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SECTION I: FACILtrTY INFORMAT'ION:
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SECTION II: GEI{ERAL INFORMAT{ON:

1 . List the number of stormwater outfalls at the facility fhaf are from areas of industrial activity

2. Is the facility claiming any monitoring waiver(s)?

If yes, which waiver(s) are you claiming?

C Adverse Climatic Conditions*

C Alternate Certification of "Not Present" or "No Exposure"

O Inactive or Unstaffed Site*

C Representative Outfall*

3. Is the infomration provided in your original Notice of Intent (NOI) submission still acçurate and up to date? If
not, please submit a Notice of Modification (NOM) to update the facility information

4. Has a comprehensive Site Compliance Inspection and Evaluation been condueted althe facility in the past year?

5. Is the Íäcility's Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) kept up to date and modifrecl when trecessary? ...,

A. Were eorrective and fo1low up actions talcen (See llart IV.B.1.a.(5) of the MSGfi)? ..

CYes @No

* If you are claiming a monitoring waiver the appropriate monitoring waiver form must be included with your Discharge

Monitoring Reporl form.

SECT'{C}N {{I : OU,{R.TE R.I-V V{SU.&L ft{ON{TORX NG

1. Have the required quartcrly visual examinations of stormwater at the faeility been pcrformed during this reporting

2. Did any of the quarterly visual cxaminations resuh in observations of color, odor, clarily, floating solids, se11led

solids, suspended solids, foan, oi1 sheen, or other indioators of stormwater polhition and contamination? (If yes,

question 2.A,2.13, and 2..C below must be answered)

@ Yes

@ Yes

@ Yes

ONo

ONo

CNo

@No

C) No

() Yes

O Yes

B. I{as the faciiity's SWPPP been updated to inelude modií"rcation tcl existing BMPs or installation olnew BMFs
to prevent stormwater pollution and contamination lrom reoeeurring (Sec Part IV.B.1.a.(SXc) of the MSGPX....... O yes C No

C. Was a Íbllow up visual ìnspection condueted to ensure corrcctivc and follow up actions were suooessful (Sec

O Yes C 1'{o
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i. äas iire annuai dry weaiher äow inspecrion periormeci ciuring rhis reponing perioo lSee Parr iV.s. i .b oi rne

2. Were any non-stormwater dischargers or indieators of non-stormwater discharges identified? (If no, proceed to

3. Vy'as the source of the non-stomwater discharge identified? (If no, ploceed to question 5) .................

4. Is the source an allowable non-stomwater discharge (i.e., discharge covered by another SPDES permit or an
ailowable non-stomwater discharge covered in Part I.C.3 of the MSGP)? (If yes, question 4.4. below must be

A. Has the facility's SWPPP been updated to address the newly identified allowable non-stomwater discharge(s)
(See Part IV.B.1.b.(3Xd) ofthe MSGPX

5. Vy'ere corrective and follow up actions taken to eliminate the unauthorized non-stormwater discharge (See Part

6. Vy'ere corrective and follow up actions successful in eliminating the unauthorized non-stormwater discharge? ........

3. -Were any of the sampiing resuits liom this year higher than the benchmark cut-off concentrations tlsted ln the
permit? (If yes, questions 3.4 and 3.8 below must be answered).....

A. Were corrective and follow up actions tak-en (See Paf, lV.B.l.c.(6; of the MSGP)? ...

B. FIas the faciiity's S\MPPP been updateci to inciude mociification to existing BMPs or instaiiation of new BIv4Ps
+^ ñrôr¡ôh+ rL^ L^-^L'-^*1, ^,,^^^.1^^^^ Ê.^* -^^^^,,-*:..^ /C^^ D^-+ t\/ D I ^ /Z\/^\ ^r+L^ afc-D\ q
LV yrrvvr¡r rrlv uerlulúlrqlN ç^uçvudllLl rrwlrr ¡!uuuullllttsì \Jçt l4lt I v.D.I.L.\u^ç, ul ulç lvlJUr ., r .......,...............,

Nlote: If you had a benchmark exceedance your Corrective Action Form with follow up sample results are
due by July 31 (See Part IV,B,1.c.(6)(d)(iii) of the MSGP).

@Yes ONo

C Yes

C Yes

.. () Yes

.' C Yes

.. C Yes

"OYes

@No

Owo

O f.to

ONo

CNo

CNo

ONo

Ìqlote: If it is not possible to eliminate the non-authorized stormwater discharge the owner/operator must notiff the
Department with 14 days.

9-ECT'{ON V: STORMWATER MONITO_.RII\G - EENÇH&4ARK FAR,4METER.S:

1. Is the owner/operator required to monitor stormwater at the facility for benchmark pararneters (See Part IV.B.1.c)?

2. Were there any monitoring problems? (Answer "Ycs" if storm event criteria was not met or if the laboratory
indicated quality assurance/quality control problems)

SECTIOI{ VI:.,9T'ORMWATER MONITORING - COAI, FILE RU_NOFF':

i. Is the owner/operator required to conduct compliance monitoring for storm water discharges from coal piles
Pafi IV.B.1.d of the MSGF? 1If no, proceed to Secticn VII)..............

2. Were there any monitoring problems'/ (Answer "Yes" if storm event criteria was not meet or if the laboratory
indicated quality insurance assurance/quality control problems)

(See

"OYes CNo
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CYes @No
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3. Were any of the sampling results from this year higher than the effiuent limitations listed in Table IV-1 of tho
MSGP? (If yes, questions 3.,A and 3.8. below must be answered)..... C yes C No

A. Were corrective and followup actions taken(See Par"tIV.B.1.d.(6) of the MSGP)? ...

OYes ONo

OYes ONo

C) No

B. Has the faeìlity's SWPPP b,een updated to include modification to existing BMPs or installation of new BMPs
to prevent the effluent limitation exceedanee from reoccurring (See Part IV.B.l.d.(6) of the MSGP)? C yes

lo{ote: If you had a effluent limitation exceedance your Corrective Action Form with follow up sample results are due
by July 31 (See Parl IV.B.1.e.(5)(e)(ii) of the MSGP).

å

L* Page 2 of 3
ß
ß



fr* 2.,o 4 .)').4 .l5 o 9
ti

$lÐLlTÅQ-lN VÅll: 9ll$KM\-v-ållllK M-qr'lY{TARnl\G :: ÇQMtsL}^]-\ÇTl MQI\{ {QXÈ, ]-qÇ"

1. ls the or,vner/operafor required to conduct compliance rironitoring fur sforn water diseharges sr"rlrjeet to Point Sortree

Category Èffluent Limitations (See Fart lV,B. 1.e of the MSGP)? (if no, proceed to Seetion VIll) .......,.... O ye s
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2. Were there any monitoring problerns? (Answer "Yes" if stonn e\¡ent oriteria was not mect of if tlie laboratory
indicated quality insurance assrranee/quality control problerns)

3. Were any of tire sampling resr-rlts lìom this year higher than the cffluent limitations listed in the permit'/ (If yes,

questions 3.4 and 3.8. below mr-lst be ansr.vered)

A. Were corrective and follow up actions taken (See Part lV.ts.1.e.(5) of the MSGP)?

2. Vy'ere there any monitoring problems? (Answer "Yes" if stonn event criteria was not meet of if the laboratory
indicated quality insurançe assurance/quality control problems)

3. Were any of the sampling results from this year higher than the benchmark cut-off çoncentrations or effluent
limitations listed in the permit? (If yes, questions 3.4 and 3.8 below must be answered).

A. Vy'ere conective and follow up actions taken (See Part IV.B.1.9.(6) of the MSGPX

B. Has the fàcility's SWPPP been updated to include modification to existing BMPs or installation of new BMPs
to prevent the benchmark cutoffconcentrations or effluent iimitations exceedance from reoccurring (See Part

C. Did the follow-up quarterly sample show the corrective and follow up actions to be successful?

OYes ONo

O Yes

O Yes

C Yes

C Yes

C Yes

O Yes

C Yes

C Yes

@No

CNo

CNo

ONo

@No

L) I\O

CNo

CNo

B. Has the facility's SWPPP been updated to include modification to existing BMPs or installation of new BMPs
to prevent the effluent limitation exceeding from reoccuning (See Part IV.B.1.e.(5)(c) of the MSGP? C yes

Note: If you had an efiluent limitation exceedance your Corrective Action Form with follow up sample
results are due by July 31 (See Part IV.B.1.e.(5)(e)(ii) of the MSGP).

SECTION VtrII: ST'ORMWATER. MONITORING - T}ISCT{,4RGES TO TMPATRET} WATERBODIES:

1. Is the owner/operator required to conduct compliance monitoring for discharges to irnpaired waterbodies (See Part

IV.B.1.g of the MSGP)? (If no, proceed to Section IX)...............

CNo

C l¡o

SEÇTIQN-IX¡ SUI¡LMAnYr

Provide a brief descripfion of any facìlity ehanges; problems identified during comprehensive eomplianee evaluations, quarterly
visual obseruations or monitoring results; and actions taken to improve the quality of the stotmwater discharge.

*a_Lea{E_{ÇAgna-N

I certify under penalty oflaw that this document and all attachments were propared undel rny clirection or sr"tpervision in accordauce witlì a systcul

designecltoassurethatqLralifiedpersonnel propellygatheredandevaluatedtheinfornrationsubnitfed. Basedonmyinquiryofthepersonorpersorls
rvho rnanage tlìe syslem, or those persons direclly responsible for gathering the infornafion, the ínformation submitted is, to the best of my

lcnowledge and beliol true, accurate, and complete. I anl awale tllat tllere are significanr penalties fol subrniffing false infonnation, including tlrc
possíbility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations,
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