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NPDES General Permit for Storm Water Discharges From Construction Activities
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U.5. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (NPDES)

~ Rocent Additions | Gontact Us | Print Version  Search NPDES: (GO
EPA Homdg > O Home > OWWM Mame = NPOES Home > Starmwater > 801 Application Delall

Construction Activitizs NPDES Topics Alphabstical Index Giossary About NPOES
-2003 Construction

Genearal Permit

Oil and Gas NOI Application Detail

Industrial Activity
~Wulti-Sector General
Permit Notice of Intent (NOI) for Stormwater Discharges Associated with Construction

Activity Under a NPDES Permit
Municipal MS54s

‘Large & Medium

-Small | NOI Submitted Date. January 03, 2008 Status. Active
Date Discharge Aclive: January 10,
Stormwater Outreach | 2008
Materiais I. Permit Number
General Permit Number. COR10000F
TUAse = el Tracking Number for his Project: COR10CK3F

Menu of EMPs

-Urbahized Area Maps | M- Operator Infarmation

Name, HUNT BUILDING COMPANY, LTD.
Street 4401 N, MESA
State

Starmwater Home City: EL PASO X Zip Code. 79902-1107

Fhona: 915-533-1122

ll. ProjectiSite Information

Project/Site Name: AIR FORCE ACADEMY PPV HOUSING

Project Street/Location: 47008 E. PONDEROSA DRIVE
State

City USAF ACADEMY co Zip Coda: 80840
County or similar government subdivisicn; El Paso
Latitude: 38 9929 Longitude: H04 8739
Project Located in Indian country? No Territory:

. Estimated Complation Date
Estimated Start Date: December 10, 2007 Cctober 30, 2009

Estimated Area lo be Disturbed (to the nearest quarter acre). 30.5
IV. SWPPP Information

SWPPP Contact Name: BRUCE JACKSON

Location of SWPPP for viewing: Address In Section Il
Email. BRAD.CASH@HUNTCOMPANIES COM

V. Discharge Information

Receiving Water FOUNTAIN CREEK WATERSHED
Consistent with TMDL Yes

VI. Endangered Species Information

I have satisfied permit eligibility with regard to
protection of endangered species through lhe
indicated secfion of Part 1 B.3.e{2) of the permit
under criterion A .

Vil. NOI Certification Information

Certified By. BRAD CASH Signed? Date: January 03, 2008 |
Yes

Posimark Oate: January 03, 2008

http:/iefn



Exhibit C

Summary of Findings and Corrective Actions

Facility: AFA Privatize Housing
Hunt Building Company, Permittee
Permit #: CORIGCK3F
Inspection Date: 5/5/08 .
Findings | Corrective Action Needed

1. A copy of the permit was not available
on site.

| Part 3.12.A of the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for
Discharges from [Large and Small Construction Activitics
(SW General Permif) states that a “copy of the SWPPP
{including a copy of the permmit), ... must be retained at
the construction site..”

The operator printed out a copy of the permit from the
EPA website while inspectors were on site.

2. The Pine Valley Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) certification page
was not signed. .

Part 3.12.D of the SW General Permit states that all
“SWPPPs must be signed and certified in accordance with
Appendix G, Section 11.

Hunt Bui.ding Company (Hunt) is requested to review and
certify the Pine Valley SWPPP as required by the SW
General Permit. The certification must be submitted to
EPA in Hunt’s response to the ingpection report and this
Summary of Findings.

3. The NOI does not cover all the ground
disturbance activities occurring at Douglass
Valley and Pine Valley. The site map shows
areas where demolition and/or new
construction would occur. Areas where -
renovations/additions were occuming were
not shown on the map and were not included
in the NOI. “Rencvation/addition” as
described by facility representatives includes
building expansion, i.e., foundation
extensions to the existing structure. These
“renovationfaddition” resulted in ground
disturbance activities.

The SWPPPs’ site descriptions state larger
areas of ground disturbance activities than
the area state in the Notice of Intent (NOI).

Part 3.3 of the SW General Permit outlines the “stte and
activity description” required in the SWPPP.”

Hunt is requested to review and update thc SWPPP and
maps to cormrectly state/show all areas of ground
disturbance activities.

In a separate map, Hunt is requested to specifically
identify the areas where “renovation activities” that
caused any ground disturbance occwred or will occur,
including the staging areas. The map should also indicate
if these areas were included in the 30.5 acres identified in
the NOI.

The updated SWPPP and map must be submitted to EPA
m Hunt’s response to the inspection report and this
Summary of Findings.

AFA Privatize Housing
Hunt Building Company
NPDES Inspection Findings
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4. The SWPPPs do not adequately address
controls for non-construction pollutants,
The SWPPP does not identify port-o-lets at
the Douglass and Pine Valley sites. The
port-o-lets and the applicable BMP are not
discussed in the SWPPP, The port-o-lets
were not anchored,

Part 3 4 cf the SW General Permit states the “SWPPP
must include a description of pollutant sources from areas
other than construction...” and “description of controls
and measures that will be implemented.. ™

Hunt is requested to review Part 3.4 of the SW General
Permit and update the SWPPP to include information
regarding port-o-lets and to correct deficiencies in the
implementation of pollutant discharge prevention.
Documentation, including photos, on how this deficiency
is address should be provided in Hunt's response to the
inspection report and this Summary of Findings.

5. The SWPPP does not include the
endangered species review

Part 3.7 of the SW General Permit states that the "SWPPP
must include documentation supporting a determination of
permit eligibility with the Endangered Species.

Hunt is requested to review Part 3.7 of the SW General
Permit and update the SWPPP to include all required
information outlined in Part 3.7. The updated SWPPP
must be sabmitted to EPA in Hunt’s response 1o the
inspection report and this Summary of Findings.

6. The inspection reports indicated the
BMPs that needed repair, The reports did
not document if all the areas of ground
disturbance activities were inspected or if all
the BMPs that should have been
implemented were inspected.

Part 3.10.G of the SW General Permit outlines the
minimum elements for the inspection report.

Hunt is requested to review Part 3.10.G of the permit and
include &)l the required information in each inspection
report. A copy of the inspection format should be
submitted in the response to the inspection report and
Summary of Findings. Copies of all inspections
conducted in May and Junc 2008 should be included in
the response.

7. Hunt obtains weather data from the
“weather underground website.”

The AFA is a very large area and weather patterns may
differ throughout the AFA. EPA recommends that Hum
maintain a weather gage at each site (Douglass Valley and
Pine Valley) to confirm the precipitation data obtained
from the website,

AFA Privatize Housing
Munt Bullding Company
NIPDES Lnspection Findings
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8. Section 2.c. of the Douglass Valley
SWPPP and Section 2.c. of the Pine Valley
SWPPP state that Hunt “has responsibility
under the Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
System (MS4) permit for coordinating the
implementation of appropriate erosion and
sediment control best management practices
for construction activities that are required to
minimize the risk of storm water
contamination.”

The EPA inspectors do not have information of an MS4
permit issued to Hunt for storm water activities at the
AFA. Therefore, Hunt is requested to respond to the
following questions:

a. Does Hunt have an MS4 permit or is it a co-permittee
to an MS4 permit for storm water activities at the AFA?
If so, please provide the permit application, notification of
the permit number, a copy of the MS4 SWPPP, and the
last annual report.

b. If Hunt has an MS4 permit, how did Hunt coordinate
with the AFA? Specifically,

[) Is the coverage area in the MS4 permit for the entire
Douglass Valley (290 acres) and Pine Valley (212 acres)
or only the 30.5 acres stated in the Notice of Intent (NOI)
for COR10CK3F?

2) Is therz land (that is not part of the housing area and/or
subject to the AFA’s jurisdiction) between Douglass
Valley and Pine Valley? Provide a map showing the
location of Douglass Valley and Pine Valley and any
other housing area at AFA where Hunt may have current
or future activities.

3) Are the boundaries of Douglass Valley and Pine
Valley specifically delineated to state who has
responsib:lity to implemented the Hunt MS4 permit, and
4) What are Hunt’s specific responsibilities for
implementing its MS4 permit at Douglass Valley and Pine
Valley?

¢. If Hunt does not have an MS4 permit, what does the
language "has responsibility under the Municipal Separate
Storm Sewer System (MS4) permit...” mean?

d. If Hunt does not have an MS4 permit, what
coordination has been done with the AFA. (The AFA has
an MS4 permit and is responsible for the all drainage and
storm water systems within the AFA.)

1) Provide the dates and any documentation of meeting(s)
with the AFA on coordination effort(s).

2) Provide information on the parties/persons that
attended the coordination meetings, etc.

3) What agreements/procedures/process have been
rcached to ensure compliance with the AFA’s MS4
permit?

AFA Privatize Housing
Hunt Building Company
NPDES Inspection Findings
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9. The following BMP deficiencies were
observed:

- The sediment logs were not trenched in to
prevent sediment from going beneath the
logs,

- The sediment logs may. not have been the
appropriate BMP in the staging area where
sand was observed beneath and outside the
sediment logs. There was no BMP around
another sand pile that was upstream from a
storm drain,

- Rock socks casings were torn/damaged,

- storm drains in the swales at Pine Valley
were not protected from the construction
debris, especially from the asbestos
contamination due to the demolition
activities, and

- Sediment loading onto the streets in
Douglass Valley and Pine Valley.

Part 3.13 of the SW General Permit states that “.. all
control measures must be properly selected, installed, and
maintained in accordance with any relevant manufacturer
specifications and good engineering practices... [f
sediment escapes the construction site, off-site
accumulations of sediment must be removed at a
frequency sufficient to minimize off-site impacts.”

Hunt is requested to review all BMPs on site and correct
any deficient BMPs. Documentation, including photos on
when and how the BMPs were corrected must be provided
in Hunt’s response to the inspection report and this
Summary of Findings.

Hunt must include a review of any discharge of asbestos
material to the drainage to West Monument Creek.
Documentation of this review must be provided in the
response to this report. If a cleanup ts necessary, the
schedule for the cleanup must also be provided.

AFA Privatize Housing
tlunt Building Company
NPDES Inspection Findings
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United States Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, 0.C. 20460

Water Comphliance Inspection Report

“EPA

Section A: National Data System Coding (i.e., PCS)

Transaction Code NPDES yrimo/day Inspection Type Inspector Fac Type

2] slclolrl1[olelx |3l Flrr  r2|afs o [s]o| 5] 13~ 9| R| 20| F|
Remarks

.2 N N I I T O (N O O -

Inspeetion Work Days  Facility Self-Moenitoring Evaluation Rating BI QA e e RSO VO - e e

87| 69 7o 71| 72| 73 74 2= I I I I O -

Scction B: Facility Data

Name and Location of Facility Inspected(For industriof users discharging to POTW, afso include POTW Pesmit Effective Dale

neie and NPDES permit number)

Entry Time/Date

Hunt Building CO
AF Pr\mtl/cdbl'lousmo Project
AFA, CO 808

2:12 pm 5/5/08

Exil Time/Date Permit Expiration Date

§:53 pn 5/5/08

Uruee Jackson, Project Superintendent

Name(s) of On-Site Representative(s) Title(s)yPhone and Fax Number(s)

- Gary Bain, Project Superintendent (beginning 5/8/08) 91356030668 {ccli)

Other Facility Data (e.g., SIC NAICS, and other
descriptive informetion)

SIC Code: 1522
Lat/Long: 39.99207N/104.85679W

Name, Address of Responsibie Official/Tile/Phone and Fax Number

Rrad Cash, Projecl Manager Contacted
4401 N Mcsa
it Paso, TX 79902 XYes No

Section C: Areas Evaluated During Inspection (Check only those areus evaluated)

Permit

Self-Monitoring Program

Pretrcatment

Records/Reports

Compliance Schedules

MS4

Pollution Prevention

IFacility Site Review

Laboratory X

Effluent/Receiving Waters

Operations & Maintenance

Storm Water

Combined Sewer Overflow

Flow Mceasurement

Sludge Handling/Disposal

Sanitary Sewer Qverllow

D CAFO

Scction D: Summary of Findings/Comments
{Aitach additional sheets of narrative and checklists, including Single Event Violation codes, us necessary)

Lix fagclﬁ{l/l\ww—/

1593 Wyknocep St
Cenver, CO 80202 303-6095  Fax: 303-312-7202

Inspector Agency/Cffice/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

‘ 1595 Wynkocp St. L {7)0{ oY
Lee Hanley Dienver, CO 80202 303-312-6555 Fax: 303-312-7202
Inspector Agency/Office/Phone and Fax Numbers Date

Q A Reviewel
Darcy O'Conn 5 f"/\ Z T

Agency/Office/Phene and Fax Numbers
15935 Wykaoop St
Denver, CO 80202 Fax: 303-312-7202

6|20 l0%
Dateéf /—%i _C} L’c‘:

EPA Form 3560 | lela




NPDES Storm Water Inspection - Construction

= — ——
A Natioasl Dutabase information Generai
li Inspection Tw_rp:! storm waler | Inspectar Mame Loe Hanley
. MPDES D Numbes COR 1DCKAF Telephone 303-312-6555
Ingpection Dawe 5/5/08 Inspector Nam Liz Fagen
Inspectar Typo
feirele ame) EPA Telephone 302-312-6005
EPA State Cversighi | Fatry Time, 242 pm
Fuchlicy Type
r (eirele one) Residential [Exit Time 6:53 pm
o —
Facility Location Information
Mame/Lacation Malling | Mail Report to:
Address | Hunt Building Company
47008 E. Ponderosa Dr.
USAFA, CO 80840
GPS Coordinates Latinde | 39.99207N Longitude | 104.85679W

Rycviving Water(s)

Douglass Valley ~AFA {storm draing) M54 10 Monument Creek
Pine Valley - storm drains and swales lo drainage 10 West Monument Creek:

Dristurbed Arca | 305 acres per | Suart Die 1amsa Stop Date atill in eonstruction
xO1 {10709 per NOIL)
———— s = e |
Contact Information
Name(s) Telephone
{| Mamels) and Rolefs) of All Panies | Hunt Building Company
| Meeting the Definition of Operator
Facility Contact | Gary Bain, Project Manager/Superintendent (beginning 5/8/08) TI9-£72-8569 112 (office)
Bruce Jackson, Project Engineer 915-603-0668 {cell)
Ben Mendoza, Project Engineer
Authorized Officiuliy) | Brad Cash, Project Manager
—— —
Tl Site Information:
Mmure of Project Commereiali Stary/
Residential Industrial Roadway ~ Private Federal Municipal Cither
Construction Clearing/ Rough Build|ng Final Final
Stage Grubhing Grading Infrastructure Canst. Grading Stabilization
L Permit Coverage Y N r I SWPPP Prepared & Available] ¥ N
Permit Type| General Individual | SWPPP Contenis Satisfactory] Y
Permil notice/sign visibly posted| N - Facility had the NOI SWPPP Implementation Sarisfactory. ¥ | N
including: copy of NOI, contact name & | spplication withoul the permit
phone number, location of SWFPF anumber. L
|
NOf Date  01/D3/08 | SWPPP Daie| 124707
Il applicable, is waiver centification &
epproval on fle? MIA Intenrionally left blank
—_—




NPDES Storm Water Inspection - Construction

-

SWPPP Review
General Motes:

Is there 8 SWPPP? ¥ )

SWPPP completed prior to NOI submission? Y NOU dated 173/08, SWPPP dated 1274707, SWPPP signed on 12/5107. |
_?_‘op_-, of permit langusge? A copy of the permit was not available on site. The operutors printed
'| N | outacopy from the EPA webaite, while inspeciors were on sile
| 15 SWPPP consisient with state/riballocal Construction project on Federal land and & Federzl NPDES permit

regulstions and permits? NA apylics.

SWPPP updniced to incorporaie changes 1o Construction project on Federal lnnd and Federal NPDES permat

State, Tribal, Local erosion plans? NA applies.

Fave eopics of inspection reports/al] other [Projecy siill under consiruction,

documentation been retained a5 parl of the
SWIEPP for 3 years from date permit coverege

Expirey? NA

Is ncopy ol the SWFPP on sile or mude

nvailable? ¥ )

Did all “operators™ signfcertify the SWPPP? There jsa SWPPP for Douglass Valley and one fir Pine Valley, The
SWPPPs designate Hunl Building Company (Flunt) as the operutor [or
each site. The Letter of Certification was not signed for Pine Valley: i

N | wassgned for Dougless Valloy

Site Description Notes:
SWPPP (denufics potennal sources of
pullution'! L
SWPPP idcntifics all aperators and thelr mreas SWPPP ldemifies Hunt as the peneral congractor und
of cantrol? [irad Cash, as the conlaet

Secuon 2:¢ of the Douglass Valley SWPPP and Scction 2ig, of the Fine
Valley SWPPP state that Hent “has responsibility under the Municipal
Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) peemit far coardinnting the
implementation of appropriste crosion and sediment control bes
management practices for construction ectivitics that ane required 1o
minimize the rizk of slorm waler contarmingion ™

The EPA inspectors are nol aware of an M54 permin sssusd 10 1lup

The AFA has an M54 for the entire AFA Base. According to the AFA
Environmental Office, there has been no coordination between Hunt and
the AFA on storm water or olher the énvironmentsl issues. Thu
Inspection repar will ask Hunt o explain the Section 2o language m

N | the Dougluss and Pine Valley SWFPPs.

Is there a site description™ There wre two SWPPPs, one for Douglass Valley und one lor fine
¥ Valley See below on the issues regarding the site deseription

Naiurelsequence of construcilon activity? ¥




NPDES Storm Water Inspection- Construction

Site Description

Notes:

Total area of site and 1ol area to be dismurbed?

The NOE stres 30.5 acres would be disturbed. The NOD1 docs nol
melude arcas where renovations'sdditions were alio occuming. The
N0 dots not appear 16 cover all the ground disturbance activitics
pecurring al Douglass Valley and Pine Valley

The Daugluss Valley SWRPP stites the project areu consist of T80 sures
in the main Dougloss Valley arca. 100 seres i the ofTicer's quarters.
and 10 weres inthe New Douglass Valley wren. The sne map shows
aregs where demalition andior new constriclion would occur. Arcus
where renavationd/additions were occurting are niol highlighted on the
map and £ot included in the NO|.

The construction activitics at Pinc Valley arc in three stases. The Mt
phase would include the demolition of single family units on 32 acrex
The sie map shows the demolition and construction of onc bunlding.
The SWPPP, however, smied no construction acuvilics arg planned for
Pine Yalley,

Is there o genernl locutinn map?

-

A locatlon mup was posted an the teall wall. The SWPPP does nol
reforence Lhis map

is thore u 0t map?

A living map was posted on the traller walla

Drsinage putterns/outialis on siie map?

The drainage pattern for the storm draind are noted in (e Frogsion &
Sediment Control Plan.

Agen of g0l distorhance on site map?

The living map shows the location ol where constuction nctivitis in
Douglass Valley and where demolition a1 Pine Valley zre occurring
The operntors indicated where “renovation”™ acliviiies weorc coourmng,
these activities are net eonsidered ground disturbance activitics in the
SWIPP

l.ccation of major structural controls on site
map?

However, the BMPs installed and specificalions changes were not
updmed on the Erosion Control Plans or on the living map. References
to the Erosion Contral Plan or the living map arc not m the SWIEPP.

Location of storm water discharges (o 3 surface
water an she mep?

Mo swiface water was identified on the SWPPP manps

Lucation of matersals or equipment storage on
gite mup (on-site or off-tie)?

The living maps showed the location for stockpile managemeni. solid
and demolition wastc management, arcas (o handimg and disposal o
vonerole and cement, and materiul delivery areas.

Location/deseription industrial activities?

Mo (ndustrial sctivity 13 occurning with (g project.

Mame of Recerving water(s) or MS4 [iuted?

Soction 4 s(2)iii of the Pine Valley SWPPP states.discharge 15 10 Wes|
Monument Creck and an unmamed (ntermitient stream drain and
eventually to Monument Creek. Section 4.2 {2}l of the Duuglass
Valloy SWPPP states drainage is 1o Douglass Valley Stream, then 1o

| Monument Creck ond cventually to Fogntain Creek.

Doci the SWPPP include dates of major

groding activities, empurary/permancni
consiruetion cessation, and initition af
stabilization practices?

Both SWPPPs include sequence and durstion of construction and
demolition nctivities, Hunt slso maintaing “Consruction Achivitics
Records” Lt provide specific dates of when the zctivities occurred

Endangered Species Documentation?

E

The SWPFP wxt referenced o letter documenung compihiance with the
endangerod or thezatened specics review requirement Review of the
reference lener indicated that the Tacllity will coordinate with thie AIFA
on this review. As of the date of the EPA Inspection, there hus beep niy
coordinalion with AFA on the Hunl project therefore, no endangered
specicd documenied review,
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NPDES Storm Water Inspection- Construction

Controls 1o Reduce Pollutants

Motes;

Does the SWPPP include a description of all
podlution control measurcs (BMPs) that will be
implermenied lo contral pollulsnts n stommi
water discharges. including scouence and
which operator responsibie for
implementation’!

| The BMPs used mt bath Douglass Valley and Pine Vallay sites are

déseribed in the SWPPPs and are identified on thie living map

Does lhe SWPPP include a deseription of
interim and permanentstabilization praciices
{c.g., sceding, mulehing, nprap for the sig)?

The SWPPP stated stabilization measues shall be mitinted no more than
14 days nlter construction activities have ceased

Docs the SWPPP Identify the contractor(y) and
timing by which srabilization praciices will be
implementcd?

The SWPPP huad genersl descriptions on wihat stabilizstion practices will
b implemented

Does the SWPIP include & deseniption of
structyrn practices (¢.g., vehicls track-out, silt
fenees, sediment traps, storm drain inket
protection) for the site?

Diaes the SWPPP tdentfy the contractor(s) and
tming by which struciurad praciices will be
implemenied?

The SWPP provided general timelines for BMP implementation but
was not updated for changed conditions (i.c ., asbestos debris 1o slorm
draing in Pine Valley),

Docs the SWPPE identify storm water
menagemeni measures 10 address storm water
runoff once the consruction is completed (e.g.,
retention ponds, velocity dissspation controls)?

Mo managemeni measurements specificd after construction &
completed,

The SWPPP for Pine Valley indicated only demalitlon would seeer, no
construction: According 1o Himt representatives, the AFA'S
Superiniendents house will be built once demolition by completed,

The Pine Valley and Douglass Valley will be managed by “privaized
housing” not the AFA. No information 5 included in the SWPFP on
how storm waler will be managed by the "privatized housing” entity

Doet SWPPP describe measures ta provent
discharge of dredge/fill matcrials to waters of
the LLS.T Docs silc have 404 permin?

NA

Doce SWPPP describe measures 1o minimize
ofT-site vehicle tracking and generation of dust?

Bocs SWPPP describe controls for pollulants
from storage of construction or waste
malerinly!

Docs the SWPPP describe controls for
pollutants fram non-construction activities?

g

Docys SWPPP idemiify allowable non-storm
waict dizcharges?

Por-o-lets were not identified in the SWPPP

[focs SWPPP casurc implementation of
poliution prevention measures for non-storm
water discharges?

SWEPP idantified dust control water.




NPDES Storm Water Inspection- Construction

Is SWPPP revised when BMPs added/modified
within 7 days afler inspection reveals
problems?

The Pine Valley SWPPP states the SWPPP shall be amended whenever
there is 2 change in design, construction, operation, maintenance at the
construction site. The SWPPP was not amended 10 note the asbestos
contaminetion due to the demolition ¢fforts. The SWPPP was not
amended to indicate that consiruction will in fact occuar at Pine Valley
(as noted In the site map).

The Douglas Valley SWPPP does not include the “renovation™ activities
that include additions o existing building thal resulted in ground

N | disturbance activities.
Inspections Notes: .

Inspections performed once every 7 days, or The SWPPPs state inspections would be conducted once every seven

cvery 14 days within 24 hours of a rain event (7) calendar days. The records showed inspections were conducled

greater 0.577 Y every 7 days,

[nspections performed by qualificd persennel? The SWIPPs states Bruce Jackson is the designated SWPPP inspector.
The SWPPPs states Mr. Jackson has three years in the construction
industry involving a varicty of earthwork projects and is familiar with

Y crasion and sediment control techniques.

All disturbed areas and/or used for storage and The facility had an inspection form. FHowever, the report only noted

exposed 10 rain inspecied? when BMP repairs were needed, not where the BMP deficiencies were

unknown | obscrved and need repair.

All pollution control measures inspected to The facility had an inspection form. However. the report only noted

ensure proper operation? unknown | when BMP repairs were needed, not what BMPs .

All discharge locations inspected if accessible, The facility had an inspection form. However, the report enly noted

or if not accessible, are ncarby downstream unknown | when BMP repairs were needed.

locations inspected? :

| Entrance/exit inspected for off-site tracking, The facility had an inspection form. However, the report only neted
unknown | when BMP repairs were necded,

tnspection report contain all required items and The permit states that a record of cach inspection and ol any action

certified? taken in accordance with the inspection reguirements must be retained
as parl of the SWPPP. In addition, the inspection report must at ¢
minimum include the location(s) of BMPs that need Lo be maintained,
locations(s) of BMPs that failed to operator as designed or proved
inadequate for a particular location.

The facility had an inspection form. thereports occasionally provided
general descriptions on the lecation of the BMP needing repair. The
N reports did not indicate when the repair or replaced BMP occurred.




NPDES Storm Water Inspection - Construction

Site Description/Review:

Site Description :

The Hunt Building Company, L' TD (Flunt) is demolishing existing building, renovating other building, and constructing some
buildings in two housing areas within the Air Force Academy:

Douglass Valley:

Douglass Valley is 180 acres o the main Douglass Valley area, 100 acres in the officer’s quarters, and 10 acres in the New Douglass
Valiey, The project will construction 33 new single-family homes, renovate 299 single family units and demaolish approximately 139
single family units, Douglass Valley is tocated on the south central part of the AFA, south of Academy Drive and souh of the base golf
course.

Pine Valley: ‘

Pine Valley is approximalely 212 acres. Approximately 494 single-family units would be demolished in three phases (52, 90, 70 acres
respectively) starting December 2007 and completed in 2011, Pine Valley is located on the southern side of the AT'A, south of Pine
Drive and west of the Might tinc and the Air Academy High School, The SWPPP stales that no construction activitics are planned for
Pine Valley. The SWPPP map. however, shows one new construction, ine Dean’s Quarter. The SWPPP doces not recognize demolition
as a ground disturbance activity. Further, the SWPPP, p 6, states no COP is required because the project is located on USAFA grounds,

The NOI states the csiimated disturbed area is 30,5 acres. The above site description i5 not consistent with the NOL

The area in Douglass Vallcy drains to storm drains that eventually discharge te Morument Cresk. The Pine Valley arca drains 1o
swales and storm drains thal flow to West Manument Creek and then to Monument Creek. Monument Creek and West Manument
Creek arc tribularies to Fountain Creek,

The Hunt activities are conducted independent of any review or coordination with the AFA’s Environmental Office {in the Civil
Engineer’s Office). Drainage within the AFA is part the AFA’s M84. Thre storm draing within Douglass Valley and Pine Valley arc all
part of the AFA’s MS4; the Crvirenmental Office manages and reports on this MS4 to EPA.




NPDES Storm Water Inspection- Construction

—— —
HSWFPP Review \
—_— —_—

—
SWPPP Iimplementation/Site Review:

Mr. lackson will be lcaving the site on 3808, Mr. Gary Bain will assume project management of the site ut tha lime iy well uy
conduct the siorm waler inspecrions. Mr. Bain obtained siorm water traiming from ihe contractor who preparcd the SWPPP for the
Algesis [otel Housing Project

The NOI and the Douglas Valley SWPPP appeat 16 include anly arcas were new vertical consiruction will occur. The maps heghligh
where this new vertical construction will ocour. Thers are areas in the Douglass Valley maps thar are not hightighted where
“renovations” arcfwill occur “Renovation™ means injerior wpgrading of the building and expansion of the exisiing buildings {which
includes 1o A large degres with an extension of the building's foundation). Therefore, there were ground disturiance activities
associated with these “renovation” elforis, The NOY, therelore, did not include the ground disturbance activitics sssociated with 1he
renpvalion efforis.

The SWEPH states thet “if dirt or soil accumulates in local sireets due to this project, the operator shall clean those areas by the end ol
the warkday” Sediment loading on streets m Dougluss Valley and on Blasbelle Dr/Dogwood Dr. and Pine Loop in Pine Valley were
observed (see photos 12, 16, 17, and 29). The facility representutive stated that sediment loading in Pine Valley occurred the previous
day (although no work has occurred al this site since the project wus “shut down™ since 2726/08 duc Lo the asbestos issues), The
sediment loading in Douglass Valluy oceurred the previous day (or days) based on the commuents from the site reprosentatives

The port-o-fetd were not anchared, Port-o-lets were ohagrved jn Dovglass Valley and Pine Valley.

Mo concrele washout area his been designated The site representatives iidicaled the focztion Tor o washout uren will be noted on the
map when a8 decsion 15 made for s use.

The SWPPP called for sediment (0gs 1o be placed across open drainage d'tches or around drain mles. The inspectors abserved the
straw waddle on curbs where construction of renovation setivitles were accurring, and around sand piles. However, the sediment [ogs
were nod trenched in 1o prevent sediment (rom going heneath the logs. The straw waddles may not have been the appropriate HM Y
arouny sand piles deposited on the street (3¢ photo 9) and where sand was observed beneath and outside the siraw waddles. There was
no BMPs around another sand pile that was upstream from & stonm drain {sec photos 4 and 5).

The mambenance of control section of the SWPPP (Part 5.2.(2) states that of site inspections identify BMPs that are not operating
effectively, mamisnance shall be performed by the operator &3 soon as possible and before the nexi storm event whenever posstbic to
maintain continued effectivensss. The mspeciors ohserved storm drains with tom rock spcks (see photo Tund B). Since thy inspection
report did not recard the condition of 3MPS, and location of deficient BMPs it is difficult 1o determine how and when the Tacility is
complying with permit and SWPPP

Al Pine Valley, demolition had ccaved since Fcb 26, 2008 duc to asbesios shatcment issucs. The storm drans in the swilles wéng not
protected from the construchion debris including asbestos conlamination since the demolition staried in late Januaey 2008 or since work
crased in st Feb. This swile drsing diregtly 10t the West Monument Creek dramage (soe phoios 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22 Note ihe
construction debns and the ground disturbance uphill and adincent 1o the storm drain in photo 1§

Note: The entire Douglass Valley and Pine Valley construction. demalition, andfor renovalion areas were not inspected, Because of
the labeness of the workday and the projeet size, the site representatives and inspectors went 1o various locations to observe the types of
activities that ware ocourring und the types and condition of BMPs that were implemented. The inspectors observed the same
conditions as they drove by other parts of the project The photos are examnles of what was observed. they represent the conditions
eceurming and the msues observed ol Douglngs Vailey and Mine Valley.
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