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ENSEARCH - Agency InteresPl.Djetails

-

Koppers Inc

General Information

d

Page 1 of 2

ID Branch County  Basin Start 'End
876 [Energy and Transportation - [2491_ fGrenada [Yazoo River |11/09/1981 _ I
Address _ o L
Physical Address (Primary) Mailing Address
1 Koppers Drive PO Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960 Tie Plant, MS 38960
Telecommunications )
Type ) _ |Address or Phone
Work phone number (662) 226-4584, Ext. 11
Alternate / Historic AI Identifiers e R S e meses sews s
Alt ID Alt Name Alt Type . Start Date |[End Date
2804300012 Koppers Inc Air-AIRS AFS 10/12/2000
096000012 Koppers, Inc. Air-Title V Fee Customer 12/11/2006
096000012 Koppers Industries, Inc. Air-Title V Operating 03/11/1997(03/01/2002
096000012 Koppers Industries, Inc. Air-Title V Operating 01/13/2004(03/26/2007
096000012 Koppers Inc Air-Title V Operating 03/26/2007(01/01/2009
MSR220005 Koppers Industries, Inc. GP-Wood Treating 09/25/1992
MSD007027543|Koppers Industries, Inc. Hazardous Waste-EPA ID 08/27/1999
HW8854301 Koppers Industries, Inc. Hazardous Waste-TSD 06/28/1988(06/28/1998
HW8854301 Koppers Industries, Inc. Hazardous Waste-TSD 11/10/1999]03/26/2007
HW8854301 Koppers, Inc. (Owner) Hazardous Waste-TSD 03/26/2007{09/30/2009
876 Koppers Industries, Inc. Historic Site Name 11/09/1981{12/11/2006
876 Koppers, Inc. Official Site Name 12/11/2006
MSP090300 Koppers Industries, Inc. Water-Pretreatment 11/14/1995|11/13/2000
MSP090300 Koppers Industries, Inc. Water-Pretreatment 09/18/2001({08/31/2006
MSP090300 Koppers Inc Water-Pretreatment 03/26/2007|02/28/2012
MSU081080 Koppers Industries, Inc. Water-SOP 11/09/1981|11/30/1985
Regulatory Programs ) -

. End
Program qSu}:PIft.agra_m ?Fart. Date__D_ate i
Air Title V - major 06/01/1900
Hazardous Waste Large Quantity Generator 08/27/1999
Hazardous Waste TSD - Not Classified 06/28/1988
Water Baseline Stormwater 01/01/1900
Water PT CIU 11/14/1995

- Ti ducts

A R
IWater PT SIU 11/14/1995
Locational Data ] - N L
Latitude lLongitude IMetadata fS /T/R [Map Links
http://opcweb/ensearch/agency_interest_details.aspx?ai=876 4/3/2007
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Q Page 2 of 2

33°44'3.00(89 ° 47 '8 .06 |Point Desc: PG- Plant Entrance Section: SWIMS
(033.734167) (General). Data collegted by Mike Hardy Township: TerraServer
(089.785572) [on 11/8/2005. Elevation 223 feet. Just Map It
inside entrance gate. Range:

Method: GPS Code (Psuedo Range)
Standard Position (SA Off)

Datum: NADS83

Type: MDEQ

4/3/2007 12:58:30 PM

http://opcweb/ensearch/agency _interest_details.aspx?ai=876 4/3/2007
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= Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality

Office of Pollution Control

I-sys 2000 Master Site Detail Report

Site Name: Koppers Industries Inc

PHYSICAL ADDRESS

MUNICIPALITY: Tie Plant

OTHER INFORMATION

LINE 1: Tie Plant Road MASTER ID: 000876
LINE 2: COUNTY: Grenada
e REGION NRO
MUNICIPALITY: Tie Piam SiC 1. 2451
STATE CODE: MS AIR TYPE: TITLEV
ZIP CODE: 38960- HW TYPE: TSD
MAILING ADDRESS SOLID TYPE:

' LINE 1: PO Box 160 WATER TYPE: INDUSTRIAL
LINE 2: BRANCH: Energy
LINE 3: ECED CONTACT:

Collier, Melissa

STATE CODE: MS BASIN:
ZiP CODE: 38960-
| AIR PROGRAMS v SIP —__PSD _ NSPS _ NESHAPS | MACT

I-sys Master Site Detail Report

Page 1 of 2
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Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Office of Pollution Control

Pemits

PROGRAM PERMIT TYPE PERMIT # MDEQ PERMIT CONTACT ACTIVE
AIR TITLEV 096000012 Burchfield, David YES
WATER PRE-TREATMENT MSP090300 Coliins, Bryan YES
HAZ. WASTE TSD HW8854301 YES
HAZ, \.";:I:E— EPAID _ MSN007027543 TES
HAZ. WASTE TSD HW8854301 Stover, Wayne YES

' Compliance Actions

MEDIA ACTIVITY TYPE SCHEDULED COMPLETED INSPECTED B

' HAZ WASTE Financial Record Review 1/18/00 1/18/00 Twitty, Russ
WATER CMI - PRETREATMENT Whittington, Darryail

| WATER CEl - PRETREATMENT 9/30/00 Twitty, Russ

I WATER CEl- NA 9/30/00 Twitty, Russ

iF HAZ WASTE Compliance Evaluation Inspection 9/30/00 Twitty, Russ
AIR State Compliance Inspection 9/30/00 Twitty, Russ
WATER CEI-NA 3/2/99 3/2/99 Twitty, Russ

| HAZ WASTE Compliance Evaluation Inspection 3/2/99 3/2/99 Twitty, Russ

Iﬁ\IR ) State Compliance Inspection B 3/2/99 3/2/39 Twitty, Russ )

Page 2 of 2

I-sys Master Site Detail Report
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

-6

June 5, 1991
FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Stephen Spengler

Mississippi Department of
Natural Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility
EPA I.D. No. MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Spengler:

As a result of the newly-effective hazardous waste listings for
the wood preserving industry, enclosed please find a copy of the
revised Part A for the above-referenced facility.

Sin ely,

M(;/%M for

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager-Environmental Services

JMP/jls
Enclosure
cc: R. Hamilton
B. Nolan
J. Batchelder (KII)
J. Clayton (KII)
J. Scarbrough (U.S. EPA Region IV)



OPERATOR_#1

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
(412) 227-2001

Status of Operator #1: P

OPERATOR #2

BEAZER EAST, INC.

436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
(412) 227-2430

Status of Operator #2: P

**NOTE: Operator #2 is not involved in the operation of
container storage facility (S03) 1located at the facility,
therefore, all obligations under the relevant statutes
regulations pertaining thereto, including, but not limited to

the
and
and
any

and all financial assurance requirements, are solely those of

Operator #1.



The purposa of this
subject to resgulation under the Rssourcs
racsive only one EPA Identificaticn Number, regardlsas

% Co

REGION POSITION PAPY
ISSUANCE OF MORE o) E
IDENTIFICATION NUMBER A c

paper is to establish the pcsition that each faclliey
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA),
of whether the facility

is ownad and operatad by one or maors coapanias.

RECOMMENDATION:- Each faclility subject t3 RCRA requlation should recsive oaly

one EPA Identification Number for the cperaticnal facility,
regardlaas of ownership or operational coatzol.

BACXGROUND: Raecantly EPA Ragion IV racsived a proposal frcm Beazser Matarials

BASIS:

and Servicss, Inc. (BMS) in which thay proposed that each RCRA
facility acguired by BMS through a takeover of Xoppers Co., Inc.
(Roppers), then subsequently sold to Koppers Industries, Inc.
(KII), ba given two EPA Identificaticn Numbers. Ons number would
be Lssued to KII and one to BMS. BMS bases their proposal on a
contractual agreement which BMS and KII entsred iatc at the tize
of the sals. This proposal includes a number of facilitiss within
Ragicn IV. A mors detalled braakdown of the corporatas

ransactlons and proposal is attached.

In P.R. 33069, May 19, 1980, EPA statad that the plant, not the parent
company, ls the gensrator as defined in 40 C.P.R. Part 260.10.
Specifically the ragulations define generator as "...any perscn, by

sitm..."”

40 C.P.R. Part 270.2 defines Hazardous Waste Management Pacility as
*,. all contigquous land, and structuras, other appurtenancas, and
improvements on the land, used for traating, storing, or dispesing of
hazardous wasts.” The BMS propcsal seeks to ramove portions of
facilitiss (the procass arsas) which operatad as one Eazardous Wasts
Management Pacility and provide them with new ID numbars. These new

facilities would only be gensrators and thersfors not subject to the
permitting requirsments.

40 C.P.R. Part 260.10 defines individual generation sites as "...
contiguous sits..." which *...may have cona oOr mors scurcss of hazardousz
wasta but is considersd a single generation sita if the sita or
property is contiguous.® The KII propertiss ars contiguous and
tharefore singls generation sitas, ragardlass of whethar the wastes
generated come from KII's operation of the procass areas or fzcm BMS'
operation and closurs of the RCRA regulatad units.

BMS i3 an operator as defined in 40 C.7.R. Part 260.10 in that they.
will be the perscn responsible for the cperation of tha facilitias.

XII is an owner as dafined in 40 C.P.R. Part 260.10 in that thay are
the persan who owna the facilities. In addition KII may be an operator
of tha RCRA facilities if they undertake operational or maintsnanca
activities at the RCRA facilities. The BMS propcosal does not address
corrective action at thase facilitiee, it merely provides for



o 60

-2- ..

post-closurs care, thersfors KII may be rsquirsd along with BMS to
addrass corrsctive action at each sita.

Procsss arsas ars generally considered to coatain several Solid Waste
Managesent Arsas. )

/ -
The corrsctive acticn authority under 3008(h) providas for corrective
action at facilities which wers subject to intarim scatus. This
authority includes facilities, subject tc the intarim status provisions
which Bave not rscsived final administrative disposition of thelr
permit (ie. a final RCRA perzit or denial of a £inal RCRA permit).
Escablishing procass arsas as separata generators would resnder those
facilities no longer subject to the intarim status requirements and
therafors remove the Agency’s abllity to potsntially seek cozrsctive
action pucsuant to 3008(h) for the encirse property.

The corrective action authority under 3004(u) and (V) ‘providaes for
corrective action at permitted facilities. 1If the procass araas are
not rsquirsd toc seek permits as generators, than thes authority under
3004 (u) and (v) may not be used to requirs corractivs actlon.

Issuancs of one ID number to these facilitiss is consistant with EPA’s
handling of Government Ownad/Contractor Operatad (GOCT) facilities.
GOCO’s racsive only one ID number regardlesss of the number of differant

operators At the sita.

Alabama and Kentucky have also detsrmined that cne ID number is
appropriats at these facilities. Mississippi, however, has {iaauved two
ID numbers to the site in Grenada, Mississippl.

CONCLUSION: BMS and KII should submit amended Part A permit applicacions
paming KII as the cwner of each facility and BMS and KII as the
cperators of each facility. This will Dbe consistent with the
requlations and dafinitions in 40 C.7.R. and will ensures that the
Agency may require corrective action for all solid wasate
management .units at the facilitiss in question.

CONCUORRENCE:

. 7

James H. Scarbrough, .
Chief, RCRA Branch
Wasts Management Division

ed
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Flaase orricriyce mith gL, T

£ r/mracxers per ircr) in e urshaded areas anly

I. ID Number(s)

A. EPA ID Number

Form Agorivea TMB ve [ISC

lleSgirmg tT g
3340 7L

R Z23 -

B. Secondary {D Number (if applicable)

P Vee gr.\?;m‘ W r::.:f GEP& \/U 53'.%‘:‘; ]
w e ""'"""“"@", S | J
Hazardous Waste Permlt
- Application 61
Month 6ay Year Pal't A
{Read the [nstructions before starting)

M|S|D

0] 0] 7! O 2f 7} 5

Il. Name of Facility

K]O|P| P! E] R| S I |N(D
11l. Facility Location (Physical address not P.
A, Street
I|c|H|w Al Y] |51

Street (continued)

TII|E P| L} Al N| T R|O}A |
City or Town State | ZIP Code
T|I|E P| L] A[ N| T M S|3i8 (9160 lr
County Codel ¢5unty Name
G| R| E| N| Al D] A 1]
B. Land Type| C. Geographic Locsation D. Faclility Existence Date
({enter code) | LATITUDE (degrees, mirutes, &ssconde)-. LONGITUDE (sogress, miruses, & soconds) Month Day Year
P 3131144 014 8191 4 7 11 9 1(9] 8 ' 0:
V. Facility Mailing Address
Street or P.O. Box
B|O|X 1 16/0
City or Town State |ZIP Cods .
T|I|E PIL|A|N|T M| s| 3] 8{ 9 6 - R
V. Facility Contact (Person to be contacted regarding waste activities at facility)
Name (/ast) ' (tirst)
C|L i AlY|T I 0! N J{o|s|E|l Pl H L
Job Title Phone Number (area code and number)
pirla/niT, [ul al v al e 6lo|1]-l2]2l6l-lals]sls
VI. Facllity Contact Address (See instructions)
E’Egg;:ct Magresa B. Street or P.O. Box r
X i
City or Town State | 2P Code -
L - '

EPA Form 8700-23 (01-90)

-10t7 -



Clease SrNt If VEE Mt T T WEA L i LS w€1 1L 1 4 3 ket @ ey

The Plant deals with the preservation of wood products
utilizing pressure treatment process. The preservation
process utilizes pentachlorophenol and coal tar base
products. Beazer East, Inc. does not commercially
operate at this facility.

xil. Process - Codea and Design Capacities

A. PROCESS CODE - Entes the code from the st of process codis bejow that best deseriben secii pragess fa e used at the faciilty.
Tweive lines are provided for entering codea ¥ more lines are pesded, altech & sepanits shoef of paper with -the additional
Information. r.mnumnmmnm«mmmnmmm design
capaclty) ih the spacs providid B3 itsm X ot

B. PROCESS DESIGMCAPACIIY -~ For eaciy coda entered in columm A, enior e topaciirold IS8 ArOCREK - - ‘l
1. AMOUNT -Entss tBe amounts /n & case whers design capacity is not applicaiie: @ich 2 it ¥ closute/post-closury of
mm-ﬁw amount of waste for thet processranll- = 7. T T TUTTATT i E

- 2, 2R ey > e 2 s YD :
APPROPRIATE UNITS OF , UNITOF
PROCESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS : UNIT OF MEASURE |
CODE PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY A MEASURE CODE |
3
RISPOSAL: ] GALLONS .........coeovnonn G ;
D79  INJECTION WELL GALLONS; LITERS; GALLONS PER DAY; L ‘
OR LTERS PER DAY i B  GALLONSPERHOUR.......... £ |
D8o LANDFILL ACRE-FEET OR HECTARE-METER [ 1 GALLONS PERDAY ........... U !
D81  LAND APPLICATION ACRES OR HECTARES l
D82  OCEAN DISPOSAL GALLONS PER DAY OR LITERS PERDAY | LTERS ......cooooeiienennn. L
4 I
D83  SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT GALLONS OR LITERS 1 urerspermoun............ ) |
STORAGE 1 UTERSPERDAY.............. v
sot CONTAINER GALLONS OR LITERS
(barrel, drum, etc.) SHORT TONS PERHOUR....... [}
$02  TANK GALLONS OR LITERS ;
S03  WASTE PILE CUBIC YARDS OR CUBIC METERS METRIC TONS PER HOUR ...... LA
So4 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT GALLONS OR LITERS SHORT TONS PER DAY ........ N i
[REATMENT: - METRIC TONS PER DAY ... ..... s ?
101 TANK GALLONS PER DAY OR LITERS PER DAY
702 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT CALLONS PER DAY OR UTERS PER DAY | POUNDSPERHOUR .......... J |
To3 INCINERATOR SHORT TONS PER HOUR; METRIC F KILOGRAMS PER HOUR ....... ]
TONS PER HOUR; GALLONS PER HOUR; |
LTERS PER HOUR; OR BTU'S PER HOUR §{ CUBICYARDS ............... Y :
|
S e c
704  OTHER TREATMENT GALLONS PER DAY: LITERS PER DAY; L D i
Ure tr rysicat, cramicat POUNDS PER HOUR; SHORT TONS PE% v ACRES v ooeeerranenennnnnes 8
; . HOUR; KILOGRAMS PER HOUR; METRI |
et I Lo iy TONS PER DAY; METRIC TONS PER ACRE-FEET .........ccooene A
Incinaretors Descrioe e | HOUR; OR SHORT TONS PER DAY HECTARES ...oovveeneennnnn Q
processes in the space
provided in item Xl ) HECTARE-METER .. ..uveeeen. F .
]
BTU'SPERHOUR ....oovveeer. K i

I o O ..

. !**M‘&M'--'—-'_

EPA Form 8700-23 (01-90) -30f7-



Please ornt or “ype aith E_TE 'yce 12 sraracters cer rcrln in@ unsnaded areas anly O

14 3:‘— STk Normbaer (ehtel I, TRITEET TR > TG i fom page 1F~ 4
u[s] o] of of 7] o 2| A W3] e !
Vestaey
e - SO g P e b e SERA g
A EPAWAZAR RUMBER - Entestie our- diglt wmmm
you wiif handie, Fiifhexsrdous wastes which ere rvat Beted (5 48 CFR,. Pure 264 £ estar thé-foer-diglt mandiests) from 40
CFR, Part 261 Sublpart C that describes the clarscleristics andjor e foxic contusslunty of theew hazardous waslee.

B. ESTIMATED ANNUAS QUANTITY - For each Sated waste entored it coltaum A Sstimaty the quantiiy of that waste thet will be
handied on an annual basis. For each characteristic or toxic contaminent entered in colusnn A estimate the total annuaf quantity of
all the non-listed wasta(s) that wiil be handled which possess that charactevistic or contaminant.

C. UNIT OF MEASURE - For each quantity entered in column B enter the unit of measure coda. Units of measure which must be used
and the appropriate codes are:

—
ENGLISH UNIT OF MEASURE CODE METRIC UNIT OF MEASURE CODE }
POUNDS P KILOGRAMS K W
TONS T METRIC TONS M '

Iftacllity racords use any other unit of measure for quantity, the uniis of measure must be converted xto one of the required units of
measure taking into account the appropriate density or M gravity of the waste.

D. PROCESSES

1. PROCESS CODES:

For listed hazardous waste: For each listed hazardous waste entered I column A select the codafa)fom the list of process
codes contained in iterm Xl A. on page 3 to indicate how e waste will be stored, trested; andjor dispossed of at the hdly

For non-lsted hazardous waste: qumm«w*mmwmm;mm
list of process codes contained in ftem Xi1 A on page 3 to indicate aff the processes Mlﬂ"hlﬂdw@q tnd, andjor
dlspouolallthom-lldummmmMMMwmm f .

NOTE: THREE SPACES ARE PROVIDED FOR mmnomeooes. IF MORE ARE NEEDED: :

1. Enter the first two as described above.
2. Enter "000” In the extreme right box of Moes XPEDily- ...
3. Enter in the space provided on page 7, mmeunm«wnuﬂm«»

2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: naeodobnuﬂodloumuﬂhm mmmln the space provided on
the form (D.(2))

NOTE: HAZARDOUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE THAN ONE EPA HAZARDOUS WABTE NUMBER- Hazardoue wastes that
can be described by more than one EPA Hazardous Waste Number shail be described on the form as followss

1. Select one of the EPA Hazardous Waite Numbers and enter it iscolumn A (nihve same line complete columns B,C,

and D by estimating mnﬂmmwumwpmmmu used I treat, store,
and/or dispose of the waste-

2. In column A of the next iine enter tha other EPA Nazardeus Waste Number that can be used to describs the waste, In
column D(2) on that line enter “Inciuded with above” and make ac other entiies on et ine __ -

3. Repeat step 2 for ucumm-mmmtmuwmmmmnu

v PO

L eme we ms

EXAMPLE FOR commmrmuumx-r, x—zx-a,mu-4wm .

estimated 900 pounds pesyears of chirome shevings from leather tanning and finfshing operation. In addition, the § wilfreat and
dispose of three nom-iisted wastes. Two wastes are corrosive only and there will be an estimated 208 pounds peryeas of each waste.
The other waste is carrasive and ignitable and there will be an estimated 300 peunds per year of that waste. Trestraent will be in an
incinerator and disposet will be in a landfill.

A EPA a.esnmch.umror - C e S

HAZARD ANNUAL | mEasure L . iy
Line WASTENO. |QUANTITYOF] (enter (1) PROCESS CODES (onter) (2) PROCESS DESCRIPTION
Number] (enter code) WASTE code) (¥ a code s not entered in D(1))
x{1¢x|lo}lsta 900 - P rlo{3]po}sjo})
X|2fpjojo|2} 400 p- Frle D| sto N 5
xtaipojolol} 100 P rlolato} s}o -
xtelDlolo] 2 Included With Above

— =

EPA Form 8700-23 (01-90) -50f7-
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Sease orrt zr 'ype anh ILTZ ype '/P{arac:ers cer ncri rre urshaded areas ariy

! = E:F'A 1.0. Number (enter frcknr;\ )1 SOCX- )Dm{emu from page 1)
MSD00702;['543 ?
XIV. Description of Hazardous Waste (continued)

E. USE THIS SPACE TO LIST ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES FROM ITEM D(1) ON PAGE 6.

Line
Number Additional Process Codes (enter)

— 4]

—t

XV. Map

Attach to this application a topographic map of the area extending to at least one mile beyond property boundaries. The map
must show the outline of the facility, the location of each of its existing and proposed intake and discharge structures, each of .'s
hazardous waste treatment, storage, or disposal facilities, and each well where it injects fluids underground. Include all springs,
rivers and other surface water bodies in this map area. See instructions for precise requirements.

XVi. Facility Drawing

|

All existing facilities must include a scale drawing of the facility (see instructions for more detail).

XVil. Photographs

All existing facilities must include photographs (aerial or ground-level) that clearly delineate all existing structures; existing storage.
treatment and disposal areas; and sites of future storage, treatment or disposal areas (see instructions for more detail).

XViil. Certification(s)

I certify under penalty of law that | have personally examined and am famillar with the information submitted in this
and all attached documents, and that based on my inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for
obtaining the information, | believe that the submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. | am aware
that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, Including the possibility of fine and
imprisonment.

Owner, tor #1 (KII) Date Signea ’ﬂ
g e 54

“artsArdiO“ca T2 yoe orzony
J. R. Batchelder, Vice President, Envirommental and Technical

Operator #2, (Beazgr) Date S.grea
% éj,wln«) ¢ -S -9

‘:arﬂﬁc C%& ai Tive (type or print)

J. Blundon, Vice President, Secretary and General Counsel

XIX. Comments

Note: Mail compieted form to the appropriate EPA Regional or State Office. (refer to instructions for more information)

EPA Form 8700-23 (01-90) -7ct7 -



n® °Iease pr_lnt or type with ELITE type (12 charg(—\pe D" e L Snaded areas’ 0Nty ; f H 5845 fTd $Ta 0

. - Date Received
%Ing%ﬁt{{?ca‘?ﬁ %&.f: EP A Rgoltjllfalfeaal owr|a%té (For Official Use Only)
o ke & g
oF he Heseurce fon Activity
and Recovery ACY).. United States E_n_vironmemal Protection
l. Installation's EPA ID Number (Mark ‘X’ In the appropriate box)
A. First Notiﬂca_tlon X B. Subsequent Notification C. Installation’s EPA 1D Number

(complete item C) M[sIplolol7l o 2 75|43

1. Name of Installation (Include company and speclfic site name)

K|O|P|PJEJRIS] I [ NID | .j , IN[Cl, I,

11l. Location of Instaliation (Physical address not P.O. Box or Route Number)

| Street . -~ - : N

TIIIE] [PICJA[N[T] [R[O[A D

Street (continued) . .- b

Clty or Town . i * e Tk ' |state |z1p Code :
?IEt”-f-PaLA;NT. MISI3]|8l9l6 0l-
01413 cIrIE[N[AID|A '

IV. Instaliation Malling Address {See Instructions)

Streetor PO Box . % . i ) R - Y

LX

..o 1.,';-«“- s -‘.-1""“‘-' o llgg, . PR stata c. zp code:-:;. .;\__l..‘

Name (last) =~ 7
Cl1AIYITIO

b T i

VI. Installation Contact

A. Contact Address
Location - - Maliling -- B Street or P

m R t::,l‘—l .

CRy OF TOWR .-~ - Swsnc=a” 23 "o

VIl. Ownership (See instructions)

A. Namé of Installation’s Legal Owner “55 7477 _
KIQIPIPIEIRIS 1IN DI ULSIT
“Stéet; P.O. Box, r Route Number 1 E 810y -

41316 SIEIVIFINITI H 1AV

CityorTown - - —° -~ - - [

1 Q 11 18 10
MM S

........ g AT wr, = Tz T e Yo, a

- 'Phone-Number (area code and number)~ ' ~:~ "
41 2|-|2|2 7I'|2|0 0|1

EPA Form 8700-12 (01-90) Previous edition is obsolete.

‘4“122 818

A Continue on reverse




e 2 e
'KOPPERS O

INDUSTRIES 436 Seventh Avenue
[ S S T R R O AN T

Pittsburgh, PA 15218-1800

Telephone: (412) 227-2001

via FEDERAL E_X_,P_RESS— FAX: (412) 227-2423

May 22. 1991

Division of Solid and Waste Management Yl 23l99‘
Bureau of Pollution Control

Department of Natural Resources

P. 0. Box 10385

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackscn, MS 39209

Re: NOTIFICATION OF REGULATED WASTE ACTIVITY

Enclosed 1is one copy of the EPA Form 8700-i2 for the Koppers
Industries, Inc. plant at Tie Plant, Mississippi. The industrial
boiler at this location is currently burning wood preserving
process wastes which, after the effective date of June 6, 1991,
will be listed hazardous wastes FO32 and F034. This notification
is also for the container storage facility which is now storing
non—RCRA wastes which will be newly regulated hazardous wastes
after June 6, 1991.

Please call me at (412)2287-2677 or J. D. Clayton, the plant
manager, at (601)226-4384 if you have questions.

Sincerely,
1

/ 2 - |
] Zalor 7/ o

‘Stephen T. Smith,
Environmental Program Manager

cc: U. S. EPA Region 4
Hazardous Waste Management Division
343 Courtland Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30365

J. D. Clayton, Grenada, MS
Bill Donley, K-1750

J. R. Batchelder, K-1700
Jane Patarcity, K-1450

Ray Ohlis, K-1730

[



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

May 28, 1991

Koppers Industries, Inc - Grenada
Tie Plant Road
Tie Plant, MS 38960
Attn: J. D. Clayton
Re: Large Quantity Generator

This letter acknowledges receipt of your subsequent notification form
as a Mississippi Large Quantity Generator.

The location identification number, MSD007027543, is assigned to:

Tie Plant Road
The above location with its assigned number is now designated as a
Large Quantity Generator in our files. It is suggested that you secure
and become familiar with Hazardous Waste Regulations, especially the
chapter dealing with Large Quantity Generators. Your identification
number must be used when manifesting any hazardous waste.
It is important that this office be notified in writing within seven
(7) days of ANY changes of the information sukbmitted on your
notification form.

Should you have any questions please contact this office at
(601) 961-5171.

Very truly yours,

Michael J. Weaver
Hazardous Waste Division

Enclosure

BURFAL OF POLLL TION CONTROL, PO BOX 10385, IACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171




KOPPERS
Koppers Industries, Inc.

INDUSTRIES PO. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
= C ID FAX: (601) 226-4588
-’

02z2o9q0

February 16, 1990

Mississippi Division of Solid and Waste Management
Department of Natural Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

P. O. Box 10385

Jackson, Ms. 39289-0385

Dear Sir or Madam:

The completed 1989 Hazardous Waste Report for Koppers Industries, Inc.,
Grenada, Mississippi facility is enclosed.

If you have any questions regarding this submission, please feel free
to contact me at the above number.

Sincerely,

"ID-(ﬂZEQSZZID
. D. Clayten

JDC/jrb
Enclosure

CC: Steve Smith K-1800
W. R. Donley K-1750



mForm Appraved. OMB No. 2050 0028. Expres 10-31-91
) GSA No. 0246-EPA-OT

Date Received
(For Officlal Use Only)

Please print or type with ELITE type (12-{- J\‘grs per inch) in the unshaded areas only
Please refer to the Instruction$ - ifi i
Sl PN E PA. Notification Jf
com is form. ]
lnfon‘:::tig requested here is v Reg u Iated WaSte

required by law (Section 3010 HE
of the Resource(Conservation Actl‘"ty
and Recovery Act). United States Environmental Protection

L. Installation’s EPA ID Number (Mark ‘X in the approprlate box)

A. First Notification X | B. Subsequent Notification C: Installation’s EPA ID Number -
(complete item C) M[{s|D|oJo}7]|0|2]7}5]|4]|3

il. Name of Installation (Include company and specific site name)

K{ Oof P| P| E|] R| S I|N{D|UI[S|T|R}|I]JE|{S]|{, I|N{C

lil. Location of Installation (Physical address not P.O. Box or Route Number)

Street

G| R| E{f N| A| D] A P| L| Al N{ T

Street (continued)

T| I| E P| L] Al N| T R{ O| A| D

City or Town State |ziP Code

T} I| E P| L] Al N| T M IS 3] 8| 9§ 6{ 0] -
County Code] County Name

G| R|! A§ G| R| E{ N| Al D] A

IV. Installation Mailing Address (See Instructions)

Street or P.O. Box

PO B|O|X 1{6]0
City or Town State
T|I|E PILIA|IN|T M| S

V. Installation Contact (Person to be contacted regarding waste activities at site)

Name (last (first)

CIL|JA|Y|T]|O}N J|].|D

Job Title Phone Number (area code and number)
PILJA|N|T MIG|R 6 |1]0J1|-12|2]|6|-{4]5(|8|¢4

VL. Installation Contact Address (See Instructions)

A. Contact Address
Location  Malling B. Street or P.O. Box

[*]

City or Town State |ZIP Code

Vil. Ownership (See Instructions)

A. Name of Installation’s Legal Owner

KJ]OJP|PJ]E|R]S I{N|IDJUI|S|T|R|I|JE|S I|{N]C

Street, P.O. Box, or Route Number

413]6 S|EJV|E|N|TI|H A|{VI]E K|-]1]1710]1

City or Town State |ZIP Code
PI|IIT|T|S|{B|U|RIGI{H PlAll1]|5]|2111]9]-

B. Land Type | C. Owner Type| D. Change of Owner (Date Changed)

Phone Number (area code and number) Indicator Month  Day _ Year
411 f2|-12f2(71-1216l7 1|7 P P Yes Noj x




OMB# 20500024  Explres 3-31-92
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it ‘-,_..r\_h
. (€0 874y,
BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SITE IDENTIFICATION LABEL dd" n ® U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
O : . .S.
RENTER M 3 PROTECTION AGENCY

SITE NAME Kaoppers. Industries,Inc.

Highway 51 South P Wé" 1989 Hazardous Waste Report

Tie Plant, Ms. _ 38960

FORM IDENTIFICATION AND

EPAIDNO.  |M|S|D|00,70)27,5,4,3 IC CERTIFICATION

INSTRUCTIONS:  Read the detalled Instructions beginning on page 7 of the 1989 Hazardous Waste Report bookiet before compieting this form.

SEC. | Jsite name and location address. Complete Items A through H. Check the box & in ltems A B, D,E,F, G, and Hif same as label; If
different, enter corrections. If iabei Is absent, enter information. instruction page 7.

A. EPA ID No. B. Site/company name .
N R N N I samemtabel B} o _Koppers Industries, Inc.
C. Has the site nams associated with this EPA ID changed since 18877 B 1 ves
0O 2n
D. Btreet name and number. i not applicable, enter industrial park, buliding name or other physical locallon description.
Same as fabet
or
E. Clty, fown, viliage, elc. F. County G. State H. Zip Code
:ameulabol x Grenada Same as labet Kl Same as label &
* L1 1 | I T T O Y O T T |
e

SEC. Il | Malling address of site. instruction page 7.

A. Is the malling address the same as the localion address? O 1 vYes { BKIP TO SEC. )
B 2No (COMPLETE SEC.H)

8 Numbaer and sireet name of malling address

P. O. Box 160

C. Clty, town, village, etc. D. State €. ZIp Code
Tie Plant M S 13181916 10111t 1 3
SEC. 1l | Name, titie, and telephone number of the person who should be contacted if questions arlse regarding this report. instruction page 7.
\. Please print: Last name Fhrst name M.l 8. Title C. Telephone
610 11y 1202161~ 14151814
Clayton Jackie D. PlantManager Extorslon L1 1 1 |

Enter the Standard Industriai Classification (SiC) Code that describes the principal products, group of products, produced or distributed, or
SEC. IV | the services rendered at the site's physical location. Enter more than one SIC Code only if no one Industry description includes the combined
activities of the site. Instruction page 8.

A B. C. D.
1214191 1 T I I T Y N | S

1 certity under penaity of iaw that | have personally examined and am famiilar with the Information submitted iIn this and ali attached

SEC. V j documents, and that based on my Inquiry of those individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the Information, | belleve that the
submitted information Is true, accurate, and complete. | am aware that there are significant penaities for submitiing false information, including
the possibliity of fine and imprisonment.

L Number of form pages submtied

FomiC | | |2 FomGM |_| |2 Form WR I_I_JLJ FormP8 |_ | lll
I. Please print: Last name First name ML C. Title
Clavton Jackie D. Plant Manager
). Signature - E. Date of signature 1021 ] Q101
MO. DAY YR,

Pagefof 8
e e ~gee
A Form 8700-13A/B (5-80) {Revised 11.85) (Revised 12-87) (Revised 11-89) OVER --->




————
| | Sec. VI Generator Sta(’\') Q)
5 . e
A. 1989 generation {CHECK ONE BOX BELOW) [B. Reason for not generating (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
instruction page 8 Page 10
CJ 1 No (CONTINUE TO BOX B) (J 1 Never generated [J 4 Only non-hazardous waste
3B 2 LG = O 2 outof business O s Periodic or occasional generat
O 3 soG ] (SKIP TO SEC. Vi) O 3 Oniy exciuded or deiisted waste O 6 waste minimization activity
;. O 4 cesag — (0 7 Other (SPECIFY IN COMMENI
#
: Sec. Vil On-Site Waste Management Status
A. Storage B. RCRA treatment, recyciing, or disposai |C. RCRA-exempt treatment, recycling, or disposai
Instruction page 11 Page 11 Page 12
L1 L2 L2
: Sec. Vill | Waste Minimization Activity during 1988 or 1989
A. Did this site begin or expand a source B. Did this site begin or expand a recycling |C. Did this site conduct a source reduction or recyc
reduction activity during 1988 or 19897 activity during 1988 or 19897 opportunity assessment during 1988 or 19897
Instruction page 12 Page 13 Page 13
: 3 1 ves B 1 Yes 0 1 Yes
02 No O 2 N 0O 2 No
D. What factors have limited this site from initiating new source reduction activities durlng 1988 or 19897
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
Page 13
&l 01 No factors have limited new source reduction activities.
[J 02 insutficient capitai to instaii new source reduction equipment or implement new source reduction practices,
i ) 03 Lack of technical Information on source reduction techniques applicabie to the specific production processes.
{ [J 04 Source reduction is not economically feasible: cost savings in waste management or production wiil not recover the capital investment.
} [0 o5 Concern that product quality may decline as a resuit of source reduction.
| ) 06 Technical limitations of the production processes.
} O o7 Permitting burdens.
[J 08 Other (SPECIFY IN COMMENTS)
E. What factors have limited this site from Initiating new on-site or oft-site recycling activities during 1988 or 19897
"! (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
i Page 13
1' & 01 No factors have Hmited new recycling activities. O 07 Financlal liabiilty provisions Inhibit shipments off site for recycling.
O 02 insutficient capital to Instail new recycling equipment 0O 08 Technical fimitations of product processes Inhibit shipments off site
or implement new recycling practices. for recycling.
¥ 0 03 Lack of technlcal information on recycling techniques [J 09 Techical iimitations of production processes inhibit on-site recycling
y applicable to this site's specific production processes. [ 10 Permitting burdens Inhibit recyciing.
O o4 Recyciing not economically feasibie: cost savings in [J 11 Lackof permitted off-site recycling faciiities.
waste management or production will not recover the [ 12 unable to identity a market for recyciabie materials.
{ capital investment. O 13 Other (SPECIFY iN COMMENTS)
. O o5 Concern that product quality may decline as a resuit
é of recycling.
O os Requirements to manifest wastes inhibit shipments off
site for recyciing.
Comments: Koppers Industries has a commitment to both source reduct;lon
and recycling of wastes. Efforts include operation of oil
water separators to recover preservatives for return to process
recovery and remixing of settled preservative in Fanks, and_use
31 of non-usable process residuals as fuel additive in industrial
i

boilers. Page 2 of 8

M




BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH @YIFICA‘HON LABEL
ORENTEF:

e o]
\',,mnc;:) U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
SITE NAME Koppers Industries, Inc
Highway 51 South

(‘hn 3 PROTECTION AGENCY
Tie Plant, Ms. 38960 (naﬁg

1989 Hazardous Waste Report
EPA ID NO. M1 SIDI0 01710121715 1 413] FORM
G M WASTE GENERATION AND
MANAGEMENT
INSTRUCTIONS: Rend the detnilad Instructions beginning on page 14 of the 1989 Hazardous Waste Report booklel bafore complating this form.
Sec

A Wastedeseription BOttom sediment sludge from treatment of wastewater rLrom wooga

IMuctionPage 3, reserving process that use creosote and/or pentachlorophenal
8. EFA hazardous waste code C. §iité hazardaun whbld éodé
Prge 18 Pagé 16
B1010L L1 1) L1 1) L b i F %% vy L g
D. 8IC code E. Bource code F. Form code 8. Ovigin
Page 18 Page 18 Page 18 Pagats  Code |1}
204191 At 251 ‘ Bi15101 4 systemtype IM 1 IN1 2
. TR consttuent 1. CAS numbe
Fage 17 Poge 17 L 11 3121003 . 20 -1l 2T)
L3 s L1312 ) 1161419 o 18170 1t 31818150 s L1t 1L -1
Sec. A. Ouantl L] tnd ! X n anarated In 16
" In!!nn,:'!{o’n l"“::a ” nteen ? ?*:;n":gg o In 1980 ° g?: 19 o 3’.;:"3'. F v::;:.:‘;:;:; |:':L'xl;&.5m7o’ reeyclodon she
Page 18
Lt tslolel210tar gj L & 1 4214100140} 1LY D1K.L1 [) ! Yer [CONTINUE 1O SYSTEM 1)
CJrmesger [J2vg K2 No sertosEC. M
Ou niad, dispos recyel Qys ] L apos nd In
::;:r;l;vpo n::;y'n'; 1] sposed or recycind in 10AR w::;'.'?: D(;nul;lz:v; ted, disposed o recyclnd In 1080
it 11 I T T O S I | M1t | OO I Y O O I O I
Sec. | A Was this waste shippad off sita? {11 Yes [CONTINUE 10 BOX )
| nstruction Page 10 [J 2 No(SKIFrTOSEC. M)
Site B. EPA 1D No. of facfiity to which waet shippad 3
1 e ";. I:l;y o n was shippa C g?lg:n'rolym 0. :’o:; T;nnlny shipped In 1080
IALTIDE 01010 16121 2141 61 4] i1 3 2 L1 161016421946
)
S IALLID1 0131114191 918131 3] ML014 1 9] L1 12494, 9
Sec. § A. Waste minimization rasufts In 1989 [J ' Yes (CONTINUE TO BOX B)
v Instruction Page 20 (12 No (TS FORM IS COMPLETE)
8. Acthvity See C. Othar sffacte D. Quantity racyclad In 1880 due 1o new aciivitles E. Activity/Production indax F. Sourca Raduction Quantity
Frtdmments Frg~ 2t Page 21 Page 21 Faga 22
wl ) twl t ) {11 Yoo I N O T O A Y | INIAJ. L) | I N T O O O |
wl ot ] twi 1 | 02 Ne
Comments: Sec.IV-New wastewater treatment system completed & in operation.
is Kop

It
pers Industries policy that its plants operations optimize & upgrade
existing.processes to the extent economically possible to achive waste
minimization & reduction - Quanity unknown.

—

) Page 3 of 8
m
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BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SITE IDENTIFICATION LABEL J‘,ﬁo »4% U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
ORENTER: PROTECTION AGENCY
SITE NAME Koppers Industries, Inc. Mg
Highway 51 South 1989 Hazardous Waste Report
Tie Plant, Ms. 38960 ﬁm
EPA ID NO. |M1S1D10101710121 7151413 | FORM
G M WASTE GENERATION AND
MANAGEMENT
INSTRUCTIONS: Read the detalied instructions beginning on page 14 of the 1989 Hazardous Waste Report bookiet before completing this form.
Sec. | A westedesciplon S0il, Sand, Rock Contaminated with Creosote. Spill Clean Up
I Instruction Page 15
B. EPA hazardous waste code C. State hazardous waste code
Page 18 Page 18
L1015 L1 Loty titria W05y 3 ) Lttty
D. SIC code E. Source code F. Form code G. Origin
Page 18 Page 168 Page 18 Page 18 Code L_]J
L214191 1} als3l 1813104l | sysemtype M1 INJ Ay
et it v LOLLL 11 120 0-13 2 1112100 § g1y 3.7
L3 a L1312 1 1168119 « 18170 1 1 J-181 6151 s L L L 1 J-L 1 J-LJ
Sec. A. Quantity generaled In 1868 B. Quantity generated In 1880 C. UOM D. Density E. Was this waste treated, dl d or recycled on site
n Instruction Page 17 Page 17 Page 18 Page 18 of discharged 1o a sewer/POTW?
Page 18
11210 I T O O O I I 1) ] DKy L1 [11 Yes (CONTINUE TOSYSTEM 1)
1 1bsygal [J2sg [X2 No (SKIPTO SEC. Il
SYSTEM 1 I SYSTEM 2 I
System type Quantity t d, disposed or d In 1889 System type Quantity treated, disposed or recycled In 1989
Page 18 Page 18 Page 18 Page 18
(1Y 1 | I T A O O I O (1., I I S T T T O OO O |
SGC.I A. Was this waste shipped off site? [ 1 Yes {CONTINUE TO BOX B)
[ Instruction Page 19 [J 2 No (SKIP TO SEC. W)
Site B. EPAID No. of facllity to which waste was shipped C. System type D. Tolal quantity shipped in 1989
1 Instruction Page 18 Page 18 Page 18
LLLADIOITI01319)5] 1217) imM10141 9 L 1 11 1316149
Sge Ll 0t b1 g ML L L] NN EE
Sec. | A Waste minimization results In 1889 [ 1 Yes {CONTINUE TO BOX B)
v Instruction Page 20 [J2 No (THIS FORMIS COMPLETE)
B. Acvity See C. Other effects D. Quantity recycled In 1889 due to new activities E. Activity/Production Index F. Source Reduction Quaniity
Page e omments Page 21 Page 21 Page 21 Page 22
bl 11wl 1} OOt Yes Y S O I A Y O O L1 J.0 I T O O I O |
wl 1 J Iwl 11 02 Ne
Comments: It is Koppers Industries policy for each plant to do eve:_:ything
economicall ossible to minimize waste. Includes waste received
£ rnm (‘am%aie_. 111, in 1987,
Page 4 of 8




BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH S&JTIFICATION LABEL "Q;,D U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
OR ENTER: . B PROTECTION AGENCY
SITE NAME Koppers Industries, Inc. wg
Highway 51 South 1989 Hazardous Waste Report
Tie Plant, Ms. 38960 e
EPA ID NO. (M1 SIDI01 017101 21715141 3) FORM
WR WASTE RECEIVED FROM OFF SITE
INSTRUCTIONS: Read the detalled Instructions beginning on page 27 of the 1589 Hazardous Waste Report booklet before completing this form.
A Description of hazardous waste 8. EPA hazardous waste code C.  Biale havardous waste code
Waste Instruction Page 27 Page 28 Page 28
1
SO S O | 11 TN T VN O O
I T OO N Y | Li it 113
D. Off-site source EPA ID No. E.  Quantity received in 1989 F. UOM G. Denslty
Page 20 28 28 Page 28
age Page Page age .
[ R I N N S N IS (O S T O I | [ Y Y Y Y O O O | Lt O 1ma/gal [] 299
H. Waste form code . Systemtype
Page 20 Page 20
Bi 1 1 1.
A.  Description of hazardous waste B. EPA hazardous waste code C.  Stale hazardous waste code
Waste Instruction Page 27 Page 28 Page 28
2
SO O O I L1 L TR R O O T
| I T O I Y | L] | N e PO Pt W et |
D. Off-site source EPA ID No. E.  Quantity received In 1889 F. UOM G. Density
Page 28 Page 28 Page 28 Page 28
[ Gheck i1 1D same as In Waste 1 L.l le L 1 1
o>l 1 1 ¢ 0 01 1 1 ) 1 1 11 11t 1111 J O 11vesgat [ 299
H.  Waste lorm code ! System type
Page 20 Page 26
Bi 11 Mg 1
A.  Descripilon of hazardous waste B.  EPA hazardous wasie code €. Stade hazardous wasts code
Waste Instruction Page 27 Page 28 Pige o8
3
L .1 J L1 L) OS] (O TR O O I |
Lt & ) b1 1 1 l.-_l..-.l T o |
D.  Off-slte source EPA ID No. E. Quantity received In 1988 F. UOM G.
Page 28 Page 28 Page 28 Page 28
DChocklleumouanulez L 1 e 1 1
o>\ |t 1 4t 11111} N T O T Y T T wJ O 11esjga [J 299
H. Waste form code . Systemtype
Page20 Page 20
Bi 1 1) My )
Comments:
NONE RECEIVED 1989
Page 5 of g

m



| BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SITE\D’E-TA;-'ICATION LABEL S0 T U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
ORENTER: Y - WY PROTECTION AGENCY
SITE NAME Koppers Industries, Inc. §
Highway 51 South 1 te R
Tie Plant, Ms. 38960 e 989 Hazardous Waste Report
FORM
EPAID NO. 017101217) 514 OR WASTE TREATMENT, DISPOSAL,
P S OR RECYCLING PROCESS
SYSTEMS

INSTRUCTIONS:  Read the detalled instructions beglnning on page 30 of the 1989 Hazardous Waste Report booklet before completing this form.

Sec. A. Wasle treatment, disposal or recycling system description

| Instruction Page 38
B. System type C. Reguiatory status D. Operational status E. Unit types
Page 38 Page 38 Page 37 Page 37
IMLL 1] L1 L1 L1 L1
Sec. | A 1880 Influent quantity B. Max perational capacity

Denaslty Page 39

] Instruction Page 38

UoM
LTV N N S N Y Iy Y Ll Jel 1 ] o L1 1 L1 ] I 1 1]

rera Lt 1 0[]0 )] Ottbsygar [Jasg | mora |1t 1t 1 § 1 | | |
C. 1889 liquid effluent quantity D. 1888 solid/sludge residual quantity
Page 40 UoMm Density Page 41 UOM Density
LG N U TN T N I T N T A I I | I I Dy O Tow L1 1} 111011 L L fel 1 |
rera L1 1 [ ! 14 b 11 O 1bajgar [J2sg -7 W N IO Y O I | O twejgar 2[Jsg
E. Umitations on capacity F. Commercial avallabliity code G. Percent capacity lally
Page 41 Page 41 Page 42
ol 12 L1 Ja L1 ] ! Lt I 1 %
Sec. | A Planned change In maximum operational capacity B. New max| perational capacity
1] Instruction Page 42 Page 42 UoM
01 Yes (CONTINUE TO BOX B) L e L W N Iy
[0 2 No (THIS FORM IS COMPLETE) rera 1 0 1 1t 1 1Lt
C. Planned year of change D.  Future commercial avallabliity code E.  Percent future capacity commercially avallable
Page 43 Page 43 Page 43
Lol i | LJ L1 ]%
Comments:

NONE TO REPORT

Page 6 of 8
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BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SITE IDENTIFICATION LABEL . U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
OR ENTER: w ‘5 PROTECTION AGENCY
SITE NAME Industries, Inc.

_Koppers 1 ’ i

Highway 51 South " m@" 1989 Hazardous Waste Report
i 38960

—Tie Rlant, Ms. . 38960 . FORM OFF-SITE IDENTIFICATION
EPA ID NO.

lws i o070 207151 413 Ol

INSTRUCTIONS:  Read the detalied instructions on the back of this page before completing this form.

E'E;T—rm; of off-site Installation or Iransporter
(AL L{D[ 0101 0]6] 21 2] 46} 4

B. Name of off-site Installation or transporter

Chemical Waste Management, Inc.

C. Handier type ICHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

D aqenerator
() Transporter
X rson

D. Address of off-sHe installation

Alabama Hwy 17 at Mile Marker 163
Emelle State Léll_J (z:'gdo LA SI41519) -1 1

City

Site | K EPATD No. of o site instaliation or {ransporier
2

114199181313

B. Name of off-site Instaltation or transporter

Allied Corporation, Fairfield Plant

C. Handler type [CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

D. Address of off-she installstion

g Qenerator sreet __ 1327 Erie Street
T "
b ] v:;:o ) oy _Birmingham oo A1y e (3313244
Site | A EPATDNo. of ofi-shte Insialiation or iranspaiier B. Name of ofl-site Installation of transporter
3 .
LLIAIDI QLI 0319151 217 Rollins Enviromental Services, (LA), Inc.
C. Handler type (CHECK ALL THAT AFPLY) D. Address of off-she Installation
g Generator smeet 13351 Scenic Highway
Transporter
2 1soR City Baton Rouge owo (Lo By & (7,080,711,
§|". [ A EPRTO No. of o siia insialiation or iransporiar 8. Name of off-she installation or iransporter
INIT ID1015141112]61116 4! Freehold Cartage, Inc.
C. Handler type {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) D. Address of off-ste installation
O acenertor Street P. O. Box 4629
® Transporter
D rson oy —Freehold owe (N9 B 97 728

rrg;mﬁm of off-she installailon or fransporfer
LALID] 01617111318 819)1

B. Name of off shte Installation or transporter
Robbie Woods Trucking

C. Handler type (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)

O aenerator

D. Address of off-site Instaliation

P, 0. Box 125 2825% 0l1d Warrior River Road

Street
SI:;”"" oty Dolomite owe BAuLy e 134516000 Yy 4 g
Comments:
Page 7 of 8
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BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SITE IDENTIFICATION LABEL g‘f n% U.s. ENVIRONMENTAL
OR ENTER: M% PROTECTION AGENCY
<
SITE NAME Kop Industries, inc. '
— pers lndustries, inc.
Highway 51 South 4 ot 1989 Hazardous Waste Report
. ()
—Fie-Plant, Ms... 38360 . FORM OFF-SITE IDENTIFICATION
EPA ID NO.
,_MLS_ID 101017101217 15 lfl._.L3J O|
INSTRUCTIONS:  Read the detalled Instructions on the back of this page before completing this form.
%F 1D No. of off-site instaliation or ranaporter B. Name of off-site Instalation or iransporter
lOIHIDI 01019181 6/5(8 2] 5 Dart Transportation Co.
C. Handler type {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) D. Address of off-she Instaltation
O generator set _ 61 Railroad St.
E Transporter C £ i eld
O rson chy an owe OVH) e 1414141016 4 | 4
§'2‘Q A EPAID No, of off-she Instafiation or transporier 8. Name of off-sie installation or transporter
4,1) 41613 WPI Transportation Co.
C. Handler type {CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) D. Addi of off-shte instalt
g Ganerator Street P. 0. Box 1105
T i
O ron oy _Friendswood s 1T4Xy B0 717,54, 6 | |
Site | A. EPAID No. of ofi-shie installation or Iranspbiier B. Name of off-sHe Instaflation or ransporter
3
| I O L1 1 ]
C. Handler type (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) D. Address of off-she Installaiion
O Generstor
0 Transporter Siset Zip
O rsom oty swte LI ) Code | | | | j—| 4§ | j
SI‘lO No. of oft-slie Insiafiation or fransp B. Name of off.sHe Installation or transporter
T I N Y T R Y I__}
C. Handler type (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) D. Address of off-site Installation
O Generator
Street
0 Transporter Zip
O rsom City Btate L1 J Code {_ L | J jTL_ 1 1 4|
r-s'i;;- P 0. of off-she Installation or transporter B. Name of off-she Instaltation or transporter
L
Lt 1 g | I |
C. Handler type (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) D. Address of off-she Installation
g Qenerator Street
D::;;”"" oy sme L1 ) &% L0 1y ) g1 441 g
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

December 2, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO P 868 026 171

Mr. J. D. Clayton - Plant Manager
Koppers Industries, Inc.

P. O. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Dear Mr. Clayton:

FILE COPY

Enclosed please find one (1) copy of the Compliance Evaluation
Inspection (CEI) that was conducted at your facility on October 16,
1991. This inspection resulted in no apparent violations being %

identified.

If you have any comments or guestions concer

please corntact me at (601) 961-5220.

DKP:1lfc

Sincerely,

Ol € BacoSe

David K. Peacock

Bazardous Waste Division

cc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough-EPA (w/attachnents)

DP1

ning this inspection report

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL. P O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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RCRA Inspection Report

FILE COPY

Inspector and Author of Report

David Peacock
Environmental Scientist IV
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality

Facility Information

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Beazer Materials & Services)
P. O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Responsible Company Official

Mr. J. D. "Rock" Clayton, Plant Manager
Koppers Industries, Inc. (KII)

Inspection Participants

Mr. Gary McClelland, KII
Mr. David Peacock, MDEQ

Date and Time of Inspection
October 16, 1991; 10:00 a.m.

Applicable Requirements

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR)
Parts 262, 264, 265, and 268 and Mississippi Waste
Management Permit no. 88-543-01.

Purpose of Inspection

This was a Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI) to
determine the facility’s overall compliance with
applicable regulations and the facility’s MHWMR Permit.

Facility Description

KII is located in Tie Plant, Mississippi, which is
approximately five miles southeast of Grenada,
Mississippi. The facility is a wood treating facility
which uses creosote and pentachlorophenol in the pressure
treatment of wood products for railroads, construction
industry, utilities, and others. Raw materials arrive and
leave by rail and truck. '

Koppers Company, Inc. was acquired by Beazer Materials and
Services, Inc. (BMS) on December 28, 1988. BMS sold the
division , of which the Grenada, Mississippi plant was a
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part, to a management group to form Koppers Industries,
Inc. (KII).

Until recently KII was considered a generator with a less
than 90 day storage area, however, since their filing for
interim status under the rules for Burning of Hazardous
Waste in Boilers and Industrial Furnaces, KII is now
permitted to store hazardous waste beyond the 90 day
limit. At the present time KII is awaiting various
management decisions and regulatory issues to be resolved
prior to burning hazardous waste in its’ boiler. KII is
also the owner of the surface impoundment and boiler ash
landfarm. BMS is the operator of the surface impoundment
and BALF.

The surface impoundment is permitted and has been modified
to reflect KII as owner and BMS as operator. The unit was
certified closed on January 3, 1990, and is now in post
closure. K001l constituents have been detected at
significant levels in both the upgradient and downgradient
wells. The process area has been classified as a SWMU,
and is located upgradient to the surface impoundment,
close to the upgradient well. This area may be the source
of contamination. The Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality requested BMS to submit a workplan,
in accordance with Mississippi Commission Order No. 1208-
87, for a facility-wide assessment to fully characterize
the extent of contamination. Work related to this project
is still ongoing.

The BALF was certified closed in June, 1990. Currently,
a groundwater quality assessment is being conducted to
determine the extent of off-site contamination in this
area. The MDEQ is awaiting results of this investigation
before proceeding to include this unit in the permit.

The hazardous wastes which are generated and stored at the
facility are bottom sediment sludge from the treatment of
wastewaters from wood-preserving processes that use
creosote and/or pentachlorophenol (F00l1). Waste creosote
(U051) and newly listed hazardous waste (F032) and (F034)
are also handled. The surface impoundment was formerly
operated as a wastewater treatment lagoon and generated
the listed waste K001. Currently, the wastewater is being
routed through the wastewater treatment plant, which
consists of an oil/water separator an activated sludge
system, before being discharged to the City of Grenada
POTW. Prior to October, 1987, K001, U051, and F027 wastes
were burned in a boiler. The ash from burning these
wastes is a hazardous waste. These ashes were deposited
in the BALF prior to July, 1987. K001, U051, and F027 are
no longer burned in the boiler. Ash from the boiler
(prior to the listing of F032 and F034 as hazardous was
disposed of in the county sanitary landfill. Waste sludge
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from two impoundments was landfarmed at this site prior to

the ash disposal. The boiler ash landfarm has been capped
with the waste in place.

Findings

A record review was conducted at the facility. Records
reviewed included inspection reports, personnel training
records, waste manifests on received and shipped waste,
financial assurance documents, closure and post-closure
plans, the facility contingency plan, and the permit. All
records appeared to be complete and up-to-date.

A visual site inspection was conducted following the
records review, and included the process area, less~-than-
90 day storage area (permitted under interim status as
greater than 90 day unit), closed surface impoundment, and
the BALF. All regulations and permit conditions relating
to the mantaince and upkeep of these units seemed to be
complied with. One minor exception was noted in the fact
that the locking well cap to monitor well M-1 had corroded

at the hinge and could no longer be secured ( as per MHWMR
264.97).

Conclusions

The facility is not in violation of any applicable
regulations or permit conditions.

Recommendations

1. Facility should replace locking well cover on M-1 so
that it can be properly secured.

@am& K. gomk /{/Zé/?/

W %A\, %ﬁ/ [-26-1/

Date
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Part 1

General Site Information

Facility Name:
Address: Box 160
Tie Plant , Mississippi

I.D. Number: MSD 007 027 543

Contact: Mr. J. D. "Rock"™ Clayton
Title: Plant Manager

Phone Number: (601) 226 - 4584

Type of Ownership:

Federal State County Municipal XX Private

Facility Status:

XX Generator Transporter xx Treatment XX Storage Disposal

Regulatory Status:

Interim Status Part B Submitted
XX Permitted Part B in Preparation
Principal Inspector Name: David Peacock Title: Eny, Scientist IV
Organization: MDEQ Phone Number: (601) 961-5220
Inspection Participants:
Name Title Representing
David Peacock Environmental Scientist MDEQ

Gary MclLelland Yard Forenan Koppers
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Part _

GENERAL FACILITY CHECKLIST

Section A - General Facility Standards

/

1. Does facility have EPA Identification No.? Bgfes __No NA

a. Ifyes, EFAI.D.No. M S D 0O 7027543

If no, explain. T -

2. Has facility received hazardous waste from a foreign 341//f
es No

source? __NA
a. If yes, has it filed a notice with the Regional
Administrator? __Yes _ No A
Waste Analysis
3. Does facility maintain a copy of the waste analysis L////’
plan at the facility? L“Yes _ No _ NA
a. If yes, does it include: (264.13) (265.13)
1. Parameters for which each waste will be
analyzed? i:fg; __No _ NA
2. Test methods used to test for these v///f
parameters? ~Yes No _ NA
3. Sampling method used to obtain sample? L‘Xég/__No __NA
4. Frequency with which the initial analyses
will be reviewed or repeated? Jes _No _NA
5. (For offsite facilities) waste analyses that
generators have agreed to supply? __Yes _ No | /NA
6. (For offsite facilities) procedures which are
used to inspect and analyze each movement of
hazardous waste, including:
a. Procedures to be used to determine the
identity of each movement of waste. __Yes _ No Jéﬁi
b. Sampling method to be used to obtain
representative sample of the waste to be
identified. Yes __ No 1{§;

4. Does the facility provide adequate security through: (264.14) (265.14)

a. 24-hour surveillance system (e.g., television
monitoring or guards)? _Yes /4§: NA

OR PLANT 1S OFAN 29 has A J:y ool r)‘.,\bd.,w,,\ on '{'y



General Inspection Requirements

attendant,
controlled roadway access)?

€ &

Artificial or natural barrier around facility

MYes _ No _ NA

(e.g., fence or fence and cliff)?
Describe
AND

Means to control entry through entrances (e.g.,
locked entrance,
__Yes

television monitors,

Describe

lzﬁg _NA

(264.15) (265.15)

5. Does the owner/operator maintain a written schedule at

the facility for inspecting:

- -

a. Monitoring equipment?

b. Safety and emergency equipment?

c. Security devices:

d. Operating and structural equipment?
e. Types of problems of equipment:

1.
2.
3.

6. Does the

Malfunction
Operator error
Discharges

owner/operator maintain an inspection log?

a. If yes, does it include:

1.
2.
3.
4.

5.

b. Are
not

c. Are

Personnel Training

Date and time of inspection?

Name of inspector?

Notation of observations?

Date and nature of repairs or remedial
action?

Identification of potential problems?

there any malfunctions or other deficiencies
corrected?

records kept a minimum of three years?

(264.16) (265.16)

7. Does the owner/operator maintain personnel training
records at the facility?

Date of most recent training:

Sepr /0, [77/

(Use narrative explanation sheet.) _ Yes P/ﬁ;/— NA

Lrég/;y;o NA
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How long are they kept? 13@! - )O}/eﬂ»ﬂl*

a. If yes, do they include:

1. Job title and written job description of each v///
position? _VYes _ No _ NA
2. Description of type and amount of training? 3442: __No _ NA
3. Records of training given to facility
personnel? Jﬁfg; __No _ NA

Requirements for Ignitable, Reactive, or Incompatible Waste
(264.17) (265.17)

/

8. Does facility handle ignitable or reactive wastes? __Yes Jﬁﬁo __Na

a. If yes, is waste separated and confined from
sources of ignition or reaction (open flames,
smoking, cutting and welding, hot surfaces,
frictional heat), sparks (static, electrical,
or mechanical), spontaneous ignition (e.g.,
from heat-producing chemical reactions), and
radiant heat?

1. 1If yes, use narrative explanation sheet to
describe separation and confinement procedures.

2. If no, use narrative explanation sheet to
describe sources of ignition or reaction.

b. Are smoking and open flames confined to specifically
designated locations? es No NA

c. Are "No Smoking" signs posted in hazardous areas? gﬁ§;;/> No NA

d. Are precautions documented (Part 264 only)? \/Yggr No NA

9. Check containers

a. Are containers leaking or corroding? __Yes J:Ng/;_NA
b. 1Is there evidence of heat generation from
incompatible wastes? Yes vﬂg//-NA

Section B - Preparedness and Prevention

1. 1Is there evidence of fire, explosion, or contamination
of the environment? (264.31) (265.31) L/§;S No NA

1f yes, use narrative explanation sheet to explain.

Some Cm“};AMNA‘EECz S NS St evidince oL
RRL LI Q_)Q ceny I
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Is the facility equipped with: (264.32) (265.32)
a. Internal communication or alarm system? __Yes ){Q; NA

1. 1Is it easily accessible in case of emergency? _ Yes _ No \/6;

b. Telephone or two-way radio to call emergency \/{/,
response personnel? VYes _No _ NA
c. Portable fire extinguishers, fire control equipment,
spill control equipment, and decontamination V{//’
equipment? _Wes _ No NA

d. Water of adequate volume of hoses, sprinkers, or L/{//
es No

water spray system? i __NA
1. Describe source of water _ /0O, cog QD'. WaTe fO\D‘Vb
Is there sufficient aisle space to allow unobstructed
movement of personnel and equipment? (264.35)(265.35) J:Yégl__No NA

Has the owner/operator made arrangements with the local
authorities to familiarize them with characteristics of

the facility? (Layout of facility, properties of hazardous
waste handled and associated hazards, places where facility
personnel would normally be working, entrances to roads
inside facility, possible evacuation routes.)

(264.37) (265.37) _(Z{e{_No __NA

In the case that more than one police or fire department V{/,/
es No

might respond, is there a designated primary authority? __NA
(264.37) (265.37)
L DY
a. If yes, name primary authority QRLK)MJA Fry .’(0136&
Does the owner/operator have phone numbers of and
agreements with State emergency response teams, emergency
response contractors, and equipment suppliers? v4{//
(264.37) (265.37) ¥es __No _ NA
a. Are they reaily available to all personnel? _Lré:/__No __Na
Has the owner/operator arrangad to familiarize local
hospitals with the properties of hazardous waste handled
and types of injuries that could result from fires,
explosions, or releases at the facility? (264.37) b4(//
(265.37) Mes _ No NA

If State or local authorities declined to enter into

agreements, is this entered in the operating recorqd? b1{/
(264.37) (265.37) Yes No A
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Section C - Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures

1. 1Is a contingency plan maintained at the facility? »/;:; No NA
(264.53) (265.53)

a. If yes, is it a revised SPCC Plan? es No NA

b. Does contingency plan include: (264.52) (265.52)

1. Arrangements with local emergency response v///
organizations? “Yes _ No _ NA
2. Emergency coordinator's names, phone numbers \//}B
and addresses? Yes No NA

3. List of all emergency equipment at facility L/f///
and descriptions of equipment? e

4. Evacuation plan for facility personnel?

No NA
es No NA

2. 1Is there an emergency coordinator on site or on call L/i////
at all times? (264.55) (265.55) es No NA

Section D - Manifest System, Recordkeeping, and Reporting

1. Does facility receive waste from offsite? (264.71
(265.71) Fecaves ;032 -F034 wastis  fRoM oml'o.?"s'lﬂff_\{yé_m _NA
féfpytﬁri fRaility (His il A - Complierds netfiatoN fonr )Ntw\\ﬁvﬁﬂv'%
a. 1

yes, does the owner/operator retain copies of vroeR Qﬂob
all manifests? \WYes _ No _ NA
1. Are the manifests signed and dated and »4{/'
returned to the generator? VYeg~ No _ NA
2. 1Is a signed coupy given to the transporter? ngé:’__No __Na
2. Does the facility receive any waste from a rail or
water (bulk shipment) transporter? (264.71) (265.71) __Yes Jﬁﬁ;/:_NA
a. If yes, is it accompanied by a shipping paper? __Yes _ No NA
1. Does the owner/operator sign and date the
shipping paper and return a copy to the
generator? __Yes _ No NA
2. 1Is a signed copy given to the transporter? Yes No NA

3. Has the owner/operator received any shipments of waste

that were inconsistent with the manifest (manifest \/ﬁ///
discrepancies)? (264.72) (265.72) Yes (] NA

a. If yes, has he attempted to reconcile the
discrepancy with the generator and transporter? Yes _ No \dﬁ(,

1. If no, has Regional Administrator been L/ﬁ///
notified? Yes No A
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4. Does the owner/operator keep a written operating :
record at the facility? (264.73) (265.73) _gés __No _ NA

a. If yes, does it include:

1. Description and quantity of each hazardous

waste received? Jﬁrégﬂ__No __NA
2. Methods and dates of treatment, storage, and
disposal? \/{g;' No NA

3. Location and quantity of each hazardous waste
at each location? y/f;;\
4. Cross-references to manifests/shipping Ld(/r
papers? V;sg NA

5. Records and results of waste analyses?

__NA

6. Report of incidents involving implementation
of the contingency plan? jﬁﬂ//ﬂ
7. Records and results of required inspections? lAY’ A
8. Monitoring, testing, and analytical data, for
groundwater required by Subpart F? lﬁf//,
9. Closure cost estimates and, for disposal
facilities, post-closure cost estimates
(Part 264)? \¥€s _ No
10. Notices of generators as specified in Section
264.12(b) (Part 264)? Jgé_No _NA
b. Does facility have copy of permit on site? J‘Yg; __No __Na
5. Does the facility submit a biennial report by March 1
every even-numbered year? (264.75) (265.75) _L/Y/es _No _NA
a. If yes, do reports contain the following
information:
1. EPA I.D. number? ::f/ __No _NA
2. Date and year covered by report? E;gi: __No _NA
3. Description/quantity of hazardous waste? e 4 __No _ NA
4. Treatment, storage, and disposal methods? \~“Yes _ No _ NA
)83 . Monitoring data under Section 265.94(a)(2)
60“ y and (b)(2) (Part 265)? \Yes _ No _ NA
S 6. Most recent closure and post-closure cost
EQQ estimates? \-Yes _ No _ NA
7. For TSD generators, description of efforts
i to reduce volume/toxicity of waste generated,
and actual comparisons with previous year? ):f;’ __No _ NA
8. certification signed by owner/operator? \-Yes _ No _ NA

6. Has the facility received any waste (that does not come

under the small generator exclusion) not accompanied
by a manifest? (264.76) (265.76) Yes o _NA

a. I1f yes, has he submitted an unmanifested waste »/////
report to the Executive Director? Yes No NA
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Does the facility submit to the Executive Director
reports on releases, fires, and explosions;
contamination and monitoring data; and facility
closure?

VYes

No

NA
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Part

LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTIONS CHECKLIST

Section A - General

1.

Are hazardous wastes land-disposed on site? Yes

a. If yes, are one or more of the following circumstances
true:

1. Granted extension from effective date pursuant

to Section 268.5? __Yes
2. Granted exemption from a prohibition pursuant
to a petition under Section 268.67? Yes

3. Disposing of soil or debris resulting from a

CERCLA response action or a RCRA corrective

'action, which will not be prohibited until

November 8, 19907 Yes
4. Facility is a small quantity generator of

less than 100 kg of hazardous waste per

month? Yes
5. Wastes not yet prohibited by Part 268? Yes

Are restricted wastes or residuals from treatment of a
restricted waste diluted in any way prior to disposal? _ Yes
Are there active surface impoundments used for treatment
of hazardous wastes? __Yes
a. If yes, does the unit's design and operation meet
the requirements set forth in Section 268.4? Yes

Has the facility sought exemption from any prohibition
under Subpart C of Section 268 for the disposal of a
restricted hazardous waste? Yes

a. If yes, has the facility's demonstration included
the required components (waste I.D., waste analysis,
comprehensive environmental characterization of unit
site, QA/QC plan, sampling, testing, modeling)? __Yes

Has the facility determined whether it generates a
restricted waste through waste analysis? (268.7) Yes
K, Mowla&;}c oV wok Proess
a. If yes, is the facility, in fact, handling a
restricted waste(s)? : Yes

b. If yes, does the restricted waste require
treatment? Yes
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1f yes, has the generator notified the treatment
facility in writing, and does the notification
include all required components (EPA hazardous
waste number, corresponding treatment standard,
manifest number of shipment)?

6. Does the facility handle EPA Hazardous Waste Nos. FOO01

through F005 (solvent wastes)? (268.10)

If yes, do any of the following conditions apply:

1. The generator of the solvent waste is a small
quantity generator (not more than 1000
kg/month)?

2. The solvent waste is generated from a CERCLA
response corrective action?

3. The solvent waste is a solvent-water mixture,
solvent-containing sludge, or solvent-

contaminated soil (non—-CERCLA or RCRA corrective

__Yes _ No L/ﬁg//

action) containing less than 1 percent total
FOO1l through FOO5 solvent constituents.

1f no, have any of these restricted wastes began
land-disposed (except in an injection well) since
November 8, 19867

7. Does the facility haidle EPA Hazardous Waste Nos. F020,

Yes No \46(/

Yes l:ﬁ;,__NA

-~

-
Yes __No “Na

Yes No V(

Yes g:ﬁ; _NA

FO021, F023, FO26, or F028 (dioxin-containing
wastes)? = pENﬁACI)]n{iOP}\U\E\ \_/v{ __No __NA
a. If yes, do any of the following conditions apply:
1. Wastes are treated to meet standards of Subpart
D of Section 2682 __Yes NGO _ NA
2. Wastes are disposed of at a facility that has
been granted a petition? __Yes lﬁﬂg/;_NA
3. An extension has been granted? __Yes No _ NA
b. If no, were these restricted wastes land disposed
after November 8, 1988? __Yes ‘Ko _ NA
8. Are restricted wastes being treated? __Yes lﬁﬂsf:;NA
a. If yes, have any of their associated hazardous

constituents exceeded the "Constituent in Waste
Extract" (CWE) levels?
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Section B - Generator Compliance

1. wWaste Identification
a. Does the generator handle the following wastes:

1. Solvent wastes

-

(i) FO001, F002, FO04, or FOO05 __Yes {V_NA
(ii) FOO03 __Yes o _NA
" If an FOO3 wastestream (listed solely for ignitability) has
been mixed with a non-restricted solid or hazardous waste,
does the resultant mixture exhibit the ignitability o
characteristic? __Yes l{ﬁo __NA

Note: Appendix A is intended to assist the inspector and enforcement
official in determining whether the facility is generating F-solvent
wastes, if such wastes were not identified by the facility
previously. If you are concerned that F-solvent wastes may be
misclassified or mislabeled, turn to Appendix A-1. To assist in
identifying potentially misclassified F-solvents, Appendix A-2
presents a list of corresponding F and U wastes.

2. Dioxin wates (F020-F023, F026-F028) J:f;; _No __NA
3. Potential California List Wastes

(see Appendix C) _Yes No _ NA

(i) DOO2 __Yes __No __NA

(ii) DO04-DO1l Yes No NA

(iii) Any other waste characterized by high
concentrations of halogenated organic
constituents (HOCs), metals, or
cyanides?

(iv) Any F, K, P, or U wastes subject to
"goft hammer" requirements that may

NA

b&ég/:_No

qualify as California wastes due to — °~

HOCs, metals, or cyanide content? -

(See Appendix F) i:ﬁgg’__No NA
4. First Third Wastes (See MHWMR 268.10) __Yes _ No _ NA
5. Second Third Wastes (See MHWMR 268.11) __Yes No _ NA
6. (Reserved)

(i) Are any of the above "soft hammer"
wastes? (See Appendices D & E) Yes No NA

2. BDAT Treatability Group - Treatment Standards Identification

a. Does the generator mix restricted wastes with
different treatment standards for constituents

-
of concern? __Yes JiNsi;_NA
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b. 1If yes, did the generator select the most

stringent treatment standard for the constituent V////
of concern [Section 268.41(b)])? Yes _ No [/ NA

c. F Solvents

Did the generator correctly determine the
appropriate treatability group [Section 268.41)
of the waste (e.g., wastewaters containing
solvents, nonwastewater (i.e., < 1% TOC),
pharmaceutical wastewaters containing spent

methylene chloride, all other spent solvent L/ﬁ//
wastes)? Yes No A

d. california Wastes

Did the generator correctly determine the
distinction between liquid hazardous wastes
and non-liquid hazardous wastes that contain

HOCs in concentrations greater than 1,000 4(////'
mg/kg [Section 268.32(a)(3)]? Yes No L-NA

e. First and Second Third Waste

1. Did the generator ascertain whether restricted
wastes were appropriately assigned wastewater
or nonwastewater designations (nonwastewaters
are > 1% TOC and > 1% suspended solids) st
[Section 268.7(a)]? __Yes _ No ::ﬁg

2. Is there any reason to believe that the
generator may have diluted the waste to
change the applicable treatment standard
(based on review of process operation, o
pipe routing, point of sampling)? __Yes _ No jiﬂﬂ/

3. Waste Analysis

a. Did the generator determine whether the waste
exceeds treatment standards based on Section 268.7(a):

1. Knowledge of wastes szgg/ No NA

(i) List wastes for which "applied knowledge"
was used:

Jast |, Kool | Es?77, Fo34

=037
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List those that did not exceed standards:

c. Did the generator dilute the waste or the
treatment residual so as to substitute for
adequate treatment [Section 268.3] __Yes _ No

6. Has the generator conducted any testing of
those hazardous wastes to determine whether
the concentrations qualify the hazardous
wastes as California wastes? Yes No

If no, has the generator retained records
documenting his "applied knowledge" that the
hazardous waste is not a California waste? __Yes No

4. Management

a. Onsite management

1. Were restricted wastes managed onsite? &i{;; No

2. For wastes that exceed treatment standards,
was treatment in regulated units, storage for
greater than 90 days, and/or disposal

conducted? z@ __No

I1f yes, TSDF checklist must be completed.

b. Offsite Management

1. If restricted wastes exceed treatment standards,
did generator provide treatment facility
notification with each shipment? [268.7(a)(1l)]:

(i) EPA Hazardous Waste Number? JcYQ’
(ii) Corresponding treatment standard? VYes No
(iii) Manifest number? J4{;~ No
(iv) Waste analysis, if available? es No

5£ﬂ:/

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

Identify offsite treatment facilities(vA”lED C{)}on l.s'féaMl"\m‘\/ Am

(2) G5X Services of S.C. T

2. 1f restricted wastes do not exceed treatment
standards, did generator provide the disposal
facility with a notice and certification

including:
(i) EPA hazardous waste I.D. number? __Yes _ No
(ii) Corresponding treatment standard? __Yes No

N
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2. TCLP __Yes __No‘xzﬁ;

(i) List wastes for which "TCLP" was used:

(ii) MHWMR 268.41 lists wastes for which
treatment standards are expressed as
concentrations in waste extract. Were
any wastes handled by the generator
subject to waste extract standards not
tested using the TCLP? _Yes __No _QNKI

If yes, list:

3. Total waste analysis __Yes No UNA

4. 1If files were retained, describe content and
basis of applied knowledge determination:

If determined by TCLP or total constituent
analysis, provide date of last test, frequency
of testing, and attach test results.

Dates/frequency:

Note which wastes were subjected to which tests:

Note any problems (e.g., inadequate analysis,
variation of waste composition/generation for
applied knowledge)

5. Were wates tested using TCLP or total constituent
. analysis when a process or wastestream changed

[Section 264.13(a)(3)(i) or Section h/q(///
265.13(a)(3)(i)]? Yes No ! A

Did the restricted wastes exceed applicable
treatability group treatment standards upon
generation [Section 268.7(a)(1)])?

List those that exceeded standards:
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(iii) Manifest number __Yes _ No t:i;;_
(iv) Certification regarding waste and that
it meets treatment standards? __Yes _ No [~NA

Identify land disposal facilities receiving the
BDAT certified wastes

I1f the generator's waste is subject to a
Section 268.5 case by case exemption, a
Section 268.6 "no migration" exemption,

or a nationwide variance does the generator's
records indicate that he or she submits with
each waste shipment [Section 268.7(a)(3)]):

(ii) Corresponding Treatment Standards? Yes No
-«(iii) All applicable prohibitions? Yes No
(iv) The manifest number? Yes _ No *éNi/

(v) The date the wastes are subject to __ __ »4{///f
prohibitions? Yes No A

(vi) Does generator keep records of all
notifications/certifications send to 1{/,
offsite facilities? Yes _ No ) “NA

(i) EPA Hazardous Waste Number? Yes No_iﬁﬁg/
A

List all prohibited wastes for which records
are nojﬁgafvided per above [Section 268.7(a)(b):
7

Identify TSDFs receiving any prohibited wastes
SUbjej&OZE any exemptions and variances:

If handler generates a "soft hammer" waste, does
the generator send with each "soft hammer" waste
shipment to a TSDF and retain copies of, a notice
that includes [268.7(a)(4)]):

The EPA Hazardous Waste Number? L_/( No _ NA
Applicable prohibitions? kﬁf98> No NA
The manifest number? &ﬁfzs No _ NA
Waste analysis data, where available? es No NA
(i) Do the generator's records indicate that

any soft-hammer wastes are destined for

disposed in a landfill or surface

impoundment [Section 268.33(f)]? __Yes ::ﬁo NA
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I1f yes, list type of treatment unit and processes
K-00] WNSTE 1y Pueccp
INTS it [WPTar s POl

1f yes, TSDF checklist must be completed.

Section C - Treatment, Storage & Disposal Requirements

1. General

- a. Does the facility conduct waste analysis (total and
TCLP) on-site or through a commercial laboratory?

b. Describe the frequency of sampling conducted by the
facility.

2. Treatment Facilities

a. Has the treatment facility revised its waste
analysis plan [Section 268.7(b)] to meet the
requirements of Section 264.13 or 265.13? Yes No

(i) Is the treatment facility conducting TCLP
tests for wastes subject to treatment

e
standards expressed as waste extracts per Ld{//,

ANA

_4

268.7(b) (i)? Yes No

(ii) Is the treatment facility using the paint
filter test for the California waste residues

(Section 268.7(b)(ii)]? __Yes _ No
(iii) Is the treatment facility testing the pH /,/’//
of California waste residues? Yes No “ NA

(iv) Is the treatment facility testing
concentrations (not extracts) in the waste
residues for prohibited wastes with
established treatment standards expressed

as waste concentrations [Section l//,//
268.7(b)(3)])? Yes No “'NA

(v) Is the treatment facility testing extracts
of the waste residues for prohibited wastes
having established treatment standards
expressed as extract concentrations
(Section 268.7(b)(1)] Yes _ No j:fé:
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If yes, list facility of destination and
waste of concern [Section 268.8(a)(2)]

(ii) Has the generator submitted demonstrations

and certifications for each "soft-hammered"

waste destined to be disposed in landfill

or surface impoundment to the Regional

Administrator prior to the shipment of waste Luﬂ//

to the TSDF [Section 268.7(a)(2)]? __Yes _ No _U
(iii) Has the generator retained a copy of the _

demonstration on site [Section 268.8(a)(3)- \/ﬁ///

(a)(4))? __Yes _ No “NA
(iv) Has the generator retained copies of all

Section 268.8 certifications sent to the

TSDF [Section 268.7(a)(6)) VY¥es _ No NA

(v) Did the generator submit the demonstration
to the receiving facility upon the initial

shipment of the waste [Section 268.8(a)(3)- qu////
(a)(4)1? Yes No \NA

(vi) If the Regional Administrator has invalidated
the certification, has the generator ceased
shipment of the waste and do records indicate
that the generator has informed all receiving _
facilities of the invalidation [Section
268.8(b)(3)])? Yes No

Storage of Prohibited Waste

a.

Were prohibited wastes stored for greater than 90
days? Yes o NA

If yes, was facility operating as a TSD under
interim status or final permit [Section

262.34(b))? Yes No NA

I1f yes, TSDF Checklist must be completed.

Treatment Using RCRA 264/265 Exempt Units or Processes

(i.e, boilers, furnaces, distillation units, wastewater
treatment tanks, etc.)

1.

Were treatment residuals generated from RCRA
264/265 exempt units or processes? Yes No NA

Kool WRsTE
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3. Land Disposal Facilities

a. Has the facility retained all notices and

certifications from generators, storage and \/&//
treatment facilities [268.7(c)(1)])? Yes No A

b. Are wastes and waste residues tested for

compliance with applicable treatment standards
and prohibitions [Section 268.7(c)(2))? __Yes _ No NA

c. Are they being tested in conformance with the
frequency specified in the waste analysis plan ////r
[Section 268.7(c)(3)]? _Yes __No L”NA

d. Are the appropriate tests (TCLP vs. total waste) _,//’
being used [Section 268.7(c)(2)])? _Yes __No _\NA

4, Storage (Section 268.50)

a. Are restricted wastes exceeding treatment standards
stored (excepting wastes subject to no migration

exemptions, nationwide variances, case by case \/{//
extensions, soft-hammered wastes)? es No NA

b. Are all containers clearly marked to identify

content and date(s) entering storage
[Section 268.50(a)(2)]? \__/é No NA

c. Do operating records track the location, gquantity
and dates that wastes exceeding treatment standards
entered and were removed from storage [Section

264.73 or Section 265.73])? iéfg; No _ NA

d. Do operating records agree with container labeling?

[Section 268.50(a)(2) or Section 264.73 or Section
265.73)

Azé _No __NA
e. Is waste exceeding treatment standards stored for
less than 1 year? Léxég/;_No __NA

I1f yes, can you show that such accumulation is
not necessary to facilitate proper recovery,
treatment, or disposal? __Yes /No NA

If yes, state how:

f. Was/is waste exceeding treatment standards stored b4{//’
for more than one year? Yes o NA
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1f yes, state the owner/operator's proof that such
storage was solely for the purposes of accumulation

of such guantities of hazardous waste as are necessary
to facilitate proper recovery, treatment, or disposal:

5. Treatment in Surface Impoundments (Section 268.4)

a. Are prohibited wastes placed in surface impoundments \/ﬁ/ﬂ
for treatment? Yes o NA

b. Is the only recognizable "treatment" occurring in
the impoundment either evaporation, dilution, or \/ﬁ////ﬁ
both [Section 268.4(b) and Section 268.3)? Yes No A

c. Did the facility submit a certification of
compliance with minimum technology and groundwater
monitoring requirements, and the waste analysis
plan to the Agency [Section 268.4(a)(4)])? Yes No bxﬂ/,

d. Have the minimum technology requirements been
met [Section 268.4(a)(4)]? Yes _ No “Wa

1. If the minimum technology requirements have
not been met, has a waiver been granted for

that unit(s) [Section 268.4(a)(3)(iii))? __Yes _No _NA
e. Have the Subpart F groundwater monitoring L4f///
requirements been met [Section 268.4(a)(3)]? __Yes _ No A

f. Have representative samples of the sludge and

supernatant from the surface impoundment been

tested separately, acceptably, and in accordance

with the sampling frequency and analysis specified

in the waste analysis plan and are the results in

the operating record for all wastes with

treatment standards or prohibition levels [Section hﬂ{//

268.4(a)(2)]? __Yes _ No “Na
g. Did the hazardous waste residue (sludge or liquid)

exceed the treatment standards or prchibition

levels? Yes No NA

h. Provide the frequency of analyses conducted on
treatment residues:

Does the frequency meet the requirements of the

waste analysis plan [Section 264.13 or Section _,ﬂ////
265.13)2 Yes No —Na
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Does the operating record adequately document

the results of waste analyses performed [Section \////
264.13 or Section 265.13]? Yes No NA

Have the hazardous waste residues that exceed the
treatment standards and/or prohibition levels
been removed adequately and on an annual basis 2

[Section 268.4(a)(2)(ii)]? Yes No iﬁﬁ;

1. 1If answer to f is no and supernatant is
determined to exceed treatment concentrations,
is annual throughput greater than impoundment
volume? (note: sludge exceeding treatment
standards must be removed) Yes No

\_A(

If residues were removed annually, were adequate

precautions taken to protect liners and do records

indicate that inspections of liner integrity are

performed? Yes No V' NA

When removed, were residues of restricted wastes

managed subsequently in another surface L/ﬁ/,
A\ NA
_NA
zm/
ww

impoundment? Yes No

1. Were these residues subject to a valid 268.8
certification? Yes No

When removed, were wastes treated prior to
disposal? Yes No

1. If yes, are waste residues treated on or
offsite? Yes No

2. Identify management method:

6. Other Treatment

a.

Does the facility operate treatment units (regulated ///
or exempt) (not including surface impoundments)? k:fes __No NA

Describe the treatment processes, including exempt
processes: TAEATMINT OFF WRASTE WATCR
Koo ) FEPom wodD PRESERVING  PROCESS

=

Does the facility tcreat soft-hammered wastes? __Yes l:ﬁ;—__NA
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1. I1f yes, is treatment occurring as described
in the generator's certification/demonstration :
[Section 268.8(c)(1)]? Yes _ No _\A{A

2. Did the treatment facility certify he treated
the soft-hammered waste as per the generator's
demonstration and maintain copies of all .~
certifications [268.8(c)(1)]? _Yes _ No léﬂg

3. Did the treatment facility send a copy of the
generator's demonstration and certification to
the receiving treatment, recovery, or storage '
facility [Section 268.8(c)(2)]? __Yes _ No 3:ﬁ;/

d. Does the facility, in accordance with an acceptable

waste analysis plan, verify that the residue extract

from.all treatment processes for the restricted o

wastes are less than treatment standards or

prohibition levels [Section 268.7(c)(2)]? L{f;:’__No __NA

e. Describe frequency of testing of treatment residuals.

f. Was dilution used as a substitute for treatment MA{//
(Section 268.3)? Yes o NA

g. Are all notifications, certifications, and results
of waste analyses kept in the operating record -
[Section 264.73(b) or Section 265.73(b)])? bxéé No NA

h. Are notices provided to land disposal facilities

complete with Waste Number, treatment standard,

manifest number, and analytical data (where

available) submitted for each shipment of waste

or treatment residual that meets the treatment

standard stating that waste has been treated to

treatment performance standards [Section

268.7(b)(4) and (5) and Section 268.8(c)(1)]? __Yes _ No L:jﬁ:
i. If the waste or treatment residue will be further

managed at another storage or treatment facility,

has the treatment facility complied with the

268.7(a) notification and certification requirements

applicable to generators [Section 268.7(b)(6)]? __Yes . No \/I(

7. Land Disposal

a. Are restricted and/or prohibited wastes placed in
land disposal units (landfills, surface impoundments*
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waste piles, wells, land treatment units, salt
domes/beds, mines/caves, concrete vault or bunker?)__Yes

Did facility have the notice and certification

from generators/treaters in its operating record

that all prohibited wastes disposed met standards

for generation or treatment [Section 268.7(c)(1)

and 268.7(a),(b)])? Yes

Did the facility obtain waste analysis data

through testing of the waste to determine that

the wastes are in compliance with the applicable
treatment standards [Section 268.7(c)(2)])? Yes

I1f yes, was the frequency of testing as required
by the facility's waste analysis plan [Section
264.13 or 265.13)? Yes

Were prohibited wastes exceeding the applicable
treatment standards or prohibition levels placed

in land disposal units [268.30]) excluding national
capacity variances [268.30(a)]? Yes

If yes, did facility have an approved waiver based

on no migration petition [268.6) or approved case-
by-case or capacity extension [268.5] or treatment
standard variance [268.44)[Section 268.30(d4),

Section 268.31(d), Section 268.32(g), Section
268.33(e)])? Yes

Were restricted wastes subject to a national
capacity variance or case-by-case extension
disposed? Yes

If yes, have the minimum technology requirements
been met for all units receiving such wastes
(Section 268.30(c), 268.31(c), 268.32(d),

268.33(d))? Yes |

Were adequate records of disposal maintained

[Section 264.73(b) or 265.73(b)]? Yes _ |

If wastes subject to a nationwide variances, case-
by-case extensions [268.5], or no migration petitions
[268.6]) were disposed, does facility have generator's
notices [268.7(a)(3)) and records of disposal?

[Section 264.73(b) or Section 265.73(b)] __Yes
If the facility has a case-by-case extension, can

the inspector verify that the facility is making
progress as described in progress reports? Yes
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If the owner/operator is disposing of a soft-

hammer waste, is he maintaining the generators

and treaters (if applicable) notices and s
certifications [Section 268.8(a)(2)-(a)(4))? __Yes _ No |/NA

1. Is the facility disposing of any soft
hammer wastes that may be classified as
California wastes? Yes No L'NA

2. Did the facility seek to verify whether yd
these wastes may be subject to all restrictions, i
e.g., California ban? __Yes _ No ;_ﬁﬁ
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GENERATOR'S CHECKLIST

Section A - EPA Identification No.

1.

Does generator have EPA I.D. No.?  (262.12) L/;::r No NA

a. 1If yes, EPA I.D. No. M5D 0/ 071 543

Section B - Manifest

1.

Does generator ship waste offsite? (262.20) Lﬁf:s _No __NA
a. If no, do not fill out Sections B and D.
b. 1If yes, identify primary offiste fgs}lity(s).
COX ERgES o O9.C. Te.
Does generator use manifest? (262.20) _zﬂggl__No __NA
a. If no, is generator a small quantity generator
(generating between 100 and 1000 kg/month)? __Yes __No \MA
1. If yes, does generator indicate this when Lu////
sending waste to a TSD facility? __Yes Wo _ NA
b. 1If yes, does manifest include the following

information?

1.
2.

3.
4.
5.

Manifest document No.
Generator's name, mailing address, telephone

s
number i;:éé. No
LYes

No NA

NA
Generator EPA I.D. No. __No _NA
Transporter Name(s) and EPA I.D. No.(s) __No _NA
a. Facility name, address, and EPA I.D. No. VY¥es _ No _ NA
b. Alternate facility name, address, and EPA
I.D. No. __Yes _No A
c. Instructions to return to generator if
undeliverable Yes _ No \_NA

Waste information required by DOE - shipping
name, quantity (weight or vol.), containers
\/é

(type and number) v __No NA
Emergency information (optional) (special

handling instructions, telephone No.) 2116; __No __NA
Is the following certification on each Vf///

manifest form? es No NA

S‘\ |@ v L”,J( K~ J:) . C))-'rnwbs
|
Foxz, PO (Daalliny 172 \ ¥ Z/é? '
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This is to certify that the above named
materials are properly classified, described,
packaged, marked, and labeled and are in

proper condition for transportation according
to the applicable regulations of the Department
of Transportation and the EPA.

9. Does generator retain copies of manifests? iﬁf;: No _NA

If yes, complete a through e.

*a. 1. Did generator sign and date all manifests? \/f;; No NA

2. Who signed for generator?

Name _GRQY £. McClellanp  Titre YArp FoRem

date of acceptance from initial transporter? s

b. 1. Did generator obtain handwritten signature and
u/; No _ NA
2. Who signed and dated for transporter?

Name HARRY @ROW?" Title =

c. Does generator retain one copy of manifest signed

by generator and transporter? ngéé __No NA
d. Do returned copies of manifest include facility

owner/operator signature and date of acceptance? lﬁfé __No NA
e. Does generator retain copies for 3 years? Adﬁéir__No ::NA

Section C - Hazardous Waste Determination

1.

Does generator generate solid waste(s) listed in Subpart
D (List of Hazardous Waste)? (261.30) es No NA

a. If yes, list waste and quantities (include EPA
Hazardous Waste No.)

Does generator solid waste(s) listed in Subpart C that
exhibit hazadous characteristics? (corrosivity,
__Yes jﬁﬁ;/__NA

ignitability, reactivity, EP toxicity) (261.20)

a. If yes, list wastes and quantities (include EPA
Hazardous Waste No.)

b. Does generator determine characteristics by testing
or by applying knowledge of processes? APOIED KMCV\/LLDGEL

1. If determined by testing, did generator use
test methods in Part 261, Subpart C (or ) v///
equivalent)? Yes No “"NA

Kap)
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a. If equivalent test methods used, attach
copy of equivalent methods used.

3. Are there any other solid wastes generated by \4{/
generators? es No NA

a. If yes, did generator test all wastes to determine Ve
nonhazardous characteristics? \v“Yes _No _ NA

1. If no, list wastes and quantities deemed
nonhazardous or processes from which non-
hazardous waste was produced (use additional
sheet if necessary).

Section D - Pretransport Requirements

1. Does generator package waste in accordance with 49 CFR bﬁ{/,

173, 178, and 179 (DOT requirements)? (262.30) VYYes _No _ NA
2. a. Are containers to be shipped leaking or corroding? iﬁﬁg; __No NA

b. Use sheet to describe containers and condition.

c. Is there evidence of heat generation from L//

incompatible wastes in the containers? (262.31) “Yes __No _ NA

3. Does generator follow DOT labeling requirements in

accordance with 49 CFR 1727 j:gg; _No __NA
4. Does generator mark each package in accordance with

49 CFR 1722 _Yes _ No _ NA
5. Is each container of 110 gallons or less marked with

the following label? (262.32) _&xé:f__No _NA

Label saying: HAZARDOUS WASTE - Federal Law Prohibits
Improper Disposal. If found, contact the nearest policy
or public safety authority or the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency.

Generator name(s) and address(es)

Manifest document No.

6. Does generator have placards to offer to transporters? uf’///
(262.33) es No NA
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7. Accumulation time: (262.34)

a. Are containers used to temporarily store waste i
before transport? :!{gs __No _ Na
1. If yes, is each container clearly dated: V4(/'
Also, fill out rest of No. 7 (accum. time) __Yes No NA

b. 1. Does generator inspect containers for leakage {//
or corrosion? (265.174 - Inspections) vYes No

2. If yes, with what frequency? Eﬁu&

c. Does generator locate containers holding ignitable
or reactive waste at least 15 meters (50 feet) from
the facility's property line? (265.176 - Special
Requirements for Ignitable or Reactive Wastes) __Yes No

NOTE: If tanks are used, fill out checklist for tanks.

d. Are the containers labeled and marked in accordance
with Section D-3, D-4, and D-5 of this form? Yes No NA

NOTE: If generator accumulates waste on site, fill out
checklist for General Facilities, Subparts C and D.

e. Does generator comply with requirements for
personnel training? (Attach checklist for 265.16 -
Personnel Training.) Yes No NA

8. Describe storage area. Use photos and narrative )
explanation sheet. LAQGC Mt GOIEDve NJE of PRAESS AR . T BUILDING

s W3EEW  PERMITTD A aeaTt? THAV Qo dey  gfonfore fooln wua(e@
B o Shoios (B17) y SRReE TRally

Section E - Recordkeeping and Records (262.40)

1. Does generator keep the following reports for 3 years?

a. Manifests and signed copies from J:fg; __No _NA
b. Biennial Reports Aﬁx/ __No _NA
c. Exception reports 41495 __No _NA
d. Test results es _ No NA

2. Where are the records k t (at facility or elsewhere)°

i _oFFiIcs ol /349.7 Me Ciefinard

3. Who is in charge of keeping the records?

Name (:ﬁty MQCC//L&A Title YHQD RE&-J?’.\N
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Section F - Special Conditions

1. Has generator received from or transported to a foreign L////
Administrator? Yes No NA

a. If yes, has he filed a notice with the Regional

Administrator? __Yes No _ NA
b. 1Is this waste manifested and signed by a foreign
cosignee? Yes No NA

c. 1f generator transported wastes out of the
country, has he received confirmation of delivered
shipment? Yes No NA
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Part

SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS CHECKLIST

Section A - Design Requirements (264.221) (265.221)

1. Does facility operate one or more surface impoundments? Yes ,/No NA
claser 1 MpeoNOrhesT

a. If yes, has owner/operator installed two or more
liners and a leachate collection system for any
new units, replacement of any existing units, or
lateral expansion of units? __Yes No /Na

b. 1s owner/operator exempt from double-liner leachate
collection system requirements because Regional
Administrator has determined that impoundment's
design will prevent the migration of hazardous

constituents? _Yes _ No _Zﬁ;ﬂ
c. Did owner/operator notify Regional Administrator Vﬁ(//

60 days prior to receiving waste (Part 265)? _Yes __No VNA _
d. If impoundment does not have a double liner, is b/,//,

it exempt due to one of the following reasons? Yes No NA

1. Monofill contains only wastes from a foundry
furnace emission controls or metal casting
molding sand.

2. Monofill has at least one liner for which
there is no evidence of leaking.

3. Monofill is located, designed, and operated
to ensure that no migration of constituents
into ground or surface water occurs.

e. Does owner/operator take measures to prevent
overfilling; wind and wave action; rainfall;
run-on; malfunctions of level controllers,
alarms, and other equipment; and human error

(Part 264)? __Yes _ No :ﬁﬁ;’
f. 1Is impoundment surrounded by dikes (Part 264)? __Yes No VNﬂ/,

Section B - Operating Requirements

1. Does owner/operator maintain at least 60 cm (2 ft) of
freeboard (Part 265)? (265.222)

2. Does owner/operator have certification from a qualified

engineer that alternate design features will prevent '
overtopping? (Part 265) (265.222) _Yes __No _/Na
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Section C - Containment Systems

1.

Do all dikes have a protective cover such as grass,
shale or rock? (Part 265) (265.223)

Section D - Waste Analysis and Trial Tests

1.

Will the surface impoundment be used to: (265.225)

a. Chemically treat a hazardous waste which is
substantially different from wastes previously
treated in the impoundment? (Part 265)

b. Chemically treat hazardous waste with a
substantially different process than any
previously used in that impoundment?

If the answer in #1 was yes to any questions, has the
owner/operator:

a. Conducted waste analysis or trial treatment tests?

b. Obtained written, documented information on
treatment of similar wastes under similar
operating conditions?

Section E - Inspections and Monitoring

1.

Section F - Emergency Repairs, Contingency Plans (Part 264)

Does the owner/operator:

a. Inspect the freeboard at least one each operating
day? (265.226)

b. Inspect the surface impoundment including dikes
and vegetation at least once per week and after
storms? (264.226) (265.226)

Have any deteriorations or malfunctions that have been
found been remediated?

Has the owner/operator obtained a certification from
a qualified engineer that the impoundments dike has
structural integrity? (264.226)

1.

Does facility have a contingency plan?

a. If yes, does plan stipulate that impoundment be

Yes _ No Lﬁﬁ;/

_Yes _ No iﬁﬁz/
__Yes __No MK
__Yes __No l{ﬁ:/—
__Yes __ No _kﬂi//
__Yes __No ;/A(
__Yes __No jﬁﬁ;,
__Yes _ No _Eﬁgﬂ
L//n
__Yes _ No VY NA
(264.227)

_Yes _ No _l/_ﬁ\

removed from service under the following conditions:

1. Sudden drop in liquid level?

Yes _ No E;NA
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2. Leaking dike? Yes No

b. Does plan detail the steps to be followed when removing
impoundment from service, including:

1. Shutting off flow into impoundment? _Yes _ No
2. Containing any surface leakage? _Yes _ No
3. Stopping the leak? _Yes _ No
4. Notifying Regional Administrator of problems

in writing if leaks cannot be contained? __Yes _ No

" ¢. If impoundment was removed from service, did owner/
operator take the necessary precautions to rectify
problems before restoring impoundment to service? __ Yes _ No
d. If impoundment was removed from service and was not
restored to service, was impoundment closed in
accordance with an approved closure plan? Yes No

Section G - Closure and Post-Closure (264.228) (265.228)

1. 1Is a closure plan retained at the facility? j‘gg; __No
2. At closure, did owner/operator:
kﬁf/;

a. Remove standing liquids (Part 265)? __No
b. Remove waste and waste residue (Part 265)7? léfes __No
c. Remove liner (Part 265)? Yes _ No

d. Remove underlying and surrounding contaminated —_
s0il? J‘xégf__No
e. If not, did owner/operator demonstrate to Regional
Administrator that the above materials were non-
hazardous (Part 265)? _Yes _ No
1. If no, has owner/operator closed the impoundment
and provided post-closure care (Part 265)? __Yes No

3. If regulated under Part 264, has owner/operator: (264.228)

a. Removed or decontaminated waste residues, contaminated
system components, subsoils, structures, and equipment,
and managed them as hazardous waste? J‘xég __No
b. Eliminated free liquids by removing or solidifying

remaining wastes or waste residues? J:Yg; __No
c. Stabilized remaining wastes to a bearing capacity

sufficient to support final cover? h/f/ No
d. Covered the impoundment with final cover? ~_Xes No

4. Did owner/operator leave any residuals in place at e
closure (Part 264)? (264.228) V/Qes __No

NA

NA

\Ig\l

NA

NA

I" %\ I

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
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5. 1In post-closure, does owner/operator maintain integrity
of cover and groundwater monitoring system, and prevent //
runon and runoff? (264.228) (265.228) \V/Yes _ No _ NA

Section H - Ignitable and Reactive Wastes (264.229) (265.229)

1. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the
impoundment? Yes No NA

"a. If yes, are they treated, rendered, or mixed
before or immediately after placement in the
impoundment so it no longer meets the definition

of ignitable or reactive? _Yes _No l{ﬁ;
OR
b. 1Is the impoundment used solely for emergencies? __Yes _ No A
Section I - Incompatible Wastes (264.230) (265.230)

1. Are incompatible wastes placed in the impoundment? Yesufié:/ NA
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Part

GROUNDWATER MONITORING CHECKLIST

Section A - Monitoring System

1. Does the facility have a groundwater monitoring
system in operation?

B

a. I1f yes, does the system consist of: (265.91)(264.97)

1. At least one upgradient/background well?
2. At least three downgradient wells?

b. Are wells identified in the field?

c. Are well heads in good condition (i.e. free of
cracks)?

d. Are well heads locked? ﬂ4“1 IJEﬂ) FUsTED ofFF

e. Do well heads have bumper guards or are otherwise
protected?

Section B - Sampling and Analysis (Part 264)

1. Does the facility obtain and analyze samples from the
groundwater monitoring system?

2. Has facility developed and followed a groundwater
sampling and analysis plan? (264.97(d))

a. If yes, does this plan include procedures and
techniques for:

1. Sample collection?

2. Sample preservation?

3. Analytical procedures?

4. Chain-of-custody control?

5. Determining the groundwater surface
elevation?

3. Has facility specified a statistical method to be used
in evaluating groundwater monitoring data?

4. 1Is all groundwater monitoring data recorded in the
operating record?

s

__Yes V( _NA

_\A __No _NA
_Yes o _

No

NA
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Section C - Detection Monitoring Program (264.98)

1. Has owner/operator established detection monitoring
system to provide reliable indications for detection “/

releases?

a. If yes, are the following components included in
the system:

1.
2.

“pi@ facility attempt to demonstrate an

Background values? __Yes
Determination of groundwater flow rate and a
direction annually? (264.98(e)) /' Yes
Determination of statistically significant
increases over background concentrations at //
each well? (264.98(f)) “ _Yes
If there was a statistically significant

increase indicated, did the facility notify

the Executive Director per 264.98(g)(1)? Yes

apparent increase was not caused by a regulated 7/
unit per MHWMR 264.98(g)(6)? “'Yes
Is all information contained in the facility's
operating record? Eﬁgés

Section D - Compliance Monitoring Program (264.99)

. 1. Does the facility operate a compliance monitoring

program?

Yes

a. If yes, does the facility:

1.

Determine the groundwater flow rate and

direction in the uppermost aquifer annually?
{264.99(e)) Yes
Collect at least four samples from each well

at least semi-annually? {264.99(f)) __Yes _ |

Determine whether there is statistically
significant evidence of increased contamination

at each monitoring well? __Yes
I1f an increase was indicated, did facility

notify the Executive Director? __Yes
Analyze samples for constituents listed in
Appendix IX of Part 264 at least annually? __Yes
Record all information in the operating

record? Yes

Section E - Corrective Action Program (Part 264 only) (264.100)

1. Does facility follow a corrective action program that e

meets the facility's permit requirements? Jﬁ¥és

__No _ NA
__No __NA
__No _NA
__No _NA
__No _ NA
__No __NA

No NA

__No |NA
__No _|NA
__No [NA
__No __NA

No NA
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Section F - Sampling and Analysis (Part 265)

1. Has the facility developed and followed a groundwater
sampling and analysis plan? Yes

a. If yes, does the plan include procedures and
technigques for:

1. sample collection? __Yes
2. Sample preservation? __Yes
3. Analytical procedure? __Yes
4. Chain-of-custody control? Yes

2. Has the owner/operator established initial background
concentrations or values of all parameters specified in
265.92(b)? Yes

a. Samples collected to establish background quality

(from above)? __Yes
b. Samples collected to indicate contamination (from

above)? __Yes
c. Elevation of groundwater surface at each monitoring

well at each sampling event? Yes

Section G - Preparation, Evaluation, and Response (Part 265 only)

1. Did owner/operator prepare an outline of a groundwater
quality assessment program? Yes

a. If yes, did program determine the following:

1. Wwhether hazardous waste or hazardous waste

constituents have entered the groundwater? __Yes
2. Rate and extent of hazardous waste or

hazardous waste constituent migration? __Yes
3. Concentrations of hazardous waste or hazardous

waste constituents in groundwater? Yes

b. For each well, has owner/operator calculated the
arithmatic méan and variance, based on four replicate
measurements for each sample, and compared the results
with initial background mean? , __Yes

c. Has owner/operator submitted information documenting
any significant increase in comparisons for up-
gradient wells (or decrease in pH)? Yes

d. If the comparisons for downgradient wells show a
significant increase (or pH decrease), has the owner/
operator obtained additional groundwater samples from

I
e
>

EN

No
No NA
No NA
__No L NA
No 4_NA
|
No | NA
—_ -+
No | NA
t
No _LNA
__No J_NA
(265.93)

No ):jﬁ(

No
No NA

No NA

No NA
e

No NA
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those downgradient wells in which a significant

decrease was detected? (Samples must be split in

two, and analyses must be obtained of all additional
samples to determine whether the significant

difference was a result of lab error) Yes

4
o}

EN

1. If analyses (described above) were performed,
and confirmed the significant increase (or pH
decrease), did owner/operator notify Regional
Administrator within 7 days? __Yes
2. 1If analyses confirmed significant increase
(or pH decrease), did owner/operator submit to
the Executive Director within 15 days after
notification (discussed above) a certified

_ _,_‘l—z——-
>

groundwater quality assessment program? __Yes __ No
3. Did owner/operator implement the groundwater

quality assessment program and, at a minimum,

did he determine the following: Yes No

———t——
»

a. Rate and extent of migration of the
hazardous waste constituents in the

groundwater? __Yes _ No
b. Concentrations of the hazardous waste
in the groundwater? Yes No

4. Did owner/operator submit a report to the

Executive Director containing the requests of

the assessment outlined in No. 3 above within

15 days? Yes
5. Did owner/operator notify the Executive

Director of reinstatement of indicator

evaluation program upon finding that no

hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents

had entered the groundwater? __Yes
6. 1f owner/operator determined that hazardous

waste or hazardous waste constituents entered

the groundwater, did he either continue to make

the determinations listed in No. 3 above on a

quarterly basis until final closure or ground-

water quality assessment plan was implemented

prior to post-closure care, or cease to make

determinations required in No. 3 above if ground-

water quality assessment plan was implemented

during post-closure? _Yes _No
7. 1f any groundwater quality assessment program

is implemented to satisfy No. 3 above prior to

final closure, has owner/operator completed

program and reported to the Executive Director,

as outlined in No. 4 above? _Yes _ No
8. 1f owner/operator does not monitor at least

annually to satisfy No. 3 above, does owner/

operator evaluate data on groundwater elevation

4
(o}

2
(o}
]z___ o
»

2
(o]

_,____4;___
>

2
>

2
>

2
>

|
NA

NA
—
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obtained under No. 3c in Section F above
to determine whether the requirements for
locating monitoring wells are satisfied? __Yes No

|.<
=z
>

a. If evaluation shows that the requirements
for monitoring wells are not satisfied,
has owner/operator modified the number,
location, or depth of the monitoring wells
to bring the system into compliance? Yes No NA

Section H - Recordkeeping and Reporting (Part 265 only) (265.94)

1. Unless owner/operator is monitoring to satisfy the
requirements of Section 265.93(d)(4), does owner/
operator:

a. Keep records of the analyses required in Section
265.92(c) and (d), groundwater surface elevations |
required in 265.93(b) throughout the active life '
of the facility and throughout post-closure? __Yes __No _+NA
b. Report the following information to the Executive
Director:

1. Within 15 days of analysis for each quarterly
sampling event, does owner/operator submit
results of background concentrations? Yes _ No
2. Does owner/operator inform the Executive
Director about any parameters that exceed
maximum contaminant levels listed in Appendix
III? Yes No NA
(Annually) does owner/operator report
concentrations or values of parameters listed ’
in Section 265.92(b)(3) for each well, including i
required evaluationg for these parameters under
Section 265.93(b)? __Yes __No NA
a. Does owner/operator also identify
differences from initial background
concentrations found in the upgradient
wells no later than March 1 following
each calendar year? Yes No NA

2. Does owner/operator submit results of the groundwater
surface elevations under Section 265.93(f), along with
a description of the response, if needed? Yes No .NA
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Part

FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS CHECKLIST

Section A - Closure

1. 1Is facility required to provide financial assurance i
for closure? _Yes o __NA
a. Type of financial assurance
b. Amount of closure costs
' 1. Date of most recent adjustment
c. Effective date of mechanism
d. Expiration date of mechanism
e. Is instrument adequate? __Yes __ No _ NA
Section B - Post-Closure
1. 1Is facility required to provide financial assurance
for post-closure care? l‘rég,__No __Na
a. Type of financial assurance FﬁNﬁ¢¥}&‘ ‘EQST
b. Amount of closure costs B 1,756 250
1. Date of most recent adjustmentr i
c. Effective date of mechanism SECT 30, 1990
d. Expiration date of mechanism Seor.3)” 19491 -

e. Is instrument adequate? \Xes _No __NA

Section C - Corrective Action

1. 1Is facility required to provide financial assurance for s‘Zf//’
es _ No

corrective action? __Na
a. Type of financial assurance
b. Amount of closure costs
1. Date of most recent adjustment
c. Effective date of mechanism
d. Expiration date of mechanism
e. Is instrument adequate? _Yes __No _ NA
Section D - Liability Requirements
1. 1Is facility required to provide liability coverage for /
sudden accidental occurrences? __Yes jﬁﬁ; _Na

a. Type of assurance
b. Is amount at least $1 million per occurrence, $2

million annual aggregate? Yes No NA
c. Effective date of mechanism
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3. 1If groundwater is monitored to satisfy requirements of
Section 265.93(d)(4), did owner/operator do the following:

a. Keep records of analyses and evaluations specified .
in the plan throughout active life and post- \////
closure? Yes No NA

b. (Annually, until final closure) submit to the
Regional Administrator a report containing the
results of the groundwater quality assessment
program, including the calculated rate of migration
of hazardous waste or hazardous waste constituents
by March 1?

Yes No NA



®

d. Expiration date of mechanism

2. Is facility required to provide liability coverage
for non-sudden accidental occurrences? __Yes 4;NO NA

a. Type of assurance
b. Is amount at least $3 million per occurrence, $6

million annual aggregate? Yes No NA
c. Effective date of mechanism
d. Expiration date of mechanism

CHCKLIST:1lr



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

T aY f——
Ad0OD 374 "COVERNOR
January 22, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 444 547 397

Mr. J. D. Clayton, Plant Manager. Koppers Industries, Inc.
P. O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Dear Mr. Clayton:

Re: RCRA Inspection of December 11,
1990

Enclosed please find an inspection report and checklist that was
completed as a result of a Compliance Evaluation Inspection at Koppers
Industries, Inc. on December 11, 1990. This inspection revealed the
following apparent violations of the Mississippi Hazardous Waste
Management Regulations (MHWMR) and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit
No. 88-543-01:

1. MHWMR 264.14 and MHWMP 88-543-01, Attachment I and Appendix
D: Failure to maintain security devices. No signs posted
or fence installed.

2. MHWMR 264.15 and MHWMP 88-543-01 Attachment I, Appendix D:
Failure to follow the Post-Closure inspection form developed
for Post-Closure care maintenance.

By February 8, 1991, a report should also be submitted, as discussed
in Section 10 of the accompanying RCRA Inspection Report, concerning
soil piles in the southern portion of the facility.

We request that you respond to these apparent violations within 10
days of receipt of this letter. This response should contain: (1)
actions that have been taken to correct the violations, (2) schedule
for correcting the violations, or (3) reasons that you believe the
alleged violation(s) did not exist. The Office will review this
information before determining if further action including a penalty
is warranted. Section 17-17-29 of the Mississippi Code Annotated
(Supp. 1989) allows assessments of penalties not more than $25,000 per
day per violatlon. Failure to submit this information may result in
enforcement action.

BUREAL OF POLIUTION CONTROL, P O BOX 10385 JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961 5171



If you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at (601)
961-5171.

Sincerely,
// 274
T A I T

Thad Hopper
Hazardous Waste Division

Enclosures
pc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA (w/enclosures)
Ms. Jane M. Patarcity, Beazer East, Inc. (w/enclosures)



RCRA Inspection Report

Inspector and Author of Report

Thad Hopper, Mississippi Office of Pollution Control (OPC)

Facility Information

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Beazer East, Inc.)
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Responsible Company Official

Mr. J. D. "Rock" Clayton, Plant Manager, Kopper Industries, Inc.
(KII)

Inspection Participants

Mr. Thad Hopper, OPC
Mr. Gary McLelland, General Yard Foreman, KII

Date and Time of Inspection

December 11, 1990 11:00 a.m. CST

Applicable Regulations

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) Parts
262, 264, 268, and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management
Permit No. 88-543-01.

Purpoée of Inspection’

A Comprehebsive Monitoring Evaluation (CME) was performed. This
report addresses the Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI) portion
of the CME. The CEI was conducted to determine the facility's
overall compliance with applicable Mississippi Hazardous Waste
Management Regulations and the facility's Hazardous Waste
Management Permit. Evaluation of the facility's comliance with
applicable groundwater monitoring requirements of MHWMR Part 264,
Subpart F, and MHWMP 88-543-01 will be forwarded under a separate
cover letter.

Facility Description

KII is a wood treating facility located in Tie Plant, Mississippi,
which is approximately five miles southeast of Grenada,
Mississippi. The facility uses creosote and pentachlorophenol to
treat wood products for railroads, construction industries,



utilities, and others. Ties, poles, and lumber are received mainly
by rail and are stored onsite.

Koppers Company, Inc. was acquired by Beazer Materials and Services
(BMS) on December 28, 1988. BMS subsequently sold the division, of
which the Tie Plant Mississippi plant was a part, to a management
group to form Koppers Industries, Inc (KII). In April, 1990, BMS
changed its name to Beazer East, Inc (BEI). RCRA regulated units
at the faciltiy consist of a closed surface impoundment, a less
than 90 day hazardous waste storage area, and a boiler ash
landfarm. KII is a generator with a less than 90 day hazardous
waste storage area, and owner of the closed surface impoundment and
boiler ash landfarm (BALF). BEI is the operator of the surface
impoundment and BALF. Beazer East, Inc. provides financial
assurances for post-closure.

The facility has been issued a full RCRA permit. The state issued
MHWMP No. 88-543-01 on June 28, 1988, for post—closure care of the
surface impoundment. EPA issued the 1984 Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments (HSWA) portion of the RCRA permit June 14, 1988,
requiring KII to investigate releases of hazardous waste or
hazardous constitiuents from solid waste management units. Other
permits issued to the facility include Mississippi Air Operating
Permit No. 0960-00012 for operation of the plant's boiler and
Misgissippi Industrial Pretreatment permit PT90300 to discharge
wastewater into the Grenada POTW.

Hazardous wastes which are generated and stored at the facility are
bottom sediment sludge from the treatment of wastewaters from wood
preserving processes that use creosote and/or pentachlorophenol
(KOOl), waste creosote (UO51), and waste pentachlorophenol (F027).
Both hazardous and nonhazardous are stored in the less than 90 day
storage area.

The closed surface impoundment was formerly part of the wastewater
treatment system and handled KOOl listed hazardous waste. The unit
was certified closed on January 3, 1990 and is now in post-closure.
KOOl constituents have been detected in monitoring wells upgradient
and downgradient of the surface impoundment. Wastewater is
currently routed through an oil/water separator and an activated
sludge treatment system, before being discharged to the City of
Grenada POTW.

Prior to October, 1987, KOOl1l, U051, and F027 wastes were burned in
a boiler (for thermal conversion of wood and various wastes to
steam). The ash from this processs is a hazardous waste. Before
October 27, 1987, these ashes were deposited at a boiler ash
landfarm (BALF). Waste sludge from two surface impoundments (which
closed prior to November, 1980, and are now SWMUS) was also
landfarmed at this site. The BALF was certified closed on June 27,
1990, and a groundwater quality assessment is being conducted to
address off-site contamination. Once the off-site assessment is
complete, the BALF will be incorproated into the existing RCRA
permit. KOO1l, UO51, and FO27 are no longer burned as fuel for the
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boiler. The facility now uses a mixture of process creosote
(bottoms from work tanks) referred to as "fuel additive", wood
chips and wood debris. The ash is deposited in the county sanitary
landfill.

In addition to the regulated units at the facility, 13 SWMUS have
been identified. A PHASE II RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI)
report submitted by KII to assess the extent of releases from SWMUS
is now under review by the state and EPA. Submission of this
workplan also constitues compliance with Mississippi Commission of
Environmental Quality Order No. 1208-87 requiring investigations of
releases from SWMUS.

9. Findings

A visual site inspection, record review, and an evaluation of the
groundwater monitoring system (including observation of sampling at
monitoring wells R-7 and R-8), were conducted at the facility.
Results of the groundwater portion of the CME will be submitted
under a separte cover letter.

The less than 90 day storage area contained only bulk, cyrstalline
pentachlorophencl product. Appropriate warning signs were in
place. The cap of the closed surface impoundment was intact, with
no settling or erosion noted, and monitoring wells associatied with
the impoundment appeared in good condition. The impoundment area
was unfenced, and no facility-wide means of security is provided.
Attachment I, Post—-Closure plans, requires security to be
maintained, and Appendix D to Attachment I, the Post-Closure care
checklist, includes a fence and signs to be routinely inspected.
Monitoring wells for the BALF were in good condition, and no
erosion or settling of the cap was observed. The BALF was also
unfenced; however, the approved closure plan did not include
security provisions.

Several piles of soil, removed during installation of a new drip
track and excavated during remedial activities were noted in the
southern portion of the facility. Some of this soil was being
stored under a shed, while other piles had been placed on plastic,
but were exposed to the elements.

Records reviewed included inspection reports, personnel training,
waste manifests, financial and liability assurance documents,
closure and post-closure plans, contingency plans, the RCRA permit,
and groundwater analytical data. All records were complete and up
to date with the exception of post-closure inspection records for
the surface impoundment. The inspection schedule currently
completed is for an operating surface impoundment and is not the
form stipulated in the RCRA permit.
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10. Conclusions

The facility was in apparent violation of the following Mississippi
Hazardous Waste Management Regulations and Conditions of the
facility's RCRA permit:

MHWMR 264.14 and MHWMP 88-543-01 Attachment I (Post-Closure
Requirements) and Appendix D. Failure to maintain security
devices. No signs posted or fence installed.

MHWMR 264.15 and MHWMP 88-543-01 Attachment I, Appendix D.
Failure to follow the Post-Closure inspection form developed
for Post-Closure care maintenance.

In addition, a report should be submitted detailing facts
concerning the soil piles stored in the southern portion of the
facility. This report should include approximate amount of
material stored, material source location, and results of
analytical testing, length of time material has been stored, and
proposed final disposition. 1If the material has not been analyzed
for TCLP characteristics, this test should be performed and the
results submitted.

11. Ssigned

- M= -_/ '/"T/;F—)/M“ //; //
7 Zr
12. Approval
z,
ol VT

L,
*// f5g
cc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA

- e
Ms. Jane M. Patarcity, Beazer East, Inc.
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RCRA Inspection Report

Inspector and Author of Report

Gail Macalusa
Environmental Engineer
Bureau of Pollution Control

Facility Information

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Beazer Materials & Services)
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Responsible Company Official

Mr. J. D. "Rock" Clayton, Plant Manager
Koppers Industries, Inc. (KII)

Inspection Participants

Mr. J. D. "Rock" Clayton, KII
Mr. Gary McClelland, KII
Ms. Gail Macalusa, BPC —_—

Date and Time of Inspections

February 22, 1990; 10:00 a.m. CST

Applicable Requirements

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) Parts
262, 264, 265, and 268 and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management
Permit No. 88-543-01.

Purpose of Inspection

This was a Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI) to determine
the facility's overall compliance with applicable regulations and
the facility's MHWMR Permit.

Facility Description

KII is located in Tie Plant, Mississippi, which is approximately
five miles southeast of Grenada, Mississippi. The facility is a
wood treating facility which uses creosote and pentachlorphenol
in the pressure treatment of wood products for railroads,
construction industry, utilities, and others. Raw material and
product arrive and leave by rail and truck.

Koppers Company, Inc. was acquired by Beazer Materials and
Services, Inc. (BMS) on December 28, 1988. BMS sold the
division, of which the Grenada, Mississippi plant was a part, to
a management group to form Koppers Industries, Inc. (KII).

1 of 3
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KII is a generator with a less than 90 day storage area, and
owner of the surface impoundment and boiler ash landfarm (BALF).
BMS is the operator of the surface impoundment and BALF.

The surface impoundment is permitted and has been modified to
reflect KII as owner and BMS as operator. The unit was certified
closed on January 3, 1990, and is now in post-closure. K001
constituents have been detected at significant levels in both the
upgradient and downgradient wells. The process area has been
classified as a SMU, and is located upgradient to the surface
impoundment, close to the upgradient well. This area may be the
source of contamination. The Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality requested BMS to submit a workplan, in
accordance with Mississippi Commission Order No. 1208-87, for a
facility-wide assessment to fully characterize the extent of
contamination. The workplan was submitted in January, 1990, and
is currently under review by MDEQ and EPA.

The BALF is scheduled to be certified closed by June 1, 1990.
Currently, a groundwater quality assessment is being conducted,
in the area of the BALF, to address off-site contamination. The
MDEQ is awaiting the results of the assessment before proceeding
to include this unit in the existing permit.

The hazardous wastes which are generated and stored at the
facility are bottom sediment sludge from the treatment of
wastewaters from woad preserving processes that use creosote
and/or pentachlorophenol (K00l). Waste creosote (U051) and
certain waste pentachlorophenol (F027) are also managed at times.
The surface impoundment was formerly operated as a wastewater
treatment lagoon and generated the listed hazardous waste KO0O1.
Currently, the wastewater is being routed through the wastewater
treatment plant, which consists of an oil/water separator and an
activated sludge system, before being discharged to the City of
Grenada POTW. Prior to October, 1987; K001, U051, and F027
wastes were burned in a boiler (used for thermal conversion of
wood and various wastes to steam). The ash from burning these
wastes is a hazardous waste. These ashes were deposited at the
boiler ash landfarm prior to July, 1987. K001, U051, and F027
wastes are no longer used as fuel for the boiler. Ash from the
boiler is now disposed of in the county sanitary landfill. Waste
sludge from two impoundments (which closed prior to November 19,
1980, and are now SMU's) was landfarmed at this site prior to the
ash disposal. Currently, the boiler ash landfarm is being capped

with the waste in place.

Findings

A record review was conducted at the facility. Records reviewed
included inspection reports, personnel training, waste manifests
on received and shipped wastes, financial and liability assurance
documents, closure and post-closure plans, the facility
contingency plan, and the permit. All records appeared to be
complete and up-to-date, with the exception of the groundwater

2 of 3
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data. Records of monitoring, testing, and analytical data are
not maintained at the facility. According to Mr. Clayton,
groundwater data is retained by BMS. This is an apparent
violation of Permit Condition IV.H.1l. and MHWMR 265.73(b) (6).

A visual site inspection of the storage area, the landfarm, and
the capped surface impoundment was conducted. The less than 90
day container/drum storage area contained only non-hazardous
waste (bottom creosote sludge from the work tanks at the Little
Rock, Arkansas plant) at the time of inspection. Warning signs
were visible from every approach. The fence surrounding the
landfarm has been removed for closure activities. The monitoring
well that had been damaged during closure of the surface
impoundment (R-8B) has been repaired.

Conclusions
The facility is in apparent violation of Permit Condition

IV.H.1l., and MHWMR 265.73(b)(6) - failure to maintain monitoring,
testing, and analytical data at the facility.

Signed

ate
12. Approval
YW -~ 4!«/«/ 3/2p
7 v !/ ate
GM-23:1r
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Part 1}

GENERAL SITE INSPECTION INFORMATION FORM

Loz .07 . . e (2, S s

A. Sife’Name B. Street (or other identisiaer)

T f. 7 s OS2 TAAY

C. City D. Scate E. Zip Code F.

\

County Name

G. Site Operator Information (@12 227 -2¢12
/' &‘/yﬁ - 4%/%‘ %‘1( ‘ Z.fq‘L) 2':7..259‘::}
l. Name 2. Betro P2t ] & fo s it 2. Telephone Number

3. Street / 4344"*‘*’“‘*%. Ciey »~ ., . 5. State 6. 2ip Code
2. F3¢ de g o, ///# g 2 /s 2]
H. Site Description
. /
%&" 2P
I. Type of Ownership =

—1. Federal _ 2, State _ 3. County 4. Municipal f 5. Private

J.

—_l. Generator _ 2. Transporter —_3. Treatment .~%. Storage __5. Disposal

K. Regulatory Status

Ao, A CF 1. Interinm Status 3. Part B Permit Application Submitted

J(,,%pz:,c ,{,70_2. Permitted Facility 4. Part B Permit Application in Preparation

b @

1. Principal Inspector Name 3. Organization /5. DL X
Qb T Lo :
2. Titcle . ~ 4. Telephone No. (area code and No.)
Mm:orbr-s-"--/_éj&'/ﬁ A ~ //2/.”': * o1 4 /é/?/) 7//-5/_2/
M. Inspection Participants =
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Part 2

GENERAL FACILITY CHECXLIST

Seczicn A - General Facilitw Sctandards

i. Jdces f{acility have EPA Identification No.? ~Yes No

a. HmeMJmQéQQQZQ;Zéié

If no, explain.

2
.

Has facilicy received hazardous waste from a foreign source? _gﬂ:; No Na

a. I yes, has it filed a notice with the Regional uf:s No  NA

Adainistracor? -

Waste Analysis

3. Does facility maintain a copy of the waste analysis plan at ::ies __No nNA
the facilicy? -

3. If yes, does it include: (264.13) (265.13)

l.  Parameters for which esch vaste will be analyzed? _L}es No Na

2. Test methods used to test for these parametexs? 4 Yes __No NA

3. Sampling method used to obtain sample? 4 Yes __No NA

4. Frequency with which the initisl analyses will be Yes __No NA
reviewed or repeasted?

5. (For offsite facilities) waste analyses that gen- | Yes _ No __NA

erators have agreed to supply?

6. (For offsite facilities) procedures which are used
to inspect and analyze each movement of hazardous
waste, including:

tity of each movement of waste.

b. Sampling method to be used to obtain repre-
sentative sample of the waste to be identi- ‘
fiad.

a. Procedures to be used to determine the iden- :Xfes No NA

Yes No NA

4, Does the facility provide adequate security through: (264.14) (265.14)

3.  24-hour surveillance system (e.g., television monitoring _ Yes _:ﬁgi__NA
or guards)?

OR
(continued)
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1. Artificial or natural barrier around facility
(e.g., fenc' or fence and cliff)?

Describe

Yes - Yo

AND

2. Means to control entry through entrances (e.g.,
attendant, television monitors, locked entrance,
controlled roadway access)?

Describe

__}es—::ﬁo

General Inspection Requirements (264.15) (265.15)

5. Does

the owner/operator maintain a written schedule at the

facilicy for inspecting:

a.
b.
c.
d.
e.

6. Does

b.

Monitoring equipment?

Safety and emergency equipment?
Security devices:

Operating and structural equipmenc?
Types of problems of equipment:

l. Malfunction
2. Operator error
3. Discharges

the owner/operator maintain an inspection log?

If yes, does it include:

l. Date and time of inspection?

2. Name of inspector?

3. Notation of observations?

4. Date and nature of repairs or remedial sction?

Are there any malfunctions or other deficiencies not
corrected? (Use narrative explanation sheet.)

Personnel Training (264.16) (265.16)

7. Does the owner/operator maintain personnel training records
at the facility?

(continued)
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_L}es‘__ﬂo
1 Yes _ No
1 Yes _ No
J Yes _ No
1l Yes _ No
_r’Yes _No
— Yes _ No
:ﬁfes __No

Yes _ No
Yes _ No
Yes _ No
Yes _ No

-

|

_VNo

__No

Iﬁ
"]

March 1988

NA

NA

_NA
_Na

NA
_NA

__NA

_NA
—xa

NA

NA
NA
NA
NA

NA

NA
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R / _,'- ) , | /.".
Date of most recent training ‘f;/ﬁﬁé’// Cr'?7 /421 /A‘7¢d2¢ &

dow long are they kept? /ZZ.;,,/._,f.lﬂéf
a. I[f yes, do they iaclude:
l. <ob tictle and writzen job description cf each Yes No NA
position? - -
2. Description of type and amount of training! Yes _ No NA
3. Records of training given to facility personnel? Yes _No _NA

Reguirements for Ignictable, Reactive, or Incompatible Waste (264.17) (265.17)

8. Does facility handle ignitable or reactive wastes? _Yes [/ No _Na

a. If yes, is waste separated and confined from sources of
ignition or reaction (open flames, smoking, cutting and
wvelding, hot surfaces, frictional heat), sparks (stacic,
electrical, or mechanical), spontaneous ignition (e.g.,

from heat-producing chemical reactions), and radiant
heat?

1. If yes, use narrative explanation sheet to
describe separation snd confinement procedures.

2. If no, use narrative explanation sheet to
describe sources of ignition or reaction.

b. Are smoking and open flame confined to specifically _Yes _No jNA
designated locations?

c. Are "No Smoking" signs posted in hazardous areas? __Yes __No | NA

d. Are precautions documented (Part 264 only)? Yes No | NA

9. Check containers
8. Are containers leaking or corroding? Yes _No _ NA

b. Is there evidence of heat generstion from incompatible _ Yes _ No ; NA
vastes?

Section B - Prepsredness and Prevention

1. 1s chere evidence of fire, explosion, or contamination of the _ Yes —~No__NA
environment? (264.31) (265.31)

If yes, use narrative explanation sheet to explain.

(continued)
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3. Is the facility equipped with: (264.32) (265.32)

N

7/~ ﬂé’”jv a. Internal communication or aiarm system? __Yes _;ﬁg NA
4/?} [ ' 1. Is it easily accessible in case of emergency? _Yes _ No NA
§'~ N/ Telephone or two-way radio to call emergency response —Yes —No NA
, le\ﬁw” persoanel? —
ot | ‘

p .,Aszlc. Portable fire extinguishers, fire control equipment, ;;?es _No NA
; ,JAQ// 24  8plll control equipment, and decontamination equipment? —
/\f/ i M{/ “ i '/’ pg

P .47 . Water of adequate volume for hoses, sprinklers, or ZYes _No _ NaA
2 ﬂ’_}h7’ 4 water spray system?
75 l. Describe source of water & ./, Ly J/%( AT 5

3. Is there sufficient aisle space to allow unobstructed move- —Yes _No _NA
ment of personnel and equipmenct? (264.35) (265.35)

4. Has the owner/operator msde arrangements with the local lz:f;s _No NA
authorities to familiarize them with characteristics of the
facilicy? (Layout of facility, properties of hszsrdous
wvaste handled and associated hazards, places vhere facility
personnel would normally be working, entrances to roads
inside facility, possible evacuation routes.) (264.37) (265.37)

5. In the case that more than one police or fire department _Yes _ No —NA
might respond, is there a designated primary authority? (264.37) (265.37)

a. If yes, name primary authority

6. Does the owner/operator have phone numbers of and agreements ~Yes _ No _ NA
with State emergency response teams, emergency response
contractors, and equipment suppliers? (264.37) (265.36)

a. Are they readily avasilable to all personnel? __TYes _:ﬁ; __NA
7. Has the owner/operator arranged to familiarize local hos- ~Yes _No _ NA

pitals with the properties of hazardous waste handled and
types of injuries that could result from fires, explosions,
or relesses at the facility? (264.37) (265.37)

8. If State or local authorities decline to enter, is this __Yes _No WK
entered in the operating record? (264.37) (265.37)

(continued)
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Saction C = Concinzency Plan anc E:er;encv Procedures

L. is 3 contingency plan maintained at the Zfacilicy? tes No NA
(264.53) (265.53) -~
a. If yes, i{s it 3 revised SPCC Plan? Yes N3 NA

b. Does contingency plan include: (264.52) (265.52)

L. Arrangements with local emergency response Yes _ Mo  yA
organizations? —

2. Emergency coordinators' names, phone numbers, Yes _ No NA
and addresses? -

3. List of all emergency equipment at facility and Yes __No NaA
descriptions of equipmenc? -

4, Evacuation plan for facilicy personnel? Yes _No NaA

— Y

<. Is there an emergency coordinator on site or(’c;n call }: . Yes __No NA

all times? (264.55) (265.55) e —

Section D - Manifest System, Recordkeeping, and Regorting
v / ” .

5 >
i. Does facility rec ive%aste from offsite? (264.71) (265.71) Yes —No Nie
L.n-,’/‘ / - feP A y/’ﬂs» Z } 7! ¥ '/ 4’ = - -

3. If yes, does the owner/operator retain copies of all —.tes __No |NA
manifests? A = Pt " AT ‘
LA Yy RSy Tk WA s 1 )
l.  Are the manifests signed and dated and returned _Yes _ No |NA
to the generator?
2. Is a signed copy given to the transporter? _Yes _ No |NA
2. Does the facility receive any/waste from a rail or water __Yes :YS_NA
(bulk shipment) transporter?. (264.71) (265.71)
a. If yes, is it accompanied by a shipping paper? __Yes _ No NA

l. Does the owner/operator sign and date the shipping _ Yes _ Vo |NA
paper and return a copy to tha generator?
2. Is a signed copy given to the transporter? Yes __No NA

3. Has the owner/operator received any shipments of waste that _ Yes _/No_ NA

were inconsistent with the manifest (manifest discrepancies)?
(264.72) (265.72)

a. If yes, has he attempted to reconcile the discrepancy _ Yes _No |NA
with the generator and transporter?

1. If no, has Regional Administrator been notified? _ Yes __No_NA

fsontinued)

CSWER Dir. No. 9638.2A March 168§



& @

<. Does the owner/cperatcr xeep a written operatis
che facility? 8264-73) (253.73) perating record at
a. If yes, does 1: include:
i. Description and quantity of each hazardous waste
recelved?
2. Methods and dates of treatment, storage, and
disposal?
7y(ﬂ ' 3. Location and quantity of each hazardous waste ac
2 g8 < each location?
4, Cross-references to manifests/shipping papers?
5. Records and results of waste analyses?
6. Report of incidents involving implementation of

10.

the contingency plan?

Records and results of required inspections?
Monitoring or testing amalytical data (Part 264)?
Closure cost estimates and, for disposal facili-
ties, post-closure cost estimates (Part 264)?
Notices of generators as specified ia §264.12(b)
(Part 264)?

b 'D“.s-l?u'.t: ‘ave copy of 'pow;)c on site?
5. Does the facility submit a biennial report by March I every
even-numbered year? (264.75) (265.75)

a. If yes, do reports contain the following information:

1.
2.
3.
4.
S.

6.
7.

6. Has the facility received any waste (that does not come under
the small generator exclusion) not accompanied by a manifest?

EPA I.D. number?

Date and year covered by report?
Description/quantity of hazardous waste?
Treatment, storage, and disposal methods?
Monitoring data under §265.94(a)(2) and (b)(2)
(Part 265)?

Most recent closure and post-closure cost estimates?| Yes

For TSD generators, description of efforts to
reduce volume/toxicity of waste generated, and
actual comparisons with previous year?
Certification signed by owner/operator?

(264.76) (265.76)

a. If yes, has he submitted an unmanifested waste report
to the Regional Administrator?

7. Does the facility submit to the Regional Administrator
reports on releases, fires, and explosions; contamination

and monitoring data, and facility closure?

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A

(264.77) (265.77)

Yes _ No
—tes _ Yo
__Yes _ No
_Yes _ No
_“Yes _ No
__Yes _ Yo
_L¥és _ No
__Yes _ No
_Yes tANo
~—Yes _ No
—Yes _ No
M Tes __No
__Yes _ No
Yes _ No
Yes _ No
Yes _ No
Yes __No
Yes _ No
_No
Yes __ No
_Yes _ No
__Yes
__Yes _ No
—Yes _ No
March 1588
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__NA
NA
NA
_NA

__NA
—NA



—_

& @

Part 3 ~“ Part

LAND DISPCSAL RISTRICTICNS CHECKLIST

t. Are hazardous wastes land-dispesed on site? ("Land disposal’  Tss
includes placement in a lanciill, surface impound=ent, wasce
pile, injeccion well, land traaczent facilicy, salt dcze foz-
nation, salt bed formation, underground mine or cave, concreca
vault, or bunker intended for disposal purposes; and placemea:
in or on the land by means of open detonation and open buraing
where residues continue to exhibit hazardous characteriscics).

a. If yes, are one or more of the following circumstances
true:

l. Granted extension from effective date pursuant to _ Tes
§268.5?

2. Granted exemption from a prohibition pursuant to __Yes
a petition under §268.6?

3. Disposing of soil or debris resulting from a CERCLA _Yes
respouse action or a RCRA corrective action, which
will not be prohibited until November 8, 1988?

4, Facility is a small quantity generator of less than _ Yes
100 kg of hazardous waste per month?

2. Are restricted wvastes or residuals from trratment of a re- Yes
stricted waste diluted in any way prior to disposal?

3. Are there active surface impoundments used for treatment of Yes
hazsrdous wastes?

a. If yes, does the unit's design and operation meet the Yes
requirements set forth in §268.4?

4. Has the facility sought exemption from any prohibition under Yes
Subpart C of §268 for the disposal of a restricted hazardous
waste?

a. If yes, has the facility's demomstration included the Yes
required components (waste I.D., waste analysis, com-
prehensive environmental characterization of unit
site, QA/QC plan, sampling, testing, modeling)?

5. Has the facility determined whether it generates a restricted _ Yes
waste through waste analysis? (268.7)

a. If yes, is the facility, in fact, handling a restrictac _ Ves
waste(s)?

(continued)
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__No __NA
_Yo __NA
—No __NA
_No __NA
__No __NA
_.\'o _NA
No __NA
_No _NA
No _NA
No __NA
No __NA
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If yes, does the restricted waste require treatment?

If ves, has the generator notified the treatment fac{l-
ity in writing, and does the notification include all
required components (EPA hazardous waste number, cor-

responding treatment standard, manifest number of ship~
ment)?

Does the facility handle EPA Hazardous Waste Nos. F0Ol
through F005 (solvent wastes)? (268.10)

b.

If yes, do any of the following conditions apply:

1. The generator of the solvent waste is a small
quantity generator (not more tham 1000 kg/moncth) ?

2. The solvent waste is generated from a CERCLA
response corrective action?

3. The solvent waste is a solvent-vater mixture,
solvent~containing sludge, or solvent-contaminated
s0il (non-CERCLA or RCRA corrective action) con-
taining less than | perceat total FOOL through
FOO5 solvent constituents.

If no, have any of these restricted westes he=n 1land-
disposed (except in an injection well) since November
8, 19867

Does the facility handle EPA Hazardous Waste Nos. FO20,
F021, F023, FO26, F027, or F028 (dioxin-containing wastes)?

b.

If yes, do any of the following conditions apply:

1. Wastes are treated to meet standards of Subpart D
of §268?

2, Wastes are disposed of at a facility that has been
granted a petition?

3. An extension has been granted?

If no, will these restricted wastes be land disposed
sfter November 8, 1988?

Are restricted wastes being treated?

If yes, have any of their associated hazardous constit-
uents exceeded the "Constituent in Waste Extract"
(CWE) levels?

OSVER Dir. No. 9938.2A

_Yes Yo
Yes _ No
__Yes Yo
Yes _No
_Yes No
_Yes Yo
_Yas _ No
__Yes __VNo

Yes No

__Yes No

__Yes __ No
__Yes _ No
__Yes _ No
_Yes __No
March 1988
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- - RCRA LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTION
GENERATOR CHECKLIST

HANDLER IDENTIPICATION

"_ ‘ 3 perations: SIC Code(s)
J’(;)c:m? 225 3

A.&. (%ﬁc@ /?0/\ 22 - IS F T
. er Cont¢dct (Name an ona Number)

II. GENERATOR COMPLIANCE Comments

A. Vaste Identification
1. P-Solvents

a. Does the handler generate the tollovfhg vastes?

(1) POO1, POO2, POO4, or POOS __ Yes  No

(11) ro03 Yes _—Fo

If an POO3 vastestrean (listed solely for
ignitability) has been mixed vith a non-restricted
solid or hasardous vaste, does the resultant
aixture exhibit the ignitability characteristic?
Yes No

[ X -

b. Sourem of the above: Foram 8700-12 _ =7 Part A
t Pact B ; Biennial/Annual Reports

other (specity) L.t . &£/ 5

A dix A is iatended to assist the inspector and enforce-
ment olficial is determining vhether the facility is gener-
ating P-solvent vastes, if such vastes vere not identified
by the facility previcusly. If you are concerned that
P-solvent vastes may be misclassified or mislabeled, turm to
Appendix A-1. To assist in ideatfying potentially

10
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sisclassified P-solvamts, Appendix A-2 preseats g list of
correspoading P ll‘f' vestes. Note concerns belowv:

2. Dioxin vastes

a. Does the handler report the generation of the
folloving vastes? (The folloving industries
8ay generate listed dioxin vagtes: organic
cheamicals, pesticide or formulator.)

(1) FO20 - PO23, FO26 - PO27  _ TYes No 077
(11) rozs ' Yes Mo r
(P-solvent BDAT standards are presented as Appandiz B
3. California Vaste Identification

a. Does the facility handle any of the folloving

vastes?

s
(1) D002 —Yes ~ Neo
(11) D004 - DOl __Yes " No

b. Does the generator handle any hazardous vastes
characterized by high concentrations of halo-
genated organic constituents (HOCs), metals, or
cyanides? —Yes

[{California vaste standards are presented as Appendix

¢. Is the generator handling any of the F, K, P,
or U vastes subject to the "soft hammer" that
may qualify as California vastes due to HOC,
metals, or cyanide content? See Appendix D for
a listing of California constituents liko{!/gt.
be found by vaste code. —Yes Mo

d. Has the generator conducted the paint filter
test (Maethod 9095) ([$268.32(1))? ;

__Yes _ W0 /7

-,

e. Has the generator conducted iny testing of
these: hasardous vastes to determine vhether the
coneantrations qualify the hazardous vastes as
Californis vastes? ’ __Yes

If no, has the generator retained records docu-

menting his "applied knovledge” that the

hazardous vaste is not a California vaste? No
es

11
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It 'no'.is‘tnsvcrod to both parts of this
questied, & violation is indicated. (§268.7(a)]

Descride the nature of the records: ’ 4
R / ~ u{,/ 4
£. Source of the above: Porm 8700-12 1 Part A "
; Part B i Biennial/Annual Keport H

other (specity

4. Pirst Third Vaste Identification

8. Does the generator handle any of the vastes
listed as Pirst Third Vastes in §268.107 See
Appendix B for listing. List Pirst Third
Vastes handled by the generator here:

U5 | —(zr

b. Does the generator handle any soft-hammer
vastes (Appendices D-1, D-2, and P)? 1f so,

list those vastes: Lo 5/

¢. Are any of the soft-hammered vastes California
vastes (see Appendix G)? —Jes o

If yes, the vastes must meet BDAT standards
prior to disposal.

d. Has the Regional Administrator received
demonstrations/certifications for all soft
hasmered vastes to be land disposed

($268.8(a)(2)]? _Yes _No
e. Source of the sbove: Fora 8700-12 ; Part A
} Pazt B } Biennial/Annual Keport ;
other (specify) .

B. BDAT Treatability Group - Treatment Standards
YdentiZication

1. Does the generator mix restricted vastes vith
different treatment standards for constituents og
concern? __Yes _No

2. If yes, did the generator select the most stringent

treatment standard for the constituent of concern
[§268.41(b)]? __Yes __No

12
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P Solvents - -

Did the: generator correctly determine the

sppropriate treatability group [$§268.41) of the

vaste (e.g., vastevaters containing solvents,

nonvastevater (i.e., < 1% TOC), pharmaceutical

vastevaters containing spent sethylene

chloride, all other spent solvent vastes)? 4/2
—Yes Mo /

California Vastes

and Socand
First,Third Vastes

b.

Did the generator correctly determine the
distinction betveen liquid hazardous vastes and
non-liquid hasardous vastes that contain ROCs
in concentrations greater than 1,000 ag/kg

[$268.32(h)])?
l __Yes No /344?

Did the generator ascertain vhether restricted
vastes vere appropriately assigned vastevater

or nonvastevater designations (nonvastevaters

are > 1X TOC and > 1X suspended solids) AA”
(§268.7(a)]}? __Yes ° WMo

-

Does the facility handle K061 vastes?
Yes ;:;HS

If yes, vere nonvastevaters appropriately
classified in either the high or lov zine
subcategories (215X Zn) [§268.7(a)) PV
[$268.41(a)])? Yes No

Does the facility handle K101 or K102 vastes?
. —_Yes —WNo
It yii% vere nonvastevaters appropriately
classified in either the high or lov arsenic
subeategories [$268.7(a)] [5268.61(a;]? "o
es

Is there any reason to believe that the gen-

erator say have diluted the vaste to change the
applicable treatment standard (based on reviev
of process operation, pipe routing, point of
sampling)? __Yes _No

13
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C. Vaste Analysis . .

Did the gemerator determine vhether the vaste
exceeds treatment standards based on §268.7(a):

ll

b.

Knovledge of vastes «’?;s No

(1) List vastes for vhich “applied knovledge”
vas used: ;
L2, o5/, f02.7

-

TCL? Yes _—No

(1) List vastes for vhich "TCLP" vas used:

(i11) lists vastes for vhich treat-
ment standards are expressed as concen-
trations in vaste extract. Vere any
vastes handled by the generator subject
to vaste extract standards not tested

using the TCLP? —YJes _ No
If yes, list: b
Total vaste analysis Yes No

If files vere retained, describe content and
basis of applied knovledge determination:

Y ,
= : £ L e D i b

If determined by TCLP or total constituent
analysis, provide date of last test, frequency
of testing, and attach test results.

Dates/frequency:

Note which vastes vere subjected to vhich
tests:

Note any probleams (e.g., inadequate analysis,
variation of vaste composition/generation for
applied knovledge)

14
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e. Vere vnlt.g tested using TCLP or total consti-
tuent sfialysis vhen a process or vastestreas
changed=[$§264.13(a)(3)(1) or §263.13(a)(3)(1)]?

—VJes _ Mo

Did the restricted vastes exceed applicable treat-

ability group treataent standards upon generati
($268.7(a)(1)]? genecation

List those that exceeded standards:

List those that did not exceed standards:

Did the generator dilute the vaste or the treatment
residual so as to substitute for adequate treatment
[$268.3) —Yes _ No

Hm.cnn 1 4

1.

Onsite smanagesment -

8. Vere restricted vastes managed onsite?
“Yes __ Ne

If no, go to "2".

b. PFor vastes that exceed treatment standards, vas
treatment in regulated units, storage for
greater than 90 days, and/or disposal .
conducted? __Yes Mo
If yes, TSDP checklist must be completed.

0ffsite Management

a. If restricted vastes exceed treatment stand-

i

ards, did generator provide treatment facility ”;A;iéfy o
y

notification vith each shipment? [268.7(a)(1)]: /);u:,
L8
(i) WFA Basardous Vaste Number? __ Yes __No

(i1) Corresponding treatment standard?
_Yes _ No

(1i4) Manifest number? Yes No

(iv) Vaste analysis, if available?
Yes No

15
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Identify offsite treatment facilities

b. If restricted vastes do not exceed treatment /;/(/
standards, did generator provide the disposal '

facility vith a notice and certification
including:

1) EPA hazardovs vaste I.D. nusber?
—Yas No

(11) Corresponding treatment standard?
— Yes No

(111) Manifest number Yes No

(ii4) Cerctification regarding vaste and that it
meets treatment standards? __ Yes No

Identify land disposal facilities receiving the
BDAT certified vastes

¢. If the generator’'s vaste is subject to a $268.5 /4//
case by case exemption, a §268.6 "no aigration” '
exemption, or a nationvide variance (see
Appendix E for restricted vastes subject to
nationvide variances), does the generator’'s
tecords indicate that he or she subafts vith
each vaste shipment [§268.7(a)(3)]:

(i) EPA Hazardous Vaste Number?
- Yes No

(1) Corresponding Treatment Standards?
—Yes _ Mo

(114) All applicable prohibitions?
—Yes _ Mo
(iv) The manifest fumber? © __Yes No

(v) The date the vastes are subject to
prohibitions? Yes _ No

(vi) Does generator keep .records of all

notifications/certifications send to
offsite facilities? _Yes _ Mo

16
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List all prohibited vastes for “hich records
are not provided per above [§268.7(a)(b):

Comments

Identify TSDPs receiving any prohibited vastes
subject to any exemptions and variances:

If handler generates a "sof: hasser” vaste, .
does the generator send vith each "soft hammer”
vaste shipment to a TSDF and retain copies of,

a notice that includes (268.7(a)(4)]:

The EPA Hazardous Vaste Number? _;:Yes —No

Applicable prohibitions? __ﬁYes No

The manifest nuaber? LYes __ Mo
Vaste analysis data, vhere availab%ﬁ?
—Yes __ No
(i) Do the generator’'s records indicate tmt
any soft-hammer vastes are destined for
disposed in a landfill or surface
impoundment (§268.33(£)]? __Yes _/No

If yes, list facility of destination and
vaste of concern [§268.8(a)(2)}

(1i) Has the generator submitted demonstra-
tions and certifications for each
"soft-hasmered” vaste destined to be
disposed in landfill or surface impound-
seat to the Regional Administrator prior
to the shipaent 2f vaste to the TSDP// At
19368.7(a)(2))? __VYes No

(1ii) Bss: the generator retained a copy of the
demonstration on site [§268.8(a)(3)-
(a)(4))? : __Yes __ No

(iv) Has the generator retained copies of all
§268.8 certifications sent to/ the TSDF
(5268.7(a)(6)] Yes __ No

17
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(v) Did-the generator submit the demonstra-
tion to the receiving facility upen the
intial shipment of the vaste
($268.8(a)(3)-(a)(4)])? —Yes __ No

(vi) If the Regional Administrator has invali-
dated the certification, has the genera-
tor ceased shipment of the vaste and do
records indicate that the generator has
informed all receiving facilities of the
invalidation [§268.8(b)(3))?

Yes No:

Storage of Prohibited Vaste

1. Vere prohibited vastes stored for greater than 90
days? —Yes Ne

If yes, vas facility operating as a TSD under
interim status or final permit [§262.34(b)}?

—Tles _ No
If yes, TSOF Checklist wust be cospleted.

Treataent Using RCRA 264/265 Exempt Units or Processes
({.e., boilers, furnaces, distillation units, vaste-

vater treatment tanks, ete.)

1. Vere treatment residuals gererzted from RCiA
264/265 exempt units or processes? - Yes __ No

If yes, list type of treatment unit and processas
Lo

If yes, TSDF checklist must be completed.

18



Section I -~ Less-than—Ninetz Day Storage

4 O

Part Vv

(c,n?\g"t one sheet Lr ezen \re‘i)

l.

Source/Area: \\)a‘- 2 7@, A2
Type(s) of waste: (2 i et /

Condition of containers: AT /
a. Containers closed? Yes __No
b. Containers properly labelled? Yes - No
C. Accumulation dates? Yes _ No
d. Area inspected? Yes . No
/ /” duce o //

jo £ 2t

o

Section NA ___
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Viaste Information Worksheet
(To be filled out for each hazardous waste)

Waste Name: M« ,{/4.,/7 >d < / //

Waste Code: Do/ N T
I4 4l
Process Generating Waste: 7. . . - sl A F L '//d("
o ‘ /Z el .ro e 7 lz “ )

How was determination made?
—Knowledge of Waste. Describe.
_Testing. Describe.

Waste Generation Rate (may be estimated) -~ 27 -//'/ il Czq
[~

Disposal Procedure:

Site/Firm: /275
Is waste subject to ements of MHVMR 2687 Yes "/ No _
Describe. E . e %

i

Is waste excluded under MHWMR 261.4? Yes ___No —
Describe.
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Vaste Information Worksheet
(To be filled out for each hazardous waste)

Waste Name: Lr itres AT

Waste Code: Yo% |

Process Generating Waste: Gc;’/tw«p«"’{‘ PP

How was determination made?
_~XKnowledge of Waste. Describe,

_Testing. Describe.

Waste Generation Rate (may be estimated)

Disposal Procedure:

Site/Firm: : % =

Is waste subj to requirements of MHWMR 268? Yes — No —

Describe. .:’//"/ Lt 55 poprniEm tﬁ’r_;’ e

Is waste excluded under MHWMR 261.4? Yes — No_—
Describe.
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Vaste Information Worksheet
(To be fil.'l/.sff oyt for each hazardous waste)

Waste Name: Pz £ g 2

Waste Code: L2227

Proress Generating Waste:

How was determmination made?

—Xnowledge of Waste. Describe.
—Testing. Describe.

Waste Generation Rate (may be estimated)

Disposal Procedure:

Site/Firm;

Is waste subj to requirements of MHWIR 268? Yes —_No___
Describe. Lt Ly ARt 2

(=)

Is waste excluded under MHWMR 261.4? Yes - _No___
Describe.
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RCRA LAND RESTRICTION
TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS CEECKLIST

I. FACILITY IDENTIFICATION

F_ /'/,-'1‘;’ A v
A. aciliry Name B. Street (or other identifier)
C. Cley - D. State E. 21p Code F. County Name

e——

G. Nature of business; identification of industrial and vaste Ranagement operations;
relevant SIC codes

H EFAID S

I, Facillty Contact (Name and Phone Number)

I1.A. For onsite facilities, complete the enerator checklist

Comments

B. General Facility Standards

1. General

a. Does the facility conduct vaste analysis (total and
TCLP) on-site or through a commercial laboratory?
2z

b. Describe the frequency of sampling conducted by the
facility.

l/ﬂ s e ) Wﬁé—.---%
2. Treatment Pacilities ,ﬂ//' é

a. Has the treatment facility revised its vaste
analysis plan: (§268.7(b)} to meet the requirements
of §264.13 or §265.13? .« _Yes _ No

(i) Is the treatment facility conducting TCLP
tests for vastes specified in Appendix A
(i.e., those prohibited vastes subject to
treatment standards expressed as vaste
extracts) per 286.7(b)(1i)? _Yes _ No

19



0 O Comments

({li) Is the treatment facility using the paint

filter test for the California vaste residues
($268.7(b)(11))? —Yes _ No

(i1i) Is the treatment facility testing the pH of
California vaste residues? — Yes No

(iv) Is the treatment facility testing concentra-
tions (not extracts) in the vaste residues
for prohibited vastes vith established treat-
ment standards expressed as vaste
concentrations [§268.7(b)(3))? _ Yes No

(v) Is the treatment facility testing extracts of
the vaste residues for prohibited vastes
having established treatment standards
expressed as extract concentrations
(§268.7(b)(1)) —Yes _ No

Land Disposal Facilities /bc/ﬁghﬁ

a. Has the facility retained all notices and certifi-
cations from generators, storage and treatment
facilities [268.7(c)(1)}? —Yes _ No

b. Are vastes and vaste residues tested for compliance
vith applicable treatment standards and
prohibitions [§268.7(c)(2))? —Jes _ No

¢. Are they being :c3ted in conformance vith the
frequency specified in the vaste analysis plan
[§268.7(e)(3)) _Yes _ Mo

d. Are the appropriate tests (TCLP vs. total vaste)
being used [§268.7(c)(2)]? __Yes _ Mo

Storage ($268.30)

a. Are restricted vastes exceeding treatment standards
stored (excepting vastes subject to no migration
exenptions, nationvide variances, case by case
extensions, soft-hammered vastes)? L4(’/

es No

If no, go to "c.”

o e o o

b. Are all containers clearly marked to identify , ~
content and date(s) entering storage Zﬂlé‘*'. Vet
[5268.50(.)(2))? __Yes __No

20
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c. Do operatiag records track the location, quantity
and dates that vastes exceeding treatment standards
entered and:=vere removed froa storage [§264.73 or
§265.73)? « Yes No

d. Do operating records agree vith container labeling?
1§268.50(a)(2) or §264.73 or §265.73) e

Comments

e ——

__Yes __No
e. Is vaste exceeding treatment standards stored for
less than 1 year? Yes

If yes, can you shov that such accumulation is not
necessary to facilitate proper recovery, treatment,
or disposal? Yes No

I1f yes, state hov:

f. Vas/is vaste exceeding treatment standards stored
for more than one year? —ies —No

If yes, state the ovner/operator’s proof that such
storage vas solely for the purposes of accusulation
of such quantities of hazardous vaste as are
necessary to facilitate proper recovery, treatment,
or disposal: *

Treataent in Surface Impoundments ($268.4)

Are prohibited vastes placed in surface impoundments
for treatment?

If no, go to B.

Is the only recognizable "treatment” occurring in the
impoundment either evaporation, dilution, or both
[6268.4(b) and $268.3]7 _Yes _ No

Did the facility submit a c:rtification of compliance
vith sinisus: technology and ground vater monitoring
requiresents, and the vaste analysis ‘plan to the

Agency [$268.4(a)(4)])? __Yes _ Mo
Have the minimua technology requitements
been met [$268.4(a)(3)]? __Yes _ No

a. If the minimum technology requirements have not
been met, has s vaiver been granted for that
unit(s) [§268.4(a)(3)(iii)])? __Yes __ No

21



10.

11.

12.

13.

O O

Have the Subpart P ground-vater monitoring requi
been met {§368.4(a)(3))? l_y:' unzs

Have representative samples of the sludge and
supernatant from the surface impoundaent been tested
separately, acceptably, and in accordance vith the
sampling frequency and analysis specified in the vaste
analysis plan and are the results in the operating
record for all vastes vith treatment standards or
prohibition levels [§268.4(a)(2)]? —Yes _ No

Did the hasardous vaste residue (sludge or liquid)
exceed the treatment standards or prohibItion levels?
Yes No

Provide the frequency of analyses conducted on
treatment residues:

Does the frequency meet the requiresments of the vaste
analysis plan [§264.13 or §265.13)? _Yes __ Mo

Does the operating record adequately document the
results of vaste analyses performed [§264.13 or

§265.13)7 . __Yes o

[ S
Have the hazardous vaste residues that exceed the
treataent standards and/or prohibition levels bee2
removed adequately and on an annual basis
[6268.4(a)(2)(11)])? _Yes _ Mo
a. If ansver to 6 is no and supernatant is determined
to exceed treatment concentrations, is annual
throughput greater than impoundment voluse?
(note: sludge exceeding treatment standards must
be removed) _Yes __No

If residues vere removed annually, vere adequate
precautions taken to protect liners and do records
indicate that inspections ©f liner integrity are
performed? __Yes __No

Vhen removed, vere residues of restricted vastes
managed swbsequently in another surface il”\ylﬂdllﬂt?n
es o

a. Vere these residues subject to a valid 268.8
certification? __Yes __No

Vhen removed, vere vastes treated prior to d;smul.‘lN
es o

a. If yes, are vaste residues treated on or offsite?
__Onsir= _ Offsite

22



E.
1.

2.

3.

b. Ident

ify sanagssent method

O

Treatment

Does the fezeility operate creatment units (regulated or

exeapt) (not including surface impoundments)?

ZJes _ No
If no, go to "P."
Describe the treatment processes, including exespt
processes.
v B

1f&:¢2:2£%2%2£§?

Does the facility treat soft hamsered vastes?

—VYes

o

a. If yes, is treatment occurring as described in the
generator’s certification/demonstration
-8(e)(1)])? _Yes

[s268

b. Did the treatment facility certify he treated-the f¢4'
soft hammered vaste as per the generator’s deson-
stration and maintain copies of all certifications

(268.8(e)(1)])?

—Yes

N

¢. Did the traziment facility send a copy of the /
generator’s demonstration and certification to the
receiving treatment, recovery, or storage facility
.8(e)(2)]? —Yes

($268

Does the facility, in accordance vith an acceptable
vaste analysis plan, verify that the residue extract
from tll treatment processes for the restricted vastes

are lsss thaa treatment standards or prohidition
levels [$268.7(c)(2)])?

Descri

_~ Yes

—b

freguency of testing of treatment residuals.

Z'}/’." LA Mﬂ’ﬂ"’g &— =

Vas dilutien used as a substitut; for trcatl;pt
es

{$268.3]7

23
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Are all notifieations, certifications, and results of
vaste analyses kept in the operating record [§264.73(b)
or §263.73(9)]? Tes _ Ko

Are notices provided to land disposal facilities com-
plete vith Waste Number, treatment standard, manifest
nuaber, and analytical data (vhere available) submitted
for each shipment of vaste or treatment residual that
meets the treatment standard stating that vaste has
been treated to treatment perforsmance standards
[$268.7(b)(4) and (S) and $268.8(c)(1))? Z
—Yes _ Mo 7
If the vaste or treatment residue vill be further

managed at another storage or treatsent facility, has

the treatment facility complied vith the 268.7(a)
notification and certification requiresents applicable /
to generators [$268.7(b)(6)])? —Yes ___p.,J '

Land Disposal _ /1/¢4é;”

Are restricted and/or prohibited vastes placed in land
disposal units (landfills, surface impoundments* vaste
piles, vells, land treatment units, salt domes/beds,
mines/caves concrete vault or bunker?) __ Yes __ No
Did facility have the notice and certification from
generators/treaters in its operating record that all
prohibited vastes disposed met stancards fof generation
or treatment ([$$268.7(c)(1); 268.7(a),(d)}?
Yes __ |
Did the facility obtain vaste analysis data through
testing of the vaste to determine that the vastes are
in compliance vith the applicable treatment standards
[§268.7(e)(2)] . __Yes __Mo

If yes, vas the frequency of testing as required by the
facility’s vaste analysis plan [§264.13 or s§p5.1311'°
es

[ 3

Vere prohibited vastes exceeding the applicadle treat-
sent standazds or prohibition levels placed in land
disposal umits [268.30] excluding national capaeity
variances [268.30(a)]? __Yes __ No

If yes, did facility have an approved vaiver based on
no migration petition {268.6]) or approved case-by-case
or capacity extension [268.5] or treatment standard
variance [268.44)[$268.30(d), $268.31(d), §268.32(g),
§268.33(e)]? __Yes __No

not include SIs addressed under Sc.tion "D" of this
checklist.
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Vere restricted S subject to a national cuplciS;:}
variance or cafe-Sy-case extension disposed?
—Jes _ No
If yes, have the minisus technology requiresents
been set for all units receiving such vastes
($268.30(c), $268.31(e), $268.32(d), §268.33(d))?

—Tes __ Mo

Vere adequate records of disposal maintained
[$264.73(b) or §263.73(b))? —TYes No
If vastes subject to a nationvide variance, case-by-
case extensions {268.5), or no migration petitions
[268.6) vere disposed, does tacilfty have generator's
notices (268.7(a)(3)) and records of disposal?
($264.73(b) or $265.73(d)) —Yes __ Mo

If the facility has a case-by-case extension, can the
insp.cio- verify that the facility is saking progress
as described in progress reports? —Yes _ No

If the ovner/operator is disposing of a soft-hasmer
vaste, is he maintaining the generators and treaters
(1f applicable) notices and certifications
($268.8(a)(2)-(a)(4))? —Yes , No
a. Is the facility disposing of any soft hammer vastes
that may be classified as California vt::os?
as No

b. Did the facility seek to verify vhether these

vastes may be subject to all restrictions, e.g.,
California ban? _Yes _ No

25
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Part 4

GENZIRATIR'S CHEICXRLI3T

___ Part NA
-2ceion A - ZPA Identiiication VNo.
i. Does gererat:sr have EPA I.D, No?  (262.12) _=¥es __Nc _NA
a. If yes, EPA I.D. No. ﬁé@_@_&_7ﬁ_2_léj§
Secticn B - Maniiest
l. Does generator ship waste offsite? (262.20) —¥es _No __NA
a. If no, do not £fill out Secti;ns 38 and D.
b. If yes, identify primary offsite facility(s). Use ﬁﬁg;; P
narrative explanation sheet.
2. Does generator use manifest? (262.20) _—Yes _ No _NA
a. If no, is generator a small quantity generator (gen~ _Yes _No __NA
erating between 100 and 1000 kg/month)? -
L. If yes, does generator indicate this when :;iés __No __NA
sending waste to a TSD facility?
b. If yes, does manifest include the following information?
l. Manifest document No. ‘L_Yes __No _NA
2. Generator's name, mailing address, telephone No. %_Yes _No __NA
3. Generator EPA I.D. No. _ | _Yes _No _NA
4. Transporter Name(s) and EPA I.D. No.(s) %_Xes _No __NA
5. a. Facility name, address, and EPA I.D. No. L Yes _No __NA
b. Alternate facility name, address, and EPA L Yes _No __NA
c. iég;rzzéions to return to generator if _Yes _No _NA
undeliverable

6. Waste information required by DCE - shipping name, _Yes _No _NA
quantity (weight or vol.), containers (type and
number) :

(continued)

OSWER Dir. No. §938.2A : March

-
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(1])
[+ 2]
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7. Emergency information (optional) Yes _No NA
(special handling instructions, telephone No.) ' -

8. Is the following certification on each manifestc Yes No NA
form? - =

This is to certify that the above named materials
are properly classified, described, packaged,
marked, and labeled and are in proper condicion
for transportation according to the applicable
regulations of the Department of Transportation

and the EPA.
9. Does generator retain copies of manifests? _:}es No NA

If yes, complete a through e.

a. l. Did generator sign and date all manifests? —Yes No NA
2. Who signed for genarator?

Name @ﬁz;?" 1 Gl / Title

b. 1. Did generator obtain handwritten signature and —Yes _ No NA
date of acceptance from initial transporter?
2. Who signed and dated for transporter?

Name Title

c. Does generator retain one copy of manifest signed by j:f:;—__ﬂo __NA
generator and transporter?

d. Do returned copies of manifest include facility ﬁzfggi:_ﬁo __NA
owner/operator signature and date of acceptance?

e. Does generator retain copies for 3 years? ‘fff:;:__ﬂo _Na

Section C - Hazardous Waste Determination
“

l. Does generator generate solid waste(s) listed in Subpart D _gff:s No NA
(List of Hazardous Waste)? (261.30)

a. If yes, list vaste and quantities
(include EPA Hazardous Waste No.)

(continued)

OSWVER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988
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Does geaerator generate solii waste(s) listed ia Subpare <
that exhibdit hazardous characteristics? (corrosivicy,
<gnitabilicy, reactivity, £? coxicity) (261.20)

a. If ves, list wastes and quantities

\include EPA Hazardous waste No.)

b. Does generator determine characteristics by testing o
by applying knowledge of processes? 27 4 %4

=5

Ty

l. 1f determined by testing, did generator use tast
nethods in Part 261, Subpart C (or equivalent)?

a. If equivalent test methods used, attach copy
of equivalent methods used.

Are there any other solid wastes generated by generators?

a. If yes, did generator test sll wastes to determine
nonhazardous characteristics?

1. If no, list wastes and quantities deemed nonhaz-
ardous or processes from which nonhazardous vaste
was produced (use additional sheet if necessary).

Section D - Pretransport Requirements

L.

2.

3'

4-

Does generator package waste in accordance with 49 CFR 173,
178, and 179 (DOT requirements)? (262.30)

a. Are containers to be shipped leaking or corroding?
b. Use sheet to describe containers and condition.
c. Is chere evidence of heat generation from incompatible

vastes in the containers? (262.31)

Does generator follow DOT labeling requirements in
accordance with 49 CFR 172?

Does generator mark each package in accordance with 49 CFR
172?

(continued)

CSWER Dir. No. §938.2a
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_VNo

_No
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_NA
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5: Is each container of 110 gallons or less marked with the Yes No NA
following label? (262.32) -_— —_
Label saying: HAZARDOUS WASTE - Federal Law Prohibits
laproper Disposal. If found, contact the nearest policy
or public safety authority or the U.S. Eavironmental
Protection Agency.

Generator name(s) and address(es)
Manifest document No.
6. Does generator have placards to offer to transporters? (262.33) Yes _No_ Na
7. Accumulation time: (262.34)
a. Are containers used to temporarily store waste before _Yes _No NA
transport? _ ; ‘ —
L
l. If yes, is each container clearly dated: Also, —Yes _No NA
£111 out rest of No. 7 (accum. tims)
b. l. Does generator inspect containers for leakage or —Yes _No NA
corrosion? (265.174 - Inspections)
2. If yes, with what frequency?
c. Does generator locate containers holding ignitable or _Yes _ No —N&A—
reactive vaste at least 15 meters (50 feet) from the
facility's property line? (265.176 - Special Require~
ments for Ignitable or Reactive Wastes)

NOTE: If tanks are used, fill out checklist for tanks.

d. Are the containers labeled and marked in accordance __Yes _ No NA
vith Section D=3, =4, and =5 of this form?

NOTE: If generstor accumulates waste on site, £fill out check-

1list for Genersl Facilities, Subparts C and D.
e. Does generator comply with requirements for personnel ;:féé _No NA
training? (Attach checklist for 265.16 - Personnel
Training.)
8. Describe storage srea. Use photos and narrative explanation sheet.
oSERTHNdNo. 9938.24 " March 1988
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Section E - Recordkeeping and Records (262.40)

l.

Does generator keep the following reports for 3 years?

a. Manifests and signed copies from _.Yes
b. Biennial reports _iYes
c. Exception reports Yes
d. Test results :IYes

No _ NA
No _ NA
No _ NA
No _ NA

W%sre are the records kept (at facility or elsewhere)?

-

—
Who is in charge of keeping‘zgé records?

Name e ' Title

Section F - Special Conditions

1. Has generator received from or transported __Yes
to a foreign Administrator?

a. If yes, has he filed a notice with the __Yes
Regional Administrator?

b. Is this waste manifested and signed by __Yes
a foreign cosignee?

. C. If generator transported wastes out of __Yes
the country, has he received confirmation
of delivered shipment?

Section G - Short-Term Storage (262.34(a))

1. Does generator store wastes on site for less ;:Yes
than 90 days?

2. Does generator have the waste properly ;:;;s
stored?

3. Does generator have the accumulation date __Yes
marked on the container and visible for
inspection? (%92.34(a)(2))

A Al ; 4§
4. Does the generator have each container or Yes

tank labeled clearly with the words "Hazardous
Waste"? (262.34(a)(3)

62.34(%))

Yes

__No __NA
__No NA
__No NA
__No | NA
_No __NA
__No __NA
__No __NA

No A

No NA

265.172, Yes _
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Part 5 :
.~ Part NA
TRANSPORTERS CHECKLIST
Section A - EPA I.D. No.
l. Does transporter have an EPA I.D. No.? (263.11) Yes No
a. If yes, what is EPA I.D.?
Section B - Transfer Facility Requirements (263.12)
l. Does transporter store wastes on site? __Tes _ No
a. If yes, does transporter store wastes longer than __Yes _ No
10 days?
 Section C - Msnifests
1. Does transporter use manifests? (263.20) __Yes __No
8. If yes, are manifests signed and dated? _Yes _ Yo
b. Does transporter retura signzd copies of manifests to _Yes _ No
generators?
c. Does transporter carry msnifests with waste shipments? __ Yes _ No
d. Does transporter obtain delivery date and signature of _ Yes _ No
owner/operator at delivery?
e. Does transporter retain copies? __Yes _ Vo
f. Does transporter give remaining copies to accepting __Yes __ No
transporter or facility?
g Is transporter a wvater (bulk shipment) transporter? __Yes _ No
l. If yes, is waste delivered to receiving facility __Yes _ No
by water?
2. Does transporter csrry a shipping paper with the _Yes _ No
vaste containing all information required on the
manifest (excluding EPA I.D. numbers, generator
certification, and signatures)?
3. Does transporter obtain delivery date and hand- __Yes _ No
written signature of owner/operator of designated
facility on manifest or shipping paper?
4. Does transporter retain copies of shipping papers _ Yes _ No
or manifests, in accordance with §263.22?
(continued)
OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988
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<3 transporter a rai. traasporter?

_Yes
H if yes, when accepting waste Irom a .unrail fas
tTansporter, lces rai. tfanspcreer s.3z aad date —_
nanifest acknowviedging acceptance of wasta®
N Does_rail transporter retuyrn 3 signec copy of Yes
Sanifest to nonrail tramsporter’
3. Does rail transporter forward manifest copies to:
a The next nonrail transporter? _Yes
b. Designated receiving facility (ii reached by __Yes
rail)?
c. The last rail transporter designated to _Yes
handle the waste in the U.S.?
4, Does rail transporter retain a copy of manifestc? _Yes
5. Does rail transporter ensure that s shipping paper Yes
accompanies the hazardous waste and contains all
information required on manifest (excluding EPA
I.D., generator certification, and signatures)?
6. Does rail transporter obtain delivery date and __Yes
handwritten signature of owner/operator of desig-
nated facility or the next nonrail transporter on
manifest?
7. Does rail transporter retain a copy of the mani- _Yes
fest or signed shipping paper?
1. Does transporter transport waste outside of the U.S.? __Yes
1. If yes, does the transporter:
a. Indicate on manifests the date that shipment _ Yes
left the U.S.?
b. Sign manifest and retain one copy? _Yes
c. Return a signed copy of manifest to generator? __ Yes
Section D - Compliance With the Manifest (263.20)

l. Does transporter deliver entire shipment of hazardous waste to:

a. Designated facility listed on manifest?
b. Alternate designated facility, if emergency prevents
delivery to designated facilicy?

c. Next

esignated transpcrter?

d. Place outside U.S. designated by generator’
e. If no, does transporter contact gemerator for further
directions, and then revise manifest accordingly?

(continued)
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__Yes
__Yes

__Yes
__Yes
__}es

March *

__ﬁo __NA
%o _ NA
_Nec _ NA
_No__NA
_No _Na
—No__NA
_No_NA
_No_NA
__ﬁo__NA
__No__NA
__No__NA
_No__NA
_No__NA
__ﬂo__NA

No__NA
_No_ NA

No_NA
~_No__NA
“No NA
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Section £ - Recordkeepin (263.22)

l. Does transporter keep a copy of manifest signed by generator,
himself, and next designated transporter for 3 years?

2. Does water (bulk shipment) transporter retain copy of ship-
ping paper for each shipment delivered by water?

3. Does initial rail tramsporter keep a copy of manifest aud/or
shipping paper?

4. Does transporter shipping waste outside of the U.S. keep
for 3 years copy indicating that waste was shipped?

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A
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—Part NA
CONTAINERS CHECKLIST

Section A - Use and Management (264.171) (265.171)

l.

Are containers in good condition? Yes No NA

Section B - Compatibility of Waste With Container (264.172)

1.

Is container made of a material that will —Yes _ No _ NA
not react with the waste which it stores?

Section C - Management of Containers (264.173) (265.173)

l.

2.

Is container always closed while holding —Yes _ No _ NA
hazardous waste?

Is container handled so that it will not be _Yes _ No _ NA
opened, handled, or stored in a manner which
may rupture it or cause it to leak?

Section D - Inspections (264.174) (265.174)

1.

Does owner/operator inspect containers at _Yes No _ NA
least weekly for leaks and deterioration?

Section E - Containment (Part 264) (264.175)

1.

Do container storage areas have a Yes No NA
containment system?

a. Is the base free of cracks or gaps? Yes No NA

b. Is the base sloped or otherwise _Yes _ No __NA
designed to drain and remove liquids?

c. Does the containment system have Yes No NA
sufficient capacity to contain 10%
of the volume of containers or the
volume of the largest container?

d. Is any method available to prevent __Yes __No _ NA
run-on into the containment system?

e. Is spilled or leaked material or Yes _ No __NA
accumulated precipitation removed
from the containment area in a timely
manner?

Section F - Ignitable and Reactive Waste (264.176) (265.176)

l.

Are containers holding ignitable and __Yes __No _ NA
reactive waste located at least 15 m (50 ft)
from facility property lines?
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Section G - Incompatible Waste

1.

2.

Section H - Closure (Part 264)

Are incompatible wastes or materials placed

in the same containers?

Are hazardous wastes placed in washed, clean
containers when they previously held

incompatible waste?

Are incompatible wastes separated from each

(264.177)

&

(265.177)

other by a berm, dike, wall, or other device?

1.

At closure, were all hazardous wastes and
associated residues removed from the

containment system?

35
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_Yes

__Yes

__Yes

_Yes

No

No

No

No

NA

_NA

NA

__NA
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Part 7

Part NA

SURFACE IMPUUNDMENTS CHICKLIST

Secticn ) - Desizan Recuirements (264.221) (265.221)

Cees facility cperate cne or Zore suriace iampounczents? [les

f.

If ves, has owner/operator installad two or Jore liners Yes
and a leachate colleccion system for any new units, re-

placement of any exiscing units, or lateral expansion
of unics?

Is owner/operator exempt from double-liner leachate Yes
Sollection system requirements because Regional Adain-
istrator has determined that impoundment's design will
prevent the migratiqn of hazardous constituents’

Did owner/operator notify Regional Administrator 60 Yes
days prior to receiving waste (Part 265)?

If impoundment does not have a double liner, is it Yes
exempt due to one of the following raeasons?

l. Monofill contains only wastes from a foundry fur-
nace emission controls or metal casting molding
sand.

2. Monofill has at least one liner for wvhich there is
no evidence of leaking.

3. Monofill is located, designed, and operated to
ensure that no migration of constituents into
ground or surface water occurs.

Does owner/operator take measures to prevent overfill- _ Yes
ing; wind and wvave action; rainfall; run-on; malfunc-

tions of level controllers, alarms, and other equipment;

and human error (Parc 264)?

Is impoundment surrounded by dikes (Part 264)? Yes _ |

Section B - 02.tating Requirements

l. Does owner/operator maintain at least 60 cm (2 ft) of free- __Yes
board (Part 265)? (265.222)
(continued)
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Does owner/operator have certification from a
qualified engineer that alternate design
features will prevent overtopping? (Part 265)

2.
(265.222)
Section C - Containment Systems
l.

Section D

Do all dikes have a protective cover such as
grass, shale or rock? (Part 265) (265.223)

= Waste Analysis and Trial Tests

l.

Section E

Will the surface impoundment be used to: (265.225)

a. chemically treat a hazardous waste which is

substantially different from wastes previously

treated in the impoundment? (Part 265)

b. chemically treat hazardous waste with a
substantially different process than any
previously used in that impoundment?

If the answer in #1 was Yes to any questions,
has the owner/operator:

a. conducted waste analysis or trial treatment
tests?

b. obtained written, documented information on
treatment of similar wastes under similar
operating conditions?

- Inspections and Monitoring

l.

Does the owner/operator:

a. inspect the freeboard at least once each
operating day? (Part 265) (265.226)

b. inspect the surface impoundment including
dikes and vegetation at least once per week
and after storms? (264.226) (265.226)

Have any deteriorations or malfunctions that
have been found been remediated?

Has the owner/operator obtained a certification
from a qualified engineer that the impoundments
dike has structural integrity? (Part 264)
(264.226)
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Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

No

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
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feczicn T - Imergancy Repairs, contingeacr Plans (sare 6., (264.227)
2ces facilizy have a contingency pian? Yas __No  NA

a. <i ves, does plan Stipulate that impoundment se removed

<

itom service under the following conditions:

l.  Sudden drop in liquid level? Yes _No NA
2. Leaking dike? _Yes _ No NA
b. Does plan detail the steps to be followed when removing

impoundment from service, including:

L. Shutting off flow into impoundment? —_Yes _ No NA

2. Containing any surface leakage? _Yes _ No NA

3. Stopping the leak? _Yes _No ™ NA

4, Notifying Regional Administrator of problems in _Yes _ No :NA
writing if leaks cannot be contained? '

c. If impoundment was removed from service, did owner/ _Yes __No__NA

operator take the necessary precautions to rectify
problems before restoring impoundment to service?

d. If impoundment was removed from service and was not re- _Yes _ No A
stored to service, was impoundment closed in accordance
with an approved closure plan?
Section G - Closure and Post-Closure (264.228) (265.228)
L. [s a closure plan retained at the facility? fes _YNo__NA
2. At closure, did owner/operator:
a. Remove standing liquids (Psrt 265)? :{es _No__NA
b. Remove waste and waste residue (Parct 265)? . __Yes —~To_ NA
¢. Remove liner (Parc 265)? __Yes _Nojg
d. Remove underlying and surrounding contaminated soil? __Yes _{NCNA
(continued)
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If not, did owner/operator demonscrate to Regional

Adainistrator that the above materials were nonhazard-
ous (Part 265)?

l. If no, has owner/operator closed the impoundment
and provided post-closure care (Part 265)?

3. 1f regulated under Part 264, has owner/operator: (264.228)

d.

Removed or decontaminated waste residues, contaminated
System components, subsoils, structures, and equipment,
and managed them as hazardous waste?

Eliminated free liquids by removing or solidifying
remaining wastes or waste residues?

Stabilized remaining wastes to a bearing capacity suf-
ficient to support final cover?

Covered the impoundment with final cover?

4. Did owner/operator leave any residuals in place at closure
(Paret 264)? (264.228)

5. 1In post-closure, does owner/operator maintain integrity of

cover and ground-water monitoring system, and prevent run-
on and runoff? (264.228) (265.228)

Section H - Ignitable and Reactive Wastes (264.229) (265.229)

l. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the impoundment?

b.

C.

If no, do not complete b and c.

If yes, are they treated, rendered, or mixed before or
immediately after placement in the impoundment so it no
longer meets the definition of ignitable or reactive?
oR

Is the impoundment used solely for emergencies?

Section I - Incompatible Wastes (264.230) (265.230)

l. Are incompatible wastes placed in the impoundment?

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A
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__Ves Yo NA

:Yes No VA

_Zf:; No _NA

‘ghs __ﬁo _NA

_Yes No __NA

L—~fes No NA

~—Yes __No _ NA

__Yes No NA

_Yes _ No A_NA

_Yes _No| NA
|
|
|
NA
__Yes No +

Yes No _ NA
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Jecticn A - Desi;p and Ooeracing Requiremeacs

Is the pile containing hazardous waste protectad Irom winc'

- Dces waste pile have a liner and leachate collection system

(Pare 264)?

a. If no, has facility proved to Regional Administrator
that waste pile's design characteristics will prevent

aigration of hazardous constituents into ground water
(Part 264)?

3. Is run-on diverted around active portion (Part 264)?

4, Is runoff collected and controlled (Part 264)?

5. Are collection and holding facilities emptied after storms?

Section B - Waste Analysis (Parc 265) (265.252)

i. Is a represenrative sample of waste from each incoming ship-

ment analyzed befora the waste is added to the pile to
deternine the compatibility of the wastes?

2. Does the analysis include a visual cczparison of color or

texcture?

Section C - Containment (Part 265) (265.253)

l. Is the leachate or runoff from the pile considered a
nazardous wvaste?

a. If yes, is the pile managed with the following:

1.
2.
3.
‘.

CSWER Dir. No.

An impermeable base compatible with the waste?
Run-on diversion?

Leachate and runoff collection?

Are collection and holding facilities periodically
emptied?

OR

Is the pile protected from precipitation and run-
ot by some other means?

9938.2A
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_~Part NA

(264.251) (265.251)

Yes

__Yes
__Xes

__Yes
__Yes

Yes

March

No

No

No

No
No
No
No
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No__|

NA

NA

NA

NA
NA
NA

NA
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Section D - Honi:oring and Inspection (Part 264) (264.254)

i. Are liners and covers inspected for damage during con- Yes _ No
struction? — _—

2. Are waste piles inspected weekly for deterioration, run-on Yes _ No
and runoff controls, wind dispersal control, and proper

function of leachate collection system?

Section E - Ignitable or Reactive Wastes (264.256) (265.256)

l. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the pile? Yes No

a. If yes, does the addition of the waste result in the Yes No
vaste or mixture no longer meeting the definition?
(Use narrative explanation sheet to describe procedure.)

OR

b. Is the waste protected from sources of ignition or Yes No
reaction?

1. If yes, use narrative explanation sheet to describe
separation and confinemant procedures.

2, If no, use narrative explanation sheet to describe
sources of ignition or reaction.

Section F ~ Incompatible Wastes (264.257) (265.257)

l. Are incompatible wastes placed together in the pile? Yes _ Yo

2. Are incompatible wvastes separated from each other by a dike, Yes _ No
berm, or wall?

3. Is there evidence of fire, explosion, gaseous emissions, _Yes _ No
leaching, or other discharge? (Use narrative aexplanation
sheet.)

Section G - Closure and Post-Closure (264.258) (265.258)
m

l. Is a closure plan retained at the facility? _Yes _No
(continued)
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2. AC closure, wvere a.l waste residues, csncaminaced srstea les Ne NA
compenents, contaninated subsoils, and conta=minates strye- @ — — & —
tures aud equipment rezcveaq or decontaminated?

2, ~ere all contaminated subsoils removed from the size! Yes “o NA
a. if no, did owner/operator close the facilicy and per- _Yes _ Yo NA
form closure and post-closure care in accordance with

§264.310 and 265.310?

<. Is a plan for complying with No. 2 aSove iacluded in closure __Yes _ Mo __NA
plan?

3. Is a contingencv plan for complying with No. 3a above in- _Yes _ No _Na
cluded in the plan?

3. Is a contingent post-closure plan included? _Yes _No __NA

7. Are cost estimates included in closure plan? Yes _No NA

Section H - Requirements for Wastes F020, F021, F022, F023, F026, and F027
(264.259)

l. Does facility place these F wastes in 3 waste pile? Yes No NA

a. If yes, does facility have an approved management plan _ Yes _No NA
for these wastes?

March 15E8
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Part 9 ‘"'E:rt NA

LAND TREATMENT CHECKLIST

Section A - Treatment Program (Part 264) (264.271)

l.  Does facility follow an approved land treatment program? Yes _ No

Section B - Treatment Demonscration (Part 264) (264.272)

1. Has owner/operator demonstrated to Regional Administrator Yes _ No
that hazardous wastes used in the program are completely
degraded, transformed, or immobilized?

Secction C - Operating Requirements (264.273) (265.272)

!« Is run-on diverted avay from the land treatment facility? _Yes __ No
2. Is runoff from the land treatment facility collected? _Yes _ No
3. Are holding facilities emptied after storms? _Yes _ No
4. Is the runoff analyzed to see if it 1s a hazardous vaste? _Yes _ No
5. Is facility managed to control disperssl? _Yes _ No
6. Is unit inspected weekly (Part 264)? Yes No

iection D - Waste Analysis (Part 265) (265.273)

i. If the runoff is considered hazardous, how is it handled?
(Use narrative explanation sheet.)

«. If ic is not a hazardous waste, is it dischsrged through a _Yes _ No
point source to surface waters? ’

a. If yes, list NPDES Permit No.

3. What hszardous wastes are treated at the land treatment facility?

Subpart D Listed Wastes Characteristic Wastes (EP Toxicity)
(continued)
OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988
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For those Listed w3stes, were analvses icne ty detar-
mine :zie Concentrations cof those constituencs whizh
C3used tle waste to be .:sced?

l. i ves, what are these concencrations! (Use nar-
Tative explanation sheet.)

b. For those characteristic wastes (EP) ctoxicity, what are
the concentrations of the following:

Concentration, ng/licer Waste

Arsenic
Barium

Cadaium

Chromium

Lead

Mercury

Selenium

Silver

Endrin

Lindane

Methoxychlor -
Toxphene

2,4=D

2,4,5-TP silvex

Section E - Food-Chain Crops (264.276) (265.276)

i, Are food-chain crops grown? Yes No NA

a. If yes, what are the concentrations of the following in
the soil and vegetation:

Soil concentration, Vegetation concentration,
mg/liter mg/licer
Arsenic
Cadmium
Lead
Mercury

2. Did the facilicty notify Regional Administrator that he is _Yes _No NA
growing food-chain crops (Part 265)?

(continued)
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. Has owner/operator demonstrated that to harm is done to Yes No NA
health or environment (Part 264)? - - -
- Has owner/operator demonstrated that any arsenic, lead, Yes No Na
mercury, or other :onstituents under 265.273(b) will not be -
transported to crops (Part 265)?
3. Does the facility treat waste that contains cadmium? Yes No NA
a. If no, do not £111 out b,
b. If yes, was the pH of the soil and waste mixture 6.5 or __Yes _No NA
greater at the time of each waste application? -
l. If the pH was less than 6.5, did the waste contain _Yes No NA
cadmium concentrations of 2 mg/kg or less? —
i::tion F - Unsaturated-Zone Monitoring  (264.278) (265.278)
1. Is an unsaturated-zone monitoring plan kept at the facility _ Yes _No Na
(Part 265)? -
2. Does owner/operator perform the following:
a. Soil monitoring? _Yes No_ NA
b. Soil-pore water monitoring? __Yes No_ NA
c. Sample depths below waste incorporation? _Yes _No_ NA
d. Background values (Part 264)? __Yes _No_NA
e, Consistent sampling and analysis procedures? __Yes __No_NA
f. Determination of significant changes? _Yes _No_ NA
g. Notification when change is found? __Yes _ No_ NA
3. Does plan include the following (Part 265):
a. Depth of sampling? __Yes __No_ NA
b. Number of samples? __Yes _No_NA
¢. Frequency and timing of samples? __Yes __No_NA
4, Does owner/operator analyze for hazardous waste constituents? _ Yes _ No NA
(continued)
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2:2ic2 G - Recordkeeping  (264.279) (265.279)

Are records xept at the facilicty o::

O UM
e o o

Applicacion dates?
Application rates?
Quantities?

Waste location?

Section H - Closure and Post-Closure (264.280) (265.280)

l. Is a copy of the closure/post-ciosure plan kept at the
facility?

2. Does closure plan address the following (Part 265):

a.

d‘

Control of the migration of hazardous waste and haz-
ardous waste constituents from the treated area into
the ground vater?

Control of the release of contaminated runoff from
the facility into surface water?

Control of the release of airborne particulate con-
taminants caused by wind erosion?

Compliance with §265.276 concerning the growth of
food=-chain crops?

3. Does owner/operator ensure the following during closure
(Part 264):

a. Maintenance of monitoring systems on unsaturated zone?

b. Maintenance of run-on controls?

c. Maintenance of runoff management system?

d. Wind dispersal control?

e. Attempt to maximize degradation, transformation, and
immobilization of hazardous waste constituents?

£. Continue to comply with any prohibitions or conditions
concerning growth of food-chain crops?

(continued)
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g. Continue unsaturated-zone monitoring in compliance with Yes No NaA
266.278? R

h.  Establish a vegetative cover on the portion of the Yes No Na
facility being closed at such time that the cover will
not substantially impede degradation, transformation,

or immobilization of hazardous constituents in the
treatment zone?

4, During post-closure care, does owner/operator:

a. Continue all operations (including pH contrel) necessary _ Yes _ No _ NA
to enhance degradation and transformation and sustain
immobilization of hazardous constituents in the treat-
ment zone?

b. Maintain a vegetative cover over closed portions of the —Yes _No NA
facilicy?

€. Maintain the run-on control system required under __Yes No_NA
§264.273(c)?

d. Maintain the runoff management system required under _Yes No_NA
§264.273(d)?

e. Control wind dispersal of hazardous vaste if required _ Yes _ No_ NA
under §264.273(f)?

£. Continue to comply with any prohibitions or conditions _Yes _No_NA
concerning growth of food-chain crops under §264.276?

g. Continue unsaturated-zone monitoring in compliance with _ Yes _ No_ NA
§264.278?

5. Does facility have certification that closure was performed _ Yes _ No_ NA

according to plan?

a. Vas certification submitted to Regional Administrator Yes No_ NA
(Part 265)?

6. Does owner/operator continue the following during post-
closure (Part 265)?

a, Soil-pore monitoring by collecting and analyzing samples _ Yes _ No_ NA
as specified in the plan?

(continued)
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5. estTiz: access? Ves
c. Assure tnat growth of Sced-chain crops is ia ersifance? Yes
d. Conercl wind dispersal? Yes

Section I - Ignitable or Reactive Wastes (264.281) (265.281)

l. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the facility? __VYes
a. If yes, are the wastes treated, rendered, or mixed Yes
before or after placement in the landfill so it is

no longer reactive or ignitable?

b. Describe or attach a copy of treatment.

Section J - Incompatible Wastes (264.282) (265.282)

l. Are incompatible wastes placed in the facilicy? Yes

a. Are the incompatible wastes placed in different loca- __Yes
tions in the facility?

Section K - Requirements for Wastes F020, FO021, F022, F023, F026, FQ27
(264.283) .

l. Does facility place these F wastes in a land treatment unit? __Yes

a. If yes, does the facility have an approved management
plan for these wastes? Yes

OSWER [Cir. No. 9938.2a March
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__ﬁo__ﬂA
Yo NA
__So__NA
__No__NA
_No_ NA
No_ NA
__No Na
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Part 10 Part NA
LANDFILLS CHECKLIST

Section A =~ Design Requirements (264.301) (265.301)

l. Does landfill have two or more liners and a leachate col- Yes ~No|{ NA
lection system between the liners? -

2. Did owner/operator notify Regional Administrator 60 days __Yes _ No| Na
prior to receiving waste (Part 265)?

3. 1f landfill does not have two liners and a leachate collec-= _ Yes _ No NA
tion system, did owner/operator adequately demonstrate to
Regional Administrator that alternate design and operation
prevents migration of hazardous constituents?

4, If no double liner exists, does landfill fall imto one of
the following exemption categories:

3. Monofill only holds wastes from foundry furnace emission Yes _No_NA
controls or metal casting molding sand?

b. Monofill has st lesast one liner and there is no evidence _Yes _No_NA
that liner is leaking?

c. Oumer/operator demonstrates that monofill is located, _Yes __No_ NA
designed, and operated to preveat migration of hazard-
ous constituents?

5. If landfill does not have two liners and a leachate collec- _Yes __No_NA
tion system, does it have at least one liner for all existing
portions (Part 264)?

a. If yes, does this liner provide for the following:

l. To prevent migration of wastes out of landfill to Yes _ No_ NA
subsurface soil, ground water, and surface water
(Part 264)?

2. A leschate collection and removal system immedi- Yes __ No_NA
ately above the liner constructed to be chemically
resistant to the waste and strong enough not to
collapse under pressure (Part 264)?

6. If owner/operator does not comply with No. 5 above, is he Yes __No_ NA
exempt after demonstrating to Regional Administrator that
alternate design and operation prevents migration of hazard-
ous constituents (Part 264)?

(continued)
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Section 8 - Operating Requirements (264.301) (265.301)

. Are run-on controls preventing flow onto the active por:ion. Yes
of the land£111? -

2. Is runoff collected and controlled? Yes

3. Are collection and holding facilities emptied after storms? _ Yes

4. Is the landfill managed so that wind dispersal is controlled? _ Yes _ !

Section C - Moni:oring and Ianspection (Part 264) (264.303)

1. Are liners inspected for defects during and after comstruc- __Yes
tion?

2. Are lsndfills inspected weekly and after storms for defects? —Tes

Section D - Surveying and Recordkcegin‘ (264.309) (265.309)

l. Does owner/operator retain records at the facilicy? Yes
a. If yes, are the following msintsined:
l. On map, exsct location and dimensions, including _Yes
depths, of each cell?

2. Contents of each cell and approximste location of __Yes
each hazardous waste type within the cell?

Section E - Closure and Post-Closure (264.310) (265.310)

l. Is a closure plan kept on site? —_Yes
a. If yes, does cover provide for the following:
1. Minimizing migration of liquids? Yes
2. Minimum masintenance? Yes
3. Promote drainage; minimize erosiom? Yes
4. Accommodate settling and subsidence? Yes
5. Less permeable than bottom liner or natural Yes
subsoils?
b. After final closure, does owner/operstor provide for the
following:
(continued)
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l. Maintain final cover? Yes

2. Continue to operate leachate collection a«nd removal " Yes
system until leachate is no longer collected? -

3. Maintain ground-vater monitoring? Yes

4, Prevent run-on and runoff from eroding and damaging _ Yes
cover? —

S. Protect and maintain surveyed bench marks? Yes

Section F - Ignitable and Reactive Waste (264.312) (265.312)

No

T

No
_.\‘o

NA

T

NA

AL

__So_JﬂA

l.  Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the landfill? _Yes __No_ Na
a. If yes, is waste treated, rendered, or mixed before or _Yes _ No_ NA
immediately after placement so that it is no longer
ignitable or reactive?
2.  Are ignitable wastes in containers placed in landfill? _Yes _No_ NA
a. If yes, attach a narrative describing how these wastes
are handled to prevent ignition or reaction?
“ection G - Incompatible Wastes (264.313) (265.313)
ie Does owner/operator place incompatible wastes in landfill? __Yes _No_ NA
Section H - Bulk and Containerized Ligquids (264.314) (265.314)
1. Does landfill receive any bulk or containerized liquid __Yes _ No__NA
hazardous waste?
a. If yes, have they been added to landfill since May 8, __Yes _ No_ NA
19857
2. Does landfill receive containers of free liquids? __Yes __No_ NA
a. If yes, is at least one of the following conditions met:
1. Have free-standing liquids been removed by __Yes _No_ NA
decanting or other methods; or have they been
mixed with absorbent or solidified?
2. Are containers ampules? __Yes _ No_NA
3. Is container designed to hold free liquids? __Yes __§q_,NA
4. 1s container a lab pack? ' __Yes _ No_NA
(continued)
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3. Have containers holding lizuids that are not hazarisus was:tas Yes  No  NA
beer placed in the landfill since November 3, [935° - = =
a. If ves, is cne of the follcving cendizions =et:
e 4as it the only reasonable altarnative ta place it _ Yes _No_ NA
in a landfill or unlined impoundment? -
2. Did placement not present a risk to contaminacing _ Yes _ No_ NA
any underground source of drinking wacer?
Section [ - Container Requirements (264.315) (265.315)
l. Are containers placed in the landfi{ll” Yes _No_ NA
a. If yes, are they either:
1. 90 percent full? _Yes _ No_ NA
2. Crushed, shredded, or similarly reduced in volume? _Yes _ No_ NA
Section J - Overpacked Drums (264.316) (265.316)
l.  Are small containers of hazardous waste placed in landfill? __Yes _ No_ NA
a. If yes, are the following requirements met?
l. Waste packaged in non-leaking container and tightly _ Yes _ No_ NA
sealed?
b. Containers not overpacked according to DOT regulations? _ Yes _ No_ NA
€.  Absorbent material does not react with waste? _Yes _ No_ NA
d. Incompatible wastes not placed outside the same con- _Yes _No _f_ NA
tainer?
e. Reactive waste treated or rendered nonactive before __Yes _No_Na
packaging?
Section K - F020, FO21, F022, F023, F026, and F027 Wastes (Part 264 only)
264.317
{. Are)these wastes placed in landfill? _Yes _No NA
a. If yes, did owner/operator receive permission from _Yes _No _NA
Regional Administrator to do so?
b. Is documentation of "a" above on file at facility? __Yes Yo __NA
OSWER Dir. No. §538.2A March .5&8
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Part 11
___Part NA
INCINERATORS CHECKLIST
Section A - Waste Analvsis (Part 265 onlv) (265.341)
L. Does owner/operator analyze all wastes he has not previously _Yes _No_NA
burned to enable him to establish steady-state operating
conditions?
a. If yes, does analysis include:
l. Determination of heating value? _Yes __No Na
2, Determination of halogen and sulfur content? —Yes __No_ NA
3. Concentrations of lead and mercury? _JYes _No NA

b. 1f lead and mercury are not included, has owner/operator _ Yes _No_NA
proven this fact to Regional Administrator?

2. Does owner/operator perform a waste feed snalysis in the _Yes __No_ NA
Part B application?

3. Are vaste analyses performed throughout normal operstions? _Yes _No NA

Section B - Principal Orgsnic Hazardous Constituents (POHC's) (Part 264)
264.342
f. Doeg owner/operator use POHC's in accordsnce with facility's _Yes __No_NA
permit specifications?

Section C - Performance Standards (Part 264) (264.343)

l. Does incinerator burn at a destruction and removal efficiency _Yes __No NA
(DRE) of at least 99.9999 percent for each POHC?

2. Do stack emissions of more than 1.8 kg/h of HCl exceed both _ Yes __No NA
1.8 kg/h and 1 percent HCl in the stack? ‘

3. Does incinerator emit particulates grester thsn 180 mg/dry __Yes __No NA
standsrd cubic meter?

Section D - Permits (264.344)

l. Are wastes burned although no permit is issued (Part 264)? __Yes __No NA
(continued)
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5. If ves, are wastes curred ia a trial Sura (Pars 244 Yes Ne NA

CR
s Does cwner/operator have an exempricn cue td I3, 340 Yes NGO NA
\Pare 264) - =
c. Does owner/operator burn hazardous waste duriag startup _ Yes Yo NA
or shutdown if not allowed to do so in permic (Part 16<)? -
d. Is waste feed cut off when operating requirements are —Yes _No NA
not met (Part 264)? -

Section E - Operaciag Requirements (264.345) (265.345)

l. Does incinerator operate per permit requirements (Part 264)? _Yes _No nNA

2. Does owner/operator feed hazardous waste into incinerator —Yes _No NA
vhen it is not at steady state (Part 265)?

Section F - Monitoring and Insgections (264.347) (265.347) -

l. Does owner/operator conduct, ac s minimum, the following:

a. Existing instruments relating to combustion or emission Yes _ No NA
control every l5 minutes (Part 265)?

b. Is complete incinerator and associated equipment _Yes __No NA
inspected daily for leaks, spills, and emissions, and
are all emergency shutdown controls and system alarms
checked (Part 265)?

C. Are combustion temperature, waste feed rate, and combus- _Ytes _No NA
tion gas velocity all checked continuously (Parc 264)?

d. Is CO monitored continuously (Part 264)? _Yes _No_ NA
e. Are vaste and exhaust emissions sampled and analyzed _Yes _ No_ NA
(Pazt 264)?
f. Is incinerator usually checked daily for leaks and __Yes _ No_NA
spills (Part 264)?
(continued)
OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A ) March 1688

54



O O

8. Are emergency feed cutoff and alarms inspected weexly Yes No NA
(Pare 264)? - = =

h. Are monitoring and inspection data recorded and placed _ Yes _ No _ NA
in operating log (Part 264)? -

Section G - Closure (264.351) (265.351)

1. Is a closure plan kept on site? Yes No NA

2. At closure, has owner/operator removed all hazardous vaste _Yes _No xNA
residues from incinerator?

Section H - Interim Status (Part 265) (265.352)

l. Does owner/operator burm F020, F021, F022, F023, F026, and/or __Yes _ No NA
F027 wastes?

a. If yes, does owner/operator possess certification from _ Yes __No_ NA
Assistent Administrator for Solid Waste snd Emergency
Response to do so?

OSVER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1588
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Part 12

THERMAL TREATMENT CEIoxisT
(Part 2435 cn.v)

Part NA

App.ies to cthermal treat=ent of hazardcus waste ia devicas orhers

that iacineracors.

Section A - Operating Requirements (265.373)

56

I. Is the process a noncontinuous (batch) process? _Yes _No NA
a. If no, is the process operating at steady-state condi- _ Yes _No Na
tions (including temperature) before adding hazardous -
waste?
b. [s a waste analysis documented in the operating record
that includes:
l. Heating value? Yes _No_NA
2. Halogen conteat? _Yes __No_ NA
3.  Sulfur content? —Yes __No_NA
4. Concentration of lead? —Yes No NAL
5. Concentration of mercury? _Yes _ No_ NA
NOTE: 4 and 5 not required if facility has written documented data that
show the elements are not present.
2. Does the owner/operator monitor the following whea thermally
treating hazardous wastes:
a. At least every 15 minutes, existing instruments which
relate to the temperature and emission control:
l., Waste feed? _Yes __No__NA
2. Auxilisry fuel feed? _Yes _No__NA
3. Treatment process temperature? _Yes _ No__NA
4. Relevant process flow? __Yes _ No_ NA
3. Relevant level controls? _Yes _ No__NA
b. Stack plume (emissions) at least hourly:
lI. Color (normal)? _Yes _ No_ NA
2. Opacity? __Yes __No__NA
(continued)
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c. Thermal creatment process equipment at least daily:

l. Pumps, valves, conveyors, pipes, etc., for leaks, —Yes No _ NA
spills, and fugitive emissions?
2. Emergency shutdown controls? —Yes No _ NA
3. System alarms _Yes _No __NA
d.  Construction materials of the treatment process or Yes No _ NA
equipment at least weekly to detect corrosion or leaking
of fixtures or seams?
e. Construction materials of the area immediately surround- _ Yes __No _ NA
ing discharge confinement structures at least wveekly?
Section B - Closure (265.381)
l. Is a closure plan maintained at the facilicy? _Yes __No _NA
Section C - Open Burning (265.382)
l. Is there evidence of any open burning of hazardous wvaste? _Yes No _ NA
(Use narrative explanation sheet.)
2. Is open burning or detonation of waste explosives conducted? _Yes No __NA
a. If yes, is the detonation performed in accordance with
the following table?
Pounds of waste explosives Minimum distance from open burning
oT propellants detonation to the property or others
0-100 ' 204 a (670 ft)
101-1,000 380 m (1250 fr)
1,001-10,000 530 m (1730 ft)
10,001-30,000 690 m (2260 fc)
Section D - Particulate Hazardous Waste (265.382)
l. Does owner/operator burn F020, F021, F022, F023, F026, _Yes No _ NA
and/or F027 wvastes?
a. If yes, does owner/operator have documented permission _ Yes _No _NA
from Assistant Administrator for Solid Waste and
Emergency Response to do so?
OSWER‘DiT2'No. 9938.2A March 1688
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fecticn £ - Closure (265.404)

Does the facility maintain a closure plan?

Section F - Ignitable or Reactive Waste (265.405)

l. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the treaczer:
process?

a. If yes, 1is the waste treated, rendered, or mixed before
or immediately after being placed in the treatment
process so it no longer meets the definition of ig-
nitable or reactive?

Describe or attach a copy of the treatment.

Section G - Incompatible Wastes (265.406)

1. Are incompatible vastes placed in the same treatment process
or equipment?

2. Are hazardous wastes placed in washed equipment if equipment
previously held incompatible waste?

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A
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Part [3 Part NA

GROUND-WATER MONITORING CHECKLIST

Section A - Monitoring System

1.

Does
opera

e.
Does
264)7

C.

the facility have a ground-water monitoring system in Aes
tion? —

If yes, does the system consist of: (265.91)(264.99)(264.98)

l. One upgradieat monitoring well (Part 265)? _Yes
2. Three downgradient monitoring wells (Part 265)? —Yes
Are monitoring wells cased so that the integrity of the __ Yes
boreholes is maintained (Part 265)?

Is a compliance monitoring system installed whenever _Yes
hazardous waste constituents are detected at the
complisnce point (Part 264)?

Is a corrective-sction program initisted wvhenever the __Yes
ground-water protection standard is exceeded (Parc 264)?

Is a detection monitoring program instituted in all gﬁﬂzs
other cases (Part 264)?

facilicy have a monitoring and response program (Part —Yes
(264.91)

If yes, is a compliance monitoring system instituted __Yes
whenever hazardous constituents are detected at the
compliance point (Part 264)?

Whenever the ground-water protection standard is ex- —Yes
ceeded, does facility institute a corrective-asction
program (Part 264)?

In all other cases, does facility institute a detection _:XES
momitoring program (Part 264)?

Section B - Ssmpling and Analysis (Part 265 only) (265.92)

l. Does the facility obtain and anslyze samples from the Z Yes
ground-vater monitoring system?
(continued)
OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A Mazch

59

No _Na
_No _Na
__ﬁo _NA
__ﬂo __NaA
_No _nNa
_No "NA
_No NA
_No __NA
_No __NA
_No—Na
__ﬂo___NA
_No__NA
1988



<. Zas laeilizy developed and follcvec a grcuzé-water s3zp.ing Tas Y
snd analysis pian? -
a. < ves, does tais plan iznciude proceduras and tecaniques

HE R
i. Sazple collection? Tas N2
<. Sample preservation? ~7as _ No
3. Analytical procedures? “VYes _ No
4, Chain=of-custody control? “Ttes ::No
b. Does the facility determine the concentration cr value
of the following parameters in ground-water samples?
l. Parameters characterizing the suitability of the __Yes . No
ground wvater as a drinking water supply, as
specified in §265, Appendix 3?
2. Parameters establishing ground-water quality (chlo- __Yes _ No ]
ride, iron, manganese, phenols, sodium, sulfate)?
3. Parameters used as indicators of ground-water con- _ Yes _ No
tamination (pH, specific conductance, total organic
carbon, total organic halogen)?
c. Has the owner/operator established initial background _Yes _ No
concentrations or values of all parameters specified
above at least on a quarterly basis?
d. Has owner/operator obtained at least four replicate __Yes _ No
zeasurements for each sample, and has he determined
the initial background arithmetic mean and variance?
e. Afcer the first year, does owner/operator sample and Yes _ No

O O

analyze with the following frequencies:

l. Samples collected to establish background Yes _ No
quality (from above)?

2. Samples collected to indicate contamination (from __Yes _ No
above)?
3. Elevation of ground-water surface at each moni- _Yes _ No

toring well at each sampling event?

Section C - Preparation, Evaluation, and Response (Part 265 oanly) (265.93)

l. Did owner/operator prepare an outline of a ground-water “Yes _ No

quality assessment program?

(continued)
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a. If yes, did program determine che following:

l. Whether hazardous waste or hazardous vaste con=-
stituents have entered the ground water?

2. Rate and extent of hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituent migration?

3. Concentrations of hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituents in ground water?

b. For each well, has owner/operator calculated the
arithmetic mean and variance, based on four replicate
messuremants for each sample, and compared the rasults
with initial background mean?

c. Has owner/operator submitted information documenting
any significant increase in comparisons for upgradient
vells (or decresse in pH)?

d. If the compsrisons for downgradient wells show a sig-
nificant incresse (or pH decrease), has the owner/opera-
tor obtasined additionsl ground-water samples from those
downgradient wells in which s significant decrease vas
detected? (Ssmples must be split in two, snd anslyses
must be obtained of 21l additionsl semples to determine
whether the significant difference was s result of lab
error?

l. If analyses (described above) were performed, and
confirmed the significant increase (or pH de-
crease), did owner/operator notify Regional
Administrator within 7 days?

2. If analyses confirmed significant incresse (or pH
decresse), did owner/operator submit to the Re-
gional Administrator within 14 days sfter notifi-
cation (discussed above) a certified ground-water
quality assessment program?

8. If yes, does plan include the following:

l. Number, location, snd depth of wells?

2. Sempling and anslytical methods for
those hazardous wastes and hazardous
vaste constituents at the facility?

3. Evaluation procedures, including say
use of previously gathered ground-water
quality information?

4, Schedule of implementation?

tinued
osSERtaued) 993824
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_Yes _ No

_Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

NA

NA

NA
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—_Yes __No_ NA

Yes _ No
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3. 2id cwner/operator implement cze ground-vater
qualizy sssessment prograz anc, at a inizuam, did —_
fe dacerzine the following:

a. Rate and extent of migration of the hazarduus Yes _No NA
vaste constituents in the ground water? -
b, Concentrations of the hazardous waste in the Yes _ No NA

ground water? B

4. Did owner/operator submit a report to Regional _VYes _No NA
Administrator containing the requests of the —"
assessment outlined in No. 3 above within 15 days?

5. Did owner/operator notify Regional Administrator Yes _No NA
of reinstatement of indicator evaluation program
upon finding that no hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituents had entered the ground water?

6. If owmer/operator determined that hazardous waste Yes No NA
or hazardous waste constituents entered the ground
water, did he either continue to make the determi-
nations listed in No. 3 above on a quarterly basis
uatil £inal closure or ground-water quality-assess- -
ment plan was implemented prior to post-closure
care, or cease to make determinations required in
No. 3 above if ground-water quality-assessment plan
was implemented du:-ing post-closure?

T If any ground-water quality-assessment program is Yes No NA
implemented to satisfy No. 3 above prior to final
closure, has owner/operator completed program and
reported to Regional Administrator, as outlined in
No. 4 above?

8. If owner/operator does not monitor at least annu- Yes __No . NA
ally to satisfy No. 3 above, does owner/operator
evaluate data on ground-water elevation obtained
under No. 2e in Section B above to determine
wvhether the requirements for locating monitoring
wells are satisfied?

a. If evaluation shows that the requirements for _ Yes _ No _ NA
monitoring wells are not satisfied, has
owner/operator modified the number, location,
or depth of the monitoring wells to bring the
syster into compliance? '

(continued)
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Section D - Recordkeeping and Reporting (Part 265 only) (265.94)

——

L,

Unless owner/operator is monitoring to satisfy the require-
ments of §265.93(d)(4), does owner/operator:

a. Keep records of the analyses required in §265.92(c) and
(d), ground-water surface elevations required in
265.93(b) throughout the active life of the facilicy
and throughout post-closure?

b. Report the following information to the Regional ad-
ministrator:

l.  Withia 15 days of analysis for each quarterly
sampling event, does owner/operator submit re-
sults of background concentrations?

2. Does owner/operator inform Regionsl Administrator
about any parameters that exceed maximum contami-
nant levels listed in Appendix III?

3. (Annually) does owner/operstor report concentra-
tions or values of parsmeters listed 1in
§265.92(b) (3) for each well, including required
evaluations for these parsmeters under §265.93(b)?

8. Does owner/operator also identify differences
from initial background concentrations found
in the upgradient wells no later than March 1
following each calendar year?

Does owner/operator submit results of the ground-water sur-
face elevations under §265.93(f), along with a description
of the response, if needed?

If ground water is monitored to satisfy requirements of
§265.93(d) (4), did owner/operator do the following:

3. Kaep records of anslyses and evalustions lpccificd in
. the plan throughout sctive life and post-closure?

b.  (Annuslly, until final closure) submit to the Regional
Adainistrator a report containing the results of the
ground-vater quality assessment program, including the
calculated rate of migration of hazsrdous vaste or
hszardous waste constituents by March 1?

(continued)
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w
(2]
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= Genera. Requiremer:s (Parz= 264 onlv) (264.97)

«. Lces facilicy comply with the following requirements?
a. Are surficient wells iascalled at appropriace lcgatizns Yes __No NA
and daepths? e j - ==
- -2‘:7 . ;é ’ . > ¢
b. Have sampling and analysis techniques been consistenf’ —Yes _No yaA
c. Have ground-water elevation data been recorded? _Yes _No Na
d. Have background concentrations bSeen determined? —JYes _No ya

to

If ground water is monitored to satisfy requirements of
§265.93(d) (4), owner/operator must:

a. Keep records of the analyses and evaluations specified Yes _ No nNa

in the plan throughout the facilicy's active life, and, =T
for disposal facilities, throughout post-closure.

b. Report the following ground-water monitoring information:

l. During the first year when initial background Yes _No nNx
concentrstions are being determined, did owvner/op-
erator submit values within 15 days after complet-
ing analysis?

2. 1f yes, did owner/operator also submit an identi~- __Yes _No nNaA
fication of any parameters whose concentrations T
exceed maximum levels in Appendix III?

3. (Annually) did owner/operator report concentrations _ Yes _ No NA
or values of the parameters listed in §265.92(b)(2) [
for each well, along with required evaluations for
these parameters under §265.93(b)?

4, Did owmer/operator also separately identify any __Yes __N°__NA
significant differences from initial background
concentrations for upgradient wells?

5. Did owner/operator report on the results of ground- _Yes _ No NA
vater surface elevations (and a description of the
results if necessary) by March 1 of the following
year?

Section F - Detection Monitoring Program (Part 264 only) (264.98)

l. Has owner/operator established detection monitoring system ::f;s —No _NA
to provide reliable indications Zor detection releases?

(continued)
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a. If yes, are the following components included in the

system:

l.  Background values? Yes _No NA

2. Determination of ground-water flow rate? _Yes _No Na

3. Determination of ground-water compliance point _Yes _No " Na
semisnnually? —

4. Determinastion of statistically significant increas- —Yes _No NA
es over background concentrations?

5. Notification to Regionsl Administrator if there Tes _No NA
was a statiscically significant increase?

Section G - Compliance Monitoring Program (Parc 264 only) (264.99)

l. Does facility operate a compliance monitoring program? Yes £ No  NA

a. Does facility determine concentrations of hazardous —Jes _No NA
constituents at lesst quarterly?

b. Does facility determine ground-water flow rate snd —JYes _No Na
direction in uppermost aquifer annually?

c. Does facility analyze samples for Appendix VIII Yes _No_ Na
constituents annually?

d. Does facility make statistically significant increases _Yes _No_ NA
over background values?

e. If there is an increase, does facility notify Regional Yes No NA

Administrator and submit to establish a corrective- - -
action program?

Section H - Corrective-Action Program (Part 264 omnly) (264.100)

l. Does facility follow s corrective-action progrsm that meets Yes —No_ NA
the faeility's permit requirements?

OSVER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988
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' I(OPPE Rs JD/E\\:"EEWED B‘E (,\J“ lq { Koppers Industries, Inc.

INDUSTRIES COMMENTS__( o2y ~+¢ t?fc\ 436 Seventh Avenue
L Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

Telephone: (412) 227-2001
FAX (412) 227-2423

via FEDERAL EXPRESS
December 13, 1991 e

0

David Peacock

Hazardous Waste Division df 0 g
Department of Environmental Quality j {
P.O. Box 10385 T GENTAL
Jackson, MS 39289-0385 DEFL 0 gttt |

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, Industrial Boiler,
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Dave:

I am glad that we were able to meet on November 19, 1991 and
thank vou for sending me the copy of the Mississippi laws and
regulations. At our meeting, a question arose as to whether or
not +the KXoppers boiler would be considered a "commercial"
hazardous waste facility. I am now writing to address that issue
and to seek the state's determination that the facility is not
"commercial as Koppers proposes to operate it.

Historvy

The Crenada wood preserving plant was constructed in 1904&4.
Koppers Company, Inc. acquired the plant in 1944. Kopper
Industries, Inc. purchased the plant in Dec. 1988. The plant

consists of approximately 171 acres.

Industrial operations include wood preserving, a pole peeler, dry
kiln operation, rail road tie sorting and milling, and trucking.
Energy needs for these operations are provided by a wood fired
steam boiler and a cogeneration turbine generator system. Plant
employment is approximately 70 people. The Wellons wood fired
boiler was constructed in 1979 to replace the oil fired boiler
and provide a more economical source of energy. Wood waste from
the peeler and tie mills and from other local lumber mills is
used to fuel the boiler.

In 1982, based on stack test results showing 99.99% destruction
and removal efficiency in wood preserving constituents burned,
the air permit was modified to allow cofiring of fuel additive
with the wood waste fuel. Since 1982, Koppers has used wood
preserving process wastes from othexr Koppers owned facilities as
a fuel additive in this beciler. The fuel additive program at the
Crenada boiler has been valuable to Koppers by providing an
alternative to land disposal of our process wastes while reducing
the Grenada plant's need to purchase supplementary fuel. These
process wastes were not RCRA hazardous wastes.



» O

David Peacock, Miss. DEQ re Kcppers Ind. Inc. December 13, 1991

RCRA Listings

On June 6, 1991, new RCRA hazardous waste 1listings became
effective which defined wood preserving wastes from plants
utilizing pentachlorophenol as F032 hazardous waste. This

listing was made wunder HSWA authority which made the listing
effective immediately in RCRA both authorized and unauthorized
states. Additionally, wastes from wood preserving operations
using creosote were listed as FO034 hazardous waste and wastes
from arsenical and chromium preservative operations were listed
as F035 hazardous waste. These were not HSWA regulations,
though, so will become effective in Mississippi when implementing
regulations are passed.

These new 1listings mean that to continue burning KXoppers
generated process wastes, the boiler must be permitted as a
hazardous waste facility.

Proposed Operation

It is Koppers intention to proceed with permitting the Grenada
boiler in accordance with the new Boiler and Industrial Furnace
(BIF) regulations, 40 CFR 266. The first steps of this process
have already been completed, including submission of a revised
Part A Application, submission of a Precompliance Certification,
and public notice.

Koppers proposes to continue operation of the beiler and fuel
additive program as in the past, with modifications as necessary
to comply with +the BIF operating requirements. The process
wastes which we will use for fuel additive are wood preserving
wastes from Koppers operated plants using pentachlorcphenol
and/or creosote and process wastes from Koppers operated coal tar
plants. The coal tar plants manufacture creosote and other coal
tar derivative products. Thus, these wastes consist of the same
constituents and have similar fuel wvalues as the crecsote wood
preserving wastes. The only fuel additive wastes to be accepted
will be process wastes generated at plants operated by Koppers
Industries, Inc.

The Grenada plant boiler will not be operated "for profit." For
the purpose of balancing expenses, handling and permitting costs
incurred by Grenada plant will be transferred to the other
Koppers generator locations. These will only be internal
accounting transfers and will not be <true income for Koppers.
Wastes from other companies will not be accepted.
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David Peacock, Miss. DEQ re Koppers Ind. Inc. December 13, 1991
Non-Commercial

The Koppers CGrenada boiler will not be operated as a commercial
facility. No new business will accrue to Koppers do to the fuel
additive program. Only internally generated wastes from Koppers
operated lccations will be used for fuel additive. The volume of
waste handled will be much less than that ncrmally asscciated
with a commercial facility. In this case, a maximum of three
truckloads of material per week will be brought into the plant.
The "wastes" to be used are actually high BTU value fuel which
will be beneficially used to produce needed steam and electricity
for the Grenada plant. Wastes will not be accepted from any
company or location external to Koppers. The fuel additive
program will not be a "for profit" operation. The boiler will be
a non-commercial facility.

Remaining Issues

Assuming that your agency determines that the boiler, operated as
described above, is non-commercial, then Koppers will proceed
with the remaining permitting and operational issues as follows:

Boiler cleanout procedures - Koppers recognizes vyour
concerns about the cleanout procedures previously submitted.
Procedures will be rewritten +to incorporate vyour comments
and we will work with vyou in developing a mutually
acceptable cleanout procedure.

Facility Improvements - Based on the initial precompliance
certification, we realized that the boiler stack is to low
to provide a reasonable mixing zone. A higher stack will be
installed according to good engineering practice. Cther
RCRA facility improvements will also be made, including
fencing the fuel additive and ash handling areas, improve
storm water runoff containment, and posting of warning
signs. A stack gas emission monitoring system will be
installed.

Compliance Certification - A test burn will be conducted to
include the BIF and MS DEQ requirements. Following the test
burn, the Compliance Certification will be prepared and
submitted.
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Koppers views +this project as important in allowing us to Le a
responsible corporate citizen by safely managing our own wastes
our selves, to avoid long term liability and environmental damage
by minimizing land disposal, and to assure Koppers long term
economic health by having an alternative to the exorbitant costs

of hazardous waste disposal and incineration. Additionally,
Koppers will be beneficially using these residuals +to recover
there inherent fuel value. I look forward to vyour response to

this letter and working with you more in the future. Please call
at (412)227-2677 if you have questions, comments, or would like
to discuss any of these issues. Koppers can also meet with yvou
again either in Jackson or at the Grenada plant.

Sincerely,

Stéphen T. Smith
Environmental Program Manager

cc: Dan McLeon, MS DEQ
Ron Murphy, Grenada, MS
W. R. Donley, K-1750
R. S. Ohlis, K-1750
J. R. Batchelder, K-1701
Anaxis Duhon, Woodward Clyde Consultants, Baton Rouge, LA



BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430  FAX: 412 227-2042

LAW DEPARTMENT

Jill M. Blundon
General Counsel December 4, 1991

Thomas Burgunder

Thomas F. Reid

George Carroll

Mary Dombrowskt Wright VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Billie Schrecker Nolan

William F. Giarla

Mary C. Fairley ]

J. Mark Hansen John S. Shaffer, Esquilre

Donna J. Marris Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506-16

RE: Wayne E. and Lucille Carlin
Grenada, Mississippi Property

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

Thank you so much for your most recent correspondence, wherein
you indicated Mr. Carlin's willingness to execute the revised
access agreement. His actions are most helpful to Beazer East,
Inc. in its continuing efforts to fully and promptly investigate
the environmental conditions at the Grenada plant site. To that
end, I have drafted and enclosed two (2) execution copies of the
revised agreement. Please note that a paragraph has been added
to reflect our agreement regarding the shallow soil samples.
After Mr. and Mrs. Carlin have executed the originals, please
return one (1) copy to me for our files.

Again, your cooperation is much appreciated. As always, if you
have questions or comments, please do not hesitate to call or

write.
. MarkK Hansen

cc: J.A. Werling, Beazer East
J.H. Scarbrough, EPA Region IV
D. Peacock, MDEQ
J. Bachelder, KII DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE

REVIEWED BY T)U\Q

DATE l'-?Jl. O%J_q l

COMMENTS Tile -Com 9\ :

Writer's Direct Dial Number
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ACCESS AGREEMENT

Wayne E. Carlin and Lucille B. Carlin as owner of the real
estate known as Parcel 2, T22N, R5E, Section 33, Grenada County,
Grenada, MS (hereinafter "Owner") hereby grants to Beazer East,
Inc., formerly Koppers Company, Inc. (hereinafter "Beazer"), its
employees agents and contractors, the right to, at Beazer's sole
cost and expense, enter upon said real property for the sole
purpose of surveying, excavating, drilling, coring, sampling,
construction of water or other wells and well testing to be located
on the said property. The locations of the wells to be installed
are shown on Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc., Drawing No.
A105096.

Such surveying, excavating, coring, sampling, construction of
water or other wells and well testing is being conducted as part of
a Groundwater Quality Assessment Investigation and a Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act Facility Investigation (RFI).

Beazer also agrees to take three (3) soil samples, at
locations to be specified by Owner, at depths of 1 to 2 feet, and
have those samples analyzed for constituents of concern as
specified in the RFI, all at Beazer's sole cost and expense.

It is expressly agreed and understood that this Agreement
shall not operate or be construed to create the relationship of
landlord and tenant between the parties hereto under any
circumstances whatsoever and Owner has absolute, complete and
unimpeded right to deal with the real property in question as any
other party with fee simple title except that Owners, their heirs,
administrators, executors, successors and assigns shall, during the
term of this Access Agreement, in no way interfere with the
integrity of any water wells constructed on the property by Beazer,
its employees, agents or contractors and the right of ingress and
egress by Beazer, its employees, agents or contractors to monitor
said water wells. This agreement is not to be considered as an
easement for Beazer.

Beazer shall provide Owner with all written reports, data,
information, conclusions, recommendations and all other work
product that impact on the environmental condition of the
property,provided such written material is given by Beazer to the
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality or United States
EPA.

Beazer agrees to defend, indemnify and save harmless Owner,
from all losses, claims, liabilities, expenses and costs (including
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death) occurring in connection with Beazer exercise of the rights
herein granted, or arising from any wrongful or negligent act or
omission of Beazer, its employees, agents or contractors, in the
performance hereunder.

At such time when monitoring wells and other exploratory
borings are no longer needed, Beazer shall remove and abandon each
in accordance with applicable requirements of the State of
Mississippi.

Upon removal of the wells, Beazer agrees to return the site to
its original condition.

This agreement shall be and remain in effect for a period of
fifteen years from the date hereof, and thereafter shall be
automatically renewed from year to year until terminated by either
party giving to the other not.less than sixty (60) days period
written notice of termination; provided, however, that any
termination of this agreement by either party shall not occur
without the prior written consent of the Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality or the United States EPA as the case may
require.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF and intending to be legally bound, the
parties hereto have caused this instrument to be duly signed this
5th day of December , 1991.

BEAZER EAST, INC.

RKI /‘4,;41/«.( é— Witness: (/é/\/mﬁﬁ/é//m

By:
R. G. Hamilton
Vice President and General
Title: Manager - Envirommental Group
Date: December 5, 1991
WAYNE E. CARLIN Witness:

LUCILLE B. CARLIN Witness:
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR
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December 2, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO P 868 026 17

Mr. Steven T. Smith

Program Manager - Environmental
Koppers Industries, Inc.

436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

Re: Burning of Hazardous Waste
Koppers’ Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Smith:

Enclosed please find several recently promulgated Mississippi State
laws and regulations that may have some impact on decisions you
make concerning operations at your Koppers’ facility located in
Grenada, Mississippi.

At the conclusion of our meeting of November 19, 1991, several
issues that were addressed, remained unresolved. First, the issue
of whether Koppers’ proposal to burn hazardous wastes in its’
boiler would constitute a commercial hazardous waste facility was
discussed. It was agreed by all parties that Koppers would request
clarification of this point via submittal of a written outline that
detailed their proposed operational plans concerning their intent
to burn hazardous waste from other facilities ( Koppers or non-
Koppers facilities) to the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality. Upon receipt of the above request, MDEQ will pursue the
appropriate channels to resolve the issue. Secondly; during the
meeting, and again in this letter, MDEQ would strongly 1like to
emphasize the point that boiler clean-out procedures previously
submitted to this office do not appear to be adequate. Submittal
of an appropriate plan for clean-out and testing of the boiler,
conveyance system, and any other piece of equipment that has been
employed in the burning of hazardous waste and will be utilized
during the non-hazardous burn cycle, prior to disposal of the
residue in any manner other than as a hazardous waste is vital in
securing this office’s approval.

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P. O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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Please feel free to contact me at (601) 961-5220 if you have any
gquestions or comments concerning the above letter.

Sincerely,

Do K. [acsh)

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

cc: Mr. James S. Kutzman - EPA
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FROM: BEAZER EAST. INC. T0O: 6P13546612 NOU 28, 1991 12:23PM  P.B@2

Beazex

BEAZER EAST, INC,, 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TE!- 412 2272430 FAX: 412 227-JOBASION OF SOLID WASTE
AW DEPARTMENT REVIEWED BY K

Bl M Blundon 0

~ eneral Ty November 20, 1991 DATE !\jZ !QI
Thomas Burgendes COMMENTS.

Taonas o Raa

George Canoli

Viaey Ddonhiowse Woghe VIA FACSIMILE

B Sclvecher Nota

Wit B (harta

Mary C Failey

ngﬂ&rmw Jonn 8. Shaffer, Esquire

Ponna f Merris Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spandier

corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506-16

RE: Wayne E. and Lucille Carlin
Grenada, Mississippi Property

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

when we last talked by telephone, on Friday, November 8, 1991,
1 indicated that Beazer was willing to limit the term of the
access agreenent for Mr. cCarlint's property to fifteen (15)
years, and woulda further take three shallow soil samples (at
ilocations to be Jetermined by Mr. Carlin) and have those samples
evaluated at an EPA-approved laboratory, all at Beazer's

expense., vou indicated that Yyou would forward Beazer's
compromise position to Mr. Carlin and contact me with his
response.

I have on three occasions attempted to contact you by telephone
+o determine if you were able to reach Mr. Carlin. As of today
1 have heard nothing from you or Mr. Carlin in response to our
settlement initiative. The resolution of this issue is of vital
importance to Beazer pacause the investigative work at the
crenada plant site cannot continue according to the plaus
pritted by Beazer, and approved by the Mississippi Departmen
< wpvironmental guality, without off-site access to Mr.
rarlin's property. I also feel that Beazer has been cooperative
and forthceming in its dealings with Mr. carlin, and responsive
to his concerns.
T urge you to cortact Mr., Carlin as soon as possible, and let
re know when the access rransaction may be completed. As
always, if ymi or Mr. Carlin have gquestions, comnents, or
otherwise wish to aiscuss these issues, please do not hesitate
to give me a call. your prompt attention to this important

matter is much appreciated.

Sihcerety,

LY Mar EEK#/frw
cc: J.A. Werling - Be East
~t Rl ikvAnan - EPA Redgion IV
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RE: MEETING WITH KOPPERS CONCERNING BIF REQUIREMENTS - 11/19/91

ATTENDEES : Mr. J. D. "Rock" Clayton - Koppers (Grenada)
Mr. Dudley DeVille - Woodward-Clyde
Ms. Anaxis Duhon - Woodward-Clyde
Mr. Bill Donley - Koppers (Pittsburgh)
Mr. Steve Smith - Koppers (Pittsburgh)
Mr. Steve Spengler - MDEQ-HW
Mr. David Peacock - MDEQ-HW
Mr. Dan MacLeod - MDEQ-Air

ISSUE 1 - What did State feel was adeguate to meet "closure"?

Koppers felt that the testing of ash (using TCLP Methodology)
generated after 24 hours of clean burning should be satisfactory to
indicate that ash was non-hazardous and could be disposed in that
manner. Koppers version of clean-out after burn using hazardous
material consisted of 24 hours of burning using only wood chips,
followed by a "scrub and vacuum" procedure inside equipment that
had contacted hazardous material. State expressed it’s opinion
that not only was merely testing of the ash inadequate, but TCLP
procedure was inappropriate. State felt that after the 24 hour
clean burn and '"scrub and vacuum" procedure, a wipe test on
remaining residue should be conducted and analyzed for hazardous
constituents that caused the F032-F034 1listing. This analysis
should meet standards mutually determined using either (1) a
background level of constituents, or (2) health-based numbers.

Conclusion : Kopper'’s still seemed to believe that the testing of
the ash was the appropriate method for determining if the boiler
had actually been "clean closed". Unresolved!!

ISSUE 2 - Was the clean out procedure adequate?

State expressed some reservations concerning ability of the
scrub and vacuum method to totally remove all contamination.
Questions still to be resolved include (1) how will those pieces of
equipment that are contaminated prior to burning actually be
cleaned, (2) who will conduct these clean-out operations and what
type of training will they have,

ISSUE 3 - What can Koppers burn ?

Koppers questioned whether burning spent treated wood ( a non
hazardous waste) would present problems. State (HW) stated that it
saw no regulatory problem with the proposal. State (Air) stated
that burning of treated wood could alter their emissions, but
otherwise saw no problen.

Koppers also asked for State’s opinion of the burning of coal
tar waste (listed K waste). State (HW) stated that while it didn’t
view it as a problem several issues needed to be considered. First,
a revised Part A would have to be received and a public notice
period followed. Secondly, whatever additional constituents that



& O

caused these K wastes to be listed would have to be tested for and
appear in the submitted "closure plan". State (Air) stated that
this could require a modification of Kopper’s existing air permit.

ISSUE # 4 - What would cause Xopper’s to be considered a
"commercial hazardous waste facility?

The question arose as to Kopper’s designation since under the
present scenario, Koppers will be receiving hazardous waste from
its other facilities around the U.S.. State (HW) expressed its
opinion that since Koppers was only accepting waste from its own
sister facilities and was not charging a fee, then they would not
be considered a commercial hazardous facility. State (Air) stated
that the Air Division may take a different view of this, stating
that in the past, under similar circumstances, they have determined
that facilities should fall under the commercial heading. It was
agreed that Koppers would submit (in writing) a request for
clarification to both HW and Air. Koppers also posed the question
of accepting similar waste from other companies for a fee. Both
HW and Air stated that this would clearly classify them as a
commercial facility.
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“y 01@3 REGION IV
Nbv 6 1991 345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30365
4WD-RCRA&FF RECE‘VED
Mr. Sam Mabry, Chief
Hazardous Waste Division NOv 181991
Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality tal Quality
Post Office Box 10385 Dept. of o eflation Contro

Jackson, Mississippi 39209 b

Re: Submittal of Financial Test/Corporate Guarantee When
Corporate Fiscal Year Changes

Dear Mr. Mabry:

Increasingly, the continuous demonstration of financial
responsibility for hazardous waste facilities using financial
tests and/or corporate guarantees are being affected through
corporate mergers, leverage buyouts and others means of
co-mingling of corporate assets. This often results in a
change in the corporation’s fiscal year; thereby causing a
delay in the submittal of a new financial test to take effect
upon expiration of the financial test currently being used.
The result is that usually in such cases there is a period of
anywhere from three (3) to six (6) months when financial
responsibility is not being demonstrated.

There have been numerous occasions in Region IV when facilities
have asked for extensions on the time they are allowed to
submit the financial test. Granting such requests gives tacit
approval of a facility'’s non-compliance with the financial
responsibility regulations. It is imperative that continuous
financial responsibility be demonstrated at all times.
Therefore, in such situations, the facility must submit an
alternate financial mechanism (i.e., Letter of Credit, Surety
Bond etc.) to demonstrate financial responsibility for the
interim period not covered by an acceptable financial test.

If you have any questions, please contact J. R. Finney II of my
staff at 404/347-7603.

Singerely yours,

ames S. Kutzman, P.E.

Associate Director

Office of RCRA and Federal Facilities
Waste Management Division

cc: Mr. Steve Spengler, MS Financial Contact

Printed on Recycled Paper {

(
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INDUSTRIES PO. Box 160
I ————

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 228-4588

November 4, 1991 rEEF‘:N““‘* _
NOy ¢ '
EPA Region IV Office /6 - 199;

Doy
. , s
Burea ENvirgya,.
£ F Polluporiel, Gu
Ution Halipy,
Sontro;

EPA Regional Preparedness Coordinator
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, Ga. 30365

RE: Continuous Release, Notification of Change

Gentlemen:

This is a notification of changes in quantity of a continuous release from
the facility identified below. The amount released has been eliminated due
to construction of a drip pad to intercept and recover drippage. Since
continuous release has ended, the first year follow-up notification will not
be made. The following information is provided in accordance with 40 CFR

302.8 (g). DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE
l.Facility Identification: REVIEWED By___D)
Koppers Industries, Inc., Grenada Plant nxm_)l!7ﬁ?l

P.O. Box 160, Tie Plant Road, Tie Plant, Ms. 3896 _ :
Latitude: 33 Degrees, 44 Minutes, 00 Seconds éawunns F;éi (}mén#WKf
Longitude: 89 Degrees, 47 Minutes, 00 Seconds
National Response Center case number: 40739
Facility Dunn and Bradstreet Number: 00-702-~7543
Person in charge: J.D. Clayton - Plant Manager, 601-226-4584

2.Population density within one mile radius of facility:
More than 1000 persons

3.Sensitive populations and ecosystems within one mile radius:
Tie Plant Elementary School located % mile N.E. of plant
400 students, 60 faculty members. v

4.Change in Continuous Release: C
This facility previously reported a continuous release based on estimated
drippage of creosote from freshly treated wood products onto unlined por-
tions of the treating plant process areas. Since then, the concrete drip
pad has been extended to line the process areas where drippage occurs.
Such drippage is now intercepted and recovered to the preserving process.
The amount of continuous release of creosote is now estimated to be less
than the reportable quantity of one pound per day.

( Cont'd )
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INDUSTRIES PO. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4568

Certification

This report of change in continuous release is accurate and current to the
best of my knowledge.

Sincerely,

.D'
. D. Clayton

Plant Manager
JDC/Jjrb

CC: Steve Smith K-1800.
Hazardous Waste Division
State Of Mississippi
Dept. of Environmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, Ms. 39204



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
RAY MABUS
GCOVERNOR

October 30, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 868 026 153

James A. Werling

Program Manager — Environmental Services
Beazer East, Inc.

436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Re: Off-site Access Agreement
Koppers' Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Werling:

Over a period of several months, Beazer has entered into negotiations
with Mr. Wayne E. Carlin, in an attempt to secure an access agreement
for property adjacent to the southeastern corner of the Koppers
facility. As you are well aware, this off-site access is critical, in
that the numerous groundwater monitor wells that are to be installed
there constitute a significant portion of the EPA-required RCRA
Facility Investigation (RFI), as well as the State required Groundwater
Quality Assessment (GWQA) programs. In a letter originating from
yourself to Mr. James Scarbrough - EPA, dated August 30, 1991, Beazer
declared the off-site problem a "force majeure" event, and at the
present time the situation remains unresolved. We do not agree that
this is the case.

Because of the critical role that the placement of these monitor wells
would play in fully evaluating the extent of off-site contamination at
the property in question, the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality feels that the interests of all concerned parties, including
the citizens of the State of Mississippi, would best be served by a
quick resolution to the impasse that exists. To this end MDEQ has
conducted a review of all correspondence that pertains to the off-site
access problem at the Koppers' facility. As a result of the review,
this office has determined that as of the final correspondence, dated
August 14, 1991, three major areas of difference still exiet between
Beazer and the property owner, Mr. Wayne Carlin. Below is a listing of
each one of these areas of concern, followed by MDEQ's understanding

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P. O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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Mr. James Werling
October 30, 1991

Page 2

of the problem, as well as our expressed opinion as to best possible
approach to an amicable compromise.

(1)

(2)

(3)

Term of access agreement. All agreements prior to the Beazer
submittal of August 14, 1991 had an open-ended termination
date for the proposed access. Mr. Carlin expressed his
desire for an agreement to contain a written termination date
for the proposed access, somewhere in the area of five (5)
years. Beazer's proposal of August 14, 1991, set a term of
fifteen (15) years or a period when the proposed monitor
wells would no longer be needed as the time frame of the
present proposal. After several telephone conversations
between Mr. Carlin and this office, Mr. Carlin verbally
expressed his opinion that the above-mentioned fifteen year
term would be acceptable.

Off-site sampling at property owner's request. From the
beginning of the access negotiations, it has been Mr.
Carlin's contention that Beazer should provide him with some
form of independent sampling or verification of sampling of
his property. His original request was that he be allowed to
take groundwater samples during sampling events and have
those samples sent to an independent laboratory and analyzed
(at Beazer's expense). During subsequent telephone
conversations with Mr. Carlin, MDEQ assured him that the
sampling and laboratory procedures followed EPA and
State—approval protocol and the results would be valid. Mr.
Carlin has agreed to drop this request; however, he would
still insist that Beazer take and analyze, at their expense,
three (3) shallow soil borings at locations on the off-site
property to be determined by the property owner. It is Mr.
Carlin's contention that these samples, if they prove to
contain no contamination, would facilitate the leasing of his
property to other growers, if he so desires. MDEQ finds Mr.
Carlin's request to be perfectly reasonable for two reasons.
First, is the fact that he will clearly be inconvenienced,
and perhaps suffer to some degree financially by placement of
wells on property that is presently under cultivation.
Secondly, Beazer has steadfastly refused to financially
compensate Mr. Carlin for the use and access rights that
would be required for the off-site work required.

Easement vs. right-of-way terminology. Clearly one of the
primary points of disagreement has been the exact wording
that you will be used in the access agreement itself. Both
your legal department, as well as the attorney representing
Mr. Carlin have been unable to agree to the exact terminology
that the document should possess. While the MDEQ does not
profess to understand all the intricacies of real estate law,
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Mr. James Werling
October 30, 1991 .
Page 3

and therefore will make no determination as to which position
should be adopted into a new agreement, it does seem
imperative that those advising both parties (Beazer's law
department and Mr. John S. Shaffer, Mr. Carlin's attorney)
initiate some contact so that the differences can be
expressed, and hopefully resolved. In lieu of taking a
definite position as to the appropriate language, MDEQ would
simply state that agreements of this type are not unusual or
rare, therefore, any party taking the position that the
agreement has to be worded in an exact and uncompromising
structure, would be unacceptable in the opinion of the State.

In summary, MDEQ feels that any new proposal should contain (1) a
termination date of fifteen (15) years, (2) should expressly state
Beazer's offer to provide Mr. Carlin with the sampling and laboratory
analysis of three shallow soil samples, and (3) should contain
language, that has previously been determined to be satisfactory to
representatives of both parties. MDEQ would also like to strongly
express its' belief that the burden of obtaining an access agreement
lies with the company that created the problem, and not with the
off-site property owners. While efforts have been made, MDEQ believes
that Beazer has not acted in good faith to meet the requirement to do
"everything in its power" to obtain the use of the property in
question.

lease respond within ten (10) days of receipt of this letter with a
written response and your proposed actions to the access problem in
question. Your response will determine the course of action that the
State of Mississippi may wish to follow.

If you have any questions or comments concerning the comments above or
the requested response, please feel free to contact me at (601)

961-5171.
A~

Wm. Stephen Spengler, P.E., Chief
RCRA Branch

wssS:1lfc

cc: Mr. James Scarbrough — EPA
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R

IES PO. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone. (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

October 25, 1991

Hazardous Waste Division

State Of Mississippi

Department Of Environmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Mississippi

39204

RE: Wood Preserving Drip Pad
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant, Grenada, Mississippi

Gentlemen:

On December 6, 1990 (55 FR 50450) EPA published a final rule listing as
hazardous three categories of wastes from wood preserving operations. On
June 13, 1991 (56 FR 27332), EPA published an adminstrative stay of the
waste listings which, among other things, conditionally extended the eff-
ective date.

In accordance with the stay, we are hereby providing evidence to the EPA
that Koppers Industries, Inc. (Koppers) is making good faith efforts to
comply and that we do have a reasonable expectation of doing so. This
plant has completed work on our drip pad and no further work is required
to comply with the regulations. The certification by a registered pro-
fessional engineer should be completed by November 30, 1991 and will be
on file.

Please call me at 601-226-4584 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
D, DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE
> D. Clayton REVIEWED BY. /mK
Plant Manager DATE “1I75/CP‘

commenTs.Neeo to \noese

Jpnc/jrb (sQy o ceptistier
CC: U.S. EPA Regional Office -IV -Atlanta, Ga. oa3a o 95
W. R. Donley K-1750
S.T. Smith K-1800




STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

October 25, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 868 026 148

Russell S. Vorpe
Environmental Department
Regulatory Compliance Section
Beazer East, Inc.

436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1822

Re: 1991 Financial Assurance
Koppers' Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007027543

Dear Mr. Vorpe:

This office has reviewed your letter of September 25, 1991, which
requested that Koppers' Industries, Inc. be granted a 90-day extension
concerning the required financial reporting needed for its Grenada,
Mississippi facility. State regulations require that this information
be provided no later than 90 days after the close of the corporation's
fiscal year. Beazer East, Inc. (formerly Koppers Company, Inc.) ended
its fiscal year on June 30, 1991, therefore, requiring that the updated
financial documentation be provided to the State no later than September
28, 1991.

It is the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality's position
that the granting of an extension can not and should not occur for the
following reasons. First, the Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management
Regulations (MHWMR) do not allow the MDEQ leeway to grant extensions in
regards to required financial assurance mechanisms. Secondly, MDEQ
feels strongly that the required financial assurance mechanisms serve
as the only financial recourse that the State could pursue if
necessary, and for this reason these mechanisms should never be allowed
to lapse. Koppers has been without adequate financial assurance for
post-closure cave since September 28, 1991. MDEQ finds this to be a
major violation of MHWMR 264.145.

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P. O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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Mr. Russell S. Vorpe
October 25, 1991
Page 2

We request that you respond to this apparent violation within five (5)
days of receipt of this letter. This response should contain either
(1) the current financial documentation necessary to maintain the
Financial Test of Beazer East, Inc. as the adequate financial
mechanism, or, (2) an alternative mechanism to be used by Koppers
during this interim period. MDEQ will review this information before
determining if further action including a penalty is warranted.
Section 17-17-29 of the Mississippi Code Annotated (Supp. 1989) allows
assessments of penalties not more than $25,000 per day per violation.
Failure to submit this information may result in enforcement action.

1f you have any gquestions, please contact me at (601) 961-5220.
Sincerely,

FILE COPY

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

DKP:1lfc

cc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA
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ot Office Box 68317 Woodward-Clyde Consultants

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70896
(504)751-1873
FAX (504) 753-3616

October 15, 1991

Mr. Steve Spangler

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Dear Mr. Spangler:

As a follow-up to our telephone conversation on October 9, 1991, I would like to review
some items we discussed in reference to the documents Woodward-Clyde Consultants
(WCC) has submitted on behalf of Koppers Industries, Inc. As you mentioned in our
telephone conversation, you will try to assign a person within a week to ten days after
October 9, 1991 to review the documents "BIF Regulations Precompliance Certification,"
"Part A Permit Application" and "Ash Disposal Procedures.” Since the BIF program is
under the jurisdiction of the U.S. EPA, the person that you will assign will be in contact
with the U.S. EPA during the review of the documents.

After the review of the documents is complete, Woodward-Clyde Consultants and
Koppers Industries, Inc. would like to meet with your staff to discuss your comments.
We would also like that appropriate Air Division Representative(s) attend the meeting
so that air permitting issues can also be discussed.

Please feel free to contact us at 504-751-1873 or Mr. Steve Smith at 412-227-2677 to
schedule a meeting at the earliest date possible.

Sincerely yours,

(Praye Cebispn ZMISICN OF S0LD WASTE

Anaxis G. Duhon EvIEWED By.DKE -

DATE U/Zl/‘i/

Dudley J. Deville, P. E. COMMENTS ELle Comy L
AGD:kdl ] ;
cc: Mr. Steve Smith, Koppers Industries - "

Mr. J. D. Clayton, Koppers Industries
Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham, USEPA

9IB432CB.LTR 1.&M7

Consulting Engineers, Geologists
and Environmental Scientists

Offices in Other Principal Cities




STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

October 7, 1991

Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch - USEPA

Region IV
345 Courtland Street, NE
Atlanta, Ga 30365

Re: Third Quarter Groundwater Results
Koppers Industries Grenada Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Scarbrough:

Enclosed please find the third quarter groundwater monitoring
results from Koppers Grenada, Mississippi facility.

Any dquestions or comments concerning this information can be
directed to me at (601) 961-5220.

Sincerely,

FILE COPY

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, PO BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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=' DEQ-CPC

Mr. David Pecock

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Bureau of Pollution Control

2830 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Mississippi 39204

RE: Inspection and Repair of
Monitoring Well R-6
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi
MSD007027543

D&M Job No. 18804-096-186
Dear Mr. Pecock:

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc., Dames & Moore is submitting this letter summary

regarding the inspection and repair of monitoring well R-6 at the above-captioned facility.

As noted in the Comprehensive Monitoring Evaluation (CME) report received from
the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) regarding the December 11,
1990, inspection, monitoring well R-6 was damaged. The damage to the well casing was

such that it prevented passage of the bailer down the well.

During the week of September 6, 1991, an experienced Dames & Moore
hydrogeologist evaluated the condition of monitoring well R-6. The damage to the well was
limited to a bend in the upper portion of the riser pipe; therefore, it was determined that

.\ 0

the well was capable of being repaired.
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Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Attention: Mr. David Pecock
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September 30, 1991

The well was repaired by implementing the following procedures:

° Remove the existing well pad, security casing and surficial grout;
o Cut the existing well casing approximately one-inch below the bend:
® Cut the bent section out of the riser pipe;

® Install a two-inch coupling on the existing well casing and replace the riser
pipe;

o Secure the two-inch coupling to the well casing and riser pipe using stainless
steel screws;

°® Replace the grout column around the well casing;

° Install the security casing and place fresh grout to a level one foot above
ground level inside of the security casing; and

o Replace the well pad with the surface sloping away from the well to prevent
run-on of surface water.

The integrity of the well was inspected on the day following its repair and was found
to be in good condition. Passage of the bailer was clear throughout the entire well depth,

thus allowing its continued use as a monitoring well.
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September 30, 1991

We trust that these procedures will meet with your approval. Should you have any
questions or comments regarding the repair of this well, please contact Mr. Jim Werling of
Beazer at (412) 227-2189.

Sincerely yours,

DAMES & MOORE
A Professional Limited Partnership

rey I. Jones
Project Hydrogeologist

e o O
Zia O, Tammami, P.G.

Manager, Gulf Geosciences &
Environmental Engineering Services

JTI/ZOT:sgt



Post Office Box 86317 WoodwaQClyde Consultants

Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70896
(504) 751-1873
FAX (504) 753-3616

September 26, 1991

Mr. Jerry Banks

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Mississippi 39204

NVIRONMENTAL,
DEPT. OF QEUALlTY A

Re:  Response to Comments from

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality

WCC File 91B432C-B
Dear Banks:
Woodward-Clyde Consultants (WCC) has prepared on behalf of Koppers Industries, Inc.
(Koppers) a response to the ietter submitted to Mr. J. D. Clayton on September S, 1991
in reference to the BIF Precompliance Certification. Our response to the above-
mentioned letter is as follows:
PART A
COMMENT:
1. Section XII, lines 3 and 4 -- What is the unit of measure (yd® or m%)?
Response: The unit of measure is yd®, which is coded as Y.
COMMENT:

2. Section XII, line 4 -- What is the unit of measure and number of units?

Response: The unit of measure is yd?, which is coded as Y, and the number of units
is 001.

COMMENT:

3. Section XII, line 2 -- The process design capacity is given as less than 1 acre
while the previous unit capacity is 0.75 acres. What is the exact process design
capacity?

Consulting Engineers, Geologists
and Environmental Scientists ‘A

Offices in Other Principal Cities
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Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
September 26, 1991
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Response;

The design capacity for the unit in line 2 will be submitted in the revised Part A.
COMMENT:

4, Section XII, line 5 -- How many drums, barrels, etc., are to be stored in this
unit?

Response;
Up to 640 drums.

COMMENT:

S. Section XIII -- The given treatment process design capacity is 800 lbs/hr;
however Form 2 of the certification indicates a waste feed of some 1900 Ibs/hr.
Please clarify.

Response: Koppers’ state air permit allows Koppers to burn creosote waste at a
rate of 800 pounds per hour. Form 2 of the precompliance certification
document shows the allowable emissions for metals, HCl, Cl, and
ash/PM based on the ambient level limits given in the BIF regulations,
site-specific air dispersion modeling, and estimated efficiencies. Koppers
intends to comply with its current air permit limits, even though higher
limits are permitted under the BIF regulations. A revised Part A form
will be submitted reflecting all of the above changes under a separate
cover.

PART B -- PRECOMPLIANCE CERTIFICATION

COMMENT:

1. Part 266.106(d)(1) states that compliance testing be done to determine the
emission rate of each metal.
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Response: As described in the "BIF Regulations Precompliance Certification," page
8, Koppers plans to conduct a trial burn to demonstrate DRE
compliance. The trial burn will also demonstrate compliance with the
allowable feed and emission rates.

Section 266.106 of the regulations describes the standards to control
metal emissions and Subsection (d)(1) specifically describes the
standards to control emissions using the Tier III approach. In this
subsection, the U. S. EPA refers to emissions testing as one of the steps
to verify that acceptable ambient levels are not exceeded. Although
Koppers has not conducted emissions testing for the certification of
compliance, the maximum allowable feed rates were "back-calculated”
using the Tier III acceptable ambient level concentrations published in
the BIF regulations. These calculations were based on best engineering
judgment, equipment efficiencies, partitioning factors, etc. According to
the calculations, the ambient level concentrations will not be exceeded
if the calculated feed rate limits are not exceeded. As mentioned
previously, Koppers intends to demonstrate compliance with the
acceptable ambient level concentrations by conducting a compliance test.

COMMENT:

2, Please provide a copy of the HCI stack test along with a justification that the
method used is valid when compared to the HCI method referenced in the BIF
regulations.

Response: A copy of the 1982 HCl stack test has been attached with this letter. In
addition, the method used was compared to the two most current
methods published in the Federal Register (July 17, 1991, pages 32728
and 32736, Methods 3.3.1 and 3.3.2). In the method used for the 1982
HCl stack test, only a caustic solution was used to collect
chloride/chlorine, instead of an acidic and then a caustic solution as is
currently required. Also, the impinger solution was 1 percent (wet)
sodium hydroxide, while currently it is required to be 0.1 N sodium
hydroxide. The chloride was analyzed with ion chromatography as
presently required by the U. S. EPA.
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A comparison of the 1982 HCI stack test it to the methods published
around that time indicates that the collection and analysis of the samples
were conducted in accordance with the techniques published in guidance
documents of that time. The documents reviewed were as follows:

Sampling and Analysis Methods for Hazardous Waste
Combustion, Arthur D. Little, February 1984, PB84-155845.

Guidance Manual for Hazardous Waste Incinerator Permits,
U.S. EPA, July 1983, PB84-100577.

Performance Evaluation of Full-Scale Hazardous Waste
Incinerators, Midwest Research Institute, November 1984,
PB85-129534,

Koppers has taken a conservative approach by using the 1982 HCl stack
data to calculate the efficiency of the boiler to destruct and/or remove
HCI. If the current technique for sampling and analysis would have
been used, the Cl,/Cl values may have been higher, since two impinger
solutions are currently required instead of one. Therefore, the current
method of sampling and analysis, which will be used during the
compliance test, should show a higher removal efficiency.

COMMENT:

3. Part 266.122(b) basically puts forth the staff’s opinion concerning a "closure" of
the boiler to allow the residues to be disposed of as non-hazardous waste. The
waste-feed mechanism, boiler, and all equipment coming in contact with the
hazardous waste and its residues must be decontaminated and proven that no
toxic constituents attributable to the hazardous waste are above health based
limits. This also applies to the residues. Since the hazardous waste burned is
a listed waste, the TC analysis is useless for a "closure" type procedure.

Response: Koppers will address the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality’s (MDEQ) concerns about the analysis of toxic constituents
attributable to the hazardous waste instead of the TC analysis. Koppers
proposes to meet with the MDEQ prior to making revisions in the "Ash
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Disposal Procedures" document to develop a mutually acceptable
procedure.
PART C -- OTHER
COMMENT:
1. What type sampling and analysis plan will be instituted to assure that H(], Cl,
and metal feed rates do not exceed the allowable? Section 265.13 requires a

written waste analysis plan that must be submitted to the Office of Pollution
Control for review and concurrence.

Response: A draft copy of the sampling and analysis plan will be provided to the
MDEQ prior to our meeting.

COMMENT:

2. Provide documentation of compliance with interim status requirements of
266.103(a)(4); specifically,

(a) waste analysis plan
(b) security

() general inspection requirements

(d) personnel training

(e) preparedness and prevention "plan"

® contingency plan and emergency procedures

(2) manifesting, record keeping and reporting

(h) closure cost estimate

@) financial assurance for closure

G) financial responsibility for bodily injury and property damage to third
parties by accidents

(k) air emission standards for equipment leaks
4y use and management of containers
Response: Documentation describing procedures to fulfill requirements for the

items described above will be completed prior to resuming burning of
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hazardous waste and copies will be provided to your offices for your
information.

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
COMMENT:

3. Provide a closure plan by February 21, 1992.
Response: A closure plan will be submitted by February 21, 1992,

Koppers and WCC would like to schedule a joint meeting with your office and the
MDEQ?s air pollution office to discuss implementation of the waste burning program.
We would like to resolve any potential areas of conflict before such occasions arrive.
Please call us at 504-751-1873 or Steve Smith at 412-227-2677 to arrange time, place and
date for a meeting. The meeting can be either at the Koppers, Grenada Plant or at your
office.

Very truly yours,
Anaxis G. Duhon

L3

VAN
Dudley J. Deville, P. E.

AGD:jc
cc: Mr. Stephen Smith, Koppers Industries, Inc.

Mr. J. D. Clayton, Koppers Industries, Inc.
Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

91B432CB/RSP432.LTR LM6



KOPPERS COMPANY, INC.
GRENADA, MS *
BOILER STACK TESTS
WITH SLUDGES MIXED IN FUEL

EEEIVE
SEP 27199

- D ENVIRONMENTAL,
DEPT. OF GUALITY

D

Prepared by:

—

sl

John T. Kane, Jr.

Air Quality Engineering
Environmental Resources
Koppers Company, Inc.
August 4, 1982



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
N ErOGUCE 0N « et e e eeseneaenneansnenonnsnnsesnnennennns Ceeeieenaes 1
ReQUTAtIONS. et eeeereeeeernencnesesacseseacssnssacsssssesoancannnas 2
Process Description...ceeveeeeeeennenns 4 eteeecaeeretennneceeenanaan 2
TeSt ProceduresS. e eeeereeecsrcecaricensoaaossscassacceceasonnnnneses 3
RESUT DS . iettiiereeneaeaesesosaccsasaasocscnncessnssosconnncnnananas 5
CONCTUSTONS .. et ieeeeaecreransencnasssesasasescscaccsassoncanacsnasses 7
Figure 1 - Temperature ReadingS..iecieeeiereeareeeenecnenencnncnnas 9
Table 1 - Creosote Sludge Tests...iiieiieeniereecnceeeeannennnnans 10
Table 2 - Penta-In-07] TestsSeeeeiiiiiiiineeieneeceeennenenneneannns 12
Appendix A _
Field Data Sheets ) -
Penta-In-0il Tests .
100 1b/hr GR-BS-19. ..t iiirieiinnnesccnaaann. eseensed A A-1
BR-BS=T8. s e urneenrnnnereesrannnn. . A-2
BR-BS=T7. it tiiitiiiieereineocancoansoncensaseaansnnnnss A-3
250 Tb/hr GR-BS-16..ccetuteantecercnsesscsscesnsscsacnaancacanns «.A-4
BR-BS-15. . i tiieeneresncenoasosssocesasocasansaconcnans ».A-5
] T P -
400 1b/hr GR-BS=T13. . ititeuneeeeransecensonacasnceceescnscacncncnnns A-7
' ] 38T I A-8
' GR-BS-11....ccvvuusnnn fh e eteccrisasescactesacaceanenenns A-9
Creosote Tests
100 1b/hr GR-BS=10..ciuiuieieenneceransoconasecscaoacacacacoannnes A-10
BR-BS-0. i iiittereerntereenoesnssocasssncaconoceassananns A-11
BR-BS=8. i iiiieiieiirerennncescnoenocosocssannecncannnnas A-12
250 Tb/hr GR=BS=7.ueueeeeenceoecacancscosscasaonoconsansasosonnnes A-13
6] - T A-14



@ @,

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

Page
400 1b/hr GR-BS=4.. ...ttt ueeerreerscscaansasoasacansaaancannnaas A-16
BR=BS=3.icitreirteeercnesacassscsccsacacacccscacananannns A-17
BR=BS-=2..tiiticiieeenaesecsacascasacsoccacacsosnanasans A-18
Background Test
BR=BS-T it eiertieiienescnecsoasscacacscccanccnnsannannnans A-20
Computer Printout-Test Results
Background Test '
BR-BS=Tiiiiinierinennossocseccssccasscoccaacsccananannns A-22
100 1b/hr GR-BS-2. i itirieinneeenoencesenacssescsacacscascasnnanes A-26
BR=BS-=3..ciutetetuaueoeeresosenccsusancscosanccscocconans A-30
0] T A-34
250 Tb/hr GR=BS-5..iviiicriinrrincoanccnnanns sreesesscesicnaaraans A-38
_ 6] - A-42
BR-BS-7. it iiiiteitiieetacnsosstansasacsseancacacansannns A-46
400 Tb/hr GR-BS-8....ciuiiicrricnoannoreasancacnneanans D A-50
GR-BS-9......... e e eassecececeaeseteasteceatentoneannans A-54
BR-BS-10. .t iiiiiieeieeennsnnsaneacaosacsoancecansanannans A-58
Penta-In-0i1 Tests
100 1b/hr GR-BS-T1...tiieieiriineneeeasnensseaacsoaccsceaansneenna A-62
O] 2 S A-66
BR-BS=T3 i it iiiittiieserecsnccacceacnosncsssnnacenncnann A-70
250 Tb/hr GR-BS-T4. . ..t eiiieniuencncncanussoceoconsacosacccanananns A-74
. T 1 A-78
BR-BS=T6. .t vuieieenereeeccocnsscnncansaasssccsseannannnena A-82
400 1b/hr GR-BS=17. . iueuieiceroeenosesasssconnsssoscsancsaancnnnnns A-86
BR-BS-T8. e ttiinerenncacnesessanosssssssascancaeancnansnn A-90
GR=BS-19. . iiiiiiiiieeerensecssssenssanscsnossacsnannnnes A-94
Appendix B
Grenada Boiler Plant Permit....ciciiiiiiiiiiiiiieierenennennnnnnnnne B-1
Federal Guidelines on Incinerator EMisSionS.....eevivrieiiennnnnnnns B-7

Federal Register Vol. 46 MNo. 15 1/23/81
40 CFR Parts 122, 264, and 265



@ @,

TABLE OF CONTENTS (Cont.)

Page

Amendments to Incinerator Guidelines......ceveeceeeececnnnccencennes B-19

Federal Register Vol. 47 No. 122 6/24/82

40 CFR Parts 122 and 264
Appendix C - Chemical Analysis
Creosote Sludge AnalysSiS..c.ceeereeceneceencecaceccncnnccascasasaanns c-1
Creosote Tests POHC Catch AnalysSiS..cceevececerecansosececanecccanns c-2
Penta Tests Chlorine Catch AnalysSiS...ceiceeeceosnccncececncssnsnanns C-4
Penta Tests Chloride Catch Analysis......ccccvevvuicnineniennnnnsn. C-5
Penta Tests Ash and Flyash C1 AnalysSiS.ceceeeeiieneececnsncecnaconns C-6
Penta Tests Penta, OCDD, and HCDD Catch Analysis.........ccvvuennnn. c-7
Appendix D - Steam Charts
=20 < D-1
MEY 1. v e eeeeeeeeenennanneeeesannnnnnnnneeans o e D-2~
MY 20, e ccinerieeanennereiientensenatentantectioiotntininsaneacans D-3



ACK TESTS
WITH SLUDGES MIXED IN FUEL

Introduction

During the week of May 17, 1982, studies were undertaken to examine the
effect of disposal of wood-treating sludges utilizing thermal destruction
in the existing plant boiler. The facility at which these diagnostic tests
were undertaken is the the Grenada, Mississippi, tie plant. Sludges which
were burned were penta-in-oil sludge and creosote sludge. These sludges
are generated by pressure treating wood with these materials. The sludges
were burned with the primary boiler fuel which is wood chips. -

The tests were conducted by Koppers Air Quality Engineering. State of Mis-
sissippi Bureau of Pollution Control official, Dan McLeod, viewed the test-

ing, which was allowed becaugé of a source permit modification granted by

the Bureau.

Destruction and removal efficiency of the thermal destruction process were
determined by stack gas measurement of primary organic hazardous -constituents

found in each sludge. Effectiveness of this disposal process met the criteria
established by Federal guidelines for the opefation of incinerators.

No regulation exists for this source covering the parameters.examined, other
than particulate and visible emissions. However, the compliance of this
source with the strict incinerator guidelines shows Koppers' desire to meet
with a disposal problem in a safe way, utilizing the intent of resource

conservation and recovery.
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Regulations

Source emissions for the tie plant boiler are regulated by conditions set
forth in the Permit to Operate Air Emissions Equipment as issued by the

State of Mississippi, Department of Natural Resources. The permit was
originally issued December 11, 1979, and modified May 11, 1982, to allow

the test burning of waste materials as additives to the wood fuel. Emissions,
as limited by the modified permit, are 0.3 grains/DSCF and opacity limit of
no greater than 40%.

A condition added to the emissions 1limits is the determination of various
parameters of the stack gas as indicated in the Federal guidelines for
hazardous waste disposal through incineration. These guidelines require

the measurement of the destruction and removal efficiency (DRE) for the
primary organic hazardous constituents (POHCs).- The desired DRE is 99.799%

of each POHC through the thermal destruction unit and flue gas cleanup équip-
ment. Also regulated by these guidelines is the emission,of hydrogen chloride
(HC1). Current regulation (June 24, 1982) requires removal of HC1 from
stack gas to less than 4 1b/hr, or to an efficiency where one percent of

the HC1 in the inlet stream is not removed, whichever is more on a mass
basis.

Particulate emissions are also regulated in the Federal document. However,
the source permit granted by the State overrides this guideline. The Federal
guidelines, as they appear in the Federal Register, are -included in Appendix

B along with the source permit. The use of the Federal incinerator guidelines
for a boiler is done because of a lack of any other guidance.

Process Description

The facility at which the test burns were conducted is the indirect fired
steam generator at the Grenada tie plant. The boiler is a cogeneration
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unit providing both the steam and electrical needs for the production facility.
The unit is fired with bark (wood waste) as the primary fuel. Process sludges
were mixed with the bark on the fuel feed conveying system. The sludges
consisted of materials cleaned from the botiom of wood treating cylinders

and is classified under two categories according to process. The first
category is creosote sludge waste generated from pressure treating wood

with creosote. The second waste is from treating cylinders where wood is
pressure treated with pentachlorophenol in oil. |

Boiler loadings for the sludge burning conditions were as follows:

Creosote (1b/hr) Steam Load (1b/hr)
100 24,000
250 26,000 N
. 400 26,000"

Penta in 0il1 (1b/hr) Steam Load (1b/hr) B

sb

100 22,000
250 20,000
400 16,000

These numbers represent an estimate of the hourly production rate taken
from the steam tables included in Appendix D. -

Test Procedures

The number of tests run for the combustion evaluation was greatly expanded
because of an interpretation by State officials of test procedures submitted
by this department. This interpretation meant three tests would be performed
for each sludge firing condition, instead of the intended one test. The
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following is a discussion of the procedures used for the necessary determina-
tions of parameters for each sludge. '

A. Creosote sludge: Creosote waste from the treating cylinders
was added at rates of 100, 250, and 400 1b/hr. Sludge was
added for a period of one-half hour prior to any testing.
Under each condition, three tests were run to determine the
amount of POHC in the stack gas. This determination was done
by condensing and absorbing the POHC in the impinger catch of
the sampling train. No particulate removal apparatus was
provided in the sampling train. The actual sampling train
was a modified EPA method 5 train with the cyclone and filter
excluded. EPA methods 1 through 4 were followed to determine
sampling points, and stack gas velocity, moisture content and

”~ -

fixed gas concentration.

Creosote POHC content of the probe wash and impipger catch

and rinses was extracted with methylene chloride and concen- *
trated to a suitable volume for analysis by liquid injection
gas chromatography. The results of this procedure showed the
18 organic compounds usually associated with creosote to -be
less than detectable. A more elaborate analytical procedure
was undertaken. This method involved use of high-pressure
1iquid chromatography, which would increase the sensitivity

by two decimal places. However, this method looks for only
naphthalene, acenaphthene, fluorene, phenanthrene, fluoranthrene,
pyrene, and chrysene. The other 1l creosote components cannot
be analyzed for under this determination.

B. Penta-in-0il sludge: Penta-in-0il sludge was added to the
bark fuel in 100, 250, and 400 1b/hr increments. Again, the
sludge for each increment was added one-half hour prior to
any stack tests. EPA methods 1 through 4 were utilized to
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determine sampling points, stack gas velocity, and stack gas
moisture and fixed gases contents. Further modifications of
the sampling train used in the creosote tests were required

to insure the collection of the pentachlorophenol, the dioxin
impurities found in technical penta, and chloride and ch]oriné
in the stack gas. One modification was the addition of a

glass canister which supports a porous polymer resin (XAD-2).
The sampled gas stream passed through this resin before being
processed through the desiccant. In order to facilitate the
operation of the resin canister, particulate removal equipment
(filter and cyclone) was used in the hot box, as particulate
tends to blind the resin support.' Also, the solutions in the
first and second impingers were aqueous 0.1 N sodium hydroxide
solutions. This solution was used to absorb gaseous chloride
and chlorine as well as condense POHCs. The probe and glass- --
ware used during a given test were ringed with benzene. The
filter, impinger catch and XAD resin were extracted with benzefie.
The extracts and rinse were combined and condenééd for the 7
gas chromatographicwork. The aqueous solution was analyzed
for inorganic chloride and free chlorine.

Samples of the fly ash and boiler ash were taken to allow a
material balance to be performed cn the chloride.

Results

Summation of results of the test burns are contained in Tables 1 and 2.
Teble 1 contains the results of the creosote burns. The destruction and
removal efficiencies (DRE) of seven hydrocarbons comprising 57% by weight
of the creosote components identified in the sludge feed are listed in this
table. A1l but two DREs are better than the 99.99% efficiency level, as
listed in the Federal incinerator regulations. The two DREs which do not
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make the required level are fractionally lower (99.988% for acenaphthene
and 99.989% for pyrene; 100 1b/hr test) than the desired destruction and
removal limits. Although these DRE's are essentially 99.99%, the reason
for the slightly lower level could be the small amount of these components
introduced by the sludge addition. The actual destruction and removal of
these components through thermal destruction is not difficult as seen in
the corrsponding DREs in the 250 and 400 1b/hr results. The DREs at these
increased loadings are all over 99.99%.

Test results were not -adjusted for background levels of creosote components
produced through the combustion of wood. The production of polynuclear
aromatic hydrocarbons through thermal destruction fossil fuels, wood and
municipal waste is widely pub]icized.l’2 R. Clement and W. Karasek in their
work indicate the association of the highest concentration of PAH in the
smallest sized particles. Therefore, it is reasonable to find backgrouﬁd
levels of creosote components in the stack gas. - Actual emissions were rot
correctad for background to allow the DRE to be an absolute calculation in

-
£

regards to the mass loading of a POHC being emitted.

The calculation for the removal of pentachlorphenol produced equally satis-
factory DREs. All three feed loading rates resulted in a DRE of greater
than 99.99%. Emissions of dioxins, OCDD and HCDD were extremely low. HCDD
was not detectd in any test. OCDD was detected, resulting in DREs less
than 99.99%, but better than 99.5% for 250 1b/hr and 400 1b/hr feed rates.
The maximum emission rate detected for any test was 6.4 x 10-5 1b/hr or
about 0.6 1b/yr.

1IR. E. Clement an F. W. Karasek, "Distribution of Organic Compounds on Size-
Fractionated Municipal Incinerator Fly-Ash Particles," Journal of Chromato-
graphy, 234 (1982) 395-405.

2Mark A. Golembiewski, "Environmental Assessment of a Waste-To-Energy Process:
Burlington Electric's Wood and 041 Co-Fired Boiler," National Technical
Information Service, EPA-600/7-80-148, August 1930.
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Hydrogen chloride (HC1) was detected in small quantities. The highest emis-
sion rate was less than 0.2 1b/hr, which is below the 4 1b/hr emission level
which would trigger the need to control these emissions as noted in the
Federal incinerator guidelines. No free chlorine was detected. The detec-
tion 1imit corresponded to less than 0.001 1b/hr Cl3.

An attempt was made to perform a chloride balance around boiler operation.
Samples were taken of the boiler ash and the fly ash for chloride analysis.
Also, as already noted, the chloride content of the stack gas was measured.
Summation of the chloride in these outlet streams measured 2.97 1b/hr Cl.

A breakdown of this summation shows an average of 0.2 1b/hr C1 as gaseous
HC1. The remainder (2.57 1b/hr) is in solid form in either the fly ash or
the boiler ash. The boiler feed during the time for which these results
were compiled contained about 4 1b/hr Cl. - -

Calculations of the informatijon for the creosote and penia tests are iricluded
in Appendix A. Analytical results ere enclosed in Appendix C. -

Other data obtained during the testing were temperatures of various loca-
tions throughout the boiler. Figure 1 locates these points and lists the
average temperature obtained for each point.

Conclusions

As indicated by the results of this study, thermal destruction of the penta-
in-0i1 and creosote sludges is a viable means of disposal. The process
allows the plant to recover the heating values of the sludges while realiz-
ing an operationg cost decrease due to the lack of the present land disposal
costs. Also, the maximum amount of sludge which could be burned at any one
time does not seem apparent by the tests. This limit will have to be set

by Mississippi Bureau of Pollution Control.
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The stack emissions are in compliance with the State issued permit as modi-
fied for the study. Also, as required in the permit, the source passed
tests which outline the scope of emissions control as indicated in the
Federal guidelines for thermal destruction of sludges by incineration.

g

Al
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TABLE 2-
KOPPERS COMPANY, INC. 12
5 GRENADA, MS
BOILER STACK EMISSIONS TESTS
WITH SLUDGES MIXED IN FUEL
PENTA IN OIL T;§T§J;ﬁij:_
TR e
Test Pentachloro- Hydrogen
- Conditions phenol 0CDD HCDD Chloride | Chlorine
I. 100 1b/hr Sludge
Components:
In (1b/hr) 1.55 0.0034 0.0015 |1.0% 0.0
Qut:
GR-8S-11 (1b/hr) 0.000099 |<1x10”° |<1x107% |0.044 | <0.001
GR-BS-12 (1b/hr) 0.000042 |<1x10"° |<1x107% | 0.06 <0.001
GR-BS-13 (1b/hr) 0.000037 |<1x10°® |<1x107°® | 0.096 | <0.001
Average (1b/hr) 0.000059 |<1x10=° |<1x107® | 0.067 | <0.001
Removal Efficiency (%) | 99.996 >99.99 >99.99 - -
I1I. 250 1b/hr Sludge
Componenits In (1b/hr) 3.9 0.00842 0.0038 | 2.5% ~0.0
Out : .
GR-BS-14 (1b/hr) 0.000058 0.000042 <Ix10, ® | 0.043 | <0.001
GR-BS-15 (1b/hr) 0.000241 0.00003 |<1x10"° |0.101 [7<0.00
GR-BS-16 (1b/hr) © 0.000192  |°0.000025 | <1x10"° ]0.207 | <0.001
Average (1b/hr) _ 0.000164 | 0.000032 <1x10"° 1 0.117 | <0.001
Removal Efficiency (%) | 99.996 ~ "~~|-99.62  |>99.99 - -
III. 400 1b/hr Sludge
Components:
In (1b/hr) 6.2 0.0136 0.006 |4.0° 0.0
Out
" GR-BS-17 (1b/hr) 0.000366 | 0.000064 |<1x10~* | 0.087 | <0.001
GR-BS-18 (1b/hr) 0.000140 |<1x10-% |<1x10-® | 0.316 | <0.001
GR-BS-19 (1b/hr) 0.000045 |<1x10°% |<1x10-° [0.181 | <0.001
Average (1b/hr) 0.000183 0.000021 |<1x10-® | 0.195 | <0.001
Removal Efficiency (%) | 99.997 99.85 >99.99 - -

1Based upon calculation of chloride contents of penta.
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P 736 720 142
Certified Mail
Return Receipt Requested

DEPARTMENT OP September 25, 1991
i . )KP,_,_M-.,_., : Executive Director
- - 10//o Mississippi Department of Natural
'“l”[244%A s Resources o

Respored w/ [eftee, *

_ﬂ_‘b‘"{f._t&CMwb would b‘_g@‘m{‘& Re: 1991 Financial Assurance

Jackson, Mississippi 39209

SENT_CQP)Z‘_Q_E% P. O. Box 10385
e

1623 /9
Dear Sir or Madam:

As you know, Beazer East, Inc. is required to submit revised
financial assurance information to you not later than ninety (90)
days from the end of Beazer's fiscal year, which ended on June 30,
1991. That means that current information is due on or before
September 28, 1991. In the past, an audited balance sheet and
notes thereto ("the financial statement") from Beazer East, Inc.
has represented proof that Beazer is financially able to perform
the necessary and required environmental tasks.

This year, on September 16, 1991, as you may have read in the
financial pages of the newspaper, it was announced that Hanson PLC,
a corporation headquartered in the United Kingdom, and with
substantial assets and operations within the United States,
announced its intention to acquire 100 % of the outstanding capital
shares of stock of Beazer PLC, the ultimate parent company of
Beazer East, Inc. Although that transaction has yet to come to
fruition, certain events upon which our independant Certified
Public Accountants were relying in order to give their opinion may
not occur if the acquisition is completed. Similarly, other
events, such as the acquisition itself, which have not been taken
into consideration by the Accountants may occur. Therefore, Beazer
will not presently be able to provide you with an audited financial
statement which accurately and completely reflects these
circumstances on or before September 28, 1991. Please rest assured
that Beazer is doing everything possible to see that you receive
the necessary information as soon as possible. Beazer is therefore
requesting an extension of time within which to submit the audited
financial statement, for a period of time not to exceed ninety (90)
days from September 28, 1991.



September 25, 1991

Executive Director

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

P. O. Box 10385

Jackson, Mississippi 39209

Re: 1991 Financial Assurance

Page 2

Your patience in this matter is much appreciated. As always, if
you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely yours,

Russell S. Vorpe
Environmental Department
Regulatory Compliance Section



Ei':‘f%ﬁ:%éf’;%m mCSS WoodwaQCIyde Consuit:
Baton ouge, Louisiang
73

(504) 751-18
FAX (504 1753-3616

September 13, 1991

RECE

IVED
Sk 1 61997

Ms, Elizabeth Ketcham

U. S. Epa and Region v

RCRA ang Federa] Facilities Branch
2nd Floor

345 Courtland Street

Atlanta, Georgia 30365

Dogy, of ﬁnvnc:m .
ML LT J
Bureay of Pillupion Cogrr‘;lm

Re: Koppers Industrieg, Inc.
Tie Piant, Mississippi
Public Notice
File 91B432¢

Dear Ms, Ketcham:

Enclosed Please find 5 €Opy of the public notice as jt appeared in Tie Plant’s Ioca]
newspaper and proof of publication signed by the Dewspaper editor, This public notice
Was published tq comply with the requirements of the Boiler and Industrig] Furnace

IF) regulations, Qp August 20, 1991, Woodward-CIyde Consultants had includeq a
Copy of this publjc notice in the BIF Precompliance Certification Submitted to the U. s.
EPA Region IV op behalf of Koppers Industries,

Very truly yours,
DudIey J. Deville, P, E.

Anaxis G, Duhon

AGD:wy
Enclosure

ce: Jerry Banks, Mississippi Bureay of Pollutjon Control (enclosure)
J. D, Clayton, Koppers Industries
Stephen Smit , Koppers Industries

91B432CB.LTR LMs

Consulting Engineers, Geologists
and Environmental Scientists

Offices in Other Principal Cities
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

September 5, 1991

Mr. J. D. Clayton, Plant Manager
Koppers Industries, Inc.

P. O. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Re: BIF Precompliance Certification

Dear Mr. Clayton:

The following comments on the BIF Precompliance Certification and Part
A submittal require correction and/or clarification:

(A) Part A:
(1) Section XII, Lines 3 and 4 - What is the unit of measure
(ya® or m?)?

(2) 8Section XII, Line 4 - What is the unit of measure and
number of unitg?

(3) Section XII, Line 2 - The process design capacity is
given as less than 1 acre while
the previous unit capacity is 0.75
acres. What is the exact pProcess
design capacity?

(4) Section XII, Line 5 - How many drums, barrells, etc. are
to be stored in this unit?

(5) Section XIII - The given treatment pProcess design
capacity is 800 lbs/hour; however, Form 2
of the certification indicates a waste
feed of some 1900 lbs/hour! Please
clarify.

(B) Precompliance Certification:
(1) Part 266.106(d) (1) states that compliance testing be

done to determine the emission rate
of each metal.

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, PO BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS$ 39289-0385, (607) 961-5171
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Mr. J. D. Clayton

September 5,
Page 2

(2)

(3)

1991

Please provide a copy of the HCL stack test along with a
justification that the method used is valid when
compared to the HCL method referenced in the BIF
Regulations.

Part 266.122(b) basically puts forth the staff's opinion
concerning a '"closure" of the boiler to allow the
residues to be disposed of as non-hazardous waste. The
waste-feed mechanism, boiler, and all equipment coming
in contact with the hazardous waste and its residues
must be decontaminated and proven that no toxic
constituents attributable to the hazardous waste remain
at concentrations higher than found when burning
non-hazardous waste or that no toxic constituents
attributable to the hazardous waste are above health
based limits. This also applies to the residues. Since
the hazardous waste burned is a listed waste, the TC
analysis is useless for a "closure" type procedure.

(C) Other:

(1)

(2)

(3)

What type sampling and analysis plan will be instituted
to assure that HCL, Cl., and metal feed rates do not
exceed the allowable? section 265.13 requires a written
waste analysis plan that must be submitted to the Office
of Pollution Control for review and concurrence.

Provide documentation of compliance with interim status
requirements of 266.103(a)(4); specifically,

(a) waste analysis plan

(b) security

(c) general inspection requirements

(d) personnel training

(e) preparedness and prevention "plan"

(f) contingency plan & emergency procedures

(g) manifesting, record keeping, and reporting

(h) closure cost estimate

(1) financial assurance for closure

(j) financial responsibility for bodily injury and

property damage to third parties by accidents.
(k) air emission standards for equipment leaks
(1) use & management of containers

Provide a closure plan by February 21, 1992.




Mr. J. D. Clayton
September 5, 1991
Page 3

Please provide a written response by September 27, 1991, If you have
any questions please advise.
Sincerely,

[l

erry B. Banks - i
Hazardous Waste Division

JBB:1lfc
cc: Beth Antley, EPA

Steve Smith, Koppers Industries, Inc.
Dudley J. Deville, P.E.




August 30, 1991 et B e Oy

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT
REQUESTED

Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Waste Management Division

U.S. EPA - Region IV

345 Courtland Street, N.E.

Atlanta, Georgia 30365

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Tie Plant, Mississippi
EPA I.D.# MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Scarbrough:

As explained in a phone conversation between myself and Ms. Pat
Anderson of your office on August 21, 1991, Beazer East, Inc.
(BEI) continues to experience difficulties in obtaining legal
access to property owned by Mr. Wayne E. Carlin of Stryker, oOhio.
Mr. Carlin owns property in Tie Plant, Mississippi, adjacent to
Koppers Industries, Inc.'s wood treating plant. Access to this
property is needed to fulfill the requirements of the approved
RFI Work Plan submitted pursuant to the RCRA permit for the
above-mentioned site. At the present time, BEI anticipates
completing all onsite work by September 11, 1991, which is the
projected date for completion of field work as per the work plan
schedule. The inability to obtain access from Mr. Carlin will
prevent BEI from installing and sampling five offsite monitoring
wells by this date.

BEI has diligently attempted to resolve the access problem since
the initial access agreement was forwarded to Mr. carlin in 1989.
On April 8, 1991, a revised access agreement addressing Mr.
Carlin's initial concerns was forwarded. No response was
received, and on June 7, 1991, BEI notified your office by letter
of our previous efforts and continuing problems with access
negotiations. Since that time, we have, through correspondence,
engaged in several discussions with Mr. Carlin's attorney and
have been unable to come to terms on several issues (see
attached). This letter formalizes BEI's declaration of force
majeure effecting the offsite work specified in the work plan.

In addition, BEI will not be able to meet the submittal date for
the RFI report unless information from these wells is omitted.
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Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief
August 30, 1991
Page 2

Unless we hear otherwise from you, BEI will push forward with
remaining field work and sample analysis per the work plan
schedule, with the intention of preparing an RFI report without
the offsite data. The access problem constitutes an ongoing
force majeure event. BEI will notify you in writing when the
force majeure event is over and submit a new schedule for
completion of the offsite field work on Mr. Carlin's property.

Please call if you have any questions.

Very truly yours,

ML ' MWWQA '

Werling, Jr.
Program Manager - Environmental Services

JAW/dlk
Enclosures

cc: J. Mark Hansen
R. G. Hamilton
J. D. Clayton (KII-Grenada)
J. Batchelder (KII)
P. Anderson (EPA)
D. Peacock (MSDNR)
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430 FAX: 412 227-2042

LAW DEPARTMENT

Jill M. Blundon
General Counsel August 14, 1991
Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll

Mary Dombrowski Wright VIA FACSIMILE
Billie Schrecker Nolan

William F. Giarla

Mary C. Fairley

J. Mark Hansen John S. Shaffer, Esquire

Donna J. Morris Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506-1691

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

I am in receipt of your correspondence of August 14,; 1991.
Quite frankly, Beazer is disappointed in Mr. Carlin's response.
As I have explained, we desire only your permission to enter
upon the property for a very limited purpose. Other than the
installation and maintenance of monitoring wells, Beazer has no
other reason to cross the boundary line. And Beazer certainly
has no business need to purchase Mr. Carlin's property. We
thought that 1in the interest of doing the correct and
responsible thing, i.e. the environmental investigation and
possible remediation of an old industrial site, Mr. Carlin would
gladly cooperate. Apparently that is not the case.

Because of the failure to obtain access from Mr. Carlin,
portions of the RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) cannot be
completed, and Beazer has been forced to declare a force majeure
event, meaning that Beazer has notified the regulating agencies
that it cannot comply with the schedules contained in the RFI
Work Plan. Unless we hear from you immediately concerning Mr.
Carlin's willingness to enter into an access agreement, Beazer
will formally ©request that Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality and/or USEPA implement their statutory
authority to gain access to Mr. Carlin's property.

I look forward to hearing from you. If you have questions or
comments please do not hesitate to call me.

JJ Mark ns

cc: James Werling, ﬁéﬁéir East, Inc.

Dave Peacock, MDEQ
James Scarborough, USEPA Region IV

Writer's Direct Dial Number




BEAZER EAST, INC,, 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430  FAX: 412 227-2042

LAW DEPARTMENT

ill M. Blund

. Gener:lncgl?nsel July 31, 1991
Thomas Burg\.!nder

it VIA FACSIMILE

Mary Dombrowski Wright
Billie Schrecker Nolan
William F. Giarla

Mary C. Fairley John S. Shaffer, Esquire
). Mark Hansen Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Donna ). Morris Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets

Bryan, Ohio 43506-1691

RE: Wayne E. and Lucille Carlin
Grenada, Mississippi Property

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

I am in receipt of your correspondence dated July 31, 1991. You
are correct in your assertion that I did not receive, for
whatever reason, your prior letter. The purpose of this letter
is to respond to your comments, and to propose some additional
points.

First, I will address your comments describing the instrument
as an easement. As you know the owner of an easement to real
property possesses an "ownership" interest in the real property
itself. Hence, the creation of an easement interest is usually
(though not always) accomplished through a written instrument
which is duly recorded, and supported by more than nominal
consideration. Beazer has no ownership interest in Mr. carlin's
property and desires none. We are instead looking for a
permissive use of his property (the installation of wells),
along with the ability to enter upon his property, with Mr.
Carlin's prior consent, for the sole purpose of maintaining and
servicing same in accordance with work plans which have been
approved by the regulating authorities, or are otherwise
required by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
or other applicable federal or state statutes and/or
regulations. While I do not purport to practice real property
law, it seems that the permission that Beazer desires is more
in the form of a license than an easement. I would very much
appreciate your thoughts on the matter.

Second, as to the possibility of Mr. Carlin taking samples and
having those samples tested independently, I will respond as
follows. I am assuming that you are referring to groundwater
samples, not soil samples, because Beazer's work plan does not

Writer's Direct Dial Number
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John S. Shaffer, Esquire
July 31, 1991
2.

anticipate or propose soil sampling on Mr. Carlin's property.
Anytime that Beazer conducts a sampling event, both EPA and Mr.
Carlin have the right to take "split samples," meaning samples
taken from the same water drawn from the wells. These samples
can be evaluated independently if desired. Beazer will not,
however, reimburse or otherwise pay for the costs associated
with the independent analysis. There are more than enough
safequards built into the system established in the agency-
approved work plan to ensure that honest and technically correct
results are derived. First, the installation of the wells
themselves is subject to exacting engineering specifications and
EPA oversight, as is the procedures for extracting samples from
those wells. Second, the laboratories which analyze the samples
must be approved in advance by EPA, nmust follow exactly certain
protocols in the analysis of samples, and must adhere rigidly
to EPA approved Quality Assurance/Quality Control procedures.
Finally, both Beazer and the laboratory must certify that proper
procedures were followed in the extraction, handling and
analysis of the samples. Providing EPA with altered or
fraudulent sampling information will subject the offending party
to stiff civil penalties and/or criminal prosecution.

As to the scope of information which Mr. Carlin desires to have
forwarded to him, Beazer will agree to provide him with each and
every document which, according to RCRA must be made available
for public inspection. These documents are currently held in
a public repository at the Grenada Public Library. Beazer is
willing, however, to forward a copy of such documents, as they
become available, to Mr. Carlin.

Finally, I will address your request for a date certain for the
termination of the agreement. Normally it is impossible to
estimate the duration of an environmental investigation and
remediation, if needed. However, in the spirit of compromise
Beazer is willing to agree to terminate to agreement at such
time that the monitoring wells and other exploratory borings are
no longer needed, or upon the expiration of 15 years, whichever
occurs first.

Beazer is under intense pressure from the Mississippi Department
of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) and EPA to obtain access from
Mr. Carlin. In fact, if agreement is not reached in the very
near future, the regulatory agencies may use their statutory
powers to obtain access from Mr. Carlin. Such an eventuality
causes Beazer problems from a scheduling standpoint, and would
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John S. Shaffer, Esquire
July 31, 1991
3.

probably not be a pleasant experience for Mr. Carlin.  Because
it is in both our interests to proceed expeditiously with the
environmental work at the Grenada site, I urge Mr. Carlin to act

promptly to execute our access agreement so that Beazer may get
on with its work.

I look forward to hearing from you. Please do not hesitate to
call me with questions or comments.

N

| Mark Hansen

Sincgerely

cc: James Werling




August 22, 1991

Mr. David Pentecost

State of Mississippi

Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division

P.O. Box 10386

Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Re: Comprehensive Groundwater
Monitoring Inspection
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Pentecost:

In July 1991, Beazer East, Inc. received a Comprehensive
Monitoring Evaluation (CME) report from the Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality (MSDEQ) related to an
inspection conducted on December 11, 1990, at the above-
referenced facility. No violations were observed during the
inspection. However, two issues were addressed in the cover
letter accompanying the CME report, and Beazer offers the
following response:

1) On the date of the inspection, monitoring well R-6 was
noted to be damaged. MSDEQ has indicated that the well
should be properly plugged and abandoned to Prevent
possible migration of contaminants to the groundwater.
Preliminary assessment of the damage to the well
iwA%~2ta= that repairs to the well may be possible

DETERMINE = 1 plugging and abandoning the well. Beazer's
TATISHeaC Cphw<ss  asultant will be in the field during the
1gust and at that time a hydrogeologist will
@5 o (PR ne condition of well R-6. If the well can be
15 SATISFRCTORX epaired, the necessary repairs will be made.
//;%7 1 is damaged beyond repair, then the well
operly abandoned. Any repairs or abandonment
will be documented by the hydrogeologist.

2) MSDEQ has requested that during groundwater sampling
events both total and dissolved metals be analyzed. It
is assumed that this is referring to the metals
chromium and mercury which were added to the surface
impoundment monitoring program per modifications to the
facility's RCRA Permit (No. 88-543~01) on February 13,
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Mr. David Pentecost
August 22, 1991
Page 2

1990. Beazer will add total chromium and mercury to
the closed surface impoundment groundwater monitoring
program beginning with the fourth quarter 1991.
Currently, dissolved chromium and mercury analysis are
being performed. For statistical evaluations dissolved
chromium and mercury data will be used since dissolved
metals are more indicative of the mobility of these
constituents in the groundwater.

If you have any questions concerning the above response, please
call me at (412) 227-2189.

JAW/d1lk
cC: J.
D [ ]
N'

Sincerely,

James A. Werlifig, Jr.

Program Manager - Environmental Services

Mark Hansen (BEI)
King (KER)
Schulz (D&M)




BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430 FAX: 412 227-2042

LAW DEPARTMENT r

Jill M. Blundon
General Counsel Augqust 14, 1991
Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll
Mary Dombrowski Wright VIA FACSIMILE
Billie Schrecker Nolan
William F. Giarla
Mary C. Fairley .
J. Mark Hansen John S. Shaffer, Esquire

Donna ). Morris Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506-1691

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

I am in receipt of your correspondence of August 14, 1991.
Quite frankly, Beazer is disappointed in Mr. Carlin's response.
As I have explained, we desire only your permission to enter
upon the property for a very limited purpose. Other than the
installation and maintenance of monitoring wells, Beazer has no
other reason to cross the boundary line. And Beazer certainly
has no business need to purchase Mr. Carlin's property. We
thought that in the interest of doing the correct and
responsible thing, i.e. the environmental investigation and
possible remediation of an old industrial site, Mr. Carlin would
gladly cooperate. Apparently that is not the case.

Because of the failure to obtain access from Mr. carlin,
portions of the RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) cannot be
completed, and Beazer has been forced to declare a force majeure
event, meaning that Beazer has notified the regulating agencies
that it cannot comply with the schedules contained in the RFI
Work Plan. Unless we hear from you immediately concerning Mr.
Carlin's willingness to enter into an access agreement, Beazer
will formally request that Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality and/or USEPA implement their statutory
authority to gain access to Mr. Carlin's property.

I look forward to hearing from you. If you have questions or
comments please do not hesitate to call me.

Y\ ‘ncerel

S

\\Ej) Mark ns
cc: James Werling, Beazer East, Inc.

Dave Peacock, MDEQ
James Scarborough, USEPA Region IV

-~

\S'
\Y.

Writer's Direct Dial Number




FosonceBoxeeyr Woodward-Clyde Consultants
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 7 P

(504) 751-1873
FAX (504) 753-3616

August 20, 1991

Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham

U. S. EPA Region IV

RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
2nd Floor

345 Courtland Street

Atlanta, Georgia 30365

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi, Plant
BIF Precompliance
Certification and Part A Application
File 91B432C

Dear Ms. Ketcham:

On behalf of our client, Koppers Industri¢s, Inc., we are submitting two copies of the
Certification of Precompliance with the Boilers and Industrial Furnaces (BIF)
Regulations, and the revised Part A Application, both applicable to the Koppers
Grenada, Mississippi, facility.

This is being submitted in compliance with the requirement of the BIF Regulations for
facilities that burn hazardous waste.

Very truly yours,

Dudley J. Deville, P. E.

Bharat R. Contractor, P. E.

DIJD:jc
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Jerry Banks, Mississippi Bureau of Pollution Control (1 copy)
Mr. Steve Smith, Koppers, Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania (4 copies)

Mr. J. D. Clayton, Koppers, Grenada Plant (2 copies)
BIF432C.CVL RPT10

Consulting Engineers, Geologists
and Environmental Scientists ‘A

Ottices in Other Principal Cities




WAYNE E. SHAFFER
DAVID C. NEWCOMER
JOHN S, SHAFFER
STEVEN R. BIRD
MICHAEL W. SPANGLER

MICHAEL A. SHAFFER

August 12, 1991

RO @1

NEWCOMER, SHAFFER, BIRD & SPANGLER
LAWYERS

CORNER OF LYNN & MAPLE STREFETS
BRYAN, OHIO 433086-1681
TerLEPHONE: 636-3106
Fax: 636-0867
ARea Cope 419

ARTHUR 8. NEWCOMER

J. ROBERT GEESEY
Or CounseL

JAMES A. HUTTON
103D-1884

Envlro
[¥] NMme
224 of Poliygin.

SENT BY FAX

Mr. David Peacock
Mississippi Department of Natural Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control
2380 Hy 80 W
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Re: Wayne E. and Lucille B. Carlin
Dear Mr. Peacock:
At Mr. Carlin's request, we are enclosing herewith a copy of the
letter which we received from Beazer in response to our letter of
31, 1991.
Very truly yours,
wcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
: . b
John S. Shaffer

SC
Enclosure

July




BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430  FAX: 412 227-2042

LAW DEPARTMENT
Jill M. Blundon
General Counsel Ju1y 31, 1991l
Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll VIA FACSIMILE
Mary Dombrowski Wrighe
Bil_lie Schrecker Nolan
William F Giarla John S. Shaffer, Esquire
Mary C. Fairley "
J. Mark Hansen Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Donna J. Morris Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets

Bryan, Ohio 43506-1691

RE: Wayne E. and Lucille Carlin
Grenada, Mississippi Property

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

I am in receipt of your correspondence dated July 31, 1991. You
are correct in your assertion that I did not receive, for
whatever reason, your prior letter. The purpose of this letter
is to respond to your comments, and to propose some additional
points.

First, I will address your comments describing the instrument
as an easement. As you know the owner of an easement to real
property possesses an "ownership" interest in the real property
itself. Hence, the creation of an easement interest is usually
(though not always) accomplished through a written instrument
which is duly recorded, and supported by more than nominal
consideration. Beazer has no ownership interest in Mr. Carlin's
property and desires none. We are instead 1looking for a
permissive use of his property (the installation of wells),
along with the ability to enter upon his property, with Mr.
Carlin's prior consent, for the sole purpose of maintaining and
servicing same in accordance with work plans which have been
approved by the regulating authorities, or are otherwise
required by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCKA)
or other applicable federal or state statutes and/or
regulations. While I do not purport to practice real property
law, it seems that the permission that Beazer desires is more
in the form of a license than an easement. I would very much
appreciate your thoughts on the matter.

Second, as to the possibility of Mr. Carlin taking samples and
having those samples tested independently, I will respond as
follows. I am assuming that you are referring to groundwater
samples, not soil samples, because Beazer's work plan does not

Winer's Pwear Did Noabser - o




John S. Shaffer, Esquire
July 31, 1991
2.

anticipate or propose soil sampling on Mr. Carlin's property.
Anytime that Beazer conducts a sampling event, both EPA and Mr.
Carlin have the right to take "split samples," meaning samples
taken from the same water drawn from the wells. These samples
can be evaluated independently if desired. Beazer will not,
however, reimburse or otherwise pay for the costs associated
with the independent analysis. There are more than enough
safeguards built into the system established in the agency-
approved work plan to ensure that honest and technically correct
results are derived. First, the installation of the wells
themselves is subject to exacting engineering specifications and
EPA oversight, as is the procedures for extracting samples from
those wells. Second, the laboratories which analyze the samples
must be approved in advance by EPA, must follow exactly certain
protocols in the analysis of samples, and must adhere rigidly
to EPA approved Quality Assurance/Quality Control procedures.
Finally, both Beazer and the laboratory must certify that proper
procedures were followed in the extraction, handling and
analysis of the samples. Providing EPA with altered or
fraudulent sampling information will subject the offending party
to stiff civil penalties and/or criminal prosecution.

As to the scope of information which Mr. Carlin desires to have
forwarded to him, Beazer will agree to provide him with each and
every document which, according to RCRA must be made available
for public inspection. These documents are currently held in
a public repository at the Grenada Public Library. Beazer is
willing, however, to forward a copy of such documents, as they
become available, to Mr. Carlin.

Finally, I will address your request for a date certain for the
termination of the agreement. Normally it is impossible to
estimate the duration of an environmental investigation and
remediation, if needed. However, in the spirit of compromise
Beazer is willing to agree to terminate to agreement at such
time that the monitoring wells and other exploratory borings are
no longer needed, or upon the expiration of 15 years, whichever
occurs first.

Beazer is under intense pressure from the Mississippi Department
of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) and EPA to obtain access from
Mr. Carlin. 1In fact, if agreement is not reached in the very
near future, the regqgulatory agencies may use their statutory
powers to obtain access from Mr. Carlin. Such an eventuality
causes Beazer problems from a scheduling standpoint, and would
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John S. Shaffer, Esquire
July 31, 1991
3.

probably not be a pleasant experience for Mr. Carlin. Because
it is in both our interests to proceed expeditiously with the
environmental work at the Grenada site, I urge Mr. Carlin to act
promptly to execute our access agreement so that Beazer may get
on with its work.

I look forward to hearing from you. Please do not hesitate to
call me with questions or comments.

NI Tk

\ J. Mark Hansen

cc: James Werling
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Re: Koppers Industrie.,
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Carlin:

Attached is a revised access agreement for the installation and
sampling of monitoring wells on property you own in the vicinity
of the Koppers Industries, Inc. facility, Tie Plant, Mississippi.
The revised access agreement addresses the concerns you expressed
during our telephone conference on March 4, 1991. As we
discussed, these wells are required by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality to be installed as part of a Groundwater Quality
Assessment and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
Facility Investigation.

I will call you during the week of April 8, 1991 to discuss the
agreement. At this time, we can also discuss the sampling you
requested during out telephone conference.

If you have any questions, please call me at 412/227-2185.

Sincerely,
—_
-~ . /
\ N 4+ i

_,4,‘. F [ A~ g
,II'ILL o~ o :

/- ,/Jane M. Patarcity
/.~ Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1dh

cc: Mark Hansen
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ACCESS AGREEMENT

wayne E. Carlin and Lucille B. Carlin as owner of the real estate
known as Parcel 2, T22N, RSE, Section 33, Grenada County, Grenada
MS (hereinafter "Owner") hereby grants to Beazer East, Inc.,
formerly Koppers Company, Inc. (hereinafter "Beazer”), its
employees agents and contractors, the right to, at Beazer's sole
cost and expense, enter upon said real property for the sole
purpose of surveying, excavating, drilling, coring, sampling,
construction of water or other wells and well testing to be
located on the said property. The locations of the wells to be
installed are shown on Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.
Drawing No. Al105096.

Such surveying, excavating, coring, sampling, construction of
water or other wells and well testing is being conducted as part
of a Groundwater Quality Assessment Investigation and a Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act Facility Investigation.

It is expressly agreed and understood that this agreement shall
not operate or be construed to create the relationship of
1andlord and tenant between the parties hereto under any
circumstances whatsoever and Owner has absolute, complete and
unimpeded right to deal with the real property in question as any
other party with free and simple title except that Owners, their
heirs, administrators, executors, Successors and assigns shall,
during the term of this Access Agreement, in no way interfere
with the integrity of any water wells constructed on the property
by Beazer, its employees, agents or contractors and the right of
ingress and egress by Beazer, its employees, agents or
contractors to monitor said water wells. This agreement is not
to be considered as an easement for Beazer.

Beazer shall provide Owner with all written reports, data,
information, conclusions, recommendations and all other work
product that impact on the environmental condition of the
property, provided such written material is given by Beazer to
the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality or United
States EPA.

Beazer agrees to defend, indemnify and save harmless Owner, from
all losses, claims, liabilities, expenses and costs (including
death) occurring in connection with Beazer exercise of the rights
herein granted, or arising from any wrongful or negligent act or
omission of Beazer, its employees, agents or contractors, in the
performance hereunder.

At such time when monitoring wells and other exploratory borings
are no longer needed, Beazer shall remove and abandon each in
accordance with applicable requirements of the State of
Mississippi.

Upon removal of the wells, Beazer agrees to return the site to
it's original condition.
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This agreement shall be and remain in effect for a period of one
year from the date hereof, and thereafter shall be automatically
renewed from year to year until terminated by either party giving
to the other not less than sixty (60) days period written notice
of termination; provided, however, that any termination of this
agreement by either party shall not occur without the prior
written consent of the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality or the United States EPA as the case may require.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF and intending to be legally bound, the parties
hereto have caused this instrument to be duly signed this

day of , 1991.
WITNESS: Beazer East, Inc. WITNESS:
BY: BY:
TITLE: TITLE:

DATE: DATE:
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Koppers Industries, inc.

. INDUSTRIES | PO. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4564
FAX: (601) 226-4588

August 2, 1991

Mr. Brian Donaldson

United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region IV

345 Courtland Street, N.E.

Atlanta, Georgia

30365

Dear Mr. Donaldson:

On December 6, 1990 (55 FR 50450) EPA published a final rule listing as
hazardous three categories of wastes from wood preserving operations.
On June 13, 1991 (56 FR 27332) EPA published an administrative stay of
the waste listings which, among other things, conditionally extended
the effective date.

In accordance with the stay, we are hereby providing notice that Koppers
Industries, Inc., Grenada, Mississippi will upgrade the existing drip
pad by February 6, 1992. Moreover, Koppers Industries, Inc., will use
its best efforts to minimize drippage that occurs during the duration

of the stay.

Sincerely Yours,
D.
. D. Clayton
JDC/jrb
: i
CcC: m Mabry
Ms. Dept. of Environmental Quality

Bureau of Pollution Control
P. O. Box 10385
Jackson, Ms,., 39289-1385

R. S§. Ohlis, K-~1750
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NEWCOMER, SHAFFER, BIRD & SPANGLER

LAWYERS
WAYNE E. SHAFFER CORNER OF LYNN & MAPLE STREETS
DAVID C. NEWCOMER BRYAN, OHIO 433506-1691
JOHN S. SHAFFER TerLeruoNE: 836-3106
STEVEN R. BIRD Fax: 636-0867
MICHAEL W. SPANGLER Anza Cobpe 419
MICHAEL A. SHAFFER
ARTHUR S. NEWCOMER
J. ROBERT GEESEY
July 31, 1991 Or CounseL
JAMES A. HUTTON
{:‘b 1930-19684

Mr. Mark Hansen
Beazer East, Inc.

Re: Wayne E. and Lucille B. Carlin
Dear Mr. Hansen:

I had previously, by facsimile transmission, forwarded you a letter on
behalf of Wayne Carlin. Apparently, the letter did not find its way
to your desk. Therefore, I am forwarding you a second letter with our
comments and request for corrections and modifications to the proposed
access agreement. Set forth below is a summary of our comments.

Your document specifically provides that the agreement is not to be
considered as an easement. It is our contention that the language in
the agreement does give rise to the creation of an easement. Easement
in its traditional sense, is defined as a servitude imposed as a
burden upon land and entitles the owner of the interest arising out of
the easement to use and enjoy the land in some limited fashion.
Therefore, we believe that it should be captioned as such and that the
sentence in the agreement regarding an easement be deleted.

Mr. Carlin is also requesting that independent testing be performed on
his behalf. Specifically, Mr. Carlin is requested that 3 samples be
taken at locations to be determined by Mr. Carlin and/or his
authorized agent, and that these samples be tested in the same manner
in which the samples taken by Beazer will be tested. Furthermore, Mr.
Carlin shall be provided copies of reports, data, information,
conclusions, recommendations and all other work product that impact on
the environmental condition of the property as it relates to the
samples taken at the request of Mr. Carlin.
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Mr. Mark Hansen
July 31, 1991
Page 2

We are also concerned as to the manner in which the easement is to be
terminated. Your proposed agreement provides "At such time when
monitoring wells and other exploratory borings are no longer needed,
Beazer shall remove and abandon each in accordance with applicable
requirements of the State of Mississippi." It would be our hope that
an absolute time limit, e.g., 1, 2, 3, 5 years, be included as a part
of that paragraph.

If these proposed modifications are acceptable, we will be more than
happy to redraft the proposed agreement.

Very truly yours,

yfer Bird & Spangler

Shaffer
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S~ L-31-1991 @9:S7  FROM BEAZER ENUIRONMENTAL 0 96813546612 P.81
Environmental Services
; 436 Seventh Avenue
- Piltsburgh, PA 15219
DiIVISION OF SOLID WASTE Phone: 412.227-2500
K Fax: 412-227-2050

: HEVIEW-EELB'ﬁ—‘W " D
oate QT3 2] MY

COMM_ENTS
FAX COVER SHEET
PLEASE FORWARD FAX TO: Thee  Fewcock.
MO R
FAX NUMBER: _ 86/ -3 460 .
FROM: Jim Wercivl,

Beazar East, Inc.
FAX Number: (412) 227-2950

Number of pagyes to follow: Z.

Commants: R E. GRrAvALDA oF= £, [ /4(_;&'—‘ S

If you have any guestions regarding this fax, please call
Donna Kopach at (&412) 227-2941

Thank you for your help in distributing this fax!il!




l o@ cO

4
I
A-31-1991 @39:57 FROM BEAZER ENVIRONMENTAL T0 96013546612 P.02
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NEWCOMER, SRAFFER, BIRD & SPANGLER
LAWYERS
WAYNE 2. SHATFER GORNER OF LYNXN & XAPLE BTRERTS
DAVID € XEWCOMER BRYAN, ORIO 40809-1601
JORN 8 NIsAYPRR Tuturnowm 808-0106
ATEVEN 1. BIARD PFaxt 636-086Y
MICMARL W, HPANOLER Anza Copx 419
MICHARL A, ARAFFER ARTHUR 8. NEWCONER
¥ ROBERT OLRARY
July 31, 1991 Or Cowvart
TAMES A AUTTON
18609-1904

Mr. Mark Hansen
Beazer East, Inc,

Reat Wayne B, and Lucille B, Carlin
Dear Mr. Hansen:

I had previously, by facsinmile transmission, forwarded you a letter on
behalf of Wayne Carlin, Apparently, the latter did not find its way
to your desk, Therafore, I am forwarding you & second letter with oux
comments and request for corrections and modifications to the proposed
access agreement, Set forth below 18 a summary ¢f Qur comments,

Your document specifically provides that the agreement is not o bhe
considered as an easement. It 18 our contention that the languwage in
the agreement deoes glve rise to the creation of an ewasement. Fasement
in ite traditional sense, is defined 38 a sexvitude imposed as a
burden upon land and entitles the owner of the intexest arising out of
the sasement t0 use and enjoy the land in some limited fashion.
Therefore, we believe that it should be captioned as such and that the
gentence in the agreement regarding an easement hae deleted,

Mz, Garlin is aleo requesting that independent testing be performed on
his behalf. Specifically, Mr, Carlin is requested that 3 samples be
taken at locations to be determined by Mz, Cariin and/or his
authorized agent, and that these samples be tested in the same manner
in whieh the samples taken by Beazer will be tested. Furthermore, Mz,
Carlin shall be provided coples of reports, data, information,
conclusions, regommendations and all other work product that impact on
the environmental condition of the property as it relates to the
gamples taken at the request of Mr. Carlin, -

wd
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Mr., Mark Hansen
July 31, 1991
Page 2

We are also concerned as t0 the manner in which the easement is to be
terminated. Your proposed agreement provides "At such time when
monitoring wells and other exploratori korings are no longer needed,
Beazer shall remove and abandon each in accordance with applicable
requirements of the State of Mississippl." It would be our hope that
an absolute time limit, e.g., 1, 2, 3, 5 years, be included as a part
of that paragraph.

If these proposed modifi¢cations are acceptable, wa will he more than
happy to redraft the proposed agreement.

Very truly yours,

conmex, Sh?ffex Bird & Spangler
'/3ohn 8, Shaffer 2 i

8C
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M ¢ UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
-]

- REGION IV

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365

JUL 25 1991
4WD-RCRAFFB

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. J. D. Clayton

Koppers Industries, Inc.

Tie Plant Road

Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Subject: Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
Compliance Dates for Wood Preserving Listings

Dear Mr. Clayton:

On December 6, 1990, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
("EPA") promulgated a final rule that lists wastes from wood
preserving processes as hazardous, making the management of
these wastes subject to regulation under Subtitle C of RCRA.
This rule, published in the Federal Register on December 6,
1990, at page 50450 (see enclosures), lists as hazardous three
categories of wastes from wood preserving facilities that use
chlorophenolic, creosote and/or inorganic (arsenical and
chromium) preservatives. The listings include wastewaters,
process residuals, preservative drippage, and spent
preservatives from wood preserving processes. The rule also
establishes standards for management of these hazardous wastes
on drip pads and establishes construction and design standards
for these pads. The effective date of this rule was June 6,
1991.

An administrative stay effective on June 5, 1991, and published
in the Federal Register on July 13, 1991, at page 27332 (see
enclosures), conditionally extended the effective date of the
drip pad management standards promulgated in the December 6,
1990, final rule. Specifically, the stay provided that
activities that would otherwise constitute disposal of the
newly listed wastes into the process areas, or onto existing
drip pads in these areas, are not covered by the listings
during the duration of the stay.

The stay applies only to those facilities that intend to comply
with the drip pad management standards and that make a bona
fide effort to do so during the stay period. On or before
August 6, 1991, wood preserving facilities affected by the stay
must notify EPA of their intent to follow one of the following
courses of action: upgrade an existing pad by February 6, 1992;
install a new pad by May 6, 1992; operate with an existing pad
in compliance with the management standards; or cease
operations by August 7, 1991. If these rules are applicable to
your facility, such notification should be made to the
attention of Brian Donaldson at the above address.

Printed on Recycled Paper




If you have any questions concerning this matter, please
contact Brian Donaldson at (404) 347-7603.

John E,. Dickinson, P.E., Chief
Waste Compliance Section
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch

Sincerely,

Enclosures

CC: Sam Mabry, MDEQ
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June 28, 1991

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality

Bureau of Pollution Control

P.0. Box 10385

2830 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Mississippi 39209

Re: EPA ID #MSD 007 027 543
Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Please be advised that Beazer East, Inc. will reduce the post-
closure cost estimate for the Surface Impoundment and Ash Farm
units at the Grenada facility to reflect the completion of
another year of post-closure care, which commenced upon the
certification of closure of the subject hazardous waste
management units. The post-closure costs, for which we are
financially assuring, will be reduced by estimated costs for one
year and will reflect estimated costs for the remaining 27 and 26
Years of post-closure activity for the Surface Impoundment and
Ash Farm respectively. We assume that this is an approved
reduction, unless we hear from you to the contrary.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (412)227-2189, or Russell
Vorpe at (412) 227-2821 if you have any questions.

Sincerely

Jeel ULy -

James A. Werling
Program Manager - Environmental Services

JAW/d1k
cc: R. G. Hamilton T SRR S
R. S. Vorpe DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE
T. Hopper (MDEQ) . .
J. H. Scarbrough (US EPA) - REVIEWED BYge
DATE\"‘ _{* W A

simpRge
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

July 8, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO, P 675 195859

Mr. James A. Werling
Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburg, PA 15219

RE: Comprehensive Groundwater
Monitoring Inspection
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, MS

Dear Mr. Werling:

Enclosed please find a Comprehensive Monitoring Inspection report and
checklist completed as a part of the Comprehensive Monitoring
Evaluation (CME) conducted December 11, 1990, at Koppers Industries,
Inc. in Tie Plant, Mississippi. The Compliance Evaluation Inspection
portion of the CME was mailed to Beazer under separate cover.

No violations were observed during the groundwater monitoring
inspection. However, on the day of the inspection, monitoring well R-6
was noted to be damaged. This well should be properly plugged and
abandoned to prevent possible migration of contaminants to the
groundwater. In addition, samples for metals analysis should be
analyzed for both total and dissolved constituents, as maximum
concentration limits (MCLs) for groundwater are established using total

concentrations,

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P O BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171




Mr, James A. Werling
July 8, 1991
Page 2

If you have questions concerning this matter, please contact Mr. David
Pentecost at (601) 961-5171.

Sincerely,

Thied Flppe. oy o - A@/

Thad Hopper
Hazardous Waste Division

TH:DP:lfc
Enclosure

cc: Mr, James H. Scarbrough, EPA
Mr. J. D, Clayton, Koppers Industries, Inc. Tie Plant, MS




BEAZER EAST, INC,, 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

Dear Mr. Hopper:

RECE\VED

nvironmgmal Quality

0
Deg;-re ‘a’t‘ of Potlution R

s

June 7, 1991

Mr. Thad Hopper

Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Offsite Access - Groundwater
Quality Assessment and RFI
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Facility
Tie Plant, Mississippi

As per our phone conversation, attached is the access agreement
sent to Mr. and Mrs. Wayne Carlin to obtain access to offsite
monitoring well locations.

If you have any questions, please call me at 412/227-2185.

/1dh

cc: J. Werling
M. Hansen

Sincerely,

}M\Lw Vol orndy
Jane M. Patarcity

Program Manager-Environmental Services

i




! BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

April 8, 1991 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Wayne E. and Mrs. Lucille B. Carlin
Route 2

Stryker, OH 43557

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Carlin:

Attached is a revised access agreement for the installation and
sampling of monitoring wells on property you own in the vicinity
of the Koppers Industries, Inc. facility, Tie Plant, Mississippi.
The revised access agreement addresses the concerns you expressed
during our telephone conference on March 4, 1991. As we
discussed, these wells are required by the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency and the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality to be installed as part of a Groundwater Quality
Assessment and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
Facility Investigation.

I will call you during the week of April 8, 1991 to discuss the

agreement. At this time, we can also discuss the sampling you

requested during out telephone conference.

If you have any questions, please call me at 412/227-2185.
Sincerely,

Cime M Z«XMGCCI

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1dh

¢cc: Mark Hansen




ACCESS AGREEMENT

Wayne E. Carlin and Lucille B. Carlin as owner of the real estate
known as Parcel 2, T22N, R5E, Section 33, Grenada County, Grenada
MS (hereinafter "Owner") hereby grants to Beazer East, Inc.,
formerly Koppers Company, Inc. (hereinafter "Beazer"), its
employees agents and contractors, the right to, at Beazer's sole
cost and expense, enter upon said real property for the sole
purpose of surveying, excavating, drilling, coring, sampling,
construction of water or other wells and well testing to be
located on the said property. The locations of the wells to be
installed are shown on Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.
Drawing No. A105096.

Such surveying, excavating, coring, sampling, construction of
water or other wells and well testing is being conducted as part
of a Groundwater Quality Assessment Investigation and a Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act Facility Investigation.

It is expressly agreed and understood that this agreement shall
not operate or be construed to create the relationship of
landlord and tenant between the parties hereto under any
circumstances whatsoever and Owner has absolute, complete and
unimpeded right to deal with the real property in question as any
other party with free and simple title except that Owners, their
heirs, administrators, executors, successors and assigns shall,
during the term of this Access Agreement, in no way interfere
with the integrity of any water wells constructed on the property
by Beazer, its employees, agents or contractors and the right of
ingress and egress by Beazer, its employees, agents or
contractors to monitor said water wells. This agreement is not
to be considered as an easement for Beazer.

Beazer shall provide Owner with all written reports, data,
information, conclusions, recommendations and all other work
product that impact on the environmental condition of the
property, provided such written material is given by Beazer to
the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality or United
States EPA.

Beazer agrees to defend, indemnify and save harmless Owner, from
all losses, claims, liabilities, expenses and costs (including
death) occurring in connection with Beazer exercise of the rights
herein granted, or arising from any wrongful or negligent act or
omission of Beazer, its employees, agents or contractors, in the
performance hereunder.

At such time when monitoring wells and other exploratory borings
are no longer needed, Beazer shall remove and abandon each in
accordance with applicable requirements of the State of
Mississippi.

Upon removal of the wells, Beazer agrees to return the site to
it's original condition.




O O

This agreement shall be and remain in effect for a period of one
year from the date hereof, and thereafter shall be automatically
renewed from year to year until terminated by either party giving
to the other not less than sixty (60) days period written notice
of termination; provided, however, that any termination of this
agreement by either party shall not occur without the prior
written consent of the Mississippi Department of Environmental
Quality or the United States EPA as the case may require.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF and intending to be legally bound, the parties
hereto have caused this instrument to be duly signed this

day of , 1991.
WITNESS: Beazer East, Inc. WITNESS:
BY: BY:
TITLE: TITLE:

DATE: DATE:




BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

RECEIVED
JUN 101991

ity
mmentl\ Q\J‘
B pollution comral__}

Dept. of
Bureau

June 7, 1991 B

Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Waste Management Division

U.S. EPA - Region IV

345 Courtland Street, NE

Atlanta, GA 30365

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada RFI
Grenada Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Scarbrough:

The purpose of this correspondence is to notify you our
difficulties in obtaining access to offsite monitoring well
locations for the above-referenced RFI. Beazer East, Inc. has been
unable to obtain access to the properties owned by Mr. and Mrs.
Wayne Carlin. A standard access agreement, forwarded to the owners
on September 27, 1989 for purposes of the Groundwater Quality
Assessment (GWQA) was initially rejected. A revised access
agreement which included the offsite wells necessary for the RFI
and GWQA was mailed to the owners on April 8, 1991. To date, the
property owners have not provided access and are still reviewing
the proposed agreement.

Access to the properties in question is necessary for the
installation of offsite monitoring wells R-37, R-39B, R-39C, R38B,
R-38 as shown on Figure 5-3 of the RFI Work Plan and for the
Groundwater Quality Assessment. At this time, all other wells have
been installed, and the test boring program is proceeding on
schedule. Because access to the above-mentioned areas cannot be
obtained Beazer East, Inc. will be unable to meet the schedule
provided in the RFI Work Plan. These wells will be installed once
access is obtained.




Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E.
June 7, 1991
Page 2

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me at
412/227-2185. We will keep you informed of our progress in
obtaining access.

Sincerely,

Program Manager - Environmental Services
JMP/dlk

cc: J. Mark Hansen
J. Werling
R. G. Hamilton
J. D. Clayton (KII - Grenada)
J. Batchelder (KII)
‘T. Hopper - (MDEQ)




BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 US '
RECEIVED

JUN 1 0189
al QW“‘W

June 6, 1991 gnviroRment

Dept. of Y oollution

Buresu

Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Waste Management Division

U.S. EPA - Region 1V

345 Courtland Street, N.E.

Atlanta, GA 30365

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi
Personnel Change
Dear Mr. Scarbrough:

Please be advised that Mr. James A. Werling, Jr. will be replacing
me as the Program Manager for the above-mentioned site. Mr.
Werling will be assuming all of the responsibilities I previously
held in regard to program administration for the site. Seven days
from the receipt of this notification, please direct all
correspondence and phone conversations to Mr. Werling. Mr. Werling
can be reached by phone at (412) 227-2189.

Sincerely,

o

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager - Environmental Services

JMP/d1k

cc: B. Nolan
M. Hansen
T. Hopper - (MDEQ)
P. Anderson - (EPA)
J. D. Clayton (KII - Grenada)
S. Smith (KII)
J. Batchelder (KII)
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INDUSTRIES PO. Box 160

L Tie Plant, MS 38960
RECEIVEp e
JUN 10 1999

May 30, 1991 Dopt, o
Burasy of "arcmmentyy o, "

Ron Morgan, City Manager 2lution Congrgy”

P. 0. Box 310

Grenada, Ms. 38901

Dear Mr. Morgan:

The U.S. EPA recently passed additions to the regulations determining what
materials are considered to be hazardous waste. The additions to 40 CFR 261
listed wastes from wood preserving operations very broadly, including waste
water. The new hazardous 1istings include:

FO32 for wastes from wood treating plants which use clorophenolic
formulations, and

FO34 for wastes from wood treating plants whith use creosote
formulations.

FO35 for wastes from wood treating plants which use inorganic
preservatives containing arsenic or chromium. (No F035 waste
waters are discharged to POTW's).

The effective date for the Tistings is June 6, 1991 for F032 wastes and for
the other wastes in states without RCRA authorization. F034 listings will
become effective in authorized states upon enactment of implementing state
regulations.

The change in what we must call our effluent will not change the quality of
our effluent discharged to your system nor will it change how you must handle
or treat it. 40 CFR 261.4 excludes industrial waste water discharges from the
RCRA definition of solid waste. That section states in part:

The following materials are not solid wastes for the purpose of
this part:
1) (i) Domestic sewage; and
(ii) Any mixture of domestic sewage and other wastes that passes
through a sewer system to a publiclylowned treatment works
for treatment.
2) Industrial waste water discharges that are point source discharges
subjgcg to regulation under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act, as
amended. .

This notification is being provided to you by KII to meet the notification
requirements of 40 CFR 403.12 (p)(i). That section requires us to provide you
with the following information:




KkoPPERs © O e

INDUSTRIES PO. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

Page -2-

Name of Hazardous Waste: Waste water from wood preserving process at plants
that use chlorophenolic formulations.

Hazardous Waste Number: F032 (and/or F034)
Type of Descharge: Continuous

Estimated mass and concentration of constituents:

Constituent Annual Mass Monthly Mass
Pentachlorophenol 1 1/12 of 1b.

Waste Minimization

I certify that Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada, Ms. Plant has a program in
Place to reduce the volume and toxicity of hazardous wastes generated to the
degree it has determined to be economically practical.

Please note that our waste water is only hazardous waste up until the point of
discharge to the sewer system, at which point it is excluded from the definition
of solid waste. It would only remain hazardous waste if otherwise disposed. Once
introduced to the sewer system, it is no longer hazardous waste. Please call me
if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

é.n%
. D. Clayton
Plant Manager

cc: Director, Div. Solid Waste Mgmt. - Jackson, Ms.
Region IV Director, Waste Mgmt. Div. - Atlanta, Ga.
Doyle Nail, Bogue Basin Water-Sewer District - Grenada, Ms.
W. R. Donley K-1750
S. T. Smith K-1800




BEAZER EAST, INC,, 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

June 7, 1991
FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch

Waste Management Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region IV

345 Courtland Street, N.E.

Atlanta, GA 30365

Re: Update on Soil Pile Status
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Scarbrough:

This letter is provided to update you on activities at the above-
referenced site relating to the drip track pad soil piles described
in a previous letter we submitted to the Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality (MDEQ) on February 8, 1991 (enclosed). 1In
May of this year, Koppers Industries, Inc. (KII) installed concrete
curbing to enhance the performance of the recently installed drip
track pad. This improvement required the excavation of
approximately 400 cu. yds. of soil. Also in May, KII excavated an
additional 200 cu. yds. of soil material while refurbishing and
making improvements to the treating room. Each quantity of soil
was segregated and stockpiled in the area adjacent to the
previously deposited drip track soils. These piles will also be
covered with plastic sheeting as were the previous piles.

These materials will be characterized in a manner similar to that
described in the February 8 letter for the existing soil piles
during the ongoing RFI. Remediation of this material will be
incorporated into the overall corrective action to be conducted at
the facility. This soil will be considered in the Corrective
Measures Study (CMS) which will be initiated following completion
of the RFI. The CMS will develop, evaluate and recommend
corrective actions alternatives to address this soil in addition to
other potentially impacted soils that may exist.




If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 412/227-

2185.

JMP/dlk

e

Mr. James H.
June 7,

Page 2

1991

Sincerely,

Enclosure

cc: B.
J.
R.
T.
J.
S.
J.

Nolan - w/o Enclosure
n

Mark Hansen

G. Hamilton

Hopper (MDEQ)

D. Clayton (KII-Grenada)
Smith (KII)

Batchelder (KII)

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager - Environmental Services

Scarbrough




March 22, 1991

Mr. Thad Hopper
Hazardous waste Division
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Ms 39204

Re: Analytical Results Soil pijle

Koppers Industries, I1nc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Hopper:

Evaluation Inspection at the above-referenced facility, attached

are analytical results for the soil pile in the south yard.

If you have any questions, please call me at 412/227-2185.
Sincerely,

O 62}7

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1dh

Ccc: M. Hansen
R. Clayton - RIT
J. Batchelder - KIT
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KEYSTONE ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

Interoffice Correspondence

To D. L. King From R. D. Hepner

Location North Little Rock Location Monroeville

Subject Grenada Date October 13, 1988
(176900)

Attached are the results of the analyses on the
Tank Farm composite sample received on September 19, 1988.

20 o

R. D. Hepner

RDH/wce

Attachment

cc: R. Anderson

RECEIVED

DEC 28 1988

KEYSTONE

Env:ronmem‘al Resources
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TABLE QF CONTENTS PRODUCED ON 10/13/88 AT
SAMPLE # SOURCE DESCRIPT DATE-COL DATE-REC
38090573 TANK FARM SOIL SAMPLE 09708788 09/19/88

MBB09088
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KEYS#::L QQ%IRONMENTAL RESOURCE

SAMPLE # RSLT. LNE

Z FIXED RESIDUE

88090573 % Fixed Residue @550... - 88. 4
% S0LIDS

88090573 % Solids @103 C........ 1 98.0
GROSS HEAT OF COMBUSTION

88090573 BTU/1b................ . : 1020
HEXAVALENT CHROMIUM

88090573 Chromium (+&)mg/Kg. . ... : <5. 00
OIL & GREASE, TOTAL RECOVERABLE, GRAVIMETRIC
88090573 0il & Grease, mg/Kg.... : 37500
ORGANIC NITROGEN

88090573 Org. Nitrogen, mg/Kg... : 322

TOTAL ORGANIC SULFUR
Tot. Org.

88090573

CYANIDE (FREE)
Cganide(Free).mg/Kg.... : <0. 250
CYANIDE (TOTAL)

88090573

88090573
pH
88090573

Cyanide,

Soil pH,

Sulfur,mg/Kg. : 345

mg/Kg......... . <0. 250

units......... : 7. 80

TOTAL ORGANIC HALOGENS
TOX: mg/Kg............. 1690

88090573

The above results are on an as received basis.

TANK
TANK
TANK
TANK
TANK
TANK
TANK
TANK
TANK
TANK

TANK

FARM
FARM
FARM
FARM
FARM
FARM
FARM
FARM
FARM
FARM

FARM
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TABLE 2: SUMMARY OF METALS DATA PRODUCED ON 10/13/88 AT 12:41 PAGE
SAMPLE # RSLT. LNE ' SOURCE
ANT IMONY

88090573 ‘Antimony, ug/Kg..... ¢ <6000 TANK FARM
© ARSENIC

88090573 Arsenic, ug/Kg...... : 8960 TANK FARM
BARIUM

88090573 Barium, ug/Kg....... P 91900 TANK FARM
CADMIUM

88090573 Cadmium, ug/Kg...... : 734 TANK FARM
CHROMIUM

88090573 Chromium, ug/Kg..... : 30800 TANK FARM
COBALT ,

88090573 Cobalt, ug/Kg....... : <5000 TANK FARM
COPPER

88090573 Copper, ug/Kg....... : 40000 TANK FARM
IRON

88090573 Iron, ug/Kg......... 1 12200000 TANK FARM
LEAD

88090573 Lead, ug/Kg......... : 40800 TANK FARM
MAGNESIUM

88090573 Magnesium, Ug/Kg.... : 5460000 TANK FARM
MERCURY

88090573 Mercury, ug/Kg...... 261 TANK FARM
NICKEL

88090573 Nickel, wg/Kg....... : 5790 TANK FARM
SELENIUM

88090573 Selenium, ug/Kg..... : <900 TANK FARM
SILVER

88090573 Silver, ug/Kg....... : <1000 TANK FARM
TITANIUM

88090573 Titanium, ug /Kg..... I 98600 TANK FARM
ZINC

88090573 Zinc, ug/Kg......... : 394000 TANK FeARM

The above results are on a dry weight basis.




KOSPERS . ©©

Interoffice Correspondence

To R. D. Hepner k From Yaughn Romel1l
Location KER/ASD Location AS
Subject Grenada:5010000 (3705) Date October 6, 1988

Your samples have been examined by infrared spectral (IR) techniques for
characterization with the following results:

Your Sample No. AL No. Identification
Blank ' 182838 Polydimethyl siloxane (silicone

grease), phthalate ester, minor
hydrocarbon 0i1.

88090573 182839 Mixture of polynuclear aromatic
' hydrocarbons (creosote components)
and an aliphatic hydrocarbon
(petroleum) oi1.

Creosote/oil ratio* = 80/20 .

-

*The creosote/oil ratio is calculated assuming a mixture of Grade 1
creosote and Nujol mineral of] is present,

Every precaution has been taken to ensure the accuracy of the data, However,
the information is provided subject to the condition that Koppers Company,
Inc. will not be liable.for any loss or damage resulting from use of the data.

Should the results of the testing be considered for any advertising or pro-
motional purposes, it should be noted that Koppers Company, Inc. doe; not al-

materijal,

g

Yaughn Romel1

/cb

cc: D.Grandy
R.0Obrycki
Files



KEYSTONE ENVIRONMENTATL RESOURCES

Interoffice Correspondence

To D. King

From R. D. Hepner
Location North Little Rock Location Monroeville
Subject Grenada Date August 3., 1988
) (187700)

Attached are the result

S of the analyses on the soil
sample received on July 25, 1988.

A2 ¥pars,

R. D. Hepner

RDH/wce

Attachment
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TABLE OF CONTENTS PRUDUCED ON 08/03/88 AT 10:38 PAGE
=================== ———— == —_—rs == =z =============== I - P ====
SAMPLE # S0OURCE DESCRIPT DATE-COL DATE-REC ORD #

88070546 SOIL SAMPLE TANK FARM AREA 07/22/88 07/25/88 MBBO7115




KEYSTONE ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES., INC.

2 Pt ittt - 43 1 37 =============.ﬂ=======

ABLE 1: SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL DATA PRODUCED ON 08/03/88 AT 10:3%9 PAGE
AMPLE # RSLT. LNE SOURCE

SOLIDS

8070546 % Solids €103 C..... P R2. 6 SOIL sSAMPLE
ENTACHLOROPHENOL

80703546 PCP, ug/Kg.......... : 1040000 SOIL SAMPLE

he above results are on an as received basis.
he Pentachlorophenol identification is from retention data only.
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436 Seventh Avenut

W Pittsburgh, PA 15219-180(

Telephone: (412) 227-200
FAX: (412) 227-202.

August 3, 1989

Mr. Platt Moore

6SX Services of SC, Inc.

Route 1

Pinewood, South Carolina 29125

Re: Beazer Materials & Services
ARF for Grenada, MS

Dear Mr. Moore:

Per your request of July 10, please make the following changes to the above-
referenced ARF:

1. Please remove the references to inorganic solids on Page 2 under column
heading "Solids and Inorganics."

2. Pentachlorophenol content by analysis 1040 PPM.

3. Please change our answer to Question 17, Page 4 concerning "First Third"
from No to Yes.

4. Attached is joint completed EP tax results which we would [ike to make
part of this ARF.

Sincerely yours,

Jack L. Stephenson
Purchasing Agent

JLS/mjg
Enclosure

cc: Mr. D. Kerschner = K-1450




KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.
GRENADA PLANT

WORK ORDER # M89-07.47

KEYSTONE-MONROEVILLE




KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600 3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146 Fax: 412/825-9699

July 27, 1989

Koppers Industries, Inc.

1650 Koppers Bul]dmg

436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Attention Mr. Jack Stephenson

Dear Mr. Stephenson:

Thank you for selecting Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc. to carry out your
recent sample analyses. We have completed the analyses that you requested and
have enclosed a summary of the data for your rewew

Your confidence in our service is appreciated. We look forward to serving you again.

Sincerely,
ohn M Flah /
/ Laboratory D]I‘CCtOI’
<" Analytical Division of
Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc
JME/pb
Enclosures

cc: J. Campbell
S. Hartley
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KEYSTONE ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES. INC.

I_GENERAL
A. WORK ORDER
B. SAMPLE NUMBERS

C. SHIPPING PROBLEMS

11 ANALYSIS

A. .ANALYSIS PROBLEMS

COMMENTS

CASE NARRATIVE

M89-07 .47
001

No Chain-of-custody.

None

Ncne

R T MANAGE
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REPORT TO:
Beazer - Grenada
K Stone Comsulting

ATTENTION: Jack Stephenson

1SS2000-02

PROJECT ID:
F.0O. NUMBER:

CERTIFIED

t
E

BY

WORE, ORDER:
DATE RECEIVED:
DATE REFORTED:

MEF-07.47
12-JUL-1989
28-JUL-198%

PREFARED BY:
kzystone Envirormental Rescurcs
3000 Tech Center Drive
Monroeville, PA 15144

(412) BRS-9&00

e

Flszse call ths zbove number 1T you have any GUestions regarding this Work
Order. NOTE: AlL samples will bs revained for 60 days. Unussd soil zand
waste samples will bBe returnsc to you =t no chargs. Alternately, Kevstones
can make disposzl arrangement Tor a fz=.
Samples included in this report:
Eeystons Clisnt’s Dats Sample
Sample ID Sample MNams Collected Fiatrix
Me8e-07.47-001 TANE. FARI 10-JiL-1989 SOIL
Aralysses and Descriptions referred to in this report.

EFTOX
FCE

Farametsr Descripticon

ERFTox As,Ba,Cd,Cr,Ha,
Fentachlorophenal (K




T 28-JUL-1989

Keystone ID

Date Samplad

Customer ID

Parameters Unitfs

pzte recaiv

Samples
§7-001
10-JUL-1989
TANK FARH

/?O OO Page 1

"
Summary of Analytical Resulis

ed: 12-JUL-1989 Customer: Beazar - Gransds Job name: MBY-07.47

EPTOX LEACHATE

Bcp ug/L

EPTOX METALS
Arzenic  mg/L
Barium  mg/L
Cadmium mg/L
Chromium mg/L
Marcury mg/l
Les ng/L
Selenium ag/L
Silver mo/L

)

{0,100
£0.200
{0,005
G010
{0.0002
<0.16)
0,100
<0010
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IV

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30365

agEnct

4
", ppote®

Certified Maill #
Beturn Receipt Requested

FEB 14 1991

Koppers Industries, Inc.

ATTN: Mr. J.D. Clayton, Plant Manager
P.O. Box 160,Tie Plant Road

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Dear Mr. Clayton:

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is presently undertaking an
initiative called the Accidental Release Information Program (ARIP). The purpose of this
program is to learn more about the causes of accidental releases of hazardous substances
from certain fixed facilities, and the actions which could be taken to prevent them from
reoccurring.

We are currently investigating the circumstances surrounding the following hazardous
substance releases:

DATE NRC iD#

12/23/88 21570 60/40 Creosote/Coal 200.00 gals.
3/15/90 12189 Creosote,Coal Tar 250.00 gals.
3/28/90 13067 Creosote,Coal Tar 200.00 gals.

Our investigation concems the actions that have been taken as a result of the releases and the
potential for future releases from this facility which may endanger public health, welfare
or the environment.

Pursuant to the authority of Section 104 (b)(1) and (e), of the Comprehensive
Environmental Responss, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), 42 U.S.C. Sections
9604(b)(1) and (e), you are requested to respond to the questions in the enclosed
Accidental Release Prevention Questionnaire as they relate to the above referenced release of
a hazardous substance. Your response shall include all information requested which is in
your possession, custody or control, or which Is in the possession, custody, or control of any
of your employees, officers, or agents.

A separate questionnaire should be submitted for each release event identified above. You
may reproduce the questionnaire locally, or you may submit a computer printout that
provides the requested information in the identical format. Your response shouid be sent to
EPA within thirty (30) calendar days of your receipt of this letter. Requests for a
reasonable extension of time can be discussed with the Agency.

Printed on Recyc'ea P3
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Page 2

You are entitled to assert a claim of business confidentiality, in accordance with 40 CFR
§2.203(b), for any confidential business or trade secret information produced.

Information subject to a claim of business confidentiality will be made available to the
public only In accordance wih the procedures set forth in 40 CFR Part 2, Subpart B. Unless
a business confidentiality claim Is asserted at the time the requested information is
submitted, EPA may make this information available to the public without further notice to
you.

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT & BUDGET (OMB) HAS EXTENDED THE APPROVAL
PERIOD FOR THIS INFORMATION COLLECTION THROUGH APRIL 30, 1991,

Your completed response should be sent to:

Ms. Shirley Coverson, ARIP Coordinator
Title 1l Unit

U.S. EPA, Region IV

345 Courtland Street, NE

Atlanta, Georgia 30365

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Shirey Coverson at
404/347-1033 ext. 42.

Sincerely yours,

(e c?'/zi’

Winston A. Smith, Director
Alir, Pesticides & Toxics Management Division

Enclosure

cc: Mr. J.E. Maher, Chairman
Mississippi Emergency Response Commission

Mr. Charles H. Chisoim, P.E.
Director, Bureau of Pollution Control
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) 7Homeys at Law
PETERSON FEB 1 i ‘99) oo East Randolph Drive

& ROSS

uite Number 7300

| Dept, of Environmensa: - Chicago, Illincis 60601-6969

E Urex, Yoy be
R U of R Y ERF RN
s, ‘_:9. 4tion Cengy | 312 861-1400 Telephone

ey

February 7 ’ 1991 o 312 565-0832 Facsimile

25-4161 Telex

Mr. Sam Mabry
Mississippi Dept. of Natural Resources

P.O. Box
Jackson,

Re:
Dear Mr.

This

10385
MS 39289-0385

Grenada Tie Plant (Koppers) - Grenada, MS

Mabry:

letter is a formal request for the release of

documents under the Freedom of Information Act ("FOIA").

I am
to:

1‘

requesting the following information, but not limited

Copies of any and all complaints, demands, requests or
correspondence by either governmental agencies
(federal or state) or private parties concerning
potential soil, surface water or groundwater
contamination arising from activities on the captioned
site.

Copies of any investigation reports assessing
hydrogeologic conditions at the site or summarizing
any on-site and/or off-site groundwater or soil
sampling results (including raw data and maps).

Copies of all lists which name potentially responsible
parties at the captioned site or concern the
volumetric allocation of responsibility for pollution
for any responsible party.

Copies of any newspaper articles, personal files or
any other documents relating to pollution on or near
the captioned site.

Costs incurred to date and estimated future costs for
investigation and/or remediation of pollution
resulting from activities on the captioned site.

Before processing this request, please let me know the
approximate amount of documents for the captioned site that are
responsive to this request and the cost of copying the

Chicago Los Angeles London




PETERSON
& ROSS

Mr. Sam Mabry
January 7, 1991
Page 2

Do

documents. If you have any questions regarding this request,
pPlease call me at (312) 861-1400, ext. 4145. Thank you for

your assistance.

TG/cam
003lacam

Sincerely,
PETERSON & ROSS
“Thieio
Tricia Grogan
Legal Assistant

~,viS.ON OF SOLID WASTE

=EVIEWED BY L




STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
COVERNOR

O Dard D & Wedy ogjmﬁ@'l—e/\.r\.b © Benerdy @ F

/
TO: Bill Barnett, 3335‘!&%53, Sam Mabry, Barry Royals,
Don Scott, Dwight Wylie

FROM: Charles Chisolm
SUBJECT: Copying Records for Others
DATE: March 6, 1990

1. All records will be copied In our offices. Therefore,
records will not be sent out for copying.

} — 2. We will not charge for up to 50 copies However, for more
than 50 copies, we will chargeage beginning with

the first page.

3. When convenient, we will make all copies; however, we
will allow others to use our copier when we are busy.

For unusually large requests, we may secure temporary
3 help. 1In such a case the person requesting the copies will
¢< be required to reimburse us for the cost of the temporary
person in addition to 25 cents/page.

If the copying is to be done by other than Bureau staff, it
generally should be done between 12:00 noon and 1:00 p.m.
or 4:00 to 5:00 p.m.

,«5 When others are making the copies we must have someone who
is responsible for the file "in the vicinity".

apddﬁl ' are released.
4

5. Charges will not be made for copies for other governmental
organizations.

(,)}' f I may make exceptions to this procedure when I determine it

9yd¢jz is in the public interest. In my absence, you may do the
same.

CHC:els

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P.O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171

All payments for copies should be received before copies & &
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

: . February 8, 1991 VIA FACSIMILE &
isom 71& FEDERAL EXPRESS
febo 2l 99
'4:9&&‘4m£%?%a_,m Mr. Thad Hopper
EPA Hazardous Waste Division

- State of Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality

2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Compliance Evaluation Inspection
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Hopper:

This letter provides a response to your January 22, 1991
correspondence regarding the Compliance Evaluation Inspection
conducted by the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ) at the above~-referenced facility. Specific responses to
the concerns outlined in your letter are provided below:

Comment 1:

MHWMR 264 .14 and MHWMP 88-543-01, Attachment I and Appendix D:
Failure to maintain security device. No signs posted or fence
installed.

Response:

The fence surrounding the former surface impoundment was
removed during closure and inadvertently not replaced when
closure was completed. Within 60 days, a barbed wire fence,
which will include a minimum of four strands of wire, will
be reinstalled around the perimeter of the former surface
impoundments. The appropriate signs will be posted
following construction of the fence.

Comment 2:

MHWMR 264.15 and MHWMP 88-543-01 Attachment I, Appendix D:
Failure to follow Post-Closure inspection form developed for
Post-Closure core maintenance.




Mr. Thad Hopper
February 8, 1991
Page 2

Response:

Effective immediately, the post-closure inspection log sheet
(copy attached) will be completed by plant personnel
following the required monthly inspections. The completed
inspection log sheets will be maintained in the plant files.

8o0il Piles
Stockpiled soil at the facility is from two locations.

Soil stockpiled in the southern portion of the facility is the
result of drip track construction activities at the plant.
Specifically, Koppers Industries, Inc. (KII) made a business
decision to install concrete drip tracks in front of their wood
preserving process area. Excavation of soil was necessary for
this construction. This project was considered environmentally
beneficial from the continuing operations standpoint as future
potential incidental drippage will be intercepted and
infiltration of precipitation will be mitigated thereby
breventing any leaking of residual constituents in the soil
underlying the area.

This activity was initiated in October 1990 and completed in
February 1991. Approximately 4000 tons of this soil is
stockpiled from this excavation at the former waste treatment
system area (SWMU 11). The soil was segregated into piles which
are considered visibly impacted (1000 tons) and visibly clean
(3000 tons) and stored on plastic on an interim basis. These
soil piles will be covered with plastic in the near future.

Analytical data to characterize this material is provided in the
report entitled "Soil and Groundwater Investigation of Solid
Waste Management Units (SWMUs) (Keystone 1989) based on sampling
and analysis from this area. The Toxicity Characteristic
Leaching Procedure (TCLP) was not performed on this soil.
However, TCLP results available from drip track soils at 7 other
facilities indicate that this material is non-hazardous. These
data can be supplied, if requested.

Soil stored in the south yard under the lumber shed is from
excavations from under the creosote work tanks. Approximately
1000 tons of soil are present at this location. This soil has
been stockpiled since October 1988.

Although we have indications that this material has been sampled
for parameters other than TCLP analyses in the past, Beazer East,
Inc. does not have this data available. Once this data is




Y

» §e 00

Mr. Thad Hopper
February 8, 1991
Page 3

located, we will forward this information to you.

To further characterize the material stockpiled under the lumber
shed, sampling and analysis will be completed as part of the
Phase II RFI. On composite soil sample will be collected for
every 500 tons of stockplled soil. The soil will be analyzed for
the parameters provided in Table 5-1 of the RCRA Fac111ty
Investigation Phase II Work Plan (Keystone, 1990) in addition to
TCLP analyses.

Remediation of this material will be incorporated into the
overall corrective action to be conducted at the facility. This
soil will be considered in the Corrective Measures Study (CMS)
which will be initiated following completion of the RFI. The CMS
will evaluate, develop, and recommend corrective action
alternatives to address this soil, in addition to other
potentially impacted soils, if necessary.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 412/227-
2185.

Sincerely,

. e, _

e ~ P

_.\—\\IC)\_;\\& \ [Ny SN \'X \ / Q
=13

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager-Envir nmental Services

&

—

/1lpd

cc: B. Nolan
M. Hansen
R.G. Hamilton
R. Clayton - KII
S. Smith - KITI
J. Batchelder - KII
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AB-1991 16:55 FROM ;:QZER ENU IRONMENTAL TO

Beazar East, Inc.
Environmenta] Services
436 Seventh Avegue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412.227.2500
Fax: 412-227-2950

FAX COVER SHEET

PLEASE FORWARD FAX TO: ‘_V\V\C\CSK \_\\f{?@ﬁ,/\

Q S96E13546612 F.o1

FAX NUMBER: (0. B \l{ DL - e\ o=

FROM: _ %C‘g\.& r.?ox.xrc\( C\ \\)\

Beazer East, Inc.
FAX Number: (412) 227-2950

Number of pages to .follow: 35 é*

Comments:

If you have any questions regarding this fax, please call
Lauren Denny at (412) 227-2961.

Thank you for your help in distributing this fax!!!
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AZER ENUIRONMENTAL

Beozer

BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH. PA 15219 USA

February 8, 1991 VIA FACSIMILE &
FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Thad Hopper

Hazardous Waste Division

State of Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Compliance Evaluation Inspection
Roppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Hopper:

This letter provides a response to your January 22, 1991
correspondence regarding the Compliance Evaluation Inspection
~onducted by the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
(MDEQ) at the above=-referenced facility. Specific responses to
the concerns outlined in your letter are provided below:

Comment 1:

HWMR 264.14 and MHWMP 88-543-01, Attachment I and Appendix D:
re to maintain security device. No signs posted or fence

.3ponses

The fence surrounding the former surface impoundment was
cnoved during closure and inadvertently not replaced 2

c 72 was completed. Within 60 days, a barbed wi

which will include a minimum of four strands of wir

be reinstalled around the perimeter of the former s.

impoundments. The appropriate signs will be posted

following construction of the fence.

Comment 2:
MHWMR 264.15 and MHWMP 88-543-01 Attachment I, Appendix _

Failure to follow Post-Closure inspection form developed for
Post-Closure core maintenance.
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Mr. Thad Hopper
February 8, 1991
Page 3

located, we will forward this information to you.

To further characterize the material stockpiled under the lumber
shed, sampling and analysis will be completed as part of the
Fhase II RFI. On composite soil sample will be collected for
every 500 tons of stockpiled soil. The soil will be analyzed for
the parameters provided in Table 5-1 of the RCRA Facility
Investigation Phase II Work Plan (Reystone, 1990) in addition to
TCLP analyses.

Remediation of this material will be incorporated into the
overall corrective action to be conducted at the facility. This
soil will be considered in the Corrective Measures Study (CMS)
which will be initiated following completion of the RFI. The CMS
will evaluate, develop, and recommend corrective action
alternatives to address this soil, in addition to other
potentially impacted soils, if necessary.

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 412/227-
2185.

Sincerely,

/1pd

acs B. Nolan
M. Hansen
R.G. Hamilton
R. Clayton - KIT
5. Smith - RITI
J. Batchelder - KII
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

January 28, 1991 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Thad Hopper
Mississippi Department of Environmental

Quality
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Compliance Evaluation Inspection
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Mississippi Facility

Dear Mr. Hopper:

This letter requests a 7-day extension for submission of the
response to your January 22, 1991 correspondence regarding the
Compliance Evaluation Inspection at the above-referenced
facility. This extension is requested to adequately address the
concerns provided in your letter.

Your assistance in this matter is appreciated. If you have any
questions, please call me at 412/227-2185.

Sincerely,

(ﬂ\ ) - .
CQ?ﬁZ@kQJ ?kq_?%K;%Zi(Cx,

ne M. Patarcity
Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1pd

cc: M. Hansen
J.D. Clayton - KII

J. Batchelder - KITI TEVIEVIED BN o] 7 4 2V )
DATE /Im A9 192l
CO SR ; /4,99::‘)‘{/’2( ..é.‘.’.(..‘f’__\:/"\'

on_ ool ik § P,

g2 Meie! fg_ g €0




BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

January 11, 1991

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: SWMU Closure Plan - Sprayfield
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

This letter provides a schedule for initiation of the closure
plan for the sprayfield at the above-referenced facility.

As indicated in the closure plan submitted to you on October 9,
1990, closure will be scheduled to coincide with the onset of the
active vegetative growing season. These warmer weather
conditions are needed to enhance natural biodegradation. Thus,
closure activities will be initiated on April 1, 1991. :

Please call me at 412/227-2185 if you have any questions or
comments.

Sincerely,

7 1 Pj(/

L M (T Mcia

Jane M. Patarcity

Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1lpd

cc: J. Clayton - KII
J. Batchelder - KII
R. Haimann- D&M
B. Nolan
T. Hopper - MSDNR




(j O Beazer East, Inc, /\\.} O
= 436 Seventh Avenue ...

Pittsburgh, PA 15219 i
Phone: 412-227-2500 e ———— :
Fax: 412-227.2950

September 11, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Hazardous Waste Division

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau or Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: [Koppers Industries, rInc.
Grenada, Mississippi
Surface Impoundment - Post-Closure
Detection Monitoring Program
MSD 007 o027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

On June 28, 19ss, Koppers Company, Inc. was issued a Hazardous
Waste Permit (No. 88-543-01) for the facility located in Grenada,
Mississippj . This permit was modified on February 23, 1990, to

measurements are below the detection limits for each of the
original five permit constituents (naphthalene; acenaphthalyene;
fluoranthene; 2, 4—dinitrophenol; and pentachlorophenol).
Therefbre, a background mean value cannot be determined and the
Behrens-Fisher method cannot pe appropriately utilized.

2. Recommended statistical bProcedures for comparing mean
background well concentrations with mean downgradient
compliance we]] concentrations at KII's Grenada facility.
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Ms. Gail Macalusa
September 11, 1990
Page 2

Dr. Kodrich has presented several statistical methods to be used
under various monitoring data situations (e.g., the percentage of
non-detects). These methods are included in those recommended in
the United States Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA)
guidance document, Statistical Analysis of Ground Water

Monitoring Data at RCRA (Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Facilities, Interim Final Guidance (EPA Guidance Document,
February 1989) and meet the substantial requirements of MHWMR
264.

As operator of the unit, Beazer East, Inc. requests the approval
by the MSDNR for use of the statistical methods presented by Dr.
Kodrich in the attached documents for the surface impoundment
post-closure detection monitoring program at KII's Grenada
facility (see Part IV.F.1). We believe that this statistical
program is more appropriate for the Grenada facility.

If you have any questions, please call me at 412/227-2952.

Sincerely,

Q@ <. @A(

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1lpd

Enclosures

cc: B.S. Nolan
J.D. Clayton - KII
J. Batchelder - KII
D. King - KER
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Pennsylvania

ECOMMENDATIONS :

Koppers Industries, I
Grenada, MS, Plant

o

August 29, 199

nc.

Statistical

well concentration

concentratijons for:
napthalene

acenapthalene
fluoranthene

pentach]
2,4-dinit
2,3,4,6-t
2,4,6-t

Clarion, Pennsylvangs 16!

Nng mean background
compliance

oropheno]
ropheno]

richlorophenol

2,4-dichlorophenol
2,4—dimethy1phenol
2—chlorophenol
2—nitrophenol

6—dinitrophenol
4—nitrophenol

2—methy1—4,

4-chloro-
pPheno]

acenaphthene
benzo(a)anthracene
benzo(a)pyrene
benzo(b)fluoranthene
benzo(g,h,l)perylene

benzoc(k)f
chrysene
dibenz(a,h
fluorene

phenanthrene

idenoc¢123-
pPyYrene

bis(2—ethy1he

chromium
mercury

The methods recommended are those

document

Monitoring
and Rgcove;z

inal Guidance (EPA Guidance

Quidance
Ground—Water
Conservat on
F

PREPARED BY:

William R.
Professor o

Kodrich, Ph. D.
f Blology

“A Unit of the State Cuesme —cvn.

Statistiga]
Data
Act)

Document,

—_—

3—methy1phenol

luoranthene

)anthracene

cddpyrene

xy])phthalat

recommended in the
Analysis of
RCRA (Resourc

ilitjes Interim
Feb 89).

a
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Mean background well concentrations for each
constituent will be compared with mean complijance wel ]
concentratjions for each constituent. The pProcedures

recommended here meet the requirements of MHWMR 284.

Recommendations for statistica] methods are based on
two major categories of collected data: 1) data containing
50% or more of nondetects, ang 2) data containing Jessg than
50% nondetects or no nondetects,

Data Containing 90% or more Nondetects:

If 50% or more of the determinations are Nondetects,
and 10% of the observations are above the detection limit,
the Test of Proportions will be utilized (see EPA Guidance
Document , Feb 89). It should be noted that this method
requires g minimum of five (5) detectable values to bpe
valid. If there are less than five values, 3 Poisson method
will be applied.

Data Containing Less Than 50% Nondetects or No Nondetects:

If the observat jons contain between 15% and 50%
nondetects, ye wWill treat the Nondetects ag ties and proceed
with g nonparametric analysis of varliance (ANOVA) . The
recommended nonparametric method js the Kruskal—Wa]lis Test
(Sokal and Rohlf, 1981>. There will be at least three wells
compared over at least three quarters.

Quarter Well R-10 Well R-7 Well R-9

Ist, 1990 ~ S~ -
2nd, 1990 - - -
3rd, 1990 - - -

Each (-) represents a wel] value for g3 given date. If
significance Is found, the Simul taneoys Test Procedure of
Dwass (Sokal and Rohlf, 1981) for multiple comparisons wjl]
be employed.

If there are only two groups, the Mann—WhItney U-Test
or Wilcoxon Test for nonparametrijc Comparison of two samp les
will be used. This method permits the comparison of one up
gradient we]] with one down gradient wel].

For the Situations where 15% or less of the
observations are nondetects, the preferred method is the
parametric analysis of variance (ANOVA) ., If there are
Nondetects, they are replaced with one-half of the minimum
detection limit. Two requirements must be pet before
applying the parametric ANOVA method: 1) observationsg must
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be normally distributed, and 2) the group variances must be
homogeneous.

If both assumptions are met, we wil] Proceed with g
one-way ANQVA (Sokal and Rohlf, 1981). If there are only
two wells to be compared, the one-way ANOVA s equivalent to
a t-test, In the case of comparing the means of three or
more well, if the means are found to be signiflcantly
different a multiple range test wil] be employed. The
Student—Newman—Keuls Multiple Range Test is recommended
(Sokal and Rohlf, 19g9).

Before Proceeding with the ANQVA, qata will be tested
for normality. A straight forward method is to calculate
the statistics of skewness (g1) and kurtosis (g=). The Null
hypotheses of g(:1) = 0 and gl=2) =0 wil] be tested with the
t-test (Sokal and Rohl £, 1969, 1981).

If the data fail the test of normality, the
observatjons will be transformed by taking their natura)
logarithms. The test of normality ijsg then repeated on the
transformed data.

If untransformed or transformed data fai] the test for
normality, the data will pe Subjected to the nonparametrijc
Kruskal—Wallis test referred to above.

If the data satisfy the assumption of normality, the
data will pe Subjected to Bartlett’s test for homogeneity of
variances wjl] be employed. If the variances within groups
are found to be heteroscedastic the nonparametrijc
Kruskal—Wal]is test will be used.

References

Sokal, Robert R. and F. James Rohlf. 1969. Bigmetrx.
First Edition. w. H. Freeman and Company. San
Francisco.

Sokal, Robert R. and F. James Roh]f. 1981. Biometry.
Second Edition. w. H. Freeman and Company. San
Francisco.
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August 29, 199¢

of Pennsylvania
RE:
1. Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS, Plant
2. Recommendations for statistical

monitoring
with proporti

detection
impoundments

3. Results of statistical
2,4—dinitrophenol
acenaphthylene, and naphthalene.

PREPARED BY:

William R. Kodrich, Ph. p.
Professor of Biology

» Interim Final

background (up gradi

detection limit. For each of
value in one of the six compliance wells is
detection limit.

shall establish 3 background mean value for

use the
in Appendix

Program
on of nondetects

analyses
s pentachlorophenol,

M) EBEIUE

analysis of

for surface
>50%.

of data for

fiuoranthene,

(Resource Conservation

Guidance (EPA

measurements are below the
the pParameters examined,

one
above the

"The Permittee

each constjituent

least quarterly
10...." 1n Condition IV.F.1,

the

Behrens—Fisher
IV of

Resources to determine

if concentrations exceed the groundwater protection

permit."

Since almost all of the background Cup

gradient) wel]

values are below the detection limit for each constituent, a

be determined
be utilized.

background mean value cannot
Behrens—Fisher method cannot

The permit recognizes that
the detection )i
data for the five constituents ¢
pentachlorophenol,
acenaphythylene) you have Provided to me.
in Condition IV.F.2
Is reported by the
minimum detection limit,
detection limit valuye reported

evaluation monitoring results." The permit

‘Mlhﬁqu@SmmSwwm

not detecte
the Permittee shall
for that const

of Higher Fiiirntinm»

and the

2,4—dinitropheno],
naphthalene and
The permit says

of a constituent

use the minimum
ituent in
is not clear in
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establishing how the minimum detection limijt will be used in
monitoring results.

However, in the EPA Guidance Document (Feb, 1989), when
the number of nondetects jinp UP gradient and down gradient
wells is very high (well over 50%) a proportions methog or a
Poisson application is Cecommended. In the case of the
Grenada data, the Poisson method is recommended for
analyzing the data for al] constituents,

The application of the Poisson method that I have
utilized is well documented in Mmany references such gas
Go]dstein, 1964, and Runyon, 1985, . The results of the

The table for 2,4—dinitrophenol shows that all
background well measurements (R-10, R-1R) were below the
detection limit. Five of the compliance wells (R-8, R-8B,
R-9, R-oC, R-9D)> had ail] measurements below the detection

limit. Compliance well R-7 had one value above the
detection limit. Applicqtion of the Poisson method
comparing the monitoring results of well R-10 and well R-7

Indicate that there is no evidence of contamination in well
R-7.

For the table for pentachloropheno], all background

well values (wells R-1 » R-1R) were below detection limits.
All Mmeéasurements for compliance wells R-7, R-8, R-8B, R-9,
and R-9C were below detection limits. In compliance wel]

R-9D, one Mmeasurement was recorded above the detection
limit, Application of the Poisson distribution indicates
that there js No evidence of contamination in well R-9D,.

Similar results are seen for fluoranthene. All but one

Up gradient wel] values (wells R-10, R-1R) are below the
detection limit. Compliance well values (wells R-7, R-8B,
R-9, R-9C, R-9m are below the detection limit, In

compliance wel] R-8, one value is above the detection limit.
Application of the Poisson distribution method indicates
there is no evidence of contamination in this well.

The data for acenaphthylene shows that all background
well data (wells R-10, R-1R) are below the detection limit.
Only one compliance wel] (R-7) has a value €xXceeding the
detection limit. Application of the Poisson distribution
method indicates that there s no evidence of contamination
in this wel].

The wvalue 24.8 micrograms/liter found for
' acenaphthylene appears to bpe the resuit of a laboratory
error in determining the concentration of this parameter.
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There is Insufficient data to test for an outlijer, However
In light of al] the other measurements taken for this
Parameter, this one value )ooks very suspicious. This value
is probably a technical error in determlnlng the
concentration.,

Finally, the data for naphthalene shows that all
background well data (wells R-10, R-1R) are below the
detection limit,. Only one compllance wel] (well R-9) has s
concentration above the detection limit. Appllcation of the
Poisson method Indicates that there |sg NOo evidence of
contamination in this well.

Goldstein, Avram. 19g4, Biostatist]cs. The MacMillan
Company. New York. 272 pp.

Runyon, Richard p. 1985, Fundamentals of Statistics In the
Biologica], Medical angd Health Sciences, Duxbury
Press. Boston. 393 pP.
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

September 10, 1990

Mr. Wayne E. Carlin
Route 2
Stryker, Ohio 43557

Dear Mr., carlin:

Re: Beazer East, Inc.
Grenada, Ms Facility

Beazer East, Inc., former owner of the Koppers wWood Preserving facility in
Grenada, Mississippi, is the operator of a closed boiler ash disposal area
located adjacent to a portion of the facility's east property line. Thisg
area was formerly used to dispose of ash generated from the burning of wood
and wood wastes mixed with fuel additives. Some of the fuel-additive
materials burned in the past, are now classified as hazardous wastes, and
the ash generated is also a hazardous waste. In December, 1987, in
compliance with an Administrative Order issued by the Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality, Beazer installed four groundwater
monitoring wells around their boiler ash disposal area. Well M-1 is
located hydraulically upgradient from the disposal area. Wells M-2, M-3,
and M-4 are located hydraulically downgradient from well M-1, between the
disposal area and the property boundary. Analytical results have indicated
the presence of pentachlorophenol, as well as many other hazardous
constituents associated with wood preserving processes, in significant
concentrations in the groundwater samples from wells M-2, M-3, and M-4.
Because your Property is located hydraulically downgradient from the ash
disposal area, there is reason to believe the contaminants have migrated in
the groundwater beyond the facility boundary and under your property.

Beazer must assess the extent of groundwater contamination beyond their
facility boundary, and remediate the groundwater to levels considered to be
safe to human health and the environment.

property for the drilling and installation of monitoring wells. They have
indicated your hesitance to reach a formal agreement due to concern of
interference with farming pPractices. Beazer also indicated they could
locate the Proposed monitoring wells along an existing grass access road to
avoid interference with farm operations,

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P.O BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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We can appreciate Your apprehension regarding this matter; however, if the
groundwater beneath your property is indeed contaminated, it should be
assessed and controlled a4s soon as possible to prevent further
contamination., If we can be of any assistance in expediting the brocess or
in addressing questions Or concerns you may have, please call me at (601)
961-5171.

Sincerely,
4262417€zzk%zuééz;==zz__

Gail Macalusa

Hazardous Waste Division

GM-13:1r
bc: Mr. Matthew C. Plautz
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KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600 3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146 Fax: 412/825-9699

Ref. No. 176999-04

December 17, 1990
RECEIVED

Bureau of Pollution Control DEC 2 ¢ 1990

P.Ok. Box 10385

Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385 Dept, vir
50n, Mississippi : g:raéos:w.,

Rl

Attn: J. Thad Hopper
Enclosed are the field data sheets you requested from Grenada Mississippi. As
noted on the data sheets, wells R-16 R-20 R-25 had product on the bottom. Well R-
6 is damaged at 4.60 feet and water depth cannot be reached.

You had also asked if any of the wells went dry, and at that time I said no. But wells
R-10A and M-2 did 8o dry but recovered well.” At the next sampling round they may
not go dry again.

If you should have any further questions, please fill free to contact me at (412) 825-
9673 or the Project Manager, Dave King at (412) 825-9609.

Very truly yours, ’
A iin vV bt

Brian V. Blacka
Field Services

BVB:erh H-076
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

November 20, 1990

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of
Natural Resources

Bureau of Pollution Controi

P.O. Box 10385

Jackson, MS 39289-0385

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007027543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Please be advised that there is a change in the technical contact
for Beazer East, Inc. regarding the above-referenced facility.
Ms. Jane M. Patarcity is the Program Manager and may be reached
at the following address:

436 Seventh Avenue
Suite 1450
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1822
412/227-2185

Please call me at 412/227-2952 if you have any questions. I will
have other responsibilities within Beazer East, Inc., but will be
available to assist or address any questions, if necessary.

/1lpd

cce

B.

J.
J.
S.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.é&
Program Manager-Environmental Services

Nolan i,
Hamilton

Batchelder - KIT

Clayton - KII

Spengler - MSDNR
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

November 20, 1990

Mr. Steven O. Jenkins, Chief

RCRA Compliance Branch

Land Division

Alabama Department of Environemntal
Management

1751 Cong. W.L. Dickenson Drive

Montgomery, AL 36130

Re: Administrative Order No: 90-057-Hw
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Montgomer, AL Facility

Dear Mr. Jenkins:

Please be advised that there is a change in the technical contact
for Beazer East, Inc. regarding the above-referenced facility.
Ms. Jane M. Patarcity is the Program Manager and may be reached
at the following address:

436 Seventh Avenue
Suite 1450
Pi ttsburgb, PA 15219-1822
412/227-2185

Please call me at 412/227-2952 if you have any questions. I will
have other responsibilities within Beazer Fast, Inc., but will be
available to assist or address any questions, if necessary.

ooy N ’ pac
O RN T o o

Sincerely,

. 4 . [p—

-;“”fii;—w-- : = L“%@uk t,\;&\

fof e S, . Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.

Program Manager-Environmental Services
/1pd
cc: .

Nolan
Hamilton
Meadows - KII

el R F2 - 9809 4 2)

Malaier - ADEM

Spengler - MSDNR
pens Do
i é
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BEAZER EAST, INC,, 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219JUSA

Lept o4 «
ur.

Teanmane) o 23lity
ol

November 9, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS
STE .
-1V1SION OF SOLID WA Ms. Gail Macalusa
e EVED BY Q\‘fv\» Mississippi Department of Natural
REVIEVIE Resources

- ‘ Bureau of Pollution Control
MENTS_j%éb;Zi_ZEéE:w 2380 Highway 80 West
oM Jackson, MS 39204
/7L : !
E27 L elE

Re: Groundwater Monitoring
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

As you will recall, we informed you of a laboratory transcription
error involving Appendix IX data results from the June 20-22,
1989 second quarter sampling event for the Grenada boiler ash
landfarm. We detailed the cause and effect of the data
manipulation error to you in a May 3, 1990 letter. Also included
was documentation of the error and explanatory attachments from
our consultant, Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.

It was stated that Keystone would revise the affected Section 3.0
of the 1989 RCRA Annual Groundwater Monitoring Summary for the
Grenada facility to discuss the additional detected Appendix IX
barameters. This revision has been completed and the replacement
Section 3.0 and Table of Contents are enclosed.

Please call if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

¢.(¢

Matthew C. Plauty, P.E.

Program Manager-Environmental Services
/1p
cc: . Nolan
Batchelder - KII
Clayton - KII
King - KER
Urbassik - KER
Spengler - MSDNR

WxOSYYW
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

Dept of E,N.,.,,M...,»J Oy

Bureau ¢

November 2, 1990

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Bureau of Pollution Control

P. O. Box 10385

Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Attn: Gail Macalusa
Dear Gail:
Confirming our telephone conversation of Friday, November 2, I am
enclosing a corrected copy of the Chief Financial Officer's letter and
supporting documentation. I have also enclosed a new copy of the
Closure/Post~-Closure Cost Estimate worksheet.
The post-closure cost estimate for the Grenada facility has been
increased by $ 10,779 reflecting a change in the inflation factor from
1.0378 (supplied by RCRA Hotline) to 1.041 as reported by your agency.

Please feel free to contact me at (412) 227-2821 if you require
additional information.

Sincerely yours,

4
<;;;;£il S. Vorpe

Environmental Department
Regulatory Compliance Section

Enclosures



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

October 15, 1990

Certified Mail No. P 444 543 360

Mr. Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager

Environmental Services

Beazer East, Inc.

436 seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Dear Mr. Plautz:

Re: 1990 Cost Estimate
Part A application
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Ms Facility

We have reviewed the closure and post-closure cost estimates for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1990, and found the cost estimates adjusted by an
inflation factor of 1.0378. on April 3, 1990, a memorandum was sent to all
facilities notifying of the 1989 inflation factor, 1.041. Please
recalculate the 1990 cost estimates and the financial test using the
inflation factor of 1.041.

On September 24, 1990, a revised Part A application was submitted to
reflect the transfer of ownership from Beazer Materials and Services to
Beazer East, Inc. Form 3 Section III. B.-Process Design Capacity was
incorrectly filled out. This section should list both the closed interim
status landfill, D80, and the closed surface impoundment, S04. Also, the
process design capacity should be the amount of waste that was left in
place during closure. Enclosed is another application.

Please submit the corrected financial requirements and Part A application,

and the letter of notification to the facility mailing list by November 2,
1990. The modification request will go before the Mississippi

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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Mr. Matthew C. Plautz
Page 2
October 15, 1990

Environmental Quality Permit Board on November 13, 1990.
questions, please call me at (601) 961~-5171.

Sincerely,

Gail Macalusa

Hazardous Waste Division
GM-9:dh
Enclosure

If you have any



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
RAY MABUS
COVERNOR

July 12, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL NO., P 443 383 161

Ms. Jill M. Blundon, Vice President
Secretary & General Counsel

Beazer East, Inc.

436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Dear Ms. Blundon:

Re: RCRA Financial Assurance
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD007027543

Upon review of the two Closure Certifications submitted, one on January 9,
1990, for the Surface Impoundment, and the other on June 27, 1990, for the
Boiler Ash Landfarm; and, the on-site inspection conducted by the
Mississippi Bureau of Pollution Control on July 3, 1990, closure of both
the Surface Impoundment and the Boiler Ash Landfarm appears to have been
completed as per the approved closure plans for these two units. Both
Beazer East, Inc. and Koppers Industries, Inc. are released from the
financial assurance requirements for closure of the above hazardous waste
management units in accordance with MHWMR Part 264.143.

If you have any questions, feel free to call Gail Macalusa of my staff at
(601) 961-5171.

Sincerel

alre, X.

s I. Palmer, Jr
Executive Director

JIP:GM-55:1r

pc: Mr. James R. Batchelder, KII
Mr. Matthew ‘C. Plautz, Beazer East
Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P.O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171



KOPPERS
Koppers Industries, Inc.

INDUSTRIES 436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

Telephone. (£12) 227-2G01

July 6, 1990

Division of Solid and Waste Management
Bureau of Polliution Control

Department of Natural Resources

P. 0. Box 10385

Jacksor, Mississippi 29209

Enclosed 1is a revised Notification of Regulated Waste Activity
for Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada plant located in Tie Plant,
MS. The form previously submitted was on an 11/85 varsion and
was returned to us by your office. Please call me at (412)gp7-
2677 or Mr. J. D. Clayton at the plant if you have questions.

Sincerely,

/

A b, T oo el

Steohen T. Smith,
Environmental Program Manrager

cc: J. D. Clayton, Grerada
J. R. Batchelder, K-1700
Bill Donley, K-1750
Matt Plautz, K-1450



O Beazer East, Inc. O
Environmental Services
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Phone: 412-227-2500
Fax: 412-227-2950

June 29, 1990

Mr. James Dale Beck

President, Board of Supervisors
Grenada County

P.O. Box 1208

Grenada, MS 38901

Re: Deed Restriction Survey
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Beck:

Beazer East, Inc. as operator of the closed Boiler Ash Landfarm
hazardous waste management unit at the above-referenced facility
and in accordance with Mississippi law has prepared the enclosed
Deed Restriction Survey. The survey contains a notification that
the use of the described area is restricted.

Please call if you should have any questions.

Sincerely,

Mo C. @(
Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.

Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1pd

cc: B. Nolan (w/o enclosure)
R. Yocius - KER (w/o enclosure)
J. Clayton - KII
J. Batchelder - KII
G. Macalusa - MSDNR
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Dear Mr. Spengler:

Beazer East, Inc.,
submitted to MSDNR
Report for the surf

Beazer East, Inc. CD
Environmental Services

436 Seventh Avenue Fr——
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 | r
Phone: 412-227-2500 R s
Fax: 412-227-2950 / i u
{0 JuN 317880
E D

L]

Y
¥

i of - Environmental 1301

T

i

i.. uIIB_x.t}«.-:u_ o-‘_Po-'ut‘on Conzrol
June 5, 1990

Mr. Wm. Stephen Spengler, P.E.

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau of Polluticn Control

Box 10385

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: RCRA Financial Assurance
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

formerly Beazer Materials and Services, Inc.,
on January 9, 1990, a Closure Construction

facility. This report contained the required certifications from

the closure cost estimate. Beazer East wilil
the appropriate post-closure activities for
ent in accordance with Permit No. 88-543-01.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

/1pd
cc:

B. Nolan

D. Kerschner

B. Hamilton

J.D. Clayton - KII
J. Batchelder - KII
G. Macalusa - MSDNR

Sincerely,

t- Ok

Matthew C. Plautz, p.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services
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O Beazer East, Inc.
Environmental Services -
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500
Fax: 412-227-2950

-\./v - ! ) €

June 27, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gail Macalusa

MS Department of Natural Resources
2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Closure Construction Report
Boiler Ash Landfarm
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Beazer East, Inc. has formally completed final closure of the
Boiler Ash Landfarm at the above-referenced facility in
accordance with the approved closure plan. Enclosed please find
one copy of the "Closure Construction Documentation Report" which
includes a detailed description of closure activities ang
contains both the Engineer's and Owner /Operator certifications of
closure.

submittal.
Sincerely,
o . ()l
Matthew C. Plautz P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services
/1pd
Enclosure
cc: B. Nolan (w/o enclosure)

J.D. Clayton - KII
J. Batchelder - KII
R. Yocius - KER (w/o enclosure)



Ft

’%‘y - &ﬂkﬂz—..fﬂ«\/pe ‘f

O Beazer East, Inc. Q
Environmental Services
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 SR

Phone: 412-227-2500 1 :
Fax: 412-227-2950 . f

May 31, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gail Macalusa
Mississippi Dept. of Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

J_d N~ Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Draft Closure Construction
Certification Report

- NTE 7 - /
__JQZzngéL Boiler Ash Landfarm/
‘2Z££512n£* Grenada, Ms

MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Final inspection of diversion channels and drainage
structures ang confirmation of cover vegetative growth,

As-built drawings including Survey Plat and Deed Restriction
Notification,

Completion of construction inspection ang daily reports,
Completion of "Operator Certification of Closure",

Completion of "Professional Engineers Certification of
Closure",

Completion of photographic documentation of construction
activities.
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@ O

Ms. Gail Macalusa
May 31, 1990
Page 2

The final version of this report will be forwarded to your office
as soon as the above items have been completed but not later than
June 30, 1990. If you have any questions or comments regarding
this draft report, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Matthew cC. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

/1lpd
Enclosure

cc: B. Nolan (w/o encl.)
R. Yocius - KER (w/o encl.)
J.D. Clayton ~ KII (w/o encl. - will send final version)
J. Batchelder - KII (w/o encl. -~ will send final version)
S. Spengler - MSDNR (w/o encl.)
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KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600 3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146 Fax: 412/825-9699

Ref. No. 176999-77

May 30, 1990

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Dept, of E
. nvironme i ]
Buresy of Po,'!.m; ol Quatiry |

1 Control © {

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Re:  Groundwater Quality Assessment (Boiler Ash Landfarm Area)
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

In reference to Mr. Matthew Plautz’s, Beazer East, Inc., letter to you on May 3,
1990, Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc. has tentatively scheduled two
sampling events, one in late June and the other in late July 1990, for the seven on-
site wells (M-5A, M-5B, M-2B, M-1, M-2, M-3, and M-4) monitoring the boiler ash
landfarm area for the parameters 1,2-dichloroethene and trichloroethene (EPA
Method 8240). These two parameters were inadvertently omitted from a second
quarter 1989 list of detected Appendix IX parameters for wells M-3 and M-4. Once
off-site access is obtained, these parameters will also be added to the groundwater
quality assessment (GWQA) sampling program for the off-site wells. Future
GWQA reports will include any necessary clarification of this situation.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 412/825-9609.
Very truly yours,

IOWNKQ

David L. King

Project Manager

Regulatory Affairs Department
DI K:ss DK73

cc: M. Plautz (Beazer)



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

May 30, 1990

Mr. J. D. Clayton
Koppers Industries, Inc.
P.O. Box 160

Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Dear Mr. Clayton:

Re: Operating Permit No. 0960-00012
Grenada, Mississippi

We understand from your letter dated April 17, 1990, that your company
wishes to burn a new material as a fuel additive in the boiler at the Grenada
plant. Please be advised that this material, coal tar distillate bottoms, is
not authorized by the facility's air pollution permit and therefore is
restricted until such time as necessary permits are obtained.

To pursue required air pollution permits, you should apply using the
enclosed permit application and identify the operations and all pollutants.

As a minimum, each pollutant and pollutant emission rate from each burning
condition (new and existing) must be provided. Pollutant emission rates will
need to be given in units of Ibs/hr and tons/year based on capacity
operations and at proposed operations, if different. Supportive assumptions,
bases, and calculations should be provided. Also, the exhaust or stack
parameters for each pollutant ( height, velocity, diameter, and temperature)
must be identified.

Also, for your information, enclosed please find a copy of procedures that
will be used as a part of our evaluation of toxic pollutants.

If you have questions, please advise.

Sincerely,

Dm%nator

North Air Emissions Section

DSJ:sr

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P.O BOX 10185, IACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601)961-5171




Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Beazer East, Inc. Q
Environmental Service -
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500

Fax: 412-227-2950

: Sy
May 17, 1990 Z:fpchc
Sligs, w’ﬁvirc.,’ -
a2 O

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: GWQA-~Ash Landfarm
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi

Beazer East, Inc. has made repeated attempts to secure legal

access to off-site locati

the boiler ash landfarm GWQA Program at the above-referenced
facility. These attempts
1990 (see letter to Mr. S

February 16,

1990) but as

appeared to be favorable during early
teve Spengler dated January 31 and
of yet we have not reached any formal

agreement to install these wells; therefore, we are at an

impasse.

Beazer East, Inc. requests assistance from MSDNR to accelerate

this process.

not complete the MSDNR

Without pr

oper access to these locations we can

approved GWQA Work Plan.

The property owner's name, address and phone number are listed

below:

Mr. Wayne E. Carlin

Route 2
Stryker,
Phone:

OH 43557
419-682-6441



QO O

Ms. Gail Macalusa
May 17, 1990
Page 2

Please contact me to discuss your preferred approach to address
this situation.

Sincerely,

&

Matrthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr

Cc: B. Nolan
R. Hamilton
J. Clayton (KII)
J. Batchelder (KII)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)
D. King (Keystone)



Q Beazer East, Inc. Q
- Environmental Service
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Phone: 412-227-2500
Fax: 412-227-2950

May 3, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Groundwater Monitoring
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

We have been made aware by Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.
(Keystone) of a laboratory data transcription error. This error

groundwater samples taken at the boiler ash landfarm during the
June 20-22, 1989 second quarter sampling event. A letter
describing this omission is attached.

When compared to previously reported results, there are certain
discrepancies, most noticeably the detection of 1,2~
dichloroethene (M-3: 63 ug/1l; M-4: 150 ug/1l) and trichloroethene
(M-3: 2,200 ug/l; M-4: 3,300 ug/l). These constituents are not
believed to be site-related, however, previous sampling events
have detected their bPresence. These recently corrected results
are important to the conduct of the ongoing groundwater quality
assessment program (GWQA). 1In addition, the 1989 RCRaA Annual
Report and the RFI/CMS Phase II Work Plan contain incorrect
tabulations of the Appendix IX results.

To rectify this omission Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), formerly
Beazer Materials and Services, Inc., pbroposes the following
actions:

1. Keystone will resample (two rounds) the seven on-site wells
(M=-5A, M-5B, M-2B, M-1, M-2, M-3, and M-4) for the
parameters 1, 2-dichloroethene and trichloroethene. These
parameters will also be added to the sampling program for
the off-site wells once access is obtained. ~GWQa reports
will include any necessary clarification of this situation.
A formal letter will be submitted to MSDNR by Keystone prior
to initiation of this activity.



® @

Ms. Gail Macalusa
May 3, 1990
Page 2

Keystone will amend the affected Section 3.0 of the 1989
RCRA annual report by including a discussion of these
additional parameters. Please note that the Appendices to
this report were correct in the original submission.

Keystone will modify the Phase II RFI Work Plan as
appropriate. At this time, it does not appear that this
work plan will require major modifications because the
boiler ash landfarm is not included by a SWMU and this area
is geographically removed from the central plant area.

Beazer stands prepared to rectify this situation in a timely
manner. Please call if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

i

Matthew C. P1
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr
Enclosure
cc: B. Nolan

R. Hamilton

J. Batchelder (KII)

J. Clayton (KII)

D. King (Keystone)

M. Urbassik (Keystone)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)



® O
KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600 3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146 Fax: 412/825-9699

April 25, 1990

Mr. Matthew C. Plautz
Program Manager

Beazer East, Inc.

436 Seventh Avenue, Suite 1450
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Dear Matt:

Re: Grenada 2nd Quarter
1989 Analytical Results

The following summary explains how the enclosed detected Appendix IX parameters
for the KII Grenada, MS facility were inadvertently omitted from a sorted data
package.

After the completion of all analyses from the second quarter 1989 sampling for the
Grenada plant, the assistant project manager made a special request to the
department manager of the Monroeville Laboratory’s Data Management Group.
She requested a special format and diskette deliverable be generated to help her sort
through the large quantity of analytical data she had in several hard copy data
packages.

Since the analyses were performed at both the Keystone - Monroeville Laboratory
and the Keystone - Houston Laboratory, there were separate data packages for the
total analyses. The hard Copy reports are generated from each laboratory’s LIMS
System or instrument data system. Only the analyses performed at each individual
laboratory is entered into their respective LIMS system. In order for the Keystone -
Monroeville Laboratory to generate a diskette deliverable for all analyses, all of the

data would have to be éntered into the LIMS system.

In order to accommodate the request of the assistant project manager, the
Monroeville Data Management Group took the hard copy data generated from the
Houston Laboratory and proceeded to enter these results into their LIMS system,
manually.

The large number of samples analyzed and the large number of compounds



Mr. Matthew C. Plautz April 25, 1990
Beazer East, Inc. Page 2

We sincerely apologize for this situation and any inconvenience or problems that it
may have cost you personally, or Beazer East, Inc., as a company.

If you have any questions, please contact us.

Sincerely,

David L. King
Project Manager '
vl 1 Lol

Mark R. Urbassik
Senior Vice President

DLK/MRU/ss DKS51

\KEXSLOISE
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ADDITIONAL DETECTED APPENDIX IX PARAMETERS

@

HOUSTON LABORATORY DATA
JUNE 20-22, 1989
KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.
GRENADA, MISSISSIPPI
WELL METHOD PARAMETER CONCENTRATION DETECTION
(ug/L) LIMIT (ug/L)

M-3 8240 (volatile) 1,2-dichloroethene (total) 63 5
M-3 8240 (volatile) trichloroethene 2200 5
M4 8240 (volatile) 1,2-dichloroethene (total) 150 5
M-+4 8240 (volatile) trichloroethene 3300 S
TB (July 20) 8240 (volatile) acetone 24 10
TB (July 20) 8240 (volatile) 2-butanone 66 10
SBLK (July 7) 8270 (semi-volatile) bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 20 10
SBLK (July 18) 8270 (semi-volatile) bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 7] 10
R-1 8270 (semi-volatile) phenol 3J 10
R-1 8270 (semi-volatile) acenaphthene 3] 10
R-1 8270 (semi-volatile) diethyl phthalate 2 10
FB (June 21) 8240 (volatile) acetone 18 10
FB (June 21) 8270 (semi-volatile) phenol 4] 10
TB (June 21) 8240 (volatile) acetone 24 10
TB (June 21) 8270 (volatile) 2-butanone 47 10



O O

ADDITIONAL DETECTED APPENDIX IX PARAMETERS (continued)

HOUSTON LABORATORY DATA
JUNE 20-22, 1989
KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.
GRENADA, MISSISSIPPI

WELL METHOD PARAMETER CONCENTRATION DETECTION

(ug/L) LIMIT (ug/L)
R-8A 8240 (volatile) acetone 6J 10
R-8A 8270 (semi-volatile) bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 66 20
R-8B 8240 (volatile) acetone 17 10
R-8B 8240 (semi-volatile) phenol 3J 10
R-8B 8270 (semi-volatile) bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 24 10
R-9D 8240 (volatile) methylene chloride 12 5
FB (June 22) 8240 (volatile) methylene chloride 11 S
SBLK (July 18) 8270 (semi-volatile) bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 8J 10

NOTES:

1) The above table of detected parameters was generated from examination of the Appendix IX data
packet generated by Keystone’s Houston, Texas laboratory. All volatile and semi-volatile organic
compounds and organophopesticides data were examined.

2) Where dates are indicated for TB (trip blank) and FB (field blank), the dates refer to the date
sampled. For the SBLK (semi-volatiles) blank which was part of laboratory QA/QC procedures, the
date refers to the date analyzed.
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KOPP : Rs Koppers Industries, Inc.

INDUSTR'ES PO. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

.-%_ﬁ_,.f__ April 17, 1990

Ll Mr. Sam Mabry
Mississippi Dept. of Natural Resources
o ; Bureau of Pollution Control
Tl i P. 0. Box 10385
- "=/ Jackson, Ms. 39289-0385

Dear Mr. Mabry:

This refers to our telephone conversation on April 4, 1990
regarding fuel additive burning at our industrial boiler at
Grenada.

The material in question is coal tar distillate bottoms with
Properties essentially of creosote. This material was drummed
as such with the intent to recover as product or to burn as
fuel. Recovery to specification product proved infeasible so
we are considering the fuel option. Because of the crystalline
nature of the material, it would handle best as a fuel additive
onto the woodwaste chip feed of our Grenada boiler. There are
approximately 1800 drums involved.

This material closely resembles the creosote process wastes
typically used in the boiler, with high BTU content. I have
attached the characterization analysis demonstrating the compli-
ance of this material with the permit requirements.

The reason we called you regarding this was because the permit
references "creosote waste", and the material in question is
technically not considered to be a "waste". We do feel that this
material fits the intent of the permit, which allows the co-
firing of high BTU materials as fuel additives.

It is our intent to use this material in exactly the same manner

as the creosote process waste in full accordance with the conditions
of the permit. We would appreciate receiving your concurrence

to use this material as a fuel additive.

Sincerely,

D@%“ 2
. D. Clayton
cc: Mr. James R. Batchelder

Koppers Industries, Inc.
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National Laboratories, Inc.
3210 Claremont Avenue
Evansville, IN 47712
Telephone (812) 422-4119

Kopper Company, Inc.
Attn: Mr. Clark Mitchell
P. 0. Box 270

Carbondale, IL. 62918

LOCATION:
DATE RECEIVED:

DATE REPORTED:
P.0O. NUMBER:

SAMPLE #: 31003

PARAMETERS

Copper 5.08 mg/kg
Chromium 0.88 mg/kg
Arsenic 1.7 mg/kg
Zinc 7.92 mg/kg
Boron 3.1 mg/kg
BTU 13,300 BTU/1b
Moisture % 22.5 %

Analyses Reference: Standard Methods for the Examination of
Water and Wastewater, 16th Edition, 1985

National Laboratories, Inc.

& voter Vgl

Eula Megli, M.S.
Lab Supervisor



A Member of THE BEAZ RQUP

Law Department

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsbiirgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2430 Fax: 412-227-2042

: Beazer Materials and Servi 3, Inc.

iy

Jill M. Blundon
General Counsel
Thomas Burgunder @%‘,‘
Thomas F. Reid . LN,
George Carrol| April 4, 1990 Sy,
Mary Dombrowski Wright 2, ! A
Billie Schrecker Nolan N
William F. Giarla /,0F
Babette Magee %
James B. Springfield R
Real Estate Manager Mr. I.<a leel Rahaim
Mississippi Department of
Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control
380 Highway 80 w
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility

Dear Mr. Rahaim:

Please be advised that on Apriil 16, 1990 the name of Beazer
Materials and Services, Inc. will be changed to Beazer East,
Inc. This is a name change only, with no change in operations
Oor ownership of the facility.

As you have been notified Previously (see attached letter), the
facility is owned by Koppers Industries, Inc. Beazer Materials
and Services, Inc., soon to be known as Beazer East, Inc., is
the operator of the surface impoundment pending closure, and if
necessary, any post-closure activities. Beazer East, Inc. is
also responsible for any financial assurance required in
connection therewith.

If you have any questions, please call Babette Magee at
412/227-2705.

Very truly yours,

/M

11 M. Blundon
ce President,
General Counsel and Secretary
Att.

cc: J. R. Batchelder
M. C. Plautgz

Writer’s Direct Dial Number _214 [227-2414
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Beazer Materials and S es, Inc.
A Member of THE BE GROUP
w Department
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, P& 15219

Phone: 412-227-2430 Fax: 412-227-2042

Jill M. Blundon
General Counsel R

Thomas Burgunder Ap ril 7 y 1989

Thomas F. Reid

George Carroll

Mary Dombrowski Wright

e Schrecker Nolan Mr. Kaleel Rahaim
William F. Giarla . . . .
Babeite Magee Mississippi Department of
Jag:fg‘z;aip;gﬂﬁf Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control
2380 Highway 80 w

Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, 1nc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility

Dear Mr. Rahaim:

Please be advised that on December 28, 1988, Koppers
Industries, 1Inc. (KII) purchased the assets of the former
Koppers Company, Inc. wood treating facility located at Tie
Plant Road, Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960. On January 26,
1989, the name of Koppers Company, Inc. was changed to Beazer
Materials and Services, Inc. (BM&S) .

Under the terms of the sale, BMgS has agreed to remain the
"operator" of the surface impoundment pending closure and, if
necessary, any post-closure activities. BMgS also has agreed
to retain responsibility for any financial assurance required
in connection therewith. fThe term "operator" isg not intended
to imply that these units are or will be operating units, byt
is only used to distinguish that BM&S is responsible for
closure of thesge units, which are located on the property
owned by KII.

Enclosed is a revised Part A, 2a Notification of Hazardous
Waste Activity Form, and Financial Assurance Documentation.
If you have any questions concerning this matter, please call
Babette Magee of BMgS at 412/227-270s5.

Very truly yours,

M

M. Blundo
tr;',ce President,
eneral Counsel and Secretary

€c: J. R. Batchelder
G. Edwards
B. Magee

Writer's Direct Dial Number -



Beazer Materials and Sery*- s, Inc.
O A Member of THE BEAZ(A ROUP
Environmental Services

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA lﬁﬁ?\ .
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-£950

ey,
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March 30, 1990 CERTIFIED &KIQO"_
RETURN RECEIP-.’w/ "
DIVISION OF so o 4, g REQUESTED
REWEﬁTDB"~¢é§JXXH_M_ Ms. Gail Macalusa
CATE ' Mississippi Department of
T e Natural Resources
CCMhEnTe s— Bureau of Pollution Control

EPA ‘l/ 2 on 2380 Highway 80 West
e - iQ,_ Jackson, MS 39204
' Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007027543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

This letter is in response to your letter dated March 16, 1990
relative to findings of the MSDNR Compliance Evaluation
Inspection on February 22, 1990 at the above-referenced facility.
This letter cited an apparent violation of MHWMR 265.73(b) (6) for
failure to maintain monitoring, testing, and analytical data at
the facility.

Upon communication with Mr. J. D. Clayton, Plant Manager, it was
discovered that the Second Quarter Groundwater Monitoring data
were not readily available at the site, although the 1989 RCRa
Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report was available. Mr. Clayton
also indicated that he communicated this information to you in a
recent telephone conversation. I have therefore asked Keystone
Environmental Resources, Inc. (Keystone) to forward a copy of
this specific data to the Grenada facility by April 1, 1990.

Please call if you have any questions or comments.

S;%i;ifly; ‘<:}L1€;

Matthew cC. Plautz, PpP.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr

cc: B. Nolan

Batchelder (KII)
Clayton (KII)
Scarbrough (USEPA)

Ggg

Writer's Direct Dial 412-227-2952




Lot - i %,« @f/ | STATE OF MISSISSIPP]

. 2 DHMRTMEVTOFENWRO\MENTALQUAUTY
é%ﬁf;z A S Bl ok RAY MABUS
P, GOVERNOR
_
/3/50. MEMORANDUM
o /37 pal 72
TO: Hazardous waste Tsp Facilities
FROM: Hazardous waste Division
RE: Annual Closure/Post-Closure Cost Estimate Update
DATE: March 27, 1990

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) Parts 264 and
265, Subpart H require owners and operators of hazardous waste management
facilities to annually update closure and/or post-closure cost estimates
for inflation.

The inflation factor for 1989 is 1.041. Therefore, if your current cost
estimate is $15,000, the adjusted cost will be ($15,000) x (1.041) =
$15,615.

If the updated closure/post-closure costs exceed the amount provided by
your financial assurance mechanism, the mechanism must be updated as
follows:

A. Facilities that use the Financial Test must resubmit financial
information incorporating the closure/post-closure cost estimate
update within 90 days after the end of their fiscal year;

Fund within sixty (60) days after the change in the current cost
estimate covered by the agreement. Annual payments into the Trust
Fund must be made no later than thirty (30) days after the anniversary

date of the mechanism;

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, PO BOX 10385, JACKSON MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171



amount of the insurance to be increased to the current closure cost
estimate and submit evidence to our office or obtain other financial
assurance within sixty (60) days after computing the increase.

If you have any questions, please call us at (601) 961-5171.

LC-4:1r



STATE OF MISSISSIPP!

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

March 16, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 443 383 268

Mr. Matthew C. Plautz, P.E,
Program Manager

Environmental Services

Beazer Materials & Services, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

pear Mr. Plautz:

Re: Boiler Ash Landfarm
Closure Schedule
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility

On March 13, 1990, the Mississippi Environmental Quality Permit Board
approved your request for a closure schedule extension on the Boiler Ash
Landfarm from February 9, 1990, to June 1, 1990. Based on the new
schedule, we should receive the closure certification package by June 1,

1990.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact Gail Macalusa of my staff

at (601) 961-5171,
Sincerely, /
éé%?ZZj:ézf?7 g /4;:;;//

Charles H. Chisolm
Bureau Director

CHC:GM~22:1r
Enclosure
pc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA (w/enclosure)

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P.O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

March 16, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 443 383 269

Mr. Matthew C. Plautz, Program Manager
Environmental Services

Beazer Materials & Services

436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Dear Mr. Plautz:

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Facility
Compliance Evaluation Inspection
MSD007027543

Enclosed please find an inspection report and checklist that was

completed as a result of a Compliance Evaluation Inspection at Koppers
Industries, Inc. on February 22, 1990. This inspection revealed the
following apparent violations of the Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management
Regulations (MHWMR) and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit No. 88-543-01:

Permit Condition IV.H.l1 - Reporting Recordkeeping and Response; and
MHWMR 265.73(b)(6) - Operating Record.

We request that you respond to these apparent violations within 10
days of receipt of this letter. This response should contain: (1)
actions that have been taken to correct the violations, (2) schedule
for correcting the violations, or (3) reasons that you believe the
alleged violation(s) did not exist. The Bureau will review this
information before determining if further action including a penalty
is warranted. Failure to submit this information may result in

enforcement action.

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, PO BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385 (601) 961-5171



If you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at (601)
961-5171.

Sincerely,

/419424445 ;7?%¢22¢%z¢¢f§%1=z§x‘_

Gail Macalusa
Hazardous Waste Division

GM-24:1r

Enclosures

pc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA (w/enclosures)
Mr. J. R. Batchelder, KII (w/enclosures)
Mr. J. D. Clayton, KII (w/enclosures)



O

@

KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600

3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146

| nga

March 20, 1990 DEFT. OF ;

Ms. Gail Macalusa
Hazardous Waste Division

Mississippi Department of Natural Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS "39204

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

RE:  Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi

On behalf of Beazer Materials and Services, Inc.
of a Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA)
Disposal Area at the above-referenced facility.

EBEIVE

Ref. No. 176999-04

(BM&S), enclosed are two copies
Interim Report for the Boiler Ash

BMA&S is actively seeking an access

agreement with the landowner of the property adjacent to the boiler ash disposal

area in order to install the off-site wells a
groundwater monitoring of this area will cont

Interim Report.

nd complete the GWQA.. Quarterly
inue in 1990 as specified in the enclosed

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Matthew Plautz of BM&S at 412/227-

2952 or me at 412/825-9609.

Sincerely,

Dewd Ly

David L. King
Project Manager
Regulatory Affairs Department

DLK:ss DKS5

Enc.

cc: J. Batchelder - KII
J. Clayton - Plant Manager
M. Plautz - BM&S
D. Smith - Keystone

STE
gion OF SOLP WA
S
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r)'_.'_'\"‘c.l"r:D 8 -

- ATE
o ENTS

L

Fax: 412/825-9699
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Beazer Materials and Se s, Inc.
A Member of THE BEA ROUP
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsdurgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2850Q

EGELDV

UALITY

DEPT. OF ENVIRONME
QUALITY

February 28, 1990

FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Wm. Stephen Spengler, P.E.

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

Box 10385

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Boiler Ash Landfarm
Closure Schedule
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility

Dear Mr. Spengler:

As you have requested, this letter will serve as further sub-
stantiation of the extension request for completing the closure of
the boiler ash landfarm at the above-referenced facility. This
schedule extension, from February 9, 1990 to April 15, 1990, was
submitted to Ms. Macalusa of your offices on November 8, 1989. The
original extension request was predicated on initiation of field
activities in November, 1989, which actually was not initiated
until January 24, 1990.

The following documents the extension request presented herein:

1. Beazer Materials and Services, Inc. (BM&S) received
approval from MSDNR to proceed with closure of the unit in June,
1989. The closure plan was submitted in November, 1987, and
contemplated by schedule the approval of this work effort in April,
1988 by MSDNR. BM&S was not prepared to immediately begin work on
the project once notification was made by MSDNR. Items such as
securing monies to proceed and selecting a consultant to manage the
project caused a delay of approximately 10 weeks.

CIVISION OF SOLID v ~37E
REVIZ, /R SY N T

DATE e

it D

Writer's Direct Dial 12/227-2952
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February 28, 1990
Mr. Wm. Stephen Spengler, P.E.
Page 2

2. Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc. (Keystone), our
consultant on the project, indicated that after a site tour
conducted to evaluate current conditions, the ash landfarm area was
much larger than anticipated as presented in the conceptual closure
plan submitted in November, 1987. This necessitated the reworking
of design drawings necessary to bid the project. This
unanticipated work effort shifted the actual start date for the
project from late November, 1989 to mid-January 1990. A revised
bar chart indicating the new projected closure schedule is attached
for your information. The chart indicates that delays have
occurred during actual construction due to rain days (12 to date)
and in problems compacting the ash during rain events which
required a stabilization step (using imported lime) which consumed
12 working days not contemplated in the original schedule.

Based on the new schedule we anticipate completion of closure prior
to June 1, 1990, including the closure certification package and
we hereby formally request an extension. BM&S believes that the
additional time is warranted to perform the closure project under
strict adherence to the approved closure plan.

I trust that this information satisfies your needs at this time.
Please do not hesitate to call if you should have any questions.

Sincerely,

Co

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager

MCP/mtd

cc: J. R. Batchelder (KII)
J. Clayton (KII)
R. G. Hamilton
B. S. Nolan
R. Yocius (Keystone)
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KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600 3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146 Fax: 412/825-9699

Ref. No. 176999-02

February 28, 1990

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Hazardous Waste Division

Mississippi Department of Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi
EPA ID #MSD007027543

On behalf of Beazer Materials and Services, Inc. (BM&S), enclosed are two copies

of the 1989 RCRA Annual Report for the above-referenced facility. If you have
uestions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Matthew Plautz of
M&S at 412/227-2952.

Sincerely,

&MJZ%—-(S

DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE

David L. King

Project Manager REVIEWFD BY — [

DLK:ss DATE

Enc. (2} COMMENTS 2™ o
cc: . Batchelder - KII EPA 3 /{f/? O

J. Clayton - Plant Manager
M. Plautz, BM&S . -
Director - U.S. EPA, Region IV




Beazer Materials and Ser<gs, Inc.
O A Member of THE BEAZ@ROUP
Environmental Services

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2950

February 20, 1990

Mr. James Dale Beck
President, Board of Supervisors
Grenada County

P.O. Box 1208

Grenada, MS 38901

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Ms Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Beck:

Beazer Materials and Services, Inc., as operator of the closed
surface impoundment hazardous waste management unit at the above-
referenced facility and in accordance with Mississippi law, has
prepared the enclosed Certificate of Survey. The survey contains
a notification that the use of the described area is restricted.

Please call if you have any questions.

;é\cily@ L(

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr
Enclosure
cc: R. Hamilton (w/o enclosure)
B. Nolan (w/o enclosure)
R. Yocius [Keystone] (w/o enclosure)
J. Clayton [KII] (Refer to Closure Report for survey copy)
J. Batchelder [KII] (Refer to Closure Report for survey copy)
W. Spengler [MSDNR] (Refer to Closure Report for survey copy)

Writer's Direct Dial 412-227-2379



Beazer Materials and Se s, Inc.

O A Member of THE BEAOROUP
Environmental Services
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2086

(nr

February 16, 1990 FEDERAT, EXPRESS

Mr. wWm. Stephen Spengler, P.E.

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

Box 10385

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility

Dear Mr. Spengler:

This letter is in response to your letter dated January 30, 1990
in which several issues relative to the above-referenced facility
were raised. The following constitutes our response to these
items:

1.

Macalusa of your offices dated January 31, 1990, a copy of
which is attached. The delays have revolved around our
inability to secure off-site access for the drilling of
broposed monitoring wells. Our efforts in obtaining the
appropriate off-site access agreement continues to this
date. As mentioned in this letter we have asked Keystone
Environmental Resources, Inc. to Prepare an interim report
addressing groundwater quality in the absence of off-site
data. The original schedule estimated in the approved work
plan was contingent on the Securement of the off-site access
which is central to our investigation.

The text referenced in the Risk-Based Engineering
Assessment-Grenada County Landfill report érroneously
indicates that Ep Toxicity metals analyses were conducted on
ash samples in 1986 and therefore are not provided in
Exhibit 4. This was discussed with Ms, Macalusa by
telephone in early January 1990 at which time I provided EP
Toxicity data dated January 25, 1985 from our files to her
via facsimile. T have attached a Copy of these data for
your convenience. This is the extent of the data available
in our files.

Writer's Direct Dial __412-227-2952
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Mr. William Stephen Spengler, P.E.
February 16, 1990
Page 2

3. The materials generated during the installation and
development of monitoring wells for the GWQAP for the boiler
ash landfarm consists of drilling fluids and muds. These
materials have been placed in 55-gallon steel drums for
interim storage. An inventory of the drums is attached for
your attention. These materials are not derived from a
listed hazardous waste, and based on our knowledge of the
type of soil where borings were located should not exhibit
the characteristics of a hazardous waste. Based on this
assessment we propose to manage the solid fractions in
conjunction with the management of the on-site waste pile
material and the aqueous fractions will be processed in the
on-site wastewater treatment plant.

I trust that these responses address the issues raised in your
letter. Please do not hesitate to call me should you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

)

p ]

i C. '/‘

Utkg;)o, D Cij

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.

Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr

Enclosure

cc: B. Nolan

. Clayton (KII)

. Batchelder (KII)
King (Keystone)
Macalusa (MSDNR)
Scarbrough (USEPA 1IV)

QoYyy
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BEAZER MATERIALS AND SERVICES, INC.

GRENADA, MS

GENERAL CONTENT

Em clean
Emgg édirty))

Unused Grout 10-22-89
Unused Grout 10-23-89

Well M-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-17-89

Well M-2B Flushwater 10-17-89

Well M-2B Grout Cuttings 10-21-89

Well M-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-21-89

Well M-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-21-89
and Boring BM-2B Extra Grout 10-22-89

Well M-2B Flushwater/Cuttings 10-21-89

Well M-2B Flushwater 10-21-89

Well M-2B Grout Water 10-21-89

Boring BM-2B Casing Flushwater 10-21-89
Boring BM-2B Grout Water 10-21-80
Boring BM-2B Drill Mud 10-22-89

Boring BM-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-22-89
Boring BM-2B Flushwater 10-21-89

Boring BM-2B Grout Water 10-22-89

Well M-5A Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-19-89
Well M-5A Flushwater 10-19-89

Well M-5B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-18-89

Well M-5B Flushwater 10-18-89

Well M-5B Grout Cuttings/Water 10-23-89

Well M-5B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-23-89

Well M-5B Drill Mud 10-23-89

Well M-5B Flushwater/Cuttings 10-23.-89

Well M-5B Flushwater 10-23-89

Unused Grout and Well M-5B Grout
Cuttings/Water 10-23-89

BER OF DRUMS

121
Donated to K11

1-
2
1
6
7
3
2
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Interoffice Correspondence CA 2 ¢ 1583 pad 3
[
| @/ 2
To C. J. Vita From R. D. Hepner s A
Location Pittsburgh Location Manreeville Q:
Subject Grenada, MS Date Japuary 25, 1935

Ash Analyses

. (821-1739)

Two, five gallon composite samples of Boiler Fly Ash (GM-279) and Boiler
Bottom Ash (GM-280) were received October 4, 1984 for analyses you
requested in a letter of October 2, 1984 to R. C. Bartlow.

The results of requested analyses are presented below:

Characteristics GM-279 | GM-280
Physical:

pH 9 11

Visual powdery brown powdery white

with stones

EP Toxicity Characteristics:

Arsenic . <2.0 < 2.0
Barium ' <l1.0 3.8
. Cadmium 0.001 <0.001
Chromium 0.026 -~ 0.077
-Lead <0.1 < 0.1
Mercury <0.0002 < 0.0002
Selenium <0.005 <0.005
Silver <0.05 <0.05
Results in mg/L
Additional Test:
Zinc, Total ' 160 mg/Kg 200 mg/Kg %
" The EP Toxicity Metals are all below recommended maxima.
7’297?5,@:41
R. D. Hepner
RDH:mjt Post-It™ brand fax transmittal memo 7671 l#of pages >/
cc: R. C. Bartlow-Grenada F
C. P. Brush Té’ﬁ;qu/‘//ﬁo.astA CLOMMG/Z&%TZ.
J. Kane Co. %75/)/\//’{ B AS
T. A. Marr > Dept. Phone#
Fax#é&/__7é/_é77& Fax#’y/)?_,227_;7ﬁ’d




Beazer Materials and Servic , Inc.

A Member of THE BEAZ (0]4)
Environmental Services

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2950

O

D

NeclZre
January 31, 1990

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of
Natural Resources

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39209

Re: Boiler Ash Landfarm
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

The purpose of this letter is to bring you up to date on the
current status of activities involving the boiler ash landfarm at
the above referenced facility. The ongoing activities include the
conduct of the Groundwater Quality Assessment Plan (GWQAP) and the
physical closure of the unit.

The GWQAP has been delayed due to the inability of Beazer Materials
and Services, Inc. (BMS) to obtain access to the proposed off-site
well locations. This problem has been communicated to you verbally
since late October 1989. The following presents a summary of our
efforts to date:

o Late September 1989- Keystone Environmental Resources, 1Inc.
(Keystone), our consultant on the project, begins a records
search to identify the property owners for the proposed well
locations.

o 9/27/89 thru 10/17/89- Keystone contacts Mr. Wayne E. Carlin,
the property owner, to explain the proposed work effort and
forwards a copy of the standard BMS access agreement. Mr.
Carlin at the end of this discussion cycle indicates he will
not grant the requested access because the well locations will
potentially interfere with farming.

o 10/17 thru 10/27/89- Keystone proceeds with the installation

of three on-site monitoring wells to keep the project moving
forward in the ‘absence of secured off-site access.

Writer's Direct Dial _412-227-2952
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Ms. Gail Macalusa
January 31, 1990

Page 2

o 11/15/89- Keystone begins sampling of new wells in accordance
with the work plan in absence of secured off-site access.

o 11/89 thru 12/89- BM&S's legal staff continue discussions with
Mr. Carlin to obtain a suitable legal agreement for off-site
access.

o Week of 12/11/89- First round of groundwater sampling
completed.

o 1/5/90- Mr. carlin discusses well locations with Keystone and

indicates he will be at the property on 1/15/90. (Note: Mr.
Carlin is an absentee property owner who 1lives in

Ohio)

o Week of 1/8/89- Second round of groundwater sampling
completed.

o 1/15/90- Keystone meets with Mr. carlin at his property to

flag proposed well locations for the GWQAP and for aditional
locations contemplated for the RFI Phase II Work Plan. Mr.
Carlin finally appears interested in working out some kind of
access agreement with BM&S.

o 1/15/90 thru present- BM&S legal staff continues to work with
Mr. Carlin to obtain a signed access agreement. Resolution
of this matter is anticipated in the near future.

I have instructed Keystone to begin the preparation of an "interim®
type report based on the information obtained to date during our
assessment. As of this date the analytical data have not been
received from the laboratory. It is BMS's intention to submit to
MSDNR the data generated in a timely matter. As indicated in the
GWQAP schedule, the timing of activities associated with this work
effort were contingent upon BMS obtaining the proper off-site
access agreement. The delays described above have revolved around
the access problems we have had and not on field delays associated
with our contractors. We are prepared to complete the GWQAP upon
receipt of the appropriate off-site access agreement and in no way
are seeking to delay the issuance of a RCRA permit for this unit.

With regards to the closure schedule for the ash landfarm the
following informatidn details the most current status. BMS
requested an extension for the completion date for closure of this
unit in a letter to you dated November 8, 1989. The extension date
requested was April 15, 1990. The actual field work for this unit



Ms. Gail Macalusa
January 31, 1990
Page 3

was initiated the week of 1/22/90 and is expected to take
approximately 3 months to complete assuming good weather and other
factors. The engineering certification package is expected to take
another month for a total project duration of four months. Based
on this knowledge the existing estimated completion date of April
15, 1990 is non-attainable and a new completion date of June 1,
1990 is hereby requested. The primary reason why the project was
not initiated until late January 1990 was the fact that the actual
areal dimensions of the unit were gquite larger than those indicated
in the conceptual closure plan, necessitating a longer time frame
to compile the final plans and specifications for the unit which
were suitable for bidding.

We trust that this information satisfies your concern with the
identified schedules. Please call if you have any questions.

Very trul§:§$urs,
wg;buﬁ.c- hf;;

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr

cc: B. Nolan
J. Clayton (KII)
J. Batchelder (KII)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)
R. Yocius (Keystone)
D. King (Keystone)



R e MISSQPI DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RQURCES
SNAR o Bureau of Pollution Control

fad ﬁ@@; P.O. Box 10385

‘7»; oW .$§§ Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385
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v January 30, 1990
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CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 443 383 033 5

Mr. Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.

Program Manager - Environmental Services
Beazer Materials & Services,
436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Inc.

Dear Mr. Plautz:

Re: Tie Plant, Mississippi Facility

MSD007027543
A review of our files indicates that Beazer Materials and Services is

delinquent and/or deficient in submitting the following information to
our office:

1. On July 21, 1989, the Bureau transmitted our concurrence of
the Groundwater Quality Assessment Workplan for the Boiler
Ash Landfill. The workplan identified a 26 week schedule
for accomplishing their work. January 23, 1990, is the
approximate date the assessment report should have been sent

to our office. As of this date we have not received this
report.

Administrative Order No. 1598-89, Part 5.A., required the
analysis of the fly ash and cinders for EP Toxicity Metals
in addition to other constituents. Page 5 of the report
submitted references results of a 1986 EP Toxic metals

analysis; however, Exhibit 4 does not contain the analytical
data referenced.

In a telephone conversation with Dianne Smith (Keystone) on
October 13, 1989, the Bureau requested analytical results of
drilling muds produced from the installation of monitoring
wells at the boiler ash land farm, if the muds were not
going to be disposed as a hazardous waste. The Bureau has
not received documentation regarding the drilling muds.

Also, please be aware that documentation of closure of the boiler ash
landfarm is due on February 9, 1990.



@ @

We request that the requested information be submitted to our office
by February 16, 1990. Failure to receive this information may result
in the Bureau pursuing formal enforcement action against Beazer
Materials and Services, Inc.

If you have any gquestions, please feel free to contact Ms. Gail
Macalusa or myself at (601) 961-5171.

Sincerely,

Whl% 4?&
Wm. Stephen Spengler, P.E., Coord.

RCRA TSD Branch

WsSs-38:1r
pc: Mr, James H. Scarbrough, EPA '



Beazer Materials and Ser# s, Inc.
& 0 A Member of THE BEAZ? ;ROUP
S Environmental Services -
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January 31, 1990 M Copalii

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of
Natural Resources

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39209

Re: Boiler Ash Landfarm
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

current status of activities involving the boiler ash landfarm at
the above referenced facility. The ongoing activities include the
conduct of the Groundwater Quality Assessment plan (GWQAP) and the
physical closure of the unit.

The GWQAP has been delayed due to the inability of Beazer Materials
and Services, Inc. (BMS) to obtain access to the pProposed off-site
well locations. This problem has been communicated to you verbally
since late October 1989. The following presents a summary of our
efforts to date:

o Late September 1989- Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.
(Keystone), our consultant on the project, begins a records
Search to identify the property owners for the proposed well
locations.

o 9/27/89 thru 10/17/89- Keystone contacts Mr. Wayne E. Carlin,
the property owner, to explain the Proposed work effort and
forwards a copy of the standard BMS access agreement. Mr.
Carlin at the end of this discussion cycle indicates he will
not grant the requested access because the well locations will
botentially interfere with farming.

o 10/17 thru 10/27/89- Keystone proceeds with the installation

of three on-site monitoring wells to keep the project moving
forward in the absence of secured off-site access.

Writer's Direct Dial __412~227-2Q959




Ms. Gail Macalusa
January 31, 1990

Page 2
o 11/15/89- Keystone begins sampling of new wells in accordance
with the work plan in absence of secured off-site access.
o 11/89 thru 12/89- BM&S's legal staff continue discussions with
Mr. Carlin to obtain a suitable legal agreement for off-site
access.

o Week of 12/11/89- First round of groundwater sampling
completed.

o 1/5/90- Mr. Carlin discusses well locations with Keystone and
indicates he will be at the property on 1/15/90. (Note: Mr.
Carlin 1is an absentee property owner who 1lives in

Ohio)

o Week of 1/8/89- Second round of groundwater sampling
completed.

o 1/15/90- Keystone meets with Mr. Carlin at his property to

flag proposed well locations for the GWQAP and for aditional
locations contemplated for the RFI Phase II Work Plan. Mr.
Carlin finally appears interested in working out some kind of
access agreement with BM&S.

o 1/15/90 thru present- BM&S legal staff continues to work with
Mr. Carlin to obtain a signed access agreement. Resolution
of this matter is anticipated in the near future.

V .

I have instructed Keystone to begin the preparation of an "interim"
type report based on the information obtained to date during our
assessment. As of this date the analytical data have not been
received from the laboratory. It is BMS's intention to submit to
MSDNR the data generated in a timely matter. As indicated in the
GWQAP schedule, the timing of activities associated with this work
effort were contingent upon BMS obtaining the proper off-site
access agreement. The delays described above have revolved around
the access problems we have had and not on field delays associated
with our contractors. We are prepared to complete the GWQAP upon
receipt of the appropriate off-site access agreement and in no way
are seeking to delay the issuance of a RCRA permit for this unit.

With regards to the closure schedule for the ash landfarm the
following information details the most current status. BMS
requested an extension for the completion date for closure of this
unit in a letter to you dated November 8, 1989. The extension date
requested was April 15, 1990. The actual field work for this unit
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Ms. Galil Macalusa
January 31, 1990
Page 3

was initiated the week of 1/22/90 and is expected to take
approximately 3 months to complete assuming good weather and other
factors. The engineering certification package is expected to take
another month for a total project duration of four months. Based
on this knowledge the existing estimated completion date of April
15, 1990 is non-attainable and a new completion date of June 1,
1990 is hereby requested. The primary reason why the project was
not initiated until late January 1990 was the fact that the actual
areal dimensions of the unit were quite larger than those indicated
in the conceptual closure plan, necessitating a longer time frame
to compile the final plans and specifications for the unit which
were suitable for bidding.

We trust that this information satisfies your concern with the
identified schedules. Please call if you have any questions.

Very truliiﬁfurs,
i L : Lé

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr

cc: B. Nolan
J. Clayton (KII)
J. Batchelder (KII)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)
R. Yocius (Keystone)
D. King (Keystone)
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Beazer Materials and Se7 ~es, Inc.

\ A Member of THE BEAZ ROUP
Environmental Services
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2950

JA 1 Ly

Dg
g
January 15, 1990 Bure &F Eny, j
Yo & NMar,
N%‘\\/
~0n 5 ¥

DIVISION OF SOLIP WASTE Ms. Gail Macalusa
as Mississippi Department of
REVIEWED BY - Natural Resources
DATE Bureau of Pollution Control
PO Box 10385

COMMENTS //JL S 2380 Highway 80 West

=i Jackson, MS 39209

[

Re: Surface Impoundment Closure
Final Survey Plat
Koppers Industries Inc.
Tie Plant, MS
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:?

Enclosed please find two copies of the Final Survey Plat for the
surface impoundment for the above referenced facility. The plat
should be inserted into Section 4.0 of the Closure Construction
Report previously submitted to your offices.

Please call if you should require additional information .

Sincerely,

@"’ C. G'{
Matthew C. Plautz,” P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr

Enclosures

cc: B. Nolan [w/o enclosure]
M. Bollinger (Keystone) [w/o enclosure]
J. Batchelder (KII)
J.D. Clayton (KII)

412-227-2952

Writer's Direct Dial




/“\ Beazer Materials and S s, Inc.
J A Member of THE BE ROUP
Environmental Services
436 Sevent4 Avertye, Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Phone: 419'3-227-2?00 Fax: 412-227-2950

'(/'
\

January 9, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gail Macalusa

Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources

Bureau of Pollution Control

2380 Highway 80 West

Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Beazer Materials and Services, Inc. (BM&S) has completed the
closure of the surface impoundment system at the above-referenced
facility in accordance with the approved closure plan, as
amended. Enclosed please find two copies of the "Closure
Construction Documentation Report" which includes a detailed
description of closure activities and contains the Engineer's and
Owner /Operator's certifications of closure. Please note that we
have not as yet received the final survey of the unit and will
forward this to your attention when received (expected later this
week).

Please call if you should have any questions with respect to this
report.

Sincerely,

/D/M/Lu C rbeut= el

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr
Enclosures
cc: R. Hamilton (w/o enclosure)
B. Nolan (w/o enclosure)
D. Kerschner (w/o enclosure) DIVISION OF SOLID\WA_STE
J. Batchelder [KII] vep BY L L/
J. Clayton [KII] REVIEV#:D B T
M. Bollinger [Keystone] (w/o enclosure)paTE (LI
COMMENTS ez T el 27

Writer's Direct Dial 412-227-2952




