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ENSEARCH - Agency Intere_tai1s o Page 1 of 2

Koppers Inc

General Information

ID Branch

_________ ____sic

— County Basin Start End

876 Energy and Transportation 12491 Grenada Iyazoo River 11/09/1981

Address

Physical Address (Primary) Mailing Address

1 Koppers Drive PC Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960 Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telecommunications

Type Address or Phone

Rork phone number 1(662) 226-4584, Ext. 11

Alternate / Historic Al Identifiers

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

MSPO9O300 Koppers Industries, Inc. Water-Pretreatment 11/14/1995 11/13/2000

MSPO9O300 Koppers Industries, Inc. Water-Pretreatment 09/18/200 1 08/31/2006

MSPO9O300 Koppers Inc Water-Pretreatment 03/26/2007 02/28/20 12

MSUO81O8O Koppers Industries, Inc. Water-SOP 11/09/1981 11/30/1985

Regulatory Programs
End

Program SubProgram Start Date
Date

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 PTCIU 11/14/1995

PT CIU - Timber Products
Water Processing (Subpart 429)

11/14/1995

Water PT SIU 11/14/1995

Locational Data

Latitude Longitude Metadata S / T / R Map Links
I I

http ://opcweb/ensearchJagencyJnterest_detai1s.aspx?ai876 4/3/2007
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33 0 44 3 .00 89 0 47 8 .06 Point Desc: PG- Plant Entrance Section: SWIMS
(033.734167) (General). Data collected by Mike Hardy Township: TerraServer

(089.785572) on 11/8/2005. Elevation 223 feet. Just
inside entrance gate. Range: Map It

Method: GPS Code (Psuedo Range)
Standard Position (SA Off)
Datum: NAD83

___________ __________

Type: MDEQ

__________ __________

4/3/2007 12:58:30 PM

http ://opcweb/ensearchlagency interest details. aspx?ai=8 76 4/3/2007



Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Office of Pollution Control

1-sys 2000 Master Site Detail Report

Site Name: Koppers Industries Inc

PHYSICAL ADDRESS

LINE 1: Tie Plant Road

LINE 2:

MUNICIPALITf: Tie Plant

STATE CODE: MS

ZIP CODE: 38960-

MAILING ADDRESS

LINE1: POBoxl6O

LINE 2:

LINE 3:

MUNICIPALITY:

STATE CODE:

ZIP CODE:

OTHER INFORMATION

MASTER ID: 000876

COUNTY: Grenada

REGION NRO

SiC 1. 2491

AIR TYPE: TITLE V

HWTYPE: TSD

SOLID TYPE:

WATER TYPE:

BRANCH:

ECED CONTACT:

Collier, Melissa

BASIN:

INDUSTRIAL

Energy

D 0 /

Tie Plant

MS

38960-

AIR PROGRAMS I SIP PSD NSPS NESHAPS MACT

1-sys Master Site Detail Report Page 1 of2



0
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality

Office of Pollution Control

Pemits

PROGRAM PERMIT TYPE PERMIT # MDEQ PERMIT CONTACT ACTIVE

AIR TITLE V 096000012 Burchfield, David YES

WATER PRE-TREATMENT MSPO9O300 Collins, Bryan YES

HAZ. WASTE TSD HW8854301 YES

iPZ. WASTE E ‘) MSflfl07027543

HAZ. WASTE TSD HW8854301 Stover, Wayne YES

Compliance Actions
MEDIA ACTIVITY TYPE SCHEDULED COMPLETED INSPECTED B

I-IAZ WASTE Financial Record Review 1/18/00 1/18/00 Twitty, Russ

WATER CMI - PRETREATMENT Whittington, Darryail

WATER CEI - PRETREATMENT 9/30/00 Twitty, Russ

WATER CEI - NA 9/30)00 Twitty, Russ

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 3/2199 3/2199 Twitty, Russ

_AIR State Compliance Inspection 3/2/99 3/2/99 Twitty, Russ

l-sys Master Site Detail Report Page 2 of 2
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

June 5, 1991

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. NSD 007 027 543

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,

J ne M Patarcity
Program Manager—Environmental Services

B. Nolan
J. Batchelder (Ku)
J. Clayton (Ku)
J. Scarbrough (U.S. EPA Region IV)

Dear Mr. Spengler:

JMP I j is
Enclosure
cc: R. Hamilton

— 6 99

FEDERAL EXPRESS
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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 the
container storage facility (S03) located at the facility, and
therefore, all obligations under the relevant statutes and
regulations pertaining thereto, including, but not limited to any
and all financial assurance requirements, are solely those of
Operator #1.
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ISSUANCE 0? 0R! ‘rHAN ON !?P
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The purpose of this paper is to establish the position that each facility

subject to regulation under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCA),

receiv, only one EPA Identification Number rsga.rdles of whether the facility

is owned and operated by on. or more companies.

R0fDATt0N: Each facility subject to RCRA regulation should receiv, only

one EPA Identification Number for tha operational facility,

regardless of ownership or operational control.

BACXGRCt3?fD: Recently EPA Region IV received a proposal from Beazer Materials

and 5erv.csi, Inc. (BS) in which thay proposed that each RcA

facility acguirsd by BMS through a takeover of Koppers Co., Inc.

(oppers), then subseguently c1d to Koppers Industries, Inc.

(KI), be given two EPA Identification Numbers. One number would

be issued to KIt and one to EMS. ENS bases their proposal on a

contractual agreement which EMS and XII entered into at the time

of the sale. This proposal includes a number of facilIties within

Region IV. A mom, detailed br.akdown of the corporate

transactions and proposal is attached.

BASIS: In P.R. .2O69, May 19, 1920, EPA stated that the plant, riot the parent

company, is the generator as defined in 40 C.?.R. Part 260.10.

Specifically the regulations define generator as . . . any person, by

sita...

40 C.?.R. Part 270.2 defines Hazardous Waste Management Facility as

.. all contiguous land, and structures, other appurtenances, and

improvements on the land, used for treating, storing, or disposing of

hazardous wast.. The ENS proposal seeks to remove portions of

facilities (the process areas) which operated as one Hazardous Waste

Management Facility and provide them with new ID numbers. These new

facilities would only be generators and therefor. not subject to the

perittinq requirements.

40 C.7.R. Part 250.10 defines individual generation site as ...

contiguous •ite... which ...m.a.y have one or more sources of hazardous

waste but is considered a single generation sits if the site or

property is contiguous. • The .tt properties .me contiguous and

therefore single generation sites, regardless of whether the wastes

generated come from Xli’s operation of the process areas or from B.’CS’

operation and closure of the RcA regulated units.

EMS is an operator as defined in 40 C.F.R. Part 260.10 in that thay

will be the person responsible fo: the operation of the facIlities.

XII is an owner as defined in 40 C.?.R. Part 260.10 in that they axe

the person who owns the facilities. In addition XII ay be an operator

of the RCRA facilities if they undertaice oper.tional or maintenance

activities at the RCRA facilities. The BMS proposal does not address

corrective actIon at these facIlities, it merely provides for
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port-closure cars, therefore tt may be required aJ.orig with EMS to

address corrective action at each site.

Process areas axe q.n.zaUy considered to contain several Solid Warts

Management eas.
1.

The corrective action authority under 3008(h) provides for corrective

action at facilities which were subject to interim status. This

authority includes facilities, subject to the interim status provis.cns

which have riot received final administrative dLspcsition of their

permit (i.e. a final RA permit or denial. of a final RCRA permit).

Establishing process areas as separate gen.z’ators would render those

facilities rio longer subject to the interim status requirements and

therefore remove the Agencys abuity to potentially seek corrective

action pursuant to 3008(h) fr th. entire property.

The corrective action authority under 3004(u) and (v) provi.des for

corrective action at permitted facilities. If the process area. are

not required to seek permits as generators, then the authority under

3004(u) a.zid (v) may riot be used to require corrective action.

Issuance of one ID number to these facilities is consistent with EPA’s

handling of Government Owned/Contractor Operated (0000) facilities.

0000’s receive only one ID number regardless of the number of different

operators at the site.

Alabama and Xentucky have also determined that on. ID number is

appropriate at these facilities. Mississippi, however, has issued two

ID numbers to the sits in Grenada, Mississippi.

00NCtUStON: EMS and XII should subeit amended Part A permit applications

naming X.tI as the cwn.x of each facility and EMS and X.tI as tha

operators of each facility. This will be consistent with thO

regulations and definitions in 40 C.P.R. and will ensure that the

Agency may requir. corrective action for all solid waste

-“g.ment.units at th. facilities in question.

c0NCtTRRENC:

James H. Sce.rbrough, .

Chief, RORA Bra.nch

Waste Management Division
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Hazardous Waste Permit
Application

PartA
Read the !nsUuctkvu bcie sta?tin)

MlSIDIOOI7I0j2j7I5I4l3IIIIII(llltII
Ii. Name of Facility

KI o) I pl E RI sI Ii IN ID ui si TI RI ii El si Ii IN Ic .1
III. Facility Location (Physical address not P.O. Box otRoute Numb.r

A. Street

HIIIGIHIWIAIYF(5I1IIIIITI IlIIlIIlii
Street (continued)

LLEIHILlAINITIlR(0IAlDIIIIl)lIL1Hl
City or Town I Stáif ZIP Code

TIIIEIIPIL)A1NIT1IIIIIII)IMIs1318191610iH
Code County Name

llIGlRlEINIAIDIAlIIlI(iIIII(IIIII
B. Land Type C. Geographic LocatIon 0. FacilIty Existence Date

(enter code) LATITUDE (d7W. fl!NS% C *J- LONGflUDE.imlii C Month Day Year

ri I3l3lLI4Il ol4 18(91)41 711 111911 I I I l1I9I8j0

T tilE LI Al N( TI I I I I f Mf si 31 81 91 61 r
— I

V. Facility Contact (Person to b. contacted regarding waste activities at faclilty

cL AYT 0 NI I I I I I I ( oI si El I HI 1 I I I I I

VI. Facility Contact Address (See instructions)
. Contact Address I B. Street or P.O. BoxLocation Mailing

Date Received
Month Day Year

I I H I I

z” :M8;;5C ::4 r’,s
-.

For State
Usa Only

I. ID Number(s)

A. EPA ID Number -- I

-6 19

B. Secondary ID Number (if applicable)

IV. Facility Mailing Address

Street or P.O. Box

BI0XtI1I610Il(1jllIIIIlj1lIllIIil
City or Town

Name (last)

I St• IZIP Cods

(first)

Job Title

PILIAINIT Ml Al N( Al cf EL
Phone Number (area cod. and number)

6101 i( -(2(2( 6I-(4 1518 14l

City or Town State ZIP Code

I I I I I I I I I I I I —I
EPA Form 8700-23 (01 -90)

- 1 of 7 -
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A. PROCESS cooe — EiWoi’fl’m codfroq m.i otprocaam eodi. b.Iow tob.u..dg Iaclllty.

TwaEh Sü,ao ‘. ptoidr .i*ir cod. * mo. no. .. no.M atk a-: - ‘ w . additional

lrdovm.do apiao.a.Ib.duuti. not IocIud.d In th.aotcoboIn s de.Ign

capacity) In Ua 44bIt.o.

__

-.

a PROCESS OE$aGU(CAPF- For deod •,d In c,t4 -

1. AMOUNT -Eot.t p’ In a co .e d.s4 cap.c*p not p,ILMI cibae .dQsw,Idoa., o

antoic.mast for bot ptQ - - .- - - -

2. UNtT ce MEA*JRL-a..Wtw4 In coka
do.athas U#i— Othe WotflS

C.

APPROPRIATE UNITS OF
UNIT CF

PROCESS MEASURE FOR PROCESS - UNIT OF MEASURE

CODE PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY - MEASURE CODE

DISPOSAL: - GALLONS G

079 INJECTION WELl. GALLONS; LITERS; GALLONS PER DAY;
OR LITERS PER DAY

GALLONS PER HOUR 8

080 L.4NDF1LL ACRE-FEET OR HECTARE-METER GALLONS PER DAY U

081 LAND APPLICATION ACRES OR HECTARES

082 OCEAN DISPOSAL GALLONS PER DAY OR LiTERS PER DAY LITERS I.

083 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT GALLONS OR LiTERS LITERS PER HOUR H

STORAGE LITERS PER DAY V

Sal CONTAiNER GALLONS OR LITERS

(barrel, drum, etc.)

SHORT TONS PER HOUR 0

S02 TANK GALLONS OR LITERS

S03 WASTE PILE CUBIC YARDS OR CUBIC METERS
M I H UR W

S04 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT GALLONS OR LITERS SHORT TONS PER DAY N

TREATMENT: . METRIC TONS PER DAY S

701 TANK GALLONS PER DAY OR LITERS PER DAY

702 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT GALLONS PER DAY OR LITERS PER DAY - P..UND.j PR H U J

703 INCINERATOR SHORT TONS PER HOUR; METRIC K1LOGRAMS PER HOUR A

TONS PER HOUR; GALLONS PER HOUR;
LITERS PER HOUR; OR STU’S PER HOUR CUBIC YARDS Y

T04 OTHER TREATMENT GALLONS PER DAY; LITERS PER DAY;
CUBIC METERS C

POUNDS PER HOUR; SHORT TONS PER ACRES B

(Use orphys ci?. Chm?Cii HOUR; KILOGRAMS PER HOUR; METRIC A
proceises not occwr?nq n TONS PER DAY; METRIC TONS PER ACRE- EET

C Ct HOUR; OR SHORT TONS PER DAY HECTARES 0

prOdS,., ?fl ?• maci
In trim IJII) HECTARE-METER F

BTLI’s PER HOUR K

- -.
.-

.

.;-. ---

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 conirnercially

operate at this facility.

XII. Process- Codas arid C.Capscwes

PROcESS”

EPA Form 8700-23 (01—90) - 3 of 7 -
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. ESTtMATED ANNUAL QUANTITY - 55l5 in COhl*PmitI th quanI of was that will be
handled on an annual basis. For each characteristic ortoie conteshmat isstmwdln cokmw, A estimate the toti annual quantIty of
all the non-listed waste(s) that will be handi.d which pom that characterIstic or centanilnenI

C. UNIT OF MEASURE - For each quantltyenter.dln column B estier U,. wotmensure code. Unlsolm.asur. which must be used
and th. appropriat, codes a,.:

[ENGLISH UNIT OF MEASURE CODE METRIC UNIT OF MEASURE CODE

POUNDS P KILOGRAMS K

L TONS T METRIC TONS M

If facilIty records usa any other unit ofmeasu,e for quantltg. -- - . - - - - - - -

measure taking into account th. appropriat, density or sp.avof Uio waste.

0. PROCESSES

1. PROCESS CODES:

For listed hazardous waste: For each listed hazardous waste .nte.’dh,ceknw, A s theco($*om lb. list of process
codes contained in Item XIS A. on pag.3to Indicat, how waite w be’ iter.4 Ueate andfor dlqoeed of at the taky.

For non-listed hazardous waat.: For aich characteristicor teds C’ ienteredI.nehewak’,dtb.cod.Ø)froielhe
list of process codes contained In Item Xli A. on p.g.3 to hdl,th. p,uc.sem thate usetq.treat, andlor
dispos. of all th• non-listed hazardous wastes that proc.. th diaract.sls& or tedse’L 4..

NOTE THREE SPACES ARE PROWDED FOR ENTERING PCjSS CODES. IF MORE AREN

1. Enter the first two as describ.d above.

a E,ter 000 In itse .strem. right box of mm sw’-a :

3. Enter ki the space provided onp.g.7, ham ,e
*5dV

adcod.f,

2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: ffacodeissotforaproceub.ue.d,daeatft. ptocass In the space providedon
the form (D.(2)).

N07E HAZARDOUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE IKARONE EPA HAZARDOUS WE*JhtBE- Hazardous wastes that
can be descrIbed by more than orw EPA Hasa,dous Waste NmberihiM he dseathid ow th term as tollowr

1. Select one of the EPA Ha. Waite Nunlbws aid enteritteuhm.wA ethuscampSitecolumns B, C,
and 0 by estimating th.t 1MWN4tPintey E#ptoc.Si.i to ho used to Itaiç stor..
and/or dispose of the waste..

2. In column A of th• ,,.stlê,.anthecthorEPA NWi.ts Wa.Mrr tPtitcan be usedIa describ. the waw.. In
column 0(2) on that line enter 1id w abowe and mabe so other ...en that itnss -

3. Repeat step 2 for each EPA Haza,dens Iteate Mander th can b used to d.eath. lb. hazandeus waits.
-. V -. - V — .V..r..V..

—-

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLEIII4G ITEM XIV(shewwh, .uum.vs X-1 X-Z X-3 —•4 b.•te4’.%; V

V

of
estimated 900 pow,poxyear of clwom shawls akcmIeathertannhigandthVshbigopma$DriJnaon, th treatand
dispose of Three non-listed waes. Two wastes are corroslv only and there wIll be an ,ithned 200 po4lnds peryeasof each waste.
The other waste Is c.rrosbe and IgnlzablQ and flier, wd be an eatlmatd 100 pounds p., y.a, of that T,’4whIt be in an
Incinerator and dlsposof will b. in a IandlW.

A. EPA 8. ES77MATEI C. UIUTOP
D.pfl . - V

HAZARD ANNUAL MEASURE V V V

Une WASTE NO. QUANTITY OF (eater (1) PROCESS CODES (4 (2 PROCESS DESCRIPTION
Numb., (enter cod.) WASTE cod.) (K a code is not entered In D(1))

Xl K 0 S 4 900- V 75 3D
V

X 20002 .400 p• T 03080

x 3 0 0 0 1 100 7 0 3 0 9 0

X 4 0 0 0 2 — — — — IncWd.dWIthAbov.
— — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

)twilt handle. Fbdous wastes *kn wnithtSdbItePI
. 40

CFR, Pair? 261 ubp.n C that describes the cIact,tIsdca andlot lb. hado -

.• V;
— —.

EPA Form 8700-22 (01 -90) - 5 of 7 -
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EA 1.0. Number (enhrfr

Ml sI DI ol ol 71 O 21 W51 4131
XIV. Descrtptlon of Hazdous Waste (continued)

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

All en sting 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).

A

I certify under penalty of law that! have personally examined and am familiar 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, I believe that the submitted information is true, accurate, and complete. I am aware
that there are significant penaltIes for submitting false information, Including the possibility of tine and
imprisonment.

Ownert7b4otor #1 (Ku) Date Sgned

/3/V
‘*—1ard O’,. a or .ririt) ( /

J. R. Batchelder, Vice President, Environmental and Technical
Oper.aor #2 Beazr) Date Sgned

Lfl/\J - - 9 /
am/c cf a The pe or print)

J. 1JBlundon, Vice President, Secretary and General Counsel

XIX. Comments

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

-— -s
‘5

E. USE THIS SPACE TO US? ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES FROM ITEM 041)074 PAGE &

seL( ) N..mrer (entec from pace 1)

R

)

_________

Line
Number Additional Process Codes (enter)

z I EEE

XVI. Facility Drawing

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 sprngs.
rivers and other surface water bodies in this map area. See instructions for precise requirements.

XVII. Photographs A

XVIII. Certification(s)

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



Please refer to the Instructions
for Filing Notification before
compleng s fon The
k1fonnabon requested here is

• required by law
of the Resourc
and Recoveiy ,qcr).

Kb IPIPIErii :IfrNID i i El NIA i r i
lii. Location of Installation (Physical address not P.O. Box or Route Number) -

Street - . V

1.(IJEIIVPII...IAII\iI.rIIRIOIAIDIIIIjIIIIfIlI(I(
Street (continued) VVVV

-,

lIlILILIIIIHIIII. I IllIllIll
City or Town

State ZIP Code

FIJIE.1 •.tVlLi..A •I•IT.[.Vi..Vl.VI III I I MIS 3181916101—I I I
County Codel Coun Narn --

Dl#l.1GIRtIElNIAI1JIA1 , i i i i i i i i i i ri
IV. Installation Mailing Address (See instructions)

Street or P.O. Box VVV
V

V
V

V

VV . -
V

S(AIMIEIIII.I.IIflj1II1 IllIllIll
City or Town _t

State ZIP Code

IllIlIllIlIllIlIl I lI[(1—llll
V. Installation Contact (Person to be contacted regarding waste activities at site)

Narne(Iast) -- :. VV:VVV•

V

VV.:.
V

(first)

fIlAIyITlfllNI liii!! J1HDIJL1 J 1 11.1.1 1
Job Title Phone Number (area coda and number)

ILIA1NITI IMIAINIAI GI El RU InLiJ-IAI I’ I (IJV:

VI. installation Contact Address (See instructions)

1ntact dSS B. Street or P.O.BVV:

.-:
V

V
V

V

.•.fl..(•I(I(fIIil(l I (((HUll
City or Town - -• - .. ..

State ZIP Code-- --

I I 1 I I I I II I I I I I I I I I I I I I-I I I
VII. Ownership (See instructions) V______ V

A. Na6e of Installation’s Legal Owner - — . -
—

-
1

Kb IPIPIEIRISI IJINIDI ii! SIT HI JJVFJIVVJ.f11LcLLj. .J ±.JJ.L.
Seet P O.Eox, çr Route Numbè -

-

413161 ISIEIVIEINITIHI IAIVIFI ii 1. 111111 I I L
City or Town -

Staf ZIP—C-:.---’

Ir lTlT[SIBlIIIRlI HI I I I I p ilI 2(1 Ig Lii IR In h

‘ ia prjnf or type wi II tñf . SriSd.i rea Ofly V

Notification ö.J
Regulated Waste

Activity

1. Instaflatlon’s EPA ID Number (Mark 1X’ In the appropriate box)

Date Received
(For Official Use Only)

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

C. lnstaiiation’s.E

(complete item C) I D I oLol 1 01 21 51 41 3![] A. First Notification {] B. Subsequent Notification

1

-
:.: .. .... .Lnd Te j.erTjaegf-

-

PhoiieNurflber(araacodeancgnumber)-. -.-•
. .

.

. Dav ear

4(1121 -12(2171 -121 of of i1- [1iL 1 1212 19 1818
EPA Form 8700—12 (01—90) Previous edition is obsolete. A. Continue on reverse
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kappa. In&strle Inc.
INDUSTRIES
EL

—

Atbbwgh.

‘lay 22, 199j

Division oC Solid and waste Manage5
Bureau of Pcllunon Control
Department of Naturai Resources
°. 0. Box 10385
2320 Highway so West
Jackson, MS 39909

Re, NOTIFICATION CF REGULATED WASTE ACTivity

Enclosed is ore Cooy of the EA Form 2700—12 for the Koppers
Inoustries, Inc. plant at Tie Plant, Mississippi The indtstrial
boiler at this location is currently burning wood Preservinç
orocess wastes which, after the ecfectjve date o June 6, 1991,
will be listed hazardous Wastes F032 and F034, This notification
is also for the container storage facility whicn is now stori,ç
flon—RCRA Wastes which will be newly regulated hazardous Wastes
a1ter June 6, 1991.

Please call ne at (412)927—2677 or 7. D. Clayton, the plant
manager, at (60n2264584 If you have questi5

Sincerely,

I..
c__rnt /t
Stephen T. Smith,
Environmental Program Manager

cc: U. S. EPA Region 4
4azardous Waste Managee.. Division
345 CoL.rtlar, Street, E
Atlanta, BA 30365

J. D. Clayton, Grenada, MS
Bill Dontey, $—1750
S. R. Satchelder, C-l7oo
Jane Patarc±t, K—1450
Ray hlis, k-1750

via EDEffiL ESS

5I !i

I!;.:! MAY 231991

I



0

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPART \4F\T OF ENVIRONMENrAL QUALITy

RA’ MABUS
;OvFFi-iR

Nay 28, 1991

Koppers Industries, Inc - Grenada
Tie Plant Road
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Attn: J. D. Clayton

Re: Large Quantity Generator

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

The location identification number, MSD007027543, is assiqned to:

Tie Plant Road

The above location with its assigned nwrer is n designated as a
Large Quantity Generator in our files. It is suggested that you secure
and becce 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 changes of the information sulxdtted 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

closure

E3LRIAL 01 I’0 LI 11 IN t1N U PC) U0x T85, JACKSON, MS 39269-0385, 1601)961-5171



CD CD
I(OPPER5 Koppers Industries,

INDUSTRIES RO.Boxl6O
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Teephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

February 16, 1990

Mississippi Division of Solid and Waste Management
Department of Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control
P. 0. 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,

a:
JDC/jrb
Enclosure

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



Pease print or type with ELITE type (12_{”’crs per inch) in the unshaded areas only
0MB No. 2050 0028. Ei.p,es 10-37-91

_______________________________________________ ____________

GSA No. 246-EPA-C,r

NotificatiorL)t
EPA Regulated Waste

Activity

___________________

United States E

I. Installation’s EPA ID Number (Mark ‘X’ In the appropriate box)

A. First Notification FT1 B. Subsequent Notification i C. Installation’s EPA ID Number

L_J (completeitemC) M s D 0 0 0 2 7 I 41
ii. Name of Installation (Include company and specific site name)

Kj ol l l El RI si I’ INID H Is jT IRII His 1I ‘ INICI .1 I I I I —

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

Street

LlL1AID1AI IPILIAINITI 111111 I I I liii I I I
Street (continued)

TJIIEIlPiIIA.INIT(IRI0I.A.IDIJ1IIJIlI!IlIlII
City or Town State ZIP Code

T I E I I LI Al NI TI I I I I I I I I M Is I 81 l 61 oIj I I
County Code County Name

GIRIA GI RI El NI Al DI Al I I I I I I I I 1 I I I I I I I I I
IV. installation Mailing Address (See Instructions)

Street or P.O. Box

plol IBIOIXI 1116101 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I
City or Town State IZIP Code

TIIIEI IPILIAINITI IIIIIIII IMISI_31819l610l1 III
V. Installation Contact (Person to be contacted regarding waste activities at site)

Name (lasQ (first)

cILIAIYITI0INI I I I I I I I JI.IDI.I I I I I I I I I
Job Title Phone Number (area code and number)

P ILIAINITI IMIGHI I I I I I 61011 -12 2161-141518141
VI. installation Contact Address (See Instructions)

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

H IIIIIIIIIIII I IIIIIIIII
City or Town State ZIP Code

IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII I IlIll-IlIl
VII. Ownership (See Instructions)

A. Name of Installation’s Legal Owner

K lo I H IE IRIs I I’ IN ID H Is IT IR II IE I I Ii IN I I. I I I I I I I
Street, P.O. Box, or Route Number

413161 I5IEIVHINITIHJ IAIvIEI IKI 11710111111111 I
City or Town

State ZIP Code

PIIITITISIBIUIRIGIHI 1111111 P(A 1(51211 I9HLi I I

Please refer to the lnstruction
for Filing Notification before
completing this form. The
information requested here is
required by law (Section 3010
of the Resource Conservation
and Recover,’ Act).

Date Received
(For Official Use Only)

I B. Land Type IC. Owner Type I D. Change of Owner (Date Changed)

___________________________________________

Indicator Month Day YearPhone Number (area code and number)

411I2HI2I2I71-I2I6I717I I IY88DN0 [II I I I



OMB# 20500024 ExpIres 3-31-92

BEFORE COPyING FORM, ATTACH SITE IDENTIFICATION LABEL
OR ENTER

SITE NAME Kapp.e.r s.Industxis,JT1c
Highway 51 South

EPAIDNO. IMISIDLO LPi7iJ iZiiiI

—o ST

a, g

FORM

IC

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

1989 Hazardous Waste Report

IDENTIFICATION AND
CERTIFICATION

INSTRUCTIONS: Read the detailed instructions beginning on page 7 of the 1989 Hazardous Waste Report booklet before completing this form.

SEC. I Site name and location address Complete Items A through H. Check the box Il In Items A, B, D, E, F, G, and H if same as label; if
different, enter corrections. If label is absent, enter Information. Instruction page 7.

A. EPA ID No. 9. Ste/company name
SameastabelI o—-----.—. L_1 I I I I iJ I Samea.label 0 xoppers Industries, Inc.

C. Has the iite name associated with this EPA ID changed since 1987? 0 1 Yea

0 2No

0. Street name and number. If not applicable, enter industrial park, building name or other physical location description.
Same as label 0
or

E. City, town, village, etc. F. County to. Stat. H. Zip Code
Sameaslabet Grenada SafleastabeIRl SameaslabeiOor -——-.

I______l_E I I— I I I I

SEC. II Mailing address of site. Instruction page 7.

A. I, the mailing address the same as the location dd,esa? 0 1 Yea ( SKiP TO SEC. ill)
l 2 No ( COMPLETE SEC. Ii)

e Number and street name of mailing sddreas

P. 0. Box 160
C. City, town, village, etc. 0. Stale

Tie Plant iMi St

S. ZipCode

[3J.8L9J_.LQJ-- L.J I

SEC. Ill Name, title, and telephone number of the person who should be contacted if questions arise regarding this report. Instruction page 7.

. Please print: last name FIrst name Ml. 9. ThIs

Clayton Jackie D. PlantManager

C. Telephone

L6i0.LJ L2L216J- L4J.5±8J.4J
E,dension I I I I I

Enter the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) Code that describes the principal products, group of products, produced or distributed, orSEC. IV the services rendered at the site’s physical location. Enter more than one SIC Code only if no one Industry description includes the combinedactivities of the site. Instruction page 8.

A. B. C. 0.

t2i4i.9 iii I. L_LJ._J L_L..i... L.J L i.L_ L J

I certify under penalty of law that I have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitted in this and all attachedSEC. V documents, and that based on my Inquiry of those Individuals immediately responsible for obtaining the information, I believe that thesubmitted information is true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, Includingthe possibility of line and imprisonment.
L Number of form page. submitted

1Form IC LI_lu Form GM I I I 21 Form Mt I Ii I Form PS L_.LJ±J
I. Pt..i. print: Last name First name Mt. C. Title

Clayton Jackie D. Plant Manager
). Signature

E. Date of aignature
0i2 I 11151

MO. DAY YR

Pagelof 8
‘A Form 8700-13A/B (5-80) (Revised 11-85) (Revised 12-87) (Revised 11.89) OVER —->



‘‘‘‘“‘I

‘a.’

Sec. VI ( Generator Sta( r

A. 1989 generation (CHECK ONE BOX BELOW) B. Reason for not generating (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
Instruction page 8 Page 10

LI 1 Na (CONTINUE TO BOX B) LI 1 Never generated LI 4 Only non-hazardous waste
2 LOG —--i LI 2 Out of business LI Periodic or occasional generalLI 3 SQG (SKIP TO SEC. VII) LI 3 Only excluded or delisted waste LI 6 Waste minimization activityLI 4 CESOG LI 7 Other (SPECIFY IN COMMENI

A. Storage
Instruction page 1 1

Sec. VII On-Site Waste Management Status

Lii

B. RCRA treatment, recycling, or dIsposal
Page 11

L

C. RCRA-exempt treatment, recycling, or disposal
Page 12

A. Did this site begin or expand a source
reduction activity during 1988 or 1989?
Instruction page 12

Sec. VIII Waste Minimization Activity during 1988 or 1989

Li

0 1 Yes
C] 2 No

B. Did this site begin or expand a recycling
activity during 1988 or 19897
Page 13

[1 1 Yes
LI 2 No

C. Did this site conduct a source reduction or recyc
flnnnrt. .nltu 200aeernant di irlnn 1988 or 1989?
Page 13

•..-——.‘

LI 1 Yes
LI 2 No

D. What factors have limited this site from Initiating new source reduction activities during 1988 or 1989?
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
Page 13

J 01 No factors have limited new source reduction activities.
LI 02 Insufficient capital to install new source reduction equipment or implement new source reduction practices.
LI 03 Lack of technical information on source reduction techniques applicable to the specific production processes.
LI 04 Source reduction is not economically feasible: cost savings in waste management or production will not recover the capital Investment.LI 05 Concern that product quality may decline as a result of source reduction.
LI 06 Technical limitations of the production processes.
LI 07 Permitting burdens.
LI 08 Other (SPECIFY IN COMMENTS)

E. What factors have limited this site from initiating new on.site or off-site recycling activities during 1988 or 1989?
(CHECK ALL THAT APPLY)
Page 13

01 No factors have lImited new recycling activities. LI 07 Financial liability provisions inhibit shipments off site for recycling.
LI 02 InsufficIent capital to install new recycling equipment LI 08 TechnIcal limitations of product processes inhibit shipments off sit€

or Implement new recycling practices. for recycling.
LI 03 Lack of technical information on recycling techniques LI 09 Techical limitations of production processes inhibit on-site recyclin

applicable to this site’s specific production processes. LI 10 Permitting burdens inhibit recycling.
LI 04 Recycling not economically feasible: cost savings in LI ii Lack of permitted off-site recycling facilities.

waste management or production will not recover the LI 12 Unable to identify a market for recyclable materials.
capital investment. El 13 Other (SPECIFY IN COMMENTS)

LI 05 Concern that product quality may decline as a result
of recycling.

LI 06 Requirements to manifest wastes inhibit shipments off
site for recycling.

Comments: Koppers Industries has a commitment to both source reduction
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 tanks, and use
of non—usable process residuals as fuel additive in industrial
boilers.

Page2of 8



BEFOnE COPYINO FOFIM, Al TACt lTlrICATION LAPEL E) - U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL ——

Ofl ENTEft PROTECTION AGENCY
SITE NAME ppJiidustrie__.

Highway 51 South l99HznrdouWasteRnport
Tie 38960

EPAIDNO. IMI SIDLQ1..Q[7JjJ 217 i i 4i31 FORM 1
G M WASTE GENERATION AND

MANAGEMENT

INTRUCUONS: fleed the debIted Inqkuctlone begInning on pege 14o the l9 He,erdoue Weete i1epo booklet before c’omptetlnp thie forni.

J A Wii.dwrtpbIon Bottom sediment sludge from treatment ot wastewarer LLUILL ..

InIInrdbenratepreserving process tht use creosote and/or pentachiorophenal

. FA h.yardcru, w.,qe cod. C. t’
p.2. ã té

1KI0I*11 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 1 iI(ioi0i].i i I I I I I I I

. eour. ce r. Form code I OrIgin0. SIC cod.
r.e,, p,. e I r.. le Cod, LUPeg, t

I 21 41 lI IA I 7i I 1n15I0141 I I IN I

P.q.17 . i9il I I I ji2,0it..j
. Lli 201 Li-Ill_-tii

14. Tb eniIIu.nb I. CA2 n’,mb.r.

I._31 . 11 I3i 2i I I-l6I4l-LJ 4. I I 1-181_E4-L5J . I_ I I I I II I l-L...J

SEC. A. Ounnblbygrrnenibedln
II Inqln,clk,n Il

—— ———-——-. -.-——--—

I I 161016 1219] 4[11

F. Wine Ihi. w,irIe Ir.,I,d, dlpoed or ycI.4 on .!Ie
or dIichmrq.rt lo
P.c1. II

LI ‘ ‘ CCON1NtJF 10 9YSTEM 1

No fikiP to sFo. b2

systui I 8Y815U2 I
Sy.Iem ‘Vp. OrrruilHy li.r.I.rrl, dIIpod or tr.cycl.d In IIeP 2yibem ‘Vp. Orrenily frr.ril.d, dIprm.d or reeyc!.d In 12112
P.q. 111 Peg. IC ,‘,ge $

tM..L..L.Li I I I I i I I I I I t.ML..L..Li L_l_IL_.L.L.LiLi

Sec. A. We. thIs wrisfe shipped oC tI.r? [J Vee ON1lNUt 10 riox II)
I frielniclk.n t’eq, ( J No (Ski?’ TO SEC. IV)

II. AciMly See
‘c!mment S

Li L±J

Iwl I] Iwl I I

C. Syttem bype
P.qs 12

Sec. A. W,,4e n,lntmliirIlon re.rjIIq In 1222 [j I Yes (CONTiNUE TO 80k 8)

IV Initniclion Page 20 U No (TUIS FOOM IS COMftET9

0. Ourintlly r.cydIed In 12C2 di,, In n.w cIMlIeq
F’.qe It

II I I111111

Site

Se

—

2. QuenlIly qenerirlorl in 121111
?‘.qe I?

I I I I 21410 ili0i

8. SPA 11 No. at tacImy ii, which w.,le w. ,h!ppmrt
bn.Iruciton Page 12

IA I TIDI 01010.1 6i2 I 21416141

IA ITIDI 013111 4191 91 8131 31

C. Our mInt,

21

fJ I V..

Q2 No

C IJOM
?‘.qn ie

L

0. Den.Ity
r,,. te

lDIILI Li
Li’ Ib./g.i Jeg

lMllI 31 21

IM1014i 91

0. Inlet quenilly chIpped in 11111*
I’.ge 12

I I 16101612191 Li

I I I I 121410111 0

F. ActMlyF’roduclion Indew

F’ap.II

IN IAI. Li

F. Source flsiIucllon OumnIlly

Peg. 2

liii I 11111

Comments: Sec.IV—New wastewater treatment system completed & in operation. It
is Kopers Industries policy that its plants operations optimize & upgrade

- 1-ing pro to the extent economically possible to achive waste

Pnqe 3 O 8
minimization & reduction - Quanity unkndwn



BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SITE IDENTIFICATION LABEL
OR ENTER:

SITE NAME

EPA ID NO.

Koppers Industries, Inc.
Highway 51 South
Tie Plant, Ms. 38960

1M1S1D1010171012171514 131

1%

%
FORM

GM

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

1989 Hazardous Waste Report

WASTE GENERATION AND
MANAGEMENT

INSTRUCTIONS: Read the detailed Instructions beginnIng on page 14 of the 1989 Hazardous Waste Report booklet before completing this form.

J

A.Wastedeacttpllon Soil, Sand, Rock Contaminated with Creosote. Spill Clean Up
I Instruction Page 15

9. EPA hazardous waste code C State hazardous waste code
Pagei5 PsgSiS

ItJIOI5I1I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I

0. SIC code E. Source code F. Form code (3. OrIgin
Page 18 Page 18 Page 18 Page iS Code Lii

I2I4IIlI 1A1513I 1B13101]-I SystemtypelMl 11S11A1

H. I.
. 19111 I I 1-1 210 I-Lj 2. 11121 01 I i-ui 2i.i7j

t...j 3. 1113121 I I—I 64 I_I_..j 4. 181’71 I I 1.181 6i[..J . I I I I I I—I I I—[...__J

Sec. A. Quantity generated In 1988
II Instruction Page 17

I I I i I li2iflt Cl i0i

C. UOM
Page 18

L

D. Density
Page 18

1D1K1 .1 I I
[ji lbs/gal [J2sg

E. Was this waste treated, disposed or recycled on site
or discharged to a sewer/POTW?
Page 18

Q 1 Yes (CONTiNUE TO SYSTEM 1)

2 No (SKIP TO SEC. Ill)

SYSTEM 1 SYSTEM 2 I
System type Quantity treated, disposed or recycled in 1989 System type Quantity treated, disposed or recycled in 1989
Page 18 Page 18 Page 18 Page 18

IIiI I I I 1 1 I I I I I I Ii IiI I I I I I I I I I I I I I

B. Quantity generated in 1989
Page 17

‘‘‘I II

Sec. A. Was this waste shipped off site? U 1 Yes (CONTINUE TO BOX B)
Ill Instruction Page 19 Q 2 No (SKIP TO SEC. IV)

Site B. EPA ID No. of facility to which waste was shipped C. System type 0. Total quantity shipped In 1989
1 Instruction Page 19 Page 19 Page 19

I TI ti nI nil I ni I9 I 112 171 IMIO I 41 i i i i3 161 Oi 01

9te
IIII1III1IIII i!iIIII IIIIII1III

Sec. A. Waste minimIzation results In 1989 0 1 Yes (CONTINUE TO BOX B)
IV Instruction Page 20 Q 2 No (THIS FORM IS COMPLETE)

B. Activity See C. Other effects D. Quantity recycled in 1989 due to new activities E. Activity/Production Index F. Source Reduction Quantity
Page2!oniments Page 21 Page 21 Page 21 Page 22

I’i(ilili IVJIII ElYes IIIII1IIII iII.I_...__J IlilIllill

IWi I I IWI Ii U2No

Comments: It is Koppers Industries policy for each plant to do everything
economically possible to mininize waste. Includes waste received
€rrm CirhnnLt1. Tll. in 1987.

Page4 of8



BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH
OR ENTER:

SITE NAME

A. Description of hazardous waste B. EPA hazardous waste code C. Stale haswdous waste cedeWaste Instruction Page 27 Page 28 Peg. 28

Ililillili I I I liii

tIIliiiiII I 111111

0. Off-site source EPA ID No. 5. QuantIty received In 1989 F. UOM 0. DensIty
Page 28 Page 28 Page2B Feg.28

•

I I I I I I JI I I I I I I I I I [J libs/gal t:i 2sg

H. Waste form code I. System type
Page 29 Page 29

iBi i i i iv1i i i t

A. Description of hazardous waste B. EPA hazardous waste code C. St.t. hazrdous alit. cod.Waste Instruction Page 27 Page 28 P.g. 28
2

liii Iii III 1111111

III lilt Iii 1111111

D. Off-site source EPA ID No. E. Quantity received In 1989 F. UOM 0. Density
Page 28 Page 28 Page 28 Page 28

[3 Check It ID same as In Waste I
i i i • i

or.>I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I l._._J fjltba/gatfj2.g

H. Waste form code I. System type
Page 29 Page 29

iBi i i’li i i i

A. Description of hazardous waste B. EPA hazardous waste cod. C. State h.wdoua wait. cod.Waste Instruction Page 27 Page 28 Page 28
3

111111111 I Ii 11111

11111 I_jill III I I IJ

D. OffsHa source EPA ID No. 5. QuantIty received In 1989 F. UOM 0. Density
Page 28 Page 28 Page 28 Page 28
[3 ChecktfIDameaaInWasje2

i I i • i

or.>I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I [_.._j EJIIbs/gaIEJ2ag

H. Waste form code I. System type
Page29 Page 29

iBi I I I ivii I I I

Comments:
NONE RECEIVED 1989

Page 5 of 8

LABEL

Koppers Industries, Inc.
Highway 51 South
Tie Plant, Ms. 38960

EPA ID NO. IMiSiDiOiOi7iOi2i7i5i4,31

U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

1989 Hazardous Waste Report

INSTRUCTIONS: Read the detailed Instructions beginning on page 27 of the 1989 Hazardous Waste Report booklet before completing this form.

WASTE RECEIVED FROM OFF SITE



BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SlTEU.i4ICATlON LABEL sr4L) U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL
OR ENTER:

PROTECTION AGENCY
SITENAME Koppers Industries, Inc.

Highway 51 South
1989 Hazardous Waste ReportTie Plant, Ms. 38960

EPA ID NO. I M SI DI 01 017 I 01 217 I 5j 41 FORM
WASTE TREATMENT, DISPOSAL,

OR RECYCLING PROCESS

__________

IPSI

_________________________________________________
____________

SYSTEMS

Sec. A. Waste treatment, disposal or recycling system description
I Instruction Page 38

9. System type C. Regulatory status
Page 36 Page 36

IMI I I I I I I

0. OperatIonal status E. Unit types
Page 37 Page 37

[ I I I I I Ii

Sec. A. 1989 lnttuent quantity
II Instruction Page 38 UOM Density

Total I I I I I I I L.J I I I.! I I

ncn I I I I I I I I I I I LJllbs/gal J2ag

C. 1989 iiquld ettlueni quantity
Page 40 UOM Density

Total I I I I I I I I I I [•.....J I I 1.1 I I

ncp. I I I I I QIlbsIgal fl2sg

9. Maximum operational capacity
Page 39

Total I I I I I I I

pcIIIIIII

0. 1989 solId/sludge residual quantity
Page 41 UOM Density

Total I I I I I I I I L__J I I 1.1 I I

RCRA I I I I I I I I JItb,fgai 2cjsg

E. Umitations on capacity F. Commercial availability code 0. Percent capacity commercially avaiiabiePage4t Page4l P5ge42

l.11I2.L113.llI L.__1 1111%

Sec. A. Planned change In maximum operational capacity
III InstructIon Page 42

o I Yes (CONTINUE TO BOX B)

0 2 No (IHIS FORM IS COMPLETE)

B. New mavlmum operational capacity
Page 42 UOM

Total I I I I I 11111

RCRAIIIIIIIIIII

‘Li

C. Planned yea of change 0. Future commercial avaiiabllily code E. Percent future capacity commercially availablePage 43 Page 43 Page 43

11191 I I 1.......l I I I 1%

Comments:

NONE TO REPORT

Page6 of8

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



BEFORE COPYING FORM, ATTACH SITE IDENTIFICATION LfiBEL U.S. ENVIRONMENTALOR ENTER:
PROTECTION AGENCY

SITE NAME Kpppers Industries
4 ,,, 1989 Hazardous Waste ReportHighway 51 South

Ti anLllYI -

FORM OFF-SITE IDENTIFICATION

EPA ID NO. Ls!D1r 0 I.7IQL11I I_LJ 0 I
[iNsTRucTIONs: Reed the detniled Instructions on the back of thIs pege before completing thI, form.

J A. EA ID No. of off-site installatIon or transporter B. Name of off-site Installation or transporter

IAILIDI 0101 0161 2121 4I61 i Chemical Waste Management, Inc.
C. Handler type (CHECK All THAT APPLV) 0. Addreg, of off-gil. InstallatIon

0 Generator
street Alabama Hwy 17 at Mile Marker 163

0 Transporter

[ TSDfl city Emelle 2±Li d L3L5t4i5Lj -L±

A. EPA ID No. of off-gil, installatIon or transporter B. Nam, of off-gil. Instatletton or transporter

IAILIDI 013l 114i 91918131 31 Allied Corporation, Fairfield Plant
C. Handler type (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 0. Addres, of off-gil. Installation

LI Generator 1327 Erie StreetStreet
0 Transporter

TSDR City Birmingham State LLi de L3JLLI_4J-LJ_LJ_j

A. EPA ID No. of off-site instellaIln or transp4tier — Narn of off-gil. Installation or transporter

ITIirJDl 1I 3I9i5i ]2i7I Rollins Enviromental Services, (LA), Inc.
C. Handler typ (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 0. Addresg of off-site Installation

0 Generator 13351 Scenic HighwayStreetU Transporter
Zip 70807t TSDR Baton Rouge st.t. LLJ2J Code LLLL_L_J

--

A. EPA ID No. of oil-site ir,steiiatlon or transporter B. Name of off-gite installation or transporter

lN1TID101514111216111614! Freehold Cartage, Inc.
C. Hndter type (CHECK All THAT APPLY) 0. Addresg of off-site installation

U Generator P. 0. Box 4629Street
0 Transporter

Freehold N J Zip 0 7 7 2 80 TSDR City State LJLJ Code L_L_1I_Ji L.JL.LJ

A. EPA No. of off-site Installation or transporter Name of off sIte Installation or transporter

LLIDI 01617 1113 Si 819111 Robbie Woods Trucking
C. HandIer type (CHECK AU. THAT APPLY) 0. Address of off-gil. Installation

0 Generator
Street P. 0. Box 125 2825½ old Warrior River Road

Transporter
Dolomite

Stat. tA ILl d. i 00 TSDR City

Comments:

Pa907 018
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— 8EFORE COPYING FOflM, ATTACH SIrE IDENTIFICATION LABEL U.S. ENVIRONMENTALOR ENTER:

PROTECTION AGENCYSITE NAME

1989 Hazardous Waste ReportHighway 51 South

-iP.1ant_Ms. 3896J
-

FORM OFF-SITE IDENTIFICATION

NISJD IQ.LI7jOI2 15j4 131 01
EPA ID NO.

[INSTRUCTIONS. Read the detailed Instructiona on the back of this page before completing this form.

jA. EPA ID No. of off-site Ingtsilation or lranrrpo,ler 9. Name of offsite Installation or transporter

._ IOiHIDI 010191816151812151 Dart Transportation Co.
C. Handler type (CHECK ALL THAI APPLY) D. Address of off..fl. InstallatIon

IJ Generator
Street 61 Railroad St.

Tranwporler
CanfieldI] TSDfl CItY Stale [Q.LllJ c.de L4L41jQjj

—

e A. EPA ID No. of off-site InatalIstien Isporter 9. Name of off-site Installation or Iranspoijer

I.TiIInIo 1510 161 4111 416131 WPI Transportation Co.c. Handler typ. (CHECK AU. THAT APPLY) D. Address of off-alto Installation

0 rator
P. 0. Box 1105Street0 Transporter

o TSDR ci Friend swood State jJ do L?iLLLL6J
— L_LJ_j_j

A. EPA ID No. of oft site installatIon or transpler 0. Name of oflLeite InstallatIon or transporter

L111111111111
C. Handi.r type (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 0. Address of off.aite InstallatIon

I] Generator

0 Transporter Street

U TSDfl city Stale Li_i de L_L.I_J_j_ J — L

A. EPA ID No. of off-ails inslalIslion or trenaporter 0. Name of off-site Installation or transporter

[..J. I I l I I I j.....j_
C. Handier type (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 0. Address of off site Installation

U Generator
Street -. .. —U Transpoijer

ZIP0 1509 CIty State LLJ Code

J A. EPA It) No. of off-sit, installation or transporter 9. Name of off-site Installation or transporter

L__..1 I I I I I I I I
C. Handler lype (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY) 0. Address of effsIta Installation

U Generator
Street0 Transporter

Zt0 teon City State I._.L...J Ctie Li_L_L.j_J
— L.]_I_.LJ

fomm.nts . - - -

Page8 of 8
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FILE COPY
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRO\ME\TAL QLLTY

RAY 4.AH1JS
COVER\OR

December 2, 1991

CERTIFIED NAIL NO P 868 026 171

Mr. 3. 0. Clayton — Plant Manager

Koppers Industries, Inc.

P. 0. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Dear Mr. Clayton:

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 questions concerning this inspection report

please contact me at (601) 961-5220.

S icerely,

.

David K. Peacock

Eazardous Waste Division

DKP: If C

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

DPi

OFFICE OF POWTION CONTROL P 0. BOX 10385, jACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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RCRA Inspection Report

FILE cOPY
1. spector and Author of Report

David Peacock
Environmental Scientist IV
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality

2. Facility Information

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Beazer Materials & Services)
P. 0. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

3. Responsible Company Official

Mr. J. D. “Rock” Clayton, Plant Manager
Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)

4. Inspection Participants

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

5. Date and Time of Inspection

October 16, 1991; 10:00 a.m.

6. applicable Requirements

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

7. 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.

8. Facility Description

Ku 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 pentachioropheriol 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. (Ku)

Until recently Ku 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, Ku is now
permitted to store hazardous waste beyond the 90 day
limit. At the present time Ku is awaiting various
management decisions and regulatory issues to be resolved
prior to burning hazardous waste in its’ boiler. Ku 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 Ku as owner and BMS as operator. The unit was
certified closed on January 3, 1990, and is now in post
closure. KOOl constituents have been detected at
significant levels in both the upgradient and downgradient
wells. The process area has been classified as a SWMU,
and &s 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 Coiirmission 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 (FOOl). 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 KOOl. 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, KOOl, 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. KOOl, 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.

9. 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-l had corroded
at the hinge and could no longer be secured ( as per MI-TWMR
264.97)

10. Conclusions

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

11. Recommendations

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

12. Signed

. 4

__

Da e

13.

Date



CHECKLIST INDEX
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PART 2 GENERAL FACILITY CHECKLIST

PART 3 LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTIONS CHECKLIST

PART 4 GENERATOR’S CHECKLIST

PARTS SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS CHECKLIST
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Part 1

General Site Information

CD

Facility Name: —

Address:

I.D. Number: —

Contact:

Title:

Phone Number:

Type of Ownership:

KOPPERS TNDflSTPT1, TNr

Box 160

Tie Plant , Mississippi

MSD 007 027 543

Mr. J. D. “Rock” Clayton

Plant Manager

(601) 226 — 4584

____Federal ____State

County Municipal XX Private

Facility Status:

XX Generator

____Transporter

XX Treatment xx Storage

____Disposal

Regulatory Status:

____Interim

Status

____Permitted

Principal Inspector Name:

Organization: MDEQ

____Part

B Submitted

____Part

B in Preparation

David Peacock Title: Env. Scientist IV

________

Phone Number: (601) 961—5220

Inspection Participants:

Name
David Peacock

Gery McLelland

Title Representing

Environmental Scientist MDEQ

Yard Forenwn Koppers
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Part

GENERAL FACILITY CHECKLIST

Section A - General Facility Standards

1. Does facility have EPA Identification No.? _No _NA

a. If yes, EPAI.D. No.

If no, explain.

______________________________

2. Has facility received hazardous waste from a foreign

source?

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

Administrator?

Waste Analysis

No NA

Yes _No

3. Does facility maintain a copy of the waste analysis

plan at the facility?

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

a. Procedures to be used to determine the

identity of each movement of waste.

b. Sampling method to be used to obtain

representative sample of the waste to be

identified.

No NA

No NA
_No NA

No

Yes No

Yes No vl

Yes No

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

OR i:

t—Yes No NA

1. Parameters for which each waste will be

analyzed?

2. Test methods used to test for these

parameters?
3. Sampling method used to obtain sample?

4. Frequency with which the initial analyses

will be reviewed or repeated?

5. (For offsite facilities) waste analyses that

generators have agreed to supply?

6. (For of fsite facilities) procedures which are

used to inspect and analyze each movement of

hazardous waste, including:

a. 24—hour surveillance system (e.g., television

monitoring or guards)? Yes NA



b. 1. Artificial or natural barrier around facility

(e.g., fence or fence and cliff)? “Yes No NA

Describe

______________________________________________

AND

2. Means to control entry through entrances (e.g.,

attendant, television monitors, locked entrance, 7
controlled roadway access)? _Yes \Jio NA

Describe

___________________________________________

General Inspection Requirements (264.15) (265.15)

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

the facility for inspecting:

a. Monitoring equipment? No NA

b. Safety and emergency equipment? fes _No _NA

c. Security devices: Yes _NA

d. Operating and structural equipment? No _NA

e. Types of problems of equipment:

1. Malfunction _No _NA

2. Operator error _No NA

3. Discharges 4No NA

6. Does the owner/operator maintain an inspection log? ENo _NA

a. If yes, does it include:

1. Date and time of inspection? No _NA

2. Name of inspector? Y9s _No _NA

3. Notation of observations? es _No NA

4. Date and nature of repairs or remedial

action? e-No NA

5. Identification of potential problems? Yes _No _NA

b. Are there any malfunctions or other deficiencies

not corrected? (Use narrative explanation sheet.) Yes i-No NA

c. Are records kept a minimum of three years? ?s No _NA

Personnel Training (264.16) (265.16)

7. Does the owner/operator maintain personnel training

records at the facility? Aes _No _NA

Date of most recent training:

______________________



How long are they kept? —

a. If yes, do they include:

iq

1. Job title and written job description of each

position?

2. Description of type and amount of training?

3. Records of training given to facility

personnel?

_No NA

\‘fes No NA

Yes No NA

Requirements for Ignitable, Reactive, or Incompatible Waste

(264.17) (265.17)

8. Does facility handle ignitable or reactive wastes?

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. If 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?

c. Are “No Smoking” signs posted in hazardous areas?

d. Are precautions documented (Part 264 only)?

9. Check containers

a. Are containers leaking or corroding?

b. Is there evidence of heat generation from

incompatible wastes?

No NA

No NA

.-es No NA

Yes NA

Yes NA

Section B — Preparedness and Prevention

1. Is there evidence of fire, explosion, or contamination

of the environment? (264.31) (265.31)

If yes, use narrative explanation sheet to explain.

No NA

:‘ w/:: ;,af 1/ &1J1CL: ,.

/
Yes ,fo NA



2. Is the facility equipped with: (264.32) (265.32)

,1

a. Internal communication or alarm system? Yes ‘No NA

1. Is it easily accessible in case of emergency? Yes _No VNA

b. Telephone or two—way radio to call emergency

response personnel? _No NA

c. Portable fire extinguishers, fire control equipment,

spill control equipment, and decontamination

equipment? s _No NA

d. Water of adequate volume of hoses, sprinkers, or

water spray system? es No NA

1. Describe source of water iCjO,ooj cl. WT92 éDL>1L

3. Is there sufficient aisle space to allow unobstructed

movement of personnel and equipment? (264.35)(265.35) L-s _No NA

4. 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) -es _No NA

5. In the case that more than one police or fire department

might respond, is there a designated primary authority? 2(es _No _NA

(264.37) (265.37)

a. If yes, name primary authority ‘ LL

6. Does the owner/operator have phone numbers of and

agreements with State emergency response teams, emergency

response contractors, and equipment suppliers?

(264.37) (265.37) -4es _No _NA

a. Are they reaily available to all personnel? _No _NA

7. 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)

(265.37) _No _NA

8. If State or local authorities declined to enter into
agreements, is this entered in the operating recor?

(264.37) (265.37) _Yes _No
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Section C — Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures

1. Is a contingency plan maintained at the facility?

(264.53) (265.53)

a. If yes, is it a revised SPCC Plan?

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

1. Arrangements with local emergency response

organizations?

2. Emergency coordinator’s names, phone numbers

and addresses?

3. List of all emergency equipment at facility

and descriptions of equipment?

4. Evacuation plan for facility personnel?

2. Is there an emergency coordinator on site or on call

at all times? (264.55) (265.55)

Section D - Manifest System, Recordkeeping, and Reporting

/
Yes No NA

No NA

F

No NA
7

V
Yes No NA

17 No NA
-4s No NA

L-{es No NA

1. Does facility receive waste from of f site? (264.71)

(265.71) PzcEIvE F-03Z -FO’- O1?No N

/ (w L c-, f
a. If’ yes, does the owner/operator retain copies of

all manifests? l/es _No _NA

1. Are the manifests signed and dated and

returned to the generator?

2. Is a signed cc.py given to the transporter?

2. Does the facility receive any waste from a rail or

water (bulk shipment) transporter? (264.71) (265.71)

a. If yes, is it accompanied by a shipping paper?

1. Does the owner/operator sign and date the

shipping paper and return a copy to the

generator?

2. Is a signed copy given to the transporter?

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

that were inconsistent with the manifest (manifest

discrepancies)? (264.72) (265.72)

a. If yes, has he attempted to reconcile the

discrepancy with the generator and transporter?

1. If no, has Regional Administrator been

notified?

No NA
No NA

Yes NA

Yes _No

Yes No LNA
Yes No NA

Yes NA

Yes No

7-
Yes No



4. Does the owner/operator keep a written operating

record at the facility? (264.73) (265.73) Xes No NA

a. If yes, does it include:

1. Description and quantity of each hazardous

waste received?

2. Methods and dates of treatment, storage, and

disposal?
3. Location and quantity of each hazardous waste

at each location?

4. Cross—references to manifests/shipping

papers?

5. Records and results of waste analyses?

6. Report of incidents involving implementation

of the contingency plan?

7. Records and results of required inspections?

8. Monitoring, testing, and analytical data, for

groundwater required by Subpart F?

9. Closure cost estimates and, for disposal

facilities, post—closure cost estimates

(Part 264)?
10. Notices of generators as specified in Section

264.12(b) (Part 264)?

b. Does facility have copy of permit on site? _No _NA

5. Does the facility submit a biennial report by March 1

every even—numbered year? (264.75) (265.75) \4es _No _NA

a. If yes, do reports contain the following

information:

EPA I.D. number?
Date and year covered by report?

Description/quantity of hazardous waste?

Treatment, storage, and disposal methods?

Monitoring data under Section 265.94(a) (2)

and (b)(2) (Part 265)?

Most recent closure and post—closure cost

estimates?
For TSD generators, description of efforts

to reduce volume/toxicity of waste generated,

and actual comparisons with previous year?

8. Certification signed by owner/operator?

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 jo _NA

a. If yes, has he submitted an unmanifested waste

report to the Executive Director?

No NA

No NA

No NA

_Y
?fes No NA

es _No _NA

L?rs No NA

_NA

No NA

_NA

1.
2.
3.
4.

c5.

L6.

7.

No
No
No

—es No

NA
NA
NA
NA

No NA

No NA

\%- No NA
\_-1s No NA

Yes No



7. Does the facility submit to the Executive Director

reports on releases, fires, and explosions; /
contamination and monitoring data; and facility

closure? ,Yes _No NA



i
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Part

LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTIONS CHECKLIST

Section A — General

1. Are hazardous wastes land—disposed on site? Yes _NA

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

true:

1. Granted extension from effective date pursuant

to Section 268.5? _Yes _No

2. Granted exemption from a prohibition pursuant

to a petition under Section 268.6? _Yes _No

3. Disposing of soil or debris resulting from a

CERCLA response action or a RCRA corrective

action, which will not be prohibited until

Noember 8, 2990? Yes _No vi’IA
4. Facility is a small quantity generator of

less than 100 kg of hazardous waste per

month? Yes _No

5. Wastes not yet prohibited by Part 268? _Yes _No

2. Are restricted wastes or residuals from treatment of a

restricted waste diluted in any way prior to disposal? _Yes /No NA

3. Are there active surface impoundments used for treatment

of hazardous wastes? Yes t,A(o NA

a. If yes, does the unit’s design and operation meet

the requirements set forth in Section 268.4? _Yes No AA

4. Has the facility sought exemption from any prohibition

under Subpart C of Section 268 for the disposal of a

restricted hazardous waste? Yes -No _NA

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 No I’A

5. Has the facility determined whether it generates a

restricted waste through iaste analysis? (268.7) _Yes NA

c

a. If yes, is the acility, in fact, handling a

restricted waste(s)? _Yes _No VNA

b. If yes, does the restricted waste require

treatment? Yes _No 44A
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c. If 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.. FOOl

through F005 (solvent wastes)? (268.10)

a. If yes, do any of the following conditions apply:

Yes No \4A

Yes NA

1. The generator of the solvent waste is a small

quantity generator (not more than 1000

kg/month)? Yes _No

2. The solvent waste is generated from a CERCLA

response corrective action? _Yes _No

3. The solvent waste is a solvent—water mixture,

solvent—containing sludge, or solvent—

contaminated soil (non—CERCLA or RCRA corrective

action) containing less than 1 percent total

FOOl through F005 solvent constituents. _Yes _No

b. If no, have any of these restricted wastes began

land—disposed (except in an injection well) since

November 8, 1986?

7. Does the facility ha dle EPA Hazardous Waste Nos. F020,

F021, F023, F026, F027 or F028 (dioxin—containing

wastes)? pEi

a. If yes, do any of the following conditions apply:

1. Wastes are treated to meet standards of Subpart

D of Section 268?

2. Wastes are disposed of at a facility that has

been granted a petition?

3. An extension has been granted?

b. If no, were these restricted wastes land disposed

after November 8, 1988?

8. Are restricted wastes being treated?

Yes NA

No NA

Yes \N6 NA

_Yes
Yes ‘.—No NA

Yes Wo NA

Yes NA

a. If yes, have any of their associated hazardous

constituents exceeded the “Constituent in Waste

Extract” (CWE) levels? Yes No

V



Section B - Generator Compliance

1. Waste Identification

0

a. Does the generator handle the following wastes:

1. Solvent wastes

/
_Yes N9/_NA

Yes 4o NA

If an F003 wastestream (listed solely for ignitability) has

been mixed with a non—restricted solid or hazardous waste,

does the resultant mixture exhibit the ignitability

characteristic?

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-i. 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)

3. Potential California List Wastes

(see Appendix C)

(i)
(ii)

(iii)

D002
D004—DOli
Any other waste characterized by high

concentrations of halogenated organic

constituents (HOC5), metals, or

cyanides?

(iv) Any F, K, P, or U wastes subject to

“soft hammer” requirements that may

qualify as California wastes due to ‘-

HOCs, metals, or cyanide content?

(See Appendix F)

4. First Third Wastes (See MHWNR 268.10)

5. Second Third Wastes (See MHWMR 268.11)

6. (Reserved)

(i) Are any of the above “soft hammer”
wastes? (See Appendices D & E)

No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA
Yes No NA

No NA

L.-1s No NA
Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

2. BDAT Treatability Group — Treatment Standards Identification

7-
Yes (b NA

(i)
(ii)

FOOl, F002, F004, or F005

F003

Yes NA

a. Does the generator mix restricted wastes with

different treatment standards for constituents

of concern?
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b. If yes, did the generator select the most

stringent treatment standard for the constituent /
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

rnethylene chloride, all other spent solvent

wastes)? _Yes _No VA

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

mg/kg [Section 268.32(a)(3))? _Yes _No ‘--tA

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)

[Section 268.7(a))? Yes _No _-1(A

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,

pipe routing, point of sampling)? _Yes _No

3. Waste Analysis

a. Did the generator determine whether the waste

exceeds treatment standards based on Section 268.7(a):

1. Knowledge of wastes _No _NA

(1) List wastes for which “applied knowledge”
was used:

zL
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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 jfiA

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 jlA

If no, has the generator retained records

documenting his “applied knowledge” that the

hazardous waste is not a California waste? Yes _No ‘NA

4. Management

a. Onsite management

1. Were restricted wastes managed onsite? \-es _No _NA

2. For wastes that exceed treatment standards,

was treatment in regulated units, storage for

greater than 90 days, and/or disposal

conducted? _No NA

If yes, TSDF checklist must be completed.

b. Of f site Management

1. If restricted wastes exceed treatment standards,

did generator provide treatment facility

notification with each shipment? [268.7(a)(l)):

(i) EPA Hazardous Waste Number? No NA

(ii) Corresponding treatment standard? 4es _No NA

(iii) Manifest number? No _NA

(iv) Waste analysis, if available? _No _NA

Identify offsite treatment facilities Ii
(7 G5 of S&. zrc

2. If 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 N—

(ii) Corresponding treatment standard? _Yes No
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2. TCLP Yes _No NA

(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

If yes, list:
//

/
3. Total waste analysis Yes No

4. If 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

appl led 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

265.13(a)(3)(i)]? Yes No ‘NA

b. Did the restricted wastes exceed applicable

treatability group treatment standards upon

generation [Section 268.7(a)(l)]?

List those that exceeded standards:
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(iii) Manifest number Yes _No NA

(iv) Certification regarding waste and that

it meets treatment standards? Yes _No VIA

Identify land disposal facilities receiving the

BDAT certified wastes

_________________________

3. If 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)):

(i) EPA Hazardous Waste Number? _Yes _No

(ii) Corresponding Treatment Standards? Yes No

.(i.i) All applicable prohibitions? Yes _No AA

(iv) The manifest number? yes _No

(v) The date the wastes are subject to ,7
prohibitions? _Yes _No 14A

(vi) Does generator keep records of all

notifications/certifications send to

offsite facilities? Yes _No jNA

List all prohibited wastes for which records

are not p ovided per above [Section 268.7(a)(b):

Identify TSDFs receiving any prohibited wastes

subject p any exemptions and variances:

Nh;

4. 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? — 9S No NA

Applicable prohibitions? A9s _No _NA

The manifest number? -13s.-No _NA

Waste analysis data, where available? fes _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 ‘-1o NA
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If yes, list type of treatment unit and processes

I

ftJ) ;L/1/J,?:ci

If 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 \AA

(i) Is the treatment facility conducting TCLP

tests for wastes subject to treatment

standards expressed as waste extracts per

268.7(b)(i)? Yes No 4A

(ii) Is the treatment facility using the paint

filter test for the California waste residues

[Section 268.7(b)(ii)]? Yes No NA

(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 /
268.7(b) (3).]? _Yes _No VNA

(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 4A



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

to the TSDF [Section 268.7(a) (2)]? Yes _No

(iii) Has the generator retained a copy of the

demonstration on site [Section 268.8(a) (3)—

(a)(4)]? Yes _No

(iv) Has the generator retained copies of all

Section 268.8 certifications sent to the

TSDF [Section 268.7(a)(6)) \/Yes 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)—

(a)(4)]? Yes _No — A

(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

5. Storage of Prohibited Waste

7-
a. Were prohibited wastes stored for greater than 90

days? _Yes \6o _NA

If yes, was facility operating as a TSD under

interim status or final permit [Section

262.34(b)]? _Yes _No _NA

If yes, TSDF Checklist must be completed.

6. Treatment Using RCR 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 ezempt units or processes? -fes _No _NA

‘: I wi :-e
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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)(l))? Yes _No \4A

b. Are wastes and waste residues tested for

compliance with applicable treatment standards

and prohibitions [Section 268.7(c) (2)]? Yes No

c. Are they being tested in conformance with the

frequency specified in the waste analysis plan /
[Section 268.7(c)(3)]? Yes _No VNA

d. Are the appropriate tests (TCLP vs. total waste) -

being used [Section 268.7(c) (2))? Yes No A

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)? _No NA

b. Are all containers clearly marked to identify
content and date(s) entering storage
[Section 268.50(a)(2)]? _No NA

c. Do operating records track the location, quantity
and dates that wastes exceeding treatment standards
entered and were removed from storage [Section
264.73 or Section 265.73]? _4es _No NA

d. Do operating records agree with container labeling?
[Section 268.50(a) (2) or Section 264.73 or Section
265.73] 4es _No NA

e. Is waste exceeding treatment standards stored for
less than 1 year? No _NA

If yes, can you show that such accumulation is
not necessary to facilitate proper recovery, ,7
treatment, or disposal? _Yes 2o NA

If yes, state how:

_______________________________

f. Was/is waste exceeding treatment standards stored
for more than one year? _Yes 14o _NA
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If yes, state the owner/operator’s proof that such

storage was solely for the purposes of accumulation

of such quantities 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
for treatment? Yes %o NA

b. Is the only recognizable “treatment” occurring in
the impoundment either evaporation, dilution, or
both [Section 268.4(b) and Section 268.3)? Yes _No

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

d. Have the minimum technology requirements been
met [Section 268.4(a) (4))? Yes _No

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
requirements been met [Section 268.4(a)(3)]? _Yes _No L—

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
268.4(a) (2))? _Yes _No

g. Did the hazardous waste residue (sludge or liquid)
exceed the treatment standards or prohibition
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
265.13]? _Yes No
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i. Does the operating record adequately document

the results of waste analyses performed f Section

264.13 or Section 265.13)? Yes No VNA

j. Have the hazardous waste residues that exceed the

treatment standards and/or prohibition levels

been removed adequately and on an annual basis

[Section 268.4(a)(2)(ii)]? Yes No 4A

1. If 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

k. 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 VNA

1. When removed, were residues of restricted wastes

managed subsequently in another surface

impoundment? _Yes No

1. Were these residues subject to a valid 268.8

certification? Yes _No

m. When removed, were wastes treated prior to

disposal? _Yes _No iAA

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 Z
or exempt) (not including surface impoundments)? es _No _NA

b. Describe the treatment processes, including exempt

processes

(C’O Fbiv\ vh 1g%

c. Does the facility treat soft—hammered wastes? _Yes çNo NA



0 0

1. If yes, is treatment occurring as described

in the generator’s certification/demonstration
/

[Section 268.8(c)(l)]? Yes _No jNA

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)(l))? Yes No

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 A

d. Does the facility, in accordance with an acceptable

waste analysis plan, verify that the residue extract

from.a1 treatment processes for the restricted

wastes are less than treatment standards or

prohibition levels [Section 268.7(c)(2)]? ‘/fes _No _NA

e. Describe frequency of testing of treatment residuals.

f. Was dilution used as a substitute for treatment

[Section 268.3)? Yes 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))? Xs _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 z
268.7(b) (4) and (5) and Section 268.8(c)(l)]? Yes _No 4A

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(A

7. Land Disposa)

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 _No NA

b. 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 _No A

c. 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 No NA

If yes, was the frequency of testing as required

by the facility’s waste analysis plan [Section

264.13 or 265.13]? _Yes _No NA

d. 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 NoNA

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

e. Were restricted wastes subject to a national

capacity variance or case—by—case extension
disposed? _Yes No LA(A

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 No ‘NA

f. Were adequate records of disposal maintained
[Section 264.73(b) or 265.73(b)]? Yes _No NA

g. 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 _No NA

h. 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 _No NA
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i. If the owner/operator is disposing of a soft—

hammer waste, is he maintaining the generators

and treaters (if applicable) notices and

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 /NA

2. Did the facility seek to verify whether

these wastes may be subject to all restrictions,

e.g., California ban? Yes _No fA
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Part

GENERATOR’ S CHECKLIST

Section A — EPA Identification No.

1. Does generator have EPA I.D. No.? (262.12) Vces No NA

a. If yes, EPA I.D. No. !;) 37 )Z7 s3

Section B - Manifest

1. Does generator ship waste offsite? (262.20)

a. If no, do not fill out Sections B and D.

VCs No NA

b. If yes, identify primary off iste facility(s).

Does generator use manifest? (262.20)

a. If no, is generator a small quantity generator

(generating between 100 and 1000 kg/month)?

1. If yes, does generator indicate this when

sending waste to a TSD facility?

b. If yes, does manifest include the following

information?

1. Manifest document No.

2. Generator’s name, mailing address, telephone

number
3. Generator EPA I.D. No.

4. Transporter Name(s) and EPA I.D. No.(s)

S. a. Facility name, address, and EPA I.D. No.

b. Alternate facility name, address, and EPA

I.D. No.
C. Instructions to return to generator if

undeliverable

6. Waste information required by DOE — shipping

name, quantity (weight or vol.), containers

(type and number)

7. Emergency information (optional) (special

handling instructions, telephone No.)

8. Is the following certification on each

manifest form?

No NA

Yes No

Yes NA

No NA4s

es

No
No
No
No

NA
NA
NA
NA

Yes No —NA

Yes No u-Nc

No NA

No NA

Ves No NA

I
—

\r,.

I I;

b C,
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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?

If yes, complete a through e.

a. 1. Did generator sign and date all manifests?

2. Who signed for generator?

Name cc &. McC(EHgt, Title Y2 fr):

No NA

4No NA

LD5

b. 1. Did generator obtain handwritten signature and

date of acceptance from initial transporter?

2. Who signed and dated for transporter?

Name I4CQQY Title

_No _NA

c. Does generator retain one copy of manifest signed

by generator and transporter?

d. Do returned copies of manifest include facility

owner/operator signature and date of acceptance?

e. Does generator retain copies for 3 years?

Section C — Hazardous Waste_Determination

4s No NA

No NA

rs _No _NA

1. Does generator generate solid waste(s) listed in Subpart /

D (List of Hazardous Waste)? (261.30) N4s _No _NA

a. If yes, list waste and quantities (include EPA

Hazardous
Waste

No.)

________________________

2. Does generator solid waste(s) listed in Subpart C that

exhibit hazadous characteristics? (corrosivity,

ignitability, reactivity, EP toxicity) (261.20)

a. If yes, list wastes and quantities (include EPA

Hazardous
Waste

No.)

________________________

_Yes 4NA

b. Does generator determine characteristics by testing -

or by applying knowledge of processes?

1. If determined by testing, did generator use

test methods in Part 261, Subpart C (or

equivalent)? Yes No
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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 7
generators? ‘Vies No NA

a. If yes, did generator test all wastes to determine //

nonhazardous characteristics? /‘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
173, 178, and 179 (DOT requirements)? (262.30) Vies _No _NA

2. a. Are containers to be shipped leaking or corroding? L.4s _No _NA

b. Use sheet to describe containers and condition.

c. Is there evidence of heat generation from 7
incompatible wastes in the containers? (262.31) Yes _No NA

3. Does generator follow DOT labeling requirements in
accordance with 49 CFR 172? Yes _No _NA

4. Does generator mark each package in accordance with

49 CFR 172? 4es No _NA

5. Is each container of 110 gallons or less marked with

the following label? (262.32) L.Y’s _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?
(262.33) Vies _No _NA
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7. Accumulation time: (262.34)

0

a. Are containers used to temporarily store waste

before transport?

1. If yes, is each container clearly dated:

Also, fill out rest of No. 7 (accum. time)

b. 1. Does generator inspect containers for leakage

or corrosion? (265.174 — Inspections)

\‘s No NA

Yes No

/
\/L’es No NA

2. If yes, with what frequency?
Th\
UMLJ

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 Bite, 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 L2
-

‘ // O1 PS f’ t’

cç \ qC) > TCf) +i)C11j
t-v,YJ\ C’)

Section E — Recordkeeping and Records (262.40)

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

a. Manifests and signed copies from

b. Biennial Reports

c. Exception reports

d. Test results

2. Where are the records kt (at facility or elsewhere)?

j FP/CiJ c,P ‘iY’ M Cji1’

No NA
No NA
No NA

-fes No NA

3. Who is in charge of keeping the records?

Name Title .



0 0

Section F - Special Conditions

1. Has generator received from or transported to a foreign

Administrator? Yes \7No NA

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

Administrator? Yes No NA

b. Is this waste manifested and signed by a foreign

cosignee? _Yes No _NA

c. If 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

et3,ED Mç;:

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. Is 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 L4A

c. Did owner/operator notify Regional Administrator
60 days prior to receiving waste (Part 265)? _Yes _No

d. If impoundment does not have a double liner, is
it exempt due to one of the following reasons? Yes _No NA

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

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

3. Monof ill 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

f. Is impoundment surrounded by dikes (Part 264)? _Yes _No -NA

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 fA
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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) _Yes _No \,4A

Section D — Waste Analysis and Trial Tests

1. Will the surf ace 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) Yes _No VIqA

b. Chemically treat hazardous waste with a

substantially different process than any
previously used in that impoundment? Yes No

2. If the answer in #1 was yes to any questions, has the

owner/operator:

a. Conducted waste analysis or trial treatment tests? Yes No

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

Section E — Inspections and Monitoring

1. Does the owner/operator:

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

b. Inspect the surface impoundment including dikes
and vegetation at least once per week and after z
storms? (264.226) (265.226) _Yes _No \-4A

2. Have any deteriorations or malfunctions that have been

found been remediated? _Yes _No

3. Has the owner/operator obtained a certification from

a qualified engineer that the impoundments dike has

structural integrity? (264.226) Yes _No NA

Section F - Emergency Repairs, Contingency Plans (Part 264) (264.227)

1. Does facility have a contingency plan? _Yes _No 4A

a. If yes, does plan stipulate that impoundment be
removed from service under the following conditions: /

1. Sudden drop in liquid level? _Yes _No -NA
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2. Leaking dike? Yes _No NA

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

1. Shutting off flow into impoundment? _Yes _No NA

2. Containing any surface leakage? Yes _No

3. Stopping the leak? _Yes _No NA
4. Notifying Regional Administrator of problems

in writing if leaks cannot be contained? Yes _No

c. If impoundment was removed from service, did owner/
operator take the necessary precautions to rectify
problems before restoring impoundment to service? _Yes _No \NA

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)
A’

1. Is a closure plan retained at the facility? 4es _No _NA

2. At closure, did owner/operator:

a. Remove standing liquids (Part 265)? s _No
b. Remove waste and waste residue (Part 265)? es _No
c. Remove liner (Part 265)? Yes _No
d. Remove underlying and surrounding contaminated

soil? _No _NA
e. If not, did owner/operator demonstrate to Regional

Administrator that the above materials were non—
hazardous (Part 265)? Yes _No -r

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,7•
and managed them as hazardous waste? Ys No _NA

b. Eliminated free liquids by removing or solidifying
remaining wastes or waste residues? 4s _No NA

c. Stabilized remaining wastes to a bearing capacity
/

sufficient to support final cover? -1’es _No _NA
d. Covered the impoundment with final cover? _No NA

4. Did owner/operator leave any residuals in place at
closure (Part 264)? (264.228) A’Yes _No _NA
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5. In post—closure, does owner/operator maintain integrity

of cover and groundwater monitoring system, and prevent /
runon and runoff? (264.228) (265.228) ‘/Yes _No NA

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

1. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the

impoundnent? _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 /NA

OR /
b. Is the impoundment used solely for emergencies? _Yes _No A(A

Section I — Incompatible Wastes (264.230) (265.230)

1. Are incompatible wastes placed in the impoundment? Yes\,.4 NA
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Part

GROUNDWATER MONITORING CHECKLIST

Section A — Monitoring System

1. Does the facility have a groundwater monitoring

system in operation? es _No NA

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

1. At least one upgradient/background well? t4e _No _NA

2. At least three downgradient wells? ‘Aes _No NA

b. Are wells identified in the field? Yes o _NA

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

cracks)? No _NA

d. Are well heads locked? M--i ,çp _Yes _NA

e. Do well heads have bumper guards or are otherwise /
protected? ‘ZYes _No NA

Section B — Sampling and Analysis (Part 264)

1. Does the facility obtain and analyze samples from the

groundwater monitoring system? Aes _No _NA

2. Has facility developed and followed a groundwater
sampling and analysis plan? (264.97(d)) L.s No NA

a. If yes, does this plan include procedures and

techniques for:

1. Sample collection? Xes _No _NA

2. Sample preservation? /4es _No _NA

3. Analytical procedures? Aes _No _NA

4. Chain—of-custody control? Yes _No _NA

5. Determining the groundwater surface
elevation? es _No _NA

3. Has facility specified a statistical method to be used

in evaluating groundwater monitoring data? Yes _No _NA

4. Is all groundwater monitoring data recorded in the
operating record? ‘Yes 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 J
releases? _Yes No NA

a. If yes, are the following components included in

the system:

1. Background values? Yes _No _NA

2. Determination of groundwater flow rate and
/

direction annually? (264.98(e)) -Yes _No _NA

3. Determination of statistically significant

increases over background concentrations at

each well? (264.98(f)) Yes _No NA

4. If there was a statistically significant

increase indicated, did the facility notify

the Executive Director per 264.98(g)(l)? Yes _No NA

5. Dja facility attempt to demonstrate an

apparent increase was not caused by a regulated/

unit per MHWMR 264.98(g)(6)? ‘Yes _No _NA

6. Is all information contained in the facility’s

operating record? -‘Yes _No NA

Section D — Compliance Monitoring Program (264.99)

- 1. Does the facility operate a compliance monitoring

program? _Yes ‘‘4o _NA

a. If yes, does the facility:

1. Determine the groundwater flow rate and

direction in the uppermost aquifer annually?

(264.99(e)) Yes _No

2. Collect at least four samples from each well

at least semi—annually? (264.99(f)) _Yes No LNA
3. Determine whether there is statistically

significant evidence of increased contamination

at each monitoring well? _Yes _No jNA

4. If an increase was indicated, did facility

notify the Executive Director? Yes No

__NA

—

5. Analyze samples for constituents listed in

Appendix IX of Part 264 at least annually? _Yes _No NA

6. Record all information in the operating

record? _Yes _No NA

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

1. Does facility follow a corrective action program that

meets the facility’s permit requirements? Yês 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 _No NA

a. If yes, does the plan include procedures and

techniques for:

1. Sample collection? _Yes _No 4fiA

2. Sample preservation? _Yes _No NA

3. Analytical procedure? _Yes _No NA

4. Chain-of-custody control? _Yes _No NA

2. Has the owner/operator established initial background

concentrations or values of all parameters specified in

265.92(b)? _Yes _No NA

a. Samples collected to establish background quality

(from above)? Yes No NA

b. Samples collected to indicate contamination (from T
above)? Yes No NA

c. Elevation of groundwater surface at each monitoring

well at each sampling event? _Yes _No 1NA

Section G - Preparation, Evaluation, and Response (Part 265 only) (265.93)

1. Did owner/operator prepare an outline of a groundwater

quality assessment program? Yes _No \-4A

a. If yes, did program determine the following:

1. Whether hazardous waste or hazardous waste 1
constituents have entered the groundwater? _Yes _No JNA

2. Rate and extent of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituent migration? _Yes _No NA

3. Concentrations of hazardous waste or hazardous
waste constituents in groundwater? Yes ,_No NA

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

with initial background mean? Yes No NA

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

d. If the comparisons for downgradient wells show a
significant increase (or pH decrease), has the owner!
operator obtained additional groundwater samples from
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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 No _NA

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 No J.NA

2. If analyses confirmed significant increase

(or pH decrease), did owner/operator submit to

the Executive Director within 15 days after

notification (discussed above) a certified

groundwater quality assessment program? _Yes _No _j_NA

3. Did owner/operator implement the groundwater

quality assessment program and, at a minimum,

did he determine the following: Yes _No 4NA

a. Rate and extent of migration of the

hazardous waste constituents in the

groundwater? _Yes _No j_NA

b. Concentrations of the hazardous waste

in the groundwater? _Yes _No NA

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 _No

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 _No NA

6. If 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 NA

7. If any groundwater quality assessment program T
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 NA

8. If owner/operator does not monitor at least — —

annually to satisfy No. 3 above, does owner!
operator evaluate, data on groundwater elevation
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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

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 4NA

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 NA

2. Does owner/operator inform the Executive
Director about any parameters that exceed
maximum contaminant levels listed in Appendix
III? _Yes No NA

3. (Annually) does owner/operator report
concentrations or values of parameters listed
in Section 265.92(b) (3) for each well, including
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. Is facility required to provide financial assurance /
for closure? Yes Io 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. Is facility required to provide financial assurance

for post—closure care? (_No _NA

a. Type of financial assurance ieS\
b. Amount of closure costs

1. Date of most recent adjustment____________________

c. Effective date of mechanism 0T. 3p j97O

d. Expiration date of mechanism

______

j, 7
e. Is instrument adequate? \1s _No _NA

Section C — Corrective Action

1. Is facility required to provide financial assurance for
corrective action? 4es No _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. Is facility required to provide liability coverage for /

sudden accidental occurrences? Yes ...4O _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. If 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

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
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d. Expiration date of mechanism

___________________

2. Is facility required to provide liability coverage

for non—sudden accidental occurrences? Yes 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: ir



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAE QUALTTY

A RAY
CO\’ERNOR

January 22, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 444 547 397

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

P. 0. 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--Cl:

1. MHWNR 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 0:

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 yoi 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. l989 allows assessrnenLs of penalties not more than $25,000 per

day per vioiaton. Faili.re to submit t.Js inforration may result in

enfDrce-ent action.

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

BUREAU 01 POEt UI ION CONTROL, P0 BOX O385 JAC KSON, MS 39289(H85 (f,O1 96I171
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If you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at (601)

961—5171.

Sincerely,

Thad Hopper

Hazardous Waste Division

Enclosures

pc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA (w/enclosures)

Ms. Jane M. Patarcity, Beazer East, Inc. (w/enclosures)
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RCRA Inspection Report

1. Inspector and Author of Report

Thad Hopper, Mississippi Office of Pollution Control (OPC)

2. Facility Information

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Beazer East, Inc.)

P.O. Box 160

Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

3. Responsible Company Official

Mr. J. D. “Rock” Clayton, Plant Manager, Kopper Industries, Inc.

(Ku)

4. Inspection Participants

Mr. Thad Hopper, OPC

Mr. Gary McLelland, General Yard Foreman, Ku

5. Date and Time of Inspection

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

6. Applicable Regulations

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) Parts

262, 264, 268, and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management

Permit No. 88—543—01.

7. Purpose 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.

8. Facility Description

Ku 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,
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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 (Ku). 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. Ku is a generator with a less than 90 day hazardous

waste storage area, and owner of the closed surface impoundment and

boiler ash landf arm (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

MHWNP No. 88—543--Cl 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 Ku 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

Mississippi 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

(KOO1), 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, KOO1, UO51, and FO27 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

cornpete, the BALF will be incorproated into the existing RCRA

permit. KOOl, U051, and F027 are no longer burned as fuel for the



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 Ku 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

pentachlorophenol 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 0. Failure to maintain security

devices. No signs posted or fence installed.

MHWMR 264.15 and MHWMP 88-543—01 Attachment I, Appendix 0.

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. If the material has not been analyzed

for TCLP characteristics, this test should be performed and the

results submitted.

11. signed

/ )/

cc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA

Ms. Jane M. Patarcity, Beazer East, Inc.

12. Approval
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RCRA Inspection Report

1. Inspector and Author of Report

Gail Macalusa

Environmental Engineer

Bureau of Pollution Control

2. Facility Information

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Beazer Materials & Services)

P.O. Box 160

Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

3. Responsible Company Official

Mr. J. D. “Rock” Clayton, Plant Manager

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)

4. Inspection Participants

Mr. J. D. “Rock” Clayton, Ku

Mr. Gary McClelland, Ku

Ms. Gail Macalusa, BPC

5. Date and Time of Inspections

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

6. Applicable Requirements

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MNWMR) Parts

262, 264, 265, and 268 and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management

Permit No. 88—543—01.

7. 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.

8. Facility Description

Ku 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. (Ku).

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

The surface impoundment is permitted and has been modified to
reflect Ku as owner and BMS as operator. The unit was certified
closed on January 3, 1990, and is now in post—closure. KOOl
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 wood preserving processes that use creosote
and/or pentachiorophenol (KOOl). Waste creosote (U05l) and
certain waste pentachiorophenol (F027) are also managed at times.
The surface impoundment was formerly operated as a wastewater
treatment lagoon and generated the listed hazardous waste KOOl.
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; KOOl, tJ051, 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. KOOl, 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 landf armed at this site prior to the
ash disposal. Currently, the boiler ash landf arm is being capped
with the waste in place.

9. 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.l. 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
landf arm has been removed for closure activities. The monitoring
well that had been damaged during closure of the surface
impoundment (R—8B) has been repaired.

10. Conclusions

The facility is in apparent violation of Permit Condition
IV.H.l., and MHWMR 265.73(b)(6) — failure to maintain monitoring,
testing, and analytical data at the facility.

11. Signed

44’/,/ /2
.y ,

12. Approval

-u,w.

GM—23:lr

bate

3/2c4’2
óate
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Part 2

czz. c:.::y cHZcKL:s:

Sc:i:n A — Genera Tacilitt Standards

i.. Does facility have EPA Ldencif±catioa So.? Yes _No NA
a. If yes, EPA I.D. No.

If no) exp..ain.

__________________________________________________

2. Has facility received hazardous waste from a foreign source?

a. If yes, has it filed a notice with the Regional 1es No NAAdministrator?

Waste Analysis

3. Does facility maintain a copy of the waste analysis plan at Yes _No NAthe facility?

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

I.. Parameters for which each waste will, be analyzed? J,es _No _N..2. test methods used to test for these paramecer? Jjes _No _NA3. Sampling method used to obtain sample? j,Yes _No _NA4. Frequency with which the initial analyses will be Jjes _No NAreviewed or repeated?
5. (For offsite facilities) waste analyses that gen— JLYes _No _NAerators have agreed to supply?
6. (For offaite facilities) procedures which are used

to inspect and analyze each movement of hazardous
waste, including:

a. Procedures to be used to determine the iden— 4Yes _No _NA
tity of each movement of waste.

b. Sampling method to be used to obtain repre— _Yes No NA
sencative sample of the waste to be identi—
f ied.

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

a. 24—hour surveillance system (e.g., television monitoring _Yes IoNA
or guards)?

OR

(continued)
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b. 1. Artficia1 or natural barrier around facility Yes Sb
(e.g., fenc or fence and cliff)? — —

Describe

____________________________________________________________

AND

2. Means to control entry through entrances (e.g., _Yes•-No NA
attendant, television monitors, locked entrance,

controlled roadway access)?

Describe

__________________________________________________________

General Inspection Requirements (264.15) (265.1.5)

5. Does the owner/operator maintain a written schedule at the
facility for inspecting:

a. Monitoring equipment? Jjes _No NA1,. Safety and emergency equipment? J[Yes _N0NAc. Security devices: JLYes _NONA4. Operating and structural, equipment? ,[Yes _N0NAa. Types of problems of equipment:

1. MaIfunction j_Yes _No NA2. Operator error 4,,Yes _N0NA
3. Discharges _Yes _N0NA

6. Does the owner/operator maintain an inspection log? Aes _N0NA

a. If yes, does it include:

1. Date and time of inspection? 4_Yes _N0NA
2. Name of inspector? Yes _No_NA
3. Notation of observations? Yes _N0NA
4. Date and nature of repairs or remedial action? Yes _No_NA

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

Personnel Training (264.16) (265.16)

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

(continued)
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Date of most recent training

__________________________

ow long are they kept?

________________________________________

a. tf yes, do they include:

1.. Job title and writ:en job description of each
position?

2. Description of type and amount of training’
3. Records of training given to facility personne

Reoirements for Ignitable, Reactive, or Incompatible Waste

8. Does facility handle ignitable or reactive wastes?

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?

Section 3 — Preparedness and Prevention

1. Is there evidence of fire, explosion, or contamination of the _Yeso_NA
environment? (264.31) (265.31)

If yes, use narrative explanation sheet to explain..

(continued)
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(264.

4Yes So NA

Yes No NA
Yes SQ NA

17) (265.17)

Yes /o NA

Yes No

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

J.. If 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 flame confined to specifically
designated locations?

c. Are “No Smoking” signs posted in hazardous areas?

a. Are precautions documented (Part 264 only)?

9. Check containers

a. Are containers leaking or corroding?

b. Is there evidence of heat generation from incompatible
wastes?

4
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2. s the facility equipped with: (264.32) (265.32)

Internal communication or aLarm system? Yes o NA
I. Is it easily accessible in case of emergency? _Yes _No NA
telephone or two—way radio to call emergency response Yes No NApersonnel?

—

Portable fire extinguishers, fire control equipment, Yes No NAspill control equipment, and decontamination equipment? —

Water of adequate volume for hoses, sprinklers, or -‘Yes _No NAwater spray system?
—

1. Describe source of water ‘ //?- ‘

3. Is there sufficient aisle space to allow unobstructed move— —Yes _No NAmenc of personnel and equipment? (264.35) (265.35)

4. Has the owner/operator made arrangements with th. local —4s _No _NA
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)

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 ies _No NA
with State emergency response teams, emergency response
contractors, and equipment suppliers? (264.37) (265.36)

a. Are they readily available to all personnel? Yes j4o NA

7. Has th. owner/operator arranged to familiarize local hos— uS _No _NA
pita La with the properties of hazardous waste handled and
types of injuries that could result from fires, explosions,
or releases at the facility? (264.37) (265.37)

8. If State or local authorities decline to enter, is this Yes No -AE
entered in the operating record? (264.37) (265.37)

(continued)
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Section C — Cont.nenc7 Plan ar.d Energeni Prcethres

1.. ..s a contingency plan maintained at the faciIi:y
(264.53) (265.53)

a. tf yes, is it a revised SPCC Plan?

b. Does onc±ngency plan in.cl.ude: (264.52) (265.52)

1. Arrangements with local emergency response
organizations?

2. Emergency coordinators’ names, phone numbers,
and addresses?

3. List of all emergency equipment at facility and
descriptions of equipment?

4. Evacuation plan for facility personnel?

2. Is there an emergency coordinator on site oroca1lt
all times? (264.55) (265.55)

Section D — Manifest System, Recordkeeping, and Reporting

I., D,es facility ecçiveaste f;om offsite? (24.1) (65.71)
‘H

a. If yes, does the owner/operator retain copies of all
/

LA’ t J
I.. Are the manifests signed and dated and returned

to the generator?
2. Is a signed copy given to the transporter?

2. Does the facility receive anybwasce from a rail or water
(bulk shipment) transporter?. (264.71) (265.71)

a. If yes, is it accompanied by a shipping paper?

1.. Does the owner/operator sign and date the shipping
paper and return a copy to the generator?

2. Is a signed copy given to the transporter?

3. Has the owner/operator received any shipments of waste that
were inconsistent with the manifest (manifest discrepancies)?(264.72) (265.72)
a. If yes, has he attempted to reconcile the discrepancy

with the generator and transporter?

1. If no, has Regional Administrator oeen notified?

(‘ontinued)

CSWtP Dir. No. 9938.ZA March 96S
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Yes

fYes

.7L
I Yes

Ss NA

‘J NA

No NA

No NA

No NA

No NA

No NA

Yes -Ne N

Yes N i/NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes —1 NA

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

NoflA

S 04NA

NoNA

NoNA

Yes No NA

Yes NoA
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—. Does the owner/operator keep a written operating record at
the facility? (264.73) (2b5.73)

a. If yes1 does .: include:

1. Description and quantity of each hazardous waste
received?

2. Methods and dates of treatment, storage, and
disposal?

3. Location and quantity of each hazardous waste at
:‘, :J each location?

4. Cross—references to manifests/shipping papers?
5. Records and results of waste analyses?
6. Report of incidents involving implementation of

the contingency plan?
7. Records and results of required inspections?
8. Monitoring or testing analytical data (Part 264)?
9. Closure cost estimates and, for disposal facili—

ties, post—closure cost estimates (Part 264)?
10. Notices of generators as specified in 5264.12(b)

(Part 264)?
h

5. Does the facility submit a biennial report by March 1 every
even—numbered year? (264.75) (265.75)

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

1. EPA I.D. number?
2. Date and year covered by report?
3. Description/quantity of hazardous waste?
4. Treatment, storage, and disposal methods?
5. Monitoring data under 5265.94(a)(2) and (b)(2)

(Part 265)?
6. Most recent closure and post—closure cost estimates
7. For TSD generators, description of efforts to

reduce volume/toxicity of waste generated, and
actual comparisons with previous year?

8. Certification signed by owner/operator?

6. Has th. facility received any waste (that does not come under
the small generator exclusion) not accompanied by a manifest?
(264.76) (265.76)
a. If yes, has he submitted an unmanifested waste report

to the Regional Administrator?

_Yes ___No •__NA

Yes No

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes NA
Yes

NA

Yes
Yes

—?es

Yes No NA

Jo JA

Yes No NA

jYes No NA
EYes No NA
[Yes No NA

LYes No NA
Yes No NA

?Yes No NA
Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes LNo NA

Yes No NA

7. Does the facility submit to the Regional Administrator Yés _No _NA
reports on releases, fires, and explosions; contamination
and monitoring data, and facility closure? (264.77) (265.77)

OSVER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988
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Fart 3 Part NA

DSPCS?L ass::c::cws CHECKLISt

I. re hazardous wastes land—ispcsed on site? (“Land dLsposa’ s
- NAincludes placement in a landfill, surface impoundment, waste —pile, injection well, land trea ent facility, salt done fr—nation, salt bed formation, underground mine or cave, concretevault, or bunker intended for disposal purposes; and placementin or on the land by means of open detonation and open burningwhere residues continue t exhibit hazardous characteristics).

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

1. Granted extension from effective date pursuant to _Yes _No NA
568.5?

—

2. Granted exemption from a prohibition pursuant to Yes _No NA
a petition under 5268.6?

3. Disposing of soil or debris resulting from a CERCLA Yes _No _NA
response action or a KCRA corrective action, which
will not be prohibited until November 8, 1988?

4. Facility is a small quantity generator of less than _Yes No _NA
100 kg of hazardous waste per month? —

2. Are restricted wastes or residuals from trnatment of a re— _Yes _No _NA
stricted waste diluted in any way prior to disposal?

3. Are there active surface impoundments used for treatment of Yes _No NA
hazardous wastes?

a. If yes, does the unit’s design and operation meet the _Yes _No _NA
requirements set forth in 5268.4?

4. Has the facility sought exemption from any prohibition under _Yes _No _NA
Subpart C of 4268 for the disposal of a restricted hazardous
waste?

a. If yes, has the facility’s demonstration included the _Yes _No NA
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 _No _NA
waste through waste analysis? (268.7)

a. If yes, iS the facility, in fact, handling a restricte _Yes _NoNA
waste(s)?

(continued)
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b. U yes, does the restricted waste require treatment? _Yes _No

c. If yes, has the generator notified the treatment facil— P_Yes _Noity in writing, and does the notification include allrequired conponents (EPA hazardous waste number, corresponding treatment standard, manifest number of ship—

5. Does the facility handle EPA Hazardous Waste Sos. FOOL _Yes _Nothrough P005 (solvent wastes)? (258.10)

a. If yes, do any of the following conditions apply:

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

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

3. The solvent waste is a solvent—water mixture. _Yes _No
solvent—containing sludge, or solvent—contaminated
soil (non—CEKCLA or RCRA corrective action) con
taining less than 1 percent total FOOL through
P005 solvent constituents.

b. If no, have any of these restricted wastes been land— _Ys _No
disposed (except in an injection well) since November
8, 1986?

7. Does the facility handle EPA Hazardous Waste Has. P020, _Yes _No NAFOZI., P023, P026, P027, or F028 (dioxin—containing wastes)?

a. If yes. do any of the following conditions apply:

1. Wastes are treated to meet standards of Subpart D _Yes 4o _NA
of 268?

2. Wastes are disposed of at a facility that has been _Yes _No NA
granted a petition?

3. An extension has been granted? _Yes _No NA

b. If no, will these restricted wastes be land disposed _Yes _No
after November 8, 1988?

8. Are restricted wastes being treated? _Yes _No NA

a. If yes, have any of their associated hazardous constit— _Yes _So
uents exceeded the “Constituent in Waste Extract”
(CWE) levels?

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988
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I. HANDLER IDWFIPICATION

A.

0

RA L4IID DISPOSAL USThICTION
GIUATOI 1ILtST

)7, : —

1ndIer Nasa

71-)J/

If an P003 vastestr.a. (listed solely for
ignitability) has been mixed vith a non—restricted
solid or hazardous vista, does the resultant
mixture .xhibit the ignitability characteristic?

Yes No

6. Sour of the above: For. 8700—12 -1 Part A
—- kxt I

____;

Biennial/Annual rts

____

Tr (specify) ..,
) /

is iatended to assist the inspector and enforce
iiiFiltkial ii d.teriniog vbether the facility is gener
atiiig P—solvent vistas, if mach vistas vera not identified
by the facility previously. If you are concerned that
F-solvent vistas eny be .tsclassifted or mislabeled, turn to
Appendix A-i. To assist in ideatfying potentially

5. Street (or other identifier)

- —

- _)
..— .6’’ •

C. city - 0. State E Lp CoO F. County Name

(A)O9’/t:

C. Nature of us ness; Identificitlon of Operations: SIC Code(s)

tn )(2.)7 i :;
H. EPAThI

7’iN iFT
I. Handler Conc$t (IiIame and PhoneNusber)

II. GENERATOR COMPLIANCE

A. Waste Identification a

1. P-Solvents

a. Does the handier generate the folloving vastes?

Coen ts

(i) POOl, P002, P004, or P003 _Yes

(ii) P003 _Yes _*

No

10
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sisclaisif led P—..lts, Appndix A-2 presents a list of
eucrespondin P and S wastes. Note concerns below:

_______

2. Dioxin wastes

a. Does th, handler report the generation of thefollowing wastes? (The following industriessay generate listed dioxin vastest organicchesicals, pesticide or forsulator.)

(1) P020 — £023, 7026 - P027 T’.s No / *‘(ii) £028 Yes Ne(P-solvent IDA? standards are presented as Appiz 11

3. California Vaste Identification

a. Does the facility handle any of the following
wastes?

(1) 0002 Yes
(ii) 0004 — 0011. _Yes

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

(California waste standards are presented as Appendix T
c. Is the generator handling any of the F, K, P.

or U wastes subject to the “soft hasser” that
may qualify as California vastes due to HOC,
metals, or cyanide content? See Appendix 0 for
a listing of California constituents likelyjo_
be found by waste code. _Yes No

d. Has the generator conducted the paint filter
test (lethod 9095) $268.32(i)J?

Yes No ‘J/’

e. Has the generator conducted my testing of
these hazardous vastes to determine whether the
coecentrations qualify the hazardous wastes as
California wastes? _Yes L14á

If no, has the generator retained records docu
menting his “applied lr.novledge” that the
hazardous waste is not a California vte?

1es
No

11



Describe the natur. of th. records:
-V I / A

_________

a. Does-the generator handl. any of the vastes
listed as First Third Wastes in 1268.10? See
Appendix S for listing. List First Third
Wastes handled by th. generator here:

UC /

handle any soft-hammer
V

0—1, 0-2, and F)? If 50,

If yes, the wastes must meet BOAT standards
prior to disposal. V

d. Has the Regional Administrator received
de.onstrations/certifications for all soft
hammered wastes to be land disposed
L1268.8(a)(2)1? _Tes No

•. Source of the above: Form 8700—12 ; Part A
Part I

____;

Iiennial/Annual irt _;

TEir (specify)

____

B. IDAT Treatahtliti Group — Treatment Standards
rdentificati..

1. Does the gnerator mix restricted wastes with
different treatment standards for constituents of
concern? _Yes No

2. If yes, did the generator select the most stringent
treatment standard for the constituent of concern
($268.41(b)J? _fes _No

0
If no’ Is answered to both parts of thisquestioá, I violation is indicated. [$268.7(a)J

0

____

V• lVV

__________

- VV

- J ‘

VV

V

f. Sourc, of the above: Form 8700—12

___:

Part A
‘ V__V

—i Part I

____;

Biennial/Annual Pirt

____

Kr (specif5.

4. First Third Waste Identification

b. Does the generator
wastes (Appendices
list those wastes:

) -
V

- - -

c. Are any of the soft-hammered
wastes (see Appendix G)?

a

wastes California
es

12
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__

3. P SolventS - —

a. Did the generator correctly determine the
appropriate treatability group ($268.1J of the
waste (e.g. vastevaters containing solvents,
nonvastevaeer (i.e., < 1Z TOC), pharmaceutical
vastevaters containing spent methylena
chloride, all other spent solvent wastes)?

Yes No

4. California Wastes

a. Did the generator correctly determine the
distinction between liquid hazardous vastes and
non—liquid hazardous vastes that contain HOCs
in concentrations greater than 1,000 mg/kg
[$26832(h)I?

Yes No
—

5. First, Third Wastes

a. Did the generator ascertain whether restricted
wastes were appropriately assigned vastevater
or nonvastevater designations (nonvastevaters
are > 12 TX and > 12 suspended solids)
(1268.7(a)J? _Yes ‘No

6. Does the facility handle K061 wastes? —

Yes ---No

If yes, were nonvastevaters appropriately
classified in either the high or low zinc
subcategories (15X Zn) (268.7(a)I
L1268.41(a)I? _Yes

c. Does the facility handle KiOl or K102 wastes?
Yes —No

If y, were nenvestevaters appropriately
classified in either the high or low arsenic
subcategories L$268.7(a)I (268.41(a)J?

(es No

d. Is there any reason to believe that the gen
erator may have diluted the waste to change the
applicable treatment standard (based on review
of process operation, pipe routing, point of
sampling)? _Yes ‘—No

13
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C. Jaste Analysis - -

1. Did th. gleerator det.rsin. whether the vast.exceeds treatsent standards based on 1268.7(a):

a. ICnovledge of wastes No
(i) List wastes for which Napplied knovledg,was used:

/ _;/, 7 / . /

6. TCLP
_Tes -No

(I) List wastes for which was ,jsed:

(ii) lists wastes for vhlch treat—
sent standards are expressed as concen
trations in waste extract. Wer, any
wastes handled by th. generator subject
to waste extract standards not tested
using the TCLP? _Yes No

If yes, list:

__________________________

c. Total vast analysis fes _No

d. If files were retained, describe content and
basis of applied qioviedge deter.inatin:

-

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

Datulfrequency t

__________________________

Note ,bich wastes were subj.ted to which
tests,

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

___________________________

14
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_

Coents
e. Were ventea tested using TCLP or total consti

tult alyiis when a process or vastestre...
chaed11264.13(a)(3)(i) or$263.13(a)(3)(j)J?

Yes No

2. Did the restricted wastes exceed applicable treat—
ability group treatint standards upon generation
($268.7(a)(l))?

List those that exceeded standards:

______________

List those that did not exceed standards:

3. Did the generator dilute the waste or the treatment
residual so as to substitute for adequate treatment
(3268.3) _Yes _No

1. Onsite management

a. Were restricted wastes managed onsiti?
/y• No

—

If no, go to ,2q

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

conduc ted? _Yes —No

If yes, TSDF checklist must be completed.

2. Offsite Management

a. If restricted wastes exceed treatment stand
ards, did generator provide treatment facility
notifleation with each shipment? (268.7(a)(l)I: )“

‘d’

(i) WA lasardous Waste Number? _Yes

(ii) Corresponding treatment standard?
Yes No

(iii) Manifest number? _Yes _No

(iv) Waste analysis, if available?
Yes No

15
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__

Identify offsite treatment facilities —

b. If restricted wastes do not exceed treatmentstandards, did generator provide the disposalfacility with a notice and certification
including:

(I) EPA hazardos waste I.D. number?
Yes No

(ii) Corresponding treatment standard?
Yes

(iii) Manifest number _Yes No

(iii) Certification regarding waste and that it
meets treatment standards? Yes No

Identify land disposal facilities receiving the
BDAT certified wastes

____________________________

c. If the generators waste is subject to a 268.5 “,‘

case by case exemption, a $268.6 “no migration” /
exemption, or a nationwide variance (see
Appendix £ for restricted wastes subject to
nationwide variances), does the generators
records indicate that he or she submits with
each waste shipment (4268.7(a)(3)J:

(I) EPA Hazardous Waste Number?
Yes No

(ii) Corresponding Treatment Standards?
Yes No

(iii) Al]. applicable prohibitions?
Yes No

(iv) The manifest humber? _Yes

(v) The date the wastes ar. subject to
prohibitions? Yes No

(vi) Does generator keep records of all
notifications/certifications send to
offsite facilities? _Yes No

16
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Comments
List all prohibited wastes for ihjch recordsare not provided per above (S268.7(a)(b):

Identify TSDPs receiving any prohibited wastessubject to any exemptions and variances:

____________________________________________________________________________________

d. If handler generates a “soft hamer” vast.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? Yes Ho

Applicable prohibitions? /Yes No

The manifest number? .L.Yes _No

Waste analysis data, where availabl,%
Yes No

(i) Do the generator’s records indicate that
any soft-hammer wastes are destined for
disposed in a landfill or surface
impoundment L1268.33(f)J? _Yes /No

If yes, list facility of destination and
waste of concern 1S268.8(a)(2)I

(ii) Has the generator submitted demonstra
tions and certifications for each
“soft—hammered” waste destined to be
disposed in landfill or surface impound

t to the Regional Administrator prior
to th shipment ‘bf waste to the tSDF / dA /1$2II.7(a)(2)I? _Yes /$

(iii) las th. generator retained a copy of the
demonstration on site 1S268.8(a)(3)—
(a)(4)1? _Yes Ho

(iv) Has the generator retained copies of all
268.8 certifications sent toj the TSDF
tS268.7(a)(6)1 IYes _No

17
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_

Comeeflts
(v) Did.thgenerator submit the demonstra..

tiom to the receiving facility upon the
intia], shipment of the vast.
(S268.8(a)ç3)_(a)(4)? ._..Yes No

(vi) If the Regional Administrator has invali
dated the certification, has the genera
tor ceased shipment of the waste and do
records indicate that the generator has
informed all receiving facilities of the
invalidation 14268.8(b)(3)J?

Yes No

E. Storage of Prohibited Waste

1. Were prohibited wastes stored for greater than 90
days? _Yes No

If yes was facility operating as a TSD under
interi, status or final permit 1S262.34(b)j?

es No

If yes, TSD Oeck1ist must be co.plet.d.

Treatment Using RCRA 264/265 Exempt Units or Processes
(i.e., boilers, furnaces, distillation units, waste—
water treatment tanks, etc.)

Were treatment residuals generated from RCRA
264/265 exempt units or processes? -Yes _No

If yes, list type of treatment unit and processes

If yes, TSDV checklist must be completed.

18
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Part V

Section I - Less-than-Ninety Day Storage Section NA((:ar? r’t sl4- c0r €c
—-

1. SOurce/Area: ic).
/2. Type(s) of waste:

3. Condition of containers: ;/

a. Containers closed? Yes —No NA
b. Containers properly labelled? Yes No NA
c. Accumulation dates? Yes No — NA
d. Area inspected? Yes _-No — NA

/ / /
.‘/ d1

—? / ‘F I

/ -

- /
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flaste Infonnation Worksheet

(To be filled out for each hazardous waste)

/Waste Name /2 ‘ - - / - -

Waste Code:

Prorss Generatir Waste: > .‘ / /_...
—

Hi was detexxnibation made?

---Kncledge of Waste. Describe.

__________________________

_Testing. Describe.

___________________________________

Waste Generation Rate (may be estimated) ‘

Disposal Procedure:

Site/Firm:

Is waste subject to requiraints of MHPI4R 268? Yes ‘ No
Describe. •-=:/ Zi — —

Is waste excluded under MIMIR 261.4? Yes —

Describe.
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paste Information Worksheet

(To be filled out for each hazardous waste)

Waste Name:

___________________________________________

Waste Code:

______________________________________

Proc’ss Generatir Waste:

___________________________

H’i was determination made?
iCncledge of Waste. Describe.

___________________

_Testing. Describe.

_______________________________

Waste Generation Rate (may be estimated)

___________________

Disposal Procedure:

__________________________________________

Site/Firm:

_______________________________________________

Is waste subject to requirements of NH*IR 268? Yes No

Describe. / -E’

Is waste excled under MH?Z.il 261.4? Yes — No—
Describe.

____________________________________________
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‘aste Infornation Worksheet
(To be fi1]..1 ol3t for each hazardous waste)

Waste Name:

______________________________________

Waste Code: C9 7

Prorss Generatir Waste:

_________________________________

He’, was detendiation made?
.—Knc1edge of Waste. Describe.

_____

_Testing. Describe.

_______________

Waste Generation Rate (may be estimated)

Disposal Procedure:

__________________

Site/Firm:

_________________________________________________

Is waste subject to requirements of MHW4R 268? Yes — No —.

Describe. jr

Is waste excluded under Zv*1IR 261.4? Yes — No
Describe.
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RCR.A LAND RRSRICflcAiTUTKtt, STOUGE, AND DISPOSAL R3QUUIT5 CILIST

I. FACILITY IDENTIFICATION
1/

aci]4iy Na.eA. -

C. City 0. State E. Zip Code F. County Name

G. Nature of business; identification of industrial and vast. management operations;relevant SIC codes

H. EPA IDI

I. Facility Contact (Na.. and Phone Number)

II.A. For onsite facilities, complet. the generator checklist Coents
B. General Facility Standards

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
facilit7.

-Lf --24

2. Treatment Facilities

a. Has the treatment faciliey revised its waste
analysis p1. ($268.7(b)I to meet the requirements
of 1264.13 or $265.13? _Yes No

(I) Is the treatment facility conducting TCLP
tests for wastes specified in Appendix A
(i.e., those prohibited wastes subject to
treatment standards expressed as waste
extracts) per 286.7(b)(i)? _Yes _No

.

8. Street (or other identifier)

19
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(ii) ts th. treatment facility using the paintfilter test for the California waste residues112U.7(b)(ii)J? es No

(iii) ta the treatment facility testing the pH ofCalifornia waste residues? Yes _No
(iv) Is the treatment facility testing concentrations (not extracts) in the waste residuesfor prohibited wastes with established treatment standards expressed as waste

concentrations ($2687(b)(3)I? _Yes No
(v) Is the treatment facility testing extracts ofthe waste residues for prohibited wastes

having established treatment standards
expressed as extract concentrations
(S268.7(b)(l)J _Yes No

3. Land Disposal Facilities

a. Has the facility retained all notices and certifi
cations from generators, storage and treatment
facilities (268.7(c)(1)j? _Yes No

b. Are wastes and waste residues tested for compliance
with applicable treatment standards and
prohibitions I$268.7(c)(2))? _Yes No

c. Are they being ted in conformance with the
frequency specified in the waste analysis plan
(3268.7(c)(3)) _Yes No

d. Are the appropriate tests (TCLP vs. total waste)
being used 1S2687(c)(Z)l? _Yes _No

C. i23.!I (268.5O)

1. a. Are restricted vastes exceeding treatment standards
stored (excepting wastes subject to no migration
exeeptioss, mationvide variances, case by case
extensioes, soft—haered waste)?

No

If no, go to “c.

) ,/ /
b. Are all containers clearly marked to identify /

content and date(s) entering storage y1S268.50(a)(2)I? _Yes _No

20
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__

Comeents
c. Do operatireords track the location, quantityand dates that vastes exceeding treatment standardsentered were removed from storage (1264.73 or1265.731? _-Yes No
d. Do operating records agree with container labeling?11268.50(a)(2) or 1264.73 or 1265.73j

Yes No
e. Is waste exceeding treatment standards stored forless than 1 year? Yes t—i{á

If yes, can you show that such accumulation is notnecessary to facilitate proper recovery, treatmiiT,or disposal? _Yes _No

If yes, state how:

____________________________

f. Was/is waste exceeding treatment standards stored
for more than one year? _es —1

If yes, state the owner/operator’s proof that such
storage was solely for the purposes of accumulation
of such quantities of hazardous waste as are
necessary to facilitate proper recovery, treatment,
or disposal:_______________________________________

D. Treatment in Surface Impoundments (1268.4)

1. Are prohibited wastes placed in surface impoundments
for treatment?

Yes

If no, go to I.

2. Is the only recognizable “treatment” occurring in the
impoundment either evaporation, dilution, or both
(1268.4(b) and $268.3 j? _Tes _No

3. Did the faci1i submit a certification of compliance
with mini t.chnolo and ground water monitoring
requirements, end the waste analysis plan to the
Agency ($ZU.4(a)(4)1? _Yes _No

4. Have the minimum technology requitements
been met ($268.4(a)(3)J? Yes _No

a. If the minimum technology requirements have not
been met, has a waiver been granted for that
unit(s) ($268.4(a)(3)(iii)1’ Yes _No

21
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__

t s
5. Have the SuWeK Pground-wat.r monitoring requirements

been met (1261.4(a)(3)j? Yes No

6. Have representative samples of the sludge and
sup.rnatant f roe the surface impoundment been tasted
separately acceptably, and in accordance with the
sampling frequency and analysis specified in the waste
analysis plan and ar. the results in the operating
record for all vastes vith treatment standards or
prohibition levels ($268.4(a)(2)J? Yes No

7. Did the hazardous waste residue (sludge or liquid)
exceed the treatment standards or prohibition levels?

Yes No

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

__________________________________

Does the frequency meat the requirements of the vista
analysis plan (3264.13 or 3265.13)? _Yes We

9. Does the operating record adequately document the
results of vista analyses performed 11264.13 or
3265.13)? _Yes No

10. Have the hazardous waste residues that exceed the
treatment standards and/or prohibition levels been
removed adequately and on an annual basis
($268.4(a)(2)(ii))? _Yes No

a. If ansver to 6 is no and supernatant is determined
to exceed treatment concentrations, is annual
throughput greater than impoundment volume?
(note: sludg. exceeding treatment standards must
be removed) _Yes _No

11. If residues vera removed annually, vere adequate
precautions taken to protect liners and do records
indicate th.t imspectiensf liner integrity are
performed? - Yes _No

12. When removed, vera residues of restricted wastes
managed seWequently in another surface impoundment?

Yes No

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

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

a. If yes, are waste residues treated on or offsite?
_Onsi’ _Offsite

22
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b. Identify nigsiiñt method

_______________________

E. Treatment

1. Does the facility Operate creatment units (regulated orexempt) (not including surface impoundments)?,
_4es _No

If no, go to R•

2. Describe the treatment processes, including except
proceqses.. 7.- •

t”’ 4 7

3. Does the facility treat soft hammered vastes?
Yes

a. If yes, is treatment occurring as described in the
generator’s certification/demonstration
($268.8(e)(l)J? _Yes No

b. Did the treatment facility certify he treated.the
soft hammered vaste as per the generator’s demon
stration and maintain copies of all certifications
[268.8(c)(l)J? _Tes No

c. Did the tratment facility send a copy of. the / “
generator’s demonstration and certification to the
receiving treatment, recovery, or storage facility
($268.8(c)(2)J? _Tes No

4. Does the facility, in accordance vith an acceptable
vaste analysis plan, verify that the residue extract
from .11 treatment processes for the restricted vastes
are las thea treatment standards or prohibition
levels ($261.7(c)(2)J? Yes No

5. Describ fr.eac’ of testing of treatment residuals.
/A/-’- ‘-‘

6. Was diluttee used as a substitute for treatment
(268.3J? _Tes iIo

23



0 0
7. Are all notifigttons, certifications, and results of

vaste analyses kapt in the operating record (4264.73(6)
or 8265.73(b))? las No

8. Are notices provided to land disposal facilities ce.
piete with Waste Nusber, treateent standard, eanifestnu.ber, and analytical data (where available) subeittedfor each ship..nt of waste or treatnent residual that
nests the treatment standard stating that waste has
been treated to treatment perfor.ence standards
($268.7(6)(4) and (5) and $268.8(c)())J? ,‘

_Yes

9. If th. waste or treatnent 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 ($268.7(b)(6))? _Yes We” ‘

F. T.and Disposal

1. Are restricted and/or prohibited wastes placed in land
disposal units (landfills, surface impoundments* waste
piles, wells, land treatment units, salt domes/beds,
nines/caves concrete vault or bunker?) _Yes No

2. Did facility have the notice and certification from
generators/treaters in its operating record that all
prohibited wastes disposed met standards fo generation
or treatment ($$268.7(c)(1); 268.7(a,(b))?

Yes No

3. Did the facility obtain waste analysis data through
testing of th. waste to determine that the vastes are
in compliance with th. applicable treatment standards
($268.7(c)(2)) _Tes _No

If yes, was th. frequency of testing as required by the
facility’s vest, analysis plan 11264.13 or $263.13)?

Yes No
F. — —

4. Vera prohibited wastes exceeding the applicable treat
ment stasdasda or prohibition levels placed in land
disposal its (268.30) excluding national capacity
variances (268 30(a))? _Yes _No

If yes, did facility have an approved waiver based on
no migration petition 1268.61 or approved case—by-case
or capacity extension 1268.31 or treatment standard
variance (268.441(1268.30(d), 4268.31(4), 4268.32(g),
4268.33(e))? _Yes _No

* not include SIs addressed under Stion wD of this
checklist.
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05. Were restricted va. s subject to a national capacity-varianc, or cab—5’-ca.se extension disposed?

If yes, have the ainimus technology requirementsbeen t for all units receiving such wastes
(1268.30(c), 1268.31(c), 1268.32(d), 1268.33(d))?

Yes

6. Were adequate records of disposal maintained
(1264.73(b) or 1265.73(b))? yes

7. If vastessubject to a nationwid, variance, case—by-ease extensions (268.5), or no migration petitions[268.6) vere disposed, does facility have generator’snotices (268.7(a)(3)) and records of disposal?
(264.73(b) or 1265.73(b)) _Yes

8. If the facility has a case—by-cas. extension, can the
insp..c:o- verify that the facility is making progress
as described in progress reports? _Yes _No

9. If the owner/operator is disposing of a set t-haer
waste, is he maintaining the generators and treaters
(if applicable) notices and certifications
($268.8(a)(2)—(a)(4)J? _Yes ,__No

a. Is the facility disposing of any soft hammer wastes
that may be classified as California vwes?

Yes No

b. Did the facility seek to verify whether these
wastes may be subject to al] restrictions, e.g.,
California ban? _Yes No

25



0 0
Part 4

GENZL’JDR’S
Part NA

A — EPA dencificacion N.

L. Does generac:r have EPA LD. No? (262.12) — NA

a. If yes, EPA t.D. No.

Section 3 — !lanifest

1. Does generacr ship waste offsite? (262.20) —Ths _No _NA

a. If no, do not fill out Sections 3 and D.

b. If yes, identify primary offsite facility(s). Use
narrative explanation sheet.

2. Does generator use manifest? (262.20) -—Ys No _NA

a. If no, is generator a small quantity generator (gen— _Yes _No _jA
crating between 100 and 1000 kg/month)? —

1. If yes, does generator indicate this when Yes _No _NA
sending waste to a tSD facility?

6. If yes, does manifest include the following information?

1. Manifest document No. Yes No NA

2. Generator’s name, mailing address, telephone No. Yes _No _NA

3. Generator EPA I.D. No. Yes NA

4. transporter Name(s) and EPA I.D. No.(s) LYes _No _NA

5. a. Facility name, address, and EPA I.D. No. Yes _No _NA
6. Alternate facility name, address, and EPA Yes _No _NA

I.D. No.
c. Instructions to return to generator if _Yes _No _NA

undeliverable

6. Waste information required by DOE — shipping name, Yes _No _NA
quantity (weight or vol.), containers (type and
number)

(continued)

OSWER DLr. No. 9935.ZA
- March E3
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7. Emergency information (optional) Yes No NA
(special handling instructions, telephone No.) —

8. ts the following certification on each manifest 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 condition
for transportation according to the applicable
regulations of the Department of transportation
and the EPA.

9. Does generator retain copies of manifests? _Yes _No _NA

If yes, complete a through e.

a. 1. Did generator sign and date all manifests? Zes _No _NA
2. Who signed for generator?

Name Al title

_________________________

b. 1. Did generator obtain handwritten signature and —Ths _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 _No _NA
generator and transporter?

d. Do returned copies of manifest include facility Th_No NA
owner/operator signature and date of acceptance?

e. Does generator retain copies for 3 years? f_No NA

Section C — Hazardous Waste Determination

1. Does generator generate solid waste(s) listed in Subpart D 3fs No _NA
(List of Hazardous Waste)? (261.30)

a. If yes list waste and quantities

(include EPA Hazardous Waste No.)

(continued)

OSVER Dir. No. 9938.2A March L988
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.. Does generator generate scli waite(s) i.isted Subpart C
that exhibit hazardous characteristics? (corrosjvjcv, — —initability, reactivity, EP toxicity) (261.20)

a. tf yes1 list wastes and quantL:ies

________________________________

(include EPA Hazardous Waste No.)

b. Does generator determine characteristics by testing o
by applying knowledge of processes? (c

1. If determined by resting, did generator use rest _Yes _No NAmethods in Part 261, Subpart C (or equivalent)?

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

/
3. Are there any other solid wastes generated by generators? v1’s _No_NA

a. If yes, did generator test all wastes to determine Yes _No NAnonhazardous characteristics?
—

1. If no list wastes and quantities deemed nonhaz—
ardous or processes from which nonhazardous waste
was produced (use additional sheet if necessary).

Section D — Pretransport Requirements

1. Does generator package waste in accordance with 49 CTR 173, Yes _No_NA
178, and 179 (DOT requirements)? (262.30)

2. a. Are containers to be shipped leaking or corroding? _Yes _No_NA

b. Use sheet to describe containers and condition.
c. Is there evidence of heat generation from incompatible _Yes _No_NA

wastes in the containers? (262.31)

3. Does generator follow DOT labeling requirements in _Yes _No_NA
accordance with 49 CFR 172?

4. Does generator mark each package in accordance with 49 CER _Yes No_NA
172?

(continued)

CSWZR Dir. No. 9938.2A March ;sa
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5. Is each container of 110 gallons or less marked with the Yes No NAfoUowing label? (262.32)
— — —

Label. saying: HAZAP.DOUS 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? (262.33) Yes _N0NA

7. Accumulation time: (262.34)

a. Are containers used to temporarily store waste before Yes No NA
transport? /

—1

1.. If yes, is each container clearly dated: Also, _Yes _No NA
fill out rest of No. 7 (accum. time)

—

b. 1. 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 _NoN*
reactive waste 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 th. containers labeled and marked in accordance _Yes _No_NA
with Section D—3, —4, and —5 of this form?

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

e. Does generator comply with requirements for personnel _jes _N0NA
training? (Attach checklist for 265.16 — Personnel
Training.)

8. Describe storage area. Use photos and narrative explanation sheet.

9938.2k Karch 1988
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Section E — Recordkeeping and Records (262.40)

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

a. Manifests and signed copies from Yes No _NA
b. Biennial reports _Yes _No _NA
c. Exception reports _Yes No _NA

- d. Test results Yes _No _NA

2. Whexe are the records kept (at facility or elsewhere)?
• ••

- -. •—
/ I

3. Who is in charge of keeping tAhe records?
} _-‘/(.

Name

_______________

Title

___________________

Section F — Special Conditions

1. Has generator received from or transported _Yes _No _NA
to a foreign Administrator?

a. If yes, has he filed a notice with the Yes _No LNA
Regional Administrator?

b Is this waste manifested and signed by _Yes _No NA
a foreign cosignee?

c. If generator transported wastes out of _Yes _No j_NA
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 No _NA
than 90 days?

2. Does generator have the waste properly “Yes No _NA
stored?

3. Does generator have the accumulation date _Yes No NA
marked on the container and visible for
inspection? (22.34(a)(2))

/ - I •- /— //
4. Does the generator have each container or _Yes _No VNA

tank labeled clearly with the words “Hazardous
Waste”? (262.34(a)(3)

Section — Satelli A umula ion 62.3’)

• Doe enerator i ize satel it \s No _NA

• th 265.171, 265.172, Yes NNNA
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Part 5

Part NA
TRANSPORTERS CHECKLIST

Section A — EPA LO. No.

1. Does transporter have an EPA L.D. No.? (263.11) _Yes No NA

a. If yes, what is EPA I.D.?

________________________________________

Section B — Transfer Facility Requirements (263.1.2)

1. Does transporter store wastes on site? _Yes _No _NA

a. If yes, does transporter store wastes longer than _Yes _jo _NA
10 days?

Section C — Manifests

1. Does transporter use manifests? (263.20)

a. If yes. are m.nifests signed and dated?
b. Does transporter return sgnd copies of manifests to

generators?
c. Does transporter carry manifests with waste shipments?
d. Does transporter obtain delivery date and signature of

owner/operator at delivery?
e. Does transporter retain copies?
f. Does transporter give remaining copies to accepting

transporter or facility?
g. Is transporter a water (bulk shipment) transporter?

1. If yes, is waste delivered to receiving facility
by water?

2. Does transporter carry a shipping paper with the
waste containing all information required on the
manifest (excluding EPA t.D. numbers, generator
certification, and signatures)?

3. Does transporter obtain delivery date and hand
written signature of owner/operator of designated
facility on manifest or shipping paper?

4. Does transporter retain copies of shipping papers
or manifests, in accordance with Z63.22?

OSVER Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988

Yes No NA

Yes No NA
Yes No NA

_Yes No NA
Yes No NA

Yes
Yes

No NA
No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

(continued)
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-. : raflspor:er a :raasporter _Yes Nc _NA

. Zf yes, when accepting waste from a ..Jnra:.
rarsporter, fes rai. transpcrter s and fatetanifest acknowledging acceptance o waste?

.. Does rail transporter return a signec copy of
nani.fesc to nonrail transporter?

3. Does rail, transporter forward manifest copies to:

a. The next nonrail transporter?
b. Designated receiving facility (jf reached y

rail)?
c. The last rail transporter designated to

handle the waste in the U.S.?

4. Does rail transporter retain a copy of manifest?
5. Does rail transporter ensure that a shipping paper

accompanies the hazaraeus waste and contains all
tnformatiou required on manifest (excluding EPA
£.D., generator certification, and signatures)?

6. Does rail transportei obtain delivery date and
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
fest or signed shipping paper?

i. Does transporter transport waste outside of the U.S.? Yes _No_NA

1. If yes, does the transporter:

a. Indicate on manifests the date that shipment
left the U.S.?

b. Sign manifest and retain one copy?
c. Return a signed copy of manifest to generator?

1. 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 facility?
c. Next esignated transporter?
d. Place outside U.S. des3.gnated by generator?
e. If no, does transporter contact generator for further

directions, and then revise manifest accordingly?
(continued)

Yes ‘o NA

Yes Nc NA

Yes No NA
Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes
Yes

No NA
No NA

Yes So NA

Yes No NA

Section D — Compliance With the Manifest (263.20)

Yes No NA

Yes No NA
Yes No NA

Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

No NA
No NA

No NA
No NA
S.c NA

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2A March S
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Section E — Recordkeeping (263.22)

.. Does transporter keep a copy of manifest signed by generator, Yes _No NAhimself, and next designated transporter for 3 years?

2. Does water (bulk shipment) transporter retain copy of ship— Yes No NAping paper for each shipment delivered by water?

3. Does initial rail transporter keep a copy of manifest and/or _Yes No _NAshipping paper?

4. Does transporter shipping waste outside of the U.S. keep _Yes _No_NA
for 3 years copy indicating that waste was shipped?

OSWEk Dir. No. 9938.2A March 1988
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Part6

Part NA
CONTAINERS CHECKLIST

Section A — Use and Management (264.171) (265.171)

1. 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)

1. Is container always closed while holding Yes _No _NA
hazardous waste?

2. 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 nr Reactive Waste (264.176) (265.176)

1. Are containers holding ignitable and _Yes _No NA
reactive waste located at least 15 m (50 ft)
from facility property lines?

34



0 0
Section G — Incompatible Waste (264.177) (265.177)

1. Are incompatible wastes or materials placed _Yes _No _NA
in the same containers?

2. Are hazardous wastes placed in washed, clean _Yes _No _NA
containers when they previously held
incompatible waste?

3. Are incompatible wastes separated from each _Yes _No NA
other by a berm, dike, wall, or other device?

Section H — Closure (Part 264) (264.178)

1. At closure, were all hazardous wastes and _Yes _No _NA
associated residues removed from the
containment system?
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Part 7

Part NA

SLRFACE ::-c:sr

ecti:r .‘ — Desn Recuiremeacs (264.221) (265.221)

Dcs facl:’. cperate cne zr tore surface impoundencs’ N: NA
a. If yes, has owner/operator installed two or more laers Yes _NQ INAand a Leacnare collection system for any new units, replacement of any exisr..ng units, or lateral expansionof units?

b. La owner/operator exempt from double—liner leachace _Yes _No _NAcoLlection system requirements because Regional Administrator has determined that impoundment’s design willprevent the migratiqa of hazardous constituents?

c. Did owner/operator notify Regional Administrator 60 _Yes _NoNAdays prior to receiving waste (Part 265)?

d. If impoundment does not have a double liner, is it _Yes No_NAexempt due to one of the following reasons?

I. Menof iii. contains only wastes from a foundry fur
nace emission controls or metal casting molding
sand.

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

3. Monofiil 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 overfill— _Yes _No_NA
ing; wind and wave action; rainfall; run—on; malfunc
tions of level controllers, alarms, and other equipment;
and human error (Part 264)?

f. ta impoundment surrounded by dikes (Part 264)? Yes _N0NA

Section 3 — Operating Requirements

I. Does owner/operator maintain at least 60 cm (2 Et) of free— _Yes _No,
board (Part 265)? (265.222)

(continued)
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2. Does owner/operator have certification from a Yes No NAqualified engineer that alternate design
—features will prevent overtopping? (Part 265)(265.222)

Section C - Containment Systems

1. Do all dikes have a protective cover such asgrass, shale or rock? (Part 265) (265.223) Yes _No NA
Section D — Waste Analysis and Trial Tests

1. Will the surface impoundment be used to: (265.225)

a. chemically treat a hazardous waste which issubstantially different from wastes previouslytreated in the impoundment? (Part 265) _Yes _No _NA

b. chemically treat hazardous waste with a
substantially different process than any
previously used in that impoundment? _Yes _No _NA

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

a. conducted waste analysis or trial treatment
tests? _Yes No _NA

b. obtained written, documented information on
treatment of similar wastes under similar
operating conditions? Yes _No

Section E — Inspections and Monitoring

1. Does the owner/operator:

a. inspect the freeboard at least once each
operating day? (Part 265) (265.226) _Yes _No _NA

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

2. Have any deteriorations or malfunctions that
have been found been remediated? _Yes No _NA

3. Has the owner/operator obtained a certification
from a qualified engineer that the impoundments
dike has truc+ural integrity? (Part 264)
(264.226) _Yes _No NA
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— Eerencv Repa:rs, C :i:ger.c ?Lans L;ar: (264.227)

Does facifi:y ha;e a contSnetlcy p.ar _Yes

a. yes, ds plan st uac that ipoundenc e removed
rrcm service unGer the fo cwjn conditions:

I. Sudden drop in liquld level.? _Yes
2. Leak.ng dike? _Yes

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

1. Shutting off flow into impoundment? _Yes
2. Containing any surface leakage? Yes
3. Stopping the leak? _Yes
4. Notifying Regional Administrator of problems in Yes

writing if leaks cannot be contained?

c. If impoundment was removed from service, did owner/ _Yes
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
stored to service, was impoundment closed in accordance
with an approved closure plan?

G — Closure and Post—Closure (264.228) (265.228)

a closure plan retained at the facility?

closure, did owner/operator:

Remove standing liquids (Part 265)?

Remove waste and waste residue (Part 265)?

Remove liner (Part 265)?

Remove underlying and surrounding contaminated soil?

(continued)
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No NA

No NA
No NA

No NA
No NA
No NA
No NA

No ‘NA

No NA

Sect ion

1. Is

2. At

a.

6.

C.

d.

No NA

Yes

Yes

Yes

No NA

--No NA

No NA

—Na NA
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e. If not, did owner/operator demonstrate to Regional Yes No NAAdministrator that the above materials were nonhazard— — —ous (Part 265)?

1.. If no. has owner/operator closed the impoundment es So _NAand provided post—closure care (Part 265)?

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

a. Removed or decontaminated waste residues, contaminated 4es _No NA
system components, subsoils, structures, and equipment,
and managed them as hazardous waste?

b. Eliminated free liquids by removing or solidifying s _No NA
remaining wastes or waste residues?

c. Stabilized remaining wastes to a bearing capacity suf— ‘Yes _No _SA
ficient to support final cover?

d. Covered the impoundment with final cover? t—tes No _NA

4. Did owner/operator leave any residuals in plac. at closure -‘Yes _No _NA
(Part 264)? (264.228)

5. In post—closure, does owner/operator maintain integrity of Yás _No _NA
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)

1.. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the impoundment? _Yes _No

a. If no, do not complete b and c.

b. If yes, are they treated, rendered, or mixed before or _Yes No _NA
immediately after placement in the impoundment so it no
longer meets the definition of ignitable or reactive?

OR

c. Is the impoundment used solely for emergencies? _Yes _No

Section I — Incompatible Wastes (264.230) (265.230)

1. Are incompatible wastes placed in the impoundment? _Yes NA

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.2k March 1988
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Part 8 •art NA

WASTE p:Lss C:Ec:<L:sT

S:j: A — Design and Cperacing Requireencs (264.251) (265.251)

s the conta2.ning hazardous waste protected from winc Yes __No NA

Does waste pile have a Liner and leachate collection syscen Yes No NA
(Part 264)? —

a. If no, has facility proved to Regional Administrator Yes No NA
that waste pile’s design characteristics will prevent
migration of hazardous constituents into ground water
(Part 264)?

3. Is run—on diverted around active portion (Part 264)? _Yes _No NA

‘.

Is runoff collected and controlled (Part 264)? _Yes _No _NA

5. Are collection and holding facilities emptied after storms? _Yes _No _NA

Section B — Waste Analysis (Part 265) (265.252)

I. Is a represen.ative sample of waste from each incoming ship— _Yes _No _NA
ment analyzed before the waste is added to the pile to
determine the compatibility of the wastes?

2. Does the analysis include a visual ccnparison of color or _Yes _No_NA
texture?

Section C — Containment (Part 265) (265.253)

1. Is the leachate or runoff from the pile considered a _Yes _No_NA
nazardous waste?

a. If yes, is th. pile managed with the following:

1. An impermeable base compatible with the waste? _Yes _No_NA
2. Run—on diversion? _Yes _j4o_NA
3. Leachate and runoff collection? _Yes _No_NA
4. Are coUection and holding facilities periodically _Yes _No_NA

emptied?

OR

5. Is the pile protected from precipitation and run— Yes _No_NA
on by some other means?

OSWZR Dir. No. 9938A March 988
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Section D — Monitoring and Inspection (Part 264) (264.254)
I. Are liners and covers inspected for damage during con— Yes So NAstruction?

— —

2. Are waste piles inspected weekly for deterioration, run—on _Yes No _NAand runoff controls, wind dispersal control, and properfunction of leachate collection system?

Section E — Ignitable or Reactive Wastes (264.256) (265.256)

1. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the pile? _Yes _No NA

a. If yes, does the addition of the waste result in the _Yes No _NAwaste 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 NA
reaction?

1. If 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.

Section F — Incompatible Wastes (264.257) (265.257)

1. Are incompatible wastes placed together in the pile? _Yes _No _NA

2. Are incompatible wastes separated from each other by a dike, _Yes _No _NA
berm, or wall?

3. Is there evidence of fire, explosion, gaseous emissions, _Yes No _NA
leaching, or other discharge? (Use narrative explanation
sheet.)

Section C — Closure and Post—Closure (264.258) (265.258)

I.. Is a closure plan retained at the facility? _Yes _No _NA

(continued)
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2. At closure, were all waste reses, 3a:a s:3:en es NAcomponents, contaminated subsoils, and contn.nated s:ruc— — —tres aud equipment remc’ie or deccntamjna:ei?

2. Were all contaminated subsoils removed frorn the si:e’ Yes No NA
a. Zf no, did oer/operator close the facility and per— _Yes _No NAfarm closure and post—closure care in accordance w.:h

—S264.310 and 265.310?

Is a plan for complying with No. 2 above included in closure _Yes _No NAplan?

3. Is a contingency plan for complying with No. 3a above in— _Ye No _NAcluded in the plan?

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 1020, 1021, F022, 1023, 1026, and 1027(264.259)
1. Does facility place these F wastes in a waste pile? _Yes No _NA

a. If yes, does facility have an approved management plan _Yes No _NAfor these vastest

March L;28OSWU Dir. No. 9938.2k
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Part 9 Part NA

LAND tREATT CHECa..IST

Section A — treatment Program (Part 264) (264.271)

1.. Does facility follow an approved land treatment program? _Yes No _NA

Section B — Treatment Demonstration (Part 264) (264.272)

1. Has owner/operator demonstrated to Regional Administrator _Yes _No NAchat hazardous wastes used in the program are completelydegraded, transformed1 or immobilized?

Section C — Operating Requirements (264.273) (265.272)

1.. Is run—on diverted away from the land treatment facility? Yes _No_NA

2. Ia runoff from the land treatment facility collected? Yes _NoNA

3. Are holding facilities emptied after storms? _Yes ..j4o_NA

4. Is th runoff analyzed to see if it is a hazardous waste? _Yes _No_NA

5. Is facility managed to control dispersal? _Yes _No_NA

6. Is unit inspected weekly (Part 264)? _Yes _No_NA

section D — Waste Analysis (Part 265) (265.273)

1. If the runoff is considered hazardous, how is it handled?
(Use narrative explanation sheet.)

If it is not a hazardous waste, is it discharged through a _Yes _No_NApoint source to surface waters?

a. If yes, list NPD!S Permit No.

_________________________________

3. What hazardous wastes are treated at the land treatment facility?

Subpart D Listed Wastes Characteristic Wastes (EP Toxicityi

(continued)
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a. For :hse .iscad wastes, were anavses :e c deter— s NAmine :e ccentracj3ns of these constituents whi:h —cause the waste c be .isced?

1. yes, what are these concentrations? (Use riar—rative explanation sheet.)

b. For those characteristic wastes (EP) toxicity, what arethe concentrations of the following:

Concentration, mg/liter Waste

Arsenic
Sarium
Cadmium
Chromium
Lead
Mercury
Selenium
Silver
Endrin
Lindane
Hethoxychior
Toxpheue
2, 4—D
24,5—tP silvex

Section E — Food—Chain Crops (264.276) (265.276)

Are food—chain crops grown? _Yes _NONA

a. If yes, what are the concentrations of the following in
the soil and vegetation:

Soil concentration, Vegetation concentration,
aig/liter mg/liter

Arsenic
Cadium
Laid
Mercury

2. Did the facility 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 rio harm is done to Yes No NAhealth or environenc (Part 264)? — —

-. Has owner/operator demonstrated that any arsenic, lead, Yes No NAmercury, or other :onstituencs under 265.273(b) will not be —

transported to crops (Part 265)?

5. Does the facility treat waste that contains cadmium? _Yes _No NA

a. If no, do not fill 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?

I. If the pH was less than 6.5, did the waste contain _Yes No NA
cadmium concentrations of 2 mg/kg or less?

:tion F — Unsaturated—Zone Monitoring (264.278) (265.278)

1. Is an unsaturated—zone monitoring plan kept at the facility _Tes _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
ci. 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 NoNA

3. Does plan include the following (Part 265):

a. Depth of sampling? _Yes _NoNA
b. Number of samples? _Yes _No_NA
c. Frequency and timing of samples? _Yes No_NA

4. Does o.r/operator analyze for hazardous waste constituents? _Yes _No_NA

(continued)
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::in G — Racordkeepig (264.279) (265.279)

Are records kept at the faculty c:

a. ApplIcation dates? Yes N 4A
. Application rates Yes N\Ac. Quantities? Yes NoAd. Waste location? Yes XCNA

SectIon H — Closure and Post—Closure (264.280) (265.280)

1. Is a copy of the closure/post—closure plan kept at the Yes No NAfacility? — — —

2. Does closure plan address the following (Part 265):

a. Control of the migration of hazardous waste and haz— Yes No NA
ardous waste constituents from the treated area into — — —

the ground water?

b. Control of the release of contaminated runoff from _Yes _No NA
the facility into surface water? —

. Control of the release of airborne particulate con— _Yes _No NA
caminants caused by wind erosion? —

d. Compliance with S265.276 concerning the growth of _Yes _No NA
food—chain crops?

—

3. Does owner/operator ensure the following during closure
(Part 264):

a. Maintenance of monitoring systems on unsaturated zone? _Yes _No_NA

b. Maintenance of run—on controls? _Yes _N0NA

c. Maintenance of runoff management system? _Yes _No_NA

d. Wind dispersal control? _Yes _No_NA

e. Attempt to maximize degradation, transformation, and _Yes _No_NA
iobilization of hazardous waste constituents?

f. Continue to comply with any prohibitions or conditions _Yes _No_NA
concerning growth of food—chain crops?

(continued)
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g. Continue unsaturated—zone monitoring in compliance with Yes No NA264.278?
—

h. Establish a vegetative cover on the portion of the Yes No NAfacility being closed at such time that the cover will — —

not substantially impede degradation, transformation,
or iobilization of hazardous constituents in the
treatment zone?

4. During post—closure care, does ovner/operator:

a. Continue all operations (including pH control) necessary Yes No NA
to enhance degradation and transformation and sustain —

iobilization of hazardous constituents in the great—
ment zone?

b. Maintain a vegetative cover over closed portions of the _Yes _No _NA
facility?

c. Maintain the run—on control system required under _Yes _No _NA
5264. 273(c)?

d. Maintain the runoff management system required under _Yes _No _NA
5264. 273(d)?

e. Control wind dispersal of hazardous waste if required _Yes _No _NA
under 5264.273(f)?

f. Continue to comply with any prohibitions or conditions Yes _No_NA
concerning growth of food—chain crops under 5264.276?

g. Continue unsaturated—zone monitoring in compliance with Yes _No_NA
5264. 278?

5. Does facility have certification that closure was performed _Yes _No_NA
according to plan?

a. Was 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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. Resr. access?
Yes _\NA

c. Assure that growth of fcd—chain cr:ps is in :::iLance Yes _NoNA

d. CDntrDl wind dispersal?
_Yes __NA

Section 1 — t2nitable or Reactive Wastes (264.281) (265.281)

1. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the facility? Yes _NoNA

a. If yes, are the wastes treated, rendered, or mixed _Yes _No_’4Abefore or after placement in the landfill so it is
no longer reactive or ignitable?

5. Describe or attach a copy of treatment.

Section 3 — Incompatible Wastes (264.282) (265.282)

1. Are incompatible wastes placed in the facility? _Yes _No_NA

a. Are the incompatible wastes placed in different loca— _Yes _No_NA —
tions in the facility?

Section K — Requirements for Wastes F020, F021, F022, F023, F026, F027
(264.283)

1.. Does facility place these F wastes in a land treatment unit? _Yes No NA

a. If yes, does the facility have an approved management
plan for these wastes? _Yes _No _NA

OSWIR Dir. No. 9938.2A March l88
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Part 10 Part NA

LANDFILLS CHECKLIST

r
Section A — Design Requirements (264.301) (265.301)

1. Does landfill have two or more liners and a leachate col— Yes No NAlection system between the liners?
— — —

2. Did owner/operator notify Regional Administrator 60 days Yes No NAprior to receiving waste (Part 265)?
— —

3. If landfill does not have two liners and a leachace collec— _Yes No NAtion 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 into one of
the following exemption categories:

a. Konof ill only holds wastes from foundry furnace emission _Yes _No_NA
controls or metal casting molding sand?

b. Monofill has at least one liner and there is no evidence _Yes NoNA
that liner is leaking?

c. Owner/operator demonstrates that monof ill is located, _Yes _No_NA
designed, and operated to prevent migration of hazard
ous constituents?

5. If landfill does not have two liners and a leachate coUec— _Yes NoNA
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:

1. To prevent migration of wastes out of landfill to _Yes _No_NA
subsurface soil, ground water, and surface water
(Part 264)?

2. A leachate collection and removal system iedi— _Yes _NojNA
acely 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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5ection 3 — Operating ReQuirements (264.301) (265.301)

1. Are run—on controls preventing flow onto the active portionof the landfill?

2. Is runoff collected and controlled?

3. Are collection and holding facilities emptied after storms?

4. Is the landfill managed so that wind dispersal is controlled?

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Section C — Monitoring and Inspection (Part 264) (264.303)

1. Are liners inspected for defects during and after construc
tion?

2. Are landf ills inspected weekly and after storms for defects?

Yes NoINA

Yes No NA

— Surveying and Racordkeeping (264.309) (265.309)

owner/operator retain records at the facility?

If yes, are the following maintained:

1. On map, exact location and dimensions, including
depths1 of each cell?

2. Contents of each cell and approximate location of
each hazardous waste type within the cell?

E — Closure and Post—Closure (264.310) (265.310)

a closure plan kept on sit.?

If yes, does cover provide for the following:

1. Minimizing migration of liquids?
2. Minimum maintenance?
3. Promote drainage; minimize erosion?
4. Accoodate settling and subsidence?
5. Less permeable than bottom liner or natural

subsoils?
b. After final closure, does owner/operator provide for the

following:

(continued)
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1. Does

a.

Section

1. Is

a.

_Yes NoNA

Yes

Yes

NoNA

No NA

Yes No NA

J_Yes
Yes

tYes
tYes
Yes

No NA
No NA
No NA
No NA
No NA

50



0 0

1. Maintain final cover? Yes No NA2. Continue to operate leachate coueccion nd removal ‘fes No NA
system until leachate is no longer collected? — — —

3. Maintain ground—water monitoring? Yes No NA4. Prevent n2n—on and runoff from eroding and damaging Yes No NA
cover? — —

5. Protect and maintain surveyed bench marks? _Yes NONA

Section F — Ignitable and Reactive Waste (264.312) (265.312)

1. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the landfill? _Yes _No_NA

a. If yes, is waste treated1 rendered, or mixed before or _Yes _oNA
iediately 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)

. Does owner/operator place incompatible wastes in landfill? _Yes N0L.._NA

Section H — Bulk and Containerized Liquids (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
1985?

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 _N0NA
decanting or other methods; or have they been
mixed with absorbent or solidified?

2. Are containers ampules? _Yes _NQ.....NA
3. Is container designed to hold free liquids? Yes _No_NA
4. Is container a lab pack? Yes _NQ.....NA

(continued)
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3. Have
been

a.

cn:ainers hoing 1iujds chat are not hazarus wa:asplacec in the landfil. since November 3, 1935?

f yes, is cne of the fotlcwing ccndi:ions er:

.. as it the only reasonable alternative to place it
in a landfill or unlined impoundment?

2. Did placement not present a risk to contaminating
any underground source of drinking water?

Sect±on t — Container Requirements (264.315) (265.315)

1. Are containers placed in the landfill?

a. If yes, are they either:

1. 90 percent full?
2. Crushed, shredded, or similarly reduced in volume?

Section .1 — Overpacked Drums (264.316) (265.316)

1. Are small containers of hazardous waste placed in landfill?

a. If yes, are the following requirements met?

1. Waste packaged in non—leaking container and tightly Yes
sealed?

b. Containers not overpacked according to DOT regulations? _Yes

c. Absorbent material does not react with waste? _Yes

d. Incompatibl, wastes not placed outside the same con— _Yes
tamer?

e. Reactiv, waste treated or rendered nonactive before
packaging?

Yes No NA

No NA

No NA

No NA

No NA

Yes NO_NA

Section K — P020, P021, P022, P023, P026, and P027 Wastes (Part 264 only)
(264.317)
1. Are these wastes placed in landfill?

a. If yes, did owner/operator receive permission from
Regional Administrator to do so?

Is documentation of “a” above on file at facility?

No. 9938.2A March E8
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•s No NA

Yes

Yes

No NA

No NA

Yes No NA

Yes
Yes

No NA
NoNA

b.
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Yes No NA
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Part H

Part NA

INCINERATORS CHEC.tST

Section A — Waste Analysis (Part 265 only) (265.3411

1. Does owner/operator analyze all wastes he has not previously _Yes No NAburned to enable him to establish steady—state operating
conditions?

a. If yes, does analysis include:

1. Determination of heating value? _Yes _No NA
2. Determination of halogen and sulfur content? _Yes _N0ENA3. Concentrations of lead and mercury? _Yes _N0NA

b. If 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 analysis in the _Yes _No NA
Part 8 application?

—

3. Are waste analyses performed throughout normal operations? _,Yes _No_NA

Section 8 — rrucipal Organic Hazardous Constituents (POHC’s) (Part 264)
(264.342)
1. Does owner/operator use POHC’s in accordance with facility’s _Yes _No_NA

permit specifications?

Section C — Performance Standards (Part 264) (264.343)

1. 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 HC1 exceed both _Yes _No_NA
1.8 kg/h and 1 percent HC1 in the stack?

3. Does incinerator emit particulates greater than 180 mg/dry _Tes _NoNA
standard cubic meter?

Section D — Permits (264.344)

1. Are wastes burned although no permit is issued (Part 264)? Yes _No_NA

(continued)
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. If yes, are wastes turned in a t:ia burn (?art ô)

CR

Does wer/operatDr nave an e:epticn ue t
.Part 64)

c. Does owner/operator burn hazardous waste during startupor shutdown if not allowed to do so in permit (Part 26.)

d. Is waste teed cut off when operating requirements arenot met (Part 264)?

— Operating Requirements (264.345) (265.345)

incinerator operate per permit requirements (Part 264)?

owner/operator feed hazardous waste into incinerator
it is not at steady state (Part 265)?

— Monitoring and Inspections (264.347) (265.347)

owner/operator conduct, at a minimum, the following:

Existing instruments relating to combustion or emission
control every 15 minutes (Part 265)?

b. Is complete incinerator and associated equipment
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
tion gas velocity all checked continuously (Part 264)?

d. Is CO monitored continuously (Part 264)?

e. Are waste and exhaust emissions sampled and analyzed
(Part 264)?

f. Is incinerator usually checked daily for leaks and
spills (Part 264)?

(continued)
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Yes S NA

Yes SQ NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA
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Section E

1. Does

2. Does
when

Section F

1. Does

a.

Yes No _NA

Yes No _NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes

Yes

No NA

No NA

Yes No NA
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g. Are emergency feed cutoff and alarms inspected weekly
(Part 264)?

h. Are monitoring and inspection data recorded and placed
in operating log (Part 264)?

Section G — Closure (264.351) (265.351)

1. Is a closure plan kept on site?

2. At closure, has owner/operator removed all hazardous waste
residues from incinerator?

Section H — Interim Status (Part 265) (265.352)

1. Does owner/operator burn P020, P021, P022. P023, P026, and/or _Yes No_NA
P027 wastes?

a. If yes, does owner/operator possess certification from Yes _No_NA
Assistant Administrator for Solid Waste and Emergency
Response to do so?

0 0

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA
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Part 12 Part NA

tliE?”.AL :RLmD;t c:c.:s:
cParc 5 cny

App.e to thermal treacenc of hazarcus waste in de’jes otner
tnan incinerators.

Section A — Operating Requirements (265.373)

1. ts 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. Is a waste analysis documented in the operating record
that includes:

1. Heating value? _Yes No _NA
2. Halogen content? _Yes _No_NA
3. Sulfur content? Yes _No _NA
4. Concentration of lead? Yes _No_NA_
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 when thermally
treating hazardous wastes:

a. At least every 15 minutes, existing instruments which
relate cc th. temperature and emission control:

1. Waste feed? _Yes NoNA
2. Auxiliary fuel feed? _Yes _No_NA
3. treatment process temperature? _Yes _No_NA
4. Relevant process flow? _Yes _No_NA
S. Relevant level controls? _Yes _No_NA

6. Stack plume (emissions) at least hourly:

1. Color (normal)? _Yes _No_NA
2. Opacity? _Yes _No_NA

(continued)
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c. Thermal treatment process equipment at least daily:

1. Pumps, valves, conveyors, pipes, etc., for leaks,spills, and fugitive emissions?
2. Emergency shutdown controls?
3. System alarms

d. Construction materials of the treatment process or
equipment at least weekly to detect corrosion or leakingof fixtures or seams?

e. Construction materials of the area iediately surround
ing discharge confinement structures at least weekly?

B — Closure (265.381)

a closure plan maintained at th. facility?

Section C — Open Burning (265.382)

1. Is there evidence of any open burning of hazardous waste?
(Use narrative explanation sheet.)

2. Is open burning or detonation of waste explosives conducted?

a. If yes, is the detonation performed in accordance with
the following table?

Pounds of waste explosives
or propellants

0—100
101—1,000

1,001—10.000
10,001—30.000

Section D — Particulate Hazardous Waste (265.382)

1. Does owner/operator burn P020, P021, P022, P023, P026,
and/or P027 wastes?

a. If yes, does owner/operator have documented permission
from Assistant Administrator for Solid Waste and
Emergency Response to do so?

9WRtrANo. 9938.2A

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

March 1988

0 0

Yes No NA

Yes No NA
Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Section

1. Is NA

NA

NA

Yes No

Yes No

Yes No

Minimum distance from open burning
detonation to th. property or others

204 a (670 ft)
380 a (1250 ft)
530 a (1730 ft)
690 a (2260 ft)

57



0 0

cticti ! — Closure (265.404)

Does the facility rnaintain a closure plan?

Section 1 — Ignitable or Reactive Waste (265.405)

1. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the treater.:
process?

a. If yes, is the waste treated, rendered, or mixed before
or iediately 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 • Ar. incompatible wastes 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

Yes o NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

Yes No NA

March L88
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Part 13 Part NA

GROI!ND-WATEP., MONITORING CMECIST

Section A — Monitoring System

1. Does the facility have a ground—water monitoring system in tes No NAoperation?
— — —

a. U yes, does the system consist of: (265.91)(264.99)(264.98)

1. One upgradient monitoring well (Part 265)? !es ,No NA2. Three downgradient monitoring wells (Part 265)? -!es _No NA

b. Are monitoring wells cased so that the integrity of the _Yes No NAboreholes is maintained (Part 265)?

c. Is a compliance monitoring system installed whenever Yes _No NAhazardous waste constituents are detected at the
compliance point (Part 264)?

4. Ia a corrective—action program initiated whenever the Yes _No NAground—water protection standard is exceeded (Part 264)?

e. Is a detection monitoring program instituted in all ‘fes _No _NA
other cases (Part 264)?

2. Does facility have a monitoring and response program (Part _Yes _No _NA
264)? (264.91)

a. If yes, is a compliance monitoring system instituted ‘Yes _No _NA
whenever hazardous constituents are detected at the
compliance point (Part 264)?

b. Whenever the ground—water protection standard is cx— _Yes _No-NA
ceeded, does facility institute a corrective—action
program (Part 264)?

c. In all other cases, does facility institute a detection ‘Yàs _No_NA
mitoring program (Part 264)?

Section B — Sampling and Analysis (Part 265 only1 (265.92)

I. Does the facility obtain and analyze samples from the Yes No_NA
ground—water monitoring system?

(continued)
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Ci:’. devel3ped arid f..cwec rcund—warer np..i ‘‘es NAarid a.vs.s plan?

does tis pr :ncluda procedures anc recniues

Sample collection? Yes N NASample preservation? Yes No NA3. Analytical procedures? Yes No NA4. Chain—of—custody control? Yes _No NA

b. Does the facility determine the concentration or value
of the following parameters in ground—water samples?

I. Paraneters characterizing the suitability of the Yes No NA
ground water as a drinking water supply, as —

specified in 265, Appendix 3?
2. Parameters establishing ground—water quality (chlo- Yes _No _NA

ride, iron, manganese, phenols, sodium, sulfate)?
3. Parameters used as indicators of ground—water con— Yes _No _NA

tamination (pH, specific conductance, total organic
carbon, total organic halogen)?

c. Has the owner/operator established initial background _Yes _No _NA
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 _NA
measurements for each sample, and has he determined
the initial background arithmetic mean and variance?

e. After the first year, does owner/operator sample and _Yes No _NA
analyze with the following frequencies:

I. Samples collected to establish background Yes _No_NA
quality (from above)?

2. Samples collected to indicate contamination (from _Yes _Xo _NA
above)?

3. Elevation of ground—water surface at each moni— _Yes _No _NA
toring veil at each sampling event?

Section C — Preparation, Evaluation, and Response (Part 265 only) (265.93)

1. Did owner/operator prepare an outline of a ground—water Yes _No_NA
quality assessment program?

(continued)
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a. If yes, did program determine the following:

1. Whether hazardous waste or hazardous waste con— Yes No NA
stituents have entered the ground water?

2. Rate and extent of hazardous waste or hazardous Yes _No NA
waste constituent migration?

—

3. Concentrations of hazardous waste or hazardous _Yes _No NA
waste constituents in ground water?

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

c. Has owner/operator submitted information documenting _Yes _No NA
any significant increase in comparisons for upgradient
veils (or decrease in pH)?

d. If th. comparison. for downgradient wells show a sig— _Yes _No NA
nificant increase (or pH decrease), has the owner/opera
tor obtained additional ground—water samples from those
dowogradient veils in which a significant decrease was
detected? (Samples must be split in two, and analyses
must be obtained of -11 additionl tsplea to determine
whether the significant difference was a result of lab
error?

1. If analyses (described above) were performed, and Yes _No_NA
confirmed the significant increase (or pH de
crease), did owner/operator notify Regional
Administrator within 7 days?

2. If analyses confirmed significant increase (or pH _Yes _No NA
decrease), did owner/operator submit to the Re
gional Administrator within 14 days after notifi
cation (discussed above) a certified ground—water
quality assessment program?

a. If yes does plan include the following:

I. Number, location, and depth of wells? _Yes _No_NA
2. Sampling and analytical methods for _Yes _No_NA

those hazardous wastes and hazardous
waste constituents at the facility?

3. Evaluation procedures, including any _Yes _No_NA
use of previously gathered ground—water
quality information?

4. Schedule of implementation? _Yes ,,No_NA
(continued)
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3. Did cier/op era:or implenanc :e :und—wa:er s \c NAquali:y jssessment prcgran anc, at a un, did —he deceine the following;

a. Race and extent of migration of the hazardzus _Ye ....No NAwaste constituents in the rcund water?
b. Concentrations of the hazardous waste in the _Yes No NAground water?

—

Did
owner/operator submit a report to Regional _Yes No NAAdministrator 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 owner/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
until final 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?

7. 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. Ze in Section B above to determine
whether 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
system into compliance?

(continued)
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Section D — Rcordkeeping and Reporting (Part 265 only) (265.94)

1. Unless owner/operator is monitoring to satisfy the requirements of 5265.93(d)(4), does owner/operator:

a. Keep records of he analyses required in 5265.92(c) and _Yes _No - NA(d) ground—water surface elevations required in
—265.93(b) throughout the active life of the facilityand throughout post—closure?

b. Report the following information to the Regional Administrator:

1. Within 15 days of analysis for each quarterly _Yes ZNo NAsampling event, does owner/operator submit re—
—suits of background concentrations?

2. Does owner/operator inform Regional Administrator _Yes _No NAabout any parameters that exceed max1mi contami—
—nant levels listed in Appendix III?

3. (Annually) does owner/operator report concencra— _Yes _No _NAtions or values of parameters listed in
5265.92(b)(3) for each well, including requiredevaluations for these parameters under 5265.93(b)?

a. Does owner/operator also identify differences _Yes _No _NAfrom initial background concentrations found
in the upgradient wells no later than March 1following each calendar year?

2. Does owner/operator submit results of the ground—water sur— _Yes _No Af ace elevations under 5265.93(f), along with a descriptionof the response, if needed?

3. If ground water is monitored to satisfy requirements of5265.93(d)(4), did owner/operator do the following:

a. Keep records of analyses and evaluations specified in _Yes _No_NAthe plan throughout active lif, and post—closure?

b. (IenuaUy, until final closure) submit to the Regional _Yes No_NAAA{nistra car a report containing the results of the
ground—water quality assessment program, including the
calculated rate of migration of hazardous waste or
hazardous waste constituents by March 1?

(continued)
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Sec::n S — nera. Requirements (Par: 264 only) (264.97)

cs facility comply with the f1.1owing req.raents?

a. Are sEficient wells inscaied at appropriace lcçati:ns ?es No NAand ehs? i,
.

— —- —
a ç ,-- _a -; — /b save sampling and analysis techniques been consistenE? _Yes _No NA

c. Have ground—water elevation data been recorded? Yes _No _NA
d. Have background concentrations been determined? Yes _No NA

2. If grcuad 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 NAin the plan throughout the facility’s active life, and, —for disposal facilities, throughout post—closure.

b. Report the following ground—water monitoring information:

1,. During the first year when initial background _Yes Noconccn:r:ions are beIng determined, did owner/op— —crater submit values wIthin 15 days after complet
ing analysis?

2. If yes, did owner/operator also submit an identi— _Yes _No_NAfication of any parameters whose concentrations
exceed maximum levels in Appendix III?

3. (Annually) did owner/operator report concentrations _Yes _N0NAor values of the parameters listed in 5265.92(b) (2)
for each well, along with required evaluations for
these parameters under 5265.93(b)?

4. Did owner/operator also separately identify any _Yes _No_NA
significant differences from initial background
concentrations for upgradient wells?

5. Did owner/operator report on the results of ground— _Yes _No_NA
water 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)

1. Has owner/operator established detection monitoring system —les _No _NA
to provide reliable indications for detection releases?

(continued)
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a. If yes are the following components included in thesystem:

.. Background values? Yes No NA2. Determination of ground—water flow rate? Yes No NA3. Determination of ground—water compliance point Yes _No NAsemiannually?
—

4. Determination of statistically significant increas— _Yes _No NAes over background concentrations?
—

5. Notification to Regional Administrator if there Yes _No NAwas a statistically significant increase?
—

Section G — Compliance Monitoring Program (Parr 264 only) (264.99)

1.. Does facility operate a compliance monitoring program? _Yes J.NONA

a. Does facility determine concentrations of hazardous _Yes _No_JA
constituents at least quarterly?

b. Does facility determine ground-water flow rate and _Yes 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 only) (264.100)

1. Does facility follow a corrective—action program that meets _Yes _110_NA
the faeility’s permit requirements?

OSWER Dir. No. 9938.Z&
Narch 1988
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IVISION OF SOLID WASTE

I(OPPERS Koppers Industries, Inc.

IN D U S T R I E S COMMENTS (J’-?)/ - ‘A
Telephone: (412) 227-2001

FAX (412) 227-2423

via FE:FPI EXPRESS

Decere_ 13, 1?91
I til

David Peacock
Hazardous Waste Divisizn L 0

Department of Environmental Quality
P.C. Pox 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—D385

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, Industrial Boiler,

MSD 007 027 543

Dear Dave:

am glad that we were able to meet on November 19, 1992 and

thank you for sending me the copy of the Mississipoi laws and

regulations. At our meeting, a question arose as tc whether or

not the Koppers 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.

History

The Grenada wood preserving plant was constructed in 1904..

Koppers Company, Inc. acquired the plant in 1944. KopDer

Industries, Inc. purchased the plant in Dec. 1938. 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 wocd 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 fiel the boiler.

in 1982, based on stack test results showing 99.99% destruction

and removal efficiency in wocd preserving constituents .buried,

the air permit was modified to allow cofiring of fuel additive

with the wood waste fuel. Since 1982, Kcppers has used wood

preserving process wastes from other Koppers owned facilities as

a fuel addi-:ive in this bciler. The fuel additive program at the

Grenada boiler has been valuable t :<:ppers by providing an

alternative to land disposal of our process wastes while reiuoin

the Greraa p.anu’s reec oo prcase spce”ertarv fe Tree

process wastes were not RORA hazardous wastes.



0 0

Peacock Miss. F(a re Kcpçei’s L-d. Inc. eesr i. a 391

RC Listings

In Tune 6, 1931, new ORA ±zardous waste 1sings beans

eifeciie wii efineci ocd presering wastes frcr. p.ants
_cg ne’ac ci ‘D_ -ezerc:’ s ias e

hS’ rity 2 made -:he listing

effective :iaty in 1CP roth aLthc’r12ei and untnrized

stanes. dditic:ialiy. wastes fror: wooc preserving ceiaticns

using reosce were .sneO as FC3 ::azai-ic ast end wastes

from arseriica. and chromium mreservative operations were listed.

as F03 5 zaricus weste These were not HS’ regnI at.i ons,

SO 7i: become effeLive i _s sspwm w1ier menert.ng

regulations are pas.ea.

These new listings mean that to continue burning Koppers

generated process wastes, the coiler must be permitted. as a

ha2arcous waste facility.

Proposed_ Operation

t is Kcpers intention to proceed with permitting the Grenada

boiler in accordance with the new Boiler and Industrial Furnace

(BIF) regulations, 4C CFR 266. The first steps of this rocess

have already been completed, :nciudng submission of 2. revised

Part A Application, submission of a Precompliance Certification,

and public notice.

Koppers propcses to continue operation of the boiler 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 :<opvers operated plants using pentachlorophenol
and/or creosote and process wastes from :Koppers operated coa. tar

plar.ts. The coal tar plants manufacture creosote and other coal

tar derivative products. Thus, these wastes consist of the same

constituents and have similar fuel values as the creosote wooc.

preserving wastes. The only fuel additive wastes to be accepted

will he process wastes generated at plants oterated by :<opers

Industries, Inc.

Te 9renac_a plant bone’- vi not ce Derate ‘fcr ruft For

the purpose of balancing expenses, handling and oermitting costs
ncurrec by Grenaca ‘Diant wi ce transterre o the amer

Kopers generator locations. These wili cnly beir.ternal

acccuntg transfers and wili no be true inocre for :<cers.
wastes from otter canpenles .‘iil not be accepted..
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LAW DEPARTMENT

Jill M. Blundon
Gener,i Ciune

Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll
Mary Dornbrowski Wright
Billie Schrecker Nolan
William F. Giarla
Mary C. Fairley
J. Mark Hansen
Donna J. Moms

os,. C)

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.

cc: J.A. Werling, Beazer East
J.H. Scarbrough, EPA Region IV
D. Peacock, MDEQ
J. Bachelder, Ku

BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430 FAX: 412 227-2042

December 4, 1991
— 9 I9

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

John S. Shaffer, Esquire
Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler

Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506-16

RE: Wayne E. and Lucille Carlin
Grenada, Mississippi Property

DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE

REVIEWED BY

nArP 2ioIct1
COMMENTS -

Wricer Direct Dial Nu inher
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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.

By: Witness: A.
R. C. Hamilton
Vice President and General
Manager — Environmental Group

Title:

________________________

December 5, 1991
Date:

________________________

WAYNE E. CARLIN Witness:

LUCILLE B. CARLIN Witness:
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STATE OF MSSISSWPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVRONMENfA QLAUTY FILE COPY

RAY MABUS
COVER OR

December 2, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO P 868 026 172

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 Statelaws and regulations that may have some impact on decisions youmake concering operations at your Koppers’ facility located inGrenada, Mississippi.

At the conclusion of our meeting of November 19, 1991, severalissues that were addressed, remained unresolved. First, the issueof whether Koppers’ proposal to burn hazardous wastes in its’boiler would constitute a commercial hazardous waste facility wasdiscussed. It was agreed by all parties that Koppers would requestclarification of this point via submittal of a written outline thatdetailed their proposed operational plans concerning their intentto burn hazardous waste from other facilities ( Koppers or non—Koppers facilities) to the Mississippi Department of EnvironmentalQuality. Upon receipt of the above request, MDEQ will pursue theappropriate channels to resolve the issue. Secondly; during themeeting, and again in this letter, MDEQ would strongly like toemphasize the point that boiler clean-out procedures previouslysubmitted to this office do not appear to be adequate. Submittalof an appropriate plan for clean—out and testing of the boiler,conveyance system, and any other piece of equipment that has beenemployed in the burning of hazardous waste and will be utilizedduring the non-hazardous burn cycle, prior to disposal of theresidue in any manner other than as a hazardous waste is vital insecuring this office’s approval.

OFFICE OF POLWTION CONTROL, R 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171



Please feel free to contact me at (601) 961—5220 if you have any
questions or comments concerning the above letter.

Sincerely,

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

cc: Mr. James S. Kutzman — EPA
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EROM:BEflZER EflST. INC. To: 6013546612 NOU 20 1991 12:23PM P.02

BEAZER EAST, 1\’C,, 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA.

TF’ 41? 2Th4O MX 412 2272DISION OF SOLID WASTE

REVIEWED BY_________

November 20, 1991
DATE )\JZo/’9)

COMMENTS

VIA FACSIMILE

John S. Shatter, Esquire

Newcomer, Shatter, Bird & Spancler

Corner o: Lynn & Nap.e Streets

Bryan, Ohio 435O6l6

Dear Mr. Shatter:

When we last talked by telephone, on Friday, November 8, 1991,

I indicated that Beazer was willing to limit the term of the

•aucess ajreerent for Mr. Darlin’s property to fifteen (15)

years1 and would further take three shallow soil samples (at

locations to be determined by Mr. Carlin) and have those samples

evaluated at an EPA—approved laboratory, all at Beazer’s

expense. Ycu indicated that you would forward Beazer’s

compromise position to Mr. Carlin and contact me witti his

response.

I have on three occasions attempted to contact you by telephone

to determine if you were able to reach Mr. Carlin. As of today

I have heard nothing from you or Mr. Carlin in response to our

settlenent ±nit..ative. The resolution of this issue is of vital

importance to Beazer because the investigative work at the

Grenada plant site cannot continue according to the ple.s

rnbnitte1 by Peaer, and approved by the Mississippi Departmen4

I Enviroanontal Quality, without off—site access to Mr.

cr:in’s pr.prty. I also feel that Beazer has been cooperative

and fonthccning in its dealings with Mr- Carlin, and responsive

to his concerns.

I urge you to c:rtact Mr. Carn as soon as possible, and let

me prnow when the access transaction may be co7npeted. As

always, if ync or Mr. Carlin have quesLions, comments, or

otherwise wish to ciscuss these issues, please do not hesitate

to give me a call. Your prompt attention to this important

matter is much appreciated.

LAW 1)FEPARMENT

J. ?A b1uuj:

-,

has

as F Ri1

V;i ): th c X
E’l;t: S:,c.e-N

Nar3 Gb;’’
MH

RE: Wayne E. and Luoille Carlin

çpad_MississjpjPropery

en

cc: J.A. Werling -
East



a
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 adequate 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 listing. 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 problem.

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



0 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 Kopper’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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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IV

N uv 6 1991 345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA, GEORGiA 30365

4WD-RCRA&FF

Mr. Sam Mabry, Chief
Hazardous Waste Division t40\I 1 8 1991
Mississippi Department of

Environmental Quality Environmental Quality

Post Office Box 10385 Degt.O
of pollution Coflt0I

Jackson, Mississippi 39209

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.

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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Koppers Industries, Inc.INDUSTRIES RO.Boxl6O

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

November 4, 1991 1
I e i

I
1 (!rI fEPA Region IV Office JEPA Regional Preparedness Coordinator J D

345 Courtland Street
‘UObrAtlanta, Ga. 30365

RE: Continuous Release, Notification of Change

Gentlemen:

This is a notification of changes in quantity of a continuous release fromthe facility identified below. The amount released has been eliminated dueto construction of a drip pad to intercept and recover drippage. Sincecontinuous release has ended, the first year follow—up notification will notbe made. The following information is provided in accordance with 40 CFR302. 8 (g).
DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE

1.Facility Identification: RIEWED8Y,
-Koppers Industries, Inc., Grenada Plant DATE___________________P.O. Box 160, Tie Plant Road, Tie Plant, Ms. 3896&MMENTSLatitude: 33 Degrees, 44 Minutes, 00 Seconds ILongitude: 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 ½ mile N.E. of plant400 students, 60 faculty members.

4.Change in Continuous Release:
This facility previously reported a continuous release based on estimateddrippage of creosote from freshly treated wood products onto unlined portions of the treating plant process areas. Since then, the concrete drippad 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 lessthan the reportable quantity of one pound per day.

Cont’d



I(OPPER5 Koppers Industries, Inc.
INDUSTRIES RO.Boxl6O

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

Certification

This report of change in continuous release is accurate and current to the
best of my knowledge.

Sincerely,

CQazz6z
(J. D. Clayton

Plant Manager

JDC/jrb

CC: Steve Smith K-1800.
Hazardous Waste Division
State Of Mississippi

• Dept. of Environmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, Ms. 39204

4
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QLALIfl
RAY MABiJS
GOVERNOR

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 recuired 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 exist 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 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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Mr. James Werling
October 30, 1991
Page2

of the problem, as well as our expressed opinion as to best possible
approach to an amicable compromise.

(1) 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, 199:, 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. Carlln verbally
expressed his opinion that the above—mentioned fifteen year
term would be acceptable.

(2) 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.

(3) 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
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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 arid 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.

Please respond within ten (10) days of receipt of this letter with a

wLitten 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.

Wm. Stephen Speng er, P.E., Chief

RCRA Branch

WSS: lfc

cc: Mr. James Scarbrough — EPA
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October 25, 1991

Hazardous Waste Division
State Of Mississippi
Department Of Environmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, Mississippi
39204

Te:ephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX (601) 226—4588

Gentlemen:

RE: Wood Preserving Drip Pad
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant, Grenada, Mississippi

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. Clayton
Plant Manager

C,’MMENTS st-0 —

JDC/jrb Qer ca,+t

CC: U.S. EPA Regional Office -IV -Atlanta, Ga.

W. R. Donley K-1750
S.T. Smith K—1800

CD 0
Koppers Industries, Inc.

P0. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

DIVISION OF SOLID WASTE

REVIEWED RY__________

DATE
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMINT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

October 25, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 868 026 148

Russell S. Vorpe

Environmental Department

Regulatory Compliance Section 31W
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 caie since September 28, 1991. NDEQ finds this to be a

major violation of NIWNR 264.145.

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P. 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171



o 0

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.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (601) 961—5220.

Sincerely,

FILE COPY

David K. Peacock

Hazardous Waste Division

DKP: ifc

cc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA
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2822 O’Neal Lane
Post Office Box 66317
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70896
(504)751-1873
FAX (504) 753-3616

October 15, 1991

Mr. Steve Spangler
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
2380 T-Iighway 80 West
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Dear Mr. Spangler:

0
Woodward-Clyde Consultants

C. i
I

I
‘I

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,

Anaxis G. DLlhon

—c
Dudley J. Deville, P. E.

AGD:kdl

:5

t
— r E - c jfY ‘

— I..l

cc: Mr. Steve Smith, Koppers Industries
Mr. J. D. Clayton, Koppers Industries
Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham, USEPA

OIFt432CB.L’lR L&M7

LÀ
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

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 monitoringresults from Koppers Grenada, Mississippi facility.

Any questions or comments concerning this information can bedirected to me at (601) 961—5220.

Sincerely,

FILE COPY
David K. Peacock

Hazardous Waste Division

BUREAU OF POLLUFION CONTROL, P0 BOX 10385, jACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601)961-5171
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DAMEs &. N100RE A PROFESSIONAL LIMITED PARTNER

4949 ESSE” LA.NF SLTTE 900 BATO’. ROUGE L0JISA\A 70809 (5C’) 769 ---

FAX NO (504) 7693695 n
OGT—71991September 27, 1991

L. DEQ-OPC

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 .Tob 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

the well was capable of being repaired

L

:

EPA
I di V

OFFICES WORLDWIDE
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DA1’vIES Si N400RE A PROFESSIONAL LIMITED PARTNERSHIP

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Attention: Mr. David Pecock
Page 2
September 30, 1991

The well was repaired by implementing the following procedures:

• Remove the existing well pad, security casing and surficial grout;

• 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;

• 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

• 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.



0 0
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Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Attention: Mr. David Pecock
Page 3
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

Project Hydrogeologist

Zia 0. Tammami, P.G.
Manager, Gulf Geosciences &
Environmental Engineering Services

JTJ/ZOT:sgt



0 0WoodwardClyde ConsultantsBaton Rouge, Louisiana 70896
(504) 751-1873
FAX (504) 753-3616

September 26, 1991

Mr. Jerry Banks j
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality I DEPT OF ENVIRONMENTAL2380 Highway 80 West QURLITY —.1
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

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 letter submitted to Mr. J. D. Clayton on September 5, 1991in 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 (yd3 or m3)?

Response: The unit of measure is yd3, 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 yd3,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

Offices in Other Principal Cities
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Mr. Jerry Banks - 91B432C-B
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
September 26, 1991
Page 2

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:

5. Section XIII -- The given treatment process design capacity is 800 Ibs/hr;
however Form 2 of the certification indicates a waste feed of some 1900 lbs/hr.
Please clarily.

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, HC1, Cl9 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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Mr. Jerry Banks - 91B432C-B
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
September 26, 1991
Page 3

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)(l) 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 HC1 stack test along with a justification that the
method used is valid when compared to the HC1 method referenced in the BIF
regulations.

Response: A copy of the 1982 HC1 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
HC1 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 HC1 stack
data to calculate the efficiency of the boiler to destruct and/or remove
HCJ. 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 HC1, 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
(c) general inspection requirements
(d) personnel training
(e) preparedness and prevention “plan”
(1) contingency plan and emergency procedures
(g) manifesting, record keeping and reporting
(h) closure cost estimate
(i) 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 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,

a4
Anaxis G. Duhon

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
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GRENADA,

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 slud9es

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 because 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 operation 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 Kopper’s’ desire to meet

with a disposal problem in a safe way, utilizing the intent of resource

conservation and recovery.
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Regul ations

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 limits 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 constitueni:s (POHCs). The desired DRE is 99:99%

of each POHC through the thermal destruction unit and flue gas cleanup equip

ment. Also regulated by these guidelines is the emissioriof hydrogen chloride

(HC1). Current regulation (June 24, 1982) requires removal of HC1 fronT

stack gas to less than 4 lb/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



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 bottom 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 pentachiorophenol in oil.

Boiler loadings for the sludge burning conditions were as follows:

Creosote (lb/hr)

100

250

400

Penta in Oil (lb/hr)

100

250

400

Steam Load (lb/hr)

24,000

26,000

26,000

Steam Load (lb/hr)

22,000

20,000

16,000

These numbers represent an estimate of the hourly production rate taken

from the steam tables included in Appendix 0.

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

0 3 0
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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 lb/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 impjger catch

and rinses was extracted with methy1en 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

liquid 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 11 creosote components cannot

be analyzed for under this determination.

B. Penta—in-oil sludge: Penta-in—oil sludge was added to the

bark fuel in 100, 250, and 400 lb/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 pentachiorophenol, the dioxin

impurities found in technical penta, and chloride and chlorine

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 rinsed with benzene. The

filter, impinger catch and XAD resin were extracted with benze?ie.

The extracts and rinse were combined ad condensed for the

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 on the chloride.

Results

Summation of results of the test burns are contained in Tables 1 and 2.

Table 1 contains the results of the creosote burns. The destruction and

removal efficiencies (ORE) of seven hydrocarbons comprising 57% by weight

of the creosote components identified in the sludge feed are listed in this

table. All 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 lb/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 OREs in the 250 and 400 lb/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 publicized.1’2 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 backgroimd

levels of creosote components in the stack gas. Actual emissions were riot

correct?d for background to allow the DRE to be an absolut1e calculationin

regards to the mass loading of a POHC being emitted.

The calculation for the removal of pentachiorphenol produced equally satis

factory OREs. All three feed loading rates resulted in a DRE of greater

than 99.99%. Emissions of clioxins, OCDD and HCDD were extremely low. HCDD

was not detectd in any test. OCOD was detected, resulting in OREs less

than 99.99%, but better than 99.5% for 250 lb/hr and 400 lb/hr feed rates.

The maximum emission rate detected for any test was 6.4 x i0 lb/hr or

about 0.6 lb/yr.

1R. 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 Oil Co-Fired Boiler,” National Technical
Information Service, EPA-600/7-80—l48, August 1980.



0
7

0

Hydrogen chloride (HC1) was detected in small quantities. The highest emis

sion rate was less than 0.2 lb/hr, which is below the 4 lb/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 limit corresponded to less than 0.001 lb/hr Cl2.

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 297 lb/hr Cl.

A breakdown of this summation shows an average of 0.2 lb/hr Cl as gaseous

HC1. The remainder (2.57 lb/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 lb/hr Cl. -

Calculations of the information for the creosote and penta tests are included

in Appendix A. Analytical results re 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—oil 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.
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Boiler Stack Emissions Tests
With Sludges 1ixed in Fuel

Figure 1
Temperature Readings
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TABLE 2

KOPPERS COMPANY, INC.
GRENADA, MS

BOILER STACK EMISSIONS TESTS
WITH SLUDGES MIXED IN FUEL

PENTA IN OIL TESTS;.3i1”.
--

‘-
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Test Pentachioro— J Hydrogen

Conditions phenol OCDD HCDD IChloride Chlorine

I. 100 lb/hr Sludge

Components:

In (lb/hr) 1.55 0.0034 0.0015 1.0’ 0.0

Out:

GR-BS-11 (lb/br) 0.000099 <1x108 <1xlO8 0.044 <0.001

GR-BS-12 (lb/hr) 0.000042 <1x108 <1x108 0.06 <0.001

GR-BS—13 (lb/hr) 0.000037 <1x108 <1x108 0.096 <0.001

Average (lb/hr) 0.000059 <1x108 <1x108 0.067 <0.001

Removal Efficiency (%) 99.996 >9.99 >99.99 — —

II. 250 lb/hr Sludge

Components In (lb/hr) 3.9 0.0084 0.0038 2.5’

Out
GR-BS-14 (lb/hr) 0.000058 0.000042 <1xl08 0.043 <0.001

GR-BS-l5 (lb/hr) 0.000241 0.00003 <lxl0 0.101 ‘<O.001

GR-BS—16 (lb/hr) 0.000192 0.000025 <1x106 0.207 <0.001

Average (lb/hr) 0.000164 0.000032 I<1x10 0.117 <0.001

Removal Efficiency (%) 99.996 .99.62 >99.99 J - -

III. 400 lb/hr Sludge

Components:

In (lb/hr) 6.2 0.0136 0.006 4.0’ 0.0

Out

GR-.BS-17 (lb/hr) 0.000366 0.000064 <1x10° 0.087 <0.001

GR-BS-18 (lb/hr) 0.000140 <lxlO_e <1x108 0.316 <0.001

GR-BS-19 (lb/hr) 0.000045 <lxlO_e <1x10 0.181 <0.001

Average (lb/hr) 0.000183 0.000021 <1x108 0.195 <0.001

Removal Efficiency (%) 99997 V 99:85 f>gg.gg — —

‘Based upon calculation of chloride contents of penta.
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

SEP 3 0 1991

DEPARTMENT OF
FNVRONMENTAL CWUTY

w/,

Dear Sir or Madam:

September 25, 1991

P 736 720 142
Certified Mail
Return Receipt Requested

Executive Director
Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39209

Re: 1991 Financial Assurance

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.

0 0
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September 25, 1991

Executive Director
Mississippi Department of Natural
Resources
P. 0. 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



2822 ONeal LanePost Office Box 66317Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70896(504) 751-1873
FAX (504) 753-3616

September 13, 1991

WoodwaCClyde ConsultE

Ms. Elizabeth KetchamU. S. EPA and Region IVRCRA and Federal Facilities Branch2nd Floor
345 Courtland StreetAtlanta, Georgia 30365

I .;

c L)vi tl?ti4,I
QnIlty

uuf Ptjon Contrj
Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.Tie Plant, MississippiPublic Notice

File 91B432C
Dear Ms. Ketcham:

Enclosed please find a copy of the public notice as it appeared in Tie Plant’s local

newspaper and proof of publication signed by the newspaper editor. This public notice

was published to comply with the requirements of the Boiler and Industrial Furnace

(BIF) regulations. On August 20, 1991, Woodward-Clyde Consultants had included a

copy of this public notice in the BIF precompliance certification submitted to the U. S.

EPA Region IV on behalf of Koppers Industries.Very truly yours,

Dudley J. Deville, P. E.

Anaxis G. Duhon

AGD:wv
Enclosure

cc: Jerry Banks, Mississippi Bureau of Pollution Control (enclosure)
J. D. Clayton, Koppers IndustriesStephen Smith, Koppers Industries

91B432CB.LTR LMS

0

Consulting Engineers, Geologistsand Environmental Scientists

LA
Offices in Other Principal Cities
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•1”,PUBLIC NO11CI vii:.j
...LNQtlcE.oF CERTFICAT)ONOF PRECOIa’LLllNcE W1H HAZARDOUSWASTE BURNING REOUlREIENTS• 0F40 CFR 268.103(b)

This notice Is to Inform the public of the following
fedity, intent to comply with the U.S. ErMrcn.
mental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations forcombustion of hazardous west. in boliers and
kidusW lUrnaoee (BFS).
GENERAL FACUTY INFORMATION:

Fadity OwneøOperator: Coppers Industries,Address: Tie Plant Road, ‘fle Plant, Mashelppl38geo

FACILITY LOCATION: TI. Plant Road, TI.
Plant, Mssisetppl 38960
DATE THAT PRECOM’UANcE CERTIFICA
TION WAS SUBMFflD TO EPA: August 21,
tool

DESCRIPTION OF BF REGUI.ATOIIY PRO
CEDURES: EPA 1*s promulgated sndarda
under Subpart H ci 40 CFR Pert 208 that
regulate the combustion of hazardous waste in
BFs. The.. standards eqt*e SF. to comply
with eninlone standards during * period of
‘lntviniatettW prier to obtalr*ig a link Re
potice Conwvadcn and Recovery Act operat
in9 pemtit. Umlts on operating conditions during

th. lalerirn status ensure that the feofity Is h-i
compllanc. with emissIons standard fOr hazard-’
cue metal., hydrogen chloride, Ira chlorine,particulate matter, and hazardous organic com
pound,. The interkn statue uis r.qtire 1*1
owners and operators of BFs combusting h.
zgrdous waste. must eubmit, by August 21,
1001. a certification ci pr.complisncn docu
menting compliance with the emissions stan
dards based on best engineering Judgment By
August 21, 1992, owners and operlacs must

submk a certification e compliance dociatient
lag that stack sting has confirmed compliance
1wlth the emissions stonderdi Additional kifor.1rrwdon on the.. regulafOi, requirements Is
TYPES OF HAZARDOUS WASTES BURNED:ICopperi kidustil.e, Inc.’s, wood preservingfadity kt Tie Plant, MssIsslppl, Includes awood-burning steam bofler. Periodically (approxImately 30 percent of the time), wood:

preserving plant west generated at the Coppers1) Pit faduty, and at other similar lçcppersar used as supplementary fuel to Irec. The primary fuel used to lire t4 belierbed i ci.wood,
ow.
data

td IsEPA listid wasteddtwwe dsssllied,el?dve tune B,K-OOr and I.J0S wII

rrlngpbit wastes conI.t of—. disI spent onmistlons from wood preserving I

R(lDFEE6thOóK&’TO BEiO01k, lAN HAZARDOUS WASTES: Feed-stocks and fuels include nonhazardou. woodchips. The lire I. usually started with wood butoccasionally diesel fuel may be added to lb.wood chips. Once the tire Is started, k Issustained on wood only.
BASIS FOR PRECOhFUANCE CER11FICA.•TION: The eflidency of he mWs ak pollutioncontrol system wee obtained by using manufacturer’s data for the duet collector system. It has• bOn determined that the emissions of particulate matters,. below the EPA limit of LOS grainsper dry standard cubic loot by emission testing.

Further, site-spedhlc air dispersion modelingwas conducted to determine the maximum
annual average ground-level concentrations ofmptais, HCI and C12 turrcundlng the facility. Thepro(ecled ground-level concentrations of ali pol

lutants at the maximum waste feed rates are
lower than the levels established by EPA for the
protection of public healthLOCATION OF THE FACIUTY’S OPERATING

RECORD: Ths facility’, operating record can be
viewed and copied at the following locations:Kopperi industrial, inC.“TI.PlantfloadTie Plant, Ms.issippl 38080

-.

‘Hazaridoul Wadla DMsioABureau ci Pàlkj$ofl ControltAissls.Ippf Department at EnvironmentalQuality
PostOfflceBoxlO3SS

.Jackson, MisissIppi 39209.
•FACILITf MAILING LIST. A mailing lIst of partiesinterested hi receiving future lnfomiatlon related

to ie facility, regulatory compliance activities
has been established. To be Included on thIs
mailIng 1st, contact the EPA Hazardous Waste
Division Identified below.
REGIONAL EPA HAZARDOUS WASTE DIVI
SION: Additional Information on EPA’S SW
regulatory program can be obtained bycontacting:

!ri çiu $cti
Proof of Publication

STATE OF MISSISSIPPICOUNTY OF GRENADA
Before me, the undersigned authorIty In and for the Dot

aforesaid, this day personally appeared

who, being duly sworn, states on oath that he Is the

of The Daily Sentinel-Star, a newspaper published Ii(the cIty c
state and county aforesaid, with a general circulation In said c
whIch has been published for a period of morthan one year, a
publication of the notice, a copy of which Is herlo attached, has
In said paper limes, at weekly intervals and In I
entIre Issue of said newspaper for the numbers and dates hereinaf
to-wit:

——VoL.t...No...c:..onthe.dayoI.c?s..1a../..lVol No on the dayof 198.,..,.Vol No onihe dayof 198Vol No on the dayol 198Vol No on the dayot 198Vol No onthe dayof 198
Vol No on the dayof 19

thi
.

Sworn to and subscribed before me, this
‘.‘-

2ft.., 199 (‘

My CommissIon Expires Sept. 8. 1992

Hazardous Waste t,sbnagement DIvisionEPAReglonIV
S345 Couriend Strøt, N.E..,,Atlanta, Georgia 30368

•,,W221

‘(SEAj



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

September 5, 1991

Mr. J. 13. Clayton, Plant Manager
Koppers Industries, Inc.
P. 0. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Re: BIF Precompliance Certification
Dear Mr. Clayton:

The following comments on the BIF Precompliance Certification and PartA submittal require correction and/or clarification:

(A) Part :
(1) Section XII, Lines 3 and 4 — What is the unit of measure

(yd3 or m3)?

Line 4 - What is the unit of measure and
number of units?

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?

Line 5 — How many drums, barrells, etc. are
to be stored in this unit?

The given treatment process design
capacity is 800 lbs/hour; however, Form 2of the certification indicates a wastefeed of some 1900 lbs/hour I Please
clarify.

(B) Precompliance Certification:

(1) Part 266.106(d)(l) states that compliance testing be
done to determine the emission rate
of each metal.

00 00

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

(2) Section XII,

(3) Section XII, Line 2 —

(4) Section XII,

(5) Section XIII —

BUREAU flF POLLUTION CONTROL, P0 BOX 10385, )ACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601)961-5171



cc
Mr. J. D. Clayton
September 5, 1991
Page 2

(2) 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.

(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 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) What type sampling and analysis plan will be instituted
to assure that HCL, Cl2 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.

(2) 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

(3) Provide a closure plan by February 21, 1992.

r’



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,

erry B. Banks
Hazardous Waste Division

JBB: ifc

cc: Beth Antley, EPA
Steve Smith, Koppers Industries, Inc.
Dudley J. Devilie, P.E.



August 30, 1991

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT
REQUESTED

Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., ChiefRCRA 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. PatAnderson of your office on August 21, 1991, Beazer East, Inc.(BEI) continues to experience difficulties in obtaining legalaccess to property owned by Mr. Wayne E. Carlin of Stryker, Ohio.Mr. Carlin owns property in Tie Plant, Mississippi, ad:jacent toKoppers Industries, Inc. ‘s wood treating plant. Access to thisproperty is needed to fulfill the requirements of the approvedRFI Work Plan submitted pursuant to the RCRA permit for theabove-mentioned site. At the present time, BEI anticipatescompleting all onsite work by September 11, 1991, which is theprojected date for completion of field work as per the work planschedule. The inability to obtain access from Mr. Carlin willprevent BEI from installing and sampling five offsite monitoringwells by this date.

BEI has diligently attempted to resolve the access problem sincethe 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 wasreceived, and on June 7, 1991, BEI notified your office by letterof our previous efforts and continuing problems with accessnegotiations. Since that time, we have, through correspondence,engaged in several discussions with Mr. Carlin’s attorney andhave been unable to come to terms on several issues (seeattached). This letter formalizes BEI’s declaration of forcemaleure effecting the offsite work specified in the work plan.In addition, BEI will not be able to meet the submittal date forthe RFI report unless information from these wells is omitted.

00 OC)
BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PIflSBURGH, PA 5-USA_
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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 withremaining field work and sample analysis per the work planschedule, with the intention of preparing an RFI report withoutthe offsite data. The access problem constitutes an ongoingforce maleure event. BEI will notify you in writing when theforce maleure 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.

JAW/ dlk

Enclosures

Very truly yours,

ames A. Werling, Jr.
Program Manager — Environmental Services

cc: J. Mark Hansen
R. G. Hamilton
J. D. Clayton (Ku-Grenada)
J. Batchelder (Ku)
P. Anderson (EPA)
D. Peacock (MSDNR)
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lAW DEPARTMENT

Jill M. Blundori
General Counsel

Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll
Mary Dombrowski Wright
Billie Schrecker Nolan
William F. Giarla
Mary C. Fairley
J. Mark Hansen
Donna J. Morris

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

BEAZER EAST, iNC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430 FAX: 412 227-2042

August 14, 1991

VIA FACSIMILE

John S. Shaffer, Esquire
Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506—1691

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 maleure
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.

cc: James Werling, Br East, Inc.
Dave Peacock, MDEQ
James Scarborough, USEPA Region IV

-I

Writer,. Direct Dial Number.



LAW DEPARTMENT

Jill M. Blundon
General Counsel

Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll
Mary Dombrowski Wright
Billie Schrecker Nolan
William F. Giarla
Mary C. Fairley
J. Mark Hansen
Donna J. Morris

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL 412 227-2430 FAX: 412 227-2042

July 31, 1991

VIA FACSIMILE

John S. Shaffer, Esquire
Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506—1691

RE: Wayne E. and Lucille Carlin
Grenada. Mississippi Property

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 comxnents, 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

Wrrers 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 samplestaken from the same water drawn from the wells. These samplescan be evaluated independently if desired. Beazer will not,however, reimburse or otherwise pay for the costs associatedwith the independent analysis. There are more than enoughsafeguards built into the system established in the agency-approved work plan to ensure that honest and technically correctresults are derived. First, the installation of the wellsthemselves is subject to exacting engineering specifications andEPA oversight, as is the procedures for extracting samples fromthose wells. Second, the laboratories which analyze the samplesmust be approved in advance by EPA, must follow exactly certainprotocols in the analysis of samples, and must adhere rigidlyto EPA approved Quality Assurance/Quality Control procedures.Finally, both Beazer and the laboratory must certify that properprocedures were followed in the extraction, handling andanalysis of the samples. Providing EPA with altered orfraudulent sampling information will subject the offending partyto stiff civil penalties and/or criminal prosecution.

As to the scope of information which Mr. Carlin desires to haveforwarded to him, Beazer will agree to provide him with each andevery document which, according to RCRA must be made availablefor public inspection. These documents are currently held ina public repository at the Grenada Public Library. Beazer iswilling, however, to forward a copy of such documents, as theybecome available, to Mr. Carlin.

Finally, I will address your request for a date certain for thetermination of the agreement. Normally it is impossible toestimate the duration of an environmental investigation andremediation, if needed. However, in the spirit of compromiseBeazer is willing to agree to terminate to agreement at suchtime that the monitoring wells and other exploratory borings areno longer needed, or upon the expiration of 15 years, whicheveroccurs first.

Beazer is under intense pressure from the Mississippi Departmentof Environmental Quality (MDEQ) and EPA to obtain access fromMr. Carlin. In fact, if agreement is not reached in the verynear future, the regulatory agencies may use their statutorypowers to obtain access from Mr. Carlin. Such an eventualitycauses Beazer problems from a scheduling standpoint, and would

4
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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.

J. Mark ansen

cc: James Werling



BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA i5i9US&

I

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

In July 1991, Beazer East, Inc. received a ComprehensiveMonitoring Evaluation (CME) report from the MississippiDepartment of Environmental Quality (MSDEQ) related to aninspection conducted on December 11, 1990, at the above-referenced facility. No violations were observed during theinspection. However, two issues were addressed in the coverletter accompanying the CME report, and Beazer offers thefollowing response:

1) On the date of the inspection, monitoring well R-6 wasnoted to be damaged. MSDEQ has indicated that the wellshould be properly plugged and abandoned to preventpossible migration of contaminants to the groundwater.Preliminary assessment of the damage to the well
that repairs to the Wi1 may be possible
i plugging and abandoning the well. Beazer’ssultant will be in the field during the
agust and at that time a hydrogeologist willie condition of well R—6. If the well can bepaired, the necessary repairs will be made.1 is damaged beyond repair, then the welloperly abandoned. Any repairs or abandonmentwill be documented by the hydrogeologist.

2) MSDEQ has requested that during groundwater samplingevents both total and dissolved metals be analyzed. Itis assumed that this is referring to the metalschromium and mercury which were added to the surfaceimpoundment monitoring program per modifications to thefacility’s RCRA Permit (No. 88-543—01) on February 13,

cC 00
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Dear Mr. Pentecost:
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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 monitoringprogram beginning with the fourth quarter 1991.
Currently, dissolved chromium and mercury analysis arebeing performed. For statistical evaluations dissolvedchromium and mercury data will be used since dissolvedmetals are more indicative of the mobility of these
constituents in the groundwater.

If you have any questions concerning the above response, pleasecall me at (412) 227—2189.

Sincerely,

James A. Werli g, Jr.
Program Manager — Environmental Services

JAW/ dik

cc: J. Mark Hansen (BEI)
D. King (KER)
N. Schulz (D&M)
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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, 199].

Thomas Burgunder

Thomas F. Reid

George Carroll fl L 7
Mary Dombrowski Wright VIA FACSIMILE
Billie Schrecker Nolan uWilliam F. Giarla

Mary C. Fairley

J.MarkHansen John S. Shaffer, Esquire
DonnaJ. 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 xnaieure
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.

.5 cere1,

Mns

cc: James Werling, Be zer East, Inc.
Dave Peacock, MDEQ
James Scarborough, USEPA Region IV

\Vriter’s Direct 1)1 at N Limber
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2822 0 Neal Lane
Post Office Box 66317
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70896
(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
At]anta, 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 Industries, 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.

DJD: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)

13{F432C.CVL RPTIO

Consulting Engineers, Geologists
and Environmental Scientists

Offices in Other Principal Cities



NEWCOMER, SHAFFER, BIRD & SPANGLER
LAWYERS

WAYNE E. STIAFFER

DAVID C. NEWCOMER

JOHN S. SHAFI’ER

STEVEN H. BIRD

MICHAEL W. SPANGLER

MICHAEL A. SHAFFER

August 12, 1991

I v14:i
Dept of EnWronm

CORNER OF LYNN & MAPLE STREETS

BRYAN, OHIO 43O6-1691

ThLEvHONE: 636-3198

FAx: 636-0867

AR CODE 419

ARTHUR S. NEWCOMER

J. ROBERT GEESEY
Op Coupsi.

JAMES A. HUTTON
1939-1984

Mr. David Peacock
Mississippi Depar1rieflt of Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control
2380 Hy 80 W
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Re: Wayne E. and Lucille B. Carlin

Dear Mr. Peacock:

SENT BY FAX

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 July
31, 1991.

Very truly yours,

wcomer, Sh ffer, Bird & Spangler

John S. Shaffer
SC
Enclosure



LAW DEPARTMENT

Jtll M. Blundon
General Counsel

Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll
Mary Domhrowski Wright
Billie Schreeker Nolan
William F. Diana
Mary C. Fairley
j. Mark Hansen
Donna j. Morris

Dear Mr. Shaffer:

BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA
TEL: 412 227-2430 FAX: 412 227-2042

July 31, 1991

VIA FACSIMILE

John S. Shaffer, Esquire
Newcomer, Shaffer, Bird & Spangler
Corner of Lynn & Maple Streets
Bryan, Ohio 43506—1691

RE: Wayne E. and Lucille Carlin
Grenada, Mississippi Property

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

5/IIIsF. I i lil Jiiiiln’i
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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
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. 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



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.

\
E\) y....

J. Mark Hansen

cc: James Werling .1
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Re: Koppers Industr.
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,

‘i— ‘ -. -

/ Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager—Environmental Services

/1 dh

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, 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.
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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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1. Newly Regulated Facilities

Newly regulated facilities (i.e.,

facilities at which the only hazardous

wastes that are treated, stored, or

disposed are wastes newly regulated by

today’s final rule) must qualify for

interim status by the effective date of

the rule in order to continue managing

hastes listed by today’s rule prior to

rPceiving a permit. To ob

status, an eligible facility

section 3010 notification I

March 6, 1991 and submit

permit application to EPP

1991. (See 270.70(a)) lntei

facilities are subject to re

40 CFR part 265 (includin

standards in subpart W)

issued by EPA or an auth

retain interim status, a ne

land disposal facility mus

RCRA permit application

year after the effective da

and certify that the facilit

compliance with all appli

water monitoring and firu

responsibility requiremen

section 3005(e)(3) and 40

2. Permitted and Interim

Facilities which have b

EP or TC wastes which m

the listing description for the wastes

listed today must notify EPA of the

waste code changes for these wastes.

Permitted facilities must submit permit

modifications to EPA as required under

- 40 CFR 270.42 that reflect the new waste

codes. Interim status facilities must

submit revised part A permit

applications in accordance with 40 CFR

270.72. These facilities must continue to

.camply with the applicable federal

For ournitted facilities, the Class 1

rnodftcdtion must be submitted to EPA

by June 6. 1991, and should include

revised part A form clearly indicating all

activities that are newly regulated as a

result of today’s listings, and any other

description that will clarify which units

at the facility are managing the new

wastes, Also as part of the § 270.42(e)

procedure for identifying newly listed

wastes at permitted facilities. th

permittee must notify the public within

90 days of the Class 1 submittal to the

Agency.
j A subsequent Class 2 or 3 permit

‘ modification (if necessary) must be

submitted 180 days after the effective

date of todays listings, and ft is at this

time that detailed part B inforir.etion

mirt ), aihrniftpd If now

For facilities which have been

managing EP wastes under an

s’ithortzed State program which are also

F032 wastes, the facility will need to

change the waste code (and possibly

also change the unit type if a drip pad is

used) assigned to its wastes. Permitted

facilities must submit permit

modifications to EPA reflecting the new

waste codes (and unit types, if

applicable). Because EPA must

im ‘meat i-us rule until the stdtt s

au
‘‘ do so, the permittue must

coh-” Federal permit modification

procedures under 40 CFR 270.42 i-other

than state permit modification

procedures. However, because the

oermit undergoing modification is nesf

likely a joint EPA-State RCRA prmi’ a

cnp uf ho modif.cation request shr

also ha sut,titmd to the authorized

3tate, Sjn,,,j inteam status Ia, ;d’-

managing F’J32 wastes must submit a

revised part A permit application Ic EPA

pursuant to 40 CFR 270.72, with a cops

to state permitting authorities, Athough

‘hese factaurs must make appropriate

waste coda (nd unit type. if a;rJ’.na’::

mcdli:’ i cns ti reflect the nr. s- i.i

the wast:s art. aready regulated 35

wastes under the authomdzed stac

program. Acccrdingly, such wastes nia.

not be subject to any new management

requirements as a result of this rule ic

they are managed in tanks, land

I u i. .s. or other uuits dcscr ed

in 4( CF R parts 264lt65, subpa:ts I

through Q
Sornu pair: tied ard int.mimn st-ic:

facilities in authorized states w:iI hr

managing Ff132 wastes which are

hazardous as a result of the toxicit

rharacter stic, which became effective

en September 25, 1990, but were no

as EP wastes under thp
Ce

FR iri
o no stOle
seth us
are also
lays rule
edures for
m;ni bId ITI’i

after in’

jrn status
Is may be

h will
lit of today’s
P. These
Clint

a it
r.

icy also
..e authorized

slate program. As a result, if these

wastes are in a previously unregulated

unit, they will he subject to the self

i:nplernei:Lng Feieral star:dcrds fur

baard(us wsstu ana’smcnt at 10

part 2h5 until permit issuance (lot

interim status facilities) or modifca: n

(for permitted facilities). After permit

issuance or modification, the Federu’

permitting standards at 40 CFR part 264

will apply to these wastes (or the state

Treudy operating under interim status, da for hazardous waste

md (3) facilities that have been issued a .

ement.

CRA permit.
1ui-mittecI and intej’im status facilities

Permitted and interim status facilities which manage a solid waste that is

:an also be affected by today’s rule ii newly defined as hazardous waste as a

two distinct ways: (1) The facility may result of today’s rule must also submit

already be managing wastes that are Class I pet-mit modification requests or

hazardous under the existing EP or -r part A permit apptication revisions to

rules and which also are wastes new?’, EPA. Facilities must manage these

listed under today’s rule (and thua the wastes 10 accordance with 40 CFR part

waste would have a new waste code), or 285 or 40 CFR part 2f34 until permit

(2) the facility may be managing a solid modification or issuance, depending on

waste which is newly subject to whether the waste is managea in a

regulation as a result of today’s listing, newly regulated or previously regulated

Of course, generators that qualify for unit.

the accumulation provisions of § 282.34

are not considered to be TSDF’s with

respect to wastes managed under that

provision and are not subject to

permitting for those activities. The

following sections describe the

compliance obligations for facilities that

have units subject to permittinR due to

today’s listings.
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KOPPER5 Koppers Industries, Inc.

INDUSTRIES RO.Boxl6O
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (101) 226-4588

August 2, 1991

Mr. Brian Donaldson AU&rb 7United States Environmental Protection Agency ‘ i9
Region IV
345 Courtland Street, N.E. p0,1 •ri1

Atlanta, Georgia

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. Clayton

JDC/jrb

CC :SMabry
/ Ms. Dept. of Environmental Quality

Bureau of Pollution Control
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Ms. 39289—1385

R. S. Ohlis, K—l750
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NEWCOMER, SHAFFER, BIRD & SPANGLER

LAWYERS

WAYNE E. SIIAPPER CORNER OF LYNN & MAPLE STREETS

DAVID C. NEWCOMER BRYAN, orno 435O6-891

JOHN S. SHAFFER ThLEPHONE: 636-3196

STEVEN K. BIRD FAx: 836-0867

MICHAEL W. SPANOLER AR CooE 419

MICHAEL A. SUAFFER
ARTHUR S. NEWCOMER

J. ROBERT GEESEY

July 31, 1991 0i’CouNSET.

JAMES A. HUTTON

1939-1984

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,

Sc



t1L—i--i99i Ø9:7 FROM EEZEP EN’JIPONNENTAL TO 9601354S612 P.01

Envrørnta1 Servis
436 Seventh Aiene
Pittsbu:gh, PA 15219
Phcne 412.227-2500
F: 412-227-250

DATE

COMMENTS

FAX COVER SET

PI.EA$E FORWARD FAX TO: ——

FAX NUMBER:

_________________

FROM: - _sjf

eaer East, Inc.
FAX Number: (412) 227—2950

Number of pae to follow:

Conrnnts: 4i,q t?.4- C

If yo.t have ?fl qstioris garing this fax, please call

Dcnna Koph at, 412) 227—241

Thank you for your h1p in istrib.ating this faxHi
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NEWCQR SR?fER, BIRD & SPANOLER
LAWYERS

wnc !- KA’?ER cQn OX 7Y XAPL ZrI
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qTQfl$ iiO.w G8øt9ø

. MRD Pix e3e-oeev
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‘, aoar
July 31., 1991

A. K7JZO1
i494

Mr. iak Hansen
Beazer East XflCb

Re W,yne E, and Ltacille B. Carlin

Dear Mr. Wansen3

I had previously, by facsimile trnission, wa yo a letter on
behalf of Wayne Carlin. Apparently, he letter did rot find its way
to your herefcre, am forwaraing you a. 5econd letter with our
cnts and request or corrections and modifi:ation ‘cc the proposed
access agreement, Set forth below is e. summary of cur oonixnents,

your .OQument spec,f ca.ly provides that the areemerrt i riot to be
considered as an easeert. !‘c is our contention that the language in
the agzeement does give rise to the creation of an asement. a8ement
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 eent to use and enjoy the land in some limited fashion.
Therefore, we believe that it hou1d be captioned as such and that the
se’cence in the agrent gardin an easement be deleted.

Carlin is also requesting that independent testing be performed on
his behalf. Specifically, Mr. Carlin is requested that 3 samples be
taken at ‘ocations to be determined by Mr. Carlin and/or his
authorized aent, and that these samples be tested in the same manner

.

in wiic the samples taken by eazer will he tested. ?urthermorej Nr.
Carlin shall be provided copies of reports, data, information,
conclusions, reccwnendations .nd all other work product that impact on
the environmenta. condition of the
samples t&cen at the request of Mr. Carlin,

— —--- ——--------‘
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p

Mr. Mark Hansen
July 31, 1991
Page2

We are also concerned as to the manner in which the easemeçt is to be
terminated. Your proposed agreement provides “At such time when
monitoring wells and other exploratory borings are no longer needed,
Eeazez shaLl remove and abatdon each i accordance with applicable
requirements o the State of Mississippi.” It would be our hope that
an abèolute time limit, e.g., 1, 2, 3, 5 years, be included as a part
of that paragraph.

Zf these proposed modifications are acceptable, we will be more than
happy to redraft the proposed agreement.

very truly yours,

Bird & Spangler

Sc
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

• REGION IV.l pAO

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA. GE0RGA 30365

JUL 2 5 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
chiorophenolic, 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
Auqust 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 n Recycled Paper
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If you fail to make such notification, your facility must ceaseoperation of the drip pad area on or before August 7, 1991.Continued operation of this area without such notificationcould result in a violation of RCRA arid the assessment ofpenalties.

If you have any questions concerning this matter, pleasecontact Brian Donaldson at (404) 347-7603.
Sincerely,

4ohn E. Dickinson, P.E., ChiefWaste Compliance SectionRCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Enclosures

cc: Sam Mabry, NDEQ

z



BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15.2j9. USA.

j ii
JL

June 28, 1991 !. ;‘ ..
€

,,I
—

Ms. Gail Macalusa
Mississippi Department of

Environmental Quality
Bureau of Pollution Control
P.O. 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 Farmunits at the Grenada facility to reflect the completion ofanother year of post—closure care, which commenced upon thecertification of closure of the subject hazardous wastemanagement units. The post—closure costs, for which we arefinancially assuring, will be reduced by estimated costs for oneyear and will reflect estimated costs for the remaining 27 and 26years of post—closure activity for the Surface Impoundment andAsh Farm respectively. We assume that this is an approvedreduction, unless we hear from you to the contrary.

Please do not hesitate to contact me at (412)227—2189, or RussellVorpe at (412) 227—2821 if you have any questions.

Sincerely

James A. Werling
Program Manager — Environmental Services

JAW/dlk

cc: R. G. Hamilton
R. S. Vorpe DViSON OP SOLID ASTE: (US EPA)

_________

DATE JLk

.
i1!N& ii
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 675 195859

July 8, 1991

00

Mr. James A. Werling
Seazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburg, PA 15219

Dear Mr. Werling:

RE: Comprehensive Groundwater
Monitoring Inspection
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, MS

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 (MCL8) for groundwater are established using total
concentrations.

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P0 BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961.5171
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Mr. James A. Werling
July 8, 199].
Page 2

If you have questions concerning this matter, please contact Mr. David
Pentecost at (601) 961—5171,

Sincerely,

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



0’ 0
BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

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

Dear Mr. Hopper:

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.

Sincerely,

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager—Environmental Services

/1 dh

cc: J. Werling
M. Hansen



BEAZER EAST, [NC., 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 Qf 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,

/Jane M. Patarcaty
Program Manager—Envirornnental Services

/ldh

cc: Mark Hansen

‘I,
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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.

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.
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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:

____________________

1
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June 7, 1991

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.
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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,

1/VL ?%j
Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager — Environmental Services

JMP/dlk

cc: J. Mark Hansen
J. Werling
R. G. Hamilton
J. D. Clayton (Ku - Grenada)
J. Batchelder (Ku)
T. Hopper- (MDEQ)



Dear Mr. Scarbrough:
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 U’
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June 6, 1991

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, GA 30365

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi
Personnel Change

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,

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager — Environmental Services

cc: B. Nolan
M. Hansen
T. Hopper - (MDEQ)
P. Anderson - (EPA)
J. D. Clayton (Ku - Grenada)
S. Smith (Ku)
J. Batchelder (Ku)

JMP/dlk



FOPPER5 Koppers Industries, Inc.INDUSTRIES RO.Boxl6O
Tie Plant, MS 38960

(601) 226-4584
(601) 226-4588

Ron Morgan, City Manager
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 listings include:

F032 for wastes from wood treating plants which use clorophenolic
formulations, and

F034 for wastes from wood treating plants whih use creosote
formulations.

F035 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 listings 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) (1) Domestic sewage; and

(ii) Any mixture of domestic sewage and other wastes that passes
through a sewer system to a publicly4-owned treatment works
for treatment.

2) Industrial waste water discharges that are point source discharges
subject to regulation under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act, as
amended.

This notification is being provided to you by Ku to meet the notification
requirements of 40 CFR 403.12 (p)(i). That section requires us to provide you
with the following information:

May 30, 1991



KOPPER5 Koppers Industries Inc.INDUSTRIES R0.Boxl6O
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 chiorophenolic formulations.

Hazardous Waste Number: F032 (and/or F034)

Type of Descharge: Continuous

Estimated mass and concentration of constituents:

Constituent Annual Mass Monthly Mass

Pentachiorophenol 1 1/12 of lb.

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,

Li. 0. 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



oc

Dear Mr. Scarbrough:

Irwk4 Co
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FEDERAL EXPRESS

Agency
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BEAZER EAST, INC.1 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

June 7, 1991

Mr. James H. Scarbrough, P.E., Chief
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Waste Management Division
U.S. Environmental Protection
Region IV
345 Courtland Street, N.E.
Atlanta, GA 30365

Re: Update on Soil Pile Status
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

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). In
May of this year, Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) 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, Ku 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.
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Mr. James H. Scarbrough
June 7, 1991
Page 2

If you have any questions or comments, please call me at 412/227—
2185.

Sincerely,

Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager — Environmental Services

JMP/dlk

Enclosure

cc: B. Nolan — w/o Enclosure
J. Mark Hansen
R. G. Hamilton
T. Hopper (MDEQ)
J. D. Clayton (Ku-Grenada)
S. Smith (Ku)
J. Batchelder (Ku)
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

March 22, 1991

Mr. Thad Hopper
Hazardous Waste DivisionState of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Analytical Results Soil PileKoppers Industries, Inc.Tie Plant, Mississippi

As per my February 8, 1991 letter regarding the ComplianceEvaluation 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,

*/7
Jane M. Patarcity
Program Manager—Environmental Services

Dear Mr. Hopper:

/ldh

I “-
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cc: M. Hansen
R. Clayton - Ku
J. Batchelder - XII
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Interoffice Correspondence

To D. L. King From R. D. Hepner
Location North Little pock Location Monroeville
Subject Grenada Date October 13, 1988(176900)

Attached are the results of the analyses on theTank Farm composite sample received on September 19, 1988.

P. 0. Hepner

PDH/wce

Attachment

cc: 1. Anderson

RECEIVED
DEC 281988

KEYSTONE
Environmental Resources



TABLE OF CONTENTS PRODUCED ON 10/13/88 AT 12:39 PAGE

3AMPLE * SOURCE DESCRIPT DATE—COL DATE—REC ORD #

36090573 TANK FARM SOIL SAMPLE 09/08/88 09/19/88 M9809088
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KEYSE QYIRONMENTAL RESOURCENQ

TABLE 1: SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL DATA PRODUCED ON 10/13/68 AT 12:40 PAGE

SAMPLE 4* RSLT. LNE SOURCE

FIXED .RSIDUE
89090573 Z Fixed Residue @550 : 88.4 TANK FARMX SOLIDS
68090573 X Solids @103 C : 98. 0 TANK FARMGROSS HEAT OF COMBUSTION
88090573 I3TU/lb : 1020 TANK FARMHEXAVALENT CHROMIUM
88090573 Chromium (+6)mg/Kg : <5. 00 TANK FARMOIL & GREASE, TOTAL RECOVERABLE GRAVIMETRIC88090573 Oil & Grease, mg/Kg 37500 TANK FARMORGANIC NITROGEN
88090573 Org. Nitrogen, mg/Kg... : 322 TANK FARMTOTAL ORGANIC SULFUR
88090573 Tot. Org. SulFur1mg/Kg 345 TANK FARMCYANIDE (FREE)
88090573 Cjanide(Free) mg/Kg.... : <0.250 TANK FARMCYANIDE (TOTAL)
88090573 Ctjanide1 mg/Kg : <0.250 TANK FARMpH
88090573 Soil pH1 units 7. 80 TANK FARMTOTAL ORGANIC HALOGENS
88090573 TaX, mg/Kg : 1690 TANK FARM

The above results are on an as received basis.
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TABLE 2: SUMMARY OF METALS DATA PRODUCED ON 10/13/88 AT 12:41 PAGE

SAMPLE 4 RSLT. LNE
SOURCE

ANTIMONY
88090573
ARSENIC
88090573
BARIUM
88090573
CADMIUM
88090573
CHROMIUM
88090573
COBALT
88090573
COPPER
88090573
IRON
88090573
LEAD
89090573
MAGNESIUM
88090573
MERCURY
89090573
NI C KEL
88090573
SELENIUM
88090573
SILVER
86090573
TITANIUM
88090573
ZINC
88090573

Aritimony ug/Kg

Arsenic, ug/Kg

Barium, ug/Kg

Cadmium, ug/Kg

Chromium ug/Kg

Cobalt, ug/Kg

Coppers ug/Kg

Iron, ug/Kg

Lead, ug/Kg

Magnesium ug/Kg.

Mercur ug/Kg

Nickel, ug/Kg

Selenium, ug/Kg

Silver, ug/Kg

Titanium, ug/Kg

Zinc, ug/Kg

<6000

8960

91900

734

30800

<5000

40000

12200000

60800

5460000

261

5790

<500

<1000

98600

394000

TANK Fi’RM

TANK FRM

TANK FARM

TANK FiRM

TANK FRM

TANK FeRM

TANK FeRM

TANK FiRM

TANK FM

TANK FeRM

TANK FNM

TANK FiM

TANK FRM

TANK F,RM

TANK FRM

TANK FeJTh

The above results are on a drnj weight basis.
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Interoffice Correspondence

To R. D. Hepner From Vaughn Romell
Location KER/ASD Location AS
Subject Grenada:5010000 (3705) Date October 6, 1988

Your samples have been examined by infrared spectral (IR) techniques forcharacterization with the following results:
Your Sample No. AL No. Identification

Blank 182838 Polydimethyl siloxane (siliconegrease), phthalate ester, minorhydrocarbon oil.
88090573 182839 Mixture of polynuclear aromatichydrocarbons (creosote components)and an aliphatic hydroc’arbon

(petroleum) oil.

Creosote/oil ratio* = 80/20

*The creosote/oil ratio is calculated assuming a mixture of Grade 1creosote and Nujol mineral oil 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 promotional purposes, it should be noted that Koppers Company, Inc. does not allow the use of its name to be contained in advertising and/or promotionalmaterial.

Vaughn Rornell
/cb

cc: D.Grandy
R.Obrycki
Files
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Interoffice Correspondence

To 0. King From R. 0. Hepner

Location North Little Rock Location Monroeville

Subject Grenada Date August 3. 1988(187700)

Attached are the results of the analyses on the soilsample received on July 25. 1988.

P. 0. Hepner

PDH/wce

Attachment
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KEYSTONE ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES fl4C.==============__=====1====== ==========—======

TABLE OF CONTENTS PRODUCED ON 09/03/88 AT 10:38 PAQE=====—======——=================== ===============—_========

SAMPLE * SOURCE DESCRIPT DATE—COL DATE-REC ORD *
98070546 SOIL SAMPLE TANK FARM AREA 07/22/88 07/25/88 116807115

:
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KEYSTONE ENVIRONMENTAL RESDURCES INC.

==============—=========== =============I=======

ABLE 1: SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL DATA PRODUCED ON 08/03/88 AT 10:39 PAGE
============================

AMPLE # RSLT. LNE SOURCE

SOLIDS
8070546 Z Solids €103 C 92.6 SOIL SNIPLE
ENTACHLOROP HENDL
8070546 PCP ug/g : 1040000 SOIL SAIIPLE

he above results are on an as received basis.
he Pentachiorophenol identification is from retention data only.
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Koppers Industries, Inc

I N D U S T R I E S
436 Seventh Avenur

__I_
Prttsburg ,

Telephone: (412) 227-200
FAX: (412) 227-202;

August 3, 1989

Mr. Platt Moore
GSX 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 concerhing “First Third”

from No to Yes.

4. Attached is joint completed EP tax results which we would like to make

part of this ARF.

Sincerely yours,

Jack L. Stephenson
Purchasing Agent

JLS/mjg

Enclosure

cc: Mr. D. Kerschner — K—1450
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KOPPERS 1TDUSTh1ES, INC.
GRENADA PLANT

WORK ORDER # M89O7.47

KEYSTONE-MONROEVILLE



Oc 00\ 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 Building
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 review.

Your confidence in our service is appreciated. We Idok forward to serving you again.

Sincerely,

I
cL f)2//4i
,John M. Flaherty

,-2 Laboratory Director
(.‘ Analytical Division of

Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.

JMF/pb

Enclosures

cc: J. Campbell
S. Hartley



KEYSTONE ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES. INC.
CASE NARRATIVE

A. WORK ORDER M89—07 .47

B. SAMPLE NUMBERS 001

C. SHIPPING PROBLEMS

II ANALYSIS

No Chain—of—custody

A. .NALYSIS PROBLEMS None

COMMENTS None

4Zfr
‘ , PR3.ET MANAGE/

00

I GENERAL
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WOF:K ORDER: N85—(’7.47

REPORT TO; DATE RECEIVED: 12-JUL-19B9
- Grenada DATE REPORTED: 29—JUL-l9B9

K \tone Consultirio
PREPARED BY:
Keystone Environmental Resource
3000 Tech Center Drive

ATTENTION: Jack Stephenson Mzniroeville, PA 1514
(412) 825-9600

PROJECT ID: 155000—02
P.O. NUMBER:

CERTIFIED BY

______________

PleasE call the aOov’s rurnDer iT you nave any CUeEtionts reG.ardirt tr1is Nork
Order. NOTE: All samles will be retained for 60 days. Unused soil and
waste samples will be returned- to you at no char;e. Alternately, Keystone
can make disposal arrangement for a fee.

Samples included in this report:
Keystone Clients Date Sample
Sample ID Sample Name Collected Matrix

M89—Y7.47—001 TANK FAR lO—JUL— 1989 SOIL

nalyses ai-id Des-c riptions referred to in this report.

Ana lye is ID Parameter Description

EPTOX EPTox As, Ea,Cd .Cr .Ho,Se,Ag,Pb
PCP Per,tachlorophenol (Koppers SC Method)

)
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Siamary of Malytical Results

Date received: 12-fl-1989 Custaer: Seizer - Grenada Job sane: N89-07.47

Sasples

keystone ID 47-001
Date Sapled 10-JUL-1989
Customer ID T( F

Parameters (kilts

EPTOX LETE
PIP uWL 532

EPTOX flS
Arsenic mgfL (0.100
Darius mgIL (0.200
Cathha mglL (0.005
Chromiia mgfL (0.010
Nercury mqA (0.0002
Lead mg/L (0.100
Selenius mgIL (0.100
Silver aWL (0.010

S

..
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Return Receipt Requested

FEB 1 4 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 aninitiative called the Accidental Release Information Program (ARIP). The purpose of thisprogram is to learn more about the causes of accidental releases of hazardous substancesfrom certain fixed facilities, and the actions which could be taken to prevent them fromreoccu rn ng.

We are currently investigating the circumstances surrounding the following hazardoussubstance releases:

DATE NRC ID# Substance Quantity1 2/23/88 21570 60/40 Creosote/Coal 200.00 gals.3/15/90 12189 Creosote,CoalTar 250.00 gals.3/28/90 13067 Creosote,Coal Tar 200.00 gals.

Our investigation concerns the actions that have been taken as a result of the releases and thepotential for future releases from this facility which may endanger public health, welfareor the environment.

Pursuant to the authority of Section 104 (b)(1) and (e), of the ComprehensiveEnvironmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), 42 U.S.C. Sections9604(b)(1) and (e), you are requested to respond to the questions in the enclosedAccidental Release Prevention Questionnaire as they relate to the above referenced release ofa hazardous substance. Your response shall include all information requested which is inyour possession, custody or control, or which is in the possession, custody, or control of anyof your employees, officers, or agents.

A separate questionnaire should be submitted for each release event identified above. Youmay reproduce the questionnaire locally, or you may submit a computer printout thatprovides the requested information in the identical format. Your response should be sent toEPA within thirty (30) calendar days of your receipt of this letter. Requests for areasonable extension of time can be discussed with the Agency.

Printed on Recyced P

C C
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IV

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365

rtIfId MII
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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 thepublic only In accordance wih the procedures set forth in 40 CFR Part 2, Subpart B. Unlessa business confidentiality claim is asserted at the time the requested information issubmitted, EPA may make this information available to the public without further notice toyou.

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT & BUDGET (0MB) HAS EXTENDED THE APPROVALPERIOD FOR THIS INFORMATION COLLECTION ThROUGH APRIL 30, 1991.
Your completed response should be sent to:

Ms. Shirley Coverson, ARIP Coordinator
Title Ill Unit
U.S. EPA, Region IV
345 Courtland Street, NE
Atlanta, Georgia 30365

If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Shirley Coverson at404/347-1033 ext. 42.

Sincerely yours,

Winston A. Smith, Director
Air, Pesticides & Toxics Management Division

Enclosure

cc: Mr. J.E. Maher, Chairman
Mississippi Emergency Response Commission

Mr. Charles H. Chisolm, P.E.
DIreor, Bureau of Pollution Control
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Chicago, Illinois 60601-6969
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‘1 - 312 86i 1400 Telephone

February 7, 1991 312 565-0832 Facsimile

25-4161 Telex

Mr. Sam Mabry
Mississippi Dept. of Natural Resources
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289-0385

Re: Grenada Tie Plant (Koppers) - Grenada, MS

Dear Mr. Mabry:

This letter is a formal request for the release of
documents under the Freedom of Information Act V’FOIA”).

I am requesting the following information, but not limited
to:

1. 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.

2. 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).

3. 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.

4. Copies of any newspaper articles, personal files or
any other documents relating to pollution on or near
the captioned site.

5. 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

I
Lo n don
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Mr. Sam Mabry
January 7, 1991
Page 2

documents. If you have
please call me at (312)
your assistance.

any questions regarding this request,
861-1400, ext. 4145. Thank you for

Sincerely,

PETERSON & ROSS

I

TG/cam
OO3lacam

A4jL

Tricia Grogan
Legal Assistant

DVS)X DF SOLD WAS
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DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABLJS
GOVERNOR

&D D. ® (-- Te
TO: Bill Barnett, Sam Mabry, Barry Royals,

Don Scott, Dwight Wylie

FROM: Charles Chisoim

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.

We will not charge for up to 50 c However, for more
than 50 copies, ‘we will charge cents age beginning with
the first page.

3. When convenient, 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
help. In 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.

When others are making the copies we must have someone who
is responsible for the file “in the vicinity”.

4. All payments for copies should be received before copies _

are released.

5. Charges will not be made for copies for other governmental
organizations.

I may make exceptions to this procedure when I determine it
is in the public interest. In my absence, you may do the

) same.

CHC: els

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P.O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601)961-5171
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

FEB

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
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Hopper:

This letter provides a response to your January 22, 1991correspondence regarding the Compliance Evaluation Inspectionconducted by the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality(MDEQ) at the above-referenced facility. Specific responses tothe 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 fenceinstalled.

Response:

The fence surrounding the former surface impoundment wasremoved during closure and inadvertently not replaced whenclosure was completed. Within 60 days, a barbed wire fence,which will include a minimum of four strands of wire, willbe reinstalled around the perimeter of the former surfaceimpoundments. The appropriate signs will be postedfollowing 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 forPost—Closure core maintenance.
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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 completedinspection log sheets will be maintained in the plant files.

Soil Piles

Stockpiled soil at the facility is from two locations.

Soil stockpiled in the southern portion of the facility is theresult of drip track construction activities at the plant.
Specifically, Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) made a business
decision to install concrete drip tracks in front of their woodpreserving process area. Excavation of soil was necessary forthis construction. This project was considered environmentallybeneficial from the continuing operations standpoint as futurepotential incidental drippage will be intercepted and
infiltration of precipitation will be mitigated thereby
preventing any leaking of residual constituents in the soilunderlying the area.

This activity was initiated in October 1990 and completed inFebruary 1991. Approximately 4000 tons of this soil is
stockpiled from this excavation at the former waste treatmentsystem area (SWMU 11). The soil was segregated into piles whichare 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 thereport entitled “Soil and Groundwater Investigation of SolidWaste Management Units (SWMUs) (Keystone 1989) based on samplingand 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 otherfacilities indicate that this material is non-hazardous. Thesedata can be supplied, if requested.

Soil stored in the south yard under the lumber shed is from
excavations from under the creosote work tanks. Approximately1000 tons of soil are present at this location. This soil hasbeen stockpiled since October 1988.

Although we have indications that this material has been sampledfor parameters other than TCLP analyses in the past, Beazer East,Inc. does not have this data available. Once this data is
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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
Phase 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 (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 412/22 7—
2185.

Sincerely,

Jaze M. Patarcity
Program Manager—Envirónmental Services

/lpd

cc: B. Nolan
M. Hansen
R.G. Hamilton
R. Clayton - Ku
S. Smith - Ku
J. Batchelder - Ku
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PLEASE FORWARD FAX TO; Vc
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har1

SEAlER 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 ofEnvironmental Quality
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Compliance Evaluation InspectionKoppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant, Mississippi

Dear ;ir. Hopper:

TsIs letter provides a response to your January 22, 1991-‘tirrespondence regarding the Compliance Evaluation InspectIonnthicLed by the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality(EQ) at the above-referenced facility. Specific responses tothe concerns outlined in your letter are provided below:
Comment 1:

1yTyf3 264.14 and MHWMP 88—543—01, Attachment I and Appesc?ix D:FEiYv€ to ‘rJntain security device. No signs posted or fence

zponse:

-P228 fence surrounding the former surface impounthriit wacrrz-z during closure and inadvertentiy not repiutc wL.:,:c1czre was completed. Within 60 days, a barbed wftWL:;-bt will include a minimum of four strands of witbe reinstalled around the perimeter of the former simpounciits. The appropriate signs will be postedfollowinç nnstruction of the fence.

Conugent 2:

MIIWMR 264.15 and MIJWMP 88-543-01 Attachment I, Appendix 2;Failure to follow Post-Closure inspection form developed forPost-Closure core maintenance.
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Mr • Thad Hopper
February 8, 1991
Page 3

located, we will toward this information to you.

To further characterize the material stockpiled under the lumbershed, sampling and analysis will be completed as part of thePhase II Rn. On composite soil sample will be collected forwery 500 tons of stockpiled soil. The soil will be analyzed forthe parameters provided in Table 5-1 of the RRA Facility
Investigation Phase II Work Plan (Keystone, 1990) in addition toWLP analyses.

Remediation of this material will be incorporated into the
overall corrective action to be conducted at the facility. Thissoil will be considered in the Corrective Measures Study (015)
which will be initiated following completion of the PSI. The 015will evaluate, develop, and recommend corrective action
ciltssnatives to address this soil, in addition to other
otentially impacted soils, if necessary.

If yo have any questions or comments, please call me at 412/22 7-
21$SQ

Sincerely,

\\••\ /
Caz1e K. Patarcity
Program Manager-Envircnmental Ser?ices

/lpcY

c: 5. Nolan
H. Hansen
.G. Hamilton
R4 Clayton - KIl
s. Smith - KU
j• I3atchelder - KII
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Dear Mr. Hopper:

“(1. 00
BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

January 28, 1991

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

This letter requests a 7—day extension for submission of theresponse to your January 22, 1991 correspondence regarding theCompliance Evaluation Inspection at the above—referenced
facility. This extension is requested to adequately address theconcerns provided in your letter.

Your assistance in this matter is appreciated. If you have anyquestions, please call me at 412/227—2185.

Sincerely,

I ) 4- I
/i i/ ‘Ct- L•
(iane M. Patarcity

Program Manager—Environmental Services

— /41

/ (v A
/

I

/1pd

cc: M. Hansen
J.D. Clayton - Ku
J. Batchelder - Ku

FEDERAL EXPRESS
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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,

/ ) Jane M. Patarcity

(/ Program Manager—Environmental Services

/ lpd

cc: J. Clayton - Ku
J. .Batchelder - XII
R. Haimann- D&M
.8. Nolan
T. Hopper - MSDNR



I
D Q Beazer East, Iic. (‘ 0436 Seventh Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 __—7 rFax: 412-227-2950 ¶
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September 11, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gail MacalusaHazardous Waste DivisionMississippi Department of NaturalResources
Bureau of Pollution Control2380 Highway 80 WestJackson, MS 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.Grenada, MississippiSurface Impoundment — Post—ClosureDetection Monitoring ProgramMSD 007 027 543
Dear Ms. Macalusa:

On June 28, 1988, Koppers Company, Inc. was issued a Hazardous
Waste Permit (No. 88—543-01) for the facility located in Grenada,
Mississippi. This permit was modified on February 23, 1990, to
include additional constituents for the detection monitoring
program as part of post—closure core requirements. In Part
IV.F.l of the permit, the Behrens-Fisher student t-test is to be
used for statistical comparisons. An examination of the Grenada
data shows that most of the upgradient and downgradient well
measurements are below the detection limits for each of the
original five permit constituents (naphthalene; acenaphthalyene;
fluoranthene; 2, 4-dinitrophenol; and pentachlorophenol).
Therefore, a background mean value cannot be determined and the
Behrens-Fisher method cannot be appropriately utilized.Because of the high number of non-detects in the Grenada
groundwater monitoring data, the following two documents,
prepared by Dr. William R. Kodrich, Clarion University of
Pennsylvania, are enclosed for your consideration:

1. Results of statistical analyses of data for the original
five parameters specified in the Ku Grenada Hazardous
Waste Permit issued to Ku’s Grenada facility.2. Recommended statistical procedures for comparing mean
background well concentrations with mean downgradient
compliance well concentrations at Ku’s Grenada facility.
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/ Ms. Gail Macalusa

September 11, 1990//
Page2

Dr. Kodrich has presented several statistical methods to be usedunder various monitoring data situations (e.g., the percentage ofnon-detects). These methods are included in those recommended inthe 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 MIMMR
264.

As operator of the unit, Beazer East, Inc. requests the approvalby 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 Ku’s Grenada
facility (see Part IV.F.1). We believe that this statisticalprogram is more appropriate for the Grenada facility.

If you have any questions, please call me at 412/227-2952.

Sincerely,

Mathew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

/lpd
Enclosures

cc: B.S. Nolan
J.D. Clayton - Ku
J. Batchelder - Ku
D. King - KER



CLARION LiI4?ERSITY 00f Pennsylvania

August 29, 1990RECOMMENDAT IONS:

Koppers Industries, Inc.Grenada, MS, Plant

Statistical procedures for comparing mean background
well concentrations with mean compliance well
concentrations for:

napthal ene
acenapthal ene
f luoranthene
pen tach I orophenol2,4—dint trophenol2,3,4,6—tetrachiorophenol2,4,6—trichlorophenol2,4-dichiorophenol2,4—dimethyiphenol2-ch I orophenol

2-ni trophenol
2—methyl--4,6-dini trophenol4—ni trophenol
4-chl oro-3-methylphenolphenol
acenaphthene
benzo( a)anthracenebenzo( a)pyrenebenzo(b) fluoranthenebenzo(g,h, i )perylenebenzo( k )f luoranthenechrysene

dibenz (a ,h )anthracenef I uorene
phenanthrene
ideno( 123—cd)pyrenepyrene
bis(2-ethylhexyl )phthalatchromi urn
mercury

The methods recommended are those recommended in the
EPA guidance document Statistical Analysis j
Ground-Water Monitoring Data at RCRA (Resource
Conservation and Recovery Facilities, Interim
Final Guidance (EPA Guidance Document, Feb 89).PREPARED BY:

William R. Kodrich, Ph. 0.Professor of Biology

‘4 Unit of the Srnto v’.—
-

—
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Mean background well concentrations for each
constituent will be compared with mean compliance well
concentrations for each constituent. The procedures
recommended here meet the requirements of MHWMR 264.

Recommendations for statistical methods are based on
two major categories of collected data: 1) data containing
50% or more of nondetects, and 2) data containing less than
50% nondetects or no nondetects.
Data Containing 50% 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 a minimum of five (5) detectable values to be
valid. If there are less than five values, a Poisson method
will be applied.

Data Containing Less Than 50% Nondetects or No Nondetects:
If the observations contain between 15% and 50%

nondetects, we will treat the nondetects as ties and proceed
with a nonparametric analysis of variance (ANOVA). The
recommended nonparametric method is the Kruskal-Wallis 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
1st, 1990
2nd, 1990
3rd, 1990

Each (—) represents a well value for a given date. If
significance is found, the Simultaneous Test Procedure of
Dwass (Sokal and Rohlf, 1981) for multiple comparisons will
be employed.

If there are only two groups, the Mann—Whitney U—Test
or Wilcoxon Test for nonpararnetric comparison of two samples
will be used. This method permits the comparison of one up
gradient well with one down gradient well.

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 met before
applying the parametric ANOVA method: 1) observations must
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be normally distributed, and 2) the group variances must be
homogeneous.

If both assumptions are met, we will proceed with a
one—way ANOVA (Sokal and Pohlf, 1981). If there are only
two wells to be compared, the one—way ANOVA is equivalent to
a t—test. In the case of comparing the means of three or
more well, if the means are found to be significantly
different a multiple range test will be employed. The
Student-Newrnan-Keuls Multiple Range Test is recommended
(Sokal and Rohlf, 1969).

Before proceeding with the ANOVA, data 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 g() = 0 will be tested with the
t-test (Sokal and RohIf, 1969, 1981).

If the data fail the test of normality, the
observations will be transformed by taking their natural
logarithms. The test of normality is then repeated on the
transformed data.

If untransformed or transformed data fail the test for
normality, the data will be subjected to the nonparametric
Kruskal-Wallis test referred to above.

If the data satisfy the assumption of normality, the
data will be subjected to Bartlett’s test for homogeneity of
variances will be employed. If the variances within groups
are found to be heteroscedastic the nonparametric
Kruskal—Wallis test will be used.

References
Sokal, Robert P. and F. James Rohlf. 1969. Biometry.First Edition. W. H. Freeman and Company. SanFranc i sco.

Sokal, Robert P. and F. James RohIf. 1981. Biometry.Second Edition. W. H. Freeman and Company. SanFrancisco.



CLARION UIERSITYPennsylvania
Clarion, Pennsylvania 16214 (814) 226-2000

August 29, 1 990 —---———iRE:
1. Koppers Industries, Inc.Grenada, MS. Plant

1 22. Recommendations for statistical analysis ofdetection monitoring program for surfaceimpoundments with proportion of nondetects >50%.
3. Results of statistical analyses of data for2,4—dinitrophenol, pentachlorophenol, fluoranthene,acenaphthylene, and naphthalene.

PREPARED BY:

William P. Kodrich, Ph. 0.Professor of Biology

In general, the permit recommends guidelines presented
in the guidance document Statistical Analysis jGround-Water Monitoring Data at RCRA (Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act) Facilities, Interim Final Guidance (EPA
Guidance Document, Feb 89).

Examination of the Grenada data shows that mostbackground (up gradient) well measurements are below the
detection limit. For each of the parameters examined, one
value in one of the six compliance wells is above the
detection limit.

Condition IV.E.2 of the permit says ‘The Permittee
shall establish a background mean value for each constituent
listed in Condition IV.E.1 based on at least quarterlysampling of wells P-iC... .“ In Condition IV.F.1, the
permits says “The Permittee shall use the Behrens—Fisher
student’s t-test as described in Appendix IV of MHWMR Part
264 or an equivalent method approved by the ExecutiveDirector or the Department of Natural Resources to determine
if concentrations exceed the groundwater protectionstandards of this permit.’

Since almost all of the background (up gradient) well
values are below the detection limit for each constituent, a
background mean value cannot be determined and theBehrens-Fisher method cannot be utilized.

The permit recognizes that concentrations at or below
the detection limit may be obtained as in the case of the
data for the five constituents (2,4—dinitrophenol,pentachlorophenol , fluoranthene, naphthalene andacenaphythylene) you have provided to me. The permit says
in Condition IV.F.2 “When the concentration of a constituent
is reported by the laboratory as not detected or below the
minimum detection limit, the Permittee shall use the minimum
detection limit value reported for that constituent in
evaluation monitoring results.” The permit is not clear in‘A Unit of the State System of HWher Fd,,r#”
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establishing how the minimum detection limit will be used in
monitoring results.

However, in the EPA Guidance Document (Feb, 1989), when
the number of nondetectsin up gradient and down gradient
wells is very high (well over 50%) a proportions method or a
Poisson application is recommended. In the case of the
Grenada data, the Poisson method is recommended for
analyzing the data for all constituents.

The application of the Poisson method that I have
utilized is well documented in many references such as
Goldstein, 1964, and Runyon, 1985.. The results of the
application of the Poisson method to each parameter follows.
A level of significance (Type I error rate) of 1% was
utilized.

The table for 2,4-dinitrophenol shows that all
background well measurements (P-iD, P-1R) were below the
detection limit. Five of the compliance wells (P—8, R—8B,
R—9, P—9C, P-9D) had all measurements below the detection
limit. Compliance well R-7 had one value above the
detection limit. Application 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
P—7.

For the table for pentachlorophenol, all background
well values (wells P—iD, P—1P) were below detection limits.
All measurements for compliance wells P—7, P-8, R-8B, P-9,
and R—9C were below detection limits. In compliance well
P-9D, one measurement was recorded above the detection
limit. Application of the Poisson distribution indicates
that there is no evidence of contamination in well R—90.

Similar results are seen for fluoranthene. All but one
up gradient well values (wells P—iD, R-1P) are below the
detection limit. Compliance well values (wells R—7, P—8B,
R—9, R-9C, R-90) are below the detection limit. In
compliance well P-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 P—iD, R-1P) are below the detection limit.
Only one compliance well (P—7) has a value exceeding the
detection limit. Application of the Poisson distribution
method indicates that there is no evidence of contamination
in this well.

The value 24.8 micrograms/liter found for
, acenaphthylene appears to be the result of a laboratory

/ error in determining the concentration of this parameter.
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There is Insufficient data to test for an outlier. However,
in light of all the other measurements taken for thisparameter, this one value looks very suspicious. This value
Is probably a technical error In determining theconcentration.

Finally, the data for naphthalene shows that all
background well data (wells R-1O, R-1R) are below the
detection limit. Only one compliance well (well R—9) has a
concentration above the detection limit. Application of the
Poisson method indicates that there is no evidence of
contamination in this well.

Goldstein, Avram. 1964. Biostatistlcs. The MacNil IanCompany. New York. 272 pp.
Runyon, Richard P. 1985. Fundamentals of Statistics in the

Biological, Medical and Health Sciences. DuxburyPress. 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 Wood Preserving facility inGrenada, Mississippi, is the operator of a closed boiler ash disposal arealocated adjacent to a portion of the facilitys east property line. Thisarea was formerly used to dispose of ash generated from the burning of woodand wood wastes mixed with fuel additives. Some of the fuel-additivematerials burned in the past, are now classified as hazardous wastes, andthe ash generated is also a hazardous waste. In December, 1987, incompliance with an Administrative Order issued by the MississippiDepartment of Environmental Quality, Beazer installed four groundwatermonitoring wells around their boiler ash disposal area. Well M—1 islocated hydraulically upgradient from the dis:cosa1 area. Wells M—2, M—3,and M—4 are located hydraulically downgradient from well M—1, between thedisposal area and the property boundary. Analytical results have indicatedthe presence of pentachiorophenol, as well as many other hazardousconstituents associated with wood preserving processes, in significantconcentrations in the groundwater samples from wells M—2, M—3, and M—4.Because your property is located hydraulically downgradient from the ashdisposal area, there is reason to believe the contaminants have migrated inthe groundwater beyond the facility boundary and under your property.
According to the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976,Beazer must assess the extent of groundwater contamination beyond theirfacility boundary, and remediate the groundwater to levels considered to besafe to human health and the environment.

Beazer has informed us that they have attempted to secure access to yourproperty for the drilling and installation of monitoring wells. They have
indicated your hesitance to reach a formal agreement due to concern ofinterference with farming practices. Beazer also indicated they couldlocate 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



0 0
We can appreciate your apprehension regarding this matter; however, if the
groundwater beneath your property is indeed contaminated, it should beassessed and controlled as soon as possible to prevent furthercontamination. If we can be of any assistance in expediting the process or
in addressing questions or concerns you may have, please call me at (601)
961—5171.

Sincerely,

A
Gail Macalusa
Hazardous Waste Division

GM—13:lr
Pc: Mr. Matthew C. Plautz



\ KEYSTONEEN’IONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600 3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146 Fax: 412/825-9699

Ref. No. 176999-04

December 17, 1990

Bureau of Pollution Control

Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385 L DEC 2 0 199QP.O. Box 10385

Attn: J. Thad Hopper Or!

Enclosed are the field data sheets you requested from Grenada Mississippi. Asnoted on the data sheets, wells R-16 R-20 R-25 had product on the bottom. Well R6 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 wellsR-1OA and M-2 did go dry but recovered well. At the next sampling round they maynot 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,

‘V
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 Control
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289-0385

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada( MS Facility
MSD 007027543

Please be advised that there is a change in the technical contactfor .Beazer East, Inc. regarding the above—referenced facility.Ms. Jane M. Patarcity is the Program Manager and may be reachedat the following address:

436 Seventh Avenue
Suite 1450

Pittsburgh, PA 15219—1822
412/22 7—2185

Please call me at 412/227-2952 if you have any questions. I willhave other responsibilities within Beazer East, Inc., but will beavailable to assist or address any questions, if necessary.

Sincerely,

L\’
Matthew C. Plautz, P..
Program Manager—Environmental Services

cc: B. Nolan
R. Hamilton
J. Batchelder - 1(11
J. Clayton - XII
S. Spengler - MSDNR

00

Dear Ms. Macalusa

/lpd



Dear Mr. Jenkins:

00 00
BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

November 20, 1990

Mr. Steven 0. 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-HP?
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Montgomer, AL Facility

Please be advised that there is a change in the technical contactfor Beazer East, Inc. regarding the above—referenced facility.Ms. Jane M. Patarcity is the Program Manager and may be reachedat the following address:

436 Seventh Avenue
Suite 1450

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1822
412/22 7—2185

Please call me at 412/227-2952 if you have any questions. I willhave other responsibilities within Beazer East, Inc., but will beavailable to assist or address any questions, if necessary.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

Nolan
Hamilton
Meadows - Ku
Batchelder - Ku 25— 9oKeith Clark - ADEM
Malaier — ADEM
Spengler - MSDNR

c_

/lpd

cc: B.
R.
D.
J.
F.
D.
S. (7
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BEAZER EAS’l INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 SA

November 9, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

M G 1 M 1
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:

As you will recall, we informed you of a laboratory transcriptionerror involving Appendix IX data results from the June 20-22,1989 second quarter sampling event for the Grenada boiler ashlandfarm. We detailed the cause and effect of the datamanipulation error to you in a May 3, 1990 letter. Also includedwas documentation of the error and explanatory attachments fromour consultant, Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.

It was stated that Keystone would revise the affected Section 3.0of the 1989 RCRA Annual Groundwater Monitoring Summary for theGrenada facility to discuss the additional detected Appendix IXparameters. This revision has been completed and the replacementSection 3.0 and Table of Contents are enclosed.

Please call if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plau , P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services/lpd

cc: B. Nolan
J. .Batchelder - Ku
J. Clayton - Ku
D. King - KER
M. Urbassik - KER
S. Spengler - MSDNR
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BEAZER EAST, iNC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

I 1J

Det ‘“

November 2, 1990

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Bureau of Pollution Control
P. 0. 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,

Kussell S. Vorpe
Environmental Department
Regulatory Compliance Section

Enclosures
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STATE OF MSSISSPPI
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 fiscalyear ending June 30, 1990, and found the cost estimates adjusted by aninflation factor of 1.0378. On April 3, 1990, a memorandum was sent to allfacilities notifying of the 1989 inflation factor, 1.041. Pleaserecalculate the 1990 cost estimates and the financial test using theinflation factor of 1.041.

On September 24, 1990, a revised Part A application was submitted toreflect the transfer of ownership from Beazer Materials and Services toBeazer East, Inc. Form 3 Section III. B.—Process Design Capacity wasincorrectly filled out. This section should list both the closed interimstatus landfill, D80, and the closed surface impoundment, S04. Also, theprocess design capacity should be the amount of waste that was left inplace 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, P0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601)961-5171



0:

Mr. Matthew C. Plautz
Page 2
October 15, 1990

Environmental Quality Permit Board on November 13, 1990. If you have any
questions, please call me at (601) 961—5171.

Sincerely,

Gail Macalusa
Hazardous Waste Division

GM-9:dh
Enclosure
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

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 Landf arm; 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.

JIP:GM—55: ir
PC: Mr. James R. Batchelder, Ku

Mr. Matthew ‘C. Plautz, Beazer East
Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA

I. Palmer,
Executive Director

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, PC. BOX 10385. JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601)961-5171



I(OPPER5 Koppers Industries, Inc.I N D U S T R I E S 436 Seventh Avenue

__________________________________________________________________________________

Rttsburgh, PA 15219i3OO

TeIephon. (2) 227-21,01

J-!y , 19’

Divisio cf Soid arId :ACz’

2re!au D olluti’
Da’-trreI- fr atjra Re5Duv-$s

D 3-” lY
Je’ckcr, 1SSisjrj5. 39339

Enclosed is a revised \otiFicatiori of Recuiaed aste civity
for Kcncer-s nustnies Inc. Senada pla—t located i’ ie la”t,
S. The form reiousy subnitted vas c an 11/65 version ani
Jas —eturrec c s oy vou ofjce. lease call re t (412)27—
2o77 or h-. 3. D. ‘ioytn at the olant if yoi have qu astio’-’s.

Sincerely

T. Smith,
Environmental Prcçram snaer

cc: J D. C1ayton Srer.ada
3. . Batchelder, L(_1700
Bill Donley, K—1750
att Plau-tz, K—1450



Beazer East Inc flEnvironmental Services -‘

436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500
Fax: 412-227.2950

L. 8;’f

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,

Matthew C. Plaz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

/ lpd

cc: B. Nolan (w/o enclosure)
R. Yocius — KER (w/o enclosure)
J. Clayton - 1(11
J. Batchelder - Ku
G. Macalusa - MSDNR
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Beazer East, Inc.
Environmental Services
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone 412 227 2500

D
Fax: 412-227-2950

D

oL ?o’ci

June 5, 1990

Mr. Wm. Stephen Spengler, P.E.Mississippi Department of NaturalResources
Bureau of Pollution ControlBox 10385
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: RCRA Financial AssuranceKoppers Industries, Inc.Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Spengler:

Beazer East, Inc., formerly Beazer Materials and Services, Inc.,submitted to MSDNR on January 9, 1990, a Closure ConstructionReport for the surface impoundment at the above—referencedfacility. This report contained the required certifications fromthe owner/operator and from a registered professional engineer.
Beazer East will be adjusting the level of financial assurancefor the next reporting period to reflect the completion ofclosure of the surface impoundment unit which will include areporting of $0 for the closure cost estimate. Beazer East willcontinue to perform the appropriate post—closure activities forthe surface impoundment in accordance with Permit No. 88-543-01.
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services/ lpd

cc: B. Nolan
D. Kerschner
B. Hamilton
J.D. Clayton - Ku
J. Batchelder - Ku
G. Macalusa - MSDNR



CD Beazer East, Inc. QEnvironmental Services
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500
Fax: 412-227-2950

June 27, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Gail Macalusa
MS Department of Natural Resources2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: Closure Construction ReportBoiler Ash Landfarm
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Beazer East, Inc. has formally completed final closure of theBoiler Ash Landfarm at the above-referenced facility inaccordance with the approved closure plan. Enclosed please findone copy of the “Closure Construction Documentation Report” whichincludes a detailed description of closure activities andcontains both the Engineer’s and Owner/Operator certifications ofclosure.

Please call if you should have any questions regarding thissubmittal.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plautz P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

/ lpd
Enclosure

cc: B. Nolan (w/o enclosure)
J.D. Clayton - Ku
J. Batchelder - Ku
R. Yocius — KER (w/o enclosure)
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7Beazer East, Inc. t

Environmental Services’
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500
Fax: 412-227-2950
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Ms. Gail Macalusa
Mississippi Dept. of Natural ResourcesBureau of Pollution Control2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Grenada, MS
MSD 007 027 543

Enclosed please find a draft of the Construction CertificationReport for closure of the Grenada Boiler Ash Landfarm. Themajority of construction related activities have been completedat this time, however, the following items have not been included
in the draft document:

— Final inspection of diversion channels and drainagestructures and confirmation of cover vegetative growth,
- As—built drawings including Survey Plat and Deed RestrictionNotification,

- Completion of construction inspection and daily reports,
— Completion of “Operator Certification of Closure”,
— Completion of “Professional Engineers Certification ofClosure”,

— Completion of photographic documentation of constructionactivities.

a

I
iI.

Iron I-I‘r0 of ; :oo

May 31, 1990 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Re: Draft Closure ConstructionCertification Report
Boiler Ash Landfarm/

Dear Ms. Macalusa:



0 0
Ms. Gail Macalusa
May 31, 1990
Page 2

The final version of this report will be forwarded to your officeas soon as the above items have been completed but not later thanJune 30, 1990. If you have any questions or comments regardingthis draft report, please contact me.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

/ lpd
Enclosure

cc: B. Nolan (w/o end.)
R. Yocius - KER (w/o end.)J.D. Clayton — Ku (w/o end. - will send final version)J. Batchelder - Ku (w/o end. - will send final version)S. Spengler - MSDNR (w/o end.)
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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 -PMississippi Department of Natural ResourcesBureau of Pollution Control : ©2380 Highway 80 West
. . 1’Jackson, Mississippi 39204

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 twosampling events, one in late June and the other in late July 1990, for the seven onsite wells (M-5A, M-5B, M-2B, M-1, M-2, M-3, and M-4) monitoring the boiler ashlandfarm area for the parameters 1,2-dichioroethene and trichioroethene (EPAMethod 8240). These two parameters were inadvertently omitted from a secondquarter 1989 list of detected Appendix IX parameters for wells M-3 and M-4. Onceoff-site access is obtained, these parameters will also be added to the groundwaterquality assessment (GWQA) sampling program for the off-site wells. FutureGWQA reports will include any necessary clarification of this situation.
If you have any questions, please contact me at 412/825-9609.
Very truly yours,

David L. King
Project Manager
Regulatory Affairs Department

DLK:ss DK73

cc: M. Plautz (Beazer)
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABLIS
COVER NOR

May 30, 1990

Mr. J. D. Clayton
Koppers industries, Inc.
P.O. Box 180
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 companywishes to burn a new material as a fuel additive in the boiler at the Grenadaplant. Please be advised that this material, coal tar distillate bottoms, isnot authorized by the facilitys air pollution permit and therefore isrestricted until such time as necessary permits are obtained,
To pursue required air pollution permits, you should apply using theenclosed permit application and identify the operations and all pollutants.As a minimum, each pollutant and pollutant emission rate from each burningcondition (new and existing) must be provided. Pollutant emission rates willneed to be given in units of lbs/hr and tons/year based on capacityoperations and at proposed operations, if different. Supportive assumptions,bases, and calculations should be provided. Also, the exhaust or stackparameters for each pollutant (height, velocity, diameter, and temperature)must be identified.

Also, for your information, enclosed please find a copy of procedures thatwill be used as a part of our evaluation of toxic pollutants.
if you have questions, please advise.

Sincerely,

Coordinator
North Air Emissions Section

DSJ:sr

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P0 BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (6011961-5171



c) Beazer East, Inc.
Environmental Services _-J
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500
Fax: 412-227-2950

JD

May 17, 1990
Le ‘

Ms. Gail Macalusa
Mississippi Department of NaturalResources
Bureau of Pollution Control2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

Re: GWQA-Ash Landfarm
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi

Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Beazer East, Inc. has made repeated attempts to secure legalaccess to off—site locations for drilling monitoring wells forthe boiler ash landfarm GWQA Program at the above-referencedfacility. These attempts appeared to be favorable during early1990 (see letter to Mr. Steve Spengler dated January 31 andFebruary 16, 1990) but as of yet we have not reached any formalagreement to install these wells; therefore, we are at animpasse.

Beazer East, Inc. requests assistance from MSDNR to acceleratethis process. Without proper access to these locations we cannot complete the MSDNR approved GWQA Work Plan.
The property owner’s name, address and phone number are listedbelow:

Mr. Wayne E. Carlin
Route 2
Stryker, OH 43557
Phone: 419—682—6441
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Ms. Gail Macalusa
May 17, 1990
Page 2

Please contact me to discuss your preferred approach to addressthis situation.

Sincerely,

c.e’
Matthew C. Plautz. P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr
cc: B. Nolan

R. Hamilton
J. Clayton (Ku)
J. Batchelder (Ku)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)
D. King (Keystone)



Beazer East, Inc. ()Environmental Services—
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 errorrelates specifically to results of Appendix IX parameters forgroundwater samples taken at the boiler ash landfarm during theJune 20-22, 1989 second quarter sampling event. A letterdescribing this omission is attached.

When compared to previously reported results, there are certaindiscrepancies, most noticeably the detection of 1,2—dichioroethene (M-3: 63 ug/l; M-4: 150 ug/l) and trichloroethene(M-3: 2,200 ugh; 11-4: 3,300 ugh). These constituents are notbelieved to be site—related, however, previous sampling eventshave detected their presence. These recently corrected resultsare important to the conduct of the ongoing groundwater qualityassessment program (GWQA). In addition, the 1989 RCRA AnnualReport and the RFI/CMS Phase II Work Plan contain incorrecttabulations of the Appendix IX results.

To rectify this omission Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), formerlyBeazer Materials and Services, Inc., proposes the followingactions:

1. Keystone will resample (two rounds) the seven on—site wells(M-5A, M-5B, M-2B, M-l, M-2, 11-3, and M—4) for theparameters 1, 2—dichloroethene and trichloroethene. Theseparameters will also be added to the sampling program forthe off—site wells once access is obtained. GWQA reportswill include any necessary clarification of this situation.A formal letter will be submitted to MSDNR by Keystone priorto initiation of this activity.



0
Ms. Gail Macalusa
May 3, 1990
Page 2

2. Keystone will amend the affected Section 3.0 of the 1989RCRA annual report by including a discussion of theseadditional parameters. Please note that the Appendices tothis report were correct in the original submission.
3. Keystone will modify the Phase II RFI Work Plan asappropriate. At this time, it does not appear that thiswork plan will require major modifications because theboiler ash landfarm is not included by a SWMU and this areais geographically removed from the central plant area.
Beazer stands prepared to rectify this situation in a timelymanner. Please call if you have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plau z, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

MCP/cr
Enclosure
cc: B. Nolan

R. Hamilton
J. Batchelder (Ku)
J. Clayton (Ku)
D. King (Keystone)
M. Urbassik (Keystone)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)



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 parametersfor the Ku Grenada, MS facility were inadvertently omitted from a sorted datapackage.

After the completion of all analyses from the second quarter 1989 sampling for theGrenada plant, the assistant project manager made a special request to thedepartment manager of the Monroeville Laboratory’s Data Management Group.She requested a special format and diskette deliverable be generated to help her sortthrough the large quantity of analytical data she had in several hard copy datapackages.

Since the analyses were performed at both the Keystone - Monroeville Laboratoryand the Keystone - Houston Laboratory, there were separate data packages for thetotal analyses. The hard copy reports are generated from each laboratory’s LIMSsystem or instrument data system. Only the analyses performed at each individuallaboratory is entered into their respective LIMS system. In order for the Keystone -Monroeville Laboratory to generate a diskette deliverable for jj analyses, all of thedata would have to be entered into the LIMS system.
In order to accommodate the request of the assistant project manager, theMonroeville Data Management Group took the hard copy data generated from theHouston Laboratory and proceeded to enter these results into their LIMS system,manually.

The large number of samples analyzed and the large number of compoundsassociated with each analysis unfortunately increased the chance of the transcriptionerror which eventually occurred. The manual entry of the Houston Laboratory’sresults into the Monroeville Laboratory’s LIMS system is not standard operatingprocedure for the Monroeville Laboratory, and is in fact rarely done. The datagenerated by the Houston Laboratory is usually presented intact to the client withoutany manipulation by the Monroeville Laboratory. Any data generated by theMonroeville Laboratory which corresponds with data from the Houston Laboratoryis added as a separate data package to the already existing data package. Thus weare confident that such an error will not occur again.
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Mr. Matthew C. Plautz April 25, 1990Beazer East, Inc.

Page 2

We sincerely apologize for this situation and any inconvenience or problems that itmay 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

L
Mark R. Urbassik
Senior Vice President

DLK/MRU/ss DK51

KEYSTONE
ENVIROMETAL RESOuRCES, usc.
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ADDITIONAL DETECTED APPENDIX IX PARAMETERSHOUSTON 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-dichioroethene (total) 63 5
M-3 8240 (volatile) trichioroethene 2200 5
M-4 8240 (volatile) 1,2-dichloroethene (total) 150 5
M-4 8240 (volatile) trichioroethene 3300 5

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 7J 10

R-1 8270 (semi-volatile) phenol 3J 10
R-1 8270 (semi-volatile) acenaphthene 3J 10
R-1 8270 (semi-volatile) diethyl phthalate 2J 10

FB (June 21) 8240 (volatile) acetone 18 10
FB (June 21) 8270 (semi-volatile) phenol 4J 10

TB (June 21) 8240 (volatile) acetone 24 10
TB (June 21) 8270 (volatile) 2-butanone 47 10
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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 33 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 5

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 datapacket generated by Keystone’s Houston, Texas laboratory. All volatile and semi-volatile organiccompounds and organophopesticides data were examined.

2) Where dates are indicated for TB (trip blank) and FB (field blank), the dates refer to the datesampled. For the SBLK (semi-volatiles) blank which was part of laboratory QA/QC procedures, thedate refers to the date analyzed.



Koppers industries, inc.
P0. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601) 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

I
C-

April 17, 1990

Mr. Sam Mabry
Mississippi Dept. of Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Ms. 39289—0385

This refers to our telephone conversation on April 4, 1990regarding fuel additive burning at our industrial boiler atGrenada.

The material in question is coal tar distillate bottoms withproperties essentially of creosote. This material was drummedas such with the intent to recover as product or to burn asfuel. Recovery to specification product proved infeasible sowe are considering the fuel option. Because of the crystallinenature of the material, it would handle best as a fuel additiveonto the woodwaste chip feed of our Grenada boiler. There areapproximately 1800 drums involved.

This material closely resembles the creosote processtypically used in the boiler, with high BTU content.attached the characterization analysis demonstrating
ance of this material with the permit requirements.

wastes
I have

the compli

The reason we called you regarding this was because the permitreferences “creosote waste”, and the material in question istechnically not considered to be a “waste”. We do feel that thismaterial 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 manneras the creosote process waste in full accordance with the conditionsof the permit. We would appreciate receiving your concurrenceto use this material as a fuel additive.

Sincerely,

cc: Mr. James R. Batchelder
Koppers Industries, Inc.

D. C1aytont

I(OPPERS
INDUSTR I ES

Qq

Dear Mr. Mabry:



OD

National L.boraories, Inc.
3210 C1aenont Avenue
Evansvi1e, IN 47712
Telephone (812) 422—4119

Kopper Company, Inc.
Attn: Mr. Clark Mitchell
P. 0. Box 270
Carbondale, IL 62918

LOCATION:

DATE RECEIVED: 7-19-88
DATE REPORTED: 7-28-88
P.O. 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/lb

Moisture % 22.5 %

Analyses Reference: Standard £1]ethods for Ithe Examination of
Water and Wasewaer, 16th Edition, 1985

National Laboratories, Inc.

Eula £‘g1i, M.S.
Lab Supervisor



Jill M. Blundort
General Counsel

Thomas Burgunder
Thomas F. Reid
George Carroll
Mary Dombrowski Wright
Billie Schrecker Nolan
William F Giarla
Babelte Magee
James B. Sprirtgtield

Real Estate Manager

Dear Mr. Rahaim:

Please be advised that on April 16, 1990 the name of BeazerMaterials and Services, Inc. will be changed to Beazer East,Inc. This is a name change only, with no change in operationsor ownership of the facility.

As you have been notified previously (see attached letter), thefacility is owned by Koppers Industries, Inc. Beazer Materialsand Services, Inc., soon to be known as Beazer East, Inc., isthe operator of the surface impoundment pending closure, and ifnecessary, any post—closure activities. Beazer East, Inc. isalso responsible for any financial assurance required inconnection therewith.

If you have any questions, please call Babette Magee at412/227—2705.

Very truly yours,

4:::4L fV ‘L&_
Jill N. Blundon
ylce President,
General Counsel and Secretary

Att.

cc: J. R. Batchelder
N. C. Plautz

C
Beazer Materials and Servi ‘, Inc.A Member of THE BEAZ OUPLaw Department
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219Phone: 412-227-2430 Fax: 412-227-2042

April 4, 1990 ,.: I,

:/

_-;-Mr. Kaleel Rahaixn
Mississippi Department of

Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control2330 Highway 80 W
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility

Writer’s Direct Dial Number 214/227—2414



C) Beazer Materials and S es, Inc.AMemberofTHEBE GROUPLaw Department
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219Phone: 412-227-2430 Fax: 412-227-2042

Jill M. Blundofl
General Counsel

Thomas Burgunder Apr1 7, 1989Thomas F Reid
George Carroll
Mary Dombrowski Wright
Bi)teSchreckerNolan

Mr. Kaleel Rahaim
Wlliam F. Giarla
BabetteMagee Mississippi Department of
JamesB.Spnngtield

Natural Resources
Peal Estate Manager

Bureau of Pollution Control2380 Highway 80 W
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.Grenada, Mississippi Facility
Dear Mr. Rahaim:

Please be advised that on December 28, 1988, KoppersIndustries, Inc. (Ku) purchased the assets of the formerKoppers Company, Inc. wood treating facility located at TiePlant Road, Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960. On January 26,1989, the name of Koppers Company, Inc. was changed to BeazerMaterials and Services, Inc. (BM&S).
Under the terms of the sale, BM&S has agreed to remain the“operator” of the surface impoundment pending closure and, ifnecessary, any post—closure activities. BM&S also has agreedto retain responsibility for any financial assurance requiredin connection therewith. The term “operator” is not intendedto imply that these units are or will be operating units, butis only used to distinguish that BM&S is responsible forclosure of these units, which are located on the propertyowned by Ku.

Enclosed is a revised Part A, a Notification of HazardousWaste Activity Form, and Financial Assurance Documentation.If you have any questions concerning this matter, please callBabette Magee of BM&S at 412/227—2705.

Very truly yours,

.Blundo,ce President,
eneral Counsel and Secretary

cc: J. R. Batchelder
G. Edwards
B. Magee

Writer’s Direct Di& Number



Dear Ms. Macalusa:

Beazer Materials and Sers, Inc.A Member of THE BEAZr ROtJPEnvironmental Services —

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 1219 -‘Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-950
,-

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007027543

This letter is in response to your letter dated March 16, 1990relative to findings of the MSDNR Compliance EvaluationInspection on February 22, 1990 at the above—referenced facility.This letter cited an apparent violation of MHWMR 265.73(b) (6) forfailure to maintain monitoring, testing, and analytical data atthe facility.

Upon comanunication with Mr. J. D. Clayton, Plant Manager, it wasdiscovered that the Second Quarter Groundwater Monitoring datawere not readily available at the site, although the 1989 RCRAAnnual Groundwater Monitoring Report was available. Mr. Claytonalso indicated that he communicated this information to you in arecent telephone conversation. I have therefore asked KeystoneEnvironmental Resources, Inc. (Keystone) to forward a copy ofthis specific data to the Grenada facility by April 1, 1990.
Please call if you have any questions or comments

Nolan
Batchelder (Ku)
Clayton (1(11)
Scarbrough (USEPA)

Sincerely,

akcL c.G

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

C

Di’ Q

EPfr.4ij

/
J

March 30, 1990 CERTIFIED M.AII,
RETURN RECEIPT /
REQUESTED

Ms. Gail Macalusa
Mississippi Department of

Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

MCP/cr
cc: B.

J.
J.
J.

WrtersDirectDiaI 412—227—2952
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMF’4T OF EVIROMfNTAL QLLfly

RAY MABUS
GO\’EROR

MEMORANDUM

TO: Hazardous Waste TSD 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 and265, Subpart H require owners and operators of hazardous waste managementfacilities to annually update closure and/or post—closure cost estimatesfor inflation.

The inflation factor for 1989 is 1.041. Therefore, if your current costestimate 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 byyour financial assurance mechanism, the mechanism must be updated asfollows:

A. Facilities that use the Financial Test must resubmit financialinformation incorporating the closure/post—closure cost estimateupdate within 90 days after the end of their fiscal year;
B. Facilities that use the Trust Fund must update Schedule A of the TrustFund within sixty (60) days after the change in the current costestimate covered by the agreement. Annual payments into the TrustFund must be made no later than thirty (30) days after the anniversarydate of the mechanism;

C. Facilities that use the Surety Bond must either increase the penal sumof the bond and submit evidence of such increase to our office orobtain alternate financial assurance within sixty (60) days aftercomputing an increase in costs;

BUREAU OF POLtUTION CONTROL, P0 BOX 10185, IACKSON MS 39289-0385, (601) 9615171



0 0

0. Facilities that use the Letter of Credit must either cause the amountof the credit to be increased so that it at least equals the currentclosure/post—closure cost estimate and submit evidence of suchincrease to our office or obtain other financial assurance withinsixty (60) days after computing the increase; and

E. Facilities that use Closure Insurance must either cause the faceamount of the insurance to be increased to the current closure costestimate and submit evidence to our office or obtain other financialassurance within sixty (60) days after computing the increase.
If you have any questions, please call us at (601) 961—5171.

LC—4: lr
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
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

Dear Mr. Plautz:

Re: Boiler Ash Landfarm
Closure Schedule
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, MS Facility

On March 13, 1990, the Mississippi Environmental Quality Permit Boardapproved your request for a closure schedule extension on the Boiler AshLandf arm from February 9, 1990, to June 1, 1990. Based on the newschedule, we should receive the closure certification package by June 1,1990.

If you have any questions, feel free to contact Gail Macalusa of my staffat (601) 961—5171.

Charles H. Chisoim
Bureau Director

CHC:GM-22: lr
Enclosure
pc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA (w/enclosure)

Sinc

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P.O. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601)961-5171
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPART,MF.J OF ENVIRONME\TAI QLALITY

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.1 - 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.

4

BUREAU OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P0 BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385 (601)961-5171



C C

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

Sincerely,

---

Gail Macalusa
Hazardous Waste Division

GM—24:lr
Enclosures
pc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA (w/enclosures)

Mr. J. R. Batchelder, 1(11 (w/enclosures)
Mr. J. 0. Clayton, Ku (w/enclosures)
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KEYSTONE

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, INC.

Phone: 412/825-9600 3000 Tech Center Dr., Monroeville, PA 15146 Fax: 412/825-9699

Ms. Gail Macalusa
Hazardous Waste Division
Mississippi Department of Natural ResourcesBureau 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. (BM&S), enclosed are two copiesof a Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA) Interim Report for the Boiler AshDisposal Area at the above-referenced facility. BM&S is actively seeking an accessagreement with the landowner of the property adjacent to the boiler ash disposalarea in order to install the off-site wells and complete the GWQA.. Quarterlygroundwater monitoring of this area will continue in 1990 as specified in the enclosedInterim Report.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Matthew Plautz of BM&S at 412/227-2952 or me at 412/825-9609.

Sincerely,

David L. King
Project Manager
Regulatory Affairs Department

DK5

J. Batchelder - KIT
J. Clayton - Plant Manager
M. Plautz - BM&S
D. Smith - Keystone

Or;
SC

D 3’

——--

March 20, 1990

D

DEPT.OF; •/i

Ref. No. 176999-04

DLK:ss
Enc.
cc:
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Q Beazer Materials and Sers, Inc.
A Member of THE BEAK ROUP
436 Seventh Avenue, Pift4urgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-22 -

LrrzEz’E
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.

DvS Dr SD_

Writer’s Direct Dial 412/227—2952
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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,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager

MCP/mtd

cc: J. R. Batchelder (Ku)
J. Clayton (Ku)
R. G. Hamilton
B. S. Nolan
R. Yocius (Keystone)
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\ KEYSTONE
\ENlIONMENTAL 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
questions or require additional information, please contact Mr. Matthew Plautz of
BM&S at 412/227-2952.

Sincerely,

D!VtSON OF SOLID WASTE

EVEW D BY -

DLK:ss
DA E

______

Enc. (2)
cc: 3. Batchelder - JUl p p fj— y/ç/9’ (2

3. Clayton - Plant Manager
M. Plautz, BM&S
Director - U.S. EPA, Region IV



Beazer Materials and Ser—ss, Inc.
A Member of THE BEAZ( ROUP
Environmental Services \)
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2950

/ : ‘

/
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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.

Sincerely,

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 [XII] (Refer to Closure Report for survey copy)
J. Batchelder [XII] (Refer to Closure Report for survey copy)W. Spengler [SDNR] (Refer to Closure Report for survey copy)

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:

Writers Direct Dial 412—227—2379



O Beazer Materials and Sef’s, Inc.A Member of THE BEAZ JROUPEnvironmental Services ‘-

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-22 f4

February 16, 1990 FEDE EXPRESS

Mr. Win. Stephen Spengler, P.E.Mississippi Department of NaturalResources
Bureau of Pollution ControlBox 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, 1990in which several issues relative to the above—referenced facilitywere raised. The following constitutes our response to theseitems:

1. The delays associated with the conduct of the GWQAP for theboiler ash landfarm were detailed in a letter to Ms.Macalusa of your offices dated January 31, 1990, a copy ofwhich is attached. The delays have revolved around ourinability to secure off-site access for the drilling ofproposed monitoring wells. Our efforts in obtaining theappropriate off—site access agreement continues to thisdate. As mentioned in this letter we have asked KeystoneEnvironmental Resources, Inc. to prepare an interim reportaddressing groundwater quality in the absence of off-sitedata. The original schedule estimated in the approved workplan was contingent on the secureinent of the off—site accesswhich is central to our investigation.
2. The text referenced in the Risk-Based EngineeringAssessment—Grenada County Landfill report erroneouslyindicates that EP Toxicity metals analyses were conducted onash samples in 1986 and therefore are not provided inExhibit 4. This was discussed with Ms. Macalusa bytelephone in early January 1990 at which time I provided EPToxicity data dated January 25, 1985 from our files to hervia facsimile. I have attached a copy of these data foryour convenience. This is the extent of the data availablein our files.

Writers Drect Dial 4122272952
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Mr. William Stephen Spengler, P.E.
February 16, 1990
Page 2

3. The materials generated during the installation anddevelopment of monitoring wells for the GWQAP for the boilerash landfarm consists of drilling fluids and muds. Thesematerials have been placed in 55—gallon steel drums forinterim storage. An inventory of the drums is attached foryour attention. These materials are not derived from alisted hazardous waste, and based on our knowledge of thetype of soil where borings were located should not exhibitthe characteristics of a hazardous waste. Based on thisassessment we propose to manage the solid fractions inconjunction with the management of the on—site waste pilematerial and the aqueous fractions will be processed in theon—site wastewater treatment plant.

I trust that these responses address the issues raised in yourletter. Please do not hesitate to call me should you have anyquestions.

Sincerely,

J IK
Matthew C. Plautz, p.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

MCP /cr
Enclosure
cc: B. Nolan

J. Clayton (Ku)
J. Batchelder (Ku)
D. King (Keystone)
G. Macalusa (MSDNR)
J. Scarbrough (USEPA IV)
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DRUM INVENTORY
ASH PILE - GWQA

BEAZER MATERIALS AND SERVICES, INC.
GRENADA, MS

GEN?RAL CONTENT NUMBER OF DRUMS
Empty (clean) 121Empty (dirty) 1 - Donated to KU
Unused Grout 10-22-89 2Unused Grout 10-23-89 1
Well M-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-1789 6Well M-2B Flushwater 10-17-89 7Well M-2B Grout Cuttings 10-21-89 3Well M-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-21-89 2Well M-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-21-89

and Boring BM-2B Extra Grout 10-22-89 1Well M-28 Flushwater/Cuttings 10-21-89 1Well M-2B Flushwater 10-21-89 1Well M-2B Grout Water 10-21-89 1

Boring BM-213 Casing Flushwater 10-21-89 2Boring BM-2B Grout Water 10-21-89 1Boring BM-2B Drill Mud 10-22-89 5Boring BM.-2B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-22-89 2Boring BM-2B Flushwater 10-21-89 1Boring BM-2B Grout Water 10-22-89 1
Well M-5A Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-19-89 2Well M-SA Flushwater 10-19-89 4
Well M-5B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-18-89 5Well M-5B Flushwater 10-18-89 5Well M-5B Grout Cuttings/Water 10-23-89 2Well M-5B Drill Mud/Cuttings 10-23-89 1Well M-5B Drill Mud 10-23-89 2Well M-5B Flushwater/Cuttings 10-23-89 1.Well M-5B Fiushwater 10-23-89 3Unused Grout and Well M-SB Grout

Cuttings/Water 10-23-89 1



Interoffice Correspondence

Location Pittsburgh
Locati

Grenada, MS
DateAsh Analyses

(821—1739)

Two, five gallon composite samples of Boiler Fly Ash (GM-279) and BoilerBottom Ash (GM—280) were received October 4, 1984 for analyses yourequested in a letter of October 2, 1984 to R. C. Bartlow.
The results of requested analyses are presented below:
Characteristics

Physical:
pH
Visual

EP Toxicity Characteristics:

Arsenic
Barium
Cadmium
Chromium
Lead
Mercury
Selenium
Silver

2.O
<1.0

0.001
0.026

<0.1
<0.0002
<0.005
<0.05

2.Q
3.8

<0.001
0.077

<0.1
<0.0002
<0.005
<0.05

Zinc, Total 160 mg/Kg 200 mg/Kg
The EP Toxicity Metals are all below recommended maxima.

R. D. Hepner

RDH:mjt
cc: R. C. Bartiow-Grenada

C. P. Brush
3. Kane
T. A. Marr

Post-lt brand fax 1ransmitta memo 7671 [ot pages /
FromT9

qe u5 4- 71 1 ,q cCT Z
Co.

,
Co. p7

Dept. Phone it

2/_ 9/- 3;79(: Fax
2 7Z’5

KOPER5

To C. 3. Vita

_______________

Subject.

—

I

From

]nh1rv 75 Jq5

GM-279 GM—280

9 11
powdery brown powdery white

with stones

Additional Test:
Results in mgIL

1. 2
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Beazer Materials and Servic , Inc.
A Member of THE BEAZ OUP
Environmental Services “,

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2950

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 thecurrent status of activities involving the boiler ash landfarm atthe above referenced facility. The ongoing activities include theconduct of the Groundwater Quality Assessment plan (GWQAP) and thephysical closure of the unit.

The GWQAP has been delayed due to the inability of Beazer Materialsand Services, Inc. (BMS) to obtain access to the proposed off—sitewell locations. This problem has been communicated to you verballysince late October 1989. The following presents a summary of ourefforts to date:

o Late September 1989— Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.(Keystone), our consultant on the project, begins a recordssearch to identify the property owners for the proposed welllocations.

o 9/27/89 thru 10/17/89— Keystone contacts Mr. Wayne E. Carlin,the property owner, to explain the proposed work effort andforwards a copy of the standard BMS access agreement. Mr.Carlin at the end of this discussion cycle indicates he willgrant the requested access because the well locations willpotentially interfere with farming.

o 10/17 thru 10/27/89— Keystone proceeds with the installationof three on-site monitoring wells to keep the project movingforward in the äbsence of secured off—site access.

Wñters Direct Diai 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 accordancewith the work plan in absence of secured off—site access.

o 11/89 thru 12/89— BM&S’s legal staff continue discussions withMr. Carlin to obtain a suitable legal agreement for off-siteaccess.

o Week of 12/11/89— First round of groundwater samplingcompleted.

o 1/5/90— Mr. Carlin discusses well locations with Keystone andindicates he will be at the property on 1/15/90. (Note: Mr.Carlin is an absentee property owner who lives inOhio)

o Week of 1/8/89- Second round of groundwater samplingcompleted.

o 1/15/90- Keystone meets with Mr. Carlin at his property toflag proposed well locations for the GWQAP and for aditionallocations contemplated for the RFI Phase II Work Plan. Mr.Carlin finally appears interested in working out some kind ofaccess agreement with BM&S.

o 1/15/90 thru present- BM&S legal staff continues to work withMr. Carlin to obtain a signed access agreement. Resolutionof 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 ourassessment. As of this date the analytical data have not beenreceived from the laboratory. It is BMS’s intention to submit toMSDNR the data generated in a timely matter. As indicated in theGWQAP schedule, the timing of activities associated with this workeffort were contingent upon BMS obtaining the proper off-siteaccess agreement. The delays described above have revolved aroundthe access problems we have had and not on field delays associatedwith our contractors. We are prepared to complete the GWQAP uponreceipt of the appropriate off—site access agreement and in no wayare seeking to delay the issuance of a RCRA permit for this unit.
With regards to the closure schedule for the ash landfarm thefollowing information details the most current status. BNSrequested an extension for the completion date for closure of thisunit in a letter to you dated November 8, 1989. The extension daterequested was April 15, 1990. The actual field work for this unit



0 0
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 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 truly ours,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

MCP/cr
cc: B. Nolan

J. Clayton (Ku)
J. Batchelder (Ku)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)
R. Yocius (Keystone)
D. King (Keystone)
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MlSS(ZPl DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL R\)URCES
Bureau of Pollution Control

P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

(601) 961-5171

January 30, 1990

CERTIFIED MAIL No. P 443 383 033

Mr. Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager — Environmental Services

Beazer Materials & Services, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

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.

2. 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.

3. 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 questions, please feel free to contact Ms. Gail
Macalusa or myself at (601) 961—5171.

Sincerely,

Wm. Step en Speng er, P.E., Coord.
RCRA TSD Branch

WSS—38:lr
pc: Mr. James H. Scarbrough, EPA
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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 thecurrent status of activities involving the boiler ash landfarm atthe above referenced facility. The ongoing activities include theconduct of the Groundwater Quality Assessment plan (GWQAP) and thephysical closure of the unit.

The GWQAP has been delayed due to the inability of Beazer Materialsand Services, Inc. (BMS) to obtain access to the proposed off—sitewell locations. This problem has been communicated to you verballysince late October 1989. The following presents a summary of ourefforts to date:

o Late September 1989— Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.(Keystone), our consultant on the project, begins a recordssearch to identify the property owners for the proposed welllocations.

o 9/27/89 thru 10/17/89- Keystone contacts Mr. Wayne E. Carlin,the property owner, to explain the proposed work effort andforwards a copy of the standard BMS access agreement. Mr.Carlin at the end of this discussion cycle indicates he willgrant the requested access because the well locations willpotentially interfere with farming.

o 10/17 thru 10/27/89- Keystone proceeds with the installationof three on—site monitoring wells to keep the project movingforward in the absence of secured off—site access.

Writer’s Direct Dial 41 2—2272952
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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 lives 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 ourassessment. As of this date the analytical data have not beenreceived 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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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 truly ypurs,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager—Environmental Services

MCP/cr
cc: B. Nolan

J. Clayton (Ku)
J. Batchelder (Ku)
S. Spengler (MSDNR)
R. Yocius (Keystone)
D. King (Keystone)
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Q Beazer Materials and Se-s, Inc.
A Member of THE BEAZ( R0UP
Environmental Services —-“

436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2950

January 15, 1990
(

DIVISION OF SOUP WASTE Ms. Gail Macalusa
Mississippi Department of

iEVEWD BY Natural Resources

DATE

____________________

Bureau of Pollution Control

— P0 Box 10385

COMMENTS 2380 Highway 80 West

___________________

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,

M tthew C. Plautz, P.E.

Program Manager—Environmental Services

MCP/cr
Enclosures
cc: B. Nolan [w/o enclosure]

N. Bollinger (Keystone) [w/o enclosure]

J. Batchelder (Ku)
J.D. Clayton (Ku)

Writers Direct Dial 412—227—2952



Q Beazer Materials and Se(\s, Inc.
A Member of THE BEAZ )ROUP
Environmental Services
436 Sevent. Avei e, Pittsburgh, PA 15219
Phone: 4J>-227-2,OO Fax: 4l2-227295O

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,

C
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)
J. Batchelder [Ku)
J. Clayton [Ku]
M. Bollinger [Keystone) (w/o

WritersOireciDial 412—227—2952


