls | Not enough indoor storage. Some of the containers indoors were open. Secondary
reasonable | containment not sufficient. There were holes in the walls.
?’:d There is no housekeeping plan.
AR ehe | We didn'tinspect the barges.
facility? | Several batteries and oily machine parts observed on the ground without containment or
cover.
Are the | No.
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?
Good | None. The site is a large storage area for metals, liquids, batteries, machine parts. There are
Housekeeping | no controls in place to contain or control stormwater. The site borders the Los Angeles
; Harbor.
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Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | A very large storage tank was perched on the bank just above waterline. It is not known if this
Water | tank was empty or not. No evidence of controls of non stormwater discharge.
Discharges

Any evidence | None.
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

Do the storin | N/A
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

Notes

The facility is*a pier and dock construction operation. The yard is not paved. Cover is dirt. There was a fire on
the dock within the last month, making access to the barges unsafe. The yard was strewn with metal parts up to
the waterline. Four barges containing cranes were not accessible. There were containers of paint, oil, and
unknown substances stored outside in open containers. Batteries also stored outside. There is a large storage
tank, of unknown contents perched along the shoreline.

Given the nature of the onsite industrial activities, the facility appears to be subject to NPDES permit
requirements, yet has to date not filed for coverage under the GIASP. The owner was advised to file for
coverage.

Jeremy Johristone and Ann Murphy from EPA, were accompanied by Andrew Kirk from Port of Long Beach,
and Chin Teo and Bruce Capio from City of Los Angeles Watershed Protection Division.

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:

-

NA — there is no SWPPP
Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y | N

NA
Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)? Y | N
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Site Map and Narrative Notes:
NA
Is there a site map? Y | N
NA
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y | N
NA
Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be djscharged from each
drainage area? Y [N
NA
Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y | N
NA
Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N
NA
Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y | N
List of significant spills and leaks, NA
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y | N
NA
Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and-unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y | N
: {
Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources - Notes:
Description of activities, materials, NA
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? Y [N
= I
Storm Water Controis Notes: !
NA

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y | N
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Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

NA

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

NA

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff

NA

management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

NA

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

NA

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

NA

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

NA
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f Monitoring ) _ ] Notes:
Is the Facility conducting monitoring NA

as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)? Y |N

Does the SWPPP discuss NA
benchmark monitoring and

responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y | N

|

iy Photograph Log

Photo Log

RB & Associates

Port of Los Angeles, CA

5/16/07

Photos taken and log prepared by: Jeremy Johnstone
Senior Environmental Engineer

Photo 0: Title Page

1-5 | Photos+1-5: Panorama of facility from dock

6. | Photo 6: Misc. cans stored without cover or containment

7. | Photo 7: Spill/drip stain beneath shoreside crane

8. | Photo 8: Exposed battery and misc. machine parts

9. | Photo 9: Exposed engine

10. | Photo 10: Exposed engines and winches

11. | Photo 11: Drum storage, under cover in container. Some drums open, appear to contain waste oil.
12. | Photo 12: Ponded water, at harbor’s edge

13. | Photo ,;3: View back toward facility pier along water’s edge, note tank in foreground
14, | Photo 14: Boat under repair (at adjacent property)

15. | Photo 15: Exposed battery and misc. machine parts
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16. | Photo 16: Exposed battery
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Photo 2:R&B Associates, Marine
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Photo 6:R&B Associates, Marine
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Photo 9:R&B Associates, Marine

\




Photo 10:R&B Associates, Marine
..._.r..._.., \ . | \ 1.




Photo 11:R&B Associates, Marine
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Background Information

National Database Information General
Inspection Type Storm Water Inspector Name Tom Kelly/Ellen Blake
WDID Number None Telephone (415) 947-4198
Inspection Date 5/17107 Entry Time ~1:30
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time ~2:30 !
Facility Type/SIC Petroleum Bulk Station/5172 Signature’g— & /(_/\// ?Z/(/M/(% C
N ;

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/ | 1028 S. Seaside Ave.
Mailing Address | Terminal Island, CA 90731

GPS Coordinates

Latitude

Longitude

Receiving Water(s)

Los Angeles Harbor

Name Telephone
Owner General Petroleum Chuck Donohoe (310) 356-2753
Operator General Petroleum

Basic Permit Information (bold one)

Summary Site Evaluation*

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage u
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) u
Gopy of SWPFE on Records (review includes maintenance, N
Site? : ; ot
Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? N N SWPPP (implementation) N

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | The facility stores bulk petroleum for distribution to boats at the fuel dock, on the eastern
Activity | portion of the site. According to Chuck Donohoe, the facility’s Terminal Manager, it provides
fuel to about half the tugs and barges in the Port of Los Angeles.
Facility | Petroleum storage occurs along the southern portion of the property and drains toward a
Description | catchbasin that captures and hold the runoff for pumpout by a hazardous waste contractor.
Waste oil storage occurs at the center of the site. This material did not have secondary
containment or cover and drains towards the street. A covered storage area, containing
lubricants, is located in central northern portion of the property, and also appears to drain
toward the street. Employee parking is located adjacent to the entrance, on the northeastern
portion of the property. Boat fueling is done along the eastern edge of the property, in the
Bay.
Storm Water Controls
List the | The majority of the site drains to a catchbasin that holds wastes for subsequent pump out.

The facility also has a roofed material storage area for oil-based lubricants. Non-structural
controls include having booms and spill kits available for use during fueling operations.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

Yes. Facility personnel indicated several procedures for addressing spills. For spills during
fueling, booms are placed in the harbor to limit the spread of fuel while pump out occurs.
Permanent booms are placed on the shore-side of the harbor, so that spills are contained in
the water without contaminating the shore. The facility responds to spills on facility property
with absorbent material and sweeping. Fuel pumps are placed within secondary containment
units to collect any incidental spills from the pumps. However, the waste oil storage
container had an oily residue on the outside of the container, but was not located within a
secondary containment unit or under cover.

Are the
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

Yes. The facility regularly pumps out their containment tank. The booms along the shoreline
appeared to be in good condition.
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Good | The site was free of trash and debris at the time of our visit. There were stains along the
Housekeeping | loading dock that indicated past leaks and/or spills that had not been properly cleaned up.

Non-Storm | The potential for non-storm water discharges is high on the fueling dock. The dock has

Water | several drains that lead directly to the Los Angeles Harbor. The facility has procedures in
Discharges | place to address on-site spills. It also has a permanent boom in place beneath the dock
protecting the shore. If spills occur, the facility places additional booms to limit the spread of
fuel into the harbor and to allow the facility to clean up the spill.

Any evidence | Yes. The fueling dock showed evidence of unaddressed spills near the pumps.

of Non-Storm
water

Discharge?

Do the storm | No. Although the facility did not have a SWPPP, it did have a map containing many elements
water inlets | of a SWPPP facility map. The primary storm drain, connected to the facility’s catchbasin is
correspond | shown on the map. However, the fuel dock has several drains leading directly to the harbor.

with | These are not shown on the map. The facility personnel stated they would seal these drains.

site map?

Notes

Ellen Blake and Tom Kelly, both EPA Region 9 employees, participated in this inspection. Ellen Blake took

all photographs. Chuck Donohoe, the Terminal Supervisor for General Petroleum, escorted EPA’s inspectors.

EPA inspectors provided the Mr. Donohoe with the website where they can file for coverage under California’s

General Storm Water Industrial Activities Permit.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

W pgene?

0

‘General Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Site Map and Narrative Notes:

As stated earlier, the site did not have a SWPPP. However,
y | N | the site did provide a facility map with many of the elements of
a SWPPP site map.

Is there a site map?

Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y | N

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each Y | N
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls v | N
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y|N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,

description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the Y |N
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material Y | N
storage, waste disposal?

__Summarv of Potential P'ollut_ant- Sources _ Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?
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Storm Water Controls : ~ Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to Y
prevent/reduce discharge of

pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures, v | N
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding v I N
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled v I N
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water Y [N
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the

monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry Y |N
weather screening)?
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0

Monitoring Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather v I N
observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and v
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values?

Photograph Log

Fueling Area, drain leads to oily water catchbasin

Stained concrete inside secondary containment area for fuel storage tanks, this area drains to a sump to

2 be taken off-site for disposal.
3. 5-gallon bucket of diesel fuel left outside containment area shown in Photo 2.
4 Stained concrfate insic}e secondary containment area for fuel storage tanks, this area drains to a sump to
’ be taken off-site for disposal.
5. | Oil storage area, this area drains off-site storm drains that lead to the Los Angeles Harbor.
6 Note staining on pavement, thi; area also drains toward off-site storm drains that lead to the Harbor,
’ (covered Storage Area to the right).
7. Unopened drums stored outside the Covered Storage Area, but in a bermed area.
8. Photo of the end of the berm around area shown in Photo 7.
9. Fueling pump at the Fuel Loading Dock, note stains on pavement, area drains directly
10 F_uel residue in the secondary containment fpr the Fueling Dock pumps. Stained concrete in the front
right and to the right of the secondary containment.
11 | Stained Concrete between secondary containment units for the fuel pumps, drains directly to Harbor.
12 | Oily Sheen on water, in the Harbor, on other side of containment boom.
13 | Close-up of Photo 12.
14 | Oil sheen on the shore side of the permanent boom at the Fuel Dock.
15 | Permanent boom behind the Fuel Dock, note oily sheen
16 Drgin plug in the seconde;ry containment unit for the fuel pumps, with a container below. The concrete is
stained around the container.
17. | An oil sheen inside the containment boom behind (and below) the fuel dock.




Photo 1: Fueling Area, drain leads to oily water catchbasin
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hto 2: Stained concrete inside secondry containment
area for fuel storage tanks, this area drains to a sump to
be taken off-site for disposal.
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Photo 3: 5-gallon bucket of diesel fuel left outside containment
area shown in Photo 2.
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Phota 4: Stained concrete inside secondary containment area for
fuel storage tanks, this area drains to a sump to be taken off-site
for disposal.
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Photo 5: Oil storage area, this area drains off-site storm drains

that lead to the Los Angeles Harbor.
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Photo 6: Note saining pavement,this area also drains toward
off-site storm drains that lead to the Harbor, (covered Storage
Area to the right).




Photo: 7 Unopened drums stored outside the Covered Storage
Area, but in a bermed area.



Photo 7.
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Photo 9: Fueling pump at the Fuel Loading Dock, note stains on
pavement, area drains directly



Photo 10: Fuel residue in the secondary containment for the Fueling
Dock pumps. Stained concrete in the front right and to the right of
the secondary containment.
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Photo 11: _Stéiﬁed C_:-oncrete between éendary containment units
for the fuel pumps, drains directly to Harbor.
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Photo 12: Oily Sheen on wter, i | tﬁe
containment boom.
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i—larbor, on other side of
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Photo 13: Close-up of Photo 12.



Photo 14: Oil sheen on the shore side of the permanent boom at
the Fuel Dock.



Photo 15: Permanent boom behind the Fuel Dock, note oily sheen.



Photo 16: Drain plug in the secondary containment unit for the fuel
pumps, with a container below. The concrete is stained around the
container.



Photo 17: An oil sheen inside the containment boom behind
(and below) the fuel dock.



<ED S74

2z B NPDES Industrial Storm Water
g S0iZZ £ Investigation and Case Development
e pﬂd‘ed‘@ Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orarr november2s,

2001

Background Information

- National Database Information General '
Inspection Type Industrial Stormwater Inspector Name Jeremy Johnstone
WDID Number 41050711535 Telopticine 415-972-3499
Inspection Date Ba18i07 Entry Time Z25pm
Inspector Type b Exit Time 2:’56 pif
Auto Dismantler . L\/ﬂR
i Signature
Facility Type/SIC SIC 5015 ]
v ] i
Facility Location Information !
Narta/location! George's Auto Body and Dismantling
Wilmington, CA 90744
GPS Coordinates Latitude Longitude
Receiving Water(s) | Dominguez Channel/ Los Angeles Harbor
Name Telephone
Chiior Port of Los Angeles Kathryn Curtis
310-732-3681
George’s Auto Body and Dismantling George Medrano, Owner
Operator
310-835-2602
Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation*
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage S
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review)] ™
Copy of SWPPSF;tgg Records (review includes maintenance, S
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPP (implementation) S

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation
| General
Industrial | (provide a brief description of each)
Activity
The facility dismantles wrecked vehicles for parts and also provides auto body repair services.
Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
Description
The facility is small and entirely paved. Although there are some open, exposed storage
areas, much of the actual work area is and most parts are stored under cover.
Runoff exits the facility via the driveway and flows to Vreeland Ave.
There is also a fenced off but operating oil well in the middle of facility yard.
Storm Water Controls
List the | (provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing

structural and
non-structural
controls
employed by
the facility.

area, efc))

Work areas where vehicle fluids are drained, and oily parts and batteries, etc. are stored, are
under cover.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

(Indicate “ves”or “no” or if not appropriate, explain)

Yes.
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#

Are the | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no’ or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
maintained in | Yes, although part of the work area cover awning had recently been removed in conjunction
effective | with maintenance work being performed (see note below). The facility owner indicated that
operating | he planned to replace the missing portion of the cover awning.
condition?

Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Housekeeping
Marginal. Although the facility looked well maintained, there was heavy oil staining of the
ground at the main work area. Although this area is under cover, runon may be an issue as a
review of facility monitoring data indicates that parameter benchmark values. The EPA
inspector recommended that the facility improve clean up practices with regard to drips and
spills and also its sweeping practices in order to minimize mobilization of grits and sediments
in rain events.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | (provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)

Water
Discharges | Not evaluated.

Any evidence | (provide a brief description of each)
of Non-Storm
water | None.
Discharge?

Do the storm | (Indicate “es”or ‘no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets
correspond | Yes.

with
site map?
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Notes

Ann Murphy from EPA, Andrew Jirik fro-m the Port of LA, and Chin Teo and Bruce Lapid from the City of LA
Watershed Protection Division also participated in this inspection.

A review of facility annual report monitoring data indicated that runoff samples had exceed parameter
benchmark values in the past for Cu and Zn; however, there were no exceedances reported beyond 2004.

The oil well located in the yard's center had recently had work performed on it by the owner. Related to this
work the facility had been asked to cut away part of its work area awning in order to provide access to the work
over equipment. The facility stated that it would replace the removed portion.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:

The SWPPP is dated (signed and certified on) 3}‘22!02. It has

Does the SWPPP contain the HetBeat Bvisad Sihce.

signature of a responsible party? Y | N

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention

team)? Y |N

Site Map and Narrative : Notes:
Is there a site map? Y | N
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y (N

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y| N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y | N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? YN

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y [N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y | N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y [N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? YIN

Storm Water Controls Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be usedto | Y | N
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DRAFT November 26,

prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-S’torm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

] Monitoring

Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
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sampling)?
Does the SWPPP discuss The facility should evaluate SWPPP adequacy in light of past
benchmark monitoring and benchmark exceedances.
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y |N
Photograph Log
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
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Background Information
| Nathnal-.Ba'tahaso' Information General
Inspection Type Stormv\.fater Inspector Name
Rt Industrial Ann Murphy/Ellen Blake
WDID Number Telephone
N/A PRONe! 415-972-3640
Inspection Date Entry Time
May 17, 2007 11:00 a.m.
Inspector Type Exit Time
EPA 12:15 p.m.
3599 - Machine Signature /}
Facility Type/SIC |Shop/Maintenance of M ' wa&_
Stevedoring equipment. SV
T =
_ Facility Location Information
’ Marine Technical Services
Name/Location/ ) W
Mailing Address | 211 Marine Avenue, Wilmington, CA 90744
. PO Box 1301
San Pedro, CA 90733
GPS Coordinates Latitude unknown Longitude unknown
Receiving Water(s) | Los Angeles Harbor
Name Telephone
Owner
o5 Port of Los Angeles
Operator | Marine Technical Services Mickey Hawke (310) 549-8030
Jorge Gonzales, Shop Superintendent. Cell
(310) 420-2074.

Basic Permit Information (bold one) ‘Summary Site Evaluation* .
Perm i’t"-Coverage X N Permit Coverage Y
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) 2
Copy of SWPP;tZg Records (reviemf :‘nc!ud.?s mafpr_enance, NA
Y NA inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? N NA SWPPP (implementation) NA

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation
b General
Industrial | “General Engineering Contractor” We observed vehicle maintenance. Machine shop and
Activity | stevedoring equipment maintenance. Marine Technical Services does structural repairs,
machined parts fabrication, and general engineering/electrical work. In addition to machine
repair and cleaning, Marine Technical Services trucks are washed on site and most storage is
done outside. Light maintenance of fork lifts also occurs. Oil stains on the pavement indicates
some washing is done outdoors.
Facili't'y The facility consists of a paved yard approximately 1 -2 acres in size. Stormwater flows across
Description | the site in several locations, including driveways and drainage holes in the fence. Due to large
amounts of obsolete equipment storage it is not clear if there are storm drains on site.
- |
Storm Water Controls
List the | The yard has no controls.

structural and
non-structural
controls
employed by
the facility.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

See above.

Are the
controls
maintained'in
effective
operating
condition?

See above.

Good
Housekeeping

There is very little housekeeping going on. Machine and obsolete parts are stored outdoors
with no cover or containment. Large and frequent staining is observed all throughout the
yard, indicating previous spills that were not properly addressed. Dirty pans used during oil
changes were left exposed outdoors. Various buckets of oily waste were observed
throughout the site.




g‘”‘\\ % “,  NPDES Industrial Storm Water
% v § Investigation and Case Development
o, pp:“q:sé:"& Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,
2001

g_ Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | A truck was being washed during the inspection. The washing was occurring under cover,
Water | however water was flowing from the covered area and leaving the site.

Discharges

Any evidence | Yes. Large and frequent staining is observed all throughout the yard, indicating previous spills
of Non-Storm | that were not properly addressed.

water

Discharge?

Do the storm
water inlets | NA
correspond

with
Site map?

Ly

Notes

This machine and maintenance shop is not covered by a permit. They discharge stormwater to the
stormdrains in the street.

It is unclear if any stormdrains exist on site.

Most maintenance occurs indoors, but discharges are not contained.

There is a large storage area with refrigeration units, generators, welding machines, batteries,
pressurized'gas containers for oxygen and acetylene (used to cut steel) and oily substance exposed to
stormwater.

The manager said they soak up oil with rags after spills. We advised them to get a permit as soon as
possible.

Ann Murphy and Ellen Blake from EPA inspected the site, accompanied by Elizabeth Ninan from Port of
Los Angeles. Jorge Gonzalez, the Plant Superintendent, walked us through the site.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

5 General Notes:
Does the SWPPP contain the NA
signature of a responsible party? Yy | N | DID NOT HAVE PERMIT COVERAGE.
Is an individual/team responsible for R _ _
developing/implementing SWPPP Jorge Gonzales is the Plant Superintendent and was our
identified (e.g. pollution prevention guide.
team)? ' Y |N

.' Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? Y | N NA
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y | N DA
Identification"of types of pollutants N
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y | N

NA

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y | N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N NA
Location of significant materials ok
exposed to storm water? Y |N
List of significant spills and leaks, NA
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y [N

X : ! NA
Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y | N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials, NA

features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? v | N
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~ Storm Water Controls 1 Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non- NA

structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduCe discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe the NA

structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe other NA

controls that.will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y | N

Does the SWPPP incorporate NA

baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? Y | N

Does the SWPPP contain completed Ll

inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y | N

Does the SWPPP describe the NA

pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y | N

:ij-ﬁt'orm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods NA
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y [N

Does the SWPPP describe the NA
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry

weather screening)? Y | N
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Monitoring _ : Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring NA

as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)? . Y | N

Does the SWPPP discuss NA

benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with

results over benchmark values? Y [N
' Photograph Log
Photo 1. |-Title Page
Photo 2 Slope toward the perimeter. Stormwater drains out the hole between the dumpsters and onto the

adjacent property. Notes stains on the pavement.

Photo 3. | Larger view of Photo 2. Notes stains on the pavement.
Indoor vehicle wash area spills to outdoor areas, which discharges out the main entrance gate to
Photo 4.
the street.
Photo 5. | Stains from vehicle wash area toward the gate.
Photo 6. | The main entrance gate.
Photo 7. | Another gate, west of the main entrance gate. Stains on pavement.
Photo 8. | Recent stains on pavement near fork lifts.
Photo 9. | More stains near fork lifts. Light maintenance done on fork lifts at the facility.
Photo 10. |.Open container of unidentified liquid stored outdoors with no protection from stormwater.
Photo 11. | Oily substances on machines stored outdoors without cover.
Photo 12. | Stains on pavement. This area of the site discharges under the fence at the top of the photo.
Photo 13. | Close up of discharge point on photo 12.
Photo 14. |-Spill near the discharge point shown in photos 12 & 13.
Photo 15. | Machinery stored without protective cover.
Photo 16. | Close up of materials stored in Photo 15, including batteries.

Photo 17.

Oil pans stored outdoors.




Photo 1: Marine Technical Services




Photo 2: Marine Technical Services
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Photo 5: Marine Technical Services




Photo 6: Marine Technical Services
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Photo 7: Marine Technical Services
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Photo 11: Marine Technical Services







Photo 13: Marine Technical Services




Photo 14: Marine Technical Services




Photo 15;: Marine Technical Services







Photo 17;: Marine Technical Services
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Inspection Type

§,,, e ~{% NPDES Industrial Storm Water
2 - - }5’ Investigation and Case Development
e Pme.o“o Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orarrnovember 26,
2001
Background Information
|
__ National Database Information General

Stormwater (Industrial)

Inspector Name

Ann Murphy/Amy Miller

o

WDID Number|None Telephone|415-972-3640
Inspection Date|may 17, 2007 Entry Time|1:30 p.m.
Inspector Type|EpA Exit Time|2:15 p.m.

Facility Type/SIC

4491 — Marine Cargo Handling

Signature

il £ 04 ]

[Facility Location Information

Name/Location/
Mailing Address

San Pedro Fork Lift, Inc.

Long Beach, CA

2422 Sepulveda Blvd. / 2418 Sepulveda Blvd.

ITH

GPS Coordinates Latitude unknown Longitude unknown
Receiving Water(s) | Los Angeles Harbor
Name Telephone
Owner Port of Los Angeles Kathryn Curtis
Operator San Pedro Fork Lift, Inc. Gary Jerrell /Rayna

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation®
U

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage

NA
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review)

Copy of SWPPP on NA
Site? Records (review includes maintenance,
Y N inspection training logs)

NA
Copy of permit on site? N N SWPPP (implementation)

*Use the following codes:

(S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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SWPPP Implementation
i
Operation & distribution from “transloading” yard for recycled plastic materials transport by
Industrial | truck or rail.
Activity
EPA inspectors created a site map, which is attached. Site has 2 gates, a loading dock, some
Facility | obsolete railroad tracks, 2 stormdrains on the west side of the site. Recycled plastic materials
Description | are stored in the yard. The site is paved and approximately 3 acres. Lot slopes from the
perimeters towards the center, as indicated on the site map.
| Storm Water Controls
List the | None.
structural and
non-structural
controls
employed by
the facility.
Are the | No.
controls | Trash in and around the storm drains. Plastic debris and litter in the yard is exposed to, and
reasonable | is strewn about by, wind.
_ar;d Washing occurs without any controls.
apprc;g::ltahz Material is stored outside without cover or containment.
facility?
Are the | No. There are no controls.
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?




~ED S74
S0 ",

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,
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Good | None. Oil and batteries, trash and obsolete equipment found all over the yard.
Housekeeping

Miscellaneous

Non-Stofm Washing occurs without controls. See photo 8.
Water
Discharges

Any evidence | Stains on the pavement. See photos 3, 4, 6 and 7.
of Non-Storm

water
Discharge?

Do the storm | The facility had no site map. EPA inspectors created the site map, noting 2 storm drains on
water inlets | the West side of the facility.

correspond

with

site mae:._?

Notes

It appeérs this site should be covered by a perrﬁit Management was not on site.

Amy Miller and Ann Murphy of EPA were accompanied by Kathryn Curtis from Port of Los Angeles and
Chin Teo from the city of Los Angeles Watershed Protection Division.

We were given permission to walk the yard.

This facility uses SIC 4491, operation & distribution from transloading yard for product ( we saw bales
of plastic) transport by truck and rail. Trash in the yard. Debris including batteries, 55 gallon drums. We
drew a site map.
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DRAFT November 26,

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

! ‘General Notes:
Does the SWPPP contain the NA
signature of a responsible party?
Is an individual/team responsible for NA
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

~ Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? NA
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? NA
Identification of types of pollutants NA
likely to be discharged from each
drainage areg?
Location of major structural controls NA
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?
Name of receiving water(s) listed? NA
Location of significant materials NA
exposed to storm water?
List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and NA
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?
Location of fueling, maintenance, NA
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DRAFT November 26,

1
|
1

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

NA

1
|

§torm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

NA

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

NA

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materiats and floating debris?

NA

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee trathing, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

NA

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

NA

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

NA
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Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods NA
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the NA
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry

weather screening)? Y | N

Monitoring Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring NA
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly

sampling)? Y | N

Does the SWPPP discuss NA
benchmark monitoring and

responses td'any monitoring with

results over benchmark values? Y | N

Photograph Log

Photo 1. Title Page
Photo 2. g Site map as drawn by inspectors on site.
Battery exposed and debris near pallet storage in North East side. Note the stains on the
Photo 3. pavement.
Photo 4. | Trash and debris in the yard. Note the stains on the pavement.
Photo 5. Bales for recycling.
Photo 6. | Liquid substances stored without containment in outdoor areas. Note the stains on the pavement.
Photo 7. Liquid substances stored without containment in outdoor areas. Note the stains on the pavement.
Photo 8. Loading Dock wash drains off to the pavement, toward the center of the yard
Garbage stored near loading dock. There are plates there which look like they are covering storm
Photo 9. .| drains.
Photo 10. | The North East corner of the yard, facing East.




Photo 1: San Pedro Fork Lift, Inc.
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Photo 3: .m_,m: _umaﬁw Fork Lift, Inc.
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Photo 5: San Pedro Fork Lift, Inc.
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Photo 7: San Pedro Fork r_? Inc.
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Photo 9: San Pedro Fork Lift, Inc.
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Photo 10: San Pedro Fork Lift, Inc.
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Background Information

. National Database Information General |
Inspection Type IEUSalsStarWE Inspector Name Jeremy Johnstone
WDID Number None — 415-972-3499
Inspection Date 05/16/07 Entry Time 10:50 am
Inspector Type EPA Exit Tirme 11{:01 am
Tugboat Services ;
i) Signatur
Facility Type/SIC SIC 4492 2
X o
- i
Nartisllseakion Crowley Marine Services Inc.
San Pedro, CA 90731
GPS Coordinates Latitude Longitude
Receiving Water(s) | Main Channel / Los Angeles Harbor
Name Telephone
Ok Port of Los Angeles Kathryn Curtis
310-732-3681
Operator Crowley Marine Services Inc. Jim Penny, Manager
(310) 732-6523

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site E\faluatiori*_
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage -
Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review) N
Copyof SWPP;tgg Records (re view inc,-'ud.-_s-s maip{enance, N
¥ N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? N N SWPPP (implementation) N

*Use the following codes

. (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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Y241 prove Worksheet (CA IlldllStl'Ial) DRAFT November 26,
2001
SWPPP Implementation
General
Industrial | (provide a brief description of each)
Activity
The facility serves to berth tugboats and to provide company administrative offices and
employee parking. No equipment or vehicle maintenance/repair occurs onsite, all work is
contracted out (to Al Larson Boat Yard).
NOTE - In consideration of the nature of the facility’s industrial activity, it was determined that
it was subject to the GIASP, or other NPDES storm water permitting requirements. Inspection
concluded promptly.
Facility | (include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
Description
| Storm Water Controls
List the | (provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing

structural and
non-structural
controls
employed by
the facility.

area, efc))

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)
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Are the | (Indicate “yes”or “no”’, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Housekeeping

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | (provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)
Water
Discharges

Any evidence | (provide a brief description of each)
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

Do the storm | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no’ or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?
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Notes

Ann Murphy from EPA, Andrew Jirik from the Port of LA, and Chin Teo and Bruce Lapid from the City of LA
Watershed Protection Division also participated in this inspection.
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

DRAFT November 26,

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

. Site Map and Narrative

Notes:

Is there a site map?

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?




~ED ST4q
S =

“?o
=
3M
=z

Z,

Vg

W 4genct

0

A
L pprote”
2001

NPDES Industrial Storm Water
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DRAFT November 26,

-§for‘”m' Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?
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Monitoring Notes:

observations, twice yearly

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather

sampling)? Y |N
Does the SWPPP discuss

benchmark monitoring and

responses to any monitoring with

results over benchmark values? y | N

Photograph Log

—

© | |N|O o AW N
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Background Information

DRAFT November 26,

National Database Information General
Inspection Type|. Indus(iz Inspector Name Ellen Blake
WDID Number 4 191006212 —— 972-3496
Inspection Date 5H6/2007 Entry Time ~1:15 pm
Inspector Type EPA Exit Time ~2:40 pm
o —— Scrap Metal Recycling (5093) Signature = ( ( fM /) / L/

.

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/ | HY9° NehEricE
Mailing Address | 901 New Dock Street
San Pedro, CA
GPS Coordinates Latitude Unk Longitude Unk
Receiving Water(s) | Long Beach Harbor
Name Telephone
Owner Port of LA
Operator Andrew
Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation*
Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage -
Permit Type| General | Individual SWPPP (field review)| ™
Copy of SWPP;tgg Records (revfew inc:’udgs ma{nt_enance, S
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? " N SWPPP (implementation) S

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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DRAFT November 26,

SWPPP Implementation

General

Industrial
Activity

(provide a brief description of each)
Scrap metal is received, processed, sorted, stored, and off-loaded on this 25-acre site. Light
maintenance of forklifts and other equipment also occurs at this facility.

Facility
Description

(include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)
The yard is graded to contain all storm water which is treated and re-used for dust control,
stored in a 1M gallon tank. Additionally, there is the ability to store 750K gallons in the yard.
Water is also used to cool material as it goes through a grinder. It is unclear how much of this
water is returned to the containment system (which they could discharge from during storms).
The site did not discharge at all last year. In 2005-6, 4 storms were sampled; all samples
exceeded the benchmark for COD. Some metals (Zn) and oil and grease were also slightly
above benchmark. To address the COD exceedences, the facility began to aerate the water
in the tank and reduced COD by 2/3rds.

Storm Water Controls

List the
structural and
non-structural

controls
employed by
the facility.

(provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing
area, etc))

The site has been graded to retain and treat all storm water on site and the water is re-used
for dust control. The wharf area does not drain toward the site (it is flat); however, there is a
berm along the wharf edge to prevent discharge. The berm is not continuous; however, a
tray is placed slightly under and along the wharf to help catch spills and debris. Once per
year, the facility collects any material that may have fallen in the bay during loading
operations.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
Yes.

Are the
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

(Indicate “yes”or “no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
Yes.
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Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)
Housekeeping | Given the industrial activity occurring at the facility, the yard was well-organized and clean.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm | (provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)
Water | The site is graded to retain all discharges on site. A berm and a wharf tray have been placed
Discharges | along the wharf to prevent spills from this area.

of Non-Storm | No.
water
Discharge?

Any evidence | (provide a brief description of each)

with
site map?

Do the storm | (Indicate “yes”or ‘no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
water inlets | No stormwater inlets are located on site. When the site discharges, it discharges from the
correspond | treatment area and is pumped to a storm drain.

Storm Water Sample Results

3/28/06 (4" storm event) 780 mg. COD
2/28/06 (3" storm event) 560 mg. COD
1/1/06(2™ storm event) 660 mg. COD
10/21/05 (1rst storm event) 700 mg. COD
20 mg. O&G
197 mg. Zn
1/28/05 (4™ storm event) 1110 mg. COD
12/28/04 (3" storm event) 2100 mg. COD
762 mg. Al
12/06/04 (2™ storm event) 2900 mg. COD
379 mg. Zn
10/19/04 (1rst storm event) 650 mg. COD
.0050 mg. Cu
.97 mg. Al

Inspection Team: Ellen Blake (EPA), Amy Miller (EPA), Jennifer Mosher (POLA)

DRAFT November 26,
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SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

General Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y | N

Is an individual/team responsible for THis Wes Qutoraate.

developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention

team)? Y| N

Site Map and Narrative Notes:
Is there a site map? Y|N
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? Y [N

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y | N

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y |N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y |N

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y | N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y [N

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water? Y| N

Storm Water Controls ' Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be usedto | Y | N
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prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff? Y [N

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris? Y |N

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)? Y [N

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls? Y |N

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule? Y |N

Non-Storm Water Discharges Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges? Y| N

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)? Y|N

Monitoring Notes:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (montly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
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sampling)?
Does the SWPPP discuss As example: in 2005-6, 4 storms were sampled; all samples
benchmark monitoring and exceeded the benchmark for COD. Some metals (Zn) and oil
responses to any monitoring with and grease were also slightly above benchmark. To address
results over benchmark values? the COD exceedences, the facility began to aerate the water
Y | N | in the tank and reduced COD by 2/3rds.
Photograph Log

1. | DSCN0422 Cover Sheet

2. | DSCN0423  Storm water poster in office

3. | DSCN0424  Shredded material stored in bins

4. | DSCN0425 Large stockpile of scrap material pile behind group

5. | DSCN0426 Large stockpile of scrap material

6. | DSCN0427 Equipment used to move and sort scrap metals

7. | DSCN0428 Equipment used to sort scrap metals

8. | DSCN0429 Large stockpiles of scrap metal and other material

9. | DSCN0430 Large stockpiles of scrap metal

10. | DSCN0431  Large stockpile of chipped material

11. | DSCN0432 Metal pans located along edge of pier to catch pieces of metal coming of ship as

the material is transferred to the ship

12. | DSCN0433  Blake in front of large stockpile of scrap metal

13. | DSCN0434  Blake in front of large stockpile of scrap metal

14. | DSCN0435  One of six drains on site which captures liquids. There is a separator in the drain.
Liquids are then pumped to a central treatment system

15. | DSCN0436 Maintenance area. Portion is undercover

16. | DSCN0437 Fueling area. Note constructed drip area underneath the fuel dispensers

17. | DSCN0438  The central treatment area. The liquid is filtered for solids and then reused on site

18. | DSCN0439 Equipment used to treat storm water reused on site and discharged to storm drains
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N pﬁo-(?-d\\ Worksheet (CA Illdllstl‘lal) DRAFT November 26,
2001
Background Information
__National Database Information General
Stormwater
Inspection Type||ndustrial Inspector Name | Ann Murphy/Ellen Blake
WDID Number|4 191020148 Telephone|415-972-3640
Inspection Date|May 17, 2007 Entry Time|9:30 a.m.
Inspector Type|Epa Exit Time(10:30 a.m.
: ' > p A
Facility Type/SIC|3411 — Metal Cans Signature Q\»UL‘N\,/ Z/Cum
\l}

-

Facility Location Information

Name/Location/
Mailing Address

Impress USA, Inc.
936 Barracuda Street
Terminal Island, CA 90731

GPS Coordinates Latitude unknown Longitude unknown
Receiving Water(s) | Los Angeles Harbor
Name Telephone
Port of Los Angeles
Owner
Operator | Impress USA, Inc. Craig Walsh (310) 519-2448
Micheal Borne (510) 519-2467

ot

Basic Permit Information (bold one) Summary Site Evaluation*

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage

Permit Type| General Individual SWPPP (field review)

Copy of SWPPP on S
: Site? Records (review includes maintenance,
inspection training logs)

Y N

UNKNOWN N SWPPP (implementation)
(S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)

Copy of permit on site?
*Use the following codes:
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water

structural and
non-structural
controls
employed'by
the facility.

§ &3
= 3 > z
=] T, A, L o o
2 W = Investigation and Case Development
< L o
241 prote Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orart November2s,
2001
SWPPP Implementation
' General
Industrial | Facility manufactures tuna-size cans and ends. Outside activities include shipping and
Activity | receiving, and material storage. Material stored outside includes solvents, coatings, waste
solvents, pallets, empty drums and scraps from container stamping. Light fork lift maintenance
occurs on site, not in a designated area.
Facility | Can manufacturing production takes place indoors. There is a loading dock. There are above
Description | ground storage tanks of ether, solvent, and paint. Piping runs to the plant from these tanks.
Waste solvent removed every 90 days. Storage outdoors consists of empty drums, pallets,
scrap. Three storm drains used for sampling.
The site is fully paved. Some light maintenance of fork lifts is done outdoors, onsite by Hyster
contractors. The site discharges to 4 stormdrains, 3 of them located on site. Two of these
stormdrains are located in the loading dock/scrap storage area.
Storm Water Controls
List the | Berm around wash solvent coating and waste solvent tanks. No other structural controls are

present. Most work done indoors, however light washing is done outside in a small, bermed
area. This area is not completely bermed and we advised the facility this area is inadequate
as it did not contain all the water.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility?

See above.

Are the
controls
maintained in
effective
operating
condition?

See above.
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ES .g “"v;% NPDES Industrial Storm Water
g2 S22 £  Investigation and Case Development
G”’#L pgg'{%@o Worksheet (CA Indllstl‘ial) DRAFT November 26,
2001
Good

Housekeeping

Berm is not containing all runoff from the solvent storage area.

The sloped runoff on the northeast perimeter of the site runs into the street and contains
some of the wash area runoff.

i

Non-Storm | Berm is not complete and not large enough to contain all the washwater. Some washwater
Water | was flowing onto the pavement then out of the gate to the street.
Dischargés | A large quantity of unknown liquid was surrounding the scrap metal bin.
Any evidence | Yes. See above. Additionally there were stains on the pavement in the maintenance area.
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

No. Map not detailed enough.

Notes

The SWPPP, sampling reports, and monitoring logs are very neat and clear; however the SWPPP sité map is
not very detailed and needs to be updated.

bin.

The ph was low for a couple months on one storm drain. When questioned the Superintendent thought maybe
there had béen a slight solvent spill, or maybe someone had improperly thrown batteries into the scrap metal

Hyster contract does light vehicle maintenance onsite. Oily stains outdoors near the vehicle maintenance, which
drains within a bermed area. There are some indications of oil on the pavement which drains to the street,
indicating the Berm is not sufficient to hold runoff.

We suggested better housekeeping and an increased berm around vehicle maintenance oil.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water

% N &2 Investigation and Case Development
oA o
e Ty Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orartnovember2s,

2001

SWPPP Re;iew (can be completed in office)
|

1 General | Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party? Y | N

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)? Y | N

‘

- Site Map and Narrative Notes:

s there a sit& map? Y | N

They need to update the SWPPP to show some storage
Drainage patterns/ outfalls? areas that have been moved inside, and drainage patterns
Y | N | and outfalls.

Identification of types of pollutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area? Y |N

™

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff? Y | N

Name of receiving water(s) listed? Y | N

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water? Y | N

List of signifieant spills and leaks, NA
description of response taken, and

actions to prevent similar spills in the
future? Y | N

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal? Y | N
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development

4/7‘:4-{_- pnd\'eé& Worksheet (CA Industrial) DRAFT November 26,

2001

|
Sum‘rri__a ry of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?

- Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

The inspection reports are in another folder, are very neat and
complete. The ph was low for a couple months on one storm
drain. The facility did not take any follow-up actions.

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or agtivity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?




2001

B NPDES Industrial Storm Water
- Investigation and Case Development
AL p.:.g«r"'&? Worksheet (CA Industr ial) DRAFT November 26,

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?

The ph was low for a couple months on one storm drain. The
facility did not take any follow-up actions.

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)?

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with

Did not respond to low level pH.

results over.benchmark values?

1. | Photo 1: Title Page

2. | Photo 2: Unknown liquid around the scrap metal bin.

3. | Photo 3: Non stormwater discharge overflowing the bermed area near the solvent wash area.

4. | Photo 4: Close up shot of the bermed area, note the sump.

5. | Photo 5: Oil stained pavement near solvent wash area. Note the hoses.

"

e



Photo 1: Impress USA, Inc.




Photo 2: Impress USA, Inc.
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Photo 3: Impress USA, Inc.




Photo 4: Impress USA, Inc.
g g o e




Photo 5: Impress USA, Inc.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development

Worksheet (CA Industrial)

2001

Background Information

DRAFT November 26,

| National Database Information

General

Inspection Type

Industrial Stormwater

Inspector Name

Jeremy Johnstone

WDID Number Nere Telsphiotie 415-972-3499
Inspection Date 05/16/07 Entry Time 11:25 am
e Exit Time 12:35 pm

Inspector Type

Facility Type/SIC

Bulk Petroleum Transfer

and Storage

n

Signat? )VJ\ W

SIC 5171
Nl
Facility Location Information !
Naris/Lceation/ Shore Terminals LLC
Mailing Address 841 La Paloma Ave.
Wilmington, CA 90744
GPS Coordinates Latitude Longitude

Receiving Water(s)

East Basin Channel - Los Angeles/Long Beach Inner Harbor

Name Telephone
Biwnes Port of Los Angeles Kathryn Curtis
310-732-3681
Shore Terminals LLC Robert Condon, Terminal Manager
Operator

310-816-1200

Basic Permit Information (bold one)

Summary Site Evaluation®

Permit Coverage Y N Permit Coverage o
Permit Type|  General Individual SWPPP (field review)|
Copy: of SWPP; tgg Records (review includes maintenance, N
' Y N inspection training logs)
Copy of permit on site? Y N SWPPI_:’ (implementation) I

*Use the following codes: (S=Satisfactory, M=Marginal, U=Unsatisfactory, N=Not Evaluated)
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orarr November 26,

2001

W 4qenct

0

SWPPP Implementation

General

Industrial
Activity

(provide a brief description of each)

This bulk chemical storage and transfer facility receives petroleum products by ship and truck
and, after various periods of storage time, ships the unprocessed chemicals out again, either
via truck or barge.

" Facility
Description

(include description of areas exposed to rainfall/runoff, drainage patterns & direction of flow)

Except for two relatively small driveways which both drain back toward the street, the facility is
bermed with a drain system, which together collects and contains all stormwater until such
time that it is discharged (via pumps) to the harbor.

Storm Water Controls

List the
structural and
non-structural

controls
employed by
the facility.

(provide a brief description of each, including off-site vehicle tracking, equipment washing
area, efc)

Runoff from most areas of industrial activity is contained. There are several separate and
segregated areas with multiple tanks used to store various petroleum products. Petroleum
storage areas are diked, and the truck loading/unloading station and open (paved) areas
drain to a sump. Waters from the sump and diked areas are pumped to receiving waters.

Are the
controls
reasonable
and
appropriate
for the
facility ?

(Indicate “es”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)

Yes.




NPDES Industrial Storm Water

Housekeeping

z K
= =
E (TN} e L]
g2 SNIZZ £  Investigation and Case Development
= S
4/ -3 o
211, proteS Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orart november 2s,
2001
Are the | (Indicate “ves”or “no”, or if not appropriate, explain)
controls
maintained in
effective | vqoq
operating
condition?
Good | (provide brief description and whether appropriate; if N/A, so state)

The facility looked free of litter and debris, and there were few notable stains on the
pavement outside of the bermed areas.

Miscellaneous

Non-Storm
Water
Discharges

(provide brief description and whether appropriate /properly controlled; if N/A, so state)

Any non-storm waters that occur are collected prior to discharge.

Any evidence
of Non-Storm
water
Discharge?

(provide a brief description of each)

None.

Do the storm
water inlets
correspond

with
site map?

(Indicate “yes”or ‘no” or if not appropriate, explain)

NA
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water

TN
g S\IZZ £ Investigation and Case Development
o1t e Worksheet (CA Industrial)  orart november 26
2001
Notes

Ann Murphy from EPA, Andrew Jirik from the Port of LA, and Chin Teo and Bruce Lapid from the City of LA
Watershed Protection Division also participated in this inspection.

The facility apparently last discharged to surface waters in 2003. Was covered under individual NPDES permit
CA0055263, which was terminated in 6/04, since that time the facility has discharged to the sanitary sewer
under authorization of LA County San. District industrial waste permit no. W-503241. The facility is presently
seeking coverage to discharge to surface waters again under the GIASP.

A facility diagram is attached.
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
/ Investigation and Case Development
Y21 ppoceS Worksheet (CA Industrial)

SWPPP Review (can be completed in office)

DRAFT November 26,

General

Notes:

Does the SWPPP contain the
signature of a responsible party?

Facility has a SWPPP dated 4/12/07, but as it was not yet
covered under the GIASP, the SWPPP was not reviewed as

part of this inspection.

Is an individual/team responsible for
developing/implementing SWPPP
identified (e.g. pollution prevention
team)?

Site Map and Narrative

Notes:

Is there a site map?

Drainage patterns/ outfalls?

Identification of types of poliutants
likely to be discharged from each
drainage area?

Location of major structural controls
used to reduce pollutants in runoff?

Name of receiving water(s) listed?

Location of significant materials
exposed to storm water?

List of significant spills and leaks,
description of response taken, and
actions to prevent similar spills in the
future?

Location of fueling, maintenance,
loading and unloading, material
storage, waste disposal?

Summary of Potential Pollutant Sources

Notes:

Description of activities, materials,
features of site with potential to
contribute significant amounts of
pollutants to storm water?
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NPDES Industrial Storm Water
Investigation and Case Development
Worksheet (CA Industrial)

DRAFT November 26,

Storm Water Controls

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe the non-
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe the
structural controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce discharge of
pollutants in storm water runoff?

Does the SWPPP describe other
controls that will be used to
prevent/reduce off-site tracking or
blowing of sediment, dust and raw,
final or waste materials, or other
solid materials and floating debris?

Does the SWPPP incorporate
baseline controls (good
housekeeping, minimizing
exposure, PM, spill
prevention/response procedures,
routine inspections and
comprehensive site evaluations,
employee training, sediment and
erosion control, runoff
management)?

Does the SWPPP contain completed
inspection reports/logs regarding
reportable implementation baseline
controls?

Does the SWPPP describe the
pollutant or activity to be controlled
by each selected control and provide
an implementation schedule?

Non-Storm Water Discharges

Notes:

Does the SWPPP describe methods
to prevent non-storm water
discharges?

Does the SWPPP describe the
monitoring process for non-storm
water discharges (quarterly dry
weather screening)?
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Y21 prove® Worksheet (CA IIldllStl‘lal) DRAFT November 26,
2001
Monitoring Nbtos:

Is the Facility conducting monitoring
as required (monthly wet weather
observations, twice yearly
sampling)? Y | N

Does the SWPPP discuss
benchmark monitoring and
responses to any monitoring with
results over benchmark values? Y | N

Photograph Log
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

FACILITY INFORMATION

4 191006177 4/22/1992 4491 Marine Cargo handling

WDID NUMBER NOI PROCESSING DATE SIC CODE TYPE(S) OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY

Catalina Freight Line 100 West Water Street ~ Los Angeles 90744 2 Acres

FACILITY NAME ADDRESS CITY ZIP FACILITY SIZE
Chuck Davis/Anne Marie Pastoral GM/Office Mgr 310-549-4004

OPERATOR OF FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT DURING INSPECTION TITLE PHONE NUMBER

INSPECTION LOGISTICS

5/17/2007 9:20:00 AM 10:30:00 AM ~ Cloudy/Overcast
DATE ARRIVAL TIME DEPARTURE TIME WEATHER CONDITION
INSPECTION PRE-ANNOUNCED: no PICTURES TAKEN: Y€S SAMPLES COLLECTED: 1O

PURPOSE OF INSPECTION / CONCLUSION

X_COMPLIANCE/COMPLAINT _ ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP
IN COMPLIANCE ON DATE OF INSPECTION CORRECTIVE ACTION DUE DATE January 12, 2007

MINOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED O VIOLATIONS FULLY CORRECTED & OPERATOR IS IN
COMPLIANCE (1* part of Compliance Schedule)

O

O

MAJOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED
O VIOLATIONS PARTIALLY CORRECTED (80-90%)

O

UNDETERMINED
NOTICE OF TERMINATION NOTICE OF NON-APPLICABILITY
0O NEW OPERATOR/OWNER (WDID#: ) O LIGHT INDUSTRY
O VACANT 0 CLEAN [0 NOEXPOSURE
[0 OTHER - EXPLAIN: [0 OTHER —EXPLAIN

OTHER TYPE OF INSPECTION — EXPLAIN
Facility operators did not have a complete SWPPP or monitoring program available for review. Facility operators have implemented

appropriate BMPs for the storage of perishable goods and resident items to be shipped to Catalina. Spill/leak containment kits are

located on transport barges at the dock loading area. Facility operators have appropriate containment for fueling station located

onsite, but have not implemented appropriate spill/leak BMPs for the large tankers stored on site waiting to be shipped to Catalina.

RECOMMENDATION

ISSUE NOTICE TO COMPLY Facility operators were shown Sections A and B of the General Industrial storm Water

O
O ISSUE NOTICE OF VIOLATION Permit and were directed to develop a complete SWPPP and monitoring program. They
O APPROVE NOT OR NNA were verballldirected to submit copies of each to my attention by May 31, 2007. In
[0 REINSPECT ON: adfdition the USEPA as discussed will take other enforcement actions they deem necessary.
OTHER. i
Ivar Ridgeway \ ga\ K . Q,(Ié B g 5/23/07
|NSPECT’;M4MME : R &él.GﬂATURE ¥ a/ 24 / REPORT DATE
S Y Cor o> YEET oy

7

REVIEWER NAME F SIGNATURE REVIEW DATE /

March 2004 Page 10of 5




INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

OUTSTANDING INVOICE(S): YES NO X
FY INVOIGE # BILLING DATE | AMOUNT DUE DEMAN NOV LETTER
LETTER
COMMENTS: .
No outstanding invoices according to State Board's website .,’/
STORM WATER SAMPLING DATA
Parameter pH TSS SC OG/TOC Cu Pb Zn Al Fe Ni N+N COoD/BOD CR

m?_enchmark 6-9 100 200 15/110 | 0.0636 | 0.0816 0:117 0.75 1.0 1.147 0.68 120/30

Units S.U. mg/L | umhos/cm mgl/L mag/L magl/L mag/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L ma/L Mg/l
Yr.:
Y
Yro
) §
§ <
Yro
Yri______
Yrio_
b >
Yrs
Yy .
Yr.:

Yr.:

Yr.:

ARE SAMPLES COLLECTED WITHIN US EPA BENCHMARKS?

COMMENTS:

Sampling data was not

March 2004

Page 2 of §




State of California — Environmental Protection Agency

California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

|Yes] No ‘ N:‘A]

COMMENTS

A. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN EVALUATION - Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a SWPPP and retain on-site [Section A.1 & A.10]

X

Date: SWPPP Incomplete

2 |dentify and/or promptly update pollution prevention team [Section A.3]

3 |dentify pollution prevention team responsibilities [Section A.3]

4 Develop and/or promptly update site map [Section A.4]

5 List significant materials handled and stored on-site [Section A.5]

List was incomplete

6 Describe industrial activities and associated potential pollutant sources
[Section A.6]

7 Assess activities, pollutant sources, pollutants [Section A.7]

8 Describe (narrative) site-specific BMPs [Section A.8]

9 Conduct Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation [Section A.9]

10 Sign and certify SWPPP [Section C.9]

Date:

B. MONITORING PROGRAM EVALUATION - Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a Monitoring Program and retain on-site [Section B.1]

2 Schedule Non-Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.3]

3 Schedule Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.4]

4 Describe sampling and analysis methodology [Section B.9]

5 Sample two storm events. If not, explain. [Section B.5.a]

6 Sample for additional parameters. If not, explain. [Section B.5.c.jii]

7 Sample ALL storm water discharge points. If not, explain. [Section B.7]

8 Describe monitoring methods [Section B.10]

9 Describe quality assurance and quality control methods [Section B.10.b]

10 Retain records of all storm water monitoring and reports for at least five years
[Section B.13]

March 2004

'*-ﬁ’age 3of 5




State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

Industrial Activities or Pollutant Sources and the A gx:ed Implemented : o .
Corresponding Basic BMPs InpSWIPPP Nl PElA Omments
P Guerhead foofs:of cavar I;;gustria[ Process activities are not conducted on
b :
=< Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain
‘=
< 2 Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas
ac
fi ﬁ Collect and/or treat storm water (specify)
E Frequent inspections to identify problem areas
o
& Overhead roofs or cover X
k= -.E E Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X
® oD
gg b Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas X
;_é ;- ; b Collect and/or treat storm water (specify)
=
£ E ; g Frequent inspections to identify problem areas Undetermined
£ 2 'E_ Spill and leak prevention and control measures X .Sp'" prevention BMPs have not been
82g implemented for fuel tankers.
S 65 | Inventory and labeling of raw materials and wastes X
»n
Overhead roofs or cover X Maintenance is conducted indoors
§ Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X
E '5 ‘: Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas
%‘ g 2 | Collect and/or treat storm water (specify)
= ©
£ 3c : ) . . Undetermined, not listed in the SWPPP but
K = _g Frequent inspections to identify problem areas appears adequate
‘E“ Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
» Spill prevention plan and team X
% o Proper containment of potential spill and leak areas X See note above regarding fuel tankers.
0 =
= E Use of spill control materials
(]
&2 Prompt clean-up of spill control materials X
_5} ® Frequent inspections to identify spills and leaks X Undetermined, but appears adequate
n
- Proper grading and/or pavement b
o |
2 "2 tEn Tracking prevention X
Se3ST® ; . :
i B0 Planting and maintenance of vegetation
—3t¢c : p :
-053 ag 8 Sediment control devices (specify)
Eliminate sources of non-storm water discharges X
E : % | Separate permit for non-storm water discharges
Soaw % :
W ES Contain non-storm water discharges
c = —
L 2 | Collect & treat non-storm water discharge
: . Spill/leak clean-up and trash removal appear to
= Good Housekeeping (specify) % be effectively completed by facility operators.
- ! BSS——— S S Ll
E 'g. Preventive Maintenance X
T Material Handling and Storage X
3o
“g 5 Employee Training
4]
g A Waste Handling and Recycling
é E Proper documentation of significant spills and leaks
Documentation of inspections
March 2004 \ﬁ’age 40of 5
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BMP Effectiveness: N= Not Implemented; P= Partially Implemented; A= Adequately Implemented
State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

_ ~ ADDITIONAL SPACE
FACILITY INFORMATION: Facility is listed under SIC Code: |
Facility operators transport goods and other items to Catalina island. /

NV

INSPECTION NOTES:

March 2004 Page 5 of 5




Facility Name

: Catalina Freight Line (Port of Los Angeles)
WDID #: 4191 006177
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway

Inspection Date: 5-17-07

Photo 1. This picture was taken of
the facility’s maintenance area.
Maintenance activities are
conducted indoors isolated from
storm water contact.

Photo 2. This picture was taken of
one of the spill containment kits
placed on every transport barge
(circled). The kits are used to
contain spills/leaks on the barges
and on the facility’s loading docks.




Facility Name: Catalina Freight Line (Port of Los Angeles)
WDID #: 4191 006177
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway

Inspection Date: 5-17-07

Photo 3. This picture was taken of
goods/products waiting to be
shipped to Catalina Island. The
majority of the goods were covered
with plastic.

Photo 4. This picture was taken of
the facility’s fueling tank and
transfer area. The area is barricaded
to prevent accidental tank rupture
and the tank is double-walled for
spill/leak prevention.




Facility Name: Catalina Freight Line (Port of Los Angeles)
WDID #: 4191 006177
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway
Inspection Date: 5-17-07

Photo 5. This picture was taken of
fuel tankers waiting to be shipped to
Catalina Island. The spill/leak
containment kits located within this
area are not an appropriate BMP for
the volume of fuel stored within the
tankers.

Photo 6. This picture was taken of
areas where facility operators have
cleaned up vehicle spills/leaks.




Facility Name: Catalina Freight Line (Port of Los Angeles)
WDID #: 4191 006177
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway
Inspection Date: 5-17-07

Photo 7. This picture was taken of
the absorbent mats/blankets inside
one of the spill kits.

Photo 8. This picture was taken of a
spill kit placed by the fueling area in
response to my recommendation.




State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
: California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

FACILITY INFORMATION 4|
4191018386 9/30/03 3732 Boat Building & Repairing
WDID NUMBER NOI PROCESSING DATE SIC CODE TYPE(S) OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY
Cerritos Yacht Anhorage, Berth 205 C, Wilmington 90744 ~30,600 Sq.Ft
FACILITY NAME ADDRESS CITY ZIP FACILITY SIZE
Shannon Quick, Andrew Jirik, Manager,
OPERATOR OF FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT DURING INSPECTION TITLE PHOMNE NUMBER

INSPECTION LOGISTICS

5/1%/07 10: 50 am 11:45 am Clear sunny
DATH ARRIVAL TIME DEFPARTURE TIME WEATHER CONDITION
INSPECTION PRE-ANNOUNCED: YES NO PICTURES TAKEN: YES NO SAMPLES COLLECTED: YES NO

PURPOSE OF INSPECTION / CONCLUSION

X
COMPLIANCE COMPLAINT ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP
O IN COMPLIANCE ON DATE OF INSPECTION CORRECTIVE ACTION DUE DATE
O MINOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED O VIOLATIONS FULLY CORRECTED & OPERATOR IS IN
COMPLIANCE
,Ei MAJOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED
O VIOLATIONS PARTIALLY CORRECTED ( %)
O UNDETERMINED
NOTICE OF TERMINATION NOTICE OF NON-APPLICABILITY
O NEW OPERATOR/OWNER (WDID#: ) O LIGHT INDUSTRY (SIC CODE )
O VACANT O CLEAN O NOEXPOSURE
O OTHER — EXPLAIN O OTHER - EXPLAIN

OTHER TYPE OF INSPECTION — EXPLAIN

*The site map does not adequately identify the street name and locations of the sumps. The SWPPP and NOI indicate
the size of the facility to be 111,787 square feet; however, the observed estimation and the measurement from the scaled
map do not correspond to the reported size in SWPPP.

*The storm drains inlets/discharge points #1,2, and 3, are not stenciled and prgperly protected. Since the industrial
activities are conducted outdoors, storm drain inlets protections are essential.»*Outdoor activities area does not have any
structural BMPs. The implemented non-structural BMPs include management procedures, i.e., no painting and repairing
if rain is forecast. *Minor specks of dry paint and thin layer of dirt were noted in front of maintenance shop. *Minor debris
was noted on the wooden deck next to the crane (photo 3).

RECOMMENDATION

ISSUE NOTICE TO COMPLY

ISSUE NOTICE OF VIOLATION

APPROVE NOT OR NNA

OTHER: (1) Place tarp on ground in the outdoor painting/repairing area to capture any potential spills, (2) Clean up the sludge from trough and
mp frequently and keep records of the dates and volumes of the cleaned wastes. (37 Tulet Pret eatien.

O
O
O
O REINSPECT ON:
N
Su

\,'\/;”.WL,L }x/ Lvar Pn/?ﬁakcj /,s-f_«g%—’—\ 5_/23%?-}

WSPEcToy SIGNATURE REPORT DATE
S e, 11 41 S o5 /o1 /57
REVIEWER NAME A / x- SIGNATURE T REVIEW DATE / 5
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

OUTSTANDING INVOICE(S): YES NO
FY INVOICE # BILLING DATE | AMOUNT DUE DEMAND NOV LETTER
LETTER
// ]
COMMENTS:

il

s
o

STORM WATER SAMPLING DATA

Parameter pH TSS SC OG/moc Cu Pb Zn Al Fe Ni N+N COD/BOD

Benchmark 6-9 100 200 15/110 | 0.0636 | 0.0816 | 0.117 0.75 1.0 1.147 0.68 120/30
Units s.u. mg/L | umhos/cm mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L

N

) o A

YER. .

Wi

[ — {AJ //{/I

) (o —

Yo

Y

Yre

' S

i

Yren

.Yr,:__

Ye _
ARE SAMPLES COLLECTED WITHIN US EPA BENCHMARKS? YES NO

COMMENTS:
MNo -—J_Jwrtf/-?/e %ﬂﬁ' ,KFF-%-? ‘/?xz'zéﬂ/? S, h e PV S O/éve Ve Vtﬁo@’M/j
AL jmf‘ﬂlu! farns
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

| Yes | No | nA | COMMENTS

A. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN EVALUATION — Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a SWPPP and retain on-site [Section A.1 & A.10] X Date:
2 Identify and/or promptly update pollution prevention team [Section A.3] X
3 |dentify pollution prevention team responsibilities [Section A.3] X

The map needs to be revised to

4 Develop and/or promptly update site map [Section A.4] X reflect locations of sumps.
5 List significant materials handled and stored on-site [Section A.5] X
6 Describe industrial activities and associated potential pollutant sources X
[Section A.6]
7 Assess activities, pollutant sources, pollutants [Section A.7] X
8 Describe (narrative) site-specific BMPs [Section A.8] X
9 Conduct Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation [Section A.9] X
10 Sign and certify SWPPP [Section C.9] X Date: 12/2/03

B. MONITORING PROGRAM EVALUATION - Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a Monitoring Program and retain on-site [Section B.1] X

2 Schedule Non-Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.3] X

3 Schedule Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.4] X

4 Describe sampling and analysis methodology [Section B.5) X

5 Sample two storm events. If not, explain. [Section B.5.a] X No qualified rain events.
6 Sample for additional parameters. If not, explain. [Section B.5.c.iii] X .

7 Sample ALL storm water discharge points. If not, explain. [Section B.7] X

8 Describe monitoring methods [Section B.10] X

9 Describe quality assurance and quality control methods [Section B.10.b] X

10 Retain records of all storm water monitoring and reports for at least five years

[Section B.13] X NOI was processed in 2003.
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

Industrial Activities or Pollutant Sources and the o BMfF.' d Implemented c ¢
Corresponding Basic BMPs inpse\?\:F:gP S OIILENTS
@ Overhead roofs or cover X )
= E |solation of activities and/or materials from rain X -
% 2 Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas X
-E § Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
s § Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
o
w "B Overhead roofs or cover X
& _® |solation of activities and/or materials from rain X
_g § _g § Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas 4
T < :g-‘fm Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
% %‘g ;g Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
E % :-.E Lg Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
g ‘_é ______ I _r_]l.rentary and labeling of raw materials and wastes X
@ Overhead roofs or cover X
g Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain X
E E ﬁ Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas X
ﬁ _E. E Collect and/or treat storm water (specify) X
E ug_l‘é Frequent inspections to identify problem areas X
E Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
" Spill prevention plan and team X
E [ Proper containment of potential spill and leak areas N/A
£ E Use of spill control materials N/A
e T Prompt clean-up of spill control materials N/A
:E: = Frequent inspections to identify spills and leaks N/A
w
) Proper grading and/or pavement :faﬁt\éfacﬂity is both on paved ground and on
‘g 'E § "% Tracking prevention N/A
,i'j Iz E E Planting and maintenance of vegetation N/A
5 0 & & | Sediment control devices (specify) N/A
Eliminate sources of non-storm water discharges X
E ) i.’; Separate permit for non-storm water discharges b Subject to industrial waste permit.
G f': Contain non-storm water discharges X .
E * -E Collect & treat non-storm water discharge X Waste water is treated and dischargegﬁo sSewer.
T Good Housekeeping (specify) X
ﬁ - Preventive Maintenance The dead-end trough needs to be maintained.
% g Material Handling and Storage X
% E MEmpioyee Training X
.g 'g Waste Handling and Recycling X r
% E Proper documentation of significant spills and leaks N/A
g Documentation of inspections X
=

March 2004
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BMP Effectiveness: N= Not Implemented; P= Partially Implemented; A= Adequately Implemented
State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

ADDITIONAL SPACE

FACILITY INFORMATION and NOTE:

-Port of Los Angeles owns the property and Cerritos Yacht Anchorage has been operating its business on this property
under the general industrial permit since 9/30/03. All the outdoor land activities are conducted on paved surface. A
portion of its activities includes boat dock storage on water, which is subject to U.S. Coastal Guard jurisdiction.
According to staff of Port of Los Angeles, like many other properties along the pier, this property will be renovated as
part of green belt redevelopment in the future.

-Permittee’s industrial activities include boats repairing, painting and dock and dry-dock storage. Hazardous solid waste
and waste fluids are stored indoors under cover. Approximately 90% (quoted from SWPPP) of its activities including
boats repairing, painting and storage are conducted outdoors (photos 2, 4, & 5) exposed to storm water. Operator
indicated that they only do minor painting and maintenance outdoors and they do not paint if rain is forecast.

The dry-dock storage area appeared relatively clean free of debris except a few specks of dry paints on the ground
(photo 4 and 5). The ground in front of repair and maintenance shop shows some paint stains and thin layer of dirt
(photo 2). Operator indicated that all the wastewater in this area flows to a collection trough and sump connected with
on-site wastewater treatment system which is permitted under and inspected and sampled by City of Los Angeles
Industrial Waste Unit (photo 1&2) (Inspector Loida Aldea, Chief Inspector Bellete Wolde-Yohannoes 323.342.6046).
However, during heavy rains, the excessive storm water in the sump would overflow and discharge to the ocean.
Operator cleans the sludge within the trough and sumps every 3 months. Operator further complained that they receive
lots of sediments from off-site dirt road.

-Rusty and dirty dumpsters exposed to storm water are located next to the ocean near discharge point #3 (photo 6).

-No samples have ever been taken. Annual reports from 2003 to 2007 indicated that there were no qualified rain
events; therefore, no sample was taken.

- Seven sampling/discharge points on site discharge runoff directly to ocean. Discharge points are located in parking
lot, dumpsters storage area and boat repair and storage areas.

~ Staff recommended the operator (1) place disposal tarp or similar item on the ground in the area where boats are
being repaired and/or painted outdoors to capture any potential pollutants resulting from painting and repairing activities
instead of letting pollutant directly discharge on ground (2) frequently clean up the accumulated sludge in the sump and
trough, add additional cleaning prior to rains, and keep records of cleaning dates, volumes and assessment as part of
non-structural BMPs, and (3) install inlets protection devices./
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Port of Los Angeles
Cerritos Yacht Anchorage
Berth 205C, Wilmington
WDID No. 4191018386
Compliance Inspection Date: May 17, 2007

1.Wastewater Treatment System is p itted under LA City Industrial Waste Unit.

2. Wastewater collection trough connected to the treatment system in the boat repair and
dry-dock storage yard.



3. Some iftg equipm and accumulated debris was noted by the crane.

4. General boat painting and dry-dock storage area.



5. Discharge point #1 in the Boat Repair and Dry-Dock Storage area.

6. Rusty and dirty dumpsters exposed to storm water located next to ocean by the
discharge point #3.




State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

FACILITY INFORMATION

4191019214 12/16/2004 4011 Line-haul freight operations (maintenance)
WDID NUMBER NOI PROCESSING DATE SIC CODE TYPE(S) OF INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITY
F & M Rail Service Inc. 100 Navy Way San Pedro 90731 9,000 sq ft
FACILITY NAME ADDRESS CITY ZIP FACILITY SIZE
Kevin Masters General Manager 310-350-6342
OPERATOR OF FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PRESENT DURING INSPECTION TITLE PHONE NUMBER

INSPECTION LOGISTICS

5/17/2007 12:00:00 AM 3:10:00 PM Clear/Sunny
DATE ARRIVAL TIME DEPARTURE TIME WEATHER CONDITION
INSPECTION PRE-ANNOUNCED: 1O PICTURES TAKEN: Y€8 SAMPLES COLLECTED: 1O

PURPOSE OF INSPECTION / CONCLUSION

_X_ COMPLIANCE/COMPLAINT . ____ENFORCEMENT FOLLOW-UP
IN COMPLIANCE ON DATE OF INSPECTION CORRECTIVE ACTION DUE DATE January 12, 2007
O MINOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED O WVIOLATIONS FULLY CORRECTED & OPERATOR IS IN
COMPLIANCE (1% part of Compliance Schedule)
O MAJOR VIOLATION(S) OBSERVED
O VIOLATIONS PARTIALLY CORRECTED (80-90%)
0 UNDETERMINED
NOTICE OF TERMINATION NOTICE OF NON-APPLICABILITY
O NEW OPERATOR/OWNER (WDID#: ) O LIGHT INDUSTRY
O WVACANT [0 CLEAN O NOEXPOSURE
[0 OTHER - EXPLAIN: O OTHER-EXPLAIN

OTHER TYPE OF INSPECTION — EXPLAIN
Facility operators had a complete SWPPP and monitoring program available for review. Facility operators have implemented

appropriate BMPs specified in their SWPPP for the industrial activities they conduct {maintenanc%nd fueling).

RECOMMENDATION

[0 1SSUE NOTICE TO COMPLY Facility operators in compliance at the time of inspection. Regional Board staff, Wendy
[0 ISSUE NOTICE OF VIOLATION Liu suggested additional containment be implemented for locomotive human waste
O APPROVE NOT OR NNA Sontines. 7
O REINSPECT ON: V
OTHER. 1
Ivar Ridgeway . &U’W\ y\ M Caarzn 5/23/07 .
INSPECTOR NAME NATURE REPORT DA

-~ el > :

Ja/fjwm L E) ST / § /28 /’?’

REVIEWER NAME " i SIGNATURE L REVIEW DATE '
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INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

OUTSTANDING INVOICE(S): YES NO X
FY INVOICE # BILLING DATE | AMOUNT DUE i NOV LETTER
LETTER
COMMENTS:
No outstanding invoices according to State Board's website
STORM WATER SAMPLING DATA
Parameter pH TSS SC OG/TOC Cu Pb Zn Al Fe Ni N+N TRH CR EFH

Benchmark 6-9 100 200 15/110 | 0.0636 | 0.0816 0.117 0.75 1.0 1.147 0.68

Units s.u. mg/L | umhos/cm mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mg/L mag/L mg/L Mg/l
Yr.:1/3/03 8.02 | 700 770 3.5 0.94
Yr228106 | 746 | 640 | 2200 4.1
Yo
Yroo_
Yro_
e
L
Wi —
Yro__
Yes
h /A
Yro_
Yra_ 11 1 1
b S

Yes

ARE SAMPLES COLLECTED WITHIN US EPA BENCHMARKS?

COMMENTS:

Exceedances were noted for total suspended solids and specific conductance.

March 2004
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency

California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

| ves | No | NiA |

COMMENTS

A. STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN EVALUATION — Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a SWPPP and retain on-site [Section A.1 & A.10] X Date:
2 Identify and/or promptly update puollut]on prevention team [Section A.3] X
3 Identify pollution prevention team responsibilities [Section A.3] X
4 Develop and/or promptly upéate site map [Section A.4] X
i 5 List significant materials handléd and stored on-site [Section A.5] X
6 Describe industrial activities and associated potential pollutant sources X

[Section A.6]

7 Assess activities, pollutant sources, pollutants [Section A.7] X
8 Describe (narrative) site-specific BI;APS [Section A.8] X
9 Conduct Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation [Section A.9] X

10 Sign and certify SWPPP [Section C.9] X Date:

B. MONITORING PROGRAM EVALUATION — Did the Permittee:

1 Develop a Monitoring Program and retain on-site [Section B.1] X
2 Schedule Non-Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.3] X
3 Schedule Storm Water Discharge Visual Observations [Section B.4] X
4 Describe sampling and analysis methodology [Section B.5] X
5 Sample two storm events. If not, explain. [Section B.5.a] X
6 Sample for additional parameters. If not, explain. [Section B.5.c.iii] X
7 Sample ALL storm water discharge points. If not, explain. [Section B.7] X
8 Describe monitoring methods [Section B.10] X
9 Describe quality assurance and quality control methods [Section B.10.b] X
10 Retain records of é{I;tom water monitoring and reports for at least five years X

[Section B.13]

March 2004
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State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

Industrial Activities or Pollutant Sources and the EME Implemented
‘Corresponding Basic BMPs iip;\?\.:g;?: N P A Comments
" Gverhaad roofeorcover lr]dustrial Pro;gs; activities are not _conducted on
b site. Only activities conducted are light
=< Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain Maintenance and fueling.
‘E g Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas =
N Collect and/or treat storm water (specify)
E Frequent ]ﬂspectjons to identify problem areas
= Overhead roofs or cover Yes X
E é g |solation of activities and/or materials from rain Yes X
E E E Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas X
% ;-. T8 Collect and/or treat storm water (specify)
£ @ §§ Frequent inspections to identify problem areas Yes SWPPP specifies monthly inspections
g %% Spill and leak prevention and control measures Yes ]Srfg:e?_;iﬁggc;gPﬁg?;;i:?sr_‘m been
= % & Inventory and labeling of raw materials and wastes
% Overhead roofs or cover No
_ g Isolation of activities and/or materials from rain Yes X SWPPP specifies a designated area.
E 5 ﬁ Proper grading to divert runoff from source areas
%"_, E. § Collect and/or treat storm water (specify)
E 1% é Frequent inspections to identify problem areas Yes SWPPP specifies monthly inspections
é Spill and leak prevention and control measures X
= Spill prevention plan and team Yes X
g_%: Proper containment of potential spill and leak areas Yes. X
E k Use of spill control materials. Yes X
Eg ) Prompt clean-up of spill control materials Yes X
_'g:: ® Frequent inspections to identify spills and leaks Yes X Monthly documented inspections
(7]
R Proper grading and/or pavement Yes &
.E 'g g :g; Tracking prevention X
= -E g g Planting and maintenance of vegetation
E ag g Sediment control devices (specify)
Eliminate sources of non-storm water discharges X
g . % Separate permit for non-storm water discharges
g "gf 5 Contain non-storm water discharges
__g %’ Collect & treat non-storm water discharge
5| oo Hovsekeopig speity A
E, o Preventive Maintenance
E na’_ Material Handling and Storage Yes X
I 2 Employee Training Yes X Documentation was available for review
"E E Waste Handling and Recycling
a'l' & Proper documentation of significant spills and leaks No significant spills/leaks have occurred
zg _D_ocum entation of inspections Yes X

March 2004
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BMP Effectiveness: N= Not Implemented; P= Partially Implemented; A= Adequately Implemented
State of California — Environmental Protection Agency
California Regional Water Quality Control Board — Los Angeles Region

INDUSTRIAL STORM WATER INSPECTION REPORT

ADDITIONAL SPACE

FACILITY INFORMATION: Facility is listed under SIC Code: Y0 [

Facility operators transpertgouds-and-otheritems-toCatalina-island. (ow\(ju Q:}” ] o\q LL-;L’ //
J

L

m&’{ﬂ_+{AML? {SC,rufce ’Qs/ fﬁu:l | rgmn—,—r‘ueg !

INSPECTION NOTES:
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Facility Name: F&M Rail Service (Port of Los Angeles)
WDID #: 4191 019214
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway

Inspection Date: 5-17-07

Photo 1. This picture was taken of
the facility’s spill/leak materials
storage. The area contains “kitty
litter” and absorbent socks for
spill/leak clean-up.

Photo 2. This picture was taken of
the facility’s railcar fluids and waste
fluids. All locomotive fluids are
stored in this container preventing
contact with storm water.




Facility Name: F&M Rail Service (Port of Los Angeles)
WDID #: 4191 019214
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway

Inspection Date: 5-17-07

Photo 3. This picture was taken of
the facility’s locomotive sewage
container (circled). Though the
volume stored is <10 gallons and on
a pervious surface, RB4 Staff
suggested providing containment.
There was no evidence of prior
spills/leaks at the time of inspection.

Photo 4. This picture was taken of
the facility’s spent oil filter storage
container. The filters are stored in a
secondary containment pallet.




Facility Name: F&M Rail Service (Port of Los Angeles)
WDID #: 4191 019214
Inspector: Ivar Ridgeway

Inspection Date: 5-17-07

Photo 5. This picture was taken of
the facility’s west storm water
discharge point. Facility operators
use Vortox samplers to collect their
storm water samples.

Photo 6. This picture was taken of
the facility’s locomotive service
area. The train tracks in this area
have absorbent socks and sand
placed between the tracks to capture
spills/leaks resulting from
maintenance activities. The area
was free of spills/leaks at the time of
inspection.




ATTACHMENT B-1

Port of Long Beach
MS4 Program Oversight Inspection Reports

EPA CONTRACTOR INSPECTIONS

Morton Salt

Chemoil Terminals Corporation
Cooper T. Smith Stevedoring
Long Beach Container Terminal
World Oil Company

Oxbow Carbon & Minerals
SSAT — Long Beach

Cemex

Koch Carbon
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach (Inspection by Port of Long Beach)
Facility: Morton Salt
Address: 1050 Pier F Avenue Facility Size: 5 acres NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/15/2007 Time: 11:00 am
PERSONNEL
Permittee Inspector(s): Matt Arms (Port of Long Beach)
Oversight Inspector(s): Matt Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)
Facility Represetnative(s): Melissa Pena (Health & Safety Manager)

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes

e Treatment Control BMPs N/A

e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes

o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes (as the requirements related to this inspection)
State stormwater industrial general permit?
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector did not receive any formal stormwater
receive? When, and how often? inspection training.
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes (attached)
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | No, the inspector did not review the previous inspection
results at the site? results at the time of the inspection
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes

SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?

Does the inspection address:

e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes

e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes

e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes

e Waste Management Practices: N/A

e Non-stormwater Discharges?: N/A
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No.
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and Yes. The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was

provided to the facility at the end of the inspection.
COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT

How does the inspector address compliance issues The inspector verbally informed the facility

(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)? representative of the inspection findings and stated that

further follow-up was needed to address the issue of

salt pile runoff at the facility.

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline No deadlines given for compliance

given for correction?

EDUCATION
Are any materials or brochures given to the facility No, and the facility representative did not appear to be
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs? | concerned with the results of the inspection.
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a paperwork review followed by a site walk-through. The POLB inspector reviewed the
SWPPP, monitoring program, annual report, and training records. The site walk-through consisted of a complete
tour of the facility with focus on inspecting potential pollutant source areas, which include the mobile diesel tank
storage, the salt pile, and salt loading and unloading areas.

Compliance Issues Noted

Issues noted by the POLB inspector included the mobile diesel fuel tanks with significant oil stains observed
adjacent to the salt pile, poor housekeeping (trash and evidence of salt in runoff) along the north fence, and poor
housekeeping/BMPs for skip loader operation.

Additional Compliance Issues Observed by Oversight Inspector
Although not a compliance issue, the facility should build a berm around the salt pile to adequately direct runoff to
the NPDES permitted outfall.

Inspection Evaluation

The POLB inspector performed a thorough inspection, with adequate time taken to both review paperwork and
perform the site walk-through. Compliance issues were correctly noted, but the oversight inspector judged that the
severity of the compliance issue warranted stronger verbal warnings and the conveyance of a deadline to the facility
representative at which time the issues should be corrected or addressed. The POLB inspector rating for this
inspection was adequate.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 1 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

.General Facility and Inspection Information > -t 0 5

Famllty Name ﬂm% Qa_f‘-k'

Facility Address: [pén Prec =

Contact Person/Facility Reprcsentatwe ﬁ",{d }4,,. Pp» 2

Phone Number: &% /— C@?/

Port Inspector/Port Representative: lﬂ/gm A o a L /;’M ('}meoﬂ e

Inspection Date: 2 ~A= D@

Inspection Time: // ¢ &7~

Yes'” | No | N/A — Good Housekeeping Practices

I/A Are work areas and outside areas kept clean and orderly?

1 /(&) Is the area clear of excessive dust from industrial operations?

LK) Are employees regularly informed of good housekeeping practices?

[/A Are good housekeeping procedures and reminders posted in

L([) appropriate locations?

I/ @ Is sweeping performed regularly and prior to anticipated storm
. events? '

I/ : Are garbage and waste materials collected and disposed of regularly?
YA Are spills, leaks, and used absorbent materials promptly cleaned up?
) A Are dry methods of cleaning used whenever possible?

[UA Are drip pans placed under parked, stored, or salvaged vehicles and
equipment?

I/A Are washing and maintenance activities performed in designated -

Qp areas?

/%) ' | Are all materials returned to their designated storage areas after use?
YA Are vehicles and equipment regularly inspected for leaks?

r{[ 3 A Does the facility practice preventative maintenance?

1/ @) Are material containers covered and/or have lids?
~Yes | No [NA| - Other BMPs
/A Is secondary containment provided where appropriate?

I @ Are tarps, covers, awnings, or roofs used to cover source areas of

51gruﬂcant materials?
~Yes | No | N/A . .- Spill Prevention and Response

1/ Is there a spill preventlon and response plan and team?

/A Are clean-up procedures for spills followed regularly and correctly?

1/ @ Are appropriate spill containment and clean-up materials kept on site,

easily accessible, and clearly marked?

I @ Are used absorbent materials removed and disposed of in a timely

~ manner?

1AA) Are personnel regularly trained in the use of spill control materials?

(1) Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site. £
I =inadequate, A = adequate

O:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checkiist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 2 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Yes | No | N/A Facility Documentation

I l@ Has the facility documented wet and dry season visual observations of
~ all of its discharge locations?

1(a) Has the facility documented its annual inspection?

I/A Are additional BMPs being implemented and maintained as necessary?

I@ Has the SWPPP been revised and updated as required by the General
ra Permit?

I/@’ Has the facility performed an annual review of its SWPPP and
e recertified compliance with the General Permit?

I@ ) Has the facility documented employee training with Storm Water

Training Documentation Logs?

CONMMENTS:
5_;; Dtt\‘D prrss ndene ?wta.ec_ﬁ, G%LWM—AL’

B Qual e fm&,z,,g' Auined @t et

R Ol wnlor surp ndesr ober oRlbodiyis compl

A Houce ({,eéfl)g arnd Brfs Q’ﬂ}"% /wf@-H‘\ 'Q'Q"% (ﬁﬂwiﬁj

I acknowledge that the results of this Annual Site Inspection are as indicated above.

& of : 1, —
Facility Representative: _ " \adeana N o Date: _ 2 1 s }/ Q }“

(signature)

Mdiees (D

(name)

Port Representative: e 0 Date: __ 9—/S~ ‘67

u(sisnalure)

Mabg Pesw

(name)

o Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site. I = inadequate, A = adequate. i

O:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checklist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach (Inspection by Port of Long Beach)
Facility: Chemoil Terminals Corporation
Address: 1004 Pier F Avenue Facility Size: 3.5 acres NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/15/2007 Time: 9:30 am
PERSONNEL

Permittee Inspector(s): Matt Arms (Port of Long Beach)
Oversight Inspector(s): Matt Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Facility Represetnative(s): Craig Smith (Manager Marine Terminal)

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes

e Treatment Control BMPs N/A

e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes

o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes (as the requirements related to this inspection).
State stormwater industrial general permit?
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector did not receive any formal stormwater
receive? When, and how often? inspection training.
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes (attached)
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | Yes, the inspector reviewed the previous inspection
results at the site? results at the time of the inspection.
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes

SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?

Does the inspection address:

e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes

e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes

e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes

e Waste Management Practices: Yes

e Non-stormwater Discharges?: N/A
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No.
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and Yes. The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was

provided to the facility at the end of the inspection.
COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT

How does the inspector address compliance issues The inspector verbally informed the facility

(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)? representative of the inspection findings and stated that
further follow-up would not be necessary.

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline No deadlines given for compliance.

given for correction?

EDUCATION
Are any materials or brochures given to the facility No, the facility representative appeared to be
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs? | knowledgeable regarding storm water BMPs.
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a paperwork review followed by a site walk-through. The POLB inspector reviewed the
SWPPP, monitoring program, annual report, and training records. The site walk-through consisted of a complete
tour of the facility (driven tour with closer inspection of potential storm water pollutant areas). Potential pollutant
source areas included the tank farm and a tanker truck fuel loading/unloading area.

Compliance Issues Noted

General environmental training records were included in the SWPPP, but the topics covered by that training were
not included. The training of employees in stormwater protection BMPs and procedures could not be verified.
Housekeeping issues included overflowing trash bins, and evidence of a leaking motor operated valve (MOV 28) in
the tank farm. The leaking valve is not a compliance issue since the valve is located within the tank farm area.

Additional Compliance Issues Observed by Oversight Inspector
None.

Inspection Evaluation

The POLB inspector performed a thorough inspection, with adequate time taken to both review paperwork and
perform the site walk-through. Minor compliance issues were correctly noted. The POLB inspector rating for this
inspection was good.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 1 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

General Facility and Inspection Information®- .

Facrhty Name -([,\,\%A, u\

Facility Address: A o¢e) ), er = Pvess 0

Contact Person/Facility Representatwe (e~ (,n,_,;\-{,\
Phone Number: &, / ../‘? T g

Port Inspector/Port Represeptative: |1z, std- g e &/ Mot e ke

Inspection Date: g/},_{, /D7 NS

Inspection Time: t,‘l: 20

Yes) | No | N/A Good Housekeeping Practices
1/ & Are work areas and outside areas kept clean and orderly?
1/& Is the area clear of excessive dust from industrial operations?
/A Are employees regularly informed of good housekeeping practices?
I/ W Are good housekeeping procedures and reminders posted in
' appropriate locations?
I/ @7 Is sweeping performed regularly and prior to anticipated storm
. events? '
/A . Are garbage and waste materials collected and disposed of regularly?
0/ A Are spills, leaks, and used absorbent materials promptly cleaned up?
1/iA) Are dry methods of cleaning used whenever possible?
I/A Are drip pans placed under parked, stored, or salvaged vehicles and
ij) equipment?
I/A . . | Are washing and maintenance activities performed in designated
\-{) areas?
1/ 4 " | Are all materials returned to their designated storage areas after use?
I/A % | Are vehicles and equipment regularly inspected for leaks?
I/A "Y’ Does the facility practice preventative maintenance?
1/® ' Are material contamers covered and/or have lids?
Yes | No | N/A : : -~~~ QOther BMPs : ;
iy Is secondary containment provided where appropriate?
I f@ Are tarps, covers, awnings, or roofs used to cover source areas of
mgmﬁcant matmals‘?
~:Yes [ -No | N/A s .- Spill Prevention and Response
/K Is there a spﬂl prcventlon and response plan and team?
I/ Are clean-up procedures for spills followed regularly and correctly?
1/ Are appropriate spill containment and clean-up materials kept on site,
~ easily accessible, and clearly marked?
1/ Are used absorbent materials removed and disposed of in a tu'nely
manner?
1/JA) Are personnel regularly trained in the use of spill control materials?

(1) Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site. 1
I =inadequate, A = adequate

0:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Flles\Site Inspection Chechdist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 2 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Yes | No | N/A Facility Documentation
I/ @ Has the facility documented wet and dry season visual observations of
— all of its discharge locations?
1/R) Has the facility documented its annual inspection?
/R Are additional BMPs being implemented and maintained as necessary?
I f@ Has the SWPPP been revised and updated as required by the General
Permit?
I/@ Has the facility performed an annual review of its SWPPP and
recertified compliance with the General Permit?
1/ 1@ Has the facility documented employee training with Storm Water
Training Documentation Logs? '
COMMENTS;
,f“’}nc&,m\{ %‘MS Ptﬁe,ﬂel_:-a @’C ootline s lf\@ """'“:'j S‘%-&C‘YV\- g.D—-Q"CK “Cﬁf’:ﬂ_:f:

Weeae eouté A

k?oi me o *rj} wov AKX
Mg 5(8#711.&}‘:' af ‘bma.ﬁ( [ﬁ/ﬁ{m‘,@c{ ad &iets v S W -Gf(wj

”1(1 Cvex gawwa dretl o’z

I acknowledge that the results of this ual Site Inspection are as indicated above.
§—7 S o7

Facility Representative: Date:
: (signature)
Cedi- S
(name) i
- -

Port Representative: 4/7//!/4 ,ﬂ_ﬂ-)%‘ /4 Date: = ""/ S 07

(signature)

1 [namfk-/_\.

w Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the

site..I = inadequate, A = adequate. i

0:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checklist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach (Inspection by Port of Long Beach)
Facility: Cooper T. Smith
Address: 1480 Pier F Avenue Facility Size: 20 acres NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/15/2007 Time: 1:30 pm
PERSONNEL

Permittee Inspector(s): Matt Arms (Port of Long Beach)
Oversight Inspector(s): Matt Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Facility Represetnative(s): Edward Viner (Assistant Vice President Operations)

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes

e Treatment Control BMPs N/A

e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes

o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes (as the requirements related to this inspection).
State stormwater industrial general permit?
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector did not receive any formal stormwater
receive? When, and how often? inspection training..
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes (attached)
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | No, the inspector did not review the previous inspection
results at the site? results at the time of the inspection.
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes

SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?

Does the inspection address:

e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes

e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes

e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes

e Waste Management Practices: N/A

e Non-stormwater Discharges?: N/A
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No.
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and Yes. The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was

provided to the facility at the end of the inspection.
COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT

How does the inspector address compliance issues The inspector verbally informed the facility

(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)? representative of the inspection findings and stated that
further follow-up would not be necessary.

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline No deadlines given for compliance.

given for correction?

EDUCATION
Are any materials or brochures given to the facility No, the facility representative appeared to be
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs? | knowledgeable regarding storm water BMPs.

Page | 1



MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a paperwork review followed by a site walk-through. The POLB inspector reviewed the
SWPPP, monitoring program, annual report, and training records. The site walk-through consisted of a complete
tour of the facility with focus on inspecting potential pollutant source areas, which include vehicle parking areas,
vegetable oil storage areas, equipment storage areas, and the bulk shipping and receiving areas.

Compliance Issues Noted

Issues noted by the POLB inspector included proper maintenance (cleaning) of the storm drains on the west side of
the facility, oil/fluid stains on the pavement at the vehicle (forklift) parking areas, and general housekeeping
throughout the facility (trash cleanup).

Additional Compliance Issues Observed by Oversight Inspector
None.

Inspection Evaluation

The POLB inspector performed a thorough inspection, with adequate time taken to both review paperwork and
perform the site walk-through. Compliance issues were correctly noted, with appropriate verbal warnings issued to
the facility representative. The POLB inspector rating for this inspection was good.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate

Page | 2



MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS

Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 1 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

.General Facility and Inspection Information’-.

Famllty Name: &rng.a‘ T S

Facility Address: V¢ /65/y 0% ex (= AL

Contact Person/Facility Representative: =] oo . A T Jfonoin —

Phone Number: z/‘g/; _ ghcscy

Port InspectorfPort Reprcscntatlve },1_‘&;{3- Vowes ,{@4&2&1’ O{}d,f ﬁ Q\{’A

Inspection Date: 5~ /5~ /

Inspection Time: /32 ¢)

Yes'” | No [ N/A Good Housekeeping Practices
I/A \J | Are work areas and outside areas kept clean and orderly?
I1/A &> | Is the area clear of excessive dust from industrial operations?
1/@/ Are employees regularly informed of good housekeeping practices?
I/A Are good housekeeping procedures and reminders posted in
\0 appropriate locations?
@ A ' Is sweeping performed regularly and prior to anticipated storm
. events? '
1/6£) Are garbage and waste materials collected and disposed of regularly?
1/(8) Are spills, leaks, and used absorbent materials promptly cleaned up?
1/8 Are dry methods of cleaning used whenever possible?
Y A Are drip pans placed under parked, stored, or salvaged vehicles and
equipment?
I/A \_P Are washing and maintenance activities performed in designated -
areas?
1/ A \[) Are all materials retummed to their designated storage areas after use?

Are vehicles and equipment regularly inspected for leaks?

(T A
LA

Does the facility practice preventative maintenance?

1/4)

Are material containers covered and/or have lids?

Yes | No | N/A : -+ Other BMPs .
I/A ) |Is seconda.ry containment provided where appropnate'f'
I/A ~ | Are tarps, covers, awnings, or roofs used to cover source areas of

w mguﬁcant materials?

No | N/A . ... ..Spill Prevention and Response

<:Yes
1(A)

Is there a spill preventlon and response plan and team?

Are clean-up procedures for spills followed regularly and correctly?

I/
1AA Are appropriate spill containment and clean-up materials kept on site,
easily accessible, and clearly marked?
I r@ Are used absorbent materials removed and disposed of in a timely
™ manner? -
(17 A Are personnel regularly trained in the use of spill control materials?

(1) Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site, i
I = inadequate, A = adequate

0:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Flles\Site Inspection Chechdist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 2 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Y No | N/A Facility Documentation

I (@ Has the facility documented wet and dry season visual observations of
all of its discharge locations?

1R/ Has the facility documented its annual inspection?

WA Are additional BMPs being implemented and maintained as necessary?

I@ Has the SWPPP been revised and updated as required by the General
Permit?

o Has the facility performed an annual review of its SWPPP and
recertified compliance with the General Permit?

1/ % Has the facility documented employee training with Storm Water
Training Documentation Logs?

COMMENTS:

;){3 Clean Ste<n WCM on wsl aule ¢ hace (ceg/.‘ 4
B d%-ufs{ua\f} on oS bs.e : ”3
B Pop et A el Fpapy s d

2 P prrs wnd FLS EZ{WM

I acknowledge that the results of this Annual Sit Inspection are as indicated above.

Facility Representative: / /—=—=—"" Date: __5" -/ 5 o7

h (signature)

(name)

mm.‘(*t" \1-'\1‘1\/(9-, Date: 6/ /4_/07

Port Representative:
’ (signature)
(name) /
w Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the

site. I = inadequate, A = adequate. it

O:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checkdist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach (Inspection by Port of Long Beach)
Facility: Long Beach Container Terminal
Address: 1172 Pier F Avenue Facility Size: 105 acres NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/14/2007 Time: 11:20am
PERSONNEL
Permittee Inspector(s): Matt Arms (Port of Long Beach)
Oversight Inspector(s): Matt Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)
Facility Represetnative(s): Steve Nott (Safety/Security Officer)

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes

e Treatment Control BMPs N/A

e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes

o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the The inspector was not aware of the due date of the
State stormwater industrial general permit? Annual Report (July 1 of each year).
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector did not receive any formal stormwater
receive? When, and how often? inspection training..
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes (attached)
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | Yes, the inspector reviewed the previous inspection
results at the site? results which were included in the facility’s SWPPP.
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes

SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes (large facility — inspectors drove throughout

points of discharge? facility).
Does the inspection address:
e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes
e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes
e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes
e Waste Management Practices: Yes
e Non-stormwater Discharges?: N/A
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No. The inspector did not note a minor issue observed
by the oversight inspector (see narrative).
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and Yes. The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was

provided to the facility at the end of the inspection.
NFORCEMENT
The inspector verbally informed the facility

COMPLIANCE/E
How does the inspector address compliance issues

(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)? representative of the inspection findings and stated that
further follow-up would not be necessary.
If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline No

given for correction?

EDUCATION

Are any materials or brochures given to the facility No. The facility representative was knowledgeable
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs? | regarding appropriate BMPs.

Page | 1



MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

NARRATIVE

The inspection consisted of a paperwork review followed by a site walk-through. The POLB inspector reviewed the
SWPPP, monitoring program, annual report, and training records. The site walk-through consisted of driving the
site with multiple stops at the facility’s potential pollutant source areas, which include: the diesel fuel island and
truck parking area, the vehicle maintenance shop, and the crane maintenance shop.

Compliance Issues Noted

Issues noted by the POLB inspector included the diesel fuel trucks not parked within the bermed area adjacent to the
fuel island, oily gas cans not in containment at the vehicle maintenance shop, and the need to improve general
housekeeping throughout the facility (trash removal).

Additional Compliance Issues Observed by Oversight Inspector
The POLB did not notice a motor housing dripping oil/hydraulic fluid to the ground at the vehicle maintenance area
which was not within containment.

Inspection Evaluation

The POLB inspector performed a thorough inspection, with adequate time taken to both review paperwork and
perform the site walk-through. Minor compliance issues were correctly noted, missing only one issue observed by
the oversight inspector. The POLB inspector rating for this inspection was good.

RATING

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate

Page | 2



MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 1 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

.Generil Facility and Inspection Information™ -

.Fac111ty Name ] ,f?,,-n--

Facility Address: TN | Zh e ML

Contact Person/Facility Representative: <3\ 2.5 M (\JW

Phone Number: ) 2 - 2»0(/

Port Inspector/Port Representative: f{[,{u_,ni- I4-rm I jﬂ,ﬂ;—'} &Xa,o..! A,a\

Inspection Date: 4 /24 ™7

Inspection Time: 7/’ A

Yes'” | No | N/A Good Housekeeping Practices
A Are work areas and outside areas kept clean and orderly?
T/ A Is the area clear of excessive dust from industrial operations?
I /< Are employees regularly informed of good housekeeping practices?
DA Are good housekeeping procedures and reminders posted in
appropriate locations?
I/ @ Is sweeping performed regularly and prior to anticipated storm
events? '
1/ : Are garbage and waste materials collected and disposed of regularly?
aya Are spills, leaks, and used absorbent materials promptly cleaned up?
1/ fA] Are dry methods of cleaning used whenever possible?
@ A Are drip pans placed under parked, stored, or salvaged vehicles and
equipment?
1/Q4) Are washing and maintenance activities performed in designated -
areas?
1/(A) Are all materials returned to their designated storage areas after use?
I/ Are vehicles and equipment regularly inspected for leaks?
I/ Does the facility practice preventative maintenance?
I Are material contamers covered and/or have hds‘?
Yes | No | N/A| 4 ~Other BMPs
1/(a) Is secondary containment provided where appropnate'?
I7A Are tarps, covers, awnings, or roofs used to cover source areas of
mgmﬁcant rnatenals'?
~:Yes | No | N/A G .. Spill Prevention and Response
?é”@) Is there a spﬂl preventlon and response plan and team?
A Are clean-up procedures for spills followed regularly and correctly?
I@ Are appropriate spill containment and clean-up materials kept on site,
easily accessible, and clearly marked?
I @ Are used absorbent materials removed and disposed of in a tlmely
manner?
1A Are personnel regularly trained in the use of spill control materials?

(1) Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site. i
I = inadequate, A = adequate

O:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checklist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 2 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Yes | No | N/A Facility Documentation

18 Has the facility documented wet and dry season visual observations of
all of its discharge locations?

I/A [\ Has the facility documented its annual inspection?

I/A Are additional BMPs being implemented and maintained as necessary?

1/ Has the SWPPP been revised and updated as required by the General
Permit?

If@ Y Has the facility performed an annual review of its SWPPP and

] recertified compliance with the General Permit?
I@ Has the facility documented employee training with Storm Water
- Training Documentation Logs?

COMMENTS: ‘
}_‘rﬁ‘{""“b‘-w{{ t.&f;pé*dl{,ﬂn %Pﬁ{"* d rook
@QCL&F 4‘&0{@(@5 ek f;sﬁe.cﬁ th Roaq-w____@.\ﬂl_\,;&ua MMu ‘i‘fvcd-(cfiu
et sh sxtnd pog L

+ Nede aloe, ned to vsed ol cotanrer bedud PP A St
P MEAopoy barldin (ol on ilslle &esic ‘awéw,{‘p”%

M hond sweerig Neeld unbon chaats o ot mefwﬂ%bj\
{.:vm“?\.MM\(;,-?_ . -

-ﬁtozge e/

Y copdadmar ?/0(4 -5 e pedaween C/i‘-@"gl?";)‘_

1 acknowledge that the resul this Annual Site Inspection are as indicated abof/e.

Facility Representative: '1 N DA mﬂte: \‘n\', /} \-i (\7
‘(%%ﬁ/“ - T A
K Mt

mey

Port Representative: »//7@&411 7/ Date: 5 ~/¢/~O) 7

(signature)

ek

(name)

m Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site. I = inadequate, A = adequate. i

0:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checklist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION

Permittee: City of Long Beach (Inspection by Port of Long Beach)
Facility: World Oil Company (Ribost Terminal, LLC)
Address: 1405 Pier C Street Facility Size: 10 acres NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/14/2007 Time: 3:30 pm

PERSONNEL
Matt Arms (Port of Long Beach)
Matt Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)
Ron Santelik (Terminal Operations Manager)

Permittee Inspector(s):
Oversight Inspector(s):
Facility Represetnative(s):

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e Source Control BMPs Yes
e  Treatment Control BMPs N/A
e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes

Yes

e Legal Authority (ordinances)

Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the
State stormwater industrial general permit?

What type of stormwater training did the inspector

receive? When, and how often?

Yes (as the requirements related to this inspection).

The inspector did not receive any formal stormwater
inspection training.

ROCEDURES
Yes (attached)
No, the inspector did not review the previous inspection
results at the time of the inspection.

INSPECTION P
Is a checklist used during the inspection?
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection
results at the site?

Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes
SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?
Does the inspection address:
e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes
e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes
e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes
e Waste Management Practices: Yes
e Non-stormwater Discharges?: N/A
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No.

Yes. The inspection findings were documented on a

checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was

provided to the facility at the end of the inspection.
NFORCEMENT

The inspector verbally informed the facility

representative of the inspection findings and stated that

further follow-up would not be necessary.

No deadlines given for compliance.

Avre inspection findings documented in writing and
presented to the facility representative?

COMPLIANCE/E
How does the inspector address compliance issues
(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)?

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline
given for correction?

EDUCATION

Are any materials or brochures given to the facility
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs?

No, the facility representative appeared to be
knowledgeable regarding storm water BMPs.

Page | 1




MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a paperwork review followed by a site walk-through. The POLB inspector reviewed the
SWPPP, monitoring program, annual report, and training records. The site walk-through consisted of a complete
tour of the facility (driven tour with closer inspection of potential storm water pollutant areas). Potential pollutant
source areas included the tank farm and a tanker truck fuel loading/unloading area.

Compliance Issues Noted

Additional compliance issues noted by the POLB inspector was limited to two oil drums located adjacent to the
facility office (outside tank farm) which did not have adequate secondary containment. Housekeeping issues
included debris and trash in the tanker truck area, and a leaking motor operated valve (MOV 94014) in the tank
farm. The leaking valve is not a compliance issue since the valve is located within the tank farm area.

Additional Compliance Issues Observed by Oversight Inspector
None.

Inspection Evaluation

The POLB inspector performed a thorough inspection, with adequate time taken to both review paperwork and
perform the site walk-through. Minor compliance issues were correctly noted. The POLB inspector rating for this
inspection was good.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate

Page | 2



MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 1 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

General Facility and Inspection Information*- -

Fat;1]1ty Name. .Hg@_v({ ey |

Facility Address: q%mg\ 6o r Lol & D/

Contact PersoanamIlty Representative: iQﬁ-,/} e ydrdz\.\(_

Phone Number: £/27) — }73—7

Port Inspector/Port Representative: JU ot A L MaTE Ox zals r? A

Inspection Date: £ —/4/- D?
Inspection Time: 4. Z)°
Yes'” | No [ N/A Good Housekeeping Practices
1/ Are work areas and outside areas kept clean and orderly?
1/ Is the area clear of excessive dust from industrial operations?
I/ Are employees regularly informed of good housekeeping practices?

Are good housekeeping procedures and reminders posted in
appropriate locations?

—
—

> S|

Is sweeping performed regularly and prior to anticipated storm
events? '

Are garbage and waste materials collected and disposed of regularly?

Are spills, leaks, and used absorbent materials promptly cleaned up?

Are dry methods of cleaning used whenever possible?

Eee2

Are drip pans placed under parked, stored, or salvaged vehicles and
equipment?

I/ Are washing and maintenance activities performed in designated -
~ areas?

I/‘(ga Are all materials returned to their designated storage areas after use?

1/AX) Are vehicles and equipment regularly inspected for leaks?

Does the facility practice preventative maintenance?

Are material containers covered and/or have lids?

- QOther BMPs .

I %Y%I
I
Yes [ No [ NA| -
1/ ) Is secondary containment provided where appropriate?
@ Are tarps, covers, awnings, or roofs used to cover source areas of
mgruﬁcant matenals‘?
[w{ | No | N/A ... Spill Prevention and Response
I

Is there a splll prevenuon and response plan and team?

Are clean-up procedures for spills followed regularly and correctly?

SRl
Ry

Are appropriate spill containment and clean-up materials kept on site,

easily accessible, and clearly marked?

e

Are used absorbent materials removed and disposed of in a timely
manner? '

1/%)

Are personnel regularly trained in the use of spill control materials?

(1) Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the

site.

Vi

I =inadequate, A = adequate

O:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checklist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 2 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Yes_ | No | N/A Facility Documentation
18 Has the facility documented wet and dry season visual observations of
= all of its discharge locations?

1/() Has the facility documented its annual inspection?

1/& Are additional BMPs being implemented and maintained as necessary?

If’i{tj Has the SWPPP been revised and updated as required by the General

] Permit?

I /Q/ Has the facility performed an annual review of its SWPPP and
recertified compliance with the General Permit?

I @ Has the facility documented employee training with Storm Water
Training Documentation Logs?

COMMENTS:

# P01 lecksy nnlug Pretbon”
K bone 8§ enply 50 cullon Joursy

;fédm&ﬂ‘%‘r‘“:?_

I acknowledge that the results of this Annual Site Inspection are as indicated above.

Facility Representative: Qm Date: 5! [ ‘{i}O 7

1 (signature)
BunSastalid
(name)
- Port Representative: W] pik ﬁm——"‘ Date: 5 /! ‘&/ —O >
(signature) '

(name)
W Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site. I = inadequate, _A = adequate. i

Wodettorvaipls

0:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Flles\Site Inspection Checldist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach (Inspection by Port of Long Beach)
Facility: Oxbow Carbon & Minerals LLC
Address: 1090 Pier G Avenue Facility Size: 57 acres NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/14/2007 Time: 1:30 pm
PERSONNEL
Permittee Inspector(s): Matt Arms (Port of Long Beach)
Oversight Inspector(s): Matt Oxsalida (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Facility Represetnative(s): John Mora (Manager Safety/Environmental)
Dan Velner (Operations Superintendant)

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes

e Treatment Control BMPs N/A

e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes

o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes (as the requirements related to this inspection).
State stormwater industrial general permit?
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector did not receive any formal stormwater
receive? When, and how often? inspection training..
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes (attached)
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | No, the inspector did not review the previous inspection
results at the site? results at the time of the inspection.
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes

SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?

Does the inspection address:

e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes

e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes

e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes

e Waste Management Practices: Yes

e Non-stormwater Discharges?: N/A
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No.
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and Yes. The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was

provided to the facility at the end of the inspection.
COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT

How does the inspector address compliance issues There were no compliance issues with the facility.
(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)?
If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline No deadlines given for compliance.

given for correction?
EDUCATION

Are any materials or brochures given to the facility No, the facility representative appeared to be

representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs? | knowledgeable regarding storm water BMPs.
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

NARRATIVE

The inspection consisted of a paperwork review followed by a site walk-through. The POLB inspector reviewed the
SWPPP, monitoring program, annual report, and training records. The site walk-through consisted of a complete
tour of the facility (driven tour with closer inspection of potential storm water pollutant areas). Potential pollutant
source areas included truck washes, barn mister systems, the west barn maintenance shop, and fugitive coke
throughout the facility. The facility is contained and does not discharge storm water.

Compliance Issues Noted
None.

Additional Compliance Issues Observed by Oversight Inspector
None.

Inspection Evaluation

The POLB inspector performed a thorough inspection, with adequate time taken to both review paperwork and
perform the site walk-through. There were no compliance issues noted. The POLB inspector rating for this
inspection was good.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 1 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

General Facility and Inspection Information®-

Faczht‘y Namc

(

%M

Facility Address:

o070 ]9; ex (o Buonap .

Contact Person/Facility chresentatwe E\TCI

Phone Number: 5~ 77* 74(:,/—)

IMLM%LS%_LEHL

Port Inspector/Port Representatwe ’m b Vg ek, Wﬁ)\f‘b’v—-«g A —

Inspection Date:  §—=/4/-3")
Inspection Time: /. 230 pwa
Yes'” | No | N/A ' Good Housekeeping Practices
/& Are work areas and outside areas kept clean and orderly?
1/ Is the area clear of excessive dust from industrial operations?
1/% Are employees regularly informed of good housekeeping practices?

/%)

Are good housekeeping procedures and reminders posted in
appropriate locations?

UQ\)

Is sweeping performed regularly and prior to anticipated storm
events? '

I/{A Are garbage and waste materials collected and disposed of regularly?
1A Are spills, leaks, and used absorbent materials promptly cleaned up?
/@ Are dry methods of cleaning used whenever possible?

1/Q)

Are drip pans placed under parked, stored, or salvaged vehicles and
equipment?

I!%

Are washing and maintenance activities performed in designated -
areas?

Are all materials returned to their designated storage areas after use?

/8
1/& Are vehicles and equipment regularly inspected for leaks?
1/ ﬁ Does the facility practice preventative maintenance?
1/85 Are material contamers covered and/or have lids?
Yes | No | N/A - Other BMPs . & o
{T/A Is secondary containment provided where appropriate? f— _(_;“
T@ Are tarps, covers, awnings, or roofs used to cover source areas of
mgmﬁcant matenals?
~Yes .| No | N/A ... Spill Prevention and Response

1/QA)

Is there a splIl preventlon and response plan and team?

1/8)

Are clean-up procedures for spills followed regularly and correctly?

1/4)

easily accessible, and clearly marked?

Are appropriate spill containment and clean-up materials kept on site,

158)

Are used absorbent materials removed and disposed of in a timely
manner?

Y
1AA)

Are personnel ggularly trained in the use of spill control materials?

(1) Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the

site.

1

I = inadequate, A = adequate

0:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checklist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

APPENDIX A — POLB Inspector Forms (Page 2 of 2)

ANNUAL SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST

Yes | No | N/A Facility Documentation
Has the facility documented wet and dry season visual observations of
all of its discharge locations?

J/RA) Has the facility documented its annual inspection?

1/A Are additional BMPs being implemented and maintained as necessary?

H@ Has the SWPPP been revised and updated as required by the General
Permit?

I@ Has the facility performed an annual review of its SWPPP and
recertified compliance with the General Permit?

I@ Has the facility documented employee training with Storm Water
Training Documentation Logs?

COMMENTS:
I foote Nz ui«xm?wb Hmbzfe Cu«é;s«vbjr

C@ [J)bﬁ‘éa’«a 2RO @% bLM¢LW 'ﬂ,m%\enﬁd
\Q’a( N Locter -

Annual Site Inspection are as indicated above.

I acknowledge that the results gf thi
Facility Representative: O/;/Z\, Date: 2 / / Lf / o 7

(si ;namre)

(name)

Port Representative: L%&ab{’@(—/‘ Date: 5-(7C 7

(signature)

Mo KA~

(name)

o Circle I or A to indicate whether the BMP is adequate to control potential pollutants flowing from the
site. I = inadequate, A = adequate. i

0:\STORM WATER PROGRAM\Master Storm Water Program Files\Site Inspection Checklist
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach
Facility: SSAT Long Beach

Address: 700 Pier A Plaza Facility Size: 140 acres NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/15/07 Time: :00 pm

PERSONNEL

Permittee Inspector(s): James Vernon
Oversight Inspector(s): Christy Williams (Amendola Engineering0
Facility Represetnative(s): Steve Clark

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes
e Treatment Control BMPs Yes
e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes
o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes
State stormwater industrial general permit?
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector was trained by performing storm water
receive? When, and how often? inspections with more experienced inspector.

INSPECTION PROCEDURES
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | Yes.
results at the site?
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes, the facility’s SWPPP and BMPs were reviewed.
SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?
Does the inspection address:

e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes

e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes

e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes

e Waste Management Practices: Yes

e Non-stormwater Discharges?: ves
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not

provided to the facility. The inspector verbally
informed the facility representative of the inspection
finding, but no follow up was indicated.

COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT

How does the inspector address compliance issues The inspection findings were documented on a
(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not
provided to the facility. The inspector verbally
informed the facility representative of the inspection
finding, but no follow up was indicated.
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline Typically, a letter is written to facility operators after
given for correction? the inspection outlining requirements and deadlines.
No follow up inspection is conducted; compliance
actions are documented in a response letter to the
inspector. For the purposes of this inspection, the
inspector noted that he would be back in August to
conduct another official inspection.

EDUCATION
Are any materials or brochures given to the facility Not during the oversight inspection.
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs?

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a review of facility operations, a review of the facility’s SWPPP and a thorough
inspection of potential pollution source areas. A variety of housekeeping deficiencies were noted during the
inspection, many having been noted during previous inspections such as — oil stains around fleet maintenance,

debris and sediment in parking areas, litter, and buckets of crane maintenance grease being stored outside without
cover.

Inspector indicated that the issues found during the inspection were typical of a terminal facility, but did not
indicate what compliance was required.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach
Facility: CEMEX
Address: 601 Pier D Avenue Facility Size: <1 acre NOI?: No
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/15/07 Time: 10:00 am

PERSONNEL

Permittee Inspector(s): James Vernon
Oversight Inspector(s): Christy Williams (Amendola Engineering0
Facility Represetnative(s): John Findley

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes
e Treatment Control BMPs Yes
e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes
o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes
State stormwater industrial general permit?
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector was trained by performing storm water
receive? When, and how often? inspections with more experienced inspector.

INSPECTION PROCEDURES
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | Yes.
results at the site?
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes, the facility’s SWPPP and BMPs were reviewed.
SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?
Does the inspection address:

e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes

e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes

e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes

e Waste Management Practices: Yes

e Non-stormwater Discharges?: ves
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not

provided to the facility.
COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT

How does the inspector address compliance issues The inspection findings were documented on a

(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not

provided to the facility. No deficiencies were noted

during the inspection.

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline A letter is written to facility operators after the

given for correction? inspection outlining requirements and deadlines. No

follow up inspection is conducted; compliance actions

are documented in a response letter to the inspector.

EDUCATION
Are any materials or brochures given to the facility Not during the oversight inspection.
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs?
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a review of facility operations, a review of the facility’s SWPPP and a thorough
inspection of potential pollution source areas. No deficiencies were noted during the inspection, however, the
oversight inspector suggested that the steam cleaning of the cement crane be observed by the POLB inspector to
confirm that no direct discharges occur during the cleaning procedure.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION
Permittee: City of Long Beach

Facility: Koch Carbon
Address: 1020 Pier F Avenue Facility Size: <1 acre NOI?: Yes
Long Beach, CA Date: 05/15/07 Time: 11:00 am

PERSONNEL

Permittee Inspector(s): James Vernon
Oversight Inspector(s): Christy Williams (Amendola Engineering0
Facility Represetnative(s): James Harker

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Inspector Training/Knowledge
Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

e  Source Control BMPs Yes
e Treatment Control BMPs Yes
e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes
o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes
State stormwater industrial general permit?
What type of stormwater training did the inspector The inspector was trained by performing storm water
receive? When, and how often? inspections with more experienced inspector.

INSPECTION PROCEDURES
Is a checklist used during the inspection? Yes
Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection | Yes.
results at the site?
Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial Yes, the facility’s SWPPP and BMPs were reviewed.
SWPPP (if available)?
Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?
Does the inspection address:

e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes

e  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes

e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes

e Waste Management Practices: Yes

e Non-stormwater Discharges?: ves
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No
Avre inspection findings documented in writing and The inspection findings were documented on a
presented to the facility representative? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not

provided to the facility. No deficiencies were noted
during the inspection.
COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT
How does the inspector address compliance issues The inspection findings were documented on a
(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not
provided to the facility. No deficiencies were noted
during the inspection.
If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline Typically, a letter is written to facility operators after
given for correction? the inspection outlining requirements and deadlines.
No follow up inspection is conducted; compliance
actions are documented in a response letter to the
inspector. For the purposes of this inspection, the
inspector noted that he would be back in August to
conduct another official inspection.
EDUCATION
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

Are any materials or brochures given to the facility Not during the oversight inspection.
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs?

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a review of facility operations, a review of the facility’s SWPPP and a thorough
inspection of potential pollution source areas. The facility is a closed-loop system with nearly 100 percent of the
stormwater being contained and recirculated on-site to wash truck prior to leaving the facility.

No deficiencies were noted during the inspection by either the POLB inspector or the Amendola inspector.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION

(Berth 270 Port of LA)

Permittee Inspector(s):

Permittee: County of Los Angeles and Incorporated Cities (excluding City of Long Beach)
Facility: American Marine Corporation
Address: 1500 S. Barracuda Street Facility Size: 2 Acres NOI?: No
Terminal Island, CA 90731 Date: 05/16/07 Time: 2:00 pm

PERSONNEL

Howard Wong (Industrial Waste Inspector)
Lito Arambulo (Industrial Waste Inspector)

Oversight Inspector(s):

Mark Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Facility Represetnative(s):

Inspector Training/Knowledge

Matthew Spaleta (Operations Manager)

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

State stormwater industrial general permit?

e  Source Control BMPs Yes
e Treatment Control BMPs Yes
e  Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes
o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes

What type of stormwater training did the inspector
receive? When, and how often?

INSPECTION P
Is a checklist used during the inspection?

Both inspectors were trained by performing storm

water inspections with more experienced inspectors
ROCEDURES

Yes

Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection
results at the site?

NA — This facility had not been inspected for
compliance with the City storm water ordinance prior
to this inspection

Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial
SWPPP (if available)?

NA — no SWPPP was available

Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?
Does the inspection address:
e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes
e Spill Prevention and Response: Yes
e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes
e  Waste Management Practices: Yes
e Non-stormwater Discharges?: ves
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No

Avre inspection findings documented in writing and
presented to the facility representative?

How does the inspector address compliance issues
(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)?

The inspector verbally informed the facility
representative of the inspection findings and stated that
a written Notice of Violation would be sent to the
facility.

COMPLIANCE/ENFORCEMENT

The inspector verbally informed the facility
representative of the inspection findings and stated that
a written Notice of Violation would be sent to the
facility.

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline
given for correction?

A deadline was not provided at the time of the
inspection. However, the facility was advised to
remedy deficiencies as soon as possible, and the
inspector stated that an NOV would be issued with a

timeframe for compliance.
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

Are any materials or brochures given to the facility No materials were handed out at the time of the
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs? | inspection.

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a review of facility operations and a thorough walk through of the entire facility. The
inspectors noted the following deficient areas: flammable materials were stored in a wooden shed that was not in
good condition (i.e., the containers were exposed to storm water); an oily bilge water tote was not labeled;
housekeeping was poor at the hazardous waste accumulation area; and, old boat engines were exposed. The
inspectors also noted that painting and maintenance appeared to be conducted at a tarped area and that
maintenance on a vessel appeared to be conducted at the rear of the facility.

The facility appears to require coverage under the general industrial storm water permit because of the facility’s
SIC Code (4492) and the painting/maintenance areas at the rear of the facility. The inspectors instructed the facility
to file a Notice of Intent with Regional Water Quality Control Board. The inspectors informed the facility that an
NOV would be issued as a result of the inspection and that a follow-up inspection would be conducted.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

FACILITY INFORMATION

Permittee:

County of Los Angeles and Incorporated Cities (excluding City of Long Beach)

Facility: Yusen Terminals Inc.

Address: 701 New Dock Street

Facility Size: 172 Acres NOI?: Yes

Terminal Island, CA 90731

Permittee Inspector(s):

Date: 05/16/07 Time: 11:00 am

PERSONNEL

Howard Wong (Industrial Waste Inspector)
Lito Arambulo (Industrial Waste Inspector)

Oversight Inspector(s):

Mark Amendola (Amendola Engineering, Inc.)

Facility Represetnative(s):

Inspector Training/Knowledge

Gary Reynolds (Operations Manager)
Linda Aasen-Frame (Director, Environmental and Quality Affairs)

EVALUATOR OBSERVATIONS

Is the inspector knowledgeable about:

State stormwater industrial general permit?

e  Source Control BMPs Yes
e Treatment Control BMPs Yes
e Local Stormwater Requirements, and Yes
o Legal Authority (ordinances) Yes
Is the inspector familiar with the requirements in the Yes

What type of stormwater training did the inspector
receive? When, and how often?

INSPECTION P
Is a checklist used during the inspection?

Both inspectors were trained by performing storm

water inspections with more experienced inspectors
ROCEDURES

Yes

Is the inspector aware of previous stormwater inspection
results at the site?

NA — This facility had not been inspected for
compliance with the City storm water ordinance prior
to this inspection

Does the inspector review the BMPs in the industrial
SWPPP (if available)?

Yes, the facility’s SWPPP and BMPs were reviewed

Does the inspector walk the entire facility and inspect all | Yes
points of discharge?
Does the inspection address:
e Good Housekeeping Practices: Yes
o  Spill Prevention and Response: Yes
e Materials Handling and Storage: Yes
e Waste Management Practices: Yes
e Non-stormwater Discharges?: ves
Did the inspector miss obvious violations? No

Avre inspection findings documented in writing and
presented to the facility representative?

COMPLIANCE/E
How does the inspector address compliance issues
(verbal warnings, NOV, stop work order, etc)?

The inspection findings were documented on a
checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not
provided to the facility. The inspector verbally
informed the facility representative of the inspection
findings and stated that further follow-up would not be
necessary.

NFORCEMENT
The inspection findings were documented on a
checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not
provided to the facility. The inspector verbally
informed the facility representative of the inspection
findings and stated that further follow-up would not be
necessary.
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MS4 OVERSIGHT INSPECTIONS
Industrial/Commercial Facility Field Inspection Worksheet

If there are compliance issues identified, is a deadline NA - The inspection findings were documented on a
given for correction? checklist. A copy of the completed checklist was not
provided to the facility. The inspector verbally
informed the facility representative of the inspection
findings and stated that further follow-up would not be
necessary.
B EDUCATION
Are any materials or brochures given to the facility BMP brochures were provided to the facility.
representative to educate them about appropriate BMPs?

NARRATIVE
The inspection consisted of a review of facility operations, a review of the facility’s SWPPP and a thorough
inspection of potential pollution source areas. The inspectors noted the following areas in need of improvement:
labels on waste oil drums needed to be visible; waste oil drums needed to have covers on them; and a drain was
mislabeled as draining to surface water, when it actually is tied to an in-ground separator and the sanitary
sewerage system.

The inspectors instructed the facility to remedy the items noted above and stated that further follow-up was from the
City of LA was unnecessary.

Inspector Rating:

G = Good / A = Adequate/ | = Inadequate
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