County Name: Y\~ e A

2012 Year-End Review Worksheet

Date of Review: OQ/(%/JO{S - X )~ |

County Feedlot Officer (CF0): | ®"™ . )
Apeie Knishe

. r: (print name) J i — . &
MIPCA Reviewer: | Sibe e, Sedmesd % | )
. Agency-approved number of fegdIots reqdired to be .
- registered: 3(9 (
MPR Number of inspections conducted at feedlots required to |
INSPECTION RATE ‘ be registered: 27

Inspection rate: /. 5' ?o

Number of applicable non-inspection MPRs: o?é

" MPR | A . -
NON-INSPECTION RATE | Number of non-inspection MPRs completed: R3,5

Non-Inspection MPR rate: 9@ R SZ

Registration
MPR
No. . _ .
1| Did the County use either the MPCA standard registration form or an alternative agency- [ INO | DAYES
approved registration form?

2 | Did the county maintain updated registration for all feedlots required to be registered? [INO | XIYES

3 | Did the county meet the 30-day registration receipt requirement? File review required. [ INO | [XJYES
Files reviewed for this section; Comments: UPAAIA Re.c, . &nmud\\, ok pent ;_%,(_D ‘M:L«?
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Inspections _ _ _ _ :
4 | Were all inspections documented on agency-approved forms? File review required. » [ INO | XIYES
5 | Were all inspections entered into Delta in accordance with required parameters? ' [ INOX [JYES
6 | Did the county follow their work plan inspection strategy? See oo, #1 [INO YES
Files reviewed for this section: Comments: :
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Compliance

7 | Was the producer notified, in writing, of non-compliance? |_[NA, File review required. ¥2 | [INO YES (%

8 | Did the county follow their work plan compliance strategy? [_[NA 1 [INO | X YES
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Permitting ((_|NA)
A permit file review, as applicable, is required for this part of the evaluation.

9 | Did the county date stamp all permit application, MMP, and Plans & Specs documents? - g [(INO W[ JYES/ \/i~
Did incomplete letter(s) sent by the county meet the 15-day requirement? ([_|NA), i & va‘”‘ [INO EYES :

10 | Did the county review all permit applications for apphcable EAW mandatory threshold & [INO | [XIYES
phased action requirements? OSe checkliznf ~ ey b S0 Thresheldo

11 | Did the county review all penmt applications for applicable NPDES Permit requxrements"ﬂ u Ln [ INO | XIYES

12 | Did the county complete an agency approved checklist for each application? ot [ INO | XIYES

13 | Were public notification requirements met? (500+ AU) (LINA) e \‘\,LR Lee., e r\k { § [INO | DJYES

- 14 | Were government notifications met? As Tweliodod b Povmet dgy’ [INO | [MYES | .

15 | Were permits issued no sooner than 20 business days after public notice? v [INO ):'DYES (E;D :

16 | Did the county complete an agency approved checklist to ensure that submitted MMPs [INO | [XIYES
requirements were met? '

17 |-Did the county complete an agency approved checkhst to ensure that submitted LSMA [[JNO | X]YES :
requirements were met? ((CINA)

18 | Did the county review all permit applications to see that site location restrictions were met‘7 [INO | MAYES
(Shoreland, floodplain, well setbacks, etc.) ‘ e

19 | Did the county conduct an inspection at all sites to insure that the proper permit was issued? XNO | [JYES [~
(CSF vs. INT) : o
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Complaint Response ' ‘
20 | Did the county review, inspect and respond to all complaints? ((_|NA) _ [INO | DIYES
21 | Did the county maintain a complaint log? ((_INA) o - [ INO | JYES"
Comments: — Compleintond Tmfo T Tug = evicles £ ~ @4 be plocckd Lw Lockal #i7€
Owner Assxstance ‘
22 | Did the county complete work plan owner assistance goals? | [INO [ X YES
Comments: () cAKs Jpllvi\-’l-lﬁ s O @ Covitys Lohold 3 prodaer TRt 95/ Geer—

ols o holdy mk,l- CRALST meet ‘«/.47
Stafﬁng Levels/Budget/Alr Quality Exemption/Web Site Posting Requirement
23 | Did the county earn the required 18 continuing education units (CEUs) of training? | LINO MYES
24 | Did the county maintain a record of resources used to match grant dollars? [INO | XIYES
25 | Did the county maintain an air quality exemption log? ((CINA) [ INO | [XIYES
26 | Did the county post feedlot annual report and grant information on their web site? ~ | [INO | [xYES
Comments: : o
Summary Review Notes/Comments

Page 2 of 2

December 1, 2012




2013
Delegation Agreement Work Plan Amendment and Approval Document

A. County Requests: Please state any specific resources that you are requesting the MPCA to provide in
administering the county feedlot program in your county in 2013:
Print and provide: Transfer of Manure Ownership record keeping documents in triplicate to provide to

feedlot operators.
Make improvements to Delta Database — ie connect the field inspection form to the report to decrease
‘redundancy (time is money and for counties with personnel doing multiple job duties -it wastes time).

Continue DELTA training; expand the service to include permitting.

Update information on the website — the site needs to be more user-friendly ie: the average person using it
would go to size-specific information ie: NPDES sites, 300-999, less than 300 — so they could migrate to one

subject heading.

Provide training that is RELEVANT to duties; stop the “fluff stuff” that is nice to know — but not specific
to duties. Offer breakout sessions at training events to allow for the CFO to pick/choose their areas of

educational needs.
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B. Agency Response: - s
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C. Confirmation of Adreement by the County to the Following Work Plan Amendments: Sooss.
Y y g

1.) Maintain on file a copy of the Non-NPDES inspection checklist for any compliance inspection

conducted. YES
2.) Provide written notification of inspection results to a feedlot owner when a compliance

inspection is conducted. YES X

Other Work Plan Revisions and/or Alternate Methods for Meeting MPRs. Any work plan
revisions including alternate methods for meeting MPRs (not already agreed to in the 2011 year-end
review) must be documented in this space and must be confirmed by signature of both parties.

No changes




E. Delegation Agreement and Work Plan Approval

The 2012-13 .
delegation
agreement and
work plan has
been reviewed

and, along with

any provisions
that may be
noted on this
form, is
approved for the
period January 1
— December 31,
2013.

County Feedlot Officer: Angela M. Knish

@J\Q %} M %!(3]53;!%2)13

(S1g11ah1p County Feedlot J
Officer)

MPCA Representative: Steve Schmidt -

%j/ﬂ%' 07/@/9?@/5

(Signature MPCA - (Date)
Representative)
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Minnesota Pollution Control Agency Feedlot Prqgram
2012 Annual County Feedlot Officer and Performance Credit Report

(Data for the Period January 1, 2012 - December 31, 2012)

Name of County: [Mower County = o
Contact Person: __|Angela M. Knish ' AR A <z b4
Phone No.: 507-437-9560 ' \ " _AC ] V7 /
E-mail Address: _|angiek@co.mower.mn.us . \\\ 'A%
. . o ’ P . _ \
Signature: { / 7 g ) \ /
(Signature ¢f County Board Commlssm‘e'r) - - (Date) .

All data must be entered in accordance with the Annual CFO Report Guidance Document. Except where
identified all questions in this report address those sites required to be registered.

' ' No. | *PC |PC Total

Regis t‘r"at'ionJ S 1 - Feedlots in sh'oreland»with 10_- 299 AU:
Ul w12 - Feedlots outside shoreland with 50-299 AU:

3 - Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU:

4 - Feedlots with NPDES permits:

5 - Total:

6 - Feedlots with 10 AU or more in shoreland:

7 - Feedlots with 10 AU or more that are both in shoreland and in a

Drinking Water Supply Management Area (DWSMA): '

8 - Feedlots with 50 AU or more that are in a DWSMA and are not in

shoreland:

9 - Feedlots inspected with 10 - 99 AU:

10 - Feedlots inspected with 100 - 299 AU: &

11 - Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU inspected:

12 - NPDES sites inspected:
13 - Total feedlots inspected required to be registered: 27

14 - Feedlots that were inspected and found not in compliance with water

quality discharge standards:
15 - Feedlots not required to be registered that were inspected as the

result of a complaint or referral:
16 - Feediots required to be registered that were inspected as the result of

a complaint:

Land App"°atf°'.‘ 17 - Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU (or >100 AU located in a DWSMA) where
Inspections " || oyl | [and application was conducted and the determination was **NC.
18 - Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU (or > 100 AU located in a DWSMA) with
land application records where a Level Il review was conducted and the

determination was compliance:

19 - Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU (or > 100 AU located in a DWSMA) with
land application records where a Level |l review was conducted and the
determination was **NC:

20 - Feedlots where a Level Il land appllcatlon inspection was conducted
and the determination was compliance:

21 - Feedlots where a Level Il land application inspection was conducted
and the determination was **NC:

Speciaity 22 - Feedlots constructing (new or modifications) where 2 or more on-site
Inspections producer contacts and/or inspections were done:

23 - Feedlots with OLAs where 2 or more on-site producer contacts and/or

inspections were done:
24 - Feedlots with an interim permit where 2 or more on-site producer

contacts and/or inspections were done:
25 - Feedlots inspected with 10 AU or more in shoreland:
26 - Feedlots inspected with 10 AU or more that are both in shoreland and

in a DWSMA:
27- Feedlots inspected with 50 AU or more that are in a DWSMA and are

not in shoreland:
*PC = performance credits **NC = non-compliance ***RTC = return to compliance

April 1, 2012




upgrade was achieved in the current year:

39 - Non-NPDES feediots 2300 AU where a complete environmental

All data must be entered in accordance with the Annual CFO Report Guidance Document.
_ No. | *PC |PC Total
Permitting 28 - 30-day construction/expansion notifications received: «-) O i
_ j ‘ 29 - Interim permits issued for feedlots with < 300 AU: 4~ - [ »{ -40~ 20
30 - Interim permits issued for Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU: .2~ 3 4 2
31 - Short-Form permits issued for Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU: & <~ | 4 4
32 - Short Form (=300 AU) or interim permit revisions conducted: O _ 5
33 - Public meetings held for construction/expansion to >500 AU: £ Q.. 0
34 - Pollution events where an emergency response was conducted: (O =0 e -
35 - Feedlots <300 AU in shoreland where a partial environmental ' -
lupgrade was achieved in the current year: 0 2 0
36 - Feedlots <300 AU in shoreland where a complete environmental '
upgrade was achieved in the current vear; 0 2 0
37 - Feedlots <300 AU not in shoreland where a partial enwronmental
upgrade was achieved in the current year: 0 2 0
38 - Feedlots <300 AU not in shoreland where a complete environmental
0 2 0
1

N
BN
N_w, =F

upgrade was achieved in the current year: 1,
40 - Non-NPDES sites 2100 AU where Level 1 land application **NC was
{found and ***RTC was documented: ' 0 1 0
1 - Non-NPDES sites 2300 AU (or > 100 AU located in a DWSMA) where| =
-Level Il land application **NC was found and **RTC was documented: =,
» e » “H 2 10
42 - Feedlots 2100 AU where Level lll land application **NC was found '
, and *RTC was documented: @7‘ 2 <302{
Owner Assistance (43 - Workshops or trainings hosted and/or co-sponsored by the CFO
Goals {Maximum PC credits = 10; please describe on Supplemental Form); ‘r 0 2
44 - Feedlot ownersvattendlng feedlot producer workshops, training events| /s :
or information mee‘ﬁngs‘ """ 0
45 - Mailings to feedlot owners: (Please describe newsletters/mallmgs on | &
provided on Supplemental Form.) -5
46 - Feedlot articles placed in local newspapers: (Please list article tltle(s) J)
lon the Supplemental Form.) 0%
47 - FTEs (Full Time Equivalents) supplied by the CFO: a3 e

?tafﬂng Level end 48 - FTEs supplied by other county staff, including administrative and -,
ralmng - |support, assigned by the county to the feedlot program: X

49 - FTEs supplied through contract to other LGUs:

Please use whole
50 - Total No. of FTEs positions that supported county program:

numbers and

deduct 18 hours required training; PCs earned will be zero for total hours earned < 18.)

decimals (such as 1|51 - CFO-training hours: (Enter total training hours earned; the Excel formula will
: 54.5]0.25 9.125

or.25 or 1.25) to

record FTE values. |52 - New CFO in-office mentoring units provided (List location & dates on

Supplemental Form):

53 - New CFO on-site mentoring events provided (List location & dates on
Supplemental Form):

154 - EAW (environmental assessment worksheets) petitions received:

55 - EAWs prepared by the county:
Air Quality 56 - Notifications received from feedlot owners claiming air quality
Notifications . exemptions:
nfo nentz72157 - Letters of warning issued;

158 - Notices of violation issued: .

59 - Court actions commenced:

60 - Feedlots where a FLEval/MinnFARM was conducted:

61 - Meetings with other local government and producer groups: (Please
provide meeting details on Supplemental Form.) -

62 - Feedlot Ordinance Revisions: (Please describe ordmance revision and/or
adoption proceedings on Supplemental Form.)

456.375

Total Credits
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