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ILLINOIS CITIZENS FOR CLEAN AIR & WATER 

Via email and certified mail 

Administrator Stephen Johnson 
johnson.stephen@epa.gov 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Ariel Rios Building 
1200 PennsylvaJi.ia Avenue, N. W. 
Mail Code: I 0 !!A 
Washington, DC 20460 

Regional Administrator Mary A. Gade 
gade.mary@epa_gov 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
77 W. Jackson Boulevard 
Mail Code: R-19J 
Chicago, IL 60604 

March 27, 2008 

PETITION FOR WITHDRAWAL OF THE 
NATIONAL POLLUTA.t'IT DISCHARGE ELJMINA TION SYSTEM PROGRAM 

DELEGA TJON FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS 

Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (ICCA W)' 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 Stale of Illinois. This Petition 
is made because the Illinois 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 Illinois' 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 

I ICCA W is a ~Liltc-wklc ~:oulition of individuals and community groups con~:emed with t.he t11Vin.>wm:ntlll. huffilln h~alth. i111cl quality of Iii~ i..wpao.:t~ of large-scale, 

indusLriaiU:ed livestock production facilities. The orl!'lnizatiou has o~ 70 members from \'llrious counties tll.rougbout the Stale. The rmjority of ill; mem~ are !ilmily fwmcr!i and 

rural residents that iii~ ne:Jr lnq;e-scale livestock fucilitie.~ and have been adver>ely impacted by the 'flToblems they create. 

:! National Pro\lut~nt Discharge Elimination Sy~aem Memonmclum of Af!rcement bct,.,·ecn the Jllinoi~ Emironmental Prrotection Agency and the United Stntes 

Efl\ironlllfntal Prote("'iOn A~ncy Region \'(May I 2, 1977). 
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fourth largest concentration of large-scale hog confinements in the United States-' As of 2005, 
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 Operations (AFOs) are among the leading sources of water pollution in the 
United States-' According to the TEPA's 2004 Water Quality Report, over 85 percent of the total 
public lake acreage in Illinois is impaired.' Agriculture is identified as one of the leading 
causes-' Agriculture is also responsible for 73 percent of Illinois' river and stream impairment." 
This is nearly double the percentage of pollution from municipal point sources and almost three 
times more than from urban mnoff' Further, although the percentage offish 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.'0 Since 1997, 22 
fish kills attributable to manure related pollution have been documented'' Consequently, the 
TEPA'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 ofCAFOs that discharge into 
waters of the State. Unlike the other Region 5 States, the TEPA has not even determined which 
CAFOs do, in fact, discharge and therefore 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 Unittd Stales Depanment of Agriculture ~ationnl Ag:ric-ultur.~l Statistics Service, The Census of Agric-ulture 2002 ~ll$U~ Puhlkation. av:~ilable at: 

http://II'.,.W.agcensu~.usdn.gov!Publi~atiuns120021index.asp; sec alsu F.....xl & Wntc-r Watch. Tuffiing FallJlS into Factori~: How the Umc~"T!tr&iun of Animal Agrkultun: Thrc31cns 

HWillltl Heahh, the Environment. and Kurol Communilic.!., Corupauion Map (July 20()7). a\oailable at: <http://ll"w.foodandwat~rv.·atcb.or_)!>. 

4 Illinois En\'imnmo::ntal CO\lncil Educatio:'l Fund, lllinoi~ En,ironmental Brieling Book ~005-~00(, {~006), 111. :20-21, available at: 

<hltp://www .ilen vi ro.orglpublitationslfiles/~Ons brielingbCiol.pdl'>. 

5 El'A. National Water Quality lm'tntory: Repor1to Congres.s, 2002 Reponing Cycle, ill';liiable at:< bt1p:l/wv.w.ep.o..go,·.IJ05bl2002reportl>. 

<i Illinois EPA. Illinoi~ Water Quulity S<·ction 305(h) Rtpmt, AppcnUiA D (2004).ll1 2. uvailablt· at: <b.ttp:l/'o1-ww.epa.$latdl.u~lll'a\1.'!/wa1cr-quality/J05hl305h-

7 Jd. at 4. 

!I Green Media Tnolsh,j, Scorecard: Pollmion Lo~:~~tor. Leading Source~ of Water Quali-ry lmp~irment (hnuary 200~). 11\~ilahle at: <http~1fwww.scoll'card.orglcnv

rele-aseo;lv.'llter/cw~-sources>. 

9IU. 

tO Clean Water Nctv.-ork. Spilling s~oi!l: A Surv~:y of factory Farm WateJ" Pollution in 1999 (December 1999). at 14: sec also lzaak Walton League, Firll Kill Ad1·isory 

Network: Po!lmion Events by Kuowu Genernl Source (June 2004). uwilsblc at: h.ttp://66.155.R.::!09.'grnpb.icslfishkill!ag_e~nls_ v~>oth.ez-~;.pdl>. 

11 Isaak Wallr>n L~ap.te, Fish Kill Advisory 1\'etv.·ork Online Databa!'e (1isited March 13, 200!!). available at: <http://(-.6.155.R.1U9/fi~ill/fi:_search.asp>. 

12 Dncumem~ obT~in~d from the !EPA via th~ Freedom oflnformotion Aet. Febmnry 2008; see also Diamond. Danielle, n!inois Failure to Regulate Concentrntcd 

. .>uJ.i.J:Iml Feedinl!. Orx-r:ations inAccorUuuce wilh the FedcrJI Clean Water Acl, II Drnk~ Journal of Agri~uhura) l.:lw 2, 185-224 (Summer 2006). at 210 (cit~ a corrununication will.t 

Bru~ Yurdin, !EPA PciiiLit; Di"ision, March II, 2oon. 
13 ld. 
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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 CAFOs are. virtually unregulated. 

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

According to 40 C.P.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, Hlinois' failures warrant withdrawal of the State's NPDES 
program delegation. 

PETITIONER'S ARGUMENT 

ILLINOIS' FAILURE TO MEET ITS NPDES OBLIGATIONS 
REGARDING CAFOs ruSTIFIES WITHDRAWAL OF ITS NPDES DELEGATION 

40 C.P.R. ' 123.63 sets forth the criteria for State program withdrawal as follows: 

40 C.P.R. ' 123.63 (a) 

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

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

(ii) 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 ofthis part, including: 

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

14 fo1 e:o>~~IDjlle. in an April9. 2007 meeting bet'!Oo·een coocenJed citizens il!ld the li!PA, the IJ:PA declined citizen requests to de\'~ lop 11!1. inventory of Illinois CAt"Os 

and n:quire NPDES rcrmRs of lcrwv.n dischnrs~~. 
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(ii) Repeated issuance of permits which do not conform to the 
requirements 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: 

(i) Failure to act on violations of permits or other program 
requirements; 

(ii) Failure to seek 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 incorporate the NPDES permitting implementation procedures 
promulgated by the State, Tribe, or EPA pursuant to 40 CFR part 132 into 
individual permits. 

Illinois 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) 
listed above. Additional concerns relating to the conduct of the State of Illinois regarding the 
regulation ofCAFOs are aJso included in the conclusion of this Petition. 

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

Pursuant to' 123.63(a)(2), a State's program qualifies for withdrawal when: i) 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 
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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)(i) and the State fails to conform 
to the CWA's public participation requirements under' 123.63(a)(2)(iii). 

A. Illinois fails to exercise control over activities required to be regulated, including 
failure to issue permits. 

This Petition satisfies the second criterion for State program withdrawal pursuant to ' 
!23.63(a)(2)(i) because the !EPA 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 CAFOs discharge and therefore need permits; ii) the Agency is 
not issuing coverage under their General NPDES permit or individual permits; and iii) the 
Agency is not issuing permits to known dischargers. Since it is not issuing NPDES pem1its, it 
can not do inspections to detennine whether NPDES pennit requirements are being met. As a 
result, the State is failing to meet its legal obligation to protect waters of the State from CAFO 
related water pollution. 

i} ThelEPA has not conducted comprehensive inspections to determine 
which CAFOs need permits. 

The CW A 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 
CW A specifically defmes the term "point source" to include CAFOs.'' Despite this clear 
mandate, Illinois has failed to issue permits to CAFOs that discharge into waters of the United 
States. 

As of October 200 I, 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 !EPA 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 !EPA staff, have knowledge ofthe 

15 33 U.S.C. § 134~fil). 

16 ld. §§ 13111a). 1342. 

17 ld. § 1362(14). To be considctcd a CAFO. n facility must fu·st be ddim;d as an Animal fe<:diu_gOpcmtion (AfO). 40 C.F.R. ~ 122.23(b) (2). An AFO means a lol 

or faciliiY wberr lhe follo~>ing condition~ rue me1: -1) anin:"h h.a\>e been, are, or will be ~tabled or confined and fed or JII.'IinuUncd for a total of 45 days or more- in any 1:! month 

period. 11!ld 2) cJDps. ve"getntion. forngc £1'0Wlh. or post hn!".'est residue-s are not susLaine-d in the normal gro,.:ins season 01>er any portion of the lot or facility.~ ld. § 1:!2.23(b) (!). 

An AFO ITill)' be considerNia CAFO depending on it~ sizr nndfor ,,:hether or not it dischnrge~. Td. § 122.23(b) (3). 

I R Environmental L:~w Institute. Slate Regulation 11f Animal Feeding Operations: Sc1•en State SumlD!!Iic~ (2003), a\ 23. a>'llilahle at: 

<httpJ/~>."\1.'\\' .c\istorc.orl!/!)atalpnxluctsld 13-02n. pdl'>. 

19 EPA. Pennitliug for Emiroru:nmtal Result!;. NPDES Profile: filinois {2004) at II. a'-ailable at: <http://~~o'V.w,epa.govlnpde$1pubslillinoiV _finai_JJrofile.pdf>. 
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actual whereabouts of the majority of AFOs in Illinois." Without knowing where the facilities 
are located, the Agency cannot identify and inspect facilities to determine which ones discharge 
and therefore are subject to NPDES regulations. As such, the Agency is not exercising control 
over activities required to be regulated. 

ii) The !EPA is not issuing coverage under Illinois· General NPDES Permit 
·or individual permits. 

In addition to the IEPA's failure to detem1ine which facilities are subject to NPDES regulations, 
the Agency has failed to issue CAFO NPDES permits. Since 1977 the !EPA has only issued 
approximately 40 NPDES permits to CAFOs, all of which are presently expired. 2L Although 
some of the previously pennittcd facilities have been required to have pennits 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 failed to renew their permits, reissue these 
permits, or grant coverage under the General Permit for CAFOs." If these facilities are still 
operating, they are now doing so without being subject to NPDES permit monitoring and 
reporting requirements. Further, although the !EPA issued a revised General Permit in 2004," 
not one facility has been issued coverage under it." This is despite the fact that a number of 
facilities submitted permit applications." Hence, as of this date, not 011e CAFO in Illinois has an 
active !EPA issued NPDES permit. 

iii) The !EPA is not issuing individual or General Penni! coverage to known 
dischargers and, as a result, not requiring regular impections to 
detennine 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 !EPA'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 S~ Diamond supra n(lle 11, at 19U-l91 {citing a communkaUon with Steve Jann and Arnie kdcr. Region 5 Uoited Slates En1·iron~ntal rro1ec1.ion Agency. 

January 5. 2006). 

21 DoL1.llllents obtained from the IEPA via the Freedom oflnfolllllltion Act (Fcbrullt}' 2008); see al~o Environull.'ntal L.:lwlru;titut~. rupr.! noll." IS. at 23; Diamund. 

sttpru note 12, at 210 (citing a communkation with Bruce YurUin, !.EPA Permi~ Division, l\tar~h II. 2005);. 

::!:! Documents obt:Jined from rbe !EPA \ia the .Freedom ofln(Orm;t\i[JI! Act(febru:uy 100!11. 

13 IE!' A. NJ'DES Permit No. IL.-\01 (20114). 

24 DIXUmems oblained from the IEP A via !he Freedom of information ACI (February 2008). 

25 Ernuil m~-:;~ag~ from Bruce Yurdin, IErA Pcrmi1s Divisinn (O~:tub~r 30. 2007). 

:!6 IEPA l:lweau of Wo!el'. Illinois EPA Lh·e:~tock PrDI!f'll!l, :!00 I Li\'tStock facilicy (nvestigation Allnual Rc:por1 (2001 ). at 4, available m; 

<hl!p:/1\vu·w .cp~.stnte.il.o sfwoterfcaiO lrepons/2001 -IJ\~e~tock-annual.pdt-> 
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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). 27 Although specific water pollution statistics are not available in the 
report, the identification of the actual sources of water pollution is indicative of the fact that that 
Illinois' CAFOs 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 facilities 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 I ,200 head dairy in 1999 marked the fourth pollution violation by the same facility29 

When these facilities discharged, they were required to apply for NPDES pennits as a matter of 
law. Despite this, the JEP A failed to issue any permits. 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 J\rpDES permits. As such, the IEP A cannot 
adequately assess or ensure these facilities are operating in compliance with NPDES permit 
requirements. 

The !EPA has improperly stated its intent to wait until EPA finalizes its 2003 CAFO Rule 
revisions in response to the Second Circuit's Waterkeeper decision before requiring CAFO 
dischargers to have NPDES permits. 311 Illinois is the only State in Region 5 that has not 
identified large industrial CAFOs that discharge and therefore require NPDES permits." The 
CW A definitively prohibits all point source discharges unless the discharge is in compliance 
with an NPDES permit." It 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 CAFOs with actual discharges seek NPDES coverage has 
never been questioned. The !EPA, however, has consistently failed to issue 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 

27 ld. at6. 

28 See IEPA Bureau of Water, Illinois EPA Liv•·stod; Pro~m. Livestock Facility [n"cstigation Annual Rcrorts (1999-2005). availabk at: 

<bllp~11wW»' .cpn.sts~. il. usfwatclicafoln:porulindcx.html >. 

29 Oe;m Wata Ne,..,.urk, SpLits & Kills: Manure Pollution und America's Live~tock Fe..-dlot~ (2000). 111 20. 

3(1 Staten~nt made by JErA omcinls nl ~n April 9. 20U7 m~ding wilh concemed ciliLens. 

31 See Diamond. supra note 12. a1 liJ-119. 

32 33 U.S.C. ~§ !3Jl(n).l342 

33 Walcrkccper Allioucc, Inc. v. CPA. 399 F.3d 486 (2ndCir. 20:l5). 

34 40 C.F.R. ~ 122..2l(nJ. 
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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 stom1 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.36 

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 ofCAFOs 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. If a 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 !EPA has a duty ensure they comply with permit requirements. 

In summary, Illinois has failed assess how many CAFOs in Illinois are required to have NPDES 
permits, fuiled to issue permit coverage to CAFOs applying for NPDES pennits, and failed to 
issue permits to those identified as requiring pennits. Because unpermitted facilities are not 
subject to regular reporting and inspection requirements, the Agency cannot adequately 
determine which CAFOs, 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 second c1iterion for withdrawal of its delegated authority under ' 123.63(a)(2)(i). 

B. Illinois fails to 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)(iii). 

The CW A 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. Revis~ Kational Pollut.lnt Diseharji- Elimin:nion System Permit Regulation and Effiuent Limita'li(ln Guide! inn for Conccmratcd Animal ffeding. Opcr:ni(lns 

in Rc~punsc to "'ntcrkecperDccision, 7J Fed. Reg 37,749. 37.784 (pwposcJ Junt 30. 2006) (hill~· wilifi~ nt 40 C.F.R. pts. 122 and 4J2). 

36 ld. 

37 33 U.S.C. § 1::!51(c). 
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hearing" before any NPDES permit issues," and that a "copy of each pennit 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 maintain viable NPDES pennits for CAFOs it, by default, does 
not provide the public an opportunity to participate in the regulatory process. NPDES permits 
are critical to the CW A 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 !EPA 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 ofthe CW A. 

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 oflnformationAct (FOIA). On September 12,2007 concerned 
citizens submitted a FOIA request to the IEP A seeking, among other documents, all pending 
CAFO NPDES pennit applications. The !EPA 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 inspection and/or copying at the IEP A headquarters 
by appointment. 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 IEP A 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. Furthennore, the State has denied citizens reasonable 
access to pennit 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 CW A. 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)(iii). 

3~ ld. § lli2(n).fb). 

39 !d. § I ~4:!(j). 

40 !d. § 1365(a). 

-ll !d. ~ 1?.4:!(j). 

42 ld. 
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In surrunary, this Petition satisfies the second criterion for State program withdrawal pursuant to 
' 123.63( a)(2) because the State oflllinois is failing to exercise control over activities required to 
be regulated and is failing to comply with the CWA's public participation requirements. 

II. 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: i) failure to act on violations of permits or other program requirements; ii) 
failure to seek adequate enforcement penalties 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 monitor and inspect 
activities subject to regulation under' 123.63(a)(3)(iii). 

A. lllinois fails to inspect and monitor activities subject to regulation. 

This Petition satisfies the third criterion for State program withdrawal because the IEP A 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 cornerstone of effective NPDES 
program implementation. To ensure regulations are abided by, authorized States must have and 
use means of monitoring and inspecting CAFOs for compliance. Accordingly, States are 
required to have "inspection and surveillance procedures to determine 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 oftbe facilities and activities subject to regulation."" Illinois fuils to comply with 
these requirements because the IEP A has not made a comprehensive survey of all AFOs to 
determine which ones are CAFOs which discharge and are therefore subject to regulation. As a 
result, the Agency has failed to inspect and monitor CAFOs subject to NPDES requirements. 
Further, by not issuing required permits the Agency by default is not monitoring and inspecting 
activities subject to regulation. 

-13 40 c.r.R. § m.26!hJllJ. 

44 ld. § l23.26(b)[2l. 
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The IEPA has not properly assessed all CAFOs in Illinois. The !EPA only has about four staff 
members conducting inspections of the estimated 35,000 livestock fdcilities in the State.45 The 
IEP A does not know where the majority of these facilities are located, nor do they know which 
ones arc polluting. 111inois has inventory information for only about 30 percent of the estimated 
500 Large CAFOs 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 lllinois." 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 !EPA'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 facilities subject to NPDES 
requirements. 

Illinois' enforcement program also fails to comply with the CW A because the IEP A is not 
issuing required permits, which by default means the Agency is not monitoring and inspecting 
activities subject to regulation. 

Because the IEPA is unaware of the location of the vast majority of livestock operations in 
Illinois, the Agency is unable to assess which facilities are subject to regulation. Fmiher, by not 
issuingrequired pennits, 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 ' I23.63 (a)(3)(iii). 

In summa1y, this Petition satisfies the third criterion for State program withdrawal pursuant to ' 
123.63(a)(3) because the State of Illinois fails to inspect and monitor activities subject to 
regulation. 

III. 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 tenns of the Memorandum of Agreement required under' 123.24. lllinois' 
N PDES program for CAFOs meets this criterion for withdrawal because the State has failed to 
comply with the Memorandum of Agreement between the !EPA and EPA Region 5.49 

45 See Diamond, suprn note 12, nt ::oS (The !EPA ~flinncd this finding in a mec1ing with con=ed citizens on April 9. 2007). 

41i EPA, ll NPVES Pmf!l<'. supr11nnte 19, at II. 

47 See Diamond supra note I:!. at 190-\Sil {citin£ a communication .,,.ith Steve JaJlll and Arnie Leder. Re-gion 5 United Slates Envimnmemnl Protection Ag:ncy. 

JanU31)' 5, 2006). 

48 Clean Wat~ ~etwork. supr.1 n1>te 29.111 20 

-49 .NncionaJ Pollu!D.ut JJisdwlrt£C Elimination Sysl~m MC[Jlornndum of Agn:cmcnt btM'CCU lb~ illinois Environmental Protcctitnt A~ucy and the Uuited States 

Envirolliil..'"I!tal Prottelicm Agency Region V (Mlly 12. 1977). 
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Pursuant to the Memorandum of Agreement, the State is required to "[ e ]xpeditiously process and 
issue 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 IEP A to review all CAFO permit applications and act upon those applications.'" 
IEPA has failed to abide by these agreements. 

According to a list ofCAFO NPDES permit applicants included in the IEPA's response to the 
September 12,2007 FOIA request, at least 16 facilities have submitted permit 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 pennits from October 27, 
2004 thru August 8, 2005 did not receive notice that their applications were determined to be 
incomplete submissions until April 16, 2007. 52 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 IEP A has failed to 
expeditiously process and issue permits as required under the Memorandum of Agreement. The 
Agency bas 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 Agreement, and has failed to review and act upon all CAFO permit applications 
as required under the corresponding Performance Partnership Agreements, Illinois' :NPDES 
program meets the fourth criterion for withdrawal under' 123.63 (a)(4). 

In SU!mnary, this Petition satisfies the fourth criterion for Stale 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. 

5U lEI'A. FY 20()6,12007 l'erfomlance J'nnnen;llip Agr.:en'IC'nt Between Illinois .EI'A and Region 5. USEr.-\. at 55. a1'llil~ble at: <http:l/w.,.w.epa.state.il.us/ppalppa

fy2006.pdf.> (1isited Janunry 25, 2008): IEPA, FY 2005.1::!006 l'erformance Pannmbip .1\~eeme~t Between Illinois EPA and Region 5, USEPA, at 68. available at: 

<http:/h•ww.cp:~.state.il.u'lippa'ppa-fy2005.pdf.> (vi~ited January 2~, 2008). 

51 Doruments obtained from the IEP.~ via the freedom oflnformatiou Act 1 September :!OIJ7). 

5:! DDrument~ obta.ined from the_IEPA \ia the Freedom of lnfonnlltion 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 Illinois of its ongoing violations of the CWA, and request 
that EPA withdraw its approval oflllinois' 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 CW A. 

Illinois will need to revise its CAFO NPDES permitting scheme to comply with the CW A. The 
tem1s of nutrient management plans must be made part oflllinois' General Permit for CAFOs, as 
well as any individual permits. Nutrient management plans must also be made available to the 
public. 

The CW A unequivocally provides that all applicable effluent limitations must be included in 
each NPDES penni!. 53 The Waterkeeper decision held that the tenns 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 permits, the EPA CAFO Rule violated the CW A. 54 

At present, Illinois' General Permit is not in compliance with the CWA because the nutrient 
management plan is not incorporated into its terms. Although the permifrequires 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 be made part 
of the General Permit, as well as any individual permit, in order to be consistent with the 
requirements of the CW A. 

Further, the CW A definitively states that "[p Jublic 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 pennit issues," and that a "copy of each permit application 
and each permit issued under this section shall be available to the public,"SR and that "any 
citizen" may bring a civil suit for violations of the Act." 

53 33 U.S.C §§ Dll(n}-(b), 1342(a). 

54 W3terkeqler Alli.!!rtc~.Jnc. ''· F:PA, 399 f.3d 486.502 (:!d Cir. 2005). 

55 !EPA. NPDES I'C'ITTiil No. !LAO!. Special Condition S(e)(iv) (21Hl-~). 

56 33 u.s.c. § l25!Ct). 

57 ill.§ 134l(a)-ftl). 

58 ld. § D-l2UJ. 

~9 Jd. § I365{a\. 

13 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



* VPDF 

Click Here & Upgrade 
Expanded Features 

Unlimited Pages 

I ...... '! I 

Com P::.:l.::.e.:.:te:....._ ___ ___..l 

Illinois' 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 Pe1mit merely requires 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. 60 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 CW A, 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, 

Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water 

Kendall M. Thu, Ph.D., Representative 
609 Parks ide Drive 
Sycamore, IL 60178 
kleppesumn@aol.com 
815-895-6319 

Cc: Douglas P. Scott, !EPA Director 
doug. scot t@illinoi s.gov 

60 U:PA.NI'Ot:S Permit No. !LAO. Special Condition .51 e) (2~). 

r,1 :n u.s.c. § t::!5Hc-). 
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I. Executive Summary 

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

o identify CAFOs subject to regulation; 
o issue permits to CAFOs; 
o inspect to determine whether or not facilities are CAFOs subject to NPDES requirements 

and are in compliance with those requirements; 
o exercise its enforcement authorities to ensure compliance by CAFOs with NPDES 

requirements; 
o provide for public participation in the permitting and enforcement process; and 
o meet its commitments to EPA under the terms of the original program authorization in 

1977 and ongoing work planning agreements. 

The petitioners also expressed concern that fllinois EPA needs to revise its permitting process to 
comply with EPA's revised NPDES regulations and effluent limitations guidelines for CAFOs. 
While the petition and EPA's review focuses on Illinois' alleged failure to fully implement the 
CAFO portion of its program, any action to withdraw the State's program 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 Attorney General's Office. EPA conducted these activities from December 2008 
to 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 initial 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 patticu\ar, 
lllinois EPA must: 

o issue 1\lJ'DES permits to CAFOs that are required to be permitted under NPDES 
regulations, 

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

1 \Vhere this report references "results" or "our review··, those terms refer to the initial results of the informal 
investigation conducted under 40 CFR 123.64(b )(I). 
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• revise its inspection process for livestock and poultry facilities to enable the Agency to 
determine and track whether inspected facilities arc 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 ofNPDES requirements, 

• take timely and appropriate enforcement to address noncompliance by CAFOs, 
• require that, where a facility has discharged or is designed, constructed, operated or 

maintained such that it will discharge, Illinois EPA's enforcement response must also 
address the CAFO's failure to apply for an NPDES permit, 

• ensure that sufficient resources are maintained to issue or deny pe1mits, as well as for 
inspections and enforcement ofNPDES requirements for CAFOs, and 

• establish technical standards for nutrient 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 20 I 0. 

II. Introduction 

This report describes the results of an informal investigation of the NPDES program that the 
Illinois EPA administers to protect 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 CAFOs. On 
February 20, 2009, Illinois Citizens, joined by the Environmental Integrity Project (EIP), 
submitted a supplement to the petition to provide EPA with addiiional information obtained 
subsequent to the filing of the original petition. EPA approved the Illinois EPA to administer the 
NPDES program in the State oflllinois 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 pollutant or combination of pollutants from a 
point source to waters of the United States. It 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 seck coverage under an 
NPDES penn it if the CAFO discharges or proposes to discharge. A CAFO proposes to 
discharge if it is designed, constructed, operated or maintained such that a discharge will occur 
(40 CFR §122.23(d)(l) (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 
Illinois 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 
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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: (I) the submission ofNPDES permit applications to, and processing of 
NPDES pennit 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) slate enforcement 
authority (see 40 CFR § 123.27). 

The Clean Water Act,§ 402(c)(J), 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 accordance 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: 

(I) Where the state's legal authority no longer meets the requirements of Part I 23, 
including: 
(i) Failure of the state to promulgate or enact new authorities when necessary; or 
(ii) 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 40 
CFR Part 123, including: 
(i) Failure to exercise control over activities required to be regulated under Part 123, 

including failure to issue pem1its; 
(ii) Repeated issuance of permits which do not conform to the requirements of Part 

123; or 
(iii) Failure to comply with the public participation requirements of Part 123. 

(3) Where the state's enforcement program fails to comply with the requirements of Part 
123, including: 
(i) Failure to act on violations of permits or other program requirements; 
(ii) Failure to seek 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 tem1s of the Memorandum 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 CAPOs, any action to withdraw lllinois' program would affect the entire 
program, not just the element pertaining to CAFOs. For point sources other than CAFOs, Illinois 
EPA has issued 1713 individual NPDES permits, and many more authorizations to discharge 
under general NPDES permits. 
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III. Petitioners' Allegations 

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

• Illinois EPA has failed to issue pem1its to facilities that require them. 

• Illinois EPA has failed to make a comprehensive snrvey'oflivestock facilities in Illinois 
to determine which ones are subject to CW A NPDES requirements. 

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

• Illinois fails to inspect and monitor activities subject to regulation. 

• Illinois EPA has not conducted comprehensive inspections to detennine which CAFOs 
need NPDES permits. 

• lllinois 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. 

• Illinois EPA has failed to comply with the tenns of the Memorandum of Agreement 
required under 40 CFR § 123.24, and Environment.al Performance Partnership 
Agreements between lllinois EPA and EPA. 

• Illinois EPA failed to make available to the public a copy of each l\1l'DES 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 eta/ v. EPA. 
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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 Attomey General's Office staf:tperson 

Illinois CAFO File Reviews 
Permit applications 
Compliance inspection reports 
Complaint investigations 
Enforcement actions 

Document Reviews 
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System, Memorandum of Agreement between 

the Illinois EPA and the EPA Region 5, October 23, 1977 
Illinois Performance Partnership Agreements, 2000-2009 
Illinois EPA 2004 Enforcement Management System 

Meetings 
Members of Illinois Citizens regarding lllinois EPA's response to complaints 

Pennit Application Review: The review team reviewed 16 permitapplication files at two field 
offices, the Rockford Field Office and the Peoria Field Office. Reviews focused on the 
circumstances leading up to applications for permit coverage, and Illinois 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 Illinois EPA's 
NPDES program for CAFOs. The SRF is a tool that EPA uses to evaluate state performance in 
the NPDES corhpliance and enforcement program in a nationally consistent manner. The 
Framework provides a means to evaluate elements essential to tbe 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 each of four Field Offices 
(Rockford, Peoria, Champaign and Marion/Collinsville). 
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V. Results 

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

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

• Our findings as to the manner in which the Illinois NPDES program for CAFOs is 
actually being implemented. The discussion addresses whether Illinois EPA meets the 
minimum requirements for state programs set forth in 40 CFR 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 lLCS 511 
(the Act), at Title III and X. The State of Illinois implements its 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 (lAC) Subtitle C (Water Pollution) and Subtitle E 
(Agriculture Related Pollution). See 35 lAC 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 inspection and monitoring 
requirements. Illinois Environmental Protection Act 415 ILCS 5/1, Sections II and 13. The Act 
directs the Board to adopt requirements, standards, and procedures which will enable 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 i11 permits. 35 lAC Sections 304 and 309. Section 309 establishes 
permit application requirements, including for animal waste facilities. Existing discharges are 
required to apply as ofthe effective date of the regulations, and new livestock facilities that are 
required to obtain a permit must apply no later than 180 days in advance ofthe 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. 

351AC 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 CW A application requirements and feedlot effluent 
guidelines. The section requires specified persons operating livestock management facilities or 
livestock waste-handling facilities to apply for NPDES pennits, although the threshold numbers 
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and types of animals that meet the State's criteria for operations required to apply for penn it 
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 lAC Section 502.1 02. EPA removed this exclusion from the 
federal 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 pennits, and to provide ongoing, timely and adequate review 
of permits. The MOA also commits Illinois EPA to 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 warranted2

. 

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 issue 
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) document3

. Illinois EPA's Bureau of Water- Field 
Operations Section (FOS) evaluates compliance and engages in enforcement activities. This 
work is done by personnel at both the Headqnarters and Field Offices. The Headqnarters Office 
is largely responsible for policy decisions, guidelines, regulatory interpretations, and fonnal 
enforcement actions, while the field offices conduct compliance assnrance 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.S, annual commitments are further detailed in a two-year environmental Perfonnance 
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: arld the oversight 
arrangements bet\veen the parties. 
3 During the 2009 SRF review, EPA reviewers were told that the EMS was no longer operable as guidance for 
compliance and enforcement staff at Jllinois EPA. 
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Inspections may be perfmmed as a patt 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 docs not contemplate specific procedures for the conduct of compliance assurance 
activities. Illinois EPA docs not provide inspectors any standard operating procedures for the 
inspection ofCAFO facilities, or any checklists by which to evaluate facility compliance. 

Enforcement Procedures: The 2004 Illinois 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 "Penni! 
violations" including "Discharge without NPDES pcnnit." The Penni! Violation section 
differentiates two circumstances: I) Unintentional; first violation without documented 
envirorunental 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 fonnal 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 contemplated within the State's EMS: 

Informal Warning Letters- Section 31 of the Act, as described below, requires that certain 
actions be taken when violations of the Act are found. However, an informal warning letter 
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 oflesser 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. 

• Pre-Enforcement Procedures- Section 31(a)(l) 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 within45 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 Illinois EPA can accept, modify or reject the 
Compliance Commitment Agreement depending on its contents, but a return to 
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compliance must happen in a timely manner4 For alleged violations that remain 
unresolved after following the procedures set out in Section 3l(a), or where the alleged 
violator does not respond, the lllinois EPA may refer the matter 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 is discovered, a decision will be made to 
refer or deter fonnal enforcement, or take no enforcement action at all. 

• Section 43 Immediate Enforcement Referral Procedures -In cases of substantial danger 
to the environment or to public health, Illinois EPA can immediately refer cases to the 
Attomey General under Section 43 of the Act without first completing the Section 3l(a) 
procedures. In these circumstances, the Attomey General can institute a civil action for 
an immediate injunction to halt the dangerous activity. The State court may issue a 
temporary injunction and schedule a hearing on the matter within three days of that order. 
The usual eventual outcome in these instances is a final judicial order for compliance. 
According to the Illinois Attorney General's Office, section 43 immediate enforcement 
cases comprise approximately 75% of CAFO enforcement cases sent to the Attorney 
General. 

• Section 3l(b) and 42(h) Traditional Enforcement Referral Procedures- If formal 
enforcement is chosen to resolve a violation, 111inois EPA may refer the matter to the 
!11inois Attorney General's Office with a recommendation for resolution. Wben this 
decision is made, !11inois EPA's Division of Legal Counsel must send a Notice oflntent 
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 Attorney General's Office sends a separate notice letter to the 
respondent. The case is then pursued by the Attomey General's Office tbrough one of 
two routes: I) before the illinois circuit court, which can issue an order (for penalties 
and/or injunctive relief) that is independently enforceable if violated, or 2) before the 
Illinois Pollution Control Board, which can issue an order (including penalties, but not 
injunctive relief, except for a requirement to seek permit coverage) that is not 
independently enforceable if violated. The Attorney General's Office must represent 
Illinois EPA in all matters before either legal tribunal. If a Pollution Control Board order 
is violated, the Attomey General's Office may litigate the matter before the state circuit 
court. Illinois citizens have no known statutmy right of intervention in these enforcement 
actions. Illinois EPA does not have authority to issue administrative orders, to assess 
penalties, or to require submittal of information. 

• Criminal Referrals- Cases that are believed to involve criminal activity will be 
processed by criminal staff within Illinois 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 achie"ablc; specific 
completion date; interim milestone dates for significant steps. 
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the Attorney General, the lllinois 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 stale 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 ILCS 140/3 and 7. 

The Illinois Environmental Protection Act provides that all records of Illinois EPA shall be open 
to reasonable public inspection and copying with limited exceptions. §7 of the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/7. Under 35 lAC 309.185, Illinois EPA is required to 
assure public access to information pursuant to section 7(b) of the Illinois Environmental 
Protection Act. 

B. The Illinois NPDES program for CAFOs as implemented 

1. Permitting Program 

Allegation: 1/linois EPA has failed to Issue Permits to CAPOs that Require Them. 

Program Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.25, state NPDES programs must (I) 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 
permits is a criterion for withdrawal of a stateN PDES program. 

Illinois EPA provided a list of CAFO individual and general penn its as of the time of the 
review (Attachment A). The list includes 12 facilities that have been covered 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; Illinois EPA infonned Heller Brothers in January 2009 that it was not 
required to have an NPDES pern1it. 

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 submitted, and their current status. As of April2009, Illinois EPA was 
tracking 76 facilities which it believes are required to obtain an NPDES pern1it. Sixty
four ofthose have submitted permit applications. All of the applications were originally 
submitted to the Agency's headquarters in Springfield. They have subsequently been 
sent to perso1111el in the appropriate Field Office for review and processing. Many of the 

12 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



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. All 
applications submitted to the Agency since mid 2008 were forwarded to the appropriate 
regional office upon receipt. 

Files reviewed in the Field Offices indicated that applications had been submitted to 
Illinois EPA between four and ten years prior to EPA's review. These timeframes were 
evident even in cases where the need for a permit was mandated by a court order or 
originated with a discharge event documented by Illinois EPA5

• 

As of August 2009, FieldOffice staff had determined that eight of the facilities which 
Illinois EPA had identified as needing pennits were ready to be permitted. illinois EPA 
reissued its general penni! for CAFOs in October 20096

. 

In some facility files reviewed, Illinois EPA had issued three to four notices of 
incomplete applications. In some cases, 111inois EPA provided its initial notice regarding 
an incomplete application shortly after submittal of the original application. Where 
111inois 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. 

Illinois 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 one of the files reviewed from this list, the facility 
had a documented discharge from a lagoon subsequent to Illinois EPA's detennination 
that it did not need a pem1it7 In general, where a facility applies for an l\TPDES permit, 
that action indicates the need for a pennit, 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 lacking the regulatory control afforded by 

5 Sec Attachment C for a case study showing that a permit had not been issued ten years after application submittal, 
even where the CAFO was mandated by court order to apply for an NPDES permit following a discharge event 
documented by Illinois EPA. 
6 Any Jllinois CAFO required to apply for an NPDES pennit may seek coverage under this general pem1it. CAFOs 
may alternatively seek coverage or be required by Illinois EPA to seek coverage under an alternative general permit 
(if issued), or an individual permit. 
7 See Attachment C for a case study showing a CAFO with a discharge from its lagoon subsequent to Illinois EPA's 
detem1ination that it did not discharge, and therefore did not need an i\'PDES 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, Illinois EPA bas not issued NPDES permits to CAFOs 
that have applied for them. 

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

c) 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 
reviewing the application and providing for public comment. 

d) A significant percentage 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 Illinois' estimated 500 Large CAFOs have applied for permits on their 
own volition. 

2) Compliance E1•aluation/lnspection Program 

u) Surveys to Identify Facilities Subject to NPDES Regulation 

Allegations: 
• Illinois EPA has failed to make a comprehensive survey of livestock facilities to 

identify which ones are subject to CWA requirements. 
• Illinois EPA does not have a standard in place for review of siting and design of 

new and expanding facilities to determine if they require NPDES permits. 

Program Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.26(b)(l). a state must have a program 
which is capable of making comprehensive surveys of all facilities and activities 
subject to the Director's authoritv to identify persons subject to regulation who have 
failed to comply with permit application or other program requirements. 

Past discussions between EPA and Illinois EPA addressed the need for Illinois EPA, 
with assistance as appropriate from EPA, to develop a comprehensiYe inventory of 
CAFOs in 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 ~TPDES-authorized states to assess program performance. In its 
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response to EPA conunents 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. Barriers 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 lllinois EPA has not developed a statewide inventory, all of the Field Offices 
maintain and provided lists of known or possible CAFOs. 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 pennits. 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 Agriculture (IDA) regarding registrations 
of new sites, including the implementation of setback provisions, and/or manure 
management plan (MMP) registrations, from their counterparts at IDA regional 
offices. The Livestock Management Facilities Act (LMFA) (510 ILCS 7711 et seq.) 
and associated rules (8 Illinois Administrative Code Part 900) give the IDA primary 
authority over the design, construction, and operation oflivestock management and 
livestock waste-handling facilities in the State. The Act also establishes procedures 
and criteria for the siting of facilities. Compliance with the LMFA requires operators 
to submit a Notice of Intent to Construct for new facilities and to register livestock 
waste lagoons. The LM FA 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 plimning requirements, the 
overall project is approved and the facility may begin operation. No 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 CAFOs from IDA, it does 
not have a comprehensive list of facilities with NOITCs approved by IDA Illinois 
EPA staff indicated that it can be diftlcult 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 FOlA 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 Illinois 
Emergency Management Agency (lEMA) 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 Illinois EPA docs not have a fonnal 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: I) the CAFO 
tracker is maintained to track permit issuance status; 2) the complaints and inspection 
database is managed and populated by field 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 Illinois EPA's seven field offices maintain current data in this database8 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 Illinois EPA's CAFO inventory since it is maintained by Illinois 
EPA inspectors as they inspect/survey facilities overtime. 

Based on the above, EPA Region 5 finds tbat Illinois EPA does not currently 
have a statewide comprehensive survey of CAFOs which may be subject to 
NPDES permit requirements. However, all ofthe 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 
expan'ded facilities to identify livestock operations as CAFOs that are subject to 
permit application requirements. 

8 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 COJ'erage 

Allegations: 

• 

• 
• 

Illinois EPA bas not conducted comprehensive inspections to determine which 
CAPOs need NPDES permits. 
Illinois fails to inspect and monitor actiJ1ities subject to regulation • 
Illinois EPA is not requiring regular inspections to determine compliance with 
NPDES program requirements at Large CAPOs. 

Program Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.26(b). state programs shall have 
inspection and surveillance procedures to detennine. independent of infonnation 
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 snbject 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 Illinois EPA is meeting it program requirements with respect to 
inspections, EPA evaluated I) the adequacy of the procedures employed by inspectors 
in detennining whether or not CAFO facilities were in compliance with NPDES 
requirements, and 2) whether or not the Illinois EPA has met its obligations 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 evaluate 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 pennit development. 

In order to provide an objective assessment of Illinois EPA's inspection oflivestock 
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 pennits: Large CAFOs 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 5 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 

Ftle Review 
Value Initial Findings and Conclusions Assessment Parameter 

A ten-year time period, from 1999-2009, was 

#of inspection 
reviewed to assess the history of inspections and 

case files 72 
facility compliance with NPDES requirements. In 

reviewed. 
many cases, more than one inspection report was 
reviewed in a case file; nonetheless. the count was 1 
{file) for purposes of the inspection metrics. 

Major deficiencies observed in the completion of Significant area of concern. 
% of inspection inspection reports included a substantive lack of Complete inspection reports are 
reports reviewed 

48% 
detail about the facility, including the number and· critical to making accurate NPDES 

that are type of livestock; incomplete descriptions of the compliance determinations. 
complete. areas of the facility examined; and little narrative 

explanation in the inspection report. 

% of case files 
49 out of 72 inspection case files reviewed had one Significant area of concern. The 23 

reviewed that 
or more inspection reports that provided sufficient case files with insufficient 

provide sufficient 
information to lead to an accurate compliance documentation frequently lacked 

documentation to 
determination. Illinois EPA also performs a large evidence such as lab reports and 

lead to an 
68% number of informal inspections that would be photographs needed to make a 

accurate 
classified as reconnaissance inspections, usually compliance determination. 

compliance 
conducted in response to complaints, Very few of 

determination. 
these inspections are as comprehensive as needed 
to determine compliance with NPDES requirements. 

Amo"ng Illinois EPA staff interviewed during the Area of concern. Due in part to a 
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 inspection reports, it was 

% of inspection 
did not distinguish between the inspection date and difficult to determine how timely 

reports revie'N8d 68% the report date, making determination of timeliness inspection reports were. Inspection 

that are timely. 
difficult. Reviewers frequently determined reports need to differentiate 
timeliness based on other documents within the case between inspection date and report 
files. 67.6% of the case files reviewed contained date. 
timely inspection reports. 25% of the files contained 
insufficient documentation to determine how timely 
inspection reports were. 

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 detenninations. Basic information is often missing from 
inspection reports, such as the location 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 pennit. 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. 

18 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



Thirty-two percent of inspection reports were also found to be lacking sufficient 
detail to allow an accurate 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. 

Illinois EPA is also limiting its ability to identify facilities needing NPDES pennits, 
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. Jllinois EPA staff indicated that planned inspections, 
including follow-up at facilities 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 ofCAFOs, 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 complaints 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 tbe Springfield Office, which 
inspected approximately 50 non-CAFOlivestock facilities in 2007 and 2008. 

Review of case files showed that some facilities under infomtal enforcement through 
a Violation Notice with a Compliance Commitment Agreement were not monitored 
for time periods as long as five to ten years. As a result, many of these facilities were 
in ongoing noncompliance. 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, 
Jllinois EPA commined 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 detennine 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 calls 
for similar efforts regarding small facilities. Several of the Field Offices have been 
attempting to inspect CAFO facilities on a routine five-year basis, with limited 
success. Routine inspection efforts by all Field Offices arc frequently limited by 
workload issues, including the review ofNPDES permit applications. In 2009, the 
first year Illinois EPA was to adopt the CMS, the Illinois EPA Field Operations 
Section issued a spreadsheet to the Regional Field Offices listing a limited number of 
CAFOs requiring inspection and monitoring. For Fiscal Year 2009, Illinois EPA did 
not meet the CMS goals set forth in the EnPP A. 

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-cyear basis. 

c) Response to Citizen Complaints 

Allegation: Illinois EPA fails to adequately respond to citizen complaints regarding 
CA FOs with proposed or actual discharges. 

Program Requirements: Under 40 CFR 123.26. state programs shall have procedures 
for receiving and ensuring proper consideration of information submitted by the 
public about violations. Public effort in reporting violations shall be encouraged, and 
the State Director shall make available infom1ation on reporting procedures. 

Under 123.27(d), authorized states shall provide for public participation in the 
enforcement process by providing either authority which allows intervention as of 
right in anv 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 written responses to all 
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 to meer 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 Fmm" 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 Bureau of Water field inspectors. 

Tracking complaints received, and the response to these complaints, has proven 
challenging for the Illinois EPA. Illinois 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 indicate 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 Jllinois EPA 
consistently provides a written response 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 asse.,sed 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 requirements. 

Further, 40 CFR l23.63(a)(3) states the following arc critetia 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; (ii) Failure to seek adequate enforcement 
penalties or to collect administrative fines when imposed. 
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a) Enforcement Actil•ities 

Addressing the Petitioners' allegations regarding the assessment of penalties first 
requires evaluation of whether or not Illinois properly exercises enforcement 
authority to stop activities that may be in violation ofNPDES 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 compliance by noncompliant facilities. 

Section 31 of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act describes the procedures, 
time lines, and management c-ontrols associated with pre-enforcement and 
enforcement referral activities in response 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 lllinois EMS, the practices described in the document are 
reflective of current practice with respect to CAFOs. 

Determination of the levels of follow-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. lnforrnal pre
enforcement actions such as Noncompliance Advisory letters should only be used 
where conditions penni! 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, forrnal 
enforcement is generally more appropriate. Forrnal enforcement, as defined in the 
EPA EMS, requires specific actions to achieve compliance to be completed on a finite 
schedule. Fom1al enforcement actions should also contain consequences for 
noncompliance that are enforceable independent of the original violation, and subject 
the facility to adverse legal consequences for noncompliance. Forrnal enforcement 
may include the assessment of civil and/or criminal penalties. 

Jllinois EPA's inforrnal enforcement process begins with the issuance of a 
Noncompliance Advisory or a Violation Notice. The lllinois EMS allows up to 60 
days to issue a Noncompliance Advisory from the date a violation is identified and 
165 days to issue a Violation Notice. The enforcement referral process allows 90 
days from the date an enforcement decision is 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 each 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, were 
reviewed solely in the context of their relationship to the effectiveness of Illinois EPA 
enforcement. 

EPA reviewers examined whether or not Illinois EPA's enforcement responses 
returned, or were likely to return, facilities to compliance with the CAFO regulations 
applicable at the time of the enforcement response9 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 faciliry to compliance in the future was, in part, also detennined 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 pem1it was ordered to apply for one. 

The reviewers also examined whether or not the enforcement respmise was 
appropriate to the violation, and whether or not the responses were taken in a timely 
manner. The EPA EMS encourages all CW A violations be reviewed and considered 
for appropriate follow-up enforcement action. Important considerations 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 infonnal action. 

9 e.g., per the 2000-2004 EnPPAs, Illinois 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 Jess 
than 1~000 animal units that are subjec-t to enforcement. .. the Agency's enforcement will result in either (l) 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 permit". 
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Table 2: Evaluation of lllinois EPA Enforcement Program Implementation 

File Review Value Initial Findings and Conclusions Assessment 
Parameter 

The majority of the enforcement 
responses were informal. The number 
and type of action issued is detailed 

# of enforcement A total of 90 pre- below. 

case files 56 
enforcement/enforcement actions in 56 

reviewed iO 
case files were reviewed. NCA: 36 

VN with CCA: 32 
NIP LA: 13 
Section 43 Referral: 2 
Consent Order: 7 

26 of the 56 case files had enforcement 
responses that, in the past ten years, 
have returned or will retum a facility in 
noncompliance to compliance wi\Jl 

%of basic provisions of the CWA. A 
enforcement determination of whether or not a 

Significant area of concem. Over frfty 
responses that facility has returned, or is likely to 
have returned or retum, to compliance could not be percent of the actions were NCAs or 

will retum a 
46% made for 4 facilities (7% ). VNs which have failed or were likely to 

source in 
fail to bring the subject facility into 

noncompliance • 17 of 36 NCAs (47%) did not/Will not 
compliance. 

to compliance. return the subject facilities to 
compliance. 

• 20 of 32 VNs (62.5%) did not/Will not 
retum 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 

%of 
to the violation 'Nhen reviewed against discharge, the recalcitrance of the 

enforcement 
the procedures required by Section 31 facility, and the environmental damage 
of IL's environmental law. However, caused, many cases should have been 

responses 
54% only 27 of 50 (54%) of these responses elevated to a Violation Notice or fonnal 

reviewed that are 
appropriate to 

would be considered appropriate. enforcement earlier. 

the violations. 
according to national policy for 
addressing the violations apparent in 
the case histories. 

%of 
17 of 50 enforcement responses were 

Significant area of concem. The 
enforcement 

taken in a timely manner. 16 of 53 
timeliness of enforcement response to 

responses 
were not taken in a timely manner. For 

violations can be improved by 
reviewed that are 34% 

an additional 17 files, the timeliness of 
establishing and following further 

taken in a taken 
the enforcement actions could not be 

guidance on appropriate and effective 
in a timely 

determined. 
enforcement through an Enforcement 

manner. Management System 

10 
As described on p. 18. Illinois EPA has not routinely gathered information on the size and type of li\·estock 

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 AFOs or CAFOs. 
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When it identifies violations, the Illinois EPA will often issue an infonnal 
enforcement action in the form of a Noncompliance Advisory. Per the lliinois 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, 4 7% of the facilities reviewed returned to compliance after receipt of a 
Noncompliance Advisory 11

. 

Illinois EPA may employ a Violation Notice for an escalation of enforcement. A 
Violation Notice with Compliance Commitment Agreement must be recommended 
by the Field Office to a management decision-making group at the Bureau 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 
Co=itment Agreement is accepted by the facility and illinois EPA, the facility is 
determined to be in compliance during the duration of the Agreement. Rejected 
Compliance Co=itment Agreements are one basis upon which the Agency may 
seek a fmmal action in the form of a refeJTal 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 Illinois EPA enforcement responses did not 
return facilities to compliance. Some, but not all, of these cases of continuing 
noncompliance, including rejected Compliance Commitment Agreements, were 
referred for fonnal 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 is 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 waJTant 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. Ckar 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. 

11 The lllinois 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 
made. 
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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. If the decision is to reject 
the Compliance Commitment Agreement, or if a failure to comply with an accepted 
Compliance Commitment Agreement 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: I) to refer the case for 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 Illinois EMS, labeled Wastewater Compliance Enforcement 
Respome Guidance, the recommended responses for CAFO facilities are inconsistent 
with those recommended for permit violations and wastewater noncompliance issues 
regarding other point source dischargers. For wastewater compliance issues in 
general, a Violation Notice or a referral for formal enforcement is the suggested 
response for "Discharge without NPDES penn it," where the discharge is intentional 
and/or has occurred one or more times without a documented environmental impact. 
For livestock facilities, however, a Violation Notice or fonnal enforcement is only 
suggested 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, Illinois has not consistently escalated enforcement 
against CAFOs with chronic problems consistent with the general EMS responses for 
"discharge without a pennit." 

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 fonnal enforcement action be initiated within a specified period of time. 
11linois EPA's EMS should provide the criteria by which staff can make this 
determination, either generally or with respect to livestock facilities, and the case files 
should contain the documentation of that decision. Illinois EPA should also track the 
timeframes in which facilities achieve compliance12 

EPA recognizes that !1linois EPA's lack of independent fonnal administrative 
enforcement authority, such that the Agency must pursue formal action from the 

ll During the 1 0-year period examine-d, only 20 of the 32 facilities reviewed that were under Violation Notices with 
Compliance Commitment Agreements \\'ere determined by reviewers to have returned to compliance. Reviewers 
were unable to determine the time these facilities took to return to compliance based on information provided in case 
files. 
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Illinois Pollution Control Board through refeiTal to the Attorney General's Office, 
lessens the number of options available. 

Based on the above, EPA finds that Illinois EPA frequently fails to act in a 
timely and/or appropriate way in response 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 appear likely to return a facility to compliance in the 
future. 

According to its EMS, Illinois EPA's escalation of enforcement for CAFO 
violations is not consistent with responses Illinois EPA would pursue regarding 
noncompliance hy 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. Fonnal enforcement may include the 
assessment of civil and/or criminal penalties. 

Illinois EPA is limited in its options for forn1al 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 fonnal enforcement. With respect to CAFOs, examples of serious 
noncompliance include the following: 

• any significant unauthorized discharge 
• no Nutrient Management Plan (NMP) when one is required 
• multiple discharges without an NPDES permit (and the failure to apply for an 

NPDES permit, when one is required) 
• multiple violations of permit requirements 
• multiple deficiencies in complying with the permit and the NMP, such as failure 

to maintain adequate storage capacity and containment 
• failure to meet the major milestones required in an administrative or judicial order 

or in a permit by 90 days or more 
• failure to submit an armual report or other required report 
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Of the files EPA reviewed, fourteen large facilities with unauthorized discharges 
and/or fish kills were issued 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 13

• Five of these facilities subsequently submitted applications. These 
five facilities submitted permit applications between 2001 and 2007. In the 
intervening time period between submittal of an application for an NPDES permit and 
the current time, these facilities continued to violate the CW A 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 ofWater14

• The majority of these cases 
were not referred to the Illinois Attomey General or other authority for formal 
enforcement seeking penalties, despite persistent serious or chronic noncompliance. 

Figure 1. CAFO/AFO Penalties Assessed Over Time 

Illinois EPA Bureau of Water, CAFOIAFO Penalties Assessed Over Time 
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13 
See Attachment C for case studies showing examples where Illinois EPA enforcement activities did not rerum the 

facility to compliance, and where CAl:;Os were not required to apply for an NPDES permit as pan of an enforcement 
action for long-standing water quality issues. 
14 Information on the closure of case files was not consistently available in the files provided to the review 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 Illinois EPA case files has revealed numerous facilities with 
chronic significant noncompliance issues. The number of penalties assessed by the 
Illinois Attorney General on behalf of the lllinois 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 fonnal enforcement actions found in a random sampling 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 
Illinois EPA's Division of Legal Counsel in Springfield. In order to effectively assess 
penalties, Illinois EPA needs an EMS that clearly delineates policies and procedures 
for the calculation of penalties in accordance with recommended guidelines. 

Based 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 penalties assessed were adequate. 

4) Responses to information requests. 

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

Program Requirements: 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 Illinois Freedom of 
lnf01mation Act (FOIA) a request for infonnation to Illinois 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 pern1it 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 Illinois EPA." 
(Attachment F) The letter went on to say Lhat only five files will be made available 
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per visit for inspection and copying ... at the Illinois EPA headquarters" in 
Springfield, Illinois. The letter also said that another request for information must be 
sent. 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 FOlA 
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 Illinois EPA did not provide access to 
pending NPDES permit applications, the Agency violated Section 1342U) of the 
CWA. 

EPA discussed with Illinois EPA the allegation that Illinois EPA did not provide 
copies ofNPDES 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 denied 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 Illinois EPA, it is Agency policy to provide pending NPDES pennit 
applications to requestors. Due 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 
111inois EPA, the requestor came to Illinois EPA Headquarters office on October 12, 
2007, and was given the five files that the requestor had identified, including five 
Division files. illinois EPA believes that there is no reason they would not have 
provided pending NPDES permit applications that were in the five files identified by 
the requestor. Illinois EPA indicated it has provided pending NPDES pennit 
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 con1e in and see 
documents is if the volume of the requested materials is over 400 pages. Tf a response 
to a request is over 400 pages, a requestor is required to come in or reduce the 
request 

illinois EPA's representative stated that the agency does not have a written FOIA 
policy, but follows the 111inois 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 FOTA requests. 

Based on the above, EPA Region 5 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: Illinois EPA has failed to comply with the terms of the Memorandum of 
Agreement required under 40 CFR 123.24, and Environmental Pelformance 
Partnership agreements between Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA. 

Program Reguirements: 40 CFR 123.63(a)(4) states that a state's failure to comply 
with the tenns of the Memorandum of Agreement reguired 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 penn its and provide ongoing, 
timely and adequate review of pennits. The MOA also commits lllinois EPA to 
comprehensively evaluate and assess compliance with effluent limitations and other 
pennit 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 Illinois EPA to delineate an annual State Program Plan, which is 
enacted through a Performance Partnership Agreement (PPA, or "the agreement"). 
The agreement between EPA Region 5 and TI!inois 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 
Perfonnance Partnership Agreement with EPA, Illinois EPA committed to NPDES 
permit coverage for at least 10 CAFOs by June 30, 2009. Illinois EPA did not meet 
this commitment. 

Previous Performance Partnership Agreements between EPA and Illinois EPA have 
also addressed the need for TI!inois EPA, with assistance as appropriate from EPA, to 
develop a comprehensive inventory ofCAFOs in Illinois. As discussed in section 
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V.B.2, Illinois EPA has not developed a statewide inventory, although Field Offices 
have developed lists which vary in the degree of completeness and detail. 

For the period subject to review, the agreements have memorialized commitments by 
Illinois EPA to inspect and enforce against CAFOs. For the lime period from 2000-
2004, the agreement includes an ongoing commitment from Illinois 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 111inois EPA in 
2004. The following year, the agreement contained modified language regarding 
EMS documents: "Take appropriate compliance and enforcement actions in 
accordance with the Illinois EPA's Enforcement Management System and Section 31 
of the Illinois Environmental Protection Act for violations ofNPDES, Stonnwater, 
SSO/CSO, CAFO and other violations of environmental regulations." Subsequent 
agreements contained the same language. Statements by Illinois 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 PP A committed Illinois EPA to submit 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 to develop the 
AFO inventory. In developing the inventory, the I EPA will compile data from 
existing sources based on field inspections, enforcement activities and permitting." 
At that time, Illinois EPA also commitled to provide the results of this initial phase of 
the inventory process to EPA for review. Following EPA review, additional data and 
a schedule for any outstanding activities necessary to complete the inventory of 
CAFOs was to be ananged by mutual agreement between Illinois EPA and EPA. 
Jllinois EPA also committed to performing "targeted inspections ... to identify 
facilities larger than I 000 animal units or otherwise subject to NPDES requirements. 
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 PP A 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 CAFOs; EPA has not received an inspection plan 
identifying priorities and targeted facilities since 2006. 

In 2008, Illinois EPA committed to implement the National Compliance Monitoring 
Strategy (CMS) requiring inspection of all Large CAFOs within five years, and 
regularly thereafter, to determine whether the facility discharges or proposes to 
discharge. The CMS also set goals for inspection of medium and small facilities to 
detennine 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 CAFOs. 

Illinois EPA needs to fulfill its long-standing PP A commitment to compile an 
inventory of CAFO facilities, 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 appronl, 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 Illinois' universe of CAFO/ AFOs. 

6) Illinois EPA Organization and Resources. 

Illinois EPA has indicated that the Bureau of Water has seven FTEs working on CAFO 
permitting and inspections. These FTEs are primarily field staff that inspect CAFOs as 
part of their duties. As indicated above, Illinois EPA fonvarded all penn it 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 some 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-CAPO-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 CAFO inspectors to address this increased workload. No increase in 
resources for the regional offices is planned, despite their expanded role. 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 requirements, 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 CAFO inspections are in use at Illinois EPA. 
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Based on the above, EPA finds that Illinois 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 ICCA W's 
petition. However, in a December 22, 2008, letter ti·om Tinka Hyde, Director, Water 
Division, EPA Region 5 to Marcia Willhite, Chief, Bureau of Water, Illinois EPA, EPA 
asked that Illinois EPA take 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 Illinois 
Pollution Control Board is responsible for adopting administrative rules for the Illinois 
NPDES program, and that final stale livestock rules are expected to be completed by 
December 2010. 

Under the State Review Framework, EPA reviewed lllinois EPA's general compliance 
monitoring and enforcement processes, including the lllinois 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 tbe NPDES program. 
The EPA State Review Framework team and the Petition review team both observed that 
Illinois EPA's lack of administrative order authority impacts the timeliness and 
effectiveness of enforcement against violations (see section V.BJ.a., Enforcement 
Activities). 

lllinois 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 iflllinois 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 Pat1 123. This section also 
includes several reconunendations for Illinois EPA to improve the effectiveness of its CAFO 
program. 
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1. Permitting Program 

Findings: 

lllinois 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. As of October 2009, there were eight facilities identified by Field Office staff as having 
complete permit applications. On October 20,2009, Illinois EPA reissued its CAFO general 
permit. 

In some cases, Illinois EPA sent applicants multiple notices of incomplete applications. The 
notices do not compel submittal of a complete application. Consequences 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 pennits, 
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 Illinois' estimated 500 Large CAFOs have applied for permits 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 
timeframc 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 
Illinois EPA has committed to conduct, and other means may be issued in subsequent 
phases. 

o The State must either issue or deny pennits to the 45 facilities that had submitted 
applications, but which Illinois EPA subsequently detennined did not need permits. 
Where a facility applied for a permit and is no longer in operation or did not commence 
operation, Illinois EPA should confinn 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 pennit applications, and to obtain infonnation 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 submillal of 
complete information. 

2. Compliance Evaluation/Inspection Program 

Finding: 

A. Illinois EPA does not maintain a program capable of making a comprehensive sun,ey 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 facilitate Illinois EPA's ability to identify livestock operations as CAFOs that 
need permits. 

Required actions: 

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

Recommendation: 

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

Finding: 

B. Illinois EPA has not conducted comprehensive inspections to determine whether unpermitted 
CAFOs need NPDES permits, or whether pem1itted CAFOs 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. lllinois EPA does not have inspection and surveillance 
procedures sufficient to determine compliance or noncompliance with applicable program 
requirements. 
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Illinois EPA has failed to conduct routine, periodic inspections ofCAFOs 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: 

Illinois EPA must revise its inspection process for livestock facilities so that it can detennine 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 standard operating procedure (SOP) for CAFO inspections to aid in assessing whether 
or not a facility is a CAFO, 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. 

Illinois EPA must track the routine inspection and monitoring of facilities that may be subject 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: 

Illinois EPA should enter all CAFO inspections into EPA's Integrated Compliance Information 
System, and work with EPA to ensure that inspections and evaluations for CAFOs are classified 
and recorded consistent with national definitions. 

Finding: 

C. Jt is unclear v..-hether lllinois EPA consistently responds adequate(y to complaints. While 
Illinois EPA inspectors do respond to numerous citizen complaints regarding a vatiety 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 
infmmation submitted by the public regarding potential violations ofNPDES 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 ofNPDES requirements, including for CAFOs. To ensure that Illinois 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. J/linois EPA is not tahng timely and appropriate enforcement in response to NPDES 
violations by CAFOs. 111 inois 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. Jllinois 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 determination of whether or not to proceed . 
with fonnal enforcement is inconsistent with CW A policy. In addition, enforcement actions do 
not consistently include requirements for CAFOs that have discharged to apply for NPDES 
permit coverage. 

Required actions: 

lllinois EPA must take timely and effective enforcement to address noncompliance by CAFOs. 
To do so, lllinois 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 is 
designed, constructed, operated or maintained such that it will discharge, the enforcement action 
must also address the CAPO's failure to apply for an NPDES permit. Illinois EPA's escalation 
of enforcement for CAFO violations, as implemented through its EMS, needs 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 fonn of a referral to the Illinois Attorney General's Office .for enforcement in circuit court or 
by the Illinois Pollution Control Board. 

Recommended action: 

Illinois EPA should seek the authority to issue 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 Attorney General's Office. Until such time as 
this authority is obtained, lllinois 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. lllinois EPA should bring fonnal enforcement against facilities 
that fail to comply with infonnal enforcement responses. 

Findings: 

B. Illinois EPA is not assessing adequate penalties against CAFOs. Based on this review, EPA 
finds that lllinois EPA has referred an insufficient number of CAFO cases for forrnal 
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 detetTence to noncompliance. 

Required actions: 

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

Recommendation: 

lllinois 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 repmt, which was to have been 
completed by December 31, 2007. 

4. Response to citizen requests for information 

Finding: 

Illinois EP4 's unwritten policy is to provide copies of pending NPDES permit applications for 
CAFOs 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: 

Illinois EPA should develop a written policy describing how it will address citizen requests for 
NPDES pennit 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: 

Illinois EPA has not met its Memorandum of Agreement or Pe1.formance Partnership Agreement 
requirements with re;pect to CAFOs. In addition to not meeting numerous requirements stated 
in the MOA and the PP As, Illinois EPA has not met the requirements of 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. Illinois EPA must also meet its targets under the 
National CMS for CAFO inspections, or adopt a state-specific strategy with realistic 
performance goals satisfactory to EPA Region 5. 

6. Organization and resources. 

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 detennine 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 needed 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 employees. 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. 1//inois has not updated its NPDES program for CAFOs, in particular its rules and technical 
standards for nutrient management, consistent with the federal CAFO regulations as revised. 

Required action: 

Illinois 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. 
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Illinois EPA Response to USEP A, Region 5 's September 20 I 0 
"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 lllinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois EPA or Agency) 
responses 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 Illinois." The Initial Results Report 
reflects a review oflllinois 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 I, 2010, the lllinois EPA has issued 14 NPDES pem1its for CAFOs, and two 
additional CAFO permit applications arc 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 incomplete, plus an additional45 older applications that the Agency had determined to be 
from facilities that were no longer in service or did not require permits. 

o Current Applications 
To compel additional information from applicants who had failed to submit complete 
applications, Illinois EPA has requested that Region 5 issue Administrative Orders (AO) 
under Sections 308 and 309 of the Clean Water Act (CWA). This process began in July 
20 l 0. 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 
FYI 0-ll Performance Partnership Agreement (the PPA is an agreement that contains work 
items for all Agency programs to be performed as part of the grant agreement between 
Illinois EPA and USEPA); Illinois 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. 
o Two have been issued Violation Notices (VNs) for the same reason. 
o 18 are under review (several of those applications were received within the last 60 days), 
o Two arc now on public notice. 
o Nine have completed for public notice and are in the process of being issued permits. 
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Illinois EPA expects to receive six new applications in December 2010 and 13 more in 
March 2011, all from a single 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 legislative session for 
administrative order authority to enforce against facilities that fail to apply or fail to submit 
complete applications. Until administrative order authority is 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 outlined in the FY 2010-2011 PPA. 
Illinois EPA is willing to adjust the time frame for permit issuance in consultation with 
Region 5. 

The Illinois EPA will use criteria established in USEPA's CAFO guidance in determining 
whether an NPDES permit is required. CAFOs that meet these criteria 'will be required to 
seck a penni! 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, USEP A 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, lllinois 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 EP Act to add such a requirement. 

• Old Applications 
111inois 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 effect, 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 Environmental 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 pe1mits unless the application in some fashion violates a 
provision of the EPAct or the Illinois 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 I, 201 I: I) 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 5 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 Illinois EPA will meet the commitment in the FY 20 I 0-20 II PPA to complete the final 
CAFO inventory within 12 to 18 months of finalizing the pilot. 

In the interim, by May I, 20 II, Jllinois EPA will develop an interim list of CAFOs using 
currently available resources, such as the current penni! 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 (GlS)-based documents (e.g., maps and photos) of each site. 
This GIS-based methodology will use shape files from IDOA livestock facilities' and Illinois 
Department of Public Health (lDPH) dairy facilities' data. The initial pilot of the GIS-based 
inventory will be ready for field verification 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, 20 I 0) so that livestock producers are required 
to file basic information with the Illinois 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 
lllinois 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 report assumes that alllllinois 
EPA inspections were conducted for purposes of determining NPDES compliance. Many 
inspections conducted by the Agency staff were for more targeted reasons, often based on 
citizen complaints regarding specific incidents or were in response to emergencies at 
livestock facilities. Because of the specific scope of these 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 wiil be provided to Region 5. 

By August 1, 2011, Illi110is 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 !CIS. Illinois 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 !CIS. 

• Citizen's Complaints 
The Initial Results report found that "it is not clear that they [Illinois EPA J consistently 
provide a timely response to the complainant." A further review of the Illinois 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 
written 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, 201 I, lllinois EPA will establish a process for providing written responses 
when requested by complainants to describe actions taken by the Illinois EPA in response to 
that complaint. 

By February I, 2011, lllinois 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 Enforcement 
Response Guide, to include a time frame for making enforcement decisions. 

In order to address these concerns, by January I, 2011, the Illinois EPA will modify our 
Enforcement Response Guidance (ERG) to assure that escalation of CAFO enforcement is 
consistent with enforcement responses 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 evaluated against set criteria so that consistent, tbnely 
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 lllinois 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. 

Section 31 of the EPAct sets the basic framework for environmental compliance 
assurance/enforcement in Illinois. lllinois 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 correcting any 
environmental harm. The individual may also meet with the Illinois EPA compliance and 
inspection staff. No penalties arc 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 oflntent to Pursue Legal Action (NIPLA) letter to the person. The person is 
given another opportunity to meet with the Illinois EPA personnel and discuss in detail 
mechanisms for resolving the violation short of referral to the Attorney General's Office 
(AGO) or the appropriate State's Attorney's Office (SAO). Several matters are resolved at 
this stage. 

If 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 
is a substantial danger to the environment or public health, an immediate referral of the 
matter to the AGO or SAO 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. 

• Penalties 
In addressing CAFO violations in 2008 and 2009, Illinois EPA sent 54 Noncompliance 
Advisories (NCAs), issued 39 VNs, issued I 0 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 Attorney 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 
obtained 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 enforcement action resolving the 
violations. Illinois EPA will require a signed certification be submitted from the VN 
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 
cases 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 be 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. 

USEP A has concerns that the penalty amount recovered is not achieving deterrence and that 
an insufficief!t number of agricultural pollution matters are being referred, and that the 
penalty amount recovered is too low. Illinois EPA does not have authority to impose and 
collect penalties; it makes a penalty recommendation to the prosecuting authority. As the 
Illinois EPA does not assess penalties, it will continue to urge the prosecuting authority to 
assess penalties which will obtain deterrence. 

Illinois EPA will revise the ERG as necessary to ensure that penalty recommendations to the 
11linois 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. 

• Response to Citizen Requests for Information 
The Illinois EPA currently administers the 11linois Freedom oflnformation Act (FOIA) under 
rules adopted on April15, 2002 and more recently amended in response to changes made to 
the FOIA. The rules may be found in 2 Ill Adm Code, Subtitle E, Parts 1825 and 1828 (see 
attachment). These rules establish the procedures by which the lllinois EPA responds to 
public requests for its documents, In addition, the Illinois EPA uses an internal Document 
Screening Manual (March 2005) (see attachment) that addresses the issues of exemptions 
from FOIA, document screening processes and procedures. lllinois EPA believes these rules 
and the Manual adequately address the question of how and when Illinois EPA provides 
documents, including NPDES applications, to the public. 

Since the Illinois EPA has existing and up-to-date FOIA rules and procedures, we propose to 
take no further actions in this matter. 

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 infonnation for incomplete applications through Illinois 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 I. 
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The Illinois EPA believes that it has been closely following the milestones outlined in the PPA. 
Illinois EPA is I) requiring nutrient management plans (NMPs) (including stonnwater 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 I, 20 I 0. 

Organization and resources 
In 2008 and 2009, Illinois EPA inspectors surveyed a total of 312livestock 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://ww;v.epa.state.il.us/water/cafo/repmts/index.html . 

The Illinois EPA currently uses approximately five full time 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 pennit applications, conducting 
CAFO inspections and responding to citizen complaints. The interim Jist (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 populate the list and inventory. 

By May I, 20 II lllinois EPA will prepare a workload assessment consistent that will address the 
use of the interim list and the GIS-based inventory for purposes of inspection and pennitting 
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 US EPA training) and through 
classroom type training sessions with Region 5 staff. Illinois EPA will also use US EPA 
contractual assistance in setting up necessary training. 

Legal authority 
The Illinois EPA has been working with a stakeholder group (CAFO Workgroup) to revise 
Illinois CAFO rules to ensure consistency with the 2008 federal CAFO rule. The Illinois EPA 
first met with various stakeholders 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 seek 
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 CAFO workgroup for 
review and comment. The CAFO Workgroup bas been asked to provide comments by 
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November I 0, 2010. After reviewing comments from these stakeholders, by December 1, 2010 
the Illinois 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 drafl rule, if necessary, prior to sending the revised rule to Region 5 by December I, 20 I 0. 
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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• 

MEMOBANDJ/M OF AGREEMENT 
. BETWEENTHE 

U.S. ENVIRQNMENTAL PRQTECfiON AGENCY 

THE IUINOIS ENviRoNM~AL PROTECI10N AGENCY 
CQNCERNING 

OVER§IGDT ANP IMPROVEMENT OF PJRFQJWANg IN ADMlNISIERING 
FEDERALLY AUIBORIZED. DELEGATED AND/OR APPROVED ILLINOIS 

ENVIRQNMENIAL PRQGRAMS AND W0BK S9AR1NG FOB THOSE PRQGRAMS 

TIDS MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT {hereinafter "this MOA ") is entered inlo·this ~day 
of/{""'"" I.~ I" , 2010, by atu1 between the U.S. Envirolllllell1al Protection Agency (hereinafter 
U.S. EPA} and the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (hereinafter Illinois EPA). 

WITNESSETH, THAT: 

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA has autbamed, delegated andlor approved Illinois EPA to 
administer certain proSJliiiiS Wider federal cnviwiiiiiCIItallaws in Illinois. 

WHEREAS, administration of those programs includes, but is not li;,ited to, n:gulatini, 
monitoring, pennitting aDd/or inspcc:ting pcrsom or entities covered by those programs, 
gathering infurmalion, enforcing applicable rcquiremcDts, assuring complimce, proVidins 
compliance 115Sistllllce, and other actMties re!Bting to Illinois EPA's perilnnance in 
administering tbosc programs. 

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA ov~lllinois EPA's admillistmlionofthefedcral 
enviromnental programs !bet U.S. EPA bas authorized, delegated tmdlor approved, and ret aiDs 
cert8in &lllhoritics, .including but not limited to, access, inspections, inimnation gathering, 
enfon;emelll, penuilting and pczmit review, under those fix1eral envirorunentallaWs. 

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA and IDinois EPA have entered into ag~eements on the 
administration ofmlcrally authorized, delegated and/or approved programs in Illinois. 

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, as part of its avmightoftbose prognuns, is reviewing lllinois 
EPA's administration of and legal authorities fur those programs and has recommended 
improvements. 

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, RegionS issued a report on the.results of an infurmal 
investigation of the National Polllltant Discbarge Elimination Systc:m (NPDES) fi:>rOmccntrated 
Animal Feeding Operations (CAPOs) in Illinois and recommended improvements in pennittillg, 
enforcement, oompliance assurance, monitoring, legal autho ritics, ll!ld establishing a complete 
inventory ofregulaled facilities. 

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, Region 5 issued a rqxnt on an evaluationofiUinois EPA's Clean 
Air Act Title V program and reoommended improvements io permitting, enforcement, 
complialice assurance, and monitoring. 
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WHEREAS, U.S. EPA, RegionS conducted aa evaluation ofiUinois EPA 'unfurcement 
and compliance assurance proguw umlcr U.S. EPA's Stille Review Fllllllework, and 
reconunended improvements fur Illinois EPA's Clean Air Act, Clean Water Act and Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act enforcemetrt and compliance assurance progl'lllm. 

WHEREAS, U.S. EPA and IDioois EPA want to~ to ensure timely, appropriate 
· and effective administration oflllinois' federal environmental programs md adequate state 
authority and regulatioos fur those programs in compliance with the applicable reqniremmlts fur 
federally authorized, delegated and/or approved e~~vironmental programs. 

NOW THEREFORE, it is .agreed: 

I. U.S. EPA and lllinDis EPA agree to work together to assure the adequacy of federally 
authorized, delegated and/or approved emTonmental progrmm in IUinois and 
compliance with the nlqllirernents fur such programs. 

2. Illioois EPA aod U.S. EPA will cooperate on inspectiom, information gathering, 
permittina, mfurcement and compliance assunmce under those programs; share 
infOrmation on those state programs, their administration and the entities regulated Wider 
those programs; and ensure that fOllow-up actions that result tom U.S. EPA's review of 
such programs Bre carried out in a timely and effective manner, consistent with the 
applicable federal environmental st&lllles Slid implemerrtillg regulations, and agreements 
executed under ~ laws, including but not limited to agreements on permitting and 
eofurcement, infurmation sharing and the protection of confidential infOrmation. 

3. Witltin 30 days of the efleclive date of this MOA, U.S. EPA aDd Illinois EPA will enter 
into an agreed work plan and schedule to improve IIIino is EPA's federal environmental 
programs and IISS\IIc compliance with the requirements for those federally authorized, 
delegated andlor approved environmental programs. 

4. The work plan will set forth the actions Illinois EPA agrees to take to ensure !hat its 
programs are adequate and comply with the applicable federal requ.Uements for 
authorized, delegated and/or approved federal environmental programs, including the 
commitments of the Director, Deputy Director or Directors, the Bweau Chiefs, and their 
su=sors or assigns, in completing the provisions of the work plan. 

S. Illinois EPA agrees to imp!emeat the actions agreed to aod set mrth in the work plan 
pursuant to the schedule and indicia of progress set forth therein. 

6. Through work sbariog, U.S. EPA. RegionS may undertake certain .actions in IDinois to 
assist Illinois EPA in carrying oUl the federal Clean Water Act NPDES, Clean Air Act 
and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act pennitting and enti>rccment programs. 

7. To carry olll the joint activities deac:ribed in this MOA. IUinois EPA may need to disclose 
proprietary inmnnation to EPA Proprietary infonnation is defined liS infOrmation that an 

2 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



affected business claims to be confidential and is not otherwise available to the public. 
Illinois EPA agrees to clearly identify confidential business infotination disclosed to U.S. 
EPA in writing; and to clearly metmrial.ize in writing, within a n:asonable time, any 
confidential infortllation initially disclosed orally. U.S. EPA agrees not to disclose, copy, 
reproduce or otherwise mslce available in any funn whatsoever to any other pemn, firm 
cotpOration, partnership, association or other entity infurrnation designated as proprietary 
or confidential infol'Inlltion without oonseat ofiUinOis EPA except as such infunnation 
may be subject to disclosure under the Freedom Qflnfurmation Act (S U.S.C. § SS2), and 
EPA's regulations at 40 C.F.R. Part 2, oras otbawise authorized by law. 

8. This MOA is in addition and subject to and docs not alter or override agreements 
between U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA lllllfer the federal enviromncntlll IIIWS, orlimit U.S. 
EPA's or Ininois EPA's authorities or responsibilities Wider those federal environmental 
laws or their implementing regulations. 

9. This MOA does not aeate any f'iiht or bc:nefil, substantive or procedural, enforceable by 
law or equity,by persons who are not .party to this MOA against Illinois EPA or U.S. 
EPA, their officers or employees, or any otller person. This MOA does not direct ot 
apply to any person outside oru.s. EPA and Illinois EPA. 

I 0. This MOA is subject to all applicable laws and rcgulatiom including, but not limited to, 
the Anti Deficiency Act, 31 U.S.C. §§ 1341 and 1~42. All connnitmmtsmade by U.S. 
EPA in this MOA are subject to tbe availabilityofappropriate fimds. Nothing in this 
MOA, in and ofitself; obligales U.S. EPA to expend appropriations or to enter into any 
contract, assistance agreement, interagency agrc:emeut, or incur other financial 
obligations that would be inconsistent with Agency blldget priorities. Illinois EPA agrees 
not to submit a claim fur compensation fur services rendered to U.S. EPA in c:oMection 
with any actM!ies it carriai out in furtherana: ofthis MOA. This MOA does not exempl 
Illinois EPA from U.S.I!PA policies. Any transaction involving reimbursement or . 
contn'bution of funds between ille parties to this MOA win be handled in accordance with 
applicable liiWs, regulations, and procedures under separate writte11 agreements. 

II. This MOA .is to take efli:ct upon the signature of the parties and will terminate upon the 
completion <Jf all of the activities set IOrth in tbe work plan. This MOA may be extended, 
modified or tenninated at any time per tbe mutual written consent of tbe parties. The 
obligations the parties agree to in paragraphs 7, 8, llJid 10 continue after other provisions 
ofthis MOA have been terminated 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties herdo have executed this MOA, which shall become 
effective upon the date .it is signed by both parties. 

Susan Hedman, Regional Administrator 
U.S. Envirolimcntal ProteWon. Agency, RegionS 
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Illinois Program Work Plan 

Agreement Between 

Illinois EPA and Region S, U.S. EPA 

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

Illinois EPA and Region 5 are executing this Agreement as a means to strengthen Illinois' 
implementation of several federally authorized, delegated and/or approved environmental 
programs. This work plan contains activities and commitments for both Agencies relating to the 
Clean Water Act NPDES and Clean Air Act Title V pem1itting and enforcement programs; the 
work plan generally spans federal fiscal year (FFY) 2011 and 2012. In the event of a conflict 
between ihis work plan and the November I, 2010, Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between 
the U.S. EPA and the Illinois EPA, this documem supersedes the MOA. 

Illinois EPA 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 FFY 13, Illinois EPA and Region 5 will 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 __ :z._/~2.._'-1__:./_1_1 ______ _ 

For Illinois EPA: For Region 5, U.S. EPA 

(f) ? -/ / \//) ~ L ,p._) !3 . -~~): .r-.ut 
j 

Douglas P. Scott Susan Hedman 

Director Regional Administrator 
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Illinois Program Work Plan 
February 20ll 

Water Programs 

In March 2008, the Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (Illinois Citizens) submitted a 

petition for withdrawal of Illinois' authorized National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

(NPDES) program. Illinois Citizens contend that the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

(Illinois 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 1

• 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, Illinois EPA must accomplish the 
following: 

NPDES Permitting for CAFOs 

• Issue NPDES permits to CAFOs that arc 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-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 

• Revise the inspection process for livestock and poulny facilities to enable Illinois EPA to 

detem1ine and track whether inspected facilities are CAFOs that are required to have NPDES 
pem1its 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 ofNPDES requirements. 

1 
See the initial Results of an Informal investigation of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 

Program for Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations in the State ~f Illinois (Initial Results), available at: 
http :I I cpa . go v lregi on5 I illinoi sea fo. 
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• Take timely and appropriate enforcement action to address noncompliance by CAFOs. 
• Require that Illinois EPA enforcenient actions address CAFOs failing to apply for an NPDES 

penni!, 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 ofNPDES 
requirements for CAFOs. 

The following outlines 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 take to assist Illinois EPA are 

provided below as well. 

NPDES Permitting for 
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations 

Objective 1: All Large CAFOs that discharge or propose to discharge possess NPDES 
permits. This objective addresses U.S. EPA's CAFO program review findings related to 

issuance ofNPDES permits to CAFOs as required under the NPDES regulations 2
. It also 

addresses U.S. EPA's finding related to resources for the CAFO NPDES program3 

Approach: 

I. By February 20 I I, Illinois EPA CAFO permit managers will confer with all Region 5 States, 
including Minnesota and Michigan, to learn about the systems and staffing those States employ 
to authorize CAFOs under general pennits. 

2. Illinois EPA has posted job announcements for three new field positions and three new pcnnit 

positions to work full time on the NPDES 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 effective CAFO permitting, compliance evaluation, 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 

assessment in conjunction with production of the statewide CAFO inventory discussed below
4

• 

The final assessment will identify staff distribution by function and geographic area of 

responsibility. 

2 See the Initial Results, Section VL 1, page 35. 
3 See the Initial Results, Section VI. 6, page 40. 
4 Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement Objective I, approach l.b. 
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3. Newly-hired Illinois EPA CAFO 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 pennit. 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 detem1ination and taking 

preliminary and final action on all permit applications that were pending as of November 30, 

20 I 0. In January 2011. Illinois EPA provided a draft of tbe 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. Illinois EPA will establish a standard operating procedure, with timelines, for making a 

completeness deteffilination and taking preliminary and final action on permit applications 

received on and after December I, 20 I 0. 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 

incomplete applications with a notice of incompleteness (NO I) 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 violation notice (YN) 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 Illinois EPA finds that the application is still incomplete after issuance of tbe 

NOI. By February 2011, Illinois EPA will provide a draft of the SOP to U.S. EPA for review 
and approval or approval with modification. 

6. By August 20 II, 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 pemlit. The report will 

include conclusions and, as appropriate, recommendations for further action. 

7. U.S. EPA will issue information collection orders to CAFOs that have submitted incomplete 

applications to Illinois EPA and arc not subject to federal enforcement. Illinois EPA will refer 

such CAFOs to U.S. EPA within 30 days after the deadline Illinois EPA sets in a NO! letter or 

YN 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 follo\\,ing publication of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, Illinois 
EPA and U.S. EPA will jointly identify permit conditions that Illinois EPA could modify and 

practices that Illinois EPA could adopt, consistent with the 2003 and 2008.federal rules for 

CAFOs, to streamline the process for review ofNMPs and incorporation ofNMP 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 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, 20 II, Jllinois EPA 
completes the following by June 30,2011: issue permits to the applicants, post draft permits or 

notices of coverage for public comment, or refer the CAFO to the lllinois Attomey 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 5 in 

this section. 

Objecti\'e 2: U.S. EPA apprO\'es amendments to 35111. 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 CAFO program review findings related to administrative rules for CAFOs 

as well as technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAF0s5 

Approach: 

I. lllinois 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. lllinois EPA will revise the draft to resolve U.S. EPA's comments and provide the 

revised draft to U.S. EPA by Aprill5, 2011. U.S. EPA will provide any remaining comments 
and recommendations within 15 days of receipt. 

2. Within 90 days after receipt 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. 

5 See the Initial Results, Section VI. 7, page 41. 
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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 propose the amendments for the purpose of requesting public 

comment. 

4. Jflllinois EPA requests, U.S. EPA will provide support to Jllinois EPA as the Board considers 

the amendments. 

5. Within30 days after publication of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, Illinois EPA 

will inform the owner of each Large CAFO in the State's inventory, in writing, about the duty to 
apply for a penni! and the potential consequences for failing to apply. Illinois EPA will provide 

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

6. Within 45 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. 

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 !LAO I, as appropriate, based on the amendments and the federal 

regulations. 

Indicia of Progress: U.S. EPA fmds 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 detennine and track 

CAFOs requiring NPDES permits, and developing and implementing SOPs for responding to 

CAFO-related citizen complaints6
• 

Approach: 

I. Illinois EPA will implement a short-tenn strategy for evaluating facilities that arc 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, 

6 See the Initial Results, Section Vt. 2. pages 36-38. 
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permit applications, citizen tips and complaints, and infonnation 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, 20 II. 

b. By Februa1y 28, 2011, Illinois EPA will develop a plan to create and maintain a 

comprehensive ·inventory 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 infmmation about potential Large CAFOs to Illinois EPA. Illinois EPA will 

enter and maintain the inventory in the Integrated Compliance Information System (!CIS). The 

inventory will include potential CAFO sites identified by Illinois EPA regional offices, permit 

applications, citizen tips and complaints, U.S. EPA, the Illinois Department of Agriculture, the 

Illinois Department of Public Health, and the Illinois Emergency Management Agency. The 

plan may make use of a Geographic Information System-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. 

c. Illinois 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). 

Illinois EPA will provide the SOP to U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with 

modification. 
d. Illinois EPA will organize an initial training for all of its field inspectors and office 

enforcement staff so they can effectively evaluate CAFOs that are on the interim NPDES 

inspection list. In January 2011, Illinois EPA provided a proposed agenda to U.S. EPA for 

approval or approval with modifications. U.S. EPA will review training materials. Training will 

cover the approved SOP identified above in Paragraph l(c) and will include pre-inspection 

preparation, inspection conduct, post-inspection follow-up and documentation, review of 

compliance data (i.e., overflow reports, discharge monitoring reports, Single Event Violations 

(SEVs), wet weather significant noncompliance (SNC) detenninations, 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 11linois EPA compliance and 

enforcement 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 I, 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 I, 2012. 

f. 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 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 CAFO noncompliance cases beginning with those 
initiated in 2009. 

2. By June I, 2011, lllinois EPA will develop and provide to U.S. EPA a long-tenn CAFO 

NPDES training curriculum for all staff conducting CAFO NPDES inspections. The curr.iculum 

will be completed by all existing CAPO 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 intemal order 3500.1. 

3. By June 2011, Illinois EPA will develop a citizen complaint SOP and database for facilities 
that are potential CAPOs. The SOP will provide for a writlen report on investigation results to 
the complainant. The database will include a field recording the response to the complaint. The 

SOP will also provide instruction for ensuring 24-hour spi!Vrclcase response capability which 
includes on-site presence of an NPDES trained inspector, sampling capability, and equipment io 
ensure that spills/releases from facilities are documented and assessed to determine if the 

facilities are CAPOs 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 of20 percent of all permitted CAPOs, consistent with U.S. 
EPA's National NPDES Compliance Monitoring Strategy. Illinois EPA will provide the plan to 
U.S. EPA by September I of each year for approval. 

5. During federal fiscal year 2011, U.S. EPA will conduct oversight inspections of a minimum 

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-up 

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 Illinois EPA staff and the public. Illinois 
EPA conducts NPDES evaluations at 25 potential Large CAFOs by June l, 2011, and a total of 

50 by June 1, 2012, consistent with approved SOPs. Illinois EPA implements approved annual 

inspection plans for permitted CAFOs consistent with the National Compliance Monitoring 

Strategy. Illinois 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 I CIS. 

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 
. 7 

penmt. 

Approach: 

1. Illinois 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 compliance8
. Illinois EPA will submit the revised ERG to U.S. EPA 

by February 28, 20 II. 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 CAFO. 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. lllinois 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 l, 2011, Illinois EPA will issue violation notices (VNs) for all significant 
noncompliance detected at CAFOs, within 180 days of Illinois EPA becoming aware of the 
alleged violation, pursuant to Section 3l(a) of the Illinois 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. Iflllinois EPA is unable to 

7 See the Initial ResuiL<, Section VI. 3, pages 38-39. 
8 The ERG should include systems and procedures which assure timely and appropriate response to 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 Secti011 31 to allow Illinois EPA to formally refer the matter to the 

Illinois 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 

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 objective focuses on existing matters and addresses U.S. EPA's 

CAFO program review findings related to timely and appropriate enforcement addressing 

noncompliance by CAF0s 9 

Approach: 

1. Beginning with the first quarter of calendar year 20 II, 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 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. By July 2011, U.S. EPA legal staff and management will meet with the Illinois Attorney 

General's office and Illinois EPA's legal staff and management to discuss legal issues and 

strategy with respect to CAFO litigation and enforcement, including U.S. EPA penaliy policies. 

3. Illinois EPA will provide a report by no later than the IS'h of each month to the U.S. EPA 

Water Enforcement Branch Chief. The report will reflect the activities completed during the 

preceding nionth. The reports will include the following: 

9 See the Initial Results, Section VI. 3, pages 38-39. 
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• a list and electronic copy of the report for each facility evaluated under Objective I, 

approach I (e), to determine whether the facility is subject to NPDES permitting 

requirements; 

• results of the Compliance Group's determinations under Objective 1, approach I (f); 

• a list of all potential CAFO-related citizen complaints/spills/releases received in the 

preceding month under Objective I, approach 3, and the disposition of the cases; 

• a list 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 detenninations; 

and 

• a list of all potential CAFO NPDES enforcement matters referred to the lllinois 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 made expeditiously, and barriers are removed. Newly

referred matters placed on the docket progress appropriately. Monthly reports are submitted 

timely and contain all required information. 
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Illinois Program Work Plan 

February 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, 20 II, 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: 

• 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 ofCAAPP permit renewals and federally 
enforceable state operating permits, as identified in U.S. EPA's Title V Operating Permit 

System (TOPS) data base (FE SOPs). 

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, 
Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA have identified the following approaches to support this objective: 

Approach: 

Effective use of the application completeness process: 

I. Illinois EPA will continue to review each incoming CAAPP application to determine whether 

the application meets teclmical requirements and all administrative requirements of Section 39 .5. 

The Illinois 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). lllinois EPA will continue 

to request additional information as necessary during processing of the application. 
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2. Illinois EPA will continue to evaluate CAAPP application completeness by utilizing the 
existing completeness 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. Illinois EPA will review the application forms to assess whether they should be revised 

to make clear that applicants must include proposed methods for monitoring 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 source. By March 31, 2011, Illinois EPA will provide U.S. EPA with the contents of its 

completeness checklist, highlighting any revisions. By July I, 20 II, U.S. EPA will assess 

Illinois EPA's completeness review process and will identifY areas for improvement, if any. 
Illinois EPA will implement any agreed-to revisions as soon as practicable. 

Effective and efficient pennit drafting: 

3. An Illinois EPA manager will continue to review all draft pennits 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 elements required by the CAAPP: all applicable 

requirements, periodic monitoring sufficient to assure compliance, compliance assurance 
monitoring where applicable, compliance schedules where appropriate, origin and authority for 

all pem:rit terms, and practicably enforceable terms. 

4. Effective immediately, 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 
permits, 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 Illinois 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 Illinois 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 
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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 penni! analysts understand and 

are equipped to fully implement the requirements of the Clean Air Act, Section 39.5, and U.S. 
EPA's guidance a1id policies, as appropriate. This includes the on-going productivity initiative 

discussed in the April 2010 Title V program review 10
, regular CAAPP Unit meetings to discuss 

recent U.S. EPA comments on draft and proposed permits, applicability detenninations, and 

responses to petitions to object to Title V pennits; informal training on topics such as effective 
permit writing (e.g., periodic monitoring justification, writing techniques, etc.) and pem1il

specitic 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 
pennit analysts q:mcerning draft permits and Statements of Basis. 

Addressing and documenting responses to public comments: 

7. By April2011, U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA will re-open and revise the existing Title V 
implementation memorandum of understanding (MOU) to provide that Illinois 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 lllinois 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 Illinois EPA in addressing 
comments prior to the start of the 45-day review period. Illinois EPA will continue to respond to 
all significant comments in the process of issuing CAAPP pennits. 

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. 

10 
See September 30, 2010 program evaluation report, page 16 
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Objective 2: Significantly reduce permit issuance backlogs of CAAPP renewals and 
FESOPs. 

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 I, 20 II, Illinois EPA \viii temporarily assign 

two to five additional FTE to process CAAPP pennit 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 pennits is a high priority. Illinois EPA senior management will take every 

opportunity to identifY issuance ofCAAPP 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 

expectations for CAAPP penni! 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 increase the permit 

issuance rate of FESOPs. 

Indicia of Progress: The following table summarizes Illinois EPA's and U.S. EPA's pennitting 

goals for FFY 20 ll 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 i ,;7; Targeted 
Draft Backlogged Cumulative Total of 

Permits Sent to Final Backlogged 
'X')k;X, 'x Public Notice '"''' Permits Issued 

11 

May 2011 6 
November 20 II 10 6 
May 2012 24 10 
November 2012 48 24 

11 The word "targeted" is used in relation to fmal 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 pem1it appeals filed with the State by permittees. 
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Illinois Program Work Plan 
February 2011 

Air Enforcement 

Tllinois EPA and U.S. EPA collectively ensure that facilities comply with applicable provisions 
of the CAA and associated State laws, permits and requirements. Illinois 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 status, a joint annual planning 

process, and periodic audits under U.S. EPA's State Review Framework. Through these 

mechanisms, program progress is tracked, and barriers to further progress are addressed. Illinois 
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 three objectives: 

• To detect all federally reportable violations and document them in order to support 
fonnal enforcement. 

• To track and efficiently .resolve newly identified violations. 

• To assure that existing, umesolved enforcement matters are tracked and efficiently 
processed. 

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

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

Approach: 

l.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, Illinois 

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 
to time, but at least quarterly, provide Jllinois EPA's BOA Training Coordinator with a list of 
federally-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 ·recent 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 PSDINSR noncompliance. U.S. EPA has Section I 14 authority that 

allows it to gather information or documents from the targeted source-sector that may be 

necessary to assess whether a PSDINSR violation exists. When Illinois EPA has identified a 

modification at a source that may be a major modification, and cannot support an enforcement 
action with infonnation available, lllinois EPA will provide to U.S. EPA the inspection report 

and any other documentation that may support a PSD/NSR noncompliance inquity. U. S. EPA 

will then use its Section I 14 authority to gather additional evidence relevant to the PSDINSR 

mqmry. 

3. Illinois EPA Bureau of Air (BOA) staff has developed a new Compliance Monitoring Report 
(CMR), which is currenlly 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 to 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 arc currently 

being reviewed and the initial draft CMR is being revised. By March I 5, 2011, the revised draft 
CMR will be field-tested hy one or more inspectors in each regional field office. By April I 5, 

201 I, 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 I, 
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 I, 201 I. In July, August and September 201 I, Illinois 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 I, 201 I, the CMR will be used for each 

field inspection. 

4. By March I 5, 20 II, lllinois EPA will compose three (3) regional Meeting in Region (MIR) 

committees, consisting of Illinois EPA's field staff in that region, and compliance 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-compliance 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) (sec below) refers back to technical staff due to insufficient 

information will be tracked to measure progress. 

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

Approach: 

1. Illinois EPA will continue to usc a Compliance Decision Group (COG) composed of the BOA 

Pem1it Section Manager, the Field Operations Section (FOS) Manager, the Compliance Section 

Manager and the Manager of the Division of Legal Counsel-Air Enforcement. The COG will 

analyze each violation detected during the previous month, detailing supporting evidence, 

desired corrective action, and expected environmental benefits. The COG 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 lllinois EPA 

will issue VNs containing a recommended technical remedy and schedule for implementation. 

Where the appropriate technical remedy is 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 COG will meet monthly to dispose of matters referred to them. Most matters referred to 

the COG 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 COG can consider other options for resolution. Decisions 

of the COG will be documented and maintained. 

5. Beginning in March 2011, Illinois EPA legal enforcement staff will utilize its regular calls 

with the Illinois Attorney 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 Attorney 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 dates), and appropriate penalty resolution; and affirm desired results. 
Decisions will be documented. 

Indicia of Progress: All pending matters will be closely 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. 

19 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



IUinois Program Work Plan for 2013 

Agreement 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 together to 

implement authorized, delegated, and/or approved environmental programs wiihin the State of 

Illinois in a timely, appropriate, and effective manner. Together we establish priorities, negotiate 

program commitments 1md work sharing, and evaluate program perfon11ancc. 

Illinois EPA and EPA Region 5 are replacing the previous Work Plan Agreement as a means to 

continue to strengthen Illinois' in1plementation of several federally authorized, delegated, and/or 

approved environmental programs. The Work Plan for 2013 includes activities arid comri1itments 

for both Agencies relating to the Clean Water Act National Pollutant Discharge Elimination 

System (NPDES) and Clean Air Act Title V permitting progtam. This Work Plan Agreement 

extends t11e previous 2011/2012 federal fiscal year work plan agreement to December31, 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 Illinois 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 cmmnurucations, as well as during the annual joint senior 

management planning ri1eetin.gc The Work P!an may be adjusted by mutual agreement As part 

of our joint planning for Federal Fiscal Year 2014/2015, Illinois EPA and. EPA RegionS will 

formally assess the need to negotiate a revised Work Plan for the Clean Water Act NPDES ai1d 

Clean Air Act Title V pennitting programs. 

The execution of this Agreement demonstrates our continuing commitment to environmental 

improvement tlrrough a strong partnership and shared responsibility for meeting our regulatory 

obligations. 

Entered into on :2- - '-1 - I 3 

For Illinois EPA: For EPA Re,gion 5: 

o - , nterim Director 
Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 

Susan Hedman 
Regional Administrator 

Attachment F 
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Illinois Program Work Plan 
For 2013 

Water Programs 

In March 2008, the Illinois Citizens for Clean Air & Water (Illinois Citizens) submitted a 
petition to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) requesting the withdrawal of 
lllinois' authorized Clean Water Act National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
program. Illinois Citizens contend that the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (Illinois 
EPA)was not properly administering the NPDES program for concentrated animal feeding 
operations (CAPOs). 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 conducted an infonnal investigation of the petitioners' allegations and issued a report 
in September 2010. 1 The report discusses U.S. EPA;s initial findings for the various program 
areas, and the actions that Illinois EPA must tal(e to comply with Clean Water Act requirements 
for authorized state NPDES programs. In particular, Illinois EPA must accomplish the 
following: 

NPDES Permitting for CAFOs 

• Issue NPDES permits to CAPOs that are required to be permitted under NPDES regulations. 
• Develop and maintain a comprehensive invei1tory of CAPOs and evaluate their regulatory 

status. 
• Establish technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAPOs and revise title 35 of 

the Jllinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E, as necessary to be consistent with tile federal 
CAPO rules. 

• Ensure fuat sufficient resources are maintained to issue or deny permits. 

NPDES Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement for CAFOs 

• Revise the inspection process for livestock and poultry facilities to enable Illinois EPA to 
determine and track whether inspected facilities are CAPOs that are required to have NPDES 
penuits and whether they are in compliance with Nl'DES requirements. 

• Develop standard operating procedures and properly investigate, track, and respond to citizen 
complaints reporting potential violations ofNPDES requirements. 

• Take timely and appropriate enforcement action to address noncompliance by CAPOs. 
• Require that Illinois EPA enforcement actions address CAPOs failing to apply for an NPDES 

penni!, 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 ofNPDES 
requirements for CAPOs. 

1See the "Initial Results of an Informal Investigation of the National Pollutant Discharge. Elimination System 
Program for Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations in the State oflllinois'" (Initial Results), available at: 

· h!tp:l/epa.gov/region5/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 CAFO pennits; has an inventory of large CAFOs 
under development; has made progress on conducting and rracking CAFO inspections; has 
issued violation notices and referred actions to the Illinois Attorney General Office; has 
subnrittcd proposed amendments to Title 35 of the lllinois Adnrinistrative Code to tbe ll!inois 
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 lllinois EPA agree to extend the Work Plan through 2013 to continue tbe 
progress oftbe February 2011 Work Plan, including completing rhe CAFO inventory and a 
related workload assessment, finalizing four lllinois EPA standard operating procedures 
concerning CAFOs, and amending Title 35 of the Dlinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E, 
Parts 50 I, 502, and 504. 

The following outlines specific actions that Dlinois 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 lllinois 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 US. EPA's.CAFO program review findings related to issuance of 
NPDES pennits to CAFOs as required under the NPDES regulations.2 It also addresses U.S. 
EPA's finding related to resources for the CAFO NPDES program. 3 

Approach 

I. By February 28,2013, lllinois EPA will report on the status of the 13 cases identified in the 
August 31, 20 II, re-investigation report as either needing additional investigation or 
considering withdrawing pennit applications. The report will include conclusions and, as 
appropriate, recommendations for further action. 

2. By September 30,2013, Illinois EPA will prepare a fmal 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 CAFO inventory discussed below. 4 The final assessment will identify 
staff distribution by function and geographic area of responsibility. 

'Ibid, Section VI. 1, p. 35. 
'Ibid, Section VI. 6, p: 40. 
4Compliance Monitori~g and Enforcement Objective 1, Approach l.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 lllinois EPA and U.S. EPA. 

4. Illinois EPA will establish a standard operating procedure (SOP), with timelines, for 
making a completeness determination and taking preliminary and fmal action on pennit 
applications. The SOP will provide for fmal action not more than 180 days after receipt of 
a complete application. Cnder the SOP, Illinois EPA will respond to all incomplete 
applications with a notice of incompleteness (NO I) delineating the deficiencies in the 
application anu requiring a response within 30 days. lllinoi.s EPA will copy U.S. EPA on 
all NO!s. 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 issue an 
information collec.tion order under Section308 of the Clean Water Act for any applicant 
who has not responded or when lllinois EPA finds that the application is still incomplete 
after appropriate use of the NO! process. By February 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 fiom U.S. EPA on previous draft versions 
of the SOP. 

5. 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 final NO I 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 lllinois EPA. 

6. Within 60 days following publication of amendments to 35 ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, 
Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA will jointly identify permit conditions that lJlinois EPA could 
modify and practices that Illinois 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 ofNMP 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, Illinois 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. 
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 December 31, 2012, issue pennits to the applicants, post draft 
pennits 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 amendments to 35 TIL Adm. Code, subtitle E, which 
reOect the 2003 and 2008 revisions to the federal regulations for CAFOs. Tills objective 
addresses U.S. EPA's CAFO program review findings related to administrative rules for 
CAFOs as well as technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAFOs. 5 

Approach 

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

2. Within 30 days after publication of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, Illinois 
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. lllinois EPA will provide a draft of the letter to 
U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with modification. 

3. Within 45 days after the amendatory rulemaking becomes effective, lllinois EPA will 
submit the fmal 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, lllinois EPA 
will revise its permit application forms and formally ask the public to comment on draft 
modifications to general permit !LAO!, 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. lllinois 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 I: To detect, report, and sufficiently document aU violations in order to support 
enforcement oftbe federal regulations. Tills 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-' . 

5Initial Results, Section VI. 7, p. 41. 
'Ibid, Section VI. 2, pp. 36-38. 
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Approach 

I. lilinois EPA will implement a short-term strategy for evaluating facilities that are likely to be 
Large CAFOs. The strategy includes the following: 

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

b. By February 28, 2013, Illinois EPA will provide an inventory to U.S. EPA that lists 
Large CAFOs and any other pennitted CAFOs as a basis for the final Workload 
Assessment. Illinois EPA will maintain and regularly update its CAFO inventory 
through a process of confrrming sizes of additional livestock facilities. TI!inois EPA will 
make the inventory publicly accessible and send updates to U.S. EPA at least twice a 
year. By September 30,2013, lllinois EPA will provide an update to its CAFO inventory 
that confirms whether additional livestock facilities are Large CAFOs. lllinois EPA will 
have a process in place to get regular updates about potential Large CAFOs from Illinois 
Department of Agriculture and lllinois Department of Public Health. The inventory will 
include all confinned Large and pennitted CAFO sites identified by illinois EPA regional 
offices, permit applications, citizen tips and complaints, U.S. EPA, the illinois 
Department of Agriculture, the Illinois 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 lllinois counties. 

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

d. illinois EPA will perform 25 NPDES evaluations by June l, 2013, to determine whether 
the facilities discharge, with at least 12 of these evaluations completed during or after 
precipitation events. 

e. At its existing Compliance Group monthly meetings, lllinois 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 
Significant Non-compliance (SNC) determinations, violations detected, documentary 
evidence, and recommendations for correcting the violations. lllinois 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, illinois EPA will confirm that CAFO inspectors and their first-line 
supervisors have completed illinois EPA's training curriculum. Newly hired lllinois EPA CAFO 
inspectors 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 andrevise 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 
includes on-site presence of an Nl'DES 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 necessaty 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. lllinois EPA will develop an annual site-specific CAFO inspection plan which ensures 
l\TPDES inspection at a minimum of 20 percent of all pennitted CAFOs, consistent with U.S. 
EPA"s National NPDES Compliance Monitoring Strategy. illinois 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 a minimum 
of three Illinois EPA NPDES CAFO inspections to evaluate the effectiveness of the lllinois EPA 
inspection program. U.S. EPA inspectors will document their fmdings, and evaluate the 
thoroughness and scope of prior Dlinois 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-up 
enforcement consistent with existing State/U.S. EPA enforcement communication agreements 
and the Environmental Performance Partnership Agreement. 

Indicia of Progress: illinois EPA creates and maintains a consolidated inventory of Large 
CAFOs and other permitted CAFOs. The inventory is easily accessible to all illinois EPA staff 
and the public. Illinois EPA conducts NPDES evaluations at 25 potential Large CAFOs by June 
l, 2013, consistent with approved SOPs. illinois EPA will report all CAFO inspections it 
conducted to U.S. EPA armually by July 31. lllinois EPA iniplements approved armual 
inspection plans for permitted CAFOs consistent with the National Compliance Monitoring 
Strategy. illinois 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 I 00 percent of Single Event Violations and all wet weather 
SNC in the Integrated Compliance Information System (!CIS). 
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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 
tindings related to timely and appropriate enforcement addressing noncompliance by CAFOs and 
the requirement that all CAFOs that discharge must apply for an NPDES permit7 

Approach 

l. lllinois EPA's Bureau of Water ~~ll revise its Enforcement Response Guide (ERG) in a 
ma1mer designed to assure timely and appropriate response to violations detected ai CAFOs and 
ensure a prompt return to compliance.8 lllinois 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 
"N'PDES 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. 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. 

2. illinois EPA will issue VNs for all significant noncompliance detected at CAFOs, within 180 
days of Illinois EPA becoming aware of the alleged violation, pursuant to Section 3l(a) of the 
Illinois 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 Illinois EPA is unable to negotiate an acceptable CCA within 120 days of issuing the 
VN, Illinois EPA will refer the matter to the lllinois Attorney General's office. For conditions 
that constitute an imminent or substantial endangerment to human health, the environment or 
property, Illinois EPA v,ill 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 Jess 
effective than the remedy proposed by lllinois EPA, lllinois EPA ,vjll immediately complete the 
necessary actions under Section 31 to allow Illinois EPA to formally refer the matter to the 
lllinois Attorney General's office or the State's Attorney of the county in which the alleged 
violation occurred. Simultaneously, 1llinois 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 
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. 

'Ibid, Section VI. 3, pp. 38-39. 
8The ERG should include systems and procedures whi~;h assure timely and appropriate 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. Tllis objective focuses on existing matters and addresses U.S. EPA's 
CAFO program review fmdings related to timely and appropriate enforcement addressing 
noncompliance by CAF0s 9 

Approach 

I. lllinois 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. Iiiinois EPA will provide a report by no later than the 15th 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: 

• a list and electronic copy of the report for each facility evaluated under Objective I, 
approach l(e), to determine whether the facility is subject to l\'PDES pennitting 
requirements; 

• results of the Compliance Group's determinations under Objective 1, approach l(f); 
• a list of all potential CAFO-related citizen complaints/spills/releases received in the 

preceding month under Objective I, approach 3, and the disposition of the cases; 
• a list of potential CAFO facilities evaluated by the Enforcement Decision Group and a 

description of actions talc en with regard to those facilities, including copies of any 
referrals to the Illinois Attorney General's office or written compliance deternlinations; 
and 

• a Jist of all potential CAFO NPDES enforcement matters referred to the Illinois Attorney 
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 SL'l 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 made expeditiously and barriers to progress are removed. 
Newly-referred matters placed on the docket progress appropriately. Monthly reports arc 
subnlitted timely and contain all required infom1ation. 

'9lnitial Results, Section VI. 3: pp. 38-39. 
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Illinois Program Work Plan 
For 2013 

Clean Air Act Title V Permitting 

The Illinois Envirorunental Protection Agency (lllinois 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 (GG Fed. Reg. 62946). Through regular program 
interactions, our annual planning process, and periodic program reviews, U.S. EPA and lllinois 
EPA discuss program progress and in1plementation barriers. On February 24, 2011, U.S. EPA 
and lllinois EPA signed a work plan with the following objectives: 

• Issue CAAPP pemlits pursuant to the Clean Air Act and Section 39.5 of the Illinois 
Envirorunental Protection Act, 415 ILCS 5/39.5 (Section 39.5). 

• Significantly reduce issuance backlogs of CAAPP pemlit renewals and federally enforceable 
state operating pennits (FESOPs), as identified in U.S. EPA's Title V Operating Pernlit 
System data base. 

Progress to date and plan forward 

• Illinois EPA has met or exceeded each of the milestones in the February 2011 Work Plan. 
• Both U.S. EPA and Illinois EPA agree to extend the work plan tlrrough 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 iliose permits through the permit reopening process. 

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

Approach 

• U.S. EPA will, at a minimnm, review one draft pernlit and accompanying Statement of Basis 
per monili, if available. Illinois EPA will work wiili U S. EPA to address any U.S. EPA 
comments. 

• U.S. EPA will also work wiili Illinois EPA to most efficiently address U.S. EPA's 
comments. U.S. EPA comnlits to discussing our concerns with any specific operating permit 
with ilie Illinois EPA pernlit writer prior to subnlitting any formal comments. U.S. EPA will 
provide Illinois EPA with fonnal comments where it is warranted 

• U.S. EPA will support lllinois EPA wiili training and help with permit-specific issues, 
including addressing actual and perceived barriers that could delay.permit issuance, and 
assist \\~th applicability detenninations where appropriate. In addition to US. EPA's data 
base of Title V petitions, orders, and other guidance documents, which is accessible by states, 
U.S. EPA comnlits to provide on-going a>sistance. 

• U.S. EPA and lllinois EPA will follow the April20, 2011, Memorandum of Agreement. 
• Illinois EPA management will work wiili pernlit staff to identify and address baniers 

preventing the public noticing and issuance of fmal pernlits. 
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Indicia of Progress: The following tables summarize lllinois EPA's and U.S. EPA's permitting 
goals for CY 2013 for the current CAAPP and FESOP backlog.1 Thereafter, lllinois EPA will 
continue to public notice and issue CAAPP pemrits and FESOPs from the backlog. 

CAAPP backlocr table' 
Date Cumulative Total of Draft Targeted3 Cumulative Total 

Backlogged Permits Sent to of Final Backlogged Permits 
Public Notice Issued 

Targeted Milestones for June 

I 
72 39 

2013 
December 2013 102 54 

l The backlog was developed under the February 201 I Work Plan and includes the CAAPP and 
FE SOP lists submitted to U.S. EPA and identifying pending permits as of October 2010. 
2 The number of pennits for public notice and final issuance are continued from the February 
201 I Work Plan for the CAAPP permit backlog. 
3 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 Gi!nerating Station permit. 

Approach 

The remaining coal-fired power plant initial CAAPP pemrits 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 lllinois EPA, outlining our strategy and administrative process to 
getting final and effective initial pemrits and updating those permits to reflect new applicable 
Clean Air Act requirements through the reopening process. 

10 
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Designa County Facility Name Facility City 
tlon 

L ADAMS HIGH POWER PORK LLC ,LA PRAIRIE 
L ADAMS KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM UBERTY 
L ADAMS PINE RIDGE FARMS ·MENDON 
L Adams Sims Enterprises, Inc. Liberty 
L Bond Kruckeburg i Shoal Creek 
L BOND Seabaugh Pork Farms Greenville 
L BROWN BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FARM TIMEWELL 
L BROWN MASCHHOFFS • LANING 1 MT. Sterling 
L BUREAU Doubletree Farms Princeton 
L BUREAU EHNLE, GARY ·Buda 
L BUREAU MCCUNE FARM #1 Sheffield 

L BUREAU STEAK CITY :WALNUT 

L CALHOUN SOGGY BOTTOM SOW FACILITY :PLEASANT HILL 
L CARROLL Newcomer, John ·Lanark 
L CARROLL Stitzel Hog Farm Shannon 
L CARROLL Sturtevant Hog Farms Shannon 

L CASS APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 1 
OAKFORD (UNITS 1&3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 27 
L CASS (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE ;OAKFORD 

CAFO) 
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 28 

L CASS (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE OAKFORD 
CAFO) 

L CASS APPLEWOOD FARMS,-LLC • UNIT 3 
OAKFORD (UNITS 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 4 
L CASS (UNITS 4,27,& 28 COMBINED LARGE NEWMANSV!LLE 

CAFO) 
L CASS APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 5 ·CHANDLERVILLE 

APPLEWODD FARMS, LLC - UNIT 9 
L CASS (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE OAKFORD 

CAFO) 

Permit 
Number Primary Animal Type 

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
Swine, ead1 weighing 55 pounds or more 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
Swine, each weighing 5.5 pounds or more 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
Swine, eacl1 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 

Cattle, other U1an 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 

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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APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNITS 2/12 
L CASS (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE OAKFORD Swine, each weighing 55 pound.s or more 

CAFO) 
L CASS SEAMAN PORK BEARDSTOWN Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CASS STRIBLING HOG FARM ASHLAND Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CASS TAYLOR, CHARLES .VIRGINIA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L :CAss WIN PRODUCllONS - BEARDSTOWN :BEARDSTOWN Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L :Champaign Furtney Farms Champaign Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CHRISllAN LANHAM, INC EDINBURG Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L .CHRISllAN MASCHHOFFS - CAMPBELL FARMS :EDINBURG Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Clay Andy Shull Inc 'Louisville Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLAY .Bible Finisher Louisville Swine, eacl1 weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Clay Bible Pork #2 'Louisville Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLAY BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4 . LOUISVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLAY BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM III LOUISVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLAY KITLEY, KENT- SWINE FACIUTY FLORA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLAY KITLEY, TRACY - SWINE FARM - GDU CLAY CITY Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Clay 'RLH Farms Inc ; LOUISVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLINTON BEER, STANLEY HOG FARM 'Bartelso Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Clinton . Book Pork Farms iBreese :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

.L CLINTON Hempen, David Hog & Cattle Farm 'Carlyle Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Clinton Kampwerth Pork 'Breese ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLINTON Luebbers, Edwin Hog Fann :carlyle • Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

.L CLINTON Maschhoff Pork Farm (HOME) :Cary/ye Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLINTON MSSA HOG FACILITY - BREESE iBREESE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Clinton Ratermann Bros. 'Gennantown Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CLINTON RICH-LANE DAIRY FARM ·Highland Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 

CLINTON ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN) GERMANTOWN . Laying hens, If the AFO uses other than L 
liquid-manure handling system 

L CLINTON 1lmmermann, Ron Hog Fann !Carlyle Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L CUMBERLAND Walk Stock Farm, Inc. - Unit #2 :Neoga Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L DE KALB Huftalln Swine Farm .Malta Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L DE KALB Independence Pork Waterman Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L DE KALB JOHNSON FARMS •DEKALB Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L DE KALB KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM jWATERMAN Turkeys 

L DE KALB LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP 
Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 

'MAPLE PARK calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to 
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 

L DE KALB PRIME PORK, Inc. :DEKALB ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L DE KALB WEYDERT HOG CONFINEMENT !DEKALB Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

----------·---·-- --
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L EDGAR Christensen Farms Midwest, LLC - P Hill 'Kansas 
'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L FAYElTE , Wilder Farms Elevator 'VANDALIA 
:swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L FORD VEATCH AND SONS, INC. LIVESTOCK 
FARM 'ROBERTS 

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

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

L FRANKLIN 'Brubaker, James (Miller) Hog/Turkey Farm j Ewing 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L FRANKLIN Maschhoff Pork (Florida Facility) MULKEYTOWN 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L FULTON BLACK GOLD CATTLE COMPANY :VERMONT 
Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
calves (Cattle Includes but is not limited to 

'heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 
L ,FULTON CEDARCREST, LLC 'TABLE GROVE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L :Fulton , Eagle Point Farms. LLC :Table Grove - Vermont Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L FULTON FULTON SELECT SWINE 'ASTORIA 'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L FULTON HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM I ASTORIA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ,L GREENE :HAN OR COMPANY, INC. (APPLE CREEK) 'WHITE HALL Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

; 
L GREENE HAN OR COMPANY, INC. (BLUFFDALE) 'ElDRED Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds 
L Hamilton Bond Family Farms :Mcleansboro Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

HANCOCK CARLISLE FARMS - CATTLE BARN SWINE 
iCARTHAGE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L 
FINISHER 

L HANCOCK CARLISLE FARMS - CONNOR FINISHING !CARTHAGE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
HANCOCK CARLISLE FARMS • HOME FINISHING 

jCARTHAGE :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L 

FACILITY 
L ,HANCOCK DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM ,CARTHAGE :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L HANCOCK DEER VIEW, LLC :STILLWELL- West Point Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L HANCOCK GLENVIEW PORK, LLC :PLYMOUTH ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
'L HANCOCK ,JD PORK, LLC JLAHARPE 'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L HANCOCK LITTLE TIMBER, LLC iCARTHAGE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L HANCOCK OAK GROVE, LLC BURNSIDE , Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L ;HANCOCK WESTERN CREEK FARMS, LLC :,LAHARPE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L HANCOCK WILDCAT FARMS, LLC !DURHAM Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ' L HENDERSON CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM iBALD BLUFF Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

,Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal L 'HENDERSON MARK RAY CATTLE FARM :BeiWick :calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to 
:heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 

HENDERSON 'MCCLURE SWINE FARM- MEDIA 
:MEDIA 'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L 
FAOLITY 
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L HENDERSON SF VENTURES, LLC GLADSTONE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE ;CAMBRIDGE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY CRANBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING) Annawan Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY DIERICKS SWINE FARM :ATKINSON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY DIERICKS SWINE FARM #2-Home Site ;ATKINSON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY GENESEO PORK, INC. -ATKINSON 'ATKINSON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY HOGGY BOTTOM, LLC Yorktown Swine, euch weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY LINDBOM SWINE FARM -Kewanee Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY PROPHETSTOWN PORK, LLC 'PROPHETSTOWN Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L HENRY SAND RIDGE PORK LLC ANNAWAN Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
L HENRY WEBER BEEF, INC I ·GENESEO calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to 

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

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
L ·Iroquois Ravens Uvestock and Farms, Inc. :Milford calves (Cattle Includes but Is not limited to 

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

L IROQUOIS ROSE ACRE FARMS, L.L.C. - DONOVAN 'DONOVAN Chickens (Layers); Poultry 

L JEFFERSON BALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM BLUFORD Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

JEFFERSON 
HICKORY HILL FARM 

'INA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L (Brubaker,Amos&Nathan) 
L JEFFERSON Maschhoff Pork- KUJAWA FACILITY :ASHLEY Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L JO DAVIESS •MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER ;shullsburg .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

JO DAVIESS 
MONTICELLO PORK WEST L.L.C-SCALES 

:scales Mound Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L 
MOUND 

L Kane Dumoulin Swine Farm •Hampshire Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

KANKAKEE Mussman's Back Acres, Inc. •Grant Park Laying hens, if the AFO uses other than L 
liquid-manure handling system 

L KNOX 4 NELSON FARMS, INC. 'ALTONA :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L KNOX 4TH MERIDIAN FARM :Rio Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L KNOX .APEX PORK, LLC .RIO Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L KNOX BLOCK FARMS !KNOXVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L KNOX ILLINI MANAGEMENT, INC. SWINE FARM VICTORIA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L KNOX KINGSDALE FARMS, INC. VICTORIA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Knox Porcine Farms, LLC Galesburg Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L KNOX PORK HILL FARM ALTONA ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L 'KNOX THE HIGHLANDS, LLC 'WILLIAMSFIELD . Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L LA SALLE :Flanders Swine Farm North Dana Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
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L ·LA SALLE 'Flanders Swine Farm South 'Dana 
'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LA SALLE Hagenbuch North : Utlca 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L LA SALLE . Pearl Valley Eggs Pearl City Laying hens, If the AFO uses other than 
liquid-manure handling system L LAKE Golden Oaks Farm, LLC :wauconda 'Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry L LAWRENCE ·cassarotto, Matt Hog Farm :claremont ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LAWRENCE .F & M Hogs 'sumner Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LAWRENCE :JRT FARMS INC. !LAWRENCEVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LAWRENCE ·McClure Farms : St Francisville Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LEE LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN .SUBLETTE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LEE Maytown Pork 'Amboy Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LEE ULRICH, ELMER FARM 'Hannon Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LIVINGSTON Hartman Swine Fadllty ·Fairbury ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LOGAN COOPER FARMS 'MT. PULASKI Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LOGAN . FITZGIBBONS, GERALD 'ELKHART :swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LOGAN HERITAGE PORK :LINCOLN Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LOGAN LINCOLN FARM CORP. -HOME FARM 'LINCOLN Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LOGAN MASCHHOFFS - ARMINGTON I ATLANTA :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L LOGAN PAULUS FARM ;LINCOLN .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L Macoupln BITTER FARMS, INC. : Ll tchfield .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L MACOUPIN FRAGRANT 40 GREENFIELD ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L MACOUPIN JARDEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP j BUNKER HILL :Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 
L MACOUPIN KALLAL BROS. !CHESTERFIELD ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Macoupln Triple D Farms, Inc. 'CARLINVILLE ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

·cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
L MACOUPIN WONDERLAND RANCH 'CARLINVILLE :calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to 

'heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 
L MCLEAN ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY 'Chenoa Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

·Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
L MCLEAN FUNK FARMS TRUST CATTLE FARM ;SHIRLEY ,calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to 

.heifers, ste~rs, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 
L MCLEAN Stone Ridge Dairy Facility ·Mansfield ·Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 
L MENARD 'FRANK FARMS, INC. 'ATHENS Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L MERCER ;BIDDLE SWINE FARM -SEATON FACILITY :sEATON · Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L 'MERCER :DeBlock Fam1s Viola Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L MERCER :WINTERS CREEK, INC. JOY :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Montgomery : BORGIC FARMS, INC. Nokomis 'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Montgomery :EVERGREEN FARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST) BUTLER Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
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L MONTGOMERY PRAIRIE LAND PORK - HOME SITE RAYMOND Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L MONTGOMERY PRAIRIE LAND PORK - NORTH SITE FARMERSVILLE . Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L MONTGOMERY SEABAUGH PORK WALSHVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
L OGLE Circle G Farms Oregon calves (Cattle Includes but is not limited to 

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

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
L OGLE NORDMAN FEEDLOTS, INC. OREGON calves (Cattle includes but Is not limited to 

·heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 
L OGLE PARAGON PORK ·Chana Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L OGLE Schabacher Swine farm Chana Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PEORIA BONTZ PORK FARM MAPLETON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PEORIA 'WILLIAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM LAURA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM KINDERHOOK Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 PERRY Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE BRADSHAW, PHILIP GRIGGSVILLE ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE DOUBLE H PORK :PffiSFIELD Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L PIKE 
E & C PORK (EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK 

NEW SALEM Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .#4) 
L PIKE HENDRICKS, GREG NEW SALEM Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK #1 BARRY ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK #2 / #3 'NEBO Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE MASCHHOFFS - EAST RIDGE PEARL Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE MASCHHOFFS - OLD SCHOOL PORK :NEBO Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE MOSS FARMS, INC. :BAYLIS Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE R & J GRAIN & LIVESTOCK ROCKPORT Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE 'RED OAK HILLS LLC NEW SALEM Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L PIKE WEBEL, RICHARD R. FARMS INC VERSAILLES Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

.L PIKE WEBSTER, MARK A., FARMS INC. PLEASANT HILL Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L RICHLAND 
Billington, Hog Farm II (LARRY 

CISNE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more BILLINGTON OPER) 
L Richland Rodgers, John - Swine iNoble Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L ROCKISLAND SIMPSON FARMS, INC. !PORTBYRON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L SANGAMON MILLER FARMS :WAVERLY Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L SANGAMON .SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC. :WILLIAMSVILLE ·swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L SANGAMON SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS · i PLEASANT PLAINS Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L SANGAMON YOUNG, BOB LIVESTOCK FARM iROCHESTER Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L SCHUYLER HILL TOP FARM LLC :RUSHVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L SCHUYLER NEW DOMINION FARMS - DEER RUN .HUNTSVILLE Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
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L SCHUYLER .PRAIRIE STATE GILTS, LTD. LITTLETON 
Swine, ead1 weighing 55 pounds or more L SCHUYLER TIMBERLINE LLC - PSM LITTLETON 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L SCOTT LAKAMP, BRAD CHAPIN 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L SCOTT SAND STONE NORTH LLC BLUFFS 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L SCOTT SAND STONE SOUTH LLC 'BLUFFS 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L Scott Win Productions, LLC - Winchester Winchester 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L Shelby J & V Probst Sigel Swine 

L ST. CLAIR C.D. Bell Swine Facility 'New Athens 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L STARK PEUGH SWINE FARM - SHANER SITE .BRADFORD . Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L STEPHENSON HIGH PLAINS PORK, Inc. iWJNSLOW 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L STEPHENSON HUNTER HAVEN FARMS 'PEARL CITY Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry L STEPHENSON Schledary Farms ·Freeport Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry L STEPHENSON SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM 'SHANNON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L TAZEWELL JECKEL PORK FARM 'DELAVAN 

•Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L TAZEWELL RICH PORK FARM DEER CREEK Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal L VERMILION Rob Wood Fa1ms, Inc. iPotomac calves (Cattle Includes but is not limited to 
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 

L WARREN DANIEL REEDER SWINE FARM · Little York Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WASHINGTON BOESTER, DEAN HOG FARM 'HOYLETON , Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L Washington Brazinski Pork Farm Facility l Coultel\lille Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WASHINGTON Fay-Bia-Mar Farm, Inc. 'Oakdale Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry L WASHINGTON HECKERT HOG/DAIRY FARM 'VENEDY Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L WASHINGTON Maschhoff Pork (Georgia) ;HOYLETON Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds 

L WASHINGTON 
MASCHHOFF PORK (NEW MINDEN 

;HOYLETON Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more FACILITY) 
L Washington •Meier Pork Okwaville Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WASHINGTON SCHWARTZKOPF FARMS NASHVILLE 'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L Wayne Double E Farms Wayne City Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WAYNE GROTE STOCK FARM FAIRFIELD Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WAYNE Murphy Farms Sow Faclllly Elm River Mt. Erie Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WAYNE ·Murphy Farms Sow Facility Lakeview Mt. Erie Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WAYNE Murphy Farms Sow Facility Mt. Erie Mt. Erie Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WHITESIDE Dail Farms Erie Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WHITESIDE JET Farm Prophetstown Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more L WHITESIDE MILLS HOG FARM MORRISON :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
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L WHITESIDE PFUNDSTEIN, DALE 'Sterling 
·Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal 
calves (Cattle includes but is not limited to 
heifers, steers, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 

L WHITESIDE PHIL VOCK FARM MORRISON .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L WILUAMSON Berg, Leon Hog Fanm Carterville Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLER 
Minonk Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L WOODFORD 
FAC. 
FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-RED 

PANOLA Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L WOODFORD 

FINISHER 
L WOODFORD JANSSEN FARM MINONK Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
L Wordford Lone Willow USA, Inc. .Roanoke Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
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Illinois Program Work Plan for Calendar Years 2014-2016 

Agreement Between 

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

Pm'Suant to federal assistance statutes, the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (lllinois 
EPA) and Region 5, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA Region 5) wot·k together io 
implement authoriz~.d, delegated, and/or approved enviromnentai programs within the State of 
Illinois in a timely, appropriate, and effective rn3lmer. Together we establish priorities, negotiate 
program commitments and work sh:uing, and evaluate program performance. 

Illinois EPA and EPA Region 5 !Ire replacing the previous Work Plan Agreement as a means to 
continue our partnership to strengthen Illinois' NPDES permitting for CAFOs and. to 
significantly reduce the Clean Air Act Permit Program permit backlog. The Work Plan for 1014-
2016 includes activities and commitments for both Agencies relating to the Clean Water Act 
National Poliutant Discharge Elimination Sysrem (NPDES) and Ciean Air Act Title V permitting 
program~ 

Illinois EPA and EPA Regi~n 5 wil! monitor progress under the Work Plan Agreement via 
existing progranHo--program communications, as well as during !he annual joint senior 
management planning meeting. The Work Plan may be adjusted by mutual agreement 

Tne execution of this Agreement demonstrates our continuing commitment to environmental 
improvement through s strong partnership and shared responsibility for meetil1g ouueguiatory 
obligations. 

Entered into on 9/6/qmj 
for lllinois EPA: 

'--__;;? 
' 

Illinois E;lVironmental Protection Agency 

. 1 

For EPA Re;gion 5: 

Susan Hedman 
Regional Administrator 

Attachment H 
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Illinois Program Work Plan 

For Calendar Years 2014 -2016 

Water Programs 

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

U.S. EPA conducted an infonnal investigation of the petitioners' allegations and issued a 
report in September 20 I 01

• 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, Illinois EPA must 
accomplish the following; 

NPDES Permitting for CAFOs 

• Issue NPDES pennits to CAFOs that are required to be pennitted under NPDES 
regulations. 
Develop and maintrun a comprehensive inventory of CAFOs and evaluate their 
regulatory status. 
Establish technical standards for nutrient management by Large CAPOs and revise title 
35 ofthe lllinois Administrative Code, Subtitle E, as necessary to be consistent with the 
federal CAFO rules. 
Ensure that sufficient resources are maintained to issue or deny pennits. 

l'<'PDES Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement for CAFOs 

Revise the inspection process for livestock ru1d poultry facilities to enable Illinois EPA 
to determine and track whether inspected facilities ru-e CAFOs 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 ofNPDES requirements. · 
Take timely and appropriate enforcement action to address noncompliance by CAFOs. 

1 See the "Initial ResultS of an lnfonnallnvestigation of the National Pollulant Discharge Elimination System 
Program for Concentrnted Animal Feeding Operations in the State of Illinois" (Initial Results), available at: 
http://www.epa.gov/region5/illinois\vorkplan/. 
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• Require that Illinois EPA enforcement actions address CAFOs failing to apply for an 
NPDES pennit, where a facility has discharged, is discharging, or is designed, 
constructed, operated, or maintained such that it will discharge. 

• Ensure that sufficient resomces are maintained for inspections and enforcement of 
NPDES requirements for CAFOs. 

Progress to date and plan fonvard 

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

Both ll!inois EPA and U.S. EPA agree to e>..1end the Work Plan Agreement 
through calendar year 20!6 to continue the progress to meellhe Objectives 
established in the 20 II and 2013 Work Plan Agreements. 

TI1e following are specific actions that Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA will continue to take to 
address the initial findings in U.S. EPA's report: 

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

2. Within 60 days of receipt of U.S. EPA's review of Illinois EPA's final workload 
assessment, Illinois EPA will submit a revised final workload assessment. 

3. Illinois EPA will continue to provide U.S. EPA with a bi-monthly status rep011 on each 
CAFO pennit application. Any future changes to the current version of the status report 
shall be mutually agreed upon by lllinois EPA and U.S. EPA. 

4. Within 90 days following publication of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, 
Illinois EPA and U.S. EPA will jointly identif-y permit conditions that Illinois EPA 
could modify and practices that Illinois 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. For any 
conditions or practices so identified, Illinois EPA will act to modify the conditions or 
adopt the practices in accordance with a mutually agreed upon schedule. 
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5. Within 90 days following publication of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle 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 CAPO NPDES 
Permits so the SOP is consistent with the published amendments. 

6. For permit applications submitted prior to March 31, 2011, Illinois EPA will either 
issue or deny pennits to applicants or refer the matter to the Illinois Attorney 
General's office for formal enforcement or to U.S. EPA for an infmmation 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 

7. Within 90 days after publication of amendments to 35 Ill. Adm. Code, subtitle E, 
Illinois EPA will inform the owner of each Large CAPO in the State's inventory, in 
writing, about the unpennitted discharge prohibition and the duty to apply for a 
pennit, and the potential consequences for discharge without a penn it. Illinois EPA 
will provide a draft of the letter to U.S. EPA for review and approval or approval with 
modification. 

B. Within 60 days after the amendatory rulemaking becomes effective, Illinois 
EPA will submit the final amendl!lents to U.S. EPA for action under 40 C.P.R. 
§123.62. 

9. Within 120 days after the effective date of the amendatory rulemaking, Ulinois 
EPA will revise its pe1mit application fetms and fetmally ask the public to 
comment on draft modifications to general permitiLAO 1, as appropriate, based on 
the amendments and the federal regulations. 

I 0. lllinois EPA will update and submit to U.S. EPA its Large CAPO inventory by August 3 I 
and February 28 each year. By these same dates, Illinois EPA "!ill ensure thai the updated 
inventory is available to all Illinois EPA staff and the public in an easily accessible format. 
The inventory will include all confirmed Large and permitted CAPO sites identified by 
Illinois EPA based on infetmation in permit applications, citizen tips and complaints, U.S. 
EPA, the lllinois Department of Agriculture, and the Illinois Department of Public Health. 

11. By October 31, 2014, Illinois EPA will submit a plan to maintain the inventory. The plan 
will specify how Illinois EPA will maintain the inventory including a process of 
confirming sizes and whether discharges are occurring at unpennitted large and medium 
livestock facilities and documenting the detenninations. The plan will also include the 
process to get updates from the Illinois Department of Agriculture and Illinois Department 
of Public Health. Within 60 days of receipt of U.S. EPA's review oflllinois EPA's plan, 
Illinois EPA will submit a final plan. 

12. Each year between October I and September 30, U.S. EPA will conduct 2 oversight 
inspections of Illinois EPA NPDES CAPO inspections to evaluate the effectiveness of the 
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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. 
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lllinois 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: 

o Significantly reduce the Clean Air Act Permit Program (CAAPP) permit backlog, 
as identified in the EPA Region V's Title 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 to 
address appeal issues and toward the permit reopening process to update the 
permit to incorporate all applicable CAA requirements. 

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

Approach: 

• Illinois EPA \\~ll review, propose and issue CAAPP permits following the framework 
established in the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between EPA Region V and 
Illinois EPA (20 14 MOU). 

• Illinois EPA management will work with Illinois EPA pe1mit staff, and EPA Region V 
management (as needed), to identify and address barriers preventing the issuance of 
CAAPP permits. 

• EPA Region V will review draft CAAPP pennits and accompanying Statements of Basis 
and provide comments in accordance with the 2014 MOU. 

• For the pe1mits included in Schedule A, attached, Illinois EPA will provide to EPA 
Region V at the time it provides each proposed permit for EPA Region V's 45-<iay 
review2 a Responsiveness Summary addressing any U.S. EPA comments and any 
significant comments from the public on the permit. 

• EPA Region V will support Illinois EPA with training and help with pe1mit-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 Region V's commits to provide on-going assistance as 
needed. 

2 Illinois EPA and EPA Region V com.mit 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 penn its not on Schedule A no later than at the time of penn it issuance. 
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• 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 
Agree1nent. 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 Illinois EPA's and EPA Region V's 
pennitting goals for calendar years 2014-2016 for the current CAAPP permit backlogJ Illinois 
EPA will track its progress in meeting these goals. lllinois EPA will track its progress in 
meeting these goals on a monthly basis. Illinois EPA will timely process pending applications 
received after January I, 2014, while achieving these goals. 

CAAPP permit bacidog table 

Date Bacldog as reported in TOPS 
June 30,2014 380 

December 31,2014 326 
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: 

• Illinois 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 
IlLinois EPA for the Ameren-Coffeen Generating Station permit as documented in the 
September 25, 2012letter 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 shall reopen the 
CAAPP permit in accordance with Schedule A, attached, to incorporate all CAA 
requirements that have become applicable to the individual source since 2005. 

• Illinois 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 permit 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. 

3 for purposes oftl1is wot·k plan, the backlog shall be defined as extended plus expired permits fi"oon the TOPS 
semiannual report. 
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Schedule A 

Company Name: CWLP Coffeen Kincaid, NRG Energy, SIPCO,Dynegy, Illinois Power' 

Number of 
I I 6; 8" 

Permits: 

Issue Appealed 
04/01/2015 or 06/30/2015 or 

CAAPP Permits I 0/18/20 I J I 0/17/2013 
07/01/2015' 09/30/2015 8 

By:' 

Issue Reopened 
12/31/2014 06/30/2015 

04/01/2016 or 06/30/20 16 or 

Permits By:' 
or or 

07/01/2016 8 09/30/2016 s 
03/J 112015 s 09/J0/20 15 • 

'Includes the following fourteen utilities: Enviropower- Kincaid; Midwest Genemtion (NRG)- Powe1ton; 
Midwest Generation (NRG)- Will County; Midwest Generation (NRG)- Joliet; Midwest Generation (NRG)
Waukegan; and Southern Illinois Power. Includes: Ameren (Illinois Power). Duck Creek; Ameren (Illinois Power) 
-Edwards; Ameren (Illinois Power)- Newton; Ameren (Illinois Power)· Electric Energy; Oynegy- Wood Rive~·: 
Dynegy- Baldwin; Dynegy- Havana; and Dynegy • Hennepin. 
'Any six (6) ofthe utilities listed in footnote'. 
"The remaining eight (8) utilities listed in footnote' for which initial permits have not yet been made effective and 
for which had not yet undergone significant modification. 
7 Penn it modification addresses resolution of all issues appealed to Illinois Pollution Control Board. 
8 Later date applies if a public hearing is held. If EPA Region V agrees cirewnstances beyond the control of the 
Iliinois EPA occurred that would necessitate an extended issuance date, such extended issuance date shall not 
exceed 12131/2016. 
'Penni! reopening incorporntes all requirements that have become applicable to source since 2005. 
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J CA FO Dnlgn Hlon ) U>Lint't' F.ildlltyN.arllot 

L KNOX 4 NELSON FAIIMS, INC. 

4TH MEIIIOIAN FARM 

'AJ F~rmslnc. 
·Andys.llulllnc 

L KHO~ 

'. , __ 

' 

CCrrton 

'APEX PORK, LLC 

~ APPlEWOOO FARMS, LlC ·UNIT 1 {UNITS 1 &3 "cOMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

_APPI..EWOOD FARMS, LlC ·UNIT 27 {UNITS4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGECAFO) 

APPUWOOD fARMS, LlC ·UNIT 28 {UNITS4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

APPUWOOOFARMS, LLC ·UNIT 3 ~U~ITS 1 & 3_ ~~MBJNID LARGECAFOJ 

'CASS APPUWOOO FARMS, LLC ·UNIT 4 ~UNITS4,2_7,~.2~ ~OM.BINEO LARGECAFO) 

., CASS APPLEWOOO FARMS, LlC UNITS 

CASS fi_PPtEWOOD FARMS, LlC · UNIT9jUNITS 2/U~ .'3:.~9.".'1~!':!~1? LA~f:'E c;A~O) 
'CASS APPLEWOOD FARMS, UC ·UNITS 2/12 {UNITS 2/12 & .9 CO_MBINED LARGE CAFO) 
~JEFFER5(lN_ _ • BAi.TOZER, THOMAS HOG{lU RKEYFARM . . . • • . • . . . • . • • . . • . . . • . 

.... [CLII'ITON BEER, STANLEY HOG. FARM 

JwiWAMS.ON :Bera,leonHosFum 

!CLAY _ -~·Bib!': fini:oh&r 
··:cLAY :Bibla Pork 112 

;CLAY . IalBlE, PMn HOG FARM 4 

.:cLAY )BIBLE, MA.n HOG fARM Ill 

:MERCER isiDOLE SWINE FARM· SEATON FACILITY 
:RICHLAND ... - .. ]B~Iinjlton, Hoa farm II {LAARY BIWNGTON OPER) 

·: ST£PHEI•is0N ... _)Bildlen Farms; Bi~hen fum<lnciRodn;,..;_ Bi;~_h..n;Birchan farms Inc 

MACOUPIN BmER FARMS, INC. 

:FULTON -~BLAO:: GOlOCAnLE COMPANY 

; KNOX BlOCK FARMS 

WASHINGTON BOESTEFI, DEAN HOG FARM 
~-HAMilTON- Bond Family F•rm< 

-• PEORIA • BONTZ PORK FARM 

,CLINTON Bot~k Pork Farm< 
;MONTGOM-ERY-- ,BORGIC FARMS, INC. 

·~piKE . B\)RROW""""N BROS. HOG fARM 

. -:BROWN BRA~EY,BRIAN HOG FARM 

~DOJ.!ql/1$ .. Bnod.h~w EntGrprlsos, LLC • N~wman 
~PIKE -- -- -- • BIIAD:SHA.W fiNISH.ERS SITE 2 . . 

.,PIKE·- _BRADSHAW,PHIUP 

;WA5-HINGTON B_~inski ~rlo; F&rm facility 

HENRY _______ fl,R~~ER !'QRK ENTERPRISE 

FAANllJ_N 

ST. CLAIR 
;HANCOCK 

j
;HANCOCK 

HANCOCK 
)LAWRENCE 

iFULTON 
1HENDERSoN. 
·:EDG_AA __ - .. -

Bruhaku,Jame• {MUIGrj Hosflurl<ey farn;:' .. 

C.O. Bell SWine FBcility 

CARLISLE fARMS· CATTLE BARN SWINE fiNISHER 

CARLISLE fARMS· CONNOR FINISHING 

CARLISLE fARMS· HOME FINISHING fACILITY 

CasS<~rotto, Matt Hog hrm 

CEDARCREST, LLC 

_ CH~IS fREDRICKSON SWINE FARM 

C_h!isten••n f~rrn1 Midwa'~ LLC · P _HI! I ..••.....•.......•. 
Circle G Farms 

Ccld Spnn~s Farm 

COOPER FARMS 

iJO DAVIESS. 

\OGAN 

iHENRY 

/STEPHENSON 

(WHITESIDE 

~·WARREN 

FULTON 

~HAf.ICO~_K_ 

__ 5RA_NBROOK FARM ~S.OUTH FINISHING) 

,CWMF,UC. 

._.MlR_CER 

. ,ROCKISI.AND 

Dallh ..... 

DANIEL !lEEDER !.WINE FA~M 

Dare farms Henry 
• DARRELLCARROLlSWINEFARM 

. O..Biock farms 

DECLERCK BROTHERS SWINE FAA~ .. 
OEEAVIEW,LLC 

.~::~~CK ----,DIE RICKS SWINE FARM 

;HENRY 
;WAYNE 

;PIKE 

-~BUREAU 
··!KAN_E 

.. ". ·-;DIERICKS SWINE FARM Rl-Home Situ 

PIKE 

:1FULTON 

~.BUREAU 
~WASHINGTON 

.>mRIA. --··--
·Mcl£AN 

MONTGOMERY 
.:lAWRENCE-----

WASHINGTON 

. WOODFORD 

1
WOODFORD _ 

lOGAN 

]DoubleE f•rms 

iDOUBLE H PORK 
;Doubllol.n~G farm• 

iDurnoulln SwlnD Farm 

!E & C PORK!EUGENE MYE~S/BAY CREEK 114) 

)hgle Point F•rrns.llC 

·:EHNLE.GARY 

.tim far<m,lnc. 

ELMWOOD FARMS, LlC 

ERDMAN 111/ESTOCK FACILITY 

_ .EIIERGAEEN FARMS, INC. {RUNDQUIST] 

f&MHop 

FarBia-Mar f~rm. Inc. 

_ FEHR BROTHERS SWINE fAIIM·NEISlER FA~ . 

FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-RED FINISHER 
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•• 
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·~ OAKFOR[I 

OAKfORp __ 

OAKFORD 

OAKFORD 
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OAKFORD 
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.. BLU~ORO 
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"l"(~,;_~;,;,il~ 

)~~i~~ili~ 
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SwinG, •~oh weighing SS pounds or mora 

Swine, Gach weighina 55 pounds or more 

Swin•, udo weighing 55 pound• or morG 

Swin•, udo ~•ighing 55 po•md> or mor• 

Swi!'•• ""doweighin& SS pounds or mora 

Swine, nd! weighin& SS po11nds or more 

Swine, uch welglllno: 55 pounds or more 
'Swine, nth ':"eia!!'"ff S5_po_und• or morG 

Swine, uch weighin.1 55 pounds or more 

,Swine. uch weighln.1 55 pounds or morG 

.Swine, each weiahif\11 55 pouflds or more 
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:Swin~, ea~~-~!iS~!~..S.S.~!:~~"": ?~ .~<:"~ 
Swi~e,_u~~ ~.!'.if~i-~a S~ p_c_un_d_•.or. m'!ra 
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Swine, each weiahina 55 P.ound1 or morG 

Swine, eado ,..;;,i.i~a 55 Po-;~d;o;·mo;G 
Swine, each waighing SS pounds or mere 

Swine, uch wel&hlna 55 poun~s or more 

Swine, ea~h ~~lgh_!~g S5 pounds or more 

Swine, e~ch ~eia~."'l SS pound• or more 

Motura doiry cows, whether milked or dry 

SwinG, aach weighi11,11 SS pounds or mora 
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HOYLETO~ 
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MAPLETON 
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KI~.'=!~Rt:_I9_0_K .• 
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;N;.,."S;.i;m' 
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;GRIGG~ILLE 

CoultGIVill<r 

iCAMBRIDGE 

·L 
Swine. u~h 'ni,ehi"'! 55 pounds or more 
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Swine, each welghl~g 55 pounds or more 
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Swin•, ncb-·~'«;~!~ ~5 pounds 0< n:ore 
,Swine, tach weighino: SS pounds o.- more 

SWine, each weijlhino: SS pounds 0< more 

Swine. eado weighi!'fl S_5_pounds ~ m""' 

Swine, eado weighina S5 pounds o.- m<>rG 

Swine, each wei,ahing SS pound• or mcrG 

_Swine, each weljhln& SS pounds 01 more 

..~in.e, .~c!1. '!'~!i~I~&.S_~.Il!:'.u~~~ _o.r. '"."!~ 
~~~~'- !'~~ -~~ia.h!~a ~~.P.~~-~~-'- ~~ ~~~e . 
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.New_~~ens 
CARTHAGE_ 

CARTHAGE 

; CARTHAGE·
Cl.1rem<_>nt 

TABLEGROVE 
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K.an .. s 

,:_oregon 

;H~n,.._er 

iMT. PULASKI 
- :,.\~~~,-:.,;.~ 
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iEoie 
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-~CAI'ITON 

!CARTHAGE 
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.ATKINSON 

----."~•ynaCity 
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NEW SALEM 
• T ~bj~· G;~~~ : VG~;,;-.;.,t 
Buda 
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"o._kd~~-
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jiLAOI0068 

·fiL0048909 

~ILA010062 

r r,., 
.j1LA010097 

rlA010079 
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' 

l 

CattiG, othartha~ moture dairt cowo or "ul c~t..o1 IC~ttlo In dudes but Is not limiOOd to heiferl, naerw, bull•, •nd cow/calf poi,...) 

"CottiG,·.;tharU:.~~-~~tura dai~ cows or "ul c~l•o•ICatUo lntlude. but Is not l1mlt1d to heilet$, staDrw, bull<, •nd cow/,;~·p,;-;;:)·-·-· 
Swine, each wel&hlne SS pounds or more 

Swine, e~ch~~-ig~i_n_g_~5 pou_nd• or mor_G 

:swine, eoch weia~ing 55 pound• or morG 

S...ina, aach weiahlna SS pound• or more 

Swine, c~eh ~lehlng SS pounds o.- mO<e 

.Cattle, other than mawre dairy eow10 or VNI calvu~Can~ illdu~a~ ~ut _is_ natlirrlit._,d _lO heila11, 1ln,.., bulb, Gnd cow/call pairs.) 

·Swina, aa_c_h ~·.'@if!hi"'! SSP":'~ _or morG 

. :Swine, each ''"'ijlhi"'! 55 pound. o.- morG 

.:Swina, aach weighino: 55 pounds o.- more 

:Swine, e~~h.~.•!l~i__no: 55 po_u_n<k 0< '!'."'" 
_SWine, aa~h -~~ighir\8 _5_5_pound• ?'more 
Swina, aath weighi"'! 55 pO<ind• 0< mrnG 

;Swine, .. .;,;.;·,;;ee&hin& Ss Po·u~cis or ;;;.;re 

;Swln_e, e_ath ~~l£~1ng 5S pounds or more 

~!~e, ea~h ,':'":O:i&~!~a~~-P..'!~n.d.•_<_>~ m_or~ . 
Swina, each wei,ghin~ SS pounds or more 

,SwinG, ead1 weighing SS pounds or more 

SwinG, eac_l'o w~iahong 55 pound• or more 

Swine, ead1 weiahong 55 p:>und• or more 

Swin•, aa~h w&ighing 55 pound• ar mor• 

Mature dolirt cow•, whether mllloed or dry 

Swine, eath."!'ei&l!ing SS_p:>unds or more 

Swine, e~ch "':eJg~~ng 55 ~unds or morG 
Swin•, uch weighi"'! 55 pound. or mora 

MaturD dairt o:cw>c, whathet milked or dry 

Swine, each weigh in& SS poun<k 0< more 

Swina, each \"J!'iahi"'! 55 pound, 0< '!'""• 
Swlna, each weighi"'! 55 pound, o.- mm• 

. i 
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-~~SAu.E 
~lA SAu.E 

MAC:OUPI'-1 

·.MENARD 
,FULTON 

,L -~-=--JMONTG~ME~Y. 
;L IMCLU.N 

I L -~~hamp•io~:n 
: ~ __ ........ :-~_: .. ·_·:~ _ t~~~1cK~--

;lAKE 
,C:UN'lON 

. . -··- ----_ .~):WA_Y"!E-_ . 

:~.. ·-i~~:~E :.- :. 
'L ~-LIVINGST0'-1_·_ 
'L JWASI_liNGT~~~. 

:c:LIN'lON 

:.HENDERSON 

_,PIKE 
'LOGAN 

. \jEFFERSON 

''bTEPHEf.ISON 
. ·---~·-· JADA'-!S -

. ,15CH_U'I\.(_R __ 
IH[NRY 

}FULTON 

/DEI'.AL!\ .. 

_ _;ST~P~E~~fi
:KNO)( 

-. :.DE KA'LB." 
SHELBY 

.)WHfTESI_O_~-- __ 
_L. JWHITESIDE 

'· !WOODFORD 
L MACOUPIN 

Fland&nSwineFarm ~orth_ 

Flanders Swine_F_!!!!!.?.?':!!~ 
FRAGRANT .o\0 
FRANK FAR!-!S,INC. 

FULTON SELECT SWINE 
._Funderburk Hold ina LTD 

fUNK FA~~~-~-~-~~-~ TflE FARM 

• F_ur1nay .Fa.~~ ............ .. 
GENES~D.fORK, ~~~: - _A_TKIN50N 
GLEINIEW PORK,_l_lC 

_.Golden Dab farm, LtC_ 
__ GREENVILU UVEST~ ~~C 

:_Hace.nbuch Nmth 
jHANO-R (Q-MPANv, INC.(APPLE.CREEK) 

·~HANOR CO~~A.N.'! •. I.~,J~.l_U.F.FDALE) -·-· 

.lHur1man Swl!'_e ~~~I!•!V _ 
:HECKERT HQ§~~.!_R~ FA~M 
Hempen, David H<>;~ & CarriG F_ar.f!l _ 
Honco Hoas ltC- faU Creek Fa'!':' 
HENDRICKS, GREG 

-~HIGH PlAINS PORK, Inc. 
'HIGH POWER PORK llC 

--~HILLTOP fARM LLC 

:HOGGY ooT{~M~-lL( 
IHOlLIS$1-lAfER SWINE fARM 

·:·Huftalin s~irie Farm ----~--

.!HUNTER HAV_J;_I'!.f_A_R_~_S_ . 

:_Independence Pork 
•, S. V Pr-obst 

lakobi Ba5elakobs, O..Oid- B...., FQQdlot 
Jakobs: Oavod- lllac:ltop Faocllot . 

'JANSSEN FAR-M 

:JAR DEN FARMS PARTNER$1-liP 

: ~ ._ .. : ... l~irf:~~~~- - 'TJDPORK: LLC- -------

becKEi.'!'(lliii"FARM' ....... . 

\- ------ "1H;~cock-

:L -~~E-~l_l! ____ _ 

t.~--- .. ___ - ~~:i~~Np~~ 
~~- 1CUN'10N 
jL !OEKALII 
i'L ']KNc;-~--

' L :ClAY 

,, 'L ______ _ 

' 

''" .ST.ClAIR 
]ADAMS 

. ·.'!_BOND . ~-

l"OIT 
CHRISTIAN 

(Di::-lilB __ _ 

l'L£[" ... 

";LOGAN 

]DEKAtB 

. JHENRY __ _ 
jHANCOCK 

... iMA5SAc 

·.-:;WOODFOR~ _ 
_CLINTON 
fHeNi>£Rs0N-

·:m F.;;.;; ......................... . 
·~ .... ---~ ----· 
•Jim Schuetz Swine Farm 
!JOHNSON FA_fi_~_-_·- • 

•JRTFAR~_INC. -----
-~:KAllALBROS 

'Kempwer1h Porlc 

KAUfMA~.!:i.!!\~EY_FARM _ 
_ KINGSOALE FARMS, INC. 

KITLE'I, KENT- SWINE FACILITY 
_ KJTLE'I, TRACY- SWINE FARM ·G_I?_!-1 ____ . 
•ICJMM Pori< and Grain- Ranse F•rm 

:kNUFF~-~ £.~.'.!:\!~~..fARM 
iKruckeburg 

'liAKAMP."BRAii'-- -

,LANHAM, INC 

~LARSON fA!I!;!?_~~!~.ERSHIP 
LEffHMAN_ f_~I!._MS !"'~YT~WN 
U'-ICOLN FARM CORP. -HOME FARM 

UNCOLNLAND HOG FARM 
LINDBOM SWINE FARM 

LITILETIM_~~-~. llC 
lOGEMAN, KEVIN HOG FARM 
"tone·~~~~~~'?~-~~C:, .. · ··· 

luebbeB, Edwin Hoc far'!'_ 

,_MARKRAYCAnL£FARM _ 

Maschhoff_~_k_-_~~IAWA FAC~UTV 

; Meochhcfl' Pork !Florida Fa~lllty) 

:Match hoff Pork IGeor&la) 
: MA5CHHOFF_POR~ (NEW MINOEN FACILITY_) 
Masc;~~~I!-~~-F~-rm (HoME~---· .. -

M~SSH~_!?FF~- ARMINGTON 
MA5CHHOFFS ·BAY CREEK fU _ 

MAS!=HI;I9_FF_S_-_ BAY CREEK t2/ t3 

_MASSH.~O~~s_- CAMPBELl FARMS 
MA5CHHOFFS· EAST RIDGE 

MA5CH1i.CJFF.~: .IJ.\r!IN_G ... l . 
MASCHHOFFS- OLO SCHOOl PORK 

.' M•vt·"'~-~· ~;~~-~-... - ...... . 

McCiu..,Fums 

.~:~: -I ::~::::·~~-:f:~:·~·~;:~~-~-~:-:-~::~~ 
GREENFIHD llADLC101 • ~Ina, nch ;;;g~~~-~s·p<>und~ ~;;,or~ 

:=~~e~ I .. ---:~::=:=~~~~~~~:::~--~E;---
:SHIRL£Y :Ca~Ue, other than. '!'~ture d.i~ ..,;;,.;.~;;~~1--;;.l,;;s(Catrla ln'ctudes bLrt is~ ~;;;it;d t;;" ~iiQ;;,-.I.a~--;;, b~lh, ~nd _ca;,icalf ~i.-..) 

iC:Mmpa!&~ .. ~-.. ~ .. ~::: .. ~ .. ~-~--- - .!~=;~:: ::~~~;:~\~ ~~ ::~~=: ;.: , ._._·.:.:. ~~ .. ~:~-~ .. -~~--
-~s:~::~----N~. • ~ --~ :~:UQ;,Q;:~~W~;~~~;~:;~::~~~-

CEN'JRAl~ _____ .

1
1lA0100' 61 Cen.lo, otherth~n met~~re dai~ cows or vaal calves(Cattla lndudos but is net limitQd t.;-h,ii,;rs, stHrs, bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 

_ FAIRFIELD ___ :_Swine, each ;eii'iti.;s ss·p.;~~ds ~r ~;,., --· - - . . . - . --- .. 

____ ~Utial Swine, aachweJ&hinc SS pounds or m~e 

iWHITE HALL • S,;.ine, eachweic~!n~: ss po~nd! ,,~~-
----·-;ELDRE!;I_ :S~Ine, ea~h we;i&hi,n& tess th~n S~ po~nd~ 

)falrbu_ry_ ;swine,_ ~~~~-~-~~~~.!~g-55 J..~unck or ~or~ 
JVENEDY !Swine, eech ~!~~i~ SS pounds or !!lore 
'C.rtyle Swine, .. ch w•ighin,g SS pounds or rn_or_e __ 

,IIIGGSVIu.E 1'1\.AOlO~~ _ ~S....ina, tach weillhin.l 55 J>Ounds or_m_Ofl!'_ 

NEW SA LEt._! ---
- UNCDLN 
,JNA 

--~- .. --- .iWIN~lOW 
.llA PAAIRIE .. 
jRUSI-f>'ILl~ . 

_;Yorl<town 

Swine, nch weJ&hi_'!l 55 p~unds or .mo~Q 

.. -~- Swine, nch weJ&hins SS pounds or morQ 
Swine, each wQiahing SS pounds or more 

.• swine, each wei&hing 55 pounds"'!:'~!...
. itAotOO~ !Swine, each wei&hlng 55 pounds_"' more 
1 - ----- ]swine, ""'h. ~ig~!;, SS ~ouncb ;~~--
j ____ •Swine, e•ch weishi"'l 55 pouncb or more 

~ASTORIA ! ll.AC1010<1 ;Swine, a•ch weighir>,i 55 pound• or more 
'Malta - } --- - - ;s....tne, aach :~~lghl':'l.s.~ pound• or mor01 

.~PEARLSJI:i .. __ _ .Maturi!dairy~. ~h_e_l_her milke~ crdry 

-~VICTO~~A-. :Sw<no, nch w~i<Jhing SS pound! or more 
, Waterman __ ::Swine, each·.;.~ij-hln'i:'SS ~unds or_ m_<:>r_e __ 

Sicel - _ Swine, each wei,!lhin& 55 pounds or more 
. Sterlifll ------- ;llA01oo6S Cattle, otherth~~;lrt~re doi~ ~".,;:~1 calves (Cattle Includes but is nc>~lim_it~-~-i,;'ile-;;, s111ar;, bul~, ~;~·~w/calf pel.;.)_ 

,SterUfll ~ ILA01006_4 ._C.ttle (AD ucepl Ma!ura Dairy Canle ~nd Veal C•l.u); h~f crttl• faadlots 
·;MI'-IONK 

_: EiUNKER Hill 

jLAHAR~E __ 

·DElA:-"AN_ 
Prophallitown 

_Col.,._. . -----·-------
DEKAL~ 

.lAWRENCE\IIu.E 

, CHESTERFIEL.D. 

iBreesa 
iwATERMAN. 
1 ·-----. 
_ 1~~~~RIA 

llAC10COS 

; Swine, uch weighifll SS poundl or_ more 
:Matura dairy cows, whether milked "-' d~ 

• ;s....ln~, ~~~~ .. ~~~gh_i~s.s_s P':'~~~~-~-mo_r~ --

S...._In~·-~~'0~.~-·-~~i_nfl. 55 p_oY~dl or more 
Swine,_each weitJhing SS pounds or more_ 

~Swlna, uch~~~.'&h_i~g-~-~ P?U_ndl_or_ m_.,;:Q

Swine, ea~-~'!iS~!~g_S_S poun~ or morQ 
Swine, u<h_!"•2~J;i.n!l SS pouno!l. or more 

,Swine, each welshing SS po_u')<il ~L_m_~e __ 

~Swlna, each VfiiBhi~& ~5: po!J_nds_or_ ":101'• 
vurkay• 

• ,Swlna, aa;h ~j,'~~~d;~-.;.,;;-· --. 
ILAO_l~_D_l_O_ -~_·_:Swine, each WQighi"' SS pounds or more 

CLAY CITY IILA010C1C _Swine, uch wel&hlng ~S pounds or .:!!.Of'! __ 

-.Marbsa -~lA01C1C2 Swinu, each weiJihlne ~S pounds or more 
UBERTY Swine,_ ea~ ~~.lf.h!~S SS pounds or morQ 
Shoal Craek Swine, each wuighins 55 pounds or more --·- __ .... _. 

:cHAPIN )win•, each wuighi.ns 55 pounds_ or rnor_e_ . • 

:EDI_NIII.,If!t;;. :swlne,a~cl:'.~-~lg_~.'~S.5_S,po~~ds_or_mor:~--- _ __ .............. ·-- ____________ . __ _ _· 
oMAPLE PARK . C:uttll, ~har_t!'~n-r;>_•l~re d_•!rv c~ _or_ veal calves(Cattlo Include• ~~- ~-~'='~ limitQd ~heifars, steers, bull•, a~.'!_ COY!/:.•IF pain_.) 

':sUIILElTE ~--- ~ _:Swlna,"!'d:!~!!I1-!'!~.5Spcundlor_more 
_____ ~(UNCOI.N l Sw•ne, uch we•gh•n.i 55 pounds or more 

:kingston ------ 11006}0_59- 'sw•ne,eachwll8h•na5Spouncbor_:!!_o!'!______ 
]Kawanee S....lno, each welghlfll 5~ pound• or more 

. '-~CART.KA<:!~ -~. ~ -· --- -- Swine, nth weoghon11- 55 poYnds or;.,--;;;;-

- _ .. ~MEliiOPOLIS llAOlOO~- _Js....ine,ae,hw~ghm~55poundsorm<>rQ _ ·- _ .. ~- ___ __ _ _ ---- __ ----
jRo•nok~ ___ ,S....•ne,uchwe'l!hinc5Spounds or!!'o~ • --·- _ _ __ 
Carty Ia Swine, aach we'llh•ng 55 poundo or mDr& 

• Barwick • CarLio, othart~!'n m~tur• cb"Y cows or ~aal cat.-Qs (Cattle lncl_ude_s_bLrt'" not lomrtud lD h'"'""'• s\Qer'- bulls, and cow/c.lf I>" I") 

ASHLEY ~.ILAD11J04.4_ __S....ine,uchwelfll\inaSSpoundlormore ··------·-
MULKEYTOWN_ . _;tlA010()4~ Swine, each_w!'IShl~-~5 poundl_or_ ":'-""'~ __ 

,HoYLETqN . ·tlA_C_lOOS~_ •Swine, e~ch Wt-lghi~ less th3n 55 pound• 
. ____ ,~ HOVLETO~------- iswine, a.ch;,.;.;i_ghi~ 5s·~~unds_or ~or~ 

: :_caryly~ .". _·,·cA·-,·--,-.O-_O_·, •. ·-,·_-_ ;swine, a~ch--;,;.;ig-hi~-5~ j,au'nd~,; ;;,ore 
:ATLANTA ISwina, aach weighir>,i SS pound• or mo_re 

:BARRY .iS...no, oach welgh_lfll 55 pound•_<>< _:rr~~--- __ 
:NEBO ! llAC1C036 •S...na, oac_h ':".ei<Jh•ns 55 pound•"" mara 

i EDINBURG j 'Sw""c, enh walflhin£ SS po~nds or more 

'PEARL 'llAC10032 _:Swine, each wei,!lhinl 55 pounds or m_ore _ 

--;~~Em',;~.6te"C"·.:_·.,!:,~.,·,-,•.:.~ .. --._·--·~:.·.-.·.·_::.~_ ..... _ ... t.' · .. ·_ .... ----- : ::~::.:.:_~ ... ;_:_::~:~: ~~ ~~~~: ·:: ::: 
....., Swir;•. uc~_wuighing SS pounds or more 

Swin•, each weighing 55 poundi_~_!":___r!' 

..j 

·j 

' ; 
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· ~HENDERsoN· -==- MCCLURE_~~~-~ F~RM-- M'EDIA-fAcrun 
jBUREAU MCCUNE F~IIM #1 

_!WA5Hir«il0N . Meier Pl>rk 
{IR~UOIS MIDWEST "Pi:iunRY SEAVtcEsHiG-PJ;oE EGG 

''\S...NGAMON ~·:MILU:RFARM·s··-~-~--~ . . .. 
."),w

0
· H"~~ •• ~~-- !MILLS HOG FARM 
-• - --MONTIC£Ll0PQili:.EAST-A_PP_!_E_~fVER 

• "!j()riAvtESS • MONTU:aLO PORK WEST 1,.~,<;_-~LESMOUND 
. j~¥ · .. ·., __ MOSSFAR_MS,INC. 

fClltlfON :_MW. H~.f~£1~i!Y • BREESE 

jWAYNE __ .lMufphy f~-'~-~--~v FJcilitv Elm ~l_ver 
I WAYNE ..•. ;Murphy F~':!!'~ Sow faclhtyl,ak~vill~. 

\WF.YNE •Murphy Farms_!i<:No facility MI.. Erie 

----~~-i!~~~-K!E --~~1M_ussman·s Bac~~~-;:_1~ . __ .... 
___ ;CASS ·NEW DOMIN!2!!!ARMS ·ARCHERY BAlD EA~~----

. ·. ·_··l;~~E-.b~~~ :::;,~:.~~~~fARMS_- _Q;EI\ __ R_~N 
i......,L __ ·NORDMAN FEEDLOTS, INC. 

-(HANCoCK NORTH FORK PORK. LLC 

'CARROLl - . jNorthwa~t .. iJI!~~~ .. dlot 

. -i ... ",··',-~,C!?~~ ·.·.-.-.... 'OAK GROVE, llC 
, PARAGON PC!.~.~-· 

:LOGAN PAULUS FARM 

jSHPHENSON - • PearlValiey ~-. 
-~STARK PEUGH SWINE FARM· SHANER SITE 

··l:w~ITE51DE ·;PFU,.DSTEIN~Ai.f: . 
.. ,WHITESIDE ___ ;PHIL \'OCK FARM 
)ADAMS __ !PINE RIDGE FARMS 

./_t:'I~~NOUGH ;PINNACLE C!E_N£TICS, LLC 
j_~NOX Pordn& F•rm>, LLC 
IKNOX PORKHtllFARM 

MONTGqM~!\Y .PP.AIRIE !A':/.[I .. !"P.R.~: .H.C!M.E. SITE 
MONTGOMERY ,PRAIII.IE LAND PORK- NORTH SIT_E_ 
SCH~_Y_Ui_R- .. -~-.PRAIRIE_~T.:\!T.'C!~l~, Li-D. 

DEKALB __ _.PRIMEPORK,_Inc. __ 

HENRY 
PIKE 

. ·1·. '.·~oQuOts-. 
STEPHENSON 

CUN'TON 

·l~R-~~015 

:Pft0PI-i£TSTOWN PORK,llC 

j.R3E Pori< LLC 
;R•n~ho C•ntera 
;Ratan-nann Bros. 

-: R .... on• tivnb,d.; •nd Farms, Inc. 

REO OA~ _H_I~~ ~LC 
RICH PORK FARM 

CliNTON 
·~:t:iwm 

- -~jRIC~-LA~~~!JP.!i~.~-ffl.~.~-. 

''" _ VERMIUON 

RICHLAND 

\IROQUOIS 

.J!:~·~o-~
_JHENRY 

}~~~ 

;RtH Farm••-~-~ ....... 
;Rob Woad farms, Inc. 

----:-Rod&e,..,J~~ ~ ~ln_e ____ _ 

lROSEACRE FARMS,LLC.- DONOVAN 
] ROSE ACRES EGG ·1aEfiMANT0WN) 
~~SANOAiriGEPORKltC--· " ... 

_ SA. NO STONE NORTH llC _ 

SAND STONE SOU~H LLC 

iSANGAMON ,SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC. 
-1'ootE •Schabooh•r Swine farm 

.. --·!Si'EPHf:NsoN lSchiedary Farms 

· ---r~NGAMoN ~=--=IScHLE"iHAHN PoRK ·rA~':"_s ___ -_ 

.. j~~'!-~l_li.~~TO~ :SCHWAR.~.~-~~ .f~.R.MS 
MONlGOMERV •SEABAUGH PORK 

.. JI~.~~:o:N .... -~--?=:=~:~ :~:~:~~~ _, 
CASS :SEAMAN PORK 

.. ']HENDERsoN -SF \'EmuRE_S.-tlc. 

"fsu.phe~ Shelley F~rm•, Inc. 

. _ ;_ROCKISI.AND ;siMP~N FA~~S. INC. 
. . JAdams ____ !Sim• I~t•rprises, Inc. 

.. ~;;!~~l:f~~~-~ . lSNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM 

1cALHOUN is0GGY iici'r'T'OM SOW FAciun-
.. ·-\'BUREAu ;S1EAKcrrV ...... 

. -fMci.EAN. ";StorM Ridge_I?~!!Yf~dlit_y 
{CASS - STRIBliNG HOG fARM 

·1'PI~~- .·:. :51noul~~0~1NGi.i.c' 
CARROll_ stunavant Hog_~a.r._n:l~. 
White Sutton Fanns_ 

.;055 . TAYLOR, C~";~t~ 
!KNOX ·THE HKiHLANOS, LLC 

}HAMILTON ;THoMAS, JEFf HOG FARM_I_I __ 

)SCHUYLER -· , -· _ ~TI~BERLI~E LLC- I'SM _ 
1'cuNTON ~llm"!G~':!'.a.~_n, Ron Hog Farm 

;MEDIA ____ _ 

.jshafliold 
~Oirw~ville 

'LODA 
jWAVERLY.-.

.MORR!~N . 
Shullsburg f'" 

-·---:s~iOe, uch W!!~hi~-s'S pou.id$ '0.---~.;:o . 
_-_~lne, ~nh_wt~ighi"B SS pounds _9'_11J0fe 

Sw"'"• uch w• .. hl,. 55 pounds.,.. mo<a 

Chl<kens (t.v~~J;.~o:>~!t.'Y --
Swine, aach weighin_g 55 pounds or mora 

__ ... ,Sca~s -~_und l -
·:swine, nch .;.~ill;h;~~·s's pounds or more 

-- ':Swine, uth ,;.;i·lhi.i, SS pounds_~__1:!1or• 
.Swine, each weigki,. SS pounds or mor• 

_- -_:~~;;,a, mh w_~ .. hinf:_S~ PO:>.;:~d;-~_ .;._;,;~ 
~~~~._each we~~ing_ 55 pounds or mor11 

js-.:-ine, each wa~hing 55 pounds or more 

• ..iBAYUS ---r' , 
!BREESE 

JMt.Erlo ··1 :Mt. E~ie __ 
Mt.Etia - • 

___i_!!"!',i-".'• each wei.lhlng 55 pounds~~.,~· 
!Swine, Nch ~~ig_h_!~l! S_S ~unds or mora 

· · .. ~:~;;~n -~-.~~~10025 !Uvlng hans, If the AFO ~sas otharthoon liquld·m~nu~ handlinaay.tem 
;swine, each _;~;!~~i~_Ss Po'unds ~r ~ore · ---- · · · ---

. ;HUN_lJ;'_IllE_ iiLAOIOG40 ,sw,ne, uch w•ighina S~ pounds_ or more 
:u.nork l - '--- ·:~wina, aach wel.l!hing 55 p<>~nds or: ;,;o;e 

. :OREGoN .,L~O!O.:lt6 --:Cattle, othorthon ma~ura ~iry ~;~ o; vul calves (Cattle includu bi_i ~~\limited·.;; he iter!., steers, ~~~._!'~·d ;,wfc;!lf p.;irs.j . 

WEST POINT ·ILAOIOOSS ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

• Lln:1rk JILAOI0093 jCattle, other than mature cbiry rows or~al calv~~-!~~!- indudas bill. is not limited~~~;~~;.;, .<!~•rs, bulls, and cow/ca_ii_~i!:!:) 
.BUf!N~ID_E__ _ _ ---i-~~ine, u_ich weighing 55 pounds~T_or• 
Chan• jSwina, aach ..yeighina 55 pound.._or_ mora 

t~a~0c~ .. ~!~~~=·::~\~~~~;~:~::~~::l~quld·mo~u-~-~~iinj-.~.;~--
. !BIIAOfORO Swine, uch weighinf: SS pounds or more 

~f~_terhn& _ _ _ __ -~~~ttle, othe·;·tha~-;,;~t.;rc dairy_~-~ vaol ca!vasfC~ttle 1,;-cludt$ but' is not limit~d tc h-;;;.,,., •t•~m. bulk, ~nd cow/ulf p;i;.;.) -

~i!'-1.0RRI!.ON .Swin•, •ach weishlnll SS pounds o~ mor~e · · 
_J MENDON" ]s,.;_lne, eoch welghi~g SS poun_d~ ~r ~,;ore 
,COLCH~~~~ ILA010002 . ~Swine, e•ch wei&hln£ Ius thin Ss p,;~nd$ 
.G~Iesburg 

1 
•Swine, uch weighi"'j SS pounds or more 

AlTONA. _ -_S...H>•, •ach wlti.lihlll,l 55 poun~ or mora 

;RAYMOND • Swine, each ."!'.~.!llh.~~~-s.s.l!o:>und• or _'!lore 
!FARMERSVIllE . -.. ... .. .. ... . . ;Swine, each weiAhins 55 pound• or_more 

. Jum_Ei:Oi!_ __ ... ~- . ~----- ·. ·'Swine, each ~ ... i&hi~l! SS pounds o; more 

.. '-. -----. l,~o.(A~..;. .... ow'• . "':'swlna,e~ch ·,..ei&h10i 55 po_unds_or m_<><e 
.-n m••~• -;Swina,uchwel&hlng55pound.;;;mD<e 

.. ------.--~ROcKPORT -.~~Swine, euh ~e_ig~ni!_~S _pound;-;,;·,;;,..., 

ilHA~YIL_LE_ ILAOI0070 :Swine, eoch weighin' ~5 p_ounds or _more 
_·Ke_"':___ (1LA010_0_8_6_-_ -r Mature da"y cows wk1!1hcr ,;,llk~d or dry 

Germanlown _ ·fl~~gs; ~Swine, each waighins SS pound• or more 
. -- :MIIIord _ _ ;cattle, other than mature ~iry CoWs-or vul <Oivtl~jc.ttloo incl~dcl--;b~-~~-ll<llli~ltedi.; ~if•n:, •t•-;;-,~~b~il~,-;nd ..;...,/catf_~i!':) 

:NEW SA.l£M ·_Swine, udl waighins 55 pounds or more 

JoEERC-Rr-£ti ....• ····!·'". "·'·'"'n ----i~INina, uch welllhi!lg 55 pou~-~'.!"~-'.•_ . I ~~S~i;;l~ -L"" - -,; " iMature d~lry _CC)IIO.•, whether milhd 01' dry 

....... I_LAD10014 :swlnD, .,;~~-~!B:.~~~it-_55_~~~~d• .~.' m·or., ................. _.. . . . . ............................. _ _ . • ............. . 
Potom_~ _ OC.ttle, othar than mature dalry_wws or veal calvas(Cattle Includes but is_ not hmltad ID he•fe.--., steers, bulls, and cow/10101f p•i,...] 

.. ~Noble .•. _ .... . . . ----r:;;ina,e.ch~ii!_l!')l S_S_poun_~~-!"DI& ... -· ·-· . .. ·---·-·. . . .. - -·-·--

... OONOVAN ...... , ... _. . :Ch<c:hns (Liyen); Poultry 
GEJ\MMITOWN !1~010103 :laylnJ htn:o,, ifth" AFO us..- (.u;orihan li"uld·manu..; h•-ndli~~ ~yst.;,;:,_ 

. ";MINAWAN ""'";Swine, each w;i.Jhi~~-5-5 ~o~nds ~r-more . ·--- . - .. . . '" 

:B~ll fF~- Swine, each wei£hln& 55 pou~d~~~-'!'o:>~e 
'BlUfFS •Swine, a.ach w~ig~i~ 55 poundr.~r- mor• 
:wllliAMSVIlL£ iSwlna, uch weighlnf: 55 pound. or mO<a 
China 
Fceapcrt 

:Pl~~~P~INS 
NASHVIllE 

_,;wALSHVIllE 

,Gr"n~•lle_ 
''iBru.., 

-!BEARDSTOwN 

.·==-:-]GCADs~NE 
'Po!a'riCity _ 

PORTIIntON 
\ibtorty~--- . 
:sHANNON 

. ;PLEA~NTHILl 
;wALNUT 
·:Ma~sfl;jd-

- .-.~~~-~~--:.-_-_ ·rASHLAND 
1NEBO 

· · ~--~--- _'J_sh~~-~n __ 

~NI?rri•f~_ 
\'IRG!NIA 

WilliAMSFIElD 
SPRINGERTON 

.:_Ruoh~l~,. 
I Carlyle 

]Swine, uch weight,. SS pounds or more 

-~-4~~~~·~-d~iry ~C?WS, whmher mil~_d or ~ry 
_ ~]~~.each w_elghlnl 55 pounds_~~~·· 

S.wlna, nc~ \N_'!_ig~~~~ 55 p_ounds or !"ore 
LLAOIOOOl _ S..vlna, nc~.w~igh_i~g 55 pounds.,.. more 

Swi~e. uth weighing SS pounds or more 

_ L~0!~096 ___ .. s_...,i~•. uch ·.;.;eli hi!_!£ ss_pou_~~· <:J! _mo:>•• 

~ ~,~:Swina, each '!'.!.1&~1_!!1: 55 P:O.u_nds ~~ mor• 
:s-..-lna, Nch weighing 55 pounds or more 
·SWin•, uch ..;;.Oi,hi~ 'ss· pounds or_ more 

__ SWin•, each wei.lhill,l 55 pound~~ _mor• 
S..,.ina, nch weighinf: 55 pound•_ or mora 

Swine, uc~-~.•.i£hlng 55 pounds o,.· more 

SWine, uoh wa\shi~J5S pounds or more 
Cottle other than mature da•ry cows or vul ~~~;,-~·jc;ttla Includes~~ os notl•m,l,;d-~_h_;;~ers, stoors., bulls, 1nd o:nw/;;;;!f p•;~ .. )
Matura d~_iry ~-:s,."!hether milked or dry 

•Swln•, uth ''"''&hing SS pounds or mora 
1~010087 :Swint, uch. w;,;ighi.n& 55 pounds or more 

-. __ --J~;:~:: ::~~ ·::::·~·:;: ~:· ::t~:-; ::: 
I Swine, euh weighi~ 55 pounds or mora 

)ilii076S03. '·Swine, uch weighi"'l SS pound~ or more 

1
;1LAOIOO!i7 ---~ .. Swine, each wai&hinll 55 pounds or_;.,ore 

• ~In•, uch weigninl! 55 pounds-.;, more 

.... !.~.~~7291 'Swln•, ~a~~ -~-~ig_hins 55 pounds or mora 

I 
·I 

' 
"1 
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_, 

' _l ____ _ 

JMACouPIN-- . . _r_.;-1'1."_ o Fumt. inC~_··-
lcuNTON :rripiBVflorms 

--~]LEE • liJL.PJCH,ELMER~~, 

-=-~'.•ou:o. N ·- - · iVAREL lliiiRY 
i!---- __ ., _ _ _j.VEATCtl AND SON?,!_NC._~IV_E_STQ<;K FARM_ 

; ~ -- -- _ ~-• !=UMSERtA_NI;I • Walk SIDI;k farm, Inc.- Unit 112 
'L 'PIKE -~1..,-RICHARO!i:·FARMsTN(~---
~L ;HENRY_ ·wEBERBE£F,INCi .. 
t___ _ Pll(£ :wEBSTER, MARK"A~ fARMS IN~_ 

.. I HANCOCK. -IW_ESTERN CREEK F~RMS1 LlC 

'L - 'fMONR!;IE-_ ..•.... ;\'!.;.f.,;ds;o O;olr'(_l_l~.~~; 0.~~t. ~~dso ~Try ~LO::: •. 
:l _.., OEKALB~~--· iWEYDERTHOGCONFINEMENT 
~~-- _ , ftANCOCK ·:wiLDCAT FARMS:UC" · 
,.!------- :FAYmE ;~J~d-~_;_-FIIrms (Mifler·Dilv~) 
; ~. ~ ___ ___::,·,",o"•"'·~ _ Wilder Farms Elevator 
'L .... ~WiLLIAM OUilOISSW.NE"fARM --

~ L - ;cASs. ·:· WIN PRODUCTIONS -BEARDSTOWN 
·.!:..._. _ :;(OTT • Win Productions, LlC · Wlncheru>r 
:L M£RCER :wi;Ti:A.SCREE.K..I~-~ - ----

:l J MACOl!~.N. ···- _ .. _ LWONI?ERlAN~.~~-c.~.-. 
'l ISANGAMON iYOUNG, BOB liVESTOCK FAI\M 
iM ____ . - ,~ __ =~H£NoERSO_N __ ,._, B_iue:rFirmt.~nd F~~dlot __ . ·-r-

:~. 

~--

iM ,, 
:.L_ __ 

CUNTON -~U~H_NE, GERVASE OAII\Y F~R~ ~ 

CUNTON C_.O_. & 1\ FARM~,~~~. . • . . • . ___ ·-· 
;JO OAVtesS-- Car-Mer Farm; Car-Mer Forms{Timmarman, Merlin 
'!:orErHiNSON--- ·~E~B:ene Meier---·- -· ..... ' ~- --

_.'CliNTON 'l.Jl.. Timmermann Farm•, Inc. 
,BI\OWH 

--~CliNTO:."!._ .. ,,. 
!HENRY 

·~ lLASALlE'_., 
-. -,PERRY . -· -

_;CUNTO!:i ___ . 

MASCHHOFfS·lANING 2 
-M;;.dtoalry 

RANOY EOMUN~. ~'!'II.NE FARM 

.,. nmber RidB~ ~r_k_ _ . . . , 
G'""' Bank of Nonh Amerla~ 

- • M,;~d.hoflt River-.;,~,n~~~' l,_ld. 

~RLI_rNIUE 

JBreeoe 

.. JH~rmon 
"8.1.1\TE\SO 

'ROBERTS 

- =ri~~· 
:VERSAILLES 

;~ENEUO 

;ptEASA.NTHill 

~:~~RPE 
:REOBUO 

-- lDEKALB 

~DURHAM 
"Ramsey 

__ ~VANQ,I,LIA 

.~URA 
BEAROSTOWN 

']wlnchetter -.-. ____ _ 

• :~Ql' 
_;~RllrNILLE 

'ROCHE:il"ER 

___ BIGGSVILLE 
.BREES[ 

.-)~E~ 
. ~,Gakona 

iOAKOTA 
_;BREESE 
"MT. :iTEI'tUNG 

AvL:iTON 

CAMBRIOGE 

SHERIDAN 

... ;I?~QUOIN 

-'~~NTFIAUA 

' 

I; 
1~0~~72 
~ILA010090 

ftlAOlOOSl . 

LLA010023 

llAOlOlOS 

.~Jll00?7 
I~!:_CKJ78 

ILA010071 

• ILA010007 

llA010024 

111A010089 

· ,-lli.in0o76 
-.l't!Aoioogs 

QA0100l2 

"llA~0061 

Swine, eaclo we1£hin& 55 povnd• or more 

:swine, each weighins_S5 pound~~; more 
rs:...ine, &fCh ~~i~hi~lf 55 pound• Of more 
iM~~redoirv a,..;,, -:_..hothar milked or drv 

Jc,;,ttl•r other than matuno ~.i-;y~ ~~~~~~·.;;,~.,, (Cot!.le ind~de~ but Is ~!~i~ to heiferS, neerS, bulls, and cow(c;alf_P;![_s:)_. -
:swtne, each welo:hif!i ~~pounds 0< mwG 

"',s;,;ln~, e~ch -.;.,_eighi_na 55 pcunds·,;;;,;~r~· 
·c.,tt~, othe.-rth-on mature dairy cow• orvn\ ca\ves(Catlte i~~~~·d;,~ 'b~ is not Limlu.d ~ h.";F.;;:;:: ... ~~ro, buils, ~nd cow/calf pairs.) 
~s;~_~_e.,-~ad.-~~.iih;;... 55 pounds_2r more -- ---- · · · · ... - · · 

:Swine, each wei£hlng ~S pounds or mOfe 

iMature dalrv cows, ..;,heth~r m-<lkad '"dry 

1swl~e, uch_~gtfs.SS po~n~ or !"ora 
_ : ~v.ine, nch waighina SS pou_n_d_~-~-~ore __ 

__ .~;-~•· .•ach weighilll SS po~~ ."!.'!'ore _ 

. S~ine, each .~ei«:hif14 55 P..~~nd• or "!0~!. 
.S_~i~.e •. ~•c!1 _WCi«:~_ing 55 pound• cr more _ 
:swine, eo.ch wei&hing 55 pound• '"more 

_ ~~~~~- e•i:h :.-ighlng 55 pou'!~~ '!'Of" -
"Swine, each waighilljl SS pounds or more .. ___ . 

Cattle, otkertha_n mature dairy cow:s 0< vul calves(Cattle inckJde.• but is not limited to helle.rs,_rteerS,_bult:.,_•MI ww/calf pairS.) 

: :~~::.~L:£~~::~iE~~~~~·1 .. ~!~~(Cant~·;~~;~~-~~~ l_s·_;~t ~~~lted to ~ire .... , :~~~;, bu;t~:"a:nd_ cowfc~lf p;;;;.j 
:Matvre dalrv cows, whoth•r milked or drv 
!Moture dalrv wv;•, whlthe;;;;iik~·d or dry 

.i9.tti.!'JAII.uc~Pt Maturo r:i.,;·.y C3ttie a...d_\1_~~-l.c.a_jo,e•); Beef ~tie ~~~dlots 
;~atu!• d~iry caws, whether m[lked or drv 
!>win•, uch woighl..,. SS pounds or mora 

,"Milt\lre dalrv.o:ltNS, who thor ,;iik"ed ,;dry 
Swine, each weij:hing 55 pounds or more 

i Swine, eoch :...:iahi~g 55 pounds or more 

~~ttle, othur ti.an.,;,Uura ~~"'-~! .o.' ve~~ .;.;Iva~· (CatU.i i~d~des:~.;i.·_~ ~_1~.;_11d ,_;, h;if~·.;,-;;_~~ ... b~ll.;a~d cow/~lf·p-;.i ... ) 
:swine, ~ch weighing SS pou!'~ .or. mora 
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DWPC/FOS Ag Program Inspection Strategy 
August 2014 

Prompted by the USEPA Region 5 DRAFT "lllinois Program Work Plan for Calendar Years 
2014- 2016" (DRAFT 2014- 2016 Work Plan), this document sununarizes the DWPC/FOS 
inspection strategy as it pertains to the assessment of AFOs/CAFOs compliance with 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/FOS Ag Program staff will respond promptly to emergency incidents involving livestock 
waste that cause or threaten to cause water pollution including lllinois Emergency Management 
Agency (lEMA) 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: 

• 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 ihese 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 (PP A) 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 CAFO Inventory 
The 2014-2016 Work Plan requires the submission of the updated Large CAFO Inventory by 
February 28Ih and August 31" each year. During the year, DWPC/FOS will follow its 
established SOP on the "Proeedures for Updating the DWPC CAFO Inventory" and as 
appropriate, the CAFO Inventory will be amended and then transmitted to USEP A 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 Ill. 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 NO Is) 

• Illinois Department of Agriculture (IDOA) Bureau of Environmental Programs -
Livestock Waste Management Program 

• 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 Bureau of Water (BOW) programs and 
initiatives through inspections at CAFO/AFOs, such as: 

• Facilities upstream of PWS surface intakes or PWS groundwater sources under the 
direct influence of surface water 

• Priority watersheds with nutrient impairment 

• DWPC/Surface Water Section Stream Surveys particularly in watersheds with high 
CAPO/ AFO density 

• DWPC/CAS on compliance schedule matters for a CCA or other enforcement 
action. 

• DWPC/Permit for matters pertinent to NPDES Permit or pending 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 CAPO 
Checklist and supportive documentation. 

I CIS Reporting 
In conformance with the CMS dictates, starting with FFY 2015, DWPC/FOS Ag Program 
(CAFO/AFO) inspections will be entered into ICJS using the listed Monitoring Type Code(s) 
and program codes, i.e., CWACAFO and WW- CAPO Regional Initiative Area. [NOTE: For 
Small AFOs, the I CIS entries will be limited to facilities larger than 50 Animal Units.] 
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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" CAFO (permitted or unpermitted) or a "Medium" or "Small" CAFO 
that is required to apply for and obtain l\TPDES Permit coverage. Prior to initiating any 
modification to the CAFO Inventory, an independent assessment will be conducted to confirm 
tlus FOS determination. 

When the inspection warrants this assessment, DWPC/FOS staff will forward a copy of the 
inspection report (CAFO 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 

The controlled version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the I EPA lntranet/lnternet. If 
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the I EPA lntranet/lnternet, 

it is an uncontrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use. 
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION-AGENCY 

1021 NORTH GRAND Avt•U E EAST, P.O. BOX 19276, SPRI,,GFIELD, ILLINOIS 62794-9276 • (217) 782-2829 

PAT QUINN, GOVERNOR LISA BONNETT, DIRECTOR 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: 

TO: NAl\1E, DWPC/FOS Manager 
!r~'-

NAI\1£, DWPC/FOS -NAME Region ~(~\~':. ]; 

FACILITY NA!\1£ REVISION to the CAEOJNVENTORY\:'1'h/;F 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 
Location (County) BOW ID: WXXXxJOOtx \ '}''' 

"'l4~-- ·:;- .--
IF Applicable: NBP.t:$perffii1JLA01JQCXX 

__ .,t:j~f. ·---:~;~~~ '~.:t;~~<---~<lf-" 
In conformance with the SOP for "Updating t~e-D\VllC Ct\:FO InvenJofy Database", BOW 
Document Control No. #1#1, attached is a copy o/(:tPe repdfl.£JlP'd supplemehtal information for the 

·---- :i:l:-. ._.,-;.<-
DATE inspection of LIVESTOCK FACILITY Ji~!li~ locate~}.!; NME County, and operated by 
NAME. ~~ ''\~~: --~;l~~:~/-

~.--4_~ .. "! "'· ';L -~~(;,.:~ .r 

Based on the inspection and subsequei\'fsf~~i}'eyi~}V, 'h1e f~'llgwing action is recommended: 
.,.~7:~~:--,,~~~~e~iis~\-_ ~/ 

__ Add the Livestosk._Facility to tllt<~CAFO'Inventory 
'~~~(~~~?.,... '"-.:\;';!/ 

__ Delte this, Facility'~orrl't}!e•;el'tsti~g:C:AFO Inventory 
,.i,l~ \\ _{.P.._.,_~ """"='·\~frt 

__ Edit the 'Facility infotmation iri.'the existing CAFO Inventory 
c$ \'; ·'i:;~ 

Attachme.nts.,··s"i:§iii:;t"ti:f;g4i:B~;r:V'::tr' 
CAFC),;Livestock Faciliti}nspect'ion Checklist 
Inspe~t;ion Rep'Ort Narrati\;e, .. 

''-':,"'-11>_ :11::::1-'-"';·. ' -~¥ 

Digital'H)lQ!.,()gi-aphs \ }, 
[List An.Y"A'clc;litonal ~upplemental Information] 

'\i,:;.::~'¢/'f 

cc: DWPC/FOS/RU (Transmittal Memo only) 
DWPC/FOS - Region (Transmittal Memo only) 

-4302 N. Main Sr., Rockford, IL 6110J (815) 967-7760 
595 S.Stme, Elgln,.IL 60123 {8.oii17) 608-3131 
2125 S. AnT St., Chcmpalgn, IL 61820 (217) 278-5800 
2009 Mall St~ Colllnr<~lllll', ll6223"' (618) 3-46-5120 

9511 Horrhon St.., De~ Plaines, IL 60016 (8-47) 29-4-4000 
-412 SW Washington St., Sulto 0, Peoria, ll 61 602 (309) 671-3022 
2309 W. Main St.., S\IITC' 116, Marlon, IL 629:59 (618) 993-7200 
100 W. Randolph, SuiTe' 10-300, Chkago, IL 60601 (312) 61-4-6026 

PU:AH Pr:n.rr Ot~ RE-:YCLID PAPS'! 
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Illinois Environmental Protection Agency 
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Updating the DWPC CAFO Inventory Database 

Water Poll uti on Control, Field Operations Section 
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The controlled version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the I EPA Intra net/Internet. If 
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the I EPA Intra net/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 updating the Illinois 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Division of Water Pollution Control (DWPC) 
Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFO) Inventory Database. 

This SOP has been prepared by the Field Operations Section (FOS) solely for internal use by 
Illinois 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 Contacts 
• DWPC/FOS Inspection Reports 
• Bureau of Water/DWPC/(National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 

Permit files 
• Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Environmental Programs - Livestock 

Waste Management Program 
• Illinois Department of Public Health, Division of Food, Drugs & Dairies 
• DWPC/Surface Water Section Stream Surveys 
• Illinois 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 V.Titten 
inspection report that is routed to the Division of Records Management. 

The controlled version of this document is the electronic version viewed on the !EPA lntranet/lnternet. If 
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the I EPA lntranet/lnternet, 

it is an uncontrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use. 
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CAFO/ AFO Information 
from the Illinois Departments of Agriculture and 

the Illinois Department of Public Health 
October 2014 

This document summarizes the infonnation 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 
lllinois EPA and IDOA for the sharing of information concerning livestock facilities. Weekly, 
IDOA submits three (3) hard copy Livestock Management Facilities Act (LMF A) 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 Illinois EPA is in the process of 
establishing an Interagency Agreement with lDPH 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 
Progra?l staff to review. 

Attachment L 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



Document Control No. 219 
I EPA BOW SOP024-00-1114 

Revision No. 0 

Effective Date 11/20/14 
Page 1 of2 

Illinois 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 Pollution Control, Field Operations Section 

1021 North Grand Avenue East 

P.O. Box 19276 

Springfield, Illinois 62794-9276 

IEPA Bureau of Water, WPC Field Operations Section Manager 
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The controlled version of this document is the electroniC version viewed on the I EPA lntraneVInternet. If 
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the !EPA lntranet/lnternet, 

it is an uncontrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use. 
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Document Control No. 219 

I EPA BOW SOP024-00-1114 

Revision No. 0 
Effective Date 11/20/14 

Page 2 of 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 Illinois Departments of Agriculture and 
Public Health regarding Animal Feeding Operations (AFOs) and Concentrated Animal Feeding 
Operations (CAFOs). 

This SOP has been prepared by the FOS solely for internal use by Illinois 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 
(LMF A) 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 (IDPID 
The Illinois 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 rev1ew 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 ~>.ill 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 I EPA lntranet/lnternet. If 
this is a printed copy of the document or an electronic version not viewed on the I EPA Intra net/Internet, 

it is an uncontrolled version and may or may not be the version currently in use. 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT 
between the 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
and the 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

1. Purpose and Intent 

The purpose of this Interagency Agreement is to set forth the respective responsibilities of the Illinois 

Department of Agriculture, (the "Department"), and the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, (the 

;"Agency") regarding the administration of regulations for livestock management facilities and livestock 

waste handling facilities, prom.ulgated pursuant to the Livestock ]Vfanagcment Facilities Act (LMFAct; 510 

ILCS 7711) and the Environmental Protection Act (EPAct; 415 ILCS 51 I). It is in the interest of the citizens 

of the state of Illinois that the Department and the Agency cooperate to the greatest extent possible in 

carrying out their responsibilities related to the implementation of livestock waste regulations. It is also 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 intent of this agreement 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 facilities. The Agency has had extensive experience with the prevention and remediation of 

environmental damage resulting from improper livestock 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 \vith the agricultural community which may result in more 

effective implementation of progmms than either state agency could achieve working alone. 

2. Responsibilities of the Department 

a_ Lagoons 

The Department shall review the design of new and modified livestock waste lagoons, determine compliance 

with applicable design standards, conduct field i1westigations, and administer the registration and 

certification program for livestock \Vaste lagoon design, construction, modification, and closure. 

Attachment N 
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b. Waste Management Plans 

The Department shall review and approve waste management plans prepared pursuant to the LMFAct and 

regulations thereunder. 

c. Operator Certification 

The Department 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 

indicating 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 Anima I 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 contaminaliun. The 

Agency shall initiate any necessary follow up action pursuant to the EPAct and regulations thereunder. and 

the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C 1251) and regulations thereunder. 

b. Air Pollution 

The Agency shall investigate incidents of air pollution resulting from livestock waste odors. The Agency 

shall initiate any necessary follow up action pursuant to the EPAct and regulations thereunder. 

2 
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c. Violation Notification 

The Agency shall notify the Department within live working days when it receives information indicating 

a violation or possible violation of the LMFA or regulations thereunder. 

d. Public Outreach 

The Agency shall participate in education and training programs for livestock facility managers intended to 

prevent water and air pollution. 

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 between the t\VO sets of requirements. 

b. Groundwater Pollution 

The Department and the Agency shall coordinate investigations of groundwater contamination involving 

livestock waste lagoons, and any necessary follow up or remedial action. Groundwater contamination 

involving livestock facilities other than lagoons shall continue to be handled by the Agency. 

c. Waste Management Plans 

Deficiencies in waste management plans and the implernenlHtion thereof resulting in air or water pollution 

shall be addressed by: 

the Department if the Department has approved the plan pursuant to the LMF A; 

the Department and the Agency jointly if the plan is required by the LMFA but not reviewed 

or approved by the Department: 

the Agency if a plan is not required by the Li\1FA. 

J 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



The Agency may seek from any facility operator a waste management plan to resolve air or water pollution 0 
violations pursuant to the EPAct. This may include waste management plans sought as a result of an 

enforcement action or a condition of an NPDES Permit. 

d. Dead Animal Disposal 

Provisions of 2 (f) and 3 (e) norwithstanding, investigations of wastewater discharges and air pollution 

(odors) from dead animal composting facilities shall be coordinated between the Department and the 

Agency. 

e. Regulatory Materials 

The Department and the Agency shall each provide to 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 facilities and significant 

modifications of existing facilities shall be coordinated between the Department and the Agency. 

g. Biosecurity 

The Department and the Agency shall comply with biosecurity provisions of the LMF Act 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" 

c. Initial Department notifications of lagoon registration completeness 

d. Department notices of completion of lagoon construction certification 

e. Groundwater monitoring information 

f. Response actions proposed to mitigate impacts to groundwater 

4 
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A v 

g. Listing of waste management plans filed with the Department (facility name, size, and location) 

and plan preparation cenifications 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 ofthe EPAct 

j. Notices of deficiency, administrative warning letters, and compliance agreements prepared under 

the LiviFAct 

k. Listing of Ji,·estock manager certifications 

I. List of livestock facility NPDES Permits issued by tile Agency 

6. Interagency Meetings 

Staff of IDOA and !EPA shall meet on a periodic basis for the following purposes: 

a. Exchange of information as described in Section S 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 materials 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 amendmems 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 
sr 

Z I- day of 

uM-"o:.:.V='"-"'hl'-'h'-'e'-'f' ___ , 1 99 7. 

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT 

6 

ILLIN01S ENVIRONMENTAL 

PROTECTION AGENCY 

By~a.~ 
Dire tor 

0 
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Office Use Only 

Blllin · 
M gr{cr1lture NOTICE OF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT 

APPLICATION FORM 

Pursuant to the Livestock Management Facilities Act (51 0 ILCS 77/1 et seq.) (we), the 
undersigned, do hereby file with the Illinois Department of Agriculture a Notice ofintenlto 
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. -- ·-
l:.Xample:NE NW 19 12-North 3-We,\·t 

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.) 

3rd 

D FacilityNamc _______________________ _ 

Facility Address ----,:::-...,.,--;-----,--,......,.,-.,..,----,,----,----,------------
{Spec{[l' rhe tlctualfiKility address, {(one exists.) 

City, State, Zip _______________________ _ 

Telephone----------------------------

D Owner or Operator Name 

Address 

City, State, Zip------------------------

Telephone ________ _ Mobile Phone----------

Fax# ____________________________ _ 

(ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS IF NECESSARY) 

B) Type and size of the facility and nnmber of animal units-

D Proposed facility is an entirely new facility 

0 Proposed facility is an expansion of an existing facility 
0 Expansion classifies facility as a "New Facility" 
D Expansion docs not classify facility as a "New Facility" 

IMPORTANT NOTICE: This state agency is requesting disclosure orinfonnatioo that is necessary to accomplish the statutory purpose as 
outlined under the Livestock Management Facilities Act (510 JLCS 77et seq.). Failure to provide this information shall prevent this form from 
being processed. This form h:u; b.~en ·approYed by Lhc State Forms Management Center. IL 406-1596 (1-02) 

Attachment 0 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



NOTICE OF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT- PAGE] 

u "New Facility "-means a livestock managemenl facility or a livestock waste handling facility the 
constmclion or expansion of which is commenced on or ajier May 21, 1996 (the effecti\>e date 
oft he Livestock Management Facilities Act). Expanding afGcility where the fixed capital cost 
of the nel""' components constructed within a 2 year period does not exceed 50% of the fixed 
capital cost of a comparable entireZv new facility shall not be deemed a nev.'faci/ity as used in 
the Livestock Management Facilities Act. 

ANIMAL UNITS (based on the maximum design capacity of the facility): 
(CHECK AND COMPLETE ALL T!JATAPPLY! 

Number of Existing Animal Units (if applicable) 

Number of Proposed Additional Animal Units: 

#of Head X Animal Unit Factor 

0Bcef X 1.0 

0 Milking Dairy X 1.4 

0Dairy (young stock) X 0.6 

0 Laying hens or broilers X 0.005 

0 Laying hens or broilers X 0.01 

(With continuous overflow watering) 

0 Laying hens or broilers X 0.03 

(Viith liquid manure handling systems) 

0 Sheep X 0.1 

0 Swine (>551bs) X 0.4 

0 Swine (<551bs) X O.D3 

0 Turkeys X 0.02 

0 Ducks X 0.02 

0 Horses X 2.0 

Oother: __ X 

Number of Proposed Additional Animal Units 

Total Number of Animal Units 
(existing +proposed additional) 

#of Animal Units 

~ 
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT- PAGE 3 

C) Type and size of the facility and number of animal units (continued)-

TYPE OF PROPOSED LIVESTOCK MANAGEMENT FACILITY: 

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLJ) 

D Breeding D Gestation 

D Farrowing D Nursery 

0 Grower D Finisher 

D Freestall Barn D Feed Lot I Yard 

D Milking Parlor D Other: 

TYPE OF PROPOSED LIVESTOCK WASTE HANDLING FACILITY 

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLJ): 

•• 

0 Waste storage structure under building (pit storage structure) 

0 Above-ground waste storage structure 

0 In-ground waste storage structure 

D Earthen lagoon 

D Runoff holding pond 

0 Other: 

A constroction plan of each 111aste handling structure with design specifications of the structure 
noted as prepared by or for the owner or operator must also be submitted to and appmved by the 

Department prior to the commencement of consh·uction. 

EXISTING AND PROPOSED FACILITY SIZE: 
(List the size of each building or slruclure, by facility (vpe) (Specify ''proposed" or "exisling '') 

Example: Fan·owing building with concrete under building pit (proposed)- 40 feet x 80 jeet x 8 feet deep 
Finishing building with shallow pit to a lagoon (existing) -300' x /00' x 2' deep 

Ear1hen Lagoon (existing) - 400{eet x 360.feel x JO{eel deep 
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NOTICE OF INTENT TO CONSTRUCT- PAGE4 

D) Names and addresses of the owners, including local, State and federal govenunents, of 
the property located within the setback area (both the residence and populated area 
setback areas)- •* Applicable onZv to facilities which meet the definition of a ''newfacility .. 

(LJST HERE AND/OR ATTACH ADDITIONAL SHEETS AS NECESSARY) 
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NonCE OF INTE:NT TO CONSTRUCT- PAG£5 

E) Distance to the nearest town, residence, occupied residence, non-farm business, and 
common place of assembly-

Town (name) feet 

Residence (name) feet 

Occupied residence (name) feet 

Non-Farm business (name) feet 

Common place of assembly (name) feet 

F) Map or sketch showing the proposed facility and setbacks-
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 

All Facilities 
0 Plat Map, 0 Topographic Map or 0 sketch attached. 

D Locations of all residences, populated areas, non-farm businesses and common places 
of assembly within or near the setback boundaries have been clearly identified on the 
map or sketch. 

'~NC\V 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" 
D 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. 

G) A statement identifying whether a request for decrease in setbacks, pursuant to (510 JLCS 
77135 (g)), has been sought and whether the request has been granted or denied
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 

D No request for a setback decrease has been sought. 

. D A request(s) for a setback decrease is being submitted to the Illinois Department 
of Agriculture. . 

B Waiver(s) attached 
Waiver(s) not attached 
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N071CE OF INT£NT TO CONSTRUCT- PAG£6 

0 A request for a setback decrease has been submitted to the lllinois Department of 
Agriculture and no action relative to its acceptance or denial has been received. 

0 A request for a setback decrease has been submitted to the Jllinois Department of 
Agriculture and has been granted by the Department. 

H) 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 locaied 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 complete, 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. 

I, the undersigned, certil)' 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 oflntent to Construct may be directed to the Jllinois 
Department of Agriculture at 217/785-2427 (Voice/TDD). 

Completed fonns and all documentation should be submitted to: 
Livestock Waste Program, Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Environmental 
Programs, P.O. Box 19281, Springfield, Illinois 62794-9281 
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Pat Quinn, Governor 
Thomas E. Jennings, Director 

Illinois 
AgriCUlture 
=~?====-:T====----------------------t,:8~~1'1'~~'ft"F-~""il:~~~~u ~~ ~~\-

Bureau ot Environmental Programs ~~i C ~ ~ M -~~ ~~::>J~ 
State Fairgrcnmds · P.O. Box 19281 · Springlield, JL 62794~928 I · 217n85-2427 (voice'TDD) · Fax ::!17/524-4882 
Pes!icide Misuse Hotline 1-800-641-3934 {voice/TDD) 

\l!.tl:~: -· ? ,:·;::··_ ,---------------------------------------------------, 
LIVESTOCK WASTE PROGRAM 

INITIAL NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION PLAN COMPLETENESS 
Non-Lagoon Livestock Waste Handling Facility 

Facility Location: 

Facility ID# 

Date Issued: March 11, 2011 

A Notice of Non-Lagoon Construction Plan Completeness is hereby granted to the above
designated registrant to construct a single livestock waste handling facility as stated in the construction 
plan application submilted to the Depa11ment as follows: 

Construction of a single livestock waste handling facility that shall have the following 
dimensions: 

Maximum Length = 

Maximum Width = 
Maximum Depth = 

Total Design Capacity= 

205 feet 
59 feet 
10 feet 

l 09,000 ft3 

Pursuant to 35 lllinois Adminisliiitwe Code.:5f)6."304 (c), this structure shall include a perimeter 
fOund~tion drain, which nwst mdiide· a saiizp~z)~g port to allow jar quarterly sqmplfng pw·suant to 8 
Illinois Administrative Code 9oo.5'ii 

The construction plan for the aforementioned structure has been reviewed and deemed complete 
by the !llinois Depru1ment of Agriculture pursuant to the Livestock Management Facilities Act (Act). 510 
Illinois Compiled Statutes 77/13. 

Pursuant to 510 Il..CS 77/l3(g), an initial site inspection was conducted by a representative of the 
Depattment on February 28, 201]. 

Please be advised that. pursuant 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 5 days prior to the commencement of construction. 

Further. pursuant to 510 Il..CS 77il3(f). upon completion of construction but pnor to the placing 
of the structure in service. the owner or operator shall cemfv IO the Department tha1 the struc!Ure has been 
conslructed 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 submittal process is correct. The Department, upon receipt of the completion of 
construction certification shall inspect the construction site to detem1ine 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 O\\~Jer or operator of the facility, indicating that the structure has met the standards of 
the Act and rule and that it may be placed into service or identifying the remedial measures necessary to 
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.laws or regulations. If you have any questions or comments relative to this notification or if the 
Department may be of service to you, please feel fi·ee to contact the Department at Livestock Waste 
Program, Illinois Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Environmental Programs, P .0. Box 19281, 
Springfield, IL 62794-9281, (2171785-2427). 

Sincerely, 

ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

kbmv.~ 
Warren D. Goetsch, P.E. Brad A. Beaver 
Bureau Chief, Enviromnental Programs Manager, Livestock Waste Program 

cc: File 
Bruce Yurdin, !EPA 

LF05 70 J40002cpack 
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Illinois 
AgriCUlture 

Pat Quinn, Governor 
Thomas E. Jennings, Director 

Bureau of Environmental Programs 
State Fairgrounds • P.O. Box 19281 • Springfield, JL 62794-9281 • 217i785-2427 (voice!fDDJ • Fax 217/524-4882 
Pesticide Misuse Hotline 1-800-641-3934 (voice/TOO) 

LIVESTOCK WASTE PROGRAM 
FINAL NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTION PLAN COMPLETION 

. Non-Lagoon Livestock Waste Handling Facility 

Facility Location: 

Facility ID#: 
RECE5Vlr'-:; 

tfAR ? -
.... 4 2Ui i 

~~ r_+ t~f\!lE;;QfJ QC 
Date Issued: March 10,2011 "~"'•er ,0.-..t,, ,.... ' 

'""'rt~ac1 c·-
1' tJ!f.~; \: 

The Department has received a certification notice from the owner or operator relative to 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) (51 0 !LCS 77!1 et seq.) and rules and that the information provided 
during the registration process is correct. 

·On March 10, 2011, Department representatives conducted a final inspection at the facility pursuant to the 
Livestock Management Facilities Act (51 0 !LCS 77113 (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 !3 of the Livestock Management Facilities Act, the construction plan and certification 
re-quirements of the Act have been met. The owner or operator of the ,livestock waste handling facility may proceed 
to place the structure into service. 

Pursuant to 35 illinois Administrative Code 506.304 (c), this structure was required to install a perimeter 
foundation drain that included a sampling port to allow for quarterly sampling pursuant to 8 lllinois Administrative 
Code 900.511. The samples must be analyzed for the following items: nitrate-nitrogen, phosphate-phosphorus, 
chloride, sulfate and ammonia-nitrogen. The quarterli• 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 Depaiiment 
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 io you, please feel free to contact us at 21 71785-
2427. 

Sincerely. 

. \ ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE f 
~l)~ · &cza-c?c£l-cur.L_ 
Warren D. Goetsch. P.E. Brad A. Beaver 
Bureau Chief. Environmemai Programs Manager. Livestock Waste Program 

cc: file 
Bruce 'r'urdin. fEPA 

Attachment Q 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



.Illinois 
Agn~o!l 1:wture 

Pat Quinn, Governor 
Thomas E. Jennings, Director 

Bureau of Environmental Programs 
State F2irgrounds · P .0. Box 19281· • Springfield, IL 62794-9281 • 217'785-2427 tvoicerrDD) • F<:~x 2]7/524-4882 
Pesticid~ Misuse Hotline 1-800-641-3934 (voice/TOO) 

Registrant: 

March 16, 201 I 

LIVESTOCK WASTE PROGRAM 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF "SETBACK COMPLIANCE" 

Facility Location: 

Dear Facility Owner/Operator: 

Your notice of intent to construct was received by the Department and reviewed for 
compliance with the provisions ofthe Livestock Management Facilities Act (510 ILCS 77/J et 
seq.) and associated rules (8 Illinois Administrative Code Part 900). Pursuant to 510 ILCS 
77il I, the Department hereby provides notice to Raterrnann Bros. that the setback provisions of 
the Livestock Management Facilities Act have been met. 

Please be advised that tf\js Acknowledgment of"Setback Compliance" is applicable only 
to the project specifically described in the notice tiled ·with the Department. Also, please be 
adv;scd that, pursuant to 8 IAC 900.304, the date the Department issued the acknowledgment of 
setbaclt compliance pursuant to 8 IAC 900.303. (b)(3) or notified the owner or operator that all 
information had been submitted pursuant to 8 lAC 900.303(c)(1 ), !March 16, 2011 J, shall be 
considered as the base date for setback detennination purposes. The base date shall expire 
within one year, unless the conditions of 8 lAC 900.30·! !b) have been meL 

Please be advised that the construction of said facility shall not begin until all other 
applicable requirements of the Livestock Management Facilities Act as well as anv other 
applicable laws and regulations have been met. This inc:ludes approval of construction 
plans for the livestock waste handling facility. 

Please also be advised that the. scope or Lh1s acknowl<"dgmen: is expressly limited to 
compliance with the setback provisions of 51 U ILCS 77/1 I and associated rules. Thus, no 
statements relative to compliance with uther ~pplic~loie ferteral, state or local requir~ments 

Attachment R 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



.. 

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 Depariment may be of service to you, please 
feel free to contact us at (217) 785-2427. 

Sincerely, 

ILLINOiS DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Warren D. Goetsch, P.E. Brad A. Beaver 
Bureau Chief, Environmental Programs Manager, Livestock Waste Progran1 

cc: file 
Bruce Yurdin, !EPA 

LF0270460002noitcack 
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SETBACK COMPLIANCE FORM 

Date Issued: Facility Identification Number: 

I'd Information Form Not Provided 

A) Legal description of the land on which the livestock facility will be constructed---

! 
Quarter-Quarter Quarter I Section Township Range I P.M. ; 

I I 
' 

i ---- ... -- -- . ------- . --- -- . - - -·· .. ---- i 

' ' 
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.) 

iO Facility Name 

Address 

City State IL 

Telephone 

lQ Owner or Operator Name 

Address 

City 

Telephone 

Cell Phone 

State IL 

Cell Phone 

Zip 

Zip 

-------

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 

(g Expansion classifies facility as a "New Facility" 

I!B Expansion does not classify facility as a "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 

~Beef 0 X 1.0 0 

[[j Dairy (adults) 0 X 1.4 0 
-- .. ---------------. 

I§ Dairy (young) 0 X 0.6 0 

[[j Poultry (w/continuous overflow watering) 

0 X 0.01 0 

IKl Poultry (w/liquid manure handling systems 

0 X 0.03 0 
---------------

[gJ Sheep 0 X 0.1 0 

00 Swine (>551bs) 0 X 0.4 0 
- ------- . 

~Swine (<551bs) 0 X 0.03 0 
····- -- -- ------· 

iiTI Turkeys 0 X 0.02 0 
---·- --- --------------· .. 

liJ Other: 0 X 0 = 0 
Attachment s 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



Number of Proposed Additional Animal Units 

Total Number of Animal Units 

Predominate Species 

TYPE OF PROPOSED LIVESTOCK MANAGEMENT FACILITY 

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 

iill Breeding 

[] Farrowing 

ld Grower 

@J Freestall Barn 

ld Milking Parlor 

[] Gestation 

ID Nursery 

ld Finisher 

• [] Feed Lot/ Yard 

ITJ Other 

TYPE OF PROPOSED LIVESTOCK WASTE HANDLING FACILITY 

(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 

ID Waste Storage structure under building (pit storage structure) 

[]Above-ground waste storage structure 

~ Earthen lagoon 

ilflln-ground waste storage structure 

[!;] Runoff holding pond 

~ Earthen lagoon 

~Other 

EXISTING AND PROPOSED FACILITY SIZE 

0 

0 

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---

Town feet 

Residence feet 

Occupied Residence feet 

Non-Farm business feet 

Place of Assembly feet 

Input Data EditToday's Data 
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................................................................................................................................................................................................................................. _ .... __ 

; ~ 
·-~----~-""'""''~--------·-·····---~---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------·--····--------------~------------------------------------............. ____ . 

Final Notice of Construction Plan Completeness 

Date tssueii: 

Date !n,spected: 

Registrant 

:::::::::·:·::::::·:::::::::::·::: 

Address: 
::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

City: 
·::::---·----:::--·-----------·--·········---------------·····--·· 

State: ~H-

Zip: 

COVN1YNAME: 

Comments: 

Fadlity Location: 

City: 
··--·:·:····::::·:::--:·:::·:::--•"'"''"'"'''''''··--······ 

State: HL 

Facility 10!:: 

FlPS CNTI \·• :: 
~~·;:.:': 

REGION: 

· ........................................................................................................................................................................................................... .. 

j ::Ed~t Tcd-a~(s. Oat?. 
.. ·. ·-:-·-.·;;:;_-,,;';'.': .. :.:;. ::. : ... :::: .. -.-:· ::·.:·:.; :_ :: .............. --. . :· :· :· ::·: :·:·:· ~:·:· :· ~ :· ::::.::~ ;': ;' .. '· .. 

. ............... ,.,_., ......................... _________ __ 

I 

I 

l 

r 
I 
' ' ! 
i 
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Initial Notice of Construction Plan Completeness 

Date Issued: 

Registrant: Facility Location: 

City: 

State: IL 

Address: Facility ID#: 

City: 

State: IL 

Zip: 

Project Description: 

Structure 1 Structure 2 

Maximum Length= ft Maximum Length= ft - ---···----------------- ------------------
Maximum Width= ft Maximum Width= ft 

-------
Maximum Depth= ft Maximum Depth= ft 

Maximum Capacity= ft3 Maximum Capacity= ft3 
----------

Structure 3 Structure 4 

Maximum Length= ft Maximum Length= ft 
------- -------

Maximum Width= ft Maximum Width= ft 

Maximum Depth= ft Maximum Depth= ft 

Maximum Capacity= ft3 Maximum Capacity= ft3 

StructureS Structure 6 

Maximum Length= ft Maximum Length= ft 
----·-····-···-·:--···-····- ------------- --------------------

Maximum Width= ft Maximum Width= ft 

Maximum Depth = ft Maximum Depth= ft 

Maximum Capacity= ft3 Maximum Capacity= ft3 

Comments: Pursuant to 35 Illinois Administrative Code 506.304 (c), 

Input Info EditToday's Data I _Return t~tart! 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



I 
{ID ·Name _ 

1502.776 '6 S F~rms, Inc. 

I
SQC()18 _Abels, Gary, Joanne & Child 

503362 Aberle Farms, Inc. 

I"'"" ,Ad•m ~"' 
'707637 Adams County F.-lr Dairy Bolrn 

1503501 Adams, Stanley W. 

~~~3688 :AdlaiV. and Nelson R. Miller 

502694 .Ain£1!1 Farms 

1501507 !Akins. Joseph and Brend" 

!50::1215 'Anthony D. Siddens "rv:J/or Alonzo Shoaf. 

~~2.721 ,Arentsen Bros. Dairy 

' S001261Aves, Kevin ilnd Julie 

502229 !Aves, Todd 
1-

500073 !a & B farms 

1

504835 'a & 6 Farms Kurt Brink 

501275 !n. Wlllenbore Farms, Inc. 

t,~'!Sll iaade."oean 
502477 !Baker, Ch~d. 

I -
1500475 I Baker's Acres- Mark Baker 

' 
!so2437 •Bal~ SCot\ 
I 

T 
;Entity Type 

IG"d' A Dol1y F"'m 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Dairy farm 

Grade A Dairy f&rm 

!Manufactured Dairy F~rm 
I 
Grade A Dairy Fum 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

I
G"d< A DollY F"m

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Oalry Farm 

Grade A Oalry Farm 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

Grade A Dairy Farm 

rrade A Dairy Farm 

!Grade A Dairy Farm 

/ 
COl!nty 

Montgomery 

Ogle 

Tazewell 

Vermilion 

Adams 

Effingham 

Moultrie 

McHenry 

ogo 

Effingham 

Clinton 

apone 

Boone 

Pulaski 

Washin.~:ton 

Fayette 

Marshall 

Washin~ton 

Stephenson 

Mercer 

I 
I Address ~Maili~ 

-'~':'!Y 
Montgomery 

Ogle 

Tazewell 

Vermilion 

Adams 

Effingham 

Moultrie 

McHenry 

Ogle 

Effingham 

Clinton 

Boone 

Boone 

>'ulaskl 

Washington 

Fayette 

Marshall 

Washington 

Stephenson 

Mercer 

Geosraphic 
Region 

Edwardsville 

Rockford 

Peoria 

!Peoria 

I Marion 

i 
!Champaien 

:West Chicago 

!Marion 

!Edwardsville 

!Rockrord 

!Marion 

' 
.Edwardsville 

Marion 

Peoria 

Edwardsville 

Rocklord 

Peoria 

I , 

. 
f
Phone \atitude Longitude •Receiver 

I rStatc ld 

l- )- 1102024 I 1 1 
, I .1o2us 

1~-- ~-~- hD2D26 I . I 
!-- ~-102047 

I' } I 1 

-·-1102018 

I I I ' ! . ~ :--t02019 

~--· -.. ~- !102027 t t . 

1 ....... ·- ·- 102040 I l I 
-·~,102115 

· · i • ' I 

!·:::::: ~ i= 1::::: 
·:·· -· tl- 1--"D203D 

~ ·~ !102030 

' I ' 
- ·-1102136 

I ' I 
-. :-!102016 

l '_. !-1102132 

. t I { 

I
I - ·-1102026 

,-1 I i>D2D2l 
~: .... !102030 

I I ' ' 
I ;~ ;.- Jto2026 
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ILLINOIS ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
Livestock Facility Inspection Checklist 

GENERAL INFORMATION 

BOW ID # TYPE OF INSPEcriON: 

w D CAFO D COMPlAINT 0 RECONNAISSANCE 0 ERU FOLLOW UP 

0 OPERATOR REQUEST D OTHER: 
FACILITY NAME (LLC, Inc., Corp, Partnership, sole proprietorship, etc.) INSPECTION DATE ARRIVAL TIME DEPARTURE TIME 

ADDRESS lATITUDE (Decimal) LONGITUDE (Decimal) GPS Measured D 
N 00.000 woo.ooo Google Earth D 

CITY STATE ZIP CODE INSPECTOR(s) ACCOMPANIED BY (if applicable) 
IL 

COUNTY SEcriON TOWNSHIP RANGE POLffiCAL TOWNSHIP TEMP. PRECIP. TYPE / AMT lAST 24HR 

Facility Owner(s): NAME CONTACTED PHONE MOBILE 
DYES D NO 

D Same as Facility ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

NAME CONTACTED PHONE MOBILE 
DYES D NO 

ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

Facility NAME CONTACTED PHONE MOBILE 
Operator(s): DYES D NO 

D Same as above 
ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

NAME CONTACTED PHONE MOBILE 
DYES D NO 

ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE 

NPDES PERMIT INFORMATION {If no NPDES Permit, skip this section) 

1. What type of NPDES permit has been issued? NPDES # 
D No NPDES Permit D Individual NPDES Permit D 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? D YES D NO 
5. Permitted number of animals (no. & specie)? 
6. Does the NPDES Permit contain a compliance schedule? D YES J NO 
7. Have there been any changes made to the production area since the permit was issued? YES J NO 

If "YES", provide a detailed description of those changes. 

Attachment U 
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BOWID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 2/10 

FACILffiES 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 

2. 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 the facility have a contractor perfonn land application? 
DYES D NO 

If "YES" Name of Contractor: 
6. What type of land application equipment is available to the facility? 

D Umbilical Injection D Honeywagon Injection D Honeywagon Surface D Irrigation 

D Rotational Gun D Manure Spreader D Vegetative Filter D Other 

7. NON-Permitted CAFOs ONLY~ NMP must address the following to receive ag storm water exemption: 
D A storm water pollution prevention plan D A spill control and prevention plan 
D Expected crop yields for land application areas D Inspection & Maintenance of Waste Handling System 
D Animals not in Direct Contact with Waters of US D Clean Water Diverted from Waste Handling System 

D Site Specific Buffers & Conservation Practices D Protocols for Soil & Manure Testing 

D Land Application Protocols for Nutrient Utilization D Winter time land application plan 
D Adequate land for waste application D Inclement weather/conditions storage provisions 
D Calculations deriving livestock waste application rates do not exceed N or P crop removal rates 

D Chemicals, Contaminants, & Mortalities Properly Disposed - NOT Directly Disposed in Waste Handling System 

D A topographic map for production and land application including drainage, discharges, and waterways 
D Field tile/subsurface drainage systems plan for visual inspection during land application if applicable 

8. Permitted CAFOs ONLY- create, maintain for 5 yrs, and make available upon request, the following records: 
D Date, time, & est. volume of any discharges 0 Deficiencies and corrective actions wjin 30 days 
D Mortalities - quantity and disposal method D Total N/P actually applied to each field & calculations 
0 Results from livestock waste and soil sampling D Subsurface drainage inspect during/after land app 

D Amount of waste transferred to another person D Calculations deriving livestock waste application rates 
D Size, design, type, & days of storage for livestock waste storage structures 

Weekly facility inspection records: 
0 Stormwater diversion devices D Runoff diversion structures 

D Livestock waste diversions to containment structureD Depth of livestock waste in storage structures 

Daily facility inspection records: 
D Inspection of water lines in the production areas, including drinking water or cooling water lines 

Daily land application records: 
D Amount of livestock waste is applied per acre D Soil conditions at time of application 
D Precip 24 hr prior & 24 hr after land application D Leak inspection of application equipment 
D Date & location of the field livestock waste applied D The method used to apply the livestock waste 
0 Quantity of livestock waste removed when a manure storage area or waste containment area is dewatered 
D Weather- precip, temp, wind speed & direction, dew point, 24 hr prior, at land app, 24 hr post land app 
D Weather forecast 24 hr following land application 

9. Does the NMP reflect the current operational characteristics (number of animals, cropping, 
D YES D NO 

Animals not in direct contact with Waters of US, etc.)? 

10. Are the number of acres owned/leased consistent with those in the NMP? D YES D NO 

11. Is manure and wastewater being applied in accordance with setback/buffer requirements D YES D NO 
of the NMP? 

12.Are all of the records identified in the NMP being maintained and kept current? D YES D NO 

13.Are records being maintained at the required frequency? D YES D NO 

14.Are records being maintained onsite for the period required by NMP and/or NPDES permit? D YES D NO 
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BOW ID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 3/10 

FACILmES WITHOUT NMP- NUTRIENT MANAGEMENT INFORMATION - IF NMP PROCEED TO PAGE 4 

1. How many TOTAL acres are available for land application? acres 

2. How many acres are READILY available for land application at the time of inspection? acres 

3. Estimated annual quantities of liquid waste gallons 

4. Estimated annual quantities of solid waste tons 

5. Does the facility have a contractor perform land application? DYES D NO 
If "YES", Name of Contractor: 

6. What type of land application equipment is available to the facility? 

D Umbilical Injection D Honeywagon Injection D Honeywagon Surface D Irrigation 

D Rotational Gun D Manure Spreader D Vegetative Filter D Other 

7. Does the facility calibrate the land application equipment? 
If "YES", What method is used? 

DYES D NO 

8. Does the facility land apply within the 150 foot setback from any water well? 
If "YES", Explain 

DYES D NO 

9. Does the facility land apply within the 200 foot setback from any surface water? 
If "YES", Explain 

DYES D NO 

10. Does the facility land apply near any residences? 
If "YES", Explain 

D YES D NO 

11.Are records kept of land application? D YES D NO 

12.Are records kept of protocols for nutrient utilization in land application field? D YES D NO 

13.Are records kept of livestock waste transferred off-site to another party? D YES D NO 

14.Are records kept for routine soil and manure testing for land application? D YES D NO 

15.Are records kept of protocols for routine soil and manure testing for land application? D YES D NO 

16. Is there adequate land for livestock waste application for acres owned/leased? D YES D NO 

17.ls land application performed in accordance with setback/buffer/conservation practices? D YES D NO 

18.Chemicals, contaminants, & mortalities are not directly disposed in waste handling system? D YES D NO 

19. Do facility personnel perform routine visual inspections of waste handling system? D YES D NO 

20.Are records kept for inspection and maintenance of waste handling system? D YES. D NO 

21.Are records kept of total N and P applied and removed from the land application fields? D YES D NO 

22. Does the facility have a spill prevention plan? D YES D NO 

23. Does the facility have a storm water pollution prevention plan? D YES D NO 

24.Are there aerial maps of land app fields showing waterways, buffers, and field tiles? D YES D NO 

25. Does the facility have inclement weather/condition waste storage provisions? D YES D NO 

26. Is clean water diverted from waste handling system? D YES D NO 

27.Are the animals kept from direct contact with Waters of US? D YES D NO 
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BOWID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 4/10 

LIVESTOCK FACILITY DESCRIPTION 

Type of Animals Number of Animal Type of Confinement Number of 
Animals Capacity Structures 

I (currently) 

Does the facility have an Illinois Certified Livestock Manager (300 or greater animal units)? D N/A 0 YES D NO 

If greater than 1000 animal units but less than 5000 animal units, does the facility have a D N/A DYES D NO 
waste management plan? 

If greater than 5000 animal units, has the facility submitted a waste management plan to D N/A D YES D NO 
IDOA for review? 
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 D YES D NO 
addresses below. 

LIVESTOCK WASTE STORAGE 

1. Does the facility have any existing livestock waste containment system? 
DYES D NO If NO, then proceed to question 10. 

2. General description of the waste containment system (include solid and liquid manure handling, mortality, arid 
feed storage areas). 
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BOW ID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 5/10 

Type of Storage Total Storage Capacity (Specify Units) 

D Anaerobic Lagoon 

D Covered Lagoon 

D Holding Pond 

0 Above Ground Storage Tank ("Siurrystore") 

0 Below Ground Storage Tank 

D Settling Basin 

0 Roofed Storage Shed 

0 Concrete Pad 

D Impervious Soil Pad . 
0 Underfloor Pits 

0 Anaerobic Digester 

D Manure Stacks 

D Vegetative Filter 

D Other 

D None 

3. Estimated days ·Of storage in livestock waste storage structures 

4. Do the storage structures have depth markers or staff gauges? D YES D NO 

5. Are levels of manure in the storage structures recorded and records kept? 0 YES 0 NO 

6. Do the storage structures have adequate freeboard? 0 YES 0 NO 

7. Estimated final stage storage structure freeboard in. of total depth in. 

8. Does facility utilize a temporary manure stack? D YES D NO 

9. Does the temporary manure stack have a cover, pad, and other control to prevent ·runoff? D YES 0 NO 

10. Does the system have an outfall or discharge point? 0 YES D 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? DYES D 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? DYES 0 NO 

If "YES", provide a detailed description of the area(s) of concern: 
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BOWID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 6/10 

MORTALmES MANAGEMENT 

1. How are mortalities managed? (Composted, buried, burned, rendering service, other) 

2. Are mortalities managed so all runoff/leachate is contained? D YES 0 NO 

3. Are mortalities documented and are records kept? D YES D NO 

FACILITY WATER SOURCES 

1. What type of method is used to provide drinking water for the animals? 
0 Overflow waters 0 Tip Tanks 0 Nipple waters D Wate~ Bowls D Other 

2. How is the water for animals obtained? 
D Community PWS 0 On-Site Well D On-Site Impoundment D Other 

3. Is a mist cooling system used? DYES D 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 collected and how often. 

3. What is done with the used bedding? D Reused 0 Land Applied 
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BOW ID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 7/10 

MANURE COLLECllON 

1. How is manure collected? 

D None D Under Floor Pit [0 Scraped: D Automatic D Manual] D Flush 
D Solids Separator D 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 APPUCATION AREA INSPECTION (IF FACILITY RECENTLY OR IS ACllVELY LAND APPLYING) 

1. What type of land application equipment is being utilized for land application? 
D Umbilical Injection D Honeywagon Injection D Honeywagon Surface D Irrigation 
D Rotational Gun D Manure Spreader D Vegetative Filter D Other 

2. Is land application performed according to NMP? D N/A D YES D NO 

3. Large unpermitted CAFO- Does facility meet agricultural stormwater exemption? 0 N/A D YES D NO 

4. Surface Application - Is incorporation within 24-hours met? D N/A D YES D NO 

5. Is there a dry weather discharge into the Waters of the US from land application area? D YES D NO 

6. Is land application rate at a level to prevent over-saturation/pooling of livestock waste? D YES D NO 

7. Has limitation for land slope of land application been met? D YES D NO 

8. Has setback to residences been met? D YES 0 NO 

9. Has setback to waterways, tile inlets, drainage wells, or other conduits been met? D YES D NO 

10. Has setback to potable water well been met? D YES D NO 

11. Has setback to surface water been met? D YES 0 NO 

12. Has restrictions of precipitation forecast preceding land application been met? D YES D NO 

13. Has subsurface drainage monitoring been met? 0 N/A D YES D NO 

14. Has 10-yr flood plain land application injection/incorporation restriction been met? D YES D NO 

15. Unpermitted -Has land application on snow/frozen ground met requirements? 0 N/A D YES D NO 

FROZEN/SNOW COVERED LAND APPLICATION PROVISIONS (PERMITTED CAFO ONLY) 

1. Has facility met <120 day storage, no alternative, !EPA notification prior 12/1? D YES D NO 

2. Has facility met of reduction of waste prior 12/1, deemed overflow, unable to incorporate? D YES D NO 

3. Has facility met liquid precipitation forecasts of< 0.25"-frozen ground I 0.1"-ice/snow? D YES D NO 

4. Has facility met high temperature forecasts <32° F next 7 days? D YES 0 NO 

5. Has buffers met 100'-drainage, 150'-potable well, 200' surface water for 0% slope? D YES 0 NO 

6. Has buffers met 2X above for 0%-2% slope & 3X above for 2%-5% slope? D YES D NO 
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BOWID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 8110 

FEED STORAGE CONTAINMENT 

1. Describe how feed (silage, hay, etc) is contained. 

D Bulk Bins D Silage Pit D Ag Bags D Silo [0 Hay: D Barn D Outdoor] 

D Other: 

2. Describe how feed (silage, hay, etc) runoff is contained. 

D None D Not Applicable- Feed totally enclosed 

D other: 

RECEIVING SURFACE WATERS ' .. . . . ,, .. . ·.· ' .. 

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: D Intermittent D Perennial 

4. Are any unnatural bottom deposits observed in the receiving stream? DYES D NO 

If "YES", please provide a description of the deposits: 

DISCHARGES .· ';'! / ', 
. 

·''''' .. , ' 
. . ... . . 

1. Have there been any documented discharges of livestock waste to surface water in the 
DYES D NO past year? If "NO" proceed to question 2. 

a. If "YES", specify the date(s). 

b. What was the reason for the discharge? 

c. Was the discharqe the result of a 25 year-24 hour rainfall event? D YES D NO 
d. What was the precipitation amount? (if applicable) 

e. Was lEMA notified of the discharge? D YES D NO 
f. Has the facility taken corrective action to remedy the situation which caused the 

D YES D NO 
discharge(s)? 
If "YES", describe actions taken: 

~· Is the facility currently discharging livestock waste from the production area? If "NO" D YES D NO 
proceed to next section. 
a. Was the discharge the result of a 25 year-24 hour rainfall event? D YES D NO 
b. What was the precipitation amount? (if applicable) 
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BOWID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 9/10 

c. What is the reason for the discharge? 

d. Number of water quality samples taken: 
e. Locations of Water Quality Samples Relative to Discharge Flow: 0 Discharge Point/Flow Path 

D Upstream Waters of US D Confluence Waters of US D Downstream Waters of US 
0 Other 

f. What parameter(s) tested? D pH 0 Ammonia D Nitrate 0 Nitrite 0 Phosphorus D BODs 
D Total Susp Solids D Fecal 0 Diss 02 D Other 

g. Describe Flow Path to "Waters of US": 

BIOSECURITY- Inspection Activities 

1. Were biosecurity measures discussed with the facility prior to inspection? 0 YES 0 NO 
2. Has there been 24-hours downtime between inspections for all !EPA personnel present? D YES D NO 

~. Was the order of inspection conducted from high risk to low risk? 0 N/A D YES D NO 

~· Did all personnel stay outside livestock management and livestock waste handling D YES D NO 
facilities as defined in 35 lAC 501.285 and 35 lAC 501.300? If "YES" skip to question 7. 

BIOSECURITY- Personal Protection Equipment 

5. Was sanitary footwear donned prior to entering the livestock P N/A 0 YES 0 NO 
management/waste handling facility(s)? Did not Enter 

6. Were disposable coveralls donned prior to entering the livestock p N/A 0 YES 0 NO 
management/waste handling facility(s)? Did not Enter 

7. Was sanitary footwear used during the inspection? D YES D NO 

8. Was disposable sanitary outerwear disposed at the facility? D YES D NO 
BIOSECURITY- Vehicle 

9. Was the vehicle parking location discussed with the facility prior to inspection? 0 YES 0 NO 

10. Was the vehicle washed since the inspection prior to current? If "YES" skip question 11. D YES D NO 

11. Was the vehicle parked >300-feet from the livestock management/waste P N/A D YES D NO 
handling facility? Explain where vehicle was parked: 

12. Was !EPA vehicle used on site? D YES 0 NO 

13. Was facility vehicle used on site? 0 YES D NO 

BIOSECURITY- Inspection Equipment 

14. Was all equipment wiped down with anti-bacterial wipes? D YES D NO 

15. Was sample cooler kept inside vehicle during inspection? If "YES" skip question 16. D YES D NO 

16. Was sample cooler wiped down with antibacterial wipes before placing back into IU N/A 
vehicle? 

U YES UNO 
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BOWID# W Facility: Inspection Date: Page 10/10 

OTHER COMMENTS/NOTES 

The following were reviewed during inspection: CNMP I Records I Confinement Buildings I Feedlot 
1 Milking Parlor I Feed Containment I Commodities Storage I Livestock Waste Containment System 
I Mortalities Management I Land Application I Receiving Stream 

Attachments: D Narrative D Photos D Site Plan D Sample Results D Other: 
INSPECTOR'S SIGNATURE REPORT DATE 

Cc: BOW/DWPC/RU Attachments: _____ _ 
Revised September 2014 
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BOWID 

I EPA ID 

LMFAID 

IDPH ID 

USEPA Unique ID 

Previous Facility Name 

Facility Name 

Facility City 

Facility State 

Facility Zip 

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 

Permit Type 

Tracker Action 

Tracker Action Date 

Type of Inspection 

Last Inspection (Date) 

Agency conducting last inspection 

Currently being populated 

Proposed field currently not populates 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Replaced by BOWID 

CAFO 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 

CAFO 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 

CAFO 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 

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 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

Reference Information used for Development 

Reference Information used for Development 

CAFO Inspection .Checklist 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Attachment V 
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Lead Inspector for last inspection 

Accompanied By 

Arrival Time 

Departure Time 

Enforcement Action Taken (Y/N) 

Enforcement Type Taken 

Facility Size Designation (L/M/S) 

Confirmed Date 

Confirmed By 

Numeric Size IEPA 

Livestock Max Capacity(.) 

I EPA Animal Type1 

Animal Type 1 

Animal Number 1 (.) 

I EPA 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 

Range 

Political Township 

Watershed 

Temperature 

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 currently populated. 

Designation made by Field Inspector 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Reference Animal Type 1 

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Cumulative) 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

CAFO 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 

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Addressed thru questions) 

CAFO 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 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Owner Address) 

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Owner City) 

CAFO Inspection Checklist (OwnerState) 

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Owner Zip) 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist (Receiving Waters) 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 
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Precipitation Type 

Receiving water and distance to it (miles) 

Primary Source of Information 

lmportSource 

Contact Name 

Contact Phone 

Zip 

Input Date 

Date of Last Name Change 

Date of Last Owner Change 

Date of Last Operator Change 

Comments 

BOWID 

Active 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

CAFO Inspection Checklist 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

Used as reference, not currently populated 

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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__ 4_1>JELSON FARMS._II'IC_ 

4TH MERIDIAN FARM '-----
~y~h~ll .lcnc:o'------·-----------

~E_XP.<:J~K. LLC ·--------·--·-
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 1 (UNITS 1 &3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

'ArrL'EwooD FARMs:·u:G: uNmi(uNITS 4, 21 & 28 coMBINED LARGECAFo) 
APPLEWOOi:iFARMS.' LLC- UNIT 28 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE.CAFO) __ _ 

~~P.~~W.OOD-FARMS.~UNIT 3:I!Jt:JITS 1 & ]_COMBINED LARGE CAFO)_-::-::::. 
· APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 4 (UNITS 4,27,& 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 
'A'rrLEwooD FARMs.tLc- uN-rrs·------·-.. · -- · 
APPLEWOOD_FARMS, L!,_C-UNIT_2_(U.NITSlf:ii&.9coMBI NED ~!l§E <:AFO)_ 

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNITS 2/12 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

~~TOZEI\. THoMAs ·HoGfnmKEv FAR_~----------~-.:._:-_:_ __ -:._-

~H. STANLEY HOG FA::.RM::.:_ ____ ·------

J!.':_r_g~~-<?,_~Og Farm 
B'1ble Finisher 
·Bible Po-;:k#2_____ ··---··------··· ·----

------------------------ .. 

_131~_10, ~TT HO~A!_I~ ~------ ............... . 
~IB_~~· MATT HOG FARM I 
BIBLE, MATT HOG FA~~! II_ __ .. 
BIDDLE SWINE FARM- SEATO_f:J~~Cilll:'f ........ ----··---
!!!gger Farms an_~Jee9~~------·------------
Billington, Hog Farm II (LARRY BILLINGTON OPER) 
~he~s; ~-F~7;;;;-;:;c./R~ ~~y sirch~-n;-:B-::ir-c,.-he-n-cF:-a-rm-s :-ln_c_ 

,BITTER FARMS:_!!!c_. _____ ... ·---· ---- . 

_ll0_(_K GOLD CATTLE COMPA.f:JY __________ _ 

.BLOCK FARMS 
"'-"""'' •·•W. ••-- ·--· ·-•-

,BOESTER, _ _gEAN HOG FAR_~-- .. 

iBond Family_~!!'Ts_ ----··· _ --------------
IBONT2 PORK FARM ·-·-·--· ·------------------ ... 
'Book Pork Farms 
'BORGIC FARMS, INC:--~-----·~-~-------------

BORRO·W-MAN. BRO~S'-. H"'O::-G::-FA"'R:-:M-::---------

:BP Pork -"'--''-"'-''----------- ..... -
BR~LEY, BRIAN HOG FARM 

Brads~aw Ent~rpris~s •. LLC- Newman . 
BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 - ·- -
~RADSHAW, _f>H_ILIP 

~~!i!l~_ki P~rk Farm Facility ~--- _ _ ... 
BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE ------- - -~ 

-----· ·--· ~ ·-~ 

~~-----------

Brub~ker_. _ _-!_~_1!1-~5 (Miller) -~og/_Tur~~y Fa_~rl'!-----~----·-- . 
BUEHNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARM I 
jo---~• or--- .-- ~ ,.-----

_£D -~~~A~t;1S. ~!:; 
·C.I?_·_~ell Swine Fa_cility ·------ ----

Attachment W 1 

J Bible Grove TWP- __ ... 
~oTWP 

CHANDLERVILLE 

_ -· .. .i.CHAf:J_IJ_!:~~YILL_~--- . __ _ 

. ____ _..S_H_A_f:JD_~~~YI~~~------ •• 
~EBB~R'-'TW=P ___ _ 

_ . -~~rmantown TWP 
_-...~-Blairsville PREC 

Bible Grove 
BLAIR 

HOOSIER ......... ·,~=~---
~~oosi~--. ·-·-· ~-

ABINGDON TWP 
.--o-- ---

NOBLE~TW=P ___ _ 

'Jefferson 
~ 

..J_I:!C?~~X Point TWP 
ASTORIA 

13 ·fHAW.CREE_K_TW_P __ __ 
·---- I . -·---- ____ , 
.•... _ _ --c':!():r_L~O_N'C!.TW=:...P __ ~. 

___ :Twigg_,TW_,_,P:__ 

--~----
BREESETWP 

.Jl_Du'NffiE'EiV.iP' ----
PLEASANTVAL TWP 

.JNDI,.~TOW_t:J TWP _ 
Lee TWP 

.Sarge~~--
• GRIGG!;viLL~ T\'JP 

~i_ggsvi_l!e .!\\'.! _ 
.-.J.-~~~~Iy_Gro_ve.TW~ ·-

ANDOVER 

::~9rt~~r:__n TWP 
·sT. ROSE 

~-·'-- -·--
BREESE 

Pr Du Lo_~g ~P 
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~~r-Mer Farm_;_C~r-_M_er_ F~_r_ms{Timmerman1 MerJ~':!._ ____ ____ ... --.. 

. (assa.!~.t~o! ~att H~g :.;Fa~r!:m:__ _____ _ 

£DARC_~EST"L~C:c_----------
,CHRIS FREDRICKSOi'!SI'./I~_i_~A::;RMo;_ __ _ 

Shristensen Farms_ ~i?~~t!..~~C- P Hill 

.C!~~-~~-~-~~rms 
~~p~i_ng~--~~-r~ ----------
COOPER FARMS 
§YUne·Pork- Esmond ----~-~~~-~-----_-_·_-__ -_--~=~---_-__ -_ -_ -_ -_ -__ -
S:_owse.!:..~~ld and F~edlot,c:lc:;n:;:;c.'--c_~---
CRANBROOK FARM_!S!J!!I_H_I'INISHING) _______ _ 

---------~MF,_~LL~C~-~~~~~~
D & DBID.DLE FINISHING FARM 

······--•""""""""''" 

D & D BID~L~I'.I~~~F_,I\_~!'<1__------------ _ 
D.P.ENTERPRISES ~~=::;.::.,_ ____ ---

. Dail Farms ~-- ·---~--~-
DANIELREEDERSWir<_~FARM ___________ _ 

Dare Fa~-~s H_e~.rv 
DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM 

DeBlock Farms _____________ -~----

DECLERS:K_BROT_H~RS SWINE FA,~R~M'-----

DEERVIEW,_!:L~----------- ------
_i:)~~UWSWINE FARM 

Diekemp!:!:_~r_ot~e!_s p_ai_ry 

_!?~i!!S.K.~SWIN_E FA__IlM.-'------------ _____ .... . 
_l:l!!~I_S_K!i_~',VINE FAH_IV1#2-Home Site 
Double E Farms ------···-· '~----·---

~BLE H Po;O::RK~--------- --------·-- -------------
~12~-u_bl_e_tr~_e F~~::m:,:'------------·---·-· ·-
_Dumoulin Swine Farm _ 

.E & C PORK (EUGENE MYERS/BAY CREEK#4,)_ ---

,_~~-~J-~--~c:>.!~_t_ !~ r~s:-LiC"'----·- ~--. ---·-···-·-·---- ___ _ 
lEHN_LE, GARY 

' .. E~~ ~arr:ns/_lnc. _ ------· _ .. 
ELMWOOD Ff1RIV15,_1;1-<:__ _______ -------- ______ __ 
ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY -- ----------------------------
-~~g~ne __ fvleie~ 
_EVERGREENFAR_II:1S,INC. (RUNDQU!~l ________ _ 

,F &M Hogs 
Farina Farms 

WASHINGTON . _,__ 

ELMWOOD PEORIA 
-~--~-~-+-----""~-

MCLEAN 
. +----· --· --.. 

,STEPHENSON 

,LAWREN~E 

._MARION 

. Linn TWP 

NewtonTWP 

Greene TWP --- -------~ 

~-~fordTWP ... -·----- -4----- _________ ,....; 

MaconTWP -.. --- -------""- .. 

~-------+c=·- -------- --- --
YATES TWP _ ------------

..0·---------·----
~_u-~l~r Grove TW~ __ .. ... -
Christy . ~ -- -~M~a~h;-m TWP ----~---.. ------

-- __ __.__ -' '---~-· --------- ,.,.---~ 
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Flanders S~i_!l_e Farm South--===-.:=_~-----------
!_Ot_Jr Be_c:k D~irv~--
FRAGRANT 40 
FRANK FARMS, INC. 
FULTON SELECT SWINE -

. -. --- --------·-- -·----- ---- ----- --
;FUNKFI',~MS TRUST CATTLE FARM 

~y __ F_~r'!l_s~--·-:---:------------ ___ _ 
,.§!_~~-Bank of North Am~~i~_a 
~~N-~50_PORK, INC.- ATKINSON:__ ___ _ 

_Gibson Swine-~~--------------------- ______ ,_ --------
GLENVIEW PORK"--' ~LL~C'::------
~o_ld~n C?.~~s -~~!_m~ LL_S_ . 
GREENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC ------------------
GROTE STOCK FARM 

_Ha_genbuch f':Jor~~-. _ 

HANOR COMPANY!~N_c::j_APPLE CRE_IO~) --------
;HANOR CQ!V1PA.-_N_Y,_INt:_(BLUFFDALE), ____ _ 

:Hartman Swine Fac:i_l!!_v_ 
HAWKINSON BROTHERS, INC. 
HECKERT HOG/(JAI~Y £A~M---_---_-_-_-_-_-__ _ 

-Hempen, David Hog & Cattle Farm 

·Henc£._~g~ LLC_- ~a-1~ c~':e,-.k;_;Fae;.'-'-!m.:_ _____ _ 

'HENDRICKS!~_IIES' ·- -----· 
,HERITAGE PORK 

:Ei_qoRY_IjiLL jA_110:tl!-'ubake~Amos&Nathan) _____ _ 
~~_INSP_O~Kclnc. _________ _ 

._HI_GH_PO_WER:._P~O::!R_::K~L::Lo:C _______ _ 

'H_I_LLT_O_P FAR~:'L:CLC"--:-:,---------
·HOGGY BOTTOM, LLC 
HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM 
Huftalin Swine Farm 

_!!~~TER HAVEN FARMS ----·-------
_1!;1-_!_N_I MANAGEMENT, INC. SWINE FARM 
Independence Pork 

J & V Probst 

J. B. _Ii_l!l_!!l~_rr_:r:~ann Farms, Inc. 

Jako~s Base J_a~q~s, David_- ~ase Feedlot-=~:~~~~-
Jake~-~· Da~Ld ---~lacktop Feedlot ---~- _________ _ 
JANSSEN FARM 

--------- ~~N_ 
_____ ___,.LA SALLE 

Dana --------···-. 
Bartelso ------
GREENFIELD 

.LA SALLE 

'"Ciinto~
MACOUPIN --- -

~~A_IID 
FULTON 

______ _.._ . -------- -
=:.::==----- _J_LO(;Afoj ___ _ 

'!EFFERSON 

WINSLOW 'STEPHENSON 
-------~-~----------~--~----+----~~-----

LA PRAIRIE 'ADAMS, __ _ 
+SCHUYLER 

--~--,- -1- ----- ~--

_.HENRY 
_FULTON 
DE KALB 

STEPHENSON 
KNOX ·--DE KALB 

.SHELBY 

.CLINTON 

.WHITESIDE 

.• WHITESIDE 

WSJQll_FOH[) 

. - ·---·~---

_ __,:B:,:.R~OADWELL TWP 

------ --~~~-~~!Y'~---~ ---< 
_ Osage:_TW:..:.:;.P ____ _ 

BARR 
~-. ·- --- ------------ -----~ 

ATHENS PREC 
. -- -- ~ A$1'CiRIA·="-----
. FUNKS (;!3_()~~-~-< 

I HENSLEY TWP 
---~-- ~------ --------~-~ ..... 

I ATKINSON 
1 ErieTWP 

·--------~--,-~-c---___, 
;'!'Jauconda TWP 

_--~rooks ide 
. ARRINGTON TWP 

_____ J?_p.~hceir__,TW--'-"P ____ ___, 

_ ___ 3!liG~!S:='TW_o::P __ 
:Bluffdale TWP 

. .,._1;;-di~n Grov~e~TW-P--~ 
- - --t---

~_2 _____ +~~~-~~son TWP _____, 
JOHANNISBURG TWP 

.. --~-~~~iwP 
--+ ·-·-- ~-- ---------~ 

New Salem TWP ----------------
'CHESTER TWP 

.. ·- .. ·+-·------~----~-- .... 
ASTORIA -+---------
South Grove TWP 

Cherry Grove .,___ . - - -· -~ 

Jordan 

Jordan 
... Minonk TWP 
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JD PORK, __ LLC _ 

JEC~EL PO_R~RM 

'JET Farm 
---~~~~---

JOHNSON FARMS 

_!_f!TFARfviS INC" 
KALLAL BROS. 

~~~p-~h_pork ____ "' _ 
KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM ------------- -
.!<I_NGSDALE FARMS, INC. 

'LANHA~, INC -· 
·LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP 
-~ ---------- ... 

(NEW 
~-i!_S_~hh~tt_P.!'_;k''Fa;.;, '(iior.JiE) ___ _ 
,MASCHHOFFS- ARMINGTON ------ ----- -------------

~-- ---

MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK ijl . -------..- ... -------------~-_______ , __ _ 
MASCHHOFFS-B_AYCREEK ij2_/ij3 ... ----------------·-------------
MASCHHOFFS- CAMPBELL FARMS ---- .. ---- .. --- --------------
MASCHHOFFS- EAST RIDGE 
~--~~- -- .__ 
MASCHHOFFS- LANING 1 

.MASCHHOFFS- LANING 2 ·-- - ---- ----------~-----------

MASCHHOFFS- OLD SCHOOL PORK 
·Maschhoffs Riverview Genetics, Ltd. 

MAPLE PARK 
-~--------~ ----

LAWRENCE 

~CI,I_NTO_~ 
.E._E KALB 

~UBLE'f!E_ ------ ---~,L~~- __ _ 

-------~K_A~~--
--- •• H__E:I\IRY 

HANCOCK - "·- -- - -· -·. -------
MAS SAC - -~- - -~----~ --

PIKE 

,C~INTON 

~~~'------~ ----· -----· 

_,l:Y~_don TWP ---- _ 
AFTON --------
_.AL~SON TW':.P __ _ 
~ CHEST~i1FIELD TWP __ 
Saint Rose TWP 

- + --
- _ _ .._.Ciint_<?_n,~TW_:_::_;_P ___ ~ 

----+-c-------·--' 
LIBERTY TW·_;_P __ _ 

.:-]Eaai creek TWP 

-4~alestine TWP 
I Merritt PREC 

__j_BUCKHART TWP 

__ .:-P_I~E~RC::!E:.,TW~':_P ___ _ 

_,MI\~]!1/~----------4 
EAST Ll N COLN TWP -----------

_MAYFIELD 

-- ------------,----
~geo_TW~~P ___ _ 

·'-·------

BARRY ...... -----~ ----- - .... 
_ SPRI~G_C!l_E_EK __ -----

MOUNT AUBURN TWP 

~HARDIN -- ===~~ 
_Riple(T!'JP 
RIPLEY 

--~ 

:_H~R_IJIN_T\'JP_ ---
Lake 

~~'!?t §ro'!~- ~f-----~ 
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Mt:Ciure Farms r;:;c;::Lui!ESWINiorARM- r;:;i:i:i1.ci F"Ai:iUiY _____________ · -------- · 
--~- --- ------------ ·--------
MCCUNE FARM ~1 --------------------·-. 
Meier Pork 
,M8ZGER,SIT~V~E~U~R~S~A---------------

;jyjiiJWi:si' POULTRY SERVICES ,_,H,_,I G::.:R~A::;D;E:;-E;;:G-~G-~---=--=--=--=--=----_-_-_--

iMILLER FARMS 
I MILLS HQG~Fc::A::.:R:.::Mc.. ___ · __ ::::::-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_ -----_-_----=:=_--·_-_-
1 Mond~~ ~-a~y 
•MONTICELLO,~P-0-,-R-K--,EA-ST---A-PPo-L-E-R-IV_E_R _______ _ 

...... --------·······-·-···-·-· 
MONTICELLO PORK __ WEST L.LC~CALES M~O~U!!N::D __ _ 

'-~·10SS FARMS, I_N_C_. ____ . -------· ___ ---------· 
MSSA HOG FACILITY- BREESE - ---- -- - -- ------.::---------
~p~y _F31~~s __ s~w_ F~c~ll!x!_!m:_R"'i"'ve:_:r _________ _ 
~~p_hy ~-a~ms Sow Facility_,L:.:ak00eo.:v_:oieo.:w:_ ______ _ 
~~~Y_f_a-:_~~-~~_Facillty Mt. Erie 
~-u-~~man's Back Acres!.l.~_c. ______ _ 
~E"':!'_D_Q_MINION FARMS- ARCHERY BALD EAGLE 
NEW [){)MINION FARMS- DEER RUN 

~-~:'-!~o~~"J"o'-'hnc:__, ___________ ----~----------
. NOR[)!-":'I_N_~EDLOTS_, __ ,::IN_::C:;_. __________ _ 

-~_QRTH FORK PORK,~L:=LC~-------
Northwest lllini Feedlot 

0AKGR_()V_5'"'~LL:;:C::-:c::-:-'---------------- --------
!?_:_LEARY SWINE FARM 

~P_cA:oU:,:Lo:;:U:;:S.::F:::A,_,R,_,M:_ ____ , .. _ ---·-__ 

Pearl Valley_Eggs -----
:PEUGH SWINE FARM -SHANER SITE 

--------·-·-- ----

:PFUNDSTEI_N, DAg __ 
PHIL VOCK FARM 

-------------·--·-
_Pij!_L'~-~R:ESH EG~G=.S _____ _ 

PINE RIDGE FARMS 
---· -----~--------------------------- ---

. PINNACLE GENETICS, LLC 

Porcine Farms, ~Lf.r ___ _ 
PORK HILL FARM 
---·---·-• r 

PRAIRIE LAND PORK- HOME SITE - - ---- .. ---- -- -- - _,___ __ 
PRAIRIE LAND PORK- NORTH SITE 

,P_!IAIRI~ ~TAT£ GILT~ L!IJ:. _ 

'PRIM~PO_!lK, In_~'------. 
PROPHETSTOWN PO~,_LLC 

~R~J_GRAI~_& li~~OCK__ _ 

------------·--

TWP 

-- ·-t- -----------~---

-·-- ,GOLD,_TW.!_C!!~P ___ _ 

_ _ 1 AP_I'LE~IVER~P _ 
Scales Mound TWP 

:.:~A~~~2~:0"-i:\V:P:__:-:·~-
----~h~~_!field TW~________, 
_ -~~_R_I'JERTWP ___ ~ 

ZIF TWP 
ZIF TWP _____ _ 

~headTWP 

.BROOKLYN _ __,_ 
SalemTWP -- ...... ---
OREGON 

.. -~ "~"tRc;~-kc;;;k 

'--+--------

21 Greene TWP ·---
------- ~e Rock TWP 

-- ... <.YJE~I-~I!'!S_Q~N TWP 
)eft~rson_'T'\',/_!':__ __ _ 

Jordan TWP 
. --- --~~--~-------· 
__ --~·t _PI~~~.~~~~ 

Forreston TWP --- -,----~-~----.-·--< 

.._MEt>J()ON !""I'_ __ 

ATLAS TWP 
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--- --·-·· 
Rancho Cantera 

-~~IJY _E[)~~WIN.EFA_HM __ -----------------
Ratermann Bros. ·------ --·· ... -·---· -·-· --~--. 

:_Ravens livestock a_':ld _Far.T2_. ~~.:....-

RED OAK HILLS L.,LC"------------------------- .. __ 

:Rhett By!~B!.~~O:-:-::-----------
: RICH PORK FARM 

RICH-LANE DAIRY FARM ....... ------- ------------
· RLH Farms Inc 
:Rob Wood Farms, Inc. 
Rod~~_!~.-)~h-~~--iw_7 in:"e'--_-_ -------------------

-~(JSE ACRE FARMS,_L~C_:__:_P_ON_O,YAN . ___ _ 
ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN) 
SAND-RIDGE PORK LLC --------------------

SAND STONE NORTH LLC 

SAND STONE SOUTH LLC 

SANGAMON ~RAIRIE PORK, INC 

Schabacher Swine farm 
Schiedary_ faE~~ _________________ _ 
SCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS ---- ·- - . -

SEABAUGH PORK -----.--

------------- .. 

-------------- -- --

Seabaugh Pork Farms 
Seabau&~~~!.~-~~~~~~--~~~~- -__ -_--_-__ · --------- -- · ~---~~--~~ ·. 
SEAMAN PORK 

SF VENTURE~,_L~C ------------------------- ------·--------
,SIMPSON F~~Yi~.INC. _ .... 

~E~!-~!P~~-~-' lnc:;;·-------------
:sNETCHER, LYNDEN_:.F;_;_A:,:RM'!!..------------
'SciGGY_li(jY!oM S~W FA:::C:;::I_=:LI.:,TY;_ _________ _ 

STEAKc-_:Co:,ITY'--'----------

~~~~zel Hog,.:.F.::•:.:.rm;_:_-::--:-::-----
Stone Ridg~~~i~y_£_acil!ty. 
STRIBLING HOG FARM -· ·---- -----
STROUT CROSSING LLC 

--- ·--- --------------
------------· 

-~~-~.~~··~~-~~og Far~s ----------------· . __ .------------
TAYL_QR, CHARLE~. -------------- .. 

THE HIGHLANDS, LLC ......... --- _ 
THOMAS, JEFF H~R~ ~ _ 

.!}.'!'~~-~Ridge Po_!:k __ _ 
TIMBERLINE LLC- PSM 
~--· ----- .. 

--------- ..... 

LOVEJOY TW.__,_,_Pc_ __ _, 

New Salem TWP 

~ig_RockTWP -~-~-""' 

BIBLE GROVE 

_,.M""'id.::d:::"leccfo:::r..::k___,TW__,_,P __ _ 
JQeckerTWP 

.o.B~VER TWP 
BREESE 
ALBA TWP 

-¥· ---------

~~~ES __ _ 
NAPLES 

~BUFFALO HART TWP 

Pine Rock TWP ----- .. ------------------~ 
... ~~:~ckeye TW,cP:_ __ _ 

CARTWRIGHTTWP 

.;_BEA.~CO_U_P_TW;=P __ _ 
---'-HILLSBORO ___ _ 

_.-~~~I berry Grove 

__ -~BLlJ_FF SPI\ING TWP 

_ _s._o=E.:.TW=P ___ ____, 

.. --~~uo;t_oc:!n!.TW~':.P ___ ~ 
..... ~o!an TWP 

BELLEVIEW PREC 
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--+:-·------------
HAMILTONTWP 

.Santa Fe 
-~~~:;;;:;---·, 
~-l~Y~M~A~N~TW~P---~ 

--~IC:N'::e::'oga TWP --; 

18 
~~~TWP ___ ~ 

~- ---- ----·----------
'PIERCE TWP 

·--+'-" 

:Shafter 
: Shafter TWP 

17 ·MillbrookTWP 

! ~~~r_d~_~()-~_n TWP 
i Bloomfield PREC 

29 'Duncan TWP 

12 i Union TWP 

------l 

'BRUSHY MOUND TWP 
;COOPER TWP 
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4 NELSON FARMS, INC. 

4TH MERIDIAN FARM 

,' Y Facility Name 

---~--- -------.~ 

'' s Facility Owner/ Operator; FacilitY OWner Address 'Facility Owner Phone I 

' ---~---+::-;---::--:-----------------------'------------+--·-·-·· _, 
;Andy Shull Inc Shull, Any 
!APEX PORK, LL-::C---------···---·----····---· ---------t=-:C.::.:."-'-':.:.!...------------------------. __ ,. ______ .....;____ ~ 

!/iPPUWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 1 (UNITS 1 &3 COMBIN-ccE::-:D~LA:--:R:--:G::-:E::--C::-A:--:F::-:Oc-:)-------'----+----~---------------------,-.----------. ----------~-----. 

!_!I.PPLEWOOD FARMS, LL~_::Q~!..~:~J~rms 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) _____ I----- _____ j 

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 28 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 
:APPLEWOOD FARMS,LLC·--UNtT3 (UNITS 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) ·'------4--------------------------+---------c-----·-----' 
APPLEWOOD FARM5,-Cl_c~-uNIT4(uNiTS 4,27,& 28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) ....... ~~--~~ ---·---.--- --·-----+--- -------------------+----------+-~----------

APPLEWOODFARMS,LLC-_U7.CN,~IT_,~s~~--~~~·~~c~~-~~~~~~~~--------+---·-·--------------------~---------~-~~-~--------~ 
APPLEWOOD FARMS,_L~C- U_N_I!_~_(UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO)c-:-::-:----------; 

~P_LEWO<?D FARMS, LLC ::_..l:l_~IT_?_2/1~_(UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO). ____ -.J..--:--- -----··---~ --'-------··----~ 

BALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TURKEY F~~~------· ·B~~toz~~!_h£1:ll~.-- ___ -------------------~-L--- ~ ---·-···········--·~ 

:~~~~fe:A~ ~~ ~~.c~:.:.F_A_R_M _____ ·_··-=--=--=--=---=--------·-····-----=====---___ -_----....,.,::.::::_;::.:;~:-:.~:::::.:.~~ley ___ . ·-··· ·-:~-=~ =~-~~~ --- _____ =±----------=~-=:-...- --- ---· _ ~-· ····· ~ 
Bible Finisher 'Bible Matt ...J 

lt-B_ibc..l_e_P_-;;_-;k_-#_-2_--------------------------_·-=-=----=~-------------~-,_, Bib_!.e~ fylatt ----· ,--------------'---·-------1 
BIBLE, MATT HOG FARM 4 :Bible, Matt 

~----------------'--·····--------------------------+----------+---~-----------1 
Bl MATT HOG FARM I 

MATT HOG FARM Ill .7-C::.:.::!..:.:.:.:.:.:.:..:.:.:c_:::_.:.:..::.::.:.:.:.:.:...... _________________ ~----...;.::="=:::.::...--.--------~------------'------------···~--:~-------·-··--- ···-
BIDDLE SWINE FARM- SEATON FACILITY 
t-'----~~- ~----~~~~-, -"~ 

~igg~r Fa~lll_S~_n_<l__F!:•:d.lot___ ~--==~==.-------- 'Joe Bigge_r. ____________________ .....;--+:-----------l---------
Billin~ton, Ho_&~"'...!Ll.l.Jl.::.:R::.:R_:_Y.:::B::.:IL::L::.:IN.:_G::.T::.:O::_N:-:=O::.:P-:=E::.R:.Ll--.,.,--:---::---------------+B~IIing.!_on, Larry ___ _ 

;Birchen Farms; BirchenFa~ms Inc./Rodney Birchen; Birchen Farms Inc 'Bi::_cll_e~n_,_R._~~ey B:_ll:lary 
jBITTER FARMS, INC. :Mike Bitter 

I;-:B::.LA'-:'-:'C::.:K-:,G'::O::.:L~DC.::C"cA'::::TT':CL:.:Ec-C~O-M---::cPA-NccYc-c--=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~---+:',Ste;;t~~~~~~g~=-====--·=-=-=-=-=-=-~-==-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-=-:.=-~=-=-=-=-=-=-=-:~=-=-=-=-=-=--~=-=-=-=-=----_-_:4'-_-_-~_ -_: __ -_:__~=--==:.::; ! BLOCK FARMS .. 1 

i BOESTER, DEAN HOG FARM ______ ------------------+' B:.:o:.::es~r.L!2~~_'1 ______ ~-- -----~======~============--------_-_~+-----------=:= -~ ···------~·-1-J 
pFamily Far:-':m":s:.,--____ ·Gerry Bond 
iBONT2 PORK FARM 

--- --------------------+---·--·--~--··-·· 
--------------- ____ ___j_Bo_o_k,_B_ri_a_n ___ _ Book Pork Farms 

-::---~ -·-·--------~ 

~ORG_I__~ FARMS, INC. 

ATTACHMENT W2 
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Facility Name Facility Owner/ Operator Facility Owner Address Facility Owner Phone I 
BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 

-~ +---- -------
,BRADSHA~ PHI~ 

----~ ~-~- -~U.O>"<~ ··-t- '---- --~~---- --

-Brazinski, -----~;~zinski ~ark Farm Faciliy'="------

_ll.R_E~_ER PORK ENTERPRIS=-E-:=:--:--::--- ·---- ______ ---------

-~rubaker, James (Miller) ~:tog/T~.r:k<cY_~a.!"m ·-----·-· __ 
BUEHNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARM I 

' ------ + ----~~ ----~ -0 --- ',,,, _____ - --------4----·-··-U~'-~ . -----· --- --. ___ ___, 
---- -- ------ --------- . -------- __________ lluehne.!.<:;_ervas.':_ _____________________ -------- ··------- __ 

,C. D. & R FARMS, INC. 
c--- -- --·-------- - ----~------- --------- .~i<:~ter~ Ran.~~ll_ _ ____________________ _ 

-~- ---------· 
~P· Bell Swin<:_Facility _ --~ ______ _ .s0.~1ing, Ludg~~ 

-- -------- ~ 
CARLISLE FARMS- CATILE __ BA_R~_SW_IN_E__F_I~I_~_:..:H.:::.E;.;.R ____ _ --------+ 
CARLISLE FARMS- CHARLIE FINISHING '--· . ---------- -~- ------- --------····-··----- ----------- -----

____ .j. 
CARLISLE FARMS- CONNOR FINISHING -- ~-

CARLISLE FARMS- HOME FINISHING FACILITY ______ .. ---- '+------- ------- -· 
Car-Mer Farm; Car-~er FarmsfTimlll_'Cr.'!'an""'IY!e_r:!irl _____ --------- ·- _ --· ···+lj':':'.lll':rman, l\,1erHn __ .. . ~-- ... ------- ---- •fM·--·---
Cassarotto,_ ~att_!:!.9g Farm __ .. _ 

CEDARCREST, LLC _ ··-- __ _ 

•CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM 

Chris~ns~n _Farms Midwest, LLC- P Hill 

Circle G Farms ·--. ---- . ------·-·---
.cold Sprin~~_F_!Irm ------- ____________ _ 
COOPER FARMS 
-

County Line Pork- Esmond --
Cowse_r F!eld_ a nd__Feed l~,_l_nc_. __ _ 

~RA_N_BR_9_Q_K FARM(S_91JTH FINISHING) 

D & D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM ---
-D & D BIDDLE SWINE FARM ------- .. ------ .. "·----- -- --~----
D.P. ENTERPRISES 

Dail Farms ·- '----- ' ---- .. -- -------
;DANIEL REEDER SWINE FARM -·------------------- -- ---- ------
_Eare Farms H_enry_ ... . ____ _ 

- DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM 

DeBlock Farms 

~D-EciiRCKB-ROTHERS SWINE FARM 

DE~R~~W, LLC 

DEFAUW SWINE FARM ,_- ---
Diekemper Brothers Dairy 

·----- --·--

_ __ ,_.:._ .. 

--~- . 

------- ----~ -----------><· ---------- -- ··--···-.·~---------<-· -·· -~--~-~-·- .. --·"' 

-----.- ----------- -------
----- -----------··-··--·-· 

... --------- ------------

·+ ···----. -~-· 

----·-- ----------+-----
----------- ................ _ ---- --~--------- ------·'-
---- ----------------. ... ------------- -------+-- --4---- - .. --~ 

_______ , ---------------------- .. -~---------------- ---- ---+-----

-----------
··------·- . .:-----~····-. -------~~- . 

.. Da!_e--' Henrv __ ?<_.':~i! __ 

------- -------- .. ------

-------- , ___ ... 

---··~--·- --<-· 

___ . __________ . ;Diek_empe_ro_!C?_I1Y 
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Facility Name Facility Owner/ Operator FacilitY Owner Address Facility Owner Phone ·1 
I DIE RICKS SWINE FARM 
I DIE RICKS SW-1 N_E_F_A_R_M-_11-_?--H-o_m __ -e-_S-it-e 

Ralph Diericks 
,,._ .. --- •---•- -- -- ---------------"--"---'--.::....C--- ---------- -------------"---! 

, Double E Farms 

i DOUBLE H PORK 

'Doubletree Farms 

j Dumoulin Swine F~_r_:n _____________ _ 
-

j E & C PORK (EU~~-§_1';1~-~/B~_Y_£RE~K #4) 
; Eagle Point Farms. LLC 
r---------~--~-~--~--~---~---

E H t:!~Ec_G_~.!: ______ _ 

;Q111£a_r_111s~~~~-------
_ ELMW_I?.O_P._F~~II/1?1 _L_LS __ 

~M,Af'J .. _Ll_II~~!<?.~K_ F~CIUTY 
Eugene Meier 

,---. ---- -----~---~----~~ ··--· .... ----- . 
~~EE~FARMS,_INC (RUNDQUIST) 
1F & 1';1 Hogs _____ _ 

Farina Farms ·------ --
·Fay-Bia-Mar Farm, Inc. 

'FEHrnoTHERSSWINE FARM-NEISLER FAC. 

FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-RED FINISHER . . . ·- . 
FITZGIBBONS, GERALD ----- ------ ~~ 

Flanders Swine Farm North 

'Flanders Swine Farm South 

Four Beck Dairy 

FRAGRANT 40 ----------
£.~_A_N_~-~~R1';1S, It:!~·
FULTON SELECT SWINE 

FUNK FARMS TRUST CATTLE FARM 

-~':l__rtney.£_<:':111~----- _____ _ 
Gene Bank of North America - ---- -
GENESE~P.i?~_IS __ INC. -ATKINSON 

.Gibson Swine Farm --
·GLENVIEW P(J~_~,_LI,_C_ ... _ ---··-- __ 
Golden Oaks Farm,_LLC .. .. __ __ _ __ _ 

.GREENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC 

'GROTE STOCK FARM 

~~enbuchNorth. _ 

--- ------------- -- -----------+·--· --~------ ___ ____, 
Lyndell Ensbach ______________ _ 

Josh Kindle ____________________ _,;;.;:;:.:.:..c.:=::__ ________ _ 

-----------·-- -- ---- - - ----- ---- --· --
----·-···--·····---------'-------------------- ---- ···-- --· ----- -----~ 

- -- -- ---- ---- - +---------------- --------- --------
several owner/operators ... ------------- -+-------------------------

'' ----- ---------------~-~---c-:---:-------:c---:-:---:-
Larry Wayne, Norbert, Hadley hasheider 

' -.-+---------------·----
. ------~-------------------------------

-------------- --- '-- .. -------- ------ ------------------------· 
-- -----------------+----------- ' "" --- " ---· --- ---------- ... --------------------- -

-- " "" -----~·--:----:------
. ___________________ IV1_oan, Lonnie:;_ ____________ _ 

.... -----·------- ... +··· 
---------- -----... ·-------------------------------

____ _!line, JerryL~<'I-~g_e:;.r ___ _ ----------.- ------+- ---. ------- --------
____________ Helbig, Ma~i':!_ ___________ _ 

----------- - -- ---

------------ -------

--- -----~-------

.. ----------- --------------------------- -------------- _., __ 
·-,----,-------:-.--- ---------. --· . 

_ _ __________ ----~ecker, Stanley 

------ ----------
~-------------------------------- .. -- .. -.. -- -· . 

---~-~ .... -r::---:-::----
Bob Furtney 

Pearl, David ---- - " -.. ~----------'-'=--=-::c=--

-------- ------------ --- ·--- --- ~-- ' -----~------

. ________________ ___..Tom Patte_.-~?n __ ~~ ------------- ----····----·---
__ ___,_:-H __ Ujl_?1_ Da~~y 

~ ~-------·-·-. 

________________________ ,s;_ro:.:t:::ec_, T:.:e:.:r;.rv_,__ _________ -----------+-----

-'---~~~-------------------------------~---
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Facility Name I Facility Owner/ Operator 
'KJMM Pork and Grain- Range::...:..F=:ar:.:.m:.:_ ______________ ----------~- ----~S~c:.:h:.:ill~in~~,J~a:.:re=:d::...:.. ___________ ___ 
,KNU_£_FMAN FAMILY FARM:.;_ __ _ 

_ i Kruckeburg 
-·---·----------- -------~--------l---,---,----

:Kruckenberg, Jerry 
---~ _________ ,;_::__:_=:.:.=~_:_::_:_~------------ -·-ii:&:"M PO RK'--FA_R_M_ 

:LAKAMP, BRAD 

'LANHAM, INC 

--·------ --- -------------------1-------

Facility Owner Address Facility Owner Phone J 

- ·- .. - ---·- ---+ . 

LARSON FARMS PA_::R_::T~N:._:E:::R:::S:.:H:_:_I P~-------
: LE FFE LMAN FARMS::_:_:_M::._A:.:YT_:_O:::..::W~N.:._ _____ _ 

------- -- ------------ - -- -'- ---------- ... ------· ------------: ---_____ ...., 
~- ____________ .,. - -----·---------------------------·--------

LINCOLN FARM CORP. -HOME FARM 

-LINCOLNLA!'JD_Ij_c:J(JFARM _______ _ 
------- -- ---- -------- --+ - - ---------- ----- ---· ·------------ ----·-·------

.LINDBOM SWINE FARM 
~w• • ---

LITTLE TIMBER, LLC 
--

LOGEMAN, KEVIN HOG FARM 

Lone Willow USA, Inc. 

LONESOME ACRES,_L~C __ 

_ ':.:'.ebbers, Edwin Hog.f:arm ___ __ 

-MARK RAY CATTLE FARM 

Masch hoff Pork- KUJAWA FACILITY 

Maschhof!_Pork (Fio_rida Fa~ility,__) __ _ 

Masch hoff Par~ (Georgia)_ _ 

_MASCH HOFF PORK(NEWMINDEN FACILITY) 

Masch hoff Pork Farm (HOME) 

MASCHHOFFS- ARMINGTON 

MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK #1 

MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK #2 / #3 
'-"._o -~o...-~' ' ~- -- --

MASCHHOFFS- CAMPBELL FARMS 

---------------------------

_____________ _}oge~a__l1,_!_~vir1 __ 

------------------ Randy LEOhm_a_ll___ _ 

_ ______ ------------------i:.:::L=:ue:.:b:.:b:.:::ers, Ed:"!.'! _____________ _ 

. - -- --- -------.-,-.,...,----::-,-,---
---- ____________________ -~Maschhotf, ~~ 

_ ________ --------~-!Yl_a_sch_h_o_tf, Ken 

---------- .• rvl_a_~~()!f'-- K~_n 
Ma~~hh_o_ff, _K!"n_ _ _ __ 

Maschhotf, Ken -- -- -------- ----+----- -- --- -- - --

- ··---------· ------- ---- --- -----------~-~--- ~~--------------

1-------- --- -- ----------- -------·----. ··---------------------- ----------------------- -· ----- ------------- ----

---- - - - - --- _.__ - ------ ---- ---- ..... ------------ ---------
----·----

- _.._._ ---·-- --------

.. -- ---- ---------
- ...... - --~ 

--- . -__ _, 

---- -------- __.____ __ ------
---~ ~ -~ --- -----~---------- --+--------------< 

·• 

- -~ --

---i 

----·-< 
~SfH_f:IO~FS- EAST RID(J~E ------- _____ ...... ----· ------ _____________________ -----·----------- ___ ---------·----------- ____ _ 

:MASCHHOFFS- LANING 1 __________________ ------·····-·------- _________________________ ----------------- --------. __ ------- -· __ , __ _ 
MASCHHOFFS- LANING 2 

!-----.·-·---~---~" "" . ". . . . --

MASCHHOFFS- OLD SCHOOL PORK 

.r-.1~-~chh_o__ffs_Riverview Genetic_s, _!:.!_d_:_ __ _ 

·Maytown Pork 

Masch hoff, Ken - _______________ ......,_.;_;__;;__:__:_ __________ _ 
-<---

M~Ciur~ Farms - - - --- ...... · 
----------- .. - -~- ~ 

MCCLURE SWINE FARM- MEDIA FACILITY 

; MCCUNEFARM #1 I -·- - --------
!Meier Pork 

-- ----1---

.McClure, Greg 
·---t--·-------- ------ ·---- -·- ------ ...... 

--- --~·-

---- ..... ------- ---~------------------ ---
Chris Meier 

---- -· -·---·· -- ·---·---- __________ ! _______ ·'-·-·------ --- '"' -- . 
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Facility Name 

METZG~RLSTEVE U;.;.RS:;;.A-'-----·-~------ .• _ 
MIDWEST POULTRY SERVICES HI GRADE EGG 
,--·--·-~-- . --------~----------··· ~---- ---·-·-·· 
'MILLER FARMS 

Facility Owner/ Operator 

---·- ··------- -- ---- -. 
___________ ____._; ;.;.M:.:.id=-w=es:.:tc:.P...:o...:ul~y2_e.!:_"i~E!_~ __ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ 

~-- ---· -------~------··---------------------
.MILLS HOG FARM -
~- -- ----------· ·------------- ----------------- -------------------iMondt Dairy _______________ _ 

; MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPL_E RIVER 
'MONTICELLO PClRK WESTL.l.C-SCA-...:LE:':S'--M-O_U_N_D __ 

MOSS FARMS, IN:.:C::.·--------·------
,MSSA HOG F_,<\CILITY- BREESE 

'Mandt, Robert 

.... ·- --- ----------------------..-----

-- ----------------l----,----,-
. ---------- ------+' s_e_a __ u_~~~.!:!· :!_e_!f-

----------+-· M_urp_!!y_::_~r_rn_~ _________ _ , Murp_!!y_~arn:'s~o\\1 Facility Elm River 
_Murphy Farms Sow Facility Lake:::v:..:ie::.w::__ __ 

Murp:Ex!~mss;w Facility M_!._~0EO. __ ~==--~-- __ _ ____ -----------+M.:.c.::u~p~Y~':.rn.~--- __________ _ 
Murphy Farms ·- "-- -- ~--~ ~----~ ~----. ~~~~~-- --"'!'--~~--

_Mussman's Bac_k Acres1 Inc. __ ----..---c-:-::c- ·----------- _____________________________ ..._____ _______ _ 

__r:l5W_D_OM_IN!_ON FARMS- ARCHERY BALD:__E:;;.A.:.cG:.:L:::.E ______ -·-·----- ________ ----------- ---------L ---------------- ------
,!'JEW DOMINION FARMS- DEER RUN -------- ------------- -------------------------- ------- --

_NORTH F9RK PORK, L_L_C_ -------------- _ 
Northwest lllini Feedlot 

----------- ----- ------ --
---- -------~-------- ------- --

----:-:-::-:--::-:·.-:-:-::_--
WWNE, LLC - -~ -~. ---------·-~ - ----- -~---~-+---_::_c.;:.=.:__------

OAK GROVE,_!:!-~ 
O'LEARY SWINE FARM 

-

O'LEARY SWINE FARM- GILCHRIST NORTH 

O'LEARY SWINE FARM- GILCHRIST SOUTH 

:PARAGON PORK-----------
PAULUS FARM 

Pearl Valley Eggs 
r-----~"- .. ----·---------
PEUGH SWINE FARM- SHANER SITE r=----- - . .. . . - - - ---- - -- -__::___ ____ _ 
PFUN DS'!:~II:J! DALE _ _ ___ 
PHIL VOCK FARM .... 

·PHIL'S FRESH EGGS 

PINE RIDGE FARMS - -.,.-. _______ . 

~~N_N_~LE_ (jENETICS, LLC 

--~9r~i_r1e_F_arms, LLC 
• PORK HILL FARM 

---------·-

.PRAIRIE LAND PORK- HOME SITE 

I PRAIRiE-LAND PORK- NORTH SITE 
----- - . - --- ·--

-----.------------ -----
-- --- ---- -- -- ·-- ------r-------
--- -------~- ------ ---+-------

-------- ---- . . ---- -- --- - ---- -- -- -- ------+--------
---------- ·-- ------ -----+----------- ------

·-------- ---·- -..... . 

---~~c~ Ge_n~t~s_LL_C;_Pinna_cleGenetics1 LLC_ 
• Brian Robison - -- ~ --- ~----~----------------r- --··--··· .. ·---· -

----- -------------------------------------------
------------. ---- ----

.. - -- ------ -------·---'----------------

Facility Owner Address Facility Owner Phone I 

----~--- ------~-1--- .. ---· --. ---· ··-- ------------ ~--'>----------~ ---·---"-----~--, 

--- ---------·----- -----..--....---.J 

- --~~-------~---------------; 

--------1 

---- ---------- ----------

--- -~-oM"'-• 

-- +-~--- ----------
-- . ...1. 

"· 

..... 

--~----- -----------; 

... ·~· - ---! 

-- - 1 

--- -- M"-t 

__ ..,_____ 

__ _.,_ --- ---· -M--

--- -------------·· 

.-.-· 4 

- -- ---+ -- ---- ---- ----~-· 
_, 

. ---~---- -~~------~ ---- . 

- ' 
- ' 

-~-----+ 

- _\ 
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' ~ ' Facility Name :Y 

PRAIRIE STATE GILTS LTD 
' 

, PRIME PORK, Inc. 
,, 

PROPHETSTOWN PORK, LLC 

R & J GRAIN & LIVESTOCK 

I R3E Pork LLC 

·Rancho Cantera 

,RANDY FnMIINn~ SWINE FARM 

''"'"""dnn Bros. 
'Ravens Livestock and ~~rm< Inc. 

RED OAK HILLS LLC 

·Rhett By" '!l'u" 
RICH PORK FARM ' 

'RICH-LAN EJ?A~R~FARM 
RLH Farms Inc 

'Rob Wood Farr':'s, Inc. 
Ro John- Swine 

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

ROSEACRESEGG(GERMAN.!UWI~) 

SAND RIDGE PORK LLC 

SAND STONE NORTH LLC 

SAND STONE SOUTH LLC 

SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC. 

. schabacher Swine farm 

CC.:h:: lary Farms 

SCHLEYHAHNPORKFARMS 

SCHWAR.I. FARMS 

~~aP.aUGH PORK -·--
ugh Pork Farms 

~a~h~ugh Pork-Breese 

SEAMAN PORK 

SF VENTURES, LLC 

51 MPSON ~aRM<: INC. 

Sims Enterprises_, Inc. 
----~-·-~--~""' 

;SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM 

isoGGY 6on6Msow"F!i:ml'rY 
STEAK CITY 

.. --~- --

,,. ·' ,< ·<< · :Facility Owner/ Operator. '' '" 

: 
' 
.Rick and Jackie Williams 

. Chad & Darin 

,Glen RoHan Corp President 

I 
' ; 

'-'alh;, Blake 
: 

.~ Daniel 

:Rodgers, John 

iJim Hancock, Manager 

1Kneipmann, Gerry, Manager 
. 

,Doug Sc ·/Dan Scheider 

j$1 Jpf, James 

' 
Jeff 

!Mike and laura Seaman 

·----~·, ____________ __j'l~ndy and__ MaryAnn Sims 

ww ___ ----~-·-·• ~· • • •·-w~•-w·----~----,~·••-ww--•-~• ~ ow .. _w ______ w ____ _ 

I' FacilitY Owner Address I Facility Owner Phone I 

' I 

I 

: ' : 

; 

i ! ' 

j 

: 

! 
! 

) 

; 
. . 

• 
---{ . 

) _ _j 
i 

-----! 

• . : 
; 

•• 

; 
---+--------~------' --~~.....; 

. 
-·--

,. __ , ___ ~ -~ --~-
----·· "-·-·· ---- --

' 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



Facility Name 

S!it~L~og ~arr12. _ 
2ton': Ridge Dairy~~ility ____ _ 

STRIBLING HOG FARM 

STROUT CROSSING LLC 

;Sturtevan~ H_?g F~rm_~ 

'TAYLOR, CHARLES 
' ~- -·---·· 
iTHE HIGHLANDS, LLC 
. - - ------~ ~-~ 

;THOMAS, 2_EFF HOGFAR_IV1_11 

,Timb~!__i_~ge Pork ______ _ 

TIMBERLINE LLC- PSM ~ ____ .___ -

Tirn~ermann, _Ron Hog Farm __ ---------
Tr!p~_E!:a!fl1S, Inc. 

Triplo:_y_Fa_r:ms _ 

ULRICH, ELMER FARM 
--~ ------------

-- -
VAREL DAIRY 

VEI\T~H I\N_9_S_9N?,_INC. LIVESTOCK FARM--------- _______ --------------- __ 

W!JJI<_~tock -~arm,_ln_<:: :Jl.":.:i_:_t ::..#2=------------
w_s_~-~~~ RIC_HARD ~- F~~~~S ~NC 

\NEBSTER,MARK A., FARMS INC. ___ _ 

WESTERN CREEK FARMS,_ L~~---------- ___ _ 
Westridge Dairy LLC #1; Wes!_l3!_~ge _D~iry LLC 
WEYDERT HOG C~)NFINEME:_:N:.:_T ___ _ --------
_\i\fiLD ROSE FARMS, INC. 

WILDCAT FARMS, LLC - ·-

Wil~er Farms (Miller-D_ayis) "' 

Wilder Farms Elevator 

, WILLIAM DUBOIS ?\i\fiiiJ.~.~AR::..M:_:______--------------
~!:RODUCTIONS- BEA_R[:)_~T_OWN -------------
-~in_~rod uctkms, LLC :. \i\fin~~-e:::s:::t::;e:.._r -------------
WINTERS CREEK, INC. 

WONDER FARM 

WONDERLAND RANCH 

·--------------- ----. 

-- ----
_'y'_OUNG, BOB LIVESTOCK FAHM _________ _ 

Facility Owner/ Operator Facility Owner Address Facility Owner Phone I 

---- --f--- -------------------
------ --· --+----------- ---- -~--------

----- -- - ----------,.------ ---- ----. " ------·--t---·--·--·~-- --~~~ ·-+---'--··-··--------·- -- ·· ·1 

--------~--------- ______ _L ___________ ------ - ____ ; ___________________ _ 

___ -<-!~omasLJe!f ______ _ -----+----------- --<------------ -----
Hintzsche Fertilizer Inc. 

----·--. ---- .. --- -- --.- - - --------
------~-------------~ ~ ------- --' 

' -----~-~--- ' ,Tin1~-~~ann, ~on 
'D~v.!_~ ~nd May Klau~e _________ _ 

-- ~--- - ~- <---- ---·-

_ ,V()~~_EOrl:la_a~, Gary 

• • -~ • •··~--- •• •- •• L. 

Varel, Eric 
.... ~ ·-· ---+- ------------- . ._ ' -··+------ -----· ------ ----..I.-

--------- --
I 

. ··------------------- _J 

----------- .. ---+----------<---------------1 
____________ _j 

- -----------------------__ __,_ ____________ ----------- - ---·------- ··~I 

_____ Henry, Mike ----- - ------ -
- -· ~ 

- ~·· - _.; .... --~---·---· ~- -- -
____ , P_!()f~~~o_na~ Swine Management,_L~C; C_a_r:~oll.~arms _::S()w ____ _ ------ -----------
_ ----~~_!l_h_9ff,_l<en _ _ _ _ ______ _ 

_________ i_Maschhoff, Ke.,_ _ 

. ----~----r------ __ , ---~·-----

Brian Bradshaw 

·BILL LEEFERS 

-- - ·--- -'-------- . ___ .... J ___ .. -·~ ~--
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~- -- ---t· 

- ---- ~--+ ~ . 

-•-•- -----------

Bond F~lllily Far~ ----------

BON~PORKF~A~R~M:~-------------------------------------------------
I Book Pork Farms r;;;:;--·--- . -· . -·· -------------------- .. -------
. BORGIC FARMS, INC. 
~ ·--- ----- ., .. ____________ _ 
~.Q_RRO_I,VMAN BROS: HOG FA,.::R:.:.:M:.:__ __ ··- --------
'BP Pork --------
~~~ADLEY, BRIAN HOG F~R~-~--
-~radshaw Enterprises, LLC- New~r:!._ __ 
BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 r---- --~----r-- o-

" .. BHADSHAW, PHILIP 
Brazinski Pork Farm Facility 
~--~ ---·-· 
BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE .. --- .. ·-·- -- . 

Attachment W3 

----------------- . 

-+ --------- ------------
·--+---- ---------- . 

--- +-·-- ------

________ .. 

----• -- --~--- --~-- £----~-t---r -•Tr ~--------· -••• • ' 

--------·-+--
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·--+---~~-------.,......; 

--------------------t 
BARN SWINE FINISHER 

'D & D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM 
·---~---------~- --~~ 

D & D BIDDLE SWINE FAR . ..:Mc:__ ____ _ 

E.J'_.ENIERPHIS~S ~ ~ ~ _ -~---------------
--------··'"-. -- -1----------

Dail Farms ---,--. ---- ---~-· 
DANIEL REEDER SWIN~E_j\_R_M::.._ ________________ _ 

--------------+-- ·-----···•, 

~-----+-
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i=::...=..:...::.o:.:.:_.>.::..:: _!._NE 11v1YE~_SLBAY C!l~~K #4) _____ -------------------' 
~gl~~oint Farms. LLC 

i EHNLE! GARY 
--- .. -------------: 

'Qm ... Fi!n!'_~, :.:ln:.::c::.. -----
~~MWOOD FARMS, LL:::Cc..._ __ 

ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY 

:Eugene Meier 
~--- ·-----·----~. ~ 

~-ERGREEN FARM_~,_-_IN~:J!l!J.t:JIJ(li.JI·S-:'] __ 

~&_l'vl~~~s ____ --- --·--- -----. ~~-
~~n~~~~s___ --· ____ _ 

~y-Bia-Mar Far':l,_ln~-----····---·------- -----------
£_E_HR_~-~_9_TH_E_R?_ SlfV~N~-~!l.._ll/l~l\jEISLE:;.;R..;..F:..;A,;;;_C.;__ ___ _ 
£E_f!.R_B~_T_H ~S __ SWI N E __ FA_R_!Vl-RED Fl NISH:.:.E::oRc..__ ___ _ 

~TZGIBB_9_N_S_,_§~RALD . _ 
Flanders Swine Farm North 

, Flanders Swine Farm South 

lf~LIE_B_e_Ek Dairy ____ _ 
FRAGRANT 40 

FRANK_~RM~_INS. 

FULTON SELECT SWINE 

- __ .. _ ---

_ ____ .. _____ .. 

~·-- ..... ____ . .. .... _____________ _ 
FUNK FARMS TRUST CADLE FARM 
.-· ---··· 
l!'urtney.:.F.::a::.rm=s _________________ .. 

_ _§e~e Bank of N~rth America 

GENESEO PORK, INC.- ATKINSON 
;-- ----··- -
Gibson Swine Farm 

....... ______ _ 

--------

-------·-- -------

------------------- _________ , ___ .. _______ _ 
;_§LE_NV_IEW ~R_K, Ll£ _________ ---------
:Golden Oaks Farm, LLC 
r--·--. . . --~--- -
GREENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC 

.-GROTE STOCK FARM 
;.. - -··--~-· -----···----·----i H-agenbuch North 
iHANOii.coMPANY, INc. (APPLE cREE-K):-----.. ----...... .______ --- -- . --------
U:~ANOR COMPANY, INC. (~LUFFDALE\_ ____ .. 

U:~artman Swine Facility ___ _ 

_!:I,AWKII'J~ON BR()THERS, IN~ . 

. HECKE~ HOG~_!>.~~y F['RM 

'Hempe_n, Davi~_ Hog & C_attle_~arm 
_He nco H_o_g~_!_LC ~Fall CE~!_Farm 

_f:!.EN[)RIC~S" GREG 

---------

------------
----------·-·-<• ------'-
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I .HERITAGE PORK 

iHICKORY HIL~ FARf0(~!~.!J.ake~~~mos&Nath~n) ____ _ 
--------+--- ~-·. 
--- ---· - ····-· ------~--~-

I 
HIGH PLAIN~PO~K,_In_c_. ___ ------
HIGH POWER PORK LLC 

--·---

IHILLTOPFARM LLC c;,;,;,:_=--
HOGGY BOTIOM, LLC 

----. --------·--·· 
·---------- -·--- ----- ------

I HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM 
. -~------- ------- --------~ ··-~ -----

:Huftalin Swine Farm -----------
HUNTER HAVEN FARMS 

'ILLINI MAI\IAGEME_I\jT, INC._SWINE FARM 

-~~~pende!Jce_ Pork 

J & V Probst 

J. B. Timmermann Farms, Inc. 

::J;k-~bs B~se Jakobs, Da_~id- Bas_~~_edlot 
Jakobs, David- Blacktop Feedlot 

!JANSSEN FARM___ - ------

---- -· ---------

·---------·--------- .. 

-- -·--·-· .. ·------------
~~FARMS PARTNERSij_IP ___ ......... _ 
JD_P_ORK, LLC ____ .. __ 

dECKEL PORK FARM GE-T' Far;;;- ---· -- 'C_.., __ ------ -----------

T6'HN5oN FARrvis - ---- -----------

-!----- . ------------

__.,..._ ____ _ 

.. -+--- --
IJRT FARMS IN.=_C.:._ __ ... __ 

·------ - -+---
• KALLAL BROS. 

, Kamewerth Por.k.o:::-:-:-::-:-:-

l!<ft:UF_fltl~I\I!URKEY FARM 

;~INGSDALE F~Rfl:'l~, 11\1~-'- _ 
• KITLEY, KENT- SWINE FACILITY 
IKITLE·Y:TRACY- SWINE FARM- GDU- ·------
i'K!MM·P;rk a;d-Grain- Ra;;ge Farm ---· -------- -------
t· ...... --------- -------- .. 
'KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM 
:. ----- -

t ''"''''"• -::--:--:----:----.. ·---. 
L & M PO ___ RKF':-':Ac:..R::.:M.:____ _ ______ _ 

LAKAMP, BR~D- _ __ ·-·----
,LANHAM, INC ---------
1LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP ... 
:LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN .. - -~~ 

LINCOLN FARM CORP. -HOME FARM 
;... . -- --------~---- ----"----~ . -------~ 
'LINCOLN LAND HOG FARM 

' -----· 

-···-i-·- ·-· 

. ------- _ _,_ --r-·-· ------- ------
!---------- --

----+ - ~-

- ------ .. ---- --+---- ---------

_______ ..,__ 

-·--·-+---
-~----

-------
----....;.......---

.. ------·--·---+ -- -. 
- "'+- -- ----

-~-- ---
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' 
~~~-----+ ------------- -~~------+-- ~--------------~ 

-------- --------+ -- ---- ----- _, _____ , 

---------- -----+-----

McClure Farms 
~---

!MCCLURE SWINE FARM- MEDIA FACILITY __________ ___c. ____ _ 

:MCCUNE FARM #1;.__ _____ ---------------------------
!Meier Pork 
!ivi-mG E li:sTEvE- uRSA 
: Ml ow EST Po u L TRYc;..s'=:E':'R:-:V:-:1 c=E-=-s -:-:Hc-1 G RA o E EGG 
.._ ------ ------~ 

-----------~.,-::::--,:--::-:-:::----- -- ----- ---------
EAST- APPLE RIVER 

WEST LLC-SCALES MOUND 

MOSS FARMS, INC 
r--·· ---- -. 
· MSSA HOG FACILITY- BREESE 
~- - ----- ------ --------------------
~urphy Farl12?2_ow F.acility El_m R_ive_r _____ _ 
I Murphy Farms Sow Facility Lakeview ____ _ 

[M~~p~_v}-~;~jj~~tac~ty _rv1t,:E;ie;_--___ _ 

; 

-----------------+---- ----+--- --------- ------------- --------- -------
---+-------~-------- -r--~==~ -------=~-~--_-:·---__ -_____________ ___, --------- ---------+----
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'Mussman's Back Acres, Inc. 
-:c:-c--c::-:-::---··. ·--· ·-

:NEW DOMINION. FARMS- ARCHERY BALD EAGLE r--·------ --· -- --------
;NEW DOMINION FARMS- DEER RUN -----------------
•Ne;~-;;-.~ - -=-~-:~=--- =~ 
\NORDMAN FEEDLO~S.c_!!>JC. ------=----------------==-=-----=-=----

. -------·· ------ +----- --

~O~TH FORK PORK, LL_~C~-- ----
Northwest lllini Feedlot :.;__ __ ------------

,_OAK GRO~E,_ LLC ------· --------
0' LE~_Y_Sii\/ IN E F_:.,A;:_Rc_:M.:__::--::--:-:= 
O'LEARY SWINE FARM- GILCHRIST NORTH 
t----·---------- . ----------- --------
,9'_L_~A~YSWifiEFARM- GILCHRIST SO~TH _ 
_I'_ARAG9N PORK ____ _ 

PAULUS FARM , ___________________ _ 
Pearl Valley Eggs 

PEUGH SWINE FARM- SHANER SITE 

£'Fl!_ND_5T.Ell1lc.D_ALE ------ _ 
PHIL VOCK FARM - ·--------- --·- ----------

1 PHIL'S FRESH EGGS ,.... -- . - .. --- ·----- .... -------
:PINE RIDGE FARMS 

__P~_rc~n.~: Fa_r_ms, LLC:__ ______ ----·-·-··· 
PORK HILL FARM 

------- ·---------

-----------

-------·- --·--···· 

'PRAIRIE LAND PORK- HOME SITE- ---------. 

PRAIRIE LAND PORK- NORTH SITE .-,- ------· 
_I'_RAIRIE STATE GILTS, LTD. 

PRIME PORK, Inc ---- ......... .. 
PROPHETSTOWN P()RK, LL~ -·- ,_ _____ -----
R & J GRAIN & LIVESTOCK 

R3E Pork LLC 

~_~ancho Cantera ··----· .. 
RANDY EDMUNDS SWINE FARM 

,_Rave11_s Uvest()Ck and Farms,~c: 
RED OAK HILLS LLC 
il\h'~ii-Byi_ngto-n __ -----

RICH PORK FARM 
... - ---· -----
'RICH-LANE DAIRY FARM 
~--------

RLH Farms Inc 
--·· -----

1 

..._ ____ _ 

________ _.. 

·--·~ 

-----! 

-·-----1 

~-- ---l 

. -------< 

-~-· --------~----------4 

----~ ----
---- 1'-

________ .;o., ___ _ 
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_SCH~_AR:!:Z_K~_P_£_F_:A~R:::M:.c:S:__ _________ -----------
~E~A_B_AI,JG!:i_POR_K _________________ ------· 

,~~-~~.!:'gh~ork F~-~--------------------------
:seabaugh P_ork-Br~e.!_e _______ ·-----------_____ _,_ __ 
SEAMAN PORK 

---··--·----
SF VENTURES, LLC 

!siMPSON FARMS, INC. 
~~=.:..:::::=~:..::::_-----------,-·-- ------· -------
Sims Enterprises,:_:l:_:nc::,:. _____________________ , __________ ._ .. ___ ·- .... _ 

SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM 
SOGGY BO~_O_M __ SO_W_F_A_CI __ ~LITY:..:,_ ________________ _ 

+-----" ·-----" 
STEAK CITY 

lstitzel H(Jg-F-ar-,;·--·_::_-_-_·-=~----=~---~~~~-------------·------------' 
jstone Ridge Dairy Facility ------·-----·-----·---·-·---·----·
!STRIBLING HOG FARM 

'STROUT CROSSING LLC 

-·------ -------

Timmermann, R(J~_Hog_F_arm. ___ _ 

TripJ~D Far:_~s.!..~nc. ------------------- ---~-
TripL~ .. 'J..F_arms __ , _________ ------·-----

,_LJLRIC:H, ELMER FARM ----- -------·--------.. ------·-" 

----------------+--~- -- --~------·--~---~ 
---- -- -->---~ ---c- ·- ~"--~----~ ,_ ----- --·----1 

I 

·--···----> 

---------· 

--- -----·-i 

--------~ 

------~ 
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I~W~O~N~D~ER~FA~R~M~~~~~~-------------~~. 
WONDERLAND RANCH 

~YOUNG~ .. BOB LIVESTOC __ K..:.F.:..Ac.;.R.c:.M'--------------
--~-----~----" 
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~411!!ii1.iil!,!~i!~~~~~!!~~~~~~;:~;!~~~~~!!!!~!!!!~~~~~~~:!~~~~~:[ii!!!!!!~!!!!i!!I~-P!0r:."~-n!~is\o!rlmi~!r!~!~!!~~~!_:~~-~2?,15i0!0~~::_~:~·~;!E;~ __ ;;;;;;;;;:::~~~!!~~~~~~:;:-~--- ~_I_~~~~~ ~ 55 pou~~~-?.r more ! 2,500 ... ·--·- __ _ 

~~_dy~~u~!~~~--------------~ ------+L ___ ___ ~ _.,2_~ine, -~ach w!ig~_g_SS p_~_u_nds or more ~-::>':25':0'::0'----- --~~ 
-~~~- ~ORK, LLC ··------------ __ l ··---------··-·· Swine, each weighi~~t.?~_pounds or more ;2,500 __________ _ 
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 1 (UNITS 1 &3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 'L ------_,;S;:w:::i:::n:;:e"-, •:::•:::<:;-hc:w::.e:ci•ghing SS_p~o_~_nds or ~~r_!:_ _________ ~---~--- -----~-5-~ine, each -~~-i~_hing ~ss than 55 l?ounc:!_s __ 

!APPLEWO(J_D FARI\II~- LLC- Uf'JI'f_2~_luNITS 4, 27 & 2~ (_()!',1_B_INED LA_R(;_5_ CAFO) 

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC ~-U-~1!.3~ (UNIT5_~,-~7_& 2_8 Cq_I\IIBINED _LARGE CAFO) __ 
1\_PPLE\AJOOD FARMS,LL~_-_UNIT 3 (UNITS 1_~_?_S:()MBINED LARGE!;AFO) 

~~~-EWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 4 (UN_ITS_4,27,& 28 COMBINED LARGE CA.£2)____ ·-

+·····- ~~ :swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more _____ _j~~-~Q.~. 5_~!.':1.~-~--~~ch weighi~_g l_~ss than SS~(J_u_~-~-~----
-~-----"0· L, -----~~ ----=-~~!ne,_ea~h ~~iiihG~~Ss ~~u~d~-~;·~=~~~--- _ -~200 Swine, each weighin_g_.!_~~~_!l_an S~P~l;!~~~-~~---

.l -·--·-·--···-.. ·swin~·--~~-~~-~eighing 55 po_un~-~ or more ;_3,000 _______ Swine, _each ~~!~-~~~g less t.~.?..~~-~-pou~ds 

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNI!._S_ _ ----------
APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 9 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 
APPLEwoOo-FARMS, LLC- UNITS .. 2(12(UNITS 2/12 & 9·coMBiNED LARGE CAFO) -

BALTOiERJ THOMASHOGiTURKEY FARM ··-· . -----------~:~=-
; BEER, ST_~_NLEY HOG FARM 

~-erg!~~~-~~-!?g F~~-----
Bible Finisher 

Bible Pork #2 ·--------- ------- ·-------·--- ··-----
BIBLE, MAD HOG FARM 4 
BIBLE, MAD HOG FARM I 

B_IBLE, MAD H()(iFI\~~-111 
·BIDDLE SWINE FARM- SEATON FACILITY 

---~--~--~ ------~ 

:~~~er_~_~rms and -~!~~?_t _____ _ 
------

_j_L ______ _..S""win~_, each weighin_~~pounds or more -~--;690 _________ s_~ine, each ~-e~~~g_less.~han 55 pounds 

- · L_,_ ·- ____ -~?_wine, each wei~~-i-~~?5 pound~_?!__fT!O~e _ . --~-~9L~~_q_ 
-+-----~ ___ ~· -------- SYJ_~':Ie_,_ ~ach ~eighi_ng_.?_S pou.~ds or .'!-'~~e___ 2,8:::0;:0,_. __ _ 

l . ...................... Swi_~~-'---~-~-~h weighing 55 pounds or more --~:4SO 
_;_ _____ .,: l'----------i'.:;S:::w:::inc.:;,e, each weighing S~_p~_~_!'dS ~~!.e ___ ~ ----·- )>2509~~-!u;::r_,k'-ey!:s,__ ______ _ 

---------~·l- !Swine, each weighing SS pounds or more ~ 6000 
+---- --"·--~---2- · -- -------:sw_ine_~ ~~;h·.;;~·ig~_g~pE~~d~-~~-~ore .... -.. T300o ·- _-_··_· __ ~- ------·--
+--......... ~ l .?.~ine, each ~~-i-~-~-i-~-~-~? poun~_s ___ ?.~ .. -~~r-~--- --l~?.~~~-

-+------.1.:! l--------~- ·----§~!-~~ .. ~ach_~~-~~~.!!'.~_55 pou~-~~.::oc.r.;.m:.;.o::;r.::•:----- ·4238 
·l Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ; 6S50 

+------~·:.:M -----· __ _:?_w~~· e_~ch ~e_igh_i~~ 5~ pou-:~~-0~~---U--- _ --~-~ ~ 
.;l .. ............................ . Sw_i_~-~·---':~-~h weighing ss .. p~unds or more 2,500 

~------+:::.L,--_______ s::Cw'-'ine.~~ch weighi~~-55 po~~ds or m~-~~---·- __ _2_2_~~~-----·--
M ·--------·. ~ Ca~~~!-~!~er than mature dairy cows or veal_~_~!~~s 400 

--------- ------··. --

--------------~---- ·' 

----------
Billington, Hog Farm II (LARRY BILLINGTON OPER) L 
-~-i~!=6.~-~--~arms; B i~~-~-~-~~~~!_'!ls_l nc./R~d-~-~Y.-~_i_rc~~-n;Birc~e~-F~~~-s-:-ln_c _______ ----+-------+:'_, L 

~!TIER FARMS, INC. ··-----··· ---- L 
BLACK GOLD CADLE COMPANY L 
BLOCK FARMS --- -::;:-::-::::-;::-:---
BOEST_E~.DEAN HOG FA~M 

f!~~~ -~~-~~y_£_arm:.::s,--____ _ 
BONTZ PORK FARM 

-.~<?-~~ Pork_~~-~!!'.s 
'BORGIC FARMS, INC. 
BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM -- . ·-
BP Pork 

:BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FARM 
' ----~~~~-
! Bra_~-~~-<!-~- _E_ nte rp ~!-~-~-~L~-~-~-- ~ _N e~_man 
BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 
,,_ ··-- _,.,- ·-
BRADSHAW, PHILIP 

Brazinski P~?L~ __ F~~'"."-~~-i!!_ty. --···· -----------·
BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE 

_Brubaker!.~~_es,~~ille~)- Hog/Turk~y_F~!_m·.;;_ __ _ 
BUEHNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARMI_ 

C. D. & RI_IIHMS, ~NS:.;.._ 
~------~---

CARLISLE FARMS- CADLE BARN SWINE FINISHER 

~RUSLE FARMS _-_~H_AHLIE FINISHING 

ATTACHMNET W4 

L --;---·--...0: 
L 

--------+·0'-Sw.ine, each wei_ghing_~~- P_?u~~~C.~C!~e ____ . 

· Sw_i~~-~--~ .. ~~-~ .. -~.E7.i.J?_h~n_g _55 f?.l?.~-~-~-s- -~~-~ore 
------.,:Sc:w::i:n:~.!. each wei_ghing~pounds or more L 

-~-

'"L _ __ ____ , Swine, ~-~~~-~~ighing 55 pou_~~-~-~--~':lre 

---~-·----------<-~- ------- ___ ___2_wine, each we~ghin~ 55 pounds or more 
:.?.wine, e~~h_VJ~i_g~!.fl_~_SS poun.~-~ .. ~~ .. ~-~~~ 

L 
------<----

M 

L 

. ··-~· __ ,... S~i~~· each_~:i.J?~g ~~ po~~ds or more 
Swine, _each weigh in~-~~ pounds or mar~_ 

-~~!-~!!-eac~-~e_!ghing_2.?_ ~~l:J!lds or m~~~---~·. 

__ -+-l -~wi':l~· each weighing~ pounds or more 

l -~-wine, each we_i~~~~~-_55 pound~ O! __ ~~re_ 
.. l . Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more +------ --~-~------.-----r- -·---- ····-·--· ------------
l Swi~e:·---~~~~- weighing 55 pou~d-~ or more 

. ··-+-·-- ... 

L . ______ ...._ 

M 
~~i~e:~ each weighing_?S pounds~-~~

-- ~~ature dairy_co~~L~~ether milke~_'?_r~ry 

~----~---~-----~~-a_t~_re dairy_~_~\N~·-~_e.th~~-milked_~ dry __ • 
l .......... ·-·--·-· · Swi~~-~-~-~!=:h weighing 55 po_~~-~-~ _or more 

L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

L ·------· 
M ----- --- S~ine!.~-~~-h-~eighi_r"!_~- 55 pou_~Es_l?!.!"'lor~_. 

i4800 
_j __ 

______ .. -~---- ·--- ·-----
~~-i-~-~! ... ~.~~h weighing le:~~-~~~~ 55 pounds 
~wine, each weighing l_es~-~-~_?~ P?~~~-- . ____ 4,_~o_o __ 

. __ 9,60Q _____ --- -----~ 

2,500 

_ _2~0 

565 

------·-- ---- ---'-
Sw!~~!..~~~h weighing les~_tha~ 55 pounds_ 

---+----------- ----- -----
:>2500 

.. --- ~ 

·2,000 
Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 

(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 

bu_l_~~-~--~-~-~--~-o'!"/calf pairs.) 
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r-------~------~----------------~------~---------------------.u"·v~e~rt~o~c~k'Max FacilttY~~z~e----------~-------------------------------------A;~n~im~a•I--------------------------------------------~A@~j~ 

~~-'-'".:.".:.'oi'iio'io\o'.l."iio'··-·..:i\"''bii'~lli'fiio'',.;_'-"'""...!F.:'!a):ci~lity!L!N::a:!!m!!e~,--'...,."""---"""----~J ·Capacity (#}j.£.esignation (L/M/SU Animal Type 1 · Number 1 !f!LI
1 
______ -'A:::n~l~m::•:.l T.:.y!'!p~e:_;2;__.. ____ _.. Number 2 (#)I 

:CARLISLE FARMS· CON NO~ FINISHING ·;:::-------------------t------J.!:_ . Swine, each weighing 55 pounds _or more 12,500 

~~~~;EF:~:-~-~-a~~3~;~:::~sfi}~~:~~;;~Xerlin ---~~--- · ;~ ·---~~;ue;ee=~~rY:~~?!-~!t~~~~i~~~~~~~ ----t~f~0262; 1£9---~----
~-~· ---! 

·--, ;~as_~~"~t;>_tto, ~att Hog ~-~E.~"·-··-
CEDARCREST, LLC --------- --+------+'~t=-· ____ -_-_--_-_--_--_--_-_-.,~~:::::;::~:::~-."·--:,--!,-~7~"--~"'--:'"'--{:~:~: ~~-~~-~~~: :~ -~~~~--------+L"-~"~-~"'--~'=' __ "_::: ___ "-_-= __ -=_ ::__ _____ _ 

·T·-·-.. ·-·-·-- l ;swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more '3600 -------'----CHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM ----·-- - -----·---·---
·Christensen Farnis Midwest~!_~---,_P_,_H::_il::l _______________ _ ---------,f---------_,_l_--_--_-_--_-_--_----+'s::-w.in~, each ...;_~-~hi~~-SS~Pound-~ -~;·;m;~-e-- ~s_o_o ______ s~~n~! e_~~~~_w_e_ig_h_in~ less than ss P·.::o::u::.n::.d•::_ _____ ~--------

Circle G Farms 
Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 

!{Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 
!bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 

------------------------------------------------------------~,~--------~----------------~C~a~tt~le~,~o~th~e=r~t~h~a~nm~a~tu=r~e-d~a~ir-y-c~o~w-s-o-r-v-e~a~lc-a~lv-e~s--~------------~-----

~ IL , (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 2200 

IL 
I 

j2000 

Cold Springs Farm 

'COOPER FARMS 
_J_______ I I bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) : 

L . h h' d ,:6,285 h ~- ______ .;._Swine! .. ~~-~---~-~!g mg 55 poun s or more __ -----------·--- _ _Swine, e~c~--~~ig ing less _than 55 pounds 
.county Une Pork- Esmond -----·-- ----------' S -Swine, each weighingLS:';S~po:;_u:;.n_::d~cs,_,o::r~m;:;:::_o:_:re:._ ________ +:3::00'0:-:-------;---

~~-~;~~RfJi6lt;~~-~~(16~~~~-;~NiSHI-NG) . --·-------·----· .. ··· -1-- _____ , __ ,_____ ~~ .. -----·-------- ·----+~::~:~ ::~~-~~1:~1~:-~~ :~~~:-;-~--~~~: -~~~~~~o --.. ___ ,_____ ···---·---·-·-~ .. - --,--------+- -~---! 
~_S:;._W:::CM"F"-, :CLLC:C:-' ___ '-__ " __ -'-__ ::._::. __ =='-'--'-'-"-''-' __ :.: __ ::. __ "-_" __ :::_-'-_-_ .-.... --------_-_-__ -_-_-__ -_-__ -_-------+--------+:L:-_-__ -_-____ --_-__ -__ -__ -__ -__ -_ ---t~ 5:-:w::: __ i:;:n::.e'-, e"'a"c'-'=h"w:::e"-"_ ~g-~~~--?-~ __ p_"a~u::.n:;;ds'-_"<?_'--r __ ::.~=.?c:. .. ~-e::. __ -_-__ -----__ +:,_3'!-_4:-;_Q;::O;::_ '-----;J"".?_-~-:!_~-.-,-.-a-;ch-w--:e-:!_~::_h7J_~-_g-__ ~;-e-~.s-.. ~"h_a_n-;5-;S_ P.?.~!'-~_s _ -----·-·-· .. ··---- _ --·-·-·--l 

, D & D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM ----<-::' M;:---------.C:Swin~!.each wei_~~~~-55 pound=cs:..o:::rc:m=o.:.re'------___,;2:_:3;;:5;;:0 ___ ,, __ ,_' ---- -----------------------
: D & D BIDDLE SWINE FARM ,5 , Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 10 
'Q_p·_ENTERPRii:i$ ____ .. _____ ·------·---.. ·-·---·-· ... ·- -'--·-· _--------------------·-·----------t' _____ --------~+ .. cM'----------+l5;-w::0.~". ea·ch weig~hi~g-ss·p:o-~:::u::.n":dC's_::oc_;.c;;;c:~:::--;_::;_·_--_--_--_--__ -t'0:2:0i5?.o;---------------------------------------------;--- ----~ 
Oail Farms . _ -----·-·------------ _ _ __________________ "__ _ ... ·--·--------t ---+L +-Sw_i~~-'--~a_ch weig_~i~-~- .. ?-~_p_f?_Unds _or ___ f!!~-~~-- _ -~ B_~_g.Q_ ... _ -·---
E_~NIEL REEDER SWINE FAR~"--------- l --------·c:Sc::w:.:::in~, each wei~hin~~pound:::s:_o:::r:.:mc::;:o;_re'::-::;---;-,-:---+: >..:2:c,S:::O:::O:_ __ _: __ 

:Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 
·(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, Dare Farms Henry L :woo 

'='==-:-:==c:-c==::-:c:-::-:-:------------------------+---------:------------+b;.,ulls,_ and cow/calf pairs.) 
I DARRELL CARRO~l-~~!l-~FARM ---~-------·•-- ___ LL _S~i~~-'-"~ach weig~i~~-?..?J'.~-~nds 0! __ ~~~- --t~-~!?.Q.Q __ 

---+· 

·DeBlock Farms L ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 4000 
DECLERCK BROTHERS SWINE FARM -------------__ -__ .. -__ -1_

1
,---------·-- --~-~:---------:f-'sc.w::.in:;.e:;,,..:e;;:ac:c::.h..:w:.:e:.:.ighing 55 Pou;_:n-';d"-s "a"r "m"o::.r;oe ______ +, 2:;:_ !.".~_;:9_0;;-__ -____ -_ -----;:5-w~in-e, each weighing less !~~n 55 pou~-~-s ......... . 

D"EE"R'"V'IEW, LLC L ... :Swi~~:··~-a-~h weig_hing s·s·p~unds or mar~ ]>2,500 
200 
NA 

DEF~~~~~~~E FARM ---+--·-·· ~M ______________ ;.Swin~·--'=~-~!2_-~eighing 55 p_ounds or mo_~e _ 1000 

Diekemper Brothers Dai~y ----1--------+CM..____ ---~-----~tu_r_e_d_a_lry cows, whether m!~ked or dry -"------+-:;5-;:6;;0;;------'-------
,.~!ERlCKS 5~!-~.~--~~~M _ -·-·--------·- . ................. .. . +~----·-·- ..... ;.~wine,_eaEt_:l __ ~~!-~-~!!1.~.55 po~~-~~--'?.~--~ore _ f-~30~--

----- .. -------~-~---

----+--------'-L'---------+S::_w::::.in;;:e,_, :o••:::c:;.h:.w=e:i~hi ng ~pounds or more : 3,300 

.L .. --·----·--·---· · Sw"i-~~·- each w_~~g-~-~~Jt:?:?_l'_oun~s _'?_~.!:!1-~-~-'=---· --~~-~~_9-
:DIERICKS SWINE FARM #2-Home Site 
:Double E Farms . ------------ -· 

L _______ -;5'-'w;:;i;:;n:::•·c:•:e•::c:;:h~w:.::eJ~~!~g 55 poun":dC'-s.::o::r::m;:;o:::r:::_e ______ +4::,•c;8:;:0:;:0 __ _ 
· L .Swi~-~-~--!:~-~I:'..Y"eighing 55 pounds or more . 2,~~!? ............ . 
L ~Swine, each wei~hing 55 pounds or more i2,500 
-~ ____ -__ -.... -... _-__ -__ -----. ..;+.;5°w.ine, ea_~~- ~.~~~-~~11_g ?S poun_~_s __ 9._~--~-~.~~- ~-~~048 --------~~-i~e, each_~~-i-~~-i.~~ !ess_than 55 l?~~nds 

DOUBLE H PORK 
Doubletree Farms 

... ,,._, _______ -;------~ __ ___; 

Dumoulin Swine Farm 
E & C PORK_(E_UGENE MYERS/_BA_:I_S~EEK #4) 

·+--

---+L'--------,_:S::.:.w:ine, each weighing~ poun_d::_:s:_:o::_:r..:m=o:.:r•:._ _____ _,.:6::S::.O::.O_~------- __ . ____ _ -------------~-(!:l~oint Farms. LLC 

E H ~ ~~L_G_fiHY 
!Elm Farms, Inc. 
: Elr-AWOOI)FJ\~MS, LLC 

. L . , Sw_i~~L~~-~~ weighin_~~J?~_llnds or more 2,Sp~----·--- ... 
---------------·--------------_--_--_·-·--+r_-_· _____ -- -~LL --------;.:: Sc:w:.:i::.n•:c·..:•;.:•:-:c,-;h..:w;..eocighing 55 ~~-~~s o,~rc-mc.o:::r-c•'--~------;·=1;:3,':'5':-0-=0---+! M=at::u::.r.=e:;dc:;a;;,iry,_;;,c::.ow=s,..:w=he:ct::ch:::e;_;r ~~I ked or dry~L-______ 120 

.:,_M ____ atu re dair __ '(~~-w _____ s_,_w __ h __ ethe_r m ____ i_l_k __ e __ d ____ o ___ r ____ d ___ r __ Y_ _ _ _ '1200 
-------+rl::.--_--_·-·-_---_-_-------..:.~~~~_each w~~-~~~pou~~ds or more j:SOO ~- -------~-·M·~-~_re ~lrv c~~~·;·~hether mil~ed or dry ____ _ ERDMAN LIVESTOCK FACILITY_;_ ____ _ 500 

Cattle (All except Mature Dairy Cattle and Veal Calves); 
550 Eugene Meier 

:iVERGREEN FARMs:II'J_C)RUNDQUISTl ____ -------
'F&MHogs 

M 
Beef cattle feedlots 

-----''"-Sc::w.in*:~. each wei_ghing~p:::~::~:.:~:::;d::.s::.o;.r:_:m;_:o::_r;oe _________ 4:0'0:70:50:'------'-:"s::w:::in"'-'e,_ each wei~~-g less than 55 pou·~·ds 
_,Swine, ea~h we~g-~':IJL~~ pounds ~~~-~!.t:.. 3600 

... ; .. 
L 
L 
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I._-__ ..__._ ........ _._.....;.....;~FC!a~d~li!Jty[.!N!!a!!:m!!!e:.....;_..__________ Capad!Y (~L]~JP1ation (L/M/5) I Animal Type 1 Number 1 (#) .I ______ -'An=im=ai:..;T'-'I'P"==-2--'-___ ..;....[ Number 2 (#JJ 

·Farina Farms 

_F~y-BI~-Ma~~.!:'!'!.ln_~·. . ·-------- _ 
FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-NEISLER FAC. 
FEHR BROTHERS SWINE FARM-RED FINISHER 

FIT2GIBBONS, GERALD 

Flanders Swine Farm North 
Flanders Swine Farm South 

jM 
! Laying hens, if the AFO uses other than liquid-manure IGO,GSl 
\handling system i 

--~Ma~':l_re ~-~iry co_~~~ w~~ther milke~_c:?! ~ry ~~g_ __ _ 
-Swine, each weighing 55 ~o::"::"::d::sc:o:::r..:m=or:.:•=-----..,c>.::2c:,S:;:O:::O __ 

______ )___ L _ ... ______ .. i_Swine, ea~-~--~-E7~ghing _S_S. _p?_~~~-~--<?r '"!'ore ___ ~-2~500. . ..................... __ 
-------------!----· ·_··_· ·_··+! .. L_::.·--·_·-·-_··--------+S::.w=in:::•:c• ::.•::.•c:;h:..w=ei,~hing 55 pounds or more :4,400 ---------

l ,Swj~~_!~~h weighit:lJt?~P.C?.~r:ds or more_ _2,500 

'L 

\ 

L :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500 

:Four Beck Dairy 
:FRAGRANi'4o 
_I'_R~NK FARMS,_~C:,~-
FULTON SELECT SWINE 

1M .. .L~ .. a~~-~-~ dairy-~~~~~ whethe~. ~ .. i.l_~-~-~-_or dry :650 
------------------~-----~-~~frL,_· _______ _.S;:w:.:::.ine;e,_, =.••e:'::;h:..w::.::ei~hing ss p,o,u,_n:::d;es.::o::.r.::m:::o:::r.::e ___ ·_· _··.·_·_·~_··_,··:·74~':-S':o~o 

~ L --~-5 ..... ~~~.!_':.~~ weig~~~~!?~-~!"l:ds or m~~~- ______ 4,00_0 . 
! L 'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ·2,500 

!cattle, other tha·n mature dairy cows or veal calves l 
'(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, !1,000 'FUNK FARMS TRUST CATTLE FARM Horses 

:_F_u_rtn.ey -~-~-~ .. ~ .. ~ .. - , 
----------------~-----+------b--------+'b:.:u:cllc:.s•c;•:cn.:.:d:..c::'c~.'~!.:_~lfpairs.) 

l --- tL ·····-t~;~~:~··::~:r;~~g~~~!t~~:~~i~~:~;;~;~eal calves --··-·-f·~-~9 
Gene Bank of North America IS ,(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 172S; 200 

··----~-~--~· ·----~-'"--

20 

______ ........... . ·t . ·--·-----·--·---. l bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) __ J__________ _ _..___________ . ------------- . ---~----·---
---·--rs-,;;l;.-~, eac~ wei~h-i-~g-ss pounds or m~~"·-----+>-:::2,5~=0---~-------------------...,...-----GENESEO PORK, INC.- ATKINSON 

~§.ibson -~~J.~~-~~.rm 
G LE NVI EW PORK, LLC 

_§_olden Oaks ~arm, LL_C 

1GREENVILLE LIVESTOCK INC 

GROTE STOCK FARM 

:!"!~genbu_ch -~.?.r.t .. ~ ... - ···-·-·-·-·-·-.. --.. 
~HA~OR COMPANY, INC. _(APPLE CREEK) 

HAN OR COMPA~_"l'._I~C. (BLU_F~D!<~~)__ .. 
Hartman Swine Facility 

L 
M 
' L 

·L ? -------.. ·-·---·-

! L 

L 

-·-------. ----'------~--~-
•L 

L 
I HAWKINSON BROTHER;;:S-c, 1::-;N:;:C-. -------------

----·!·~-~!':1..~·-·~-ach we_i~~L':l~--~~-E?unds or'!'~~~-- ~~?9_9 ___ _ 
Swine, each we~~-hing~pounds or more-•---- _2~"50_9 

__ +~~!~~-'=-~.airy'.!?~~~~~-~~~-~ milked or.~_'}'__ _ ~:"700 
iCattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 1 

(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 13200 

-----·-·--

,bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) I 
. ----~S~i;;e:-~~ch w~igh~gss Pounds or mar~ ·-+s4-00 

-~-~~!.~.~~--~-~~-h ~e.!_~·~·i·~-~-.?..~ .. P~~-~~s or IT.l~r.~.... .J.?_,.?.Q9 .. 
__ _:S::w:.:i":.::~· each we!~hing 55 Pe;O:;U:::n.:::d:,:S:.:Oc.'.:.m::.o::;rc;:e:._ ____ _,,77g!.~90_ 

,s~~l]_~-~~~ weighJ!"!!U~-~~.!~a~_?.S poUJ_1_~~-------- 35,200 
------------------

Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more : 2,500 

iSwine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .. -~~-~5~ ............. ·-·!Swine, eac~- ~-:!.t?hing less t~~--~-.?.S_poun_ds __ 2000 
fHE.CKE.RTHOG/DAiRY .. FARM f Swine; -~;~h .. ~eigh-i~g-·ss-·p·;;~·~d~-o-~-~ore. :4200 

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows~o""'r-v"ea::-;1-:c-:a;-lv_e_s ---~-------' 
Hempen, David Hog & Cattle Farm IL .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more '7 200 (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 

·------+~-·=-==---_.;:bc;:uc:;ll::.:s•:.:•c.":::dc.:co.~/calfp~) ___ _ 
Henco Hogs~~~- F~l_l Ci"eek_F_~~~---- L ,s_~~r:'_E!~~~-ch weig_~j~~-~~_p9unds or mar~------- ;>2,500 

HENDRICKS, GREG ---·-----. --+L_______ __,':S-"w.;_.ine, each we_i_ghing_ 55 pounds or m_~r-~e:_ ____ _,·-::4'-',8;:00 ------ . ~-~---·-,---,::-::- -:-------->--
HE~.~~-~§ .. ~--~ORK ............................... _ ................. L Swine, each weighing SS pounds or more -6,448 ......... ~-~i-~~· ea~~-~~ .. i~-~.!~.1? less tha_n_~_~_pounds __ 
HICKORY HILL F~RM JBru_baker,Amos&Nathan) _________ ~-------ti ____ ·· _· .. _ .... _ ... fF'--------··_··_· ··_· ..;' S:"w:::i:::n.=e'-'' •:::•:::;:;.he: ... ~:.:.· •:::-.. ig~ing. 55_p~~~d~ .. ·~~ .. ~ore. -- r~2,s6Q_···_·-··_·-.. _·-·------- -------

.HIGH PL!-IN_~-~-ORK, Inc. __ --~-------- I -~~- ----·---·---- ~?-~i-~_E!•_each w~i~}~.!~~-?.~_P_'?l!.nds or mo_~~-----· !2,SO_q 
; HIGH POWER PORK LLC ~------ , Swine, each w_~.i~hing 55 pounds or more jB,OOO Swine, ea_~~~~eighing less than 55 Pt?_u::;n.::d;:.s __ 

! HILL!q_!: ... ~.~RM ~L~...... _ ...... J.... . ....... J.~... . . ·-· ~SwinE!•. -~~_ch w17ighing ?_~_P()_~~-~-~ ... !?.!. ~_ore .... .j.?,BOO . ).~~ine_. eac_h_~-~~.1?.~.~~-1? less tha~.? .. ~_p_oun~~ 
HO~§Y BOTTO~~.~~-(_ l Swine, e_a5_!:l~w~jghing_~~.P.t?.l!~~~~------~---+?.!.SOO ______ _ 
HOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM L .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more >2,500 

L --.....:·~S~i;.;!~ each wei~_hi~~_-SSI?ounds or mo~~----- /2,500 : Huftalin Swine Farm 

:HiJNTER HAVEN FARMS 

.!_I:LINI MANAGEM_EN_!,_!NC. SWINE FARM 
_ ..... f.......... -·---~~-·--- . .. .. j.Matur~--~~-~~.Y .cows! .. w~_e .. ~-~-E!E .. ~.i~~-~d or dry_ . ~!Oq .. ·-

------------~----l----.---"L'---------l:: S:.:w::i:.:n:oe•c:•::•:::ch W.~.~~~-ing S_S_p_<?~nds or ~ore 11~,60~ ____ .:_ ______________ ··---
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r-------.,----------~-c----.,-----------;Liw;St'OckMax Facility s"';z::e:------------------------p:Ofmai-----------------------"""Animcii-T! 

~-"""':-""":~"""-..._ __ """"F::!a~d~li!Jtyl.!N!!a!!;me~.._.-'"'",_ ________ i·-Ca~p~a~d!JtyU'('!LI Desi"'ation (L/Mf~U Animal Type 1 !_!!!umber 1 (#) Animal Type 2 I Number 2 !'tll 
Independence Pork 'L iSwine, each weig_!ling 55 pounds or more j2,500 

& V Probst --~----· __ . L -------~~ine ___________ -·---------·-·· :-~~.?00 __ _ 
;:.c· B::·c.T:.:i::.m::m::.e:;r.:;m::;a:;n::_n:.;F:.:•:.:.r;:.moos:c• ::_In:.::<:.;· ---------------------+-----·-·_· ·_· ·+:-::_M;_ ______ -+i;;M::;a~ure dairy co~_:, whether milked or dry"7-:7~--!.:.7.:..7S~,;c.:1:.:0:.:0c._ _______ _ 

:Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 
(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, Uakobs Base Jakobs, David- Base Feedlot 

;Jakobs, David- Blacktop Feedlot 

JANSSEN FARM r 

L 

,L 
I 
.L 

!1,000 

---+'.:b"u"'lls, and cowjcalf pairs.)--:--:--:--:---:----:-:c-c-;-;----
Cattle (All except Mature Dairy Cattle and Veal Calves); 

Beef cattle feedlots 
~ ... ·····-------- . ----- - --- ----········ ___ ; 

1000 

Beef 

--------

1 Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more --+2,500 
:cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 

JAROEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP L Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 700 ·(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 

~~~~~---------------------------------------------------t---------~----------· ·----4~~---~--~~~~--~--------------~~~------~b~u::_lls~,~·:.:nd~co~w~/~c~al::_f~p::air.s~.)------·--------------t----··~ 
-~_Q_-~ORK!_ L_~~---·-···- ............................ _ .j 

1
_L___________ .. j.?~-~~e, each weighi~~ _S.:?.P!?..~-~~s ~r __ r_nore_ i. 2, 500 __ .................... __ 

JECKELPORKFARM -------------4-----------+~L ______________ ~.S~w::::_in~e:c·~··~c~h'-w~ei,&hing5Sp~~~~~o~r~m::.:.:o~re~---------·~;~~2~,S~O~O'------~------------------------
JET Farm __________ ---------·-· L :sw~n~~-~-~~-~eighing 55 pound~-~~ more i-..2,500 
JOHNSON FARMS -----+: L=-----------+'S:-'w-';i.:.;n::.•·c.•:c•:.;ce'h-'w'-e":i,ghing 55 pounds or more ~,500 

~:TL~~~R~~C. --- ......... ------------- · ·- ................................ · · · · ·- ·tt -· ..... · ..... -------·l ~::~_:~ ;~-~~ ::-:_:~;--~~- -~;~~-~-:,:--"-~"-·;-;:.~;:.--~:.:.--~:;;-~----·-· _· ·_· ·+l~'?---;:;:-2°:;:.5°:0o;:------t'' Se;w,_,in"e:;,•:..:•::•:::<:.:h..:w:.:e::!ig_,h.::i::!ng less than 55 p~-~-::.~-:.:~d:.·---s:.·-·-_·· ·_·-·-_· _· -----------

: Kam p_~..2:_~-~~rk _ __ _ _ _______ . --~-- _____ ____ _ _ _ _ ------<-- __ · L __ -----~-?_wine, each w~ig~]_!!~_?_?_ ~(J_unds o~-~~~~- ~ ?.~~Q_QQ _____ _ 
KAUFMAN TURKEY FARM -----· ----------------------------+----------'~L-------------+TO'u:;crkeLys:.._-,----,-,.,--=----,----------------+S::.O:S,OOO 

~:~~~:-~~-~i~-R.S'Cji·~~~~CIUTY -----------------l------- tt· -----~~::~:: ::-~~-::-::~1-~:~-~~--:~~~'7~::.0:::~~,_--_m::m:::-~::~~::.··_· -------+'I;0'~;:.~~:'-6::-·--9_··_----_·---_···_··------------------- ------------·-·-···_-·-·_···_·---_-----_---·· 
-~JTLEY, _!~_C_'!'_:_5WJNE FARM_--~~~- ____________ -----+----- l -.:..~~ine, eac_h "'!eig~!~~__?.~P_(_Junds or ~or~ ___________ 2,~~_Q _____ _ 
KJMM Pork and Grain- Range:.:F:.;•:.:r:.:m;________ L :Swine, each weighin~~-p.0o:.:u:.:n:.:d=.s.::o;_r:.:mcoo:.:r::;e ______ •· 6::!'::0S":OO::_ ___ -i-----------·-,·· . ----· 

~~u~::~;~ FAM_I_LY F_JIHM................... . .. m j· .. t ~ . t~::~:: ::~~ :·:::~:~H-H~~~:: :~ :~;: ~~:~o%· 

:~&:~~-~~-~~~~-- -------------- --~~~~~~~~·~·~·-~·-~--~·-~-~·-~-·~~~~~~··~--:1-~--~-~--~~~~~~~~:-~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:-~~-:"-':~:: ::~~ :::-:~~~:-~-}~-~~~-: :~ ~~;: -------------- :~~o0o~- --------------- -
t_~_NHAM, I~C ............................. ..l. __ L _ ... _____ --------------- lSwi~~!--~-~-~-~ weighing~~ p~~nds or more ______ :11,575 

LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP 

:LEFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN 
:LINCOLN FARM CORP. -HOME FARM 

L 

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

.bulls,_~-~~~?.~fcalf pairs.) 

1,000 

L Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more . 2,_?:.:0:.:0 ___ _ 
· L I Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more :4,000 

LINCOLNLANO HOG FARM 

_LINDBOM SWINE FARM 

..... ·-· --l-- ,-- . ------· -------------------------------..... . ................................. . 
·--------------------------4--------+!:------------t'O:Sw:.:~ne, each we~~~in~pound:::s:.:o:;r...;m=o:.:r•=------~5:;0:;0:.,...---_._--

,_L ---------- _ --~~ine, each weig~_i_~~-~~J?s>U~ds or ~o~_e:_ , >2,?_9_~----

------------~-·----

, UTILE TIMBER •. :'LL:::C':=-o:-:::-:::-:----------
llO(i_E~AN, KEVIN_~O(i FARM 

-----------------+----__}_-----------:· S:-'~ine!.. each weighing SS p~~ds or more -----''' 2,_,:!:SO:c0"--------=-Sw!!.::in,_,e"-,. each wei~~ing less tha .!!-~-~--P,~_':I·cn::.d=..s ______ _..30_00~- , .. __ -~ 
L ·Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

Lone Willow U5!\_ln:.::<;-;· :----- ---------
LONESOME ACRES, LLC 

~.~bbers, Edwin Hog Farm 

iMARK RAY CADLE FARM 

··-----
Maschhoff Pork -KUJAWA FACILITY 

··--------

---------+ -·1-- .......................................... ''' . """"'"""""'"'"" 
... .l~--- '5win~.! each wei~hing 55 pounds or more 

-----·· M . )wine, each weig_~]!:!~ .. .?~ __ Rounds or ~o~~- _ 

.i 
·>2SOO 
2,40_() ____ _ 

··--: -------------·---
----+------- ..:L~--------.o.;S~!ne, each weighing 55 p_o~_nds or more ·-- ~.::2:::SO:.:O:_ ___ ___ 

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 
L ·{Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, ! 1,000 

"-~------·---~~~.!-and cow/calf pairsJ--.,-----------4-:-==-----'----~------·------- ------
. L -Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more · 4500 
~- ----------------- :------ - - ______ ,__________ -- ---- ------.--- . -----------------

Mc:~chhoff Pork {Fiorid_!.~~c_i_li_t.y)_ ________ . -----~---·------------- --~--------+L=---------i''S:.:w;:.i;.:.:cne, each weighing 55 pounds or more -~:'0:'0::----+---
Maschhoff Po_~~ (~eorgia) ,_L ____ ----------------- ;swi_ni!.~~-'=~-,_..;-~g-~ing_less th~~~-?..? .. P..?..~-~-d~- .~~~?-~~ 
MASCHHO£~ ~O~~j_NEW MINDEN FAC~LITY)___ _ ._. __ L ---- ___ _____2~ine:_~ each weig~_g_ 55 _1:1£..U~d_s:._o,_r,_mc.:::o:.:re,_ ____ _..::2,500 
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Masch hoff Pork Farm (HOME) ___ ~---
·MASCHHOFFS- ARMINGTON 
MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK #1 ---- -- --~~,---··· 

MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK #2 / #3 
MASCHHOFFS ·CAMPBELL FARMS 

'MASCHHOFFS- EAST RIDGE 

M~S_c:._H_t!Q~FS- LANING 1 ______ ----
MASCHHOFFS ·LANING 2 

. --·-···········--·-·-···-· 
MASCHHOf_F_S -_O_LD_SCH"'O"'O'-'L.:..P:::O:.:.RK"-----
:Masch~~~~--~~~-~-~~ew Genetics, Ltd. 

McClure Farms 

iMCCLURE SWINE FAR_M- MEDIA FACILITY 

i_~CCU._NEFAR~_#l 
·Meier Pork 

MET2GER,S!EIJE URSA 

~!DWEST~'?_l)L:r_RYSER~Iq~~!<i_R_A.DE EG::.G:::_ __ 
'MILLER FARMS 
:-MILLS HOG FARM 

-~-~~~-t- Dairy ------------------
MONTICELLO PORK EAST- APPLE RIVER 
MONTICELLO PORK WEST LLC-SCALES MOUND 

•MOSS FARMS, INC. 

'MSSA HOG FACILITY- BREESE 

., 

-+--- ~· ---~--- +L'-----
1_L ___ 4:?:-:'~~e, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

~!_9]~----- ___ s_~~!:'-~· ea~_ wr:-i~hing less than 55 pounds 
6,_~44 Swine, each ~eighing les_s t~a-~--~_S_p_ou1_1ds 

·---- --- -~'800 

.,!cS:-:0:-::0 __ ---~-----
2,SOO 

__ ,.>2,SOO 

Z,SOO 

i7,20~0~---~----------.. .,. .. 
2,100 

· t i6ooooo, 9830 -------
6,60_(1 ____ __ Swine, each weighing less ~~~-n-~S_p_ounds 

-------------+-------- -----~.!:.. ___ ~- -----+:S'Ow,_,in~~t..~?ch wei~~~-~~--S~_p_c:unds o~ r:nor,.,•----
M __ .. f-..1~!~.~~-~_a_i_ry_cows, w~~!~~! __ milked or dry 

_J,soo 
617; 35_(1;_30;14 -

_J,SOO 

--------------

+---~ ~--.l..-- .. - --_..::S.:.:w.:.:in.:.:-:e!. each weig_t:i_ng 55_P~.c;l_~_t?~--l'!l~~~------
1L ·swine, each weighing 55_p_?~':l_nds or more 2,SOO 

-j---~~-- -~
L 

---·+:S:-'-w"in"-'e·~- each weig~~~-~oun~~9~~ more~~----~,.----- ~}~~:·-:0;;0:-'0:_ _____ _ 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more . 2,500 

--------------

~PhY Farms Sow Facility Elm Ri~Jer 

--~~~p_h_"t_~~-~~s_Sow Facili_~-~~~J~-~--- _ 

:L -·-------· ·--------- --'--~----"'--- ---..:'S:.:w;;-1:.;.:~~!--e-~Ch we~ghin~_s·s·p·~~~d·s-or:__~?!':.. __ -~··=--~-· _ _}_2:·~s~oo=------4e---- ---------------
Murphy Farms Sow F~cility_:M!!t!;-,:E.:_ri~e ____ _ 

Mussman's Back Acres, Inc. 
---···--··-··-···--··· 

NEW DOMINION FARMS- ARCHERY BALD EAGLE 
NEW DOMINION FARMS· DEER RUN 

.NORDMAN FEEDLOTS, INC. 

-~SJ_RTH FORK PORK, LLC 

Northwest lllini Feedlot 

_s>A.~ GREJVE, LLC 
:o'LEARY SWINE FARM 

O'LEARY SWINE FARM· GILCHRIST NORTH 
O'LEARY SWINE FARM- GILCHRIST SOUTH 

-PARAGON PORK 

iPA~_LUS FARM 

:Pearl Valley Eggs 

PEUGH SWINE FARM· SHANER SITE 

'L .;swin_~·-.-:-~~-~-~eighing_~-~--P-~:!-~-~~- or more ~ 2,50~--
.L ---~~~~- each w~i_ghing 55 pounds or.t!l~~----·· _ ...... ~~500 

L 
. Laying hens, if the AFO uses other than liquid-manure 

82,000 
handling system 

~- ---·-·-······-·····-·. t··- --- ---------------------

+-----.;'.oL ___ --· -·-- _______ __._,_Sw:.:.i~e, each weighing 55 pounds or m .. c "-o'-'re:__ 
L ·swine, e_'!~-~--~-~ighing 55 Pt?.~~-~_s __ or more 

.-e2-=:SO~O~---->::--:--- --------- --------· 

L ----- -~-· --- -~-·--- '"'!----·----.... =--
L 

'L 

L 

L 

·M 
' .. ,M __ .. 

------ M 

L .. ·---------0--
.L 

'L 

L 

,_5,192 __ .:.~-~-i~_l:!• each wei~~__i_-~-~---~~_ss than 55 _p~-~-~~s_ 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

------ ___ ..,C~ttle;·oth-;th~n -~at~;:-~ dairy cows or veal calves 

:(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 

.._2,5_9_(J___ ___ 

,1,000 

----~b::,:ulls, a-~-d~o~/cc:ILp_~~r:-;sC'.)-c:--:-:-;-:-:~~--:-:------- ---+------·----:----------
-·-·-----···;·~-~-i-~_":• _e_ach weighin~-~5 pounds or mar_~_-,_,___ ·>:.?_~_?._gg 

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 
{Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1,000 

' >2,500 
!bulls, a_~-~-~?..'!!l~alf pairs.) 

----~'!'J-"~-~~~~~~~~~,ng 55 _pounds or more 
Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

--- --------'t-'-'----·--~~-

---·--·-·---!·-··- ... . -- -------
Swine, each weig~in~-~-~-p-~-~-~~~-c;>_r mar~ 

0 <:~-~-~_gg __ _ 
_ _>2,SOO 

Swine, e~':~-~l;!ighing 55 p~~-~~~ or more 1000 
_Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 2,500 

------T-·~ -~------ ----- . - --- ---+--------

------------

·----··-·---···-i-:?~.i~~ ... ~~~h weighing 55 pounds o_r m~r-~_, _______ . _4,~_4 ................. ?wine, each weighing less_!~~-r"!-~_~_P_f?Und_s_ 
. Laying hens, if the AFO uses other than liquid-manure :

82
,
000 

--+hc:•:.:n;;:dli~~-~~stem _ --~------· ~~ --~--- -+-----·· 
Swine, each_~~_ighing 55 ~~~':1~~-~~-m~re · >2,500 

-+--·-·-

.... -~- -

-----~---·· 
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..--------------------,-------,------.L";v"•"s7toc""k"M:;:ax~--,F-aciiitvS·•,:e:------------------------..,.Anrma-I""',...--------------------,..---;Animal71 

,."" .. _ ........ """" .... '""'''"''"'; _ ..... ....,_.rF~aa~··~ityL:!N!!am!!e~· .. r ..... _ .... ___ .. \ .. ' --""""' . cap~tyJf!lJ. Designation (l/M/S) I Animal Type 1 I. Number 1 (#) __ ...... __ ...._. ~An~l~m~··~T,!YP!!'. •;_,2:.__...._ __ ....._ .. I Number 2 (#ll 
' · ~Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 

PFUNDSTEIN, DALE L (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1,000 
bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) .. ··--·······--·-····· ' .. . . -- - ---------------- ...... ,, __________________ .. ' ··················-----

!PHIL VOCK FARM L ~swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more :2,500 

PHIL'S FRESH EGGS .M :Chickens (other than laying hens), if the AFO uses other 
60 00 

'than a liquid-manure handling system ,O ,. .. ,.,. .. ~----, -------~-~----- -----·-···-------·- .... -

'Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more :7,200 
:PINE RIDGE FARMS . --~-------·--·-·- T " .... _ .......... _~_l 

: PINNA_~-~~§-~~-E'!ICS_, llC l ___ ----~-~~-i~e, ea~~-~~~~i-~g le_ss than_?S_p_ounds 

Porc_ine Farms_~::.L::;LC:_ _________ ------- -------1- ----L----~ ----- Swine.~~~-ch_w_e_ighing 55 pounds or more .• 4-':5:-'0'=0'=-_______ --------

2735 
------------

Swine,_~-~-~h weighing 55 pounds or more 

:PORK Hill FARM _ ····----------·- _ ... _ ----------L- l : Swi~~.--~a_ch weigh_i~-~--~-~--P.~~nds o~-~-~~_!- _ -.f~-~~--~90 
i~P~R~~~~~I;E~~~N~D~P~O;R~K~··~~~~~6~~~E~S~Ii~i~---------------------4~-----41L~-------+'S;w~in~e~,~~=c;h~w~eighing5Spoundsormore j2,990 Swine,eachwei~ing!~~s~s~ili~a~n~~~p~o~un~d~s~----~----
PRA\~!~0~!?. P_(?.RK - NORTH SITE __ --------- _ -----·- ... . t ll ___ ---l~~ine,_ ~~-C:~_wei~~i ng_;;S~SC!pC:oc:u::.n'CdC's-"o;:_r.::m:::o;::r::.e _______ -_-. __ -_-.. -. --!.;5:;,0::=_9_;0_-_-_---·_: s".w"';"_~00e,"'_e::.~:.::C:;'h--'w"eighin~ _l~_ss thar'! _?_~_!?_'?~ ~~~ _ 

C:PC:R'CA":IR':I';Ec;S;.:T::;A;:T;E..:Go:I~LT::S::.,.=LT;:_D:;:·:_ ______ ·----------------t--------·;-;·L:_ ________ ..;'S:.:w:.:i:c;;n~~.!.ach wei~hin~ 55 poun~s or more 2,500 Swine, each weighing less than 55 pounds 

L~~I_ME POR __ ~·--!~--~-: ...... -- ........................ ·I .......... .Ll +~-:-Y.~~-~·- each wei~-~-i-~~--~~--e_oun~~--~-~---~-~-~~ ~2,5~0--
: PROPHETSTOWN PORK~_ll::;:C___________ -------f------·f-'L'---------·1-'Swin~! each weighin_~_0S;S.tp~o:.::u:;n:;;d~s :::o:._r :.:m:.::o::_r;::e _____ +>:.:2:.<'C:500:0~---':--:---:--,..,-:--;----;--;:::-
R ~-J _<_;_~AIN & UVE_S,!_9_CK -·----------- ----------- -----------+-- _ --+-~- ~Swine, each weighi~~~~_e~unds o~_l}'lore __ -l-~-~Q9 _Swine, each w_~!~~~-g less ~~~~-?_5_pounds 

jl Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ·4400 _____..___ ·----

-f~ ·· ··· f r;1~"::·~~~~;y;:~:~;~~~~~~~~X"J"~k~:'"'~~~~~-~"-~---------.. -.-__ -tf::2'~::: .. _6::--·o------.... -.. -... ---+-~;~~-~~ -~-nder s75~1:::b~'·'----:--:------c--,----'l"o,_o ·---__ 

, R3E Pork LLC 
~Rancho Cantera 

... ·-----·-----------· 
RANDY EDMUNDS SWINE FARM 

I· 

,; Ratermann Bros. 

_Ravens Livestock and Farms, Inc. L 

RED OAK HILLS LLC 

,Rhett Byington 

i 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 
......................... ·j···· ····------------ ----~------·---- ---------·--------- .. ,.-------. 

Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 

'I 4100 

S,600 ··+·--······ 
j(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 850 

.......... J_~ul_ls,_ a-~-~---~-~-~jcalf pa_i!.~.J ........... - __ __ ---------· ·+·---................ .. 

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

:bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 

---: 
RICH PORK FARM 
RICH-~NE DAIRY FARM 

-------------------- i Swine, each weighing_52._pounds ::.o.:,r.::m.::o:.:'::."---- -1'';>~2,;;:S:.:O;;:O _____ _ -----··------
, RlH Farms Inc 

'Rob Wood Farms, Inc. 

. R~~J?..!~~!--~ ohn - _?_~~-~-~--- _ 
~OSE ACRE FARM~,_!,,LC- DONOVAN 

ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMANTOWN) 

SAND RIDGE PORK LLC 

-------- ----· 

L 

•L 

L __, ................ __ , ____ '' . 
iL 

. --- --+"--
L 

-------------•~_ature ~~_i_ry_~~~s, wheth_~!.!'fl!lked or ~-rx ·750 
1Swine, each weighing 55 pounds o:.:r_m_co._re'--;--:-- · 2,SOO I Cattle, other than mature dairY- cows or veal calves 

1 (Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 2400 

. bulls, and cow/calf p,~a::;i',;'·i!.l ~--;----:;-:-:-------':;c~:------------ ------
jSwi~~-'-~ach w~!g~!.~-~- ~?_PC?_u~d-~ ... ?! ... ~.1?-~~-- .2.500 
, Chickens Jlayers); Poultry . 210,000 -----·<--

-----"'L"'a-"y::Cin=g hens, if the AFO uses other than liquid-manure 

handling system 
950000 

--------' 

;L -------t'f$:.:~.::i;.;cn~; ea~h·-;·~·ig_tling 55 pounds or more .~~~z~:s~·a~o':.-----_·-----+--------------------------- -·--------
SAND STONE NORTH LLC ---------t __ ;.~ . :s~.i~~· each weig~-i~~-~~poun~-~-1?!_~~-~~---- . t7,500 

7,SOO SAND STONE SO_UTt:J.!!:,~. ·-::-,.;:------ ------------ ---+-·-----1-L~-------+'5;w""-in~e, •. ~·•=c;h::.w=ei~~~~- 55 pounds or more 
SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC. Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

~~~-~~-h~;_·s·..;.;i.nefa_~m-· -~---L, . ~--~ j· ----~_(,~~!c_--h_---·~_-... _~-iiihing_55·-~-~~~~~.9:".r;;'m=o:;r•~---
,5,027_ .. 

_j2,500 

--------.,-....,-,--,.-
.s~_i_~-~!...~.~~h weighi_~g- ~-~~s than 55 P_Cl_U._~-~~ 

------ - ___ ..;_ __ 
schi~-~~~Y. Farm~---- _ ---------+ ___ -•~- • Mature dairy cows,_~~ether mii~-~~-?.!'.~!Y ;700 _ +-

:SCHlEYHAHN.?ORK FAR.MS --~-------+- · L 5wine,_:~h w~-~~~--~.? .. P~':!~_so :c.' ':m:.:o:':r:-e------+:.3;'':~6;';00~--------
:scHWARTZKOPF FARMS f--L ,Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ,?•.~_09 

SEABAUGH PORK ------------ ~- __ -~--"--- t .. • L - .,. :s~in~~- ~-~c·h--;~ighing 5·s·p·~-~~-d-s ~r more 9,200 

·----··---
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r,----:-----:----,..,.-:--:"'"'1'-:--------,--:-,L~Iv:::e,;;t;:ock::;;;M~ax::---FacilrtYS"'ize,........,---------.,..-,.-,--...,......,...-----~Aniffiai------,-----,----,-,----,-,-.ti;;;;;;;.l Jrl 
~~'·-:---~·-..,···':"":"----,..,;;,-,..,,,..,, __ ,_ .__:_;Fa::,:o:::,::"lity Name i ,,,..,,.- -· capad!YJ!'.U. Designation {l/M/~U Animal Type 1 - l L. Number 1{#) .I Animal TYJl<! 2 ' 'I Numbe!]JI!l.i 
~Seabaugh Pork Farr'T_ls ;L iSwine, each weighing 55 pounds or more i2,600 

--------------------------~------~---- ·~~~~~-------+~~---------------------------~------Seabaugh Pork-Breese L ~Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 

~:s':EO::A7,M;:A=::N;;---;;P:';o".:-R:::K:,--:-:--:---------------------------_--_--_-_--_-___ i'--------_-_-_-+-7'L--_-------t~·:Csw:::--i~~~~-~ei_~'i0.~~~~ndsor~~-~;---

:-~~M_~:rJ~~!~~~~ INC. -f ... ······-·-·-·-··-· :~ -·--+~;:-~~: ::~~ ::::-~:~-: ~~ :-~-~-~:~-~~--~~~~-- -1:~:~~~ 
----------------------0---- -~~----::--:--

-~~~-5 Enter~!I~~~!_I_~c.:___ ,_L iSwine_,_~_a_ch w~~ghing 5_~..£~-~~~ or more L~785 ------~~-- ,Swin~!-~~~-weighing_~~~~-~~an 55 ~~-':l__~j-~-----· 
SNETCHER, LYNDEN FARM L ·Swine, each we_ig~n_g 55 pounds or more 2,500 ------------- ----+- ---~+------- - - I 
SOGGY BOTIOM SOW FACILITY l :Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ;4,378 
i. . ·--· . ·-·-··- -- TC~ttie;-~th~-~ th~n-~~t-~~~ dairy c~-.;~-~~·-.;eal cal~e; . ·-·-··r--·-·--· 

'sTEAK CITY ----- . ~--- ~L --------~~~~~::~ndc~~;;_,~~~~~:i~~:tit:~-~o heifers, steers, ~1,000 __ _ 

--;:-- ----- -- -- ----:-:-------
"~wine, eac~-v.'~_i_i;_~i_rlg ~~ss than 55 pounds 

Sti~zel Hog Farm l 1Swine, each weighing_ 55 pounds or more 2,500 

!-~iRi-~Li-~dt~·6ci~::~1!~-- ·· · ·-····-···-·······-·· -·-·--····-······-·-·· · · · ·-· ·-·· +· ~~~~~~~~---··-+t:=-t~~~~~~~~~ __ ----i}""rw"··-~""i~"~:~~~:-~ry~c~;~r~~~~t:~~~~.~:k"'.~-'-~-"-~"-~"--~::.7_-_____ - 4·i··0j-~:::-4°-:o
0-:o----e:- -~--..,· ·--.,-:::--,·_· ""------------------':::-;-:-::----...., 

STROUT_S_~<?-~~-~~~ LLC _____ 1L_ +Swi!!~L~ach_~eighing_~~-P.-~~~-ds or mo_~~-- ---i~-~~-~-- :swine under 551bs. . -----·---·-·· 10.,540 
Sturtevant Ho_~_:,;F•:;__r::.m::s ___ ~----------- --------+--------t=-L --------+:· 5:~!11_!_. each weigt;_i_~g ~pounds or more i 2,500 
_T,_YLOR, CHARL~s .... 
THE HIGHLANDS, LLC 

:THOMAS, JEFF HOG FARM II 
:nm·b~r Ridg~-p~~k-·----·--------· · 

l -···-·-·--·-·---~~~ine, ea~-~--~-~~ghing S~ __ p_~~!:!~~--or more :3,000 . -------·-·- . 
. f .. ··-·-·--=~:..: __ · _ _;_L?--------fS;"w::::.:_in:::e,,_ :::••:::c:;h:,w=ei,g~_n_~-:S-:S_,p:::o:::u:.:n::;d::_S:;O.:_r_:_,m_::o!!.r:::e ______ ~+>:C20''0:SO:::-0:::_·_--_-_-_--_...;... ____________ ------------·-----

···----·--------·· ll ----l-~~i~e, each w~ighing 55 p_ou~_~_s ___ ~r l"!l'?~e. ~5000 

:TiMBERLINE LLC- PSM -···--------·-·-
Timmermann, Ron Hog Farm 

:.r ~ipl_~. ~--~-~-~ms, Inc~_ 
:Triple V Farms 

ULRICI:!,_~_I:~ER FARM 

iVAREL DAIRY 

,VEATCH AND SONS, INC LIVESTOCK FARM 

:walk Stock Farm, Inc.- Unit #2 

:WEBEL, RIC~"'!l[)_R.FARMS INC 

WEBER BEEF, INC I 

M Swine, each w_~~ghJ.0g 55 pounds or more j680 

·l .Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more .. -------·---f5,800 _._~-.yine, ~a<:~-~-~!~h~ng less tha_n 55 poun~~ 
~L ~$~-i~~-. each weighing 55 p~~~d;·o-;:-m~re· ~2,500 ___ --;-----------

--------.... -.. -... --+1_LL=---------__ +j_s:" __ ~'-'-__ .. ::.i_~:::--~'-,_"ea"'c:;h:,w:::::~~g~·-i;;g'-:s':s'"'pocoocuc.ncc_~7' .. ~.;-Pc. .. ~--'-m" .. _oocr.;e'-----.. -.... if':6':,S':O':O 

----------+···· ------+=--- ,'Swine, each w~~.~_!0g . .;So:S:JP:::O:::U::n:.:d::s_:o::r.:.m::.o:::r:.oec_ ____ _,'..c4;:0~00 
L ----~~~~~!each weighing 55 pounds __ ~~-!!1-~_r_e ·------~-2,500 

:L 
I 

--+ 

·L 

-- ..... i L 

L -- --+-- --

L 

i Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry :960 

fc~-ttl~, ~ih-er th~~ ;,ature dai,Y~;;;;.~-~r~eal c~l~-;;;·- - !-
(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, -1,000 

' ; bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) --·-t··------·--·-·····--- ........... ,. ····- ________ , ______ _ 
;Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more ···-----+-· 

2,SOO 
:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
t" . --·--·------·-·---- . ·-·--·-·---·-·-' ·-· ......... ---

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

·bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 
2,000 

.Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 
;(cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 

........ ~_bulls,~-~-~- ~.C!.'!'!/..C:~_I_f_pa~~s:) 
SBS 

-· ............. .f... .. .... .----- . ·------·-·------·- .. . 
:Swine, each weighing 55 pounds or more 
Sw!!:l_e, ea~h weighing 55 pounds or mo~e 

- ......... ,............. ·i f 

WEBSTER, MARK A.,_'-:'FAc;;Rc.:M::.S"-".IN:.::C::.. ---------------------------+'L __ _ 
,WESTE_R_N_~~-EEK FAR~_S,_LLC ------------- _, _______ ,L 

----~f~~-;~~~?, .. ~~~~-----~'~Sw::.::.i~~-~'--: .. ~~~:::--~::-h:, .. ~=ei~hinglessth~~::.S:::S~po~u:::n~d::s~-----~-
·---........ -1- •. 

Westridge Dairy LLC #1; West Ridge Dairy LLC 

WEYDERT HOG CONFINEMENT 

.WILD RO~~-~RMS, INC. 
WILDCAT FARMS, LLC 

~ild~~_Farms (Miller-D~~i~) 

---

iWilder Farms Elevator 
:WILLIAM DUBOlS_S:_:W;::Ic,N~E ~FAc-:Rc:-M·-------- ··- --------

. --·--------·. 
WIN PRODUCTIONS- B~~~TOWc.;;.;N ______ __ 

L 'Mature dairy cows, whether milked or dry 860 
i 

l- --+ . --- --- ,_ -·· 
----+ --------+7'-L:--· 'Swine, each ~~}ghing55 pounds or more i2,500 

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

i bulls, and cow/calf pairs.) 
j .............................. . .......... -

M ~~~!~e. each weighing 55 pounds ~-~-'!!-~!__~ , <2,500 

----+:L'--------+;S::.:w~~-~~- each w:~ighing_~~!?-~u~d_s_ ~E ~- -- ·:;.
7
-2
2
-:
0
:.5
0
:;-oo,_ __ _.,....______________ ----~-

i.L ... -----·-·- .. t Swine,_e_a,_~~--~eighi~~--~-~-.P.?.':I.~ds or more 
____ _._ _____ _.:L:_ ________ _.S00w.::i:.:n::_e,_, •:.:ac~ we_~gh~ng SS P.:O.:u.:;n.:;d::.s .::o:_r :.:.m~o::_r~•-----fSO'O:'::OO 

__________ __j_L Swine, each weighing SS pounds or more 2,500 
iL -.-S~ine!. each wei~~~ 55 pound~-~~~-~-~~- __ -------·--·:·i"-·-:s::;·-7:.;6:_. ___ '"Swine, each weiJ?~g less tha~-~i-P:Ound;- _ 

2SO 
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rJ--,-,---,..~ .• :",-,-....,-,--,,.:",--:" .. :",q:".;"":""------,--~---,-.,Li'-':ve;;:st;:;o;::cckMax Facility>::<s"h;,:::e-----,------....,--....,----,----,A~n:i:;m::'a;!l-----------------:""'":c---,.,..,,....,Animaf"n 

I ·)!i;:".i• • Facility.:;N~a~m!!e;.;........,.._ __ ;..;.. _ _.,.._ ___ ,!•.iJ I tapad!Y (#l_j.iOesi..,ation (L/M/5) I 0 >· Animal Type 1 ••• ••• I' Number 1 <!!.LJ~tllii··-_,-·::;•··-,-:-'An~i!!;m~ai:-'T~y:t:pe~2;.· ...... ~ ......... _ _:';.'"'·''l'JI.!N~u~m!!!b~e~r ~2.\!(#~)j 

0
W":"in':P'::r'::o'::dC:u:'ct:'io0,nc:s,._::L.oLC=--.._W"i"nc:::h.ceo.os.:.te:::•-------------- --------+-- . l ;:Swine, each weighin~-~S~pounds_ or more -----.·':2,500 Swine! each wei_gh~g_less__!h_~n 55 po~u..!:'ds _____ , 

·WI_N_!_~-~-~--~-~~EK, INC ___ _ ____________ J-· -~-~- ___ ,~win~·---~-~-~-~--":'.~!~~ing -~?Y..~~-~-~~ or more 3000 ----~~~~-~!_each V!~-~~~_i_ng _le_ss than -~5 po_unds _1000 

WONDER FA::R~M::.:...----------------------------f-------J·c:M::__ ______ _J~SW:ine, each weighing __ ~S P::O:;:"::"::d,_,s;.:o::r_:.m::oe:r:.:•:_;--,---.J!_el.::2.::00:__ ___ _,.s::w:::i:::n.::e~, ~.ach weighin_~~le:;;>:::>_:thc:•::n:_::SS"""p"ou::nc:d:cs:._ ____ -"'l:;O:::O:::O:.__ 

.WONDERLAND RANCH L 

YOUNG, BOB LIVESTOCK FARM L 

:Cattle, other than mature dairy cows or veal calves 
(Cattle includes but is not limited to heifers, steers, 1,800 

··bulls, and cow/calf p_a::i;:";,c·l:._~.,-~-------!-;;c;::· 
;Swine, each_~~l[~~~g 55 po~~~~-~~~~re ~3,650 
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' \ 
Facility Name . 

~
4 NELSON FARMS, INC. 

4TH MERIDIAN FARM 

Andy Shull Inc _ 

APEX PORK, LLC 

[APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 1 (UNITS 1 &3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

~APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 27 (UNITS 4, 27 & 28 CO[V1Bir>JEDLARGE CAFO) 

;APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 28 (UNITS 4, 27&_28 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 3 (UNITS 1 & 3 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

~PPU:wopD FARMs, Cl.c- uNIT 4(UNITs 4,27,& 28 cofV1BINED LARGECAFo) 

iAPPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 5 

tAPPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNIT 9 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) f . - -- ·- ... 
~APPLEWOOD FARMS, LLC- UNITS 2/12 (UNITS 2/12 & 9 COMBINED LARGE CAFO) 

~B_ALTOZER, THOMAS HOG/TURKEY FARM 

W-E~R, STANLEY HOG FARM 

:Berg, Leon Hog Farm 

l!l.ible Fin_isher 

~Bible Pork #2 

1
BIBLE, MATI H.OG FARM 4 

[!IIBLE, MATI HOG FARM I 

I BIBLE, MATI HOG FARM Ill 
~IDDLESWINE FARM- SEATON FACILITY .. - - - -

1!\iggerFa_rrns and Feedlot _ _ · 

lli@ngton, Hog Farm II (LARRY BILLINGTON OPER) 

~~':hen£<~_r/Tls; Birchen Farms Inc./Rodney Birchen; Birchen Farms Inc 

1BITIER FARMS, INC. 

rBLACK GOLD CATTLE COMPANY - -

~BLOCK FARMS 

BOESTER, DEAN HOG FARM 

Bond Family Farms 

BONTZ PORK FARM 

Book Pork Farms 

BO.RGI.CFARMS, INC. 

BORROWMAN BROS. HOG FARM 

BP Pork 

BRADLEY, BRIAN HOG FARM 

Bradshaw Enterprises, LLC- Newman 

BRADSHAW FINISHERS SITE 2 

BRADSHAW, PHILIP 

ATTACHMENT WS 

Input Date 

• 
30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

,,., 30-Nov-12 1 

' 30-Nov-121 
I 

30-Nov-12! 
' 

30-Nov-12! 

' 
30-Nov-12' I 

I 30-Nov-12[ 
t 30-Nov-121 
t i 

+ 
30-Nov-12j 

' 30-Nov-12j 

t 30-Nov-12j 

3.0-Nov-12 1 
30-Nov-12) 

30-Nov-12J 

30-Nov-12i 

30-Nov-12 
.. 

30-Nov-12 

3~:N_;v: i2.J 
30-Nov-12 

30-No-v: 12) 

30-Nov-121 
) 

I 30-Nov-12, 
. I 

30-Nov-12: 

I -~ 
30-Nov-121 

·~ 30-Nov-12 · 

I ,.,0, "1 t 30-Nov-12 
I 

I 
30-Nov-12 

I 30-Nov-121 

1 30-Nov-12. 
! 

30-Nov-12j 
! 30-Nov-12' 

I 
30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-12. ., 
j. 

30-Nov-12; 

30-Nov-121 
30-Nov-12 
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Brazi!"ls_ki_ Pork Farm Facility 

BREWER PORK ENTERPRISE 
-

Facility Name 

~_ru_baker,James (Miller) Hog/Turkey Farm 

BUEf-iNE, GERVASE DAIRY FARM I 

Cl). & R FARMS, INC_ 

~
.D. Bell Swine Facility 

CA_RLISLEFARMS- CADLE BARN SWINE FINISHER 

CARLISLE FARMS- CHARLIE FINISHING 
-- --···. . 

CARLISLE FARMS- CONNOR FINISHING 

' I CARLISLE FARMS- HOME FINISHING FACILITY 

!_Car-Mer Farm; Car-Mer Farms/Tim merman, Merlin 

lcassarotto, Matt Hog Farm 

fcEDARCREST, LLC 

[cHRIS FREDRICKSON SWINE FARM 

!Christensen Farms Midwest, LLC- P Hill 

[circle G Farms 

C(J~d S_pri_ngs_ F~rm 

COOPER FARMS 

County Line Pork- Esmond 

Cowser Field and Feedlot, Inc. 

~R~NBROOK FARM (SOUTH FINISHING) 

CWMF, LLC 

~
[) &_D BIDDLE FINISHING FARM 

D & D BIDDLE SWINE FARM 
-·· .... 

D.P.ENTERPRISES 

loail F~r~s 
tDANiii REEDER SWINE FARM 

~Dare Farms Henry 

DARRELL CARROLL SWINE FARM 

DeBlock Farms 

DECLERCK BROTHERS SWINE FARM 

DEER VIEW, LLC 

DEFAUW SWINE FARM 

Diekemper Brothers Dairy 

DIERICKS SWINE FARM 

~tERtC~SSWINE FARM #2-Home Site 

~~ouble E Farms 

lDOUBLE_H PORK 

30-Nov-12] 
-- -- I 

30-Nov-12[ 

30-No~-121 
30-Nov-12 i 

J 30-Nov-121 

L ici:~~;:~~l 
! 

i 
.f 
' 

-+-
' I 

-~ 
I 

t 
I r 

-~ 

30-Nov-12' 
' 30-Nov-12' 

30-Nov-12 1 

I 
30-Nov-12] 

30-Nov-12: 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-121 

3o-Nov-12[ 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-12] 

30-Nov-d 
-- 30~N~v:d 

j6:~~~:~~1 
I 

30-NOV'12j 

_ 30~Nov:l2j 
30-Nov-12! 

I 
30-Nov-12j 

30-Nov-12j 

30-Nov-12! 

}O-Nov:12l 

30-Nov-121 

- _ _ 30:Nov: 12j 

30-Nov-121 
30-N~v-121 
30-Nov-12i 

30-Nov-121 
. --- - --- -·l 

30-Nov-12 1 

30-Nov-12' ----- - ·1 
30-Nov-12' 

30-Nov-12] 

 Electronic Filing - Received, Clerk's Office : 
12/03/2014 - R12023(A), IEPA Answers Attachments



-
RGRE~[IIFARMS, INC. (RUNDQUIST) 

Farms 

of North America 
:~~3~\~---~--_S -----. ---- -------INC.- ATKINSON 

. . -~--. ·-- -------------~------------ ~-

- --"---· .,. ' '' 

~a~~en_I~_£~~_1)North ______ _ 
COMPANY _!NC. (APPL~ c:_REEK) 

HAI' .. JK C()~P_ANY, INC. (BLUFFDALE) 

Swine Fac~i~y__ 
BROTHERS( INC. 

.. HOGLl?l\l_ll'(F~_IlM __ 
Hog ~-C~ttle _Farm 

30-Nov-12! 

18-J~n-i31 
··31):r-J~v-d 
30-N~v-12~ 
30-Nov-12\ 
30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-121 
.. I 

30-Nov-12! 

30-Nov-12j 
30-Nov-121 
30-Nov-12 1 

__ 3.o:_N~~-_1ij 
_ 30-Nov: 121 
30-Nov-12 

. ---------- --- -1 
30-Nov-12 1 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12: 

30~Nov-12! 

.. - ~~~~~~:~~~ 
·I-·· -------30-Nov-121 

- 3o-N~~-121 
30-Nov-12! -- I 
30-Nov-12; 

3o-N~~-i2l 
.30-N ov-121 

·· -3o~N~_;~i2l 
30-Nov-iil 

· 3o-Nov-ul 

30:No~-t21 
1 

• 30-Nov- l21 

30-N~~:12J 
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IHencoHogs LLC- Fall Creek Farm 

r~ENDRicl<s;·<iREG _ . . -

fHERI!AG_E P()_R~ _ 

~~-ICK.9RY HI_L_L FA-RM (Brubaker,Amos&Nathan) 

f~IGH PLAINSPORK, Inc. 

[i:i~GHPOWER PORK LLC 

I HILLTOP FARM LLC 

rHOGGY BOTIOM,LLC 

iHOLLIS SHAFER SWINE FARM 
r 
!Huftalin Swine Farm 
' :HUNTER HAVEN FARMS 
f 
ILLINI MANAGEMENT, INC. SWINE FARM 

'Independence Pork ' -

'J & V Probst 
~-

.J_ B. Timmermann Farms, Inc. 

[J~kobs Base Jakobs, David- Base Feedlot 

~ak~bs, David- Blacktop Feedlot 

rJANSSEN FARM 

~~~R-DEN FARMS PARTNERSHIP 

fjD PORK, LLC-

GEci<EL i>oRK FARM 

lJETFarm -

fJoHNSON FARMS 

~::~~~:~r~-Kampwerth Pork 

KAUFMANTURKEY FARM 

KINGSDALE FARMS, INC. ---- --- ~ --· -~ 
KJILEY, KENT- SWINE FA_~ILITY 

KIT~E_Y, I~I\~Y- SWINE FARfv1 __:_§[)U 

KJMMPork~n_d_(j_r:_ain- Range Farm 

KNUFFMAN FAMILY FARM 

Kr_tJck~burg 

L & M PORK FARM 

f
~LAKAMP,BRAD · 
LANHAM, INC 

LARSON FARMS PARTNERSHIP 

EFFELMAN FARMS MAYTOWN 
- -- - -

l 30-Nov-121 
. .. .... 30-Nov-d 

l 30~Nov-n! 
--_. . . 30:Nov-nJ 
i _ __ 30-Nov~12l 
' 30-Nov-12, 

' 

f- . 

+ 

30-Nov-121 -. . . -. ~ 

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: 
-- . I 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12· 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 - - . 
f 30-Nov-12; 

} _____ 30-Nov-12: 

l 30-Nov-12: 
. --· I 

--l 
30-Nov-12' . I 
30-Nov-12• 

30-Nov-12 1 

l ---~~:~~~:-~~! 
I 30-Nov-12! . . . . . - . j 

30-Nov-12: 

- 30-Nov~12 1 

· -- --3o:r'-l;;v-nl 
. - -. . I 
30-Nov-12i 

1. _ 30-Nov-12] 

_j 30-Nov-12
1
: 

I 30-Nov-12, 
I -- -- -30-Nov-nl 
t· · · · · - -- I 
1 30-Nov-12 1 
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I ' Facility Name 
LINCOLN FARM CORP. -HOME FARM - ........ - -
LINCOLN LAND HOG FARM .. . 

LINDBOM SWINE FARM 

UTILE TIMBER, LLC 

LOGEMAN, KEVIN HOG FARM 

tLone _Willow USA, Inc. 

~L<?NESOME ACRES, LLC 

I Luebbers, Edwin Hog Farm 

lMARK RAYCA TILE FARM 

lMaschhoff P_ork- KUJAWA FACILITY 

.Masch hoff Pork (Florida Facility) 
f . 
Masch hoff Pork (Georgia) 

! . 
MASCH HOFF PORK (NEW MINDEN FACILITY) , .. 

• Masch hoff Pork Farm (HOME) 

,MASCHHOFFS- ARMINGTON 

.MASCHHOFFS- BAY CREEK #1 

lMASCHHOFFS: BAY CREEK #2 / #3 ,.. . . 
1 MASCHHOFFS- CAMPBELL FARMS 

MASCHHOFFS- EAST RIDGE 

MASCHHOFFS- LANING 1 

MASCHHOFFS- LANING 2 

.MASCHHOFFS- OLD SCHOOL PORK 

[Maschhoffs Riverview Genetics, Ltd. 

I Maytown Pork r . . .. 
McClure Farms 

MCCLURE SWINE FARM· MEDIA FACILITY 
---· ··-- -· . " 

MCCUNE FARM #1 

Meier Pork 
------~----- -- .. ~-

MET2GE!l:_,_s:r~v~ URSA 

MIDWEST POULTRY SERVICES HI GRADE EGG 

MILLER FARMS 

MILLS HOG FARM 

M~ndt Dairy 

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

MOSS FARMS, INC. 

iMSSA HOG FACILITY- BREESE 

[Murphy Farrm Sow Facility Elm River 

.J' li(,Jnpllt Date: I 
/ 30-Nov-12! 
1 ... 30-Nov-121 
1 30-Nov-d 

I 
t 
l 

t 

t -

. . I 
30~Nov-12j 

30-Nov-12) 

30-Nov-121 
: 

30-Nov-12 
I 

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
1 

____ 30-Nov-12; 

30~Nov-12J 

l. 30-Nov-121 

L _ 30-Nov-12
1 

30-Nov-12 1 

! I 
1 30-Nov-12' 
' I 
1

1

' 30-Nov-12j 

ia:N-.;~:121 
1 30-No~-121 
J 30-Nov-12 

Jl 30-N;;v:d 

30-Nov-d T ·3a:No_v:12J 

30-Nov-121 I 30-Nov:ui 
t .. 30-Nov-121 
j --- ---- l 
i 30-Nov-12: 

j I 30-Nov-12~ L __ 
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!Murphy Farms Sow Facility Lakeview 

:Murphy Farms Sow Facility Mt. Erie 
~- . . - --- . . 

:Mussman's Back Acres, Inc. 
r -

Facility Name 

I NEW DOMINION FARMS- ARCHERY BALD EAGLE 

rNEW DOMINION-FARMS- DEER RUN 

Newcomer, J<Jhn 

NORDMAN ~~E~LOTS, INC. 

NOR~':JFO_RI<_P~_RK, LLC 

Northwest lllini Feedlot 

OAK GROVE, LLC 

ro'LEARiswiNE FARM 

~O'LEARY 5\hJINE-FA_R_M- GILCHRIST NORTH 

:O'LEARY SWINE FARM- GILCHRIST SOUTH 
r 
•PARAGON PORK t------ ... ----- . 
!PAULUS FARM 

fiearl vall~~ Eggs • · 

~~~~~S~~~~.~::L:M- SHANER SITE 

PHIL VOCK FARM ;- .. ---- .. -------
:PHIL'S FRESH EGGS 
r -
i PINE RIDGE FARMS 

~
PjNr>J~CLE GENETICS, LLC 

Porcine Farms, LLC 

PORK HILL FARM 
. - ---- -· ----··-. 

PRAIRIE LAND PORK- HOME SITE 

PRAIRIE LAND PORK- NORTH SITE 
• • • • • • ., "' • • ,c,·o • ~·' 

~R~IRIE ~TAT~ G_IL_!_!),_LTD, 

PRIME PORK, Inc. 

PROPHETSTOW_N P<?RK, LLC 

R & J GRAIN & LIVESTOCK 

R3E Pork LLC 

f Rancho Cantera 

lRANDY EDMUNDS SW__I_NE FARM 

~Ratermann Bros. 

~~avens Live~tockand Farms, Inc. 

~RED OAK HILLSLLC ... 

cRhett Byington .. 

I RICH PORK FARM 

Input Date 
30-Nov-121 

' 30-Nov-12! 

18-Jan-13: 

09-Jan-13 1 

r 30-Nov-12! 
i 

30-Nov-12! 
30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-121 

30-No_v-i2j 
l 30-Nov-12! 

30-Nov-12' 
' 30-Nov-12-

30-Nov-12! 
. ' 

" 
30-Nov-12: 

30-Nov-12j 

f 
30-Nov-12' . - 1 
30-Nov-121 

l 30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-121 
' 30-Nov-12j 

30-Nov-12; 

30-Nov-12 
; 

30-Nov~1£j 

.I. 30-Nov-121 

- -· ·- ·--- .. ·- ... 
30-Nov~121 
30-Nov-12. 

I 30-Nov-12! ., I 
30-Nov-12: 

I 
30-Nov-12: 

30-Nov-12! 
1 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov_-121 
30-Nov-12. 

30-Nov-12l 

18-Jan-13 I 

30-Nov-nl 
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Facility Name 

I RICH-LANE DAIRY FARM 
r 
1RLH Farms Inc 
[Rob Wood Farms, Inc. - - -- . 

[Rodgers, John- Swine 

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

[ROSE ACRES EGG (GERMA_r.JTOWN) 

~SAND RIDGE PORK LLC 

fSAND STONE NORTH LLC _ _ 

I SAND STONE SOUTH LLC 

I
'SANGAMON PRAIRIE PORK, INC. 

Schabacher Swine farm 
lschiedary Farms ... . ..... 
I .. 

iSCHLEYHAHN PORK FARMS 

iscHWARTZKOPF FARMS 

fsEABAUGH PORK 

~eabaughPork Farms _ 

[~eabaugh Pork-Breese 

[SEAMAN PORK 
.. ·-·- . -·- . . -
SF VENTURES, LLC 

SIMPSON FARMS, INC. 

Sims Enterprises, Inc. 

SNE"f.C_f:IER,_LYNDEN FARI\!1 

SOGGY BOTIOM SOW FACILITY 

STEAK CITY 

Stitzel Hog Farm 

f~~::~~~d~:-6~r~::~lity . 

' ,STROUT CROSSING LLC 

fsturtevant Hog Farms 
~ . . . 

f!AYLOR, CHARLES 

'THE HIGHLANDS, LLC 

fTHOMAS,JEFF HOG FARM II __ 

, Timber Ridge Pork 
r - - -·--· 

~
TIMBERLINE LLC- PSM 

Timmermann, Ron_H~g Farm __ _ 

TripleD Farms, Inc. 

Triple VFarms 

1ULRICH,_E_L,ME~FARM ____ _ 

Input Date I 
30-Nov~121 
30-Nov-iil 

30-Nov-nl 

30-Nov-12! 
' 30-Nov-12, 

t 
30-Nov-12: 

30-Nov-12! 
' 

+ 30-Nov-12~ 

! 30-Nov-12i 
i 

30-Nov-12: 

1 
i 30-Nov-12, . I 

30-Nov-12' 
l ) 

' 30-Nov-12! 
' ) 

i 30-Nov-12' 
' . I 

30-Nov-12! ,. 
30-Nov-121 l 1 

i 30-Jan-14, 

30-Nov-12! 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-12! 

30-Nov-12! 

30-Nov-d 
' 30-Nov-121 

. l 
30-Nov-121 

' 30-Nov-12' I 
30-Nov-12: 

' 30-Nov-12• 
I 

30-Nov-12• 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12: 

30-Nov-12 
I 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12 
-·· 

30-Nov-12, 

30-Nov-12] 
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·Facility Name 

fVAREL DAIRY _ 

1VEATCH AND SON$, INC. LIVESTOCK FARM r - . . . 
Walk Stock Farm, Inc. - Umt #2 
~ . . -- -
[WE BEL, RICHARD R. F~RMS INC 

!WEBER BEEF, INC I 
~- . -· ---- ··-. 
iWEBSTER, MARK A.! FARMS INC. 

~WESTERN CREEK FARMS, LLC 

t::~~~d;; ~6~Ycci~~~E:e:~~1dge Datry LLC 

~WILD ROSE FARMS, INC. 

f~ILDCAT FARMS, LLC 

,Wilder Farms (Miller-Davis) r . - .... 
:Wilder Farms Elevator 
~ . . . 

:WILLIAM DUBOIS SWINE FARM 

[WIN f'RODUCTIONS-- BEARDSTOWN 

~::~m~z£N{ ~~~:- _~~Ji_nche_ster 
~WO~DER FA-RM_ - .... 

:WONDERLAND RANCH 
t· .. 

I YOUNG, BOB LIVES!()CK FARM 

t 

i 

l 
j 

Input Date 
30-Nov-121 

i 
30-Nov-12j 

30-Nov-12 1 

30-Nov-12 

30-Nov-12: 

30-Nov-12J 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-121 
30-Nov-12 

i 
30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-12· 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-12' 
I 

30-Nov-12: 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-121 

30-Nov-n! 

30-No~-i2l 
30-Nov-d 

30-Nov-12] 
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