&» ‘i X gif';kH:re&;J:ir::: Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :
\‘T’: | e itod Pames 12/03/2014 - RI2023(A). IEPA Answers Attachments
omplete '

ILLINOIS CITIZENS FOR CLEAN AIR & WATER
March 27, 2008
Via email and certified mail

Administrator Stephen Johnson
johnson.stephen@epa.gov

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Ariel Rios Building

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Mail Code: 1011A

Washington, DC 20460

Regional Administrator Mary A. Gade
gade.mary(@epa.gov

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
77 W. Jackson Boulevard

Mail Code: R-19]

Chicago, IL 60604

PETITION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF THE
NATIONAL POLLUTANT DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM PROGRAM
DELEGATION FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (ICCAW)' respectfully petition the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) to initiate formal proceedings to withdraw the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System {(NPDES) permit program from the State of Illinois. This Petition
is made because the 1llinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) has failed to fully
implement the NPDES program for Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs).

BACKGROUND

Since the IEPA received authority to implement and enforce the Federal Clean Water Act
(CWA) NPDES permit program in 1977, its program has failed to keep stride with rapid
changes in [llinois’ livestock industry. The industry has steadily moved from small, widespread,
family farms to large, investor owned, industrialized operations. According to the United States
Department of Agriculture’s 2002 Census of Agriculture, Illinois is now ranked as having the

1 ICCAW is u state-wide coalition of individvals and cammunity groups concemned with the cavironmental, human health, and quality of lilk mpacts of lurge-scale,
indusirialized livestock production facilities. The organization has over 70 members rom various countics throuphows the State. The majority of ils members are family furmers and
rural residents that live near large-scale livestock Gcilities and hove been adversely impacied by the problems they create.

2 Mational Pallutant Discharge Elimination Sysiem Memerandum of Agreement berween the lllineis Environmental Pratection Ageney and the United Siates

Enviranmental Protection Agcn}:}' Region V {May 12, 1977).
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fourth largest concentration of large-scale hog confinements in the United States.” As of 20085,
nearly 80 percent of the 4.5 million hogs produced annually in Illinois came from large-scale
operations.*

According to the EPA’s 2002 National Water Quality Inventory, agricultural operations such as
Animal Feeding Opcrations (AFOs) are among the leading sources of water pollution in the
United States.” According to the [EPA’s 2004 Water Quality Report, over 85 percent of the total
public lake acreage in llinois is impaired.® Agriculture is identified as one of the lcading
causes.” Agriculture is also responsible for 73 percent of Tllinois’ river and stream impairment.*
This 1s nearly double the percentage of pollution from municipal point sources and almost three
times more than from urban runoff.® Further, although the percentage of fish kills in Illinois due
to industrial point sources has declined in the last 30 years {and now represents only 10 percent
of total fish kills); fish kills attributable to agriculture have steadily increased." Since 1997, 22
fish kills attributable to manure related pollution have been documented.' Consequently, the
IEPA’s failure to fully implement the NPDES program for CAFOs is of particular concern.

Despite these figures, the State is failing to require NPDES permits of CAFOs that discharge into
waters of the State. Unlike the othcr Region 5 States, the IEPA has not even determined which
CAFOs do, in fact, discharge and thérefore require NPDES permits. Further, the Agency has not
issued coverage to facilities that have submitted NPDES permit applications, and all of the
NPDES permits issued by the Agency to date are presently expired.”” As a result, not one facility
in the State has an active NPDES permit.”* Because unpermitted facilities are not subject to
regular reporting and inspection requirements, the Agency cannot adequately determine which

3 United Simes Depanment of Agriculiure Wational A gricultural Statistics Service, The Census of Agriculture 2002 Census Publication. available at;
hitp:fwww sgcensus.usda. gowPublications/2002/index.asp; see alsts Foud & Water Watch, Turning Farmms into Factories: How the Concentration of Animal Agriculture Threatens
Human Health, the Environinent. and Kurnl Communitics, Companitt Map (July 2007), available at: <httpswww. foodandwaterwateh.org>,

4 Htinois Environmental Council Education Fund, [llinois Environmental Briefing Book 2005-2006 (2006}, m 20-21, available at:
<hiipy/fwww.ilenviro.org/publications/files/2005 briefinghook.pdf>.

5 EPA. National Water Quality Inveniory: Report to Congress, 2002 Reporting Cyche, available au: < hip//www.epa gov/305b/2002repory>.

6 llinois EPA, Tllinois Water Quality Section 305(h) Report, Appendix D (2004), &1 2. available at; <huips/www epastate.ilus/waler/waicr-quality/03h/305b.
2004 pdP>, '

7ld, atd.

R Green Media Toolshed, Scorecard: Poltution Locator, Leading Sources of Water Quality Impairment (January 2008). avilable at: <httpfwww.scorecard.orafenv-
releasesfwarer/cwa-sources>.

9Id

10 Clean Water Nerwork, Spilling Swill: A Survey of Factory Farma Water Polluzion in 1999 (December 1999). at 14: sec also lraak Walien League, Fish Kill Ad visory
Network: Pellution Events by Kuown Genernl Source (June 2004), available at; htip://66,155.8.209/graphics/fishkill/ag_evnts_vsothers.pdf>.

11 Isaak Walina League, Fish Kill Advisory Netwnrk Online Database (visited March 13, 2008), available at: <htips//66.155.R. 209/ fishkili/fk_search.asp>.

12 Thacuments obrained from ihe TEPA wia the Freedom of Informalion At, February 2008; see also Diamend, Danielle, Dlinois Failure 10 Repulate Concentrated
Animyl Feeding Operatians in Accordance wih the Federsl Ciean Water Act, 11 Drake Journal of Agricehural Law 2, 185-224 (Summer 2006). a1 210 (citing a communication will
Bruce Yurcin, FPA Pesmits Division, March 11, 2005), '

13 1d.
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CAFOs are operating in accordance with the NPDES program. As such, the NPDES program is
not being properly implemented since Large CAFQs are virtually unregulated.

Although citizens have attempted to spur the TEPA into action, the Agency has resisted making
any meaningful progress to regulate large industrial CAFOs under the NPDES program."
Because the IEPA is not requiring facilities that discharge to have NPDES permits, is not
actively assessing which CAFQOs discharge and need NPDES permuts, is not issuing coverage to
CAFOs which apply for pcrmits, is not conducting compliance inspections to determine if
CAFOs are complying with NPDES permit requirements, and is not thcrefore enforcing NPDES
permit requirements, EPA should initiate proceedings to withdraw the NPDES program authority
* from the State.

According to 40 C.F.R. ' 123.63, the Administrator may withdraw program approval when a
State program no longer complies with NPDES requirements, and the State fails to take
corrective action. As outlined below, Illinois’ failures warrant withdrawal of the State’s NPDES

program dclegation.
PETITIONER’S ARGUMENT

ILLINOIS® FAILURE TO MEET ITS NPDES OBLIGATIONS
REGARDING CAFQs JUSTIFIES WITHDRAWAL OF ITS NPDES DELEGATION

40 CF.R. ' 123.63 sets forth the criteria for State program withdrawal as follows:
40 CER. " 123.63 (a)

(1)  Where the State's legal authority no longer mects the requirements of this
part, including:

(i) Failure of the State to promulgate or enact new authorities when

necessary; or
(i)  Action by a State legislature or court striking down or limiting
State authorities.

(2)  Where the operation of the State program fails to comply with the
requirements of this part, including:

(i) Failure to exercise control over activities required to be regulated
under this part, including failure to issue permits;

14 For exampie. in an April 9. 2007 meeting between concemed cilizens and the 15PA, the IEPA declined citizen requests to develop m inventory of Winois CAFOs
and require MPDES permais of known dischargers,
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(ii)  Repeated issuance of permits which do not conform to the
requirernents of this part; or

(iii)  Failure to comply with the public participation requirements of this
part.

(3)  Where the State's enforcement program fails to comply with the
requirements of this part, including:

(1) Failure to act on violations of permits or other program
requirements,

(i)  Failure fo seck adequate enforcement penalties or to collect
administrative fines when imposed; or

(iii)  Failure to inspect and monitor activities subject to regulation.

(4)  Where the State program fails to comply with the terms of the
Memorandum of Agreement required under ' 123.24 (or, in the case of a
sewage sludge management program, ' 501.14 of this chapter).

(5)  Where the State fails to develop an adequate regulatory program for
‘developing water quality-based effluent limits in NPDES permits.

(6) Where a Great Lakes State or Tribe (as defined in 40 CFR 132.2) fails to
adequately incorporatc the NPDES permitting unplementation procedures
promulgated by the State, Tribe, or EPA pursuant to 40 CFR part 132 into
individual permits.

Ilinois meets the applicable criteria for withdrawal of authority to administer the NPDES
program based on its failure to meet its regulatory obligations under * 123.63 (a)(2), (3) and (4)
listcd above. Additional concerns relating to the conduct of the State of Illinois regarding the
regulation of CAFOs are also included m the conclusion of this Petition.

I.  ILLINOIS’ NPDES PROGRAM OPERATION FAILS TO COMPLY WITH FEDERAL
REQUIREMENTS,

Pursuant to ' 123.63(a)}(2), a Statc’s program qualifies for withdrawal when: 1) the State fails to
exercise control over activities required to be regulated, including failure to issue permits; ii) the
State repeatedly issues permits which do not conform to federal requirements, and iii) the State
fails to comply with public participation requirements. This petition satisfies the second criterion

4
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for State program withdrawal because the State has failed to exercise control over activities to be
regulated, including failure to issue permits under ' 123.63(a)(2)(1) and the Statec fails to conform
to the CWA’s public participation requirements under ' 123.63(a)(2)(iii).

A, [llinois fails to exercise conirol over activities required to be regulated, including
failure to issue permits.

This Petition satisfies the second criterion for State program withdrawal pursuant to '
123.63(a)(2)(1) because the IEPA is not exercising control over activities required to be
regulated. This is because: i) the Agency has not conducted comprehensive inspections to
determine which large industrial CAFQOs discharge and thercfore need permits; i1) the Agency 18
not issuing coverage under their General NPDES permit or individual permits; and ii1) the
Agency is not issuing permits to known dischargers. Since it i1s not issuing NPDES permits, it
can not do inspections to determine whether NPDES permit requirements are being met. As a
result, the State is failing to meet its lcgal obligation to protect waters of the State from CAFO
related water pollution.

i) The IEPA has not conducted comprehensive inspections fo determine
which CAFOs need permits.

The CWA requires all point source dischargers to obtain and comply with an NPDES permit.'* It
prohibits the “discharge of a pollutant” by “any person” from any “point source” into waters of
the United States except when authorized by a permit issued under the NPDES program.'® The
CWA specifically defines the term “point source” to include CAFQs.'” Despite this clear
mandate, Illinois has failed to issue permits to CAFOs that discharge into waters of the United
States.

As of October 2001, there were an estimated 35,000 livestock facilities operating in Illinois.'* It
is unknown exactly how many of these meet the defining criteria of a CAFO under the NPDES
program. To date, the State has not made a comprehensive survey of Illinois Animal Feeding
Operations (AFOs) to determine which ones are point source dischargers. The IEPA only has an
inventory of 30 percent of the estimated 500 Large CAFOs in the State” and conversations with
EPA Region 5 officials have revealed that neither they, nor IEPA staff, have knowledge of the

15 33 U.S.C. § 1342(a).
16 1d. 8§ 13114a, 1342,

17 1d. § 1362(14). To be considered a CAFO, & facility must first be defined as an Animal Feeding Operation (AFO). 40 C.ER. § 122.23(b) (2). An AFO meansa lal
or facilir where ihe following conditions are met: *1) anizmls have been, are, or will be stabled or confined and fed or mainiained for a total of 45 days or more in any 12 month
period. md 2) crops, vegeintion, formge prowtlh, or post harvest residues are nol sustained in the normal growing season over any portion of the lov or facility.” 1d. § 122.23(h) (1),
An AFO mzy be considered a CAFQ depending on its size andfor whether or not it discharges. 1d. §122.23(b) (3).

18 Envirenmentat Law Insiitute, State Regulation uf Animal Feeding Operations: Seven State Summaries (2003), at 23, available at:
<http/iwww.clistore.org/Data/producisid 13-020,pd >,

19 EPA. Permirting for Environmental Results. NPDES Profite: Blinois (2004) st 11, available ar: <httpzfwww.epa. govinpdes/pubs/illineis/_final_profile.pdf>.
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actual whereabouts of the majority of AFOs in Illinois.” Without knowing where the facilitics
are located, the Agency cannot identify and inspect facilities to determne which ones discharge
and therefore are subject to NPDES regulations. As such, the Agency is not exercising control
over activities required to be regulated.

i) The IEPA is not issuing coverage under Illinois* General NPDES Permit
o individual permits. )

In addition to the IEPA’s failure to determine which facilities are subject to NPDES regulations,
the Agency has failed to issue CAFO NPDES permits. Since 1977 the IEPA has only issued
approximately 40 NPDES permits to CAFOs, all of which are presently expired.”' Although
some of the previously permitted facilities have been required to have permits because they
either caused significant environmental harm as a result of large manure spills or they were cited
for repeat violations, the Agency appears to have failcd to renew their permits, reissue these
permits, or grant coverage under the General Permit for CAFQs.** If these facilities are still
operating, they are now doing so without being subject to NPDES permit monitoring and
reporting requirements. Further, although the IEPA issued a reviscd General Permit in 2004,
not one facility has been issued coverage under it.* This is despitc the fact that a number of
facilities submitted permit applications.”® Hence, as of this date, not one CAFO in Illinois has an
active IEPA issued NPDES permit.

1ii) The IEPA is not issuing individual or General Permif coverage to known
dischargers and, as a result, not requiring regular inspections to
determine compliance with NPDES program requirements and therefore
can not conduct compliance inspections at large industrial CAFOs.

Beyond not issuing NPDES permits, the Agency has failed to require permits of known
dischargers. According to the IEPA’s 2001 Annual Livestock Investigation Report, 52 percent
of the 240 livestock facilities surveyed by the Agency had one or more regulatory violations.
Of the facilities contacted/visited, the following sources of water pollution were documented:

20 See Diamond supra note 12, a1 190-191 (citing a communication with Steve fann and Ami¢ Leder, Repion 3 United States Environmenial Protecsion Agency,
January 5, 2006).

21 Documznts obtained from the [EPA via the Freedom of Information Adt {February 2008); see also Enviroamenial Law Institute, supra note 15, at 23; Diamond.
supro note 12, at 210 (citing 3 ¢communication with Brues Yurdin, IEPA Permits Division, March 11, 2008); ,

22 Documents obiined from the [EPA via the Freedom of Information A¢t1 {February 2008).

23 [EPA. NI'DES Permit No. ILAU] (2004},

24 Documents oblained from the IEPA vin the Freedom of Information Act (February 2008),

23 Email message o Bruce Yurdin, IEPA Permits Division {Octuber 30. 2007).

26 [EPA Burcsu of Water, lllinnis EPA Livestock Program, 2001 Livestock Facility Investigation Aonmual Repor (2001}, 21 4, svailable st

<htpe/fwww.epa.stnte.il.o sftwalertalp reponts/2001 -livestock-annual. pd >,
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feedlots (63), pit discharges (8), lagoon overflows (16), intentional discharge/dumping (7), tile
connections (2), manure stacks (13), field application (18), equipment failure (3) and other
identified sources (22).”’ Although specific water pollution statistics are not availablc in the
report, the identification of the actual sources of water pollution is indicative of the fact that that
Nlinois” CAFQOs do discharge and that the CWA’s goal of zero discharge has not been met. In
fact, IEPA reports show that, on average, over 50 percent of the facilities that were either
contacted or visited by the Agency from 1999 to 2005 had one or more regulatory violations.™ A
number of these facilitics were found to be in violation for not having required NPDES permits
and at least 23 facilities had discharges that resulted in documented fish kills. It is unknown
exactly how many facilities had repeat violations; however, a two million gallon manure spill at
a 1,200 head dairy in 1999 marked the fourth pollution violation by the same facility.”

When these facilities discharged, they were required to apply for NPDES permits as a matter of
law, Despitc this, the JEPA failed to 1ssue any perinits. As a result, these facilities are not
subject to regular NPDES compliance inspection, monitoring, and reporting requirements.
Further, they are not subject to the types of operation, maintenance and management
requirements as they would be if they had effective NPDES permits. As such, the IEPA cannot
adequately assess or ensure these facilities are operating in compliance with NPDES permit
requirements.

The IEPA has improperly stated its intent to wait until EPA finalizes its 2003 CAFO Rule
revisions in response to the Second Circuit’s Haterkeeper decision before requiring CAFO
dischargers to have NPDES permits.*® Illinois is the only State in Region 5 that has not
identified large industrial CAFOs that discharge and therefore require NPDES permits.” The
CWA definitively prohibits all point source discharges unless the discharge s in compliance
with an NPDES permit.** 1t should be noted that, although the Waterkeeper decision vacated the
requirement in the EPA CAFO Rule that required CAFOs with the “potential to discharge” seek
permit coverage,” the requirement that CAFQOs with actual discharges seek NPDES coverage has
never-been questioned. The IEPA, however, has consistently failed to issuc and maintain viable
permits for CAFOs that have documented discharges.

Further, although the Waterkeeper decision invalidated the duty to apply requirement for
“potential discharges,” there remains in the NPDES regulations the duty to apply provision for
point sources that “propose to discharge.”™* This duty applies to all point sources, including

271 m b

28 See IEPA Burcau of Water, Nlinois EPA Livestock Program, Livestock Facility [nvestigation Annual Reports (1999-2003), available at:
<hitpzfwwu epa.stale. il usfwatgyeafo reporis/index. him( >,

2¢ Clean Wﬁlcr Nerwork, Spills & Kills: Manure Pollution nnd America's Livestock Feediots (2000). at 20.

30 Statement made by JEPA ofTicinls ot an April 9, 2007 meeting with concerned citizens.

3) See Dismond, supra note 12, a1 213-219,

32 33 US.CO8§ 151 1(a), 1342,

33 Waterkeeper Allionce, Inc, v. EPA, 399 F.3d 486 (2nd Cir. 2005).

3440 CFR.§12221(n).
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CAFOs. The EPA’s 2006 proposed NPDES CAFO Rule revisions, which responded to the
Waterkeeper decision, identified circumstances in which a CAFO may “propose to discharge.
These circumstances include: when production areas and containment structures are not
designed, operated, and maintained to contain the discharge from a 25 year, 24 hour storm event,
when a CAFO is located in close proximity to waters, and when a CAFO has had a discharge in
the past and has not corrected the factors that caused the discharge to occur.*

9935

It is unknown exactly how many facilities in Illinois “propose to discharge.” However, it may be
inferred from the IEPA’s Annual Livestock Facility Investigation Reports noted above, that a
significant number of CAFOs could fall under this category. A large percentage of facilities
have had one or more regulatory violations, and a number of them were identified as sources of
water pollution. Ifa facility is not designed, operated, or maintained to prevent discharges it
may be defined as “proposing to discharge.” Facilities that “propose to discharge” have a duty to
apply for NPDES permits and the IEPA has a duty ensure they comply with permit requirements.

In summary, Illinois has failed assess how many CAFOs in lllinois are required to have NPDES
permits, failed to issue permit coverage to CAFOs applying for NPDES permits, and failed to
issue permits to those identificd as requiring permits. Because unpermitted facilitics are not
subject to regular reporting and inspcction requircments, the Agency can not adequately
determine which CAFOQs, if any, are operating in compliance with the NPDES program. As
such, the State can not adequately exercise control over activities required to be regulated.
Illinois” CAFO NPDES program operation thus fails to comply with federal requirements,
satisfying the sccond criterion for withdrawal of its delegated authority under * 123.63(a)(2)(i).

B. Illinois fails t¢-.comply with public participation requirements.

This Petition also satisfies the second criterion for State program withdrawal because Illinois’
CAFO NPDES program operation fails to comply with the CWA’s public participation
requirements under ° 123.63(a)(2)(11i).

The CWA definitively states that “public participation in the development, revision, and
enforcement of any regulation, standard, effluent limitation, plan, or program established by the
Administrator or any State under this Act shall be provided for, encouraged, and assisted by the
Administrator and the States.”™ The Act further provides that there be an “opportunity for public

35 EPA. Revised Nationzl Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Permit Regulation and EMuent Limitmion Guidelines for Concenmated Animal Feeding Opermions
in Respunse to Waterkeeper Decision, 71 Fed. Rey, 37,748, 37,784 {proposed June 30, 2006} {1v be voditied at 40 CF.R. pts, 122 and 412),

36 Id. )

3733 0.5.C § 125 0(eh
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hearing” before any NPDES permit issues,*”® and that a “copy of each permit application and each
permit issued under this section shall be available to the public,” and that “any citizen” may
bring a civil suit for violations of the Act.*

Because Illinois fails to issue and maintamn viable NPDES permits for CAFOs it, by default, does
not provide the public an opportunity to participate in the regulatory process. NPDES permits
are critical to the CWA because they define discharger obligations and effluent limitation
standards and, in the case of CAFOs, various management practices necessary to insure that
discharges of manure and other pathogens to waters of the Unites States and the State of Illinois
are minimized. Because the IEPA is not requiring facilities to apply for, or issuing viable
permits, the public is being deprived of essential NPDES program implementation and
enforcement data. By refusing to regulate CAFOs, the IEPA is denying the public reasonable
access to information which should be made available under the provisions of the CWA.

Further, the CW A mandates that a “copy of each permit application. ..shall be available to the
public.”™' Presently, the IEPA has a policy where the public has access to permitting
information via the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA). On September 12, 2007 concerned
citizens submitted a FOIA request to the IEPA seeking, among other documents, all pending
CAFO NPDES permit applications. The IEPA responded to the request in a letter dated
September 24, 2007. The letter provided a list of permit applicants and stated that the records
would be made available to the requestor for inspcction and/or copying at the IEPA headquarters
by appointmcnt. At the appointment, the IEPA FOIA Officer verbally denied the requestor
access to the pending permit applications. The Officer stated that because the applications had
not been approved by the Agency, they were not subject to the FOIA.

As noted, the CWA mandates that a “copy of each permit application...shall be available to the
public.”** Because the FOIA Officer verbally denied the requestor access to the pending permit
applications, the IEPA violated this requirement. This account demonstrates that citizens have

been denied reasonable access to permitting documents,

‘Because Illinois is not regulating CAFOs which discharge, it denies the public an opportunity to
participate in the regulatory process. Furthermore, the State has denied citizens reasonable
access to permit applications. The State is thus failing to “provide for, encourage, and assist the
public” in participating in the NPDES CAFO program as required by the CWA. Because
Illinois’ CAFO program violates the public participation requirements of the CWA, the State’s
program operation meets the second criterion for withdrawal as set forth in * 123.63(a)(2)(111).

38 1d. § 1342(a)-h).
36 1d. § 1342030,

40 1. § 1365(2).

41 Id. § 1342().

42 1,
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In summary, this Petition satisfics the second criterion for State program withdrawal pursuant to
' 123.63(a)(2) because the State of Illinois is failing to exercise control over activitics required to
be regulated and is failing to comply with the CWA’s public participation requirements.

Il. ILLINOIS’ ENFORCEMENT PROGRAM FAILS TO COMPLY WITH FEDERAL
REQUIREMENTS.

Pursuant to ' 123.63 (a)(3) a State program qualifies for withdrawal when its enforcement
program fails to comply with federal requirements. Circumstances justifying withdrawal under
this part include: 1) failure to act on violations of permits or other program requirements; ii)
failure to seek adequate enforcement penaltics or to collect administrative fmes when imposed,
and iii) failure to inspect and monitor activities subject to regulation. This Petition satisfies the
third criterion for State program withdrawal because the State has failed to monilor and inspect
activities subject to regulation under ' 123.63(a)(3)(iii).

A. [llinois fails to inspect and monitor activities subject to regulation.

This Petition satisfies the third criterion for State program withdrawal because the IEPA fails to
monitor and inspect activities subject to regulation under ' 123.63(a)(3)(iii).

A strong regulatory presence establishes a deterrent, which is a comerstone of effective NPDES
program implementation. To ensure rcgulations are abided by, authorized States must have and
use means of monitoring and mspecting CAFOs for compliance. Accordingly, States are
required to have “inspection and surveillance procedures to detcrmine compliance or
noncompliance with applicable NPDES permit requirements.” Specifically, federal law
requires Illinois to maintain a program which is capable of making comprehensive surveys of all
facilities and activities subject to the-State Director’s authority, and “a program for periodic
inspections of the facilitics and activitics subject to regulation.” Illinois fails to comply with
these requirements because the IEPA has not made a comprehensive survey of all AFOs to
determine which ones are CAFOs which discharge and are therefore subject to regulation. Asa
result, the Agency has failed to inspect and monitor CAFOs subject to NPDES requirements.
Further, by not issuing required permits the Agency by default 1s not monitoring and inspecting
activities subject to regulation.

43 40 CF.R. § 123.26(b)(1).
441d. § 123.26(002).

10
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The IEPA has not properly assessed all CAFOs in 1llinois. The IEPA only has about four staff
members conducting inspections of the estimated 35,000 livestock facilities in the State.* The
IEPA does not know where the majority of these facilities are located, nor do they know which
ones arc polluting. lllinois has inventory information for only about 30 percent of the estimated
500 Large CAFOQs in the State.*® Conversations with EPA Region 5 officials have revealed that
neither they, nor IEPA staff, have knowledge of the actual whereabouts of the majority of the
facilities located throughout 1llinois.”” Inspections of non-permitted facilities are typically
conducted in response to complaints.*® Without knowing the location of the vast majority of
livestock facilities in Illinois, the IEPA’s surveillance procedures can not determine which
facilities need to be regulated, let alone their compliance with the CWA. Accordingly, it is
impossible for the Agency to adequately monitor and inspect facilitics subject to NPDES
requirements.

Ilinois’ enforcement program also fails to comply with the CWA because the IEPA is not
issuing required permits, which by dcfault means the Agency is not monitoring and inspecting
activitics subject to regulation.

Because the IEPA is unaware of the Jocation of the vast majority of livestock operations in
Ilinois, the Agency is unable to assess which facilities are subject to regulation. Further, by not
issuing required permits, the Agency is by default not adequately monitoring and inspecting
facilities in accordance with NPDES requirements. Based on this, Illinois’ enforcement program
meets the third criterion for withdrawal under * 123.63 (a)(3)(iii).

In summary, this Petition satisfies the third criterion for State program withdrawal pursuant to '
123.63(a)(3) because the State of 11linois fails to inspect and monitor activities subject to
regulation.

II.  ILLINOIS’ NPDES PROGRAM FAILS TO COMPLY WITH THE TERMS OF THE
MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT REQUIRED UNDER ' 123.24.

Pursuant to ' 123.63 (a)(4) a State’s NPDES program qualifies for withdrawal when it fails to
comply with the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement required under * 123.24. lllinois’
NPDES program for CAFOs meets this criterion for withdrawal because the State has failed to
comply with the Memorandum of Agreement between the IEPA and EPA Region 5.

45 See Diamond, sapra pote 12, at 208 (The LEPA affirmed this finding in a meeting with concemed citizens on April . 2007).

4f EPA, IL NPDES Profile, supra nate 19, at [ 1. .

47 See Diamond supra note 12, a1 190-191 (citing a communieation with Steve Jann and Amie Leder. Region § United States Environmental Protection Ageney.
Tanuary 5, 2006).

48 Clean Water Network, supra note 29, at 20

49 Natjonal Pollutant Discharye Elimination Sysiem Memerandum of Agreement berwesn the lllinois Environmental Pratection Agency and the Uniied States

Environmenlal Protection Agency Region v (May 2. 1977).

11



<& Click Hera & Upgrade Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :
N2 PDF | Unimited Pages 12/03/2014 - RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments
Complete

Pursuant to the Memorandum of Agreement, the State is required to “[e]xpeditiously process and
issuc all required NPDES permits and provide ongoing, timely and adequate review of permits.”
Further, the corresponding Performance Partnership Agreements from 2005/2006 and 2006/2007
required the IEPA to review all CAFO permit applications and act upon those applications.™
IEPA has failed to abide by these agreements, .

According to a list of CAFO NPDES permit applicants included in the IEPA’s response to the
September 12, 2007 FOIA request, at lcast 16 facilities have submitted pcrmit applications.™
Because the IEPA failed to provide the requestor with these applications, it is unknown exactly
when these permit applications were submitted and which ones have been acted upon. However,
according to the documents received, four facilities that applied for permits from October 27,
2004 thru August 8, 2005 did not reccive notice that their applications were determined to be
incomplete submissions until April 16, 2007.* On average, it took the Agency between two and
three years to begin to process these applications. It is unknown how many of the submitted
applications are for facilities that discharge and/or propose to discharge. Hence, it is unknown
how many facilities are presently operating and discharging without required permits. However,
to date not one CAFO has active permit coverage. Thus, it is clear that the IEPA has failed to
expeditiously process and issue permits as required under the Memorandum of Agreement. The
Agency has also failed to meet its obligations under its corresponding Performance Partnership
Agreements by failing to review and act upon all CAFO permit applications.

Because the IEPA has failed to expeditiously process and issue permits as required under the
Memorandum of Agrecment, and has failed to review and act upon all CAFO permit applications
as required under the corresponding Performance Partnership Agreements, IHinois’ NPDES
program meets the fourth criterion for withdrawal under * 123.63 (a)(4).

In sununary, this Petition satisfies the fourth criterion for State program withdrawal pursuant to '
123.63(a)}(4) because Illinois” CAFO NPDES program fails to comply with the terms of the
Memorandum of Agreement required under ' 123.24.

50 [EPA.FY 2006/2007 Performance Parnership A greement Between Tlinois EPA and Region 5, USET'A. at 55. available at: <hitp //www.epa.statz.il.us/ppa/ppa-
ivZ006.pdf.> (visited Januory 25, 2008); [EPA, FY 2005/2006 Performance Pannership Agreement Between Tllinois EPA and Region 3, USEPA, a1 68, available at:
<http/www.epa.state.il.ua/ppa’ppa-fy 2005 pdf> (visited January 25, 2008).

51 Docurnents obtained from the IEPA via the Freedom of Informalion Act ( September 2007).

52 Documents obtained from the IEPA via the Freedom of Information Act (February 2007).
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CONCLUSION

For the forgoing reasons, Illinois Citizens for Clean Air and Water request that EPA take
immediate action to notify the State of [llinois of its ongoing violations of the CWA, and request
that EPA withdraw its approval of Illinois” NPDES program and take other actions as are
necessary and appropriate. '

ADDITIONAL CONCERNS

ILLINOIS WILL NEED TO REVISE ITS CAFO NPDES PERMITTING
SCHEME TO COMPLY WITH THE CWA.

Illinois will need to revise its CAFO NPDES permitting scheme to comply with the CWA. The
terms of nutrient management plans must be made part of Illinois” General Permit for CAFOs, as
well as any individual permits. Nutrient management plans must also be made available to the
public.

The CWA unequivocally provides that all applicable effluent limitations 1nust be included in
cach NPDES permit.” The Waterkeeper decision held that the terms of nutrient management
plans constitute effluent limitations and thus, by failing to require that the terms of the nutrient
management plans to be included in NPDES permiits, the EPA CAFO Rule violated the CWA.*
At present, [1linois’ General Permit is not in compliance with the CWA because the nutrient
management plan is not incorporated into its terms. Although the permit requires a nutrient
management plan as a condition for application,*® the nutrient management plan is not
incorporated into the permit itself. The terms of nutrient management plans must bc made part
of the General Permit, as well as any individual permit, in order to be consistent with the
requirements of the CWA.

Further, the CWA definitively states that “[pJublic participation in the development, revision,
and enforcement of any regulation, standard, effluent limitation, plan, or program established by
the Administrator or any state under this Act shall be provided for, encouraged, and assisted by
the Administrator and the States.™* The Act further provides that there be an “opportunity for
public hearing” before any NPDES permit issues,” and that a “copy of each permit application
and each permit issued under this section shall be available to the public,”*® and that “any
citizen™ may bring a civil suit for violations of the Act.”

53 33 WS.C. §§ 1311¢a)-(b), 134242},

54 Vaterkeeper AHiznce, Inc. v. EPA, 399 F.3d 486, 502 (1d Cir. 2005).
55 [EPA. NPDES Pemit No. iLAO]. Special Condition S{e)(iv} (2003).
56 33 ULS.C 6 1231(e)

57 1d. § 1342(a)-(h).

58 1d. § 1342().

59 1d. § 1365(al.
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[llinois’ permitting scheme provides no assurance that the public will have a meaningful role in
the implementation of the CWA because it not only fails to incorporate the terms of nutrient
management plans into actual permits, but it fails to provide the public with any other means of
access to them. The General Permit merely requircs that a copy of the CAFOs site-specific
nutrient management plan be included with the facility’s best management practices plan, which
is to be maintained on site for the term of the permit and for a period of five years after its
expiration. ® The permit does not require that copies of the nutrient management plans be made
available to the public. In order for the public participation requirements to be in compliance
with the CWA, Illinois will have to include the terms of nutrient management plans in NPDES
permits and allow the public to assist in the development, revision, and enforcement of such
effluent limitations.®'

Respectfully submitted,

[llino1s Citizens for Clean Air & Water

Kendall M. Thu, Ph.D., Representative Daniellc J. Diamond, J.D., Representative
609 Parkside Drive 181 1linois Street

Sycamore, IL 60178 Crystal Lake, IL 60014
kleppesumn{@aol.com daniellejdiamond@aol.com
815-895-6319 815-245-4660

Cc: Douglas P. Scott, IEPA Director
doug.scott@illinois.gov

60 [EPA.NPDES Permit No. [LAD. Special Candition 5{e) {2004}
61 33 US.CL§ 1251(e).
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I. Executive Summary

In March 2008, the Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (Illinois Citizens) submitted a
petition for withdrawal of Tllinois™ authorized National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) program. In February 2009, lllinois Citizens, joined by the Environmental Integrity
Project (EIP), supplemented its petition to provide the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
with additional information. The Illinois Citizens claim that the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) has failed to fully implement the program for concentrated
animal feeding operations (CAFOs). The Illinois Citizens’ claim 1llinois EPA has failed to:

e identify CAFOs subject to regulation;

* issue permiis to CAFOs;

e inspect to determine whether or not facilities are CAFOs subject to NPDES requirements
and are in compliance with those requirements;

e exercise its enforcement authorities to ensure compliance by CAFOs with NPDES
requirements;
provide for public participation in the permitting and enforcement process; and

e meet its commitments to EPA under the terms of the original program authorizaiion in
1977 and ongoing work planning agreements.

The petitioners also expressed concern that Illinois EPA needs to revise its permitting process to
comply with EPA’s revised NPDES regulations and effluent limitations guidelines for CAFQOs.
While the petition and EPA’s review focuses on Illinois” alleged failure to fuily implement the
CAFO portion of its program, any action to withdraw the State’s program1 would affect the entire
program. :

EPA conducted an informal investigation of the petitioners’ allegations'. The investigation
consisted of visits at Illinois EPA’s Headquarters and Field Offices, and a meeting with citizens
to hear their concerns regarding specific CAFOs. The reviewers also met with a representative
of the Illinois Attormey General’s Office. EPA conducted these activities from December 2008
o September 2009.

Based on its investigation, EPA Region 5 finds that the Illinois EPA NPDES program for
CAFOs does not meet minimum thresholds for an adequate program. This report discusses
EPA’s nitial findings for the various program areas, and the actions Illinois EPA must take to
comply with Clean Water Act requirements for authorized state NPDES programs. In particular,
Illinois EPA must:

* issue NPDES permits to CAFQOs that are rcquired to be permitted under NPDES
regulations,

¢ develop and maintain a comprehensive inventory of CAFOs and evaluate their regulatory
-status,

! Where this report references “results” ot “‘our review™, those terms refer to the initial results of the informal
investigation conducted under 40 CFR 123.64(b)(1).
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» revise its inspection process for livestock and poultry facilities to enable the Agency to
determine and track whether inspected facilities are CAFOs required to have NPDES
permits, and whether they are in compliance with NPDES requirements,

» develop standard operating procedures and properly investigate, track, and respond to
citizen complaints reporting potential violations of NPDLS requirements,

¢ take timely and appropriate enforcement to address noncompliance by CAFOs,

e require that, where a facility has discharged or is designed, constructed, operated or
maintained such that it will discharge, lllinois EPA’s enforcement response must also
address the CAFO’s failure to apply for an NPDES permit,

» ensure that sufficient resources are maintaincd to issue or deny permits, as well as for
inspections and enforcement of NPDES requirements for CAFOs, and

» establish technical standards for nutricnt management by Large CAFOs and finalize
revisions to 35 Illinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E, as necessary to be consistent
with the federal CAFO rules as soon as possible, but not later than December 2010.

II. Introduction

This report describes the results of an informal investigation of thc NPDES program that the
Illinois EPA administers to protcct or restore water quality from pollutants generated by CAFOs.
The EPA, Region 5, conducted the investigation in response to a petition filed by Illinois
Citizens for Clean Air and Water (Illinois Citizens) on March 27, 2008. The Illinois Citizens
claim that Illinois EPA has failed to fully implement the NPDES program for CAFQs. On
February 20, 2009, lllinois Citizens, joined by the Environmental Integrity Project (EIP),
submitted a supplement to the petition to provide EPA with additional information obtained
subsequent to the filing of the original petition. EPA approved the Illinois EPA to administer the
NPDES program in the State of Illinois on October 23, 1977. The purpose of this review is to
develop the record on which to either deny the petition, or recommend that the EPA
Administrator review the Illinois EPA’s NPDES program and consider commencing proceedings
to withdraw the program.

Section 301 of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (Clean Water Act) prohibits the
discharge of pollutants from point sources into waters of the United States unless the discharge is
in compliance with an NPDES permit. Section 502 of the Act defines the term “discharge” to
mean, among other things, any addition of any poliutant or combination of pollutants from a
point source to waters of the United States. 1t defines “point source™ to include CAFOs from
which pollutants are or may be discharged. It defines the term “pollutant” to include agricultural
waste. Under federal regulations, an owner or operator of a CAFO must scck coverage undcr an
NPDES permit if the CAFO discharges or proposes to discharge. A CAFO proposes 1o
discharge if it is designed, constructed, operated or maintained such that a discharge will occur
{40 CFR §122.23(d)(1) (see 73 Federal Register 70480, November 20, 2008)). Once an
application is complete, the federal regulation at 40 CFR §124.6 requires the Agency or
approved state, as the case may be, to tentatively decide whether to prepare a draft permit.

The Clean Water Act, § 402(c)(2), requires states with approved NPDES programs, including

Iilinois EPA, to administer their programs in accordance with § 402 of the Act and the
regulations EPA established under § 304(i)(2) of the Act at all times. These regulations appear

4
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at 40 CFR Part 123. They require approved states to prohibit the discharge of pollutants from
point sources unless the discharge is in compliance with an NPDES permit. They also establish
requirements regarding: (1) the submission of NPDES permit applications to, and processing of
NPDES permit applications by, approved states (see 40 CFR §123.25), (2) state programs for
evaluating compliance by point sources (see 40 CFR §123.26), and (3) state enforcement
authority (see 40 CFR §123.27).

The Clean Water Act, § 402(c)(3), requires the EPA Administrator to withdraw an approved
state NPDES program if, after public hearing, she determines that the state is not administering
the program in aceordance with applicable requirements, and the state fails to take corrective
action. Criteria for withdrawal appear at 40 CFR § 123.63. They include, but are not limited to,
the following:

(1) Where the state's legal authority no longer meets the requirements of Part 123,
mcluding:
(1) Failure of the state to promulgate or enact new authorities when necessary; or
(ii) Action by a state legislature or court striking down or Iimiting state authorities.

(2) Where the operation of the state program fails to comply with the requirements of 40
CFR Part 123, including: '
(1) Failure to exercisc control over activities required to be regulated under Part 123,
including failure to issue permits;
(i1} Repeated issuance of permits which do not conform to the requirements of Part
123; or
(i11) Failure to comply with the public participation requirements of Parl 123.

(3) Where the state's cnforcement program fails to comply with the requirements of Part
123, including:
(i) Failure to act on violations of permits or other program requirements;
(11) Failure to seek adequate enforcement penalties or to collect administrative fines
when imposed: or '
(i11) Failure to inspect and monitor activities subject to regulation.

(4) Where the state program fails to comply with the terms of the Menmorandum of
Agreement required under §123.24.

While the petition and EPA’s review were focused on Illinois EPA’s implementation of the
NPDES program for CAFQOs, any action to withdraw Illinois’ program would affect the entire
program, not just the element pertaining to CAFOs. For point sources other than CAFOs, Illino1s
EPA has issued 1713 individual NPDES permits, and many more authorizations to discharge

under general NPDES permits.
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II1. Petitioners® Allegations

Following is an overview of the allegations provided in fllinois Citizens’ March 27, 2008,
petition, and the February 20, 2009 supplement, submitted by lllinois Citizens and EIP.

¢ Illinois EPA has failed to issue permits to facilities that require them.

o Illinois EPA has failed to make a comprehensive survey’of livestock facilities in lllinois
to determine which ones are subject to CWA NPDES requirements.

o [llinois EPA does not have a standard in place for review of the siting and design of new
and expanding facilitics to determine if they require NPDES permits.

¢ Illinois fails to inspect and monitor activitics subject to regulation.

¢ [llinois EPA has not conducted comprehensive inspections to determine which CAFOs
necd NPDES permits.

» [llinois EPA is not requiring regular inspections at Large CAFOs to determine
compliance with NPDES program requirements.

¢ Illinois EPA fails to adequately respond to citizen complaints regarding CAFOs with
proposed or actual discharges.

+ Illinois CAFOs are not being assessed adequate penalties for violations.

+ Illinois EPA fails to comply with public participation requirements.

e Illinois EPA has failed to comply with the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement
required under 40 CFR §123.24, and Environmental Performance Partnership

Agreements between [llinois EPA and EPA.

¢ Illinois EPA failed to make available to the public a copy of each NPDES permit
application in response to citizen requests, as required under Section 402(j) of the CWA.

¢ Illinois will need to revise its permitting process to comply with the NPDES regulations
and effluent limitations guidelines for CAFOs, consistent with the Second Circuit Court
of Appeals decision in Waterkeeper Alliance et al v. EPA,



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

[2/03/2014 - R12023(A). IEPA Answers Attachments

IV. Methods

EPA Region 5 developed a protocol (Appendix C) to guide the review of the allegations. The
protocol consisted of:

Interviews : :
Illinois EPA staff and managers at Field Offices and Headquarters
Illinois Attorney General’s Office staffperson

lllinois CAFOQ Fiie Reviews
Permit applications
Compliance inspection reports
Complaint investigations
Enforcement actions

Document Reviews
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, Memorandum of Agreement between
the 1llinois EPA and the EPA Region 5, October 23, 1977
Illinois Performance Partnership Agreements, 2000-2009
llinois EPA 2004 Enforcement Management System

Meetings
Mcmbers of lllinois Citizens regarding [llinois EPA’s response to complaints

Permit Application Review: The review team reviewed 16 permit application files at two field
offices, the Rockford Ficld Office and the Pecoria Field Office. Reviews focused on the
circumstances leading up to applications for permit coverage, and lllinois EPA’s review and
processing of applications.

Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Review: EPA adapted templates from EPA’s State
Review Framework (SRF) to evaluate the compliance and enforcement aspects of lllinois EPA’s
NPDES program for CAFOs. The SRF is a tool that EPA uses to evaluate state performance in
the NPDES cormphance and enforcement program in a nationally consistent manner. The
Framework provides a means to evaluate elements essential to the operation of an effective state
program. These elements include: data completeness, timeliness, and quality; inspection
coverage and quality; identification of violations; enforcement actions (appropriateness and
timeliness); and the calculation, assessment, and collection of penalties.

EPA Region 5 randomly selected files that represent a stratified sample of facility sizes, and a
variety of animal types. The random file selection was supplemented by the selection of
additional files representing those facilities most likely to require permits: Large CAFOs and
Medium CAFOs that have discharged in the past. Documents within the files could be classified
into four major categories: complaints, inspections, pre-enforcement actions, and enforcement
actions. Fourteen to twenty-three case files were reviewed at cach of four Field Offices
(Rockford, Pcoria, Champaign and Marton/Collinsville).
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Y. Rcsults

The results of EPA Region 5°s investigation consist of:

e A summary of the Illinois NPDES program for CAFOs, as it is contemplated in state law,
administrative rules, and written policies and procedures.

e Qur findings as to the manner in which the Illinois NPDES program for CAFOs 1s
actually being implemented. The discussion addresses whether Illinois EPA meets the
minimum requirements for state programs set forth in 40 CEFR Part 123, and addresses
each major program area.

A. State law, administrative rules. and written policies and procedures.

Permit process: Illinois EPA’s general authority to enforce environmental laws and administer
a permitting program is provided by the illinois Environmental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/1
(the Act), at Title Il and X. The State of Illinois implements 1ts regulatory scheme by way of
the Illinois Pollution Control Board, which establishes NPDES permitting requirements for
various classes of sources, and adopts substantive effluent limits and water quality standards
under 35 Illinois Administrative Code (IAC) Subtitle C (Water Pollution} and Subtitle E
(Agriculture Related Pollution). See 35 IAC Sections 304 and 502.

In particular, the Act authorizes the Board to issue regulations that "assure that no contaminants
are discharged into the waters ... without being given the degree of treatment or control
necessary to prevent pollution,” including, among other requirements, water quality standards,
effluent standards, standards for the issuance of permits, and inspcction and monitoring
requirements. Illinois Environmental Protection Act 415 ILCS 5/1, Sections 11 and 13. The Act
directs the Board to adopt requirements, standards, and procedures which will cnable the State to
implement and participate in the NPDES program.

Regulations adopted by the Board prohibit the discharge of pollutants to waters of the State
without an NPDES permit, and require compliance by permittees with effluent limitations and
standards as established in permits. 35 IAC Sections 304 and 309. Section 309 establishes
permit application requirements, including for animal waste facilities. Existing discharges are
required to apply as of the cffective date of the regulations, and new livestock facilities thart are
required (o obtain a permit must apply no later than 180 days in advance of the date on which the
facility is to commence operation minus the number of days of available storage time for
installed manure storage structures. 35 IAC 309.103 and 502.205.

35 TAC Section 501 establishes specific requirements for livestock management facilities and
livestock waste-handling facilities. Such facilities are required to comply with provisions of the
Act and Board regulations, and with the CWA application requirements and feedlot effluent
guidelines. The section requires specified persons opcrating livestock management facilitics or
livestock waste-handling facilities to apply for NPDES permits, although the threshold numbers
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and types of animals that meet the State’s criteria for operations required to apply for permit
coverage are not fully consistent with current federal requirements. This section also continues
to include the exemption from permitting for operations that only discharge in the event of a 25-
year, 24-hour storm event. 35 IAC Section 502.102. EPA removed this exclusion from the
lederal regulations in 2003.

The Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between Illinois EPA and EPA regarding Illinois
EPA’s administration of the NPDES program commits Illinois EPA to expeditious processing
and issuance of all required NPDES permits, and to provide ongoing, timely and adequate review
of permits. The MOA also commits Illinois EPA to comprehensively evaluate and assess
compliance with cffluent limitations and other permit conditions, and 10 maintain a vigorous
enforcement program to take timely and appropniate enforcement action in every case wherc in
the State’s opinion such action is warranted®.

As of the time of this report, the Pollution Control Board had not revised the State’s NPDES
regulations to incorporate either the 2003 or 2008 revisions to the federal CAFO rule. Federal
regulations require approved states to revise their programs within one year after EPA revises the
relevant federal regulations. The regulations provide two years if a state statutory change is
required. '

On October 20, 2009, Illinois EPA reissued a general permit for CAFOs. CAFO owners and
operators required to have a permit under 35 Illinois Administrative Code 502, Subpart A or 40
CFR §122.23 are eligible for coverage under the permit.

Compliance/Enforcement: The Bureau of Water and its associated Field Offices evaluate
compliance by point sources; work with Illinois EPA’s Division of Legal Counsel to issuc
informal enforcement actions; and prepare referrals to the Illinois Attorney General’s Office for
enforcement in state court or before the Illinois Pollution Control Board.

Illinois EPA has defined the processes it will use to enforce the Act and regulations in its 2004
Enforcement Management System (EMS) document’. Illinois EPA’s Bureau of Water- Field
Operations Section (FOS) evaluates compliance and engages in enforcement activities. This
work is done by personne] at both the Headquarters and Field Offices. The Headquarters Office
is largely responsible for policy decisions, guidelines, regulatory interpretations, and formal
enforcement actions, while the field offices conduct compliance assurance activities, informal
enforcement actions, and provide support for some formal enforcement actions.

Compliance Monitoring and Evaluation: Compliance with the Act and the environmental
regulations implemented by the Illinois EPA is primarily monitored through either field
investigations or record reviews. FOS identify violations at CAFOs through inspections.

2 As discussed in section V.B.5, annual commitments are further detailed in a two-year environmental Performance
Partnership Agreement, or EnPPA. The EnPPA sets forth the joint environmental priorities and mutual interests, the
desirable environmental outcomes, the performance expectations for the participating programs, and the oversight

arrangements between the parties.
? During the 2009 SRF review, EPA reviewers were told that the EMS was no longer operable as guidance for

compliance and enforcement staff at 1llinois EPA.
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Inspections may be performed as a part of a program to routinely monitor compliance or in
response to complaints received. In addition, follow-up compliance monitoring of enforcement
orders or Compliance Commitment Agreements (CCAs) may involve both field investigations
and record reviews.

Once violations have been identified, decisions are made by the Bureau of Water, Springfield, as
to whether or not to take compliance/enforcement follow-up actions. The types of actions that
may be taken are described in the “Enforcement Response Guidance” provided in the 2004 EMS
document.

The EMS does not contemplate specific procedures for the conduct of compliance assurance
activities. Illinois EPA does not provide inspeetors any standard operating procedures for the
inspection of CAFQ facilities, or any checklists by which to evaluate facility compliance.

Enforcement Procedures: The 2004 Tllinois EMS provides media-specific guidance on
enforcement responses for wastewater violations. Table 2 of the EMS, labeled Wastewater
Compliance Enforcement Response Guidance, provides specific recommendations for addressing
various noncompliance issues. Based on the circumstances of the noncompliance, a range of
response is provided. The first wastewater noncompliance type described in Table 2 is “Permit
violations” including “Discharge without NPDES permit.” The Permit Violation section
differentiatcs two circumstances: 1) Unintentional; first viclation without documented
environmental impact; and 2) Intentional; one or more times with or without documented
environmental impact. In the latter case, the suggested range of response includes a Violation
Notice, or fonmal enforcement such as civil or criminal referrals. A range of responses for
Livestock Waste Management Violations are also described in the EMS document.

The following is a description of enforcement procedures contcmplated within the State’s EMS:

Informal Warning Letters — Section 31 of the Act, as described below, requires that certain
actions be laken when violations of the Act are found. However, an informal waming letier
called the Noncompliance Advisory can be used, if appropriate, in lieu of the procedures under
Section 31 of the Act. It is available for violations of lesser significance. If the Noncompliance
Advisory results in a return to compliance in a set amount of time, the compliance is documented
and no further action is taken. If compliance does not occur in a timely manner, the procedures
under Section 31 are then followed.

o Pre-Enforcement Procedures — Section 31(a)(1) of the Act requires that Illinois EPA
issue a Violation Notice within 180 days of becoming aware of a violation. Section
31(a)(2) provides that the alleged violator must respond within 45 days of receipt of the
Violation Notice with rebuttal information, a proposed Compliance Commitment
Agreement, and a meeting request if desired. If the alleged violator does not respond,
Illinois EPA does not have further procedural obligations under Section 31. For instances
where the alleged violator responds, the 1llinois EPA can accept, modify or reject the
Compliance Commitment Agreement depcnding on its contents, but a return to

10
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compliance must happen in a timely manner®. For alleged violations that remain
unresolved after following the procedures set out in Section 31(a), or where the alleged
violator does not respond, the Illinois EPA may refer the mattcer to the Attorney General
for further enforcement pursuant to Section 31(b) and Section 42 (Penalties). If the
decision is to reject the Compliance Commitment Agreement, or if a failure to comply
with the Compliance Commitment Agreement 1s discovered, a decision will be made to
refer or defer formal enforcement, or take no enforcement action at all.

e Section 43 Immediate Enforcement Referral Procedures — 1n cases of substantial danger
to the environment or to public health, Illinois EPA can immediatcly refer cases to the
Attomey General under Section 43 of the Act without first completing the Section 31(a)
procedures. [n these circumstances, the Attorney General can institute a civil action for
an immediate injunction to halt the dangerous activity. The State court may issue a
temporary injunction and schedulc a hearing on the matter within three days of that order.
The usual eventual outconie in these instances is a final judicial order for compliance.
According to the Illinois Attorncy General's Office, section 43 immediate enforcement
cases comprise approximately 75% of CAFO enforcement cases sent to the Attorney
General.

o Section 31(b) and 42(b) Traditional Enforcement Referral Procedures — If formal
enforcement is chosen to resolve a violation, Illinois EPA may refer the matter to the
Mlinois Attorney Gencral’s Office with a recommendation for resolution. When this
decision is made, Illinois EPA’s Division of Legal Counsel must send a Notice of Intent
to Pursue Legal Action letter to the alleged violator under Section 31(b). The Notice of
Intent to Pursue Legal Action affords the party another opportunity to confer. If the
matter is referred, the Attomey General’s Office sends a separate notice letter to the
respondent. The case is then pursued by the Attorney General’s Office through one of
two routes: 1) before the Nlinois circuit court, which can issne an order (for penalties
and/or injunctive relief) that is independently enforceable if violated, or 2) before the
Illinois Pollution Control Board, which can 1ssue an order {including penalties, but not
imunctive relief, except for a requirement to seek permit coverage) that 1s not
independently enforceable if violated. The Attorney General’s Office must represent
Illinois EPA in all matters before either legal tribunal. 1f a Pollution Control Board order
is violated, the Attorney General’s Office may litigate the matter before the state circuit
court. lllinois citizens have no known statutory right of intervention in these enforcement
actions. Illinois EPA does not have authority to issuc administrative orders, to assess
penalties, or to require submittal of information.

e Criminal Referrals — Cases that are believed to involve criminal activity will be
processcd by criminal staff within Tllinois EPA. Illinois EPA may refer a criminal case to

4 Accepted CCAs will result in a return to compliance (or promise to cease and desist when a return to compliance is
not possible for a past violation) within one year of the date of the CCA. CCAs with longer compliance plans shall
only be accepted with the approval of the applicable bureau chief and the Chief Legal Counsel and shall include the
following elements: compliance plan with enough specificity to show that the plan is achievable; specific
completion date; interim milestone dates for significant steps.
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the Attorney General, the Illinois State Police, or to the State’s Attorney in the county
where the violation occurred.

Public Access to Information: Federal regulations under the CWA provide that information
provided in state NPDES application forms may not be claimed confidential. 40 CFR §122.7 (b)
and (c).

The Illinois Freedom of Information Act (IFOIA) provides that “Each public body shall make
available to any person for inspection or copying all public records, except as provided in
Section 7.” Section 7 lists the exemptions to requests for information. There is no exemption
for NPDES permit applications. §§ 3 (a) and 7 of the IFOIA, 5 TLCS 140/3 and 7.

The Illinois Environmental Protection Act provides that all records of lllinois EPA shail be open
to reasonable public inspection and copying with limited exceptions. §7 of the lllinois
Environmental Protection Act, 415 IL.CS 5/7. Under 35 TAC 309.185, lllinois EPA is required to
assure public access 1o information pursuani to section 7(b) of the lllinois Environmental
Protection Act.

B. The Illinois NPDES program for CAFOs as implemented

1. Permitting Programn
Allegation: Nlinois EPA has failed to Issue Permits to CAFQs that Require Them.

Program Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.25, state NPDES programs must (1) have a
law or administrative rule that requires all CAFOs that discharge or propose to discharge
to apply for an NPDES permit and (2} must administer their programs in accordance with
the permit application requirement. Under 40 CFR 123.63{a)(2)(i). the failure to issue
pemnits is a criterion for withdrawal of a state NPDES program.

Illinois EPA provided a list of CAFO individual and general penmits as of the time of the
review (Attachment A). The list includes 12 facilities that have been covercd by NPDES
permits. Of the 12 CAFOs that have had permit coverage at one time or another, only
two, Mulberry Pork Producers and Heller Brothers, were listed as being covered by a
permit at the time of EPA’s review (the April 2004 general permit, which expired in
April 2009). Neither of these operations had submitted a renewal application at the time
of EPA’s review; lllinois EPA informed Heller Brothers in January 2009 that it was not
required to have an NPDES permt.

Illinois EPA also provided the Review Team a spreadsheet of CAFOs which it believes
are required to obtain an NPDES permit (Attachment B). The spreadsheet indicates when -
applications were submntted, and their current status. As of April 2009, Illinois EPA was
tracking 76 facilities which it believes are required to obtain an NPDES permit. Sixty-
four of those have submitted permit applications. All of the applications were originally
submitted to the Agency’s headquarters in Springfield. They have subsequently been

sent to personnel in the appropriate Field Office for review and processing. Many of the
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applications remained in the Headquarters office for years (as far back as 1997 in some
cases) before being forwarded to the appropriate Field Office in mid 2008. Ali
applications submitted to the Agency since mid 2008 were forwarded to the appropriate
regional office upon receipt.

Files reviewed in thc Ficld Offices indicated that applications had been submitted to
Illinois EPA between four and ten years prior to EPA’s review. These timeframes were
evident cven in cases where the need for a permit was mandated by a court order or
originated with a discharge event documented by Illinois EPA”.,

As of August 2009, FieldOffice staff had determined that eight of the facilities which
Illinois EPA had identified as needing permits were ready to be permifted. Illinois EPA
reissued its general permit for CAFOs in October 2009°,

In some facility files reviewcd, Illinois EPA had issued three to four notices of
incomplete applications. In some cases, Illinois EPA provided its initial notice regarding
an incomplete application shortly after submittal of the original application. Where
Tllinois EPA has sent multiple notices, the language used to specify the consequences of
failing to submit the required information varies, and the letters do not compel submittal
of a complete application. Nor did the review team find any enforcement actions to
compel complete applications.

Hllinois EPA provided a list of 45 facilities that applied for NPDES permits, some as long
as 10 years ago (Attachment D). The list indicates that these facilities do not need
NPDES permits, many because of “no discharges.” Seven of the facilities were either out
of business, or were never built. For onc of the files reviewed from this list, the facility
had a documented discharge from a lagoon subsequent to Illinois EPA’s determination
that it did not need a permit’. In general, where a facility applies for an NPDES permit,
that action indicates the need for a permit, and lllinois EPA is obligated to either issue or
deny a permit after reviewing the application and providing for public comment.

During the 2004-2008 period, between 36 and 59 percent of the facilities evaluated in
Illinois EPA’s Livestock Facility Investigation Annual Reports had at least one
regulatory violation, many related to discharges of manure, litter or process wastewater.
However, only a small percentage of lllinois’ estimated 500 Large CAFOs have applied
for permits on their own volition. Other states in EPA Region 5 have addressed potential
gaps between permitted CAFOs and those Jacking the regulatory control afforded by

> See Attachment C for a case study showing that a permit had not been issued ten years afler application submittal,
even where the CAFO was mandated by court order to apply for an NPDES permut following a discharge event
documented by Illinois EPA. .

¢ Any Tllinois CAFO required to apply for an NPDES permil may seek coverage under this general permit. CAFOs
may alternatively seek coverage or be required by Illinois EPA to seek coverage under an alternative gencral permit
(if issued), or an individual permit. _

" See Attachment C for a case study showing a CAFQ with a discharge from its lagoon subsequent to Illinois EPA’s
determination that it did not discharge, and therefore did not need an NPDES permit.
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permit coverage by establishing unambiguous requirements for CAFOs to apply for
permits. -

Based on the above, EPA Region 5 finds the following:

a) With limited exceptions, lllinois EPA has not issued NPDES permits to CAFOs
that have applicd for them.

b) In some cases, Hlinois EPA has sent applicants multiple notices of incomplete
applications. The noticesdo not compel submittal of a complete application.
Consequences for failing to submit the required information were not found by the
Review Team.

c¢) linois EPA has determined that another group of 45 facilities that applied for
NPDES permits, some as long as 10 years ago, do not need permits. Where a facility
applies for a permit, Illinois EPA is obligated to either issuc or deny a permit after
reviewing the application and providing for public comment.

d) A significant percentagce of the facilities evaluated in Illinois EPA’s Livestock
Facility Investigation Annual Reports had at least one regulatory violation, many
related to discharges of manure, litter or process wastewater. Only a small
percentage of Hlinois® estimated 500 Large CAFQOs have applicd for permits on their
own volition.

2) Compliance Evaluation/Inspection Program
u) Surveys to Identify Facilities Subject to NPDES Regulation

Allegations:

o lllinois EPA has failed to make a comprehensive survey of livestock facilities to
tdentify which ones are subject to CWA requiremnents.

s Illinois EPA does not have a standard in place for review of siting and design of
rnew and expanding facilities to determine if they require NPDES permits.

Program Requiremenis: Under 40 CFR 123.26(b)(1). a slate must have a program
which 15 capable of making comprehensive surveys of all facilities and activities
subiect to the Director’s authority to identify persons subject to regulation who have

failed to comply with permit application or other program requirementis.

Past discussions between EPA and Illinois EPA addressed the need for Illinois EPA,
with assistance as appropriate from EPA, to develop a comprehensive inventory of
CAFOs 1n Illinois. Such an inventory would provide a basis for Illinois EPA to
define the universe of CAFOs potentially needing to obtain NPDES permit coverage.

As part of its NPDES program oversight process, EPA annually conducts a “Joint
Evaluation” with NPDES-authorized states to assess program performance. In its
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response to EPA comments on the 2008 Joint Evaluation, and in discussions with
Illinois EPA managers as part of this review, Illinois EPA cited numerous problems
with establishing a statewide inventory. Barricrs to creating an inventory include the
time and resource demands of aggregating data from Agency and other sources, and
the State’s perception that such data is of limited utility. '

While Illinois EPA has not developed a statewide inventory, all of the Field Offices
maintain and provided lists of known or possible CAFQs. Data in field offices are
expressed as animal units, not animal numbers as provided in the federal regulations.
The lists vary in the level of detail. For example, the list from the Rockford Field
Office consisted of only the facilities names and addresses. Rockford staff expressed
a lack of confidence that the list was comprehensive enough to identify those
facilities needing permits. In contrast, the Peoria and Collinsville/Marion Field
Offices actively maintain-their lists, which include information regarding the type of
animal, animal units onsite, and the type of waste storage systems. These regions use
the lists for inspection scheduling and tracking, and add facilities as they become
known.

Through informal means, most Illinois EPA regional offices have been able to obtain
information from the Illinois Department of Agricuiture (IDA) regarding registrations
of new sites, including the implementation of sctback provisions, and/or manure
management plan (MMP) registrations, from their counterparts at IDA regional
offices. The Livestock Management Facilities Act (LMFA) (510 ILCS 77/1 et seq.)
and associated rules (8 Illinois Administrative Code Part 900) give the IDA primary
authority over the design, construction, and operation of livestock management and
livestock waste-handling facilities in the State. The Act also establishes procedures
and criteria for the siting of facilities. Comipliance with the LMFA requires operators
to submit a Notice of Intent to Construct for new facilities and to register livestock
waste lagoons. The LMFA also states that facilities with 300 or more animal units
must be supervised by a certified livestock manager; facilities with over 1000 animal
units must certify their livestock waste management plans.

Illinois EPA does not have formal agreements in place allowing the Agency to
receive facility information from IDA. A Notice of Intent to Construct (NOITC)
application must be filed with IDA for new and/or expansions of livestock facilities.
Though the NOITCs are posted on IDA’s website, the NOITC filing is only the initial
step in the LMFA approval process. According to IDA’s LMFA website, once a
facility is deemed compliant with all applicable provisions of the Act, including but
not limited to the NOITC filing requirements, construction plan provisions, public
informational meeting requirements (if applicable), various construction-related
certifications, and any specific manure management planning requirements, the
overall project is approved and the facility may begin operation. N6 mention is made
in public information regarding the LMFA of the potential need for the facility to
apply for an NPDES permit.
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In part because Illinois EPA does not have a formal mechanism by which it can
regularly receive information regarding new or proposed CAFQs from IDA, it does
not have a comprehensive list of facilities with NOITCs approved by IDA. Illinois
EPA staff indicated that it can be difficult to know whether a proposed facility has
been constructed and when the facility may go into operation.

EPA provided Illinois EPA with a list of CAFOs that have received IDA approval of
NOITCs from IDA since 2003. Illinois Citizens had obtained the list from IDA as a
result of a FOIA request. Staff from the Field Offices were interested in comparing
the list with their lists of CAFOs, and indicated that regular updates of that list would
be useful.

Field Office staff also indicated that they may learn of facilities from the Illino1s
Emergency Management Agency (IEMA) as a result of a manure spill. Inspectors
frequently respond to spill incidents occurring within their region, and will respond to
incidents outside their boundaries as needed to maintain coverage.

While Hlinois EPA does not have a formal inventory of CAFOs, the Agency does
have data sources that may serve as a foundation for inventory development.
Currently, the Agency has four databases that serve differing needs: 1) the CAFO
tracker is maintained to track permit issuance status; 2) the complaints and mspection
database is managed and populated by ficld office inspectors; 3) the Violation Notice,
or “VN” tracking system follows the issuance of informal enforcement actions; and 4)
the Division of Legal Counsel (DLC) maintains a list of enforcement actions. The
complaints and inspection database is the most comprehensive of these lists, as it
reflects most facilities for which the Field Operations Section has had contact. Five
of the Nlinois EPA’s seven field offices maintain current data in this database®. This
database could serve as the Agency’s primary data source for the development of a
comprehensive inventory. The complaints and inspection database is also appropriate
as the foundation for lllinois EPA’s CAFO inventory since it is maintainied by Illinois
EPA inspectors as they inspect/survey facilities over time.

Based on the above, EPA Region 5 finds that Illinois EPA does not currently
have a statewide comprehensive survey of CAFOs which may be subject to
NPDES permit requirements. However, all of the field offices maintain lists of
known or possible CAFOs. These lists vary in the level of detail and specificity
provided with respect to NPDES requirements.

Illinois EPA does not have a formal agreement with IDA to provide plans for
new and expanded livestock facilities submitted to IDA. Lacking complete
access to these plans, Illinois EPA is unable to review plans for new and
expanded facilities to identify livestock operations as CAFOs that are subject to
permit application requirements.

# As of the time of the review, Field Offices 1 and 2 had not entered any data into the central database since 2007.
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b) Inspection coverage
Allegations:

= [Illinois EPA has not conducted comprehensive inspections fo determine which
CAFOs need NPDES permits.

» Ilinois fails to inspect and monitor activities subject to regulation.

»  Illinois EPA is not requiring regular inspections to determine compliance with
NPDES program requirements at Large CAFOs.

Proeram Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.26(b). state programs shall have
inspcetion and surveillance procedures to determine, independent of information
supplied by regulated persons. compliance or noncompliance with applicable program
requirements. 40 CFR 123.26(b)}(2) states that programs shall have a program for
periodic inspections of the facilities and activities subiect to regulation.

Under 40 CFR 123.63(a)(3)(iii), failure to inspect and monitor activities subject to
regulation is a criterion for withdrawal of a state NPDES program.

To assess whether lllinois EPA is meeting it program requirements with respect to
inspections, EPA evaluated 1) the adequacy of the procedures employed by inspectors
in determining whether or not CAFO facilities were in compliance with NPDES
requirements, and 2) whether or not the Illinois EPA has met its obllgations for
periodic inspection of facilities potentially subject to regulation.

As specified in EPA’s NPDES Compliance Inspection Manual (July 2004}, the
primary role of a CAFO inspector is to gather information to cvaluate compliance
with NPDES CAFO permit conditions. Inspectors also identify facilities subject to
regulation through compliance monitoring of unpermitted animal feeding operations
(AFOs). Facilities should be inspected to determine whether they meet the definition
of a CAFO and whether the facility discharges or proposes to discharge and should
have an NPDES permit. The CAFO inspector plays an important role in enforcement
case development and support, as well as permit development.

In order to provide an objective assessment of Illinois EPA’s inspcction of livestock
facilities, EPA Region 5 randomly selected files that represent a stratified sample of
facility sizes, and a variety of animal types. The random file selection was
supplemented by the selection of additional files representing those facilities most
likely to require permits: Large CAFQs and Medium CAFOs who have discharged in
the past. A checklist was used to determine the degree to which inspection reports
properly document observations, and whether reports provide sufficient information
to lead to an accurate compliance determination (see Appendix D: Inspection and
Enforcement Review Protocol).

EPA Region S reviewers’ observations regarding inspection program performance are
detailed below. Where Illinois EPA lacks written guidance, such as a policy
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-regarding the timeliness of inspection report completion, EPA policy was used as the
standard for comparison. The quantitative metrics developed from the file reviews
are indicators of performance based on available information.

Table 1: Evaluation of Illinois EPA Inspection Program Implementation

e Roviow Vaiue Initial Findings and Conclusions Assessment
A ten-year time period, from 1999-2009, was
. . reviewed to assess the history of inspections and
#;aosfelr;islgsectlon 72 facility compliance with NPD!ES rquirements. In
reviewed many cases, more than one ingpection report was
' reviewed in a case file; nonetheless, the count was 1

{file) for purposes of the inspection metrics.

e of y !‘v‘lajor ct!.eficienciss loblsedrvzd in trt;etcor;\ple[tioc off Significant area of concemn.

b a mspec_: ion |nsp?c ion reports |nc u _e a _su stantive [ack o ] Complete inspection reports are
reports reviewed 48%, detail apout the fgmlny, including the 'number and critical to making accurate NPDES
that are type of Ilvestockl;‘ |ncompllete descnphons of tr!e compliance determinations.
camplete. areas of the facility examined; and litlle narative

explanation in the inspection report.
%, of case files: 49 out of 72 inspection case files re\_.riewed hac_i ane Signiﬁ_cant area of concern. The 23
reviewed that or more Imspectlon reports that provided lsufﬁment case files mth insufficient
provide sufficient Jnforma_tmr! to Ieac_i to an accurate compliance documentation frequently lacked
documentation 1o determmatl_on. lllinois EPA also performs a large evidence such as lab reports and
lead to an 68% number of informal inspections that \yould be photographs needgd tq make a
accurate classified as reconnaissance |nsgect|ons. usually compliance determination.
compliance condugted in response to complamts._ Very few of
detamination these inspections are as comprehensive as needed
. to determine compliance with NPDE S requirements.
Among lllinois EPA staff interviewed during the Area of concern. Due inpartioa
review, there was a general consensus that reports lack of Standard Operating
should be produced within 30 days of the inspection. | Procedures for CAFO inspections
Reports from four of the five Field Offices reviewed and inspecticn reports, it was
% of inspection did not distinguish bgtween thelinspectionl datg and F!ifﬁcult_to determine how timely _
reports reviewed 58% the report date, making determination of timeliness inspection reports were. Inspection

that are timely.

difficult. Reviewers frequently determined
timeliness based on other documents within the case
files. 67.6% of the case files reviewed contained

timely inspection reparts. 25% of the files contained -

insufficieni documentation to determine how timely
inspection reports were,

reports need {0 differentiate
between inspection date and report
date.

The deficiencies noted in the collection and documentation of inspection data by
Illinois EPA’s inspectors significantly impair Illinois EPA’s ability to make accurate
NPDES compliance determinations. Basic information is often missing from
inspection reports, such as the Jocation of the facility, the number and type of
livestock maintained onsite, the areas of the facility inspected, and whether or not the
facility had permit coverage or had applied for a permit. The absence of such data
renders the report incomplete, and does not enable the reader to determine whether or
not a facility is an AFO or a CAFO.
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Thirty-two percent of inspection reports were also found to be lacking sufficient
detail to allow an accuralte determination of compliance. As recommended in Chapter
16 of the NPDES Compliance Inspection Manual, an inspection report should include
an inspection checklist, any documentation copied during the inspection, an
explanation of findings, and supporting documentation such as photographs. Many of
Illinois EPA’s inspection reports were lacking any narrative communicating the
inspector’s observations, or any photographs and/or sampling data documenting the
findings of the inspection. Narrative findings should include observations regarding
whether or not the facilities had a release or discharge of manure and/or wastewater.
These deficiencies limit Illinois EPA’s ability to accurately make compliance
determinations.

Iinois EPA is also limiting its ability to identify facilities needing NPDES permits,
and to monitor the return to compliance by facilities subject to pre-enforcement or
enforcement actions, because it is not consistently monitoring CAFO facilities on a
routine, planned basis. Illinois EPA staff indicated that planned inspections,
including follow-up at facilitics known to have been in noncompliance, may not be
completed due to the demands of responding to large numbers of complaints. The
primary reason for inspections of CAFOs, as stated by Illinois EPA inspectors, was
complaints received and follow-up after such complaints. Although Illinois’ goal is
to inspect each CAFO at least once every five years, Field Office staff estimated that
inspections in response to complaints make up about 75 percent of livestock
inspections conducted. For the 2004-2008 period, the Peoria Office received well
over 200 complaints of all types each year. On average, thirty-seven percent (91
facilities) of these comiplaints were livestock-related, requiring further investigation
by field personnel. Facilities subject to complaint may also be AFOs not subject to
permitting requirements, as indicated by staff at the Springfield Office, which
inspected approximately 50 non-CAFO livestock facilities in 2007 and 2008,

Review of case files showed that some facilities under informal enforcement through
a Violation Notice with a Compliance Commitment Agreement were not monitored
for time periods as long as fivc to ten years. As a result, many of these facilities were
in ongoing noncompliancc. The Review Team observed that the lack of permit
coverage for these CAFOs likely contributes to ongoing noncompliance, as well as to
the number of complaints to which inspectors must respond. Regulatory conditions
are not in place that could prevent some problems from developing and/or continuing.
As a result, the nature of most completed inspections is not to determine compliance
or noncompliance with NPDES program requirements but to respond to citizen
complaints. :

Prior to 2009, there appears to have been no central coordination in the planning of
CAFO inspections despite ongoing commitments to perform inspections. In 2008,
Illinois EPA committed in its EnPPA to implement the National Compliance
Monitoring Strategy (CMS) in Fiscal Year 2009. This national strategy calls for
states to inspect all Large CAFOs within five years, and regularly thereafter, to
determine whether the facility discharges or proposes to discharge. The CMS also
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calls upon states to inspect medium AFOs one time to determine whether they are
Medium CAFOs, and are therefore required to apply for an NPDES permit. After the
initial assessment, for facilities that are not medium CAFOs, states should inspect and
designate those facilities as needed based on citizen complaints or other information
that indicates whether they are significant contributors of pollutants. The CMS calis
for similar efforts regarding small facilities. Several of the Field Offices have becn
attempting to inspect CAFO facilities on a routine five-year basis, with limited
success. Routine inspection cfforts by all Ficld Offices are frequently limited by
workload issues, including the review of NPDES permit applications. In 2009, the
first year 1llinois EPA was to adopt the CMS, the Illinois EPA Field Operations
Scction issued a spreadsheet to the Regional Field Offices listing a limited number of
CAFOs requiring inspection and monitoring. For Fiscal Year 2009, lltinois EPA did
not meet the CMS goals set forth in the EnPPA.

Based on the above, EPA finds that Illinois EPA has serious deficiencies in its
program for determining compliance or noncompliance with applicable
program requirements. Illinois EPA does not have inspection and surveillance
procedures sufficient to determine compliance or noncompliance with applicable
program requirements. :

EPA also finds that Illinois EPA has not been conducting periodic inspections of
CAFOs that may be subject to NPDES regulation. Illinois EPA has not met its
EnPPA commitments to implement the National Compliance Monitoring
Strategy, including the goal to inspect CAFOs on a routine five-year basis.

Response to Citizen Complaints

Allegation: Hlinois EPA fails to adequatély respond to citizen complaints regarding
CAFOs with proposed or actual discharges.

Program Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.26, state proprams shall have procedures
for receiving and ensuring proper consideration of information submitted by the
public about violations. Public effort in reporting violations shall be encourased, and
the State Director shall make available information on reporting procedures.

Under 123.27(d), authonzed states shall provide for public participation in thc
enforcement process by providing either authority which allows intervention as of
right in any civil or administrative action by any citizen having an interest which is or
may be adverselv affected, or assure that the state agency or enforcement authority
will. among other requirements, investigate and provide wrilten responses to ali
citizens complaints submitted pursuant to the procedures in 123.26(b){(4).

Illinois EPA field office inspectors respond to numerous citizen complaints regarding
a range of issues, including spills, unauthorized discharges, and odor. Though the

- inspectors will try fo mcet the needs of the complainant through a telephone call, a

site visit is frequently required. A considerable amount of time is spent by Field
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Operations Section inspectors responding to and investigating odor complaints. The
investigations are to determine whether violations of air pollution-related nuisance
provisions have occurred under the Illinois Environmental Protection Act. These
complaints are recorded on a “Livestock Odor Complaint and Log Form to facilitate
the gathering of data from complainants. Odor complaint investigations are a specific
subset of inspections. While the implementation of statutes other than the Clean
Water Act is beyond the purview of this review, this observation is of significance
due to its impact on the workload of the Burcau of Water field inspectors.

Tracking complaints received, and the response to these complaints, has proven
challenging for the Illinois EPA. THinois EPA has a statewide database of livestock
and/or CAFO complaints, which usually includes the follow up actions taken. This
database is not consistently maintained by all Regional Field Offices, however. Data
compiled includes the nature and source of the complaint, and the resulting action by
the field office, but does not mdicate if follow-up is conducted with the complainant.

While Illinois EPA inspectors respond to numerous citizen complaints regarding
a variety of issues at livestock facilities, it is not clear whether Illinois EPA
consistently provides a written responsc to the complainant. Illinois EPA does
not have procedures developed to ensure proper consideration of information
submitted by the public regarding such potential violations. Such procedures,
accompanied by appropriate staffing, would allow Illinois EPA to provide
appropriate responses to citizens’ complaints.

3) Enforcement Programs
~ Allegation: Illinois CAFOs are not being assessed adequate penalties for violations.

Program Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.27. “Requirements for enforcement
authority,” states administering NPDES programs must have available remedies for
violations of State program requirements. These remedies must include a mechanism

to stop any unauthorized activity which is endangering or causing damage to public

health or the environment. and the abilitv to seek or assess specified civil or criminal

penalties for violation of state program requirenents.

Further, 40 CFR 123.63(a)(3) statcs the following are criteria for withdrawal of a
state program: Where the State’s enforcement program fails to comply with the
requirements of this part. including: (i) Failure to act on violations of permits

or other program requirements; (i1) Failure to seek adequate enforcement
penalties or to collect administrative fines when imposed.
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a) Enforcement Activities

Addressing the Petitioners’ allegations regarding the assessment of penalties first
requires evaluation of whether or not Illinois properly exercises enforcement
authority to stop activities thal may be in violation of NPDES program requirements.
Where noncompliance has been discovered, enforcement action is needed. The goal
of enforcement is to provide a rapid resolution to environmental hazards, and to
achieve a return to comphance by noncompliant facilities.

Section 31 of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act describes the procedures,
timelines, and management controls associated with pre-enforcement and
enforcement referral activities in responsc to findings of noncompliance. As
discussed in EPA’s 1989 National Enforcement Management System (EPA EMS)
policy, guidance on the appropriate enforcement action for specific types of violations
should be defined in an Enforcement Management System (EMS) document.
Although Illinois EPA indicated during the 2009 State Review that it is not currently
employing the 2004 lliinois EMS, the practices described in the document are
reflective of current practice with respect to CAFOs.

Determination of the levels of foilow-up action for specific violations is made by
personnel at the Bureau of Water, with legal consultation as needed. EPA allows that
informal pre-enforcement activities may be appropriate in response to inspection -
findings of noncompliance where violations are minor in nature. Informal pre-
enforcement actions such as Noncompliance Advisory letters should only be used
where conditions permit a prompt return to compliance with all applicable statutory
provisions and regulations. Where pre-enforcement actions have not succeeded in
achieving compliance, and/or the nature of the violation is more serious, formal
enforcement is generally more appropriate. Formal enforcement, as defined in the
EPA EMS, requires specific actions to achieve compliance to be completed on a finite
schedule. Formal enforcement actions should also contain consequences for
noncomphance that are enforceable independent of the original violation, and subject
the facility to adverse legal consequences for noncompliance. Formal enforcement
may include the assessment of civil and/or criminal penaltics.

Hinois EPA’s informal enforcement process begins with the issuance of a
Noncompliance Advisory or a Violation Notice. The Illinois EMS allows up to 60
days to issue a Noncompliance Advisory from the date a violation is identified and
165 days to issuc a Violation Notice. The enforcement referral process allows 30
days from the date an enforcement decision 1s made to the date a referral package is
due to management.

CAFO enforcement program elements examined included appropriateness and
timeliness of enforcement actions, and calculation, assessment and collection of
penalties. Fourteen to twenty-three complete case files were reviewed at ecach Field
Office visited. Overall, 90 pre-enforcement and enforcement action files were
reviewed.
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Pre-Enforcement/ Enforcement Actions

The pre-enforcement/enforcement action category includes five types of actions:
Noncompliance Advisories, Violation Notices with Compliance Commitment
Agreement approvals; Notices of Intent to Pursue Legal Action; Section 43
Immediate Enforcement Referrals; and Consent Decrees. Actions taken by the
Illinois Attorney General’s Office, or the Illinois Pollution Control Board, werc
reviewed solely in the context of their relationship to the effectiveness of [llinois EPA
enforcement.

EPA reviewers examined whether or not Illinois EPA’s enforcement responses
returned, or were likely to return, facilitics to compliance with the CAFO regulations
applicable at the time of the enforcement response’. Determining whether or not a
given enforcement action returned, or will return, a facility to compliance often
involved looking beyond actual discharges to evaluate other factors such as
substantial failure to implement best management practices; failure to meet major
milestones required in a permit or a judicial or administrative order, or failure to
submit timely reports as required. Whether or not an action by Illinois EPA would
return the facility to compliance in the future was, in part, also determined by whether
or not the pre-enforcement/enforcement action included an enforceable schedule for
implementation of appropriate injunctive relief, and whether or not a facility that
required a permit was ordered to apply for one.

The reviewers also examined whether or not the enforcement response was
appropriate to the violation, and whether or not the responses were taken in a timely
manner. The EPA EMS encourages all CWA violations be reviewed and constdered
for appropriate follow-up enforcement action. Important censiderations include the
type, duration, frequency, and outcome of any violation or deficiency. If violations
persist without resolution, the NPDES authority should initiate formal enforcement
action with an appropriate penalty, particularly if the facility has failed to correct
violations that were noted during the compliance evaluation or fails to comply with
conditions related to an informal action.

? e.g., per the 2000-2004 EnPPAs, lllinois EPA committed to the following: “for CAFOs with 1000 or more animal
units, the Agency will enforce the duty to apply for an NPDES permit...For CAFOs with more than 300 but less
than 1,000 animal units that are subject io enforcement...the Agency’s enforcement will result in either (1) a change
in the design or operation of the facility, or both, such that the facility no longer is a CAFO point source or (2) the
submission of an application for a NPDES permii”.
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Table 2: Evaluation of Illinois EPA Enforcement Program Implementation

Egeraiee\?::w Value Initial Findings and Conclusions Assessment
The majority of the enforcement
responses were informal. The number
and type of action issued is detailed
# of enforcement A total of 90 pre- o below. :
case files 56 enforcement/enforcement actions in 56
. 19 case files were reviewed. NCA: 36
reviewed VN with CCA: 32
’ NIPLA: - 13
Section 43 Referral: 2
Consent Order: 7
26 of the 56 case files had enforcement
responses that, in the past len years,
have returned or will return a facility in
noncompliance to compliance with
% of basic provisions of the CWA. A
enforcement determination of whether or not a L
responses that facility has returned, or is [ikely to Slgmflcanft ared OT concem. NC():ver fity
have retumed or o retumn, to compliance could not be percent of the actions were NCAs or
wilt retumn a 46% made for 4 facilities (7%). VI:JS wh|_ch have fal_led or were likely to
source in fail to bring the subjact facility into
noncompliance « 17 of 36 NCAs (47%) did notwill not |  comPliance.
to compliance. return the subject facilities to
compliance.
« 20 of 32 VNs (82.5%) did nobwill not
return the subject facilities to
compliance
The majority of the enforcement Significant area of concem. Based on
responses reviewed were appropriate factors such as the severity of the
o of to the violation when reviewed against discharge, the recalcitrance of the
enforcement the procedures required by Section 31 facility, and the environmental damage
rasponses . of IL's environmental law. However, caused, many cases should have been
reviewed that are 54% only 27 of 50 (54%) of these responses elevated to a Violation Notice or formal
appropriate to would pe considgred apgropriate. enforcement earlier.
ihe violations according to national policy for
: addressing the violations apparent in
the case histories.
% of Significant area of concemn. The
enforcement t1a7k::1 5”? :T;% ;;n:neangl:zrs.p?gs;ssv;ere tirnelipess of enfo.rcement response 1o
fesponses were not taken in a timely manner. For wo]atnc_)ns._ can be |mpro_ved by
reviewed that are 34% an additional 17 files. the timeliness of establishing and following further
taken in a taken the enf - guidance on appropnate and effective
o e enforcement actions could not be
in a timely determined enforcement through an Enforcement
mannery. ' Management System

' As described on p. 18, Illinois EPA has not routinely gathered information on the size and type of livestock
maintained on CAFO/AFO facilities inspected. A similar deficiency was noted when reviewing enforcement actions
taken; the review team could not adequately differentiate whether actions taken were against AFQOs or CAFOs.
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When it identifies violations, the Illinois EPA will often issue an informal
enforcement action in the form of a Noncompliance Advisory. Per the Illinois EMS,
if a Noncompliance Advisory is issued, the return to compliance must be achieved
within 150 days of the violation date. These advisory letters, however, appear to be
of varying effectiveness for returning a facility to compliance. As indicated in
Table 2, 47% of the facilities reviewed returned to compliance after receipt of a
Noncompliance Advisory'!.

Illinois EPA may employ a Violation Notice for an cscalation of enforcement. A
Violation Notice with Compliance Commitment Agreement must be recommended
by the Field Office to a management decision-making group at the Burcau of Water
in Springfield. Facilities receiving a Violation Notice must respond within 45 days
identifying facility-specific activities and timeframes by which they will resolve
violations. The informal enforcement process is concluded with a Compliance
Commitment Agreement acceptance or rejection letter. If the Compliance
Commitment Agreement is accepted by the facility and Illincis EPA, the facility is
detenmined to be in compliance during the duration of the Agreement. Rejected
Compliance Commitment Agreements are one basis upon which the Agency may
seek a formal action in the form of a referral to the Office of the Attorney General,
the State’s Attorney, or EPA.

In over 50% of the cases reviewed, the original response by Illinois EPA was
insufficient to resolve the violations and bring the facility back into compliance.
Attachment C provides examples where lllinois EPA enforcement responses did not
return facilities to comphiance. Some, but not all, of these cases of continuing
noncompliance, including rejected Compliance Commitment Agreements, were
referred for formal action. As stated in EPA guidance documents, when one or more
noncompliance conditions occur at a single site, the enforcement response should be
weighted toward the strongest response option, in light of previous responses taken at
the facility. Larger or more sophisticated facilities may warrant stronger enforcement
responses. :

The authority to enforce against violations 1s maintained by a management group in
the Bureau of Water. This group will consider action — either a Violation Notice or a
“no action” decision — in the event that the Noncompliance Advisory is not successful
in obtaining compliance, or when the violations are serious enough to wairant a
stronger response. If this management group makes a “no action” decision despite
continuing noncompliance, the Illinois EMS specifics this decision must be
adequately documented to the file. Clear documentation of these decisions was not
readily apparent in all case files. It is also unclear to what extent “no action”
recommendations by this group are communicated to Field Offices and inspectors.

! The [Hlinois EMS states that if a facility returns to compliance, “it can be documented (e.g. .reinspection or report
from violator) to the appropriate file and no further enforcement taken.” As stated in Section V. B. 2. b. above,
follow-up inspections may not be conducted. In such cases, a determination of return to compliance cannot be
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When a Violation Notice with Compliance Commitment Agreement is authorized by
the management group, a Compliance Commitment Agreement received from the
facility is one determinant of the response by Illinois EPA. 1f the decision is to reject
the Compliance Commitment Agreement, or if a failure to comply with an accepted
Compliance Commitment Agrecment is discovered, it is Illinois EPA’s policy that a
recommendation on the matter be presented to the “Enforcement Decision Group”, a
higher level management group authorized to make enforcement decisions for the
Bureau of Water. This group may decide to: 1) to refer the case {or formal
enforcement; 2) defer enforcement; or 3) not pursue enforcement. Anecdotal
evidence from Illinois EPA managers and staff has indicated that resource issues
frequently have a large influence on the decision whether or not to escalate
enforcement, independent of proof of noncompliance.

In Table 2 of the lllinois EMS, labeled Wastewater Compliance Enforcement
Response Guidance, the recommended responses for CAFO facilities are inconsistent
with those recommended for permit violations and wastewater noncompliance 1ssues
rcgarding other point source dischargers. For wastewater compliance 1ssues in
general, a Violation Notice or a referral for formal enforcement is the suggested
response for “Discharge without NPDES permit,” where the discharge is intentional
and/or has occurred one or more times without a documented environmental impact.
For livestock facilitiés, however, a Violation Notice or formal enforcement is only
suggesied where a livestock waste discharge has a documented environmental impact,
or there is evidence of negligence or intent. Although Illinois EPA has indicated it is
not currently employing the 2004 EMS, the practices described in the document are
reflective of current practice with respect to CAFOs. By applying a standard of
documented environmental harm, [llinois has not consistently escalated enforcement
against CAFOs with chronic problems consistent with the general EMS responscs for
“discharge without a permit.”

While Illinois strives to meet the timeframes in its EMS for enforcement action, a
Violation Notice with a Compliance Commitment Agreement may not return
facilities to compliance within a reasonable timeframe. EPA policy requires that a
facility that has been found to be in serious or chronic noncompliance be corrected or
that a formal enforcement action be initiated within a specified period of time.

Illinois EPA’s EMS should provide the criteria by which staff can make this
determination, either gencrally or with respect to livestock facilities, and the case files
should contain the documentation of that deciston. Ilinois EPA should also irack the
timeframes in which facilities achieve compliance'?,

EPA recognizes that Hlinois EPA’s lack of independent formal administrative
enforcement authority, such that the Agency must pursue formal action from the

2" During the 10-year period cxamined. only 20 of the 32 facilities reviewed that were under Violation Notices with
Compliance Commitment Agreements were determined by reviewers to have returned to compliance. Reviewers
were unable to determine the time these facilities 1ook to return to compliance based on information provided in case
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Illinois Pollution Control Board through referral to the Attorney General’s Office,
lessens the number of options available.

Based on the ahove, EPA finds that lllinois EPA frequently fails to actin a
timely and/or appropriate way in responsc to violations of NPDES program
requirements applicable to CAFOs. Half of the pre-enforcement/enforcement
actions examined for livestock operations did not result in the facility returning
to compliance, or did not appcar likely to return a facility to compliance in the
future.

According to its EMS, Illinois EPA’s ¢scalation of enforcement for CAFO
violations is not consistent with responses Illinois EPA would pursue regarding
noncompliance by other types of point source dischargers. In addition, the EMS
does not include a requirement for a CAFO to apply for an NPDES permit
where it has discharged or is designed, constructed, operated or maintained such
that it will discharge.

b) Assessment of penalties for violations

As discussed in the previous section, effective formal enforcement requires specific
actions to achieve compliance to be completed on a finite schedule. These actions
should also contain consequences for noncompliance that are enforceable
independent of the enforcement for the original violation, and subject the facility to
adverse legal consequences for noncompliance. Formal enforcement may include the
assessment of civil and/or criminal penalties.

Illinois EPA is limited in its options for formal enforcement. The Violation Notice
with Compliance Commitment Agreement has been employed by Illinois EPA in the
absence of independent administrative order authority. EPA analysis has shown,
however, that 62.5% of the Violation Notices reviewed did not, or will not, return the
facility to compliance. Many of these facilities exhibited serious or chronic '
noncompliance. Any CAFO exhibiting significant noncompliance should be
considered for formal enforcement. With respeet to CAFOs, examples of serious
noncompliance include the following:

e any significant unauthorized discharge

* no Nutrient Management Plan (NMP) when one is required

s multiple discharges without an NPDES permit (and the failure to apply for an
NPDES permit, when one is required)

¢ multiple violations of permit requirements

e multiple deficiencies in complying with the permit and the NMP, such as failure

' to maintain adequate storage capacity and containmetit

» failure to meet the major milestones required in an administrative or judicial order
or in a permit by 90 days or more

e failure to submit an annual report or other required report

27



Flectronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

Of the files EPA reviewed, fourteen large facilities with unauthorized discharges
and/or {ish kills were i1ssued Noncompliance Advisories and/or Violation Notices
during the review period, 1999-2009. In EPA’s assessment, these pre-
enforcement/enforcement actions did not, or will not, return the facilities to
compliance. The Noncompliance Advisories or Violation Notices issued to nine of
these 14 large facilities included language recommending the facility apply for
NPDES permits". Five of these facilities subsequently submitted applications. These
five facilities submitted permit applications between 2001 and 2007, 1n the
intervening time period between submittal of an application for an NPDES permit and
the current time, these facilities continued to violate the CWA act, as determined by
further inspections by Illinois EPA or EPA. None of the fourteen large facilities had
received a permit by the end of calendar year 2009, nor had they been determined to
be in compliance via inspection. Nevertheless, the enforcement files on these cases
were often considered closed by the Bureau of Water'*. The majority of these cases
were not rcferred to the lllinois Attorney General or other authority for formal
enforcement seeking penalties, despite persistent serious or chronic noncompliance.

Figure 1. CAFO/AFOQO Penalties Assessed Over Time

lllinois EPA Bureau of Water, CAFO/AFO Penalties Assessed Over Time
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1> See Attachment C for case studies showing examples where lllinois EPA enforcement activities did not return the
facility to compliance, and where CAFQs were not required to apply for an NPDES permit as part of an enforcement
action for long-standing water quality issues.

" Information on the closure of case files was not consistently available in the files provided to the roview team.
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National policies on the assessment of civil penalties state several goals; the primary
goal is to promote a swift resolution of environmental problems. Review of a ten-
year history of 56 lllinois EPA case files has revealed numerous facilities with
chronic significant noncompliance issues. The number of penalties assessed by the
llinois Attomey General on behalf of the Illinois EPA has varied over time. The
dollar amount assessed has also varied. EPA cannot quantify the number of penalties
that should have been assessed. However, based on the failure of many facilities to
come into compliance, more facilities should have been assessed penalties than were.

National policies also state that a penalty should, at a minimum, recover the economic
benefit to the facility of noncompliance; that penalties should be large enough to deter
noncompliance; and that there should be a logical basis for the calculation of
penalties for all types of violations.

Of the 90 formal enforcement actions found in a random sampiing of Illinois EPA
case files of livestock facilities, 14 actions included penalties. Documentation of
penalty calculations, penalty demands, and penalties received is maintained by the
Ilhinois EPA’s Division of Legal Counsel in Springfield. In order to effectively assess
penalties, 11linois EPA needs an EMS that clearly delineates policies and procedures
for the calculation of penalties in accordance with recommended guidelines.

Bascd on this review, EPA finds that Illinois EPA did not refer a sufficient
number of CAFO cases for formal enforcement to the Illinois Attorney General
or other authorities, in light of the number of CAFOs in chronic or serious
noncompliance.

*

Due to the lack of a current Illinois EPA EMS that establishes policies and
procedures for the documentation and calculation of penalties, EPA was unable
to evaluate whether the penaities assessed were adequate.

4) Responses to information requests,

Allegation: Citizens have been denied reasonable access to permitting documents.

Program Reguirements: The information in NPDES permit applications may not be
claimed confidential {40 CFR §§122.7(b) and (c) and 123.25).

According to Illinois Citizens, citizens submitted under the lllinois Freedom of
Information Act (FOIA) a request for information to 1ilinois EPA on September 12,
2007, seeking, among other documents, all pending CAFO NPDES permit
applications. On September 24, 2007, Illinois EPA’s FOIA Coordinator for the
Bureau of Water responded by sending the requestor, among other items, a list of
NPDES permit applications received for CAFOs, and stated that “Since this request
has many records to review and screen” the above referenced documents/files will be
made available after they have been screened for your inspection at the Tlinois EPA.”
(Attachment F) The letter went on to say that only five files will be made available

29



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

per visit for inspection and copying ... at the Illinois EPA headquarters™ in
Springfield, Illinois. The lettcr also said that another requist for information must be
scnt. An appointment was made by the requestor for October 12, 2007, with Illinois
EPA in Springfield to review Illinois EPA files.

The petition states that at the October 12, 2007 appointment, an Illinois EPA FOIA
Officer verbally denied the requestor access to the pending NPDES permit
applications. According to the petition, the Officer stated that because the
applications had not been approved by the Agency, they were not subject to the
FOIA. The Petitioner alleges that since lllinois EPA did not provide access to
pending NPDES permit applications, the Agency violated Section 1342(j) of the
CWA.

EPA discussed with Illinois EPA the allegation that Illinois EPA did not provide
copies of NPDES permit applications in response to a FOIA request. Also discussed
was the specific allegation that when the requestors arrived at Illinois EPA
Headquarters, the requestors were dented the right to look at the applications, since
the applications had not been approved by Illinois EPA, and the alleged requirement
that requestors needed to come to the Agency’s headquarters office to review the
documents.

According to Tllinois EPA, it 1s Agency policy to provide pending NPDES permut
applications to requestors. Duc to the large number of files requested in the
September 12, 2007 request, Illinois EPA asked the requestor to pick five files to
come in and see, and then make a subsequent visit to see more files. According to
Illinois EPA, the requestor came to [llinois EPA Headquarters office on October 12,
2007, and was given the five files that the requestor had 1dentified, including five
Division files. [linois EPA believes that there 1s no reason they would not have
provided pending NPDES permit applications that werc in the five files identified by
the requestor. Illinois EPA indicated it has provided pending NPDES permit
applications to other requestors, and the requested applications did not fall under the
. confidential business information exemption.

According to Illinois EPA, the only time requestors are asked to conie in and see
documents is 1f the volume of the requestcd materials 1s over 400 pages. [f a response
to a request 1s over 400 pages, a requestor is required to come in or reduce the
request.

Tlinois EPA’s representative stated that the agency does not have a written FOIA
policy, but follows the 1llinois FOIA. Illinois EPA also needs to screen the files
before releasing them. For example, if the NPDES permit application is not issued

- and the application file contains Illinois EPA review notes, the lllinois EPA considers
“the documents in the file draft documents, and would not release them until the notes
are separated from the applications.
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In 2008, the Bureau of Water received 4767 requests and Illinois EPA received
26,908 requests for information. The Illinois EPA Bureau of Water has two people
assigned to processing FOIA requests.

Based on the above, EPA Region 35 finds that it is currently Illinois EPA’s
unwritten policy to provide copies of pending NPDES permit applications to
FOIA requestors. According to the information provided, Illinois EPA's
practices for responding to information requests are consistent with the
expectations for the authorized state program.

5) Compliance with the Memorandum of Agreement and Performance Partnership
Agreements.

Allegation: Hlinois EPA has failed to comply with the terms of the Memorandum of
Agreement required under 40 CFR 123.24, and Environmental Performance
Partnership agreements between Ilinois EPA and U.S. EPA.

Program Reguirements: 40 CFR 123.63(a)(4) states thart a state’s failure to comply
with the terms of the Memorandum of Agreement required under 40 CFR 123.24 is a
criterion for withdrawal of a state program.”

As pointed out in Illinois Citizen’s petition, the 1977 Memorandum of Agreement
between EPA and Illinois EPA regarding Illinois® NPDES program commits the State
to expeditiously process and issue all required NPDES permits and provide ongoing,
timely and adequate review of permits. The MOA also commuts Illinois EPA 1o
comprehensively evaluate and assess compliance with effluent limitations and other
permit conditions, and to maintain a vigorous enforcement program to take timely
and appropriate enforcement action in every case where in the state’s opinion such
action is warranted.

The MOA commits IHinois EPA 1o delineate an annual State Program Plan, which 1s
enacted through a Performance Partnership Agreement (PPA, or "the agreement").
The agreement between EPA Region 5 and Illinois EPA sets forth the mutual
understandings reached regarding the state/federal relationship, the desirable
environmental outcomes, the performance expectations for the participating
programs, and the oversight arrangements between the parties.

The agreements entered into between the agencies since 2005 required Illinois EPA to
review all CAFO permit applications and act upon those applications. In its latest
Performance Partnership Agreement with EPA, Illinois EPA committed to NPDES
permit coverage for at least 10 CAFOs by June 30, 2009. lllinois EPA did not meet
this commitment.

Previous Performance Partnership Agreements between EPA and Illinois EPA have

also addressed the need for Illinois EPA, with assistance as appropriate from EPA, to
develop a comprehensive inventory of CAFOs in Illinois. As discussed in section
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V.B.2, lilinois EPA has not developed a statewide inventory, although Field Offices
have developed lists which vary in the degree of compleieness and detail.

For the period subject to review, the agreements have memorialized commitments by
Illinois EPA to inspect and enforce against CAFOs. For the time period from 2000-
2004, the agreement tncludcs an ongoing commitment from Iilinois EPA to review
and update, if necessary, the State’s EMS, assuring that all components are consistent
with EPA policy and regulations. The current EMS was completed by Illiois EPA in
2004. The following year, the agreement contained modified language regarding
EMS documents: “Take appropriate compliance and enforcement actions in
accordance with the {llinois EPA’s Enforcement Management System and Section 31
of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act for violations of NPDES, Stonmwater,
SSO/CSO, CAFO and other violations of environmental regulations.” Subsequent
agreements contained the same language. Statements by lllinois EPA personnel
during the 2009 State Review Framework indicated that the Illinois EMS was not
currently being employed. The absence of an effective EMS is inconsistent with the
agreement Illinois EPA has with EPA.

The 2000 PPA committed Illinois EP A 1o subimnit to EPA an inspection strategy at the
start of the fiscal year identifying overall goals and priorities, including an approach
for targeting CAFOs. The inspection plan was also to identify facilities to be
inspected. In FY2002, the PPA stated that Illinois EPA will “continue o develop the
AFQ inventory. In developing the inventory, the IEPA will compile data from
existing sources based on ficld inspections, enforcement activities and permitting.”
At that time, Illinois EPA also committed to provide the results of this initial phase of
the inventory process to EPA for revicw. Following EPA review, additional data and
a schedule for any outstanding activitics necessary to complete the inventory of
CAFOs was to be arranged by mutual agreement between Illinois EPA and EPA.
1linois EPA also committed to performing “targeted inspections ... to identify
facilitics larger than 1000 animal units or otherwise subject to NPDES rcquirements.
Consistent with available resources, the Agency will work toward a goal of inspecting
all CAFOs before October 2003.” These commitments were not met. Starting in
2003, subsequent PPA commitments cited resource constraints as a factor in whether
or not the Illinois EPA would meet its commitments. In FY 2004, for example, the
PPA included the statement that Illinois EPA...”” will continue to initiate inspections
consistent with available resources, working toward a goal of inspecting 20 percent of
the known universe.....” Illinois has not met the most basic requirements of the PPA
with respect to inspection of CAFQOs; EPA has not received an inspection plan
identifying priorities and targeted facilities sincc 2006.

In 2008, Illinois EPA committed to implement the National Compliance Monitoring
Strategy (CMS) requiring inspection of all Large CAFQOs within five years, and
regularly thereafter, to determine whether the facility discharges or proposes to
discharge. The CMS also sct goals for inspection of medium and small facilities to
determine whether they are subject to regulation. Illinois EPA has not developed and
implemented an inspection plan that meets the requirements of the CMS Strategy.
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Based on the above, and as discussed in previous sections of this report, Illinois
EPA has not met its Memorandum of Agreement or Performance Partnership
Agreement requirements with respect to CAFQOs.

Ilinois EPA needs to fulfill its Iong-standing PP A commitment to compile an
inventory of CAFO facilitics, as well as its commitments to issue permits to
facilities that discharge or propose to discharge, to provide an annual inspection
strategy to EPA for approval, and to maintain an EMS consistent with current
regulatory policy. Although Illinois EPA committed to implement the National
CMS for CAFO inspections, the Agency is unable to quantify its performance
under the CMS goals until it has identified lllinois’ universe of CAFO/AFOs.

6) Illinois EPA Organization and Resources.

llinois EPA has indicated that the Bureau of Water has seven FTEs working on CAFO
permitting and inspections. These FTEs are primarily ficld staff that inspect CAFOs as
part of their duties. As indicated above, Illinois EPA forwarded all permit applications it
had previously received (19) to the Field Offices for review beginning in mid-2008. At
the time of EPA’s review, regional office staff knowledgeable about CAFOs had
reviewed somc of these applications, including review of nutrient management plans and
identification of deficiencies in applications. Through these means, eight applications
had been identified by regional office staff as being complete and ready to be permitted.

The review of CAFO permit applications is a collateral duty for Illinois EPA inspectors,
and has meant an increase in desk work, decreasing the amount of time they can spend on
inspecting CAFOs and responding to complaints. Many of these inspectors also have
additional, non-CAFO-related inspection duties; as such, Illinois EPA does not appear to
have seven full FTEs devoted to NPDES CAFO activities. In several regions, regional
managers have taken on inspector duties in other areas of the NPDES program in an
attempt to allow the CAFQ inspectors lo address this increased workload. No increase in
resources for the regional offices is planned, despite their expanded rote. Regional office
managers and staff indicated they would be unable to maintain both the current level of
inspection coverage and the increased permit-related responsibilities.

In order for CAFO inspectors to meet their responsibilities, they are required to know and
abide by applicable regulations, policies, and procedures; legal requirements concerning
inspections; procedures for effective inspection and evidence collection; accepted health
and safety practices; and quality assurance standards. They must also be familiar with the
permit requirements for the facilities they are inspecting. While this review did not
examine the full scope of general job-related training requircments, CAFO-specific
training was discussed with inspectors and managers. Technical training on NPDES
CAFO requirements appears to consist primarily of on-the-job training. No written
standard operating procedures for CAFQ inspections are in use at Illinois EPA.
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Based on the above, EPA finds that Tllinois EPA field office inspectors are being
relied upon for both permitting and inspection activities, along with their other
duties. Illinois needs to take measures to ensure that adequate resources are
maintained for review of permit applications, as well as for compliance monitoring
and enforcement at CAFOs.

7) Legal authority

EPA did not assess Illinois EPA’s legal authority as part of its review of ICCAW’s
petition. However, in a December 22, 2008, letter from Tinka Hyde, Director, Water
Division, EPA Region 5 to Marcia Willhite, Chief, Bureau of Water, Illinois EPA, EPA
asked that Illinois EPA takc steps necessary to establish technical standards for nutrient
management, and to ensure that the CAFO rules were amended in 2009 as necessary to
be consistent with the federal CAFO rules. Illinois EPA indicated that the Hlinois
Pollution Control Board is responsible for adopting administrative rules for the Illinois
NPDES program, and that final state livestock rules are expected to be completed by
December 2010.

Under the State Review Framework, EPA reviewed Hlinois EPA’s general compliance
monitoring and enforcement processes, including the Illinois Environmental Protection
Act and the relationship between Illinois EPA, the Illinois Attorney General’s Office, and
the Illinois Pollution Control Board for purposes of implementing the NPDES program.
The EPA State Review Framework team and the Petition review team both observed that
Iilinois EPA’s lack of administrative order authority impacts the timeliness and
effectiveness of enforcement against violations (see section V.B.3.a., Enforcement
Activities).

Illinois EPA has not updated its NPDES program for CAFOs to be consistent with
the federal CAFO regulations as revised. In particular its rules and technical
standards for nutrient management need revision.

EPA’s review indicates that Illinois’ enforcement efforts were not timely and
appropriate. EPA believes that timeliness and effectiveness of enforcement efforts
could be improved if Illinois EPA had independent administrative enforcement
authority,

VI. Initial Findings and Required Actions

As stated above, EPA Region 5 finds that the Illinois EPA NPDES program for CAFOs does not
meet minimum thresholds for an adequate program. Following is a summary of the findings in
response to the petitioners” allegations, and the required actions Illinois EPA must take to
comply with the requirements for state programs set forth in 40 CFR Part 123. This section also
includes several recommendations for Illinois EPA to improve the effectiveness of its CAFO
program.



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - R12023(A). IEPA Answers Attachments

1. Permitting Program
Findings:

Hllinois EPA has not issued NPDES permits to CAFOs that have applied for them. While the
Agency has identified 76 facilities as needing NPDES permits, and 64 have submitted
applications, only five are currently covered by permits. Many of the applications were
submitted several years ago. Permits have not been issued even in cases where the need for a
permit application was triggered by a court order or discharge event documented by Illinois
EPA. Asof October 2009, there were eight factlities identified by Field Office staff as having
complete permit applications. On October 20, 2009, Iilinois EPA reissued its CAFO general
permit.

In some cases, 1llinois EPA sent applicants multiple notices of incomplete applications. The
notices do not compel submittal of a complete application. Consecquences for failing to submit
the required information were not found by the Review Team.

Illinois EPA has determined that another group of 45 facilities that applied for NPDES permits,
some as long as 10 years ago, do not need permits. Where a facility applies for a permit, Illinois
EPA is obligated to either issue or deny a permit after conducting its review of the application
and providing for public comment. '

Only a small percentage of lllinois’ estimated 500 lLarge CAFQOs have applied for perrmts on
their own volition.

Required actions:

Illinois EPA must issue NPDES permits to CAFOs that discharge or are designed, constructed,
operated, or maintained such that a discharge will occur. Permits must be issued within a
timeframe to be negotiated with EPA.

o Permit issuance may be phased in, beginning with the 76 facilities the State has identified
as needing permits. Permits for additional CAFOs identified through the survey that
Itlinois EPA has committed io conduct, and other means may be issued in subsequent
phases.

o The State must either issue or deny permits to the 45 facilities that had submitted
applications, but which Illinois EPA subsequently determined did not need pernuts.
Where a facility applied for a permit and is no longer in operation or did not commence
operation, Illinois EPA should confirm the status with the applicant and close the
application file.

o Illinois EPA needs to establish a consistent, escalating process for responding to
submittal of incomplete permit applications. Escalated responses should include
inspections and enforcement as appropriate.
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Recommendation:

In order to establish and convey clear water quality expectations for CAFO operations, the State
should consider establishing an unambiguous requirement for CAFOs to apply for a permit.

To enable Illinois EPA to obtain complete permit applications, and to obtain information whether
CAFOs that have not begun operations propose to discharge, the State should consider providing
Illinois EPA either information collection and/or enforcement authority to compel submittal of
complete information.

2. Compliance Evaluation/Inspection Program
Finding:

A. Illinois EPA does not maintain a program capable of making a comprehensive survey of
CAFOs subject to NPDES permit requirements. Several of the Agency’s Field Offices maintain
a list that, with modifications to align data to NPDES requirements, could serve as a baseline for
such a survey.

Illinois EPA does not have a formal agreement with IDA to review plans for new and expanded
livestock facilities submitted to IDA. Illinois EPA review of plans for new and expanded
facilities would facililate Illinois EPA’s ability 1o identify livestock operations as CAFOs that
nced permits.

Required actions:

To determine which facilities are CAFOs requinng NPDES permits, Illinois EPA must conduct
and maintain a comprehensive survey of livestock facilities. The inventory developed should be
entcred and maintained in EPA’s Integrated Compliance Information System.

Recommendation:

To identify new or expanded livestock operations as CAFOs that are subject to permit
application requirements, Illinois EPA should establish procedures, in coordination with IDA
and other state agencies as appropriatce, to review plans for new and expanded livestock facilitics.

Finding:

B. Iilinois EPA has not conducted comprehensive inspections to determine whether unpermitted
CAFQs need NPDES permits, or whether permitted CAFQOs are in compliance with NPDES
requirements. Illinois EPA has serious deficiencies in its ability to inspect and monitor activities
subject to regulation. A majority of inspections conducted at livestock facilities are not
comprehensive, and do not document whether or not a facility is in compliance with NPDES
requirements or needs an NPDES permit. Ilinois EPA does not have inspection and surveillance
proccdures sufficient to determine compliance or noncompliance with applicable program
requirements. :
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Illinois EPA has failed to conduct routine, periodic inspections of CAFOs that may be subject to
NPDES regulation. Illinois EPA has not met the commitments described in its Environmental
Performance Partnership Agreement to implement the National Compliance Monitoring Strategy
of 2008, including the goal to inspect CAFOs on a routine five-year basis.

Required actions:

Iilinois EPA must revise its inspection proccss. for livestock facilities so that it can determine and
track whether inspected facilities are CAFOs required to have NPDES permits, and whether they
are in compliance with NPDES requirements. In particular, Illinois EPA needs to develop and
implement:

o A slandard operating procedure (SOP) for CAFO inspections 1o aid in assessing whether
or not a facility is a CAFQ, is discharging, and whether it is subject to NPDES permit
application requirements.

o A standard operating procedure for inspection reports.

o An inspection checklist that aligns to the requirements of Illinois EPA’s CAFO general
permit, to ensure that data necessary for a compliance determination is gathered.

Itlinois EP A must track the routinc inspection and monitoring of facilities that may be subjcct to
regulation using a comprehensive inventory of facilities. In accordance with its EnPPA, and the
requirements of the National Compliance Monitoring Strategy (CMS) incorporated therein,
Illinois EPA must develop and execute an inspection plan to accomplish the inspection goals
stated in the CMS.

Recommendation:

[llinois EPA should enter all CAFO inspections into EPA’s Integrated Compliance Information
System, and work with EPA to ensure that inspections and cvaluations for CAFQs are classified

" and recorded consistent with national delinitions.

Finding:

C. It is unclear whether illinois EPA consistently responds adequately to complaints. While
Illinois EPA inspectors do respond to numerous citizen complaints regarding a variety of issues
about livestock facilities, it is not clear that they consistently provide a timely response to the
complainant. Illinois EPA needs to develop procedures to ensure proper consideration of
information submitted by the public regarding potential violations of NPDES program
requirements. Such procedures, accompanied by appropriate staff resources, would allow the
Illinois EPA to appropriately respond to citizens’ complaints.
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Required action:

Illinois EPA shall investigate and provide written responses to citizen complaints reporting
potential violations of NPDES requirements, including for CAFQOs. To ensure that lllinois EPA
responds to complaints as appropriate, the Agency should establish written procedures for
responding to complaints regarding livestock facilities, including procedures for responding to
complainants as appropriate and establish a procedure for conducting compliance inspections
during investigation of citizens’ complaints,

3. Enforcement Program
Findings:

A. Tilinois EPA is not taking timely and appropriate enforcement in response to NPDES
violations by CAFOs. 1llinois EPA’s use of its two primary informal pre-enforcement tools,
Noncompliance Advisories and Violation Notices with Compliance Commitment Agreements,
do not consistently return facilities to compliance. The Agency’s EMS as it applies to CAFOs is
inadequate, as it does not result in escalated enforcement action consistent with actions that
would be taken for other facilities, including the assessment of penalties. 1llinois docs not follow
existing national compliance and enforcement policy and guidance. The State’s application of a
standard of environmental harm to CAFOs for the dectermination of whether or not to proceed .
with formal enforcement is inconsistent with CWA policy. In addition, enforcement actions do
not consistently include requirements for CAFOs that have discharged to apply for NPDES
permit coverage.

Required actions:

Illinois EPA must take timely and effective enforcement to address noncompliance by CAFOs.
To do so, Illinois EPA should revise its Enforcement Management System guidance for CAFOs,
including a timeframe for making enforcement decisions, and must fully implement the EMS
upon approval by EPA. The guidance should specify that, where a facility has discharged or i1s
designed, constructed, operated or maintained such that it will discharge, the enforcement action
must also address the CAFO’s failurc to apply for an NPDES permit. llinois EPA’s escalation
of enforcement for CAFO violations, as implemented through its EMS, necds to be consistent
with the responses Illinois EPA would pursue regarding noncompliance by other types of point
source dischargers. " Where a facility is in significant noncompliance, enforcement should take
the form of a referral to the Illinois Attormey General’s Office for enforcement in circuit court or
by the Illinois Pollution Control Board.

Recommended action:

Illinois EPA should seek the authority to issuc administrative orders, including the authority to
seck administrative penalties, without having to pursue administrative action from the Illinois
Pollution Control Board through referral to the Attomey General’s Office. Until such time as
this authority is obtained, Illinois EPA needs to seek ways to increase the likelihood that
Compliance Commitment Agreements will bring facilities into compliance with NPDES
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requirements in a timely manner. Illinois EPA should bring formal enforcement against facilities
that fail to comply with informal enforcement responses.

Findings:

B. Illinois EPA is not assessing adequate penalties against CAFOs. Based on this review, EPA
finds that Illinois EPA has referred an insufficient number of CAFO cases for formal
enforcement to the Illinois Attorney General or other authorities, in light of the number of
CAFOs in chronic or serious noncompliance. The number of cases referred for which penalties
were assessed does not appear to be sufficient to serve as deterrence to noncompliance,

Required actions:

Nlinois EPA must revise its Enforcement Management System guidance for CAFOs Lo ensure
escalation of enforcement occurs in a manner consistent with the violations identified, and in
accordance with the EPA EMS guidelines.

Recommendation:

Illinois EPA should update its EMS to include additional instructions on calculation and
documentation of penalties, as well as a commitment to assess penalties using those calculations.
This recommendation was included in the 2007 Illinois SRF report, which was to have been
completed by December 31, 2007.

4. Response to citizen requests for information

Finding:

Hllinois EPA s unwritten policy is to provide copies of pending NPDES permit applications for
CAFO:s to citizens that request them. The Agency’s practices for responding to information
requests are consistent with the expectations for the authorized state program.

Required action:

None.

Recommendation:

Nlinois EPA should develop a written policy describing how it will address citizen requests for
NPDES permit applications, including for CAFOs.
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5. Compliance with the Memorandum of Agreement and Performance Partnership
Agreements between Illinois EPA and EPA

Finding:

Hlinois EPA has not met its Memorandum of Agreement or Performance Partnership Agreement
requiremenis with respect to CAFOs. In addition to not meeting numerous requirements stated
in the MOA and the PPAs, Tllinois EPA has not met the requirements 01‘ the National
Compliance Monitoring Strategy, as adopted in FY2009.

Required action:

As discussed above, Illinois EPA must fulfill its long-standing PPA commitment to compile an
inventory of CAFO facilities, as well as its commitments to issue permits to facilities that need
them, to provide an annual inspection plan to EPA, and to maintain an EMS consistent with
current regulatory policy. Illinois EPA must develop a comprehensive plan, including
timeframes, for completing these tasks. lllinois EPA must also meet its targets under the
National CMS for CAFO inspections, or adopt a statc-specific strategy with realistic
performance goals satisfactory to EPA Region 5.

6. Organization and resourees.
Finding:

Illinois EPA field office inspectors are being relied upon for both permitting and inspection
activities, along with their other duties.

Required action:

Illinois EPA must prepare a workload assessment to determine the number of full-time
equivalents (FTEs) needed to effectively implement the NPDES program for CAFOs. The
assessment must include, but should not necessarily be limited to, FTEs needed for
characterizing which livestock operations are CAFOs needing NPDES permits, permit issuance,
compliance and enforcement activities, responding to citizen complaints, and information
management. Plans for addressing any shortfalls between nceded and available FTEs must also
be addressed in the assessment including existing or potential worksharing arrangements with
other state agencies, utilization of contract or temporary employees, and permanent or temporary
reassignment of existing Illinois EPA employces. Illinois EPA must also develop a long-term
plan for obtaining and training future CAFO inspectors. Illinois EPA must allocate staff to
CAFO permitting, compliance evaluation, and enforcement as required to implement an effective
program.
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7. Legal Authority
Finding:

A. lllinois has not updated its NPDES program for CAFOs, in particular its rules and technical
standards for nutrient managenient, consistent with the federal CAFO regulations as revised.

Required action:

Mllinois must revise its rules and nutrient management standards as necessary to be consistent
with the federal CAFO rules as soon as possible, but not later than December 2010.

41



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - R12023(A). IEPA Answers Attachments

Ilinois EPA Response to USEPA, Region 5’s September 2010
“Initial Results of an Informal Investigation of the National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination System Program for Concentrated Animal
Feeding Operations in the State of Illinois™
November 1, 2010

This document contains the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA or Agency)
responscs to the findings, required actions and recommendations made by Region 5 of the United
States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA-Region 5 or Region 5) in “Initial Results of an
Informal Investigation of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Program for
-Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations in the State of {llinois.” The Initial Results Report
reflects a review of Illinois EPA’s Concentrated Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO) program
activities and statistics for the period of December 2008 to September 2009. The responses
below provide evidence of progress in administering the CAFO program, as well as our
commitments for continued improvements in CAFO permitting, inspection and enforcement
programs.

Permitting
As of November 1, 2010, .the 1llinois EPA has issued 14 NPDES permits for CAFOs, and two
additional CAFO permit applications are on public notice.

The Initial Report reflected 76 CAFO applications filed with the Agency. At the time Region 5
queried the Illinois EPA’s files, there were approximately 40 newer applications, most of which
were incompiete, plus an additional 45 older applications that the Agency had determined to be
from facilities that were no longer in service or did not require permits.

¢ Current Applications
To compel additional information from applicants who had failed to submit complete
applications, Illinois EPA has requested that Region 5 issue Admunistrative Orders (AQ)
under Sections 308 and 309 of the Clean Water Act (CWA). This process began in July
2010. In addition, the Agency is using Violations Notices to compel applicants to respond
with complete applications.

Illinois EPA has made significant progress on the 40 incomplete applications. Under the
FY10-11 Performance Partnership Agreement (the PPA i1s an agreement that contains work
itemns for all Agency programs to be performed as part of the grant agreement between
1linois EPA and USEPAY); lilinois EPA has until September 30, 2011 to complete the review
and issuance of these 40 applications. Of those 40 applications:

o Nine have been referred to Region 5 for issuance of administrative orders seeking
necessary documents to complete those applications.

Two have becn issued Violation Notices (VNs) for the same reason.

18 are under review (several of those applications were received within the last 60 days),
Two arc now on public notice.

Nine have completed for public notice and are in the process of being issued permits.

Attachment C
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Illinois EPA expects to receive six new applications in December 2010 and 13 more in
March 2011, all from a singlc livestock producer. Illinois EPA intends to address these 19
new applications with existing staff, completing each review within 60 days of receipt.

Illinois EPA will seek an amendment to the EPAct in the next legislativé session for
administrative order authority to enforce against facilities that fail to apply or fail to submit
complete applications. Until administrative order authority s enacted, the Illinois EPA must
continue to rely on the EPAct’s Section 31 process for enforcement purposes and on referrals
to Region 5 for issuance of administrative orders, as appropriate.

Currently, Illinois EPA is following the schedule outiined in the FY 2010—2011 PPA.
Illinois EPA is willing to adjust the time frame for permit issuance in consultation with
Region 5.

The Tllinois EPA will use criteria established in USEPA’s CAFO guidance in determining
whether an NPDES permit is required. CAFQOs that mect these criteria will be required to
seck a permit from Illinois EPA.

In order to increase the number of permits issued and the efficiency with which permit
applications will be reviewed, Illinois EPA will seek approval to hire three new permit staff.
As is currently the practice, USEPA and lllinois EPA will hold conferences calls at frequent
intervals to review the status of CAFO applications.

The Initial Report recommends that Illinois EPA consider establishing an unambiguous
requirement for CAFOs to apply for a permit. Currently, Illinois EPA is constrained by
Section 11 of the EPAct to issue an NPDES permit for only those circumstances for which
USEPA would issue an NPDES permit. Since there is no “duty to apply” for all CAFOs in
the federal 2008 CAFO rule and Illinois has no separate state program, the Illinois EPA has
no statutory authority to require all CAFOs to apply for a CAFO permit. However, Illinois
EPA will attempt to amend the EPAct to add such a requirement.

Old Applications

Illinois EPA has investigated and identified the 45 old applications as facilities that are no
longer in existence or in need of a permit. Of those 45, we have inspected approximately 40
between 2007 and 2009, finding that nine no longer needed permits and were subsequently
issued letters to that effcct, five were abandoned or did not exist and two were never built.

The Initial Results report requires Illinois EPA to either issue or deny permit for these 45
applications. Illinois EPA does not believe responding to these applications with a permit
denial for a facility that does not now exist or that docs not need a permit is appropriate and
is consistent with Section 39(a) of the Illinois Environmenial Protection Act (EPAct or Act).
Under this section, the Agency cannot issue or deny a permit if such permit is not required by
the EPAct or the Illinois Pollution Control Board regulations.
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Illinois EPA cannot lawfully deny permits unless the application in some fashion violates a
provision of the EPAct or the Ilhnois Pollution Control Board regulations (see 415 ILCS 5/1
et seq.). To confirm our initial findings, Illinois EPA is committing to re-investigate these 45
facilities. Illinois EPA will by August 1, 2011: 1) provide documentation of those facilities
that no longer exist, 2) attempt to re-contact existing facilities that do not propose to
discharge and advise them that withdrawing their application is an option, and 3), in those
cases in which Region § argues that permits might be required under the 2008 CAFO rule,
advise owners to obtain an NPDES permit, including filing a complete application within a
specified period of time of Illinois EPA’s notification.

Compliance Evaluation/Inspection Program

Inventory
The Tllinois EPA will meet the commitment in the FY 2010—2011 PPA to complete the final

CAFO inventory within 12 to 18 months of finalizing the pilot.

In the interim, by May 1, 2011, lllinois EPA will develop an interim list of CAFOs using
currently available resourccs, such as the current permit application list, the list of facilities
for which complaints were received, IDOA approved facilities and IDPH approved/inspected
sites. From this interim list, the Agency will develop a prioritized inspection strategy.

In order to have a complete, uniform inventory, Illinois EPA has contracted with Western
Illinois University (WIU) to provide a seven (7) county pilot survey that can be updated as
necessary. The inventory now in development by WIU will provide readily updateable,
Geographic Information System (GIS)-based documents (e.g.. maps and photos) of each sile.
This GIS-based methodology will use shape files from IDOA livestock facilities’ and lllinois
Department of Public Health (IDPH) dairy facilities’ data. The initial pilot of the GIS-based
inventory will be ready for field venification by January 31, 2011. Illinois EPA will seek
assistance from Region 5 in the funding and review of the statewide inventory.

Further, Illinois EPA will propose a revision in the state livestock regulations (a draft of
which will be sent to Region 5 by December 1, 2010) so that livestock producers are required
to file basic information with the Iilinois EPA. The proposed revisions to Subtitle E will
allow Illinois EPA to populate a statewide inventory, which then can be used for
prioritization of inspections and permitting decisions.

Inspection SOPs

Illinois EPA is committed to developing standard operating procedures (SOPs) for
inspections and reports. However, the Agency believes the underlying problems associated
with CAFO inspections (i.e., lack of resources and an adequate, centralized inventory) have
little to do with the lack of SOPs for inspections and report drafting. The Agency’s CAFO
inspections are rigorous and complete. The Initial Results repori assumes that all Illinois
EPA inspections werc conducted for purposes of determining NPDES compliance. Many
inspections conducted by the Agency staff werc for more targeted reasons, often based on
citizen complaints regarding specific incidents or were in response to emergencies at
livestock facilitics. Because of the specific scope of thesc inspections, they should not be
compared to routine monitoring and compliance inspections at permitted facilities.
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By August 1, 2011, Illinois EPA will develop and train staff in the use of SOPS for CAFO
- inspections. The SOP will be provided to Region 5.

By Avgust 1, 2011, Illinois EPA will develop and train staff in the use of an inspection
checklist that aligns with the requirements of the CAFO general permit. The checklist will
be provided to Region 5.

In the past, only NPDES permitted facilities were loaded into ICIS. 1llinois EPA has the
capability to load past and future CAFO inspections, whether permitted or not. By May 1,
2011, Illinois EPA will enter all CAFO inspections into 1CIS.

¢ (Citizen’s Complaints
The Initial Results report found that “it is not clear that they [Illinois EPA] consistently
provide a timely response to the complainant.” A further review of the lllinois EPA’s
complaint logs and, more importantly, follow up discussions with the staff who investigate
these complaints would have addressed the matter. While no log is kept of the follow up and
wrillen response is not always given, staff do follow up with the complainants via phone and
email. As each investigation is subject to its own complexity and timeframe, the staff
follows up with the complainants when the investigation has been concluded.

By February 1, 2011, lllinois EPA will establish a process for providing written responses
when requested by complainants to describe actions taken by the Illinois EPA in responsec to
that coniplaint.

By February 1, 2011, 1llinois EPA will establish appropriate procedures for responding to
complainants.

Enforcement Program

¢ Enforcement Response Guide
Illinois EPA must take timely and effective enforcement and therefore must revise its
Enforcement Management System (EMS), specifically, the Bureau of Water’s Enforcenient
Response Guide, to include a time frame for making enforcement decisions.

In order to address these concerns, by January 1, 2011, the Illinois EPA will modify our
Enforcement Response Guidance (ERG) to assure that escalation of CAFO enforcement is
consistent with enforcement responscs for other, similar NPDES violations. In addition, the
ERG will require that where a CAFO has a discharge or is designed, constructed, operated
and maintained to have a discharge, a permit will be required. This modified ERG will
assure that all CAFO violations are cvaluated against sct criteria so that consistent, timely
and appropriate enforcement actions are taken. This ERG will include a requirement that all
CAFOs which had a discharge or are designed, constructed, maintained or operated to have a
discharge, will be required to apply for and obtain an NPDES permit. -

The Illinois EPA must adhere to the statutory deadline requirements of Section 31 of the Act
as described below. However, the Illinois EPA anticipates referring more cases to USEPA
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for prosecution. In addition, Illinois EPA will seek administrative order authority that will .
include penalties. Should the Illinois EPA be successful in obtaining this authority, much
‘more timely enforcement actions will be achieved.

Scction 31 of the EPAct sets the basic framework for environmental compliance
assurance/enforcement in Illinois. Illinois EPA in pursuing enforcement cases must adhere
to the Section 31 process as outlined below.

Within 180 days of the Agency becoming aware of a violation of the Act, a regulation or a
permit, it issues a VN informing the person of the facts related to the alleged violation. The
person has the opportunity to meet with the Illinois EPA and explain the violation. The
person may also submit a written proposed Compliance Commitment Agreement (CCA)
which sets forth time lines for returning to compliance with the EPAct and comrecting any
environmental harm. The individual may also meet with the Illinois EPA compliance and
inspection staff. No penalties are sought at this stage and environmental compliance is
expected to be promptly achieved.

If the Illinois EPA determines that the CCA is inadequate (e.g., the alleged violation is not
sufficiently addressed or a civil penalty is needed) or that the environmental harm is
significant, the Illinois EPA may reject the CCA and proceed to formal enforcement by
issuing a Notice of Intent to Pursue Legal Action (NIPLA) letter to the person. The person 1s
given another opportunity to meet with the Illinois EPA personnel and discuss in detail
mechanisms for resolving the violation short of refcrral to the Attorney General’s Office
{AGO) or the appropriate State’s Attorney's Office (SAO). Several matters are resolved at
this stage.

1f the person does not reach resolution after the NIPLA meeting, the matter'is referred to the
Attorney General’s office or the SAO for litigation, penalties, and an enforceable order. The
only exception in this procedure is set forth in Section 43 of the EPAct. Specifically, if there
1s a substantial danger to the environment or public health, an immediate referral of the
matter to the AGO or SAOQ is allowed without need of a VN or NIPLA.

In addition, the Initial Report requires the Illinois EPA to maintain a Compliance Monitoring
Strategy (CMS) consistent with current regulatory policy. By November 1, 2011, the Illinois
EPA will develop a state-specific CMS for Region 5’s approval.

Penaltics

In addressing CAFO violations in 2008 and 2009, Illinois EPA sent 54 Noncompliance
Advisories (NCAs), issued 39 VNs, issued 10 NIPLAs and referred 23 cases to the Attorney
General.

The Initial Results report cites (page 27) that “62.5% of the Violation Notices reviewed did
not, or will not, return the facility to compliance.” VNs alone—without implementation of
an acceptable CCA or further action via a NIPLA or referral to the Attomey General or
SAO—are not expected to resolve all violations. Illinois EPA must follow enforcement
procedures as outlined above.
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Currently, Illinois EPA considers a CCA completed and resolved when information is
obtaincd and the agreed upon actions have been taken. A “completed” CCA means that the
alleged violation has been satisfactorily resolved pursuant to the Act. However, USEPA
does not recognize this current procedure as formal cnforcement action resolving the
violations. Illinois EPA will require a signed certification be submitted from the VIN
recipient certifying that all CCA milestones have been completed and that the facility has
returned to compliance. This additional documentation will be placed in the paper files. In
cascs when the CCA is accepted, Illinois EPA will conduct follow-up inspections on a
portion of these facilities to ensure that compliance has actually been achieved. The failure
of a facility to bc in compliance with the CCA will result in immediate escalated
enforcement, and providing false information to Illinois EPA (e.g., a fraudulent certification)
is now a felony offense.

USEPA has concems that the penalty amount recovered 1s not achieving deterrence and that
an insufficient number of agricultural pollution matters are being referred, and that the
penalty amount recovercd is too low. Illinois EPA does not have authority to impose and
collect penalties; 1t makes a penalty recornmendation to the prosecuting authority. As the
Illinois EPA does not assess penalties, it will continue to urge the prosecuting authority to
assess penaltics which will obtain deterrence.

Hlinois EPA will revise the ERG as necessary to ensure that penalty recommendations to the
Illinois Attorney General arc appropriate and consistent, but in general, will continue to
follow the USEPA guidance and State law factors on penalty calculation. In addition, the
Illinois EPA will continue to maintain documentation of its calculations and worksheets.

e Response to Citizen Requests for Information
The IHinois EPA currently administers the Illinois Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) under
rules adopted on April 15, 2002 and more recently amended in response to changes made to
the FOIA. The rules may be found in 2 Ill Adm Code. Subtiile E, Parts 1825 and 1828 (see
attachment). These rules establish the procedures by which the Ilinois EPA responds to
public requests for its documents. In addition, the Illinois EPA uses an intemal Documecnt
Screening Manual (March 2005) (see attachment) that addresses the issues of exemptions
from FOIA, document screening processes and procedures. 1llinois EPA believes these rules
and the Manual adequately address the question of how and when 11linois EPA provides
documents, including NPDES applications, to the publie.

Sincc the [llinois EPA has existing and up-to-date FOIA rules and procedures, we proposc to
take no further actions in this matier.

Compliance with the Performance Partnership Agreement

Since the signing of the FY 2010--2011 PPA in November 2009, Illinois EPA has made
significant progress in issuing permits, completing review of applications and acquiring
additional information for incomplete applications through 1llinois EPA/Region 5 cooperative
efforts, and through inspections to determine if facilities existed and needed CAFO permits. For
further details, please refer to the Agency’s response to 1.
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The Illinois EPA believes that it has been closely following the milestones outlined in the PPA.
Illinois EPA 1s 1) requiring nutrient management plans (NMPs) (including stormwater and
emergency management plans and controls), 2) posting the notices of applications and intent to
issue coverage under the CAFO general permit, and 3)Illinois EPA will share the complete draft
of the CAFO rule with Region 5 by December 1, 2010.

Organization and resources

In 2008 and 2009, Illinois EPA inspectors surveyed a total of 312 livestock facilities of which
118 facilities were contacted for the first time. The total number of on-site visits conducted
during 2008 and 2009 was 542 (this includes multiple visits to the same sites). The inspections
included livestock facilities that housed beef, dairy, swine, poultry, sheep and horses. These
inspections covered livestock facilities that had animal units less than 50 and as many as 5000.
For more details on the livestock inspection program for the last decade, please refer to the
lllinois EPA Livestock Facility Investigation Annual Reports at
http://www.epa.state.il.us/water/cafo/reports/index.htnil .

The Illinois EPA currently uses approximately five full timec employees (FTEs) for the CAFO
program. These FTEs are responsible for the inspections and CAFO permit applications. They
are also responsible for responding to citizen complaints involving CAFOs. While these FTEs
spend most of their time on the CAFO program, they also are responsible for other NPDES
related inspections and responding to non-CAFO complaints.

In the interim, all CAFO staff will be responsible for reviewing permit applications, conducting
CAFO inspections and responding to citizen complaints., The interim list (as described in 2(A)
above) will be used by the CAFO staff prior to the actual development of a GIS-based inventory.
New inspections will be used to populatc the list and inventory.

By May 1, 2011 Illinois EPA will prepare a workload assessment consistent that will address the
use of the interim list and the G1S-based inventory for purposes of inspection and permitting
prioritization. As new FTEs are added, both new and current staff will be required to attend
training via available resources through the internet (web-based USEPA training) and through
classroom type training sessions with Region 5 staff. Illinois EPA will also use USEPA
contractual assistance in setting up neccssary training.

Legal authority

The Illinois EPA has been working with a stakeholder group (CAFO Workgroup) to revise
[linois CAFO rules lo ensure consistency with the 2008 federal CAFO rule. The Illinois EPA
first met with various stakeholdcrs in December 2009. The CAFO Workgroup is comprised of
representatives from the several livestock sectors, citizens and environmental interest groups,
National Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), the University of Illinois-Cooperative
Extension Service and the IDOA. The objective of forming the CAFO Workgroup was to scek
complete and thorough input of stakeholders on key issues early in the rule development process.

Illinois EPA sent out a complete initial draft on October 15, 2010, to the CAFQO workgroup for
review and comment. The CAFO Workgroup has been asked to provide comments by
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November 10, 2010. After reviewing comments from these stakeholders, by December 1, 2010
the [llinois EPA will send a revised draft of Illinois’ CAFO rules to Region 5 for its review.

On October 15, 2010 Illinois EPA sent a draft of the Subtitle E revisions to the CAFO
Workgroup for their review and comment. The Illinois EPA believes that the draft revisions to
Subtitle E ensure that Illinois CAFO rules are consistent with the federal 2008 rule. The CAFO
Workgroup’s comments are due to Illinois EPA by November 10, 2010. Illinois EPA will revise
the draft rule, if necessary, prior to sending the revised rule to Region 5 by December 1, 2010.
Following any comments and revisions by Region 5’s review, Illinois EPA will submit the
Subtitle E revisions to the Illinois Pollution Control Board for consideration and adoption.
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BETWEEN THE
U AL PR ION AGENCY
J AND |
THE [LLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

THIS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT (hereinafter “this MOA™) is entered into-this Z day
of Aovimb e~ , 2010, by and between the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (hersinafter
U.S. EPA) and the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (hereinafter Iliinois EPA).

WITNESSETH, THAT: . ‘

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA has authorized, delegated and/or approved Illinois EPA to
administer certain programs under federal environmental laws in Illinois,

WHEREAS, administration of those programs includes, but is not limited to, regulating,
monitoring, permitting and/or inspecting persons or entitics covered by those programs,
gathering information, enforcing apphcable requirements, assuring compliance, pmvtdm
compliance assistance, and other activities relating 1o [llinois EPA's performance in
edministering those programs.

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA oversees [llinois EPA’s edministration of the federal
environmental programs that U.S. EPA bas authorized, delegated and/or approved, and retains
certain suthoritics, incliding bul not limited to, access, inspections, information gathering,
enforcement, permiiting and permit review, under those foderal environmental laws.

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA and Ilinois EPA have entered into egrecments on the
administration of federally anthorized, delegated and/or approved programs in fliinois.

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, as part of its oversight of those programs, is reviewing Illinois
EPA’s administration of and legal authorities for those programs and has recommended
improvements.

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, Region 5 issued 2 repart on the results of an informal
investigation of the National Pol}mnm Dlschargc Elimination System (NPDES) for Concentrated
Animal Feeding Operations (CAFQs) in Illinois and recommended improvements in petmitting,
enforcement, compliance assurance, mnnomg, legal authoritics, and establishing a complete
inventory of reguh!ed facilities,

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, Region 5 issued a report on an evajustion of Hlinois EPA"s Clean

Air Act Title V program and recommended improvements in permitting, enforcement,
compliance assurance, and monitoring.

Attachment D
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WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, Region § conducted an evahation of lllinois EPA’s enforcement

and compliance assurance program under U.S. EPA's State Review Framework, and
recommended improvements for Hiinois EPA’s Clean Air Act, Clean Water Act and Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act enforcement and compliance assurance programs.

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA end IDinois EPA want to cooperate to ensure timely, appropriste

- and effective administration of llinois’ federa) environmental programs and adequate state
authority and regulations for those programs in comphiance with the epplicable requirements for
federally authorized, delegated and/or approved eavironmental programs.

NOW THEREFORE, it is agroed:

L.

U.S. EPA and lHlinois EPA agree to work together to assure the adequacy of federally
anthorizad, delegated andfor epproved environmental progrems in Illinois and
compliance with the requirements for such programs. -

Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA will eooperate on inspections, information gathesing,
permitting, enforcement and compliance assurance under those programs; share
information on those state programs, their administration and the entities regulated under
those programs; and ensure that follow-up actions that result from U.S. EPA’s review of
such programs ere carried oul in a timeely and effective menner, consistent with the
applicable féderal environmental statules and implementing regulations, and agreements
executed under those iaws, including but not limited to agreements on permitting and
enforcement, information sharirg and the protection of confidential information,

Within 30 days of the effective date of this MOA, U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA will enter
into an agreed work plan and schedule to improve [llinois EPA’s federal environmental
programs and essure complience with the requirements for those federally authorized,
delegated and/or approved environmental programs.

The work plan will set forth the actions IHinois EPA agrees to take to ensure thet its
programs are adequete and comply with the applicable federal requirements for
authorized, delegated and/or approved federal environmental programs, inchwding the
commitments of the Director, Deputy Director or Directors, the Burean Chiefs, and their
SUCCESSOTS OF assigns, in completing the provisions of the work plan.

Ilinois EP A agrees to implement the actions agreed to and set forth in the work plan
pursuant to the schedule and indicia of progress set forth therein.

Through work sharing, U.S. EPA, Region 5 may underteke certain ections in Ilinois to
assist Illinois EPA in caltying ous the faderal Clean Water Act NPDES, Clean Air Act
and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act permitting and enforcement programs.

To carry out the joint activities described in this MOA, [llnois EPA may need to disclose
proprietary informstion to EPA. Proprietary information is defined as information that an
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affected business claims to be confidential and is not otherwise available to the public.
Illinois EPA agrees to clearly identify confidential business information disclosed to U.S.
EPA i writing; and to clearly memorialize in writing, within a reasonable time, any
confidential mformation initially disclosed orally. U.S. EPA agrees not to disclose, copy,
reproducee or otherwise make available in any form whatsoever to any other person, firm
corporation, partnership, association or other entity information designated as proprietary
or confidential information without consent of [Hlinois EPA except as such information
may be subject to disclosure under the Freedom of Infarmation Act (5 U.S.C. § 552), and
EPA’s regulations at 40 C.F.R. Part 2, or 2s otherwisc authorized by law.

This MOA i3 in addition and subject to and does not alter or override agreements
between U.S. EPA and lilinois EPA under the federsl environmental laws, or limit U.S.
EPA's or Illinois EPA’s suthorities or responsibilities under those federal environmental
{aws or their implementing regulations.

This MOA does not create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, enforceable by
law ot equity, by persons who are not party to this MOA agsinst lilinois EPA orU.S.
EPA, their officers or employees, or any other person. This MOA does not direct ot
apply to any person outside of U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA.

10. This MOA is subject to al! applicable laws and regulations including, but not limited to,

il

the Anti Deficiency Act, 31 U.S.C. §§ 1341 and 1342, All oomrtnmtsmadebyU S.
EPA in this MOA are subject to the availability of appropriate funds. Nothing in this
MOA, in apd of itself, obligates U.S. EPA o expend appropristions or to enter into any
coniract, assistance agreement, inferagency agreement, or incur other financial

obligations that would be inconsistent with Agensy budget priorities. Illinois EPA agrees
not to submit a claim for compmmiou for services rendered to U.S. EPA in connection
with any activilies it carrics oul o fartherance of this MOA. This MOA does not exempt
Tliinois EPA from U.S. BPA poficies. Any transaction involving reimbursement or
contribution of funds between the parties to this MOA will be handied in accordance with
applicable laws, regulations, and procedures under sepame written agreements,

This MOA is o take effect upan the signature of the parties and will terminate upon the
completion of all of the activities set forth in the work plan. This MOA may be extended,
modified or terminated at any time per the mutual written consent of the parties. The
obligations the parties agree to in paragraphs 7, 8, and 10 continue after other provisions
of this MOA have been terminated.
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this MOA, which shall become
effective upon the date it is signed by both parties.

220 /0

Pate
Illinois Envifonmental Protection Agency

; M——* W=t 7O

Susan Hedman, Regional Administrator Date
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 5
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[linois Program Work Plan
Agrecment Betwcen

lilinois EPA and Region 5, U.S. EPA

The 1llinots EPA and Region 5, U.S. EPA work together to implement federally authorized,
delegated and/or approved environmental programs within Hlinois in a timely, appropriate and
effective manner. We establish priorities, negotiate program commitments and work sharing,
and evaluate program performance. o

{llinots EPA and Region 5 are executing this Agreement as a means to strengthen Illinois’
implementation of several federally authorized, delcgated and/or approved environmcntal
programs. This work plan contains activities and commitments for both Agencies relating to the
Clean Water Act NPDES and Clean Air Act Title V permitting and enforcement programs; the
work plan generally spans federal fiscal year (FFY) 2011 and 2012. In the cvent of a conflict
between this work plan and the November 1, 2010, Memorandum of Agreement (MQA) between
the U.S. EPA and the Hlinois EPA, this document supersedes the MOA.,

IHlinois CPA and Region 5 will monitor progress under this Agreement via existing program to
program communications, as well as during our annual joint senior management planning
meeting. Work plan clements may be adjusted by mutual agreement. As part of our joint
planning for FFY13, llinois EPA and Region 5 wiil formally assess the need to negotiate a
revised Agreement and work plan for these program areas,

The execution of this Agreement demonstrates our continuing commitment to environmental
improvement through a strong partnership and shared responsibility for meeting our regulatory
obligations.

Entered into on 2/249/ /1 /

" For lllinois EPA: _ ‘ For Region 5, U.S. EPA
Dougfa‘)s P. Scott Susan Hedman
Director Regional Administrator

" Attachment E
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Illinois Program Work Plan
February 2011
Water Programs

In March 2008, the Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (lilinois Citizens) submitted a
petition {or withdrawal of Illinois’ authorized National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systeny
(NPDES) program. Illinois Citizens contend that the [llinois Environmental Protection Agency
(1llinois EPA) is not properly administering the NPDES program for concentrated animal feeding
operations (CAFOs). In February 2009, Illinois Citizens, joined by the Environmental Integrity
Project, provided additional information in a supplementary petition to the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (U.S. EPA).

U.S. EPA conducted an informal investigation of the petitioners’ allegations and issued a report
in September 2010". The report discusses U.S. EPA’s initial findings for the various program
arcas, and the actions that Illinois EPA must take to comply with Clean Water Act requirements
for authorized state NPDES programs. In particular, Illinois EPA must accomplish the
following;

NFPDES Permitting for CAFOs

» Issue NPDES permits to CAFOs that are required to be permitted under NPDES regulations.

* Develop and mainiain a comprehensive inventory of CAFOs and evaluate their regulatory
status.

+ Establish technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAFQs and revise title 35 of
the Illinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E, as necessary to be consistent with the federal CAFO
rules.

* Ensure that sufficient resources are maintained to issue or deny permits.

NPDES Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement for CAFOs

+ Revisc the mnspection process for livestock-and poultry facilities to enable Illinois EPA to
determine and track whether inspected facilities are CAFQOs that are required to have NPDES
permits and whether they are in compliance with NPDES requirements,

« Develop standard operating procedures and properly investigate, track, and respond to citizen
complaints reporting potential violations of NPDES requirements.

' See the Initial Results of an Informal Invesiigation of the National Pollutant Discharge Eliminafion Svstem
Program for Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations in the State of Hlinois (Initial Results), available at;
http://epa.gov/region3/illinoiscafo.
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+ Take timely and appropriate enforcement action to address noncompliance by CAFOs.

* Require that Illinois EPA enforcement actions address CAFOs failing to apply for an NPDES
permit, where a facility has discharged, is discharging, or is designed, constructed, operated, or
maintained such that it will discharge.

* Ensure that sufficient resources are maintained for inspections and enforcement of NPDES
requirements for CAFQs.

The following cutlines the specific actions that Illinois EPA will take to address the initial
findings in U.S. EPA’s report. Actions that U.S. EPA will 1ake to assist 1llinois EPA are
provided below as well. '

NPDES Permitting for
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations

Objective 1: All Large CAFOs that discharge or propese to discharge possess NPDES
permits. This objective addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFO program review findings related to
issuance of NPDES permits to CAFOs as required under the NPDES regulations®. It also
addresses U.S. EPA’s finding related to resources for the CAFO NPDES program’ .

Approach:

1. By February 2011, Illinois EPA CAFO permit managers will confer with all Region 5 States,
including Minnesota and Michigan, to leamn about the systems and staffing those States employ
to authorize CAFOs under general permits.

2. Iliinois EPA has posted job announcements for three new field positions and three new pcrmit
positions to work full time on the NFDES CAFO program. Illinois EPA will use best efforts to
fill the positions by August 2011. By August 2011, Illinois EPA will provide a preliminary
workload assessment to U.S. EPA. The assessment will identify the number of full-time
employees required to implement an cffective CAFO permitting, compliance ¢valuation, and
enforcement program for a range of estimates of the regulated universe. Illinois EPA will
provide the draft assessment to U.S. EPA for review. Illinois EPA will prepare a final workload
assessmient in conjunction with production of the statewide CAFO inventory discussed below”.
The final assessment will identify staff distribution by function and geographic area of
responsibility. ' '

? See the Initial Results, Section V1. 1, page 35.

® See the Initial Results, Scction V1. 6, page 40.
* Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Objective 1, approach 1.b.

3
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3. Newly-hired lllinois EPA CAFQ permit writers will complete the NPDES Permit Writers’
Course aud the Nutrient Management Plan (NMP) Training for Federal and State Permit Writers,
Inspectors, and Technical Assistance Providers within six months after their start date, Existing
permit writers will complete the NMP Training within 30 days after it becomes available on-line.
By March 2011, U.S. EPA will train existing permit writers on the Clean Water Act and federal
regulations prohibiting unpermitted discharges and requiring CAFOs that discharge or propose to
discharge to apply for a permit. U.S. EPA will train newly-hired permit writers within six
months after their start date.

4. Illinois EPA established a schedule for making a completeness determination and taking
preliminary and final action on all permit applications that were pending as of November 30,
2010. In January 2011, Illinois EPA provided a draft of the schedule to U.S. EPA for approval
or approval with modification. Subsequent to the approval, Illinois EPA will provide a monthly
status report on each application to U.S. EPA. The frequency of such reports may be adjusted
after the initial six months by mutual agreement.

5. Nlinois EPA will establish a standard operating procedure, with timelines, for making a
completeness determination and taking preliminary and final action on permit applications
received on and after December 1; 2010. The SOP will provide for final action not more than
180 days after receipt of an application. Under the SOP, Illinois EPA will respond to all
icomplete applications with a notice of incompleteness (NOI) delineating the deficiencies in the
application and requiring a response within 30 days. lilinois EPA will copy U.S. EPA on all
NOIs. The SOP will provide that Illinois EPA will issue a violation notice (VN) under section
31 of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act or request U.S. EPA to 1ssue an information
collection order under section 308 of the Clean Water Act for any applicant who has not
responded or when Illinois EPA finds that the application is still incomplete afler issuance of the
NOI. By February 2011, lilinois EPA will provide a draft of the SOP to U.S. EPA for review
and approval or approval wilh modification.

6. By August 2011, Illinois EPA will report on the outcome of a re-investigation of the 45 cases
in which Illinois EPA determined that an applicant did not require a permit. The report will
include conclusions and, as appropriate, recoimmendations for further action.

7. U.S. EPA will issue information collection orders to CAFOs that have submitted incomplete
applications to Illinois EPA and are not subject to federal enforcement. lllinois EPA will refer
such CAFOs to U.S. EPA within 30 days after the deadline Illinois EPA sets in a NOI letter or
VN to the applicant. U.S. EPA will issue the information collection orders within 60 days after
receipt of a complete referral from Illinois EPA.
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8. Within 60 days following publication of amendments to 35 I1l. Adm. Code, subtitle E, Illinois
EPA and U.S. EPA will jointly identify permit conditions that Illinois EPA could modify and
practices that [llinois EPA could adopt, consistent with the 2003 and 2008.federal rules for
CAFOs, to streamline the process for review of NMPs and incorporation of NMP terms into
permits. Such methods include, but are not limited to, use of Manure Management Planner or
other nutrient management planning software. For any conditions or practices so identified,
Ilinois EPA will act to modify the conditions or adopt the practices in accordance with the
schedule set in Objective 2, approach 7, of this section. Illinois EPA may request support for
implementation of the streamlining actions.

Indicia of Progress: For applications submitted prior to March 31, 2011, Illinois EPA
completes the following by June 30, 2011: issue permits to the applicants, post drafi perniits or
notices of coverage for public comment, or refer the CAFO to the Illinois Attorney General’s
office for formal enforcement or U.S. EPA for an information collection order. For other
applicants, Iilinois EPA takes final action as detailed in the SOP contemplated in Approach 5 in
this section.

Objective 2: U.S. EPA approves amendments to 35 IIl. Adm. Code, subtitle E, which (1)
reflect the 2003 and 2008 revisions to the federal regulations for CAFOs and (2) require the
owners or operators of all Large CAFOs to register with Illinois EPA. This objective'
addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFQ program review findings related to administrative rules for CAFOs
as well as technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAFOs”.

Approach:

1. Illinois EPA provided draft amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, to U.S. EPA for
review on December 1, 2010. U.S. EPA provided comments and recommendations on January
14,2011, Illinois EPA will revise the draft to resolve U.S. EPA’s comments and provide the
revised draft to U.S. EPA by April 15, 2011, U.S. EPA will provide any remaining comments
and recommendations within 15 days of receipt.

2. Within 90 days after reccipt of U.S. EPA’s comments and recommendations on the revised
draft, Illinois EPA will resolve U.S. EPA’s comments and file the amendments as a proposed
amendatory rulemaking with the Illinois Pollution Control Board. Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA
program managers will elevate issues to agency water directors or higher as may be required to
resolve U.S. EPA’s comments within the 90-day period contemplated here.

® See the Initial Results, Section V1. 7, page 41.

‘ 5
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3. As appropriate given the content of the draft amendments and other considerations, U.S. EPA
will recommend that the Board proposc the amendments for the purpose of requesting public
comment, ’

4, If 1llinois EPA requests, U.S. EPA will provide support to Illinois EPA as the Board considers
the amendments. )

5. Within 30 days after publication of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, Illinois EPA
will inform the owner of each Large CAFO n the State’s inventory, in writing, about the duty to
apply for a permit and the potential consequences for failing to apply. Illinois EPA will provide

a draft of the letter to U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with modification.

6. Within 45 days after the amendatory rulemaking becomes cffective, lllinois EPA will submit
the final amendments to U.S. EPA for action under 40 C.F.R. §123.62.

7. Within 120 days after the effective date of the amendatory rulemaking, Illinois EPA will
revise its permit application forms and formally ask the public to comment on draft
modifications to general permit ILAOI, as appropriate, based on the amendments and the federal
regulations.

Indicia of Progress: U.S. EPA finds the amended rules to be consistent with federal
regulations. 1llinois EPA implements the amended rules upon becoming effective. U.S. EPA
acts on the amendments within 90 days of receipt.

NPDES Conipliance Monitoring and Enforcement for CAFOs

Objective 1: To detect, report, and sufficiently document all violations in order to support
enforcement of the federal regulations. This objective addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFO program
review findings related to developing and maintaining a comprehensive inventory of CAFOs and
evaluating their regulatory status, revising the inspection processes to determing and track
CAFOs requiring NPDES permits, and developing and implementing SOPs for responding to
CAFO-related cifizen complaints®.

Approach:

1. Illinois EPA will implement a short-terin strategy for evaluating facilities that are likely to be
Large CAFOs. The strategy includes the following:

a. The creation of an interim NPDES inspection list of 25 likely Large CAFOs using
existing lists of known and potential CAFO sites developed by Illinois EPA regional offices,

® See the Initial Results, Section VI. 2, pages 36-38.
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permit applications, citizen tips and complaints, and information from U.S. EPA, the Illinois
Department of Agriculture, and the Illinois Emergency Management Agency. Illinois EPA will
provide the list to U.S. EPA, including location data, no later than February 28, 201 1.

b. By February 28, 2011, Illinois EPA will develop a plan to create and maintain a
comprchensive anventory of Large CAFOs. Under the plan, Illinois EPA will seck commitments
whereby the Illinois Department of Agriculture and Illinois Department of Public Health will
routinely provide information about potential Large CAFOs to Illinois EPA. Illinois EPA will
enter and maintain the inventory in the Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS). The
inventory will include potential CAFO sites identified by [llinois EPA regional offices, permit
applications, citizen tips and complaints, U.S. EPA, the Itlinois Department of Agriculture, the
Illinois Department of Public Health, and the Illinois Emergency Management Agency. The
plan may make use of a Geographic Information Systemi-based pilot inventory currently being
developed for seven high profile counties. Illinois EPA will provide the plan to U.S. EPA for
review and approval or approval with modification.

¢. llinois EPA will develop a CAFO NPDES inspection/evaluation standard operating
procedure by February 28, 2011. The SOP will enable the inspector to determine whether
CAFOs discharge or propose to discharge. The SOP should include pre-inspection preparation,
access procedures, site visit conduct, and inspection timing, sampling, and post inspection
procedures including report timing, format, and content (including discharge documentation).
[llinois EPA will provide the SOP to U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with
modtfication.

d. Hlinois EPA will organize an initial training for all of its field inspectors and office
enforcement staff so they can effectively evaluate CAFQOs that are on the intennm NPDES
inspection list. In January 2011, Iflinois EPA provided a proposed agenda to U.S. EPA for
approval or approval with modifications. U.S. EPA will revicw training materials. Training will
cover the approved SOP identified above in Paragraph 1(c) and will include pre-inspection
preparation, inspection conduct, post-inspection follow-up and documentation, review of
compliance data (i.c., overflow reports, discharge monitoring reports, Single Event Violations
(SEVs), wet weather significant noncompliance (SNC) deterninations, and complaints), new
violation processing procedures instituted under this program work plan, and identification of
new facilities/discharges. By March 2011, U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA compliance and
cnforcement staff will conduct this training. The Illinois Attorney General’s office staff will be
invited to participate. -

e. Illinois EPA will perform 25 initial NPDES evaluations by June 1, 2011, to determine
whether the facilities discharge or propose to discharge, including during wet weather. Illinois
EPA will perform an additional 25 NPDES evaluations by June 1, 2012.

f. Atits existing Compliance Group monthly meetings, Illinois EPA will review the
findings and documentation of all NPDES evaluations for: a determination as to whether the
facility meets the definition of a CAFO, areas of non-compliance, wet weather SNC
determinations, violations detected, documentary evidence, and recommendations for correcting
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the violations. Beginning in May 2011, Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA will confer monthly to
review the findings and documentation of all CAFQ noncompliance cases beginning with those
initiated in 2009.

2. By June 1, 2011, llinois EPA will develop and provide to U.S. EPA a long-term CAFO
NPDES training curriculum for all staff conducting CAFO NPDES inspections. The curriculum
will be completed by all existing CAFO inspectors and their first-line supervisors by August
2011. New staff will complete the curriculum within six months of their start date, and prior to
conducting inspections independently. The curriculum will cover all State and federal Clean
Water Act-related matters, including CAFO inspector training requirements specified in U.S.
EPA internal order 3500.1.

3. By June 2011, Illinois EPA will develop a citizen complaint SOP and databasc for facilities
that are potential CAFOs. The SOP will provide for a written report on investigation results to
the complainant. The database will include a field recording the response to the complamt. The
SOP will also provide instruction for ensuring 24-hour spill/relcase responsc capabitity which
includes on-site presence of an NPDES trained inspector, sampling capability, and equipment fo
ensure that spills/releases from facilities are documented and assessed to determine if the
facilities are CAFOs and require NPDES permits. The SOP will describe laboratory capabilities
and services necessary to complete data analysis within prescribed holding times for pollutants
of concern. The SOP must specifically address maintenance of those capabilities for those
events which occur at night, on weekends, and on holidays.

4. Illinois EPA will develop an annual site-specific CAFO inspection plan which ensures
NPDES inspection at a minimum of 20 percent of all permitted CAFOs, consistent with U.S.
'EPA’s National NPDES Compliance Monitoring Strategy. Illinois EPA will provide the plan to
U.S. EPA by September | of each year for approval.

5. During federal fiscal year 2011, UU.S. EPA will conduct oversight inspections of a mimimum
of five Illinois EPA NPDES CAFO inspections to evaluate the effectiveness of the Illinois EPA
inspection program. U.S. EPA inspectors will document their findings, and evaluate the
thoroughness and scope of prior Illinois EPA inspections as well as the appropriateness of the
record-keeping and reporting associated with the inspections. U.S. EPA will provide copies of
these inspection reports to Illinois EPA within 60 days of completion, U.S. EPA will also
conduct independent inspections at additional CAFOs with suspected wet weather discharges.
U.S. EPA will invite Illinois EPA participation. U.S. EPA will initiate any appropriate follow—i.]p
enforcement consistent with existing State/U.S. EPA enforcement communication agreements

* and the Environmental Performance Partnership Agreement.
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Indicia of Progress: Illinois EPA creates and maintains in ICIS a consolidated inventory of
Large CAFOs. The inventory is easily accessible to all [llinois EPA staff and the public. Illinois
EPA conducts NPDES evaluations at 25 potential Large CAFOs by June 1, 2011, and a total of
50 by June 1, 2012, consistent with approved SOPs. 1llinois EPA implements approved annual
inspection plans for permitted CAFOs consistent with the National Compliance Monitoring
Strategy. lllinois EPA implements a satisfactory training program for inspectors. Illinois EPA
responds to all citizen complaints and emergency CAFO-related discharges in a timely manner.
Illinois EPA identifies and records 100 percent of Single Event Violations and all wet weather
Significant Non-Compliance (SNC) in ICIS.

Objective 2: To properly track and efficiently resolve newly-identified violations. This
objective focuses on newly-identified violators and addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFO program review
findings related to timely and appropriate enforcement addressing noncompliance by CAFOs and
the requirement that all CAFOs that discharge or propose to discharge must apply for an NPDES
permit.”’

Approach:

1. Tllinois EPA’s Bureau of Water will revise its Enforcement Response Guide (ERG) in a
manner designed fo assure timely and appropriate response to violations detected at CAFOs and
ensure a prompt return to compliar_lces. Illinois EPA will submit the revised ERG to U.S. EPA
by February 28, 2011. The ERG will require all Large CAFOs to apply for and obtain an
NPDES permit where the CAFOs discharge or propose to discharge. The ERG will require all
Medium livestock and poultry facilities to apply for and obtain a permit where the facility meets
the definition of a CAFQ. In addition, the ERG will reflect the wet weather SNC policy in the
determination of SNC as well as the appropriate enforcement response. Illinois EPA will submit
the ERG to U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with modifications. Illinois EPA will
fully adopt and implement the ERG within 30 days of U.S. EPA approval or approval with
modifications. All staff working on livestock and poultry issues will be trained and the revised
ERG will be implemented by May 31, 2011.

2. By May 1, 2011, Illinois EPA will issue violation notices (VNSs) for all significant
noncompliance detected at CAFOs, within 180 days of Illinois EPA becoming aware of the
alleged violation, pursuant to Section 31(a) of the lilinois Environmental Protection Act (Act).
The VN will contain a recommended remedy and schedule for implementation as appropriate.
Compliance Commitment Agreements (CCAs) will be accepted when they bind the respondent
to the requirements and timeframes recommended in the VNs. If lllinois EPA is unable to

7 See the Initial Results, Section V1. 3, pages 38-39.
¥ The ERG should include systems and procedures which assure timely and appropriate response 1o violations
detected at other sources as well.
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negotiate an acceptable CCA within 120 days of issuing the VN, Illinois EPA will refer the
matter to the Illinois Attorney General’s office. For conditions that constitute an imminent or
substantial endangerment to human health, the environment or property, Illinois EPA will
immediately refer the matter to the Illinois Attorney General’s office pursuant to Section 43 of
the Act.

3. In cases where the facility does not respond to the VN or proposes a remedy that is less
effective than the remedy proposed by Illinois EPA, Illinois EPA will immediately complete the
necessary actions under Section 31 to allow Illinois EPA to formally refer the matter to the
IHinois Attorney General’s office or the State’s Attorney of the county in which the alleged
violation occurred. Simultaneously, lllinois EPA will refer the case to its existing Enforcement
Decision Group for pre-referral consideration of the case.

Indicia of Progress: Illinois EPA cbnsislent]y follows the approved ERG. All CCAs.are
finalized within 120 days of the VN. No State-lead enforcement cases result in U.S. EPA taking
additional action to resolve the same violations.

Objective 3: To assure that unresolved enforcement matters are properly tracked and
efficiently resolved. This objcctive focuses on existing matters and addresses U.S. EPA’s
CAFO program review findings related to timely and appropriate enforcement addressing
noncompliance by CAFOs’.

Approach:

1. Beginning with the first quarter of calendar year 2011, Illinois EPA program and legal
managers, Illinois Attorney General’s Environmental Division managers, and U.S. EPA program
and legal managers will conduct a quarterly docket review of all refcrred CAFO matters and all
open federal enforcement cases. Participants will agree on the lead agency, path to resolution
(including target dates), appropriate penalty resolution, and desired results. Hlinois EPA will
document decisions.

2. By July 2011, U.S. EPA legal staff and management will meet with the Illinois Attorney
General’s office and lllinois EPA's legal staff and management to discuss legal issues and
strategy with respect to CAFO litigation and enforcement, including U.S. EPA penalty policies.

3. Nlinois EPA will provide a report by no later than the 15™ of each month to the U.S. EPA:
Water Enforcement Branch Chief. The report will reflect the activities completed during the
preceding month. The reports will include the following:

® See the Initial Results, Section VL. 3, pages 38-39.
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¢ alist and electronic copy of the report for each facility evaluated under Objective 1,
approach 1(e), to determine whether the facility is subject to NPDES permitting
requirenients;

¢ results of the Compliance Group’s determinations under Objective 1, approach 1(f);

e alist of all potential CAFQ-related citizen complaints/spills/releases received in the
preceding month under Objective 1, approach 3, and the disposition of the cases;

e alist of potential CAFO facilities evaluated by the Enforcement Decision Group and a
description of actions taken with regard to those facilities, including copies of any
referrals to the Illinois Attorney General’s office or written compliance determinations;
and

e alist of all potential CAFO NPDES enforcement matters referred to the Illinois Attorney
General’s office or that are before the Illinois Pollution Control Board and a written
summary of the status of the cases.

The frequency of reports may be adjusted after the initial six months by mutual agreement by
Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA.

Indicia of Progress: All pending matters meet agreed-upon schedules for action and resolution.
Decisions affecting case progress are madc cxpeditiously, and barriers are removed. Newly-
referred matters placed on the docket progress appropriately. Monthly reports are submitted
timely and contain all required information.

11



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

Hlinois Program Work Plan
Februvary 2011
CAA Title V Permitting

The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA) implements the requirements of
Title V of the Clean Air Act via its Clean Air Act Permit Program (CAAPP), which was
approved by U.S. EPA on December 4, 2001 (66 Fed. Reg. 62946). Through regular program
interactions, our annual planning process, and periodic program reviews, U.S. EPA and Illinois
EPA discuss program progress and implementation barriers. On September 30, 2010, U.S. EPA
provided Illinois EPA a Title V program review report which raised several concerns, most
notably with the Illinois EPA’s permit issuance rates. On January 18, 2011, Illinois EPA issued
a response to the report. Since then, lllinois EPA and U.S. EPA have developed this work plan
to strengthen the CAAPP, focusing on the following objectives:

o Issue CAAPP permits pursuant to the Clean Air Act and Section 39.5 of the Illinois
Environmental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/39.5 (Scction 39.5) .

» Significantly reduce issuance backlogs of CAAPP permit renewals and federally
enforceable state operating permits, as identified in U.S. EPA’s Title V Operating Permit
System (TOPS) data base (FESOPs).

Both parties have agreed to approaches and commitments designed to address these objectives,
as outlined in detail below.

Objective 1: Issue CAAPP permits pursuant to the Clean Air Act and Section 39.5.

In consideration of the entire permitting sequence, from application to drafting and review,
Ilinois EPA and U.S. EPA have identified the following approaches to support this objective:

Approach:

Effective use of the application completeness process;

‘1. Hlinois EPA will continue to review each incoming CAAPP application to determine whether
the application meets technical requirements and all administrative requirements of Section 39.5.

The Tllinois EPA will continue to provide an application shield to only those sources for which
the application has been deemed complete in accordance with 39.5(5). Illinois EPA will continue
to request additional information as necessary during processing of the application.

12
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2. Illinois EPA will continue to evaluate CAAPP application completeness by utilizing the
existing completencss checklist, revising it as necessary. The CAAPP application forms require
that an application must include a justification for non-applicability determinations and periodic'
monitoring requests, and that applicants certify that the information provided is complete and
correct. Illmois EPA will review the application forms to assess whether they should be revised
to make clear that applicants must include proposed methods for monttoring compliance with
emissions limitations; the frequency of the proposed measurements; and, if the measurements are
indirect (parametric), an explanation of how the measured values relate to actual emissions from
the sourcc. By March 31, 2011, llinois EPA will provide U.S. EPA with the contents of its -
completeness checklist, highlighting any revisions. By July 1, 2011, U.S. EPA will assess
Illinois EPA’s completeness review process and will identify arcas for improvement, if ariy.
Iilinois EPA will implement any agreed-to revisions as soon as practicable.

Effective and efficient permit draftine:

3. An Illinois EPA manager will continue to review all draft permits and statements of basis
before they are publicly noticed to ensure that the CAAPP permits and statements of basis
include, at a minimum, the following elcments required by the CAAPP: all applicable
requirements, periodic monitoring sufficient to assurc compliance, compliance assurancc
monitoring where applicable, compliance schedules where appropriate, origin and authority for
all permit terms, and practicably enforceable terms.

4. Effective immediateiy, U.S. EPA will, at a minimum, review and comment on one draft
permit and accompanying Statement of Basis per month, if available. Illinois EPA will work
with U.S. EPA to address U.S. EPA’s comments.

5. U.S. EPA will support Illinois EPA with training and help with permit-specific issues, and
assist with applicability determinations where appropriate. In addition to U.S. EPA’s data base
of Title V petitions, orders and other guidance documents, which is accessible by states, U.S.
EPA commits to provide the following on-going assistance:

a. U.S. EPA will provide all recently-issued responses to petitions to object to Title V
permaits, policy statements and Title V guidance documents once they are publicly available, and
will be available at least once a month to discuss how these policies and orders will impact, and
should be implemented by, Illinois EPA. U.S. EPA will assist lilinois EPA, as necessary, to
search and extract examples of application of guidance. Although many such permit decisions
and other documents may be case-specific, U.S. EPA will provide Illinois EPA examples of
acceptable periodic monitoring for common emission units. U.S. EPA will provide Illincis EPA
with any tools it develops that will aid in the issuance of permits that meet the most up-to-date
guidance. '

b. As detailed elsewhere in this document, U.S. EPA will provide permit-specific
assistance on the development of statements of basis and responses to comments. U.S. EPA will

13
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also assist or conduct, where appropriate, MACT and NSPS applicability reviews and single
source determinations. Typically, U.S. EPA will provide these reviews and determinations
within 60 days of a request by Illinois EPA.

6. Illinois EPA will continue to offer training to ensure that its permit analysts understand and
are cquipped to fully implement the requirements of the Clean Air Act, Section 39.5, and U.S.
EPA’s guidance and policies, as appropriate. This includes the on-going productivity initiative
discussed in the April 2010 Title V program review *°, regular CAAPP Unit meetings to discuss
recent U.S. EPA comments on draft and proposed permits, applicabilily determinations, and
responses to petitions to object to Title V permits; informal training on topics such as effective
permil writing (e.g., periodic monitoring justification, writing techniques, etc.) and permit-
specific issues; and formal training that U.S. EPA can provide or help lllinois EPA develop.
Illinois EPA will have the Construction Unit manager and appropriate staff also participate when
appropriate. U.S. EPA will be available to attend these meetings and answer permit-specific
questions in Springfield at least monthly. Additionally, U.S. EPA will interact directly with
permit analysts concerning draft permits and Statements of Basis.

Addressing and documenting responses 1o public comments:

7. By April 2011, U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA will re-open and revise the cxisting Title V
implementation memorandum of understanding (MOU) to provide that lllinois EPA will make
available to U.S. EPA its draft response to comments identified by U.S. EPA prior to the start of
U.S. EPA’s 45-day period to review a proposed permit. U.S. EPA’s 45-day review will occur
sequentially under this revised process, rather than being concurrent with the public review as
per the existing MOU. This provision will not prevent U.S. EPA from waiving any portion of
the 45-day review period remaining after it has completed its review. U.S. EPA’s 45-day review
period will begin when lilinois EPA provides U.S. EPA with the requested draft response to
those comments identified by U.S. EPA and a proposed permit revised as necessary to address
public comments. If requested by Illinois EPA, U.S. EPA will assist 1llinois EPA in addressing
comments prior to the start of the 45-day review period. Illinois EPA wiil continue to respond to
all significant comments in the process of issuing CAAPP permits.

Indicia of Progress: U.S. EPA will see more thorough documentation of decision-making (e.g.,
Statements of Basis, Responses to Comments), resulting in fewer objections on this basis.

gee September 30, 2010 program evaluation report, page 16
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Objective 2: Significantly reduce permit issuance backlogs of CAAPP renewals and
FESQOPs. '

Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA agree that there is a large backlog of applications that Illinois EPA
must process. Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA have identified the following approaches to reduce this
backlog:

Approach:

1. As soon as practicable, but no later than July 1, 2011, Illinois EPA will temporarily assign
two to five additional FTE to process CAAPP permit applications, to help replace staff
reductions that have occurred over the past several years.

2. Illinois EPA senior management will continue to reinforce to staff, in writing, that issuing
CAAPP operating permits is a high priority. Illinois EPA senior management will take every
opportunity to identify issvance of CAAPP permits as a priority, such as through c-mails, staff
meetings, presentations, and the identification of priorities in performance objectives.

3. By March 2011, Illinois EPA will clearly lay out for appropriate Illinois EPA staff
expcctations for CAAPP permit issuance. Illinois EPA senior management will develop and post
in the office visual or virtual displays of the targets and expectations along with a measure of
Illinois EPA's success in meeting the targets.

4. By June 2011, Illinois EPA will identify and implement a strategy to mcrease the permit
issuance rate of FESOPs.

Indicia of Progress: The following table summarizes Illinois EPA’s and U.S. EPA’s permitting
goals for FFY 2011 and 2012 for the current CAAP backlog. Thereafter, Illinois EPA will
continue to public notice and issue CAAPP permits from the backlog.

Date ~{¥Cumulative Total of |z Targeted - |
- -1 Draft Backlogged | Cumulative Total of :
o Permits Sent to | = Final Backlogged
e R Public Notice |+ Permits Issued"’
May 2011 6
November 2011 10 6
May 20312 24 10
November 2012 48 24

 The word “targeted” is used in relation to final pcrmit issuance in recognition that third parties
can impact “final” permit issuance and/or effective dates through pctitions to object filed with
the Administrator and permit appeals filed with the State by permittees.
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1llinois Program Work Plan
February 2011
Air Enforcement

Tlinois EPA and U.S. EPA collectively ensure that facilities comply with applicable provisions
of the CAA and associated State laws, permits and requirements. 1llinois EPA's implementation
of its CAA enforcement program is monitored by U.S. EPA through data input to U.S. EPA’s
Air Facility System (AFS), regular discussions of ongoing case slatus, a joint annual planning
process, and periodic audits under U.S. EPA’s State Review Framework. Through thesc
mechanisms, program progress 1s tracked, and barriers to further progress are addressed. 1llinois
EPA and U.S. EPA have agreed through this work plan to work together to strengthen the State’s
enforcement program, focusing on the following threce objectivés:

¢ To detect all federally reportable violations and document them in order to support
formal enforcement.

¢ To track and efficiently resolve newly identificd violations.

¢ To assure that existing, unresolved enforcement matters are tracked and efficiently
processed.

Both parties have agreed to approaéhes and commitments designed to address these objectives,
as outlined in detail below.

Objective 1: To detect all federally reportable violations and document them in order to
support formal enforcement.

Approach:

1. lllinois EPA will continue to organize training for its field inspectors and office compliance
staff. Training will cover pre-inspection preparation, inspection conduct, post-inspection follow-
up and documentation, review of compliance data (i.e., stack tests, continuous emission
monitoring, continuous opacity monitoring reports, deviation reports). By March 2011, 1llinois
EPA will provide U.S. EPA a summary of existing and proposed training, including agendas and
materials, to be offered to Illinois EPA Bureau of Air (BOA) field inspectors and compliance
staff during 2011. U.S. EPA will provide feedback as appropriate. A similar process will occur
for any new training program topics. U.S. EPA will review training opportunities and from time
Lo time, but at least quarterly, provide Illinois EPA’s BOA Training Coordinator with a list of
{ederally-sponsored training opportunities relevant to field inspections (inspection quality,
inspection conduct, post-inspection follow-up, etc.), NSR and PSD compliance, specific source
sector compliance, compliance with -tecent NESHAPs or NSPS, and other federal regulations or
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requirements relevant to Illinois EPA’s Compliance Monitoring Strategy. U.S. EPA will also
share other non-federal training opportunities and materials it finds to be effective.

2. From time to time, U.S. EPA Headquarters develops specific source-sector enforcement
initiatives that focus on PSD/NSR noncompliance. U. S. EPA has Section 114 authority that
aliows it to gather information or documents from the targeted source-sector that may be
necessary to assess whether a PSD/NSR violation exists. When Illinois EPA has identified a
modification at a source that may be a major modification, and cannot support an cnforcement
action with information available, Illinois EPA will provide to U.S. EPA the inspection report
and any other documentation that may support a PSD/NSR noncompliance inquiry. U. 8. EPA
will then use its Scction 114 authority to gather additional evidence relevant to the PSD/NSR
inquiry.

3. lllinois EPA Bureau of Air (BOA) staff has developed a new Compliance Monitoring Report
(CMR), which is currently being field-tested, and once perfected, will be used for each BOA
inspection. The final CMR will standardize the pre-inspection, inspection, and post-inspection
practices, and will include checklists io ensure that the field inspector has identified the
necessary elements for each type of inspection (e.g., full compliance evaluation (FCE). partial
compliance evaluation (PCE), complaint response, etc.). A draft of the CMR has been field
tested on two FCE inspections. The comments on the initial draft of the CMR are currently
being rcviewed and the initial draft CMR is being revised. By March 15, 2011, the revised draft
CMR will be ficld-tested by one or more inspectors in each regional field office. By April 15,
2011, comments on the draft CMR by the regional field staff involved in the next phase of
testing will be received and any necessary changes to the draft CMR will be made. By May 1,
2011, the proposed CMR will be sent to U.S. EPA ARD program and legal managers for review
and comment. U.S. EPA will provide comments to Illinois EPA BOA staff on the proposed
CMR by June 1, 2011. 1n July, August and September 2011, 1llinois EPA BOA will conduct
training on the final CMR to ensure that each field inspector and compliance engineer is familiar
with the CMR and its requirements. Beginning October 1, 2011, the CMR will be used for each
field inspection.

4. By March 15, 2011, 1llinois EPA will compose three (3) regional Meeting in Region (MIR)
committees, consisting of llinois EPA’s field staff in that region, and compliancc and legal staff
assigned to that region, as well as the FOS Section Manager. Each of the committees will
consult with their assigned field inspectors on scheduled inspections for the upcoming quarter to
review methods of evaluation, applicable regulatory requirements, and necessary documentation
specific to that investigation. Post inspection, each of the three regional MIR committees will
meet with each of their assigned inspectors to review their findings and documentation, and
identify areas of non-compliancc and possible remedies.
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Indicia of Progress: Documentation supporting violations is sufficient to ultimately resolve
most of the violations through negotiation or litigation. The number of cases that the
Compliance Decision Group (CDG) (see below) refers back to technical staff due to insufficient
information will be tracked to measure progress.

Objective 2: To track and cfficiently resolve newly identified violations.

Approach:

1. Illinois EPA will continue to use a Compliance Decision Group (CDG) composed of the BOA
Permit Section Manager, the Field Operations Section (FOS) Manager, the Compliance Section
Manager and the Manager of the Division of Legal Counsel-Air Enforcement.  The CDG will
analyze each violation detected during the previous month, detailing supporting evidence,
desired corrective action, and expected environmental benefits. The CDG will prioritize
ongoing or recurring violations for expedited Violation Notices (VNs), preliminarily identify
violations that may require formal resolution, and direct insufficiently supported cases back to
the technical staff for follow-up. Decisions will be documented and maintained.

2. Beginning in March 2011, where the appropriate technical remedy is known, the 1llinois EPA
will issue VNs containing a recommended technical remedy and schedule for implementation.
Where the appropriate lechnicai remedy 1s not known, Illinois EPA will generally describe a
remedy(s) believed by Illinois EPA to be applicable to the particular case and a schedule for
resolution.

3. Non-responses to VNs or responses without a commitment to a technical remedy that is at
least as effective as that proposed by Illinois EPA will be immediately referred to the CDG.

4. The CDG will meet monthly to dispose of matters referred to them. Most matters referred to
the CDG following step 3 above where High Priority Violators (HPVs) have been identified will
be referred to the Illinois Attorney General’s office unless that office declines. If the Attorney
General’s office declines referral, the CDG can consider other options for resolution. Decisions
of the CDG will be documented and maintained.

5. Beginning in March 2011, Illinois EPA legal enforcement staff will utilize its regular calls
with the lllinois Attommey General’s office to discuss the status of existing active cases, including
information needs, affirm agreement on settlement terms and path to resolution, etc., as well as

- review the backlogged cases for next opportunities and necessary actions.

Indicia of Progress: No extended periods of negotiation for Compliance Commitment
Agreements where HPVs have been identified in a VN. Time frames between case milestones
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will be tracked to monitor progress. A twenty-five (25%) percent increase in HPV cases referred
to the Illinois Attormey General’s Office over FFY 2010 levels in both FFY 2011 and FFY 2012.

Objective 3: To assure that existing, unresolved enforcement matters are tracked and
efficiently processed.

Approach:

Beginning in March 2011, Illinois EPA BOA program and legal managers and U.S. EPA ARD
program and legal managers will conduct a semi-annual review of cases where a HPV has been
identified in a VN (prior to referral), or in a referral to the AGO. Participants will review the
status of each unresolved, state-initiated, HPV (post VN); agree upon the lead agency, path to
resolution (including target datcs), and appropriate penaity resolution; and affirm desired results.
Decisions will be documented.

Indicia of Progress: All pending matters will be closcly monitored through ultimate resolution,

decisions affecting case progress will be expeditiously made, and barriers will be identified and a
path to address the barrier will be agreed upon.
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1Hinois Program Work Plan for 2013
Agrecment Between

Illinois Environmental Protection. Agency and Region 5, U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency

Pursuant to federal assistance statutes, the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois
EPA) and Region 5, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA Region 5) work fogether o
implement authorized, delegated, and/or-approved environmental programs within the State of
Illinois in a timely, appropriate, and effective manner. Together we establish priorities, negotiate
program conunitments and work sharing, and evaluate program perfonnance.

llinois EPA and EPA Region 5 are replacing the previous Work Plan Agreement as a means to
continue to strengthen Illinois™ implementation of several federally authonized, delegated, and/or
approved environmental progralns."’.['hc Work Plan for 2013 includes activities and commitments
for both Agencies relating to the Clean Water Act National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES) and Clean Air Act Title V permitting program. This Work Plan Agreement.
extends the previous 2011/2012 federal fiscal year work plan agreement to December 31, 2013.
In the event of a conflict between this Work Plan Agreement and the November 1, 2010,
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the EPA Region 5 and the llinois EPA, this
document supersedes the MOA.

Illinois EPA and EPA Region 5 will monitor progress under the Work Plan Agreement via

existing program-to-program communications, as well as-during the annual joint senior
management planning meeting. The Work Plan may be adjusted by mutual agreement. As part
of our joint planning for Federal Fiscal Year 2014/2015, Illinois EPA and EPA Region 5 will
formally assess the need to negotiate a revised Work Plan for the Clean Water Act NPDES and
Clean Air Act Title V permitting programs.

The execution of this Agreement demonstrates our continuing commitment to environmental
improvement through a strong partnership and shared responsibility for meeting our regujatory
obligations.

Enteredintoon 2 "% -/ 3

For Illinois EPA: For EPA Region 5:
T5 -- T ~“Taterim Director Susan Hedman
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency Regional Administralor

Attachment F
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Ilinois Program Work Plan
For 2013
Water Programs

In March 2008, the Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (lllinois Citizens) submitted a
petition to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.8: EPA) requesting the withdrawal of
Dlinois’ authorized Clean Water Act National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
program. 1llinois Citizens contend that the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (1llinois
EPA) was not properly administering the NPDES program for concentrated animal feeding
operations (CAFOs). In February 2009, Illinois Citizens, joined by the Environmental Integrity
Project, provided additional information in a supplementary petition to U.S. EPA.

U.S. EPA cenducted an informal investigation of the petitioners’ allegations and issued a report
in September 2010." The report discusses U.S. EPA’s initial findings for the various program
areas, and the actions that Illinois EPA must take to comply with Clean Water Act requirements
for authorized state NPDES programs. In particular, Iilinois EPA must accomplish the
following:

NPDES Permitting for CAFOs

+ Issue NPDES permits to CAFOs that are required to be permitted under NPDES regulations.

» Develop and maintain a comprehensive inventory of CAFQOs and evalvate their regulatory
status.

+ Establish technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAFQOs and revise title 35 of
the Tlinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E, as necessary to be consistent with the federal
CAFO rules.

+ Ensure that sufficient resources are maintained to issue or deny permuits.

NPDES Comp]iancé Monitoring and Enforcement for CAFOs

» Revise the inspection process for livestock and poultry facilities to enable [llinois EPA to
determine and track whether inspected facilities are CAFOs that are required to have NPDES
penuits and whether they are in coinpliance with NPDES requiremenis.

* Develop standard operating procedures and properly investigate, track, and respond to citizen
complaints reporting potential violations of NPDES requirements.

+ Take timely and appropriate enforcement action to address noncompliance by CAFOs.

+ Require that Hlinois EPA enforcement actions address CAFOs failing to apply for an NPDES
permit, where a facility has discharged, 1s discharging, or is designed, constructed, operated,
or maintained such that it will discharge. :

« Ensure that sufficient resources are maintained for inspections and enforcement of NPDES
requirements for CAFOs. )

’See the “Initial Results of an Informal Investigation of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Program for Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations in the State of llinois™ (Initial Results), available at:
- http:/fepa.goviregionS/illinoiscafo.
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Progress to date and plan forward

» Since February 2011, Illinois EPA has hired and trained six new CAFO staff; made progress
on issuing, reinvestigating and tracking CAFQ permits; has an inventory of large CAFOs
under development; has made progress on conducting and tracking CAFO inspections; has
issued violation notices and referred actions to the Illinois Attorney General Office; has
submitted proposed amendinents to Title 35 of the Illinois Administrative Code to the Illinois
Pollution Control Board; and has developed and implemented standard operating procedures
and its Enforcement Response Guidelines related to inspections and enforcement.

» Both U.S. EPA and Dllinois EPA agree to extend the Work Plan through 2013 to continue the
progress of the February 2011 Work Plan, including completing the CAFO inventory and a
related workload assessment, finalizing four llinois EPA standard operating procedures
concerning CAFOs, and amending Title 35 of the [liinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E,
Parts 501, 502, and 504. -

The following outlines specific actions that Olinois EPA will continue to take to address the
initial findings in U.S. EPA’s report. Actions that U.S. EPA will take to assist [llinois EPA are
provided below as well.

NPDES Permitting for
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations

Objective 1: All Large CAFOs that discharge are in compliance with NPDES permits,
This objective addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFO program review findings related to issuance of
NPDES permits to CAFOs as required under the NPDES regulations.” It also addresses U.S.
EPA’s finding related to resources for the CAFO NPDES program.’

Approach

1. By February 28, 2013, Nlinois EPA will report on the status of the 13 cases identified in the
August 31, 2011, re-investigation report as cither nceding additional investigation or
considering withdrawing permit applications. The report will include conclusions and, as
appropriate, recommendations {or further action.

2. By September 30, 2013, lllinois EPA will prepare a final workload assessment that will
identify the number of full time employees required to implement an effective CAFO
permitting, compliance evaluation, and enforcement program taking into account the CAFO
universe identified in the CAFQ inventory discussed below.* The final assessment will identify
staff distribution by function and geographic area of responsibility.

“fbid, Section V1. 1, p. 35.
“Ibid, Section VI 6, p. 40.
“Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Objective 1, Approach 1.b.
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3. Illinois EPA will continue to provide U.S. EPA with a bi-monthly status report on each
CAFO permit application. Any future changes to the current version of the status report
shall be mutually agreed upon by Illincis EPA and U.S. EPA.

4. Nlinois EPA will establish a standard operating procedure (SOP), with timelines, for
making a completeness determination and taking preliminary and final action on permit
applications. The SOP will provide for final action not more than 180 days after receipt of
a complete application. -Under the SOP, illinois EPA will respond to all incomplete
applications with a notice of incompleteness (NOI) delineating the deficiencies in the
application and requiring a response within 30 days. Illinois EPA will copy U.S. EPA on
all NOIs. The SOP will provide that Illinois EPA will issue a vielation notice (VN) under
Section 31 of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act or request U.S. EPA to issue an
information collection order under Section 308 of the Clean Water Act for any applicant
who has not responded or when lilinois EPA finds that the application is still incomplete
afier appropriate use of the NOI process. By Febmary 28, 2013, Illinois EPA will provide a
final SOP to U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with modification. The final
shall consider comments and recommendations from U.S. EPA on previous drafl versions
of the SOP.

5. U.S. EPA will issue mformation collection orders to CAFOs that have submitted ‘
incomplete applications to Illinois EPA and are not subject to federal enforcement. 1llinois

EPA will refer such CAFOs to U.S. EPA within 30 days after the deadline [linois EPA sets
in a final NOI letter or VN to the applicant. U.S. EPA will issue the information collection

orders within 60 days after receipt of a complete referral from Illinois EPA.

6. Within 60 days following publication of amendments to 35 I1i. Adm. Code, subtitle E,
lilinois EPA and U.S. EPA will jointly identify permit conditions that Illinois EPA could
modify and practices that lllinois EPA could adopt, consistent with the 2003 and 2008 federal
rules for CAFOs, to streamline the process for review of Nutrient Management Plans (NMPs)
and incorporation of NMP terms into permits. Such methods include, but are not limited to,
use of Manure Management Planner or other nutrient management planning software. For any
conditions or practices so identified, lllinois EPA will act to modify the conditions or adopt the
practices in accordance with the schedule set in Objective 2, Approach 4, of this section.
linois EPA may request support for implementation of the streamlining actions.

Indicia of Progress: For applications submitted prior to March 31, 2011, 1llinois EPA
completes the following by December 31, 2012, issue permits to the applicants, post draft
permits or notices of coverage for public comment, or refers the CAFO to the Illinois
Attorney General’s office for formal enforcement or U.S. EPA for an information collection
order. For other applicants, Illinois EPA takes final action as detailed in the SOP
contemplated in Approach 4 in this section.
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Objective 2: U.S. EPA approves amcendments to 35 I1l. Adm. Code, subtitle E, which
reflect the 2003 and 2008 revisions to the federal regulations for CAFOs. This objective
addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFQ program review findings related to administrative rules for
CAFOs as well as technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAFOs.?

Approach

l. As appropriaté, given the content of the draft amendments and other considerations, U.S.
EPA will recommend that the Illinois Pollution Control Board (the Board) propose the
amendments for the purpose of requesting public comment.

2. Within 30 days after publicationi of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, Dlinois
EPA will inform the owner of each Large CAFO in the State’s inventory, in writing, about the
unpermitted discharge prohibition and the duty to apply for a permit, and the potential
consequences for discharge without a permit. [llinois EPA will provide a draft of the letter fo
U.S. EPA forreview and approval or approval with modification.

3. Within 45 days afier the amendatory rulemaking becomes effective, [llinois EPA will
submit the final amendments to U.S. EPA for action under 40 C.F.R. §123.62.

4. Within 120 days after the effective date of the amendatory rulemaking, Illinois EPA
will revise its permit application forms and formally ask the public to comment on draft
modifications to general permit ILAQ1, as appropriate, based on the amendments and the
federal regulations. '

Indicia of Progress: U.S. EPA finds the amended rules to be consistent with federal
regulations. Illinois EPA implements the amended rules upon becoming effective. U.S. EPA
acts on the amendments within 90 days of receipt.

NPDES Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement for CAFOs

Objective 1: To detect, report, and sufficiently document all violations in order to support
enforcement of the federal regulations. This objective addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFO program
review findings related to developing and maintaining a comprehensive inventory of CAFOs and
evaluating their regulatory status, revising the inspection processes to determine and track
CAFOs requiring NPDES permits, and developing and implementing SOPs for responding to
CAFO-related citizen complaints .’ _

*Initial Results, Section VI 7, p. 41.
*Ibid, Section V1. 2, pp. 36-38.
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Approach

1. ILllinois EPA will implement a short-term strategy for e\falualmg fac1htles that are likely to be
Large CAFQs. The strategy includes the following:

a.

1llinois EPA will provide the NPDES inspection list identifying 25 facilities including
location data to U.S. EPA, no later than February 28, 2013,

By February 28, 2013, Illinois EPA will provide an inventory to U.S. EPA that lists
Large CAFQOs and any other permitted CAFOs as a basis for the final Workload
Assessment. [llinois EPA will maintain and regularly update its CAFO inventory
through a process of confirming sizes of additional livestock facilities. Illinois EPA will
make the inventory publicly accessible and send updates to U.S. EPA at least twicc a
year. By September 30, 2013, Illinois EPA will provide an update to its CAFO inventory
that confirms whether additional livestock facilities are Large CAFOs. Illinois EPA will
have a process in place to get regular updates about potential Large CAFOs from Illinois
Department of Agriculture and Nlinois Department of Public Heaith. The inventory will
include all confirmed Large and permitied CAFO sites identified by lilinois EPA regional
offices, permit applications, citizen tips and complaints, U.S. EPA, the lllinois
Department of Agriculture, the [llinois Department of Public Health, and the Illinois
Emergency Management Agency. The inventory may make usc of a Geographic
Information System-based pilot inventory currently being developed for seven high
profile Tllinois counties.

Following U.S. EPA’s 2012 oversight inspections, U.S. EPA will provide 1ts commients
on the CAFO NPDES inspection/evaluation standard operating procedure by January 15,
2013. Dlinois EPA will address U.S. EPA’s comments and revise its CAFO NPDES
mspection/evaluation standard operating procedure as necessary and will provide the
updated SOP to 1J.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with modification by
February 28, 2013.

Illinois EPA will perform 25 NPDES evaluations by June 1, 2013, to determine whether
the facilities discharge, with at least 12 of these evaluations completed during or after
precipitation c¢vents.

At its existing Compliance Group monthly meetings, Illinois EPA will review the
findings and documentation of all NPDES evaluations for: a determination as to whether
the facility meets the definition of a CAFO, areas of non-compliance, wet weather
Sigmficant Non-compliance (SNC) determinations, violations detected, documentary
evidence, and recommendations for correcting the violations. Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA
will confer quarterly to review the findings and documentation of all CAFO
noncompliance cases beginning with those initiated in 2009.
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2. By February 28, 2013, llincis EPA will confirm that CAFO inspectors and their first-line
_supervisors have completed Illinois EPA’s training curriculum. Newly hired llinois EPA CAFO
mspectors will be trained within 6 months of starting and before independently leading a CAFO

inspection.

3. By February 28, 2013, Illinois EPA will address U.S. EPA’s comments and revise its citizen
complaint SOP as necessary and will provide the SOP to U.S. EPA for review and approval or
approval with modification. The SOP is to provide for a written report on investigation results to
the complainant. The database is to include a field recording the response to the complaint. The
SOP will also provide instruction for ensuring 24-hour spill/release response capability which
includcs on-site presence of an NPDES trained inspector, sampling capability, and equipment to
ensure that spills/releases from facilities are documented and assessed to determine if the
facilities are CAFOs and require NPDES permits. The SOP will describe laboratory capabilities
and services necessary to complete data analysis within prescribed holding times for pollutants
of concern. The SOP must specifically address maintenance of those capabilities for those
events which occur at night, on weekends, and on holidays.

4. Tlinois EPA will develop an annual site-specific CAFQO inspection plan which ensures
NPDES inspection at a minimum of 20 percent of all permitted CAFOs, consistent with U.S.
EPA’s National NPDES Compliance Monitoring Strategy. Olinois EPA will provide the plan to
U.S. EPA by September 30 of each year.

5. During Federal Fiscal Year 2013, U.S. EPA will conduct oversight inspections of 2 minimum
* of three Iilinois EPA NPDES CAFO inspections to evaluate the effectiveness of the Illinois EPA
inspection program. U.S. EPA inspectors will document their findings, and evaluate the
thoroughness and scope of prior Illinois EPA inspections as well as the appropriateness of the
record-keeping and reporting associated with the inspections. U.S. EPA will provide copies of
these inspection reports to Illinois EPA within 60 days of complction. U.S. EPA will also
conduct independent inspections at additional CAFOs with suspected wet weather discharges.
U.S. EPA will invite Tllinois EPA participation. U.S. EPA will initiate any appropriate follow-up
enforcement consistent with existing State/U.S. EPA enforcement communication agreements
and the Environmental Performance Partnership Agreement.

Indicia of Progress: Hlinois EPA creates and maintains a consolidated inventory of Large
CAFOs and other permitted CAFOs. The inventory is easily accessible to all Illinois EPA statf
and the public. Illinois EPA conducts NPDES evaluations at 25 potential Large CAFOs by June
1, 2013, consistent with approved SOPs, 1llinois EPA will report all CAFO inspections it
conducted to U.S. EPA annually by July 31. Illinois EPA implements approved annual
inspection plans for permitted CAFOs consistent with the National Compliance Monitoring
Strategy. Iilinois EPA implements a satisfactory traming program for inspectors. Illinois EPA
responds to all citizen complaints and emergency CAFO-related discharges in a timely manner.
Tllinois EPA identifies and records 100 percent of Single Event Violations and all wet weather
SNC in the Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS).



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

Objective 2: To properly track and efficiently resolve newly-identified violations. This
objective focuses on newly-identified violators and addresses U.S. EPA’s CAFOQ program review
findings related to timely and appropriate enforcement addressing noncomphance by CAFOs and
the requirement that all CAFOs that discharge must app]y for an NPDES permit.’

Approach

1. Tllinois EPA’s Bureau of Water will revise its Enforcement Response Guide (ERG) in a
manner designed to assure timely and appropriate response to violations detected at CAFOs and
ensure a prompt return to compliance.® Tllinois EPA will submit the revised ERG to U.S. EPA,
by February 28, 2013. The ERG will require all Large CAFOs to apply for and obtain an
NPDES permit where the CAFOs discharge. The ERG will require all medium livestock and
poultry facilities to apply for and obtain a permit where the facility meets the definition of a
CAFO. In addition, the ERG will reflect the wet weather SNC policy in the determination of
SNC, as well as the appropriate enforcement response. Iiinois EPA will submit the ERG to U.S.
EPA for review and approval or approvai with modifications. Illinois EPA wil} fully adopt and
implement the ERG within 30 days of U.S. EPA approval or approval with modifications.

2. Dlinois EPA will issue VNs for all sigmificant noncompliance detected at CAFOs, within 180
days of Illinois EPA becoming aware of the alleged violation, pursuant to Section 31(a) of the
Illinois Environmenta] Protection Act {Act). The VN will contain a recommended remedy and
schedule for implementation as appropriate. Compliance Commitment Agreements (CCAs) will
be accepted when they bind the respondent to the requirements and timeframes recommended in
the VNs. If Illinois EPA is unable to negotiate an acceptable CCA within 120 days of issuing the
VN, Hlinois EPA will refer the matter to the [llinois Attorney General’s office. For conditions
that constitute an imminent or substantial endangerment to human health, the environment or
property, Illinois EPA will immediately refer the matter to the lilinois Attornev General’s office
pursuant to Section 43 of the Act.

3. In cases where the facility does not respond to the VN or proposes a remedy that is less
effective than the remedy proposed by lllinois EPA, lllinois EPA will immediately complete the
necessary actions under Section 31 to allow Illinois EPA to formally refer the matier to the
Ilinois Attorney General’s office or the State’s Attorney of the county in which the alleged
violation occurred. Simultaneously, Illinois EPA will refer the case to its existing Enforcement
Decision Group for pre-referral consideration of the case.

Indicia of Progress: Illinois EPA consistently follows the approved ERG. All CCAs are
{inalized within 120 days of the VN. No State-lead enforcement cases result in U.S. EPA taking
addinional action to resolve the same violations,

"Ibid, Section VL. 3, pp. 38-36.
The ERG should include systems and procedures which assure timely and appropriaie response to violations
detected at other sources, as well.
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Objective 3: To assure that unresolved enforcement matters are properly tracked and
efficiently resolved. This objective focuses on existing matters and addresses U.S. EPA’s
CAFO program review fmdmos related to timely and appropriate enforcement addressing
noncompliance by CAFOs.’

Approach

I. Illinois EPA program and legal managers, Illinois Attorney General’s Environmental Division
managers, and U.S. EPA program and legal managers will continue to conduct a quarterly docket
review of all referred CAFO matters and all open federal enforcement cases. Participants will
agree on the lead agency, path to resolution (including target dates), appropriate penalty
resolution, and desired results. Illinois EPA will document decisions.

2. Ilinois EPA will provide a report by no later than the 15™ of every odd numbered month to
the U.S. EPA Water Enforcement Branch Chief. The report will reflect the activities completed
during the preceding two months. The reports will include the following:

= alist and electronic copy of the report for each facility evaluated under Objective 1,
approach 1(e), to determine whether the facility is subject to NPDES permitting
requirements;

¢ results of the Compliance Group’s deterrninations under Objective 1, approach 1(£);

# alist of all potential CAFO-related citizen complaints/spills/releases received in the
preceding month under Objective 1, approach 3, and the disposition of the cases;

» a list of potential CAFOQ facilities evaluated by the Enforcement Decision Group and a
description of actions taken with regard to those facilities, including copies of any
referrals to the Tllinois Attorney General’s office or written compliance determinations;
and

» alist of all potential CAFO NPDES enforcement matters referred to the Ilinois Attomey
General’s office or that are before the Board and a written summary of the status of the
cases.

The frequency of reports may be adjusted after the initial six months bv mutual agreement by
Lilinois EPA and U.S. EPA.

Indicia of Progress: All pending matters meet agreed-upon schedules for action and resolution.
Decisions affecting case progress are made expeditiously and barriers to progress are removed.
Newly-referred matters placed on the docket progress appropriately. Monthly reporis arc
submitted timely and contain all required information.

®Initial Results, Section V1. 3, pp. 38-39.
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Illinois Program Work Plan
For 2013
Clean Air Act Title V Permitting

The [linois Environmental Protection Agency (Tllinois EPA) implements the requirements of
Title V of the Clean Air Act via its Clean Air Act Perrmt Program (CAAPP), which was
approved by U.S. EPA on December 4, 2001 (66 Fed. Reg. 62946). Through regular program
interactions, our annual planning process, and periodic program reviews, U.S. EPA and Illinois
EPA discuss program progress and implementation barriers. On February 24, 2011, U.S. EPA
and Illinois EPA signed a work plan with the following objectives:

« Issue CAAPP permits pursuant to the Clean Air Act and Section 39.5 of the Illinois
Environmental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/39.5 (Section 39.5).

¢ Significantly reduce issuance backlogs of CAAPP permut renewals and federally cnforceable
state operating permits (FESOPs), as 1dentified in U.S. EPA’s Title V Operating Pernut
System data base.

Progress to date and plan ferward

o [llinois EPA has met or exceeded each of the milestones in the February 2011 Work Plan.

¢ Both U.S. EPA and lllinois EPA agree to extend the work plan through Calendar Year (CY)
2013 to continue the success of the February 2011 work plan, the reduction of the CAAPP
permit backlog, work on lifting the stay of the initial CAAPP permits issued to the coal-fired
power plants, and updating those permits through the permit reopening process.

Objective 1: To reduce permit issuance backlogs of CAAPP permit renewals and Federally
Enforceable State Operating Permits (FESOP).

Approach

s U.S. EPA will, at a minimum, review one draft permit and accompanying Statement of Basis
per month, if availabie. Illinois EPA will work with U.S. EPA to address any U.S. EPA
comments,

« U.S. EPA will also work with 1llinois EPA to most efficiently address U.S. EPA's
comments. U.S. EPA comunits to discussing our concerns with any specific operating permit
with the Illinois EPA permit writer prior to submutting any formal commeénts. U.S. EPA will
provide Illinois EPA with fonnal comments where it is warranted.

o U.S. EPA will support [llinois EPA with training and help with permit-specific issues,
including addressing actual and perceived barriers that could delay permit issuance, and
assist with applicability determinations where appropriate. In addition to U.S. EPA’s data
base of Title V petitions, orders, and other guidance documents, which is accessible by states,
U.S. EPA commits to provide on-going assistance.

U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA will follow the April 20, 2011, Memorandum of Agreement.

e lllinois EPA management will work with permit staff to identify and address barriers

preventing the public noticing and issuance of final permits.
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Indicia of Progress: The following tables summarize [llinois EPA’s and U.S. EPA’s permitting

goals for CY 2013 for the current CAAPP and FESOP backlog.! Thereafter, llinois EPA will
continue to public notice and issue CAAPP permits and FESOPs from the backlog.

CAAPP backlog table’
Date Cumulative Total of Draft Targei‘ed3 Cumulative Total
Backlogged Permits Sent to | of Final Backlogged Permits
Public Notice Issued
Targeted Milestones for June 72 39
2013
December 2013 102 54

' The backlog was developed under the February 2011 Work Plan and includes the CAAPP and
FESOP lists submitted to U.S, EPA and identifying pending permits as of October 2010.

? The number of permits for public notice and {inal issuance are continued from the February
2011 Work Plan for the CAAPP permit backlog.

* The word “targeted” is used in relation to final permit issuance in recognition that third parties
can impact “final” permit issuance and/or effective dates through petitions to object filed with
the Administrator and permit appeals filed with the State by permittees.

Objective 2: To issue CAAPP permits to appealed coal-fired power plants based on the
approach agreed to for the Ameren —~ Coffeen Generating Station permit.

Approach

The remaining coal-fired power plant initial CAAPP permits that have been appealed will be
processed consistent with the methodology and process as described in the September 25, 2012,
letter to U.S. EPA from the [llinois EP A, outlining our strategy and administrative process to
geiting final and effective initial permits and updating those permits to reflect new applicable
Clean Air Act requirements through the reopening process.

10
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FCAFO:

- County

R R e | e T e L T i e e s |

Permit

CAFO)

Qi?;?‘na 3 | Facility Name “Facility City Number Primary Animal Type
L ADAMS HIGH POWER PORK LLC LA PRAIRIE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L ADAMS KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM LIBERTY Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L ADAMS PINE RIDGE FARMS ‘MENDON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare
L Adams Sims Enterprises, Inc, - Liberty Swine, each welghing S5 pounds or more
L Bond Kruckeburg iShoal Creek swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
L BOND Seabaugh Pork Farms .Greenville swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L BROWN BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FARM TIMEWELL Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L BROWN MASCHHOFFS - LANING 1 MT. Sterling Swine’ each WEighil‘Ig 55 pounds or more
L BUREAU Doubletree Farms -Princeton Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
L BUREAU EHNLE, GARY ‘Buda Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L BUREAU MCCUNE FARM #1 Sheffleld Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
i Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
L BUREAU STEAK CITY "WALNUT calves (Cattle Indudes but is not limited to
_ heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)
L CALHOUN SOGGY BOTTOM SOW FACILITY 'PLEASANT HILL Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L CARROLL Newcomer, John ‘Lanark Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L CARROLL Stitzel Hog Farm Shannon Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
L CARROLL Sturtevant Hog Farms LLC - UNIT 1 Shannon Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
APPL FARMS, -
L CASS (UNI‘E;V 1C)8?3DCOI\I:BIr\l’ED LARGE CAFO) _OAKFORD Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 27 ‘
L CASS (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE iOAKFORD Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
CAFQ) :
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 28
L CASS (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE ~ OAKFORD Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
CAFQ} .
APPL| D -LLC - U .
L CASS (J:;;M fg 3 l::ﬁgth?,S['NLED LARI\(L“I-ET 3 AFO) OAKFORD Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 4
L CASS (UNITS 4,27,& 28 COMBINED LARGE _NEWMANSVILLE Swing, each weighing 55 pounds or more
CAFO) '
L CASS APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 5 "CHANDLERVILLE Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 2
L CASS (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE 'OAKFORD

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

" Attachment G
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CASS

‘CASS

CASS

:CASS
-CASS
-Champaign
.CHRISTIAN
.CHRISTIAN

Clay

-CLAY
Clay

CLAY
CLAY
CLAY

:CLAY
Clay

CLINTON

‘Clinton

CLINTON
Clinton

CLINTON

CLINTON

CLINTON

Clinton
CLINTON

CLINTON

‘CLINTON

CUMBERLAND
DE KALB
DE KALB
DE KALB

‘DE KALB

DE KALB

'DE KALB
'DE KALB

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNITS 2/12

(UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE
‘CAFO)

.SEAMAN PORK

‘STRIBLING HOG FARM

TAYLOR, CHARLES

‘WIN FRODUCTIONS - BEARDSTOWN
‘Furtney Farms

LANHAM, INC

:MASCHHOFFS - CAMPBELL FARMS
‘Andy Shull Inc

:Bible Finisher

‘Blble Pork #2

‘BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4

BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM III

'KITLEY, KENT - SWINE FACILITY
‘KITLEY, TRACY - SWINE FARM - GDU
‘RLH Farms Inc

"BEER, STANLEY HOG FARM

‘Book Park Farms

Hempen, David Hog & Cattle Farm

Kampwerth Pork

Luebbers, Edwin Hog Farm
Maschhoff Pork Farm (HOME)

MSSA HOG FACILITY - BREESE
‘Ratermann Bros.

RICH-LANE DAIRY FARM

‘ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN)

:Timmermann, Ron Hog Farm
‘Walk Stock Farm, Inc. - Unit #2
:Huftalin Swine Farm

Independence Pork

‘JOHNSON FARMS
‘KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM

‘LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP

‘PRIME PORK, Inc.
'WEYDERT HOG CONFINEMENT

‘OAKFORD

-‘BEARDSTOWN
"ASHLAND
VIRGINIA
{BEARDSTOWN
:Champaign
‘EDINBURG
{EDINBURG

! Louisville
-Louisville
‘Louisvllle
‘LOUISVILLE
LOQUISVILLE
.FLORA
CLAY CITY
iLOUISVILLE
:Bartelso
‘Breese
‘Carlyle
‘Breese
‘Carlyle
:Carylye
‘BREESE
{Germantown
‘Highland

‘GERMANTOWN

{Carlyle
‘Neoga
‘Malta
‘Walerman
‘DEKALB
'WATERMAN

'MAPLE PARK

:DEKALB
{DEKALB
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Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-Sw!ne, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
“Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or mare
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
;Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
"Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
“Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
-Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry
Laying hens, if the AFO uses other than

liguid-manure handling system
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

“Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Turkeys

:Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
‘calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to

heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
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EDGAR
[FAYETTE

FORD

FRANKLIN
-FRANKLIN

FULTON

.FULTON
-Fulton

FULTON

‘FULTON
‘GREENE

\GREENE
;Hamilton
"HANCOCK
"HANCOCK
"HANCOCK

‘HANCOCK
"HANCOCK
‘HANCOCK
‘HANCOCK

HANCOCK

‘HANCOCK
‘HANCOCK
"HANCOCK
‘HENDERSON

'HENDERSON

"HENDERSON

-Christensen Farms Midwest, LLC - P Hill
‘Wilder Farms Elevator

'VEATCH AND SONS, INC. LIVESTOCK
‘FARM

:BLACK GOLD CATTLE COMPANY

‘CEDARCREST, LLC

‘Eagle Point Farms. LLC

.FULTON SELECT SWINE

:HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM

‘HANOR COMPANY, INC. (APPLE CREEK)

‘HANOR COMPANY, INC. (BLUFFDALE)

‘Bond Family Farms
CARLISLE FARMS - CATTLE BARN SWINE
FINISHER

CARLISLE FARMS - CONNOR FINISHING

‘CARLISLE FARMS - HOME FINISHING

FACILITY
DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM

DEER VIEW, LLC

GLENVIEW PORK, LLC

JD PORK, LLC

LITTLE TIMBER, LLC

‘OAK GROVE, LLC

‘WESTERN CREEK FARMS, LLC
‘WILDCAT FARMS, LLC

.CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM

'MARK RAY CATTLE FARM

';MCCLURE SWINE FARM - MEDIA
FACILITY

‘Kansas
'VANDALIA

:ROBERTS

‘Brubaker, James (Miller) Hog/Turkey Farm iEwing
“Maschhoff Pork (Florida Facility)

‘MULKEYTOWN
{VERMONT

‘TABLE GROVE

{Table Grove - Vermont
{ASTORIA

{ASTORIA

SWHITE HALL

{ELORED
.McLeansboro
ECARTHAGE

| CARTHAGE
{CARTHAGE
.CARTHAGE

'STILLWELL - West Point

IPLYMOUTH
LAHARPE
{CARTHAGE
'BURNSIDE
LAHARPE
%DURHAM
iBALD BLUFF

iBerwick

'MEDIA
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-5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare

:Catt!e, other than mature dairy cows or veal
;calves {Cattle includes but is not limited to
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
-calves (Cattle Includes but is not limited to
‘heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
.5wine, each weighing S5 pounds or more
:5wine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
“5Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

:Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds
iSwine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-5Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:5Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
.Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
.Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

:Caltle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
icalves (Cattle includes but is not limited to
-heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

‘Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
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HENDERSON

"HENRY

HENRY
HENRY
HENRY
HENRY
HENRY
HENRY
HENRY
HENRY

HENRY

-Iroquois

IROQUOIS
JEFFERSON

JEFFERSON

JEFFERSON
JO DAVIESS

JO DAVIESS
Kane
KANKAKEE
KNOX

‘KNOX

KNOX
KNOX

KNOX
KNOX

Knox
‘KNOX
'KNOX

LA SALLE

SF VENTURES, LLC

‘BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE
'CRANBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING)
-DIERICKS SWINE FARM

"‘DIERICKS SWINE FARM #2-Home Site
:GENESEO PORK, INC. - ATKINSON
"HOGGY BOTTOM, LLC

‘LINDBOM SWINE FARM

PROPHETSTOWN PORK, LLC

SAND RIDGE PORK LLC

WEBER BEEF, INC I

Ravens Livestock and Farms, Inc.

ROSE ACRE FARMS, L.L.C. - DONOVAN

(Brubaker,Amos&Nathan}
Maschhoff Pork - KUJAWA FACILITY

‘MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER
"MONTICELLO PORK WEST L.L.C-SCALES
‘MOUND

‘Dumoulin Swine Farm

Mussman's Back Acres, Inc.
4 NELSON FARMS, INC.

4TH MERIDIAN FARM
:APEX PORK, LLC
‘BLOCK FARMS

-GLADSTONE
{CAMBRIDGE
:Annawan
.ATKINSON
ATKINSON
ATKINSON
‘Yorktown
:Kewanee
{PROPHETSTOWN
ANNAWAN

‘GENESEOQ

Milford

‘DONOVAN >

BALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM :BLUFORD
"HICKORY HILL FARM ‘

INA

 ASHLEY
:Shufsburg

iScales Mound
‘Hampshire
‘Grant Park

{ALTONA
‘Rio

:RIO
{KNOXVILLE

ILLINI MANAGEMENT, INC. SWINE FARM VICTORIA

'KINGSDALE FARMS, INC.
Porcine Farms, LLC

:PORK HILL FARM

“THE HIGHLANDS, LLC
:Flanders Swine Farm North

- .VICTORIA

‘Galesburg
ALTONA
‘WILLIAMSFIELD
‘Dana
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Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing S5 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing S5 pounds or more

-5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.}

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
calves {Cattle includes but is not limited to
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

Chickens (Layers); Poultry

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
Laying hens, If the AFO uses other than
llquid-manure handling system

:5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

+Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
.Swine, each weighing S5 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more -
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‘LA SALLE
:LA SALLE

LA SALLE
LAKE
LAWRENCE

LAWRENCE
'LAWRENCE
LAWRENCE

LEE

LEE

LEE
LIVINGSTON
LOGAN
LOGAN
LOGAN

-LOGAN
‘LOGAN
LOGAN
:Macoupin
.MACOUPIN
-MACOUPIN
.MACOUPIN
-Macoupin

‘MACOUPIN
'MCLEAN
MCLEAN

'MCLEAN

MENARD
MERCER

‘MERCER
‘MERCER
‘Montgomery
‘Montgomery

:Flanders Swine Farm South
‘Hagenbuch North

‘Pearl Valley Eggs

-Golden Oaks Farm, LLC
-Cassarotto, Matt Hog Farm

'F & M Hogs

:JRT FARMS INC.

‘McClure Farms

"LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN
‘Maytown Pork

ULRICH, ELMER FARM
Hartrnan Swine Fadlity
COOPER FARMS

FITZGIBBONS, GERALD

HERITAGE PORK

‘LINCOLN FARM CORP. - HOME FARM
‘MASCHHOFFS - ARMINGTON
‘PAULUS FARM

‘BITTER FARMS, INC,

‘FRAGRANT 40

-JARDEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP
:KALLAL BROS.

Triple D Farms, Inc.

“WONDERLAND RANCH
[ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY
FUNK FARMS TRUST CATTLE FARM

:Stone Ridge Dairy Facllity
‘FRANK FARMS, INC.

.BIDDLE SWINE FARM - SEATON FACILITY [SEATON -

-DeBlock Farms

‘WINTERS CREEK, INC.
:BORGIC FARMS, INC. _ ;
-EVERGREEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST) ‘BUTLER

‘Dana
: Utica

‘%Pearl City

;Wauconda

“Claremont

Sumner
{LAWRENCEVILLE
iSt Francisville
.SUBLETTE
‘Amboy
‘Harmon
‘Fairbury

MT. PULASKI
ELKHART
:LINCOLN
ILINCOLN
{ATLANTA
:LINCOLN
iLitchfteld
:GREENFIELD
IBUNKER HILL
{CHESTERFIELD
:CARLINVILLE

'CARLINVILLE
f;Chenoa
+SHIRLEY

?Mansﬁeid
ATH ENS

Viola
:J0Y
'Nokomis
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“Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Laying hens, If the AFQO uses other than
liguid-manure handling system

‘Mature dairy cows, whether mitked or dry
-5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
.Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
'Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing S5 pounds or more
Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

.Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
.Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
iMature dairy cows, whether milked or dry
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

%Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
:calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to
‘heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-Cattie, other than mature dairy cows or veal
;calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to
‘heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

‘Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry

Swine, each welghing S5 pounds or more

:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:5wine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
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MONTGOMERY PRAIRIE LAND PORK - HCME SITE

OGLE

OGLE

OGLE
OGLE
PECRIA
PEORIA
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE

‘PIKE

PIKE

PIKE
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE
PIKE

‘RICHLAND

Richiand
.ROCKISLAND
‘SANGAMON

SANGAMON

'SANGAMON

SANGAMON

'SCHUYLER

SCHUYLER

‘MONTGOMERY PRAIRIE LAND PORK - NORTH SITE
"MONTGOMERY SEABAUGH PORK

Circle G Farms

NORDMAN FEEDLOTS, INC.

PARAGON PORK

Schabacher Swine farm

:BONTZ PORK FARM

'WILLIAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM
.BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM
.BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2
‘BRADSHAW, PHILIP

‘DOUBLE H PORK

'E & C PORK (EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK
#4)

‘HENDRICKS, GREG

‘MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #1
-‘MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #2 / #3
‘MASCHHOFFS - EAST RIDGE
‘MASCHHOFFS - OLD SCHOOL PORK

MOSS FARMS, INC.

:R & J GRAIN & LIVESTOCK
‘RED OAK HILLS LLC
‘WEBEL, RICHARD R. FARMS INC

WEBSTER, MARK A., FARMS INC,

‘Billington, Hog Farm II (LARRY
:BILLINGTON CPER)

‘Rodgers, John - Swine

‘SIMPS0ON FARMS, INC.

MILLER FARMS

:SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC.
:SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS -
.YOUNG, BOB LIVESTOCK FARM
:HILLTOP FARM LLC

‘NEW DOMINION FARMS - DEER RUN

;RAYMOND
{FARMERSVILLE

EWALSHVILLE

Oregon

'OREGON

-Chana
Chana
MAPLETON
LAURA
KINDERHOOK
"PERRY
'GRIGGSVILLE
PITTSFIELD

‘NEW SALEM

NEW SALEM
BARRY
'NEBO
PEARL
:NEBO
.BAYLIS
‘ROCKPORT
‘NEW SALEM
VERSAILLES

'PLEASANT HILL

CISNE

iNoble
PORTBYRON
‘WAVERLY

'WILLIAMSVILLE
{PLEASANT PLAINS

'ROCHESTER
{RUSHVILLE
.HUNTSVILLE
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Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

“swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
calves (Cattle Includes but is not limited to

- heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

:Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal

calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to

‘heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

Swine, each welighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

-Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or mare

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

.swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

.Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

:5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

-Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
"Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
:Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more
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SCHUYLER
SCHUYLER
SCOTT
SCOTT
SCOTT

Scott

Shelby

ST. CLAIR
STARK
STEPHENSON
STEPHENSON
STEPHENSON
STEPHENSON

“TAZEWELL

TAZEWELL

VERMILION

WARREN
"WASHINGTON

Washington
WASHINGTON
WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON

WASHINGTON

‘Washington

WASHINGTON
Wayne
WAYNE

‘WAYNE
‘WAYNE
‘WAYNE

WHITESIDE

WHITESIDE
"WHITESIDE

.PRAIRIE STATE GILTS, LTD,

TIMBERLINE LLC - PSM
LAKAMP, BRAD '
SAND STONE NORTH LLC
SAND STONE SOUTH LLC

‘Win Productions, LLC - Winchester

J & V Probst
C.D. Bell Swine Facility
PEUGH SWINE FARM - SHANER SITE

‘HIGH PLAINS PORK, Inc.
-HUNTER HAVEN FARMS
-Schiedary Farms

SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM
JECKEL PORK FARM

‘RICH PORK FARM

Rob Wood Farms, Inc,

DANIEL REEDER SWINE FARM

‘BOESTER, DEAN HOG FARM
-Brazinski Pork Farm Facility

Fay-Bla-Mar Farm, Inc.

"HECKERT HOG/DAIRY FARM

Maschhoff Pork {Georgla)
MASCHHOFF PORK (NEW MINDEN

FACILITY)
:Meier Pork

SCHWARTZKQPF FARMS
Double E Farms
GROTE STOCK FARM

:Murphy Farms Sow Facility Eim River
‘Murphy Farms Sow Facllity Lakeview
‘Murphy Farms Sow Facility Mt. Erie

Dail Farms
JET Farm

‘MILLS HOG FARM

{LITTLETON
ILITTLETON
\CHAPIN
‘BLUFFS
‘BLUFFS
‘Winchester
‘Sigel

‘New Athens
‘BRADFORD
IWINSLOW
'PEARL CITY
‘Freeport
'SHANNON
‘DELAVAN
:DEER CREEK

Potomac

'Little York
'HOYLETON
:Coulterville
{Oakdale
'VENEDY

‘HOYLETON

HOYLETON

{Okwaville
'NASHVILLE
.Wayne City
!FAIRFIELD
:MLt. Erie

iMt. Erle

iMt. Erie

{Erle

i Prophetstown
:MORRISON

12/03/2
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Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine

.Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry
Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
.5Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each welghing less than 55 pounds

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

ijine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
-5wine, each weighing 55 pounds of more
‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

.Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or more



-

WHITESIDE

WHITESIDE
WILLIAMSON

WOODFORD

WOODFORD
WOODFORD

‘Wordford

‘PFUNDSTEIN, DALE

PHIL VOCK FARM

Berg, Leon Hog Farm

FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLER
FAC.

FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-RED
FINISHER

JANSSEN FARM

Lone Willow USA, Inc,

‘Sterling

‘MORRISON
‘Cartervilie

:Minonk

PANOLA

-MINONK
.Roanoke
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-Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal
calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

.Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
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finois Program Work Plan for Calendar Years 2014-2016
Agreement Between

fllinois Environmental Pratection Agency and Region 5, U.S. Environmental Pratection
Agency

Pursuant to federal assistance statutes, the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Hlinois
EPA) and Region 5, 11.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA Region 5) work fogether {o
implement authorized, delegated, and/or approved environmental programs within the State of
linois in a timely, appropriate, and effective manner. Together we establish priorities, negotiate
program cofnmitiments and work sharing, and evaluate program performance.

Illinois EPA and EPA Region 5 are replacing the previous Work Plan Agreement as a means to
continue our parinership to strengthen IHinois* NPDES permitting for CAFOs and to
significantly reduce the Clean Air Act Permit Program permit backlog. The Work Plan for 2014-
2016 includes activities and commitments for both Agencies relating to the Clean Water Act
National Polivtani Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) and Clean Air Act Title V permitiing
Program.

lilinois EPA and EPA Region 5 will monitor progress under the Wotk Plan Agreement via
existing program-to-program communications, as well 4s during the annual joint senior
nignagement planning meeting. The Work Plan may be adjusted by mutuval agreement.

‘The execution of this Agreement demonstrates our cortinuing commitment to environmental
improvement through a strong partnership and shared responsibility for mesting our reguiatory
obligations.

Entered into on ?/6,/(57@!?{ .

For Hlinois EPA: ' For EPA Region 5:

=47~

Lisa Bonnett, Director Susan Hedman
ilinois Environmental Protection Agency Regional Administrator

M

Attachment H
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Illinois Program Work Plan
For Calendar Years 2014 -2016

Water Programs

In Mareh 2008, the [iinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (Iilinois Citizens) submitted a
petition to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) requesting the withdrawal
of IHinois” authorized Clean Water Act National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) program. llinois Citizens contend that the Iilinois Environmental Protection
Agency (Illinois EPA) was not properly administering the NPDES program for concentrated
animal feeding operations (CAFQs). In February 2009, lllinois Citizens, joined by the
Environmental Integrity Project, provided additional information in a supplementary
petition to U.S. EPA.

- U.S. EPA conducted an mfonnal investigation of the petitioners' allegations and issved a
report in September 2010'. The report d1$cusses U.S. EPA's initial findings for the various
program areas, and the actions that Illinois EPA must take to comply with Clean Water Act

requirements for authorized state NPDES programs. In particular, [ilinois EPA must
accomplish the following;

NPDES Permitting for CAFQOs

+ Issue NPDES permits to CAFOs that are required to be permitted under NPDES
regulations.

. Develop and maintain a comprehensive inventory of CAFOs and evaluate their
regulatory status.
+ Establish technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAFOs and revise title

35 of the Niinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E, as necessary to be consistent with the
federal CAFO rules.

+ Ensure that sufficient resources are maintained to issue or deny permits.
NPDES Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement for CAFQOs

* Revise the inspection process for livestock and poultry facilities io enable Illinois EPA
to determine and track whether inspected facilities are CAFOs that are required to have
NPDES permits and whether they are in compliance with NPDES requirements.
Develop standard operating procedures and property investigate, track, and respond to
citizen complaints reporting potential violations of NPDES requirements. '

- Take timely and appropriate enforcement action to address noncompliance by CAFOs.

! Ses the "Initial Resulfs of an Informal Investigation of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Program for Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations inthe State of [|linois” {Initial Results), available at;
http:ffwww.epa.gov/regions/ilfinoisworkplan/,
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Require that [llinois EPA enforcement actions address CAFQs failing to apply for an
NPDES penmit, where a facility has discharged, is discharging, or is designed,
constructed, operated, or maintained such that it will discharge.

Ensurc that sufficient resources are maintained for inspections and enforcement of

NPDES requirements for CAFQOs.

Progress to date and plan forward

+ Since February 2011, lllinois EPA has hired and trained new CAFQ staff, made
progress on issuing, reinvestigating and tracking CAFQO permits; has developed an
inventory of large CAFOs; has made progress on conducting and tracking CAFQO
inspections: has issued violation notices and referred actions to the Illinois Attorney
General Office; has submitted proposed amendments to Title 35 of the Illinois
Administrative Code to the Illinois Poliution Control Board; has developed and
implemented standard operating procedures; and has developed and implemented its
Enforcement Response Guidelines related to inspections and enforcement.

» Both lilinois EPA and U.S. EPA agree to extend the Work Plan Agreement
through calendar year 2016 to continue the progress to meet the Objectives
established in the 2011 and 2013 Work Plan Agreements.

The following are specific actions that Iilinois EPA and U.S. EPA will continue to take to
address the initial findings in U.S. EPA’s report:

1.

To ensure consistency with the Clean Water Act requirements, Illinois EPA will devote
sufficient staff to implementation of the CAFO NPDES permitting and enforcenient
programs. At all times, Illinois EPA will ensure that sufficient resources are maintained
to issue or deny permits expeditiously.

Within 60 days of receipt of U.S. EPA’s review of Iilinois EPA’s fina! workload
assessment, [llinois EPA will submit a revised final workload assessment.

Illinois EPA wiil continue to provide U.S. EPA with a bi-monthly status report on each
CAFO permit application. Any future changes to the current version of the status report
shall be mutually agreed upon by lllinois EPA and U.5. EPA.

Within 90 days following publication of amendments to 35 Ili. Adm. Code, subtitle E,
[llinois EPA and U.S. EPA will jointly identify permit conditions that Illinois EPA
could modify and practices that lilinois EPA could adopt, consistent with the 2003 and
2008 federal rules for CAFQs, to streamline the process for review of Nutrient
Management Plans (NMPs) and incorporation of NMP terms into permits. For any
conditions or practices so identified, [llinois EPA will act to modify the conditions or
adopt the practices in accordance with a mutually agreed upon schedule.
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Within 90 days following publication of amendments to 35 Iil. Adm. Code, subtitie E,
Illinois EPA will submit to U.S. EPA for approval or approval with modification
revisions to the March 2013 Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) for CAFO NPDES
Permits so the SOP is consistent with the published amendmeuts.

For permit applications submitted prior to March 31, 2011, lilinois EPA will either
issue or deny permits to applicants or refer the matter to the Iilinois Attorney
General’s office for formal enforcement or to U.S. EPA for an information collection
order by December 31, 2014. For all other permit applicants, Illinois EPA will take
action in accordance with its approved SOP for CAFO NPDES Permits

Within 90 days after publication of amendments to 35 [ll. Adm. Code, subtitie E,
IHlinois EPA will inform the owner of each Large CAFQ in the State's inventory, in
writing, about the unpermitted discharge prolubition and the duty to apply for a
permit, and the potential consequences for discharge without a permit. Ilinois EPA

will provide a draft of the letter to U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with
modification.

Within 60 days after the amendatory rulemaking becomes effective, Illinois
EPA will submit the final amendments to U.S. EPA for action under 40 C.F.R.

§123.62.

10,

11.

Within 120 days after the effective dale of the amendafory rulemaking, {l!inois
EPA will revise its permit application forms and formally ask the public to

comment on draft modifications to general permitlLAO1, as appropriate, based on
the amendments and the federal regulations.

[llinois EPA will update and submit to U.S. EPA its Large CAFO inventory by Aupust 31
and February 28 each year. By these same dates, Illinois EPA will ensure that the updated
inventory is available to all Illinois EPA staff and the public in an easiiy accessibie format.
The inventory will include all confirmed Large and permitied CAFO sites identified by
Hlinois EPA based on information in permit applications, citizen tips and complaints, U.S.
EPA, the Hlinois Department of Agriculture, and the Hlinois Department of Public Health.

By October 31, 2014, 1llinois EPA will submit a plan to maintain the inventory. The plan

- will specify how Illinois EPA will maintain the inventory including a process of

12.

conlirming sizes and whether discharges are occurring at unpermitted large and medium
livestock facilities and documenting the determinations. The plan will also include the
process to get updates from the Jllinois Department of Agriculture and [Nlinois Department
of Public Health. Within 60 days of receipt of U.S. EPA's review of Illinois EPA’s plan,
IHlinois EP A will submit a final plan. :

Each year between October 1 and September 30, U.S. EPA will conduct 2 oversight
inspections of Iilinois EPA NPDES CAFO inspections to evaluate the effectiveness of the

4
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Illinois EPA inspection program. U.S. EPA inspectors will document their findings, and
evaluate the thoroughness and scope of prior 1llinois EPA inspections as well as the
appropriateness of the record-keeping and reporting associated with the inspections. U.S.
EPA will provide copies of these inspection reports to lilinois EPA within 60 days of
completion.
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Illinois Program Work Plan
For Calendar Years 2014 -2016

Clean Air Act Program

EPA Region V and Illinois EPA agree to this work plan for calendar years 2014 - 2016 (2014
work plan), with the following objectives:

- Significantly reduce the Clean Air Act Permit Program (CAAPP) permit backlog,
as identified in the EPA Region V’s Titie V Operating Permit System (TOPS)
database;

»  Work toward lifting the stays of initial CAAPP permits issued to the coal-fired
power plants,

» Upon rendering each coal-fired power plant initial CAAPP permit effective, work
toward issuing CAAPP permit significant revisions for the subject source 1o
address appeal issues and toward the permit reopening process to update the
permit to incorporate all applicable CAA requirements.

Objective 1: To reduce permit issuance backlog of CAAPP permit renewals

Approach:

« Illinocis EPA will review, propose and issue CAAPP permits following the framework
established in the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between EPA Region V and
illincis EPA (2014 MOU).

» [Iiinois EPA management will work with {llinois EPA permit staff, and EPA Region V
management (as needed), to identify and address barriers preventing the issuance of
CAAPP permits.

s EPA Region V will review draft CAAPP permits and accompanying Statcments of Basig
and provide comments in accordance with the 2014 MOU.,

e For the permits included in Schedule A, attached, lllinois EPA will provide to EPA
Region V at the time it provides each proposed permit for EPA Region V's 45-day
review” a Responsiveness Summary addressing any U.S. EPA comments and any
significant comments from the public on the permit. '

s EPA Region V will support Illinois EPA with training and help with permit-specific
issues including addressing actual and perceived barriers that could delay permit
issuance, and assist with applicability determinations where appropriate. In addition to

" EPA Region V’s database of Title V petitions, orders and other guidance documents,

which is accessible by states, EPA Reglon V’s commits to provide on-going assistance as
needed.

? lilinois EPA and EPA Region V commit to resolving the issue of the timing of Responsiveness Summaries for
significant comments on other permits. However, for purposes of this work plan, Illinois EPA commits to providing
Responsiveness Summaries for permits not on Schedule A no later than at the time of permit issuance,

6
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o EPA Region V and Illinois EPA will comply with this 2014 work plan, the 2014 MOU,
: the October 14, 2009 Memorandum of Agreement, and the May 3, 2011 Memorandum of
Agreement. In cases where any enumerated document is inconsistent with this 2014
work plan, this 2014 work plan supersedes the inconsistent document.

Indicia of Progress; The following table summarizes [llinois EPA’s and EPA Region V's
permitting goals for calendar years 2014 - 2016 for the current CAAPP permit backlog® Iliinois
EPA will track its progress in meeting these goals. Illinois EPA will track its progress in
meeting these goals on a monthly basis. Illinois EPA will timely process pending applications
received after January 1, 2014, while achieving these goals.

CAAPP permit bacidog table

Date Backlog as reported in TOPS
June 30, 2014 380
December 11, 2014 126
June 30, 2015 254
December 31, 2015 188
June 30, 2016 116
December 31, 2016 52

Objective 2: To issue effective CAAPP permits to coal-fired power plants.

Approach:

« lliinois EPA will work toward lifting the stays of the remaining initial CAAPP permits
for coal-fired power plants following the approach agreed to by EPA Region V and
IHinois EPA for the Ameren-Coffeen Generating Station permit as documented in the
September 25, 2012 letter from the Illinois EPA to U .S, EPA,

¢ Upon rendering each initial permit effective, Illinois EPA will prioritize CAAPP permit
significant revisions for the subject source to address appeal issues, and shail reopen the
CAAPP permit in accordance with Schedule A, attached, to incorporate all CAA
requirements that have become applicable to the individual source since 2045.

¢ [llinois EPA will comply with the attached Schedule A for issuing final effective and
updated CAAPP permits to the remaining coal-fired power plants.

Indicia of Progress: A CAAPP pcrmit that contains all requirements applicable to the source is
issued for each of the remaining coal-fired power plants within the timeframes specified in
Schedule A. Timeframes between case milestones are tracked to monitor progress. Barriers to
complying with the permit processing schedule are timely communicated to U.S. EPA.

* For purposes of this work plan, the backiog shall be defined as extended plus exp:red permits from the TOPS
semiannuoz! report.
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Schedule A
Company Name: CWLP Coffeen | Kincaid, NRG Energy, SIPCO,Dynegy, lllinois Power'
Numbgr of | | 63 g
Permits:
issue Appealed
. 04/01/2015 or 06/30/2015 or
CAAP;:Terlmts 10/18/2013 10/17/2013 07/01/2015 § 09/30/2015 ®
7
Issue Reapened 123 L::Tm 4 06!32?0] } 04/01/2016 or 06/30/2016 or
Permits By:’ 16* /30/2016 ©
ermits BYS | 633120155 | 091302015 ¢ 07/01/2016 09
..

* Includes the following fourteen utilities: Enviropower — Kincaid; Midwest Generation (NRG) - Powerton;
Midwest Generation (NRG) — Will County; Midwest Generation (NRG3 — Joliet; Midwest Generation (NRG) —
Waukegan; and Southern Hlinois Power. includes: Ameren (lllinois Pawer) - Duck Creek; Ameren {lllinois Power)
— Edwards; Ameren (illinois Power) — Newton; Ameren {{Ifinois Power) - Electric Energy; Dynegy - Wood River;
Dynegy — Baldwin; Dynegy — Havana; and Dynegy - Hennepin.
SAny six (6) of the utilities listed in footnote °.

The remaining eight (8) utilittes listed in footnote * for which initial permits have not yet been made effective and
for which had not yet undergone significant modification.
7 Pennit modification addresses resolution of ali issues appealed to lllinois Pollution Control Board.
% Later date applies if a public hearing is held. If EPA Region V agrees cireumstances beyond the control of the

[liinois EPA occurred that would necessitate an extended issuance date, such extended issuance date shall not
exceed 12/31/2016.

? Pennit reopening incorporates all requiretnents that have became applicable to source since 2005.

8
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T County | Faclity Name I Focity By | Pl Numibror | 10 /N0 7901/ 1R sfaa T 11| W 1
KNOX _& NELSON FARMS, ING. ALTONA i “Swing, euch weighing 55 pounds ol U7 20T — NIZUZJ\R), TETATRAIRWET S ATTatiTento
KMHOX 4TH MERIDIAN FARM Rio N Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
Clinton - ”.‘Al Farms Inc. . Broesa i_ Swiina, each waighing 55 pounds or mare
cLay “Andy Shull Inc Louisville H Swine, each waighing 55 pounds ar mare
KNOX PEX PORK, LLC - R0 Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .
“cass “APPLEWDOD FARMS, LLC « UNIT 1 {UNITS 1 8.3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) OAKFORD _ !' Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare o
(CasS _APPLEWQOD FARMS, LLC « UNIT 27 (UNITS 4, 27 £ 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) QAKFORD B [ Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L B
_‘ CASS APPLEWDOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 28 (UNITS &, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO} CAKFORD ‘I‘ Swine, each weighing 35 pounds or more B .
CASS ~ APPLEWOOO FARMS, LLC - UNIT 3 (UNIT5 1 £ 3 COMBINITY LARGE CAFO) OAKFORD H Swina, sach weighing 55 pounds or mors
‘CASS APPLEWOOO FARMS, LLC - UNIT 4 {URITS 4,27, & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) NEWMANSYILLE ] Swine, sach weighing 55 pounds or mora
CASs 'APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT S CHANDLEAVILLE -Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare _ A
CASS F APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 9 [UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) DAKFORD -Swjne_,_e_a_:_h_\_ru_ejghj_rg_éé pgy_n_d_s_ur mora
"‘CASS APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT5 2/12 (UNIT5 2/12 & 2 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) . OAKFORD . .Swing,each waighing 55 paundt or mora
$sErFeRsON BALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TU RKEY FAR BLUFQRD ' 5 pounds o mor
{CLINTON EER, STANLEY HOG FARM : i ing 55 pounts or mora
Jwiwamson erg, Leon Hog Farm i Swine, sach welghing 55 pounds or more
oy _ Swvine, each weighing 55 Eu_lLr!d_s_oE_mqr_e _ }
":cuw S Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more _
ey IBIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4 _ Swin, each waighing 55 pounds or more
__'cuw IBLE, MATT HOG FARM Il Swine, each weighlng 55 pounds or mote . i "
IMERCER  _ IDDLE SWENE FARM - SEATOM FACILITY Swine, cach welghlng 55 pounds or mote . e s
RICHLAND ington, Hog Farm Il {LARRY BILLINGTON DF_’ER] . \Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more _
STCPHENSON \.Bln:hln Farms; Birchen Farms Im:Jﬁndnq Birchan; Birchan Farms Inc . La010030 Mature dairy cows, whethar mithed or dry _ _ .
, MACOURIN . BITTER FARMS, INC. . _g _‘Smnn, each weighing 55 poundsormoge .
FULTQH .BLACK GOLO CATTLE COMPANY _ N -Catﬂo other than mature dairy cows or veal calvas (Cattle m:ludss but |s nm hmmid to haifars, slnnm, bulk, ind:ow,fcarl pans ]
} KNOX LOCK FARMS - .. KNOXVILLE "Swln_n each weighing 55 pounds or more _ L . _
'WASHINGFON OESTER, DEAN HOG FARM _HOYIETON Swine, sach 55 pounds or morg L. R N
THAMATON —-Bond Family Farms _,Mcteansboro Swing, sach 55 pounds or mare o
_, PEORIA ____ BONTZ PORK FARM . MAPLETON Swing, eath weighing 55 pounds or mare .
CL]NTON ___-Boak Pork Farms _ . ., Breesa N
‘MGHTGOMERY BORGIC FARMS, INC, Nukomus _ A B
‘PIKE BDRRDWMAN BROS, HOG FARM NOERHO Swina, #ach weighing 55 pounds or mora _ ~
BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FaRM L. JIMEWELL Swina, each welghlng 55 pounds or more _ e, , |
. Brnd:hnw Entnrprisasd LLC - Néwrﬁan T Swine, eachw ing 53 pour!d! ar more . - ]
. BMI:SHA\H FINISHERS STE2 . . i{PERRY Swine, eachyy hing 55 pounds ar more I 3
N ‘__BRAWHAW, FHILIP 1GRIGGSVILLE f‘ Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .]
JWASHINGTON _ Brazineki Pork Farm Facility Coulanville i Swine, each welghing 55 potnds or more R
HENRY BREWER PORK EMTEAPRISE . {camBRIDGE ' X
CFRANKLUN _Brubakar, lames (Milled) Hog/Turkey Farm | _Ewing _ * L
;sr.cmm -C.D, Bel) Swine Facility New Athenx H s e, -a:h weq; n‘55 pnundsormore ~
HANCOCK. CARLISLE FARLMS - CATTLE BARN S5WINE FINISHER CA.RTH.AGE i Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more o
1 HANCOCK __ CARLISLE FARMS - CONNOR FINISHING . CARTHAGE % Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mose
HANCOCK -CARLISLE FARAMS - HOME FINISHING FACILITY _CARTHAGE . R Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .
iLAwRENCE “Cassarolto, Matt Hog Farm Clapemont t Swina, each waighing 55 pounds or mora
1FULT0H _ CEDARCREST, LLC CTABLEGROVE i .Swine, each welghing 55 pounds of more o :
}HENDERS‘DN CHnlsrREumCKSON SWINE FARM . LBALDBLUFF : Swine, pach welghing 55 pounds or more B . i
TEDGAR ixtanzan Farms Midwast, LLC - P Hill | I (Kansas gl e . 1
loGLE ..., CirclaGFarms I E' \E-ttl- other than m:lurn dzlr'f cows or vaal calvos [Catileincludes but 15 not fimited to heifers, saers, bulls, and ww.f:aifp rs. )____N o I
1JO DAVIESS Cald Spﬂngs Farm EILAD!OGEB "Cattla, other than mature dairy cows or vanl colves [Catlla includes but is not limited to hoifers, staom, bulls, end cow/ealf pairs.) I
ELOGAN _ COQPER FARMS o 1 Swine, cach welghing 55 pounds ar morg _ :
EHENR\' _ _ . CRANBRDODK FARM (SQUTH FINISHING) ! Swine, each 53 peunds or mora . :
;S‘I‘EPHENSON JCWMF, LLC. 1 ILg04BS0s ,Svtlna, aach g 55 pounds ar more
IWHITESIDE Dail Farma: . . .Swine, sach weighing 55 pounds ar moro .
.Wmm DANIEL REEDER SWINE FA!\M I Swino, cach waighing 55 pounds or morg
L.FULTON ,.pare Farms Henry 1ILAD10033 .Cattie, other than mature dalry cows or vea! alver(Cattle i mduda: bu! i nat ||rm!sd I.n heifers, slaars, buth, and cowjcalf panrs ]
"HARCOCK  DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM L ' ine, Bach v
ME.RCER Daflock Farms H ;Suvlna, wach v
" AOCK ISLAND "DECLERCK BROTHERS SWINEFARM “HAYLOR RIDGE _clmmoaz Swine, aach weighing 55 pounds or more
HAKOCK :DEERVIEW, LLC T . e .STILLWELL Wc-s‘l Fomt : i Swing, each weighing 55 pounds of more
HENRY N B __ATKINSON 3 { -Swing, eal_:h_vggrghlr'u 55 pounds of more B
usunv ... IDIERKKSSWINEFARMAZMomaSte JATKINSON . ch waighing 55 pounds or mora
.WMNE Double E Farms . . Wayna City 1Swine, sach welghing 55 pounds or mere . e
-PLKE DQUELE H PORK ~ . . _PITTSFIELD ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mere _
-EBUREAU __._ iDoubletrag Farms , Princaton JILAD10019
KANE T Cumoulls Swina Farm § Hampshire W
) !Pma_ o € & C PORK {EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK H4) | Swina, each weighing 55 pounds or mara i
Eagla Paint Ferme. LLC . L. .. . . iTabls ermont . Swine, each waighing 55 pounds or mera ~ e = "
TBUREAY ) HNLE, GARY ’ B Buda | Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more e
L [WASHINGTON *Elm Farms, Inc. Okawville 1LA010097 Swina, aach waighing 55 pounds ar more o
L ieeom 7 lamwooormmsuc T ELMWOOD TILADL0GTS Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry o
L TMCLEAN EROMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY -Chenaa i Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more e
. MONFGOMERY __|EVERGHEEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST) LBUTLER : Swine, each wei 1 e
1 LAWREMCE 8 M Hog _Sumner |LDOTERTL Swina, sach waighing 55 pounds or more N i
Et WASHINGTON Fay-Bla-Mar Farm, Inc. o ‘Oa}ndglg _ H Matura dairy cows, whather milked or dry
L . WOODFORD .FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-MEISLER FAC. .Mincnk _ Swine, each welghing 55 pounds or move _
L _‘!WMMRDV _ ___ FEHR 8ROTHEAS SWINE FARM-RED FINISHER PANOLA Swine, each weighing 55 poundy or more R
L LOGAN FITZGIEBOMS, GERALD ELKHART Swine, each weighing 55 poundy or more
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MIDWEI' Fa
MILLER FARMS

SERVICES HI GRADEEG

" MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER
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DWPC/FOS Ag Program Inspection Strategy
August 2014

Prompted by the USEPA Region 5 DRAFT “Illinois Program Work Plan for Calendar Years
2014 - 2016” (DRAFT 2014 — 2016 Work Plan), this document summarizes the DWPC/FOS
inspection strategy as it pertains to the assessment of AFOs/CAFOs compliance w1th the
applicable regulatory requirements.

Adherence to CAFO Field Procedures Manual ‘
DWPC/FOS Ag Program staff professional conduct and performance of field assignments shall
be in accordance with the DWPC/FOS CAFO Field Procedures Manual, current edition.

Emergency Response

DWPC/FQOS Ag Program staff will respond promptly to emergency incidents involving livestock
waste that cause or threaten to cause water pollution including 1llinois Emergency Management
Agency (IEMA) and National Response Center (NRC) Incident Reports and Livestock
Management Facilities Act (LMFA) notifications.

FFY 2015 CMS

Per the July 21, 2014 National Compliance Monitoring Strategy (CMS), “Part 2: Compliance
Monitoring Frequency Goals for NPDES Sources”, “Part 2.D. Concentrated Animal Feeding
Operations”, DWPC/FOS will base its FFY CAFO inspection commitments on the following
targets:

e Compliance inspections at 20-percent of the facilities listed in the Illinois EPA
CAFO Inventory, current edition (Refer to Updating CAFO Inventory)

¢ Compliance inspections at 20-percent of the CAFOs with a NPDES Permit

Twenty-percent of these inspections will be performed during or after precipitation events to’
assess the livestock facility’s wet weather compliance.

Inspection Schedule

Mirroring other inspection schedules, DWPC/FOS Ag Program staff will develop a quarterly
inspection schedule to ensure FFY Performance Partnership Agreement (PPA) inspection
commitments and their reports are completed in a timely manner. Similar to other FFY
commitments, DWPC/FOS may substitute an alternate CAFO inspection(s) if warranted, but yet
strive to adhere to the FFY CAFO inspection frequency targets.

Updating CA¥O Inventory

The 2014 — 2016 Work Plan requires the submission of the updated Large CAFO Inventory by
February 28" and August 31% each year. During the year, DWPC/FOS will follow its
established SOP on the “Procedures for Updating the DWPC CAFQ Inventory” and as
appropriate, the CAFO Inventory will be amended and then transmitted to USEPA Region 5 at
the frequency requested.

Attachment J
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Other Inspection Priorities

DWPC/FOS will also conduct on-site assessments at medium-sized and small AFOs to
determine 35 IIl. Adm. Subtitle E compliance and the need for NPDES Permit coverage
“prompted by information from the following sources:

¢ Citizen Complaints* and/or Governmental Inquiries
¢ DWPC/NPDES Permit files (CAFO Applications and Construction Stormwater NOIs)

e Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA) Bureau of Environmental Programs —
Livestock Waste Management Program

e Illinois Department of Public Health (IDPH) Division of Food, Drugs & Dairies

*Regions will employ their existing complaint tracking system in compliance with the
DWPC/FOS “Complaint Inspection SOP”, March 2013.

DWPC/FOS Ag Program staff will also support other Burean of Water (BOW) programs and
initiatives through inspections at CAFO/AFOs, such as:

o Facilities upstream of PWS surface intakes or PWS groundwater sources under the
direct influence of surface water

e Priority watersheds with nutrient impairment

e DWPC/Surface Water Section Stream Surveys particularly in watersheds with high
CAFO/AFO density

» DWPC/CAS on compliance schedule matters for a CCA or other enforcement
action. ' :

o DWPC/Permit for matters pertinent to NPDES Permit or pehding applications

In these instances, DWPC/FOS staff may perform a reconnaissance inspection and when
applicable, return to conduct a comprehensive, compliance inspection that includes the CAFO
Checklist and supportive documentation.

ICIS Reporting

In conformance with the CMS dictates, starting with FFY 2015, DWPC/FOS Ag Program
(CAFO/AFO) nspections will be entered into ICIS using the listed Monitoring Type Code(s)
and program codes, i.e., CWACAFO and WW — CAFO Regional Initiative Area. [NOTE: For
Small AFOs, the ICIS entries will be limited to facilities larger than 50 Animal Units.]
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FOS Determination:

Upon completion of the report, the DWPC/FOS staff will make a determination on the merits of
adding the facility to the CAFO Inventory; deletion of a facility from the CAFO Inventory; or
amending the existing information. This determination will be predicated on the same criteria
for facilities currently listed in the CAFO Inventory, that is, whether the livestock facility meets
the definition of a “Large” CAFQ (permitted or unpermitted) or a “Medium™ or “Small” CAFO
that is required to apply for and obtain NPDES Permit coverage. Prior to initiating any
modification to the CAFO Inventory, an independent assessment will be conducted to confirm
this FOS determination.

When the inspection warrants this assessment, DWPC/FOS staff will forward a copy of the
inspection report (CAFQ Checklist and supportive documentation) via a Memorandum to the
DWPC/FOS Manager, example attached. If confirmed, assigned DWPC personnel will modify
the CAFO Inventory as appropriate.

Attachment — CAFO Inventory Revision Memorandum

e ——_— e — 1

The controlled version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the IEPA Intranet/Internet, If

this is a printed copy of the document ar an electronic version not viewed on the IEPA Intranet/Internet,
itis an uncontrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use.
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1021 NORTH GRAND AVENUE EAST, PO, BOX 19276, SPRINGFIELD, ILLINOIS 627G4-9276 « (217) 782-2829

PAT QUINN, GOVERNOR Lisa BONNETT, DIRECTOR
MEMORANDUM
DATE:
TO: NAME, DWPC/FOS Manager
FROM: NAME, DWPC/FOS ~ NAME Region

SUBIECT: FACILITY NAME REVISION to the CAFO II\VE"JTORY
Location (County) BOW ID \

cc: DWPC/FOS/RU (Transmittal Memo only)
DWPC/FOS - Region (Transmittal Memo only)

4302 N. Maln 51, Rockford, IL 61103 {815} 987.7780 2511 Harrlson 51, Des Plalnes, IL 5001 4 (847]) 294-4000

595 5. Stare, Elgin, IL 40123 [347) 6083131 412 SW wWashington $1,, Sulte 0, Pearia, IL 61602 (30%) 6713022
2125 S, Firn 51, Chompaign, IL 61820 ([217) 278-5800 2309 W. Malnh St, Sulre 116, Marion, IL 42959 (618) $93-7200
2007 mall 51, Collinrville, . 62234 (618) 346-5120 100 W, Randolph, Selte 10-300, Chicago, IL 60601 {312) B14-6024

PLEASE PRINT QN RECYCLED PAFTR
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[llinois Environmental Protection Agency

Bureau of Water

Document Control Number 211

Standard Operating Procedure for

Updating the DWPC CAFO Inventory Database

Water Pollution Control, Field Operations Section
1021 North Grand Avenue East
P.0.Box 19276
Springfield, illinois 62794-9276

[TRufA— Ofnfurf

Bird Bffdgewater Date '
JEPA Burean of Water. WPC Field Operations Section Manager

m Mﬁe«w 10-R0 - 14
Michelle Rousey Date

IEPA Bureau of Water, Quality Assurance Officer

Annual Review (no changes):

20015 | 2016 2017 2018 2019

Initials/Date 1 Full review

Initials/Date i and approval
| needed

The controlled version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the [EPA Intranet/internet. If
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the IEPA Intranet/internet,
it is an uncontrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use.

* Attachment K
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FOR INTERNAL USE ONLY

Purpose:
This Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) outlines the procedures for updatmv the Illinois

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Division of Water Pollution Control (DWPC)
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFQ) Inventory Database.

This SOP has been prepared by the Field Operations Section (FOS) solely for internal use by
[llinois EPA personnel.

Information Sources:

The Illinois EPA acquires information on livestock facilities from various sources that can
warrant update(s) to the existing DWPC/FOS CAFO Inventory Database (CAFO Inventory).
. ‘These sources include but are not limited to:

Citizen Complaints and/or Inquiries

Facility Contacis

DWPC/FOS Inspection Reports

Bureau of Water/DWPC/(National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)

Permit files

e Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Environmental Programs — Livestock
Waste Management Program

e [llinois Department of Public Health, Division of Food, Drugs & Dairies

e DWPC/Surface Water Section Stream Surveys

» [linois Emergency Management Agency and National Response Center Incident Reports

Initial Review:

DWPC staff will review the available facility information to ensure that the information is not
duplicative of an existing entry in the CAFO Inventory and if warranted, to establish inspection
priorities.

Field Verification:

As staffing and priorities allow, DWPC/FOS will conduct an inspection of the identified
livestock facility for potential inclusion into the CAFO Inventory. During the site inspection,
FOS will employ the CAFO Livestock Facility Inspection Checklist (CAFO Inspection
Checklist) to verify the species, size and other pertinent information on the facility. The CAFO
Inspection Checklist and supportive documentation will then be compiled into a written
inspection report that is routed to the Division of Records Management.

The controiled version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the IEPA Intranet/Internet. If
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the |EPA Intranet/Internet,
it is an uncontrofled version and may or may not be the version currently in use,
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CAFQO/AFO Information

from the Illinois Departments of Agriculture and
the Illinois Department of Public Health

QOctober 2014

This document summarizes the information on livestock facilities that the Illinois EPA receives
* from the Illinois Departments of Agriculture and Public Health and is available for DWPC/FOS
Ag Program staff use in their inspection planning.

Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA) — An Interagency Agreement exists between
~ Iliinois EPA and IDOA for the sharing of information concerning livestock facilities. Weekly,

IDOA submits three (3) hard copy Livestock Management Facilities Act (LMFA) documents.
These documents include the “Acknowledgement of Setback Compliance”, “Initial Notice of
Construction Completeness”, and “Final Notice of Construction Completeness”. The LMFA
information within is compiled and accessible through an internal network system for review by
the DWPC/FOS Ag Program-staff.

Illinois Department of Public Health (IDPH) - The lllinois EPA is in the process of
establishing an Interagency Agreement with 1DPH for the routine sharing of information
concerning dairy facilities. At present, the IDPH list of operating dairies is received on an
intermittent basis. The data is compiled from semi-annual field inspections by IDPH’s Office of
Health Protection, Food, Drugs and Diary Division staff and includes information such as, the
name, facility type, county, IDPH Region, latitude, and longitude. This information is compared
to known dairy facilities in the State, and any changes are provided to the DWPC/FOS Ag
Program staff to review.

Attachment L
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[llinois Environmental Protection Agency

Bureau of Water

Document Control Number 219

Standard Operating Procedure for
Periodic Review of AFO/CAFO Information Provided by the

Illinois Departments of Agriculture and Public Health

‘Water Pol[utiop Contro), Field Operations Section
' 1021 North Grand Avenue East
P.0.Box 19276
Springfield, Hlinois 62794-9276

/-

IEPA Bureau of Water, WPC Field Operations Section Manager

m LM@-/,&@-\.AA&M g / [-$20- 1Y
Michelle Rousey - Date
IEPA Bureau of Water, Quahty Assurance Officer

Date

/14 /20 ;}/

Annual Review (no changes):

2015 2016 2017 2018 2019
Initials/Date. ' Full review
Initials/Date and approval
' needed

The controlied version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the IEPA Intranet/Internet. if
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed an the IEPA Intranet/Internet,
itis an uncontrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use.

Attachment M



Flectronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

Document Control No. 219
IEPA BOW SOPQ24-00-1114
Revision No. 0

Effective Date 11/20/14
Page 20f 2

FOR INTERNAL USE ONLY

Purpose:

This Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) outlines the procedures for the periodic review by the
Division of Water Pollution Control (DWPC)/Field Operations Section (FOS) Agriculture
Program staff of the information received from the Iliinois Departments of Agriculture and
Public Health regarding Animal Feeding Operations (AFOs) and Concentrated Animal Feeding
Operations (CAFQOs).

This SOP has been prepared by the FOS solely for internal use by lllinois Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA) personnel.

Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA)

The IDOA’s Bureau of Environmental Program’s Livestock Waste Management Program
acquires information on livestock facilities that through an Interagency Agreement, IDOA shares
with the Illinois EPA. Weekly, IDOA submits four (4) Livestock Management Facilities Act
(LMFA) documents. These documents include the ‘“Notice of Intent to Construct”,
“Acknowledgement of Setback Compliance”, “Initial Notice of Construction Completeness”,
and the “Final Notice of Construction Completeness”. Monthly, the DWPC designee compiles
this information in a Microsoft Access database program that is accessible to the DWPC/FOS
Agriculture Program staff through the Agency’s internal network system.

Illinois Department of Public Health (IDPH)

The lilinois EPA also periodically receives a list of operating dairy facilities in the State from the
IDPH. The data is compiled from semi-annual field inspections by IDPH’s Office of Health
Protection, Food, Drugs and Dairy Division staff. Upon receipt, the DWPC designee compares
this information to the previously submitted IDPH list of dairy facilities, and any changes are
compiled in an Excel spreadsheet and provided to the DWPC/FOS Agriculture Program staff.

Staff Review and Inspection Planning

At a minimum, quarterly, DWPC/FOS Agriculture program staff will review the above
information and if necessary, conduct a reconnaissance inspection to verify the facility
information provided by IDOA and/or IDPH. When applicable, staff will return to the facility
and conduct a comprehensive inspection to assess 35 IL Admin. Code Subtitle E: Agriculture
Related Pollution compliance, complete the CAFO Checklist, and acquire supportive
documentation.

Per the CAFO Field Procedures Manual, all inspection reports will be forwarded to the Division
of Records Management. In addition, the information from the inspection reports will be entered
into the CAFO Database from where the CAFO Inventory is generated.

The controlled version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the IEPA Intranet/internet. if
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the IEPA Intranet/internet,
it is an uncentrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use,
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INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT
between the
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
and the
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

1. Purpose and Intent

The purpose of this Interagency Agreement is 10 set forth the respective responsibilities of the Illinois
Department of Agriculture, (the “Depahment”), and the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, (the
“Agency”) regarding the administration of regu]ations for livestock managemenr facilities and livestock
waste handling facilities, promulgated pursuant to the Livestock Management Facilities Act (LMFAct; 510
ILCS 77/1) and the Environmental Protection Aet (EPAct; 415 TLCS 5/1). It is in the interest of the citizens
of the state of Iilinois that the Department and the Agency cooperate 1o the greatest extent possible in
carrying out their responsibilities relared to the implementation of livestock wasle regulations. It is aiso in
the interest of all parties that pollution is prevented to the maximum extent possible, and that the need for
resource-intensive activities involved with environmental damage assessment and remediation be averted

whenever possible through implementation of proper preventative measures.

The mtent of this agrecment is to coordinate the oversight and inspection processes and to maximize the
effective and efficient utilization of staff and technical capability required for the state’s regulation of
livestock facitities. The Agency has had extensive experience with the prevention and remediation of
environmental damage resulting from improper iivestock waste management, and seeks to work with the
Department in pollution prevention activities. The Department has a broad knowledge of agricultural
production systems and experience in working with the agricultural community which may result in more

effective implementation of programs than either state agency could achieve working alone.

2. Responsibifities of the Departnient

a. Lagoons

The Department shall review the design of new and modified livestock waste lagoons, determine compliance
with applicable design standards, conduct field investigations, and administer the registration and

certification program for livestock waste lagoon design, construction, modification, and closure.

Attachment N



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/08/2014 - RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

b. Waste Management Plans
The Department shall review and approve waste management plans prepared pursuant to the LMFAct and

regulations thereunder.

¢. Operator Certification
The Dcpartment shall operate a program for the certification of livestock managers pursuant to the LMFAct

and regulations thereunder.

d. Violation Notification

The Department shall notify the Agency as soon as reasonably possible when it receives information
indicaiing an actual or potential discharge of livestock waste to surface water, and within five working days
when it receives information indicating other related violations or possible violations of the EPAct or

regulations thereunder.

e. Public Outreach
The Department shall participate in education and training programs for livestock facility managers intended

to prevent water and air pollution.

f. Dead Animal Disposal

The Department shall continue administration of the Dead Animal Disposal Act.

3. Responsibilities of the Agency

a. Surface Water Pollution

The Agency shall investigate incidents of livestock waste discharges and surface water contamination. The
Agency shall initiate any necessary follow up action pursuant to the EPAct and regulations 1hereunder, and

the Clean Water Act (33 U.8.C. 1251) and regulations thereunder.

b. Air Pollution
‘The Agency shall investigate incidents of air poilution resulting from livestock waste odors. The Agency

shall initiate any necessary follow up action pursuant to the EPAct and regulations thersunder.

ra
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¢. Violation Notification
The Agency shall notify the Department within five working days when it receives information indicating

a violation or possible violation of the LMFA or regulations thereunder.

d. Public Qutreach
The Agency shall participate in education and training programs for livestock facility managers intended to

prevent water and air poliution.

e. Related Rules and Regulations
The Agency shall continue to administer provisions of the EPAct related to landfilling, unpermitted
incineration or open burning of dead animals, potentially infectious medical (veterinary) waste, and Clean

Water Act requirements including NPDES permits.

4. Joint responsibilities of the Department and the Agency

a. Setbacks

The Department and the Agency shall administer livestock facility setback requirements pursuant to the
LMFAct and the EPAct, respectively, and shall communicate frequently to resolve any conflicts which may

arise belween the two sets of requirements.

b. Groundwater Pollution
The Department and the Agency shall coordinate investigations of greundwater contamination invelving
livestock waste lagoons, and any necessary follow up or remedial action. Groundwater contamination

involving livestock facilities other than lagoons shalt continue to be handled by the Agency.

¢. Waste Management Plans
Deficiencies in waste managemcnt plans and the impleinentation thereof resulting in air or water pollution
shall be addressed by: _
. the Department if the Department has approved the plan pursuant to the LMFA,;
. the Department and the Agency jointly if the plan s required by the LMF A but not reviewed
or approved by the Department;

. the Agency if a plan is not required by the LMFA.
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The Agency may seek from any facility operator a waste management plan to resolve air or water pollution

viplations pursuant to the EPAct. This may include waste management plans sought as a result of an

enforcement action or a condizion of an NPDES Permit.

d. Dead Animal Disposal
Provisions of 2 (f) and 3 (&) nonwithstanding, investizations of wastewater discharges and air pollution
(odors) from dead animal composting facilities shall be coordinated between the Department and the

Agency.

e. Regulatory Mazerials
The Department and the Agency shall each provide io the other all regulatory material developed by each
(rules, rule interpretations, policies, etc.} to enable both to communicate in an informed manner with the

regulated community.

f. Meetings with Facility Operators
When appropriate, meetings with applicants and field inspections of major new facilitics and significant

modifications of existing facilities shall be coordinated between the Department and the Agency. @

a. Biosecurity
The Department and the Agency shall comply with biosecurity provisions of the LMFAct and the EPAct

during field inspections.

5. Sharing of Information
Effective joint implementation of the state’s livestock waste programs requires open and frequent
communication between the Department and the Agency. " The following are examples of information which
may be shared on a regular basis:

a. Complaints received and investigated regarding facilities of mutual jurisdiction

b. Department acknowledgments of “notices of intent to construct”

¢. Initial Department notifications of lagoon registration completeness

d. Department notices of completion of lagoon construction certification

¢. Groundwater monitoring information

f. Response actions proposed to mitigate impacts to groundwater
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g. Listing of waste management plans filed with the Department (facility name, size, and Jocation)

and plan preparation certifications received by the Department

h. Inspection reports prepared by Department and Agency staff for facilities under mutual
Jurisdiction

i. Violation notices, compliance commitment agreements, and enforcement referrals prepared under
Section 31 of the EPAct

. Wotices of deficiency, administrative warning letters, and compliance agreements prepared under
the LMIFAct

k. Listing of livestock manager certifications

I. List of livestock facility NPDES Permits issued by the Agency

6. Interagency Meetings
Staff of IDOA and IEPA shall meet on a periodic basis for the following purposes:
a. Exchange of information as described in Section 3 above
b. Coordination of compliance/enforcement activities
c. Discussion of policies and interpretations to ensure consistency of information provided to field

staff and the public

d. Preparation and distribution of informational matenials for the public

e. Coordination of efforts to resolve conflicts between Parts 501-505 and Part 506 of Subtitle E

7. Changes in Agreement
Any changes or amendments to this agreement must be mutually agreed to in writing by the Department and

the Agency prior to such changes or amendments becoming effective and binding on either party.
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8. Term of Agreement '

This agreement shall take effect upon signing by both parties and shall be automatically renewed each July
1 thereafter. Either party may revoke this agreement by giving written notice to the other party at least sixty

(60) days prior to the date that the agreement is to be revoked.

>
WITNESS, the signature and authority of the Department and the Agency, this 21E day of
Novamber , 1997.

ILLINQIS DEPARTMENT ' ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

By: ¢ %ﬁd é%ﬂ
Director
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I]Dlgm{lnggrs NOTICE OF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT
fure APPLICATION FORM

Pursuant to the Livestock Management Facilitics Act (S10 ILCS 77/1 et seq.) (we), the
undersigned, do hereby file with the Illinois Department of Agriculture a Notice of Intent to
Construct a Livestock Management Facility or Livestock Waste Handling Facility as follows:

A) Legal description of the land on which the livestock facility will be constructed —

Quarter-Quarter Quarter Section Township Range P.M. |
Example: NE NW 19 12-North 3-West 3rd

County Name

A) Name(s) and addresses of the facility and owner(s) or operator(s) of the facility —
(Please check the appropriate box to indicate the address for mailing correspondence.)

| Facility Name

Facility Address

(Specify the actual facility address, if one exisis.)

City, State, Zip

Telephone

]  Owneror Operator Name

Address

City, State, Zip

Telephone Mobile Phone
Fax #

(ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY)
B) Type and size of the facility and number of animal units —
L] Proposed facility is an entirely new facility

D Proposed facility is an expansion of an existing facility
Expansion classifies facility as a “New Facility”
Expansion docs not classify facility as a “New Facility”

IMPORTANT NOTICE: This state agency is requesting disclosure of infarmation that is necessary to accomplish the statutary purpose as
outlincd under the Livestock Management Facilities Act (310 ILCS 77er seqy.). Failure to provide this information shzll prevent this form from
being processed. This {orm has been approved by the State Forms Management Cealer. 1L 406-15%6 (1-02)

" Attachment O
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NoTICE OF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT - PAGE 2

** “New Faciliny "-means a livestock management facility or a livesiock wasie handling facility the
construction or expansion of which is commenced on or afier May 21, 1996 (the effective date
of the Livestock Management Facifities Act). Expanding a facility where the fixed capital cost
of the new components constructed within a 2 year period does not exceed 50% of the fixed
capital cost of a comparable entirely new facility shall not be deemed a new facility as used in
the Livesiock Management Facilities Act.

ANIMAL UNITS (based on the maximuim design capacity of the facility):
(CHECK AND COMPLETE ALL THAT APPLY) )

Number of Existing Animal Units (r_'fapp!icable) =

Number of Proposed Additional Animal Units:

#of Head  x Animal Unil Factor = # of Animal Units

O Beet e x 1.0 = _
D Milking Dairy I 1.4 = —_
[CIDairy (young stock) . x 0.6 = e
D Laying hens or broilers X 0.005 = —_
D Laying hens or broilers S 0.01 = -
(With continuous overflow watering)

B Laying hens or broilers . X 0.03 = -
(With liquid manure handling systems)

O Sheep 7 % 0.1 = -
[Jswine (>551bs) X 0.4 = o
[ swine (<351bs) _x 0.03 = .
| Turkeys X 0.02 = -
[ Ducks X 0.02 = _
D Horses _ _ X 2.0 = -
D Other:____ X = .

Number of Proposed Additional Animal Units =

Total Number of Animal Units =
{existing + proposed additional)
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NOTICE QF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT— PagE3

Q) Type and size of the facility and number of animal units (continued) —
TYPE OF PROPOSED LIVESTOCK MANAGEMENT FACILITY:
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

|:| Breeding D Gestation

L] Farrowing | Nursery

Q Grower Q Finisher

|:| Freestall Barn D Feed Lot/ Yard
] Milking Parlor (] Other:

TYPE OF PROPOSED LIVESTOCK WASTE HANDLING FACILITY
{(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):
L] waste storage structure under building (pit storage structure)
| Above-ground waste storage structure
D In-ground waste storage structure
D Earthen lagoon
] Runoff holding pond

] other

i A consiruction plan of each waste handling structure with design specifications of the structure
noted as prepared by or for the owner or operator must also be submitied 1o and approved by the

Deparment prior to the commencement of construciion.

EXISTING AND PROPOSED FACILITY SIZE:
{List the size of each building or siructure, by facility type)  (Specific “proposed” or "existing”)

LExample: Farrowing building with concrete under building pit (proposed) — 40 feet x 80 feet x & feet deep
Finishing building with shailow pit to a lagoon (existing) —300'x 100'x 2' deep
Earthen Lagoon (existing} — 400 feet x 360 feet x 10 jeet deep
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NOTICE OF INTENT 7O CONSTRUCT — PAGE 4

D)  Names and addresses of the owners, including local, State and federal governments, of
the property located within the setback area (both the residence and populated area
sctback areas) —  ** Applicable only to fucilities which meet the definition of a “new facilit”

(LIST HERE AND/OR ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS AS NECESSARY)
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT — PAGE 5

E)

Distance to the nearest lown, residence, occupied residence, non-farm business, and

common place of assembly —

F)

G)

Town (name) feet
Residence (name) feet
Occupied residence (name) - feet
Non-Farm business (name) ' feet
Common place of assembly {name) feet

Map or sketch showing the proposed facility and setbacks —
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

All Facilities
Q Plat Map, u Topographic Map or Q sketch attached.

D Locations of all residences, populated arcas, non-farm businesses and common places
of assembly within or near the setback boundaries have been clearly identified on the
map or sketch.

“New Facilities”

D Setback distances (both residence and populated area setback distances) have been
clearly identified on the map or sketch or in the case of an existing facility, the
distances between the proposed construction and the existing facility as well as the
distance to nearest residences has been identified.

“Expansion Facilities”

[ plot plan depicting all existing and proposed structures. Plot plan also indicates:
the distance from the proposed structure(s) to the existing structure(s), the distance
from proposed structure(s) to the owner/operator’s residence (if on site), the distance
from the proposed structure(s) to the nearest non-owned residence.

A statement identifying whether a request for decrease in setbacks, pursuant to (570 JLCS
77/35 (g)), has been sought and whether the request has been granted or denied —
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY}

1 o request for a setback decrease has been sought.

O a request(s) for a setback decrease is being submitted to the Illinois Department

of Agriculture. ‘
Waiver(s) attached
Waiver(s) not attached



Flectronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

12/03/2014 - RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

NOTICE OF INTENT 70 CONSTRUCT — PAGE 6

H)

A request for a setback decreasc has been submitted to the Illinois Department of
Agriculture and no action relative to its acceptance or denial has been received.

] a request for a setback decrease has been submitted to the Illinois Department of
Agriculture and has been granted by the Department.

Property owner notification

. Within 10 calendar days after receipt of the Department’s acknowledgment of setback
compliance, owners or operators of “new” livestock management or “new” livestock
waste handling facilities not subject to the public informational meeting process are
required to mail by certified mail, return receipt requested, a copy of the complete notice
of intent to construct to the owners of the property localed within the setback areas.

Within 10 calendar days after receipt of the Department’s notification that all information
concerning the notice of intent to construct is complele, owners or operators of “new”
livestock management or “new” livestock waste handling facilities subject to the public
-informational meeting process are required to mail by certified mail, return receipt
requested, a copy of the complete notice of intent to construct to the owners of the
property located within the setback areas.

1, the undersigned, certify that the information contained in this application form is true and
correct to the best of my knowledge.

Owner or Authorized Agent (PRINTED)

Date

Signature of Owner or Authorized Agent

Title

Questions relative to the filing of Notices of Intent to Construct may be directed to the Illinois
Department of Agriculture at 217/785-2427 (Voice/TDD).

Complcted forms and all documentation should be submitted to:

Livestock Waste Program, Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Environmental
Programs, P.O. Box 19281, Springfield, lilinois 62794-9281
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I].llllOlS ) Pat Quinn, Governor

ﬂﬂm"m of e Thomas E. Jennings, Director
FR 0TS sl o

Buréau of h,nwronmental Programs - FREs L&R f‘”
Staie Fairgrounds + P.Q. Box 19281 - Springiield, IL 62794-9281 - 217/785-2427 (voice/TDD) - Fax 217/529-4§82
Pesticide Misuse Holline 1-800-641-3934 (voice/TDD)

WAL o8
LIVESTOCK WASTE PROGRAM e
INITIAL NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION PLAN COMPLETENESS ;. . m;}:'r'__,jjh s
Non-Lagoon Livestock Waste Handling Facility GAICT SORUICh Lonirg

Registrant: - Facility Location:

S
Facility ID#

Date Issued: March 11, 2011
A Notice of Non-Lagoon Construction Plan Completeness is hereby granted tc the above-
designated registrant to construct a single livestock waste handhng facility as stated in rke construction

plan application submirted to the Department as follows:

Construction c¢f a single hvestock waste handling facility that shall have the following

dimensions:
Maximum Length = : 205 feet
Maximurn Width = 59  feet
Maximum Depth = 16 feet

Totai Design Capacity = 109,000 f’

Pirsuant to 35 Mlfinois Admtmstratrva Code:5 fe. 304 (c), this structure shall include a perimeter
foundation drain, which must inclide a sampling portto allow for-quarterly sqmpling pursuent 10 8
Iilinois Administrative-Code $00.511.

The construction plan for the aforementioned structure has been reviewed and deemed complete
by the linois Department of Agriculture pursuant to the Livestock Management Facilities Act (Act), 310
[Ninois Compiled Statutes 77/13.

Pursuant to 510 ILCS 77/ 13(g), an initial site inspection was conducted by a representative of the
Department on February 28, 2011.

Please be advised thzat. pursuznt to the Act and rule, the Department shall make additional site
inspections during the construction and post-construction phase and shall require modifications when
necessary to ensure the project shall be in compliance with the requirements of the regulation. Please
notify the Department at least S days prior to the commencement of construction.

Further. pursuant to 510 ILCS 77/13(f). upon completion of construction but prior to the placing

of the structure in service. the owner or operator shall certifv 10 the Department that the structure has been
constructed or modified in accordance with the requirements of the Act and rule and that the information

Attachment P
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provided during the subnutta! process is correct. The Department, upon receipt of the completion of
construction certification shall inspect the construction site to determine compliance with the construction
standards of the Act and rule. Upon completion of this inspection, the Department shall send an official
written notice to the owner or operator of the facility, indicating that the structure has met the standards of
the Act and rule and that it may be piaced into service ot identifying the remedial measures necessary (o

enable the structure to be in compliance.

Please be advised that this letter is not to be construed as a release from any other federal, state or
iocal taws or regulations. If vou have any questions or comments relative to this notification or if the
Department may be of service to you, please feel free to contact the Department at Livestock Waste
Program, Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Environmental Programs, P.O. Box 19281,

Springfield, I 62794-9281, (217/785-2427).

Sincerely,

I1LLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Warren D. Goetsch, P.E. Brad A Beaver
Bureau Chief, Envirommenta} Programs Manager, Livestock Waste Program
ce: File

Bruce Yurdin, IEPA

LF0570140002cpack
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Pat Quinn, Governor
Thomas E. Jennings, Director

fure

Bureau of Environmental Programs
State Fairgreunds ¢ P.O, Box 19281 « Springfield, IL 42794-9281 » 217/785-2427 (voice/TDD) « Fax 217/524.4882
Pesticide Misuse Hotline 1-800-641-3934 {voice/TDD)

LIVESTOCK WASTE PROGRAM
FINAL NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION PLAN COMPLETION
Non-Lagoon Livestock Waste Handling Facility

‘Resi : | ' F SEe
egistrant : aéhty Location: 7% EE @E g %‘: AN

Facility ID#:

S AR 24 5o
= r_f-f N

Date Issued: March 10, 2011 St Slution Coornnn

The Department has received a certification notice from the owner or operator relative ta the completion of

" construction of a non-lagoon livestock waste handling structure at the aforementioned facility. The certification
indicates that the waste handling structure has been constructed or modified in accordance with the requirements of
the Livestock Management Facilities Act (Act) (510 ILCS 77/1 et seq.) and rules and that the mformatlon provided

during the registrabon process is correct.

"On March 10, 2011, Department representatives conducted a final inspection at the facility pursuant to the -
Livestock Management Facilities Act (510 ILCS 77/13 (g)). No deviations from the construction plan were noted
during the inspection. Inspections of the facility were also conducted prior to and during the construction phase of

the project.

Pursuant to the Section 13 of the Livestock Managément Facilities Act, the construction plan and certification
requirements of the Act have been met. The owner or operator of the hvestock waste handling facility may proceed

to place the structure into service.

Pursuant to 35 Il]inois Admmistrative Code 506,304 (t), this structure was required fo install a perimeter
foundation drain that included a sampling port to atlow for quarterly sampling pursuant to 8 [llinois Administrative )
Code 900.511. The samples must be analyzed for the following items: nitrate-nirogen, phosphate-phosphorus,
chloride, sulfate and ammonia-nitrogen. The quarterly sampling period assigned to your facility is as follows:
January, April, July and October. Please be advised that sample results must be submitted to the Department
within 30 days after sample collection and must contain a discussion relative to the significance of the results.

If you have any questions or if the Department may be of service to you, please fee] free to contact us at 217/785-
2427

Sincerelv.

LLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
, _
gDt — S

Warren D. Goetsch. P.E. Brad A. Beaver _
Bureau Chief. Environmenial Programs Manager. Livestock Waste Program

ce: file
Bruce Yurdin. [EPA

| F?00eplinal

Attachment Q
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IlllIlOlS o Pat Qﬁinn, Governor
Angrla@aoiltme Thomas E. Jennings, Director

Bureau of Environmental Programs
State Fairgrounds + P.O. Box 192§1- + Springfield, [L 62794-9281 « 217785-2427 (voice/TDD) + Fax 21773244882
Pesticide Misuse Hotline 1-800-641-3934 (voice/TDD)

LIVESTOCK WASTE PROGRAM 1
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF "SETBACK COMPLIANCE" '

Registrant: Facility Location:

Facitity Identification Number:

March 16, 2011

Dear Facility Owner/Operator:

Your notice of intent to construct was received by the Departmeni and reviewed for
compliance with the provisions of the Livestock Management Facilities Act (510 ILCS 77/1 et
seq.) and associated rules (8 Olinols Administrative Code Part 900). Pursuant to 510 ILCS
77/11, the Department hereby provides notice to Ratermann Bros. that the setback provisions of
the Livestock Management Facilities Act have been met.

Please be advised that this Acknowledgment of "Setback Corapliance” is applicable only
to the project specifically described in the notice filed with the Department. Also, please be
advised that, pursuant to 8 JAC 900.304, the date the Departinent issued the acknowledgment of

setback compliance pursuant to 8 JAC 900.303 (b)(3) or notified the owner or operator that all
information had been submitted pursuant to 8 TAC 900.303(c)(1), {March 16, 2011}, shall be
considered as the base date for setback determination purposes. The base date shall expire
within one year, unless the conditions of 8 1AC 904,304 (b} have been met.

Please be advised that the construction of said facility shall not begin until all other P
applicable requirements of the Livestock Management Facilities Act as well as any other i
applicable laws and regulations have been met. This inclndes approval of construction
plans for the livestock waste handling facility.

Please aiso be advised that the scope of this acknawledgment is expressiy limited to
compliance with the setback provisions of 310 [LCS 77/} and associated rules. Thus, no
statements relative to compliance with ¢ther applicabie federal, state or local requirements

Attachment R
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are expressed or implied. The registrant is directed to inquire with appropriate local or county
officials relative to the applicability of any other requirements prior to project initiation.

If you should have any questions or if the Department may be of service to you, please
feel free to contact us at {217) 785-2427, '

Sincerely,

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

b DGt — i ﬁ%

Warren D. Goetsch, P.E. Brad A. Beaver
Bureau Chief, Environmental Programs: Manager, Livestock Waste Program

ce: file ‘
Bruce Ywrdin, JEPA

L¥ 0270460002noitcack
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Date issued: Facility |dentification Num

Information form Not Provided

A} Legaldescription of the land on which the livestock facility will be constructed---

i

Cuarter-Quarter Quarter Section Township Range P.M,

t
H

County Name

B) Name{s}and addresses of the owner{s) or operator(s) of the facility -
(Please Check the appropriate box to include the address for mailing correspondences.)

i1 Facility Name

Address
City - State IL Zip o
Telephone Cell Phone

G Owner or Operator Name

Address
City State I Zip
Telephone S Cell Phone -

C) Type and size of the facility and number of animal units ---

Proposed facility is an expansion of an existing facility

] Proposed facility is an entirely new facility
'[E] Expansion classifies facility as a "New Facility”

Expansion does not classify facility as a2 "New Facility”

ANIMAL UNITS (based on the maximum design capacity of the facility):

Number of Existing Animal Units (if applicable) = 0
Number of Proposed Additional Animal Units:
# of Head x Animal Unit Factor = # of Animal Units

El geef 0 X 1.0 0
B pairy (aduits) 0 x 1.4 ]
Dairy {young) 0 X 0.6
3 Poultry {w/continuous overflow watering)

0 X 0.01 0
[ poultry (w/liquid manure handling systems

0 X 0.03 0
Sheep L0 x o 0
B Swine (>55!bs) o 0 - X 0.4 0
B swine (<551bs) 0« 0.03 o0
&) Turkeys WO X 0.02 0
QOther: __;-__._0: - X o s o

Attachment 5
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Predominate Species

TYPE OF PROPQSED LIVESTOCK MANAGEMENT FACILITY
{CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

(] Breeding Gestation
Farrowing B Nursery
Grower & Finisher

[ Freestall Barn D Feed Lot/ Yard
£ Milking Parlor Other

TYPE OF PROPOSED LIVESTOCK WASTE HANDLING FACILITY
{CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

B waste Storage structure under building (pit storage structure)
[E] Above-ground waste storage structure

Earthen lagoon

%] In-ground waste storage structure

& Runoff holding pond

& Earthen lagoon
Other

EXISTING AND PROPOSED FACILITY SIZE

Structure 1

Structure 2

Structure 3

Structure 4

Structure 5

Structure 6

Structure 7

Structure 8

Structure 9

Structure 10

D) Distance to nearest town, residence, occupied resisence, non-farm business and
common place of assembly -—

TOWR e et
Residence feet
Occupied Residence e e
NO"-Farm bUSinESS et e s e e nmr— N~ . [ feet
place of Assembly TR R ST S s

[nput Data Edit Today's Data I Return
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Date tssued:

Date inspected:

Registrant Facility Location:

Stafer W

.......

COUNTYNAME:
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PO Lo - ol
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Ijate Issued:

Registrant: Facility Location:
City:

Address: Facility ID#:

City:

State: . IL o

Zip:

Project Description:

Structure 1 Structure 2
Maximum Length= ft Maximum Length =
Maximum Width = ft Maximum Width =
Maximum Depth = ft Maximum Depth =
Maximum Capacity = L Maximum Capacity =
Structure 3 Structure 4
Maximum Length= ft Maximum Length =
Maximum Width = _ ft Maximum Width =
Maximum Depth = ft Maximum Depth=
Maximum Capacity = fi3 Maximum Capacity =
Structure S Structure &
Maximum Length = ft Maximum Length =
Maximum Width = ft Maximum Width =
Maximum Depth = ft Maximum Depth =
Maximum Capacity = fi3 Maximum Capacity =

Comments: Pursuant to 35 lllinois Administrative Code 506.304 (c),

Input info

Edit Today's Data

-

ft3

ft

ft3

Return to Start ﬂ




PEEE
1o -Name

502778 16 S Farms, Inc.

503362 Aberle Farms, Inc.

502085 ‘Adam Lang
503501 Adams, StanleyI w.

5026594 Amger Farms

502721 Arenlsen Bros. Oalrv
500126 ‘Av:s Kevin and Julie

502229 lAm Todd
[

500073 !B & B Farms

504835 '8 & B Farms Xurt Brink

501275 lll Willenburg Farms, Inc.

¥ .

504511 IBade. Dean

502477 laaker, Chad

H
§502437 BaIL Scotu

500018 Abels, Gary, Joanne & Chad

707637 'Adams County Fair - Dalry Barn
5036538 Adlalv and Nelson R. Miller

501507 lnkms Joseph and Brenda

503215 Anthony D, Slddens andfor Alonzo Shoaf.

| . .
500475 IBlke.r s Acres - Mark Baker

T .
‘Entity Type

Grade A Dairy Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grade A Dalry farm

Grade A Dairy Farm

Grade A Dalrv Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grade A Dairy Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grode A Dairy Farm

Grade A Dairy Farm
Grade A Dairy Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

Manufaciured Dairy Farm

Grade A Dslry Farm

Grade A Dalry Farm

County

Monigamery

Ogle

Tazewell

Vermillon

Adams

Effingham

Moultrie

l\.h:HenwI

Effingham
Clinton.
Boone B
Boone
Pulaski
Washington
Fayette o
Marshl
Yashington
.;oleph:-r.\sul;n

Mercer

l'lllllllll'lll

Address

I"llllll”ll

Y

i

Mailing  jMailing
. jCounty Address
Montgomery E—
Ogle Yy
Tazewell T
..
vermllion i“
—
Adams 5'
—
Eifingham WD
- _ A

IBOD"(!

Moutrie . | NN
| S

McHenry )

ogle | ——

Effingham
_ -
Clinton “
ann
Boane ]
——
Pulaski ;“
.- -_-_— @
Washington “
Fayatte . i“.
Marshall i—
- «» .
Washington B
Stephenson ‘“

Mercer

Electronic Filing - REEEivéd, Clerk's Office -
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Billing Address

EGeographic
Region
Edwardsville

Rockord
i

Peoria

Peoria

Mation

Chamypaign

+Wast Chicago

}Ru:k'lord
Ma{lnn

Edwardsville

i
i
1

Rockforg

'

i Rockford

EManon
_Edwardsville
iMarion
Peoria

;

!

tEdwardsville
Enncuord

Peuria

Phare ‘alitude  Longitude | ECOVOF
. » ) {statetd
i— ;- %- ?01024
o i } o211
_ ;— i_ 102026
K E— l_élozou
L ] {— !~§mza1a
. — -_ f— 102019
L ] ;- ;_ 102027
—— ;_ i'_ 102040
—— o - 102115
Lt h .
D SREEk i_ 102022
— ey, |
A f— l;n-imznao
§“ ] !— 102030
L] ‘_ !— 1-62135
?_ ?_ i— 102016
1_ o i— 1072132
l— t_ !'- 102026
S 1 gmzon
i— F :_fmznao
|— — :_ 102026
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Livestock Facility Inspection Checklist

] OPERATOR REQUEST [] OTHER:

GENERAL INFORMATION
BOW ID # TYPE OF INSPECTION:
w (] caAFO [ COMPLAINT  [J RECONNAISSANCE  [] ERU FOLLOW UP

FACILITY NAME (LLC, Inc., Corp, Partnership, sole proprietorship, etc.)

INSPECTION DATE

ARRIVAL TIME

DEPARTURE TIME

ADDRESS LATITUDE (Decimal) [LONGITUDE (Decimal) {GPS Measured [ ]
N 00.000 W 00.000 Google Earth [
CITY STATE ZIP CODE |INSPECTOR(s) ACCOMPANIED BY (if applicabie)
IL
COUNTY SECTION [ TOWNSHIP|RANGE |POLITICAL TOWNSHIP TEMP. {PRECIP. TYPE / AMT LAST 24HR
Facility Owner(s): |NAME CONTACTED |PHONE MOBILE
(Jyes [ noO
L same as Facility 3pppees CITY STATE ZIP CODE
NAME CONTACTED PHONE MOBILE
CJyes [InO
ADDRESS CITyYy STATE ZIP CODE
Facility NAME CONTACTED PHONE MOBILE
Operator(s): (1YeEs [InNO
ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE
[[] Same as above
NAME CONTACTED |[PHONE MOBILE
[Jyes CINo
ADDRESS CcIry STATE ZIP CODE
NPDES PERMIT INFORMATION (If no NPDES Permit, skip this section)
1. What type of NPDES permit has been issued? NPDES #
[J No NPDES Permit [] Individual NPDES Permit [] General NPDES Permit
2. What date was the NPDES permit issued?
3. What date does the NPDES permit expire?
4. Is a copy of the NPDES permit onsite? IL] Yes [LJ NO
5. Permitted number of animals (no. & specie)?
6. Does the NPDES Permit contain a compliance schedule? ] yes [ NO
7. Have there been any changes made to the production area since the permit was issued? | _] YES {[ ] NO

If "YES”, provide a detailed description of those changes.

Attachment U
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FACILITIES WITH NMP — NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION - IF NO NMP GO TO PAGE 3

1. How many TOTAL acres are available for land application under NMP? acres
"12. How many acres are READILY available for land application at the time of inspection? acres
3. NMP estimated annual quantities of liquid waste gallons
4. NMP estimated annual quantities of solid waste tons
— ——
5. Does th?ft?YCIIEI'IEEX, hl\la:rfl : gfgg:;t;crtgirfom land application? | D YES | NO
6. What type of land application equipment is available to the facility?

[ Umbilical Injection [] Honeywagon Injection [ ] Honeywagon Surface [] Irrigation
[] Rotational Gun [] Manure Spreader [ ] Vegetative Filter [] Other

7. NON-Permitted CAFOs ONLY - NMP must address the following to receive ag storm water exemption:
[J A storm water pollution prevention plan [] A spill control and prevention plan

] Expected crop vields for land application areas [] Inspection & Maintenance of Waste Handling System
[J Animals not in Direct Contact with Waters of US  [] Clean Water Diverted from Waste Handling System
[] site Specific Buffers & Conservation Practices [] Protocols for Soil & Manure Testing
[] Land Application Protocols for Nutrient Utilization [] Winter time land application plan
[[J] Adequate land for waste application [] Inclement weather/conditions storage provisions
[] Calculations deriving livestock waste application rates do not exceed N or P crop removal rates
[] Chemicals, Contaminants, & Mortalities Properly Disposed - NOT Directly Disposed in Waste Handling System
[] A topographic map for production and land application including drainage, discharges, and waterways
[J Field tile/subsurface drainage systems plan for visual inspection during iand application if applicable

8. Permitted CAFOs ONLY - create, maintain for 5 yrs, and make available upon request, the following records:
[] Date, time, & est. volume of any discharges [] Deficiencies and corrective actions wfin 30 days
[ Mortalities — quantity and disposal method [ ] Total N/P actually applied to each field & calculations
[] Results from livestock waste and soil sampling [] Subsurface drainage inspect during/after land app

[] Amount of waste transferred to another person =[] Calculations deriving livestock waste application rates
[] Size, design, type, & days of storage for livestock waste storage structures
Weekly facility inspection records:
[] Stormwater diversion devices (] Runoff diversion structures
] Livestock waste diversions to containment structure[ ] Depth of livestock waste in storage structures
Daily facility inspection records:
[] Inspection of water lines in the production areas, including drinking water or cooling water lines
Daily land application records:
] Amount of livestock waste is applied per acre [] Soil conditions at time of application
(] Precip 24 hr prior & 24 hr after land application [ Leak inspection of application equipment
[] Date & location of the field livestock waste applied [ ] The method used to apply the livestock waste
[ ] Quantity of livestock waste removed when a manure storage area or waste containment area is dewatered
[ Weather — precip, temp, wind speed & direction, dew point, 24 hr prior, at land app, 24 hr post land app
[ ] Weather forecast 24 hr following land application

9, Do_es the NM.P rgflect the curre_nt operational characteristics (number of animals, cropping, ] ves | NoO
Animals not in direct contact with Waters of US, etc.)?

10. Are the number of acres owned/leased consistent with those in the NMP? (3 vyes | NO

11.(1)5; mznr:ljtrfpgnd wastewater being applied in accord.ance with setback/buffer requirements (] ves | no

12.Are all of the records identified in the NMP being maintained and kept current? ] YES | NO

13.Are records being maintained at the required frequency? [] YES |] NO

14.Are records being maintained onsite for the period required by NMP and/or NPDES permit? |[] YES [[L] NO
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FACILITIES WITHOUT NMP — NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION - "IF NMP PROCEED TO PAGE 4

1. How many TOTAL acres are available for land application? acres

. How many acres are READILY available for land application at the time of inspection? acres

. Estimated annual quantities of liquid waste galions

2
3
4, Estimated annual quantities of solid waste tons
5

If "YES”, Name of Contractor:
6. What type of land application equipment is available to the facility?
[] Umbilical Injection [ ] Honeywagon Injection [ ] Honeywagon Surface [ Irrigation
[] Rotational Gun [] Manure Spreader [] Vegetative Filter [] Other :

. Does the facility have a contractor perform land application? (1 ves |[] nNo

7. Does the facility calibrate the land application equipment?

If "YES”, What method is used? 107 ves |07 no
8. Does the facility land apply within the 150 foot setback from any water well?

If "“YES”, Explain ' ' ] ves |07 no
9. Does the facility land apply within the 200 foot setback from any surface water?

If “YES", Explain . 0 ves | no
10.Does the facility land apply near any residences?

If "YES”, Explain D ves |01 no
11.Are records kept of land application? [1 YES | NO
12.Are records kept of protocols for nutrient utilization in land application field? [] Yes | NO
13.Are records kept of livestock waste transferred off-site to another party? [J ves | NO
14. Are records kept for routine soil and manure testing for land application? [] Yes |[J NO
15.Are records kept of protocols for routine soil and manure testing for land application? ] YES |[] NO
16.1s there adequate land for livestock waste application for acres owned/leased? (] YES {[] NO
17.1s land application performed in accordance with setback/buffer/conservation practices? |[] YES [[] NO
18.Chemicals, contaminants, & mortalities are not directly disposed in waste handling system?|[ ] YES |[] NO
19. Do facility personnel perform routine visual inspections of waste handling system? (1 Yes |[O NO
20.Are records kept for inspection and maintenance of waste handling system? [] vEs. |1 NO
21.Are records kept of total N and P applied and removed from the land application fields? [] ves |1 NO
22.Does the facility have a spill prevention plan? (] YEs | NO
23.Does the facility have a storm water pollution prevention plan? [] YES [] NO
24.Are there aerial maps of land app fields showing waterways, buffers, and field tiles? (] Yes |[J NO
25.Does the facility have indement weather/condition waste storage provisions? (1 yes |1 nNO
26.1s clean water diverted from waste handling system? ] YES | NO
27.Are the animals kept from direct contact with Waters of US? ] YES |[J NO
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Type of Animals Number of |Animal |Type of Confinement Number of
Animals  |Capacity . Structures
(currently)

Does the facility have an Illinais Certified Livestock Manager (300 or greater animal units)? ([ ] N/A|[_] YES|[] NO
If greater than 1000 animal units but less than 5000 animal units, does the facility have a [ Al ves | NO
waste management plan?
If greater than 5000 animal units, has the facility submitted a waste management plan to

IDOA for review? 1 n/A | ves|D NO
Does the facility have any other locations under common ownership, or where equipment and/or
manure is shared, or where the other site shares land application sites? If so, put names and ] YES|[] NO
addresses below. ‘

LIVESTOCK WASTE STORAGE

1. Does the facility have any existing livestock waste containment system?
If NO, then proceed to question 10.

] ves|J NO

2. General description of the waste containment system (include solid and liquid manure handling, mortality, and
feed storage areas).
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Type of Storage Total Storage Capacity (Specify Units)
[] Anaerobic Lagoon
[ ] Covered Lagoon
[] Holding Pond

[_] Above Ground Storage Tank ("Slurrystore”)

[_] Below Ground Storage Tank

[_] Settling Basin

[] Roofed Storage Shed

[ ] Concrete Pad

[J Impervious Soil Pad

[] Underfloor Pits

[ Anaerobic Digester

[1 Manure Stacks

[] Vegetative Filter

[ ] Other

[] None

3. Estimated days of storage in livestock waste storage structures

4. Do the storage structures have depth markers or staff gauges? ] YEs | no
5. Are levels of manure in the storage structures recorded and records kept? |0 ves | NoO
6. Do the storage structures have adequate freeboard? [] Yes |[] NO
7. Estimated final stage storage structure freeboard in. of total depth in.

8. Does facility utilize a temporary manure stack? [J YES |[J NO
9. Does the temporary manure stack have a cover, pad, and other control to prevent runoff? {{ ] YES {[] NO
10. Does the system have an outfall or discharge point? []YES |[]NO

If “YES”, please provide a description {overflow pipe, spill way, etc. Include a description the area receiving the
discharge). '

11. Are there any portions of the production area where runoff is not controlled? ] Yes |[J NO

If "YES”, provide a detailed description of the area(s) of concern:

12. Is storm water is entering the production area or waste handling system? [J YES [] NO

If “YES”, provide a detailed description of the area(s) of concern:
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MORTALITIES MANAGEMENT

1. How are mortalities managed? (Composted, buried, burned, rendering service, other)

2. Are mortaliies managed so all runoff/leachate is contained? ] yes | NO
3. Are mortalities documented and are records kept? ' [ ] YES |[J NO
FACILITY WATER SOURCES

1. What type of method is used to provide drinking water for the animals?
[] Overflow waters [] Tip Tanks [ ] Nipple waters [ ] Water Bowls [] Other

2. How is the water for animals obtained?
[] Community PWS [] On-Site Well [ ] On-Site Impoundment [ ] Other

3. Is a mist cooling system used? [ ] YES [ ] NO
How is mist water contained?

DAIRY OPERATION (If No Dairy, skip this section)

1. How many times per day are cows milked?

2. Describe how the dairy’s non-contact cooling water is contained (Example: it is reused for drinking water for
- the animals).

3. Describe how the milking parlor is cleaned (hose or flush) and where the process wastewater goes and how it
is contained.

4, Describe how the tank(s) are washed and where the process wastewater goes and how it is contained.

5. Describe where process wastewater from the plate cooler goes and how it is contained.

BEDDING (If No Bedding, skip this section)
1. Describe what type of bedding is used for the animals.

2. Describe how bedding is coliected and how often.

3. What is done with the used bedding? [ ] Reused  [] Land Applied
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MANURE COLLECTION
1. How is manure collected?

L] None [] Under Floor Pit [[] Scraped: [] Automatic [] Manual] [J Flush
(] Solids Separator [] Other: |

2. If manure collection system uses either clean or reused water to flush, describe where this water goes and
how it is contained.

LAND APPLICATION AREA INSPECTION (IF FACILITY RECENTLY OR IS ACTIVELY LAND APPLYING)

1. What type of land application equipment is being utilized for land application?
] Umbilical Injection [] Honeywagon Injection [] Honeywagon Surface [] Irrigation
[] Rotational Gun [] Manure Spreader [ ] Vegetative Filter [] Other

2. Is land application performed according to NMP? L) n/alCd YES | NO
3. Large unpermitted CAFO — Does facility meet agricultural stormwater exemption? |[] N/A [(J] YES (] NO
4. Surface Application — Is incorporation within 24-hours met? O Nald Yes O NO
5. Is there a dry weather discharge into the Waters of the US from land application area? (] ves |J NoO
6. Is land application rate at a level to prevent over-saturation/pooling of livestock waste? ] YeS |[J NO
7. Has limitation for land slope of land application been met? ] YES [ NO
8. Has setback to residences been met? (] YES |[] NO
9. Has setback to waterways, tile inlets, drainage wells, or other conduits been met? ] YEs |J NO
10. Has setback to potable water well been met? ] YES |J NO
11. Has setback to surface water been met? (] YES |[J NO
12. Has restrictions of precipitation forecast preceding land application been met? J YeS |0 NO
13. Has subsurface drainage monitoring been met? 1 n/alld yes | NO
14. Has 10-yr flood plain land application injection/incorporation restriction been met? (J YES | NO
15. Unpermitted — Has land application on snow/frozen ground met requirements? | N/A|[] YES |[] NO
FROZEN/SNOW COVERED LAND APPLICATION PROVISIONS (PERMITTED CAFO ONLY)

1. Has facility met <120 day storage, no alternative, IEPA notification prior 12/1? ] YEs ([ NO
2. Has facility met of reduction of waste prior 12/1, deemed overflow, unable to incorporate? ] YES | NO
3. Has facility met liquid precipitation forecasts of < 0.25"-frozen ground / 0.1"-ice/snow?  |[] YES |[] NO
4. Has facility met high temperature forecasts <32° F next 7 days? ] vyes |[J nNoO
5. Has buffers met 100’-drainage, 150’-potable well, 200’ surface water for 0% slope? |0 ves | No
6. Has buffers met 2X above for 0%-2% slope & 3X above for 2%-5% slope? L1 ves {0 No
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FEED STORAGE CONTAINMENT

1.  Describe how feed (silage, hay, etc) is contained.
[] Bulk Bins [] Silage Pit [] AgBags [] Silo [[] Hay: [] Barn [] Outdoor]
[] other:
2. Describe how feed (silage, hay, etc) runoff is contained.
[J None [] Not Applicable — Feed totally enclosed
[] other:
RECEIVING SURFACE WATERS ... = O

1. Provide a description of the flow path from the facility to the nearest named surface water.

2. What is the name of the receiving stream?

3. Status of the named surface water: [ ] Intermittent [ ] Perennial
4, Are any unnatural bottom deposits observed in the receiving stream? ] YES |[] NO

If “YES”, please provide a description of the deposits:

1. Have there been any documented discharges of livestock waste to surface water in the ] ves |0 ' NO
past year? If "NO" proceed to question 2.

a. If“YES”, specify the date(s).

b. What was the reason for the discharge?

¢. Was the discharge the result of a 25 year-24 hour rainfall event? i1 yes |1 NoO
d. What was the precipitation amount? (if applicable) :
e. Was IEMA notified of the discharge? [1YEs |[]NO
f. H.as the facility taken corrective action to remedy the situation which caused the M ves |1 no
discharge(s)? .
If *YES”, describe actions taken:
2. Is the facility currently discharging livestock waste from the production area? If "NO” [ ves | NO

proceed to next section.
a. Was the discharge the result of a 25 year-24 hour rainfall event? []1Yes |1 NO
b. What was the precipitation amount? (7f appficable) '
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¢. What is the reason for the discharge?

d. Number of water quality samples taken:
e. Locations of Water Quality Samples Relative to Discharge Flow: [ | Discharge Point/Flow Path
[] Upstream Waters of US [] Confluence Waters of US [] Downstream Waters of US
[ ] Other
f. What parameter(s) tested? [ ] pH [ ] Ammonia [] Nitrate [] Nitrite [] Phosphorus [] BODs
[] Total Susp Solids [] Fecal [] DissO, [ Other |

g. Describe Flow Path to “Waters of US™:

BIOSECURITY — Inspection Activities

1. Were biosecurity measures discussed with the facility prior to inspection? [J vyes |1 NO

2. Has there been 24-hours downtime between inspections for all IEPA personnel present? |[ ] YES |[[] NO

3. Was the order of inspection conducted from high risk to low risk? O] nv/a|Od yes [ NO

4. Did all personnel stay outside livestock management and livestock waste handling - L] YES |[L] NO
facilities as defined in 35 [AC 501.285 and 35 IAC 501.3007 If "YES” skip to question 7.

BIOSECURITY ~ Personal Protection Equipment

5. Was sanitary footwear donned prior to entering the livestock [ 1 N/A ] YES |LJ NoO

management/waste handling facility(s)? Did not Enter

6. Were disposable coveralls donned prior to entering the livestock [ ] N/A [J YEs | NO

management/waste handling facility(s)? Did not Enter

7. Was sanitary footwear used during the inspection? [1YEs |[] NO
8. Was disposable sanitary outerwear disposed at the facility? [J YES |[J NO
BIOSECURITY Vehicle
3. Was the vehicle parking location discussed W|th the facility prior to inspection? (] YES |[J NO
10. Was the vehicle washed since the inspection prior to current? If “YES” skip question 11. |[] YES |[] NO
11. Was the vehicle parked >300-feet from the livestock management/waste [1 N/A |[J YES | NO

handling facility? Explain where vehicle was parked:

{12. Was IEPA vehicle used on site? [J vyes | NO
13. Was facility vehidle used on site? (1 YEs |1 NO
BIOSECURITY - Inspection Equipment
14, Was all equipment wiped down with anti-bacterial wipes? [J yEs |[J NO
15. Was sample cooler kept inside vehicle during inspection? If “YES” skip question 16. [ YES {[J NO
16. Was sample cooler wiped down with antibacterial wipes before placing back into [[] N/A{L] YES [[J NO

vehicle?
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OTHER COMMENTS/NOTES

The following were reviewed during inspection: CNMP / Records / Confinement Buildings / Feedlot
/ Milking Parlor / Feed Containment / Commodities Storage / Livestock Waste Containment System
/ Mortalities Management / Land Application / Receiving Stream

Attachments: [] Narrative [] Photos [] SitePlan [ Sample Results [] Other:
INSPECTOR'S SIGNATURE " "REPORT DATE

CC: BOW/DWPC/RU ~ Attachments:
‘ Revised September 2014
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BOWID Currently being populated

IEPA ID Proposed field currently not populates
LMFA ID _ Used as reference, not currently populated
IDPH ID . Used as reference, not currently populated
USEPA Unique ID Used as reference, not currently populated
Previous Facility Name Replaced by BOWID

Facility Name CAFO Inspection Checklist

Facility City CAFO Inspection Checklist

Facility State CAFO Inspection Checklist

Facility Zip CAFO Inspection Checklist

Facility Owner/ Operator
Facility Owner Address
Facility Owner City
Facility Owner State
Facility Owner Zip
Facility Owner Phone
Facility Owner Cell
Facility Owner 2

Facility Owner 2 Address
Facility Owner 2 City
Facility Owner 2 State
Facility Owner 2 Zip
Facility Owner 2 Phone
Facility Owner 2 Cell
Facility Operator

Facility Operator Address
Facility Operator State
Facility Operator Zip
Facility Operator Phone
Facility Operator Cell
Facility Operator 2
Facility Operator 2 Address
Facility Operator 2 State
Facility Operator 2 Zip
Facility Operator 2 Phone
Facility Operator 2 Cell
Permit {Y/N)

Permit.

Permit 2.

Permit Issue Date
Permit Expiration Date

CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO tnspection Checklist
CAFQ Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checkiist
CAFOQ Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFQ Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFQ Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFO Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated

CAFO Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated

CAFO Inspection Checklist
CAFOQ Inspection Checklist

Permit Type CAFO Inspection Checklist

Tracker Action Reference Information used for Development
Tracker Action Date Reference Information used for Development
Type of Inspection CAFO inspection Checklist

Last lhspection {Date) Used as reference, not currently populated

Agency conducting last inspection Used as reference, not currently populated

Attachment V



Lead Inspector for last inspection
Accompanied By

Arrival Time

Departure Time

Enforcement Action Taken (Y/N)
Enforcement Type Taken
Facility Size Designation {L/M/5S)
Confirmed Date

Confirmed By

Numeric Size IEPA

Livestock Max Capacity (.)

IEPA Animal Typel

Animal Type 1

Animal Number 1 (.)

IEPA Animal Type 2

Animal Type 2

Animal Number 2 (.}
Containment Type

Wastewater Storage Type 1
Wastewater Storage Type 2
Total Storage Volume

Manure Type Liquid_Solid
Volume of Manure Generated

Is Manure Land Applied or Transferred?
Manure Transfer Records Kept? (Y/N)
NMP? (Y/N)

Land Application BMPs

Land Application - Acres (.)

EMS Developed (Y/N)

Regional Office

County

Verified

LEGALDESC

DID

Facility Street Address

Mailing Address

Mailing City

Mailing State

Mailing Zip

Lat Dec_Deg
‘Long Dec_Deg

Section

Township

Rangé

Political Township

Watershed

Temperature
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Used as reference, not currently populated
CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currentiy populated,
Designation made by Field Inspector

Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently populated
Reference Animal Type 1

CAFQ Inspection Checklist (Cumulative)
Used as reference, not currently populated
CAFQ Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently populated
CAFQ Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated
CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFQ Inspection Checklist

CAFQ Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFQ Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Addressed thru questions}

CAFQ Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated
Default Field

CAFO Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently populated
CAFQ Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Owner Address)
CAFO lhspection Checklist (Owner City)
CAFO Inspection Checklist (OwnerState)
CAFO Inspection Checklist (Owner Zip)
CAFQ Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFQ Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFOQ Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Receiving Waters)
CAFQ Inspection Checklist



Precipitation Type

Receiving water and distance to it {miles)
Primary Source of Information
ImportSource

Contact Name

Contact Phone

Zip

Input Date

Date of Last Name Change
Date of Last Owner Change
Date of Last Operator Change
Comments

BOW ID

Active
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CAFO Inspection Checklist

CAFO Inspection Checklist

Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently popuiated
Reference Owner/Operator

Reference Owner/Operator

Duplicate

Default Field

Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently populated
Used as reference, not currently populated
Duplicate

Used as reference, not currently populated
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| Facility Name

LA NELSON FARMS, INC.

'4TH MERIDIAN FARM

Andy_ Shul_l Ine

APEX PORK, LLC.

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 1 {UNITS 1 &3 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ)

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 27 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)

APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC - UNIT 28 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)

APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC- UNIT3 (UNITS 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)

'.APPLEWOOD FARMS Le- UNITS

;APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 8 {UNITS 2[:[2 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)

"APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC UNITS 2/12 (UNIT5 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)

BALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM

BEER STANLEY HOG FARM

Berg, Leon Hog Farm

Btble Flnlsher

‘Bible Pork #2

BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4 __

BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM |

BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM IlI

BIDDLE SWINE FARM - SEATON FACIUTY

Bigger Farms and Feedlot

Billington, Hog Farm Il [LARRY BILLINGTON OPER}

B|rchen Farms; Birchen Farms Inc, /Rodney Birchen; Birchen Farms Inc

BITI'ER FARMS, INC.

BLACK GOLD CATTLE COMPANY

.BLOCK FARMS e e e

.BOESTER, DEAN HOG FARM .

ﬁezsimf.a,tn,ﬂv_férmsm.w

'BONTZ PORK FARM

‘Book Pork Farms o

‘BORGIC FARMS, INC,

'BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM

"BP Pork

BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FARM

Bradshaw Enterprises, LLC - Né;vman
EIRA_[JSHAW F,INISHERS SITE 2

BRADSHAW PHILIP

Brazmskl Pork Farm Facmtv

BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE

Brubaker James (Mlller) Hog/Turkev Farm -

‘BUEHNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARM |

———s
CD.& R FARMS, IN INC.

C .D. Be'iI'Swme Facnhty

Attachment W1

| Facility Street Address A ’ Facility City |  county 1 Lat Dec_Deg ’ Long Dec_Deg ’Sectionl Township |
— LTONA KNOX . ; o
T R - > aNOX | o o
) _;_Louisviile ICLAY _____|BibleGrove TWP
~ I 0 o B e
OAKFORD _ ‘CASS "CHANDLERVILLE
OAKFORD —CAss :CHANDLERVILLE B
—OAKFORD CASS ___CHANDLERVILLE
I OAKFORD "EASS .CHANDLERVILLE
B T v MANS VI LLE CASS "NEWMANSVILLE TWP
~ N 1 A1\0.£F L T CASS 'CHANDLERVILLE
_OAKFORD [CASS . _CHANDLERVILLE
; OAKFORD CASS _ CHANDLERVILLE
I o FoRD JEFFERSON “WEBBER TWP
—Bartelso 7 'CUNTON " Germantown TWP
Cortervile T niavson_ I W | [oiicsiile PREC
N . e . clAy N M bl Grove
R c. - GV — SAR
I, 0 s!LLE [CLAY -
" O U(sVILLE CLAY _ . _HOOSIER
R 05\ e oy T e —
R - o veice . I N, *ABINGDON TWp
T R © o5\ (E |~ HENDERSON o P
] CISNE “RICHLAND —— "No BLE TWP
R - ;. sepreNson N . efterson
R ¢ ~acouri N " Horey o TWE
C I, - VONT LFULTON I N : ASTORIA !
N \0+iLL: " Knox I M 1w CREEK TP
I -C Y .ETON ‘wasHiNGTON [N D HOYLETONTWP B
T R 5010 wanvicon I TwieeTwP .
T N /0N ‘pEGRA _—Q_EL N
T R - Conron N e iwe
I, o o i ‘MonTcomcry I N | ROUNTREETWP
I NOERHOOK [PIKE L[ W T PLEASANTVALTWP
T N +iv: . BUREAD T INDANTOWN TWE
© 7 EwELL  BROWN IR eeTWP
I . S2lem DouGAs “sargent
I - - - Y {PIKE .GRIGGSVILLE TWP
N -GGV ik | Grggsiie WP
. Coulterville washinaTon NS o GroveTwP
—mmsmoes “heney_ N 2:  ANDOVER
Ewing CFRANKLIN o NorthernTWP N
_________ BREESE "CLINTON ST. ROSE
_______ - BREESE "CLINTON BREESE
New Athens CST.CLAR “PrDulong TWP__
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_O\RLISLE FARMS CATI'LE BARN SWINE FINISHER

CARLISLE FARMS CHARLIE FINISHING
'CARLISLE FARMS - CONNOR FINISHING o
(CARLISLE FARMS - HOME FINISHING FACILITY -
Car—Mer Farm; Car~Mer Farms/Timmerman Merlin
Cassarotto, Matt Hog Farm o
CEDARCREST, LLC
CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM

Christensen Farms Mldwest LLC P Hill
Circle G Farms
Cold Springs Farm
'COOPER FARMS
County / Line Pork - Esmond

_Cowser Field and Feedlot, Inc.

: | SERSHRERIRIN Facility Street Address RN

County JiB8| BLat Dec'Deg B | HLong Dec?Degl| Section | SEiRTownship
I

CRANBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING)

‘CWMF, LLC.
D & D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM
D & D BIDDLE SWINE FARM
D.P. ENTERPRISES
_Dail Farms
DANIEL REEDER SWINE FARM
Dare Farms Henry
DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM
DeBlock Farms
DECLERCK BROTHERS SWINE FARM
DEERVIEW, LLIC
DEFAUW SWINE FARM .
D|ekemper Brothers DaIFy
DIERICKS SWINE FARM
DIERICKS WINE FARM #2-Home Site
Double EFarms
'DOUBLE H PORK _

SRR ST S

DoubIetree Farms
Dumoulln Swine Farm ]
.E & C PORK {EUGENE MYERS_[_BA_Y_ CREEK #4)
‘Eagle Point Farms. LLC T

\EHNLE, GARY

Elm Farms Inc
[ELMWOOD FARMS, LLC

‘ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY

Eugene Meier e

EVERGREEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST) T
F&MHogs
Farina Farms

e NN -TiAGE | HANCOCK [Montebello TWP
T N, /i TAGE  HANCOCK e WP
" I, .+ AGE “HANCOCK_  Prairie TWP ,
W_W______—CARTHAGE __HANCOCK “Rock Creek TWP .
. 2222090909090 ==« " JoDaviEss )
_________ S - oo LAWRENCE S
L S 10\ FArwgRTwe
o I .0 6LUFF rienoerson [N N 0 BALDBLUFFTWP
o I < s 25 ceocar I Kansas TWP
T R - aiE “Maron Twe
T R snover IO DAVIESS HANOVER B
T I, 11T PULLASKI PULASKI TLOGAN__ ,MT PULASKI TWP
T T R <o ool il WP
T R 201 "BUREAU vilo TWP
Annawan HENRY {T17N
Freeport STEPHENSON ELancaster
oy MERCER Millersburg TWp
e ALEDQ ~_MERCER ‘ s
PATTONSBURG WOODFORD Linn TWP
T Erie T TUWHITESIDE “NewtonTwp__
— UttleYork _ WARREN T12N
) K GANTON _ " TTRUCTON. ___ " Canton .
B L CARTHAGE ~__HaNcock .
i ..,“__. viola TMERCER ‘Greene TWP )
B TAYLORRIDGE —rockisiano__ N~
' STILLWELL - West Point _HANCOCK
T w_Gsr«sseo o ey “Edford WP
o N e Cinton _ ‘
e ATKINSON
o e - ATKINSON . . .
T R > City Tour Wie TWP
’ T PITTSFIELD "PITTSFIELD TWP
i Princeton B_g_rl_ln e .
_____ I - s hir e Hampshire TWP
,,,,,,,,,, NEW SALEM “PIKE “New Salem TWP
Table Grove - Vermont  FULTON ,
e Buda __ BUREAU ] Mgcon TWP s
B o Okawville WASHINGTON B 1 B OKAWV[LLE . »
R ELVWOOD eona I N R
I, < o2 metean I YATES TWP ]
I, 0 <OTA_ steprenson T DR N
~ S - vowtcovedy NN GuierGoweTwe
— N .o uweenc: RN iy
I, nundy _MARION —- _Meacham TWP__
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[ s i Earlity Name

‘Fay-Bla-Mar Farm, Inc.

FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLER FAC.
FEHR BROTHERS SWlNE FARM RED FINISHER
FlﬁGIBBONS GERALD

_Flanders Swine Fz Farm North R
Flanders Swine Farm South T
Four Beck Da:ry
FRAGRANT 40
FRANK FARMS INC
FULTON SELECT SWINE
[FUNKFARMSTRUST CATTLEFARM
Furtne.-\,r Farms

Gene Bank of North America

;GENESEQ PORK, INC. - ATKINSON

,Glbson Swine Farm

'GLENVIEW PORK, LLC

Golden Oaks Farm, LLC
'GREENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC
'GROTE STOCK FARM

_Hagenbuch North
HANOR COMPANY INC (APPLE CREEK}

IHANOR COMPANY, INC. {BLUFFDALE)
‘Hartman Swine Facility

‘HAWKINSON BROTHER§ INC.

'HECKERT HOG/DAIRY FARM
:Hempen, David Hog & C ; Cattle Farm
'Henco Hogs LLC - Fall Creek Farm
'HENDRICKS, GREG _
HERITAGE PORK

HJ,Q(Q_BY HILL FARM (Brubaker,Amos&Nathan)
HIGH PLAINS‘PO_RK Inc
HIGH POWER PORK LLC
‘HILLTOP FARM LLC
‘HOGGY BOTTOM, LLC
HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM

Huftalin Swine Farm

HUNTER HAVEN FARMS

ILLIN! MANAGEMENT INC. SWINE FARM
Independence Pork '

J & V Probst

1. B. T’mmermann Farms nc.

Jakobs Base Jakobs, David - Base Feecﬂrﬂ_m"' )
Jakobs, David - Blacktop Feedlot

JANSSEN FARM

o m—————— et o e

ity Street Address | " FacilityCity__-_|__ County | . LaiDec Deg : | Long Dec_Deg [section] -~ Township |
o E—Oakdale _WASHINGTON _ —Johannisburg TWP
] Minonk _ WOODFORD L s .
o PANOLA WOODFORD I : ' N .
e ____E_L_KH/J\RT LoGan _BROADWELLTWP
,,,,,,,,,, T -0 LASALLE ... DsageTWP
i y 00O OO0 e LasSALLE . .OsageTwp
R :-rtciso Clinton I B
i3 N e ot e
_ . GREENFIELD _ “MACOUPIN __b__n_____ ~ BARR___ o
m_____msus vinaro N~ ArvenseRec
ASTORIA roron I R : "ASTORIA B
R - vcieev DS  (UNKS GROVETWP
S . -z Champaign [ D |HCNSLEY ™we
—— OucUon | pey I N
AR - I NSON Henry T W !ATKINSON
B ! Erie wraresioe R @ -
N L\ OUTH  Wancock [ N ~
— N - <ord. | LAKE Wautonda WP
i ]| CENTRALIA CLINTON Brookside
L L — RuEe ~_WAYNE o ARRINGTONTWP
e 2 e T sane” T N ophir wP —
_, 5 I T AL TGREENE T weieHTsTWR
o R - > oncen: N MR B Twe
I - - LIVINGSTON B~ ndion Grove TWP
A ¢S5 A Wox I M 22 ricnderson TW
T A ey “wWasingTon [N D | (OHANNISBURG TWP
: N C-ic Giinton N Tirihtown TWP
T R - G5V HeNDERsoN | 3: o
T N ' 5. e N NewSiomiwe
T N <O\ LoGAN T R CHEsTER TWe
T T A Sereenson NS~ VOORES PRAIR TWP
e A N5 OW “oreenenson O N WesTPONTTWE
B N LA PRAIRIE  ADAMS ] 'NORTHEAST  °
i T I R L SCHUYLER _ _OAKLAND TWP
T N o-owr | HENRY e
| —Asmme_ﬂ e oy AR
o Malta "DEKALB _— South Grove TWP
,. peaRLGTY T sepvenson N |  Crer Grove
VICTORIA KNOX T e
o Waterrn;jn—:-___ DE KALB \{l_ctorTWP
o Sigel 'SHELBY -  Sigel TWP
secse  Camon SRS .
N < ; ‘wriresioe [ I oo
o Stering “wresoe N oo
) MINONK "WOQODFORD __ | I 55~ Minonk TWP
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JARDEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP

JD PORK, LLC

"HANCOCK

JECKEL PORK FARM _
JI:‘I' Fa rm

JOH NSON FA FARMS

JRT FARMS INC.

§ B County Ji | @ 1ot De<t Deg B] KLong DecDeg| Section | [EERTownshin TR |

wiacouP I R | SUNKER FILLTWP

Prophetstown o

TAWRENCEVILLE

KALLAL BROS.

CHESTERFIELD

KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM
KINGSDALE FARMS, INC.
KITLEY, KENT - SWINE FACILITY

KITLEY TRAO‘ SWINE FARM -GDU

KJMM Pork and Graln Range Farm

KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM

. Kruckeburg

T TAZEWELL | T
WHlTESIDE ] Lyndon TWP y
“DEKALB AFTON___ )
“LAWRENCE "ALLISON TWP_ B
"MACOUPIN CHESTERFIELDTWP____
_Cl.gu_‘l’ON . +Sa|_gt Rose TWP Twe
DE KALB Clinton TWP
KNOX
ICLAY [P A . FE T
CLAY LSTANFORD e
ST, CLAIR o R
LIBERTY TWP

L & M PORK FARM

ILAKAMP, BRAD
'LANHAM, INC

) wEéhoal Cregk TWP

WOODFOFI.D

LEFFELM&N..FARMSNM&!IOWN

LINCOLN FARM CORP. - HOME FARM

LINCOLNLAND HOG FARM

LINDBOM SWINE FARM

UTTLE TIM BER, LLC

; :

LOGEMAN, KEVIN HOG FARM

—mgnovous";;‘

Lone W|Ilow USA, Inc.

N o'

LONESOME ACRES{ LLC

Luebbers, Edwin Hog Farm

A - \ic

MARK RAY CATTLE FARM

!

‘Maschhoff Pork - KUJAWA | FACILITY

‘Maschhoff Pork (Florida Famhty_}

MULKEYTOWN

:Maschhoff Pork (Georgia)

MASCHHOFF PORK {NEW MINDEN FACILITY)

‘Maschhoff Pork Farm (HOME)

:
I

;MASCHHOFFS - ARMINGTON

i
!
i
}

MASCHHOFFS BAY CREEK | #1

|

MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #2/ #3

MASCHHOFFS CAMPBELL FARMS .

g

MASCHHOFFS - EAST RIDGE

MASCHHOFFS - LANING 1
'MASCHHOFFS-LANING2
MASCHHOFFS - OLD SCHOOL PORK_
fMaschhof‘fs Riverview Genetics, Ltd. -

iMaytown Pork

I

MT. S,T_EB.LI'_NG_ .

. TPaIestine TWP
~scorT IMerritt PREC
CHRISTIAN BUCKHART TWP _ )
_DEKALE " PIERCETWP '
[LEE L MAYTWP
106G _EAST LINCOLN TWP
"MAYFIELD _ o
“Hancock " “Carthage TWP
MASSAC U
WOODFORD _ N
"HANCOCK -
CLINTON_ Irishtown TWP
H HENDERSON BerwuckTWP
JEFFERSON BLISSVILLE
Frankin B | Tyrone
—WasrinGToy . N oyl
o WASHINGTON T e HOYLETONTWP
oo N etwe
oo I N— CEMINENGETWE
_PIKE . BARRY.
PIKE SPRINGCREEK
"CHRISTIAN “MOUNT AUBURN TWP
e NN haoN
~_BROWN _ RipleyTWP
BROWN _RIPLEY_ o
“PIKE N _ _ "HARDIN TWP_
Cl;m_'l:aﬁf o ; Lake
LEE o [EastGrove TWP




_McCIure Farms

ARM - MEDIA FACILITY
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Y| QR = Ci R | Mo
,—s,rfranaswue . LAWRENGE

——mm———— e el e

Wizt DecIDegl| ILong Dec¥Deg| Section | SREREATownship SN |
D 0 OcnsonTwP

MCCLURE SWIN MEDIA ‘HENDERSON 1——‘ o e
MCCUNE FARM #1 L Sheffield "BUREAU .. GOLD TWP

:Meier Pork o Okwaville e

.METZGER, STEVE_URSA o "ADAMS ‘Mendon TWP B
:MIDWEST POULTRY SERVICES HI GRADE EGG _ JTROQUOIS "~ Loda _
IMILLER FARMS - ) SANGAMON " Talkington TWP )
[MILLS HOG FARM _ ) - _ WHITESIDE . LYNDONTWP =
\Mondt Dairy j T " clNTON

IVIONT[CELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER

MONTICELLO PORK WEST L.L.C-SCALES MOUND

MOSS FARMS, INC

'MSSA HOG FACILITY - BREESE _

.|0 DAV|ESS

APPLE RIVERTWP

JO DAVIESS

Scales Mound TWP

'PIKE

BREESE ~CLINTON

Murphv Farms Sow Facnhtv Eim River
Murphy Farms Sow Facmt\( Lakewew

MtErie
Mt Erie B

Murphy Farms Sow Facility Mt. Erie

Mt Ene

TELM RIVER TWP
ZIF TWP
ZIF TWP

Mussman s Back Acres Inc. Grant CPark 'KANKAKEE .Yellowhead TWP

NEW DOMINION FARMS - ARCHERY BALDEAGLE Beardstown  ___ CASS !

'NEW DOMINION FARMS - DEER RUN - HUNTSVILLE 'SCHUYLER ___BROOKLYN

Newgo_njgr John . ) _CARROLL (:_Ealem TwWp

NORDMAN FEEDLOTS, INC. _ (OGLE _OREGON

'NORTH FORK PORK, LLC ) ) "HANCOCK :

Northwest Illini Feedlot . CARROLL fRock Creek F
OAK GROVE, LLC o "HANCOCK . '
O'LEARY SWINE FARM 7 o ROCK ISLAND

'O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRIST NORTH | GiLCHRIST "MERCER "Greene TWP

'O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRIST SOUTH CGILCHRIST 'MERCER

_PARAGON PORK Chana_ Plne Rock TWP

‘PAULUS FARM

UNcolN

?Pearl Valley Eggs

WEST LINCOLN TWP

Pearl Cltv

"PEUGH SWINE FARM - SHANERSITE
‘PFUNDSTEIN, DALE

PHIL VOCK F FARM
PHIL' PHIL'S § FRE'SH EGGS

BRADFORD

Sterling

“WHITESIDE

Jefferson TwWP

TordanTWP

MORRISON WHITESIDE

Mt Pleasant TWP

FORRESTON _ ~  OGLE_

PINE RIDGE FARMS

e e e =

"PINNACLE GENEI'iCS LLC
Porcine Farms, LLC
PORK HILL F FARM

PRAI RIE STATE GILTS, LTD.

fPRIME PORK, Inc.

Fprreston TWP

MENDON T MENDON TWP__
o e ' C.C'iESTER B

_________ . R - 'csbu e . .
o ) . . ALTONA U

PRAIRIE LAND PORK - HOME SITE - N -1/ ONO PiTMAN TWP
‘PRAIRIE LAND PORK - NORTH SITE__ - i ’ FARMERSVILLE _'gl_T_MAN ™wP_
i o UTTLETON ~ SCHUYLER . "BROOKLYNTWP
- DEKALB DE KALB —_ AFTON we
‘PROPHETSTOWN PORK, LLC T PROPHETSTOWN HENRY = ‘

o o Rockport . _pie_______ I N

R GRAIN & LIVESTOCK
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(T =< Vo s | MR ity Stxeet Adaross MR | QRN F2city City JiR | SLCounty

‘R3E Pork LLC o I - VILLE IROQUOIS __Artesia

Rancho Cantera _____ _ Kent N 'STEPHENSON o i
RANDY EDMUNDS SWINE FARM "~ CAMBRIDGE HENRY R
Ratermann Bros. i Germantown CLINTON N e,

\Ravens Livestock and Farms, Inc. B Milford {ROQUOIS LOVEIOY TWP

- New Salem TWP
} __'Eig‘RockTWP

‘RED OAK HILLS LLC
:Rhett Bylngton
{RICH PORK FARM

NEWSALEM  PIKE
Plano__ e mvememnniKane
DEER CREEK - TAZEWELL

8]

e pamaeats e -t

RICH-LANEDAIRYFARM .~ T T R, ¢ = d [CLINTON ST.ROSE

RLH Farms Inc - T LOUISVILLE ' BIBLEGROVE

:Rob Wood Farms, inc. Potomac . = M|ddlefork TWP
Rodgers John Swine o Noble DeckerTWP

ROSE ACRE FARMS, LL.C. . DONOVAN ._ DONOVAN _ " ""iROQUOIS _BEAVERTWP__

'ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN) ) i GERMANTOWN CLINTON BREESE
SAND RIDGE PORK LLC B _ ) _HENRY _CALBATWP _ .
SAND STONENORTHLLC o ) BLUFFS scotT JNAPLES
SAND STONE SOUTH LLC e T BLUFFS —scotT “NAPLES ,
SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC. ’ o WILLIAMSVILLE ‘SANGAMON 'BUFFALO HART TWP
Schabacher Swme farm i o T T Chana OGLE Pl_ne Rock WP '___M:
§£mte_(:|_q_ry Farms i - Freeport ' ” i SIE_IJE_EN_SPN Bu:keye TWP

PLEASANT PLAINS  SANGAMON ——  CARTWRIGHT TWP
NASHVILLE “washingTon NN =~ ccaucoueTwe _
WALSHVILLE 'MONTGOMERY _— HILI_'SBORO

Greenville _BOND _ _‘Mulbe rry Grove
Breese _CLINTON
BEARDSTOWN "CASS
GLADSTONE ‘Henoerson N N
PORTBYRON ‘rockislane - =~ cocTwe

(iberty ‘Adams I N~ Gurton W
‘SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM smannon  steerenson N 0 o0 Twe
'SOGGY BOTTOM SOW FACILITY _ PLEASANT HILL [CALHOUN = GCLLEVIEW PREC
STEAKCITY e WALNUT _BUREAU _— “WALNUT TWP

—— i & man - P . T erareranerd
S;lgzel Hog Farm Shannon Cherry Gr0ve ™P
Stone Ridge Dairy Facility Mansfield ﬁgﬂgﬂower TWP

SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS
SCHWARTZKOPF FARMS
SEABAUGH PORK
Seabaugh Pork Farms
Seabaugh Pork-Breese
SEAMAN PORK '
SF VENTURES, LLC
SIMPSON FARMS, INC.
‘Sims Enterprise:s—lnc

 BUGFFSPRINGTWP

STRIBLING HOG FARM T ASHLAND JASHIAND
STROUT CROSSING LLC_ - NEBO
Sturtevant Hog Farms Shannon e ] Cherry Grove TWP o

TAYLOR,CHARLES - e ViRGINIA SANGAMON ON VAL TWP

THE HIGHLANDS, LLC ac T T - WILLIAMSFIELD I
THOMAS, JEFF HOG FARM 1| o I SPRINGERTON HAMILTON BEAVER CREEK :
Tlrr}ber Rldge POI'k e o _.__ij ;,,.:._j__m__ SHERIDAN . o bL_A;S_‘a!'E . _‘___‘____ o FNW
TIMBERLINE LLC-PSM o - ~ Rushville ~ SCHUYLER _ ‘ _Littleton TWP i
‘I_’unjnjermann_ _Ron Hog Farm e Carlyle o _CLINTON o :
Triple D Farms, Inc, R CARLINVILLE T MACOUPIN U TCarlinville TWP_
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I = P Facility Name

Trlple v Farms

ULR!CH ELMER FARM

VAREL DAIRY

EATCH AND SONS, INC, LIVESTOCK FARM

Walk Stock Farm, Inc. - Unlt #2

WEBEL RICHARD R. FARMS INC

WEBER BEEF, INC|

WEBSTER, MARKA , FARMS INC.

WESTERN CREEK FARMS LLC

WEYDE _R_quiqg”gpNHNEMENT

WILD ROSE FARMS, INC.

-WILDCAT FARMS, LLC

‘Wilder Farms {Miller-Davis)

‘Wilder Farms Elevator

'WILLlAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM

i IWIN PRODUCTIONS - BEARDSTOWN
Win Productlons LLC - Wmchester

IWINTERS CREEK, INC.

{WONDER FARM

WONDERLAND RANCH

YOUNG, BOB LIVESTQCK FARM

... Facility Street Address

[ _FaclityCity - 1 County | LatDecDeg | LongDec_beg | section] TJownship .|
Breese CUNTON | e
Harmon (LEE —— HAMILTON TWP ;
BARTELSQ "CLINTON [ T ] “Santa Fe b
ROBERTS {FORD R venTwe ;
Neoga cuveertane D o e )
VERSAILLES \PIKE T ccrevTwe ‘
GENESED 'HENRY T o '
PLEASANT HILL PIKE -— -PLEASANT HILL
LAHARPE ’HANCOCK ,
RED BUD “MONROE e E— F
DEKALB oekae [ PIERCE TWP '
Gilson 'KNOX | I N ' i
DURHAM mancock [ :
Ramsey [FAYETTE I Shafter )
VANDALIA 'FAYETTE I “Shafter TWP '
LAURA 'PEQRIA I Millbrook TWP
BEARDSTOWN ICASS - . Beardstown TWP
Winchester 1SCOTT _— Bloomfeld PREC ;
Joy MERCER N - ‘Duncan TWP :
GALESBURG FULTON I iUnion TWP |
CARLINVILLE macouriNn |G :BRUSHY MOUND TWP |
Jf ROCHESTER sangavonN T :COOPER TWP i
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[ v v s T o TFacility Name )
4 NELSON FARMS, INC,

s E sl oL Y Facility Owner/ Operator, . )

. -: T I\Li‘

‘4TH MERIDIAN FARM

T —

‘ 1

Andy Shull Inc R M Shull, Any M
APEX PORK, LLC Z i
*APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 1 (UNITS 1 &3 COMBINED LARGE. CAFO) E B
{APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 27 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) ; L i
. APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 28 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) ﬁ |
'APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 3 (UNITS 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) | ;

"APPLEWOOD FARMSMllw.meCWUNITd (UNITS 4,27,& 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) } f ; -
'APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT5 :
/APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 9 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFOQ) { ' o
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNITS 2/12 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) i
'BALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM ‘Baltozer, Thomas T I k
WBEI_EI@ STANLEY HOG FARM . Beer, Stanley o o ‘ B . . ¥
‘Berg, Leon Hog Farm ) ‘Berg, Leon o s ; i
‘Bible Finisher ‘Bible, Matt | :
iBible Pork #2 Blble Matt j

'BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4 Blblel Matt i §
{BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM | Bible, Matt :7 |
BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM Ill "Bible, Matt E N
BIDDLE SWINE FARM - SEATON FACILITY .
‘Bigger Farms and Feedlot ‘Joe Bigger

Blillngton Hog Farm il (LARRY BILLINGTON OPER)

EBiIIington, Larry

‘Birchen Farms; Birchen Fa[wms Inc./Rodney Birchen; Birchen Farms Inc

Birchen, Rodney & Mary

: : s ]
:BITTER FARMS, INC. :Mike Bitter B il
BLACK GOLD CATTLE COMPANY 'Steve Foglesong - O
{BLOCK FARMS : 1

érE;OESTER, DEAN HOG FARM

Boester Dean

'BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FARM

Bond Family Farms ,Gerry Bond

BONTZ PORK FARM ~ : L L ; : ~ e,
.Book Pork Farms e e Book Brian ' s ; . e W
{BORGIC FARMS, INC. T : P S
{BORROWMAN BROS HOG FARM — . i N S
B PO e e e S ’ S SR o R

Bradshaw Enterpnses LLC Newman

ATTACHMENT W2

SO O IO RO S ——————— DL
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I - - Facility Name

I : Facility Owner/ Operator

4RO EOA Acawnnn Atio

nauLyl

Facu

IIIII )

Ia\.-l.nrn'e"r Address’ bw'Iler Phone I

Facilit

BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2

BR{\DSHAW PHILIP o M . o e . L o
Brazinski Pork Farm Famhty s o ‘Brazinski, - . e e
'BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE - i _ e . R e e e ey
‘Brubaker, James (Miller) Hog/Turkey Farm _ e . - e I
'BUEHNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARM| " Buehne, Gevase T " . Z —
.C.D.&RFARMS,INC. i .. jRichter,Randall - S
C D. Bell Swine Facmty ___m;;‘ ) o o Schllllng, Ludger ' o _-____u_u_‘ ) . ‘;_ o _____;_“ . .
CARWMS CATTLE BARN SWINE FINISHER . . e -

'CARLISLE FARMS - CHARLIE FINISHING . L . - I . , - ;
'CARLISLE FARMS - CONNOR FINISHING L - N _ )
(CARLISLE FARMS - HOME FINISHING FACILITY _ ] e - . ‘ .

‘Car-Mer Farm Car—Mer Farms/Tlmmen_'man Merlin B s Tlmmerman Merlln L - . . i e e
Cgssarotto Matt Hog Farm o . e — o s -

CEDARCREST, LLC . _ - B . - )
CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM T ' ' ] i ] o ) R _ o .
Chrlstensen Farms Midwest, LLC - P Hill e ) _- | . — e et
C|rc|_e GF Farms o o s 5 - - |
Cold Sprlngs Farm o - _ , B . . I - - e _J
'COOPER FARMS N o R I e o o R o
(_:ounty Line Pork - Esmond L ] e ) _ - 7 __,_m w e e v — - - - —
Cowser Field and Feedlot Inc. _ _,_q_ o i | . et e v —
CCRANBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING) . o . v ;

CWMELC. - e . . - ]

D & D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM B ) e o i e _ . - -
‘D& D BIDDLE SWINE FARM ] e » . . e
D.P.ENTERPRISES B _ . e O _
DailFarms o i . I e p : — -
DANIELREEDER SWINEFARM . e o o :
_Dare Farms Henry - - DBFE HE"W & ph|| = . ke

'DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM | : e —_ S

DeBlock Farms e . — ¢ e SO

'DECLERCK BROTHERS SWINE FARM ___ B ~ o s —

DEERVIEW, LLC ~ _ T - e " .

[DEFAUW SWINE FARM - S - e . .

'Diekemper Brothers Dairy L e _Diekemper,Tony e



Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :
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R Facility Name | R Facility Owner/ Operator - | Facility Owner Address’

DIERICKS SWINE FARM - — Ralph Diericks - j _ | l
DIERICKS SWINE FARM #2-Home Site - | e i
Double E Farms o o L B " R . ‘Lyndell Ensbach . B ‘
'DOUBLE H PORK o ' o Josh Kindle ] e e
"Doubletree Farms ) N - e e e o e e e g et
Dumouhn Swine Farm o ) ) u_-__“ _____- _m —-~»m _:_ “ . e em e op e e
E & C PORK (EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK#4) . SO S ‘
‘Eagle Point Farms. LLC o o _several owner/operators e e
"EHNLE, GARY S ' o | e

:Elm Farms, Inc. B Larry Wayne, Norbert, Hadley hasheider M;MW:_”__

ELMWOOD FARMS, LLC ' o o e i
‘ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY o . N B et .
Eugene Meler N ) —— e e U
'EVERGREEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST) o — . o e e+ e e
‘F & M Hogs o ____ o Moaoan, Lonnie . . .
Farina Farms o Kline, Jerry, Manager e e e e e e
Fay-Bla-Mar Farm, Inc Helbig, Marvin i N e _ o
FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLER FAC. o - , - ]
[FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-RED FINISHER o T - ,

[FITZGIBBONS, GERALD o L . - —_ .
Flanders Swine Farm North e e - — e e
Flanders Swine Farm South. . e e e —
‘Four Beck Dairy Becker, Stanley - 4 e
'FRAGRANT 40 T . o o e
FRANKFARMS, INC. ) - e b e
FULTONSELECTSWINE T e ) R .
'FUNKFARMS TRUST CATTLEFARM 7 " . N ) S, t
‘Furtney Farms o o ~ Bob Furtney o ._ L i _ . i _—
Gene Bank of North Amenca N . ) ~Pearl, David L - I - —
'GENESEO PORK, INC.-ATKINSON - . ” e —_
.Gibson Swine | Farm M. } N B I L — R S
GLENVIEW PORK, LLC - - | o e P - _—
Golden Oaks Farm, LLC o ) B S _Tom Patterson . P —
'GREENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC' T - 'Hugo, Danny . R .
'GROTE STOCKFARM - _—"____ ___Grote, Terry e -
HagenbuchNorth e ‘ S— -




Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :
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I Facility Name L | Facility Owner/ Operator T Facility ‘Owner Address Facility Owner Phone
‘KIMM Pork and Grain - Range Farm ~Schilling, Jared

(KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM o T e f )

iKruckeburg o ‘ EKruckenberg, Jerry
|. & M PORK FARM o :

';LAKAMP, SRAD : e e i 8 S e S o i o !

JRET R . Camm e s e . s s e 1+ =+ e

: - ; - e, R [ S ;
"LANHAM, INC : :

'LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP - o e
LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN o i . DA

LINCOLN FARM CORP. - HOME FARM e : e e e
-LINCOLNLAND HOG FARM

_mSWINE FARM . R e e e -

E e e - - - By Il R e |
LITTLE TIMBER, LLC — e et e e . | o e e e e e e et et
LOGEMAN, KEVIN HOG FARM Logeman, Kevm ) L o

Lone Willow USA tnc. - Randy Leh_mgi_n

LONESOME ACRES, LLC . ' i ___ . i

Luebbers, Edwin Hog Farm o ) Luebbers EdW_l_'j e , S e - _ —
'MARK RAY CATTLE FARM e . . I S
Maschhoff Pork - KUJAWA FACILITY T " Maschhoff, Ken e e e e e
Maschhoff Pork (Florida Facility) L _____________________“M_B__SCthff Ken o e : _ N —
Maschhoff Park (Georgia) L __Maschhoff, Ken . e -
'MASCHHOFF PORK (NEW MINDEN FACILITY) __Maschhoff, Ken o ) e .
Maschhoff Pork Farm (HOME) _ Maschhoff 'ﬁgﬂﬁ o . o S,
'MASCHHOFFS - ARMINGTON 77 S . . e,
'MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #1 e R . U
'MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK#2/#3______~~——~— = =—— = === S
"MASCHHOFFS - CAMPBELL FARMS L . . e
}-——naudamu -~ e - — T Ty pra—— — —_— - - B .7 PV ———

'MASCHHOFFS - EAST RIDGE e . e e
'MASCHHOFFS - LANING 1 e . e
"MASCHHOFFS - LANING 2 e

"MASCHHOFFS - OLD SCHOOL PORK ‘ | S .

Maschhoffs Riverview Genetics, Ltd. __~_ ~ " T T T Maschoff, Ken T T .
‘MaytownPork .. L ; e e I
McClure Farms e —___McClure, Greg . e - : -
{MCCLURE SWINE FARM - MEDIA FACILITY S SRR e e e e
MeierPork o e e e ,,,,,Eh_r_'_s Meier e SO ;




Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :
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t Facility Name | Facility Owner/ Operator [" Facility Owner Address | Facility Owner Phone |

-METZGER, STEVE URSA : e e —— o
MIDWEST POULTRY SERVICES Hi GRADE EGG Mldwest Poulty St Serwces

e e Cnmam s = e mm o mn mCetm—n sk man s = A ko B T S S [ESRTAR e A, - .t
M l LLE R FARMS e+ bt e b £ e e n e nn e = raran —rem——— 4 A . i ¢ mmun e s e i - e eerens et S e AR 8 TR . et T, Y T 10 o e ]
[MILLSHOG FARM R : -

'Mondt Dai Mondt, Robert )
iy ober

e o e o+ e RSV S . ; e e

'MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER : et e ‘et
{MONTICELLO PORK WEST L.L.C-SCALES MOUND O _ : e ‘
IMOSS FARMS, INC. h : e .
_MSSA HOG FACILITY - BREESE ' o Seaubach Jeff

Murphy Farms Sow Facuhty Elm River w— A _ﬁl o -MUFPMHY Ff:\__r__f_‘_‘_{____ e e ; v — : -
Murphy Far Farms Sow Facility Lakeview : L o R EMUFDhY_Eg[hf]lﬁ_HM s e _ O S, s
‘Murphy Farms Sow Facility Mt. Erie e Murphy Farms — - ok e o+ e e+ e e e
Mussmans Back Acres, Inc. ' e . _ L _“_M‘L — - i - e

'NEW DOMINION FARMS - ARCHERY BALD EAGLE . e N _ ) S U -
'NEW DOMINION FARMS - DEERRUN o e e e et e e
Newcomer John e ) e L ~ . —_ s -

'NORDMAN FEEDLOTS, INC. o B S -
_NORTH FORK PORK, LLC ~ S e e e e -
Northwest IIhnl Feedlot o ) ____n___;____“m__ w__ _“' i e e e JWWNE, LLC —— e . - e 3
‘OAK GROVE, LLC _ e o B e e SRR
O'LEARY SWINE FARM ) e L ) ) . e e e
O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRISTNORTH - L ) - — s
O'LEARYSWINE FARM - GILCHRISTSOUTH 7 L s . s

PARAGON PORK

PAULUS FARM _ ] - T a ‘ . l ;‘H Ajj L ) I e e e e - -

Pearl Valley Eggsy_t_'_wm O : N :- _ ) : 1* L _ . - o e e e e

PEUGH SWINE FARM - SHANER SITE e —— e - - - - it e e e \
PFUNDSTE'N DA'-E o S ; — e = . . .- - - S - .-
PHILVOCKFARM _m__w e e e b e . "
PHILSFRESHEGGS .~ T T % e N IO
"PINE RIDGE FARMS S e ; o A . .
P”'.‘.‘B‘!ﬁ?!-E GENETICS |_|_c o L 7 Pinnacle Genetics | LLC Plnnacle Genetlcs LLC R i o — —
PBrcme Farms, LLC o o o L :Brian ROblSqu________________ ) o . e e e - -
"PORK HILL FARM L e R -

PRAIRIE LAND PORK - HOME SITE . e .. s e - DR
{PRAIRIE LAND PORK - NORTH SITE _ ) ] L | L . 1 I




‘Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Dffice :
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n wopeAtonbo ot
“TOT 5T racility Owner Address | Facility Owner Phone |

4

CLbo R F e Facility Name ©
'PRAIRIE STATE GILTS, LTD.
'PRIME PORK, Inc. ' A
iPROPHETSTOWN PORK, LLC , ? i
{R & J GRAIN & LIVESTOCK
‘R3E Pork LLC

;Rancho Cantera

© :Facility Owner/ Operator. [ . &

Rick and Jackie Williams

f

‘RANDY EDMUNDS SWINE FARM i _ '%
“Ratermann Bros. ‘Ratermann, Chad & Darin ; §
i

‘Ravens Livestock and Farms, Inc. Glen Raven, Corp President i

"RED OAK HILLS LLC ; .
‘Rhett Byington - @ -
'RICH PORK FARM ‘ ‘- E
'RICH-LANE DAIRY FARM ' | Helbig, Blake - f

RLH Farms Inc

Newby, Daniel

RO SR Wy

‘Rob Wood Farms inc.

‘Rodgers, John - Swine

g‘Rodgers, John

‘ROSE ACRE FARMS, L.L.C. - DONOVAN

;Jim Hancock, Manager

"ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN)

;Kneipmann, Gerry, Manager

.SAND RIDGE PORK LLC

]

]

.SAND STONE NORTH LLC

¥

‘SAND STONE SOQUTH LLC

SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC.

zSc_habacher Swine farm

pr—

-

.Schiedary Farms .

;Iioug Scheider/Dan Scheider

SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS

‘SCHWARTZKOPF FARMS

Schwartzkopf James

iSEABAUGH PORK

!
i
T
i

}Seabaugh Pork Farms

Seabach, Jeff

Seabaugh Pork-Breese

[ T

'SEAMAN PORK

(SF VENTURES, LLC
SIMPSON FARMS, INC.
Sims Enterprises, Inc
'SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM o
SOGGY BOTTOM SOW FACILI‘_I")rr B i

'STEAKCITY - |

‘Mike and Laura Seaman

iRandy and MaryAnn Sims :

]
1
i
¥
!
|
|
'\
i
!
1
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Facility Name

'Z70d/7 L

Facility Owner/ Operator Facifi ner ress acility Owner Phone

Stltzel Hog Farm

Stone R:dge Dalry Famluty e ) o _ _k : _‘____t_ __ - L — _ :, *- e e ——

STRIBLING HOG FARM o . b e
STROUT CROSSING LLC o L s S e o
isturtevant Hog Farm_g L ) L e e m,;,,,m,,w“m_,_ i P et i e |
‘TAYLOR, CHARLES o _ o i S S i
{THE HIGHLANDS, LLC - e _ . . e e e
"THOMAS, JEFF HOG FARM il T Thomas, Jeff L f I
Tlmber Rldge pork B ' B - ﬁH_I_ntZSChE Fert|I|zerInc o 3 e
TIMBERLINE LLC-PSM__ - L N e,
‘Timmermann, Ron Hog Farm - o Tl_r_T)_rD_E_!_[[!]a"" Ron o S I
TrlpleDFarms Inc. o N . . ) Da\nd and May Klause e . I T . .
Triple V Farms _ o . . VonderHaar Gary . N R e NP .
ULRICH, ELMERFARM e N R R SO
VAREL DAIRY o e o e _jarre_l Eric__ . e . T RS —
VEATCH AND SONS, INC. LIVESTOCKFARM " ™7 "7 T _C L . i
Wa|!< St_ock Farm, Inc. - Unit #2 e e - - ' -4
'WEBEL, RICHARD R. FARMS INC e N o o
WEBER BEEF, INCI —— . S e et e e~
WEBSTER, MARK A, FARMS INC. - e R e e e
WESTERN CREEK FARMS, LLC__ 7 B ( | o e A
Westrudge Dairy LLC #1; West Ridge Dalry LLC o ) __ _ __Henry, Mike o o - - -

WEYDERT HOG CONFINEMENT o o - o e . .
WILD ROSE FARMS, INC. L o ) _ e .
WILDCAT FARMS LLC L o — ___{F_r;ﬁ’assnonal Swme Management LLC CarroII Farms Sow_ -

Wllder Farms (Mlller DawsT . _:__ MBS_CD_hQ_ffFEEH e -_ S )
Wllder Farms Elevator o .M35Chh0# Ken _ : N _— i v

'WILLIAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM e o - D
MPRODUCTIONS BEARDSTOWN B e o o . : O
"Win Productions, LLC - Wlnchester o ,Bﬂir]ﬂamdf’ha)f_",_._ L e : . SR .
WINTERS CREEK, INC, T o e : o

WONDER FARM o R e e

'WONDERLAND RANCH e }BILL LEEFERS . e .
YQUNG BOB LIVESTOCK FARM_______ _ o o o L L I I




4 NELSON FARMS, INC.

ﬁ'_I'_H MERIDIAN FARM
‘{Andy Shull Inc

APEX PORK, LLC -

APPLEWOQD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 1 (UNITS 1 &3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 27 {UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) _

APPLEWOQD FARIVIS LLC - UNIT 28 (UNITS 4,27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ)

APPLEWOOD FARMS , LLC - UNIT 3 (UNITS 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) )
APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC- UNIT 4 (UNITS 4 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)

APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC- UNITS -
APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC-UNITS (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)

APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC - UNITS 2/12 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ}
EBALTOZER THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM

BEER, STANLEY HOG FARM
Berg, Leon Hog Fa”.".‘.
_Bible Finisher
‘Bible_ Pork#2 o
BIBLE MATI' HOG FARM 4

BIBLE MATI' HOG FARM [

iBIBLE MATT HOG FARM NIl

‘BIDDLE SWINE FARM - SEATON FACILITY

‘Blgger Farms and Feedlot )
Blllmgton Hog Farm It (LARRY BILLINGTON OPER}

IBITI'ER FARMS INC
IBLACK GOLD CATI'LE COMPANY L

IBLOCK FARMS _
 BOESTER, DEAN HOG FARM _
'Bond Famrly Farms o

BONTZ PORK FARM

Book Pork Farms _
%RGIC FARMS, INC.

BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM
'BP Pork _______

BRADLEY BRIAN HOG FARM _
Bradshaw Enterprises, LLC Newman
BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2
'BRADSHAW PHILIP

Brazmsk: Pork Farm Facmty L
BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE o

ST,
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| Facility Name

Elnl’l nnnir! Eilinn ”nrlni\ I:H'I P
i Wastewater Storage Type 1 water Starage Tvpe 2 Total Starage Volume
ConmentTyss | Wastwstersorsee Ty L Mty et e et St Uoume |

Brubaker, James (Miller) Hog/Turkey Farm

BUEHNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARM |

-
. .
3

C.D. & R FARMS, INC.

:C.D. Bell Swine Facility

CARLISLE FARMS - CATTLE BARN SWINE FINISHER

i

!
i

.CARLISLE FARMS - CHARLIE FINISHING

CARLISLE FARMS - CONNOR FINISHING

.CARLISLE FARMS - HOME FINISHING FACILITY

Car-Mer Farm; Car-Mer Farms/Timmerman, Merlm

Cassarotto Matt Hog Farm

S 4 A i

CEDARCREST LLC

‘CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM

Chrlstensen Farms Midwest, LLC - P Hlll

CIrC!E‘_giiE’II"mS

Cold Springs Farm

COOPER FARMS

County Line Pork - Esmond

|

Cowser Field and Feedlot, Inc.

{CRANBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING)

'CWMF LLC.

D & D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM

'D & D BIDDLE SWINE FARM

{
i
i
1
t
L

D.P.ENTERPRISES

1
g
:
{

Danl DailFarms

DANIEL REEDER SWINE FARM

Daﬁre Farms Henry

3
1

t

-DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM

}

1DeBlock Farms

1 DECLERCK BROTHERS SWINE FARM

DEER VIEW, LLC

DEFAUW SWINE FARM

Diekemper Brothers Dairy

DIERICKS SWINE FARM

DIERICKS SWINE FARM #2-Home Site

i
f
1
SN
b I
|
i
k

Double E Farms

i

DOUSBLE H PORI(

t
1

lDoubletree Farms

Dumoulrn SwLne Farm




‘E & C PORK (EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK #4)
.Eagle Paint Farms. LLC

{EHNLE, GARY

Elm Farms, Inc.

ELMWOOD FARMS, LLC

{ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY

:Eugene Meier _ o
EVERGREEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST)
F&MHogs ' '
L_ar_'"ifir.f“s___ e
(Fay- Bla-Mar Farm, Inc
FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLER FAC.
FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-RED FINISHER
FITZGIBBONS, GERALD
Flanders Swine Farm Noﬁh e
,il_anders Swine Farm South
iFour Beck Dairy
FRAGRANT 40
"FRANK FARMS, INC.
‘FULTON SELEC SELECT SWINE_

FUNK FARMS TRUST CATI'LE FARM
;Furtney Farms

Gene Bank of North America
GENESEO PORK INC ATKINSON
*GJbEQrLSwme Farm
(GLENVIEW PORK, LLC
'Golden Oaks Farm 'LLC
GREENVILLE LE LIVESTOCK INC
'GROTE STOCKFARM
Hagenbuch North

{HANOR COMPANY, INC. (APPLE CREEK)
HANOR COMPANY, INC. (BLUFFDALE)
Hartman Swine Facility
HAWKINSON BROTHERS, INC
HECKERT HOG/DAlRY FARN‘I _
Hempen  David Hog & Cattle Farm
Henco Hogs LLC - Fall Creek Farm
"HENDRICKS, GREG




'HERITAGE PORK
'HICKORY HILL FARM (Brubaker Amos&Nathan)
{HIGH PLAINS PORK, Inc. __
HIGH POWER PORK LLC
HILLTOP FARM LLC
HOGGY BOTTOM, LLC -
!HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM
"Huftalin Swine Farm - o e
'HUNTER HAVEN FARMS o
'ILLINI MANAGEMENT, INC. SWINE FARM
:Independence Pork '
&V Probst

Aﬁ_ Tlmmermann Farms Inc
Jako_b_s_laase lakobs, Davud Base Feedlot
Jakobs, David - BIacktop__Feedlo_t
UANSSENFARM
JARDEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP
D PORK, LLC

{JECKEL PORK FARM
DETFarm
{JOHNSON FARMS
'JRT FARMS INC.
'KALLAL BROS,
’_Kamgwerth _E(_J_I:k

:KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM
KINGSDALE FARMS, INC.
KITLEY KENT - SWINE FACILITY
rl-(ITLEY TRACY - SWINE FARM GDU
IMM Pork and | Grain - Range Farm e
?KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM
Kruckeburg
L & M PORK FARM

LAKAMP, BRAD

LANHAM, INC

'LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP
LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN
LINCOLN FARM CORP. - HOME FARM

LINCOLN LAND HOG FARM

- - L hAmu s oL e — P s




Facility Name

{LINDBOM SWINE FARM

[LITTLE TIMBER, LLC

LOGEMAN, KEVIN HOG FARM

Lone Willow USA, Inc.

LONESOME ACRES, LLC

‘Luebbers, Edwin H.qg Farm

"MARK RAY CATTLE FARM

Maschhoff Pork - KUJAWA FACILITY

Containment Type:

iMaschhoff Pork {Florida Facility)

Maschhoff Pork (Georgia)

MASCHHOFF PORK {(NEW MINDEN FACILITY)

Maschhoff Pork Farm (HOME])

;_NJ_ASCHHOFFS - ARMINGTON

‘MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #1

| _Wastewater Storage Type 1 |

fyed—h fig
1.1

% ot% '§taﬁage Volume |

'MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #2 / #3

;MASCHHOFFS - CAMPBELL FARMS

;MASCH HOFFS - EAST RIDGE

"MASCHHOFFS - LANING 1

MASCHHGOFFS - LANING 2

‘MASCHHOFFS - OLD SCHOOL PORK

Maschhoffs Riverview Genetics, Ltd.

iMaytown Pork

‘McClure Farms

/MCCLURE SWINE FARM - MEDIA FACILITY

'MCCUNE FARM #1

yMeier Pork

‘METZGER, STEVE URSA

iMIDWEST POULTRY SERVICES Hi GRADE EGG

'MILLER FARMS

MILLS HOG FARM

Mondt Dairy

MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER

MONTICELLO PORK WEST L.L.C-SCALES MOUND _

'MOsS FARMS, INC. S
iMSSA HOG FACILITY - BREESE

Murphy Farms Sow Facility Elm River _

I .

Murphy Farms Sow Facility Lakeview

. H 4 )
i

H
;
i
i
i
H
3
E
A

;
E
?

i
[}

H i . i
: H

|

i

[Murphy Farms Sow Facility Mt. Erie

- - -

.*
|
E
;
|
ﬁ




Reopoivnd Mapl'c H

S acility Nam |Awastewater,StorageType 11| SW; Hrwﬁl%'?ﬁlfuj@to g_e.VEith"-i"é,I
Mussman's Back Acres,Ine. e I LR e et
[NEW DOMINION FARMS - ARCHERY BALD EAGLE - T o
INEW DOMINION FARMS - DEERRUN - . ]
Newcomer, John 1 I ] '
INORDMAN FEEDLOTS, INC. _ - | | I e
NORTH FORK PORK, LLC . e I R
Northwest Iilini Feedlot o . ) | I
_OAK GROVE, LLC _ y 000 00B } e,
O'LEARY SWINE FARM N y e
(O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRISTNORTH .0 .
,O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRISTSOUTH s 7 ] e
[PARAGON PORK e . I
,PAULUS FARM o I . ;
PearlValleyEggs i . 1 = e
PEUGH SWINE FARM-SHANERSITE e I . L o
PFUNDSTEIN,DALE _ e I e .
PHILVOCKFARM N
\PHIL'S FRESH EGGS e y
"PINE RIDGE FARMS - T I ) . :
"PINNACLE GENETICS, LLC T ] y = o e
Porcine Farms, LLC o B @480 S
PORK HILL FARM o . 000 e . —

'PRAIRIE LAND PORK - HOME SITE _
PRAIRIE LAND PORK - NORTH SITE
PPRAIRIE STATE GILTS, LTD.
PRIME PORK, Inc. -
'PROPHETSTOWN PORK, LLC

'R &J GRAIN & LIVESTOCK
R3EPOrKILC I __ .
RANDY EDMUNDS SWINE FARM

Ratermann Bros..

|
{
!
|

Lo
t

o
§
!
{
]

,
Py
[
| | i

!

|| {
1

|

|
L
]

1
E
i
H
%
|
|
a
|
Do
||

h&aven_s_LivesutggkAar‘l*dJFarm;j, Inc. h . o _~ - — .
RED OAK HILLS LLC S I

[Rhett Byington S . - o I W

RICHPORKFARM ] ... I o R .

RICH-LANEDARRY FARM . i . I 000 B i

RLH Farms Inc__

1
l
I3
P
|
!
{
|
|
i
E
3




5 . o . Facility Name ..

: ol MEko
.. ContainmentType, . . | Wastewater Storage Type 1

" 'Rob Wood Farms, Inc.

SHHIEE
torage Volume ]

‘Rodgers, John - Swine

'ROSE ACRE FARMS, LL.C. - DONOVAN

ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN)

.

SAND RIDGE PORK LLC

B

SAND STONE NORTH LLC

SAND STONE SOUTH LLC

SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC.

i
[

i\

Schabacher Swine farm

|

‘Schiedary Farms

{

'SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS

i :

'SCHWARTZKOPF FARMS

SEABAUGH PORK

;Seabaugh‘_Pork Farms

:Seabaugh Pork-Breese

'SEAMAN PORK

SF VENTURES, LLC

i
|

SIMPSON FARMS, INC.

Sims Enterprises, Inc.

SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM

l ‘
X
H
I =l

}
|
i

!
\
t
1
L
[

SOGGY BOTTOM SOW FACILITY
Y |t e .

z
i

4

'STEAK CITY

Istitzel Hog Farm

5
Stone Ridge Dairy Facility ] R .
STRIBLING HOG FARM ] B
'STROUT CROSSING LLC - ___ ] ‘ R | : B
Sturtevant Hog Farms , ) | _ - -
"TAYLOR, CHARLES | | ]
THE HIGHLANDS, LLC . L | . ' 4
THOMAS, JEFF HOG FARM || . - ! s o
'Timber Ri_g_ge Pork e - N j o _____—— *:
TIMBERLINELLC-PSM_ 7V N - R R l , .
Timmermann, Ron Hog Farm I . o
{Triple D Farms, Inc. | _ —, U _—
[Triple V Farms X ! ] ) o i
'ULRICH, ELMER FARM___ o e T
'VAREL DAIRY , ] ~ . 44O s e
VEATCHANDSONS, INC. LivestockFarm | T B




| N el D : iliam l

:Walk Stock Farm, Inc. - Unit #2

WEBEL, RICHARD R, FARMS INC

WEBER BEEF, INC |

WEBSTER, MARK A., FARMS INC.

WESTERN CREEK FARMS, LLC

- 'Westridge Dairy LLC #1; West Ridge Dairy LLC
"WEYDERT HOG CONFINEMENT

WILD ROSE FARMS, INC.

WILDCAT FARMS, LLC

Wilder Farms (Miller-Davis)

Wilder Farms Elevator -

WILLIAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM

WIN PRODUCTIONS - BEARDSTOWN

“Win Productions, LLC - Winchester

"WINTERS CREEK, INC.

\WONDER FARM

‘WONDERLAND RANCH

'YOUNG, BOB LIVESTOCK FARM




nimal Type

| # Capacity (#) 3| iDesignation (LJMIS) ]

4 NELSON FARMS, INC. Swine, eachﬂ_e;ig_hwi“ggwsms pqqus or more

‘4TH MERIDIAN FARM 3 ;_Swine,_ejch__ygejghing 55 pd‘L_u_r]ging_rn more o f2 500 ) ) ] N

Andy Shull Ine i T ) o ‘_,“S__w_ine,_eih_\.veigfingﬁs_.‘;_ pounds or more ) >2SUU R _ T

APEX POR!(__LLC_ T T - . L ~ T Swine, each w;ighiggi:‘gpc_:unds ormore ) 2 00 - -

'APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 1 {UNITS 1 &3 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) _ i Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more o a, 100 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds

‘APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 27 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) s L _____i5wine, each weighing S5 pounds or more C o i2900 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds i _
APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC - U~I§II:I'_2_8 (UNITE@_{{& gg_g_(_)_MRINED LARGE CAFQ) L _____-5wine, each wgighi_r'\g_:‘a_Sn pounds or more Swine, each weighi_n_g less than 55 ppi).l_ggi‘f.m__ ) i —
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 3 (UNITé 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO} L ‘_Swine,___eg_ch_\geighing 55 pounds or more Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 4 {UNITS 4,27,8 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) L " 5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more o _Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds ]
"APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNITS e L _____Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more - N _! '
APPLEWOOD FARMS LLC- UNIT 9 {UNITS 2 2/12&9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) i ‘ L L Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more _ _ o .
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNITS 2/12 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) | U “Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ) ~
BALTOZER THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM s iL 1Swine, ‘each weighing 55 pounds or more Turkeys e
‘BEER, STANLEY HOG FARM o L o B _______;L( 'Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more o - _
Berg, Leon Hog Farm o — ._u_‘,..'.l; ] LSW_II’}E, each weighing 55 pounds or more . . e :
Bible lesher » i ' L ) 15wine each weighing 55 pounds or more o
Bible Pork e i . _ : . Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more ] o _ y
‘BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4 o ’ o : _______ L L Swme, each welghlng 55 poundsormore . ‘
BIBLE MATT HOG FARM | L ) M i Swme each weighing 55 poundsormeore e _ ) _
BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM III i L Swme, each weighing 55 pounds or more - - L
BIDDLE SWINE FARM SEATON FACILITY . N fL Swine, ‘each wenghmg 55 pounds or more ' ] B .
:Bigger Farms and Feedlot - o o :M o Cattle, ~other than mature dairy cows or veal calves L o ~
Billington, Hog Farm il {LARRY BILLINGTON OPERY} _ . L Swme “each welghmg SS pounds or mare . .
Bm:hen Farms; Birchen Farms Inc./Rodney Birchen; Burchen)Farms e 1 ﬁ‘ﬁL e Mature dairy cows, whether milked or drv _____________________Vi'_CattIe,_ other than mature dairy cows or veal céh\.'_e_s‘__ ) :240 e
BITTER FARMS, INC. L o o L Swlne each “{E'g.b",'lﬁcs,s pounds or more N 3 184 . 5wine, each weighing less than 55 pounds —
BLACK GOLD CATTLE COMPANY ) L S TL ) Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or vealcalves 3150 R
BLOCK FARMS _ ) ] e L ] Swine, each weighing 55 p°”’l‘!§_9_f,':'l‘?[e_wu ... As%00 . . _
BOESTER, DEANHOGFARM __ —  ~~~ ~  ~  lo L  Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ....j4800 -
Bond Fem:ly Farms L . v o I . ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 3888 _ 3 _3_ N . e
BONTZ PORX FARM ) ~ _ ) _:L o rSwme, each weighing 55 pounds or more, _ 2 500 ' Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds .__.700
iBook Pork Farms . y ' :,,L, Swme, each weighing 55 pounds or more B 2 500 T L B K .
BORGEC FARMS INC. o e L . :5wine, each weighing 55 poundsormore B 3 000 ~ Swing, each weighing Iess than 55 pounds -
BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM B N L _,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more B o J10 000 ~ Swine, each weighing [e_ss than 55 p?E’ﬂE‘jW )
BP Pork L S M __ i » Swme, , each wmghmg 55 pounds or more 2000 ' o ’
BRADLEY BRIAN HOG FARM ) ‘ L Swine, each weighing Sé pounds or more . 9 600_ N e L -
{8radshaw Enterprises, LLC - Newman i R R R " .
BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 L ‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more i 5,600 .
BRADSHAW PHILIP o ) - o ~ L _’gwlne each weighing 55 pounds or more ' 13,100 Si;lhe each welghmg less than 55 pounds o —_—
Brazinski Pork Farm Facility L I = .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ; T } L
BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE L ) Swme, each weighing 55 pounds ar more v n
Brubaker lames (Mliler) Hog/Turkey Farm_ o ) — L o Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare o o o e
'BUEHNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARM | ™ “Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry ) T
cD. & R FA_RMS N o . ) ; M _Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry ) B e e
C.D. Bell Swine FBCI'I?V ______ ' ] L ‘Swing, each weighing 55 pounds or more " - S

‘ : Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
CARLISLE FARMS - CATTLE BARN SWINE FINISHER ‘ L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,000 (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, ~400
CARLISLE FARMS CHARLIE FINISHING o o M Swme___e_a_lc_h_wmghmg 55 pounds or morer_ L __1’45300 .

ATTACHMNET W4
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ICARLISLE FARMS CONNOR FINISHING

L .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 12,500
"CARLISLE FARMS - HOME FINISHING FACILITY — - i lL Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more o +2_ 500 ) L . o
Car-Mer Farm; Car-Mer Farms/Tummerman Merlln ]NI Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry '530 262 129 _
Cassarotto, Matt Hog Farm L ____lSwing.mgg_g_lj__\_'_vg_ighing Sspoundsormore 2800 ] e _
'CEDARCREST, LLC L :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more IGSOU j
‘CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM : L 35wine each weighing 55 pounds or more 3600 '
bkt ulihal e _ g e ——d e g it e R S
‘Christensen Farms Midwest, LLC - P Hill ) ; L Swme each weughlggﬂis_pounds or more 29,500 Swine, each welghmg less than 55 pounds
: l ' Cattle other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
Circle G Farms § EL {{Cattle includes but is not [imited to heifers, steers, {2000
: | ] IbuIIs, and cow/calf pairs.) 1
: i ‘Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves ’
Cold Springs Farm L (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers,
; i I {bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)
‘COOPER FARMS - i B o L _____i5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more Swme each weighing less than 55 pounds o
-County Line Pork - Esmond : S5 “Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more - e
:Cowser Field and Feedlot, Inc. i e 'M - __;_§}yine! each weighing 55 poundsormore 2250 )
:CRANBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING) | L ;Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more \
CWMF, LLIC. e e ] Lo 'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more Swine, each weighing less than SS pounds ]
D & 0 BIDDLE FINISHING FARM C M _Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more
D & D BIDDLE SWINE FARM - o . 1I S ] Swme, each welghmg 55 pounds or more e . ' _ o
D P.ENTERPRISES ; M rSwme, each weighing 55 pounds or more _—
Dail Farms ] ] L L ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more B
DANIEL REEDER SWINE FARM : L ,5wm5 each wmg_hmg_f_»é_pounds or more N :
. " fCattIe, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
Dare Farms Henry ! L - (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 51000 ;
: . bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) : H
'DARRELL CARROLLSWINEFARM ’ ok L "Sww_le,‘e_ach weighing 55 pounds or more ] >2 500 - o "
'DeBlock Farms . L ,5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 4000 .
DECLERCK BROTHERS 5WINE FARM ! ‘L ISwme, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds 200 }
DEER VIEW, LLC § L -Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more >2 500 ‘NA ,
DEFAUW SWINE FARM o . B ‘;__ ;M } Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 1000 o ~ R . ]
Dlekemper “Brothers Dalry ) M Mature dalry cows, whether milked or dry 560 . N )
DIERICKS SWINE FARM i ik _.,Swine, each weighing S pounds or more 3300
DIERICKS SWINE FARM #2- Home Site L “Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare 3 300 )
’D‘_!__u bleEFarms e e ) — Lo ‘SI""',I,"!‘?-,IEECI‘, weighing 55 pounds or more _“.‘_':",@_ : - . — -
"DOUBLE H PORK L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 4,800 N !
Doubletree Farms - ¥ L _ /Swine, each weighing 55 poundsormore 2 6O i ! i e,
Dumoulin Swine Farm L :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 ! .
E & C PORK (EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK #4) B L L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more Is 048 __Swine, each weighing less than S5pounds
Eagle Point Farms. LLC — L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 6500 . - - o .
__EH_NLE GARY } :_L - Swme each weighing 55 pounds ormore 2 500 : . o o
:Elm Farms, Inc. L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 13,500 iMature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 120
'ELMWOOD FARMS LLC ) ;_L :Mature dairy cows, whether milkked ordry {'1200 e 5 T
"ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY ) iL Swme each welghmg 55 pounds or more _;_2,500 _Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 500
; 4 i
“Cattle (All except Mature Dalry Cattle and Veal Calves);
. . M
e e | 3 Beef cattle feedlots =0 e
" |EVERGREEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST} I L Swnne each wmghlng 55 pounds or more 4,750 .5wine, each weighing less than 55 pounds i I
‘F&MHogs o L _.Swine, each we|gh|ng 55 pounds or more 3600 !
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iLaying hens, if the AFO uses other than ||quud -manure

"Farina Farms i iM Ihandiing system £60,651
‘Fay-Bla-Mar Farm, Inc. , L ; o '+L Mature  dairy cows, whether milked or dry :_8_0(1 . : _ _ L
'FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLER FAC. , L Swme, each weighing 55 pounds or more »>2,500 _
‘FEHR BROTHERS S5WINE FARM-RED FINISHER ; 'L :5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500
FITZGIBBONS, GERALD ] i " “Swine, each waighing 55 pounds or mere 4,400 k
Flanders 5wine FarmNorth _N__m o - 3 C .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500 o o N
Flanders 5wme Farm South { L !Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more .2,500 _ _
:Four Beck Dairy PO o e A _iM :Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry. 850
{FRAGRANT 40 i L “Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more *4,500 e e
'FRANK FARMS,INC. T 0 "~ 5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 4000 - 7
FULTON 5ELECT SWINE : L iSwine, each weighing 55 pounds or more -2,500 ‘
1 i gCattIe, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 2 ;
'FUNK FARMS TRUST CATTLE FARM : L {Cattle includes butis not limited to heifers, steers, 1,000 Horses 20
. .bulls, and cow/calf pairs.} ; L B
:Furtney Farms ;L L Swme ~each weighing 55 pounds or more ] 55200_ N ;
3 fCat‘t!e other than mature dairy cows or veal calves i T
Gene Bank of Narth America , s {Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1725; 200
S , R S . __ibulls, and cow/calf pairs.) o -
GENESEO PORK, INC. - ATKINSDN ! :L Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more . ;2—“500 """ T o
{Gibson 5wine Farm ] . i Mo _,3wine, gach weighing 55 pounds or more G0
GLENVIEW PORK LLC ) L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more :>2,500 o
GoldenOaksFarm, LC~ ~ " I Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 2700 ﬁ R .
: { iCattle other than mature dalry cows or veal calves |
EGREENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC 'L (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, !3200
S w4 .__bulls andcow/calf pairs) S e
GROTE 5TOCK FARM | L Swme ‘each weighing 55 pounds or more 15400 ) _ o |
:Hagenbuch North ) ; L - Swme, each weighing 55 pounds ar more ;2,500 N . o o "
"HANOR COMPANY INC. (APPLE CREEK} . ' L N "Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ;170,400 '
HANOR COMPANY, INC. (BLUFFDALE) . L ,Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds 35,200 o
Ha&fﬁan Swine Facility L . Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare ;2,500 e . .
'HAWK'NSON BROTHERS, INC. . .. e s i Mo !SW'”e each weighing 55 pounds or more e 2150 et o 2WINE, ea'c_r_i_we_i_g_hing lessthan 35pounds 2000 ;
{HECKERT "HOG/DAIRY FARM : _ i ‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more :4200 E o 5
. ! ' : Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
Hempen, David Hog & Cattle Farm ’ L _'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ‘7,200 (Cattie includes but is nat fimited to heifers, steers,
— | : : N 3 1 bulls, and cow/caif pairs.)
Henco Hogs LLC - Fall Creek Farm o L N L _Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare ¥>2,500 o ' N R L )
HENDRICKS, GREG o ‘ L _5wine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare 4,800 N o e . \
HERITAGE PORK B} A S oo SWine, each weighing SS pounds or more 6,448 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds
'HICKORY HILL FARM (Brubaker Amos&Nathan) L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more >2.500 - .
‘HIGH PLAINS PORK Ine. o e N U 5wine, each wt_aighwi_r\_g__.s_s_gqqnds ormare 12,500 o o L
HIGH POWER PORK LLC ; ,L Swine, each w_t_a_ighing 585 pounds or more 8 000 Swine, each weighmg less than 55 pounds e
HILLTOP FARM LLC i L . [Swine, each weighing 55 poundsor more 7,800 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds___
'HOGGY BOTTOM I:L_C L : L . .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare i 1’>2 500 1 B R N
HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM - - v ‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more '>2,500 7”
-Huftalm Swine Farm R - ; L'L 5wme each weng_lll_llg__SS pounds or more 12,500 ) ] — L
{HUNTER HAVEN FARMS . L Mature dairy cows, whether mitked ordry (700 )
ILLINTMANAGEMENT, INC. SWINE FARM : L Swine, each weighing 55 paunds or more w00 T =




EI L A N H Nongi,od

“Livestock Max " Eaciiity Size

LT CE5 Animal T

I B -
- - - - Facility Name ____

Independence Pork

__Capacity {#) [ Designation (L/ (I.IM/SH

Animal Type 1.

fikNumber 2 (#) |

iL iSwine, each weighing 55 pounds or more |2,500 ;
&V Probst . L L Swine e ‘2500 T T ,
J. B. Timmermann Farms, Inc % ’;M }Matgre dairy cows, whether milked or dry B 775 100 i e _M
; i ’ ;Cat-tlé, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves '
iJakobs Base Jakobs, David - Base Feedlot i L {Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 11,000
: L ‘bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) '
Jakobs, David - Blacktop Feediot ’ 'L "Cattle {All except Mature Dairy Cattle and Veal Calves); ‘1000
i o B ] , O ,Beef cattle feedlots S
JANSSEN FARM L 'Swme each wmghlng 55 pounds or mare 12,500 Beef i
: ’ .Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves :
‘JARDEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP i L Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 700 ‘(Cattte includes but is not limited to heifers, steers,
: . ; , bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) .
___________ . }_L' _iSwine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ;2,500 *
\ L Swme, each weighing 55 po nds or more :»2,500 . :
TE‘T.Fér"(n o o ) ; 77777777777777 L o Swlne each we1ghmg 55 pounds or more ;2,500 L ) _ .
JOHNSCN FARMS ‘L Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more .2,500 o
JRT FARMS INC. L Swine, each weighing 55 poundsor more /8500
;KALLAL BROS. 1L ‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ;3,250 Swine, each weijghing less than 55 pounds
‘KampwerthPork . L ___..Swine, each weighing 55 pounds ormore ;_2_819_00____ i —
KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM ) L Turkeys ,55,000
KINGSDALE FARMS, INC. o S U _iSwine, each weighing S5 poundsormore  >2,500
I(!TLEY KENT - SWINE FACILITY ; L :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .2,500
KITLEY, TRACY - SWINE FARM - GDU o M T _,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2500 . e
“KIMM Pork and Grain - Range Farm ) L Swme each welghlng_:‘i:'_;_pounds or more 6,500
JKNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM B }L Swme each weighing 55 poundsormore 6000
Kruckeburg L Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500
L & M PORK FARM _ o Mo Swine, each weighing SSpoundsormore __ . 11000 R e,
L_AKAMP ‘BRAD T i L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 3,000 i
'LANHAM, INC :L N Swme, each weighing 55 pounds or more 11,575
T i : rCattIe other than mature dairy cows or veal calves i
LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP f L '[Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1,000 5
o o o - i L _bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) ) . o - e
:LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN | L Swme gach weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500 " __
‘LINCOLN FARM CORP. - HOMEFARM , IL 'Swme each weighing 55 poundsormore 4 1,000
LINCOLNLAND HOG FARM , L N sSwme, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 B
LINDBOM SWINE FARM L e o L o _Swine, each weighing 55 poundsor more >2 500 L ~ :
LITTLE T[rJIBER LLC ” : _iL Swme, each wmghmg 33 pounds or more 2 500 Swme each wmghlng fess than 55 pounds 3000
'LOGEMAN, KEVI FARM o L N '
‘Lone Willow US - _ . L in ghing 55 | '>2500 . I R
LONESOME ACRES, uc 7 e L M __Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 24800 B o
Luebbers, Edwin Hog Farm , L _Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more >2500 i i, _
: g ' Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves , o
{MARK RAY CATTLE FARM t L "{Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 11,000
: . ) _bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) : i N
Maschhoff Pork I(UJAWA FACILITY ) ) o ) ,l' L - V:Swme each weighing 55 poundsormore ;4500”” o . .
Maschhoff Pork [Flonda Faclllty) L 'Swme each welghmg 55 pounds or more .2,500 —— R .
Maschho{-f Pork [Georgla) _ ' _;L . aSwl_ng,__gg_gllwg|g_h|nlglless th_a'r.\___f'g__&.'{.g_qlt_._u_g_d_s_ 13200 _ ,
MASCHHOFF PORK (NEW MINDEN FACILITY) t ___swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2500
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: livestock Max T Eacility Size s T Anim ) IR
( Bt | ficapacity (u);] {Designation (L/M/S) [ fificNumber 2 (#) |
Maschhoff Pork Farm (HOME} L I “Swine, each welghmg 55 pounds or more 14573 i e
‘MASCHHOFFS - ARMINGTON B N o "Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 9,000 S i -
MASCHHOFFS T?.AY CREEK #1 T T T T :Sw'ne,ﬁ_f'fh__"_‘f_'_gl'llng 55 pounds or more 4,023 _Swine, each welghlng less than 55 pounds
'MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #2 / #3 ’ T iL “Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 6,944 “Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds .
{MASCHHOFFS - CAMPBELL FARMS ) o L Swine, each weighing S5 pounds or mare 10200 o .
‘MASCHHOFFS - EAST RIDGE o TL___ ) ) ,Swine, each weighing 55 pou_rlqg_oa[_r_r)or-g 6,086 _Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds ______ )
'MASCHHOFFS - LANING 1 - _ e " swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 00
MASCHHOFFS - LANING 2 N ) —_%T-mum:h f ™M ) LSwring,fga'ch____\@r_g_ighi_ng S55poundsormore 2,400 o )
'MASCHHOFFS - OLD SCHOOL PORK____ - - L L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare 4800 o R
Maschhoffs Rweryge_w Ge netics, Ltd. o L ‘ S ) ‘Suvine, each weighing 55 pounds or more '
Maytown Pork — N e *L) ______ . ‘Swme each welghlng 55 pounds ar more _ o R
McClure Farms R L Swme  each weighing 55 pounds ormore ) o
‘MCCLURE SWINE FARM - MEDIA FACILITY ) o ) ST L . Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more e . )
IMCCUNE FARM #1 B ; TL i lSwme each weighing 55 pounds or more .
Meter Pork - i !;L _Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 7 ;
METZGER, STEVE URSA - T M __Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2100 ! . o o
MIDWEST‘PC‘JEI‘I‘_I_RISERVICES HI GRADE EGG . e Lt “Chickens {Layers]; Poultry .1600000; 9830 L i _—
MILLER FARMS _ ) ‘_L o Swme each wetghtng 55 peunds or more 6,60_0_ _ Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds } L
MlLlj HOG FARM : L _ 5wune each weighing 55 pounds or mare 4,500 - ]
‘Mondt Dairy i Y . Mature dairy cows, whe hermilkedordry 617, 350; 30; 14 )
MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER ~ L ) “Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more _ 2,500 ' -
'MONTICELLO PORK WEST LL.C-SCALES MOUND T L “Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ___ 2500 N L _
*MOS5S FARMS, INC. . . Lo 5wme, each weighing 55 pounds or more 12,000 e R
MSSA HOG FACILITY - BREESE ) ’ L Swme, each  weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 ) .
Murphy Farms Sow Facuhty Elm River N ) iL . ‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 ;
Murphy Farms Sow Facility Lakeview o o R L ;Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2500 B
Murphy Farms Sow Facility Mt. Erie T _ - L Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 e
éMussman's Back Acres, nc. - - i 1L Laying hens, if the AFO uses other than Ilqun:! manure 82,000
:;,A N C e s —— o s . s : ’;hand“ng SYStEm S e - 4=
'NEW DOMINION FARMS - ARCHERY BALD EAGLE . iL o .Swine, each welghmg 55 pounds or more 2 500 ‘ __ L :
NEW DOMINION FARMS - DEER RUN o TIL ‘ Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 5,192 7>§§3g_i_r_u_3_,_each weighing less than 55 pounds. _
Newcomer John o _ ---------- e _*_ ‘L e Swme each h weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 ) .. _ .
’ Canle other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
:NORDMAN FEEDLQOTS, INC. L ‘{Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1,000
P o o o bulls, and cow/calf pairs.} i B B B
"NORTH FORK PORK, LLC L — ‘L ) Swlne each we|gh|ng 55 pounds ar more :>2,500
' Canle other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
Northwest lllini Feedlot L {Cattle incfudes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1,000
) 'bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) _ o o o
OAK GROVE,LLC o ) L __Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more _ 3,500 . N o
0 LEARY SWINE FARM ) ] M LSwine, ‘e.ach weighing 55 pounds ormore '<2 500 e .
O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRIST NORTH _ - T M Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 52,500 ) o . .
O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRIST SOUTH ___,,, ] ‘M Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more “1000 . B
:PARAGON PORK o _ L _Swine, each 'weighing 55 pounds or more 12,500 L i o
PAULUSHFKIEI.M h ’ : :L - iSwme each weighing 55 pounds or more 4,0447 B 5wme, each weighing less than 55 pounds L
‘ I
;Pearl Valley Eggs L -Laying hens if the AFO uses other than ||qUId manure 382,000
: ) ) _ _ . : _ handllng System L N _ o o I e e
PEUGH SWINE FARM - S_HQN_I_E_B_SITE o ) s ) L Swune each wmghmg 55 pounds or more ;_>2,500
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| s A R Livestock Max Animal CIELTrOMCTIINg — NECETVED, GrEr N S O A ma 771
[‘ i R Facility Name S j Capacity (#) l Desugnation {LMfS) | s oo Animal Type Lo oo ‘ & Dmenishumber 2 (#}__l
: aCartIe other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
PFUNDSTEIN, DALE (Cartle includes but is not limited 1o heifers, steers, 1,000
A AU OO S , oulls, and cow/calf pairs} ) B - L
E_EB_LL VOCK FARM ' T o o 1 Swme, each welghmg S5 pounds ormore 2505 T - i ) T
:PHIL'S FRESH EGGS ; jM Chlckens (other than laying hens), if the AFQ uses Other.GO,OOO
o o . thanahqwd manure handling system L L o
'PINE RIDGE FARMS | L Swme, each welghmg 55 pounds or mare 17,200 !
PINNACLE GENETICS,LLC e L ) ;Swme each weighing less than 55 pounds 2735 Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2100
Porcine Farms LLC ; L ~ Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 4500 L ‘ _
{PORK HILL FARM ) ; L Swine, each weighing 55 poundsor more >2,500 e ,
'PRAIRIE LAND PORK - HOME SIT| L :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or mare 12,990 Swine, each wefgm;g less than 55 pounds
PRAIRIE LAND PORK - NORTH SITE — 4 L 'Sw'ne each weighing 5Spoundsormore = 5000 Swine, each weighing ess than 55 pounds S
PRAIRIE STATE GILTS, LTD. L ‘Swme each welghlng 55 pounds or more ‘2 500 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds
:PRIME PORK, Inc. u_»i‘L‘ +Swme, each welghlng 55 pounds or more. o 500 f )
'PROPHETSTOWN PORK, e : L :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or moare 152,500 ?
R &JGRAIN & LIVESTOCK H' o AL ] ;Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 43200 _ Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds o
:R3E Pork LLC il .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 4400
‘Rancho Cantera e B i Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry ;700 B e o e
RANDY EDMUNDS SWINE FARM _ i ™ {Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 12400 Swine under S5 lbs. N T
; , : ) Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves
szatermann Bros. -L ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ;8800 {Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers,

:Ravens Livestock and Farms, Inc.

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves

! !
i(CattIe includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, ‘4100

:bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

jbulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

Rhett Byington

"RICH PORK FARM

..f;__‘»__

_{bulls, and cow/calf pairs.)

4
Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more :5,600
-

Cartle, ‘other than mature dairy cows or veal ca!ves \
'(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 850

:Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds

L _ L ?Swme each wmghmg 55 pounds ar more >2,500 ‘
_RICH-LANE DAIRY FARM o L . rL Mature dairy cows, whether milked ordry ' J50 . L o
,RLH Farms In¢ L 15wme each welghmg 55 pounds or more 2,500 .
; ! 3Catt1e, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves '
'Rob Wood Farms, Inc. L ,(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 2400
. .bulis, and cow/calf pairs.) _ L
Rodgers, lohn - Swine ; ?L |Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2 500 i
ROSE ACRE FARMS LL.C. - DONOVAN ‘(L Chlckens (Layers) Poultry 210 000 _ .
ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN) ‘L Laying hens, if the AFO uses other than liquid-manure 950000
) o handllng system - o 3
SAND RIDGE PORK LLC _ ; L ;smne each weighing 55 paunds or more 12,500 . .
_SAND S5TONE NORTH LLC o o : L iSwine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .!.7 500 L .
SAND STONE S0UTH LL LLC , L '5wme, each weighing S5 55 pounds or more 7, 500 o
SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK INC. Lo Swme each weighing 55 poundsormore 5027 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds .
5chabacher Swine farm . o : L iSwme each wquMg_E_u_Sﬁqggﬂ_dg or more 12,500 . _
Schledary Farms L ' o ) _______7_;_ LL YMature dairy cows, whether m-i-lked or dry ) ¢_7_00 . L L .
:SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS ) L ,Swine, each weughlng 55 pounds or more -3,600 R e
ISCHWARTZKOPFFARMS - i H " ISwine, sach weighing 55 pounds ormore /6,000
5EABAUGH PORK L ] o ; L Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 19,200




SRR Livestock Max Fé‘éi"ii:c-y-Size' S R . - Animal .

R e Facility Name ] Capacity [#) | Designation {L/M/S) | - coaie o Animal Type 1 [zt
:Seabaugh Pork Farms R i 15wme each weughlng 55 pounds or more 2,600 ]
Seabaughf_qit_g_[eesq_ : o e ; B _ﬂ_*L ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ) - e - ) - .,_- -
'SEAMAN PORK ) L 5wme each weighing S5 pounds or more 14000
!5F VENTURES, LLC ) 7 ) 1L ESwme, each weighing 55 pounds or more ____1">2,500 ‘
'SIMPSON FARMS, INC - ! s Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 1»2,500 ) o
Slms Enterprises, Inc. o ) o Lo i ISwme each weighing 55 poundsormare (3785 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds T

' SNETCHER LYNDEN FARM T T . L 5wme, each weighing 55 pounds or more 12,500 T T e o -

SOGGBOTTOM SOW FACILITY : TL _:Swine, each welghmg 55 pounds or more 4,_378 _Swine, eac_h_\_.qeighihg less than 55 pounds
: Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves E T - o
'STEAK CITY : L I{Cattte includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, ;1,000

— o S L + ‘L _{bulls, and cow/calf pairs.} . o L

‘Stitzel Hog Farm . L Swme, each weighing 55 puunds ar more

| idge Dairy Facility T lil-, vvvvvv ] 'Mature dairy cows, whether milked
"STRIBLING HOG FARM l fL Swme, each wenghlng 55 pounds ar

STROUT CROSSING LLC ) ) ' »iL +SW|Qg_,_gg@igymghlng_ﬁ_S__E_q_LJhds ormore _ ~ iSwine under 55 Ibs o 10,540
" Sturtevant Hog Farms . L .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ,2 500

TAYLOR, CHARLES e e ‘ e ]L,,_ *Swine each weighing 55 pounds or mgre 3 oo o L

THE HIGHLANDS, LIC T T i L ﬁ5wme, each weighing 55 pounds or more T>2500 ' T T ) :
:THOMAS, JEFF HOG FARM Il _ -iL ] Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 15000 o o -
Timber thge Pork M Swme each weighing 55 pounds or rmore |680 .

TIMBERLINE Lc-psSM . d — ;L — 5wme each we:ghmg 55 pounds or more _S BOO _  Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds

Tummermann Ron Hog Farm ; L Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500 .

iTriple D Farms, Inc, ] _L ijme each weighing 55 poundsormore 16,500 L e
'Tr|ple V Farms ) 'L .Swme each weighing 55 pounds or more 14000 ‘Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 92

ULRICH, ELMER FARM R L I e ’,L o Swune each weighing 55 pounds or more ________;2,500 L e S

: i [Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves

{VAREL DAIRY iL iMature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 1960 :(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 585

: A e | bulls, and cow/calf pars) = _.

N ‘ Cattle ‘other than mature dairy cows or veal calves i '

VMEATCH AND SONS, INC. LIVESTOCK FARM ' -L .{Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, -1,000 :
R e o o ibulls and cow/calf pairs) : ;

‘Walk Stock Farm, Inc. - Unit #2 o o B ' , L fSwme each wéngh‘uh-g‘SS pounds or mare 12—,'500 o - T ‘

'WEBEL, RICHARD R. FARMS INC ] . iL ‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more _ o |3045 : ]

: Cattle other than mature dairy cows or veal calves :

“WEBER BEEF, INC ! L {Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, .2,000
o, ___jbull,2nd cowfealfpairs) e

WEBSTER, MARK A., FARMS INC. - : L _ ‘Swme, each weighing 55 pounds or more 5,700 *Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds _
,WESTERN CREEK FARMS, LLC e e, S it . __;Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more . >2,500 e . _—
! Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves

Westridge Dairy LLC #1; West Ridge Dairy LLC l ' L :Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 860 {Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 250

S T N L S S . {bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) -

“WEYDERT HOG CONFINEMENT + L :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more [ 2,500 ! I -
'WILD ROSE FARMS, INC. S . o 4M ) -,51"’!!“?' each weighing 55 pounds or more ;52,500 o ) )

WILD_(_'A;TEARMS uc . N - L ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more '>2,500 _ e -
Wilder Farms (Miller-Davis) ik __.,Swine, each weighing 55 poundsor more 7200

‘Wllder Farms Elevatar N i L ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 5000 e N
'WILLUAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM ] R .. . Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500 e '

WIN PRODUCTIONS - BEARDSTOWN ) e ‘L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 12,570 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds - _




1

B S - " Livestock Max - Facility Size - e . Animal . , EIUL-U oniE 'E"”'H Recetved; E}GT{'\SJ&FHW'-'TAmmal“W
N o i Facility Name _ : ‘;;??,[_Capacity (#]'_] :Designation (L/M/S} | iz Animal Type 158 - ]» Number EZ( ats - [ phima Ivpaduupie Aibs o hif hNumber 2(#)
Win Productions, LLC - Winchester . L ‘Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more :2,500 Swme each welghlng less than 55 pounds ™ ]

"“WINTERS CREEK,INC. 1 tL . 'Swine_, each weighing .5._5._92!‘.'.55':" ormore 13000 _S_\y_mveieach weighing less than 55 pounds - '_1000

WONDER FARM : (M [Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more {1200 Swine, each wenghmg less than 55 pounds 11000

: : iCattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves : : :
'WONDERLAND RANCH L {Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1,800
‘ : 'bulls and cow/calf pairs.)

YOUNG, BOB LIVESTOCK FARM - L

Swme each weighing 55 pounds or mare

13,650
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4TH MERIDIAN FARM ' 30-Nov-12
Andy Shull Inc o 7 N 30—r;lov—12§
/APEX PORK, LLC f 30-Nov-12/
_APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 1 (UNITS 1 &3 COIVIBlNED LARGE CAFO) t 30-Nov-12
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 27 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) ; 30-Nov-12
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 28 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) L 30—N0v—12}
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 3 (UNITS 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) -[_ 30-Nov-12!
E’APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 4 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 1 30-Nov-12
iAPPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 5 Jr 30-Nov-12|
kAPPI.EWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 9 (UNITS 2/12 &9 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ) '} 30-Nov-12;
LAPPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNITS 2/12 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFQ} | 30-Nov-12;
:BALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM - 30-Nov-12,
BEER, STANLEYHOGFARM 30-Nov-12
_Berg, Leon Hog Farm i 30-Nov-12
Bible Finisher 30-Nov-12
Bible Pork #2 30-Nov-12
[BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4 30-Nov-12|
[BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM | L | 30-Nov-12
[BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM Il o 30-Nov-12
BIDDLE SWINE FARM - SEATON FACILITY - 30-Nov-12
Blgger Farms and Feedlot 30- Nov- 12J
Bllllngton Hog Farm Il (LARRY BILLINGTON OPER) o ] 30-Nov- 12;
Birchen Farms; Birchen Farms Inc./Rodney Birchen; Blrchen Farms Inc 30- Nov-12
iBITTER FARMS, INC. o 30-Nov- 1
BLACK GOLD CATTLE COMPANY 30-Nov- 12 -
BLOCK FARMS _ 30-Nov-12
BOESTER DEAN HOG FARM ; 30-Nov-12
Bond Family Farms i 30-Nov- 12
BONTZ PORK FARM 30-Nov-12;
Book Pork Farms ! 30-Now-12li
BORGIC FARMS, INC. ) 3 30-Nov-12
BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM : 30-Nov-12:
BP Pork 30-Nov-12
BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FARM N 30—_N0V-12.l
Bradshaw Enterprises, LLC - Newman . 30-Nov-12;
BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 30-Nov-12
BRADSHAW, PHILIP 30-Nov-12

ATTACHMENT W5
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“Input Date ™

[]nal:trunn: Filing - Received, Clerk's Office

aoo/ 00

ﬁrg_ygg_kl_ Pork Farm Facnhty
BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE
Brubaker, James (M|Iler) Hog/Turkey Farm
BUEHNE GERVASE DAIRY FARM |

C. D & R FARMS, INC.

C.D. BeII Swine Faulnty

CARLISLE FARMS - CATTLE BARN SWINE FINISHER
(_IARLISLE FARMS CHARLIE FINISHING

CARLISLE FARMS CONNOR FINISHING

ECARLISLE FARMS - HOME FINISHING FACILITY
I‘(_Z_e_nr Mer Farm; Car-Mer Farms/Timmerman, Merlin
ICassarotto, Matt Hog Farm

CEDARCREST LLC

CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM

EChnstensen Farms Midwest, LLC - P Hill

Circle G Farms

Cold Springs Farm

(COOPER FARMS

County Line Pork - Esmond

Cowser Field and Feedlot, Inc.

CRANBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING)

CWMF, LLC.

D & D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM

D & Df BIDDLE SWINE FARM

D P. ENTERPRISES

Dall Farms

DANIEL REEDER SWINE FARM

Dare ‘Farms Henry

DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM

DeBIock Farms

DECLE RCK BROTHERS SWINE FARIVI

DEER VIEW, LLC

DEFAUW SWINE FARM

Dlekemper Brothers Dairy

DIERICKS SWINE FARM

 DIERICKS SWINE FARM #2-Home Site

Double E Farms '

DOUBLE H PORK

[ PRUN E S—

) 30-_N0v-712

_30-Nov-12

 30-Nov-12

 30-Nov-12;

©30-Nov-12

jé/,ugﬁliljll RI2023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments

~ 30-Nov-12]

30-Nov-12|

~ 30-Nov-12]

30-Nov-12;
30-Nov-12!

 30-Nov-12.

30- Nov 12
30-Nov- 12_
 30-Nov-12!
~30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12|
30-Nov-12
. 30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12

30-Nov-12

~ 30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
'30-Nov:-12

30-Nov-12
_A_30-Nov—12
30-Nov- 121

30-Nov-12;

30- Nov 12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12;

30—Nov-12;
30-Nov-12;

~ 30-Nov-12!

30-Nov12



L Facility Name;

#../Input Date ‘i

Rectronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

Doubletree Farms
Dumoulm ' Swine F_a'rm
E & C PORK (EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK #4)
Eagle Point Farms. LLC

Elm Farms Inc

ELMWOOD FARMS, LLC .
ER__D_MAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY o

Eugene Meier

FRANK FARMS, iNC

FULTON SELECTSWINE -

FUNK FARMS TRUST CATTLEFARM
Furtney Farms . o
Gene Bank of North A_merlca

GENESEO PORK INC ATI(INSO_I'!__M
Glbson Swme Farm

GLENVIEWPORK,LLC
\Golden Oaks Farm LLC T
GR_EENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC S

GROTE STOCI( FARM _ i

Hagenbuch North -
HANOR COMPANY INC {APPLE CREEK)

HANOR COMPANY, INC {BLUFFDALE)
Hartman Swine Facnllty

HAWKINSON BROTHERS -I-NC

HECKERT HOG/DAIRY FARM

Hempen Davrd Hog & Cattle FE;EI'T'I “ ‘K _ o

EVERGREEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST) )

F & M Hogs

Farlna Farms

Fay- Bla Mar Farm Inc

FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLERFAC.
FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-REDFINISHER
FITZGIBBONS,GERALD . . .. ..
FlandgrgSf_\fgg_e__Farm North o e o
Flanders Swine Farm South o -
Four Beck Darry R N X
FRAGRANT40

 30-Nov-12

18an-13
) 30-N0v-12
___30 Nov- 12
_30-Nov-12,

_30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12

30-Nov-12|
~30-N

‘30 Nov- 12‘

30- Nov12

_30-Nov-12
__30-Nov-12
B 30-N0v—12

N _.30 Nov 12
30 _'5'9‘_’__1___2_

30-N0v—12

_ 30-Nov-12
~ 30-Nov-12]

150 4Li'

30- Nov 12

30-Nov-12

30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12|
Nov-12

30 Nov 12

- 30- Nov 12
30 Nov 12
30-Nov-12

30-Nov-12

30-Noy-12

30 Nov 12

30 Nov 12

30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12

- R12023(A), [EPA Answers Attachments
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. Facility Name Input Date . _
Henco Hogs LLC - FaII Creek Farm _ S NEGL z
HENDRICKS, GREG © 30-Nov-12
HERITAGE PORK _ 30-Nov-12
'HICKORY HILL FARM {Brubaker, Amos&Nathan) ~ 30-Nov-12
HIGH PLAINS PORK, Inc. __30-Nov-12
;I_—IIGH POWER PORK LLC 30-Nov-12
HILLTOP FARM LLC I 30-Nov-12
HOGGY BOTTOM, LLC é 30-Nov-12
IHOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM . 30-Nov-12
'Huftalin Swine Farm ? 30-Nov-12:
HUNTER HAVEN FARMS . E',O-NO\.!'-L'Z;E
lLLINI MANAGEMENT, INC. SWINE FARM . 30-Nov-12;
Independence Pork + 30-Nov-12,
EJ & V Probst . 30-Nov-12,
J B. Tqmmermann Farms, Inc. & 30-Now-12}E
| jakobs Base Jakobs, David - Base Feedlot 30-Nov-12;
rJakobs David - Blacktop Feedlot f 30-Nov- 12
FANSSEN FARM i 30-Nov- 12
:JARDEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP P 30-Nov- 121‘
b D PORK, LLC ! 30-Nov-12.
?TECKEL PORK FARM | 30-Nov-12,
JET Farm | 30-Nov- 12
[IOHNSON FARMS 7 30-Nov-12;
JRT FARMS INC. 30-Nov- 12
KALLAL BROS. | 30-Now- 12§
Kampwerth Pork T ~_30-Nov- 12
KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM 30-Nov- 12{
KINGSDALE FARMS, INC. _ 30-Nov-12|
KJILEY KENT - SWINE FAClLITY ~30-Nov-12:
KITLEY, TRACY- SWINE FARM-GODU | 30-Nov-12;
KJ-MImVI Pork and Gram Range Farm o __30-Nov- 12
KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM 30-Nov- _1_2%
Kruckeburg ) ~ 30-Nov-12
L & M PORK FARM 30-Nov-12
LAKAMP BRAD 30-Nov-12;
LANHAM, INC _30-Nov-12
LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP 30-Nov-12
LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN 30-Nov-12!




‘Facility Name -

T

[ =inputDate,. ]

ectronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office :

LINCOLN FARM CORP - HOME FARM
LINCOLNLAND HOG FARM
LINDBOM SWINE FARM

LITTLE TIMBER, LLC

LOGEMAN, KE\_/I_N HOG FARM

Lone _Wil[ow USA, Inc.

LONESOME ACRES, LLC

iLuebbers, Edwin Hog Farm

IMARK RAY CATTLE FARM
{Maschhoff Pork - KUJAWA FACILITY
-Maschhoff Pork (Florida Facility)
?Maschhoff Pork (Georgia)
MASCHHOFF PORK (NEW MINDEN FACILITY)
Maschhoff Pork Farm (HOME)
;MASCHHOFFS ARMINGTON
‘MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #1
|MASCHHOFFS - BAY CREEK #2 / #3
"MASCHHOFFS - CAMPBELL FARMS
FMAS_CHHOFFS - EAST RIDGE

MASCHHOFFS - LANING 1

MASCHHOFFS - LANING 2

MASCHHOFFS - OLD SCHOOL PORK
LM_as_cr_l_hgffs Riverview Genetics, Ltd.
Maytown Pork

McClure Farms

IMCCLURE SWINE FARM - MEDIA FACILITY
MCCUNE FARM #1

Meier Pork

METZGER STEVE URSA

MIDWEST POULTRY SERVICES HI GRADE EGG
MILLER FARMS

MILLS HOG FARM

Mondt Dairy

MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER

MOSS FARMS INC.
MSSA HOG FACILITY - BREESE
LMurphy Farms Sow Facility EIm River

MONTICELLO PORK WEST L.L.C-SCALES MOUND 7

G-

_30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12;
30-Nov-12f

30—Nov-12
30-Nov-12

30—N0v-12§

~ 30-Nov-12°

30-Nov-12:
3‘0-N0v-12"
30-Nov-12-
30-Nov-12,
30-Nov- 12

© 30-Nov- 12

30-Nov- 12‘

- 30-Nov-12,

30-Nov-12;

30-Nov-12

~ 30-Nov-12

~ 30-Nov-12
3OTN,°,V'%2_

© 30-Nov-12

~ 30-Nov-12}
30-Nov-12

~ 30-Nov-12|
~ 30-Nov-12

30-Nov-12.

30-Nov-12;
30-Nov-12

30-Nov-12

;
30-Nov-12!

30-N0v—12_

39-Nov-12§

30-Nov-12

30-Nov-12

30-Nov- 12

7 30-Nov—12;

RI12023(A), [EPA Answers Attachments
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IMurphy Farms Sow Facnhty Lakeview
i‘Murph\,r Farms Sgu!_Fa(_:lhty Mt. Erie

LRancho Canteraﬁj_

Mussman‘s Back Acres, Inc.

NEW DOMINION FARMS - ARCHERY BALD EAGLE

NEW DOMINION FARMS - DEER RUN

Newcomer, John
NORDMAN FEEDLOTS INC,
NORTH FORK PORK LLC
Northwest IIllm Feedlot
OAK GROVE LLC

O LEARY SWINE FARM

O'LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRIST NORTH
rKo LEARY SWINE FARM - GILCHRIST SOUTH
{PARAGON PORK

PAULUS FARM

iPearI Valley Eggs
PEUGH SWINE FARM SHANER SITE

PFUNDSTEIN DALE

?PHIL VOCK FARM
?PHILS FRESH EGGS

PINE RIDGE FARMS

IPINNACLE GENETICS, LLC
Porcme Farms, LLC

PORK HILL FARM

PRAIRIE LAND PORK HOME SITE

PRAIRIE LAND PORK NORTH SITE

PRAIRIE STATE GILTS, LTD.
PRIME PORK, Inc.
PROPHETSTOWN PORK, LLC
R & ] GRAIN & LIVESTOCK
R3E Pork LLC

RANDY EDMUNDS SWINE FARM
Ratermann Bros.
Ravens Livestock and Farms Inc.
RED OAK H|LLS LLC

ﬁh,e“ Byington

RICH PORK FARM

e ———
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30-Nov-12!
18-Jan-13;
09-Jan-13'
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30- Nov- 12
30-Nov-12
30-Noy-12|
30-Nov-12]
30- Nov__l_l{
30-Nov-12.
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12,
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12j
30-Nov-12!
30-Nov-12,
30-Nov-12:
30-Nov-12/
30-Nov-12|
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12}
30‘”0‘?‘1?%
30-Nov-12:
30-Nov- 12€§
30-Nov- 12
30-Nov-12|
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12!
30-Nov-12

18Jan-13
30-Nov-12!
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tRICH LANE DAIRY FARM
RLH Farms Inc _
Rob Wood Farms, Inc.
Rodgers John - Swine

SAND RIDGE PORK LLC
SAND STONE NORTH LLC
SAND STONE SOUTH LLC

Schabacher Swme farm
Schiedary Farms

'SCHWARTZKOPF FARMS
ISEABAUGH PORK
Seabaugh Pork Farms _
Seabaugh Pork-Breese

' SEAMAN PORK

I’SF VENTURES, LLC

SIMPSON FARMS INC

Slms Enterprises, Inc
SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM
STEAK CITY

Strtzel 'Hog Farm

Stone Ridge Dairy Facﬂ:ty
‘STRIBLING HOG FARM
lSTROUT CROSSING LLC
rSturtevant Hog Farms
EJ'AYLOR, CHARLES

‘_THE HIGHLANDS, LLC _
ITHOMAS JEFF HOG FARM I
Tlmber Ridge Pork _
[TIMBERLINE LLC - PSM

Tfmmermann Ron Hog Farm o
Triple DFarms, Inc.

Triple V Farms
jULRICH, ELMER FARM

SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK INC.

SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS

ROSE ACRE FARMS, L.L.C. - DONOVAN
ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN)

SOGGY BOTTOM SOW FACILITY l‘ o

= e g =

TS0 -

30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12!
30-Nov-12.
30-Nov-12;
30-Nov- 12
30-Nov 12
30-Nov- 125
30—Nov-12(§
30-Nov-12]
30-Nov-12!
30-Nov- 12
30-Nov-12;
30-Nov- 12_
30-Nov-12
30-Jan-14
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12;
30-Nov-12,
30—N0v—12_%
30-Nov-12:
30-Nov-12
30-N0v-12::
30-Nov-12;
30-Nov-12:
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Noy-12

30-Nov-12
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iVAREL DAIRY

EVEATCH AND SONS INC. LIVESTOCK FARM
Watk Stock Farm, Inc. - Unit #2

iWEBEL RICHARD R FARMS INC

WEBER BEEF, INC l

WEBSTER MARKA FARMS INC.

\WESTERN CREEK FARMS, LLC
Westrldge Dairy LLC #1 West Ridge Dairy LLC
WEYDERT HOG CONFINEMENT

WILD ROSE FARMS, INC.

PWILDCAT FARM§, LLC

Wilder Farms {Miller-Davis)

-FWiIder Farms Elevator

‘WILLIAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM

WIN PRODUCTIONS BEARDSTOWN

[Win Productions, LLC - Winchester

WINTERS CREEK INC.

'WONDER FARM

uWONDERLAND RANCH

[YOUNG, BOB LIVESTOCK FARM

TV G VPR PPN
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30-N0v-12j
30-Nov-12!
30-Now-12,
30-Nov-12;
30-Nov-12
30-N0v-12{
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12;
30- Now—12E
30- Nov-12v
30- Nov-lrzj
30-Nov-12|
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12,
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12
30-Nov-12






