
Expedited Settlement Offer Worksheet 
Deficiencies Form 

Consult instructions regarding ellglbi!ity criteria 
and procedures prior to use 

version 10."3.4 

LEGAL NAME AND MARING ADDRESS OF OPERATOR 
John Burggraf 
Hughes General Contractors 
900 North Redwood Rd. 
North Salt Lake, UT 84054 

Tele hone Number 
801-292·1411 

NPOES Permit Number 
UTR370389 

Inspector Name: Ste hanie DeJon 
Inspector Agency: US EPA 

f--~~---------------------------------aEntrance Interview Conducted: Yes 
Exit Interview Conducted: Yes 
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Logan High School~ Hughes General Contractors 
162W100S 

Exit Interview given to: Lar Woodruff, Tim Sobotka, J. Noorda 
Exit lnterview time: 11 :OO Date: 07/12/2016 
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Lo an, UT 84321 

FACILITY DESCRIPTION/ CONTACT NAMES 

Name of Site Contact (ESO Worksheet recipient): John Burggraf 

John Burggraf, 
Name of Authori>:ed Official 40 CFR 122.22: Vice President 

Ins ect!on Date: 07/12/2016 
Start Construction Date: 03/22/2016 

Estimated Com letion Construction Data: 12/21/2017 
If Un ermitted, Number of Months Un ermitted; 0 

Name of Recelvin Water Bod Indicate whether 303 d listed : Utile L an River 
Acres Current! Disturbed Acres to be Olsturb&d In Whol11 Common Plan: 13, 75 

Has Operator Requested Ralnrall Eroslvlty or TMDL Waiver per 44 CfR 122.26(bl(15)? o 

PERMIT COVERAGE 
Operator unpermitted for one month (# months 
unpermitted equals number of violations). Discharge 
without a permit. 

SWPPP not prepared (If no SWPPP, leave 
elements 5- 30 blank 
SWPPP prepared but prepared after construction 
start (# of months =#of violations) 
SWPPP does not identify all potential sources of 
pollution to Include: porta-pottys, fuel tanks, staging 
areas, waste containers, chemlcal storage areas, 
concrete cure, paints, solvents, etc.,. 

Findings 
Citation 
Reference .. 
CWA 301 

UCGP 7.1 1 

UCGP7.U 

UCGP 7.2.6.a 

7 SWPPP does not identify all operators for the 
project sl!e and the areas of the site over which 
each o erator has control 

UCGP7.1.1 

8 SWPPP does not have site description, as follows: The following nndings were not included 
in the site map: 

f-Acr.Nc,c,,=,=,=,01=a=ot=1,"1t""'10=,=,=,=,=,=1=10=0=--------ja. The equipment storage yard north of 
8 Intended se uence of ma·or activities 100 S (photos 841-843): 

f-'C,f.TCoefacl<dcis71"
0,Sb,ed~acern"'a",="'-""'==-----jb. The property boundary or the extents 

f-,Dc/-,Gc,"0",craclclo"~=ctio"o"cm"a=~---------jof construction activities or where earlh· 
ccEs;,Seit,e0m0a=ies0o0o0t 0io0ci0,0d0ad=io0S0W=P0P0P". -----~disturbing activities will occur; UCGP 7.2.5 

13.75 

R No. of 
C Deficien• 
A* cies 

Dollar 
Amount 
$500,00 = 

$5,000.00 = 

$75.00 = 

$250.00 = 

$500,00 

$100.00 = 
$100.00 :: 
$500.00 = 

Total 



F Site map does not-show drainage patterns, slopes, c Approximate slopes before and after UCGP 7.2.5 Yes 5 $50,00 a S250 

areas of disturbance, locations of major controls, major grading acti'lities: 
structural practicesshown, stabilization practices, d Locations where sediment, so,I, or 
offsite materials, waste, borrow or equipment other construction materials will be 
storage ageas, surface waters, discharge points, stock.piled, Stockpiles were observed on 
areas of final stabilization (count each omission the site (photos 833 and 839): and 
under 8F as 1 violaiion} e. Topography of the site or drainage 

patterns, 

G Location/description industrial activities, like UCGP 7,2.5.a.vii $500.00 a 

concrete or asphalt batch plants 

9 SWPPP does not 
A Describe all pollution control measures (e.g. BMPs) UCGP 7.2.9 $750.00 a 

B Describe sequence for implementation UCGP7.24 $250.00 a 

C Detail onerator s resnonsible for im lamentation UCGP 7.2. 1 S250.00 a 

10 SWPPP does not desciibe interim stabilization UCGP 2.2 & $250.00 -
practices 7.2.9.c 

10 SWPPP does not describe permanent stabilization UCGP 2.2 & $250,00 -
practices 7.2.9 

12 SWPPP does not describe a schedule to implemant No final stabilization with estimated start UCGP 7-2.4.d Yes 1 $250 00 . $250 

slabrlization practices dates and duration was discussed in the 
SWPPP: and 

13 Following dates are not recorded: maJor grading $250,00 a 

activilfes: construction temporarily or permanently 
ceased; stabilization measures inltiated (count each 
omission under 13 as 1 violation) 

" SWPPP does not have description of structural UCGP 2.1 3a-b & $500.00 a 

practices to divert flows from exposed soils, retain 7.2.9.a 
flows, or limit runoff from ex nosed areas 

'5 SWPPP does not have a description of measures $500.00 -
that will be installed during \he construction process 
to control pollutants in storm water discharges that 
will occur AFTER construction operations have 
been com lated 

16 SWPPP does not cjescribe measures 10 prevent $500.00 a 

discharge of solid materials to waters of the US. 
excer t as authoriied bv 404 nermit 

17 SWPPP does not describe measures to minimize off UCGP 2.1.2.c, $500.00 a 

slta vehicle tracking and generation of dust 2.U.e,& 
7.2.9,a iil 

" SWPPP does not include description of construction Pollutant-generating activities were not UCGP 7.2.6.b. Yes 1 $250.00 a $250 

or waste materials expecl?d to be stored on site discussed In the SWPPP. A concrete 7,2. 10.b. & 
w/uµdates re: controls used to reduce pollutants washout, concrete mixers. port·o-lets, 2.3.3,c 
from these materials end dumpsters were observed on.site 

1-holos 834. 851, 846-847, and 8571. 
19 SWPPP does not have description of pollutant UCGP 1,3.3 & $500.00 a 

sources from areas other than construction (asphalt 7-2.6.a 
or concrete plants) wl updates re: controls to reduce 
pollutants from these materials 

20 SWPPP does not identify allowable sources of non- No sources of allowable non-stormwater UCGP 1,3.4 & Yes 1 $500,00 a $500 
storm weterdischargas listed in subpart 1.3.8 of the discharges were listed in the SWPPP. 7.2.7 
CGP Sources include irrigation water to be 

used Where landscaping was being done 
along 100 Sand dust suppression water; 

21 SWPPP does not identify/ensure implementation of Pollutution prevention measures for non- UCGP 1.3.4, Yes ' $500.00 a $500 
pollution prevention measures for non-storm water stormwater discharges were not 7.2.7, & 7,2.9.a 
discharaes addressed In the SWPPP, 
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Endangered Species Act documentation is not in 
SWPPP 
Historic Properties (Reserved) 
Copy of permit and/or NOi not in SWPPP (count 
each omission under 24 as 1 violation) 
SWPPP is not consistent with requirements 
specified In applicable sediment and erosion site 
plans or site permits. or storm waler management 
plans or site permits approved by State, Tribal or 
local officials (e.g., MS4 requireffients) 

SWPPP has not been updated to remain consistent 
with changes applicable !o protecting surface waters 
111 State, Tribal or locsl erosion plans 

Coples of inspection reports have nol been retained 
as part of the SW PPP tor 3 years from dale permit 
coverane terminates 
SWPPP has not been updated/modified to refiect 
change at site effecting discharge, or where 
inspections identify SWPPP/8MPs es Ineffective, 
updates to SWPPP regarding modifications to 
8MPs not made within 7 days of such inspection 
(count each omission under under 28 as 1 violation) 

Copy of SWPPP not retained on s1le 

A SWPPP not made available upon request 

SWPPP not signed/certified 

1-+-::I . • 
" 

32 

Inspections no! performed and documented at least 
once every 14 days and within 24 hours after storm 
event greater than 0.5 inches or greater (not 
required if. temp stabili'zatron: runoff unlikely due to 
winter conditions; construction during arid periods in 
arid areas) {Count each failure to inspect and 
document as one violation) 

No inspections conducted and documented (if 
True. then leave elements 32-39 blanki 
Number of Inspections expected if performed 
evarv 7 davs: 
Number of Inspections expected if performed bi­
waekl: 
lf known, number of days of rainfall of >0.5'' 

Inspections not conducted by qualified personnel 

The site map did not reflect the site. For 
example. the equipment storage yard 
north of 100 S was not depicted on the 
sfte map (photos 841-!}43). Although 
some stormwater controls were shown 
on the site map, they did not reflect the 
control observed at the site during !he 
inspection. For example, there was no 
vehicle tracking control where shown on 
the site map (photos 834, 835. 844, and 
845), 

Not all inspectlo'ns occurred every 7 
days, which was the inspection 
frequency selected by Hughes as 
indicated by the SWPPP. Between the 
619116 inspection and the 6117/16 
inspec\ion. 8 days lapsed. Between the 
6123/16 inspection and the 718116 
inspection, 15 days lapsed. It is 
unknown what frequency the inspections 
occurred at between 4/9116 and 5113116, 
because the reports did not include an 
inspection date. 

Inspections were not performed by 
qualified, certified personnel. The 
SWPPP did not indicate that personnel 
were trained Larry Woodruff stated that 
he had not been trained in slormwater, 
and he was conducting inspections. 
Fifteen inspections were reviewed. 

S500.00 = 

UCGP7.2.1 & S250.00: 
7.2.16 

UCGP 7A1.a 

UCGP4.U.c& 
5,4.3 

UCGP 5.4.2.b & 
7.4.1 

UCGP7,1.1 & 
7.3 
UCGP7.3 

UCGP 7,2.15 

2 

$750.00 = 

$250.00 = 

$500.00 "' 

S50.00 "' 

$500.00 "' 

$500.00 = 

$500,00 = 

Subtotal SWPPP Deficiencies 

UCGP 4.1,2. 
4.1.3, 4.1.4, 
4.1.7, 7.2.11.b, & 
7,2.11.c 

Yes 

... -

> ,.,.,.... 
UCGP4.1.1,6,& Yes 
7.2.12 

2 S250.00 = 

FALSE Tn.ie or 

15 $50.00 = 

$100 

$1,850 

S500 

$750 



'3 All areas disturbed by construction activity or used UCGP 4,J_S_a & $50,00 a 

for storage of materials and which exposed to 4 1.5.c 

lnreci itation not insnected 
34 All pollution control measures not inspected to Observations indicate the Hughes UCGP 4.1.5,b & Yes 3 $50.00 a $150 

ensure proper operation Inspector did not check whether all 4, 1-6 
erosion and sediment controls arid 
pollution prevention con!rols·were 
installed, appeared to be operational, 
and were working as intended to 
minimize pollutant discharges. 
Observations indicate the Hughes 
inspector did not determine if any 
controls needed to be replaced, 
repaired, or maintained. The inspection 
reports contained a section to list the 
stormwater controls that were installed. 
This was blank on the inspectiorl reports 
for 5119/16, 5/26116, and 612116. During 
the EPA'S inspection. trackout was 
observed with no vehicle tracking 
control, and dumpsters were not covered 
(photos 834-835, 841. 844-845, 850. 
852. and 858). The·concretewashout 
had concrete spilled around it, and there 
was concrete spilled on \he ground· 
around the concrete mixers (photos 848 
and 857), 

35 Discharge locations are not observed and inspected Part4.1.5.e $50.00 a 

36 For discharge locations that are not accessible. sso.oo a 

nearb" locations are not ins cted 
37 Entrance/exit not inspected for off-site tracking UCGP 4.1.5 & $50.00 -

4.1.6 

3e S1te inspection report does not include: date, name No lnspactTon date was included on the UCGP4.1.7, Yes " $50 00 a $750 

and quallfica!ions of inspector, weather Information, reports between 4/9/16 and 5113116. 4.1.6, & 5,4 
location of sedimenVpollutant discharge, BMP(s) What was assumed to be the 5/26/16 
requiring maintenance, BMP(s) lhal have failed, Inspection report included this date 
BMP(s) that are needed, corrective action required beside the review signature, but the 
including changes/updates to SWPPP and Inspection date was left blank No 
schedule/dates {count each omission under 38 as 1 corrective actions were taken accord;ng 
v;o1stion) lo the inspection reports balween 

3124/16 and 7/8/16. Larry Woodruff 
stated h~ had noted that some 
corrective actions were needed, but 
none had been taken. He stated ha 
planned to keep them on the corrective 
action log until they y.tere correcied. A 
total of 15 inspections were Incomplete. 

39 I Inspection reports not properly signed/certified UCGP 4.1.7,b $50.00 a 

(count each failure to to sign/certify as 1 violation) 

Subtotal lnsnections Deficiencies $2,150 

., • . ... l 
40 Si nlnotlce not nosted UCGP 1,5 $250.00 a 

A Does not contain co of com leteNOI $50.00 a 

6 Location of SWPPP or contact person for UCGP 1.5 $50.00 C 

scheduling viewing times where on-site location for 
SWPPP unavailable not noted on si"n 

Subtotal Records Deficiencies so 

' .. ' 
41 No vel09ity dissipation devltes located.at discharge UCGP2.1,3a& S500,00 a 

1:ocations Or outf811 channels to ensure non-erosive 2. 1,3.b.3 
flow to receivina water 

42 Control measures are not nro""ri"; The followlng stormwater controls ' ... ,,;. 
' 

,c·:,:>' 
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A Selected. installed and maintained required by the permit were not 
Implemented at the site' 
a. The Little Logan River runs through 
the southern portion of the construction 
site. No buffer or equivalent 
erosion/sediment control was used 
(photo 853): 
b. No vehicle tracking control was used 
at any of the 5 vehicle exits on 100 Sor 
100 W, or the vehicle tracking control 
had filled with sediment (photos 834-
835, 844·845, 850, 852, and 858). The 
SWPPP disCl.lssed street sweeping, but 
this had not been done recently, 

~+~~-----~-----------~Sediment was observed in the streets 
B Maintenance not performed prior to next anticipated 

storm event {photos 834, 835. 836, 840, 844, 850, 
852, 854, 858); 

(count each failure to select, install, maintain each 
BMP as one violation) 

When sediment escapes the s1te, it is not removed 
at a frequency necessary to minimize off-site 
impacts 

c. Stockpiles were observed on the site 
without any controls (photos 833 and 
839); and 
d, Although storm drain inlet protection 
was used on storm drains within the 
area of disturbance, no storm drain inlets 
had controls along 100 S, 100 W, or in 
the parking lot on the northwest corner 
of the site near a storage yard (photos 
836· 838, 840, and 855-<956). This was 
observed at eight storm drains. 

Corrective actions listed included 
trackout. Reports for 3124116 and 
3/31116 listed track out ln areas A and D. 
and dumpsters not covered, During the 
EPA's inspection, trackout was observed 
with no vehicle tracking control, and 
dumpsters were not covered (photos 
834-835, 841, 844-845. 850,852, and 
858). One count was Included for eacil 
inspection where tracl-(out is known and 
one count was inlcuded based on the 
EPA's inspection observations. 

UCGP 2,1-1 c, 
2.1. 1 .d, 2. 1-3.a, 
2.1.3.b, 2.2, & 
2.3.2 

UCGP 2.1 1.d.il 
&2, 1.1 iii 

Litter, construction debris, and construction 
chemicals exposed to storm water are not 
prevented from becoming a pollutant source 
screening outfalls, pickup daily, etc.} 

Tthe concrete washout had concrete UCGP 2.3.3 
spilled around ii. and there was concrete 

(e.g. spilled on the ground around the 
concrete mixers (photos 848 and 857). 
Materials listed in the permit including 
oils and gasoline, were stored in areas 
without cover or similarly controlled to 
preve11t discharge of pollutants. Oil was 
stored in an area without cover in the 
equipment storage yard north of 100 S 
(photo 843). Gasoline and engine oil 

S!abilizahon measure's are not initiated as soon as 
pract1ble on portions of the site where construction 
activities have temporarily or permanently ceased 
within 14 days after such cessation 

was observed stored in an area without 
cover by \he concrete mixers south of 
100 S (photos 846 and 848). Trash and 
debris were observed in the storage yard 
north of 100 S (photo 842). Dumpsters 
and port.-o,lets were observed on the 
site. Trash was also observed around a 
storm drain on 100 S (photo 840). 

UCGP 2.2 

Yes 15 $500,00 = $7,500 

$250.00 "' 

3 $500.00 "' 

Yes 4 $500.00 " S2,000 

$500.00 "' 

I --l::::j::::J·s~,~-'''ijstl~ic
0
oew"e'

0
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b Activities Will be resumed within 14 da s 
c Arid or Semi·arid areas <20 inches e'r ear 
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Common Drainage of 10+ acres does not have a 
sedimentation basin for the 2 year, 24 hour storm, 
or 3600 cubic ft. storane ner acre drained 

A Where sedimentation basin not attainable, smaller 
sediment basins, sediment traps, or erosion controls 
not implemented for downslope boundaries 

B Sediment not removed from sediment basin or traps 
when design capacity reduced by 50% or more 

Common Drainage less than 10 acres does not 
have sediment traps, silt fences. vegetative buffer 
slrips, or equivalent sediment controls for all down 
slope boundaries (not required if sedimentation 
sediment basin meeting criteria in 46 above) 

A Sediment not removed from sediment trap when 
desi n canacit" reduced b" 50% or more 

' . 
481-+''c'c"°c.cOw"'icceccl.,00p0ec0a01o0;ca0S0mcc•l01 a0cc';'";';'c';'~~--1Unknown 

A small business is defined by EPA's Small 
Busfness Compliance Policy as: "a person, 
corporation, partnership, or other entity that 
employs 100 or fewer indivludals (across all 
facilltles and operations owned by the small 
business)." The number of employees should be 
considered as full-time equivalents on an annual 
basis. including contract employees {see 40 CFR 
372.3). A full time employee unit is 2000 hours 
worked "er "ear. 

' Requires Corrective Action 

UCGP 2.1,3.b.l.1 

UCGP 2.1,3.bji 

UCGP 2.1.1.b. 
2.1.1.c, &2.12 

UCGP2.1.1.d& 
2,3.2 

$1,000.00"' 

$1,000.00 "' 

$500.00 "' 

$500.00 = 

$500.00 -

Subtotal BMP Deficiencies $11,000 

... ··c]., 

Total Expedited Settlement $15,000 


