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On or before April 15, 1987, the Respondent must
submit a complete Part B application for an operating
permit for its hazardous waste surface impoundment, ,‘ /
including construction details and a schedule for
installing two additional wells at the location of
monitoring well R9 to complete a cluster. These
additional wells in the cluster shall be screened at
approximately sixty feet and ninety feet below the
surface, respectively.

(2) On or before April 15, 1987, the Respondent must
submit a report that demonstrates conclusively
whether or not KOOl sludge has been applied to or has
accumulated on its spray field.

(3) On or before May 1, 1987, the Respondent must submit
a work plan and schedule for determining (1) the
concentrations of hazardous constituents from the
Respondent’s wood preserving plant that are in the
unnamed ditch adjacent to the closed surface
impoundments, (2) the sources of the constituents,
and (3) the environmental impact of the
constituents.

On or before August 15, 1987, the Respondent must
submit a report regarding releases of hazardous
constituents to the ditch identified under item three
above, including a work plan and schedule for further
investigation or remedial actions or, alternatively,
a rationale for no further action.

Within thirty days after the Respondent receives the -‘

Bureau of Pollution Control’s written list of allë-”
solid waste management units at the Respondent’s wood
preserving plant, the Respondent must submit a
comprehensive work plan and schedule for the
investigation of those units and a list of any units
the Respondent does not consider to be solid waste
management units, with a supporting rationale for
each unit so identified.

(6) Within forty—five days after the Respondent receives ‘‘/
Bureau of Pollution Control approval of the work plan
and schedule referenced in item (5) above, the
Respondent must complete the installation of
groundwater monitoring wells identified in the
approved plan.

Within one hundred and fifty days after the
Respondent receives Bureau of Pollution Control
approval of the work plan and schedule referenced
item (5) above, the Respondent must submit a
comprehensive report which demonstrates whether or
not releases from any of the solid waste management
units to the subsoils or groundwater have occurred,
and a work plan and schedule for determining the
vertical and horizontal extent of any contamination
found.

CDT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED AND ADDD that the Respondent,

Koppers Company, Inc., shall comply with the following schedule on

or before the dates specified

(1)

(‘I)

Z4
(5)

-it.

r

c*
f_I

(7)

in



Q IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDthat this Order shall

become final thirty (30) days after the date of rendition hereof’,
unless the Respondent, before the said thirty (30) days have

elapsed, files a sworn petition with this Commission as provided by
Section 49—17—1 , Mississippi Code Annotated (1972) setting forth

the grounds and reasons for said complaint and asking for a hearing
thereon.

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, this the 25th day of March, 1987, by
the Mississippi Commission on Natural Resources.

MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF
NATURAL RESOURCES

BY:

________

•
CHARLIE L. BLALOCK
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR



BEFb- THE MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON NArRAL RESOURCES
BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL

IN THE MATTER OF:

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
NATURAL RESOURCES

COMPLAINANT

1 2 ° 8 7

3

\)-_ VS. ORDER NO.

__________________

KOPPERS COMPANY, INC.
MSDOO7O275L3

RESPONDENT

ORDER

The above styled cause came on this date for consideration

and the Commission, having heard and considered the same, finds as

follows:

The Respondent, Koppers Company, Inc., located in Tie Plant,

Grenada County, Mississippi, owns and operates a wood preserving

plant which generates and subsequently manages hazardous waste and,

as such, is subject to the provisions of laws of this State

governing the treatment, storage, and disposal of hazardous waste,

the same appearing as Section 17—17—1, et. seq., and the rules and

regulations of the Mississippi Commission on Natural Resources.

2.

The Respondent operates a boiler at its Tie Plant facility

for the conversion of thermal energy from wood and various wastes

into steam. These wastes include, but are not necessarily limited

to, the listed hazardous wastes KOOl and U051. The ash generated

from the operation of the boiler is periodically placed on an area

of the facility property previously identified by the Respondent as

a solid waste management unit, i.e., land farm used for the

disposal, prior to November 18, 1980, of wood treating process

wastes containing hazardous constituents.



0 3.0
In accordance with Part 261 of the Mississippi Hazardous

Waste Management Regulations, the ash generated from the operation

of the boiler is a hazardous waste.

Il.

Premises considered, the Commission finds that a closure plan

and related information must be submitted to the Bureau of

Pollution Control.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Respondent,

shall comply with the following schedule on or before the dates

specified:

(1) Immediately upon receipt of this order, the
Respondent must cease placing boiler ash on the land
farm.

(2) On or before May 15, 1987, the Respondent must submit
a complete closure plan and schedule for closure of
the land farm in accordance with the requirements of
Part 265, Subparts G and M of the Mississippi
Hazardous Waste Management Regulations.

(3) On or before May 15, 1987, the Respondent must submit
a plan and schedule for submittal of either (a) a
complete Part B post—closure application or, (b) a
demonstration that no waste residues or contaminated
soils, materials, or groundwater will be left in
place at final closure.

() On or before July 15, 1987, the Respondent must
complete the installation of a groundwater monitoring
system in accordance with the requirements of Part
265, Subpart F of the Mississippi Hazardous Waste
Management Regulations.

(5) On or before November 15, 1987, the Respondent must
complete all activities related to closure of the
land farm in accordance with the requirements of Part
265, Subparts G and 4 of the Mississippi Hazardous
Waste Management Regulations.

(6) On or before January 15, 1988, the Respondent must
submit a certification of closure in accordance with
Part 265, Subpart G of the Mississippi Hazardous
Waste Management Regulations.



b T IS FURTHER ORDERED AND ADJUDGat this Order shall

become final thirty (30) days after the date of rendition hereof,

unless the Respondent, before the said thirty (30) days have

elapsed, files a sworn petition with this Commission as provided by

Section L9—17_LI1, Mississippi Code Annotated (1972) setting forth

the grounds and reasons for said complaint and asking for a hearing

thereon.

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED, this the 25th day of March, 1987, by

the Mississippi Commission on Natural Resources.

MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF
NATURAL RESOURCES

8Y

____________

CHARLIE L. BLALOCK
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
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Mr. James H. Scarbrough, Chief
Residuala Management Branch
Environmental Protection Agency

35 Courtisn Etr€et, Ni
Atlanta, Georpia 3C5(3

Dear 1!r. Scarbrougi’:

Recently it has core to our attention that there are situations in which
hazardous constituent detection limits are being applied in an inconsistent

manner at land disposal facilities in our State.

An example is the 1oppers facility in Grenada, Mississippi. Recent groundwater
ana.}yaen indicate concentrations of KOOl conatituent9 ranging from tenths of a
part per billion to several parts per billion. The State had previously
believed that detection units for most organic constituents were generally set

at 10 parts per billion. Discussions with Doug Laird at the EPA Athens Lab and

with Koppers’ represerittives indicate that EPA test methods allow different
detection limits depending on what laboratory equipment is used. This allows

for a difficult and unaccepthle situation in which facilities using
laboratories with GC/!”C (Gas Chromatograph/Mass Spectometry) equipment report
deteetlop limits as 10 ppb and other facilities using laboratories witl GC and
Electron Capture equiprent report detection limits as low as 0.25 ppb.

Thc inequity of this is obvious and at the Koppers facility the result is very
real. The State’s position is that Koppere used correct EPA methods and the
best laboratory instruments available whic} resulted in the detection of
quantifible levels of hazardous constituents. Therefore, it would appear to
the State that contamination has been detected and that th facility must
continue a groundwater assessment that will determine the extent of
contamination (the edge of the plume at which the detection limit (0.250 ppb)

is reached) and develop a corrective action plan/AOL proposal.

The State requests that EPA respond as soon as possible to the following
questions:

1) Is the State’s detection limit interpretation correct?

2) Does EPA have a policy which will result in consistent detection
limits at laboratories throughout the region? The State is
considering establishing a detection limit for particular constituents
based on the best available equipment using approved EPA methods.



0
r. James H. Scrbrough
Pe -2—

Your response is neeec in a tine1y z’ianner since a detection limit policy would
affect whether detection monitoring or corrective action plan/ACL proposal is
needed at sevrai lend dispoaa.l facilIties aeekir n operating or post—closurc
permit. A copy of relevant data an inforiiation are enclosed for your
information.

Should you have any questions on this matter, please contsct Chuck Estee t
(601) 961—5171.

Sincerely,

Sam Mabry, Director
Hazardous Waste Division

SM:CE: )idb
Enclosures
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\YSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

440 College Park Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146

April 16, 1987
—

Mr Gary Payne
Mississippi Department of
Natural Resources
2380 Highway 80 West -

‘

Southport Center
Jackson, MS 39204 tiT. DF

BZ4, )
Re: Document Transmittal

Surface Impoundment
Koppers Company, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Plant
EPA ID No. MSD007027543
Project No. 176900

Dear Mr. Payne:

This submittal is in reference to the Koppers Company, Inc., Grenada, Mississippi
facility. Enclosed are three copies of each of the following items:

o Attachment 9
o Attachment 10
o Attachment C

These items should be inserted in the appropriate locations of the three Closure
and Post-Closure Plans which were sent to you on April 14, 1987.

If you have any questions regarding the enclosed documents or other comments
about this project, please advise.

Sincerel

.c5_%_
C. P. Markle
Environmental Program Manager

CPM:da
Enclosures

cc: 3. R. Batchelder
C. L. Blalock, MS DNR (w/o enclosures)
3. Blundon
3. D. Clayton
C. A. Cramer
R. M. Morosky



C C
FILE COPY

April 16 127

Mr. Ron Norosky
Keystone nvironnerite1 Resources, Inc.
440 CoPec Prrk Drive
Monroeville, Pennsylvn±a 15146

Desr Mr. M’o-::

Pc: Rubritta1 Dntc ‘or prny ?ie1c Investipttion

Purenu hn recived an’ r iei your April 15, 19- rruel for a timeexteriny t}w t] 15, 1’ nit.t1 date fo— n fnvtiptior thet
der’onra4Es Corpny, Inc., iel .snot a P\ul ted unl t. •ye ‘ •io 1 that an etrieion of seven
r’kin ‘or rv tei o e Itcn sitrit the 1esu1ts e!’ ‘

tr’c 4;p U. uTh’r tt rnt fo’ thjci ‘mor is
tfn.’e r’•d c on or hcim. Kpril 1iD’’.

f “; ar’r r!o’ae ‘nrir r; ra at

ri

‘iszarO’9 V Di’iinton
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\ KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

440 College Park Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146

April 14, 1987
-

1

Mr Gary Payne
Mississippi Department of
Natural Resources /
2380 Highway 80 West --

Southport Center
Jackson, MS 39204 - -:

‘ flT*?O
Re: Document Transmittal

Part B Permit Application
Closure and Post-Closure Plans
Surface Impoundment
Koppers Company, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Plant
EPA ID No. MSD007027543
Project No. 176900

Dear Mr. Payne:

Enclosed are three copies of each of the two above-referenced documents
regarding RCRA requirements for the surface impoundment at the Koppers
Company, Inc. Grenada, Mississippi plant. This submittal is in compliance with
item No. 1 of the Mississippi Commission of Natural Resources Order No. 1208-
87.

Please be advised that one of the Part B Applications is an original, signed by
Mr. James Batchelder, Vice President of Koppers. The documents are complete
with the exception of Attachments 9 and 10 and Appendix C of the Closure and
Post-Closure Plans. These items will be forwarded to you under separate cover
on April 15, 1987.

Documents enclosed herein were prepared by Keystone Environmental
Resources, Inc., on behalf of Koppers. Guidance was provided by review of the
following major items:

Part B Application:

(1) Application Checklist - Provided by EPA Region Ill (enclosed).

(2) RCRA Facility Assessment Guidance - October, 1986. - Provided by
3. Hardage (transmittal dated March 25, 1987).

(3) Grenada Plant Container Storage Building Part B Application.

(4) Grenada Plant Part B Application for the surface impoundment and
spray field (revised January, 1986 with recodification).

(5) Specific items relating to groundwater monitoring as detailed in a
letter from 3. Hardage to R. Morosky dated March 30, 1987.



0 0
Mr. Gary Payne
April 14, 1987
Page 2

Closure and Post-Closure Plans:

(6) Items (1) and (2) listed above and pertinent sections of 40 CFR 264.

(7) Grenada Plant Closure Plan submittal (dated November, 1986) for the
surface impoundment and spray field.

(8) MPC technical comments of the Closure Plan (transmittal dated
3anuary 23, 1987).

Other references are specified in various sections of the two documents.

Guidance addressed in these documents, plus information obtained by on-site
investigative work completed during the last five months, has helped to generate
appropriate responses to the regulatory requirements. The majority of this
information is in regard to the site hydrogeology (Section E of the Part B
Application).

Koppers response to specific items contained in the MBPC closure plan technical
review is as complete as technically feasible at the present time. Comments
contained in General Closure Requirements (A1.5, 1.7 and 1.8) have not been
addressed since it has been determined not to pursue these procedures during
closure. The format of the Closure and Post-Closure plans follows a logical
progression using 40 CFR 264 as guidance.

If there are any comments or questions regarding the enclosed documents, please
advise.

Sincerely,

6a4%L
C. P. Markle
Environmental Program Manager

CPM:da
Enclosures:
RCRA Part B Application
Closure and Post-Closure Plans

cc: 3. R. Batchelder
C. L. Blalock, MS DNP. (w/o enclosures)
3. Blundon
3. D. Clayton
C. A. Cramer
R. M. Morosky

\YSTONE
\ENVIONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.
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KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

440 College Park Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146

April 13, 1987

Mr. Sam Mabry •

4 ‘fl
Mississippi Department of Natural
2380 Highway 80 West
Southport Center
3ackson, MS 39204

Re: Spray Field Investigation
Koppers Company, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Plant
Project No. 176901

Dear Mr. Mabry:

As discussed with your department on several occassions during the week of
April 6, 1987, the investigation which demonstrates that the Koppers Company,
Inc., Grenada, Mississippi spray field is not a RCRA unit is essentially complete.
This study is being conducted by Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc., on
behalf of Koppers, and according to the approved Work Plan (dated February 13,
1987). However, due to the complexity of addressing the third objective of the
Work Plan and the fact that sufficient time is not available for a thorough
internal review (prior to the deadline of April 15, 1987), a request for an
extension is necessary.

Keystone proposes that an extension of seven working days be granted to
complete and submit the results of this investigation. Therefore, this report will
be submitted to the State on or before April 24, 1987.

Ve appreciate your consideration of this request and anticipate a timely
response. If there are any questions, please advise.

Sincerely,

R. M. Morosky
Project Manager

RMM:cla
cc: 1. R. Batchelder

3. Blundon
3. D. Clayton
C. A. Cramer
C. P. Markle
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Warob 27, 1)A7

We. Jill 2undon
kappnrs Company, Inc.
Leg’il Services
46 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsytvnnia 1521’)

Deer Ma. Blundon:

tat ?oppern Company, Inc.

Boiler Ash

‘neloseec! fo you” inforrintlon are two tettcre t”nr’ tPA R.uirr. tY to thisof9ce, ‘ited P•tr’*ary 2’S, 1 fl, nd tcrnh 9, 1987, which address thernrflat.p of bo4ler ash rrs.n.r’ted at t3iø 1toer- &wtlity In Grenada,

If ‘n:i have tiny t1;rnonw ‘c’ ‘t’- the ttlc’anif’tetiflon of the !opp’eva tol2eresh 4s a hazardous tnvltt?, ples-se ?Onta?t rc.

!inco’&y,

Jim rlI!e
TEas’ vrknan Vste Divicinn

SrLe 1 ,zu
cr: Mr. J’r’c Sc’crhrourh, Thwironrnental Pratertie f.n.ncy
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REGI0 IV

345 CCUR1LN SREE
FEB 2 5 i7 ATLANTA GEORG!I, 3035

4WD—RM

Mr. Sam Mabry
Division of Solid/Hazardous Waste

Management DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCE
Mississippi Department of Natural Resources BUREAU OF pO’TLON CONTROL
Post Office Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39209

Re: Regulation of Boiler Ash under the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act

Dear Mr. Mabry:

This is in response to your request for a regulatory interpretation of
whether ash resulting from a listed hazardous waste being burned in a
boiler is regulated as a hazardous waste under the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCR). It is our understanding that Mississippi is
making a regulatory interpretation on wood preservative wastes being
utilized as supplemental fuel in a boiler owned and operated by
Koppers, Grenada, Mississippi.

Region IV has determined that ash resulting from the burning of a listed
hazardous waste is a hazardous waste as defined under 40 CFR Section
261.3(c)(2)(i):

“Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (c)(2)(ii) of this
section, any solid waste generated from the treatment, storage,
or disposal of a hazardous waste, including any sludge, spill
residue, ash, emission control dust, or leachate (but not including
precipitation run—off) is a hazardous waste. Hciwever, materials
that are reclaimed from solid wastes and that are used beneficially
are not solid wastes and hence are not hazardous wastes under this
provision unless the reclaimed material is burned for energy recovery
or used in a manner constituting disposal.”

Note fly ash waste, slag waste, and flue gas emission control waste generated
primarily from the combustion of coal or other fossil fuels are excluded
under Section 261.4(b)(4). (Emphasis added).

FEB 27 1987
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There was some earlier confusion on this interpretation due to the fact
that the hazardous waste was hemp recycled. We apoloqize for any in
convenience that this may have caused. If you have questions or comments
in this matter, please contact Ms. Beverly A. Spagg at 404/347—3433.

Sincerly yours,

J
duals Management Branch

Management Division



1• UNITEbATESENVIR0NMENTALPROTECT4AGENC”?,fd
REGION IVPRO

345 COURTLAND STREET
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365

4WD—wC

MA 9 1S37

DEPT. OF uTJRAL RESflJrcMr. Sam Mabry, Director
BUREAU 0’- •Division of Solid/Flazardous Waste

Management
Mississippi Department of Natural

Resources
Post Office Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39209

Dear Mr. Mabry:

After reviewing the applicable regulations found in 40 CFR Part 261, ithas been determined that the flyash produced at the Koppers facility inGrenada, Mississippi is a hazardous waste. Outlined below is the requ—latory logic for this determination.

1) §261.6(a)(2)(ii) states that “Hazardous waste ixirned for energyrecovery in boilers and industrial furnaces that are not regulatedunder Subpart 0 of Part 264 or 265...” is a recyclable material.It should be noted that although a material is considered recyclable, it is still a hazardous waste. Recyclable materials areexeited fron requlation, but they are not excluded fra being asolid or hazardous waste.

2) §261.3(c)(2)(i) states that “Exceot as otherwise provided in paragraph (c)(2)(ii) of this section, any solid waste generated frcr-tthe treatment, storage, or disposal of a hazardous waste, includingany sludge, spill residue, ash, emission control dust, or leachate(but not including precipitation run-off) is a hazardous waste.(However, materials that are reclaimed fran solid wastes and thatare used beneficially are not solid wastes and hence are not hazardouswastes under this provision unless the reclaimed material is burnedfor energy recovery or used in a manner constituting disposal.)”(Errphasis added)

This paragraph states that hazardous waste b.irned for energy reaveryremains a hazardous waste, and hence ash produced fran such canbustionis a hazardous waste. Therefore, since the flyash is a hazardous waste,it is subject to all applicable RCR requlations.

3) Koer’s flyash meets none of the regulatory exerrptions given in 40 CFR261.3(c)(2)(jj).

4) Kcoer’s flyash meets none of the exclusion requirnts given in 40 CFR261.4.

MAR 1 1 ‘i987
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If you have any questions on the matter, please contact Jeaneanne Gettle or
Paul Peronard of my staff.

Sincerely yours,

s H. Scrbrough,
P>,

Chief
siduals Management Branch

ódaste Management Division

J,



Koppers Company, lnc, Legal Services

O 436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, P_-1-S9
Telephone 412-227-2000
Telex 0866418, Koppersco

Donald H. Cuozzo I(OPPER5General Counsel
John F. Ramser
Stephen T. Tomko
Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll

Li h
Edward B. Wood ijarCux
Thomas R. Hays
Kenneth W. Kubrick
Mary Dombrowski Wright James Hardage DEPTJill M. Blundon Hazardous Waste Division . O
Billie Schrecker Nolan DtJREIW OF pQ1. rMississippi Department of

Natural Resources
2380 Highway 80 West
Southport Center
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Grenada, MS
Boiler Ash

Dear Mr. Hardage:

As requested during our telephone conference call on Friday,
March 20, 1987, this letter will set forth the basis for Koppers’
contention that the ash generated in the company’s Grenada boiler
from the burning of various wastes, including listed hazardous
wastes, for their BTU value is not a hazardous waste.

Koppers initiated a fuels additive program in 1985 to insure that
wastes with suitable fuel value were recovered and used within
the company in an environmentally sound manner. This program
serves the dual purpose of waste minimization and resource
recovery. The Grenada boiler was selected for a pilot study of
the feasibility of this progam.

The Grenada boiler burns wood as well as several waste streams.
These waste streams include creosote, creosote and oil/coal tar
mixtures and dewatered wastewater sludges containing creosote.
Some of these wastes are listed as KOOl sludge or U051.

I note initially that we are in receipt of your letter of
February 10, 1987 in which you state that “The boiler ash is a
solid waste rather than a hazardous waste. Thus, the land
treatment unit that receives the ash is a solid waste management
unit rather than a RCRA hazardous waste unit. (This decision is
based on recent discussions between Bureau and EPA Region IV
personnel).” Although I am not aware of the reason for U. S.
EPA’s, and now Mississippi’s, recent change of position on this
issue, I assume that it is based on 40 CFR §261.3(c)(2)(i) and
similar state regulations, which provide that “any solid waste
generated from the treatment, storage or disposal of a hazardous

C

Tax
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Writer’s Direct Dial Number

_________________
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waste, including any sludge, spill residue, ash, emission control
dust, or leachate . . . is a hazardous waste.” Clearly, the
burning of wastes for energy recovery is neither storage nor
disposal of waste. Therefore, the only way that the ash from the
boiler can be interpreted to be a hazardous waste under this
section is if the burning is considered to be treatment of a
hazardous waste.

The term “treatment” is defined in the regulations to mean “any
method, technique or process, including neutralization, designed
to change the physical, chemical or biological character or
composition of any hazardous waste so as to neutralize such
waste, or so as to recover energy or material resources from the
waste, or so as to render such waste non—hazardous, or less
hazardous, safer to transport, store, or dispose of, or amenable
for recovery, amenable for storage, or reduced in volume.” (40
CFR §260.10, emphasis added). The boiler at the Grenada facility
is not designed to recover energy from hazardous wastes. It is
designed to convert thermal energy from wood into steam. The
boiler has been in operation since 1978 using wood as its source
of energy. It was not until 1985 that the boiler also began to
burn hazardous wastes as fuel. The fact that the boiler is
capable of using the BTU value contained in hazardous wastes to
generate steam does not make it a treatment facility under the
regulatory definition. This position is buttressed by Part 266
of Title 40, Subpart D, which is titled “Hazardous Waste Burned
for Energy Recovery” (emphasis added). This section clearly
recognizes that burning hazardous wastes is distinct from
treating hazardous wastes.

Assuming, arguendo, that the boiler does treat hazardous waste,
the ash still would not be a hazardous waste pursuant to 40 CFR
§261.4(b)(4) which provides that “The following solid wastes are
not hazardous wastes: . . . Fly ash waste, bottom ash waste, slag
waste and flue gas emission control waste generated primarily
from the combustion of coal or other fossil fuels.” The Grenadaboiler burns wood as well as the wastes described above. If non—
hazardous wastes are counted in determining whether a certain fly
ash is exempt from classification as a hazardous waste, the
§261.4(b) (4) exemption becomes meaningless. Therefore, only
those hazardoous wastes burned in the Grenada boiler should be
taken into account in determining whether this exemption applies.

Most of the non—wood wastes burned in the Grenada boiler contain
creosote. Creosote is derived from coal and is itself a fossil
fuel. Therefore, the hazardous waste component of the fly ash is
generated primarily from the combustion of a fossil fuel and,
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accordingly, the ash is not a hazardous waste.

Please give me a call if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

l.Blundon’

cc: R. Anderson
J. Batchelder
J. D. Clayton
C. Markle
R. Morosky
R. Ohlis
M. Urbassik
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REGION IVq

345 COURTLAND STREET
ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30365
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1i4Ar 37
MAR 11 1987

DEPT. OF NITURAL RESOURCE
Mr. Sam Mabry, Director BUREAU OF i “ ‘ Pfl’

Division of So1id/azardous Waste
Management

Mississip2i Department of Natural
Resources

Post Office Box 10385
Jackson, Mississiopi 39209

Dear Mr. Mabry:

After reviewing the applicable regulations found in 40 CFR Part 261, it
has been determined that the flyash produced at the Koppers facility in
Grenada, Mississippi is a hazardous waste. Outlined below is the regu
latory logic for this determination.

1) §261.6(a)(2)(ii) states that “Hazardous waste burned for energy
recovery in boilers and industrial furnaces that are not regulated ;,
under Subpart 0 of Part 264 or 265.. “ is a recyclable material.
It should be noted that although a material is considered recyci—

- o
able, it is still a hazardous waste. Recyclable materials are
exempted fran regulation, but they are not excluded fran being a
solid or hazardous waste.

2) §261.3(c)(2)(i) states that “Except as otherwise provided in para
graph (c) (2) (ii) of this section, any solid waste generated fra’
the treatment, storage, or disposal of a hazardous waste, including
any sludge, spill residue, ash, emission control dust, or leachate
(but not including precipitation run—off) is a hazardous waste.
(However, materials that are reclaimed fran solid wastes and that
are used beneficially are not solid wastes and hence are not hazardous
wastes under this provision unless the reclaimed material is burned
for energy recovery or used in a manner constituting disposal.)”
(Emphasis added)

This paragraph states that hazardous waste burned for energy recovery
remains a hazardous waste, and hence ash produced fran such canbustion
is a hazardous waste. Therefore, since the flyash is a hazardous waste,
it is subject to all applicable RcRA regulations.

3) Kcpper’s flyash meets none of the regulatory exemptions given in 40 CF
261.3(c) (2) (ii).

4) Kcpper’s flyash meets none of the exclusion requirertnts given in 40 C
261.4.



0-2- 0
If you have any questions on the matter, please contact Jeaneanne Gettle or
Paul Peronard of my staff.

Sincerely yours,

J es H. Sco..,Chief
flsiduals Management Branch

t4aste Management Division
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C C

r. Clyton indicated that the two ponds in the vicinity of the ditch/canal
Intersection had been clean—closed, i.e., oil was recovered, }cttv sludge was
lindfarned, and the sides of the ponds were scraoed cic:an. He also mentioned
tlit clinkers from the boiler had been disposed of in this area and that there
had been an asphalt road in the immediate area at one time.
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MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Bureau of Pollution Control

Jackson Mssippi 39209
(601)9615171

MEMORANDUM

TO: File

FROM: Jim Hardage

SUBJECT: Koppers Company, Inc.

DATE: March 5, 1987

On February 24 and 25, 1987, I visited the above referenced facility to observe
field work related to the Koppers spray field demonstration. (The
demonstration is designed to resolve the cjuestion of whether or not the spray
field is a RCRA.-regulated unit.) Steve Colton and Gene Huth with Keystone
Environmental Resources, Inc., performed the field work for Koppers.

Soil samples from seven locations in the spray field were collected and split
with me. Samples of wastewater from the surface impoundment line (prior to
discharge to the spray field) were collected four times during the day of
February 25, 1987. I was given a duplicate of each sample. Sludge samples
were also collected from the bottom of the surface impoundment. I did not
choose to receive splits of any of these sludge samples.

On February 25, 1987, I inspected an area of the Koppers property near the old,
closed—out surface impoundments where a drainage ditch intersects an
intermittent creek. Mr. J. D. Clayton, the plant manager, and Steve Colton
accompanied me. This area had previously been inspected by members of the EPA
Groundwater Task Force (Sharon Matthews, Jeaneanne Gettle, et al.) and the
State (Jim Hardage) during a site reconnaissance in 1986.

Mr. Clayton pointed out that (1) any discharge into the creek normally consists
of rainwater runoff frori the process area, and (2) the rainwater runoff has a
slight sheen to it sometimes. He also pointed out that the creek was actually
a canal that was dug by the Corps of Engineers some years ago.

The water in the canal was nearly stagnant (not flowing) at the time of my
inspection. There was a dull film on the water in the vicinity of the drainage
ditch/canal intersection. A few yards downstream of the intersection, there
was an iridescent area, about one or two feet in diameter, on the canal bank
just above the water line. On the opposite bank, there was an outcrop of black
material several inches thick. The black material did not appear to be
seeping. in summary, there were indications of a slight release and a
potential for seepage. However, there were no indications of gross or
pervasive releases at the time of my inspection.



Mr. Clayton indicated that the two ponds in the vicinity of the ditch/canal

intersection had been clean—closed, i.e., oil was recovered, bottom sludge was

landfarmed, and the sides of the ponds were scraped clean. He also mentioned

that clinkers from the boiler had been disposed of in this area and that there

had been an asphalt road in the immediate area at one time.

JH:hdb



DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCE

Mr. Sam Mabry, Director BUREAU OF

Division of Solid/Hazardous Waste

Management
Mississippi Department of Natural

Re sources
Post Office Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39209

Dear Mr. Mabry:

Recent discussions between members of our respective staffs, indicate that there

is confusion over the regulatory status of spray irrigation fields. To clarify

the matter, the “Brown Wood” decision does not give a blanket exemption to all

spray fields used in the wood preserving industry. A determination of the regu

latory status of any unit must be made on a case specific basis. As was indicated

to you in earlier correspondence the Agency has had preliminary success in regu—

lating sprayfields where it has documented observations of visable amounts of

sludge, and confirmed the presence of constituents of concern through soil (in

the spray field) and groundwater sampling.

Unless sampling and observations indicate to the contrary, a spray irrigation

field is considered to be a regulated unit. Facilites must meet all the applicable

requirements, including the monitoring of the unsaturated zone as stated in 40

CFR 265 Subpart M. Please take appropriate action to ensure that all regulatory

requirements are being met.

Sincerely yours,

K

James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief

Residuals Management Branch
Waste Management Division

€0 S7q

PRO

MAR 3 1987

4WD—WC

C
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IV

345 COLJRTLAr.jo STREET
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365

MAR 51987
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0 C)
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PRO i.CTIOI AGENCY

pO1 REGION IV

345 COURTLAN STREET

FEB 2 5 17 ATLANTA, GEORGA 303

4WD-RM

Mr. Sam Mabry
Division of Solid/Hazardous Waste

Management DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCE

Mississippi Department of Natural Resources BUREAU OF poLu1T CONTROL

Post Office Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39209

Re: Regulation of Boiler Ash under the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Rct

Dear Mr. Mabry:

This is in response to your request for a regulatory interpretation of
whether ash resulting from a listed hazardous waste being burned in a
boiler is regulated as a hazardous waste under the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA). It is our understanding that Mississippi is
making a regulatory interpretation on wood preservative wastes being
utilized as supplemental fuel in a boiler owned and operated by
Koppers, Grenda, Mississippi.

Region IV has determined that ash resulting from the burning of a listed
hazardous waste is a hazardous waste as defined under 40 CER Section
261.3(c)(2) (i):

“Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (c)(2)(ii) of this
section, any solid waste generated fran the treatment, storage,
or disposal of a hazardous waste, including any sludge, spill
residue, ash, emission control dust, or leachate (but not including
precipitation run—off) is a hazardous waste. However, materials
that are reclaimed fran solid wastes and that are used beneficially
are not solid wastes and hence are not hazardous wastes under this
provision unless the reclaimed material is burned for energy recovery
or used in a manner constituting disposal.”

Note fly ash waste, slag waste, and flue gas emission control waste generated
primarily from the combustion of coal or other fossil fuels are excluded
under Section 261.4(b)(4). (Emphasis added).

FEB 27 ‘i987



-2- D

There was some earlier confusion on this interpretation due to the fact

that the hazardous waste was beinq recycled. We apoloqize for any in
convenience that this may have caused. If you have questions or cvents
in this matter, please contact Ms. Beverly A. Spagg at 404/347—3433.

Sincerly yours,

J s . Sco.E.,cef
Ridua1s Management Branch
Wste Management Division



\YSTONE
EN(IONMtNTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Mr. Ivan Noel , Engineer
Johnson and Maihoyra - P.C.
Environmental Engineers
601 Wheaton Plaza South
Silver Springs, MD 20902

RE: Report Transmittal
Hydrogeologic Investigation
Koppers Company, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi

I was informed by Mr. Jim Hardage of the Mississippi DNR that you are

currently involved with identification of solid waste management units at

the Koppers Company, Inc., Grenada, Mississippi wood treatment facility.

Mr. Hardage asked that I send you a copy of the “Report of Findings,

Hydroqeologic Investigation” (dated January 22, 1987) to provide background

information for your review. This document, which was prepared by Keystone

Environmental Resources, Inc., on behalf of Koppers, is enclosed.

If you have any questions or comments about the report, please feel

to contact me at (412)733-9445 or Mr. Cyrus Markie at (412)227—2374.

RMM/pb

Enclosure

Sincerely,

R. tl. Morosky
Project Manager

free

cc: J. R. Batchelder w/o enc.
J. D. Clayton w/o enc.
J. Hardage w/o enc.
C .P. Markle w/o enc.

0

440 College Park Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146

DEpT,QF

February 18, 1987
BUREAU

‘QL

Dear Mr. Noel:
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Enclosed are three copies of the work plan for characterizing the spray
irrigation field at the Koppers Company, Inc., Grenada, Mississippi
Plant. The objectives of this study were discussed at our
February 3, 1987 meeting and Koppers intent to pursue this demonstration
was confirmed by Mr. Cyrus Markle during your February 9, conversation.

It is planned to initiate field activities during the week of
February 23. Therefore, it is important that we receive regulatory
approval of the enclosed work scope as soon as possible. If there
are any comments or questions during the review process, please acvise.

Yours truly,

; )

R. M. Morosky
Project Manager

RMM/pb

Enclosure

cc: J. R. Batchelder
J. M. Blundon
J. D. Clayton
C. A. Cramer
C. P. Markie
R. S. Ohlis, Jr.

0 0
\YSTONE

\EN1(I,ONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

440 College Park Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146

DEPT, CF ATR;L ESCJ?cEFebruary 13, 1987 BUAL ci 7Dj

Mr. James Hardage
Mississippi Department of Natural Resources
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, Mississippi 39209

RE: Work Plan Transmittal
Spray Field Characterization
Koppers Company, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Hardage:
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Cyrus arkL, itanager
nvironmentai Regulatory Programs
Keystone Environmental Resours, tnc,

Pe -2—

7. The boibr ash is a solid waste rather than a hazardous waste. Thus

the ,end treatment unit that receives the ash is a solid waste

mmnt unit rather than a RCRA hazardous wa unit. (This

is on reot djcusjoni between Bureau and. EPA flgion

. p3OT1el)*

. container storage permit elietion will not he procsssed

pati: froni the surface toundnent permit a

pv4i1uuJi1 .‘ d da for issune of a

pr’thensiv (Part S) erit for both the ai±’i ispounthnent and

taierstorse is toher 15, 1987. EPA will isu* the 3WIJ

p’i.or of the permit.

‘: hjt a pli the riy field mo tx”ition win

, 1L7), The Bil viii and

O nlcfl ria onfenie.

1Q uru ‘tt’ of ib,.r , 1)86,

s oo Ui xid. cxno r not i i’ile

th t Uij time, a ‘A Wj.jl rtj 3oid ‘jste

‘ it un te t r, grenada a’ p3rt ;)4’ 4 iI r

I LLtv !o nt u rr rtJ.i in oropress.

: rou have ny quitioRl or .nn-ni r arcUi thia suamary, iia contact me,

Jim Rrda
HEzardou; 4t Djvision

cm
.i(,9 UT’

‘m: Mr. J D. 1-gtri
r. on orosr (w/enIosure
ie. JiLl Blundn
Mr. :r’- Cramner
?r. Jstes Scars roai (w/enclosur
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L • SENoE’ corn etems1,2.”

_____

addresS in tie
weCe

.-ever5 side. Fa1IU’E o do tt 1.vjII preVeflt

beiflU returned to yo 4.. The rStUr ttee W5l

ou the name of the persOfl detivet0 and ttv

jer. For add itic> net fees the fOIIOWIW 501V

__________

6viIabIe. COflsU’ p ,tnaSter tr feeS end cheC —

for service(s) repueste(t.

i. ET to whCm. date end .ddte’1 of de

2. C Restricted t) €llverV
c—p

9. Artic AddnesSesd to:

r-.
Lc, -9SPa-
LL,P’

4 Type t Serv-e
ArtiCS Nurn’

Restered t] 4nsured yq :1 1>

[JExpress Ma.t
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