
p
r

G
R

E
N

A
D

A
C

O
U

N
T

Y
-

T
iE

P
L

A
N

T
M

S
K

O
P

P
E

R
S

IN
C

C
O

M
P

L
IA

N
C

E
M

S
00

07
02

75
43

19
92

19
99

A
l

00
87

6



ENSEARCH - Agency Intere-tytai1s

Koppers Inc
General Information
ID

B
ranch

_________

876 Energy and Transportation

Locational Data
Latitude Longitude Metadata

____

S / T / R Map Links

o Page 1 of2

SIC County — Basin Start i]2491 Grenada Yazoo River 111/09/1981 1 I
Address
Physical Address (Primary)

Mailing Address1 Koppers Drive
PD Box 160Tie Plant, MS 38960
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telecommunications
Type

Address or PhoneWork phone number
(662) 226-4584, Ext. 11

Alternate I Historic Al IdentifiersAlt 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 09/18/2001 08/31/2006
MSPO9O300 Koppers Inc

Water-Pretreatment 03/26/2007 02/28/2012
MSUO81O8O Koppers Industries, Inc. Water-SOP 11/09/1981 11/30/1985

Regulatory Programs
Program

SubProgram Start Date
ie

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

11/14/1995Water
PT CIU - Timber Products

11/14/1995Processing (Subpart 429)
Water

PTSIU
11/14/1995

http ://opcweb/ensearch/agency interest detai Is. aspx ?ai876
4/3/2007
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ENSEARCH - Agency Interes-tkytai1s
Page 2 of 2

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

Ma It
inside entrance gate. Range: P
Method: GPS Code (Psuedo Range)Standard Position (SA Off)Datum: NAD83

___________
__________

Type: MDEQ

__________ __________

4/3/2007 12:58:30 PM

http ://opcweb/ensearch/agency_interestdetai1s. aspx?ai =876
4/3/2007



0

Mississippi Department of Environmental QualityOffice of Pollution Control

1-sys 2000 Master Site Detail Report
Site Name: Koppers Industries Inc
PHYSICAL ADDRESS

OTHER INFORMATION
—

LINE 1: Tie Plant Road
MASTER ID: 000876LINE 2:
COUNTY: Grenada
REGIONMUNICIPALfl Y. Tie Hant
Sk 1:STATE CODE: MS
AIR TYPE: TITLE VZIP CODE: 38960-
HWTYPE: TSDMAILING ADDRESS SOLID TYPE:

LINE 1: P0 Box 160 WATER TYPE: INDUSTRIALLINE 2:
BRANCH: EnergyLINE 3:
ECED CONTACT:MUNICIPALITY: Tie Plant
Collier, MelissaSTATE CODE: MS
BASIN:ZIP CODE: 38960-

AIR PROGRAMS SU PSD NSPS Z NESHAPS EMACT -

(.sys Master Site Detail Report

Page 1 of 2



1-sys Master Site Detail Report

0 0
Mississippi Department of Environmental QualityOffice of Pollution Control

Page 2 of 2

Pemits
PROGRAM PERMIT TYPE PERMIT # MDEQ PERMIT CONTACT ACTIVEAIR TITLE V 096000012 Burchfield, David YESWATER PRE-TREATMENT MSPO9O300 Collins, Bryan YES

HAZ. WASTE TSD HW8854301
YESH’ W’S EP ! MSflflfl7fl27543

HAZ. WASTE TSD HW8854301 Stover, Wayne YES
u---

Compliance Actions
MEDIA ACTIVITY TYPE SCHEDULED COMPLETED INSPECTED BHAZ WASTE Financial Record Review 1/18/00 1/18/00 Twitty, Russ

WATER CMI - PRETREATMENT
Whittington, DarryailWATER CEI - PRETREATMENT 9/30/00 Twitty, Russ

I 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 3/2/99 3/2/99 Twitty, Russ
AIR State Compliance Inspection 3/2/99 3/2/99 Twitty, Russ



1
Please print or type with ELITE type (12 per inch) in the unshaded areas only

United Slates Environmental Protection AgencyWashington, DC 20460Hazardous Waste Permit
Application

Part A
(Read the Instructions befr.re starring)

MISrDI.01o17101217151413111111111f111
II. Name of Facility

KI 01 I I El RI SI I’ IN ID luls ITIRIIIEI SI I’ IN IC l I I I I I
UI. Facility Location (Physical address not P.O. Box or Route Number)A. Street

TIIlEIIPII.lAINITIIRI0lAIDIIIIIJIIIjI[iI(i
Street (continued)

City or Town

State ZIP Code

TIIlE IPILIAINITI I I I I I I I I l95 j3 18 I 16 l°LLLI I
jOW17J Coyi
County Cod

IIIGIRIEINIAIDIAIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
B. Land Type C. Geographic Location

D. Facility Existence Date

(enter code) LATiTUDE (degrees, mlixaes, 4 seccnds LONGITUDE (dee.s. mines, 4 seconds)
Month Day Year

l[IiI1I 10141T18J9114171[ 11191 ELLI 111918101
IV. Facility Mailing Address

Street or P.O. Box

IBIOIXI 1116101 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I
Cit or Town

rstate ZIP Code

TrIIEI IPILIAINITI 11111111 1M15318191610H LLL_
V. Facility Contact (Person to be contacted regarding waste activities at facility)Name (last)

(first)M[UIRIPIHIEIYI I I I I I I RIOINIAILIDI I I I I I I I I
Job Title

Phone Number (area code and number)
PILIAINITI IMIAINIAIGIEIRI 6

VI. Facility Contact Address (See instructions). Contact Aress
B. Street or P.O. Box

Location Mailing

H B
fO lxi I’ 6101 ililIji jIl 1111111

City or Town

I State I ZiP Code

For EPA Regional
Use Only

-

Date Received
Month Day Year

I’ll’

Fo’m A.o,oved. CM No. 205G -0034 Eres 12-
GSA No. 0246-E

For State
Use Only

LID Number(s)

A. EPA ID Number 1 B. Secondary ID Number (if applicable)

itIlEl IL IA fN fT I I I LLH 1MI513181916l0EL1 1 I
EPA Form 8700-23 (01-90)

- 1 of 7 -



Please print or type with ELITE type (12 characters per inch) in the unshaded areas only Fo,m Aoproe. 0MB No. 2D5t 0C3$ Eres 1231-g
05.4 o. C246- EPA-0

r-EPA [ID. Nuniber (enter from page
,

Seconda . /mber (enter from page 1)
MISIDIOI of 7f 042f7f l 4f 3f I I I I I I I IVII. Operator Information (see Instructions)

Name of Operator

II11IIIIsIEIEIIA1TITIAICIHIEIDII1IIIIIIIStreet or P.O. Box

I I I I I .1 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I ICity or Town

IP CodeIIIIlIlIIHIiIlIIL1lIlII-IIIr
Phone Number (area code and number) f B. Operator Type C. Change ol Operator Date ChangedIndicator Month Day Year

I I I-i I I I-I I I I I I fl YesflNofl I iLLiVIII. Facility Owner (see Instructions)

A. Name of Facility’s LeaI Owner
KIOf PIP! E[RI I I’ IN ID lu Is IT IR1I I El si I’ IN Ic I. I I 1 I IStreet or P.O. Box

413161 1sf El vi El NI TI IAIVIEINIUIE 111111ff
City or Town

State ZIP CodePIIIa1TIslBIuIRIGlHIIlIIlIIPIA1l5l2I1f9I-llIl
.

B. Owner Type C. Change of Owner Date Changed

Phone Number (area code and number)

Indicator Month Day Year
41112H1 212171 12 lo lou i fl YesflNo I I L I I IIX. SIC Codes (4-digit1 In order of significance)

Primary
Secondary

I (desCrl tlon)

(description)

2 4 9 1 1’bOO PRESERVING
N/ASecondary

Secondary
(description)

(description)
N/A

N/A
X. Other Environmental Permits (see Instructions)

A. Permit Type
(enter code) Permit Number

C. Description

E 0 9 6 0 — 0 0 0 1 2 STATE—AIR PERMIT FOR BOILER
R H W — 8 8 — 5 4 3 - ( Post Closure Care and Detection—

—

Monitoring Program of Closed— —

Surface Impoundment.

+z:H
z

— — — — — — — — — I-_I — — — —
EPA Form 8700-23 (01—9)

- 2 of 7 -



Form Aopmved. OMS No. 2050-0034 Ei,res 12-

Please print or type with ELITE type 112 characters per inchi in the unshaded areas only
nsANn 4-P

XI. Nature of Business (provide a brief description)

Secor “Mi mher (enter from pei 11

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

DISPOSAL:
INJECTiON WELL

LANDFILL
LAND APPLICATION
OCEAN DISPOSAL
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT
STORAGE
CONTAINER
(barrel, drum, etc.)
TANK
WASTE PILE
SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT
TREATMENT:

TOt TANK
T02 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT703 INCINERATOR

T04 OTHER TREATMENT
(Use 101 physical, chemical,thmmil or bioIglcsl treltmenlprocesses not occunirig Intanks, surface impounament orIncInerat0r. Describe theprocesses in The spaceprovided In item Xlii.)

GALLONS; LITERS; GALLONS PER DAY;OR LITERS PER DAY
ACRE-FEET OR HECTARE-METERACRES OR HECTARES
GALLONS PER DAY OR LITERS PER DAYGALLONS OR LITERS

GALLONS OR LiTERS

GALLONS OR LITERS
CUBIC YARDS OR CUBiC METERSGALLONS OR LITERS

GALLONS PER DAY OR LITERS PER DAYGALLONS PER DAY OR LITERS PER DAYSHORT TONS PER HOUR; METRICTONS PER HOUR; GALLONS PER HOUR;LITERS PER HOUR; OR BTU’S PER HOUR
GALLONS PER DAY; LITERS PER DAY;POUNDS PER HOUR; SHORT TONS PERHOUR; KILOGRAMS PER HOUR; METRICTONS PER DAY; METRIC TONS PERHOUR; OR SHORT TONS PER DAY

BTLJs PER HOUR K

EP LD. Number (enter fro’
Mj S Dl o[ 0( 71 01 2

7]/5}14 [ 31
The Plant
process.
products.

A. PROCESS CODE - Enter th! code from the list of process codes below that best describes each process to be used at the facIlity.

Twelve lines are proWded icr entering codes. if more lines are needed, attach a separate sheet of paper with the additional

lnformatlon. Ma process will be used that Is not Included In the lIst of codes below, then describe the process (including Its design

capacIty) In the space proWded In Item XIII.B. PROCESS DESIGN CAPACITY - For each code entered In column 4 enter the capacity of the process.
-

1. AMOUNT -Enter the amounL In a case where design capacity Is not applicable (such as in a closurelpost-closure or

enforcement action) enter the total amount of waste for that process ntt.
-

2. UNIT OF MEASURE - For each amount entered In column B(1), er,terU,e coda from the list of unit measure codes below that

descrIbes the unit of measure used. Onty the units of measure that are Listed below should be used.
C. PROCESS TOTAL NUMBER OF UNITS — Enter the total number of units used with the corresponding process code.

APPROPRIATE UNITS OF
UNIT OF

PflOCESS
MEASURE FOR PROCESS UNIT OF MEASURE

CODE PROCESS
DESiGN CAPACITY

• MEASURE
CODE

D79

D80
D81
D82
D83

Sot

S02
S03
S04

GALLONS
C

GALLONS PER HOUR E
GALLONS PER DAY U
LITERS

L
LITERS PER HOUR H
LITERS PER DAY V
SHORT TONS PER HOUR D
METRIC TONS PER HOUR W
SHORT TONS PER DAY N
METRIC TONS PER DAY S
POUNDS PER HOUR J
KiLOGRAMS PER HOUR R
CUBiC YARDS Y
CUBIC METERS C
ACRES

B
ACRE-FEET

A
HECTARES

0
HECTARE-METER F

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



I T04

I I

tLLfJ_ II

ILfJ_ H

I T(0j4

I

Please print or type with ELITE type (12 characters per inch) in the unshaded areas only
EPA LD. Number (enter from

_____

MI sj Dl 01 0 7f ol 2j 3
- XI! Process - Codes and Design Capacities (continued)

Seconc

Focm AOp,oveG. 0MB No. 2050-0034 Eocires 12-3
GSA No 0246-EPA

nter from

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETiNG ITEM Xii (shown In line numbers X- 1 andX-2 below): A facility has two storage tanks, one tank can

hold 200 gallons and the other can hold 400 gallons. The facility also has an incinerator that can burn up to 20 gallons per hour.

Line A. PROCESS B. PROCESS DESiGN CAPACITY C. PROCESS
FOR OFFICIAL

Number CODE

TOTAL
USE ONLY

(from list
1. AMOUNT (specify) 2. UNiT OF NUMBER

above)

MEASURE OF UNITS.

(enter code)X 1 S 0 2 600
G 0 0 2

X 2 T Q 3 20
E 0 0 11 D 8 0* 0.75

A- 0 0 12 D 8 0 1.5
A 0 0 13 S 0 3 Approximately 4000 Y 0 0 14 S 0 3 Approximately 1000 Y 0 0 15

6

7

8 * RF CE IMPOUNDMENT CLOSED AS Lp,NDFIL . AL s: LF
i,Es REMOVED, HOWEVER, CL] N CLOSD iW]iT —

10

11

12
— — — — —

— — — — — — — —

XIII. Additional Treatment Processes (follow Instructions from Item XII)

NOTE If you need to list more than 12 process codes, attach an addltlonai sheet(s) with the information In the same format as

above. Number the lines sequentIally taking into account any lines that will be used for additional treatmentprocesses In Item

‘all.

A. PROCESS
CODE

- Line
Vumber
fen(r

wers k

• wiTh item

8. TREATMENT PROCESSDESIGN CAPACITY

1. AMOUNT
(specify)

C. PROCESS
TOTAL

NUMBER
OF UNiTS

2. UNIT OF
MEASURE

(enter code)
D. DESCRIPTION OF PROCESS

EPA Form 8700-23 (01-90)
-4ot7 -



I- L
Forn, Ap,’oveG. 0MB No. O5O-OO33 E,res 1

GSA No O235-

A. EPA HAZARDOUS WASTE NUMBER - Enter the four-digit number from 40 CFR, Pail 261 SubpartD of each listedhazardous waste

you will handle. For hazardous Wastes which are not listed In 40 CFR, Part 261 Subpart D, enter the four-digit number(s) from 40

CFR, Part 261 Subpart C that describes the characteristics andler the toxic contaminants of those hazardous wastes.
B. ESTIMATED ANNUAL QUANTITY - For each listed waste entered In column A estimate the quantity of that waste that will be

handled on an annual basis. For each characteristIc or toxic contaminant entered In column A estimate the total annual quantity of

all the non-listed waste(s) that will be handled which possess that characteristic or contaminant.C. UNIT OF MEASURE - For each quantity entered In column B enter the unit of measure code. Units ofmeasure which must be used

and the appropriate codes are:

‘

ENGLISH UNIT OF MEASURE
CODE [ METRIC UNIT OF MEASURE CODE

. POUNDS
P KILOGRAMS

K
• TONS

T METRIC TONS
M

•

- If facility records use any other unit of measure for guantily the units of measure must be converted Into one ofthe required units of

measure taking Into account the appropriate density or specific gravity of the waste.D. PROCESSES

3. PROCESS CODES:
For listed hazardous waste: For each listed hazardous waste entered In column A select the code(s) from the list of process

codes contained in Item XJI A. on page 310 Indicate how the waste will be stored, treated, and/or disposed of at the facility.

For non-listed hazardous waste: For each characteristic or toxic contaminant entered In column A, select The code(s) from the

list of process codes contained in item Xli A. on page 3 to Indicate all the processes that will be used to store, treat, and/or

dispose of all the non-listed hazardous wastes that processes that characteristic or toxic contaminant
NOTE THREE SPACES ARE PROVIDED FOR ENTERING PROCESS CODES, IF MORE ARE NEEDED:

1. Enter the first two as described above.2. Enter 000 in the extreme right box of Item XIV-D(1).3. Enter In the space provIded on page 7, Item XJV-E, th. line number and (he additional code(s).
2. PROCESS DESCRIPTION: ifa code/snot listed (era process that will be used, describe the process in the space provided on

the form (D.(2)).

NOTE: HAZARDOUS WASTES DESCRIBED BY MORE THAN ONE EPA HAZARDOUS WASTE NUMBER- Hazardous wastes that

can be described by more than one EPA Hazardous Waste Number shall be described on the form as foiiows
1.. Select one of the EPA Hazardous Waste Numbers and enter it in column A. On the same line complete columns B, C,

and D by estimating the total annual quantity of the wast. and describing all the processes to be used to tieat store,

and/or dispose of the waste.
2. In column A of the next line enter the other EPA Hazardous Waste Number that can be used to describe the waste. In

column D(2) on that line enter ‘Included with above and make no other entries on that line.
3. Repeat step 2 for each EPA Hazardous Waste Number that can be used to describe th. hazardous waste.

EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING ITEM X1V (shown in line numbers X-1, X-2, X-3, and X-4 below) - A facility will treat and dispose of an

estimated 900 pounds per year of chrome shavings from leather tanning and finishing operation. In addition, Me facility will treat and

dispose of three non-listed wastes. Two wastes are corrosive only and there will be an estimated 200 pounds per year of each waste.

The other waste Is corrosive and ignitable and there will be an estimated 100 pounds per year of that waste. Treatment will be in an

incinerator and disposai will be in a landfill.

• A. EPA B. ESTIMATEL C. UNIT OF D. PROCESS
HAZARD ANNUAL MEASURELine WASTE NO. QUANTITY OF (enter (1) PROCESS CODES (enter) (2) PROCESS DESCRIPTiON

Number (enter code) WASTE code)

a code Is not entered In 0(1))
Xl KU 54 900 p TO 3D SOX 2D 002

P TO 3D a 0X 3D 001 100 p TO 3D 80X 4 D 0 0 2

Included With Above

a — — — — —
— — — — — — — — —

Please print or type with ELITE type (12 characters per inch) in the unshaded areas only

)1V. Description of Hazardous Wastes

‘- EP4 l.D. Number (enter Ire
Seconr”Jumber (enter from page 1)IIiiIIHH

EPA Form 8700-23 (01—90)
- 5 of 7 -



Please print or type with ELITE type (12 characters per inch) in the unshaded areas only
PA Lb. Number (enter from[sIojof O I 012171 I l IXIV. Description of Hazardous Wastes (continued)

fo,m Açpoveo 0MB No. 2050-0024 Ei,res 72-37-GSA No 0246-EPA-

Line
Number

Secondaic, J.4lnber (enter from page 1)

:

D. PROCESSES

A EPA B. ESTIMATEC C. UNfl’ OFHAZARDOUS ANNUAL MEASUREWASTE NO. QUANTI7’f OF (enter (1) PROCESS CODES (enter) (2) PROCESS DESCRIPTiON

(enter code) WASTE code)

(if a code Is not entered in 0(1))

d

1
K 0 0 1 SEE COMM NTS D 8 0 — — — — — — Former Surface

.. .!. — — — —

Impoundment closedas landfill.
4 K 0 0 1 SEE COMM NTS D 8 0

Boiler ash landfann
U 0. 5 1

closed as landfill.

6

F 0 3 2 SEE COMM NTS S 0 3
Waste piles containing

8

soils excavated and place

9 — — —

—

— — in pile prior to June 6,

1

1991. This is submitted

1 1 — —
—

— — — — — — — —

— as a protective filing

1 2

and should not be constru

1

as an admission by Beazer

1 4

or Ku that the material
— — —

is thg listed hazardous

1 6 — — — —

—

waste F032, or that it is

1_ .1 — — — —

—

— being managed in a manner

1 8

that would sublect it to

1 9 — — — —

— — —

regulation under RCRA.

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

i::::
EPA Form 8700-23 (01-90)

- 6 of 7 -



I certify under penalty of law that! have personally examined and am familiar with the information submitte din 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 fine and

imprisonment.

Owner

I

Dategned, .

Name and Official Title (type or print)James R. Batchelder, Vice President, Environmental and Technical
Operator #2

eaze East, Inc.)

DateSigned

j4;;
/ ,-t4---------

./ JJ3
Name and Official Title (type or print)Richard Graham, Vice President, Environmental

EPA i.D. Number (enter lro(

________

MISIDIOI 0171 012l 4131

Please print or type With ELITE type (12 characters per inch) in the unshaded areas only

____________________________
_
_
_
_
_
_
_
_

Number (enter from page 1XIV. Description of Hazardous Waste (corttfnued)
E. USE THIS SPACE TO UST ADDITIONAL PROCESS CODES FROM ITEM D(1) ON PAGES.

Additional Process Codes (enter)

XVI. FaciUty Drawing

Attach to this application a topographic map of the area extending to at least one mile beyond properly 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 Its

hazardous waste treatment, storage, or disposal facilities, and each well where it injects fluids underground. include all springs,

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

XVII. Photographs

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

XVIfl. Certification(s)

All existing facilities must Include photographs (aerial or ground-level) that clearty delineate all existing structures; existing storage,

treatment and disposal areas; and sites of future storage, treatment or disposal areas (see Instructions for more detail).

XIX. Comments

SEE ATTACHED C0NIIENTS.

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

EPA Porm 8700-23 (01—90)

- 7 ci 7 -



Co
EPA ID No. MSD 007 027 543

HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMITPART A APPLICATIONCOMMENT SAs stated on page 2, block VIII, the facility owner is Koppers

Industries, Inc. There are two operators at this facility, as

explained below:

OPERATOR #1

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.436 Seventh Avenue, K-1701Pittsburgh, PA 15219(412) 227—2001

Status of Operator #1: P
Operator #1 (Koppers) is the current owner and operator of the wood

preserving business on this site.
Koppers previously submitted and, with this submittal, has

withdrawn an application to operate a hazardous waste boiler (T04)

and hazardous waste storage unit (SQl). During the application

time, these units did not operate as permitted units.OPERATOR #2

BEAZER EAST, INC.436 Seventh Avenue, K—1401Pittsburgh, PA 15219(412)227—2430

Status of Operator #2: P
Operator #2 (Beazer) is the operator àf four inactive units on the

facility, a former surface impoundment closed as a landfill (D80),

a boiler ash landfarm closed as a landfill (D80), and two waste

piles (S03) which contain soil resulting from on—site construction

activity and which was placed in the piles prior to June 6, 1991.Operator #2 has had no involvement in the application process for

the container storage facility (SOl) or the industrial boiler (T04)

and, therefore, if there are any obligations under the relevant

statutes and regulations pertaining to those units, including but

not limited to any and all financial assurance requirements, they

are solely those of Operator #1.

;Z





161:2414

1or Regulated Waste
ActwtyUnited States .Envirànrnental ProtectlôrtAqency .. .. .EPA ID Number (Mark X In the appropriate box).•El A lirst Notification f9 B Subsequent NotificationH’.

..,
(complete item C .:* ::.I.Nañeof installation (Include company and specItIc.Jte name). HIoIpIpIEI’zI-si IzI,vIDIuIIrIRI/III IzIlI.. Location of installation (Physical address not POBoxor Route Number)

-‘Street --- :..: •.-. ...—--:rIfIEIIPAINIDIII0IAIDII.II.IIiIIIIIII.IH,
Street (continued)

:-- :. - .- :- .--. - ..-
..‘... .‘ . c..- ..

:.l I I II I I I I I I I I I I. I I I I I 1 1.1.
City or Town

State zi Code
TIuI[ IFlLIINITI I I I I I I I I53I6lIIO1-I I I I

PIH[oIxIIiIIoIIII1III I. IllIllIll
City or Town

State zt Code
zIeI IPI2IAHTI I I I I I I I I M 3IIIl°I-I I I -I
V.lnstallatIOn-cohtsct (Person tobe contacted regarding waste activities at site)Name (last)

(first)IRIPIHIff1YI III I Ill RIOIAlLIDJII II I I L.
Job Title

Phone Number (area code and number)
PILIAI/VITI I’1IAIA1IAII1i/?I 0 1 -2. i

-

V1InstaiiationCóntact Address (See Instructions)A:Contact Address B; Street or P.O. Box-. --.;--: .----: -.-.
V

, ...-..-•-.-
V.

LoCattOn- -Mailing.:.
. . --- .-.- -- -- .
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPIDEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITYJAMES I. PALMER, JR.EXECUTiVE DIRECTOR

March 25, 1996

CERTIFIED MAIL/RETURN RECEIPT REOUESTEDMr. Thomas HendersonActing Plant ManagerKoppers Industries, Inc.Post Office Box 160Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Dear Mr. Henderson:
In order to settle certain environmental issues regarding

violations of the Mississippi Hazardous Waste Regulations, you

have agreed to the conditions of Administrative Order No.

3195 96. A copy of the order is enclosed.If you have any questions in this matter, please contact Mr.

David Peacock at telephone #601-961-5171.
Si rely, /2

Charles H. Chisoim, HeadOffice of Pollution Control
CHC:pl
Enclosure

OFFICE OF POlLUTION CON1 R( )I P. 0. Bt )X H) 1)15, IACKS( )N, MS 19289 0385, (6(11) 961-5(71
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

COMPLAINANT

1 9 ‘‘VS.
ORDER NO.

________________

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.

RES PONDENT

AGREED ORDER

COME NOW THE Mississippi Commission on Environmental Quality
(Commission), Complainant, and Koppers Industries, Inc.,
Respondent, in the above captioned cause and agree as follows:

1.
On October 5, 1995, Respondent was contacted by Complainant

and notified of the following violation(s)

As a result of a September 13, 1995 Compliance EvaluationInspection conducted by the Office of Pollution Control atKopper’s Tie Plant, Mississippi facility, the followingviolations were cited:

1. MHWMR 262.32(a) - Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)accumulated and stored five (5) drums of hazardouswaste for a period greater than 90 days without apermit.

2. MHWMR 262.34(a) (2) - Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)accumulated and stored a total of twenty (20) drumsof hazardous waste without marking accumulation dateson drums.

3. MHWMR 264.171 - Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) failedto transfer hazardous waste from three (3) leakingcontainers to containers in good condition.

*
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In lieu of a formal enforcement hearing concerning the
violation(s) listed above, Complainant and Respondent agree to
settle this matter as follows:

/
Respondent agrees to pay and Complainant agrees to
accept the sum of $12,250, said sum to be paid as a full
and complete settlement thereof in its entirety no later
than March 12, 1996.

3.

In the event Respondent fails to comply with any of the
terms of this Agreed Order, the Agreed Order shall become fully
enforceable through the appropriate chancery court. The

Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality, acting on behalf
of the Commission, may proceed in chancery court and may submit
an affidavit to the chancery court, along with an appropriate
complaint to enforce this Agreed Order of the Commission, and
such affidavit shall be prima facie evidence upon which to obtain

‘ a final judgement against Respondent in favor of the Mississippi
Commission on Environmental Quality.

4.

Nothing in this Agreed Order shall limit the rights of the
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality or the
Mississippi Commission on Environmental Quality in the event
Respondent fails to comply with this Agreed Order. The Agreed
Order shall be strictly construed to apply to those matters

expressly resolved herein.

5.

Nothing contained in this Agreed Order shall limit the

rights of Complainant to take enforcement or other actions

against Respondent for violations not addressed herein and for

future violations of environmental laws, rules, and regulations.
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Respondent understands and acknowledges that it is entitled

to an evidentiary hearing before the Commission pursuant to

Section 49-17-31 of the Mississippi Code Annotated

(Supp. 1972), and that it has made an informed waiver of that

right.

ORDERED, this the 21day of Z’LC..4) , 1996.

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON

ENVIRONMENTAL QUAL ITY

BY: 4
PALMER, JR. .,

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT

OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

AGREED, this the // day of - , 1996.

BY: L



FiLE copy

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

JAMES I PAIMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

February 14, 1996

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. Z 200 261 817

Mr. Ronald Murphey, Plant ManagerKoppers Industries, Inc.
P. 0. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Dear Mr. Murphey:

In order to settle certain environmental issues regarding KoppersIndustries, Inc., Tie Plant, Mississippi, you have agreed to theconditions of Administrative Order No. 3195 96, which isenclosed.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. David Peacock of mystaff at (601) 961—5220.

Sincerely,

/ /

2a4_.
jerry Banks, Chief
Hazardous Waste Division

JB: dp
Enclosure

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P 0. BOX 10385, IACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI COMMISSIONON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
ENVIRON14ENTAL QUAL ITY

COMPLAINANT

31 9 96VS.
ORDER NO.

_______________

AGREED ORDER

COME NOW THE Mississippi Commission on Environmental Quality(Commission), Complainant, and Koppers Industries, Inc.,Respondent, in the above captioned cause and agree as follows:

1.
On October 5, 1995, Respondent was contacted by Complainantand notified of the following violation(s) :

As a result of a September 13, 1995 Compliance EvaluationInspection conducted by the Office of Pollution Control atKopper’s Tie Plant, Mississippi facility, the followingviolations were cited:

1. MHWMR 262.32(a) - Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)accumulated and stored five (5) drums of hazardouswaste for a period greater than 90 days without apermit.

2. MHWMR 262.34 (a) (2) - Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)accumulated and stored a total of twenty (20) drumsof hazardous waste without marking accumulation dateson drums.

3. MHWMR 264.171 - Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) failedto transfer hazardous waste from three (3) leakingcontainers to containers in good condition.

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.

RES PONDENT
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2.

In lieu of a formal enforcement hearing concerning theviolation(s) listed above, Complainant and Respondent agree tosettle this matter as follows:

Respondent agrees to pay and Complainant agrees toaccept the sum of $12,250, said sum to be paid as a fulland complete settlement thereof in its entirety no laterthan March 12, 1996.

3.
In the event Respondent fails to comply with any of theterms of this Agreed Order, the Agreed Order shall become fullyenforceable through the appropriate chancery court. TheMississippi Department of Environmental Quality, acting on behalfof the Commission, may proceed in chancery court and may submitan affidavit to the chancery court, along with an appropriatecomplaint to enforce this Agreed Order of the Commission, andsuch affidavit shall be prima fade evidence upon which to obtaina final judgement against Respondent in favor of the MississippiCommission on Environmental Quality.

4.
Nothing in this Agreed Order shall limit the rights of theMississippi Department of Environmental Quality or theMississippi Commission on Environmental Quality in the eventRespondent fails to comply with this Agreed Order. The AgreedOrder shall be strictly construed to apply to those mattersexpressly resolved herein.

5.
Nothing contained in this Agreed Order shall limit therights of Complainant to take enforcement or other actionsagainst Respondent for violations not addressed herein and forfuture violations of environmental laws, rules, and regulations.

I
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Respondent understands and acknowledges that it is entitledto an evidentiary hearing before the Commission pursuant toSection 49-17-31 of the Mississippi Code Annotated
(Supp. 1972), and that it has made an informed waiver of thatright.

ORDERED, this the

______

day of
$ 1996.

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

BY:

J. I. PALMER, JR.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

AGREED, this the

BY:

____ _______

day of
$ 1996.

I



DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

JAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

October 26, 1993

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P III 316 968

Mr. Robert S. Markwell
Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Dear Mr. Markwell:

RE: Ms. Hazardous Waste Management
Regulation Agreed Order

Enclosed is an Agreed Order which adresses certain RCRA requirements at Koppers’
facility, located in Tie Plant, Mississippi. Please review this document, and if the
wording and conditions contained within it are agreeable to your company, have it
signed and dated by the responsible company offical and returned to my attention at
the above address by November 9, 1993.

If you should have any questions or if you should require additional information,
please contact me at (601) 961-5171.

Enclosure

cc: Mr. G. Alan Farmer, EPA

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P. 0. BOX 10385, jACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 96-5171

•0 ci

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
FILE COPY

Sincerely,

Banks, P.E., Chief
RCRA Branch
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION

ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

COMPLAINANT

VS. ORDER NO.

BEAZER EAST, INC.

RESPONDENT

AGREED ORDER

COME NOW THE Mississippi Commission on Environmental Quality

(Commission), Complainant, and Beazer East, Inc. Respondent, in the

above captioned cause and agree as follows:

1.

On July 21, 1989 the Mississippi Department of Environmental

Quality approved the Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA)

Workplan, submitted by Beazer in May, 1989, that addressed concerns

at the Boiler Ash Landfarm, located at Koppers Industries’ Grenada,

Mississippi facility.

2.

Due to problems gaining offsite access, the final GWQA report

r1t+ nbmitted to this Office until May 10, 1993. To fully



_

C)

1. Respondent shall implement the approved SupplementalGroundwater Quality Assessment Workplan (included asExhibit A of this Agreed Order) which addresses theexistence of VOCs at Kopper’s southwestern facilityboundary. The implementation will be in accordance withthe schedule included in the Supplemental Workplan. Dayzero of the implementation schedule will begin upon theexecution of this Agreed Order.

4.

Respondent understands and acknowledges that it is entitled toan evidentiary hearing before the Commission pursuant to Section49-17—31 of the Mississippi Code Annotated (Supp. 1989), and thatit has made an informed waiver of that right.

ORDERED, th
is

the

____________

day of

_____________________

1993.

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ONENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

BY:

________________________

J. I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OFENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

AGREED, this the day of

_______________,

1993.
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

jAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

November 17, 1993

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 167 721 694

Mr. Richard A. Graham, Vice President
Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Dear Mr. Graham:

In order to settle certain environmental issues regarding Beazer
East, Grenada, Mississippi, you have agreed to the conditions of
Administrative Order No. 2689-93, which is enclosed.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Jerry Banks at
telephone #601/961—5171.

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P. 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171

F

0 (1

CHC:mh

Enclosure

les H. Chisoim, Head
Office of Pollution Control
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

COMPLAINANT 9 0
VS. ORDER NO. - -

BEAZER EAST, INC.

RESPONDENT

AGREED ORDER

COME NOW THE Mississippi Commission on Environmental Quality

(Commission), Complainant, and Beazer East, Inc. Respondent, in the

above captioned cause and agree as follows:

1.

On July 21, 1989 the Mississippi Department of Environmental

Quality approved the Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA)

Workplan, submitted by Beazer in May, 1989, that addressed concerns

at the Boiler Ash Landfarm, located at Koppers Industries’ Grenada,

Mississippi facility.

2.

Due to problems gaining offsite access, the final GWQA report

was not submitted to this Office until May 10, 1993. To fully

comply with the intent of the GWQA, a recommendation was included

in this report which called for placement of three monitor wells

upgradient of the closed boiler ash landfarm. Placement and

purpose of these wells would be to evaluate the extent of the VOC’s

observed in wells located both upgradient and downgradient of the

landfarm.

3.

In order to satisfy the goals set forth by the original GWQA

plan, and in lieu of a formal hearing, Complainant and Respondent

agree to settle this matter as follows:
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1. Respondent shall implement the approved Supplemental

Groundwater Quality Assessment Workplan (included as

Exhibit A of this Agreed Order) which addresses the

existence of VOCs at Kopper’s southwestern facility

boundary. The implementation will be in accordance with

the schedule included in the Supplemental Workplan. Day

zero of the implementation schedule will begin upon the

execution of this Agreed Order.

4.

Respondent understands and acknowledges that it is entitled to

an evidentiary hearing before the Commission pursuant to Section

49-17-31 of the Mississippi Code Annotated (Supp. 1989), and that

it has made an informed waiver of that right.

ORDERED, this the /7 day of

___________________

1993.

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

BY:

___________________

J. I PALMER, J
E UTIVE DIRECTO
MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF

ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

AGREED, this the

______

day of , 1993.

RESPONDENT -
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION
ON ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

COMPLAINANT 9 fl
VS. ORDER NO._________

BEAZE
LU’ Y’.A-

/ DENT

_____

/ / f._) AGREED ORDER

COME NOW THE Mississippi Commission on Environmental Quality

(Commission), Complainant, and Beazer East, Inc. Respondent, in the

above captioned cause and agree as foilows:

1.

On July 21, 1989 the Mississippi Department of Environmental

Quality approved the Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA)

Workplan, submitted by Beazer in May, 1989, that addressed concerns

at the Boiler Ash Landfarm, located at Koppers Industries’ Grenada,

• Mississippi facility,

2.

Due to problems gaining offsite access, the final GWQA report

was not submitted to this Office until May 10, 1993. To fully

comply with the intent of the GWQA, a recommendation was included

in this report which called for placement of thr

upgradient “
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1. Respondent shall implement the approved Supplemental
Groundwater Quality Assessment Workplan (included as
Exhibit A of this Agreed Order) which addresses the
existence of VOC5 at Kopper’s southwestern facility
boundary. The implementation will be in accordance with
the schedule included in the Supplemental Workplan. Day
zero of the implementation schedule will begin upon the
execution of this Agreed Order.

Respondent understands and acknowledges that it is entitled to

an evidentiary hearing before the Commission pursuant to Section

49—17—31 of the Mississippi Code Annotated (Supp. 1989), and that

it has made an informed waiver of that right.

ORDERED, this the /7 day of

_____________________

1993.

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

BY:

________________________

J. I PALMER, JR
E UTIVE DIRECTO
MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

AGREED, this the / “‘
day of

_______________,

1993.

RESPONDEN
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EXHIBIT A

WORK PLANSUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATIONADDENDUM TO BOILER ASH LANDFILLGROUNDWATER QUALITY ASSESSMENTKOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.GRENADA, MISSISSIPPIFOR BEAZER EAST, INC.

*DAMES & MOORE
18804-232-186

October 15, 1993
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CD
WORK PLAN

SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATIONADDENDUM TO BOILER ASH LANDFILL GROUNDWATERQUALITY ASSESSMENT
KOPPERS 1NDUSTRLES, INC.

GRENADA, MISSISSIPPI
FOR BEAZER EAST, INC.

1.0 INTRODUCTION
This Supplemental Investigation (SI) Work Plan addresses the Boiler Ash Landfill Area in thesouthwestern section of the Kopper’s Industries, Inc. (Kil) Tie Plant Facility in Grenada,Mississippi. The SI Work Plan was developed in accordance with the recommendations of theBoiler Ash Landfill Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA) submitted to the MississippiDepartment of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) on May 10, 1993 (Chester, 1993).

1.1 REGULATORY STATUS

The work proposed in this SI Work Plan was originally presented in a letter-format work plansubmitted to Mr. James Kutzrnan of USEPA Region IV on May 5, 1993, and was also includedas an appendix to the GWQA. This initial approach was taken in keeping with the GWQArecommendation that all additional investigation and Corrective Action at the Grenada Facilitybe performed under the ongoing RFI/CMS process required by the Hazardous and Solid WasteAmendments (HSWA) Section of the facility’s RCRA Part B Permit.

During an October 4, 1993 meeting with Beazer representatives, the MDEQ requested that theSI Report be submitted as part of the GWQA. This request changed the initial approach suchthat the Boiler Ash SI will be conducted as a supplemental phase of the GWQA, and theresults will be submitted to MDEQ as an addendum to the GWQA Report. MDEQ willreportedly review and respond to the entire GWQAISI package upon submittal of theAddendum (SI Summary Report).

Upon completion of the GWQAISI, Beazer will begin performance of necessary predesigninvestigations and Corrective Action under the HSWA Section of the Part B Permit.

BeazcrWorkPtan.MSD

DFs & MOORL
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1.2 TECHNICAL INFORMATION BASE

The Boiler Ash Landfill was closed as a hazardous waste landfill according to RCRA Interim
Status regulations. Closure was certified on June 27, 1990. The GWQA was performed in
response to the detection of constituents of concern in groundwater through an initial site
investigation in 1988, entitled “October 1988 Hydrogeological Investigation - Boiler Ash
Landfill Area” ‘(Keystone, 1988). The results of the GWQA indicated that there were
detectable concentrations of several volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in groundwater, both
upgradient and downgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. These compounds, including
trichloroethylene, 1,2-dichioroethene, and trans-1,2-dichloroethene, are not associated with
wood-treating operations and are not found in groundwater at any other location within the
facility.

Because the detected VOC concentrations are upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill, and
because the reported VOCs are not associated with wood-treating operations and are not known
to have been used at the facility, the conclusion was made within the GWQA that the source
of the VOCs in groundwater was upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. A potential upgradient
source area, the Lennox Air Conditioning and Refrigeration Company, is located upgradient
of the area of the facility in question, and reportedly uses the identified chemicals in its
operations.

1.3 OBJECTiVES

The objectives of this Supplemental Investigation are to confirm whether the reported VOCs
detected in groundwater beneath the Boiler Ash Landfill Area have an offsite origin, and to
better define the extent of VOC contamination in groundwater at the perimeter of the facility,
upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. This will involve further investigation of the South
Waste Piles (SWMLJ 13 from the HSWA Section of the facility RCRA Permit) through test
borings, and the installation of groundwater monitoring wells upgradient of the Boiler Ash
Landfill and South Waste Pile (between the MI facility and the Lennox facility).

Bcazer\WorkPlan.MSD 2
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2.0 SCOPE OF WORK

The SI field activities will follow the protocol developed for the Phase II RCRA Facility
Investigation (RFI) Work Plan (Chester, 1990). This work plan, its implementation and
subsequent report (Dames & Moore, 1992), were completed as part of the requirements from
the HSWA Section of the Part B Permit regarding identified Solid Waste Management Units
(SWMUs). Investigational activities for the SI will be appropriately performed according to
the Phase II RFI protocol because the Phase II RFI included similar investigational activities
for the South Waste Piles.

The scope of work for the Supplemental Investigation will include the following:

• Three test borings drilled to the top of the water table along the perimeter of the
southern most South Waste Pile;

• Five surficial soil samples taken within the southernmost South Waste Pile; and

• Three groundwater monitoring wells installed upgradient of the Boiler Ash
Landfill and the South Waste Piles along the southwestern perimeter of the
facility.

2.1 SOIL BORINGS

Three soil borings will be drilled around the southernmost South Waste Pile (SWMU No. 13).
The soil boring locations are shown on the attached Figure 1.

The three soil borings will be drilled using hollow-stem auger drilling techniques to an
approximate depth of 15 feet below land surface (ft-bls), which is the anticipated depth to the
static water table.

Soil samples will be continuously collected on 2-foot intervals using Shelby tube or standard
split-spoon samplers. Each soil sample will be examined in the field and will be visually
classified by a geologist or engineer in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System.

Bcazer\WorkPlan.MSD 3
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Soil samples will be screened in the field for total organic vapors using head-space techniques
with an HNu Model P1-101 photoionization detector (ND) equipped with an 10.2 electron volt
ultraviolet lamp. The PID will be calibrated daily with an isobutylene gas standard. Visual
and olfactory observations will also be recorded on the field boring logs.

One soil sample will be collected from each of the three 1 5-foot borings located around the
perimeter of the southernmost South Waste Pile at the approximate interface of the vadose and
saturated zone,

2.2 SURFICIAL SOIL SAMPLES

Five soil samples will be collected at a depth of one to two feet along the perimeter, and
within, the South Waste Pile as shown in Figure 1. The samples will be collected with a
stainless steel hand auger and analyzed for the constituents listed in Section 2.6.

2.3 MONITORING WELLS

Three monitoring wells will be installed along the southwestern fence line adjacent to the
Lennox Air Conditioning and Refrigeration Company property near the southwestern edge of
Ku’s property. The proposed (approximate) locations of the monitoring wells are also shown
in Figure 1. The exact well locations will be field-assessed based on accessibility to the area
between the fence line and the railroad tracks. Each monitoring well will be drilled and
sampled according to the procedures used for the South Waste Pile test borings. The
monitoring well boreholes will extend below the water table, and soil samples will continue
to be taken until the total depth of each borehole is reached.

Each monitoring well borehole will be completed with a permanent monitoring well
constructed of 2-inch diameter, flush-threaded, Schedule 40 PVC well casing and screen. The
well screens will consist of ten feet of 2-inch diameter Schedule 40 PVC pipe with 0,0 1-inch
slots, and will be set to intercept the water table. The riser pipe will consist of 2-inch diameter
Schedule 40 blank PVC pipe. Upon completion of the installation of the well construction
materials, a 20/40 sieve-size clean silica filter sand will be placed in the annulus between the
borehole and the screened zone to a minimum depth equivalent to two feet above the top of
the well screen. A bentonite pellet seal with a thickness of at least three feet will be placed
above the sand filter pack. Adequate time will be allotted for sufficient hydration of the
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bentonite. Upon completion of the placement and hydration of the bentonite seal, the
remaining annular space will be tremie-grouted to the ground surface using a Type I Portland
cement/bentonite grout.

After the grout has been allowed to cure for a minimum of 24 hours, each well will be
developed using air lift, swabbing or pumping techniques. All materials used in well
development will be new, dedicated materials. If an air compressor is used, it will be equipped
with an approved oil trap and carbon filter system. Each well will be purged sufficiently to
remove sediment and fme-grained materials. The riser-pipe casing will extend between two
or three feet above surface grade. After installation, each monitoring well will be secured with
a protective casing with security locking caps and covers, well pad and guard posts.

2.4 FIELD ACTIViTY PROTOCOL

Drilling and logging procedures, protocol, and monitoring well installations will be completed
in general accordance with the procedures and methods set forth in the Phase II RFI Work Plan
(Chester, 1990). All drilling and sampling equipment will be steam-cleaned before and after
drilling at each boring location to limit possible borehole cross-contamination. Additionally,
all field sampling equipment will be decontaminated between soil sampling using phosphate-
free detergent washes and distilled-water rinses. A decontamination area will be designated
onsite. The cuttings will be placed in 55-gallon drums, which will be placed in the designated
drum storage area onsite.

Upon completion of drilling and sampling, the three 15-foot soil borings will be plugged and
abandoned in accordance with the requirements of the Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality’s Surfacewater and Groundwater Use and Protection Regulations
(Sections 4A-4F).

The above soil boring program will be conducted in accordance with the drilling and sampling
protocols presented in Section 5.0 of the Phase II RFI Work Plan, and following the Quality
Assurance/Quality Control procedures described in Section 3.0.

BcazeñWorkPlan.MSD 5
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2.5 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING

The groundwater samples will be collected from the newly installed wells using existing
dedicated stainless-steel bailers, or disposable polyethylene bailers. Sampling protocol will be
as outlined in Appendix B of the Phase II RFI Work Plan. Preparation will be made in
anticipation of splitting groundwater samples with MDEQ.

In addition, fifteen existing monitoring wells (R-43, R-44, M-l, M-2, M-2B, M-3, M-4, M-5,
M-5B through M-8, and M-8B) in the vicinity of the Boiler Ash Disposal area will also be
sampled for the constituents of interest.

2.6 LABORATORY ANALYSIS

One groundwater sample will be collected from each of the three new wells and the 15 existing
wells in accordance with the procedures and methods described in the Phase II RFI Work Plan.
Soil and groundwater samples will be analyzed for VOCs (EPA Method 8240), total copper
(EPA Methods 3050 and 6010), n-butyl alcohol (EPA Method 8240), and methyl isobutyl
ketone (EPA Method 8240). Each sample container will be labelled, preservatives will be
placed in the containers, and the samples will be shipped to the analytical laboratory. Each
shipment will be accompanied by a trip blank, which will be analyzed for VOCs.

2.7 SURVEYING

A field survey will be conducted to locate the borings and wells, establish elevations of top of
PVC casing of the newly installed wells with respect to mean sea level, and the ground surface
elevation of each boring and well location using the established site benchmark.

2.8 SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATION SUMMARY REPORT

The results of the Supplemental Investigation will be summarized in a report that will be
submitted to MDEQ as an addendum to the Boiler Ash Landfill GWQA. This report will
document the findings of the Supplemental Investigation with regard to the objectives of the
SI Work Plan.

BcazctWorkPIan.MSD 6
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3.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL

The field investigation outlined in this Work Plan will be conducted in accordance with the
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) plan developed in Section 4.2 of the Phase II RFI
Work Plan.

4.0 HEALTH AND SAFETY PLAN

The scope of work described in this Supplemental Work Plan will be conducted in accordance
with Dames & Moore’s Health and Safety Plan entitled “Health & Safety Plan, Phase II RFI,
Koppers Company, Inc. (Beazer), Grenada, Mississippi, (April 26, 1991)”. This plan was
developed to provide guidance procedures to assure the personal safety and protection of the
Dames & Moore employees performing the Phase II Assessment.

5.0 SCHEDULE

Upon approval of this Supplemental Groundwater Investigation Work Plan by the MDEQ, it
is anticipated that it will take three weeks to schedule and complete the soil boring, well
installation, and sampling program. Approximately two weeks will be required for the
turnaround of the analytical results. The draft field investigation report can be prepared two
weeks following the receipt of the analytical results.

oOo

Bcazcr\WorkPtan.MSD 7

DAIIs & M’ORh

—



0
The following are attached and complete this work plan:

Figure 1 Proposed Subsurface Exploration Location Plan

JTJJNJS:aml

Attachments

Respectfully submitted,

DAMES & MOORE, INC.

Beazer\WorkPlan.M5D 8

bert J. Schulz
Program Manager
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X A.PPDIX

F1LICOpyA. PENALTY COM?U’rATION WORKSHEET
Company 1ame Beazer East, Inc.

Address 436 Seventh Avenue Pittsburgh, PA 15219Requirement Violated MHWMR 264.145 and permit condition Part u.N ofMississippi Hazardous Waste Permit No. HW—88—543-O1P4ALTT AiIOUN’r FOR COKPLA.IN’r1. Gravity based penalty from matrix...... ............ si,ooo(a) Potential for harm. . . . . . . . • , • • • • • • • • • • , • • • • Moderate
(b) ExtentofDeviation...........................Minor2. Select an amount from the appropriate multiday

matrix cell....... . . ... . . .••...... . •............ • • N/A3. Multiply line 2 by number of days of violation minus
1 or other number, as appropriate (provide narrative
explanation) ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . N/A_4 . Add line 1 and line 3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • • . • $4, 0)05. Percent increase/decrease for good faith N/Ps6. Percent increase for willfulness/negligence. . . . . . . .

. . . . . . . . * . .
• N/A7. Percent increase for history ofnoncompliance .

. . . • • • . • . N/A

8 •* Total lines 5 thria 7........ •.•••................. 09. Multiplylirie4byline8.........................°10. Calculateeconomicbenefit.........................$

6’8
7
511. Add lines 4, 9 and 10 for penalty amount........... S1o,87

to be inserted in the complaint

* Additional downward adlustments, where substantiated by
reliable information, may be accounted for here.
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company 1am. Beazer East, Inc.

Address 436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Req.airemeflt Violated MIIWMR 264.145 and permit conditãn Part 11.14 otMississippi Hazous Waste Permit No. H-3--’Ij—uI

sirt’r PEKALrC .Nouwr
i. Gravity based penalty from matrix.. $4,000

(a) Potential for harm. . . . . • • • • , • • , • Moderate(b) ExtentofdeViatiofl...................... Minor
2. Select an amount from the appropriate multidaymatrix cell.... ... ..... • • • ...... • • ••••• . •.. •....... N/A
3. Multiply line 2 by number of days of violation minus1 (or other number as appropriate (provide narrative‘explanation) . . . ... . . . •..•. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • • . . N/A
4 . Add line 1, and line 3. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • $4,000
5. Percent increase/decrease for good faith........... 0
6. Percent increase for willfulness/negligence........

______

7. Percent increase for history of noncompliance ....,

8. Percent increase/decrease for other uniq.ie factors(except litigationrisk)..........................o
9. Add lnes 5, 6, 7, and 8 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o
10. Multiply 1ine4byline9........................._0
11. Add lines 4 and 10 . . . ..... . . . . . • . • . . . . . .. . . . . . . . • $4,000
12. Adjutm€flt aoUit for environmental project ....,. 0
13. Suit’ct line 12 from line 11 ..................... $4.000
14. Calculateeconomicben.fit......................... $6,875
15 . Add lines 13 and 14 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • •

____________

16. Adjustment amount for ability-to—pay ••••••,•••••,• N/A
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17. Ad.istflieflt amount for litigation risk.............

______

3.8. ?.dd lines 16 and 27........,.. •.. ... . •••.•... • . . 0
19. S.ibtract line 18 from lire 1.5 for.............. $10,875final sett1eent aou.nt

—

Tbis procedure sho1 be repeated for each violation.

4
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MARATIVEXpJ(ATIgNU

1. Gravity eased Penalty

(a) Potential for Harm Maintaining an
the integrity of the RCRA

______ __________

—

tc

normally be
based on theSEs ability to !ement the ctives of the RCJA Beazerto presert evidence to the Sta

____

was
re as

(b) Extent of Deviation onsptember2 1991 Beazer East c.’scurrentdocumentation to substantiate the use of aFjnaflcialT tf its mechanism was due.This information was on teunti1Decemer9lggl Beazerwit ttd ta to ti ted the f1;w

of zerwas unable to present the State with a corn let

(c) Multiple/Multi—day Based On the fact that the violation was determinedto be a moderate—minor ra y—base Toation teassejTh_ a muflTdavToptionai.

____

eZer, the State felt that assessment ofarnulti_ Xna1t was not appropria

j.-.

________________(attach

additional sheets if necessary)

2. Adjustment Factors (Good faith, willfulnes5/nljgenc.history of compliance, ability to pay, environmental credits, andother unique factors must be justified, if applied.)
N/A

(a) Good Taiti

..

,.

A separate “Narrative Explanations should be attached tothe Penalty Computation Worksheets for both the complaint amountand settlement amount. Where the discussion of a given elementof a penalty to be included in the Narrative Explanationsupporting the settlement amount will duplicate that appearing inthe Narrative Explanation supporting the complaint amount, theearlier discussion may simply be incorporated by reference.
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IXRATIY2EEX?LAMATION_U

1. Gravity Based Penalty

(a) Potential for Harm the gravity-based “potential for harm matrix”was determined to be moderate.

_________________ ____

(attach additional sheets if necessary)
(b) Extent of Deviation The State used this information and the mitigatingfactors of the case to determine that the “extent of deviationiminor.

(attach additional sheets if necessary
(C) Multiple/Multi—day

- (attach additional sheets if necessary)

2. Adjustment Factors (Good faith, willfuln.ss/n.liqenc.,history of compliance, ability to pay, environmental credits, andother uniqu. factors uat be justified, if applied.)
(a) Good Yaitlz

____

____________________________

A separate “Narrative Explanation” should be attached tothe Penalty Computation Worksheets for both the complaint amountand settlement amount. Where the discussion of a given elementof a penalty to be included in the Narrative Explanationsupporting the settlement amount will, duplicate that appearing inthe Narrative Explanation supporting tue complaint amount, theearlier discussion may simply be incorporated by reference.
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C

______

(attach additional sheets if necessary)

(b) Wilfulness/NegligeflCe N/A

—-—___________________ (attach additional sheets if necessary)
(c) History of Compliance N/A

(attach additional sheets if necessary)
(d) Ability to pay N/A

(attach additional sheets if necessary)
(e) Environmental Project N/A

(attach additional sheets if necessary)
(f) Other Uniq’..ie Factors During the period that the violation occurred,
__Beaze..E.at.,. Inc.’s parent corporation was the object of a “friendly”corporate takeover. Beazer’s contention was that even though they hadadequate financial numbers and ratios to meet the requirements for theFinancial Test, they could not get their auditors to sign off ( based on theimpending takeover)

(attach additional sheets if necessary)



- 46 —

3. Econo.C 4flefit The economic benefit gained by Beazer in not obtaining an
alternate financial mechanism during this period was calculated using the following
steps: (1) Use a cost of securing the letter of credit as being 2% the total amount
of letter itself, (2) times the number of days out of complia]Tdividedby

——

365 days. In this case Beazer would have had to secure letter of credit totaling

$1,767,128 * .‘2 =
* 71 days out of compliance 365 equals $6875.

-

--- -- --—--———————

(attach addltional sheets t necessary)

4. RecalculatiOn of Penalty Easeci on New tnforation

_________

-

- - --------—

———U

-.-----
----- -- ----------

___ ____(attach

additional sheets if necessary)

L



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMEN EM QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 868 026 116

January 29, 1992

Mr. Robert G. HamiltonVice President
Beazer East, Inc.436 Seventh AvenuePittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Dear Mr. Hamilton:

In order to settle certain environmental issues regarding Beazer East,

Inc., Grenada, Mississippi, you have agreed to the conditions of

Administrative Order No. 2162—92, which is enclosed.If you have questions about this matter, please contact Mr. Steve Spengler

at telephone 1601/961—5171.

CHC:mh

Enclosure

SincrelY/

Charles H. Chisolm, HeadOffice of Pollution Control

P0. BOX 20305, JACKSON, MS 1928’M 305, JUOl 5002

0
I
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BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI CX)MMISSION

C VI1tMEL QUALITY

MISSISSIPPI CCt4ISSION C
ENVIRCtTAL QUALITY

ccmr
v. ORDER NO. ,, j J
BEAZER EAST, INC.
GR!’1ADA, MISSISSIPPI
MSD007027543

RESPCNP

AGRD ORDER

CCt’4E N THE Mississippi Caitnission on Environmental Quality

(Cannission), Canplainant1 and Beazer East, Inc., Respondent, in the

above captioned cause and agree as follows:

1.

On October 25, 1991, Respondent was contacted by Calainant

and notified of the following violation(s):

As of September 29, 1991, Respondent had failed to provide theState with an adequate financial mechanism to assure the
maintenance of post—closure care of Respondent’s closed surfaceimpoundment and closed bciir-ash Innafariri at its Grcna&,Mississippi facility. Fai1ure to provid the State with proofof an adequate financial mechanism is a violation of 264.145 ofthe Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Requlations (MH4R)and permit condition II .N. of Mississippi Hazardous Waste PermitNo. HW—88—543—Ol.

2.

Respondent neither admits nor denies the allegations of

Paragraph 1 above.

3.

In lieu of a formal enforcement hearing concerning the

violation(s) listed above, ha.qever, Complainant and Respondent agree

to settle this matter as follows:

A. On December 9, 1991, the State received the appropriate
documentation needed to verify that Respondent was
maintaining en adequate financial mechanism to ssur
post—closure care at itr GrrdE, MinsiEaipP].
Respondent is no longer in violation of MHWMP 264.l4 or
permit condition u.N.
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B. Respondent agrees to pay and the Canplainant agrees to
accept the sum of $10,875, said sum to be paid as a full.
and canpiete sett1nt thereof in its entirety no later
than February 17, 1992.

4.

Respondent understand ‘ and acknowledges that it is entitled to

an evidentiary hearing before the Ccnniss ion pursuant to Section

49—17—31 of the Mississippi Cede Annotated (Supp. 1990), and that it

has made an informed waiver of that right.

ORDERED, this the

_______

day of

__________

16th January
AGREED, this the

______

&y of

________

0
1992.

MISSISSIPPI caMISSION ON
ENVIRONNTAL QUALITY

BY:

MISSISSIPPI DEPARITh4NT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

1992.

RESPONDENT /‘ 1 L
r.t— t---’
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RCRA INSPECTION REPORT

Inspector and Author of Report

Russ Twitty
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality - MDEQ
Office of Pollution Control

2. Facility Information

Koppers Industries
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960
601 226-1494
EPA 1D No: MSD 007 027 543

3. Responsible Company Official

Thomas L. Henderson
Plant Manager

4. Inspection Participants

Thomas L. Henderson, Koppers Industries
James Hatch, Koppers Industries
Anthony Mayhan, Koppers Industries
John Kroske, EPA
Russ Twitty, MSDEQ

5. Date and Time of Inspection

March 2, 1999
9:00 am.

6. Applicable Regulations

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) Parts 260, 261, 264, 268
and 270; and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit No. F{W-88-543-0l

7. Purpose of Inspection

The purpose of the site visit was to conduct RCRA Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CE1)
to assess Koppers’ compliance status with the applicable regulations.

CE I-i
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8. Facility Description

The Koppers Industries, Inc. (Koppers) is located off Highway 51 in Tie Plant, Mississippi
(Grenada County). The facility pressure treats wood, primarily for use as railroad ties and
bridge timbers. Creosote and pentachiorophenol are used as preservatives in the pressure
treating process. Wood preserving operations have been conducted on the site, under various
owners, since the early I 900s.

Koppers has five retorts on site; however, only four are used to pressure treat wood. One
retort uses pentachiorophenol and the remaining three use creosote. The facility’s drip pad
is constructed of concrete and lined with polypropylene at the bottom and at mid-depth.
Three sumps are incorporated into the pad to facilitate removing excess preservative

Koppers has notified as a Large Quantity Generator (LQG) of F032 and F034 and as a
Treatment, Storage and Disposal (TSD) facility. The facility was issued a permit in 1988 for
post-closure care ofits surface impoundment. The facility used the impoundment to manage
bottom sediment sludge from the treatment of wastewater produced by the creosote and
pentachlorophenol wood preserving process (KOOl). The permit expired on June 28, 1998.
A renewal application was submitted to IvIDEQ by the required date. Koppers is operating
under the expired permit, as the permit has not been reissued to date. The facility is currently
performing RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) corrective action activities under authority of
the HSWA portion of the permit.

9. Findings

After a brief introductory meeting a visual site inspection was performed. The surface
impoundment was well kept and properly secured. The associated monitoring wells were all
in good condition and locked.

At the time of the inspection, the facilitys 90-Day Storage Area contained 116 55-gallon
drums. All drums were properly labeled for shipping and marked with the accumulation date,
source, and waste code (F032, F034). A curbed concrete floor provided secondary
containment. Adequate aisle space was maintained in the container storage area.

The drip pad was also inspected and found to be clean and in good shape. The coating was
adequate and there were no cracks in the drip pad.

One 55-gallon satellite accumulation drum was observed next to the treatment building. The
drum was used to collect process residuals (F032, F034). Facility personnel were adding
waste to the satellite accumulation drum at the time of this inspection. The drum was
properly labeled.

Inspection of the storage yard revealed a minimal amount of drippage onto the ground. The
area appeared to be well maintained and managed to minimize releases to the environment.

CEI-2
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Following the visual inspection, general facility records were reviewed. Documents reviewed
included the facility’s permit, waste analysis plan, inspection logs, personnel training records,
contingency plan, operating records, manifests, financial assurance mechanism for post-
closure of the surface impoundment and the drip pad certification. All records appeared in
order and kept up to date.

10. Conclusion

The facility is in apparent compliance with the applicable regulations and the facility’s RCRA
permit.

Ii. Signed

Date

Russ Twitty, P.E.

12.

c/s/7,
Date

Approval

-.../ ...
David Lee, P.E.

CEI —3



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 4

ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
61 FORSYTH STREET

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-8960

APR 1

Mr. Thomas L. Henderson
Plant Manager
Koppers Industries
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

SUBJ: Koppers Industries
RCRA Compliance Evaluation Inspection Report
EPA ID No.: MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Enclosed is a copy of the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
inspection report for the inspection conducted at Koppers Industries in Tie Plant, Mississippi, on
March 02, 1999.

The site inspection revealed no violations ofRCRA. Pursuant to the Memorandum of
Agreement between EPA and the State ofMississippi, EPA has forwarded a copy of the
inspection report to the State.

If you should have any questions, please contact John Kroske, of my stafl, at (404) 562-
8613.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey T. Pallas, Chief
South Enforcement and Compliance Section
RCRA Enforcement and Compliance Branch

Enclosure

cc: David Lee, MDEQ (w/enclosure)

Internet Address (URL) • http:I/www.epa.gov
Recycled!Recyclable • Printed with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimum 25% Postconsumer)

.3 CD
oSr4

%:qL

4WD-RCRA

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
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RCRA INSPECTION REPORT

1) Inspector and Author of Report

John Kroske
Environmental Engineer

2) Facility Information

Koppers Industries
1 Koppers Drive
Tie Plant, MS 38960
EPA ID No.: MSD 007 027 543

3) Responsible Official

Thomas L. Henderson, Plant Manager
Koppers Industries
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960
(601) 226-4584

4) Inspection Participants

John Kroske, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), Region 4
Russ Twitty, Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality (IVIDEQ)
Thomas L. Henderson, Plant Manager, Koppers Industries
James Hatch, Assistant Plant Manager, Koppers Industries
Anthony Mayhan, Environmental Health and Safety manager, Koppers Industries

5) Date and Time of Inspection

March 02, 1999
8:55 AM

6) Applicable Regulations

40 CFR Parts 260-270, 279
Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) Parts 260-270, 279
Hazardous Waste Management Permit Number 88-543-0 1

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
March02, 1999
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7) Purpose of Inspection

The purpose of the site visit was to conduct an unannounced RCRA Compliance
Evaluation Inspection (CEI) to assess the facility’s compliance with applicable regulations.

8) Facility Description

Koppers Industries (Koppers), Tie Plant, Grenada County, MS, is engaged in the
treatment of wood, primarily for use as railroad ties and telephone/utility poles. The
facility utilizes both creosote and pentachiorophenol preserving solutions in the wood
treatment process. The facility has been in operation since 1903, is located on
approximately 130 acres and employs approximately 62 people. Koppers Company
owned the facility until 1987. At the end of 1987, Beazer East, Inc. purchased Koppers
Company. in December, 1988, Koppers industries was formed. Beazer East, Inc.
assumed environmental responsibility for past contamination.

Koppers is a Large Quantity Generator (LQG) ofFO32 and F034 hazardous wastes and is
a Treatment, Storage and Disposal (TSD) facility. Koppers Company was issued a permit
in June, 1988, by the IvIDEQ for post-closure care of a surface impoundment. The surface
impoundment was used to manage bottom sediment sludge from the treatment of
wastewaters produced by the creosote and pentachiorophenol wood preserving processes
(KOOl). The post-closure permit expired in June, 1998, and the MDEQ is working on
permit renewal while continuing to enforce the expired permit. Koppers is currently
performing Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) corrective action activities
under the HSWA portion of the RCRA permit. The HSWA portion of the permit was
issued by EPA in June, 1988, expired in June, 1998, and was reissued in September, 1998.

9) Findings

Railroad ties and telephone/utility poles are treated in pressurized cylinder(s) using the
preservatives creosote and pentachiorophenol, respectively. The basic wood treating
process involves placing a load of railroad ties or telephone/utility poles (referred to as a
charge) in the appropriate treatment Oylinder. Pressure is then applied to the cylinder and
after a certain amount of time, the creosote or pentachiorophenol is added to the cylinder.
The cylinder pressure is increased again to force the preservative into the wood. Railroad
ties, which are hardwoods, generally remain under pressure longer than telephone/utility
poles, which are pine. After a certain amount of time, a vacuum is applied to the
treatment cylinder to remove residual creosote or pentachlorophenol preservative. The
charge is removed from the treatment cylinder to the drip pad. The charge remains on thedrip pad until residual preservative ceases to drip, at which time the treated wood is placedin the storage yard.

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
March 02. 1999
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Treatment Cylinders

Koppers has five (5) wood treating cylinders. Treatment cylinder #1 uses
pentachiorophenol in the treatment of telephone/utility poles. Treatment cylinders #2, #4,
arid #5, use creosote in the treatment of railroad ties. Treatment cylinder #3 is used to
pre-condition wood, using steam, before treatment. Each cylinder has its own concrete-
lined sump which is used to collect preservative drippage. The drippage is pumped back
to the appropriate preservative product tank for reuse. Koppers has three product storage
tanks - a diesel product storage tank, a pentachlorophenol product storage tank, and a
creosote storage tank. Diesel is the carrier oil for the pentachiorophenol.

One satellite accumulation drum, normally located next to the treatment building by the
treatment cylinders and used to collect process residuals, was in use inside cylinder #4
which was undergoing maintenance. No violations were observed.

Ninety (90) Day Hazardous Waste Storage Building

The ninety (90) day storage area contained approximately one-hundred-ten (110) 55-
gallon drums of hazardous wastes. The hazardous wastes are primarily generated from
cleaning the drip pad and cylinder maintenance. All of the drums were properly closed,
labeled with the words “Hazardous Waste” and marked F032 and F034. The isle spacing
was adequate. The earliest accumulation date was February 01, 1999. The storage
building has a concrete floor with concrete curbing, corrugated metal sides, and a roof.
No violations were observed.

Unloading Area for Green Railroad Ties

The ends of green (ties that are not dry) railroad ties are cut to length prior to being sorted
and placed in a stack for air-drying. Oak ties are marked “0” for oak and stacked
together for air-drying. Mi other ties (hickory, gum, etc. (other hardwoods)) are marked
“G” for gum and stacked together for air-drying. The cut ends are ground-up and
combined with the sawdust generated from cutting the ends, for use as fuel in the boiler.
No hazardous waste is generated in this area.

Unloading Area for Dry Ties

Each railroad tie coming from the air-drying stacks is graded by a railroad certified grader.
The grader determines whether the ends of the tie are split enough to require repairing
with plates or gang nails. The dry ties are ready for treatment after inspection and any
necessary repairs. No hazardous waste is generated in this area.

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
March 02, 1999
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Drip Pad

The drip pad was constructed in 1990-1991 and consists of a concrete pad with elevated
concrete sides. A gray paint overcoat is regularly applied to the surface of the drip pad.
Three sumps are incorporated into the pad and are used to pump storm water from the
drip pad to the storm water tank, From the storm water tank, the storm water is pumped
to the on-site wastewater treatment plant for treatment. The gray paint overcoat appeared
to be adequate and was relatively clean (no significant drippage was observed on the drip
pad). Trisodium phosphate is used to clean the drip pad surface. There were no significant
cracks observed in the drip pad. No violations were observed.

Boiler

The boiler currently burns sawdust from untreated wood. A screw auger feeds the
sawdust into the boiler. The boiler has a stack gas analyzer and readings are recorded in
the stack gas analyzer room (computer) outside of the boiler room. Readings are used to
determine compliance with air permitting requirements. Boiler ash is sent to Prairie Bluff
as a non-hazardous waste.

Wastewater Treatment System

Koppers reclaims pentachiorophenol and creosote from the treatment process water and
drip pad storm water. Pentachiorophenol and creosote treatment process waters are
drained to a blowdown tank, Creosote is drained off the bottom of the blowdown tank
and pentachlorophenol is drained off the top of the blowdown tank, and both are pumped
back to their respective product storage tank for reuse. Water from the blowdown tank
goes to the water storage tank and is combined with storm water from the drip pad. Any
creosote or pentachlorophenol in the water storage tank is pumped back to the
appropriate product storage tank for reuse.

Water from the storage tank enters a separator where a flocculent is added and the pH is
adjusted. Any creosote that sinks or pentachiorophenol that floats is reclaimed.
Wastewater leaves the separator for biological treatment prior to clarification. From the
clarifiers, wastewater is pumped into a discharge tank prior to being sent to the City of
Grenada wastewater treatment plant. Sludge from the clarifier is recycled into the
biological treatment tank. Any sludge from the discharge tank is shipped as F032/F034
hazardous waste.

Maintenance Shop

The maintenance shop, used to maintain parts, equipment and vehicles used on-site,
Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
March 02, 1999
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generates used oil, spent solvents, and used batteries. The used oil tank was properly
labeled “Used Oil”. The one (1) parts washer which generates spent solvents, is serviced
by Safety-Kleen. Used batteries are picked up for recycling. No violations were observed
in this area.

Former Surface Impoundment

Koppers maintains a closed surface impoundment for which a post-closure permit was
issued in 1988. The facility used the impoundment to manage bottom sediment sludge
from the treatment of wastewaters produced by the creosote and pentachiorophenol woodpreserving processes (KOOl). The former surface impoundment was surrounded by afence labeled “Danger - Unauthorized Personnel Keep Out”. Monitoring wells R-9C, R9A, R-9D and R-8B, located around the perimeter of the former surface impoundment,
were locked and the concrete pad for all four wells were in good condition.

Storage Yard

The storage yard is used to store treated railroad ties and telephone/utility poles. The areaappeared to be well-maintained and managed, to minimize releases to the environment.

Records Review

The following records were reviewed: biennial report (submitted 2/17/98), manifests,contingency plan, personnel training records, financial assurance mechanism for post-closure of the surface impoundment (letter of credit was replaced with an insurance policyon file with MDEQ), waste analysis plan (updated on 4/4/97), annual drip pad certification(dated 11/14/98), documentation of hazardous waste removal from the drip pad every 90days, documentation on weekly drip pad inspections, documentation of weekly inspectionsof containers in the 90 day storage area and, documentation of weekly inspection of closedsurface impoundment. No violations were noted during the records review. However,documenting that the personnel training records were complete, was difficult, and thefacility was informed of this.

Out Briefing

The facility was informed of the inspector’s conclusions of the CEI.

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
March 02, 1999
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RCRA INSPECTION REPORT

Inspector and Author of Report

Russ Twitty
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality - MDEQ
Office of Pollution Control

2. Facility Information

Koppers Industries
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960
601 226-1494
EPA ID No: MSD 007 027 543

3. Responsible Company Official

Thomas L. Henderson
Plant Manager

4. Inspection Participants

Thomas L. Henderson, Koppers Industries
Mike Sylvester, Koppers Industries
Russ Twitty, MSDEQ

5. Date and Time of Inspection

March 5, 1998
9:00 a.m.

6. Applicable Regulations

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) Parts 260, 261,264, 268
and 270; and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit No. HW-88-543-01

7. Purpose of Inspection

The purpose of the site visit was to conduct RCRA Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI)
to assess Koppers’ compliance status with the applicable regulations.

CEI-1
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8. Facility Description

The Koppers Industries, Inc. (Koppers) is located off Highway 51 in Tie Plant, Mississippi
(Grenada County). The facility pressure treats wood, primarily for use as railroad ties and
utility poles. Creosote and pentachiorophenol are used as preservatives in the pressure
treating process. Wood preserving operations have been conducted on the site, under various
owners, since the early I 900s.

Koppers has five retorts on site; however, only four are used to pressure treat wood. One
retort uses pentachiorophenol and the remaining three use creosote. The facility’s drip pad
is constructed of concrete and lined with polypropylene at the bottom and at mid-depth.
Three sumps are incorporated into the pad to facilitate removing excess preservative.

Koppers has notified as a Large Quantity Generator (LQG) of F032 and F034 and as a
Treatment, Storage and Disposal (TSD) facility. The facility was issued a permit in 1988 for
post-closure care of its surface impoundment. The facility used the impoundment to manage
bottom sediment sludge from the treatment of wastewater produced by the creosote and
pentachlorophenol wood preserving process (KOOl). The permit expires on June 28, 1998.
The facility is currently performing RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) corrective action
activities under authority of the HSWA portion of the permit.

9. Findings

After a brief introductory meeting a visual site inspection was performed. The surface
impoundment was well kept and properly secured. The associated monitoring wells were
all in good condition and locked.

At the time of the inspection, the facility’s 90-Day Storage Area contained forty-three (43)
55-gallon drums. All drums were properly labeled for shipping and marked with the
accumulation date, source, and waste code (F032, F034). A curbed concrete floor provided
secondary containment. Adequate aisle space was maintained in the container storage area.

The drip pad was also inspected and found to be clean and in good shape. The coating was
adequate and there were no cracks in the drip pad.

One 55-gallon satellite accumulation drum was observed next to the treatment building. The
drum was used to collect process residuals (F032, F034). The drum was closed and properly
labeled.

Inspection of the storage yard revealed a minimal amount of drippage onto the ground. The
area appeared to be well maintained and managed to minimize releases to the environment.

Following the visual inspection, general facility records were reviewed. Documents
reviewed included the facility’s permit, waste analysis plan, inspection logs, personnel

CEI-2
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training records, contingency plan, operating records, manifests, financial assurance

mechanism for post-closure of the surface impoundment and the drip pad certification. All

records appeared in order and kept up to date.

10. Conclusion

The facility is in apparent compliance with the applicable regulations and the facility’s RCRA

permit.

11. Signed

Russ Twitty, P.E.

12. Approval

_______________

/9
DavidLee,P.E. D.te

CEI-3
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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. 15PO7cZ.7543
- If no, explain.

________________________________

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

a. If yes, has it filed a notice with the Regional
Administrator? Yes No

Waste Analysis

3. Does facility maintain a copy of the waste analysis
plan at the facility? 1s _No _NA

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

1. Parameters for which each waste will be
analyzed? Aes _No _NA

2. Test methods used to test for these
parameters? .4es _No _NA

3. Sampling method used to obtain sample? ,‘es No _NA
4. Frequency with which the initial analyses

will be reviewed or repeated? _Yes _No NA
5. (For offsite facilities) waste analyses that

generators have agreed to supply? Yes _No
6. (For offsite facilities) procedures which are

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

a. Procedures to be used to determine the
identity of each movement of waste. _Yes _No

b. Sampling method to be used to obtain
representative sample of the waste to be
identified. Yes _No

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

a. 24-hour surveillance system (e.g., television
monitoring or guards)? Yes _No _NA

OR

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, .i
controlled roadway access)? fs _No NA

Describe

__________________________________________

General Inspection Reguirements (264.15) (265.15)

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

a. Monitoring equipment? tXes No NA
b. Safety and emergency equipment? Xs _No _NA
c. Security devices: _Yes _No ,6rA
d. Operating and structural equipment? Yes _No _NA
e. Types of problems of equipment:

1. Malfunction y1s _No _NA
2. Operator error Aes _No NA
3. Discharges es _No _NA

6. Does the owner/operator maintain an inspection log? _fr No NA

a. If yes, does it include:

1. Date and time of inspection? 4tes No _NA
2. Name of inspector? .6es No _NA
3. Notation of observations? c.’fes _No NA
4. Date and nature of repairs or remedial

action? 1’fes No _NA
5. Identification of potential problems? _No _NA

b. Are there any malfunctions or other deficiencies
not corrected? (Use narrative explanation sheet.) _Yes 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? v1s _No NA

Date of most recent training: 7/15/1

How long are they kept? 7 3 ‘1e
a. If yes, do they include:

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?

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

C C

_No NA
és No NA

No NA
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8. Does facility handle ignitable or reactive wastes? Yes _NA

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

- 1. 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? ‘4es No _NA

c. Are °No Smoking” signs posted in hazardous areas? ‘4s No NA

d. Are precautions documented (Part 264 only)? ‘4es _No _NA

9. Check containers

a. Are containers leaking or corroding? _Yes %%o _NA

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

Section B - Preparedness and Prevention

1. Is there evidence of fire, explosion, or contamination jof the environment? (264.31) (265.31) Yes Io NA

If yes, use narrative explanation sheet to explain.

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

a. Internal communication or alarm system? Xs _No _NA

1. Is it easily accessible in case of emergency? _L4’s _No NA

b. Telephone or two-way radio to call emergency
response personnel? ‘-4es _No _NA

c. Portable fire extinguishers, fire control equipment,
spill control equipment, and decontamination
equipment? i-’fes _No _NA

d. Water of adequate volume of hoses, sprinkers, or
water spray system? IXes _No _NA

1. Describe source of water

__________________________

3. Is there sufficient aisle space to allow unobstructed /
movement of personnel and equipment? (264.35) (265.35) Vfes _No NA
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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) Yes 1o NA

5. In the case that more than one police or fire department
might respond, is there a designated primary authority? _Yes _No

(264.37) (265.37)

a. If yes, name primary authority

________________________

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) “les No _NA

a. Are they reaily available to all personnel? ‘4’es _No _NA

7. Has the owner/operator arranged 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) Yes _No NA

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

(264.37) (265.37) Yes _No ‘4A

Section C - Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedures

1. Is a contingency plan maintained at the facility? L%es No _NA
(264.53) (265.53)

a. If yes, is it a revised SPCC Plan? V1s No _NA

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

1. Arrangements with local emergency response
organizations? cfes _No _NA

2. Emergency coordinator’s names, phone numbers
and addresses? -4es _No _NA

3. List of all e’tnergency equipment at facility
and descriptions of equipment? Lifes No _NA

4. Evacuation plan for facility personnel? j(es _No NA

2. Is there an emergency coordinator on site or on call
at all times? (264.55) (265.55) “Yes _No NA

Section D - Manifest System, Recordkeeping, and Reporting

1. Does facility receive waste from offsite? (264.71)
(265.71) _Yes Vo NA

a. If yes, does the owner/operator retain copies of
all manifests? _Yes _No

1. Are the manifests signed and dated and
returned to the generator? _Yes _No L.’1TA

2. Is a signed copy given to the transporter? _Yes _No jjA



2. Does the facility receive any waste from a rail or
water (bulk shipment) transporter? (264.71) (265.71) Yes _NA

a. If yes, is it accompanied by a shipping paper? _Yes No

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 Thhe owner/operator received any shipments of waste
that were inconsistent with the manifest (manifest
discrepancies)? (264.72) (265.72> _Yes Ao NA

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

1. If no, has Regional Administrator been
notified? Yes _No IA

4. Does the owner/operator keep a written operating
record at the facility? (264.73) (265.73) Ves _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?

S. 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 MHWMR
264.12(b) (Part 264)?

Yes No

Xes No NA

Yes NA

No NA
es NA

j’es No
V’es

j? No

4s No NA

Yes No L4

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) vs _No NA

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

No
No
No
No

NA
NA
NA
NA

cD CD

Yes No
Yes No RA

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 MHWMR 265.94 (a) (2)

and (b) (2) (Part 265)?
6. Most recent closure and post-closure cost

estimates?

(.-les
Jfs

7es

t)fes No NA

L/eS No NA

2
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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 the 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 Executive Director?

7. Does the facility submit to the Executive Director
reports on releases, fires, and explosions;
contamination and monitoring data; and facility
closure?

No NA
_L?4s No NA

Yes (o _NA

Yes No

_No

—‘--IL,
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Part 3
GENERATOR’ S CHECKLIST

Section A - EPA Identification No.

1. Does generator have EPA I.D. No.? (262.12) _No _NA

a. If yes, EPAI.D. No. M2]1J43

Section B - Manifest

1. Does generator ship waste offsite? (262.20) 4es _No _NA

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

b. If yes, identify primary offiste facility(s)
,Pc.At-’ Jv,p.odMc-I.-’Tr1 51LsI,cL5—P

2. Does generator use manifest? (262.20) No _NA

a. If no, is generator a small quantity generator
(generating between 100 and 1000 kg/month)? _Yes _No j)

1. If yes, does generator indicate this when
sending waste to a TSD facility? _Yes _No

b. If yes, does manifest include the following
information?

1. Manifest document No. .X&s _No _NA
2. Generator’s name, mailing address, telephone

number L4es _No NA
3. Generator EPA I.D. No. es No NA
4. Transporter Name(s) and EPA I.D. No. (s) .Xes _No _NA
5. a. Facility name, address, and EPA I.D. No. _No _NA

b. Alternate facility name, address, and EPA
I . D. No. es No NA

c. Instructions to return to generator if
undeliverable ‘4es _No _NA

6. Waste information required by DOE - shipping
name, quantity (weight or vol.), containers
(type and number) L4es No _NA

7. Emergency information (optional) (special
handling instructions, telephone No.) No NA

8. Is the following certification on each
manifest form? ‘Ites No NA

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.

3—I
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a. 1. Did generator sign and date all manifests? ‘.-4’es No _NA
2. Who signed for generator?

Name 37L Title 7r4r,.i

b. 1. Did generator obtain handwritten signature and
date of acceptance from initial transporter? _No _NA

2. Who signed and dated for transporter?

Name VA-ic/el? Title

__________________

c. Does generator retain one copy of manifest signed
by generator and transporter? fs _No _NA

d. Do returned copies of manifest include facility
owner/operator signature and date of acceptance? jrfs _No NA

e. Does generator retain copies for 3 years? _es _No NA

Section C - Hazardous Waste Determination

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

D (List of Hazardous Waste)? (261.30) es No NA

a. If yes, list waste and .iantities (ipclude EPA
Hazardous Waste No.) Cfr°3 F34j

2. Does generator solid waste(s) listed in Subpart C that
exhibit hazadous characteristics? (corrosivity,
ignitability, reactivity, EP toxicity) (261.20) _Yes NA

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

________________________

b. Does generator determine characteristics by testing
or by applying knowledge of processes?______________

1. If determined by testing, did generator use
test methods in Part 261, Subpart C (or
equivalent)? _Yes _No WK’

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

3. Are there any other solid wastes generated by
generators? _Yes 6 NA

a. If yes, did generator test all wastes to determine
nonhazardous characteristics? Yes _No .N1(

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

1. Does generator package waste in accordance with 49 CFR
173, 178, and 179 (DOT requirements)? (262.30) _s _No _NA

2. a. Are containers to be shipped leaking or corroding? Yes L4o NA
b. Use sheet to describe containers and condition. — —

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

3. Does enerator follow DOT labeling requirements in
accordance with 49 CFR 172? _No NA

4. Does generator mark each package in accordance with
49 CFR 172? jes _No _NA

5. Is each container of 110 gallons or less marked with
the following label? (262.32) Jes _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) s _No NA

7. Accumulation time: (262.34)

a. Are containers used to temporarily store waste
before transport? ..4es _No _NA

1. If yes, is each container clearly dated:
Also, fill out rest of No. 7 (accum. time) v’s _No NA

b. 1. Does generator inspect containers for leakage
or corrosion? (265.174 - Inspections) _No _NA

2. If yes, with what frequency? JELL,

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? Vs No _NA

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

e. Does generator comply with requirements for
personnel training? (Attach checklist for 265.16 -

Personnel Training.) jf’s _No NA

. —
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explanation sheet.
ative LPJ8. Describe storage area. Use photos and n

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. xception reports
d. Test results

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

‘es No NA
fes No NA
-és No NA
‘s No NA

3. Who is in charge of keeping the records?

Name 7- D Title rL.

Section F - Special Conditions

1. Has generator received from or transported to a foreign
Administrator?

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

b. Is this waste manifested and signed by a foreign
cosignee?

c. If generator transported wastes out of the
country, has he received confirmation of delivered
shipment?

Yes NA

Yes No

Yes No ‘icfA

Yes No

-
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Appendix I - Satellite Accumulation Area

1. Source/Area: P,p —

2. Type waste: Fvj 2 F’ 3 f
3. Condition of Containers: 4 Ov

a. Containers closed?
b. Containers properly labeled?

4. If > 55 gallons accumulated, has generator complied
with 262.34(c) (2)?

X&s No NA
s _No _NA

Yes No fr1Ii
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Appendix II - Less-than-Ninety Day Storage

1. Source/Data: Poaip ct’c pzirIv-&)

2. Type(s) of waste: G) 2,, 03 f)

3. Condition of containers: o09

a. Containers closed?
b. Containers properly labelled?
c. Accumulation dates?
d. Area inspected?

‘es No NA
es No NA

No NA
s No _NA
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LAND DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

Section A - General Information

1. Indicate facility’s restricted waste.
OiL fo3

2. Are wastes correctly identified? j.)fes _No _NA
3. Is generator storing restricted waste on site? Jfs _No _NA

a. If yes, are containers properly labeled? 1es _No _NA
4. 11 restricted waste been stored longer than one year, can facility document that such storage was solely for

the purpose of accumulation of such quantities as are necessary to facilitate proper recovery, treatment, or

disposal? _Yes No Nk

5. Does facility have a case-by-case variance or extension? Yes t..No _NA

Section B - Wastes with Treatment Standards

1. Does facility attach LDR certification to manifests of shipments of hazardous waste? _)f’es _No NA

2. Does the certification contain the following information:

a. EPA Hazardous Waste Number? Aes No _NA

b. “Underlying Constituents” notification? jXes _No _NA

c. Treatability group? i-Yes _No _NA

d. Manifest Document Numbers? s No _NA

e. Waste analysis data, where available? )i’s _No _NA

f. Date waste is subject to prohibition? LA’es _No NA

g. Certification statement if generator is claiming to meet treatment standards? L-es _No _NA

Section C - Wastes Subject to an Exemption

1. Does facility generate wastes with an exemption to LDRs? _Yes e. NA

a. If so, list:

2. Does facility attach LDR certification to manifests of shipments of hazardous waste? iAs No _NA

3. Does the certification contain the following information:

a. EPA Hazardous Waste Number? vA(es _No NA

b. “Underlying Constituents” notification? ‘kes _No _NA

c. Treatability group? v4es No _NA
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d. Manifest Document Numbers? c?6s_No _NA

e. Waste analysis data, where available? _Lr’es No _NA

f. Date waste is subject to prohibition? L)fes _No NA

g. Certification statement if generator is claiming to meet treatment standards? _‘6s No _NA

Section D - Recordkeeping

1. Is the following information in the facility’s file:

a. Waste analysis procedures?

b. Records of waste analysis if used for determination?

c. Supporting data for a determination based on “knowledge of waste”?

c. One-time notice concerning exclusion? {MI-IWMR 268.7(a)(8)J

d. Notice concerning lab pack exclusion?

2. Are all records retained for five years?

iXes No NA

L3fs No NA

)f4es No NA

iX’es No NA

Ws No

No NA

A—L
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Part

CONTAINERS CHECKLIST

Section A - Use and Management (264.171) (265.171)

1. Are containers in good condition? 1es _No _NA

Section - Compatibility of Waste With Container (264.172)

1. Is container made of a material that will not react with
the waste which it stores? 4”es No NA

Section C - Management of Containers (264.173) (265.173)

1. Is container always closed while holding hazardous
waste? ‘-4es _No NA

2. Is container handled so that it will not be opened,
handled, or stored in a manner which may rupture it or
cause it to leak? Xes No _NA

Section D - Inspections (264.174) (265.174)

1. Does owner/operator inspect containers at least weekly
for leaks and deterioration? j,4s No _NA

Section E - Containment (Part 264) (264.175)

1. Do container storage areas have a containment system? es No _NA

a. Is the base free of cracks or gaps? i-4es _No _NA
b. Is the base sloped or otherwise designed to

drain and remove liquids? 4-Ies _No _NA
c. Does the containment system have sufficient

capacity to contain lOgs of the volume of
containers or the volume of the largest container? 4es No NA

d. Is any method available to prevent run-on into the
containment system? vies No NA

e. Is spilled or leaked material or accumulated
precipitation removed from the containment area
in a timely manner? 4es _No _NA

Section F - Ignitable and Reactive Waste (264.176) (265.176)

1. Are containers holding ignitable and reactive waste
located at least 15 m (50 ft) from facility property
lines? Yes _No L4A
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Section G - Incompatible Waste (264.177) (265.177)

1. Are incompatible wastes or materials placed in the same
containers? Yes NA

2. Are hazardous wastes placed in washed, clean containers
when they previously held incompatible waste? _Yes v1o NA

3. Are incompatible wastes separated from each other by a
berm, dike, wall, or other device? Yes No ‘-1A

Section H - Closure (Part 264) (264.178)

1. At closure, were all hazardous wastes and associated
residues removed from the containment system? _Yes _No
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Part 6
SURFACE IMPOUNDI€NTS CHECKLIST

Section A — Design Requirements (264.221) (265.221)

1. Does facility operate one or more surface impoundments? _Yes _NA
cc_.?.ScV (,.p I J’D j4..dT

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?

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?

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

d. If impoundment does not have a double liner, is
it exempt due to one of the following reasons? Yes _No 1.N

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)?

f. Is impoundment surrounded by dikes (Part 264)?

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 i4.

Yes No

Yes No

Section B - Operating Requirements

Yes No 14A

Yes No ‘-Na

Yes No fr
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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

Section D — paste Analysis and Trial Tests

1. Will the surface impoundment be used to: (265.225)

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

b. Chemically treat hazardous waste with a
substantially different process than any
previously used in that impoundment? _Ys NoL1

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 one each operating
day? (265.226) _Yes _No (A

b. Inspect the surface impoundment including dikes
and vegetation at least once per week and after
storms? (264.226) (265.226) Yes No JNA

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

. _Yes _No _j

3. Has the owner/operator obtained a certification from
a qualified engineer that the impoundments dike has
structural integrity? (264.226) _Yes _No ‘A

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

1. Does facility have a contingency plan? _Yes _No

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

b. Does plan detail the steps to be followed wh6 removing
impoundment from service, including:

1. shutting off flow into impoundment? _Yes _No 4A
2. Containing any surface leakage? _Yes _No NA
3. stopping the leak? _Yes _No
4. Notifying Regional Administrator of problems

in writing if leaks cannot be contained? Yes _No

c. If impoundment was removed from service, did owner!
ope’ator take the necessary precautions to rectify
problems before restoring impoundment to service? _Yes _No

d. If impoundment was removed from service and was rfot
restored to service, was impoundment closed in
accordance with an approved closure plan? Yes No

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

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

2. At closure, did owner/operator:

a. Remove standing liquids (Part 265)? es _No _NA
b. Remove waste and waste residue (Part 265)? j?s _No _NA
c. Remove liner (Part 265)? Yes No AA
d. Remove underlying and surrounding contaminated

soil? L4s No NA
e. If not, did owner/operator demonstrate to Regional

Administrator that the above materials were non—
hazardous (Part 265)? Yes _No i4

1. If no, has owner/operator closed the impoundment
and provided post—closure care (Part 265)? Yes _No 4A

3. If regulated under Part 264, has owner/operator: (264.22B)

a. Removed or decontaminated waste residues, contaminated
system components, subsoils, structures, and equipment,
and managed them as hazardous waste? js _NO _NA

b. Eliminated free liquids by removing or solidifying
remaining wastes or waste residues? jes No _NA

c. Stabilized remaining wastes to a bearing capacity
sufficient to support final cover? L.4es No _NA

d. Covered the impoundment with final cover? js _No _NA

4. Did owner/operator leave any residuals in place at
cinsure (Part 264)? (264.228) No _NA

— -zr.
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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) yfs No NA

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

1. Are ignitable or reactive wastes placed in the
impoundment? _Yes ‘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

OR
b. Is the impoundment used solely for emergencies? _Yes _No ‘iA

Section I — Incompatible Wastes (264.230) (265.230)

1. Are incompatible wastes placed in the impoundment? _Yes _NA

‘---4-
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Part

GROUNDWATER MONITORING CHECKLIST

Section A — Monitoring System

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

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

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

b. Are wells identified in the field? iAes _No NA

c. Are well heads in good condition (i.e. free of
cracks)? 4’es _No _NA

d. Are well heads locked? L4’es _No _NA

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

Section B — Sampling and Analysis (Part 264)

1.. Does the facility obtain and analyze. samples from the
groundwater monitoring system? L-fes No _NA

2. Has facility developed and followed a groundwater
sampling and analysis plan? (264.97(d)) 4es _No NA

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

1. Sample collection? .%es _No NA
2. Sample preservation? es _No _NA
3. Analytical procedures? Tes _No _NA
4. chain—of—custody control? 4’s _No _NA
5. Determining the groundwater surface

elevation? LXeS _No _NA

3. Has facility specified a statistical method to be used
in evaluating groundwater monitoring data? L4es _No _NA

4. Is all groundwater monitoring data recorded in the
operating record? i4es _No _NA

-7--I
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Section C - Detection Monitoring Program (264.98)

1. Has owner/operator established detection monitoring
system to provide reliable indications for detection
releases? - %es _No _NA

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

1. Background values? jYes _No _NA
2. Determination of groundwater flow rate and

direction annually? (264.98(e)) 4es No _NA
3. Determinat.on of statistically significant

increases over background concentrations at
each well? (264.98(f)) 4es No NA

4. If there was a statistically significant
increase indicated, did the facility notify
the Exec.tive Director per 264.98(g)(l)? _Yes _No NA

5. Did 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? j6ee No _NA

Section D — Compliance Monitoring Program (264.99)

1. Does the facility operate a compliance monitoring
program? _Yes jo _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

3. Determine whether there is statistically
significant evidence of increased contamination
at each monitoring well? _Yes _No /4A

4. If an increase was indicated, did facility
notify the Executive Director? Yes _No

5. Analyze samples for constituents listed in
Appendix IX of Part 264 at least annually? _Yes _No

6. Record all information in the operating
/record? _Yes _No _NA

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

1. Does facility follow a corrective action program that /meets the facility’s permit requirements? _Yes _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? V(es _No _NA

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

1. Sample collection? 4es _No _NA
2. Sample preservation? ,1?es _No _NA
3. Analytical procedure? res _No _NA
4. Chain—of-custody control? _es _No _NA

2. Has the owner/operator established initial background
concentrations or values of all parameters specified in
265.92(b)? v’es No _NA

a. Samples collected to establish background quality
(from above)? Vies _No NA

b. Samples collected to indicate contamination (from ,

above)? VYes _No NA
c. Elevation of groundwater surface, at each monitoring ,

well at each sampling event? VYes _No _NA

Section G — Preparation, Evaluation, and Response (Part 265 only) (265.9)

1. Did owner/operator prepare an outline of a groundwater
quality assessment program? Yes L41c _NA

a. If yes, did program determine the following:

1. Whether hazardous waste or hazardous waste
constituents have entered the groundwater? _Yes No 4

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

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

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

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 downgradierit 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 fr?(A

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 JA

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 NA

3. Did owner/opeiator implement the groundwater
quality assessment program’and, at a minimum,
did he determine the following: _Yes _No

a. Rate and extent of migration of the
hazardous waste constituents in the
groundwater? _Yes _No t

b. Concentrations of the hazardous waste
in the groundwater? _Yes _No t..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 4flA

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 LN

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 jA

7. If any groundwater quality assessment program
is implemented to satisfy No. 3 above prior to
final closure, has owner/operator completed
program and reported to the Executive Director,
as outlined in No. 4 above? _Yes _No

8. If owner/operator does not monitor at least
annually to satisfy No. 3 above, does owner/
operator evaluate data on groundwater elevation

A
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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 LN

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 ‘1A

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: V

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 £-

b. Report the following information to the Executive
Director:

1. Within 15 days of analysis for each quarterly
sampling event,, does owner/operator submit
results of background concentrations? _Yes _No

2. Does owner/operator inform the Executive
Director about any parameters that exceed
maximum contaminant levels listed in Appendix
III? _Yes _No

3. (A.nnually) 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



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 ‘1A

b. (Aiinually, 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 LANA
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FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS CHECKLIST

Section A - Closure

1. Is facility required to provide financial assurance
for closure? Yes t’NA

a. Type of financial assurance

_____________________________

b. 7mount 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? _Wes _No _NA

a. Type of financial assurance C&-Vmt
b. Amount of closure costs 1I go,’

1. Date of most recent adjutmenl i-_/iøi7
c. Effective date of mechanism

_________________________

d. Expiration date of mechanism i
e. Is instrument adequate? jKes _No NA

Section C - Corrective Action

1. Is facility required to provide financial assurance for ,

corrective action? es _No _NA

a. Type of financial assurance A -
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 Rectuirements

1. Is facility required to provide liability coverage for
sudden accidental occurrences? _Yes _NA

a. Type of assurance

______________________________

b. Is amount at least $1 million per occurrence, $2
million annual aggregate? _Yes No

c. Effective date of mechanism

__________________

d. Expiration date of mechanism

_____________________

2. Is facility required to provide liability coverage /
for non-sudden accidental occurrences? _Yes 11o NA

a. Type of assurance

________________________

b. Is amount at least $3 million per occurrence, $6
million annual aggregate? _Yes _No

c. Effective date of mechanism

________________________

d. Expiration date of mechanism

______________________

c-I



0 0
RCRA INSPECTION REPORT

1) Inspector and Author of Report

Anna Torgrimson
Environmental Engineer

2) Facility Information

Koppers Industries
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960
601 226 1494
EPA ID No: MSD 007 027 543

3) Responsible Official

Thomas L. Henderson
Plant Manager

4) Inspection Participants

Anna Torgrimson, EPA/Region 4
Greg Lyssy, EPAJRegion 6
David Peacock, MDEQ
Thomas L. Henderson, Koppers Industries
Michael Sylvester, Koppers Industries

5) Date and Time of Inspection

January 13, 1997
8:50 CST

6) Applicable Regulations

40 CFR Parts 260-270
Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (federal regulations adopted by
reference)
Hazardous Waste Management Permit Number 88-543-01

7) Purpose of Inspection

The purpose of the site visit was to conduct an unannounced RCRA Compliance
Evaluation Inspection (CEI) in order to assess the facility’s compliance with applicable
regulations. EPA led the inspection with MDEQ participation.
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8) Facility Description

Koppers Industries (Koppers), Tie Plant, has been in operation since around 1900 and is
engaged in the treatment of wood, primarily for use as railroad ties. The facility utilizes
both creosote and pentachlorophenol preserving solutions in the wood treatment process.
Koppers has notified as a Large Quantity Generator (LQ.G.) ofFO32 and F034 and as a
Treatment, Storage and Disposal (TSD) facility. The facility was issued a permit in 1988
for post-closure care of its surface impoundment; the permit expires on June 28, 1998.
The facility is currently performing RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) corrective action
activities under authority of the HSWA portion of the permit.

9) Findings

Surface Impoundment

As previously mentioned, Koppers maintains a closed surface impoundment for which a
post-closure permit was issued in 1988. The facility used the impoundment to manage
bottom sediment sludge from the treatment of wastewaters produced by the creosote and
pentachlorophenol wood preserving processes (Kool).

Inspection of the impoundment and associated monitoring wells resulted in the following
conclusions.

1. MW R8A - No concrete pad was visible. A very large ant hill abutted the base of
the well casing creating instability of the well casing.

2. MW R9C - No concrete pad was visible.

3. MW R9D - The well’s concrete pad was severely broken and cracked.

Therefore, Koppers is in violation ofPermit Condition I.D. ó, 40 C.FR. 270.30(e), for
failure to properly operate and maintain allfacilities and systems of treatment and
control (and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by the Permittee to
achieve compliance with the conditions of the permit. Proper operation and maintenance
includes effective performance including appropriate quality assurance procedures.

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
January 13, 1997
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Koppers is also in violation ofPermit Condition I.D. 1, 40 C.FR. 270.30(a), forfailure to
comply with all conditions of the permit. Any permit noncompliance, other than
noncompliance authorized by an emergency permit, constitutes a violation ofRCRA and
is groundsfor enforcement action, permit termination, revocation and reissuance,
modcation, or denial ofa permit renewal application.

Inspectors also observed an area of frozen liquid along a perimeter segment of the unit,
suggesting possible seepage emanating from the closed impoundment. Koppers needs to
make a determination as to the identification and origin of this material.

90-Day Storage Area

At the time of inspection, the facility’s 90-Day Storage Area contained nineteen (19) 55-
gallon drums, located on the west side of the storage area and approximately 5-10 55-
gallon drums on the east side. The drums were situated on wooden pallets awaiting
transport to the Laidlaw facility in Pinewood, South Carolina. All drums in the storage
area were closed, labeled with the words “Hazardous Waste” and marked F032 and F034.
No violations were observed in this area.

Drip Pad
-

Koppers operates one pentachiorophenol and four cresote treatment cylinders for a total
of five retorts for the entire facility. The facility’s drip pad is constructed of concrete with
one layer of polypropylene liner positioned at mid-thickness of the pad and another at
bottom. A Rustoleum overcoat is regularly applied to the surface of the drip pad. Three
sumps are also incorporated into the pad in alignment with the pad’s right edge, facing
inward.

Inspection of the pad revealed several cracks extending to the first layer of polypropylene
liner, especially in the vicinity of the middle sump (Photo 1). Cracking was also visible
further out onto the pad toward the railway (Photo 2). Attempts to patch the cracks were
also observed. However, the pad had not been successfully repaired in that many of the
patches had not held the seam during expansion of the concrete along the fracture lines.
According to facility representatives, numerous attempts have been made to repair the pad
with little success. Also, on the day of inspection, ambient air temperatures were
abnormally low at or near record-breaking level, which most likely contributed to
increased width of the pad’s fractures. Nevertheless, the pad must be adequately repaired
and maintained to insure its integrity and effectiveness.

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
January 13, 1997
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Therefore, Koppers Industries is in violation of 40 C.F.R. 264.5 73 (a) (5) forfailure to
operate the drip pad with sufficient structural strength and thickness to preventfailure
due to physical contact, climatic conditions and the stress ofdaily operations, e.g.
variable and moving loads such as vehicle traffic movement ofwood: etc.

One 55-gallon satellite accumulation drum was observed near the drip pad next to the
Treatment Building. The drum was used to contain process residuals (F032 and F034).
The drum was closed and properly labeled.

Storage Yard

Inspection of the storage yard revealed a minimal amount of drippage onto the ground.
The area seemed to be well-maintained and managed to minimize releases to the
environment.

Records Review

A review ofKoppers’ records resulted in the following conclusions.

Contingency Plan - The plan was satisfactory, although it was disorganized and difficult to
follow.

Waste Analysis Plan - The 1992 waste analysis plan appeared adequate except considering
the age of the plan, a review and possible update is recommended.

Inspection Logs - Logs reviewed included those for the inspection of the surface
impoundment, 90-Day Storage, the drip track, drip pad and sump cleaning, process
equipment and stormwater facilities. No violations were found.

Financial Assurance - Koppers produced an adequate letter of credit for post-closure of
the surface impoundment.

Training - The facility’s training records appeared complete and in order.

Manifests - All manifests appeared complete. No violations were found.

Drip Pad Certification - The drip pad certification was up to date with the last inspection
conducted during September 1996 by a certified engineer.

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
January 13, 1997



Outbriefing

Mr. Henderson was apprised of the results of the inspection including regulatory violations
and concerns.

10) Signature

11)

Koppers Industries
RCRA Inspection Report
January 13, 1997
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\_ (
Date

Concurrence

J eyT.Pa ,Chief
So nforcement and Compliance

Section
Enforcement and Compliance Branch

of 3Zf’fl_
Date
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RCRA Inspection Report

1) Inspector and Author of Report

Dann J. Spariosu
Environmental Scientist
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IV

2) Facility Information

Koppers Industries, Inc.
Highway 51
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960
MS DO 07027543

3) Responsible Company Official

Mr. Ronald P. Murphey, Plant Manager

4) Inspection Participants

Dann J. Spariosu, USEPA
Ralph Cline, USEPA
James Bassett, Environmental Engineer, MDEQ
David Peacock, Environmental Scientist, MDF2
Ron Murphey, Plant Manager, Koppers Industries, Inc.. (Kil)
Gary McClelland, General Yard Foreman, Ku

5) Date and Time of Inspection

March 10, 1992
9:20 A.M., CST
April 15, 1992
2:00 P.M.

6) Applicable Regulations

Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Parts 260-270,
cited herein as 40 CFR 260-270.

Permit requirements contained in Mississippi Hazardous Waste
Permit No. HW-89--543-01 and EPA HSWA Permit MSD007027543.

7) Purpose of Inspection

The purpose of the inspection was to assess the progress of
the facility with regard to certification of precoinpliance
with the Boiler/Industrial Furnace (BIF) Rule, other
applicable requireirents of the BIF Rule, and compliance with
the Final Rule listing waste from the wood preserving
process which use or used chlorophenolic formulations
(F032)
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8) Facility Description and Background

The Koppers Industries, Inc. wood treating facility is
located off Highway 51 in the town of Tie Plant, Mississippi
(Grenada County). The facility pressure treats li.uriber,
primarily for use as railroad ties and utility poles.
Creosote and pentachiorophenol are used as preservatives in
the pressure treating process. Wood preserving operations
have been conducted on the site, under various owners, since
the early 1900s.

Koppers Co., Inc. notified as a hazardous waste handler in
1980. The site’s initial RCRA Permit was issued to the
Koppers Company, Inc. in 1988, for closure and post—closure
care of surface impoundments that received KOOl hazardous
waste, which is wastewater treatment sludge from wood
preserving processes that use cresote or chlorophenolic
formulations. Koppers Co. had diverse interests in coal
mining and the production of coal tar and related products,
eg. asphalt and creosote. Koppers Co. and all of its U.S.
facilities were purchased in 1988 by Beazer Material
Services, Inc. (BMS), a British based company. BMS was
primarily interested in Koppers’ mining operations and
quickly sold off the wood preserving and coal tar operations
to Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku), a group consisting
primarily of former executives of Koppers Co. As part of
the arrangement, BMS agreed to retain full responsibility
for existing environmental issues at Koppers sites. Thus,
at the Tie Plant facility, BMS became the facility
“operator” for all closure/post—closure activities and
liabilities related to the original Koppers permit. Ku, on
the other hand, was listed as the owner of the facility and
the operator of the wood preserving process area.

Soon after, Ku applied to the State of Mississippi for a
separate EPA identification number as a large quantity
generator. At the time Ku would have had no regulated
hazardous waste management units distinct from those of BMS.
Mississippi initially agreed to this arrangement and issued
a second ID for Ku. An EPA ID is unique to a facility
location, not to a company name. Therefore, EPA issued a
policy statement requiring multiple operators on a single
property to function under one ID, so that the whole
property would be subject to the same RCRA requirements.
The second ID was withdrawn and the permit modified to
reflect both BMS and Ku as facility operators.

Operation continued in this manner until the promulgation of
the Wood Preserver and BIF rules in 1991. Provisions of
these rules promised to bring additional facets of the wood
preserving operations under direct RCRA regulation. Ku had
been generating and storing wood preserving wastes (creosote
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and pentachiorophenol) that were previously unregulated, but
would be listed as F034 and F032, rspectively, under the new
rule. They had also been burning these wastes in their
wood—fired boiler for the purposes of waste management and
energy recovery (steam generation for the pressure
cylinders). Continued combustion of these newly listed
wastes would subject them to the BIF Rule requirements. The
current status of wood preserving waste listings for
Mississippi is as follows:

1) Mississippi is authorized for the base RCRA program but
has not yet adopted the wood preserving rule, therefore
F034 and F035 are not listed as hazardous waste in
Mississippi.

2) Because the F032 listing was promulgated under HSWA,
F032 became a hazardous waste everywhere in the U.S. on
June 6, 1991 and therefore is a listed hazardous waste
in Mississippi.

Accordingly, Ku submitted the “Notification of Hazardous
Waste Activity” document on May 22, 1991, to meet
notification requirements for the newly listed wastes in
both the Wood Preserving and BIF Rules. The cover letter
was on Ku stationery and listed Koppers as owner and
operator. On June 7, 1991, EPA received, in response to the
new waste listings, a Part A Permit application for storage
of F032 and F034 in containers. This application also listed
Ku as owner/operator although the cover letter was on BMS
stationery and signed by a BMS environmental manager. EPA
determined that this application comprised a Class 1 Permit
Modification that would give Ku (as a currently permitted
facility) “interim authorization” to operate the storage pad
until a Class 3 permit modification was submitted, within
the allowed 180 day time limit. Ku maintained that the
application would allow them (previously a large quantity
generator) to operate under 40 CFR Part 265 “Interim Status”
until such time as the Part B was called by EPA. No
communications between EPA and Ku or BMS expressed these
differences until March 6, 1992.

EPA received a Part A application and Certification of
Precompliance from Ku on August 20, 1991 in response to BIF
Rule requirements. Again, this was determined by EPA to be
a Class 1 permit modification, requiring submittal of a
Class 3 modification (Part B) by February 21, 1992. EPA
contacted the Koppers headquarters in Pittsburgh on March 6,
1992 to ask why the Class 3 permit modification (Part B) had
not been submitted. Koppers asserted at this time that they
had not burned F032 in the boiler since the F032 listing

3
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took effect on June 6, 1991. The primary reason for not
burning was that they had not settled with EPA an issue
involving the disposition of ash as hazardous waste during
periods when they were not feeding hazardous waste.

On April 7, 1992 EPA staff met with representatives of Ku
to discuss these issues. EPA’s conclusions were formally
expressed in an April 13, 1992 letter from EPA to Koppers’
headquarters informing them that they were no longer
authorized to burn hazardous waste in the Tie Plant facility
boiler (until permit modifications have been finally
approved). EPA’s position is that once a final disposition
on a permit for a facility is determined (either approved or
rejected) its interim status is terminated and it can no
longer operate as an interim status facility.

9) Findings

An inspection to determine whether Ku’s boiler operation
was in violation of precompliance requirements of the BIF
rule had been scheduled for some time before the above
issues surfaced on March 6. EPA inspected the facility on
March 10, 1992, to examine the boiler unit and to determine
whether or not Ku had burned hazardous waste on or after
June 6, 1991. A full BIF or Compliance Evaluation
Inspection was considered unnecessary since they had not
burned hazardous waste after June 6, 1991.

A visual site inspection of the facility was conducted in
order to become familiar with the waste streams and the
waste generating processes. The coated concrete drip pad
was observed to be in good condition during the inspection.
Ku workmen were observed steam cleaning the pad while clad
in chemical resistant suits and respirators (Photos 1 & 2).
The pad appeared to be in compliance with the drip pad
requirements of the wood preserver rule, although these
requirements were under an administrative stay at the time
of the inspection (until May 6, 1992, for new drip pads).

The boiler for the Tie Plant facility is a 30,000 lbs/hr
Wellons wood-burning water tube boiler which produces 150
psi steam. The primary fuel of wood chips, sawdust, and
bark material is fed from a silo to two surge bins by a
drag—chain conveyer and from there to the fire box by two
screw conveyers (Photos 3 & 4). Waste is fed into the
stream near the silo, where a small chain—drag conveyer
pulls waste mixed with wood chips out of an open topped tank
and drops it on the larger chain-drag conveyer (Photo 3).
On the date of the inspection there was rainwater and sludge
in the hazardous waste hopper. It was clear that the hopper

4
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had not been used in some time, although the exact time
period could not be determined from the appearance of the
hopper. Ku personnel stated that hazardous waste had not
been burned since June 6, 1991.

Following clarification of Ku’s permit status, it was
apparent that Ku was also required to submit a Class 2 or 3
permit modification within 180 days of their filing of the
Class 1 modification (Part A) in response to the new listing
of F032. They did not file this Part B before the
December 4, 1991 deadline, and thus lost authorization to
store hazardous waste for longer than 90 days. The
April 15, 1992 visit to the site was made with the purpose
of investigating the hazardous waste storage situation.

The drums are stored in a completely enclosed, corrugated
steel structure (Photo 5). A curbed, concrete floor
comprises the base of the storage unit. Secondary
containment is insured also by a ramped entranceway — there
are no breaks in the curbing. The floor appeared clean,
with one exception (see below). The main aisle is
sufficiently wide for access by a forklift, branch aisles
are sufficiently wide to allow access and inspection of
individual drums.

Two hundred sixty-five (265) drums of creosote sludge or
pentachiorophenol waste were stored on the day of the
inspection. All drums were adequately labeled for shipping
and marked with the accumulation date, source, and waste
code (Photo 6). The majority of the waste was generated at
the Tie Plant facility. Other sources are Ku wood
preserving facilities in Galesburg, Illinois, Guthrie,
Kentucky, and North Little Rock, Arkansas. All drums except
those from Guthrie were labeled F032/F034. Because the
Guthrie facility has never used pentachlorophenol as a
preservative, their waste was labeled F034. Because the
state has not yet adopted the wood preserving rule, F034 is
not currently a listed hazardous waste in Mississippi.
Although these drums of F034 were labeled as a hazardous
waste, the Ku people were aware that they were not, and
treated them accordingly. None of the drums arrived from
off-site after 12/6/91, the date the Class 3 Permit
Modification application for container storage was due.

One hundred seven (107) drums of the F032/F034 waste had
been stored for more than ninety (90) days. The date on the
oldest was January 7, 1991. One drum of F032/F034 waste
appeared to be leaking (Photo 7).

5
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No violations were observed during a review of the hazardous
waste shipping manifests. Annual summaries of waste
shipments were also reviewed. The information did not
include accumulation dates of waste shipped out to the
treatment facility (GSX, Pinewood, SC). Although this is
not required by RCRA, Mr. Murphey said that he would like to
install a more detailed tracking system. Some F032 waste
had been accepted from Beazer East, Inc., the other operator
at the facility, in August and October, 1991. This waste
was all shipped in less than ninety days. During the exit
interview, EPA and MDEQ recommended that Ku ship the oldest
waste first.

10) Violations

40 CFR § 262.34(a) Koppers Industries, Inc. stored
hazardous waste for more than
ninety (90) days without the proper
permit.

40 CFR § 265.171 Koppers Industries, Inc., failed to
transfer hazardous waste from a
leaking container to a container in
good condition.

12) Signed

LIth

_______

Dann ./Spiosu Date
InsPcyor

13) Concu’rence Approval

Camilla Bond Warren ,,hn E. Dickinson, P.E.
Chief, AL/MS Unit hief, RCRA Compliance Section

Date Date

6
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Photo 1. A view of the drip pad facing south towards
the pressure cylinders (background). The gray metal
building on the right houses the boiler.

Photo 2. The drip pad facing north. The workman is
steam cleaning the pad and the rail cars holding the
just-treated lumber.
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Photo 3. Boiler fuel feed system. Woodchips from the
black silo (background) are mixed with
hazardous waste from the hopper in the
foreground on the red conveyer.

Photo 4. Point of entry of waste/fuel feed into
boiler.
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Photo 5. Interior of containerized waste storage

building.

Photo 6. ypica1 labeled drum of F032/F034.
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Peazer
BEAZER EAST, INC., ONE OXFORD CENTRE, SUITE 3000, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219

December 22, 1999

Certified Mail
Return Receipt Requested
Z510389014

Executive Director
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Dear Sir or Madam:

The enclosed documentation is being submitted to fulfill the RCRA Financial
Requirements for Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer) for its most recent fiscal year which ends
December 31, 1999.

The facilities located in Mississippi that are covered by this financial assurance
mechanism are as follows:

Current Estimates

Post-Closure
Facility & ID Number Closure Cost Cost Total Cost

Koppers Industries, Inc. 0 824,823 824,823
Grenada Plant
P. 0. Box 160
Grenada, MS 38960
MSD 007027543

Beazer has elected to continue to use insurance as its financial assurance mechanism
to satisfy its post-closure care liability requirements.



Executive Director
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Page 2

Provided herein are the current year endorsements and certificate of insurance for
closure and/or post-closure related to policy #PLC355341 7-00. We have also enclosed
a detailed worksheet for each facility located in the state. The worksheets list all of the
closure and/or post-closure cost estimates for the applicable units as of December 31,
1999.

If you require any additional information or further clarification, p1ease contact the
undersigned at (412) 208-8819.

Sincerely yours,

Karen M. Mance
Chief Financial Officer

Enclosures
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CERTIFICATE OF INSURANCE FOR CLOSURE OR POST-CLOSURE

Name and Address of Insurer (herein called the “Insurer”): Steadfast Insurance Company
1400 American Lane
Schaumburg, Lane 60196-1 056

Name and Address of Insured (herein called the “Insured”): Beazer East, Inc.
3000 Oxford Centre
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Facilities covered: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
P.O. Box 160
Grenada, Mississippi 38960
MSD 007027543
Post-Closure Limit of Liability: $824,823

Face Amount: $824,823

Policy Number: PLC 3553417-01

Effective Date: December 31, 1999

The Insurer hereby certifies that it has issued to the Insured the policy of insurance identified above to provide
fmancial assurance for post-closure care for the facilities identified above. The Insurer further warrants that such
policy conforms in all respects with the requirements of 40 CFR 264.143(e), 264.145(e), 265.143(d), and
265.145(d), as applicable and as such regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below. It is
agrees that any provision of the policy inconsistent with such regulations is hereby amended to eliminate such
inconsistency.

Whenever requested by the EPA Regional Administrator(s) of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, the
Insurer agrees to furnish to the EPA Regional Administrator(s) a duplicate original of the policy listed above,
including all endorsements thereon.

I hereby certif’ that the wording of this certificate is identical to the wording specified in 40 CFR 264.151(e) as
such regulations were constituted on the date shown immediately below.

Authorized signature for Insurer:

Name of person signing: m/ L_. I ioj.
Title of person signing: r
Signature of witness or notary:

Date:
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Steadfast Insurance Company

Endorsement #2
THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY.

POLICY NUMBER EFF. DATE OF POL EXP. DATE OF POL EFF. DATE OF END. PRODUCER ADDL PREM. RETURN PREM.

PLC 3553417-01 12/31/1999 12/31/2000 12/31/1999 #18719 $1,650 N/A

This endorsement is issued by the company named in the Declarations. It changes the policy on the
effective date listed above at the hour stated in the Declarations.

NAMED INSURED: Beazer East, Inc.
ADDRESS: 3000 Oxford Centre

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

This endorsement modifies insurance provided by the following:

CLOSURE AND POST-CLOSURE INSURANCE POLICY
CLAIMS MADE FORM

In consideration of the additional premium paid, $1,650, it is hereby understood and agreed that
Endorsement No. 1 is deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following:

Item 2. Policy Period:

From: December 31, 1999 12:01 A.M. Standard Time at the address shown in Item
1. of the Declarations.

To: December 31, 2000 12:01 A.M. Standard Time at the address shown in Item
1. of the Declarations.

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

Countersigned J
Authorized Representative /
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Steadfast Insurance Company

Endorsement #3
THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY.

POLICY NUMBER EFF. DATE OF POL. EXT. DATE OF POL EFF. DATE OF END. PRODUCER ADDL PREM. RETURN PREM.

PLC 3553417-01 12/31/1999 12/31/2000 12/31/1999 #18719 N/A N/A

This endorsement is issued by the company named in the Declarations. It changes the policy on the
effective date listed above at the hour stated in the Declarations.

NAMED INSURED: Beazer East, Inc.
ADDRESS: 3000 Oxford Centre

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

This endorsement modifies insurance provided by the following:

CLOSURE AND POST-CLOSURE INSURANCE POLICY
CLAIMS MADE FORM

It is hereby understood and agreed that the Broker on the Declarations Page has been amended to
read as follows:

Broker: Marsh USA, Inc.
1801 West End Avenue, Suite 1500
Nashville, Tennessee 37203

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

Countersigned I L13Zk_tc!
Authorized Representative /
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Steadfast Insurance Company

Endorsement #4
THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ IT CAREFULLY.

POLICY NUMBER EFF. DATE OF P01.. REP. DATE OF POL. REF. DATE OF END. PRODUCER ADDL PREM. RETURN PREM.

PLC 3553417-01 12/31/1999 12/31/2000 12/31/1999 #18719 N/A N/A

This endorsement is issued by the company named in the Declarations. It changes the policy on the
effective date listed above at the hour stated in the Declarations.

NAMED INSURED: Beazer East, Inc.
ADDRESS: 3000 Oxford Centre

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

This endorsement modifies insurance provided by the following:

CLOSURE AND POST-CLOSURE INSURANCE POLICY
CLAIMS MADE FORM

It is hereby understood and agreed that Item 5. Limit of Liability and Item 6. Deductible of the
Declarations Page are deleted in its entirety and replaced with the following.

Item 5. Limit of Liability: Coverage A Coverage B

Facility A: N/A $824,823
Total Policy Aggregate: $824,823

Item 6. Deductible: Coverage A Coverage B

N/A $824,823

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

Countersigned
Authorized Representative



CLOSURE/POS - CLOSURE COST ESTlMATEiORKSHEET

STATE: Mississippi

For Fiscal Year Ending
December 31, 1999

FACILITY NAME: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada
MSD 007027543

Program Manager: Rob Markwell

IINFORMATION BASE

Unit / Facility
Closure Plan
Submittal Date

Closure Cost
Estimate

Post-Closure
Cost Estimate

Surface Impoundment 06-08-88 $ 887,250

Less nine (9) years Post-Closure Care cost @ $ 29,575 per year. (266,175)

Adjusted Post-Closure Cost Estimate $ 621,075

ICALCULATIONS 1999 Cost Estimates

The Surface Impoundment cost reflects 1988 dollars; the adjusted cost estimate has been voluntarily inflated to1999 dollars.

Post-Closure
For 1989: 621,075 X 1.0357 $ 643,247
For 1990: 643,247 X 1.0378 667,562
For 1991: 667,562 X 1.0410 694,932
For 1992: 694,932 X 1.0360 719,950
For 1993: 719,950 X 1.0263 738,885
For 1994: 738,885 X 1.0186 752,628
For 1995: 752,628 X 1.0150 763,918
For 1996: 763,918 X 1.0250 783,016
For 1997: 783,016 X 1.0227 800,790
For 1998: 800,790 X 1.0180 815,204
For 1999: 815,204 X 1.0118 $ 824,823

Total Cost Estimate for 1999 $ 824,823
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C O ThermoRetec Corporation
1301 West 25th Street, Suite 406
Austin, TX 78705

ermoRetec
Smart Solutions. Positive Outcomes.

February 26, 1999

(512) 477-8661 Phone
(512) 480-0113 Fax
www.therrnoretec.com

Mr. Wayne Stover
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division MAR —

2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

RE: 1998 RCRA Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility
EPA I.D. # MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Stover:

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), enclosed is the 1998 Annual RCRA
Groundwater Monitoring Report for the above-referenced facility. If you have any
questions, please call Mr. Robert Markwell of Beazer at (412) 208-8812 or me at (978)
371-1422.

Best Regards,

ThermoRetec Consulting Corporation

F’” /
,st

Laura A. Kelmar, RE.
Groundwater Monitoring Program Manager

LKceg

Enclosure

cc: R. Markwell - Beazer (2 copies)
T. DuPlessis - 1(11
T. Henderson - KIT Plant Manager
Director - EPA, Region TV

C:\’W1NDOWS\TEMPtovO224.wpd A Subsidiary of Thermo Terratech, Inc.,
a Thermo Electron Company
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CERTIFICATION

“I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my

direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified personnel

properly gather and evaluate the information submitted. Based on my inquiry of the person or

persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering information, the

information submitted is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, accurate, and complete. I am

aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false information, including the possibility

of fine and imprisonment for knowing violation.”

DOCUMENT: 1998 RCRA Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report

Koppers Industries, Inc.

Grenada Wood Treating Plant

Tie Plant, Mississippi

Jill M. Blundon
(Name

(Si ature)

Vi e President and General Counsel
(Title)

Beazer East, Inc.
(Company Name)

2 / 25 / 99

(Date)
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CERTIFICATION

“I, Scott E. George, hereby certify that to the best of my knowledge, all information contained in this
document is correct and I have personally examined this report, and I am familiar with the
information and all attachment herein. Furthermore, based on my inquiry of those persons
immediately responsible for obtaining the information contained in this report, I believe that the
information is true, accurate, and complete.”

Signature and Title
Professional Geologist Registration (Pending)

Date
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Ref. No. 176993-02

FEDERAL EXPRESS

February 28, 1994

Mr. Wayne Stover
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Dear Mr. Stover:

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), enclosed is the 1993 Annual Groundwater
Monitoring Report for the above referenced facility.

If you have any questions, please call Rob Markwell of Beazer at (412) 227-2946 or me
at (412) 269-7637.

Sincerely,

David L. King
Project Manager

DLK: cb/RCRAIANNUAL

cc: R. Markwell - Beazer (2 copies)
J. Batchelder - KU (w/o end.)
R. Murphey - KIT Plant Manager (w/encl.)
Director - EPA, Region TV

Post Office Box 15851

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 1 5244

412-269-5700; Fax 412-269-5749



Beazer Materials and Ser’- s, Inc.

U A Member of THE B ROUP
Environmental Services
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15219

• Phone: 412-227-2500 Fax: 412-227-2042

1 L

Len o ;
Burauofpojuon Utnri (

April 13, 1989 FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mr. Kaleel Rahaim
Hazardous Waste Division
Mississippi Department of

Natural Resources
Post Office Box 10385
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39209

Re: Grenada, MS Facility

Dear Mr. Rahaim:

As the operator of the surface impoundment at the Koppers
Industries, Inc. Grenada, Mississippi facility, Beazer Materials
and Services, Inc. (BMS) is requesting that MDNR and EPA review
the revised construction specifications and plans enclosed for
approval. Please distribute these as you see appropriate. The
revised documents modify the approved closure plan which is
included in the June 28, 1988 RCRA operating permit for the
surface impoundment. It is our understanding, through recent
communication with you, that approval of these revisions would
constitute a minor modification.

The following changes were incorporated in the revised plan:

1. The drainage layer beneath the vegetative cover layer is now
“daylighted”, or exposed to the atmosphere, at the toe of
the cap. This will promote effective drainage of
precipitation that will infiltrate through the vegetative
cover. Additionally, the construction of drainage layer is
better facilitated than the original plan, which called for
a drainage layer below grade with a series of PVC drainage
pipes to be discharged through two discreet discharge
points, some distance from the impoundments. The original
plan would have required stringent control of invert
elevations during construction.

2. Although not specifically a modification to closure, it is
believed that during the construction of the cap that well
clusters R—8 and R-9 may be impacted. BMS plans on
abandoning ‘nd replacing these wells in accordance with the
provisions of the Groundwater Protection Section of the
operating hermit. This impact may have also occurred during
construction of the cap contained in the original closure
plan.

227—2952
Writer’s Direct Dial

___________________



0

Mr. Kaleel Rahaim
April 13, 1989
2.

Other than those changes listed above, the revised plans and
specifications do not alter the approach to closure of the
surface impoundments and actually provide a more advanced,
engineered cap. The revisions do not: alter in any manner the
post closure care provisions of the operating permit.

BMS is prepared to initiate final closure activities as soon as
notice of agency approval of the enclosed plan is received. Due
to the unusually wet winter season, precipitation has accumulated
in the impoundments, which will require special management.
This, as well as other site specific factors, will delay the
estimated schedule for completion of closure. BMS is making
every attempt to accelerate activities to achieve final closure.
Your prompt attention to this matter will assist us in this
respect.

Should you have any questions, comments, or concerns regarding
these revisions, please call me.

Sincerely,

Matthew C. Plautz, P.E.
Program Manager-Environmental Services

MCP/cr
Enclosures - (3)
cc: B. Nolan (w/o enclosures)

R. Hamilton (w/o enclosures)
J. Batchelder (w/o enclosures)
R. Anderson (w/o enclosures)
R. Clayton (w/o enclosures)
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THE CHASE MANHATTAN BANK
CAPITAL MARKETS FIDUCIARY SERVICES
450 WEST 33rd STREET
15th FLOOR
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10001 JERRY BANKS

MISSISSIPPI DEPT OF ENVIROMENTAL QUALITY
2380 HIGHWAY 80 WEST
JACKSON, MS 39204

C32748 01/01/1999 - 12/31/1999

TR BEAZER (GRENADA MS)
BEAZER EAST GRENADA ESCROW
(C32748)
BEAZER EAST, INC.

TRANSACTION DATE

01/01/1999

12/31 / 1999

TRANSACTION DESCRIPTION

BEGINNING BALANCE

** NO ACTIVITY FOR THIS MONTH **

ENDING BALANCE

CASH AMOUNT

0.00

0.00

0 0

TRANSACTION STATEMENT

Co.

0 L



THE CHASE MANHATTAN BANK
CAPITAL MARKETS FIDUCIARY SERVICES
450 WEST 33rd STREET
15th FLOOR
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10001

PAR VALUE!
SHARES

JERRY BANKS
MISSISSIPPI DEPT OF ENVIROMENTAL QUALITY
2380 HIGHWAY 80 WEST
JACKSON, MS 39204

0.00
0.00

C32748 AS OF 12/31!1999

TR BEAZER (GRENADA MS)
BEAZER EAST GRENADA ESCROW
(C32748)
BEAZER EAST, INC.

0.00
0.00

ATTN:
THE INFORMATION (INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, MARKET VALUES) FURNISHED IN THIS REPORT HAS BEEN OBTAINED
FROM SOURCES WHICH CHASE BELIEVES TO BE RELIABLE. HOWEVER, CHASE MAKES NO REPRESENTATION OR WARRANTY,
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, AS TO THE ACCURACY, CURRENCY OR COMPLETENESS OF SUCH INFORMATION. CHASE FURNISHES
SUCH INFORMATION TO THE CUSTOMER FOR ITS SOLE USE. THE CUSTOMER SHALL INDEMNIFY CHASE AGAINST ANY CLAIM,
LOSS, LIABILITY OR EXPENSE WHICH MAY ARISE OUT OF THE USE OF SUCH INFORMATION BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE
CUSTOMER.

STATEMENT OF ASSETS HELD

0 1

TOTAL CASH
TOTAL ASSETS

ASSET DESCRIPTION BOOK MARKET MARKET
VALUE PRICE VALUE

**N0 ASSETS ARE CURRENTLY HELD **



THE CHASE MANHATTAN BANK
CAPITAL MARKETS FIDUCIARY SERVICES
450 WEST 33rd STREET
15th FLOOR
NEW YORK, N.Y. 10001 JERRY BANKS

MISSISSIPPI DEPT OF ENVIROMENTAL QUALITY
2380 HIGHWAY 80 WEST
JACKSON, MS 39204 TR BEAZER (GRENADA MS)

BEAZER EAST GRENADA ESCROW
(C32748)
BEAZER EAST, INC.

ASSET CLASS DESCRIPTION

CASH

BOOK VALUE

**N0 ASSETS ARE CURRENTLY HELD **

0.00

MARKET VALUE

0.00

ATTN:
THE INFORMATION (INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, MARKET VALUES) FURNISHED IN THIS REPORT HAS BEEN OBTAINED
FROM SOURCES WHICH CHASE BELIEVES TO BE RELIABLE. HOWEVER, CHASE MAKES NO REPRESENTATION OR WARRANTY,
EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, AS TO THE ACCURACY, CURRENCY OR COMPLETENESS OF SUCH INFORMATION. CHASE FURNISHES
SUCH INFORMATION TO THE CUSTOMER FOR ITS SOLE USE. THE CUSTOMER SHALL INDEMNIFY CHASE AGAINST ANY CLAIM,
LOSS, LIABILITY OR EXPENSE WHICH MAY ARISE OUT OF THE USE OF SUCH INFORMATION BY ANYONE OTHER THAN THE
CUSTOMER.

0 C

SUMMARY OF ASSETS HELD

C32748

1

AS OF 12/31/1999
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MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

James I. Palmer, Jr Executive Directo

May 3, 1999

Mr. Thomas Henderson, Plant Manager
Koppers industries
PU. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Re: Hazardous Waste CEI
Koppers Industries
MSD 007 027 543
Grenada County-Tie Plant, MS

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Enclosed please find an inspection report that was completed as a result of a Hazardous Waste
Compliance Inspection at Koppers Industries on March 2, 1999. This inspection revealed no
apparent violations of Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations.

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at (601) 961-5094.

Sincerely

Russ Twitty, P.E.
Environmental Compliance and Enforcement
Division

Enclosures

cc: Ms. Mindy Gardner, EPA (w/ enclosures)

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL
P.O. Box 10385 Jackson, MS 39289.0385 Phone 601961.5171 Fax 601354.6612
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Mr. C. Wayne S cover, Jr.
/Mississippi Departt of Environmental Quality

‘IEnvironmental Permits Division
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

KF: Post-Closure Permit Renewal Application
Notice of Deficiency
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Fadlity
Grenada, Mississippi
EPA LD. Numbet MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr Stove.r:

On behalf of Bearer East, Inc. (Bearer) TherutoRetec Consulting Corporation(TnerxxoRetec) has revised the Post-Closure Pemilt Renewal Application prepared byFluor Daniel GTJ, Inc. in December 1997 and revised in April 1998.

As we discussed in our March 8, 1999 telephone conversation, we have revised SectionE-6b Sampling and Analysis and the Saanpflng and Analysis Plan provided as AppendixE-5 to address comments in your colTespondence to Fluor Daniel dated July 20, 198and October 2 1,1998. We have also revised Section E-6d Statistical Evaluation andApcndix E-6 Statistical Procedures per our phone convation. As we disc.issed, Beazerwill use MDEQpolicy to dete inc if there is evidence of a potential release at the site.
Additionally, Appendix E-6 has been revised to indude MDEQ policy as it applies toSW-846 Method 8270C for analyzing semivolatile organic constituents. SW-846 listsEstimated Qiantitaticn Limits (EQLs) for constituents analyzed using Method 827CCrather than Method Detection Limits (MDLs as 1isted for Method 8310) and does notlist Practical Quantitadon Limits. The empirical comparison will be based on analyticalru1ts detected abo’e EQLs and Laboratonr U f-Quxttitation CLOQs) as detailedin Appendix E-6.

f Therrio .nc..
a Thm Fr%’ ‘,‘.‘-
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As açeed during the March 8, 1999 telephone conversatior, because Beaze will foiiQwMDEQ policy, Beazer will not be required to take a sequce of four samples permonitoring well during each event as noted ir pvr letter to kob Maricweil datedOctober21, 199&

Please contact Mr. Robert Maricweil at (412)2088812 if you have ar.y questis orcomments regarding this submission.

Sincerely,

TheroRetec Consulting Corpoition

hLQ” ,4iwk a’
Stepharie A Funke Crary
Project Manager

SF:ceg

Enclosure

cc R Markwell - Beazer
B. Genes - Thennoketec
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GEOTRANS Rancho Cordova, California
95670

A TETRA TECh COMPANY 91 6-853-1 800 FAX 91 6-853-1 860

December 2, 1998
P:\PROJECTS\BEAZER\GRENADAN987\Suppscop.WPD

ranch
Waste Management Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
61 Forsyth Street SW
Atlanta, Georgia 30303

Attention: Mr. Wes Hardegree

Subject: Workplan to Investigate the South Drip Pad/Track and
Northern Stream Areas

pppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Facility
Grenada, Mississippi

Dear Mr. Hardegree:

This workplan is submitted on behalf of Beazer East, Inc. to investigate soils at the South
Drip Pad/Track and sediments in the Northern Stream at the Koppers Industries, Inc. (Kil)
facility in Grenada, Mississippi. The proposed work compliments previous investigations
presented in the Revised Final Phase II RCRA Facility Investigation Report, K/I Grenada
Facility, Grenada, Mississippi (RFI Report) (HSI GeoTrans, November 1998). In addition,
the results will be incorporated into the ongoing design and the imminent implementation
of Interim Measures (IM) to control DNAPL migration into the Central Ditch. This workplan
also proposes the abandonment of seven monitoring wells in the Former Wastewater
Treatment System.

INTRODUCTION

Soil and groundwater investigations have been performed at the Kil wood treating facility,
(the Site) southeast of Grenada, Mississippi. A RCRA Facility Assessment identified 13
Solid Waste Management Units (SWMUs) at the Site, which were investigated in detail
during Phase I and Phase II studies. The EPA reissued the RCRA Part B Post Closure
Permit No. MSD 007 027 543 for the Site in September 1998, and identified four additional
SWMUs, including SWMU 17, the Old South Drip Pad/Track.

The RFI Report identified the Old South Drip Pad/Track and the Northern Stream as areas
that warrant further characterization prior to implementation of the IM. This workplan
presents the scope of work to characterize the extent of Site constituents in these two
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Mr. Wes Hardegree
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
December 2, 1998
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areas. The investigation at the Old South Drip Pad/Track will be used to support the Final
Design of the IM. The existing data for Northern Stream sediments were collected in 1991,
priorto KB’s implementation of storm water control measures. The supplemental sampling
of the Northern Stream sediments will re-characterize this area, and may be used in a
screening risk evaluation of the Northern Stream, if appropriate.

The implementation of the IM construction will significantly increase the gràund surface
elevation atthe Former WastewaterTreatment System (SWMU 11), due to filling, grading,
and capping activities in this area. Specific monitor wells within the cap area will be
extended and saved during the IM construction, however, seven wells within the cap area
(R96-5, R96-7, R96-8, R96-9, R96-1O, R96-13, and R-36) will be abandoned in
accordance with the State of Mississippi requirements. Beazer intends to abandon these
wells during the mobilization to investigate the Old South Drip Pad/Track and Northern
Stream areas.

SCOPE OF WORK

The field investigations will be performed in accordance with sampling procedures and
quality assurance objectives specified in the January 8, 1997 RCRA Facility Investigation,
Work Plan Addendum, Koppers Industries, Inc., Grenada Facility, Grenada, Mississippi
(Work Plan Addendum). The Health and Safety Plan presented in the Work Plan

Addendum will be revised and reissued to encompass the supplemental sampling and

abandonment procedures described in this workplan. The scope of work is described
below.

South Drip Pad/Track (SWMU 17)

1) Conduct visual reconnaissance of Central Ditch below the South Drip Pad/Track to
look for evidence of NAPL seeps;

2) Collect continuous core at five boring locations. The borings will extend to the
Upper Low-Permeability Zone using a wash rotary drill rig. Depth to the Upper Low-
Permeability Zone is anticipated to be approximately 30 feet below ground surface
(bgs), based on review of boring logs drilled in this vicinity. Proposed sampling
locations are shown on Figure 1;

3) Collect soil samples at each boring for laboratory analysis at ground surface, 5 feet
bgs, and 15 feet bgs. These sample depths correspond to the surface zone,
vadose zone, and saturated zone, respectively;

4) Submit soil samples to a certified laboratory for polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbon
(PAH), pentachlorophenol, and benzene analyses;

HSI GEOTRANS
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5) Describe lithology of core to total depth for each boring, including any visual
evidence of NAPL or DNAPL; and,

6) Backfill borings with grout slurry.

Northern Stream

1) Collect sediments from nine locations across the Northern Stream, as shown on
Figure 2. One location will be upstream of the Site, four will be on-Site in the
downstream vicinity, and four will be downstream and off-Site;

2) Each sampling location will consist of five sublocations across the stream channel,
collected from 0 to 3-inches bgs. The pattern of the five sublocations will consist of
the following: two sublocations along the northern stream bank, one sublocation in
the center of the stream, and two sublocations along the southern stream bank;

3) The five sediment samples from the sublocations will be composited in the field and
submitted to a certified laboratory for PAH, pentachlorophenol, total organic carbon
(TOC) and grain size analyses;

4) One sample will be collected from the 3- to 12-inch depth interval from each of the
nine locations. Each sample will be visually assessed for indication of impacts; and,
submitted to a certified laboratory for PAH, pentachlorophenol, TOC and grain size
analyses; and

5) Describe lithology of sediment samples, including visual evidence of NAPL.

Abandon Wells

1) Abandon wells R96-5, R96-7, R96-8, R96-9, R96-10, R96-13, and R-36, in
accordance with the State of Mississippi requirements.

A summary of field activities, lithologic logs, laboratory results for the investigations, and
documentation of well abandonments will be provided to the EPA in a technical memo.
These items will also be incorporated into the Corrective Measures Study.

HSI GEOTRANS
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SCHEDULE

Beazer has scheduled this work to be performed during the week of December 7, 1998,
assuming the EPA concurs with the workplan. This rapid mobilization and sampling will
provide results necessary to complete the ongoing design and imminent Interim Measures
activities. Field activities are scheduled to begin on Tuesday, December 8, 1998 at the
Site. Beazer anticipates the field activities will be completed December 13,1998.

If you have any questions regarding this workplan, please call Mike Bollinger at (412)208-
8864, or Rob Markwell at (412) 208-8812.

Sincerely,

HSI GeoTrans

// 4
/ /
Jennifer A. Abrahams, R.G. Jeffrey C. Bensch, P.E.
Project Manager Sacramento Operations Manager

Attachments

cc: David Peacock, MS DEQ’
Mike Bollinger, Beazer
Rob Markwell, Beazer
Bob Cohen, HSI GeoTrans
Charles Faust, HSI GeoTrans
Peter Rich, HSI GeoTrans
Paul Anderson, Ogden

HSI GEOTRANS.
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BEAZER EAST, INC., ONE OXFORD CENTRE, SUITE 3000, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219

November 24, 1998

Certified Mail
Return Receipt Requested
Z126496574

Executive Director
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Dear Sir or Madam:

The enclosed documentation is being submitted to fulfill the RCRA Financial
Requirements for Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer) for its most recent fiscal year which ends
December 31, 1998.

The facilities located in Mississippi that are covered by this financial assurance
mechanism are as follows:

Current Estimates

Post-Closure
Facility & ID Number Closure Cost Cost Total Cost

Koppers Industries, Inc. 0 1,559,779 1,559,779
Grenada Plant
P. 0. Box 160
Grenada, MS 38960
MSD 007027543

As previously noted in our November 19, 1998 letter, Beazer has elected to substitute
insurance as an alternate financial assurance mechanism in place of its letter of credit
to satisfy its post-closure care liability requirements.



Executive Director
Mississippi Departmenf-’nvironmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Page 2

Provided herein is a copy of the closure/post-closure insurance policy #PLC3553417-00
and the declarations reflecting the appropriate face amount. We will submit the related
certificate of insurance for closure and/or post-closure under separate cover. We have
also enclosed a detailed worksheet for each facility located in the state. The
worksheets list all of the closure and/or post-closure cost estimates for the applicable
units as of December 31, 1998.

If you require any additional information or further clarification, please contact Beverly
Yakubisin at (412) 208-8808.

Sincerely yours

ren M. Mance
Chief Financial Officer

Enclosures
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Steadfast Insurance Company

Endorsement #1
THIS ENDORSEMENT CHANGES THE POLICY. PLEASE READ iT CAREFULLY.

POLICY NUMBER EFF. DATE OF POL EXP. DATE OF POL. EFF. DATE OF END. PRODUCER ADDL PRiM. RETURN PREM.

PLC 3553417-00 11/6/98 12/31/99 11/6/98 #18723 $471 N/A

This endorsement is issued by the company named in the Declarations. It changes the policy on the
effective date listed above at the hour stated in the Declarations.

NAMED INSURED: Beazer East, Inc.
ADDRESS: 3000 Oxford Centre

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

This endorsement modifies insurance provided by the following:

CLOSURE AND POST-CLOSURE INSURANCE POLICY
CLAIMS MADE FORM

In consideration of the additional premium paid, $471, it is hereby understood and agreed that
Item 2. Policy Period of the Declarations Page is deleted and replaced with the following:

Item 2. POLICY PERIOD:

From: November 6, 1998 12:01 A.M., Standard Time at the address shown in Item I
of these Declarations.

To: December 31, 1999 12:01 A.M., Standard Time at the address shown in Item I
of these Declarations.

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

Countersigned ‘ />
Authorized RepresentatW



(Jeadfast Insurance CompF
Dover, Delaware

1400 American Lane
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196-1 056

Closure and Post-Closure Insurance Policy
Financial Assurance

DECLARATIONS

This is a Claims Made Policy - Please Read Carefully

Policy Number: PLC 3553417-00

Item 1. Insured: Beazer East, Inc.

Address: 3000 Oxford Centre
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Item 2. Policy Period:

From: November 6, 1998 12:01 A.M., Standard Time at the address shown in
Item 1 of these Declarations.

To: November 6, 1999 12:01 A.M., Standard Time at the address shown in
Item 1 of these Declarations.

Item 3. Retroactive Date: November 6, 1998 12:01 A.M., Standard Time at the
address shown in Item 1 of these Declarations,

Item 4. Covered FACILITY: The coverage afforded under this Policy shall apply
only to the following FACILITY:

Facility A: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
P.O. Box 160
Grenada, Mississippi 38960
MSD 007027543

Item 5. Limit Of Liability: Coverage A Coverage B

Facility A: NIA $1,559,779
Total Policy Aggregate: $1,559,779

Item 6. Deductible: $1,559,779

Item 7. Policy Premium: $3,120

Broker: Sedgwick Environmental Services
3401 West End Avenue, Suite 180
Nashville, TN 37203

Counteigned this

_______

day of

_____________ _______________________________

Authorized RepresentativeConyngnt 998 by Steadfast Insurance Corn oariy

All rghts rasecveo. t4o part of this document covered by the copyrights hereon may be reproduced or copied in any form by any means — graphic, electronic or mechanical.Icluding pnotocopying, taping, or information storage or retrieval systems — without written permission of the Steadfast Insurance Company.



TEADFAST INSURANCE COMP NY
C RE -- POST CLOSURE ENVIR NTAL

LIABILITY POLICY
CLAIMS MADE COVERAGE

This is a Claims-Made and reported Policy. This Policy has certain provisions and requirements
unique to it and may be different from other policies an Insured may be insured under.

In consideration of payment of the premium as scheduled by Endorsement to the policy and in reliance upon the
statements in the Application and Declarations and subject to the Limits of Liability, Exclusions, Conditions and other
terms of this Policy, Steadfast Insurance Company (“Company’s) agrees with the INSURED named in the Declarations
made a part hereof:

I. INSURING AGREEMENT

A. Closure Coverage

To pay on behalf of the NAMED INSURED for
CLOSURE COSTS, where the NAMED INSURED has
given the Company notice of the CLOSURE for which
the NAMED INSURED has become legally obligated
by CLOSURE of a WASTE FACILITY designated in
the Declarations, and upon receipt by the Company of
written determination by the REGULATORY BODY
that the CLOSURE COSTS expended are in
accordance with the CLOSURE PLAI’.

B. Post Closure Coveige

To pay on behalf of the INSURED for POST
CLOSURE COSTS, where the NAMED INSURED has
given the Company notice of the POST CLOSURE for
which the NAMED INSURED has become legally
obligated by the POST CLOSURE of a WASTE
FACILITY designated in the Declarations, and upon
receipt by the Company of written determination by the
REGULATORY BODY that the POST CLOSURE
COSTS expended are in accordance with the POST
CLOSURE PLAN.

II. DEFINITIONS

A. BODILY INJURY means physical injury,
sickness or disease, mental anguish or
emotional distress when accompanied by
physical injury, sustained by any person,
including death resulting therefrom.

B. CLAIM means a written demand received a
NAMED INSURED seeking a remedy and
alleging liability or responsibility on the part
of an NAMED INSURED.

C. CLEAN-UP COSTS means expenses incurred
in the removal or remediation of contaminants,

Copyright 997 by Steadfast Insurance Company Page 1 of4

irritants, or pollutants, arising
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAIRMENT.

from

D. CLOSURE means a partial or final closing of
a WASTE FACILITY as defined in the
CLOSURE PLAN.

E. CLOSURE COSTS means costs expended to
implement the CLOSURE PLAN but only up
to the limit of liability shown in the
Declarations.

F. CLOSURE PLAN means the written closure
plan attached to the Policy as Appendix A and
made a part hereof provided that such plan is
filed, prepared, and documented in
compliance with the law.

G. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAIRMENT means
the discharge, dispersal, release or escape of
smoke, vapors, soot, fumes, acids, alkalis,
chemicals, liquids, or gases. waste materials or
other irritants, contaminants or pollutants into
or upon land, the atmosphere or any
watercourse or body of water.

H. FINAL CLOSURE means final closing of a
WASTE facility as defined in the CLOSURE
PLAN.

WASTE FACILITY means the permitted
unit(s) designated in Item 4 of the
Declarations.

J. NAMED INSURED means the person or
organization named in the Declarations.

K. POST-CLOSURE means the maintenance of a
WASTE FACILITY pursuant to the POST
CLOSURE PLAN following FINAL
CLOSURE.

STP-CPC-1-A CW (1/97)

All rights reserved. No part of document covered by the copyrights hereon may be reproduced or copied in any form by any means - graphic. .lectronic. 3t
nechanical. incluaing photocopying, taping, or information storage and retrieval systems - without written permission or the Steadfast Insurance Company.



r3I-LU)U LUS1 means costs
expended to implement OST CLOSURE
PLAN, but only up to Jlimit of liability
shown in the Declarations.

M. POST-CLOSURE PLAN means the written
POST-CLOSURE PLAN attached to this
Policy as Appendix B and made a part hereof
provided that such plan is prepared. and
documented in compliance with the law.

N. PROPERTY DAMAGE means (a) physical
injury to, or destruction of tangible property,
including loss of use, profits or investments or
diminution in value of property at any time
resulting from the physical injury or
destruction; (b) the loss of use of tangible
property which has not been physically injured
or destroyed; and (c) any injury to, impairment
of. or destruction of any intangible property or
rights of any nature, whether related to
tangible property or not.

0. REGULATORY BODY means the Regional
Administrator of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency or the
designated State Administrator in the state
where the WASTE FACILITY named in the
Declarations is located.

IlL EXCLUSIONS

This Policy does not apply to:

A. CLEAN UP COSTS incurred outside of
the legal boundaries of the WASTE
FACILITY designated in the
Declarations;

B. CLEAN-UP COSTS incurred within the
legal boundaries of the WASTE
FACILITY unless incurred as part of the
CLOSURE PLAN or POST CLOSURE
PLAN;

C. BODILY INJURY or PROPERTY
DAMAGE;

D. any criminal or civil penalties including
claims for damages to natural resources;
or

E. any legal fees or expenses including
expert or consultant fees incurred in the
defense of the NAMED INSURED for
any reason arising out of the CLOSURE
or POST-CLOSURE of the WASTE
FACILITY;

Cooyright 1997 by Steadfast Insurance Company

F. ()SURE COSTS or POST-CLOSURE
( )s not stated in the CLOSURE
PLAN or POST-CLOSURE PLAN
attached hereto as Appendix A or B.
respectively: or

G. CLOSURE COSTS or POST-CLOSURE
COSTS which have not been determined
by the REGULATORY BODY to be in
accordance with the CLOSURE PLAN.

IV. LIMITS OF LIABILiTY

A. The limit(s) of liability stated in the
Declarations for each WASTE FACILITY and
each Insuring Agreement are separate and
independent Limits of Liability and shall not
exceed the amounts so stated.

In the event of cancellation of the policy for
non-payment of premium, the limits of
liability shall be subject to the conditions
outlined in Section V., paragraph G of this
policy.

V. CONDITIONS

A. PREMIUM: The full Policy Premium for all
coverages hereunder shall be payable in
accordance with the premium set forth in Item
7 of the Declarations. It is a condition
precedent of coverage under this policy that
the full amount of each premium installment
be actually received by the Company in
accordance with said schedule for coverage to
be or continue to be effective.

B. INSPECTION AND AUDIT: The Company
or its designee shall be permitted but not
obligated to inspect the NAMED INSURED’s
WASTE FACILITY at any time. Neither the
Company’s right to make inspections nor the
making thereof nor any report thereon shall
constitute an undertaking, on behalf of or for
the benefit of the NAMED INSURED or
others, to determine or warrant that such
property or operations are safe or healthful or
are in compliance with any laws, rule or
regulation. The Company or its designee may
examine and audit the NAMED INSURED’s
books and records at any time during the
Policy Period and extensions thereof; as far as
they relate to the subject matter of this
insurance, and within any periods of FINAL
CLOSURE or POST-CLOSURE for which

Page 2 of 4 STP-CPC-l-A CW (1/97)
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coverage is provided w er or not this
policy has expired at the (

C. ACTION AGAINST THE COMPANY: No
action shall lie against the Company unless, as
a condition precedent thereto, the NAMED
INSURED shall have fully complied with all
the terms and conditions hereof, including
payment of premium installments as set forth
in Conditions, Section V. paragraph A: but in
no event shall action lie against the Company
by any party not a party to this contract.

D. ASSIGNMENT: This Policy may not be
assigned to a successor owner or operator of
any WASTE FACILITY without the consent
of the Company, which shall not be
unreasonably withheld, provided the Company
shall have received 60 days prior written
notice of such intent to assign.

E. REGULATORY PROVISIONS: Any term or
condition of this policy to which any federal
or state administrative or regulatory provisions
apply shall be governed only by those
regulations or provisions in effect at the
inception date of this policy.

F. CANCELLATION AND NON-RENEWAL:
The Company shall not cancel, terminate, or
fail to renew the coverages provided herein
except for failure to pay the full premium in
accordance with the schedule shown in the
Declarations, oras a result of fraud or
misrepiesentation on the part ofihéNAMb
INSURED or Its agents in the procurement of
this policy or any subsequent endorsements,
amendments or modifications thereto. The
Company shall notify the NAMED INSURED
of its intent to cancel, terminate or not to
renew by sending, by certified mail, to the
NAMED INSURED at the address shown in
this policy and to the REGULATORY BODY,
written notice stating the date (not less than
120 days thereafter) that cancellation shall be
effective allowing time for receipt of notice on
which such cancellation shall be effective.

This policy may be canceled by the NAMED
INSURED pursuant to applicable statute, by
mailing to the Company written notice stating
the date thereafter the cancellation shall be
effective. The mailing of notice as aforesaid
shall be sufficient proof of notice. The time of
surrender or the effective date and hour of
cancellation stated in the notice shall become
the end of the Policy Period.

Copyright !997 by Steadfast Insurance Company Page 3 of4

In the nt of (i) cancellation or non-renewal
by tIT MED INSURED or (ii) cancellation
by th ompany for nonpayment of premium,
the full Policy Premium shown in Item 7 of
the Declarations or any partial premium
payments made to date shall be deemed earned
and the unpaid portion thereof shall be
immediately due and payable.

Upon the effective date of cancellation by the
NAMED INSURED indemnity obligations on
the part of the Company hereunder shall
automatically cease and the NAMED
INSURED shall have no further recourse
against the Company with respect to unpaid
CLOSURE COSTS and/or unpaid POST-
CLOSURE COSTS by the Company.

G. INSURED’S DUTIES IN THE EVENT OF
CLOSURE OR POST-CLOSURE.

1. The NAMED INSURED shall provide the
Company with a duplicate of any notice it
is required by law to give to the
REGULATORY BODY regarding the
event of CLOSURE and/or POST-
CLOSURE.

2. In the event that CLOSURE results from
the assertion of a CLAIM by a third party
including any REGULATORY BODY,
the NAMED INSURED shall
immediately forward to the Company any
demand or notice regarding the FINAL
CLOSURE or POST-CLOSURE received
by the NAMED INSURED or their
representative.

The NAMED INSURED shall cooperate
with the Company and, upon the
Company’s request, assist in obtaining
information relative to any CLOSURE
COST or POST-CLOSURE COST.

3. Any notices required by these conditions
shall be sent to the Company at

Environmental Counsel
Steadfast Insurance Company
One Liberty Plaza
165 Broadway 53rd Floor
New York, NY 10006

Director of Environmental Claims
Zurich Insurance Company’
Environmental Claims Office
1400 American Lane
Schaumburg, Illinois 60196-1056

STP-CPC-l-A CW (1/97)
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H. APPLICATION AND DECLARATIONS: By

acceptance of this policy, the NAMED
INSURED agrees that the statements in the
application and Declarations are their
agreements and representations and that they
form a part of this policy, that this policy is
issued in reliance upon the truth of such
representations and that this policy embodies
all agreements existing between the NAMED
INSURED and the Company or any of its
agents, relating to this insurance.

CONCEALMENT, FRAUD: In the event that,
either before or after claim for FINAL
CLOSURE or POST-CLOSURE is first made,
the NAMED INSURED has willfully
concealed or misrepresented any fact, whether
material or not, or circumstance concerning
this insurance or the subject of it, including
any claim for loss, or the interest of the
NAMED INSURED in it or in any case of any
fraud or false swearing by the NAMED
INSURED relating to this insurance or its
subject, then the NAMED INSURED shall
indemnify the Company in full for any and all
loss, damage or expense which the Company
sustains or will sustain by reason of such
actions by the NAMED INSURED. Such
willful concealment or misrepresentation may,
at the discretion solely of the Company, void
the policy.

J. CHANGES: Notices to any agent or broker or
knowledge possessed by arty agent, broker or
by any other person shall not effect a waiver
or a change in any part of this policy or stop
the Company from asserting any right under
the terms of the policy; nor shall the terms of
this policy be waived or changed nor shall any
privilege or permission affecting the insurance

Copyright 1997 by Steadfast Insurance Company Page 4 of 4

under policy exist or be claimed by the
NA?’( INSURED, except by endorsement
signea y both the NAMED INSURED and
the Company issued to form a part of this
policy.

K. SUBROGATION: In the event of any
payment under this policy, the Company shall
be subrogated to all the NAMED INSURED’S
rights of recovery against any person or
organization and the NAMED INSURED shall
execute and deliver instruments, papers and do
whatever else is necessary to secure such
rights. The NAMEDINSURED shall do
nothing after loss to prejudice such rights.

L. SOLE AGENT: The NAMED INSURED first
named in Item 1 of the Declarations shall act
on behalf of all INSUREDS for the payment
or return of premium, receipt and acceptance
of any endorsement issued to form a part of
this policy, giving and receiving notice of
cancellation or non-renewal.

M. CHOICE OF LAW: In the event that the
NAMED INSURED and the Company dispute
the meaning, interpretation or operation of any
terms, condition, defmition or provision of this
policy resulting in litigation, arbitration or
other form of dispute resolution, the NAMED
INSURED and the Company agree that the
law of the State of New York shall apply and
that all litigation, arbitration or other form of
dispute resolution shall take place in New
York. In the event the NAMED INSURED
and the Company agree to resolve their
dispute by arbitration any such arbitration
shall be in accordance with the commercial
arbitration rules of the American Arbitration
Association.

STP-CPC-l-A CW jl/9’.
All rights reserved. No part of document covered by the copyrights hereon may be reproduced or copied in any form by any means - graphic, electronic. rmechanical, including photocopying, taping, or information storage and retrieval systems - without written permission of the Steadfast Insurance Company.



CLOSUR7POST- CLOSURE COST ESTIMATE wdRKSHEET

STATE: Mississippi

For Fiscal Year Ending
December 31, 1998

FACILITY NAME: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada
MSD 007027543

Program Manager: Rob Markwell

INFORMATION BASE I

Unit I Facility
Closure Plan
Submittal Date

Closure Cost
Estimate

Post-Closure
Cost Estimate

Surface Impoundment 06-08-88 $ 887,250

Less eight (8) years Post-Closure Care cost @ $ 29,575 per year. (238,600)

Adjusted Post-Closure Cost Estimate

Boiler Ash Landfarm 11-30-87

$ 650,650

$ 707,940

Less eight (8) years Post-Closure Care cost @ $ 23,598 per year. (188.784)

Adjusted Post-Closure Cost Estimate $ 519,156

ICALCULATIONS 1998 Cost Estimated

The Surface Impoundment cost reflects 1988 dollars; the adjusted cost estimate has been voluntarily inflated to 1998 dollars.

Post-Closure

The Boiler Ash Landfarm cost reflects 1 987 dollars; the adjusted cost estimate has been voluntarily inflated to 1 998 dollars.

Post-Closure

For 1989: 650,650 X 1.0357 = $ 673,878
For 1990: 673,878 X 1.0378 = $ 699,351
For 1991: 699,351 X 1.0410 = $ 728,024
For 1992: 728,024 X 1.0360 = $ 754,233
For 1993: 754,233 X 1.0263 = $ 774,069
For 1994: 774,069 X 1.0186 = $ 788,467
For 1995: 788,467 X 1.01 50 = $ 800,294
For 1996: 800,294 X 1.0250 = $ 820,301
For 1997: 820,301 X 1.0227 = $ 838,922
For 1998: 838,922 X 1.01 80 $ 854,023

For 1988: 519,156 X 1.0357 $ 537,690
For 1989: 537,690 X 1.0357 $ 556,886
For 1990: 556,886 X 1.0378 $ 577,936
For 1991: 577,936 X 1.0410 $ 601,631
For 1992: 601,631 X 1.0360 $ 623,290
For 1993: 623,290 X 1.0263 $ 639,683
For 1994: 639,683 X 1.01 86 $ 651,581
For 1995: 651,581 X 1.0150 $ 661,355
For 1996: 661,355 X 1.0250 $ 677,889
For 1997: 677,889 X 1.0227 $ 693,277
For 1998: 693,277 X 1.0180 $ 705,756

tfma for



o Beazer0
BEAZER EAST, INC., ONE OXFORD CENTRE, SUITE 3000, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219

October 30, 1998

Mr. JerryBanks CERTIFIED MAIL Z126496567
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289-0385

RE: Financial Assurance for Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, EPA ID No. MSD
007027543

Dear Mr. Banks:

This letter is to advise the Mississippi Department ofEnvironmental Quality (“MDEQ”) that
Bea.zer has elected to substitute insurance as an alternate financial assurance mechanism in place of
Letter of Credit No. 70890 to satisf’ its post-closure financial assurance requirements for the above-
referenced facility pursuant to 40 C.F.R. §264.145(e). The Letter of Credit will expire without
renewal on December 27, 1998.

Provided herein is a draft of the post-closure insurance policy that Beazer plans to incept on
November 5, 1998. Shortly after inception, Beazer will direct its insurer to prepare a Certificate of
Insurance in accordance with 40 C.F.R. §264.151(e) showing the appropriate face amount and policy
number. In this regard, because another year of post-closure has been completed, Beazer requests
permission to reduce the post-closure amount shown on the Certificate by 1/30th of the post-closure
care estimate. We look forward to your prompt response to this request so that we may proceed in
finalizing the Certificate of Insurance. It is our objective to have the Certificate of Insurance in place
by mid-November, thereby eliminating any need for the MDEQ to draw on Letter of Credit No.
70890.

Beazer looks forward to working with the you to make this transition from the use a letter
of credit to insurance as smooth as possible. In that regard, please call Beverly Yakubisin at (412)
208-8808 if you have any questions or need any additional information.

Sincey,

p1..

/Karen M. Mance
CFO-Controller A
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STEADFAST INSURANCE COMPANY

CLOSURE - POST CLOSURE ENVIRONMENTAL
LIABILITY POLICY

This Policy has certain provisions and requirements unique to it and may be different from other policies an Insured
may be insured under. Words in bold print have special meaning -- Please refer to Section II. Definitions. Please
read the policy carefully.

In consideration of payment of the premium as agreed and in reliance upon the statements in the Application and
Declarations and subject to the Limits of Liability, Exclusions, Conditions and other terms of this Policy, Steadfast
Insurance Company (“Company’) agrees with the NAMED INSURED designated in the Declarations made a part hereof:

INSURING AGREEMENT

A. Closure Coverage DRAFT
To indemnify the NAMED INSURED for
CLOSURE COSTS, where the NAMED
INSURED has given the Company notice of the
CLOSURE for which the NAMED INSURED has
become legally obligated by the CLOSURE of a
WASTE FACILITY designated in the
Declarations, and upon receipt by the Company of
written determination by the REGULATORY
BODY that the CLOSURE COSTS expended are
in accordance with the CLOSURE PLAN.

B. Post Closure Coverage

To indemnify the NAMED INSURED for POST
CLOSURE COSTS, where the NAMED
INSURED has given the Company notice of the
POST CLOSURE for which the NAMED
INSURED has become legally obligated by the
POST CLOSURE of a WASTE FACILITY
designated in the Declarations, and upon receipt by
the Company of written determination by the
REGULATORY BODY that the POST
CLOSURE COSTS expended are in accordance
with the POST CLOSURE PLAN.

II. DEFINITIONS

A. BODILY INJURY means physical injury,
sickness or disease, mental anguish or
emotional distress when accompanied by
physical injury, sustained by any person,
including death resulting therefrom.

B. CLAIM means a written demand received by
an NAMED INSURED seeking a remedy and
alleging liability or responsibility on the part
of an NAMED INSURED.

contaminants, irritants, or pollutants arising
from ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAIRMENT.

D. CLOSURE means a partial or final closing or
a WASTE FACILITY as defined in the
CLOSURE PLAN.

E. CLOSURE COSTS mean costs expended to
implement the CLOSURE PLAN but only up
to the limit of liability shown in the
Declarations.

F. CLOSURE PLAN means the written closure
plan attached to the Policy as Appendix A and
made a part hereof, provided that such plan is
filed, prepared, and documented in
compliance with the law.

G. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAIRMENT
means the discharge, dispersal, release or
escape of smoke, vapors, soot, fumes, acids.
alkalis, chemicals, liquids, or gases, waste
materials or other irritants, contaminants or
pollutants into or upon land, the atmosphere
or any watercourse or body of water.

H. FINAL CLOSURE means final closing of a
WASTE FACILITY as defined in the
CLOSURE PLAN.

WASTE FACILITY means the permitted
unit(s) designated in Item 3 of the
Declarations.

J. NAMED INSURED means the person or
organization named in the Declarations.

K. POST-CLOSURE means the maintenance ot
a WASTE FACILITY pursuant to the POST
CLOSURE PLAN following FINAL
CLOSURE.

C. CLEAN-UP COSTS means expenses
incurred in the removal or remediation of

L. POST-CLOSURE COSTS
expended to implement

mean costs
the POST

Ctosure Post Closure Policy 09/30/98 Page I of 5
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CLOSURE PLAN, but only up to the limit of
liability shown in the Declarations.

M. POST-CLOSURE PLAN means the written
POST-CLOSURE PLAN attached to the
Policy as Appendix B and made a part hereof,
provided that such plan is prepared, and
documented in compliance with the law.

N. PROPERTY DAMAGE means (a) physical
injury to, or destruction of tangible property,
including loss of use. profits or investments or
diminution in value of property at any time
resulting from the physical injury or
destruction; or (b) the loss of use of tangible
property which has not been physically
injured or destroyed; or (c) any injury to,
impairment of or destruction of any
intangible property or rights of any nature,
whether related to tangible property or not.

0. REGULATORY BODY means the Regional
Administrator of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency or the
designated State Administrator in the state
where the WASTE FACILITY named in the
Declarations is located.

III. EXCLUSIONS
V

DR?
A. CLEAN-UP COSTS incurred outside of the

legal boundaries of the WASTE FACILITY
designated in the Declarations;

B. CLEAN-UP COSTS incurred within the
legal boundaries of the WASTE FACILITY
unless incurred as part of the CLOSURE
PLAN or POST CLOSURE PLAN;

C. BODILY INJURY or PROPERTY
DAMAGE;

D. any criminal or civil penalties including
claims for damages to natural resources: or

E. any legal fees or expenses including expert or
consultant fees incurred in the defense of the
NAMED INSURED for any reason arising
out of the CLOSURE or POST-CLOSURE
of the WASTE FACILITY;

F. CLOSURE COSTS or POST-CLOSURE
COSTS not stated in the CLOSURE PLAN
or POST-CLOSURE PLAN attached hereto
as Appendix A or B. respectively; or

G. CLOSURE COSTS or POST-CLOSURE
COSTS which have not been determined by
the REGULATORY BODY to be in
accordance with the CLOSURE PLAN.

IV. LIMIT(S) OF LIABILITY

A. The limit(s) of liability stated in the
Declarations for each WASTE FACILITY
and each Insuring Agreement are separate and
independent Limits of Liability and shall not
exceed the amounts so stated.

In the event of cancellation of the policy for
non-payment of premium. the limits of
liability shall be subject to the conditions
outlined in Section V., paragraph G of this
policy.

V. CONDITIONS

A. PREMIUM: The full Policy Premium for all
coverages hereunder shall be payable in
accordance with the schedule set forth in Item
5A of the Declarations. It is a condition
precedent of coverage under this policy that
the full amount of each premium installment
be actually received by the Company in
accordance with said schedule for coverage to
be, or continue to be, effective.

B. INSPECTION AND AUDIT: The Company
or its designee shall be permitted but not
obligated to inspect the NAMED
INSURED’S WASTE FACILITY at any
time. Neither the Company’s right to make
inspections nor the making thereof nor any
report thereon shall constitute an undertaking,
on behalf of or for the benefit of the NAMED
INSURED or others. to determine or warrant
that such property or operations are safe or
healthful or are in compliance with any law,
rule or regulation. The Company or its
desinee may examine and audit the NAMED
INSURED’S books and records at any time
during the Policy Period and extensions
thereof as far as they relate to the subject
matter of this insurance, and within any
periods of FINAL CLOSURE or POST-
CLOSURE for which coverage is provided
whether or not this policy has expired at the
time.

C. ACTiON AGAINST COMPANY: No action
shall lie against the Company unless, as a
condition precedent thereto, the NAMED

fl

This Policy does not apply to:

Closure Post Closure Policy 09/30/98 Page 2 of 5
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INSURED shall have fully complied with all
the terms and conditions hereof including
payment of premium installments as set forth
in Conditions, Section V., paragraph A; but in
no event shall action lie against the Company
by any party not a party to this contract.

D. ASSIGNMENT: This Policy may not be
assigned to a successor owner or operator of
any WASTE FACILITY without the consent
of the Company, which shall not be
unreasonably withheld provided the Company
shall have received 60 days prior written
notice of such intent to assign.

E. REGULATORY PROVISIONS: Any term or
condition of this policy to which any federal
or state administrative or regulatory
provisions apply shall be governed only by
those regulations or provisions in effect at the
inception date of this policy.

F. CANCELLATION AND NON-RENEWAL:
The Company shall not cancel, terminate, or
fail to renew the coverage(s) provided herein
except for failure to pay the full premium in
accordance with the schedule shown in the
Declarations, or as a result of fraud or
misrepresentation on the part of the NAMED
INSURED or its agents in the procurement of
this policy or any subsequent endorsements.
amendments or modifications thereto. The
Company shall notify the NAMED
INSURED of its intent to cancel, terminate or
non-renew by sending, by certified mail, to
the NAMED INSURED at the address shown
in this policy and to the REGULATORY
BODY, written notice stating the date (not
less than 120 days thereafter) that cancellation
shall be effective allowing time for receipt of
notice on which such cancellation shall be
effective.

This policy may be cancelled by the NAMED
INSURED pursuant to applicable statute, by
mailing to the Company written notice stating
the date thereafter that cancellation shall be
effective. The mailing of notice as aforesaid
shall be sufficient proof of notice. The time
of surrender or the effective date and hour of
cancellation stated in the notice shall become
the end of the Policy Period.

In the event of(i) cancellation or non-renewal
by the NAMED INSURED or (ii)
cancellation by the Company for nonpayment
of premium. the full Policy Premium shown in

0
Item 5 of the Declarations or any partial
premium payments made to date shall be
deemed earned and the unpaid portion thereof
shall be immediately ue and payable.

Upon the effective date of cancellation by the
NAMED INSURED indemnity obligations
on the part of the Company hereunder shall
automatically cease and the NAMED
INSURED shall have no further recourse
against the Company with respect to unpaid
CLOSURE COSTS and/or unpaid POST-
CLOSURE COSTS by the Company.

The NAMED INSURED shall provide
the Company with a duplicate of any
notice it is required by law to give to
the REGULATORY BODY regarding
the event of CLOSURE and/or POST
CLOSURE.

2. In the event that CLOSURE results
from the assertion of a CLAIM by a
third party including any
REGULATORY BODY. the NAMED
INSURED shall immediately forward
to the Company any demand or notice
regarding the FINAL CLOSURE or
POST-CLOSURE received by the
NAMED LNSURED or their
representative.

The NAMED INSURED shall
cooperate with the Company and, upon
the Companys request, assist in
obtaining information relative to any
CLOSURE COST or POST-
CLOSURE COST.

3. Any notices required by these
conditions shail be sent to the Company
at:

Environmental Counsel
Zurich American Brokerage, Inc.
1 Liberty Plaza. 53rd Floor
New York, New York 10006

Director of Environmental Claims
Zurich Insurance Company
Environmentai Claims Office
1400 American Lane
Schaumburg, llinois 60196-1056

G. TNSUREDS DUTIES IN THE EVENT OF
CLOSURE OR POST-CLOSURE:

Closure Post Closure Policy 09/30/98 Page 3 of5
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H. APPLICATION AND DECLARATIONS: By

acceptance of this policy, the NAMED
INSURED agrees that the statements in the
application and Declarations are their
agreements and representations and that they
form a part of this policy, that this policy is
issued in reliance upon the truth of such
representations and that this policy embodies
all agreements existing between the NAMED
INSURED and the Company or any of its
agents, relating to this insurance.

CONCEALMENT, FRAUD: In the event
that, either before or after claim for FINAL
CLOSURE or POST-CLOSURE is first
made, the NAMED INSURED has willfully
concealed or misrepresented any fact, whether
material or not. or circumstance concerning
this insurance or the subject of it, including

- any claim for loss, or the interest of the
NAMED INSURED in it or in any case of
any fraud or false swearing by the NAMED
INSURED relating to this insurance or its
subject, then the NAMED INSURED shall
indemnify the Company in full for any and all
loss, damage or expense which the Company
sustains or will sustain by reason of such
actions by the NAMED INSURED. Such
willful concealment or misrepresentation may,
at the sole discretion of the Company, void
the policy.

J. CHANGES: Notices to any agent or broker
or knowledge possessed by any agent. broker
or by any other person shall not effect a
waiver or a change in any part of this policy
or stop the Company from asserting any right
under the terms of the policy; nor shall the
terms of this policy be waived or changed nor
shall any privilege or permission affecting the
insurance under this policy exist or be claimed
by the NAMED INSURED, except by

0
endorsement signed by both the NAMED
INSURED and the Company issued to form
part of this policy.

K. SUBROGATION: In the event of any
payment under this policy, the Company shall
be subrogated to all the NAMED
INSURED’S rights of recovery against any
person or organization and the NAMED
INSURED shall execute and deliver
instruments and papers and do whatever else
is necessary to secure such rights. The
NAMED INSURED shall do nothing after
loss to prejudice such rights.

L. SOLE AGENT: The NAMED INSURED
named in Item I of the Declarations shall act
on behalf of all INSUREDS for the payment
or return of premium, receipt and acceptance
of any endorsement issued to form a part of
this policy, giving and receiving notice of
cancellation or non-renewal.

M. CHOICE OF LAW: In the event that the
NAMED INSURED and the Company
dispute the meaning, interpretation or
operation of any terms condition, definition or
provision of this policy resulting in litigation,
arbitration or other form of dispute resolution,
the NAMED INSURED and the Company
agree that the law of the State of New York
shall apply and that all litigation, arbitration or
other form of dispute resolution shall take
place in New York. In the event the NAMED
INSURED and the Company agree to resolve
their dispute by arbitration any such
arbitration shall be in accordance with the
commercial arbitration rules of the American
Arbitration Association.

Cosure Post Closure Policy 09/30/98 Pa2c 4 ot5
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF the Company has caused this policy to be signed by its president and secretary and
countersigned on the Declarations page by a duly authorized representative of the Company.

President
Steadfast Insurance Company

Secretary
Steadfast Insurance Company

Ciosure Post Closure Policy 09/30/98 Page 5 of 5
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FILE COPY
MISSISSIPPI DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

James ?mer. Jr., xecLrIvir Director

March26, 1998

Mr. Thomas Henderson, Plant Manager
Koppers Industries
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Re: Compliance Evaluation Inspection
Koppers Industries - MSD007027543

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Enclosed please find an inspection report and checklist that were completed as a result of a
Hazardous Waste Compliance Inspection at Koppers Industries on March 5, 1998. This inspection
revealed no apparent violations of Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations.

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to contact me at (601) 961-5094.

Sincerely,

Russ Twitty, P.E.
Compliance Division

Enclosures

cc: Ms. Mindy Gardner, EPA (w/ enclosures)

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL
P.O. Box 10385 Jackson, MS 392890385 Phone 601.961.5171 Fax 601354.6612
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FLUOR DANIEL GTI

February 25, 1998

Via Airborne Express

Mr. Wayne Stover
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, MS 39204

RE: 1997 RCRA Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility
EPA ID# MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Stover:

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), enclosed is the 1997 Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report for
the above referenced facility.

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Markwell of Beazer at (412) 208-8812 or me at (412) 823-
5300.

Sincerely.
Fluor Daniel GTI, Inc.

L2&c
Mary Anna Babich
Project Manager

cc: R. Markwell - Beazer (2 copies)
T. DuPlessis - KIl (w/o end.)
T. Henderson - Ku Plant Manager (wlencl.)
Director - EPA, Region IV

637 BraddockAvenue/ East Pittsburgh, PA 15112 USA (412) 823-5300 FAX (412) 824-7215

0



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUAUTY

JAMES I. PAI.MER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. Z 156 165 155
Mr. Thomas Henderson
Plant Manager
Koppers Industries
P. 0. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Re: Notice of Violations
Compliance Evaluation Inspection
January 13, 1997
Koppers Industries - MSD007027543

On January 13, 1997, a RCRA Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI) was conducted at the Tie
Plant facility by representatives of both the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ). A copy of the inspection report
drafted by EPA was submitted to you under separate transmittal dated July 1, 1997.

The above referenced inspection revealed the following apparent violations of the Mississippi
Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit
No. 11W 88-543-01:

1) Permit Condition I.D.6 and
MRWMR 270.30(e)

2) MH’WMR 264.573(a)(5)

Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) failed to maintain all
systems of treatment and control installed or used by
the Permittee to achieve compliance with conditions of
the permit. It was noted during the inspection that
monitor wells MW R8A, MW R9C, and MW R9D
either had no observable concrete pads, or pad was
noted to be cracked and in poor repair.

- Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) failed to operate the drip
pad with sufficient structural strength and thickness to
prevent failure, Visible cracks were observed during the

0 0
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inspection. It should be noted that attempts to repair
the cracks were evident, however, during the inspection
several seams were open to a depth equal to the
uppermost polypropylene liner.

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 apparent violations,
(2) a schedule for correcting the apparent violations, or (3) reasons that you believe the alleged
violations did not exist. The alleged violations may require a penalty, including a multi-day
penalty, under the RCRA Penalty Policy and should be corrected immediately. This office will
review your response before determining if further action including a penalty is warranted.
Section 17-17-29 of the Mississippi Code Annotated (Supp. 1991) allows assessments of
penalties not to exceed $25,000 per day per violation. Failure to submit your response to this
request in a timely manner may result in additional enforcement action.

If you have any questions or comments, do not hesitate to contact me at (601) 961-5220.

Sincerely,

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

pc: Ms. Mindy Gardner - USEPA - Region 4



I(OPPER5 Koppers Industries, Inc.
IN DUSTR I ES P.O. Box 160

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601> 226-4584
FAX: (601> 226-4588

T.ugust 12, 1997

,, .0

1
CERTIFIED MAIL NC940 485022 8 1997
Mr., .Davi.d K, Peacock
Capur tmant cf Envixoninenta:L Quality

Office of Pollution Control
P.O. Px 10385
Jackson MS 39289-0385

RE: Respccase to Nt:Lce of Violations
Compliance Evaluation inspection
JEriiuary 12, 1997
Koppers Industries - M8D007027543

Mr. PeEDc)Ck:

Following you will find answers to the apparent violations tlaat
were cited cIuri’ccT the January 13, 1597 RCRA :Lnspect±on.

1) Permit_Condition I.D.6 and MELTiih7R 270 3O (e)
crpers Indnst.raes, Inc. faiied to maintain all systems of

treatment and control installed or used by the :Lermittee to achieve
complia: cc th conditions of the permit. It, was noted during the
inspection t:Laat monitor wells MW R8A, MW R9C, and MW R9f) either had nc
obser\rable concrete pads, or pad was noted to be cracked. and in poor
repair.

RESPONSE TO PERMIT condition ID.E and MHWR 2703O(e)
Koppers Industries • Inc. in order to rectify t:Iais apparen

violation. has poured or repaired the concrete pads vrcrmd MW RSA, MW
29c, and MW :R9:D as well as any other weLls around plant that may have
needed. work. Tire at t ached photcqx apha, numbered 1, 2 arid 3 show the new
pads around the above mentioned wells

2,) NHWlR 264.573(a) (5)-
Kc>ppers Industries, Inc. failed to operate the drip pad with

sufficient structural strenqth and. thickness to prevent failure,
‘Visible cracks were observed during the inspection It: sbouid:be noted
that attempt a tn repair tie crania rare evident, however, durin.g the
inspection several seems were open to a dept.Ia equal to ti:ie uppeumost
polypropylene liner.
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

JAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

August 12, 1997

FILE COpy

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. Z 389 969 507
Mr. Donald A. Ruggery, Jr., P. E.
Associate Program Manager
Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Dear Mr. Ruggery:

Re: Reissuance of Hazardous Waste Permit
Koppers’ Tie Plant Facility - MSD007027543
Hazardous Waste Permit No. HW 88-543-01

Please allow this letter to serve as notice that the hazardous waste permit issued to Koppers’ Tie

Plant, Mississippi facility (Mississippi Hazardous Permit No. HW 88-543-0 1), is scheduled to
expire on June 28, 1998. As required by MH.WMR 270.10(h), Koppers/Beazer, designated as
co-operators should be prepared to submit a new Part B application at least 180 days before the

expiration date of the effective permit. Based on the above timetable, a new application should be

submitted no later than December 30, 1997.

If you have any questions or comments concerning the submittal requirements for reapplication,

please feel free to contact me at (601) 961-5220.

pc: Mr. Russ Mclean - USEPA, Region 4

Sincerely,

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL. P. 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, 1601) 961-5171
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY..

JAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

August 12, 1997

0

FILE COpy

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. Z 389 969 506

Mr. Thomas Henderson
Plant Manager
Koppers Industries
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Re: Reissuance of Hazardous Waste Permit
Koppers’ Tie Plant Facility - MSD007027543
Hazardous Waste Permit No. FIW 88-543 -01

Please allow this letter to serve as notice that the hazardous waste permit issued to Koppers’ Tie
Plant, Mississippi facility (Mississippi Hazardous Permit No. HW 88-543-01), is scheduled to
expire on June 28, 1998. As required by MHWMR 270.10(h), Koppers should be prepared to
submit a new Part B application at least 180 days before the expiration date of the effective
permit. Based on the above timetable, a new application should be submitted no later than
December 30, 1997.

If you have any questions or comments concerning the submittal requirements for reapplication,
please feel free to contact me at (601) 961-5220.

pc: Mr. Russ Mclean - USEPA, Region 4

Sincerely,

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 4
ATLANTA FEDERAL CENTER
100 ALABAMA STREET, S.W.

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30303-3104

July 1. 199?

4WD-RCRA

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Thomas L. Henderson
Plant Manager
Koppers Industries
Railroad & Utilities Products Division
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

SUBJ: Koppers Industries
Tie Plant, Mississippi
EPA ID No: MSD 007 027 543
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
Compliance Evaluation Inspection (CEI)

Dear Mr. Henderson:

Please find enclosed a copy of the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) RCRA CEI report for the
inspection conducted at the Koppers Industries facility in Tie
Plant, Mississippi, on January 13, 1997.

The inspection revealed that Koppers Industries is in
violation of several requirements of RCRA. Pursuant to the
Memorandum of Agreement between the Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality (MDEQ) and EPA, any necessary enforcement
will be referred to MDEQ. If you should you have any questions,
please contact Anna Torgrimson, of my staff, at (404) 562-8608.

Sincerely yours,

Je ey T. Pallas, Chief
South Enforcement and Compliance

Section
Enforcement and Compliance Branch

cc: Jerry Banks, NDEQ, w/enclosure

I lflA

(RCRA)

Enclosure

Recycled/Recyclable • Punted with Vegetable Oil Based Inks on 100% Recycled Paper (40% Postconsumer)
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FLUOR DANIEL GTI

February 26, 1997

Via Airborne Express /
/

— y

Mr. Wayne Stover cY

State of Mississippi Oep ii

Department of Environmental Quality

Hazardous Waste Division
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, Ml 39204

RE: 1996 RCRA Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report

Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility
EPA ID# MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Stover:

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), enclosed is the 1996 Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report for

the above referenced facility.

If you have any questions, please contact Robert Markwell of Beazer at (412) 2272946 or me at (412) 823-

5300.

Sincerely,
Fluor Daniel GTI, Inc.

Mary Anna Babich
Project Manager

cc: R. Markwell - Beazer (2 copies)
S. Smith - Kll (wlo end.)
T. Henderson - Kil Plant Manager (w/encl.)

Director - EPA, Region IV

637 BraddockAveriue / East Pittsburgh, PA 15112 USA (412) 823-5300 FAX (412) 824-7215
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219

February 14, 1997

Mr. David Peacock
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P0 Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289—0385

SUBJECT: Ground Water Monitoring Termination Petition and RCRA
Post-Closure Care Permit Modification Request for the
Boiler Ash Landfill and Closed RCRA Surface Impoundments
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility
EPA ID. No. MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

Please accept this cover letter and the two attached documents as
Beazer , Inc. ‘S (Beazer) request to terminate ground water
monitoring associated with the Boiler Ash Landfill and the closed
RCRA Surface Impoundments. This submittal represents the
culmination of the data compilation and evaluation that I discussed
with you and Ms. Diane Scott of USEPA Region IV during our meeting
on September 12, 1996. I stated during that meeting that Beazer
would issue a request for elimination of the periodic ground water
monitoring requirements at the closed Boiler Ash Landfill and the
closed RCRA Surface Impoundments based on the past six years of
ground water sampling, analysis, and reporting.

Each of these former waste disposal units is addressed separately
because of the difference in their regulatory status. Beazer
believes that the enclosed petition for the Boiler Ash Landfill can
be granted by MDEP in an expeditious manner following concurrence
by MDEP with the data and the evaluation of the data. Conversely,
Beazer believes that a modification of the current RRA Post
Closure Care Permit will be necessary to fulfill the petition for
the closed Surface Impoundments. Please accept the attachment
pertaining to the closed Surface Impoundments as Beazer’s request
for modification of the RCRA Post Closure Care Permit.

Beazer currently spends over 60 thousand dollars per year on the
current ground water monitoring programs for these units. The
technical justification for these petitions, and MDEP’s subsequent
approval of the petitions, will enable Beazer to redirect these
financial resources currently being spent on unnecessary
repetitive ground water monitoring toward the ongoing RCRA
corrective action activities (including the RCRA Interim Measures
and the newly proposed RFI Addendum.) These activities are



0 0
Mr. David Peacoco
February 14, 1997
Page 2

addressing the more appropriate (or necessary) groundwater issues
at the Site for which Beazer is responsible.

Beazer respectfully requests that the MDEP review the enclosed
documents as soon as possible to allow for as rapid as possible
modifications to the ongoing activities at the Grenada Site. If you
have any questions regarding the enclosed documents during your
review, please contact me at (412) 227—2189, or Mr. Robert Markwell
at (412) 227-2946. Thank you for your attention to this request.

7•427’7
Mr. Donald A.. Ruggery, r., P.G.
Environmental Manager

CC: Diane Scott- EPA Region IV
Rob Markwell
Bob Lucas
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FLUOR DANIEL OTI

January 7, 1997

Mr. David Peacock
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P. 0. Box 10385 J4NJackson, Mississippi 39289-0385 I 0

RE: Third Quarter Results - VOC Data
1996 RCRA Groundwater Monitoring Program
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
EPA ID #MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

On November 19, 1996 Fluor Daniel GTI, Inc. submitted the analytical and statistical results for the third
quarter 1996 RCRA Groundwater Monitoring Program at the above-referenced facility. However, it was
determined that the analytical laboratory inadvertently omitted the volatile organic data by EPA Method
8240 for wells M-1, M-2, M-3 and M-4. Attached is a copy of the complete data package of the samples
collected during the third quarter of 1996. Please replace the entire data package submitted November 19,
1996. We regret any inconvenience this may have caused you.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Donald Ruggery, Beazer, at (412) 227-2189 or me at (412)
823-5300 (ext. 273).

Sincerely,
Fluor Daniel Gil, Inc.

/2 A
Mary Annaabich
Project Manager

Enclosure

p\projects\rcra\grenada\96q3wp1 let

cc: T. Henderson - Ku Plant Mgr.
D. Ruggery - BEI (w/o encL)
S Smith - (w/o end.)

637 Brciddock Avenue / East Pittsburgh, PA 15112 USA (412) 823-5300 FAX (412)824-7215



GRouNDwATER

______

TECHNOLOGY

April 30, 1996

coMME;

Groundwater Technology, Inc.

637 Braddock Avenue, East Pittsburgh, PA 15112 USA
Tel: (412) 823-5300 Fax: (412) 824-7215

Mr. David Peacock
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

RE: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
EPA ID #MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

c7

MP - 1

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), Groundwater Technology, Inc. is submitting the analytical
results for the first quarter 1996 RCRA Groundwater Monitoring Program at the above-referenced
facility.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Rob Markwell, Beazer, at (412) 227-2946 or me at (412)
823-5300.

Sincerely,
Groundwater Technology, Inc.

)dLaZ

Mary Anna Babich
Project Manager

Enclosure

cc: S. Smith - Ku (w/o end.)
R. Murphey - KIl Plant Manager (w/encl.)
R. Markwell - Beazer (w/o end.)
D. Ruggery - Beazer (w/o end.)

P:reports\rcragrenada1 stqtlet

Office,s throughout the L5., Canada and Overseas
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GROUNDWATER
TECHNOLOGY ® GroundwaterT:chnology, Inc.

600 Clubhouse Drive, Floor 2, Moon Township, PA 15108 USA
Tel: (412) 299-0933 Fax: (412) 299-0461

January23, 1996

Mr. David Peacock
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

RE: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
EPA ID #MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), Groundwater Technology, Inc. is submitting the

analytical results for the fourth quarter 1995 RCRA Groundwater Monitoring Program at the

above-referenced facility.

If yu have any questions, please contact Mr. Donald Ruggery, Beazer, at (412) 227-2189 or me

at (412) 299-7273.

Sincerely,
Groundwater Technology, Inc.

• f/j,/ )‘zZc3.

Mari Anna Babich
Project Manager

Enclosure

cc: S. Smith - KIl (w/o end.)
R. Murphey - Ku Plant Manager (w/encl.)
D. Ruggery - Beazer (w/o end.)

Offices throughout the US., Canada and Overseas
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RECEIVED
NOV2 01995

GROUNDWATER
i TECHNOLOGY ® GroundwaterTechnology, Inc.

600 Clubhouse Drive, Floor 2, Moon Township, PA 15108 USA
Tel: (412) 299-0933 Fax: (412) 299-0461

November 13, 1995

Mr. David Peacock —7
State of Mississippi A! f Z / ;7 /
Department of Environmental Quality f yOv /

Hazardous Waste Division
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

RE: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
EPA ID #MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), Groundwater Technology, Inc. (formerly the

Hazardous Waste Division of Chester Environmental) is submitting the analytical results for

the third quarter 1995 RCRA Groundwater Monitoring Program at the above-referenced

facility.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Donald Ruggery, Beazer, at (412) 227-2189

or me at (41 2) 299-7273.

Sincerely,
Groundwater Technology, Inc.

Mary Anna Babich
Project Manager

Enclosure

cc: S. Smith - KIl (w/o end.)
R. Murphey - Ku Plant Manager (w/encl.)
D. Ruggery - Beazer (wlo end.)

MBO6Oc/040030033-0603 Offices throughout the (IS., Canada and Overseas
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GRoUNDwATER
oFENvix:

_________

TECHNOLOGY ® Groundweology, Inc.

April 1 9, 1 995 600 Clubhouse Drive, Floor 2, Moon Township, PA 15108 USA
Tel: (412) 299-0933 Fax: (412) 299-0461

Mr. David Peacock
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

RE: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
EPA ID #MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), Groundwater Technology, Inc. (formerly the
Hazardous Waste Division of Chester Environmental) is submitting the analytical results for
the first quarter 1995 RCRA Groundwater Monitoring Program at the above-referenced
facility.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Rob Markwell, Beazer, at (41 2) 227-2946 or
met at (412) 299-7273.

Sincerely,
Groundwater Technology, Inc.

Mary Anna Babich
Project Manager

Enclosure

cc: S. Smith - Kil (w/o end.)
R. Murphey - KIl Plant Manager (w/encl.)
R. Markwell - Beazer (w/o end.)
D. Ruggery - Beazer (w/o end.)

MBO6O/040030033-0603 Offices throughout the US., Canada and Overseas
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.w. a aw Koppers Industries, Inc.
INDUSTRIES P.O.Boxl6O

Tie Plant, MS 38960

Telephone: (601> 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

October 11, 1995

CERTIFIED MAIL NO: P 140 485 499
Mr. David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division
Office of Pollution Control
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—0385

RE: Response to Compliance Evaluation Inspection
Koppers Industries — MSD007027543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

I am writing to respond to your letter dated October 3,
1995. This letter requested a response to the apparent
violations of the Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management
Regulations (MHWMR) and Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit
No. HW 88—543—01. The apparent violations were identified
during the Compliance Evaluation Inspection dated September
13, 1995.

1) MHWMR 262.32(a) — Five (5) drums were identified
during the inspection that exceeded the 90—day storage
limit. These were drums that were rejected during shipment
due to damage or residue observed on the surface of the drum
and the contents of these drums had not been transferred to
new containers. These drums have been cleaned or thier
contents transferred to containers in good condition. These
drums were loaded on the manifest shipment dated September
19, 1995. Manifest No. 95005.

2) MHWMR 262.34(a)(2)— Twenty (20) drums were identified
during the inspection that the accumulation start date ano
contents on the label had faded and was not legible. These
drums were marked with a non—permanent marker thus the
writing faded. These drums were relabeled and loaded on the
manifest shipment dated September 19, 1995. Manifest No.
95005.

3) MHWMR 264.171 —Three (3)’drums were observed
during the inspection that were leaking and damaged. These
drums were rejected during the loading of the manifest
shipment dated September 8, 1995. Thier contents have been
transferred to new drums and loaded on the manifest sniprnent
dated September 19, 1995. Manifest No. 95005.

The following procedures have been implemented to prevent
any such reoccurrence:

1) The container storage building will be inspected weekly.
The the General Yard oreman is responsibie for these weekly
inspections. Deficiences will be noted and corrected
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION 4

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365

SEP 12 1995 RECEIVED
4WD-RCRA

tP 1 8 1995
CERTIFIED MAIL OLoI’
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Donald A. Ruggery, Jr., P.E.
Associate Program Manager
Environmental Group
Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

SUBJ: Draft Interim Measures Work Plan
Koppers Industries Incorporated
Grenada, Mississippi
EPA I.D. Number MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Ruggery:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality (NDEQ) have
reviewed the above-referenced document. In order to expedite
stabilization of the contamination at the Koppers facility, we
suggest that a meeting be held as soon as possible to discuss the
enclosed comments and streamline the schedule of implementation
for the proposed interim measures.

Please contact Diane Scott of my staff to inform her of your
availability for this meeting. She may be reached at (404) 347-
3555, voice mail extension 6346.

Sincerely,

lames S. Kutzrn
ssociate Director
Office of RCRA & Federal Facilities
Waste Management Division

Enclosure

cc: David Peacock, NDEQ
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COMMENTS ON DRaFT INTERIM MEASURES WORK PLAN

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES INCORPORaTED
GRENADA, MS FACILITY

1. Introduction and Objectives - Describe how the interim
measures will be integrated with the final corrective
measures for the facility. The soil cover at the Former
Wastewater Treatment Area should be a temporary cover that
would not preclude further action at that SWMtJ. If further
action is precluded, then land-use restrictions and other-
measures would be needed, and the facility would end up with
a “conditional” rather than a “walk-away” final remedy.
Also, will the pre-design studies fill all data gaps
identified in the Phase II RFI Report? It appears from
Figures 2-26 through 2-33 that the vertical extent of
contamination has not been completely defined in the area of
SWMtJ 11. The pre-design studies should include all further
investigation of this SWMtJ prior to placement of a soil
cover.

2. Section 3.3 - The Phase II RFI results show ground water,
surface water and sediment contamination off-site, yet the
interceptor drain and limits of sediment containment, as
shown on Figure 3-1, do not extend beyond the facility
boundary. 40 CFR §264.101(c) requires owner/operators to
implement corrective action beyond the facility boundary.
Either the interceptor drain and sediment containment limits
should be extended or some other measure should be taken to
minimize or eliminate exposure to and stop further migration
from off-site contamination.

3. Section 3.4 - Surface water should be sampled to measure the
effectiveness of the sheet pile/interceptor drain.

4. Section 4.6 - How will the presence of free product in
certain wells effect the measurement of water levels during
the aquifer tests? Could the pump test result in increased
thickness of free product in the wells?

5. Section 4.9 - EPA reviews, but does not approve or
disapprove Health and Safety Plans.

6. Section 4.10 - The use of a modified drip track as a
decontamination pad is acceptable as long as it is lined
with reinforced plastic and decon waters are containerized
and properly disposed.

7. Section 5.0, Table 5.1 - Interim Measures Activities
Schedule - Eliminate Agency review of Design Reports.
Include in the schedule the amount of time needed for actual
implementation of corrective measures.

1
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8. Figures - To make review of cross sections easier, mark

intersections of other cross sections.

9. Figure 2-10 - The Upper Permeability Zone is not present in
Wells B-lB and R-20B, yet the areal extent map indicates
that it is.

10. Appendix C, SOP - It is recommended that all monitoring
well installation, sampling, decontamination, and quality
control procedures follow the protocols outlined in the US-
EPA, Region 4, Environmental Services Division,
Environmental Compliance Branch Standard Operating
Procedures and Quality Assurance Manual (February 1, 1991).
Section 4.6 indicates that ground water samples will be
collected and analyzed for chemical parameters. However,
the SOP does not address well purging or ground water
sampling terthniques.

11. Appendix C, SOP12, Subsurface Soil Sampling - Soil samples
that are collected for chemical .analysis should be
homogenized in a clean glass pan with a stainless steel
spoon. Prior to mixing of the sample, an undisturbed
aliquot should be placed in a container for volatile organic
analysis. Wax, newspaper, or other materials used to seal
sample containers should not come in contact with soil
sample that will be chemically analyzed.

12. Appendix C, SOP8, Sampling Equipment Decontamination,
page 2 - EPA Region 4 recommends that the final rinse in the
decontamination procedure be organic-free water to minimize
the potential of solvent being detected. Organic-free water
is tap water that has been treated with activated carbon
units and deionizing units, and should contain no
extractable organic compounds and less than 5 ug/l of
volatile organic compounds.

13. Appendix C, SOP18,, Monitoring Well Grouting ¶rechniques, page
2 - EPA Region 4 recommends using a pure bentonite grout to
fill the annular space above the bentonite seal. While
setting, cement grouts will experience temperature increases
which could detrimentally affect certain types of casing.
Also, over time, cement grouts could alter the water
chemistry by raising the pH of the ground water near the
well.

2
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219

CERTIFIED MAIL RECEIVED
APR 2 0 1895

April 12, 1995
Dent. ol Enronmenta1 Quelity

ötfi of Poiution Control

Mr. Joseph R. Franzmathes Mr. Jerry Banks, Chief
Director State of Mississippi
Waste Management Division Office of Pollution Control
U. S. EPA, Region IV P. 0. Box 10385
345 Courtland Street, N.E. Jackson, MS 39828
Atlanta, Georgia 30365

RE: Notification of Management
Reorganization: Koppers Industries,
Inc., Grenada, Mississippi Facility,
EPA ID. NO. MSD 007 027 543

Dear Messrs. Franzmathes and Banks:

Effective immediately, I have assumed program management
responsibilities regarding Beazer East, Inc • ‘S (Beazer) interests
at the Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) Facility in Grenada,
Mississippi, replacing Mr. Robert Markwell. Please send all
correspondence to my attention at the following address:

Mr. Donald A. Ruggery, Jr., P.G.
Associate Program Manager
Environmental Group
Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219
(412) 227—2189

Thank you for your attention to this administrative matter.

Sincerely,

-,-7,x
Donald A. Ruggery, Jr., P.G.
Associate Program Manager
Environmental Group

cc: Rob Markwell — Beazer
Bob Lucas — Beazer
Jaqumarie Jack - USEPA Region IV
David Peacock - MDEQ
Scott McDougall - Dow Environmental
Mary Anna Babich — Groundwater Technologies
Ron Murphy - Ku - Grenada Facility
Steve Smith - Ku - Pgh.



KOPPER5 Koppers Industries, Inc.
INDUSTRIES P.O.Boxl6O

Tie Plant, MS 38960

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

immeciately. Any deficiences noted and the subsequent
corrective actions wll be recorded in the Container Storage
Building inspection log located in the General Yard Foremans
office.

2) During Shipment, if drums are observed to be damaged or
leaking they will immediately be transferred to new
containers, relabeled and shippeQ on that same load.

3) Only permanent marking markers will be used to label
drums. This will prevent any fading tha may occur when non
permanent markers are used.

The seriousness of these violations is recognized by the
undersigned. The supervisors involved have been individually
counciled regarding thier direct responsibilities.

Please call me at (601) 226—4584 if you have any questions.

/
onald P. Mur he

Plant Manager

cc: Steve Smith
Tom Henderson
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI -ftf’ cv
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

JAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIREC1OR

October 3, 1995

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. Z 200 261 793
Mr. Ronald P. Murphey
Koppers Industries, Inc.
P. 0. Box 160
Tie Plant, MS 38960

Re: Compliance Evaluation Inspection
September 13, 1995
Koppers Industries - MSD007027543

Dear Mr. Murphey:

Enclosed please find an inspection report and checklist that was
completed as a result of the above referenced inspection. This
inspection revealed the following apparent violations of the
Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Regulations (MHWMR) and
Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit No. HW 88-543-01:

1) MHWMR 262.32(a) - Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)
accumulated and stored five (5) drums
for a period greater than 90 days
without a permit.

2) MHWMR 262.34(a) (2)- Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku)
accumulated and stored a total of
twenty (20) drums without marking
accumulation dates on drums.

3) MHWMR 264.171 — Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) failed
to transfer hazardous waste from three
(3) leaking containers to containers in
good condition.

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) a
schedule for correcting the violations, or (3) reasons that you
believe the alleged violations did not exist. The alleged
violations may require a penalty, including a multi-day penalty,
under the RCRA Penalty Policy and should be corrected
immediately. This office will review your response before

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171



0. 0
determining if further action including a penalty is warranted.
Section 17-17-29 of the Mississippi Code Annotated (Supp. 1991)
allows assessments of penalties not to exceed $25,000 per day per
violation. Failure to submit this information may result in
additional enforcement action.

If you have any questions or comments, do not hesitate to contact
me at (601) 961—5220.

Sincerely,

ctt.c: (‘i

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

Enclosures
pa: Mr. James S. Kutzman, EPA (w/enclosures)



KOPPE115 Koppers Industries, Inc.

I N D U S T R I E 5 436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 1521 9-1 800

Telephone: (412) 227-2001

via Extr?ss
:arcb 1. l99-

:;E..\’ia .Peaooc:: I Ii
ast

r:e’uE.. 1e I
iCX ..LJC S5

U. S. A Regior
RIRA and Federa:. Facil it ice :sra-ch
Seoo* Floor

34-5 Ocurtland Street
Atlanca, GA 303E5

e: Xcppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, Stcrr Weter
Pollution Prevention Plan, MED 307 027 54.3

Mississiopi Hazardous Waste Perrit No. 93-54.3--CE and U. S.
EPA :-sw;. Permit

Dear Yr. Peacock and Ms. Jack:

I written to you previously, on June 3, 1993 arid July E,
1993 on this s’ioect and provocec concerrual inforrarion about
Korpers plans tc implenent cur Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Dan (SY°PP Snc.e ‘en Ys Jac- nd ca:ec cc re y r e
nicre celed ar’s ware rei rye: beto”e po”Tha conc:s TA th
the RC irvestigation and possible corrective action could be
evaluated, Additionally, erie indicated that if any Sclid Wae:e
Management Units (SW Cs? woul be wi thin the storn ‘atr proj cot
areas, then those StICs would first have to be closed.

dased o:: this resronse, : aslcE: our engineer, UIEZia cinaen±rg
cc :- c_etc a eaec es_g cf t- era’” cre -t

would locate and avcii all :cown SlICe. iSiticr’ely. re was
c_-ecrc tD c oar rris- o an_o’ an coc_nane carver aTc — c
for any unanown SIDEs ‘iuhin the p Lannecl corsuruccic-:: area.

-— - —• —- _

‘_•.. -- nc4 .ean cup. j_oea. s C -

scour water crrrcvsrce-ros which will irp lement Xcpr ens SlI°PP.
Ends work has beer’ d.esig: ad to ncr involve act adobe know::. SVTCs

‘ r’3 -— _:t c-n zones ‘r3 ‘esr - _r s are
ccc J’Jb oz _S7 ‘cea: - -‘are ox e ‘ -

, a’, e, c_ e r ‘ - S 00fl5 r

chat conrraccor a ec.iprrenc oar’ easIly avoid Those a c-eec.
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ho. Peacock. ys :160, niy . Jack, :PA Eez.

RE: :tc-rs ::-t:s--.ries. mc. PollutIon Preven:ior liar:
Ytrch 2, :34

Soil and Uciris Mans rarient

?ecause ot:ili has aireacy been ocroerec in e areas of
cant olecr so constro. Otlon aru. no s caine:. soil or our so

‘casos isa reze :or ro :onfidant t’e :nis troicco can

‘oroceect vitcout crsocverv o uor:w:2 SilLs or other sorpnises.
L:Ccj.ever, ohs foilowiog :rocec::res will assure the: SL1OL ci

hazarã.ous wastes are not. oiaYoanc.1ec.

EoiL excavation. by issign, will be rinina..
taco ireci, excavated SOIZ wi32 either ha U53D. to constocot

the barns o-eçoixef :or this proiec: or. will he used as fill
t ore - op;e 5 D ED eXDEVttRC crc” ccp°’

WII 05 roved cof of Kcpoers orooeroy.

2. If any soil that is exoawacec is visioy stained with wood
pieservacava o oe raragec as maza’crcs asta
F032/F33, and will Na cisposec off-site in a perritoed
facility.

3. If excaV2ton reveals conditions likely to he an unknown
szr;, then work in that area will be s-ocpped. No wore work
will h’s conoleted in that area until after adequate
anvestga.t ton and approval ny your agencies.

.. cInDe a constrl:ctlcn areas have areadv oeen co sarec, no
debris is exoecued to be encountered. If delocis is
encountered? such as buried concrete or treated wood, that
would indicate a SI6YL and EJrovosons of 3 above will apply.

Xopners believes that we can proceed with this prc2ect without
any iroact on the anticipated Rail activities and without any
coflicr with the existing aeaa oernio. Although cc FCSA

as S “Js, rr cone fec .,o es ser rI reao’en
storage, or disposal of solod waste w$. II ha involvad or obargac
by this work. Koppars is hereby providiog notice of :clarref
faoalzrv charges under seccicn _.:.L,. of tie hississippi and E;h

oar” rs : cersca’ rat crc: -h sit: c- ‘u ‘cr
oO2OJ5 D tcrc p_E S ec.n € -- : . ear
you soon to discuss this work and to resolve any reraini.og
concerns you ira have. A reecing an ohs cJan.r will arrsrjei
if so requested.
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i(OPPERS
Innes, Inc.I N b U S T R I E S

Sevtiith Avenue

CT ,1u3 Pitt7urgh, PA 15219-1800

) Telephone: (412> 227-2001Registered Mail
.•,. FAX:(412)227-2423

October 4, 1993

Ms. Elizabeth Bartlett
U. S.. EPA Region 4
RCRA and Federal Facilities BranchSecond Floor
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

---AND---

David Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division
Department of Environmental QualityP.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—0385

Re: Withdrawal of Class 3 Permit Modification Application andsubmittal of revised Part A and Notice of Hazardous WasteActivity forms, Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, MSD007 027 543

Dear Ms. Bartlett and Mr. Peacock:

Since early 1991, Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) has beenattempting to obtain a permit to resume beneficially burningmaterial, which we generate as a manufacturing waste, as fuel inour existing industrial boiler at Tie Plant, MS. Ku waspreviously permitted to use process wastes as fuel in our boiler,but stopped due to the listing of this material as hazardous inJune 1990. The requested permit would have allowed 1<11 to recycleas fuel high BTtJ value process wastes from our variousmanufacturing operations, internalize most waste disposal, reduceour dependence on commercial waste disposal, save us money, andprovide more jobs at our plant. In support of this process, Kuhas spent several hundred thousand dollars on consultants, boilerand facility improvements, and many manhours of effort. We find itappalling that in over 24 months since Ku first proposed thisproject, it has not been allowed a technical review on its merits.

Instead of a technical evaluation, we have been subjected tobureaucratic inaction and regulatory inflexibility with theconspicuous goal of delaying any progress as long as possible. Ithas become clear that, contrary to EPA’s stated goal of minimizingthe volume and toxicity of hazardous waste, the agency isphilosophically opposed to any form of recycling for energyrecovery. The final and clearest message was delivered in the formof the Browner administration “temporary capacity freeze” announcedon May 18, 1993. This guidance made further delay the official EPApolicy for the next 18 months.



CD
Ms. Bartlett, U.S. EPA and Mr. Peacock, MS DEQOctober 4, 1993

The EPA has also made it clear that any company which does eversuccessfully obtain a permit to burn hazardous waste will besubject to extreme “oversight” in their operation. Such a companycan expect large, punitive fines for any infractions, withoutregard to how minor the violation or whether any public orenvironmental harm is caused.

Ku has concluded that, given the antagonistic environment relatedto combustion technolgies now created by the EPA, the benefits ofproceeding with this project do not outweigh the liabilities.Therefore, Ku hereby withdraws our application for the Class 3permit modification for operation of the hazardous waste industrialboiler and container storage facility.

No hazardous waste has been burned in the boiler so no closure ofthat unit will be required. The container storage facility, whichalso has not been permitted, will continue to be used foraccumulation of hazardous waste generated on—site prior to off—sitedisposal for periods of up to 90 days. Thus, no closure of thisunit is believed necessary.

Enclosed is a revised Part A Permit and revised Notice of HazardousWaste Activity reflecting the application withdrawal.
Mr. Peacock, your agency has been forthright and prompt in yourdealings with us. We appreciate that. Unfortunately, Mississippiwill not be obtaining authority to implement the Boiler andIndustrial Furnace regulations in the foreseeable future. If youhad done so, our decision may have been different.

Ku continues to believe that recycling materials by burning forenergy recovery is environmentally sound, socially responsible, andmeets the Congressional intent of reducing the volume and toxicityof hazardous waste. Unfortunately, we have also found itpolitically impossible.

Sincerely,

Stephen T. Smith
Environmental Program Manager

2
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Ms. Bartlett, U.S. EPA and Mr. Peacock, MS DEQOctober 4, 1993

cc with attachments:
Ron Murphey, Plant Manager, Grenada, MS
Terry Faye, BEI, K—lOGO

cc without attachments:
Patrick Tobin, Acting Administrator, EPA, Region 4
Doug McCurry, Chief RCRA Permitting, EPA, Region 4
R. S. Ohlis, Vice President, Wood Operations, K—1750
J. R. Batchelder, Vice President, Environmental and Technical,

K— 1701

3
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WORK PLAN

SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATION
ADDENDUM TO BOILER ASH LANDFILL GROUNDWATER

QUALITY ASSESSMENT
KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.

GRENADA, MISSISSIPPI
FOR BEAZER EAST, INC.

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Supplemental Investigation (SI) Work Plan addresses the Boiler Ash Landfill Area in the
southwestern section of the Kopper’s Industries, Inc. (KIT) Tie Plant Facility in Grenada,
Mississippi. The SI Work Plan was developed in accordance with the recommendations of the
Boiler Ash Landfill Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA) submitted to the Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) on May 10, 1993 (Chester, 1993).

1.1 REGULATORY STATUS

The work proposed in this SI Work Plan was originally presented in a letter-format work plan
submitted to Mr. James Kutzman of USEPA Region IV on May 5, 1993, and was also included
as an appendix to the GWQA. This initial approach was taken in keeping with the GWQA
recommendation that all additional investigation and Corrective Action at the Grenada Facility
be performed under the ongoing RFI/CMS process required by the Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments (HSWA) Section of the facility’s RCRA Part B Permit.

During an October 4, 1993 meeting with Beazer representatives, the MDEQ requested that the
SI Report be submitted as part of the GWQA. This request changed the initial approach such
that the Boiler Ash SI will be conducted as a supplemental phase of the GWQA, and the
results will be submitted to MDEQ as an addendum to the GWQA Report. MDEQ will
reportedly review and respond to the entire GWQAISI package upon submittal of the
Addendum (SI Summary Report).

Upon completion of the GWQAISI, Bearer will begin performance of necessary predesign
investigations and Corrective Action under the HSWA Section of the Part B Permit.

Beazer\WorkPlan.MSD
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1.2 TECHNICAL INFORMATION BASE

The Boiler Ash Landfill was closed as a hazardous waste landfill according to RCRA InterimStatus regulations. Closure was certified on June 27, 1990. The GWQA was performed inresponse to the detection of constituents of concern in groundwater through an initial siteinvestigation in 1988, entitled “October 1988 Hydrogeological Investigation - Boiler AshLandfill Area” (Keystone, 1988). The results of the GWQA indicated that there weredetectable concentrations of several volatile organic compounds (VOC5) in groundwater, bothupgradient and downgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. These compounds, includingtrichloroethylene, 1,2-dichioroethene, and trans-1,2-dichloroethene, are not associated withwood-treating operations and are not found in groundwater at any other location within thefacility.

Because the detected VOC concentrations are upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill, andbecause the reported VOCs are not associated with wood-treating operations and are not knownto have been used at the facility, the conclusion was made within the GWQA that the sourceof the VOCs in groundwater was upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. A potential upgradient
source area, the Lennox Air Conditioning and Refrigeration Company, is located upgradient
of the area of the facility in question, and reportedly uses the identified chemicals in itsoperations.

1.3 OBJECTIVES

The objectives of this Supplemental Investigation are to confirm whether the reported VOCsdetected in groundwater beneath the Boiler Ash Landfill Area have an offsite origin, and to
better defme the extent of VOC contamination in groundwater at the perimeter of the facility,upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. This will involve further investigation of the South
Waste Piles (SWMU 13 from the HSWA Section of the facility RCRA Permit) through test
borings, and the installation of groundwater monitoring wells upgradient of the Boiler Ash
Landfill and South Waste Pile (between the Ku facility and the Lennox facility).

BeazeñWorkPlan.MSD 2
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2.0 SCOPE OF WORK

The SI field activities will follow the protocol developed for the Phase II RCRA Facility
Investigation (RFI) Work Plan (Chester, 1990). This work plan, its implementation and
subsequent report (Dames & Moore, 1992), were completed as part of the requirements from
the HSWA Section of the Part B Permit regarding identified Solid Waste Management Units
(SWMUs). Investigational activities for the SI will be appropriately performed according to
the Phase II RFI protocol because the Phase II RET included similar investigational activities
for the South Waste Piles.

The scope of work for the Supplemental Investigation will include the following:

• Three test borings drilled to the top of the water table along the perimeter of the
southern most South Waste Pile;

• Five surficial soil samples taken within the southernmost South Waste Pile; and

• Three groundwater monitoring wells installed upgradient of the Boiler Ash
Landfill and the South Waste Piles along the southwestern perimeter of the
facility.

2.1 SOIL BORINGS

Three soil borings will be drilled around the southernmost South Waste Pile (SWMU No. 13).
The soil boring locations are shown on the attached Figure 1.

The three soil borings will be drilled using hollow-stem auger drilling techniques to an
approximate depth of 15 feet below land surface (ft-bls), which is the anticipated depth to the
static water table.

Soil samples will be continuously collected on 2-foot intervals using Shelby tube or standard
split-spoon samplers. Each soil sample will be examined in the field and will be visually
classified by a geologist or engineer in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System.

Beazer\WorkPlan.MSD 3
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Soil samples will be screened in the field for total organic vapors using head-space techniqueswith an HNu Model P1-101 photoionization detector (PID) equipped with an 10.2 electron voltultraviolet lamp. The PID will be calibrated daily with an isobutylene gas standard. Visualand olfactory observations will also be recorded on the field boring logs.

One soil sample will be collected from each of the three 15-foot borings located around theperimeter of the southernmost South Waste Pile at the approximate interface of the vadose andsaturated zone.

2.2 SURFICIAL SOIL SAMPLES

Five soil samples will be collected at a depth of one to two feet along the perimeter, andwithin, the South Waste Pile as shown in Figure 1. The samples will be collected with astainless steel hand auger and analyzed for the constituents listed in Section 2.6.

2.3 MONITORING WELLS

Three monitoring wells will be installed along the southwestern fence line adjacent to theLennox Air Conditioning and Refrigeration Company property near the southwestern edge ofKIT’s property. The proposed (approximate) locations of the monitoring wells are also shownin Figure 1. The exact well locations will be field-assessed based on accessibility to the areabetween the fence line and the railroad tracks. Each monitoring well will be drilled andsampled according to the procedures used for the South Waste Pile test borings. Themonitoring well boreholes will extend below the water table, and soil samples will continueto be taken until the total depth of each borehole is reached.

Each monitoring well borehole will be completed with a permanent monitoring well
constructed of 2-inch diameter, flush-threaded, Schedule 40 PVC well casing and screen. Thewell screens will consist of ten feet of 2-inch diameter Schedule 40 PVC pipe with 0.01-inch
slots, and will be set to intercept the water table. The riser pipe will consist of 2-inch diameter
Schedule 40 blank PVC pipe. Upon completion of the installation of the well construction
materials, a 20/40 sieve-size clean silica filter sand will be placed in the annulus between the
borehole and the screened zone to a minimum depth equivalent to two feet above the top of
the well screen. A bentonite pellet seal with a thickness of at least three feet will be placed
above the sand filter pack. Adequate time will be allotted for sufficient hydration of the

BeazcrWorkP1an.MSD 4
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bentonite. Upon completion of the placement and hydration of the bentonite seal, theremaining annular space will be tremie-grouted to the ground surface using a Type I Portlandcement/bentonite grout.

After the grout has been allowed to cure for a minimum of 24 hours, each well will bedeveloped using air lift, swabbing or pumping techniques. All materials used in welldevelopment will be new, dedicated materials. If an air compressor is used, it will be equippedwith an approved oil trap and carbon filter system. Each well will be purged sufficiently toremove sediment and fme-grained materials. The riser-pipe casing will extend between twoor three feet above surface grade. After installation, each monitoring well will be secured witha protective casing with security locking caps and covers, well pad and guard posts.

2.4 FIELD ACTiVITY PROTOCOL

Drilling and logging procedures, protocol, and monitoring well installations will be completedin general accordance with the procedures and methods set forth in the Phase II RFI Work Plan(Chester, 1990). All drilling and sampling equipment will be steam-cleaned before and afterdrilling at each boring location to limit possible borehole cross-contamination. Additionally,all field sampling equipment will be decontaminated between soil sampling using phosphate-free detergent washes and distilled-water rinses. A decontamination area will be designatedonsite. The cuttings will be placed in 55-gallon drums, which will be placed in the designateddrum storage area onsite.

Upon completion of drilling and sampling, the three 15-foot soil borings will be plugged andabandoned in accordance with the requirements of the Mississippi Department ofEnvironmental Quality’s Surfacewater and Groundwater Use and Protection Regulations(Sections 4A-4F).

The above soil boring program will be conducted in accordance with the drilling and samplingprotocols presented in Section 5.0 of the Phase II RFI Work Plan, and following the Quality
Assurance/Quality Control procedures described in Section 3.0.

BeazeñWorkPlan.MSD 5
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2.5 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING

The groundwater samples will be collected from the newly installed wells using existing
dedicated stainless-steel bailers, or disposable polyethylene bailers. Sampling protocol will be
as outlined in Appendix B of the Phase II RFI Work Plan. Preparation will be made in
anticipation of splitting groundwater samples with MDEQ.

In additions fifteen existing monitoring wells (R-43, R-44, M-1, M-2, M-2B, M-3, M-4, M-5,
M-5B through M-8, and M-8B) in the vicinity of the Boiler Ash Disposal area will also be
sampled for the constituents of interest.

2.6 LABORATORY ANALYSIS

One groundwater sample will be collected from each of the three new wells and the 15 existing
wells in accordance with the procedures and methods described in the Phase II RFI Work Plan.
Soil and groundwater samples will be analyzed for VOCs (EPA Method 8240), total copper
(EPA Methods 3050 and 6010), n-butyl alcohol (EPA Method 8240), and methyl isobutyl
ketone (EPA Method 8240). Each sample container will be labelled, preservatives will be
placed in the containers, and the samples will be shipped to the analytical laboratory. Each
shipment will be accompanied by a trip blank, which will be analyzed for VOCs.

2.7 SURVEYING

A field survey will be conducted to locate the borings and wells, establish elevations of top of
PVC casing of the newly installed wells with respect to mean sea level, and the ground surface
elevation of each boring and well location using the established site benchmark.

2.8 SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATION SUMMARY REPORT

The results of the Supplemental Investigation will be summarized in a report that will be
submitted to MDEQ as an addendum to the Boiler Ash Landfill GWQA. This report will
document the findings of the Supplemental Investigation with regard to the objectives of the
SI Work Plan.

Beazer\Workplaa.MSD 6
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3.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL

The field investigation outlined in this Work Plan will be conducted in accordance with the
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QAIQC) pian developed in Section 4.2 of the Phase II RFI
Work Plan.

4.0 HEALTH AND SAFETY PLAN

The scope of work described in this Supplemental Work Plan will be conducted in accordance
with Dames & Moore’s Health and Safety Plan entitled “Health & Safety Plan, Phase II RFI,
Koppers Company, Inc. (Beazer), Grenada, Mississippi, (April 26, 1991)”. This plan was
developed to provide guidance procedures to assure the personal safety and protection of the
Dames & Moore employees performing the Phase II Assessment.

5.0 SCHEDULE

Upon approval of this Supplemental Groundwater Investigation Work Plan by the MDEQ, it
is anticipated that it will take three weeks to schedule and complete the soil boring, well
installation, and sampling program. Approximately two weeks will be required for the
turnaround of the analytical results. The draft field investigation report can be prepared two
weeks following the receipt of the analytical results.

oOo
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Figure 1 Proposed Subsurface Exploration Location Plan
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Respectfully submitted,

DAMES & MOORE, INC.
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The following are attached and complete this work plan:

Program Manager

JTJINJS :aml

Attachments
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WORK PLAN

SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATION
ADDENDUM TO BOILER ASH LANDFILL GROUNDWATER

QUALITY ASSESSMENT
KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.

GRENADA, MISSISSIPPI
FOR BEAZER EAST, INC.

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This Supplemental Investigation (SI) Work Plan addresses the Boiler Ash Landfill Area in the
southwestern section of the Kopper’s Industries, Inc. (Ku) Tie Plant Facility in Grenada,
Mississippi. The SI Work Plan was developed in accordance with the recommendations of the
Boiler Ash Landfill Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA) submitted to the Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality (MDEQ) on May 10, 1993 (Chester, 1993).

1.1 REGULATORY STATUS

The work proposed in this SI Work Plan was originally pr’esented in a letter-format work plan
submitted to Mr. James Kutzman of USEPA Region IV on May 5, 1993, and was also included
as an appendix to the GWQA. This initial approach was taken in keeping with the GWQA
recommendation that all additional investigation and Corrective Action at the Grenada Facility
be performed under the ongoing RFI/CMS process required by the Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments (HSWA) Section of the facility’s RCRA Part B Permit.

During an October 4, 1993 meeting with Beazer representatives, the MDEQ requested that the
SI Report be submitted as part of the GWQA. This request changed the initial approach such
that the Boiler Ash SI will be conducted as a supplemental phase of the GWQA, and the
results will be submitted to MDEQ as an addendum to the GWQA Report. MDEQ will
reportedly review and respond to the entire GWQAISI package upon submittal of the
Addendum (SI Summary Report).

Upon completion of the GWQAJSI, Beazer will begin performance of necessary predesign
investigations and Corrective Action under the HSWA Section of the Part B Permit.

BeazcñWorkPlan.MSD
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1.2 TECHNICAL INFORMATION BASE

The Boiler Ash Landfill was closed as a hazardous waste landfill according to RCRA Interim
Status regulations. Closure was certified on June 27, 1990. The GWQA was performed in
response to the detection of constituents of concern in groundwater through an initial site
investigation in 1988, entitled “October 1988 Hydrogeological Investigation - Boiler Ash
Landfill Area” (Keystone, 1988). The results of the GWQA indicated that there were
detectable concentrations of several volatile organic compounds (VOCs) in groundwater, both
upgradient and downgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. These compounds, including
trichloroethylene, 1 ,2-dichloroethene, and trans-i ,2-dichloroethene, are not associated with
wood-treating operations and are not found in groundwater at any other location within the
facility.

Because the detected VOC concentrations are upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill, and
because the reported VOCs are not associated with wood-treating operations and are not known
to have been used at the facility, the conclusion was made within the GWQA that the source
of the VOCs in groundwater was upgraclient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. A potential upgradient
source area, the Lennox Air Conditioning and Refrigeration Company, is located upgradient
of the area of the facility in question, and reportedly uses the identified chemicals in its
operations.

1.3 OBJECTWES

The objectives of this Supplemental Investigation are to confirm whether the reported VOCs
detected in groundwater beneath the Boiler Ash Landfill Area have an offsite origin, and to
better define the extent of VOC contamination in groundwater at the perimeter of the facility,
upgradient of the Boiler Ash Landfill. This will involve further investigation of the South
Waste Piles (SWMU 13 from the HSWA Section of the facility RCRA Permit) through test
borings, and the installation of groundwater monitoring wells upgradient of the Boiler Ash
Landfill and South Waste Pile (between the Ku facility and the Lennox facility).

Beazcr’Wo,kP)an.MSD 2
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2.0 SCOPE OF WORK

The SI field activities will follow the protocol developed for the Phase II RCRA FacilityInvestigation (RFI) Work Plan (Chester, 1990). This work plan, its implementation andsubsequent report (Dames & Moore, 1992), were completed as part of the requirements from
the HSWA Section of the Part B Permit regarding identified Solid Waste Management Units(SWMUs). Investigational activities for the SI will be appropriately performed according to
the Phase II RFI protocol because the Phase II RFI included similar investigational activitiesfor the South Waste Piles.

The scope of work for the Supplemental Investigation will include the following:

• Three test borings drilled to the top of the water table along the perimeter of the
southern most South Waste Pile;

• Five surficial soil samples taken within the southernmost South Waste Pile; and

• Three groundwater monitoring wells installed upgradient of the Boiler Ash
Landfill and the South Waste Piles along the southwestern perimeter of the
facility.

2.1 SOIL BORINGS

Three soil borings will be drilled around the southernmost South Waste Pile (SWMU No. 13).The soil boring locations are shown on the attached Figure 1.

The three soil borings will be drilled using hollow-stem auger drilling techniques to an
approximate depth of 15 feet below land surface (fi-bis), which is the anticipated depth to the
static water table.

Soil samples will be continuously collected on 2-foot intervals using Shelby tube or standard
split-spoon samplers. Each soil sample will be examined in the field and will be visually
classified by a geologist or engineer in accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System.

Beazcr\WorlcPlan.MSD 3
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Soil samples will be screened in the field for total organic vapors using head-space techniques
with an HNu Model P1-101 photoionization detector (ND) equipped with an 10.2 electron volt
ultraviolet lamp. The PID will be calibrated daily with an isobutylene gas standard. Visual
and olfactory observations will also be recorded on the field boring logs.

One soil sample will be collected from each of the three 15-foot borings located around the
perimeter of the southernmost South Waste Pile at the approximate interface of the vadose and
saturated zone.

2.2 SURFICIAL SOIL SAMPLES

Five soil samples will be collected at a depth of one to two feet along the perimeter, and
within, the South Waste Pile as shown in Figure 1. The samples will be collected with a
stainless steel hand auger and analyzed for the constituents listed in Section 2.6.

2.3 MONITORING WELLS

Three monitoring wells will be installed along the southwestern fence line adjacent to the
Lennox Air Conditioning and Refrigeration Company property near the southwestern edge of
Ku’s property. The proposed (approximate) locations of the monitoring wells are also shown
in Figure 1. The exact well locations will be field-assessed based on accessibility to the area
between the fence line and the railroad tracks. Each monitoring well will be drilled and
sampled according to the procedures used for the South Waste Pile test borings. The
monitoring well boreholes will extend below the water table, and soil samples will continue
to be taken until the total depth of each borehole is reached.

Each monitoring well borehole will be completed with a permanent monitoring well
constructed of 2-inch diameter, flush-threaded, Schedule 40 PVC well casing and screen. The
well screens will consist of ten feet of 2-inch diameter Schedule 40 PVC pipe with 0.01-inch
slots, and will be set to intercept the water table. The riser pipe will consist of 2-inch diameter
Schedule 40 blank PVC pipe. Upon completion of the installation of the well construction
materials, a 20/40 sieve-size clean silica filter sand will be placed in the annulus between the
borehole and the screened zone to a minimum depth equivalent to two feet above the top of
the well screen. A bentonite pellet seal with a thickness of at least three feet will be placed
above the sand filter pack. Adequate time will be allotted for sufficient hydration of the

Beazc?WorkPIan.MSD 4
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bentonite. Upon completion of the placement and hydration of the bentonite seal, theremaining annular space will be tremie-grouted to the ground surface using a Type I Portlandcement!bentonite grout.

After the grout has been allowed to cure for a minimum of 24 hours, each well will bedeveloped using air lift, swabbing or pumping techniques. All materials used in welldevelopment will be new, dedicated materials. If an air compressor is used, it will be equippedwith an approved oil trap and carbon filter system. Each well will be purged sufficiently toremove sediment and fine-grained materials. The riser-pipe casing will extend between twoor three feet above surface grade. After installation, each monitoring well will be secured witha protective casing with security locking caps and covers, well pad and guard posts.

2.4 FIELD ACTWITY PROTOCOL

Drilling and logging procedures, protocol, and monitoring well installations will be completedin general accordance with the procedures and methods set forth in the Phase II RFI Work Plan(Chester, 1990). All drilling and sampling equipment will be steam-cleaned before and afterdrilling at each boring location to limit possible borehole cross-contamination. Additionally,all field sampling equipment will be decontaminated between soil sampling using phosphate-free detergent washes and distilled-water rinses. A decontamination area will be designatedonsite. The cuttings will be placed in 55-gallon drums, which will be placed in the designateddrum storage area onsite.

Upon completion of drilling and sampling, the three 15-foot soil borings will be plugged andabandoned in accordance with the requirements of the Mississippi Department ofEnvironmental Quality’s Surfacewater and Groundwater Use and Protection Regulations(Sections 4A-4F).

The above soil boring program will be conducted in accordance with the drilling and samplingprotocols presented in Section 5.0 of the Phase II RFI Work Plan, and following the QualityAssurance/Quality Control procedures described in Section 3.0.

BeazerWorkPIan.MSD 5



C)
2.5 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING

The groundwater samples will be collected from the newly installed wells using existing
dedicated stainless-steel bailers, or disposable polyethylene bailers. Sampling protocol will be
as outlined in Appendix B of the Phase II RFI Work Plan. Preparation will be made in
anticipation of splitting groundwater samples with M1)EQ.

In addition, fifteen existing monitoring wells (R-43, R-44, M-1, M-2, M-2B, M-3, M-4, M-5,
M-5B through M-8, and M-8B) in the vicinity of the Boiler Ash Disposal area will also be
sampled for the constituents of interest.

2.6 LABORATORY ANALYSIS

One groundwater sample will be collected from each of the three new wells and the 15 existing
wells in accordance with the procedures and methods described in the Phase II RFI Work Plan.
Soil and groundwater samples will be analyzed for VOCs (EPA Method 8240), total copper
(EPA Methods 3050 and 6010), n-butyl alcohol (EPA Method 8240), and methyl isobutyl
ketone (EPA Method 8240). Each sample container will be labelled, preservatives will be
placed in the containers, and the samples will be shipped to the analytical laboratory. Each

• shipment will be accompanied by a trip blank, which will be analyzed for VOCs.

• 2.7 SURVEYING

A field survey will be conducted to locate the borings and wells, establish elevations of top of
PVC casing of the newly installed wells with respect to mean sea level, and the ground surface
elevation of each boring and well location using the established site benchmark.

2.8 SUPPLEMENTAL INVESTIGATION SUMMARY REPORT

The results of the Supplemental Investigation will be summarized in a report that will be
submitted to MDEQ as an addendum to the Boiler Ash Landfill GWQA. This report will
document the findings of the Supplemental Investigation with regard to the objectives of the
SI Work Plan.

Bcazci\WorkPlan.MSD 6
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3.0 QUALITY ASSURANCE/QUALITY CONTROL

The field investigation outlined in this Work Plan will be conducted in accordance with the
Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) plan developed in Section 4.2 of the Phase II RFI
Work Plan.

4.0 HEALTH AND SAFETY PLAN

The scope of work described in this Supplemental Work Plan will be conducted in accordance
with Dames & Moore’s Health and Safety Plan entitled “Health & Safety Plan, Phase U RFI,
Koppers Company, Inc. (Beazer), Grenada, Mississippi, (April 26, 1991)”. This plan was
developed to provide guidance procedures to assure the personal safety and protection of the
Dames & Moore employees performing the Phase II Assessment.

5.0 SCHEDULE

Upon approval of this Supplemental Groundwater Investigation Work Plan by the MDEQ, it
is anticipated that it will take three weeks to schedule and complete the soil boring, well
installation, and sampling program. Approximately two weeks will be required for the
turnaround of the analytical results. The draft field investigation report can be prepared two
weeks following the receipt of the analytical results.

oOo
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The following are attached and complete this work plan:

Figure 1 Proposed Subsurface Exploration Location Plan

Respectfully submitted,

DAMES & MOORE, INC.

Program Manager

JTJINJS :aml

Attachments

DAMES & MooRT
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FIGURE 1

Beazer\WorkPiaj.



0 0

0

0
U

0

9

/

0



‘T I
BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 *

• •

AIRBORNE EXPRESS

October 8, 1993

,Mr. David Peacock
State of Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality
Hazardous Waste Division
P. 0. Bo 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—0385

RE: Summary of Regulatory Status
Meeting Results

Mississippi Department of
Environmental Quality (MDEQ)
Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer)
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility

ATTENDEES:

Jerry Banks, MDEQ
David Peacock - MDEQ
Wayne Stover - MDEQ
Robert S. Markwell -

Beazer East, Inc.
Donald A. Ruggery, Jr. -

AWD Technologies, Inc.

Dear Mr. Peacock:

I would like to extend my thanks to you and the other MDEQ
representatives for meeting with us on August 4, 1993 regarding the
regulatory status issues at the Koppers Industries, Inc. Facility
in Grenada, Mississippi. As discussed, I am relatively new to
this project as the Beazer Program Manager, and the meeting served
to confirm the regulatory basis (for me) from which Beazer will
pursue further actions at the site, and make you aware of Beazer’s
approach to the required RCRA Corrective Action.
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Mr. David Peacock
October 8, 1993
Page 2

I have summarized the primary topics of conversation and results
from our meeting to prepare for the further actions that will be
required at the site. These topics included:

• RCRA Corrective Action will be approachable from a site-
wide basis. MDEQ is amenable to this approach as long as
clean—up criteria acceptable to MDEQ are used. This
issue will be further discussed at a potential joint
meeting between Beazer, MDEQ and USEPA Region IV at a
later date.

• There are no outstanding regulatory issues regarding the
closed Spray Irrigation Field. It was closed as a SWNU,
and closure was accepted by USEPA. MDEQ sees nothing with
which to take issue. No further action is required
regarding the Spray Irrigation Field.

• The soil piles containing soils from drip track
reconstruction and process area upgrades were listed by
Beazer on the most recently modified RCRA Part A
Application as F—032 waste. Beazer considered this a
protective filing. Mississippi is not yet authorized to
regulate F-032 waste, therefore the piles are not
presently RCRA regulated units. Also, because these
soils were managed prior to the F-032 listing, MDEQ feels
that they are not hazardous waste, and, unless they are
managed in the future, they will remain non—hazardous.

Beazer plans to incorporate the closure of these units
into the site—wide corrective action. This approach was
again acceptable by MDEQ, and the suggestion was made
that USEPA Region IV be sent a letter identifying these
piles as new SWMUS, thereby (by definition) incorporating
them into Permit—required Corrective Action.

It was noted that these piles had not been covered during
past State inspections. Beazer stated that the piles,
outside of the wooden shed, have recently been covered
with a durable, water repellent cover — specially ordered
to fit over, and secure, the waste from any physical
contact from the environment.

MDEQ has reviewed the Waste Pile Closure Plan submitted
on June 22, 1992, but will not issue formal comments
because of MDEQ’s determination that the piles are not
their jurisdiction. Ultimately, USEPA will be required
to evaluate and sign—off on any Corrective Action for the
waste piles.
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• The Risk—Based Engineering Assessment of the Grenada
County Landfill, submitted in October 1989, satisfied the
June 1989 Administrative Order. The documentation of
this acceptance by MDEQ was reportedly provided by Ms.

Gail Macalussa as a memorandum to the NDEQ files.
No further action is required regarding the Boiler Ash
Analyses and the Grenada County Landfill.

• MDEQ is reserving comment on the Boiler Ash Landfill
Groundwater Quality Assessment (GWQA) until Beazer is
under administrative order to perform the Supplemental
Investigation (SI), and the SI is completed. NDEQ also
requested that the SI be issued as an Addendum to the
GWQA. Following issue of the SI Summary Report, MDEQ
will issue comments on the entire GWQA/SI submittal.
Beazer committed to send (via fax) the draft SI Work Plan
to MDEQ. This work plan is to be attached to the
Administrative Order as the scope of required work. The
present schedule is to finish the SI in six to seven
weeks following MDEQ approval of the SI Work Plan. MDEQ
is to be notified prior to well sampling to allow for the
collection of split samples.

The Boiler Ash Landfill SI is intended to confirm the
upgradient, offsite source of Volatile Organic Compounds
(VOCs) in the groundwater in that area. MDEQ stated that
Beazer would be “allev±ated from clean—up” for those
compounds if it is proven that the VOCs originated
offsite. MDEQ informed Beazer that several historical
TCE spills have now been reported by the adjoining
(upgradient) refrigeration facility after being contacted
by the MDEQ. MDEQ suggested that the proposed SI
monitoring wells be installed as closely to the facility
boundary as possible (to reduce the amount of uncertainty
that the identified VOCs originated offsite).

Beazer stated that it was the intent to streamline any
potential Corrective Action for the Boiler Ash Landfill
into the Site-Wide Corrective Action. This approach is
to be taken because it is logical (avoidance of two—sets
of compliance schedules, compliance standards, and
redundant oversight), and because USEPA’s recent 4OCFR
Part 264, Subpart S regulations encourage the combination
of various SWMU5, or regulated units, into Corrective
Action Management Units (CAMUs) wherever it may be
appropriate. MDEQ responded that they would support
this idea if the selected corrective action was in
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keeping with target MDEQ clean-up criteria. MDEQ also
stated that they would cooperate, as necessary, with the
USEPA on the timing of these decisions.

• Beazer requested a copy, or copies, of the present clean
up criteria being used for RCRA Corrective Action at
other wood-treating facilities in Mississippi. MDEQ gave
Beazer a copy of a letter, dated April 18, 1991, from
MDEQ to Mr. Eugene Penick of Penick Forest Products
(Macon, Mississippi). This letter lists “Soil Action
Levels” for wood treating compounds in soil. The MDEQ
has used these concentrations as late as six months ago.
Groundwater cleanup criteria are reportedly generated as
the USEPA Method Detection Limit for each compound.
Mississippi has not yet issued separate clean—up criteria
for soils and sediment.

• In response to MDEQ’s question, no further phases of a
RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI) are planned. However,
focused investigational work will probably be necessary
to support the selection and design of the remedial
measures during the Corrective Measures Study (CMS)
(without delaying the CMS).

• MDEQ requested Beazer to investigate the existence and
construction of a domestic water well that is portrayed
in the Phase II SI as located near the western perimeter
of the facility. Beazer will report any obtainable
information regarding this well to MDEQ.

• MDEQ suggested that the Part B Permit may need to be
modified for Post-closure of the Boiler Ash Landfill.
Beazer responded that the Site—Wide Corrective action
approach would more efficiently address this issue and
that both Sections of the Part B permit could be modified
at the same time, with the State’s Section referencing
the required corrective measures in the HSWA Section of
the Permit.

In summary, I believe that we were able to develop a cooperative
atmosphere for performance of Corrective Action at the site, and I
appreciate the clarification of the regulatory questions discussed
within this letter. Beazer will send the draft SI Work Plan to
your attention no later than this week. If you have any questions
or concerns regarding the SI Work Plan please do not hesitate to
contact me.
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In addition to the SI, Beazer will continue to await the USEPA
comments on the Phase II RFI in anticipation of scheduling a joint
meeting between MDEQ, USEPA, and Beazer to define the interaction
of the agencies during Site-Wide Corrective Action. Again, thank
you for meeting with us.

Very truly yours,

Robert S. Markwell
Program Manager — Environmental Group

RSM/ dkm

cc: B. Flaherty, BEI
T. G. Faye, BEI
0. A. Ruggery, Jr., AWD
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI FILE COPy
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

JAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECtOR

September 29, 1993

Mr. R. A. Strong
Manager, Environmental Operations
Illinois Central Railroad
P.O. Box 2600
Jackson, Mississippi 39207

Dear Mr. Strong:

We are seeking information concerning property ownership and
activities in the area of the Heatcraft and Koppers facilities as
shown on the enclosed map. Please review your records and notify
us concerning the railroad’s past and present activities in this
area, and particularly any spill involving a material containing
trichloroethylene or activities involving the use of
trichioroethylene.

Thank you for your assistance. If you have any questions, please
contact me at 961-5067.

Sincerely,

.Toby Cook, P E
Hazardous Waste Division

TC : gd
Enclosure

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P 0. BOX 10385, IACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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The ce :‘:tZ In the SWYT was rot r’e’n:ved fron the site, of itwus :pushed. to e:,.er side of the nerklngs th ge lire. hencr ncx;c that the SWM oDntains waste to InDlude trea-:ed
-cood waste (oroesties, lunber and piling), and can6hnw. There isno danger of this debris laavin; the present site.

Please find attached a map ootained from Mies:ssipnj 7i lIe; Gas
Co Dc ter o 1 ‘e r-. w-la:e te Si 2t 2 aae
And attaohe are pictures of the site after the trci€Jte

Ms. Jack, please notify eyself Dr Ronald P. Murthey, If there areany çuestiors or if we can be of any further assistance at
8Ol )226—4554,

Mark T. Good
nviron,jenta I /CE&PS Supervisor
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenad.a Plant

c: Ronald P. Murphey, Plant Manager
Stethen T. Snith, K—I800
Robert S. Markwell, Beazer East, Inc.
David Peacock, MS DEQ
Morris Baker, Mississippi Valley Gas Co
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0 0KOPPER5 Koppers Industries, Inc.
I N D U S T R I E S 436 Seventh Avenue

____________________________

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

via UPS Nexteay412227-2001June 9, 1993 Fax (412)227-2423

David Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division
Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—0385

Jaqualine Jack
U. S. EPA Region 4
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Second Floor
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, Storm Water PollutionPrevention Plan, MSD 007 027 543

Mississippi Hazardous Waste Permit No. 88—543—08 and U. S. EPAHSWA Permit

Dear Mr. Peacock and Ms. Jack:

In accordance with Section I.D..l0, Reporting Planned Changes, ofthe above referenced RCRA Hazardous Waste Permits, RoppersIndustries, Inc. (Ku) and Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer) are notifyingyou of intended activities at the 1(11 Grenada Plant that arenecessary to comply with new regulations which require industrialfacilities to obtain Storm Water NPDES permits and to prepare andimplement Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans (SWPPP). Ku hasreceived a Storm Water NPDES General Permit from MississippiDepartment of Environmental Quality (DEQ) for the Grenada woodpreserving plant at Tie Plant, MS. This permit required Ku toprepare and submit to DEQ a SWPPP by April 1, 1993. The permitfurther requires that Ku implement this SWPPP by October 1, 1993.Implementation of the SWPPP will require on—site work includingconstruction of detention ponds and construction and/or regradingof ditches.

Grenada Plant SWPPP Description

The format of the SWPPP requires an analysis of potential sourcesaffecting storm water at the plant and a plan to mitigate migrationfrom the sources. Wood preservative constituents present both inthe treated wood products handled on—site and in surface soil couldpotentially affect storm water. Each plant surface outfall hasbeen evaluated and site modifications, if considered necessary, arerecommended for each.

In most cases, modification of existing low areas to act asdetention ponds is recommended to enhance the gravity settling ofsuspended sediment on which most constituents are likely to adhere.Additionally, ditch and road improvements are recommended in someareas to reduce erosion and improve biofiltration.
The Grenada SWPPP was written as a new chapter to the plant’s SPCCand Contingency plan. Enclosed for your reference is the SWPPPchapter of this plan. Note the site plan, Figure 2, which showseach outfall and recommended conceptual drainage systemmodifications.
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David Peacock, Miss. DEQ and Jaqualine Jack, U.S. EPA
June 9, 1993

Ku has hired a local consulting civil engineer to providesurveying and design services. The engineer will use theconceptual plan as a basis for the final design. He will preparea construction plan and contract bid package. Ku hopes tocomplete the design in June, so that construction could begin inJuly. All work is to be complete by October 1, 1993.

RCRA Facilities and Activities

Ku recognizes that some of the construction activities required toimplement the SWPPP will involve Solid Waste Management Units(SWMU5) previously identified in the RCRA Facility Investigation(RFI). Additionally, storm water flowing to Outfall 5 flowsadjacent to the closed surface impoundment, a RCRA-permitted unitwhich is in post—closure care.

Ku and Beazer believe that the SWPPP can be implemented withoutjeopardizing the integrity of the permitted (closed) surfaceimpoundment or requiring modification to the post—closure careplan, and without enhancing the potential for releases from SWMUs.This will be accomplished via the following management strategies.

Soil Management

Soil excavation will be minimal. All storm water diversions willutilize existing ditches and/or constructed berms. The berms willbe constructed of suitable unstained soil produced duringconstruction of other SWPPP features or of clean soil obtained fromoff—site. Detention basins will be formed from natural existinglow areas by placing new berms of clean imported soil around thelower sides. Since the low areas are already lower than the areasto be drained, excavation will not be required.

No soil excavation will take place within SWMUs. Limited soilexcavation will be required for installation of culverts which areoutside of process or SWMU areas.

If any soil that is excavated is visibly stained with woodpreservative, it will be managed as hazardous waste, F032/F034, andwill be disposed off—site in a permitted facility. All cleanexcavated soil will remain on site to be used in construction ofberms or as fill to improve yard drainage.

Debris Management

Debris including concrete, treated and untreated wood, and steelbanding is known to exist at the detention basins at Outfalls 2 and7. The debris at Outfall 7 comprises SWMU No. 12 (North WastePiles). Where necessary in the construction of the detentionbasins, the debris will be removed and properly disposed. To theextent that any concrete or other rubble is stained with woodpreservative, it will be handled and disposed as F032 and/or F034;treated wood will be handled likewise. Because there are currentlyno land disposal restrictions for these waste codes, these

2
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materials would not be characterized as hazardous debris. However,
they may still qualify as hazardous waste, and will be managedaccordingly, as a protective measure. All rubble and debris that
do not contain wood preservative will be handled and disposed asnon—hazardous wastes. Any soil associated with the SWMU’s will behandled as described above for soil.

Surface Water Management

The SWPPP design will use only dry detention ponds. Thus, therewill only be significant standing water within the ponds for ashort time following storms, minimizing the chance for additionalgroundwater recharge. Generally, this time will be a few days orless. Soil borings indicate that most areas of the plant areunderlain by about 5 feet of clayey soil, which will furtherminimize any recharge potential.

Conclusion

Ku is required to implement the SWPPP. Thus, if you have commentsor concerns about our planned approach as described in this letter,please call as soon as possible so that your concerns may beaddressed in our design. If you like, a meeting can be arrangedeither at one of your offices or at the Grenada plant to reviewthis project. Please call Stephen Smith at (412)227—2677 if youwould like to schedule a meeting or discuss this letter.

Sincerely,

>pA ,

Stephen T. Smith
Environmental Program Manager
K s Industries, Inc.

Robert S. Markwell
Program Manager
Beazer East, Inc., Environmental Group

cc: Louis Lavallee, Chief, Industrial Storm Water Section, DEQBillie Flaherty, BEI, K—lOOl
Ron Murphey, Ku, Grenada, MS
W. R. Donley, Ku, K—l750
R. S. Ohlis, Ku, K—1750
J. R. Batchelder, Ku, K—170l
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5.0 STORM L4ATER POLLUTION PREVENTION PLAN

5.1 General

This section of the plan describes the pollution prevention procedures and
facilities for this plant to minimize the impact of storm water runoff to thesurrounding environment. This section specifically addresses the requirements
of the Storm t’Jater General NPDES Permit, including special requirements forwood preserving industrial operations.

5.2 Pollution Prevention Objectives and Process

The objectives of the storm water PPP are; 1) to identify potential sourcesaffecting pollution of storm water and 2) describe and implement practices tominimize and control pollutants in storm water discharges and ensure permitcompliance. In the preamble to the Federal Register which finalized the EPAstorm water general permits, EPA described the permit program as “intended tofacilitate a process whereby the operator of the industrial facilitythoroughly evaluates potential pollution sources at the site and selects andimplements appropriate emasures designed to prevent or control the dischargeof pollutants in strom water runoff.” That process includes the following:
1) Form a Pollution Prevention Team,
2) Assess sources,
3) Select and implement practices and controls, and
4) Conduct periodic evaluations.

24
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5.3 Pollution Prevention Team

0
April 1, 1993

The pollution prevention team is responsible for developing this
prevention plan and assisting in its implementation,
revision. The team consists of the following:

STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVENTION TEAM

NAME POSITION RESPONSIBILITIES

IRon Murphey Plant Manager Overall plant compliance

Mark Good I Environmental Plan development and coordination,
I Supervisor Routine inspections and enforcement.

Stephen Smith Corporate Plan development and engineering
f Environmental certification, regulatory advise.{ Manager

I Billy Vance North Pole Yard Provide operational perspective forI
source identification and control

f measures.

Lloyd Sivley South Yard Provide operational perspective for
source identification and control
measures.

Robert Reed Utility Operator Responsible for yard maintenance.

Broderick Spencer Loader Operator Provide equipment operator
perspective in source identification
and control measures.

:!Aan Horton Peeler Supervisor Provide pole peeler perspective Fori source indentification and controlI measures.

5.4 Description of Potential Sources

This section describes activities, materials, and physical featurespotentially contributing to pollution.

5.4.1 Plant Drainage

Drainage patterns are shown on the Storm Water Management Plan, Figure 2.Generally, the central portion of the plant, which includes the preservingprocess area and maintenance shop, drains into the mid plant ditch. The northquarter of the plant, including the pole peeler yard, drains north to thenorth ditch and the south end of the yard drains south to the south ditch.

Significant plant features are identified on the Storm Water Management Plan,including the preserving process area, maintenance shop, drip pad, fuel tanks,material storage, loading, and unloading areas, and other process operations.

pollution
maintenance. and
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April 1, 1993

Pollutants most likely to be detected in storm water and likely sources are as
follows:

Wood preservatives, including pentachlorophenol and creosote (which
includes primarily various polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs)), may
be detected in soil and storm water at many locations on the plant.
Wood preserving has been conducted on this property since the early
1900s. Preservative may be present due to past waste disposal
practices, past wood preserving practices, drippage from treated wood,
preservative spills, and rain runoff from treated wood in storage.

Fuel, lubricating,
equipment, trucks,
leaks, or spills may

and hydraulic oils are used on plant
and most fixed manufacturing equipment.
contribute oil to storm water runoff.

Boiler and waste water treatment chemicals are used in the process area,
but are kept in contained areas and are unlikely to impact storm water.

Other organic matter, generally from wood, may also be present in runoff
from piles or stacks of wood poles, ties, or peeler shavings.

5.4.2 Inventory of Exposed Materials

Significant materials stored in exposed locations at the Koppers plant include
untreated and treated wood poles and railroad ties, wood waste fuel, and yard
waste materials. Typical inventory levels of these materials are:

Untreated RR ties:
Creosote treated ties:
Barky poles:
Untreated poles:
Penta treated poles:
Creosote treated poles

and piling:
Untreated Switch Ties:
Creosote Switch Ties:
Untreated Lumber:
Creosote Lumber:
Yard waste:
Peeler Shavings:

All treated and untreated wood is stored in piles in the yard. Contact with
rain is not controlled. Current practices to minimize impacts include:

Preservative cycles are designed to minimize
surfaces on the treated product. These
cleaning as needed, and proper preservative
is kept on the concrete drip track until any

drippage and produce clean
include extended vacuums,
temperatures. Treated wood
drippage has ceased.

Yard inspections are conducted daily, except when not treating, to

mobile
Drips,

160,000
6,000

100
3,700
9,000

3,000
16,000
4,000
3,000
3,000

5
8

pcs.
pcs.
pcs.
pcs.
pcs.

pcs.
pcs.
pcs.
pcs.
pcs.
bins
tons
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detect and respond to preservative drippage, in accordance with
Operating Procedures.

Treated wood is stacked on skids to prevent it from sitting in puddled
surface water.

Preservative storage and process tanks and equipment are all located within
containment facilities as described in Section 3 of this plan.

5.4.3 Significant Spills and Leaks

Within the last three years there have not been any significant spills or
leaks which resulted in any remaining site contamination. A few spill
incidents have occured in this time, generally consisting of small incidents.
Appenix A includes copies of all spill reports for spills occuring during or
after 1989. These reports include a description of actions taken to prevent
similar events.

5.4.4 Non—Storm Water Discharges

All process water is collected and pretreated on—site prior to discharge to
the POTW. Process water includes wood water from boultonizing, preserving
process condensate, vacuum seal water, rain and wash water collected within
process containments, boiler and cooling tower blowdown, and vehicle and
equipment wash water from the shop. Surface drainages have been inspected by
members of the Team for flow during dry weather and no dry weather flows were
occuring. Certification is provided in Appendix C by use of a completed Non—
Storm Water Discharge Evaluation and Certification, Mississippi Worksheet 2C.

5.4.5 Sampling Data

There is no storm water sampling data at this time. Sample results will be
maintained at the plant in a Storm Water Monitoring Results file.

5.5 Measures and Controls

5.5.1 Good Housekeeping

The need and reasons for good housekeeping will be communicated and emphasized
to each employee and contractor working on the plant. Housekeepin practices
will be part of each persons Job, with emphasis on preventing contamination
over cleaning contamination after it has occurred. Each supervisor is
responsible for assuring that housekeeping is completed as part of each
person’s job.

Good housekeeping practices, including but not limited to the following, will
be required at Koppers Industries:

* When cutting treated wood, collect sawdust and cutoff pieces. Do not
leave waste on the ground.

* Do not drive loaders or trucks through ditches or standing water. Stay
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on established roadways.
* Mobile equipment will not be operated with significant oil or hydraulic

leaks. If major leaks develop, such as a hydraulic line breaking,
equipment will be shut off in place and repairs made before returnin
equipment to service.

* Drippage or leakage from equipment will be thoroughly cleaned, with
contaminated soil being properly disposed.

* Stationary hydraulic equipment will be maintained to minimize leaks and
leakage will routinely be cleaned and properly disposed.

* Waste developed during work will be placed in proper containers for
disposal directly rather than placing on the ground to be collected
later.

* Recycle scrap metal as generated and do not accumulate it on the ground.

5.5.2 Preventive Maintenance

Storm water manaement devices, such as detention basins and outlet
structures, will be inspected at least monthly and after storms producing
significant runoff. These will be inspected for signs of erosion, excess
collected silt from runoff, and collection of debris which could interfere
with discharge monitoring or flow. Records of inspections will be kept in the
plants operating records. See appendix B for inspection form.

On—site drainages will be inspected for signs of erosion or high silt loads or
turbidity during runoff events. Such inspections will be made at least four
times a year, depending on storm events. Sources of turbidity or silt will be
identified and potential remedial actions identified. Corrective actions
which should be considered include; rerouting of plant traffic, paving or
gravel surfacing roads, ditch modifications, culvert additions or changes,
changing yard activity or material storage locations, changing vegetation
management, and yard grading. Inspections and actions taken will be
documented on the Storm Water Management Facilities Inspection Record, shown
in Appendix B.

Production eciuipment, including loaders, trucks, and fixed equipment, will be
inspected weekly by the people operating the equipment. Inspections will
include checks for oil or hydraulic leaks, accumulations of oil soaked dirt,
pump, valve, and cylinder packings, and any other devises which could cause or
contribute to leaks. Identified needs will be either repaired by the operator
or will be identified to the maintenance department.

Maintenance needs identified by inspections will be accomplished on a schedule
appropriate for each situation. Leaking mobile equipment will not be operated
on the yard until the leaks are repaired.

5.5.3 Spill Prevention and Response

Spill prevention procedures and equipment are fully described in section 3
of this plan. Procedures for responses to spills or other emergencies are
described in section 4 of this plan.
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5.5.4 Inspections

This section will describe inspection procedures for storm water pollution
prevention. In addition, there are also inspection requirements which also
further support pollution prevention under various other programs, including:

* Process area tank and cantainment inspections required by the SPCC
provisions of this plan,

* Hazardous waste facility inspections required by RCRA,
* Drip pad inspections required by RCPA and the drip pad operating

procedures, and
* Storage yard inspections of treated inventory required by RCRA and the

storage yard contingency plan.

Storm water pollution prevention devices, such as detention basins and outlet
structures will be inspected quarterly and after storms producing significant
runoff. Upgradient ditches and drainage systems will be inspected at least
four times a year during runoff events. These inspections will be performed
by the Environmental Supervisor. In his absence, another member of the Team
will conduct the inspections. Other Team members will participate as
appropriate. A Storm L.Jater Pollution Prevention Inspection Form will be used
to document each inspection. Maintenance or repair needs will be identified
on the form. The form will also be used to document when and how identified
needs are corrected. A blank form is included in this plan in Appendi> P.
Completed inspection forms will be maintained at the plant per Section 5.5.5
of this plan.

5.5.5 Record Keeping and Internal Reporting Procedures

Record keeping and reporting procedures for spills are described in section 4
of this plan.

All completed Storm Jater Pollution Prevention Inspection Forms will be
maintained by the Environmental Supervisor. He will also be responsible for
tracking maintenance or repair work to assure that needed work is completed
and documented.

Maintenance and repair needs identified by inspections and which cannot be
corrected by the inspector will, at a minimum, be reported to the Plant
Manager and function Supervisor, as appropriate. L.Jhere priorities need to be
determined, evaluation by the Pollution Prevention Team may be involved. The
Plant Manager is responsible for setting work priorities and schedules.

5.5.6 Sediment and Erosion Control

The plant site is generally flat to slightly rolling. Soil does not tend to
erode, except where vehicle traffic keeps the surface loose and prevents
vegetation. Erosion is a problem where storm water runs or puddles in areas
of active traffic. This section describes prevention type procedures for
sediment and erotion control.
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Erosion prevention mainly involves the design and maintenance of plant roads,
drainages, and storage areas and procedures to assure these are properly
used. Main roads, drainages, and storage areas are identified on the Storm
Water Management Plan. Planned improvements to road and drainage areas now
known to be causing erosion are identified on the Plan. Additional
improvements will be made as necessary based on future insDections.

Existing drainae system — The existing yard drainage design has been
reviewed by the plant pollution prevention team. The plant has the equipment
and manpower to do most of the drainage work required, but may need some
engineering or surveying support. The goal is to not create mud. Designs
will separate ditches from traffic. Culverts will be added where needed.
Gentle side slopes, such as three horizontal to one vertical, will be used so
that grass can grow and be mowed. This means that a two foot deep ditch
requires 12 feet of total width.

5.5.7 Management of Runoff

The plant drainage system has been designed to maximize its potential to
mitigate or improve the quality of storm water runoff. Mitigation involves
equipment and procedures to minimize the off—site affect of erosion and other
activities occuring on—site. These generally include use of grassy swales or
drainages to help filter sediment from runoff water and detention basins to
enhanse gravity settling and filtration by plants to remove sediment from the
runoff water.

Planned sediment and erosion control mitigation measures are described below
for each discharge point and are shown on the Storm Water Management Plan.

Discharqe 1 — This discharge to the south flows under a road through a
culvert. The sampling point will be at the culvert inlet. There is no sign
of erosion or silt deposition in this drainage. Thus, no work is recommended.
Inspection results will be used to evaluate any need for future improvements.

Discharge 2 — This includes runoff from approximately the north half of the
south yard. The plan includes the installation of culverts under tracks to
consolidate three discharge points to one. Construction of berms or low dams
just south of the existing ditch will create detention basins. An outlet
structure at the east side will provide for slow discharge of accumulated
runoff and allow overflow during large storms. The detention provisiori will
allow for settling of sediment, which will improve water quality. If costs of
installing culverts under the tracks is prohibitive, three separate discharges
should be considered.

Discharge 3 — Storm water catch basins around the shop area now drain via
culverts to a ditch which discharges as shown. There are two short pieces of
culvert that this water flows through before flowing into the mid—plant ditch.
Effluent should be sampled at the inlet to the second culvert. A new small
ditch should be constructed from southeast of the shop to approximately the
outlet of the collection culvert near the transformer pad, as shown. This
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will assure that all runoff from the shop area is monitored. Excavation in
the lower areas at the existing ditch should be minimized in this area.

Discharge 4 — This discharge includes runoff from much of the wood preserving
process area and could, in case of a spill, contain spilled preservative
chemicals. The existing emergency spill pond will be expanded to be a
detention basin by construction of a berm south of the cooling pond and north
of the mid—plant ditch as shown. A new outlet structure will be installed in
the berm. A culvert will need to be installed across the main plant entrance
to intercept runoff from the southwest part of the north yard, as shown. This
culvert will discharge into the existing ditch, just west of the cooling water
pond.

Discharge 5 — A berm will be constructed along the east property boundary as
shown to form a detention basin. This area is now quite flat and lower than
the plant areas draining into it so that local ponding occurs following rains.

Plant areas draining to this discharge include some of the most intense
traffic in the yard, including truck loading and unloading, kiln loading and
unloading, and treated pole storage. Eroded soil from the plant has been
deposited in the area of the planned basin. Additionally, storm waSter from
the housing to the east also drains into this area. The berm should be
constructed, probably of imported soil, to separate water from the plant from
water from off plant areas and provide detention of the plant runoff water.
An outlet structure will be installed.

Discharge 6 — A relatively small part of the north yard drains to this ditch,
but erosion of plant soils along the road and pole bins is evident.
Construction of a small detention basin with an outlet structure will provide
for some sediment removal.

Discharge 7 — Runoff from most of the north half of the north yard runs into
the north ditch, but via several discharge points. Construction of a
detention basin and intercept ditches will combine these into one discharge
point and provide for sediment removal. The pole peeler yard is included in
this drainage and could be a source of considerable floating debris from heavy
runoff. Filter fences may need to be installed to intercept this material.

Detention basins should be designed to hold at least an average storm event,
which is about one inch rainfall, and preferably be able to contain runoff
from a two inch rainfall, recognizing that the runoff coefficient is probably
about .3 to .5. This will allow for total containment of most storms to
maximize water quality benefit at minimum cost and also mean that only a grab
sample from the basins would be required, rather than collecting and testing
both first flush and composite samples.

Outlet structures — Outlet structures must meet several needs, including;
provide for flow monitoring, provide a location for sampling, retain water for
most storm events, allow slow release of water over one to several days, passlarge storm flows as overflow without damage to structure or dams, allow for
flow shutoff in case of a spill within the plant, and be easy to maintain.
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..iet detention versus dry detention — .Jet detention basins, in which at least a
portion of the basin is a permanent pond, provide more potential for
biological treatment and generally longer hydraulic holding time for the water
than dry detention basins which completely drain following storm events.
However, wet basins also present special problems. The permanent ponds can
present safety or liability problems, mosquito breeding can be a nuisance,
maintenance is more difficult, the long term ponding of potentially
contaminated water can pose groundwater questions, and initial cost is
greater. The dry detention basins require less excavation, thus less cost,
and, since they are actually dry most of the time, present much less hazard.
Additionally, a dry basin can later be made into a wet basin by digging part
of it deeper. Thus, dry detention basins will be installed. If monitoring
results indicate a need for water quality improvement which could be achieved
by a wet pond, then modifications will be implemented as needed.

All new construction will be seeded and mulched to establish a native mix of
annual and perennial plants to control erosion and provide filtration.

5. Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluations

Comprehensive site compliance evaluations (Evaluations) are required by the
Seneral Permit and are intended as self—audits of the plant storm water
pollution prevention program. The Evaluations will be conducted to:

1) Confirm the accuracy of descriptions of sources contained in the PPP,
2) Determine if all storm water pollution prevention measures are
accuratedly identified in the plan, in place, and working properly, and
3) Assess compliance with the storm water NPDES permit.

Evaluations will be made at least annually. The plant manager is the
individual responsible for the evaluations and will sign each evaluation.
Other members of the team may be involved in the evaluation, as requested by
the plant manager. Each Evaluation must be documented. Documentation should
include the date of the Evaluation, names of persons involved, a listing of
areas inspected, major observations, deficiencies noted, and the signature of
the plant manager. Documentation will consist of the Mississippi Part VII
evaluation form and will be kept in the plant operating records. The storm
water pollution prevention plan will be revised within two weeks after the
Evaluation inspection and those revisions must be implemented in a timely
manner and not later than 12 weeks after the inspection.

5.7 Special Requirements for EPCRA Section 313 Facilities

There are special requirements for facilities which store, process, or
otherwise handle Section 313 listed chemicals. This plant uses
pentachlorophenol and creosote, which are such chemicals and reports releases
of these annually on the Form R reports. These materials are stored in tanks
and used in the process area where full secondary containment is provided.
Thus, all storm water which could come in contact with the chemicals is
contained. All liquids, including storm water, from the containment areas is
processed in the waste water treatment system and discharged to the POTL4. Nowater from process or tank secondary containment is discharged with storm
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The procedures and equipment, as described in Section 3 of this plan and
relating to Section 313 chemicals, assure that the standards of good
engineering practice are met,.

5.8 Monitoring and Reporting Requirements

Monitoring of storm water runoff
specified parameters and results of
in accordance with that permit.
section.

5.8.1 Parameters and Sample Types

is required by the General Permit for
monitoring are to be reported to the State
These requirements are summarized in this

Operations contributing to each outfall are substantially the same, ie. wood
preservation, so each outfall must be monitored for the same constituents.
The following parameters are to be measured in the units noted:

Parameter
pH
Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
Oil and Grease
Total Phenols
Pentachioropheno 1

Sample Types
Grab
Grab
Grab
Grab
Grab

In addition, the following will be determined and reported:
* The date and duration (in hours) of the storm(s) sampled;
* Rainfall measurements or estimates (in inches) of the storm

generated the sampled runoff;
* The druation between the storm sampled and the end of

measurable (greater than 0.1 inch rainfall) storm; and
* An estimate of the total discharge (gallons) for the storm sampled.

5.8.2 Frequency of Monitoring

Sampling will be conducted at least one time per year, except as exempted in
the permit for concentrations below indicated values or for substantially
identical discharges.

Units

mg/i
mg/i
mg/l
mg/i

÷ Composite

+ Composite
+ Composite

which

the previous
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5.8.3 Outfall Information Summary

I OUT— LOCATION INDUSTRIAL DPERTIONS RE ND I SAMPLING
‘ FALL IN RUNOFF RE RUNOFE METHODS

NO. 4 COEF.

1 l South end of Treated and untreated 15.9 cres report outfall
south yard wood storage, closed C= 0.3 2 data

.ash landfill

2 North end of Treated and untreated 25.2 cres composite qrab

j south yard wood storage, switch C= 0.3 from detention
_____ tie mill pond

3 Maintenance Vehicle and equipment 2.8 cres 30 mm. grab +

shop area maintenance, washing C= 0.5 composite from
ditch

4 I Southwest 1/4 Treated and untreated 24.1 cres composite grab
of north yard wood storage, hazardous C 0.3 from detention

waste storage, boiler, pond
wood treating process,
preservative tanks,

; cooling water pond

5 Southeast 1/4 Treated and untreated 26.2 cres composite grab
of north yard wood storage, dry kiln, C= 0.3 from detention

truck loading, closed pond
surface impoundment

4
6 Northeast 1/4 Treated and untreated 9.5 cres report outfall

of north yard wood storage C= 0.3 5 data

7 Northwest 1/4 Treated and untreated 13.2 Acres composite grab
of north yard wood storage, pole C= 0.3 from detention

peeler, bark storage pond
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5.6.4 Criteria for Sampling

A) For discharges from detention ponds with a retention period greater than
24 hours, (estimated by dividing the volume of the detention pond by the
estimated volume of water discharged during the 24 hours previous to the time
that the sample is collected) one composite grab sample will be taken.

B) For all other discharges, both a grab sample and a composite sample will
be taken.

All such samples shall be collected from the dischage resulting from a storm
event that is greater than 0.1 inch in magnitude and that occurs at least 72
hours from the previously measureable (greater than 0.1 inch rainfall) storm
event. The grab sample will be taken during the first 30 minutes of the
discharge. The composite sample will be either flow—weighted or time—weighted
in accordance with the General Permit.

5.8.5 Substantially Identical Outfalls

Discharge from outfall 1 is substantially identical to discharge from outfall
2. Yard activities which could impact storm water runoff and soil conditions
are similar. Additionally, there are no activities in area 1 that would make
it’s discharge be more impacted than are occuring in area 2. Both areas
contain some treated wood, but mostly untreated wood and both areas have
similar levels of vehicle traffic.

Discharge from outfall 6 is substantially identical to discharge from outfall
5. Yard activities in area 6 are the same as in 5, including storage and
handling of treated wood, loading of trucks, intensity of vehicle traffic, and
soil type. Additionally, both areas discharge through detention ponds.

Discharge sampling is not required for outfall 1 or 6, provided that effluent
levels determined for outfalls 2 and 5, respectively, are reported for these
outfalls.

5.6.6 Reporting

Annual Comprehensive Site Compliance Evaluation inspection reports and annual
Discharge Monitoring Reports will be submitted to the following location and
must be postmarked no later than January 28 for the previous report yea!-.

Chief, Industrial L4astewater Branch
Office of Pollution Control, Dept. of Environmental Quality
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289—0395
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5.9 Compliance Schedule

Activity Description Comolete by

Complete Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan and
submit to State April 1, 1993

Implement SWPPP, including construction of detention
ponds and drainage changes October 1, 1993

5.10 Record Keeping

5.10.1 Retention of Records: A NPDES Storm Water Pollution Prevention File
will be maintained at the plant. Records of all monitoring information,
including all calibration and maintenance records and all original strip chart
recordings for continuous monitoring instrumentation, copies of all reports
required by the General Permit, periodic inspection reports, annual compliance
evaluations, and records of all data used to complete the Notice of Intent
will be maintained in the file for a minimum of three (3) years from the date
of the measurement, report, or application.

5.10.2 Records Content: Records of monitoring information shall include:

a. The date, exact place, and time of sampling or measurements;

b. The initials or name(s) of the individual(s) who performed the
sampling or measurements;

c. The date(s) adn time(s) analysese were performed; and

d. Complete laboratory reports, including references or procedures
for analytical methods used, results of such analyses and blank,
duplicate, or method spike results.
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6.0 TRAINING

All plant employees shall receive training on the content of this plan.
Supervisors will each receive a copy and become thoroughly familiar with it
through traininci, discussion, and self study. Supervisors will train their
employees in the overall plan and in the specific needs of their work areas.

Training will, at a minimum, include programs to ensure that facility
personnel understand basic procedures for pollution prevention and good
housekeeping and are able to respond effectively to emergencies by
familiarizing them with emergency procedures, emergency equipment, and
emergency systems, including, as applicable to each employee’s job function:

* Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing facility
emergency and monitoring equipment;

* Key parameters for automatic waste feed cut-off systems;

* Communications and alarm systems;

* Response to fires or explosions;

* Response to ground—water or surface water contamination incidents;

* Shutdown of operations;

* Methods for the safe handling of hazardous materials;

* Procedures for coordination with local emergency response organizations;

* Use and location of medical supplies;

* Use of emergency response equipment and supplies appropriate to work areas;
and

* Emergency response procedures and plans contained within this SPCC and
Contingency Plan.

Refresher training will be provided at least annually. New employees will not
work in unsupervised positions until they have completed all training required
for those positions. Supervisors will provide training to their employees and
management will assure that supervisors are properly trained.

Employees with specific additional job related training needs will also be
given that training, such as hazardous waste handling training as required by
RCRA and State regulations, hazardous waste operating procedures for fuel
additive to the boiler, storm water pollution prevention, and waste water
operations.

This training may be coordinated and take place concurrent with Hazard
Communication and RCRA training, safety meetings, and annual updates.
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APPENDIX B

STORM WATER MANASEMENT
FACILITIES INSPECTION RECORD

BLANK FORM
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STORM I1JTER MiNfGEMENT
FñCILITIES INSPECTION RECORD

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.

I. INSPECTION

Frequency: *
Monthly

H
Quarterly AND after significant storms.

Look for damage, debris, or erosion that indicates or could cause
outlet structure, excessive sedimentation in ponds, erosion or loss
treated wood debris, sources of contamination or muddy water, damaged
general housekeeping.

malfunction of
of vegetation,
culverts, and

Plant: Grenada, MS

Inspector’s Name Initials

Year: 19 Page:

_____

LEGEND
o - Indicates OK
X - Indicates Problem

Note all problems, observations,
and actions taken in Section II
of Inspection Record on back.

J DATE (mid)-) j
T

—______

TIME (hr/mm)->

OUTFALL OOl**

I rOUTFALL 002

-Outlet Structure *

-Ponds &Inflow
;flitches

Outfall
3**

OUTFALL OOIi
*-Outlet Structure

-Ponds & Inf low
. HDitches

OUTFALL 005
-Outlet Structure

-Pond & Ditches ** 4
OUTFALL 006
-Outlet Structure

*
I_____

-Pond & Ditches

OUTFALL 006
-Outlet Structure

*

-Pond & Ditches
** I I_____

11

Enter observations and remedial actions on back of this form.
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APPENDIX C

STORM WATER DISCHARGE
EVALUATION AND CERTIFICATION

MISSISSIPPI WORKSHEET *2c
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Koppers Industries, Inc.

I N D U S T R I E S
Tie PIan MS 38960

Telephone: (601> 226-4584
FAX: (601) 226-4588

June 7, 1993

Mr. Jerry Banks
State of Mississippi
Dept. of Environmental Quality
Office of Pollution Control
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi

Dear Sir:

Please send ue a copy of proposed amendments that are available
concerning listing changes and hearing July 20, 1993 at Jackson.
I would be interested in those concerning the wood preserving
operations and drip pads.

Koppers Industries, Inc.
P.O. Box 160
Tie Plant, Mississippi
3860

Yonr cooperation is greatly appreciated.

,2)J p/
onald P. Murphey
Plant Manager
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Koppers Industries, Inc.

I N D U S T R I E S 4N 2 2 436 Seventh Avenue
‘93 Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

c9
Telephone: (412) 227-2001

Copp., ‘tP FAX: (412) 227-2423

January 18, 1993
via FEDERAL EXPRESS

Mrs. Elizabeth Bartlett
U. S. EPA Region 4
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Second Floor
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

Re: Koppers Industries, Irii. Grenada Plant, Industrial Boiler,
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mrs. Bartlett:

Thank you for talking to Ron Murphey and me by phone last
Wednesday and providing your general comments about Koppers
Industries, Inc. (Kil) RCRA Application for a permit under the
Boiler and Industrial Furnace (BIF) regulations. As I understood
you, the current situation is that the EPA finds Ku’s
application deficient in several areas and that a Notice of
Deficiency will be issued. Concerning our request for temporary
authorization to operate, the EPA will not grant that for the
boiler, but may be able to do so for storage of F032 waste only.
Authorization to store other wastes falls under the authority of
the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ).

Given this situation, Koppers requests that the EPA grant the
temporary authorization for storage of F032 wastes and proceed
with the preparation and issuance of the Notice of Deficiency.
The Grenada plant continues to generate F032 hazardous wastes
related to our ongoing wood preserving operations. Authorization
for storage will allow us to accumulate this waste for the
anticipated test burn which will be required to permit our
boiler. This material is now being disposed off-site prior to
being held over 90 days.

Permitting of the Grenada boiler to burn 1(11 generated hazardous
wastes remains a very high priority for us. The sooner we
receive your comments on our application, the sooner we can
modify and submit a complete application to you. As I told you,
KII has already invested a significant cost and effort into
upgrading our boiler to meet the RCRA standards, including
installation of a new stack, installation of a CO monitor, curb
and drainage control, and fencing. At the same time, we are
continuing to pay for off—site treatment and disposal of our
wastes. Land disposal restrictions for wood preserving wastes,
expected in 1993, will only add to these ongoing costs. Your
prompt response to our application will allow ICII to continue
making progress on this important project.
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Mrs. Bartlett, U.S. EPA January 18, 1993

I recognize your competing priorities, yet ask that, since you
have already done much of the application review, you complete
these steps for 1(11. Please do not hesitate to call me at

(12)227-2677 or Ron Murphey at (GO1)226-458 if you have any

questions, comments, or want to discuss this letter.

Sincerely,

Stephen T. Smith
Environmental Program Manager

cc: Jim Bassett, MS DEQ
David Peacock, MS DEQ
Ron Murphy, Grenada, MS
W. R. Donley, K-1750
R. S. Ohlis, K-1750
J. R. Batchelder, K-1701
Anaxis Duhon, Woodward Clyde Consultants, Baton Rouge, LA
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KOPPERS Koppers Industries, Inc.

I N D U S T R I E S Pittsburgh PA 1521 9-1800

TeIeptone: (412) 227-2001
Fax (412) 227-2423

September 8, 1992
via FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham
U. S. EPA Region 1*

RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Second Floor
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

---AND---

Wayne Stover
Hazardous Waste Division
Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289-0385

Re: Class 3 Permit Modification Application and Request for

Temporary Authorization to Operate, Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant, Industrial Boiler, MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Ketcham and Mr. Stover:

The public notice for Koppers application for permit modification

appeared in The Daily Sentinel Star, Grenada, MS on September 1,

1992. A copy of the paper is enclosed, along with a separate

copy of the notice from the paper, as proof of publication.

Koppers had made arrangements with the paper for this to be

published on August 27, but due to a mistake at the newspaper

office, publishing was delayed.

Notices were sent today to all persons on the facility mailing

list provided by Mississippi DEQ. I did not receive the mailing

list until last week while I was out of town. Therefore, today

was the soonest I could make the mailing. A copy of the mailing

list and of the notice are enclosed for your information.

I believe the appropriate end of the public comment period will

be November 1, 1992.

Please call at (412)227-2677 if you have questions.

Sincerely,

S ephen T. Smith
Environmental Program Manager
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Ms. Ketcham, U.S. EPA and Mr. Stover, MS DEQ September 8, 1992

cc with copy of notice and mail list:
Ron Murphy, Grenada, MS

cc with copy of notice only:
Jim Bassett, MS DEQ
Duane Headrick, MS DEQ
Jim Werling, Beazer East Inc., K-15O
W. R. Donley, K-1750
R. S. Ohlis, K-1750
J. R. Batchelder, K—1701
Anaxis Duhon, Woodward Clyde Consultants, Baton Rouge, LA

2



KOPPERS Koppers Industries, Inc.

I N D U S T R I E S 436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

TeLephone: (412) 227-2001

NOTICE OF PERMIT MODIFICATION REQUEST Fa (412) 227-2423

AND 60-DAY COMMENT PERIOD
KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.- GRENADA, MS.

August 27, 1992

This notice is to inform the public of the following facility’s
request for a Class 3 permit modification to it’s existing
hazardous waste permit and to announce the commencement of the 60
day public comment period for that permit modification.

GENERAL FACILITY INFORMATION

Facility Owner/Operator: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Location Address: -P.O. Box 160

Tie Plant Road
Tie Plant, MS 38960

PROPOSED MODIFICATION

Koppers Industries operates a wood preserving plant south of
Grenada, MS which produces primarily utility poles and railroad
ties. The plant has an existing permit from Mississippi
Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) to conduct post closure
care of a previously operated surface impoundment. A wood fired
boiler produces steam for the wood preserving process heating.
Waste materials from the wood preserving processes were
previously burned as a supplemental fuel in the boiler in
accordance with the facility air permit. The wood preserving
process wastes were recently listed as hazardous waste by the U.
S. EPA.

Koppers is a generator of hazardous waste resulting from the wood
preserving and coal tar processing operations. Treatment and
disposal of this waste poses a severe economic burdenon Kàppers.
Koppers is also buying boiler fuel for the Grenada plant boiler
for process heating requirements. The ability to utilize Koppers
generated hazardous waste as fuel will significantly reduce
treatment and disposal costs while also utilizing the fuel value
of those wastes. Since the boiler and storage facility are not
currently included in the RCRA permit, the permit needs to be
modified to allow these operations.

Additionally, Koppers is requesting temporary authorization to
operate. This would allow Koppers to burn hazardous waste fuel
in the boiler and store hazardous waste in the storage facility
while the permit modification is being evaluated by the EPA.

1
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NOTICE OF PERMIT MODIFICATION REQUEST
AND 60-DAY COME PERIOD

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.- GRENADA. MS.

PUBLIC MEETING

Koppers will hold a public meeting to provide information andanswer questions about this modification request and the proposedoperations. The meeting will include a visit to the boiler. Themeeting will be held on Thursday, September 17, 1992 at 6:00 P.M.at the Tie Plant Elementary School, Tie Plant, MS.

COMMENT PERIOD

Commensing on the date of this announcement, the EPA will acceptcomments on the requested permit modification for 60 days.Comments should be sent to the EPA contact listed below:

Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham
U. S. EPA Region 4
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Second Floor
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

INFORMATION SOURCES

Copies of the modification request and supporting documents willbe available for viewing and copying at the following locations:

Elizabeth Jones Public Library
1050 Fairfield Ave.
Grenada, MS

Koppers Grenada Plant
Tie Plant Road
Tie Plant, MS

Questions may be directed to the following contacts:

Koppers Industries, Inc. Ron Murphey 601-226-4584

U. S. EPA, Region 4 Elizabeth Ketcham 404-347-3433

MS DEQ Jim Bassett 601-961-5171

The permittee’s compliance history during the life of the permitbeing modified is available from the EPA contact person.

2
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I(OPPER5
I N D U S T R I E S 436 Seventh Avenue

____________________________

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

Telephone (412) 227-2001
Fax (412) 227-2423

August 21, 1992
via FEDERAL EXPRESS

Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham
U. S. EPA Region 4
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Second Floor
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

---AND---

Wayne Stover
Hazardous Waste Division
Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289-0385

Re: Class 3 Permit Modification Application and Request for
Temporary Authorization to Operate, Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant, Industrial Boiler, MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Ketcham arid Mr. Stover:

EnDlosed is an application for a Class 3 permit modification to
the Mississippi Hazardous Waste Management Permit, for which
Koppers Industries, Inc. (KIT) is listed as the owner and Beazer
East, Inc. (BEI) is the operator. The existing permit covers
post closure care and detection monitoring of the closed surface
impoundment. This application is to operate the existing wood
fired boiler as a hazardous waste fuel burner in accordance with
the Boiler and Industrial Furnace (ElF) regulations and to
operate the existing less than 90 day storage facility as a
permitted hazardous waste container storage facility. KIT is the
owner and will be the operator for these newly permitted units.

As required by 40 CFR 270.42(c) for Class 3 permit modifications,
the following information is provided:

1. Description of required changes to peit conditions.

The existing pel-mit covers only post closure care and ground
water monitoring for the closed surface impoundment. This
application requires that provisions he added covering the
operation of a hazardous waste fuel boiler (treatment) and
cf a hazardous waste container storage facility.

2. The requested modification is a Class 3 permit
rnc’difi Dation.
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Ms. Ketchajn, U.S. EPA and Mr. Stover, MS DEQ August 21, 1992

L_pjatjof why modification is fleeded.

Ku is a generator of hazardous waste resulting from the
wood Preserving and coal tar Processing operations
Treatment and disposal of this waste poses a severe economic
burden on Ku. Ku is also buying boiler fuel for the
Grenada plant boiler for process heating requirements The
ability to utilize xui generated hazardous waste as fuel
will significantly reduce treatment and disposal costs while
also UtIlizing the fuel value of those wastes. Since the
boiler and storage facility are not currently include3 inthe RC permit, the permit needs to be modified to allow
these operations

uired aPplicable information

The enclosed app1jcatjn package includes all informatic,n
reaujred by 40 CFR 270.13 through 270.22, 270.62, 270.63,
and 270.66, as applicable

xli is also requestijg that the EPA approve temporary
authorization in accordance with 40 CFR 2?O.42(e) to allow xii to
operate the ha2ardous waste fuel boiler and container storage
facility while this application is being reviewed. As the
permittee, KM must provide ustjficatjon to the Director for the
temporary authoi-izatjon as required in 40 CFR 27O.42(e)(2) and
(3L That ustificajon follows:

Actjvjtje to he qonducted.

Ku will receive and store hazardouc wastes from other xii
eDerating plants which can he burned for fuel value in the
Grenada plant boiier. Hazardous waste storage will be
conducted in the container storage facility, prior to the
wastes being transfered to the boiler for burning. Received
wastes and wastes generated at the Grenada plant, will he
mixed with the wood chip fuel and be burned to produce
process steam and to cogenerat electricity. Ash residue
resulting from combustion will be disposed off-site in
accordance with RCR haardous waste regulatjon5

JJsorary authorization necessary?

Auth:rjzajcri to burr, Ku generated wastes will allow
resun-rtici- of a waste management technique which xii has
teen utilizing since 982 and which was disrupted by the
EPA t isting of wood preservjn process wastes as hazardous
waste in June, i 9l. Ku has since been paying disposai
firms to treat and/Dr land dispose these wastes. To the
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Ms. Ketcham, U.S. EPA arid. Mr. Stover, MS DEQ August 21, 1992

extent that Ku can utilize our wastes as fuel, land
disposal of concentrated wastes is prevented, Ku limits its
liability for such off-site disposal, and operating costs
are significantly reduced.

Although Ku has extensive ongoing efforts to reduce our
waste generation quantities, some amounts of waste cannot be
recycled back into our processes and must be disposed.
Xli’s prefered disposal alternative is to recycle wastes for
energy recovery. KIT’s waste management priorities have
been and remain, (1) minimize generation, (2) recycling, (3)
energy recovery, and (4) off-site disposal. Temporary
authorization to operate will allow XII to continue
following this waste management strategy.

Currently, most of the waste n:w generated by 1<11 is not
subject to Land Disposal Restrictions. Thus, when this
waste is sent off-site for disposal, most of it. is land
disuosed without treatment. If burned in Xli’s boiler, the
hazardous constituents are destroyed by combustion, leaving
a nearly inert ash residue. Testing indicates that the ash
meets the LDR standards for KOOl and also the proposed
Concentration Based Exemption Criteria1 (CBEC) levels and,
thus, presents only minimal environmental risk when
disposed. Therefore, temporary authorization as requested
wii be protective of human healt.h and the environment.

Compliance with 40 CFR 264 standards.

KI hd originally intended. to achieve permit status as an
e:cisting unit in accordance with the BIF regulations. Due

missing the deadline for the permit modification request,
this was not possible. However, in the process, KIT
prepare3. a Precompliance Certification. The purpose of the
PreDorpliance Certification is to assure that a facility can
operate within the BIF standards prior to permitting and
trial burns. In order to accomplish this, conservative
estimates about emissions are made. Thus, if a facility
operates within the limits identified in a Precompliance
Certification, it is operating within the 40 CFR 264
standards.

Feera1 Register at 21450, Vol. 57, ND. 98, May 20, 190,
1azar::cus Waste Management. System; Identification and Listing cf
Ha:ar±Dus Waste, Proposed Rule.
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Ms. Ketcharn, U.S. EPA and Mr. Stover, MS DEQ August 21, 1992

Ku proposes that all hazardous waste storage and burningoperations will be conducted in accordance with thePrecDmpliance Certification during the period of temporaryauthorization. The Precompliance Certification wasoriginally submitted in August, 1991. Since then, 1<11 hasdecided to make certain modifications, including a higherstack, which have required that the PrecomplianceCertification he modified. Thus, 1(11 will comply with therevised Precompliance Certification, which is enclosed.

The Precompliance Certification includes waste feed ratelimitations needed to assure compliance with the emissionlimitations of the BIF regulations. Additionally, thecurrent air permit issued by Mississippi DEQ includes feedrate limitations. Any waste feed will be at the lowerallowed feed rate.

Any required physical plant improvements, including fencing,drainage control, and waste feed cutoffs will be installedand operational before hazardous waste is burned.

i:: will provide notice to all persons on the facility mailinglist and to appropriate units of the State and. local government.sconcerning this permit modification request and Xli’s request fortemporary authorization. Additionally, this notice wili bepublished in the local newspaper. This notice will be mailed andpnblishei within 7 days of this mailing date. Evidence ofmailing and publishing will be provided to you as soon aspi’zcical.

To the extent that some wood preserving wastes are not yet.hazardous in Mississippi, XII plans to continue burning thosematerials as fuel in our boiler in accordance with the existingair permit. We recognize that when Mississippi does enact t.heRCRA listing for F034 Hazardous Waste, operation of the BIF unitmust be in accordance with the BIF requirements.

I lod fcrwai-d to working cooperatively with you toward obtainingthe required RCPA permit modifications and temporaryauthorization. Please call at (12)227-2677 if you havequestions.

Sir. ccxc y.

-/ -
- .

‘cep:en T. Srith
Envirc.r!mert 1 Program Manager

II
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Ms. Ketcham, U.S. EPA and Mr. Stover, MS DEQ August 21, 1992

cc with attachments:
Jim Bassett, MS DEQ
Duane Headrick, MS DEQ
Ron Murphy, Grenada, MS
Jim Werling, Beazer East Inc. , K-15O

cc without attachments:
W. R. Donley, K-1750
R. S. Ohlis, K-1750
J. P. Batchelder, K-1701
Anaxis Duhon, Woodward Clyde Consultants, Baton Rouge, LA
Ken Komcroskj, Dickie, McCamie, and Chilcote

5
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CLASS 3 PERMIT MODIFICATION
FOR BOILER AND CONTAINER STORAGE

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.
GRENADA, MISSISSIPPI

Prepared for
Koppers Industries, Inc.

Grenada, Mississippi

August 1992

WCC File 91B432C-D

Woodward.Clyde Consultants
Consulting Engineers, Geologists, and Environmental Scientists

2822 O’Neal Lane, Baton Rouge, LA 70816
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Woodward-Clyde
Consultants

INTRODUCTION

This Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Class 3 permit modification is
submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA), Region IV by
Koppers Industries, Inc. (MI) for an operating permit for its tie manufacturing plant
located in Grenada, Mississippi. This permit application is for a container storage and
a boiler. The boiler became subject to RCRA regulations with the promulgation of the
boiler and industrial furnace (BIF) rule (56 FR 7134/40 CFR 266, Subpart H). The
waste stored in the container storage area at the Grenada plant became subject to
RCRA after June 6, 1991.

This application contains the Part A permit application, the Class 3 permit modification
requirements, regulatory citations and appropriate responses, figures, tables, referenced
plans and documents. Appendices are identified sequentially.

Regulatory requirements are addressed in a citation-response format with the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) citation in bold-face type and the appropriate corresponding
Ku response in normal type. If a CFR section or part does not apply to this application,
it is stated that the section or part is not applicable and why it is not applicable.

ii Revision I
KOPPERS/91B432C/432M0D.INT

08.21-92



0 0I{OPPER5
Koppers Industries, Inc.

I N D U S T R I E S
436 Seventh Avenue

PittzburQh, PA 15219-1800

via FEDERALT’:April 2, 1992

Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham
U. S. EPA Region 4
RCRA and Federal Facilities BranchSecond Floor
345 Courtland Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

David Peacock
Hazardous Waste DivisionDepartment of Environmental QualityP.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289-0385

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, Industrial Boiler,MSD 007 027 51,3

Dear Ms. Ketcham and Mr. Peacock:
As you are aware, Koppers Industries, Inc. (KU) previouslysubmitted a Part A RCRA application and precornpliancecertification for the industrial boiler and associated storagefacility in Tie Plant, MS in order to continue burning hazardouswastes as fuel in accordance with the BIF regulations. Itrecently was pointed out by EPA that, because the closed surfaceimpoundment is a permitted unit, that Ku should have submitted aClass 3 permit modification request by February 21, 1992. As youknow, Beazer East, Inc. is the operator of the now closed surfaceimpoundment arid is also the former owner and operator of the woodpreserving facility. Beazer East holds the permit for thesurface impoundment and KU was not, and is not, responsible forthat impoundment except as a subsequent owner of the property.Ku believes that the regulations do not prohibit allowing someunits to remain in interim status while other units on theproperty are RCRA permitted and that, in this case, having theboiler and storage facility remain in interim status is thelogical way to proceed. A meeting with the EPA has beenrequested as soon as possible to discuss their differinginterpretation. A date has not yet been set to meet.

Until the RCR. permitting status is finally resolved, Ku mustproceed as though the facilities are in interim status to meetthe BIF time schedule. Thus, Ku has ordered a stack monitor, anew boiler stack will be installed, and facility improvementssuch s drainage curbing and fencing are being installed.
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Ms. Ketcharn, U.S. EPA and Mr. Peacock, MS DEQ April 2, 1992

We have also determined that some wastes now being commerciallydisposed from Ku’s tar plant in Stickney, Illinois (nearChicago) can be effectively used as fuel in this industrialboiler. Thus, enclosed please find a revised RCRA Part Aapplication which now includes these additional wastes.
A revised Precornpliance Certification will also be submitted soonwhich includes revisions providing for increased stack height andburning of Ku’s tar plant wastes.
Our consultant, Woodward Clyde, is preparing a test burn protocolwhich will be submitted when ready. At this point, we anticipateconducting the test burn in late June. The test burn protocolwill consider wood preserving wastes and the tar plant wastes.

Ku remains very interested in meeting with you to resolve thepermitting issues in a mutually acceptable manner. Please callme as soon as possible with a proposed meeting date. Please callat (12)227-2677 if you have questions or to set a meeting date.
Sincerely,

%&
Stephen T. Smith
Environmental Program Manager

cc: Jim Bassett, MS DEQ
Ron Murphy, Grenada, MSW. R. Donley, K-1750
R. S. Ohlis, K-1750
J. R. Batchelder, K-1701Anaxis Duhon, Woodward Clyde Consultants, Baton Rouge, LAKen Komoroski, Dickie, McCamie, and ChilcoteJim Werling, Beazer East Inc., K-11e50
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The Plant deals with the preservation of wood products utilizing pressure treatment
process. The preservation process utilizes pentachiorophenol and coal tar baseproducts. Beazer East,, Inc. does not coercially operate at this facility.The facility industrial boiler accepts wastes froi corporate affiliates only (captive
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EXAMPLE FOR COMPLETING ITEM Xii (shown In fin, numbers X- land X-2 b,low), A facility has two storage tink:, one tank can
bold 200 gallons and the other can held 400 gallons.. Th. facility also his an Incineraterthat can burn up to 20 gallons p•r hour.Line A. PROCESS 8. PROCESS DESIGN CAPAC1YV C. PROCESS on o,,ciej.

Number CODE
TOTAL

UU ONLY
(from IIt I AMOUNT (specify) 2. UNfl’ OF NUMBERabove)
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10

11

12
— — — — —

— — — — — — — —
NOTE, IT you need to tIs.t more than 72 process codes, attach an addhional sheet(s) with the Information In the same TomaT as
above. Number the lines seguentlalfr, taking into ecceunt any In., that will be used leradditlonal treatment processes In Item
Xiii.

XIII. Addtionai Treatment Processes (follow Instructions from Item Xii)
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4 PROCESS
CODE

Line
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B. TREATMENT PROCESS
DESIGN CAPACIfl’

1. AMOUNT
(speci1’)

C. PROCESS
TOTAL

NUMBER
OF UNITS2. UNIT OF

MEASURE
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1 1°I 800 01011

0. DESCRIPTJdN OF PROCESS

Combustion (treatment) of wastes as fuelin industrial wood fired boiler.

EPA F:rrn 27D0-23 (cl—cc)
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XVIII. CertflcMTon(s)

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all attachments were prepared under my direciIon orripervlslon In accordance we1lh a syslem designed to assur. that qualified personnel properly gather andr’a!uate the information submitted. Based on myingully of the person or persons who manage the system, orttcse persons d/recfty responsible for gathering the Information, the Information submitted Is, to be the best ofny knowle de arid beIlef true, accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties forstmltllng false information, Including the possibility of line and imprisonment for knowing kloiatlons.Orner/Operataii iF-I (lI) •..- jDaeSn.d- 4-- -
‘--‘•-‘-—•— I;r C”faI True (l)’pO or

i R. Batchelder, Vice President, Environmental and Technical
Operator #2 (Beazer)

IDaI.S4d
i / q

4 arz caI Thi (?pe or print)
R. G. Hamilton, yice President, Environmental

. C mrn e rta

s:: ATrAcHED COIENTS.

‘e a; c:—;:.r.- c . a’ergare EPA R.;fcna! or Sla:. Ofc,. fruit fe !rs.jctIcn, !t me,. Jn(cnnstIon)

— —i(_ 13.31

An.eh to this appJkaLlorl a topographic map aith. area ..ndIng to lisa’ one mile beyond prop.rPy boundaries. The map.,uU show the eiir1n. of She I.eJlIry, the lecattoie of .aeh oils editing arid proposed intak, and discharge ruur.a, each of Nal1Zardous wait. t.atm.nf itorage, or disposal taeSIiV.t, and each waR w*ere K kij.7 fluids und.rgroun lneiud. all r*?gs,Mr.,. and ether airface waf•r bed!., bi thu map area. S.. h uloria for precise r.quk.m.nta.

.511 editIng iacIIftl.s mu Includes scale &,ofn of the facilITy (so. kiuons for more detail).

.. •..•S:£I .dzting facllftles mud Include photographs (serial or ground4.rl) that ci.aI4’ delineate aft .dsdng ruurea editing itorage,
C.atm.rlt and dlpog! areas; and sites of hinn. itorage, frestmwit or disposal areas (a.. InWns1en. let more detail).— —
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EPA ID No. MSD 007 027 543

HAZARDOUS WASTE PENIT
PART A APPLICATION

CO14ENTS

As stated on page 2, block VIII, the facility owner is KoppersIndustries, Inc. There are two operators at this facility, asexplained below:

OPERATOR *1

KOPPERS INDUSTRIES, INC.
436 Seventh Avenue, K-1701
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
(412)227-2001

Status of Operator #1: P

Operator #1 (Koppers) is the operator of two hazardous wasteunits on the facility, the hazardous waste storage unit (801) andan industrial boiler utilizing hazardous waste as fuel (T04).Koppers is the current owner and operator of the wood preservingbusiness on this site.

OPERATOR #2

BEAZER EAST, INC.
436 Seventh Avenue, K-11e01
Pittsburgh, PA 15219
(412)227-2430

Status of Operator *2: P

Operator *2 (Beazer) is the operator of four inactive units onthe facility, a former surface impoundment closed as a landfill(1)80), a boiler ash landfarrn closed as a landfill (D80), and twowaste piles (S03) which contain soil resulting from on-siteconstruction activity and which was placed in the piles prior toJune 6, 1991.

Operator *2 is not involved in the operation of the containerstorage facility (SQl) or the industrial boiler (T04) and,therefore, all obligations under the relevant statutes andregulations pertaining those units, including but not limited toany and all financial assurance requirements, are solely those ofOperator #2..
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Consultants

§270.14 Contents of Part B: General requirements.

(a) Part B of the permit application consists of the general information

requirements of this section, and the specific information requirements in

§270.14 through 270.29 applicable to the facility. The Part B information

requirements presented in §270.14 through 270.29 reflect the standards

promulgated in 40 CFR Part 264. These information requirements are

necessary in order for EPA to determine compliance with the Part 264

standards. If owners and operators of HWM facilities can demonstrate that

the information prescribed in Part B can not be provided to the extent

required, the Director may make allowance for submission of such information

on a case-by-case basis. Information required in Part B shall be submitted to

the Director and signed in accordance with requirements in §270.11. Certain

technical data, such as design drawings and specifications, and engineering

studies shall be certified by a registered professional engineer.

Response:

Koppers Industries, Inc. (MI) understands and acknowledges the requirement of this

section of the regulation. Relevant information will be provided together with this

submittal. A registered professional engineer will certify certain technical data and

drawings as required.

(b) General information requirements. The following information is required for

all HWfvI facilities, except as Section 264.1 provides otherwise:

(1) A general description of the facility.

Response:

JUl wood treating plant is located in Tie Plant, Mississippi approximately 6 miles

southeast of Grenada, Mississippi along Highway U.s. 51. The facility physical address

is Tie Plant Road, Tie Plant, Mississippi, 38960.

91B432C/432M0D.RSP KOPPERS 2-1 08-13-92
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JUl wood treating process involves pressure treating various wood products like railroad
ties and utility poles with pentachlorophenol or creosote. The process is conducted in
batch in a steam heated pressure chamber. Residues consisting of preservative, wood
sugars, resins, sawdust, and trash accumulate in the wood preserving process as sludge.
This sludge has heat value between 7,000 to 12,000 Btu/lb and therefore is a useful fuel
supplement for the boiler. Before using the waste or sludge as supplementary fuel, they
are placed in 55-gallons drums which are stored inside the container storage building.
When the waste will be used as supplementary fuel to the boiler, the necessary 55-gallon
drums will be brought to the waste feed area. Once in there, they will be opened and
their contents placed in a small hopper and mixed with some of the sawdust as necessary
for feed consistency. The mixture of waste and sawdust will then be mixed with the
primary fuel, wood chips, on the feed conveyor. This mixture is then conveyed into the
boiler as fuel.

The Grenada plant steam boiler uses clean fuel derived primarily from the wood chips
and sawdust. The supplementary fuel added to the wood chips is the wood treating
waste or sludge generated by the process as well as waste from other Ku’s facilities.

(2) Chemical and physical analyses of the hazardous waste to be handled
at the facility. At a minimum, these analyses shall contain all the
information which must be known to treat, store, or dispose of the
wastes properly in accordance with Part 264.

Response:

Detailed information on the hazardous waste handled at the Grenada plant is provided
in the Waste Analysis Plan included in Appendix A.

(3) A copy of the waste analysis plan required by §264.13(b) and, if
applicable §264.13(c).

91B432C/432M0D.RSP KOPPERS 2-2 08-13-92
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Response:

A copy of the Waste Analysis Plan is included in Appendix A.

(4) A description of the security procedures and equipment required by
§264.14, or a justification demonstrating the reasons for requesting a
waiver of this requirement.

Response:

Required security procedures and equipment are discussed in the SPCC and
Contingency Plan included in Appendix C.

(5) A copy of the general inspection schedule required by § 264.15(b).
Include where applicable, as part of the inspection schedule, specific
requirements in § § 264.174, 264.193(i), 264.195, 264.226, 264.254,
264.273, 264.303, 264.602, 264.1033, 264.1052, 264.1053, and 264.1058.

Response:

A copy of the Inspection Plan is included in Appendix B.

(6) A justification of any request for a waiver(s) of the preparedness and
prevention requirements of Part 264, Subpart C.

Response:

Ku is not requesting for a waiver of the preparedness and prevention requirements of
Part 264, Subpart C.

(7) A copy of the contingency plan required by Part 264, Subpart D. Note:
Include, where applicable, as part of the contingency plan, specific
requirements in § §264.227, 264.255, and 264.200.

91B432C/432M0D.RSP KOPPERS 2-3 08-13-92
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Response:

A copy of the SPCC and Contingency Plan is included in Appendix C.

(8) A description of procedures, structures, or equipment used at the
facility to:

(i) Prevent hazards in unloading operations (for example, ramps,
special forklifts);

Response:

Hazardous waste arrives at the plant in 55 gallon drums by trucks and rail cars.
Containers are unloaded with a front-end loader equipped with drum handlers. As
containers are unloaded, they are visually inspected for leaks and/or damage. Leaking
drums are either overpacked or the contents transferred to another drum and the
leakage cleaned up and processed on-site. The container storage area has two entrances
with ramps to facilitate loading and unloading operations.

Hazardous waste is used as fuel additive to the boiler. Drums containing waste are
emptied into a small hopper by a front-end loader equipped with drum handlers.
Hazardous waste is then mixed with wood chips in the hopper and fed to the boiler by
a conveyor system.

(ii) Prevent runoff from hazardous waste handling areas to other
areas of the facility or environment, or to prevent flooding (for
example, berms, dikes, trenches);

Response:

The container storage area is in an enclosed structure to prevent run-on to the storage
area and run-off from the storage area. Construction details of the container storage
area are shown in Figure 1.

91B432C/432M0D.RSP KOPPERS 2-4 08-13-92
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The boiler is in an enclosed structure so that run-off is prevented. Any material spilled
in the building will be contained in the building. The area in which the hopper used for
mixing waste and wood chips is located is currently not curbed. Kil plans to construct
curbing around this area to contain run-off from the area including the contents of the
tank plus a 25-year 24-hour rainfall event. See also SPCC and Contingency Plan,
Appendix C.

(iii) Prevent contamination of water supplies;

Response:

The container storage area and the boiler are located on aboveground concrete slabs
and in enclosed structures preventing the vertical migration of hazardous waste or waste
constituents. These units do not penetrate the ground and do not require groundwater
monitoring.

(iv) Mitigate effects of equipment failure and power outages;

Response:

The container storage area is located in an enclosed structure to control and contain any
releases as a result of equipment failure or power outages.

The boiler is also located in an enclosed structure to control and contain releases as a
result of equipment failure or power outages. The boiler is equipped with automatic
waste feed cut-off devices in the event operating parameters are exceeded or there is
a power outage.

The plant maintains spill control equipment and procedures in the event of a spill or
release outside of the units to be permitted (see SPCC and Contingency Plan,
Appendix C).

(v) Prevent undue exposure of personnel to hazardous waste (for
example, protective clothing), and

91J3432C/432M0D. RSP KOPPERS 2-5 os-13-92
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Response:

While handling hazardous waste, personnel are required to wear protective clothing such
as gloves, uniforms, tyvek suits, hard hats, steel toed shoes, safety glasses, and/or
goggles. Further, containers are kept closed unless waste is being added, removed,
sampled, or transferred to another container or into the process.

(vi) Prevent releases to atmosphere.

Response:

As indicated previously, while waste is being stored containers are kept closed unless
waste is being added, removed, or sampled.

Air emissions from the boiler are continuously monitored. If emission limits exceed
established operating conditions, the waste feed is automatically cutoff.

The hopper used for the mixing of the waste and sawdust will be kept closed except
when waste is added. In addition, at ambient temperature, the wastes has very low
vapor pressure.

(9) A description of precautions to prevent accidental ignition or reaction
of ignitable, reactive, or incompatible wastes as required to
demonstrate compliance with §264.17 including documentation
demonstrating compliance with §264.17(c).

Response:

Based on a through knowledge of the wastes and processes that produce them, the
wastes produced by Ku wood preserving processes are not incompatible with each other
nor are they normally ignitable, corrosive, or explosive. Further, the container storage
building and the waste feed system to the boiler are separated from sources of ignition
or reaction such as: open flames, smoking, cutting and welding, hot surfaces, frictional
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heat, sparks (static, electrical, or mechanical), spontaneous ignition *e.g., from heat-
producing chemical reactions), and radiant beat.

(10) Traffic pattern, estimated volume (number, types of vehicles) and
control (for example, show turns across traffic lanes, and stacking
lanes (if appropriate); describe access road surfacing and load bearing
capacity; show traffic control signals).

Response:

The Grenada plant is located off of U.S. Highway 51, approximately 2 miles south of
Grenada, Mississippi in Grenada County. Main access to the facility is from U.S.
Highway 51 onto Tie Plant Road which leads directly to the facility. The plant can also
be entered from the north by Tie Plant Road.

The nearest traffic count stations to the plant on U.S. Highway 51 are located
approximately 2 miles north of the plant in the town of Grenada and approximately 2
miles south of the plant between Glenwild and Elliot. Traffic count information for
Grenada County is shown in Figure 2.

U.S. Highway 51 is a north-south oriented 2-lane highway constructed of concrete and
asphalt. Carrolton Road and Tie Plant Road are asphalt county roads.

(11) Facility location information;

(1) In order to determine the applicability of the seismic standard
[264.18(a)] the owner or operator of a new facility must
identi1’ the political jurisdiction (e.g., county, township, or
election district) in which the facility is proposed to be
located.

[Comment: If the county or election district is not listed in
Appendix VI of Part 264, no further information is required
to demonstrate compliance with §264.18(a).]
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Response:

The plant is located in Grenada County in the State of Mississippi. No counties in the
State of Mississippi are listed in Appendix VI of Part 264. Therefore, as allowed under
§270.14(b)(11)(i) no further information is required to demonstrate compliance with the
seismic standard of §264.18(a).

(ii) If the facility is proposed to be located in an area listed in
Appendix VI of Part 264, the owner or operator shall
demonstrate compliance with the seismic standard. This
demonstration may be made using either published geologic
data or data obtained from field investigations carried out by
the applicant. The information provided must be of such
quality to be acceptable to geologists experienced in
identifying and evaluating seismic activity. The information
submitted must show that either:

Response:

Not applicable. Since the county in which the plant is located is not listed in Appendix
VI of Part 264, further compliance with the seismic standard is not required.

(iii) Owners and operators of all facilities shall provide an
identification of whether the facility is located within a 100-
year floodplain. This identification must indicate the source
of data for such determination and include a copy of the
relevant Federal Insurance Administration (FIA) flood map,
if used, or the calculations and maps used where an FIA map
is not available. Information shall also be provided
identifying the 100-year flood level and any other special
flooding factors (e.g., wave action) which must be considered
in designing, constructing, operating, or maintaining the
facility to withstand washout from a 100-year flood.
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Response:

The attached FEMA community panel number 280060 0125 B dated December 1, 1978
(Figure 3) shows that only a small portion of the site is in the 100-year floodplain. None
of the facilities being permitted are located in the 100-year floodplain.

[Comment: Where maps for the National Flood Insurance
Program produced by the Federal Insurance Administration
(FIA) of the Federal Emergency Management Agency are
available, they will normally be determinative of whether a
facility is located within or outside of the 100-year floodplain.
However, where the FIA map excludes an area (usually areas
of the floodplain less than 200 feet in width), these areas must
be considered and a determination made as to whether they
are in the 100-year floodplain. Where FIA maps are not
available for a proposed facility location, the owner or
operator must use equivalent mapping techniques to
determine whether the facility is within the 100-year
floodplain, and if so located, what the 100-year flood elevation
would be.]

(iv) Owners and operators of facilities located in the 100-year
floodplain must provide the following information:

Response:

Not applicable. The faciliites being permitted are not located in the 100-year floodplain.

(12) An outline of both the introductory and continuing training programs
by owners or operators to prepare persons to operate or maintain the
HWrV1 facility in a safe manner as required to demonstrate compliance
with §264.16. A brief description of how training will be designed to
meet actual job tasks in accordance with requirements in
§264.16(a)(3).
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Response:

A description of their training program is included in Section 5 of the SPCC and
Contingency Plan, Appendix C.

(13) A copy of the closure plan and, where applicable, the post-closure plan
required by § § 264.112, 264.118, and 264.197. Include, where
applicable, as part of the plans, specific requirements in § § 264.178,
264.197, 264.228, 264.258, 264.280, 264.310, 264.351, 264.601, and
264.603.

Response:

A copy of the closure for the boiler and a separate copy of closure plan for the
container storage are provided in Appendices D and E, respectively.

(14) For hazardous waste disposal units that have been closed,
documentation that notices required under §264.119 have been filed.

Response:

Not applicable, this permit information is being submitted for the boiler and container
storage area facilities to be added to the existing permit.

(15) The most recent closure cost estimate for the facility prepared in
accordance with §264.142 and a copy of the documentation required
to demonstrate financial assurance under §264.143. For a new facility,
a copy of the required documentation may be submitted 60 days prior
to the initial receipt of hazardous wastes, if that is later than the
submission of the Part B.
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Response:

Closure estimates for the boiler and container storage area are provided in the
respective closure plans included in Appendices D and E. A copy of the documentation
required to demonstrate financial assurance is included in Appendix F.

(16) Where applicable, the most recent post-closure cost estimate for the
facility prepared in accordance with §264.144 plus a copy of the
documentation required to demonstrate financial assurance under
§264. 145. For a new facility, a copy of the required documentation
may be submitted 60 days prior to the initial receipt of hazardous
wastes, if that is later than the submission of the Part B.

Response:

Ku does not have any on-site disposal facilities requiring post-closure care as defined
in Section 264.144 and 264.145. Thus, this requirement is not applicable.

(17) Where applicable, a copy of the insurance policy or other
documentation which comprises compliance with the requirements of
§264.147. For a new facility, documentation showing the amount of
insurance meeting the specification of §264.147(a) and, if applicable,
§264.147(b), that the owner or operator plans to have in effect before
initial receipt of hazardous waste for treatment, storage, or disposal.
A request for a variance in the amount of required coverage, for a new
or existing facility, may be submitted as specified in §264.147(c).

Response:

A copy of the insurance certificate for liability coverage is included in Appendix F.
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(18) Where appropriate, proof of coverage by a State financial mechanism
in compliance with §264.149 or §264.150.

Response:

Proof of insurance coverage by a state financial mechanism is not required since
financial insurance is provided by a private financial mechanism.

(19) A topographic map showing a distance of 1000 feet around the facility
at a scale of 2.5 centimeters (1 inch) equal to not more than 61.0
meters (200 feet). Contours must be shown on the map. The contour
interval must be sufficient to clearly show the pattern of surface water
flow in the vicinity of and from each operational unit of the facility.
For example, contours with an interval of 1.5 meters (5 feet), if relief
is greater than 6.1 meters (20 feet), or an interval of 0.6 meters (2
feet), if relief is less than 6.1 meters (20 feet). Owners and operators
of HWM facilities located in mountainous areas should use large
contour intervals to adequately show topographic profiles of facilities.
The map shall clearly show the following:

Response:

A map of the required scale is not available; therefore, Koppers requests a variance
from this requirement. The required information for 40 CFR 270.14(b)(19) is shown
in maps and figures as indicated below.

(i) Map scale and date.

Response:

All maps have a scale and a date.
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(ii) 100-year floodplain area.

Response:

A flood insurance rate map showing the location of the facility is included as Figure 3.
This figure shows that only a small portion of the site is in the 100-year floodplain.
None of the units being permitted are located in the 100-year floodplain.

(iii) Surface waters including intermittent streams.

Response:

Surface water including intermittent streams in the vicinity of the facility are shown in
Figure 4.

(iv) Surrounding land uses (residential, commercial, agricultural,
recreational).

Response:

Surrounding land uses are shown in Figure 4.

(v) A wind rose (i.e., prevailing wind-speed and direction).

Response:

Wind rose is shown in Figure 5.

(vi) Orientation of the map (north arrow).

Response:

All maps and figures show the orientation with a north arrow.
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(vii) Legal boundaries of the HWM facility site.

Response:

The legal boundaries of the site are described in the Part A and shown in the site map
in Figure 6.

(viii) Access control (fences, gates).

Response:

Access control features are shown in Figure 6.

(ix) Injection and withdrawal wells both onsite and offsite.

Response:

The location of withdrawal and ingestion wells, as provided by the U.S. Geological
Survey are shown in Figure 7. Information on these wells is provided in Table 1.
Onsite monitoring wells are shown in Figure 6.

(x) Buildings; treatment, storage or disposal operations; or other
structure (recreation areas, runoff control systems, access and
internal roads, stonn, sanitary, and process sewerage systems,
loading and unloading areas, fire control facilities, etc.).

Response:

Surface features in the vicinity of the facility are shown in Figure 4. Surface features
at the site are shown in Figure 6.

(xi) Barriers for drainage or flood control.
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Response:

Surface drainage is shown in Figure 6. There are no site requirements for flood control.

(xii) Location of operational units within the HWM facility site,
where hazardous waste is (or will be) treated, stored, or
disposed (include equipment cleanup areas).

Response:

Locations of hazardous waste units are shown in Figure 6.

(20) Applicants may be required to submit such information as may be
necessary to enable the Regional Administrator to carry out his duties
under other Federal laws as required in §270.3 of this part.

Response:

KU understands that it may be necessary to submit additional information as required
in 40 CFR 270.3.

(21) For land disposal facilities, if a case-by-case extension has been
approved under §268.5 or a petition has been approved under §268.6,
a copy of the notice of approval for the extension or petition is
required.

Response:

Ku does not treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste in land disposal facility.
Therefore, the requirements of this section are not applicable to Ku.

91B432C/432M0D.RSP KOPPERS 2-15 08-13-92



0 0
Woodward-Clyde
Consultants

(c) Additional information requirements. The following additional information
regarding protection of groundwater is required from owners or operators of
hazardous waste facilities containing a regulated unit except as provided in
§264.90(b) of this chapter:

* * *

Response:

Ku does not treat, store or dispose of hazardous waste in any regulated unit except as
provided in 264.90(b) and is therefore not subject to the requirements of this section.

(d) Information requirements for solid waste management units.

* * *

Response:

Ku does not treat, store, or dispose of hazardous waste in any regulated unit except as
provided in 264.90(b) and is therefore not subject to the requirements of this section.
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§270.15 Specific Part B information requirements for containers.

Except as otherwise provided in §264.170, owners or operators of facilities that store
containers of hazardous waste must provide the following additional information:

(a) A description of the containment system to demonstrate compliance
with §264.175. Show at least the following:

(1) Basic design parameters, dimensions, and materials of
construction.

Response:

The container storage building has dimensions of 78 feet by 34 feet. The base of the
building is paved with reinforced concrete and is surrounded by a 6-inch concrete curb.
The detailed construction drawings of the containers storage area are presented in
Figure 1.

(2) How the design promotes drainage or how containers are kept
from contact with standing liquids in the containment system.

Response:

Once inside the building, the drums are placed on boards to prevent contact with
standing liquids. In addition, the roof and walls of the container storage building keep
out rainfall.

(3) Capacity of the containment system relative to the number
and volume of containers to be stored.
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Response:

The container storage building can store up to 636 drums. This corresponds to a
maximum volume of 35,000 gallons. The total containment volume in the building is
9,822 gallons.

(4) Provisions for preventing or managing run-on.

Response:

The roof walls and curb in the container storage building prevent run-on.

(5) How accumulated liquids can be analyzed and removed to
prevent overflow.

Response:

As mentioned previously, the roof walls and curb in the container storage building
prevent accumulation of rainwater inside the building. If any leaked or spilled liquid
accumulates in the container storage building, it will be removed and the area cleaned
as soon as possible. Liquids can be removed using wet/dry vacuum and/or sorbents.

(b) For storage areas that store containers holding wastes that do not
contain free liquids, a demonstration of compliance with §264.175(c),
including:

(1) Test procedures and results or other documentation or
information to show that the wastes do not contain free
liquids; and
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Response:

Not applicable because all containers will be handled as if they had free liquids.

Containers without free liquids are not expected to be managed at the facility.
However, if any container without free liquids is managed at the facility, it will be
handled with the same protocol as those containing free liquids.

(2) A description of how the storage area is designed or operated
to drain and remove liquids or how containers are kept from
contact with standing liquids.

Response:

Drums are placed on boards to minimize contact with standing liquids. In addition, the
roof and walls of the container storage building keep out rainfall.

(c) Sketches, drawings, or data demonstrating compliance with §264.176
(location of buffer zone and containers holding ignitable or reactive
wastes) and §264.177(c) (location of incompatible wastes), where
applicable.

Response:

Based on a thorough knowledge of the wastes and the processes that produce them, the
wastes produced by MI wood preserving processes are not incompatible with each other
nor are they normally ignitable, corrosive or explosive. In addition, Figure 6 shows the
location of the container storage building is more than 50 feet from the property line.

(d) Where incompatible wastes are stored or otherwise managed in
containers, a description of the procedures used to ensure compliance
with §264.177(a) and (b), and 264.17(b) and (c).
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Response:

Based on a thorough knowledge of the wastes and the processes that produce them, the
wastes produced by Ku wood preserving processes are not incompatible with each other
nor are they normally ignitable, corrosive or explosive.
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§270.22 Specific Part B Information requirements for boilers and industrial furnaces
burning hazardous waste.

[The second 270.22 was added by 56 FR 7206, February 21, 1991]

(a) Trial burns

(1) General. Except as provided below, owners and operators that
are subject to the standards to control organic emissions
provided by §266.104 of this chapter, standards to control
particulate matter provided by §266.105 of this chapter,
standards to control metals emissions provided by §266.106 of
this chapter, or standards to control hydrogen chloride or
chlorine gas emissions provided by §266.107 of this chapter
must conduct a trial burn to demonstrate conformance with
those standards and must submit a trial burn plan or the
results of a trial burn, including all required determinations,
in accordance with §270.66.

Response:

KIT will conduct a trial burn to demonstrate conformance with the standards provided
by 266.104, 266.105, 266.106, and 266.107 of this chapter. The Trial Burn Plan is found
in Appendix F.

(I) A trial burn to demonstrate conformance with a
particular emission standard may be waived under
provisions of §266.104 through 266.107 of this
chapter and paragraphs (a)(2) through (a)(5) of this
section; and

Response:

This section is not applicable. KIT is not seeking to waive the trial burn.
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(ii) The owner or operator may submit data in lieu of a
trial burn, as prescribed in paragraph (a)(6) of this
section.

Response:

This section is not applicable. KR is not seeking to waive the trial burn.

(2) Waiver of trial burn for DRE

* * *

Response:

This section is not applicable. KIT is not seeking to waive the trial burn.

(3) Waiver of trial burn for metals. When seeking to be pennitted
under the Tier I (or adjusted Tier I) metals feed rate
screening limits provided by §266.106(b) and (e) of this
chapter that control metals emissions without requiring a trial
burn, the owner or operator must submit:

* * *

Response:

This section is not applicable. KIT is not seeking to waive the trial burn for metals.

(4) Waiver of trial burn for particulate matter. When seeking to
be permitted under the low risk waste provisions of
§266.109(b) which waives the particulate standard (and trial
burn to demonstrate conformance with the particulate
standard), applicants must submit documentation supporting
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conformance with paragraphs (a)(2)(ii) and (a)(3) of this
section.

Response:

This section is not applicable. Ku is not seeking to waive the trial bum for particulate
matter.

(5) Waiver of trial burn for HC1 and Cl2. When seeking to be
permitted under the Tier I (or adjusted Tier I) feed rate
screening limits for total chloride and chlorine provided by
§266.107(b)(1) and (e) of this chapter that control emissions
of hydrogen chloride (HC1) and chlorine gas (Cl2) without
requiring a trial burn, the owner or operator must submit:

* * *

Response:

This section is not applicable. Ku is not seeking to waive the trial burn.

(6) Data in lieu of trial burn. The owner or operator may seek an
exemption from the trial burn requirements to demonstrate
conformance with § §266.104 through 266.107 of this chapter
and §270.66 by providing the information required by §270.66
from previous compliance testing of the device in conformance
with §266.103 of this chapter, or from compliance testing or
trial or operational burns of similar boilers or industrial
furnaces burning similar hazardous wastes under similar
conditions. If data from a similar device is used to support
a trial burn waiver, the design and operating information
required by §270.66 must be provided for both the similar
device and the device to which the data is to be applied, and
a comparison of the design and operating information must
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be provided. The Director shall approve a permit application

without a trial burn if he finds that the hazardous wastes are

sufficiently similar, the devices are sufficiently similar, the
operating conditions are sufficiently similar, and the data
from other compliance tests, trial burns, or operational burns
are adequate to specify (under §266.102 of this chapter)
operating conditions that will ensure conformance with
§266.102(c) of this chapter. In addition, the following

information shall be submitted:

* * *

Response:

This section is not applicable. Ku is not seeking exemption from the trial burn
requirements.

(b) Alternative HC limit for industrial furnaces with organic matter in raw

materials. Owners and operators of industrial furnaces requesting an
alternative HC limit under §266.104(1) of this chapter shall submit the
following information at a minimum:

* * *

Response:

This section is not applicable. Ku is not seeking an alternative HC limit.

(c) Alternative metals implementation approach. When seeking to be
permitted under an alternative metals implementation approach under
§266.106(f) of this chapter, the owner or operator must submit

documentation specifying how the approach ensures compliance with
the metals emissions standards of §266.106(c) or (d) and how the
approach can be effectively implemented and monitored. Further, the
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Koppers Industries, Inc.
P0. Box 160

Plant, MS 38960

From: Mark T. Good
Environmental Supervisor
Koppers Industries, Inc.

RE: Organic Air Emissions Standards for Hazardous
Waste Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Dear Mr. Banks,

Enclosed you will find our documentation regarding the above
subject. As you can tell from our testing at our Feather
River, CA plant, our facility at Grenada, MS is in
compliance with the above standard. The test results from
that test has been adopted into our “Waste Analysis Plan.”
And it is kept as a permanent record at oursite.

If there are any questions, please contact me at (601)226—
4584.

Sincerely

Mark T. Good
Koppers Industries, Inc.

Enclosure

cc: R.P. Murphey, Plant Manager, Grenada, MS
Steve Smith, K-l800

0 0

July 28, 1992

To: Jerry B. Banks, P.E.
Chief, RCRA Section

226-4584
226-4588
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WASTE ANALYSIS PLAN, KOPPERS INDUSTflIES, INC. July 20, 1992

AIR EMISSIONS TEST RESULTS

The following memo from Marvin Miller reports results of testing
for air emissions at a creosote wood preserving plant, the
Feather River Plant in Oroville, CA. This plant uses “Clean
Creosote” which is higher in naphthalene that other creosote
formulations and, therefore, would have a higher vapor pressure.
For wood preserving plants, the test conditions represent the
worst case or conditions where vapor emissions would be expected
to be the highest. At the time a treated wood charge is removed
from the cylinder, it is still hot with some emissions visible.

The emission testing consisted of obtaining readings with an HNU
photo ionization unit over the treated wood within the visible
plume area, at the open door of the creosote cylinder with hot
creosote still pooled in the bottom, and at points around the
cylinder where creosote drips or residues were present.

Based on this testing, it is clear that a creosote wood
preserving plant does not have the potential for a “leak” as
defined in 40 CFR 24 or 265, Subpart BB in which a reading of
10,000 ppm or greater defines a leak. Thus, testing of suspected
leaks at a Koppers wood preserving plants is not needed.

2-3
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TO: STEVE From: MARVIN MILLER

Location: K1800 Location: FEATHER RIVER PLANT

Subject: HNU READINGS Date: JULY 16, 1q92

On Monday, July 13, 1992, we took readings with an HNU
photo ionization unit at the 4 cylinder. This cylinderuses clean creosote. At the end of the cycle is a steamflash.

We tested at the down wind side’of the door and as the chargewas removed and after it was on the drip track.

Several readings were at 20 ppm, one reading reached 50 ppm.A couple were in the 30—35 range. Most of the readings were1—10 ppm. Placing the probe about one inch from a pole
gave a 6 ppm reading. This HNU was calibrated with Isobutylenegas a few minutes before use.
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Mr. Sam Mabry, Director
Hazardous Waste Division
Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, Mississippi 39289-0385

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc., MSD 007 027 543
Compliance Evaluation Inspection Report

Dear Mr. Mabry:

Enclosed please find a copy of the report of the Compliance Evaluation Inspection conducted at
Koppers Industries, Inc., on March 10, and April 15, 1992, by representatives of the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality.
Koppers Industries, Inc. was found to be in violation of the following Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act regulations:

40 CFR § 262.34(a) Koppers Industries, Inc. stored hazardous waste for more than
ninety (90) days without the proper permit.

40 CFR § 265.171 Koppers Industries, Inc., failed to transfer hazardous waste
from a leaking container to a container in good condition.

Both of these violations result from the listing of F032, waste pentachiorophenol or waste creosote
from a facility that used pentachlorophenol in the past, a listing in the Wood Preserver Rule, partially
promulgated under the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA). Mississippi has neither
adopted this rule, nor has it been authorized to enforce this portion of HSWA in lieu of EPA.
Therefore, EPA will assume responsibility for enforcement response to these violations.

If you have any questions or comments concerning this report, please contact Dann Spariosu at (404)
347-7603.

Sincerely yours,

John E. Dickinson, P.E.
Chief RCRA Compliance Section
Office of RCRA and Federal Facilities

Enclosure

Printed on Recycled Paper
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Mr. Ronald P. Murphey
Plant Manager
Koppers Industries, Inc.
Tie Plant Road
Tie Plant, Mississippi 38960

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc., MSD 007 027 543
Compliance Evaluation Inspection Report

Dear Mr. Murphey:

Enclosed please find a copy of the report of the Compliance Evaluation Inspection conducted at your
facility on March 10, and April 15, 1992, by representatives of the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency and the Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality. Koppers Industries, Inc. was found
to be in violation of the following Resource Conservation and Recovery Act regulations:

40 CFR § 262.34(a)

40 CFR § 265.171

Koppers Industries, [nc. stored hazardous waste for more than
ninety (90) days without the proper permit.

Koppers Industries, Inc., failed to transfer hazardous waste
from a leaking container to a container in good condition.

If you have any questions or comments concerning this report, please contact Dana Spariosu at (404)
347-7603.

John E. Dickinson, P.E.
Chief, RCRA Compliance Section
Office of RCRA and Federal Facilities

Enclosure

C
UNiTED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IV

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30365

JUL U i.r2

4WD-RCRA

CERTThED MAth
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESD

Sincerely yours,

I

Printed n Rec,c eu ‘ac’e
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\ KEYSTONE
ENVIRONMENTAL R ESOURUF;S, INC.

3000 Tech Center Drive
Monroeville PA 15146
412 825-9600
FAX 412 825-9699

Ref. No. 176935-01

July 20, 1992

Mr. Samuel Maybre, Director
Mississippi Department of Natural Resources
Bureau of Pollution Control
2380 Highway 80 West
Jackson, Mississippi 39204

Dear Mr. Maybre:

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc.
Grenada Plant
EPA ID # MSD 007 027 543

On behalf of Beazer East, Inc. (Beazer), Keystone Environmental Resources, Inc.
submitted to the Mississippi Department of Natural Resources on June 22, 1992 a
Waste Pile Closure Plan for the above-referenced facility.

Figure 1, which was included in the Waste Pile Closure Plan, showed the incorrect
location for one of the waste piles. A revised Figure 1 is enclosed indicating the
correct location and should replace Figure 1 in the June 22nd Waste Pile Closure
Plan submittal. The location of this waste pile has not moved but has been
incorrectly shown on past drawings.

If you have any questions, please call Jim Werling, Beazer, at 412/227-2189.

Sincerely,

David L. King
Project Manager

DLK:erh H- 1426

Enclosure

cc: J. Batchelder - Ku
R. Murphey - Ku Plant Manager, Grenada
J. Werhng - Beazer
T. Faye - Beazer
D. Calland - Babst, Calland, Clements & Zomnir, P.C.

A CHESTER Environmental Company



KOPPER5
Koppers Industries, Inc.I N D U S T R I E S 436 Seventh Avenue

____________________________

Pittsburgh, PA 1521 9-1 800

Telephone (412) 227-2001June 9 1992 Fax: (412) 227-2423

via FEDERAL EXPRESSMs. Elizabeth Ketcham
U. S. EPA Region 4
RCRA and Federal Facilities Branch
Second Floor
345 Courtiand Street
Atlanta, GA 30365

---AND---

David Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division
Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289-0385

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, Industrial Boiler,MSD 007 027 543

Dear Ms. Ketcham and Mr. Peacock:

As we discussed yesterday, I am writing to acknowledge receipt ofEPA’s May 21, 1992 letter to Koppers Industries, Inc. (1<11) whichrestated EPA’s position and to present KIT’s future plansconcerning burning of wastes in the boiler. 1<11 does not plan tofurther question EPA’s determination that KIl’s industrial boilerlost interim status due to not submitting a Class 3 permitmodification in February, 1992, but we do reserve our rights todo so if needed to defend against any future enforcement action.

Following a reevaluation of our expected future waste generationrates and associate costs, KIT has decided to proceed withobtaining a RCRA permit to operate the industrial boiler at theGrenada plant as a hazardous waste facility under the BIFregulations. As a first step, please accept the Part A RCRAApplication submitted on August 21, 1991 as the Class I permitmodification request. That Part A was later revised in November1991 and, most recently, was revised and submitted with my letterto you on April 2, 1992. This latest part A includes operationof the existing storage building as a Container Storage Facilityand of the boiler as Hazardous Waste Treatment (combustion)Facility. It includes waste streams not included in earliersubmittals and accurately reflects Ku’s planned operation.

KIT has requested that Woodward Clyde Consultants proceed withthe preparation of a RCP.A Class 3 Permit Modification, which isnow underway. We are planning to submit this document in July.I anticipate this modification request format to include threeseparate sections, 1) an update of the General Information, asneeded, 2) specific information for container storage, and 3)specific information for boilers and industrial furnaces. The
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intentjfln is that this format will facilitate ermjttjn cfdifferent units by different agenci and/or Permitting ofdifferent units at different times.

At the time the permit modification is submitted, a we plan toinclude a request for temporary authorization to operate inaccordance with O CFR Section 27O.42(e) Supportj
ustifjcation for this request will he ±nclude.

Although we recognize that no hazardous waste may be burned inthe boiler except in accordance with the PIp Permitting
requirements KIl is Proceeding with certain boiler improvementswhich will he required in the future. These include installationof a taller stack, a Continuous emission monitor, and a curb andfence around the waste handling areas.

Finally to the extent that some wood preservjg wastes are nothazardous in Mississippi KIl plans to continue burning thosematerials as fuel in our boiler in accordance with the existingair permit. We recognize that when Mississippi does enact theRCRA listing for F034 Hazardous Waste, operation of the ElF unitmust be in accordance with the BIF requirements

I lock forward to working cooperatively with you toward obtainingthe required RC permit modifications Please call at (412)227-2677 if you have questjon

Sincerely,

te hen T. Smith
Envjrorental Program Manager

cc: Jim Bassett, MS DEO
Duane Headrick, MS DEQ
Ron Murphy, Grenada, MS
ttf. R. Donley, K-1750
R. S. Ohlis, K-1750
J. R. Batchelder, K-1701
Anazjs Duhon, Wocdwarf Clyde Consultants Baton Rouge, LAKen Komoroski, Dickje, McCarnie, and Chilcote
Jim Werljng, Beazer East Inc., K-145Q
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IV

345 COURTLAND STREET. N.E.
ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30365 RE CE IV E 0

4RC

AY 2 i2
M4y 2 1 1992 ot l!v

cri of tutlorI Contrt
-CERTIFIED MAIL

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Steven T. Smith
Program Manager — Environmental
Koppers Industries, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219-1800

RE: Burning of Hazardous Waste in Wood Burning Boiler
Koppers Industries, Inc., Tie Plant (Granada), Mississippi
EPA 1.0. Number MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Smith:

The purpose of this letter is to inform Koppers Industries,
Inc. (“Ku”) of receipt by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (“EPA” or the “Agency”) of the April 23, 1992, letter sent
by Mr. Kenneth S. Komoroski, Esq. on behalf of KII, and to
provide you with EPA’s response. The April 23, 1992, letter was
the product of a meeting on April 7, 1992, between
representatives of EPA and KII. The purpose of the meeting was
to discuss EPA’s determination that Ku had lost interim
authorization to burn hazardous waste in the industrial boiler at
the Ku plant in Tie Plant, Mississippi. As you may recall, in
support of Ku’s contention that Ku was not bound by the
requirements of 40 C.F.R. §270.42(g)(1)(iv), Mr. Komoroski
offered to provide EPA with a written statement of position
outlining Ku’s regulatory interpretation. The letter of
April 23, 1992, was that written statement of Ku’s position.

Notwithstanding KII’s rationale as outlined in
Mr. Komoroski’s letter of April 23, 1992, it remains EPA’s
position that the requirements of 40 C.F.R. §270.42(g)(1)(iv) are
applicable to the circumstances at Ku’s facility at Tie Plant,
Mississippi. Therefore, and to restate the position stated by
EPA in the April 7, 1992, meeting and in my letter to you dated
April 14, 1992, if Ku wishes to burn hazardous waste in the
boiler at the Tie Plant facility then the existing permit must be
modified to include the boiler as a new unit. To achieve that
end, KII is once again encouraged to submit to the Agency a Class
3 permit modification request for its Tie Plant facility.

If you have specific question concerning procedures for
submitting the appropriate permit modification request, please

Printed on Recycied Paper
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contact Ms. Elizabeth Ketcham of the RCRA Permitting Section at
(404) 347-3433. Questions regarding compliance and enforcement
should be directed to Mr. Dann Spariosu of the RCRA Compliance
Section at (404) 347—7603; for legal issues please contact
Mr. Gregory D. Luetscher of the Office of Regional Counsel at
(404) 347—2641, ext. 2242. Thank you.

Sincerely yours,

G. Alan Farmer
Chief, RCRA Branch
Waste Management Division

cc: Sam Mabry, MDEQ
Kenneth S. Komoroski, Esq.
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DIcKIE, McCAMEY & CHILCOTEtL.:.
A PRoFEssIONAL CoRPoRATIoN

SurrE 400
s.. f c’Two PPG P1cE

‘-I,Pn’rsauRoH, PA
15222-5402

7 1; 1--TEL.412/281-7272
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FAX. 4121392-5367DAVID B. FAwcErr

DAVIYJ.ASTRONG April 23, 1992 Direct Dial: 412/392—5401RICHARD D. KLAuS
THEODoRE 0. STRUK
HERMAN C. KIMPEL
WILBUR McCoy OTTO
CLAYTON A. SWEENEY
HERBERT BENNETT CoNNER
RICHARD S. D0RFZAUN
DANIEL P. STEFRO
lAMES?. MALONE. 111 G. Alan Farmer1.1. RICHARD DUNLAP
EUGENE F. SCANLON, Jp..
CHAELESW. KENRIcK Chief, RCRA BranchIOHN EDWARD WALLAMEsR. MILLER Waste Management DivisionI’AUL W. RoMAN, JR.
loupt S.D. CHEIST0F. II United States Environmental ProtectionTEWARTM. PLAN
STUARTW. BENSON, III
THOMAS?. LUTZ Agency - Region IVI. LAWSON JOHNSTONusANK.WRIOwr 345 Courtland Street, N.E.STEPHEN R. MLINAcDAVID M. NEUHART Atlanta, GA 30365GE0R0E B. McORANN
ROBERT F. WAGNER
ROBERT W. HAsilNas
RoBERT’). MARINO
STEpHENM.H000HTON RE: Koppers Industries, Inc., Grenada, MississippiLARRY A. SILVERMAN
ARTHUR L.ScHWARZWAELDEE Our File No. : 00001FRANK M. GIANOLA
LEONARD A. COSTA. JR.
KENNETH S. MROZ
STEVEN B. LAKcN0K
lAMES D. STEADEB
INORID MEDZIUS LUNDBERG
FREDERICEW. BODE. 111 Dear Mr. Farmer:IEFFREY T. WILEY
lICNARD C. P0LLEY
CHRIsTINE A. WARD
STEPHEN C. KITER

On April 7, 1992, representatives of the United States
GLORIA N. FUEHRRR
WILLIAM 0. CLIFPOED
ROBERTO. DELGRECO.JE Environmental Protection Agency, Region IV (“EPA”) met withIUDITH F. OLsoN
tDMUNOL.OLSZEW5XI.JE, representatives of Koppers Industries, Inc. (“Ku”) toDoRoThy A. DAVIS
CHARLESG.BEOWN discuss issues relative to the status of Ku’s wood
WILLIAM CAMPBELL RIES
RICHARD I. FRDRE0wIcz
IOHNC.áONTI treating plant located at Grenada, Mississippi (“thet. JOHN AROENTO

plant”) and, in particular, storage and treatment ofDAVID). OBERMEIRR
LELANDP.SCHERMER hazardous wastes. Ku has been operating a hazardous waste
IOHN W. LEwIS, 11
I’RTER T. S1’INSoNTH0MASH. MAY storage unit at the plant under interim statusRAY F. MIDDLEMAN
GEORGE MONROE SCHUMANN
GEOROERANDALFOX.JIJ requirements. Additionally, Ku has managed a boiler atIRAN M.CRRE SINM0ND5MAHCYR.WIN5CHEL the plant as an interim status treatment device inEuGENE 0. BERRY

anticipation of hazardous waste management in the boiler,ANTHONY). WILLI0TT
GEOEOEP.KACHULIS scheduled to commence as early as Summer, 1992. EPA has
1OHN T. PION
lJUNTER A. McORARY, JRMICHAEL1. SWEENEY expressed concern relative to the continued interim statusWILLIAM 4. CONWELLDIANE). CHRISTEL of the storage and boiler operations.BONNIE?. WEBSTER
GREGoRY A. GROSS
JoSEPH L. LUVARA
ANDREW 0. KIMBALLW.ALANTORRANcE.JR. At the meeting, we described the transaction betweenHOWARD A. CHAJS0N
MARCRLLEM.ThEIS Beazer East, Inc. (“Beazer”), formerly Koppers Company,
BRIAN T. MUST
DAVID S. BLOOM Inc. and Ku. Briefly restated, Koppers Company, Inc. wasKENNEIN S. K0MOR0SEL
ALYS0NJ.KIRLEIS a large, diversified corporation when it was acquired byS. JANE ANDERSON
I0HNC.CARLOS Beazer PLC in 1988. Beazer sold the coke, tar refining and
t. Scorr CAMPRERL
WILLIAM M. THOMSON
BAERYI. FRIEDMAN wood treating businesses to a management group in a highlyP,UL S. MAZESKI
HARRY?. KUNSELNAN leveraged buyout. The management group incorporated asANTHONYI. RASH
PETER A. ANTOS
CHRISTOPHEEPASSODELIS.JR Koppers Industries, Inc. Beazer retained the environmentalKIMBERLY 0. ROBERTS
EU0ENRA.GI0TTO liabilities as they existed at the time of the buyout.VINCENT ScAOUONR, JR.

With particular regard to the Grenada plant, Beazer
I’AMELA ENGLAND Hay
JOHN K. MCCARTHY
AMELALEELEYERN retained exclusive responsibility for the surfaceMAUREEN K0wALSEI

impoundment located there. Ku never operated the surface
MICHAEL F. NRR0NR
CRAIG M. LEE impoundment and Beazer has closed that unit.ANN MICHAILENKO WII.sON
CHRISTOPHER A. BRODMAN
STEVEN W. ZOFFER

OF COUNSEL
J. LAWRENCE MCBRIDE
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Prior to the sale of assets to the management group,Beazer requested separate EPA identification numbers forthose plants where Beazer would continue to haveresponsibility for hazardous waste management units. EPAdeclined to issue separate identification numbers for theGrenada plant. An amended Part A permit application wassubmitted which shows Ku as the owner by virtue of havingacquired ownership of the plant. Beazer is shown as theoperator, as it was when it owned the plant. Beazercontinues to provide all necessary information, funding,financial assurance, groundwater monitoring, etc. for thesurface impoundment. At each plant acquired by 1(11 fromBeazer, Beazer handles the units with regard to agencynegotiations, compliance with environmental requirementsand other liability issues. Beazer’s exclusive interest isto close each unit so as to ultimately terminate itsresponsibilities at each location.

Meanwhile, Ku’s focus is the operating facilitieswhich it acquired. Ku had identified the boiler at theGrenada plant as the best location and equipment availablefor in—house management of hazardous wastes. In connectiontherewith, Ku has operated its drum storage area andboiler as interim status units. The rationale foroperation of a drum storage unit and a boiler unit underinterim status follows.

The general provisions of RCRA contain a roadmap forcompliance determinations. Appendix I to Part 260 --Overview of Subtitle C Regulations states that the owner oroperator must comply with interim status standards untilfinal administrative disposition of his permit applicationis made. A Part A application was submitted by Beazer andlater amended to continue to show Beazer as the operatorand Ku as the new “owner” of a surface impoundment. APart B permit application has not yet been requested orsubmitted by Ku.

In 1991, two significant amendments to RCRA occurredwhich impacted the Grenada plant. On June 6, 1991, newRCRA hazardous waste listings became effective whichdefined certain wood preserving wastes utilizingpentachlorophenol as P032 hazardous wastes. Other woodtreating wastes from processes utilizing creosote and CCAprocesses were also listed, but do not become effectiveuntil adoption by the authorized state. On August 21,1991, regulations for the burning of hazardous waste inboilers and industrial furnaces (“the BIF rule”) becameeffective. Thus, in a period of less than three months,
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G. Alan Farmer
April 20, 1992
Page 3

Ku’s plans to burn hazardous waste in its Grenada boilerwere impacted by the P032 listing and then the BIF rule.

As indicated in the Part 260 “roadinap”, Part 265 ofRCRA sets forth the interim status obligations relative tohazardous waste management units. These interim statusconditions were expressly provided for in the ResourceConservation and Recovery Act at Section 3005(e):

Any person who ... is in existence on theeffective date of statutory or regulatory changesunder this chapter that render the facility subject tothe requirement to have a permit under this sectionand ... has made an application for a permit underthis section shall be treated as having been issuedsuch permit until such time as final administrativedisposition of such application is made

Because of the RCRA regulatory changes described above, Kuwas a “person” who was in existence on the effective dateof regulatory changes. According to the statute, Ku is tobe treated as having a permit until EPA makes a finaldisposition of Ku’s application. Ku’s obligation tosubmit an application was fulfilled by submission of thejoint Part A form. As we have learned, EPA has suggestedthat Ku’s Part B application was due six months after theBIF regulatory changes.

However, EPA’S suggestion ignores the term “person”which is contained in the statute. EPA is also making anunnecessarily strict interpretation of the statute andregulations by requiring that units which exist oncontiguous property under the ownership of a single personmust always be either interim status facilities orpermitted. Ku and Beazer are clearly separate persons.While Beazer has undergone several name and ownershipchanges, it is an independent corporation owned by theUnited States subsidiary of Hansen PLC. Ku is acompletely separate corporation.

Moreover, Beazer and Ku are conducting differentregulated activities at the plant. Beazer’s sole RCRAactivity at the plant relates to the closed surfaceimpoundment; an activity which is so distinct, a separatestatutory provision was enacted to address it. Section3005(j) of RCRA contains special provisions relating onlyto interim status surface impoundments and which requiredclosure of such units unless they met landfill standards.(See also, 40 C.F.R. §270.2(c)(5)). As a result, virtually
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all surface impoundments were required to be closed byNovember 8, 1988. Beazer closed the surface impoundmentprior to Ku’s acquisition of the site and pursued thenecessary permit to address closure and post-closure.
On the other hand, Ku’s focus is the operatingfacilities it acquired. As indicated in filings with theEPA, Beazer is the operator of the surface impoundment andKu is the operator of the drum storage unit and boiler.It is readily apparent that Beazer’s closure and post-closure activities for a surface impoundment are completelydistinct from the activities of Ku as a generator andoperator of a drum storage unit and boiler.

When we contacted the RCRA Hotline relative to thisissue, we were advised that separate operators at the samesite could operate independently; one under interim statusand the other under a permit. (This opinion was confirmedduring a telephone call from Ku’s consultant to EPA RegionVI, asking the same question.) The Hotline staffer citedParts 265 and 270 of the RCRA regulations as basicauthority and could find no contrary regulations or otherEPA guidance to the contrary. On the other hand, we wereprovided a reference to an NTIS publication of an EPAMonthly Report as support for the separate operatorapproach. In that Monthly Report, the SignificantQuestions and Resolved Issues section contains ahypothetical which concludes that “Corporation B” and“Corporation C”, which are each wholly owned subsidiariesof “Corporation A”, must apply for a separate EPAidentification number, even though they are each located atthe same site because they are “different peopleconduct[ing) different regulated activities on a site ....“(See question I.A.4. in attached monthly report.)

As noted above, we are aware that Region IV decidednot to issue a new and separate identification number toKu at the time of the sale of certain assets from Beazerto Ku. There was no formal challenge to this decision atthe time for a variety of reasons. However, EPA could haveissued separate identification numbers and in fact wasencouraged to take this approach.

Returning to Part 265, the scope and applicabilityprovisions state that:

The standards of this part apply to owners andoperators of facilities that treat, store or disposeof hazardous waste who have fully complied with the
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requirements for interim status under section 3005(e)of RCRA and §270.10 of this chapter until either apermit is issued under section 3005 of RCRA or untilapplicable part 265 closure and post-closure
responsibilities are fulfilled

40 C.F.R. §265.1(b). Clearly contemplated was the optionof closing certain facilities, with or without a permit.Thus, just as clearly contemplated was continued operationof units at locations where other units were closed. Thereis no indication in the statute or regulations that themandatory closure of surface impoundments would necessitatethat other more viable units, especially those not evenbecoming subject to the regulations until years later,would need to be permitted at the same time asreconciliation of surface impoundment closure issuesthrough use of the permit process.

EPA used the terms “person” and “owners or operators”interchangeably in its preamble discussion accompanying thepromulgation of the RCRA regulations. (See, e.g., 45 Fed.Reg. 33158—33159, May 19, 1980, Section III A.) EPAchanged the term “owner/operator” which was contained inthe proposed RCRA regulations to “owner or operator” in thefinal version. EPA stated in the preamble accompanying thefinal rule that the change was made because, inter alia,EPA recognized that compliance obligations can be distinctbetween owners and operators. (, 45 Fed. Reg. 33169-33170, May 19, 1980). Thus, EPA has an incentive and amechanism to apply differential treatment to differentoperators or persons involved in separate regulatedactivities.

As appropriately cited by the Hotline staffer, Part270 of the RCRA regulations is read in conjunction withPart 265 in making the transition from interim status tofull permit status. As noted therein, a Part A applicationsubmittal qualifies a person for interim status. Part 270states that a person operating under interim status mustalso comply with Part 265 and Part 266. 40 C.F.R.§270.1(b). Section 270.1(c) describes an acceleratedpermitting requirement for closed surface impoundments, asdistinct from other types of units. Section 270.1(c)(4)Permits for less than an entire facility states:

EPA may issue or deny a permit for one or moreunits at a facility without simultaneously issuing ordenying a permit to all of the units at the facility.The interim status of any unit for which a permit has
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not been issued or denied is not affected by theissuance or denial of a permit to any other unit atthe facility.

This Part 270 section, which is reached in a traditionalRCRA analysis before leaping to Part 266, makes clear thatpermitted and interim status facilities can co—exist.

Now turning to Part 266, Subpart H regulates HazardousWaste Burned in Boilers and Industrial Furnaces. Section266.102(d)(3) provides for the interim status operation ofboilers. In its draft letter to Ku, Section266.103(a)(l)(iii) was only partially cited by EPA. Thesection reads:

If a boiler or industrial furnace is located at afacility that already has a permit or interim status,then the facility must comply with the applicableregulations dealing with permit modifications in §270.42 or changes in interim status in § 270.72 ofthis chapter.

The interim status elements of Section 270.72 allow for theaddition of, inter alia, newly listed wastes, newlyregulated units, changes in ownership or operationalcontrol and changes necessary to comply with closurerequirements without terminating the interim status of thesite. Reading Section 270.72 in connection with Part 265provides for continued interim status operation of theboiler and drum storage operations without reference toSection 270.42. In fact, Section 270.42 appears to beinapplicable to Ku because it refers, not to owner oroperator, but, to the “permittee.” It would be a strainedinterpretation of the regulations to call Ku the“permittee” merely because it acquired a closed surfaceimpoundment operated exclusively by another company on theproperty on which Ku acquired a wood treating facility.Thus, Ku strongly believes that it is entitled to continueto operate its boiler and drum storage area under interimstatus requirements and no Class 3 modification was due.

Finally, Ku is aware that EPA has considered adifferent interpretation than that which is describedabove. If EPA insists that Ku cannot continue to operateits boiler and drum storage area until a Part B applicationis reviewed and a permit is issued, Ku would be forced toeither continue to rely on its interpretation (and possiblycontend with an enforcement action brought by the sameagency from which it ultimately seeks a hazardous waste
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permit) or start from scratch as a “new” facility. While
1(11 believes that the former situation is legally
appropriate, it does not wish to assume this risk and the
possible expenses associated with litigation of this issue.
If EPA cannot agree to either (a) allow Ku to continue to
operate under interim status (while Beazer operates under a
separate permit) or (b) accept a “late” Class 3
modification, the Ku Grenada boiler project would be
reevaluated in light of the additional cost, time and risk
elements.

Ku appreciates this opportunity to explain its
situation and dilemma. We would appreciate your response
as to the ongoing viability of the Ku Grenada plant boiler
project.

Sincerely,

Ke neth S. Komoroski
KSK/dsn
Enclosure
cc: Gregory Luetscher, Esquire

Sam Mabry, MDEQ
James R. Batchelder
Steve Smith
Ron Murphy
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

_____

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20460
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MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Final Monthly Report - RCRA Superfund IndustryAssistance Hotline and CEPP Hothmne Report furFebruary 1988

FROM: Thea McManus.
Office of Solid Waste (WH-362)

Hubert Watters. Office of Emergency and ,

Remedial Response (WH-548B)

TO: See List of Addressees

This report is prepared and submitted for EPA Contract So.b8-O1—7371.

I. StNIFICANT QUESTIONS AND RESOLVED ISSUES - February 1988

A. RCRA Program

1. Used Oil Marketer

Corporation A owns both Corporation B and Corporation C.Corporation B qenerates an off-specification used oil. TheState in which Corporation B generates the used oil does notallow burning of the oil. Therefore. Corporation B ships theused oil to a sister corporation. Corporation C. CorporationC burns the used-oil for energy recovery. Is Corporation B amarketer as specified in 40 CFR 266.43(a)?

A marketer as defined in Section 266.43(a) is Nany
person who markets used oa.l fuel...marketers includegenerators who market used oil fuel directly to aburner.... Even though no funds are exchanged duringthe transaction Corporation B is marketing the used oilfuel to Corporation C. There are no exclusions whichstate that used oil given to a sister corporation isexcluded from regulation, or that marketing require. anexchange of funds. Thus. Corporation B must comply withthe regulations which pertain to marketers (Section266.43). Corporation C is also a burner.

Source: Sarah Carney (202) 382-7932
Research: Craig Campbell
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C o
2. Corrective Action and Permits

If a release of hazardous waste or hazardous constituentsfrom a. solid waste management unit (SWM(fl is identified afterthe issuance of a permit, can EPA reopen the permit andmodify it to include additional investigation and orcorrective measures? Does the “permit as a shield” provisionin 40 CFR 270.4(a) protect the facility from such acttununtil the permit comes up for reissue?

Permits issued prior to November 8, 1984, the date ofenactment of the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments,cannot be reopened to establish a Section 3004(u)corrective action program until reissuarwe. Permitsissued after November 8, 1984, address releases from allsolid waste management units (SWMUs) at the facility.During the permitting process EPA conducts a RCRAFacility Assessment (RFA) to determine whether there hasbeen a release from any SWMU located within thefacility’s bo.ndaries. The RFA also determines whetherany further investigations or corrective measures arenecessary. EPA will then develop a custom-madecorrective action program which will be incorporatedinto the permit. ost permits currently being issuedcontain .i reopener clause for newly identified releasesafter permit issuance. Absent such a reopener clause,if the Director receives information about a newrelease, then the authority under Section 270.41(aH2)could be employed. Section 270.41(aH2) states thatwhen the flirector has received new information that “wasnot available at the tame of permit issuance (other thanrevised regulations Isee Se:tiori 270.41(a)(3) I.guidance, or test methods) and would have justified theapplication of different permit conditions at the timeof issuance” the permit may be modified during itsterm.

The “permit as a shield” provision in Section 270.4 doesnot provide a shield when new information such asmentioned above is obtained after permit issuance. The“permit as a shield” provision applies to star’dards thatare established in the permit which ‘annot bearbitrarily changed by the Director during tie term ofthe permit. Section 270.41(a)(3) allows a permit to bemodified during its term due to amended standards orregulations at the request of the permittee (see 52 FR45793). Section 270.41(a)(3) also allows the Director
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2. Corrective Action and Permits (Cont’d)

to modify the permit when the standards and regulations on
which the permit was based have been changed by statute or
amended standards or regulations such as the land disposal
restrictions in 40 CFR Part 2b8.

Source: Matt Hale (202) 382-4740
Dave Fagan (202) 382-4497

Research: Deborah Mckie

3. Clean Closure of Interim Status Surface Impoundment and Waste
Pile

A waste pile and surface impoundment, both interim status.
were clean closed in 1985 per Section 265.228 and Section
265.258. Closure was certified as per Section 2b5.115. Will
the baste pile and surface impoundment site require ground-water monitoring?

According to the December 1, 1987, Codification Rule (52
FR 45788), owners/operators of surface impoundments and
waste piles that received waste after July 2, 1982, or
certified closure after Jan”ry 26. 1983, must have
post-closure permits unless they demonstrate that the
mclean closure met Part 264 standards (Section
.70.t (c

Sections 270.1(c)(5) and (6) outline the procedures for
determining if the closure met Part 264 standards (i.e.,
equivalency determination). If equivalency is shown,
then the surface impoundment and waste pile will not be
rtquired to have a post-closure permit. If, on the
other hand, the Agency decides equivalency was not met.
a post closure permit will be required. The post
closure permit would have to address applicable Part 264
Ground-water monitoring, unsaturated zone monitoring
corrective action and post-closure care requirements.

These requirements also apply to Jandfills and land
treatment units.

Source: Sharon Frey (202) 475-6725
Research: Cheryl 1cNabb

4. Identification Numbers

Corporation A owns a large site. Corporation B. a wholly
owned subsidiary of Corporation A, is a permitted treatment
facility on the site. Corporation B has an identification
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4. Identification Numbers (Cont’d)

number associated with this site activity. Corporation C.another wholly owned subsidiary of Corporation A, is alsolocated on this site and will be generating hazardous waste.Should Corporation C use the identification number which isassociated with the site, although a different Corporation,or is Corporation C required to obtain its own identificationnumber?

Section 262.12 requires a generator to have an EPidentification number before treating, storinq,disposing of, transporting, or offering fortransportation, hazardous waste. The definit ion ofgenerator. in Section 260.10 as keyed to both person andsite: “any person by sate whose act or process produceshazardous waste.... The definition of person in.Section 260.10 is an individual, trust1 firm, jointstock company, Federal agency, corporation (including agovernment corporation), partnership, association.State. municipality, commission, political subdivisionof a State, or any interstate body. The definition ofindividual generation sate in 40 CFR Section 260.10 is“the contiguous site at or on which one or morehazardous wastes are generated. An individualgeneration site, such as a large manufacturing plant,may have one or more sources of hazardous waste but iscrnsidered a single or individual generation site, ifthe site or property is contiguous.

In this situation Corporation B arid Corporation C aretwo distinct entities (i.e., persons). They must eaehapply for a separate EPA identification number. Eventhough identification numbers are usually site-specific, where different people conduct differentregulated activities on a site, a person conducting eac1aregulated activity must obtain an EPA identificationnumber. This does not preclude an EPA Regional officeor State from issuing the same number to two persons.
Source: Diane Regas (202) 382-7706Research: Craig Campbell

3. Land Disposal Restrictions

The November 7, 1986 Federal Register (51 FR 40372) codifiedthe land disposal restrictions for solvent and dioxin wastesidentified in 40 CFR 261.11. At that time all of thesesolvent and dioxin wastes were restricted from surface land
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5. Land Disposal Restrictions (Cont’d)

disposal unless they met the appropriate treatment standardsset forth in Section 2b8.41.. There was a national variancefrom the effective date (November 8, 198b) for theserequirements which was given to generators of 100-1000kilograms of hazardous waste per month ismall quantitygenerators). This variance was granted because EPA believedthere was not enough capacity to handle this waste (see 51 ‘R40t.15). Small quantity generators (SQGs) would be subject tothe treatment standards on November 8, 1988 (see 40 CFRSection 2b8.30(a) (b)). The August 27, 1981, FederalRegister (52 FR 32446) proposed to codify the solvent anddioxin land disposal restrictions for Underground InjectionControl tUIC) Class I wells which are regulated under theSafe Drinking Water Act (SDWA) and by a RCRA permit by rule(see 40 CFR 268.30(a) &(b)). The August 27. 1987, proposaldoes not contain a SQG national variance. Does the variancegranted to SQG solvent and dioxin waste also apply to thesame wastes injected into Class I wells after August 8, 1988?

No. The November 7, !986, SQG national variancegranting an extension to the effective date to thesolvent and dioxin restrictions applies only to wastes
which will be placed in land units other than UIC ClassI wells. The August 27, 1987, proposal did not address
a national variance for SQG waste specifically. It does
however propose to grant an extension of the effectivedate for solvent wastes which are solvent-water mixtur.’sor solvent-containing sludge. containing less than 1percent (1%) total F001-FU05 solvent constituents (see
40 CFR 148.10(a)). Therefore, small quantity generator
solvent wastes must meet the applicable treatment
standards prior to injection into a Class I well unless
they contain less than one percent (11) total solvents
after generation. This will result in a three (3) month9ag time when SQGs may place their untreated (greater
than one percent) solvent wastes in all land units
except UIC Class I wells.

EPA did not propose a special SQG variance granting an
extension to the effective date of the UIC restrictions
because it is believed there are currently few SQGs
disposing of their wastes by injection who will not also
be eligible for the one percent (1) total solvent
variance. It is believed there is adequate treatment
capacity for all SQG5 and other generators who generate
solvent wastes above one percent (1).

Source: John Atcheson (202) 382-5508
Research: Deborah !lcKie
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6. Blending of Hazardous Waste Fuel Burned in Cement Kilns

A notice in the September 15. 1987. Federal Register (52 FR34779) clarifies the big city cement kiln restriction under30 CFR Section 26ó.31(c). Th restriction prohibits theburning of hazardous waste fuels in cement kilns locatedwithin the boundaries of a city with a population greaterthan 500,000 unless the kiIns comply with the regulationsapplicable to hazardous waste inctnerator. The regulationsapplicable to hazardous waste incinerators include Subpart 0of Parts 264 and 265. permitting under Part 270, andnotification under RCRA Section 3010.

Subpart 0 applies to units that burn wastes for the purposeof destruction rather than energy recovery, so that blendingor mixing of hazardous waste prior to incineration would beconsidered treatment rather than a recycling activity (i.e.,producing a fuel).

Therefore, if a marketer blends hazardou. waste fuels intanks prior to sending it to a big city cement ki’n’(subject to incinerator regulations) to be burned for energyrecovery, is the blending considered to be treatment ofhazardous waste, or could it be a recycling operation?

A tank in which a marketer blends hazardous waste fuelis subject to 40 CFR Parts 264 and 265. and permitting.regardless of the type of unit in which the fuel issubsequently burned. According to preamble language inthe April 13, 1987, Federal Register (52 FR 11819). EPAbelieves that fuel blending tanks are sub)ect to thesame standards as other hazardous waste fuel storagedevices (52 FR 11820). In addition, nothing explicitlyexcludes a marketer’s hazardous waste fuel blendingtanks from regulation. Therefore, it makes nodifference whether a marketer sends hazardous waste fuelto a boiler or industrial furnace subject to Part 26bSubpart 0, or to a unit subject to the incineratorstandards. The marketers at least have to comply withthe permit and facility standards for storage unitsunder Parts 270, 264 and 265.

Source: Bob Holloway (202) 382-7917
Research: Ross Elliott
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B. CEPP

7. Toxic Chemical Release Reporting: Exemptions

Are castings, which contain nickel, exempt from reporting on
the Toxic Chemical Release Reporting Form under Section 3l3

The final rule for Section 313 (53 FR 4528) contains an
exemption for toxic chemicals present in articles. An
article is defined as Wd manufactured item: (i) which
is formed to a specific shape or design during
manufactu:ing; (ii) which has end use functions
dependent in whole or in part upon its shape or design
during end use; and (iii) which does not release a toxic
cnemical under normal conditions of processing or use of
that item at the facility (emphasis added). An item
will not qualify as an article if there is a release of
a toxic chemical from the normal use or processing of
that item. If under normal conditions of processing or
use, the metal casting is ground or cut an a way that
would releise nickel, a listed toxic chemical, it would
not qualify for the article exemption. Therefore,
releases would have to be reported if the amount of
nickel processed or used in this way, exceeded the
appropriate reporting threshold. In addition, the
exemption for toxic chemicals in articles applies only
to the processing or use of the article. The person
producing the article would be required to report toxic
chemicals manufactured, processed, or otherwise used to
produce the article.

Source: Sam Sasnett (202) 382-3821
Research: Kim Jennings

8. Emergency and Hazardous Chemical Inventory: Confidential
Locat ion Information

When submitting a Tier II form under Section 312, a covered
facility can claim the required location information
confidential. How is this confidential information
protected? Are there any penalties under Title III if a
Stat” or local official, who receives this information, fail
to protect its confidentaalaty

While the location information on the Tier II form can
be claimed confidential under Title III, Title III does
not provae a confidentiality protection procedure for
this information. Since claims of confidentiality
regarding the location of chemicals in facilities are
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8. Emergency and Hazardous Chemical Inventory: ConfidentialLocation Information (Cont’d)

not covered by Title III trade secrecy protection, theduty to protect this information as confidential restswith State and local officials. As the Agency stated in
its October 15, 1987 rule, “The confidential location ininformation should not be sent to EPA. hut only to therequesting entity. This information will be keptconfidential by that entity under Section 312(d)(2)(F)which refers to Section 324 of Title III. Section324(a) states that upon request by a facility owner or
operator subject to the requirements of Section 312, the
State emergency response commission and the appropriate
local emergency planning committee must withhold from
disclosure the location of any specific chemical
required by Section 312(d)(2) to be contained in a Tier
II inventory form. 52 FR 38312, 38217.
Interested persons should contact their State and local
government’s attorneys office for information regarding
procedures for protecting confidential location
information.

Since protection of Tier II confidential location
information is not covered under Title III, the State
itself does not provide penalties for the failure to
protect such information. Penalties may, however, be
provided under State and local law.

Source: Kathy Brody (202) 475—8353
Research: Robert Costa
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II. ACTIVITIES - February 1988

I. The RCRA/Superfund Hotline and CEPP Hotline responded to17.603 q est:zons and requests for documents in February. Thebreakdown is as follows:

RCRA Superfund UST CEPP
tnforrnat.on Calls 6,674 1,575 875 2,634 11,738Call Document Requests 1,246 317 391 1,858 = 3,d12Written Document Requests 174 82 256Referrals 1,590

______
_____

187 = 1,7779,684 1,892 1,266 4,761 = 17,tOi

A. RCRA/Superfund Hotline Activities

2. On February 1 and 25, Denise Sines, Hotline Project Directormet with Hubert Watters, OERR to discuss related Superfundissues.

3. On February 3, Denise Sines, Hotline Project Director met withBill Foskett, OUST to discuss the 7-Point Justification insupport of the Req-in-a-Box program.

4. On February 4, Don Shosky, Region VIII, On-Scene Coordinatorbriefed the RCRA/Superfund Hotline on OSC activities andauthorities.

5. On February 12, De’ise Sines, Hotline Project Director andLaurie Huber of the RCRA/Superfund Hotline met with Jay Evans,ICF, to discuss the development of Summary Document UST FinalRule in support of the OUST program.

6. On February 17, Stephanie Bergman, OUST briefed theRCflAiSuperfund Hotline to discuss “Financial Responsibilityfor Hazardous Substance USTs”.

7. On February 17, the RCRA/Superfund Hotline viewed the “ForYour Family’s Sake” videotape.

8. On February 23, Laurie Huber of the RCRA/Superfund Hotline metwith Dem Cowles of the U.S. Conference of Mayors to discussthe development of quick reference for local officials formanaging USTs in support of the OUST program.

9. On February 26, Jim Craig and Mike Burns of 05W briefed theHotline on Biennial Reporting and Waste MinimizationReporting.

-9-
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B. Emergency Plannina and Community Right-to-Know Hotline Activities

10. On February 2-3, the Title III Hotline staff attended theneeting with Regional PS/OTS/Outreach personnel to discuss thestatus of Title III activities.

11. On February 9. Minda Sarimento and Robert Costa of the Title£11 Hotline. attended the TRI Committee meeting on the statusof Section 313 activities.

12. On February 16, Robert Costaof the Title III Hotiine attendedthe Title III Workgroup meeting on the status of Title uractivities.

13. On February 17, Cathy Bishop of the Preparedness Staff briefedthe Title III Hotline on EPA’s Draft Indian Policy on TitleIII.

14. On February 23, Brian Littleton of the Title III Hotlineattended the TRI Committee meeting on the status of Section313 activities.

15. On February 23. the Title III Hotline staff attended thePreparedness Staff meeting.

16. On February 25, John Ferris of the Title III Hotline attendedthe National Response Team (NRT) Meeting on the status ofFederal Emergency Preparedness and training activities.

17. On February 26. Minda Sarimento and Robert Costa of the TitleIII Hotline attended the Preparedness Staff Conference Cailwith the FEMA/EPA Regional Preparedness Coordinators on thestatus of Title III activities.
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UMMARi JF CALLS BY GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION (EPA Regions)

cr.nd TL: 12,,3.

1. _S.6________ 3 24.0 5 1.7.1

____

7 3.4 9 10.8

______

_9.6_______ 4 1.2.6 6 9.2 8 4.1

_____

10

___

3.1__
INTERNATIONAL CALLS 0.2

-

1anufacturers .3_ State Agencies 4.5 Univ./Researchers_____ 2.2Generators16.5_ Local Ageicies 1.-6_ Trade Association*__0.3.Transporter 1.2_ Used Oi.l Handlers 0.8_ Insurance Co__________ 0.4TSDF’g 7.4 LiST 0/0 4.3 Environmental Groups_0.4__EPA HQ 1.1_ Consultan...s 31.1_ Press______________EPA Regions 2.3_ Attorneys 8.0_ Citizens_____________ 5.7Federal Agencies 2.6_ Laboratories 1.5 Other__________

RCRA

General Information 525 264/265 TcDF3010 Notification- 108_ A —260.10 Definitions 114_ B —260.22 Petitions/Delisting 40 C —261.2 solid Waste Definition 253 0 —261.3 Hazardous Waste Definition_385 E -261. C Characteristic HW 570 F -261 D Listed HW 517 G -261.4 Ec1usions I70 H —
‘ 5 Small Quantity Generators 110 1 -

3 Recycling Standards 119 3.-2bi,7 Container Residues 62_ K-262 - Generator - General 19 L -100-1000 kg/mo 77_ H —Manifest Info 97_ N —Accumulation 157_Recordkeeping & Reportg 171_ 0 -International Shipments 25 P -Transporters 58_ Q —Use Constituting Disposal l1_ R —HW Burned for Energy Recovery99_ X -

268

263
266 C
266 0
266 E Used Oil Burned for

Energy Recovery 108_266 F Precious Metal Reclamation 20266 0 Spent Lead-Acid Battery
Reclamation_____ 24

Subtitle D 127_Used Oil - General 94_Household Hazardous Waste 54_Dioxi.ns 36_Mixed Radioactive Waste 29Asbestog/PCBs/Radon
- 133Infectious Waste 27_Liability/Enforcement 100ective Action 78_1 . Minimization

Minimum Technology

Scope/Applicability____________ 1.27_General Facility Standards 39_PreparednesPrevent ion I 3_Contingency Plana 14Manifest /Recordkeeping/Repoz-ting_2 4_Ground Water Monitoring

_________95_

Closure/Post Closure. 105_Financial RequirementE 118Containers 40_
53

_____________

01
6
9

____________________________

34

______
_______________

5

Tanks 1Surface Impoundments 1Waste Piles
-

-

Land- Treatment

_____________________

Landfills_________________________Liquids in LandLs 2Incinerators 60_Thermal Treatment________________ 3_Chem Phys. Biol Treatment 4_Underground Injection____________Miscellaneous 32_
- General 142_

Solvent & Dióxins 117_
California List Wastes 110
Scheduled Thirds 55269 - Air Emission Standards 12270 - A - General___________________ 75
B - Permit Application 41
0 - Changes to Permits________ 22
F - Special Permits___________ 21
0 - Interim Status/LOIS_______271 - State Programs - 101124 - Administrative Procedures______ 2DOT Requirements__________________ 13OSHA Requirement8/BW Training_______ 36Test Methods/HW Technologies______ 10861 RCRA Document Requests__________ 1.24613 SUBTOTAL

- 7,920

III. ANALYSES OF QUESTIUNS

a
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Q
DERLND STORAGE TANKS

6

CERCLA
General

280280.10 Applicability 89_1]. Interim Prohibition_________ 3812 Definitions - General

______

28
UST

__________
________

40Requlated Substance 23280 B Sew UST Systems - General

____

280.20 Performance Standards 19280.21 Upgrading

___________

13280.22 Notification 32.aU c ;enera1 Operating
Requirements __18_281) D Release Detection _63_2130 E Release Reportinq and
Investigation____________280 F Corrective Action -

Petroleum
24_2130 G Corrective Action -

Hazardous Substances 9280 H Out-of -ServiceíClosure 50_280 1 Financial Responsibility 482131 State UST Programs 23

General

________

154SARA General
biAccess Information Gatheriny3Allocatior.s from Fund/

Fund Balancing/Grants__CEHCLIS’103 Notification lii -Citi:en Suits
7Clean-Up Standards ARARs.How Clean Is Clean ___ olContractor Indemnification 7Contracts. Contract Lab Pruqr.m

- S2Exposure Assessment.
Public Health Evaluation 31)Definitions

--
- 22Enforcement

_____

- 2-3Federal Facilittes__Hazardous Substances,RQs

____

212
HRS____

_________
____

37LiabxlityiPRPs

___________

‘33Mandatory Schedules_____ -Natural Resource Damages____N BARs_______________
NCP________________

NPL____________ 7bOff-Site Policy____On-Site Policy___________PA/SI
113Public Participation

_______

12Radon____________ 4RD/RA______________ SRemedial

_________

36Removal
22RL’FS
42 —RODsiClean-Up Costs __40Settlements

__________

__28SiTE Program___________________ 20State Participation_________Taxes______________ 19Title lIZ/Right-To-Know
- 78 -Other Provisions__________ lbCERCLA Document Requests__il7_

CERCLA SUBTOTAL _1.13’32Written Request Responses:

Refer red
Referred
Referred
Response
Response
Form Lett
Requests

Sic, iOTAL

174

to EPA Program Offices______________________ 16to other Federal Agencies S____externally (states, organization. etc)

___________

Form Sent
25Form Sent/FOIA_____________________________ 3er Sent/Need more info____________________________fi11.d - RCRA

125- CERCLA________________

________________

- UST

174
TOTAL CALLS, DOCUMENT REQUESTS AND REFERRALS 12,842

Liability

____

_______

13Enforcement
12LUST Trust Fund_

_______________________

12i r Provision

________________

7Jocument Requests

________

391US SUBTOTAL

____________

1,266

_______

3
4

3-3
I

‘3

Referrals - EPA - HQ

________—
—

- Other Hotlines
- Regions

206
292

______

153
20w)

- State

_________

- GPO NTIS’PLC
ORD, Dockets

- Other
SUBTOT:L

582
148

1 • 590
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Emergency P4nnL,g Co,munitv Right—to—now :,frat j1ieDaily/Mont)ly Summary ReportFor February 1,088

Tt Ca1ls .4’

Writ ten Responses

ii r

‘anufacturers
Dtstt butors
Handlers
Attorneys
Consultants/Engineers
Laboratories
Trade Associations
Public Interest Group
Universities/Academia
Insurance Companies
Hospitals

State Agencies —

Fir. Depts.
EPA
Local Officials_
Farmers —

Federal Agencies
Media/Press —

Union/Labor
Citizens —

0 t her

..cle Itt: General________________Section 301—3 Emersency Plannina:SERC’s
4ot ificat ion RequirementsTPQ ‘5
Sec. 305 Training GrantsSec. 305 Emergency Review
h xtures
Extremely Hazardous Substances

Re,eage 4c’tificstton: General
i. ficsticn Requirements______Reportable Quarit ities___________

v• TPQ’s__________________

15
2

22
230

63
31

______

CERCLA vs• Sec. 30438 Transportation
25 Exemptions_____

SEC. 311 ‘312: General
SDS Reporting RegulationsTIer I/It Regulatoins
Thresholds

lax. Categories
Mixtures
Exemptions —

D:st’.i)n ‘f ‘31s Sv SP. Regiris:

• ‘4 S

‘

I.
‘4 .‘4• 1 ‘4.

LIS S_______________ erntQr3l:‘) 9
-— nknovn:

-- :3

2;
0

4.

3%-

5

2%
0. 3 o

1%

5:

0. 20%

310
113

0.53%

136
72

493

41

1037 217
202
225
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R(.’RA Superfund Hotline\ational Toll Free 1800-424-934b, Washington, D.C. Metro #202-382-112

IV. PLBLICATLONS - February 1988

“otification of Hazardous Waste Activity,” EPA 18700-12 OOP i
avai1abe by referring callers to the Regions.
“RTC: Wastes from Extraction and Benefication of Metallic Ores,Phosphate Rock, Asbestos. Overburden from Uranium Mining arid Oi,lShale,” i.s available through the National Technical Inforriat tonService (NTIS). NTIS’s telephone number is (703> 487-48b0.
“Final RCRA Civil Penalty Policy,” dated May 8. 1983. is
available via the RCkA/Superfund Hotline.
“Chemical Activities Status Report/Toxic Integration Infornat.ionSeries,” is available from NTIS. The order number isP8842-139-58. The cost is $38.95.

“The Hazardous Waste Incineration Permitting Study” isavailable from NTIS. The order number is P887-Z02-420.
“The Solid and Hazardous Waste Report for FY’87.” is availablevia the RcRAiSuperfund Hotline.

CERCLA

The “Record of Decision (ROD) Update Newsletter,” is availablefrom the Public Information Center (PlC), 382-2080.
“Superfund Progress Report.” may be obtained by routing requeststo Karen Filenberger (WH-562A) in the Assistant Administrator’sOffice.

The “1987 Record of Decision (ROD) Annual Report.” is availablefrom NTIS.

“The Superfund Advisory” may be obtained by routing requests toKaren Ellenberger WH-52A) in the Assistant Administrator’sOffice.

Requests for the “Polentially Responsible Party (PRP) SearchManual,” should be sent to Dorothy Biggs, EPA/NEIC Library,Bldg. 153. Box 25227. DFC. Denver, CO 80225.
“Data Quality Objectives for Remedial Response Activities”(Vols. I and II) are available from NTIS. The accessionnumbers are Vol. I: PB88-J31-370 and Vol II: PB88-131-388.

—15—
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V. FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICES - Februarj 1988

Forner Notices with Open Comment Period
January 5. 188; 53 FR 126Illinois-approval ofrevisions to State program)

January 5. 1988; 53 FR 127(Florida State programrevisions; extension ofcomment period)

January B, 1988; 53 FR 518(amendments to definitionof solid waste)

January 13, 1988; 53 FR 850(proposed rule for reportinghazardous substance activitywhen transferring Federalreal property)

Approval of revisions of theIllinois Hazardous Waste Proqran.Final authorization for theprogram revisions become effe’t ivMarch 5. 1988. Commentsaccepted until February 4, k9&8.
Notice extending the commentperiod on Florida’s HazardousWaste Program. Comments wereaccepted until February 1, 19a8.
Notice which provides the Agency’sinterpretation of the decision oft)e District of Columbia CircuitCourt of Appeals on the Agency’sauthority to regulate certainhazardous secondary materials(American Mining Congress vs.EPA); and proposed amendments topresent regulations required bythe Courts decision. Commentshave been extended fromFebruary 22. 1988 untilMay 23, 1988.

The rule proposes to require anotice to be included in eachcontract transferring Federal realproperty. The proposed rulefulfills the statutoryrequirements under Section 120(h)of CERCLA as amended by SARA.Comments on the proposal wereaccepted until February 12. 1988.

-16—



R’RA Superfund Hotlir4eNational Toll Free 4800-424-9146, Washington, D.C. Metro l202-3t2-Ii2

February Federal Register Notices

January 14, 1988; 53 FR 911(proposed rule. re-openinguf comment period)

The notice re-opens the commentperiod on a proposed rule underTSCA Section 4 that requirestesting on 71 chemicals which areAppendix VIII hazardouscoristit.uents oi Part 2b1 of 30CFR. The comment period was reopened untiL February to, l4thi.
ebruary 5. 1988; 53 FR 3446(petition to extend certainLand disposal restrictions)

Notice which petitions
case—by-case extension
effective date of
disposal restrictions
corrosive waters.

for a
of the
the land
on certain

February 8. 1988; 53 FR 3644(lodging of consent decreeto under CERCLA)

February 9. 1988; 53 FR 3818(proposal of financial
assurance requirements forhazardous substance tanks)

Feoruary 9, 1988; 53 FR 3796(‘odging of consent decreeunder RCRA)

February 10. 1988; 53 FR 3894(hearing date and location)

February 10, 1988; 53 FR 3948(lodging of consent decreeunder CERCLA)

The proposed consent decreerequires the Manville Sales Corp.implement and fund remedial actionat the defendants productionfacility in Waukegan, IL.

In the ANPRM comments andinformation are sought regardingapproaches to financial assurancerequirements for hazardoussubstance underground tanks.

The proposed consent decreerequires the Paxton Landfill Corp.and Stryker International Inc. toperform an environmental study ofthe Paxton II section of thelandfill located in Chicago. IL.

Notice providing date and locationof proceedings to determine fNorth Carolina’s hazardous wasteprogram approval will bewithdrawn.

The proposed consent decreerequires the defendants pay S?million to the State of RhodeIsland and the U.S. EPA.

0 0
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RCRA Superfund Hotline\ational Toll Free 1800—324—934b,, Washington, D.C. Metro •202-IS.2-311.2

(ebruary Federal Register Nota.s (Cont’d)
ebruarv Ii. 1988; 53 FR 4070Irequest for public comment)

February 11, 1988; 53 FR 4085(lodging of consent decreeunder CERCLA)

February 12, 1988; 53 FR 4280(initial list of Federalfacilities to be included inthe docket)

February 18. 1988; 53 FR 4850(correction to final rule)

February 18. 1988; 53 FR 4850(notice of State schedule forcompl iance)

February 22. 1988; 53 FR 5195notice of proposed rulemaking;extension of comment period)

February 23, 1988; 53 FR 5298(request for public comment)

This notice requests comments onthe proposed DeMiriimis settlementin accordance with Section122(i)(l). The 276 parties willpay an estimated $11 millionconcerning Cannons EngineeringCorp. four (4) sites in NewEngland.

The proposed consent decree willsettle litigation between U.S.and Shell Oil Company over theclean up of the Rocky loi.intainArsenal near Denver, Co.

Notice provides initial list ofFederal facilities included in thedocket as required by SARASection 120(c).

The rule provides correction toTable I of Appendix IX of Part 261changing the location of aReynolds Aluminum Company site forPortageville. HE to Sheffield. AL.
The notice provides Indiana’scompliance schedule for adoptingprogram modifications for Section3006(f) of HSWA.

Notice extends the comment periodon the proposed redefinition ofsolid waste from February 22. 1988to March 23, 1988.

The notice solicits comments onhe Nlnterim Guidance on NoticeLetters, Negotiations, andInformation Exchange. Commentsmust be submitted to the Agency onor before April 25, 1988.

S 0 a

-18-
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February Fetleral Register Notices (Cont’d)

February 24, 1988; 53 FR 5298 The final rule promulgates a(final rule) regulation which extends theapplicability of the consolidat.-drules of practice governing theadministrative assessnent of civ.lpenalties and the revocation andsuspension of permits toenforcement actions taken pursuantto Section 9006 of SWDA. The rule
15 effective March 25, 1988.

February 25, 1988; 53 FR 5573 The rule corrects and clarifies a(correction to and clarifica- denied delisting petition. Ittion of final rule) specifically addresses omissionsassociated with the Monroe AutoEquipment Company’s delistingpetition.

February 29. 1988; 53 FR 6059 The notice provides a correction(correction of proposed rule) to the proposed amendment to thedefinition of solid waste.

-19—
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGION IVPRO

345 COURTLAND STREET. NE.
ATLANTA. GE0RGA 30365

I’PR t

4WD-RCRA-2

4
4%

CERTIFIED MAIL Oo,RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED /c.00%

‘o%. •<.04 is,,
Mr. Steven T. Smith

/0/0Program Manager — Environmental
Koppers Industries, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

Re: Burning of Hazardous Waste in Wood Burning Boiler
Koppers Industries, Inc., Tie Plant, Mississippi
EPA I.D. Number MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Smith:
-

The purpose of this letter is to inform you that the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has made the determination
that Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku) is no longer authorized toburn hazardous waste in the industrial boiler at their wood
treating facility located in Tie Plant, Mississippi, because Ku
failed to submit a Class 3 Permit modification within 180 daysafter the effective date of the Boiler and Industrial Furnace
(BIF) Regulations, as required under 40 CFR § 270.42(g)(l)(iv).

A full Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) permit wasissued to Koppers Company, Inc. on June 28, 1988, for the
operation and post—closure care of a surface impoundment, whichwas the only RCBA regulated unit at the facility. In a letterdated August 25, 1989, following the acquisition of KoppersCompany, mc, by Beazer Materials and Services (BMS) and thesubsequent sale of certain BMS assets to Koppers Industries,Inc., EPA informed BNS that “Ku is the owner of each facilityand both Ku and BMS are the operators of each facility,” andthat each facility should only receive one EPA IdentificationNumber. As a result of this change in ownership, the RCRA permitfor Koppers Company, Inc. was modified on February 13, 1990, sothat Ku was listed as the owner, and BMS as an operator of thefacility.

According to 40 CFR § 266.103(a)(1)(iii), “[ijf a boiler orindustrial furnace is located at a facility that already has apermit, ... then the facility must comply with the applicableregulations dealing with permit modifications in § 270.42 ... ofthis chapter [emphasis added).”

P-’tyc”
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As a permitted facility, Ku needed to comply with themodification requirements of 40 CFR § 270.42(g) for newlyregulated units:

270.42(g) Newly regulated wastes and units.

(1) The permittee is authorized to continue to managewastes listed or identified as hazardous under part 261 ofthis chapter, or to continue to manage hazardous waste inunits newly regulated as hazardous waste management units,if:

i) The unit was in existence as a hazardous waste facilitywith respect to the newlylisted or characterized wasteor newly regulated waste management unit on the
effective date of the final rule listing or identifyingthe waste, or regulating the unit;

ii) The permittee submits a Class 1 modification request onor before the date on which the waste or unit becomessubject to the new requirements;

iii) The permittee is in compliance with the applicablestandards of 40 CFR parts 265 and 266 of this chapter;

iv) The permittee also submits a complete Class 2 or 3modification request within 180 days of the effectivedate of the rule listing or identifying the waste, orsubjecting the unit to RCRA Subtitle C managementstandards;

Woodward-Clyde Consultants (WCC) submitted a revised Part APermit Application and BIF Precompliance Certification for theirclient, Koppers Industries, Inc. (Ku). Since these documentswere submitted before August 21, 1991, which was the effectivedate of the BIF Rule, Ku fulfilled the Class 1 permitmodification requirement, and was therefore authorized tocontinue burning hazardous waste in their existing wood burningboiler.

Ku subsequently lost their authorization to burn hazardous wastein the wood burning boiler when they failed to submit therequired Class 3 modification request within 180 days of theeffective date of the rule. As a result, Ku may not burnhazardous waste in the boiler unless the existing permit ismodified to include the boiler as a new unit. This may beachieved by submitting a Class 3 modification request to EPARegion IV so that the permit may be modified in a timely manner.Please note that a formal closure plan for the unit is notrequired at this time, since current information indicates thatthe unit was only used to burn wastes listed as F032 prior to theeffective date of that listing.
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If, however, EPA receives information that hazardous waste was
burned in the boiler after February 21, 1992, or that hazardous
waste other than P032 listed waste was burned in the boiler in
the past, then Ku could be subject to enforcement actions
initiated by EPA pursuant to Section 3008 of RCRA, 42 U.S.C.
§ 6928, under which EPA may seek the imposition of penalities of
up to $25,000 per day of continued noncompliance.

Should you have any questions regarding this matter, please
contact Elizabeth Ketchain of the RCRA Permitting Section at (404)
347—3433. For questions regarding compliance and enforcement,
please contact Dann Spa.riosu of the RCRA Compliance Section at
(404) 347—7603 or Gregory Luetscher of the Office of Regional
Counsel at (404) 347—2641.

Sincerely yours,

G. Alan Farmer
Chief, RCRA Branch
Waste Management Division

cc: Sam Mabry, MDEQ
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 0
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALIW 0

lAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

April 21, 1992

Mr. Steven T. Smith
Program Manager — Environmental
Koppers md., Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

Dear Mr. Smith:

Enclosed is a recent publication from EPA “Technical Implementation

Document for EPA’s Boiler and Industrial Furnace Regulations” for

your information.

Sincerely,

err’y B. Banks, P.E., Chief
RCRA Section

JBBmes 1

Enclosure

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P 0. OX 10385, jACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171



STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

JAMES I. PALMER, JR.
EXECUTIVE DIREC1OR

February 14, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 685 416 677

Mr. Steven P. Smith
Program Manager — Environmental

Koppers Industries, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1800

Re: Proposed Boiler Operational Plans
Koppers’ Grenada, MS Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Smith:

On January 28, 1992, Koppers submitted to this office a revised

plan of operations for the burning of hazardous waste in its

industrial boiler at Koppers’ Grenada, Mississippi facility. As

detailed in this revised plan, Koppers would receive hazardous

material from at least thirteen (13) Koppers’ wood-treating

facilities located throughout the United States. Financial

operation of the boiler would be separated from all other

activities at the facility and all costs incurred by the boiler

would be handled at the corporate level. Utilization of this type

of accounting system would allow the boiler to accept waste from

other Koppers’ facilities, without the need to impose fees or

direct charges to the generating facilities themselves.

The Mississippi Department of Environmental Quality - Hazardous

Waste Division has reviewed the proposed plan of operations in an

effort to make a determination as to whether the boiler, as

operated in the above-stated manner, would be classified as a

commercial or non—commercial hazardous waste management facility.

Based on the information provided to this office and a review of

all pertinent Mississippi state laws and regulations, MDEQ

Hazardous Waste Division has made the determination that operation

of the boiler as detailed in your January 28, 1992 letter would

result in a non—commercial designation.

It should be stated that this “non-commercial” designation is based

on MDEQ—Hazardous Waste Division’s interpretation of hazardous

waste regulations that govern these issues in the State of

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P 0. BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171
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Mississippi. Any determinations as to how this proposedoperational pin could effect required modifications to Koppersexisting air quality permit, should be addressed to MDEQ-AirDivision.

If you have any questions or comments concerning the above letter,please feel free to contact me at (601)961—5220.

Sincerely,

David K. Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division

cc: Mr. James S. Kutzman, P.E. - EPA
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PITTSBURGH, PA 15219 USA

February 11, 1992
D/3CN OF SOLID WASTE

RVIr.W..D BY_______________________

DJE OZ//5’/92
CsV\J’d1 SJ2’ C0Pr Yo

Mr. David K. Peacock
State of Mississippi
Hazardous Waste Division
Office of Pollution Control
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—0385

Re: Beazer East, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock:

In accordance with the executed Agreed Order regarding the above—
referenced subject, enclosed please find Beazer’s check #154302
in the amount of $10,875.00.

Very truly yours,

7.
Robert G. Hamilton
Vice President

RGH / j is
Enclosure
cc: B. Flaherty

R. Vorpe

-

FEB

)ep. o Thvro ven.

CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT
REQUESTED



Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh PA 15219-1822

- 154302311

CHECK NO,

154302

TEN THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED SEVENTY-FIVE DOLLARS AND NO CENTS

MISSISSIPPI ST COM ENV QUALITY
% D K PEACOCK-OFF POLL CONTROL
BOX 10385
JACKSON MS 39289-0385

Signature

—a
Date

‘?wifI
436 Seventh Avenue, Pittsburgh PA 15219-1822

C C
tJt LMtL& NU.

02/11/92 15430i
0471 0941300414

DATE NV S/CREDIT ME14O TYP A)JD)T N(JMBER GfIOS I4SCQUNT NT

020592 SETTLEMENT RCRA 20200112 A 1o875;oo 00 1087500
I I
I I
I I

I I

RECEIVED

FEB1 1992

Dept. of En,,ironi enral Quality
I Bureau of PoIks ion ContrQl
I

I
I

— I I I

—

THE ATTACHED CHECK IS PAYMENT FOR ITEMS DESCRIBED ABOVE, TOTAL 1 087 5Q 0 000 1 087500

PAY

TO THE ORDER OF

ELLON BAM( (EAST) NA., PHILADELPHIA, PA
ayable Through Mellon Bank IDE) NA., Wilmington, DE

DATE CHECK AMOUNT
02/11/92 ***********10,875.00

Beazer East, Inc.

&/76J1
‘I’ L S L, 30 2” ‘:o 3 L &000 L1 ?i 2w 9 25 a 3”

PENALTIES

( .4 Meets order requirements; please deposit check

( ) Overpayment of penalty assessed; please return check to R

C ) Please hold check until further notice

**please send receipt to Miriam Bolcomb
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Koppers Industries, Inc.

I N D U S T R I E S 436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-1 800

Telephone (412) 227-2001
Fax: 412) 227-2423

via FEDERAL EXPRESS

January 28, 1992 In
David Peacock
Hazardous Waste Division W 2.9
Department of Environmental Quality
P.O. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—0385

Re: Koppers Industries, Inc. Grenada Plant, industrial Boiler,
MSD 007 027 51&3

Dear Dave:

This letter is in response to my conversation with Steve Spangler
on January 23, 1992. In my earlier letter of December 13, 1991,
I had provided Koppers Industries, Inc. (Koppers) proposal to
continue operation of our industrial boiler under the new BIF
permitting program. Your response to that letter of January 3,
1992 stated that, if the boiler was operated as described by
Koppers, DEQ would determined that Koppers boiler would be
considered to be a “commercial” hazardous waste facility. I am
now presenting revisions to Koppers plans for operating the
boiler, as first outlined in our December 13 proposal, designed
to allow operation of the boiler without triggering the
“commercial” status.

Your letter stated that Mississippi State law defines a
commercial hazardous waste facility as one that receives
hazardous waste from more than one generator and receives a fee
for receiving this waste. Koppers original proposal was to
charge an internal fee to each Koppers plant which generated the
waste on a per drum basis. Instead, Koppers proposes to operate
the hazardous waste burning at the Grenada boiler as a separate
cost center. Costs will be absorbed by the company. No fee will
be charged to the generating plants nor will any proportional
cost sharing device be used which would amount to a fee. Thus,
the facility will not be operated for a fee or for profit nor
will costs be backcharged to Koppers’ generating locations.

All other provisions of my December 13 proposal remain unchanged.
Based on your letter of January 3, Koppers expects that the
boiler, can be operated as now proposed without being considered a
commercial hazardous waste facility. Please let. me know as soon
as possible of Miissippi’s opinion in this matter. Koppers
must proceed promptly with our program in order to meet the
required permitting deadlines.



0

David Peacock, Miss. DEQ re Koppers md. Inc. January 28, 1992

The Grenada plant manager and I would like very much to present
our case in person if there are other concerns about our proposal
held by you or other DEQ staff. Please call at. (412)227-2677 if
you have questions, comments, or would like to arrange a meeting.

Sincerely,

Stekhen T. Smith
Environmental Program Manager

cc: Dan McLeod, MS DEQ
Ron Murphy, Grenada, MS
W. R. Donley, K—1750
R. S. Ohlis, K-1750
J. R. Batchelder, K-1701
Anaxis Duhon, Woodward Clyde Consultants, Baton Rouge, LA

2
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BEAZER EAST, INC., 436 SEVENTH AVENUE, PflSBURGH, PA

TEL: 412 227-2430 FAX:412 227-2042
lAW DEPARTMENT

-.Jill M. Blundon
January 16, 1992General Counsel

Thomas Burgunder
C;Thomas F. Reid

;- rCcGeorge Carroll
Mary Dombrowski Wright
Billie Schrecker Nolan
William F. Giarla David K. Peacock

State of Mississippi
DonnaJ. Morris Hazardous Waste Division

Office of Pollution Control
P. 0. Box 10385
Jackson, MS 39289—0385

Re: Bzazer East, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi Facility
MSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Peacock

Enclosed, as requested, you will find the executed Agreed Orderregarding the above—referenced subject which you forwarded toRobert G. Hantilton on January 7, 1992.

Very truly yours,
;‘.

Billie S. Flaherty

BSF/baw

Enc.

cc: R. G. Hamilton

Writer’s Direi Dial Number



0 0
BEFORE THE MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION

ON ENVIRONMENThL QUALITY

MISSISSIPPI COMMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

fl):
v. ORDER NO.

BEAZER EAST, INC.
GRENADA, MISSISSIPPI
t4SDOO7O27543

RESPONDENT

AGREED ORDER

COME NC7 THE Mississippi Carrnission on Envirorunental Quality

(Carrnission), Canplainant, and Beazer East, Inc., Respondent, in the

above captioned cause and agree as follows:

1.

On October 25, 1991, Respondent was contacted by Canplainant

and notified of the following violation (s):

As of Septener 29, 1991, Respondent had failed to provide the
State with an adequate financial mechanism to assure the
maintenance of post—closure care of Respondent’ s closed surface
impoundment and closed boiler-ash landfarm at its Grenada,
Mississippi facility. Failure to provide the State with proof
of an adequate financial mechanism is a violation of 264.145 of



()
0

B. Respondent agrees to pay arid the Ccinplainant agrees to
accept the sum of $10,875, said sum to be paid as a full
and canpiete settlement thereof in its entirety no later
than February 17, 1992.

4.

Respondent understands and acknowledges that it is entitled to

an evidentiary hearing before the Carnthion pirsuant to Section

49—17—31 of the Mississippi Ccxe Annotated (Supp. 1990), and that it

has made an informed waiver of that right.

ORDERED, this the

_______

day of

_________________,

1992.

MISSISSIPPI CCMISSION ON
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

BY: ttL-’-JA-) A.
(J.’)I. PAI14ER, J1(.
CUTIVE DIREC’IR’
MISSISSIPPI DEPARflvENT
OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY

AGREED, this the
16th

day of
January

1992.
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KOPPERS INDUSTRIES

Based on a 01/31/92 phone conversation with S. Smith

Koppers anticipates the following:

* Will receive waste from all 13 Koppers woodtreating
facilities around the U.S. This is expected to
generate 175 drums per week of F032/F034 waste
that would be shipped to the Grenada facility.

* Koppers is also looking at the possibilty of taking
waste from its Chicago, Ill. coal tar facility. This
listed waste, U190 (phthalic anhydride), is the byproduct
of a coke cracking process. If this waste were accepted
at the grenada facility, .Koppers anticipates that it could
expect @ 4,000 drums per year, which would allow the Grenada
facility to burn hazardous waste in its boiler year—round.
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STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
DEPARTMENT OF ENVJRO\MENTAL QUALITY

RAY MABUS
GOVERNOR

January 7, 1992

CERTIFIED MAIL NO. P 868 026 203

Mr. Robert G. Hamilton
Vice President and General ManagerEnvironmental Services
Beazer East, Inc.
436 Seventh Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Re: Beazer East, Inc.
Grenada, Mississippi FacilityMSD 007 027 543

Dear Mr. Hamilton:

Enclosed is an Agreed Order which addresses certain RCRA violationsat the above referencec3 facility. Please review this document and,if the wording and conditions contained within are agreeable toBeazer East, Inc., have it signed and dated by the responsiblecompany official and returned to my attention at the above addressby January 23, 1992. If the wording and conditions are notacceptable to Beazer East, Inc., please contact me at your earliestconvenience so that we can discuss any changes that may benecessary.

If you have any questions or if you should require any additionalinformation, please contact me at (601) 961— 5220.

Sincerely,

DkQ 2.
David K. Peacock

Hazardous Waste Division

cc: Ms. Billie S. Flaherty — Beazer East (w/o enclosure)Mr. James S. Kutzman, P.E. - EPA (w/o enclosure)

OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL, P C). BOX 10385, JACKSON, MS 39289-0385, (601) 961-5171


