
TEXAS NATURAL RESOURCE CONSERVATION COMMISSION 
Proledhg Tuos by Redudng and haunting PduHon 

August 21, 1997 - 
Z 742 988 710 

Lt. Colonel Emest N. R&rson, Jr. 
Commanding Officcr 
Camp Stanley Storage Activity 

&me, Texas 780154800 
@ 25800 Ralph Fair Road 

Re: Complianoc Evaluation Inspection of August 6, 1997 
TNRCC Industrial Solid Waste Reg. No, 69026 
EPA ID No. TX2210020739 
Bexar county 

Dcar Lt. Col. Robenon: 

On August 6,1997, Mr. Malcolm A. Ferris of the Texas Natural Resource Conservation Commission 
m C C )  San Antonio Region oonductbd an impt ion  of the abvenamed facility. The inspection was 
conducted to determine the facility's compliance with applicable laws and regulations pertaining to 
industrial solid waste management, During the insptction the invtstigator verbally notified you and Mr. 
Brian K. Murphy (Environmental Officer) of concerns which were potential non-compliances and 
following the inspaction, Mr. Murphy w a s  verbally notified of a comm which was a non-compliance 
(see attachment). The non-compliance issue was adequately resolved on August 20, 1997. The non- 
compliance and the areas of amem have been included in the att&hment to this letter. Your response 
to the San Antonio Region's concerns is rquested within thirty (30) days of the receipt of this letter. 

REPLY To: REGION 13 - 140 HEIMER RD., SUITE 360 9 SAN ANTONIO. TEXAS 78232.5042 AREA CODE 210/490-3096 

P.O. Box 13087 Austin. Tcxu  7871 1-3087 512/239.1000 
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The Commission appreciates your assistance in this matter and your compliance efforts to ensure 
p d m  of the State's " m a t .  If you have arry qus tions regarding thcse matters, pleasc contact 
Malcolm A. Ferris at (210)490-3096, extension 312. 

Henry kamei, Jr. 
Waste Program Manager, San Antonio Region 13 

Attachments 

cc: Mr. Gregory Lyssy, U.S. EPA Region 6, Hazardous Waste Management Division, Superfund 
Branch, 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas, TX 75202 

Chief, Texas Section (6EN-HT), RCRA Enforcement Branch, Complianct Assurance and 
Enforcement Division, U.S. EPA, w o n  6, 1445 Ross Avenue, Dallas, TX 75202-2733 
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SUMMARY OF VIOLATIONS 
C M  STANIXY SI'OMGE ACTIVITY (CSSA) 

COMPUANCE EVAKJJA'ITON INSPECTION (CEI) OF AUGUST 6,199 

VIOLATIONS ALLEGED AND RESOLVED DURING CURRENT INSPECTION 

A pason who gencxatcs a Solid waste, as d e w  io 40 CFR 261.2, must _. de.tcrmine if that waste 
is a hamdous waste using the following m&d: 
(a) He should fmt d e t e r "  if the waste is excluded from reguhtion under 40 CFR 261.4. 
(b) Hc must then determine if the waste is listed as a hazardous waste m subpart D of 40 

CFR part 261. 

During the site inspection conducted on August 6, 1997, two (2) 30-gallon containers of. 'lacquer 
thinner" WBS observed to be held in Building 86 (??otic&? of Reghation unit #002). These containers 
were not labeled with the words 'hazardous waste' but they were msrkcd 8s non-kudous waste 
pending d p t  of anal@& results for a sample of the waste collected on August 5, 1997. Discussions 
with Mr. Brian Murphy and subsequent review of the Notice of Registration (NOR) indicated that the 
lacquer thinner WBS listed as a Class 2 industrial solid waste (NOR waste d e  20092092). Following 
furthcr review of the Iaqucr th imr  product which generated this waste stream, it was found that the 
maw SafGtY data sheet (h5SDS) for the origiaal product identified acetone, methyl ethyl ketone and 
toluene to mch be prcsent in concentrations exceeding 10 pcr cent. Based upon the information 
available on the MSDS, it is'belicved that the facility optrators should have recognized the lacquer 
thinner waste s t r a m  as a listed hazardous waste f" non-spdic sources cpoO3 and FWS) and the 
management of that waste stream should have been as a hazardous waste prior to receipt of anatytical 
results for the sample of the waste. 

Following verbal notification on August 20, 1997 of this potential violation, Mr. Murphy provided 
qia of the MSDS for the lacquer thinner product (Crown Lacquer Thinner) and a copy of the waste 
strcam notification record completed on August 20, 1997. Based upon this submittal, the alleged 
violation has been resolved. In order to satisfy the concerns of the San Antonio Region regarding the 
past management of waste generated by the use of this lacquer thinner prduct, CSSA is requested to 
provide copies of previous waste determination documentation for this waste stream and for the Class 
2 waste strean listed on the facility's NOR as 20092092. This documentation should include the 
applicable items rtquired under 30 TAC $335.513 (relating to Documentation Rquircd) and any other 
documenfation which supports the waste determination. In addition, the previous disposal information 

@ 



.. 

Lt, Col. Roberson, Commanding Officer, CSSA 
CEI of August 6, 1997 
Bexar County 

August 2 1, 1997 

for thc lacquer thinner (under either waste code) is also requested, and this should include copies of 
manifests and annual waste records for this waste stream as required under 30 TAC $335.9 (relating to 
Record KctPing and Annual RcpOrting procedures Applicable to Generators). 
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AREAS OF CONCERN 

A. During this inspection scvcral concerns have betn r a i d  regardiag the facility's registrations 
with the TNRCC and tbe =A. It js noted that the county location in both regismtion databases 
is identifitd as Kcndall County but that CSSA is actually locatd Be= County. In the 
TNRCC database this was found to have been changed sometime since 1995, but W. Murphy 
indiattd that he had wt requested this change. The TNRCC regktration also ident ih  the 
previous Commanding O f h r  for CSSA, (Lt. (31.) Dean Schmelling, as the facility contact. 
The EPA inttrnal notifIas report (INR) also i d d i f m  the old CSSA address (P.O. Box 690627, 
San Antonio, 78269). Tbe ki l i ty  operators are requested to correct thjs information by written 
c ~ ~ c n x  from CSSA to the TNRCC Waste Evaluation Section (or through STEERS, as 
app~riate)  with q i e s  to be sent to the San Antonio Region to show tbat the changes have been 
made. 

The Notice of Registratio0 (NOR) maintained by CSSA with the TNRCC was also found to not 
include solid waste " g e m a t  units (SWMUs) which were idtnt&d during this inspection as 
being closed or inactive and prepared for final closure. R m r d s  maintained by Mr. Murphy 
indicated that CSSA had p v h ~ ~ l y  submitted notification to the TNRCC for this unit, identified 
as Building 40 (NOR urd Stool). The notification form was reportedly sent by CSSA to the 
TNRCC Waste Evaluation Section on January 26, 1995. A copy of this form and the cover 
letter rtportdly used to t m " i t  the form were provided during this inspection. I t  was also 
nota! that another SWMU (T-14" W y  accumulation site) had been closed in April 1995 and 
neither dws that unit appear on the NOR for CSSA. With regard to the 19 SWMUs which have 
been identified for closure and the former open burning / opcn dttomtion unit (B-20), these were 
also noted to mt be included on the NOR. Mr. Murphy considered these units to not be subject 
to the notification rCqUirermnts btcause thcx units no longer receive solid wastes; however, the 
investigator indicated that any SWMU which had received solid waste after the notification 
requirement regulations tad been iinaliizad would have bten required to be included on the NOR 
at that time. Therefore, CSSA is requested to provide a review of the SWMU's which were 
receiving waste at the timC of the initial facility registration notification on January 24, 1983 or 
afterwards. and to update the NOR so as to be in compliance with the requirements that existed 
at that time. e 
The typc of waste generated (i.e., industrial vs. non-industrial) by the activities at CSSA was 
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n o d  to be unusual. It has k n  noted in this inspection that the mission of CSSA is not as a 
manufacturing facility, but rather as a support facility for storage, ttS@ and maintenance of 
milimy munitions. The only manufacturing activities have been noted to bc minor parts 
fabrication iwidenial to and in support of the maintcnanct and r e  of s d  wtapons. When 
Mr. Murphy was asM about the waste generator typc classification, he Mated that the issue 
had not been qutsticmed by the facility operators. It is notd that the operation of CSSA under 
the industrial g e n t ”  type ctassification is well ordered and has simplified much of the recent 
waste management activities at the facility which have involved one-time swments of wastes 
generated in the general clean-up and organization of the facility following the issuance of the 
Consent Agreement and Consent Order by the EPA. Although the San Antonio Region iS 
satisfied with the current operation of the site as an industrial gemrator, it is recognizad that 
CSSA may “luate tfiis status. If the facility opzators should decide to change the generator 
type status, the Sm Antonio Region rtquests that CSSA contact the Region to provide 
documentation of the rationale for the change in status. 

In addition to the above noted concerns, the quantity of waste generated by CSSA’s solid waste 
management unit (SWMU) closure activities raises another concern regarding the compliance 
of CSSA with the notifmtion and accumulation time requirements. It was noted that the scrap 
m a d  and soils observed to bc stockpiled at the SWMU clan-up arcas were not oonsidercd by 
Mr. Murphy to be ‘genesat&“ waste, and that thc quantity of the waste which has k n  or would 
be generated from these artas was not being considered to be applicable to the hazardous waste 
generator status for the CSSA facility site. The concerns of the San Antonio Region are that 
s h  the mafcrial stoczrpilcd (on plastic or oh&) is intended for disposal,. then they arc solid 
waste and, therefore, CSSA needs to pcrform a hazardous waste determination on thost 
materials. If the waste is detEFmrncd ‘ t o c x h i b i t a c l ”  * tic of a hazardous waste, then CSSA 
needs to “ g e  those “ials in coqlian;t with accumulation timt requirements. As a result 
of these concerns, CSSA is rtqucstcd to provide a written response to address the oo-site 
“gmcnt of metal and contaminatd soils generated by the remediation activities, and 
which explains when materials are to be considered solid waste ami how the management of the 
materials is to comply with the applicable notification and accumulation time requirements. In 
particular, if the materials stockpiled at B-20 and E24 are not considered to be solid waste, then 
CSSA is rqucstcd to provide a written explanation of how the management of those materials 
is to be in compliance with the Texas Water Code’s prohibitions on unauthorized discharges. 

B. 

With regard to the exprtsscd intention of the facility operators to dispose of the scrap metal and 
soils observed stockpiled at B-20 as a non-hazardous waste following on-site stabilization of 
metals, the San Antonio Region notes that the treatment of a hazardous wask for purposes of 
meeting land disposal restriction requirements would require the facility operators to submit a 
waste arralysis plan at l a s t  thirty (30) days prior to the commcnccmcnt of the eatmerit activity. 

I 
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Therefore, should the hazardous waste determination on those materials r e v d  that it exhibits 
a charactexistic of a hazardous waste, the facility qxrators arc advisdd to contact the San 
Antonio Region to ensure that the proposed stabilirration activity is properly documented as 
rquird udcr 40 Code of Federal Regulations Q268.7(a)(4) (relating to Land Disposal 
Restrictions - Waste analysis and rccordkccping). 

C. During the facility si& inspection, two (2) containers of spent solvent were observed in 
accumulation in Building 90-2 with another container of hazardous waste (Doo1) residue 
gtnerated fiwm the solvent recycling activities (NOR waste code 401 1609H). The container of 
hazardous waste was explained to be the satellite accumulation of waste generated from the 
solvent recoy~y system locat#l in ~uilding 90-1. Tbt two (2) othermntainers were expl.ained 
to be accumulated prior to bcing recycled. At that h e ,  the invdgator indicated that even 
though the two (2) containers of spent solwent were to be recycled on-site, the spent solvent was 
still a waste subject to a hazardous waste dcta-mhtion and (if a hazardous waste) the 
accumulation time rquirements. Regarding the -tion of wh@m the spcnt solvent was a 
hazardous waste, Mr. Murphy indicated that he bdievcd the solvent to have a flash point of 
greater than 140 degrecs Fahrenheit; howcvcr, he was uncertain whether the solvent contained 
other constituents which may also be charactEristics of hazardous wastt. Following this 
discussion, h e  two c0ntah.n of s p t  solvent were moved to the facil i ty's container storage ma 
(NOR unit a) to be sampled for a hazardous waste aualysis. As a result of this issue, the San 
Antonio Rcgion requests that the facility uperators provide copies of the hazardous waste 
determination mults for the spent solvent. 

D. During the review of thc facility's records, it was noted that land disposal restriction (LDR) 
notihations were not included for shipments of mtrictcd w a k i  tha,t had been sent off-site us& 
Tcxas Stab: Manifest Document Numbers 1049924,1053608,934876 and SKC-40642. When 
these were idcntificd as missing, Mr. Murphy called the disposal companies to rtqukst copies 
of the forms be sent via fax before the end of the inspection. T b i s  request was met by Texas 
Ecologists, Inc. (Robstown) for manifat number 1049924. Upon receipt of the copy of the 
LDR notification used for that shipment, it was obsemcd that the copy had a fax transmission 
note indicating that the form had originally been sent by fax from Mr. Murphy to Texas 
EcologiStr, he. prior to the actual date of the shipmcnt. Following this inspection, Mr, Murphy 
faxed Oopies of the LDR notification forms for the otbu shipments of restricted waste which had 
been sent off-Site to Safkty-Klecn Corp. menton). As a result of CSSA's quick response to the 
discovery of the missing LDR notifiation f o m  and the indimtion that the forms may have been 
misfiled while still being kept by the facility operators, no violation of the record keeping 
regulations has bccn alleged at this time. However, it is noted that the facility operators ate 
responsible for maintaining all applicable records specified by 30 TAC 5335.9 (relating to 
Rmrd Keeping and Annual Rtporting Procedures Applicable to Generators), 8335.13 (relating 
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to Record Keeping and Rcporthg Procedures Applicsble to Generators Shipping Hnmrdous 
Waste or Class 1 Waste and Primary Exporters of Hazardous Waste), 4335.70 (relating to 
Fkmdkqing) and 0335.431 (dating to Land Disposal Restrictions) in addition to any other 
applicable m r d  hepiing quinments  that may result from the waste generation activities 
conducted on the CSSA facility site (including the outer cantonment). 

E. In addition to the missing LDR notification forms addressed above, Texas State Manifest 
I)ocumcnt Number 946450 was observed to be missing LDR notification forms and 8 signed 
(original) copy of the manifest had not beto received from thc designated facility. It is noted 
that this shipmcnt had b of waste munitions stored at CsSA for the Camp Bullis Training Site 
and that the munitions had been removed from storage by representatives of Camp Bullis for 
disposal at the Explosive Ordnance Detonation @OD) Range located at Camp Bullis, an 
adjoining military installation. At the time of the sbipmcnt on October 19, 1995, Malcolm A. 
F ~ r h  (San Antonio Rcgion Waste Program Investigator) bad been contacted by Mr. Murphy 
regardiag the shipment and the potential ramification that the quantity of haz@ous waste 
reported on the manifest would have on CSSA's generator status. When appristd of the 
shipmt a d  tk use of the manifest, Mr. Fenis had indiatcd that a manifest was not necessary 
for the @mat of hamdous waste between the adwnt hcilities. Mr. Ferris noted that CSSA 
and Camp BuuiS shared a contiguous boundary and the waste had been transported between the 
facilities on a private road controlled by the military. Because the manifest had becn used for 
the shipment, Mr. Ferris advised Mr. Murphy to notify the TNRCC of the corractions to the 
m t  to iadicatt the llct explosive weight of the munitions, insmd of the total waght of the 
item so as to better document the quantity of hazardous waste involvcd in the shipment. 
Following verbal notification of this issue to Mr. Murphy, a copy of an exception report was 
submittal for the shipment. Although the record review conducted for this inspection revmled 
that a s @ d  copy of the manifest had not been received from the designated facility within 40 
days and that the CSSA facility operators had not provided an exception report, no violation has 
been alleged due to the fact that the manifest was not nccdcd for the shipment, and bcause, at 
that h e ,  the Ihlititary Munitions Rule" had been proposed which clarified the definition of "on- 
site" conditions that rcquke the usc of the manifest. However, it is noted that since the manifest 
had been usad, CSSA should have complied with the manifest system requirements. 

F. The recent removal from Building 90 of a degreasing proccss unit that used tetrachlorethylene 
and trichloroethylene solvents was indicated by Mr. Murphy to have involved the fUhg with 
concrete the 'pit" where the degrcasing unit had been located. This unit was reportedly in use 
s i n e  the 1950's. When the facility operators were asked whether an investigation of the "pit" 
had been conducted to check for the prcscncc of chlorinated solvents prior to the filling of the 
'pit" with concrete, the facility operators indicated that no investigation had been perform&; 
however, they rcassurcd the investigator that there had becn no lcaks of spill of the solvents 

e 
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while the unit was in upation. However, the investigator indicated that any xpiUagc or leakage 
during the opMation of the unit could have resulted in contamination of the existing concrete and 
possibly further contamination of the soils underlying the building. The facility operators 
responded that the building would be invtstigatdd sometime in the future when it was to be 
demolishad. However, due to the kmwn contamination of groundwater by chlorinated solvents 
dcttxtcd in an upgtadicnt well (WeU 16) and due to the potential for contamkdoo of Building 
90's concrete floor and underlying soils, the San Antonio Region recommends that CSSA 
conduct an investigation to determine whether chlorinated solvents have contaminated the soils 
below the area where the degrcascr was originally located. Therefore, the San Antonio Region 
recommends that the facility operators provide a response which addresses this concem. 



TNRCC REGION 13 TNRCC # 6 9 0 2 6  
INSPECTION COVER SHEET 

el ID# -ZX2210020739 Commercial Waste Facility - 
(ck) 

Name of company: G t d e v  Storacre A c t i v i t v  

Site Address: 25800 u h  F w d .  Roerne, Texas 78006 

Previous I”(s) of company (if applicable): J/A 
Property owner (if dif ferent  than company): N /A 

Mailing Address: 25800 u h  F& - 

County: Rexar Type of Industry: - 
Road, Roerne. Texas 78015 4800 

JJ,S ,  Br;8lv wmcuitv 

GENERATOR CLASSIFICATION: Industrial / Municipal 

FACILITY CLASSIFICATION: Government 4 Non-Gov’t. -. * c -  

L 3  
,+- 
< -- .- 

~ . ._- . .  . 13 
OPERATIONAL STATUS: Active 

-I Current Waste Management: . ,-I 

for each a c t i v i t y  listed.) Treatment H -- 
H = Hazardous Storage . _  
1 = Class 1 Non-hazardous Disposal - -  

(Please note the class of waste(s)  Generator 
FL 

- _ .  2 = Class 2 Non-haz. Transporter * -  
3 = Class 3 Non-haz. Pending Notification 

and Waste Determination 

ZARDOUS WASTE EXEMPTIONS: CE-SQG 
(circle > )  

@ 
< 90 DAY ACCUMULATION 

OTHER* * (Elementary Neutralization, WW Treatment Tanks, <90 Day Treatment, etC.) 

H w FACILITIES (circle Codes): e T @ WP LT LF I 

TYPE OF INSPECTION (circle) NRR CSE SPL CDI CME OAM 

TR WDW 

N H FACILITIES (circle codes): a T SI WP LT LF I TT TR WDW 

OTH (+  reason) 04 complaint 06 = closure 

& ::Tti-maciia 
Inspector’s Name and Title )aFerria,Environmentnlr 

22 - SPL results 34  = UIC 
4 6  = DOD 
61 = state fee bill 

Inspection Participants Brian K. -fr [Egvir-er. C S m  

Date(s) of Inspection Auaust 6. 1997 - 
3/95 



UNIVERSE TRACKING REQUEST 

TWC ID:,69026 EPA ID: TX2219- 
FACILITY NAME: Camp Stanlev Gtoraae A c t i v i t v  
ADD : DELETE : _TBS CHANGE : TO: 
example:LD,TS LD,TS,LQG,SQG LQG SQG, 

GN, LQG LD TS 
SQG 

CESS TYPR: 

(CIRCLE THE APPROPRIATE PROCESS TYPE) 
Each code in parenthesis can only  be applied 
to the process type that appears w i t h  it. 

**POSSIBLE POSSIBLE POSSIBLE 
PROCESS UNITS OF PROCESS UNITS OF PROCESS UNITS OF 
TYPEMEASURETYPEMEAFUEL 3.- MEASURE 

D79-WDW (G,L,U,V) Sol-C (G,L) TOl-T (UfV) 

D80-LF (A,F) 

D81-LT (B,Q,Y,C 

D82-0cD ( U , V )  

D83-SI (G,L) 

S02-T (G,L) T02-SI ( U , V )  

so3-WP (Y,C) T03-I (D, w, 
- -  . 

E,HfK) 

SO4-SI (G,L) T04-0th ( D , W ,  
.. U , V , N ,  - 

s,  J , R )  

* *) 
A=acre-feet 
B=acres 
C=cubic meters 
D=short tons per hour 
Emgallons per hour 
Fehectare-meter 
G-gallons 
Hmliters per hour 
Jmpounds per hour 
K-BTU's per hour 

OF MEASURE: 
L=liters 
N-short tons per day 
Q=hectares 
R-kilograms per hour 
S=metric tons per day 
U-gallons per day 
V=liters per day 
W=metric tons per hour 
Y=cubic yards 

PROCESS / CAPACITY AMOUNT: 
** UNIT OF MEASURE USED: 

us: (CIRCLE) 
B - verified as actually existing 
L - determined not to exist as a result of a subsequent 
R - found to exist as a result of a.subsequent 

N - permitted, not yet under construction 
C - permitted, under construction 
0 - previously operated, regulated. now unregulated 

investigation 

investigation 

REQUESTED BY: P 
Page 1 of 2 
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TNRCC REGION 13 
INSPECTION COVER SHEET 

TNRCC # 69026- 

EPA ID# TX2210020739 Commercial Waste Facility - 
Name of company: St-v St-ue A c t i v i t v  

Site Address: 25800 Ralph Fair Road, B o s m m .  Te- 78006 

Previous name(s) of company (if applicable): N/A 
Property owner (if different than company): N/A 

(ck) 
Mailing Address: 25800 U h  F U ,  B w n e ,  Texas 78015 - 4800 

County: - Type of Industry: c s t a d t y  

GENERATOR CLASSIFICATION: Industrial J Municipal 

Government 4 Non-Gov't. :: 

r 
c 4 

FACILITY CLASSIFICATION: 
\ <  

. -3 
:7 OPERATIONAL STATUS: Active . .* -- 

Current Waste Management: ' 3  
(Please note the class of waste(s) Generator H. 1, 2 - >-I 

H = Hazardous Storage -.+! 

3 Class 3 Non-haz. Pending Notification .-  

rl, 
- 3  

for each activity listed.) Treatment H t.2 
-1 

. _  
.>  
+- 

1 = Class 1 Non-hazardous Di spo s a 1 
2 = Class 2 Non-hsz. Transporter Y +.  ..- 

and Waste Determination 

HAZARDOUS WASTE EXEMPTIONS: CE-SQG 
.. 

- 

(circle > )  e 
< 90 DAY ACCUMULATION 

OTHER* * (Elementary Neutralization, WW Treatment Tanks, <90 Day Treatment, etc.) 

H W FACILITIES e% (circle codes): T @ WP LT LF I @ TR WDW 

N H FACILITIES (circle codes): @ T SI WP LT LF I TT TR WDW 

TYPE OF INSPECTION (circle) CEI NRR CSE e CDI CME OAM 

- OTH (+  reason) complaint 06 closure 
SPL results 34 = U I C  

4 6  = DOD 
61 = state fee bill 

@ BIF 
53 = multi-media 

Inspector's Name and Title m c o l m  P, E v n u v i r o n m s n f ; R 1  Investigator 

Inspection Participants Paul Oliver (CSSA) 

'K& 
f - f . = 7  Approved: & (date) (date) f -  

Signed: 

3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE mt 6 .  1997 

TNRCC Industrial & Hazardous Waste Inspection Report 
f o r  Non-Permitted Facilitiee 

CONTENTS SHEET 

4 1. Data Entry Form (CMEL) 

J 2 .  Inspection Cover Sheet 

4 3 .  Contents Sheet 

-L 4 .  Pre-Inspection Record Review 

5. Facility Record Review Checklist 

J A - HW Determination & Notification 
J B - Recordkeeping & Reporting 
- C - International Shipments 
- J D - ManifeBt & LDR Notifications - E - Manifests, Records, & Reports 

4 H - Preparednesa & Prevention 

- J - Contingency Plan 
- K - Waste Analysis 

J F - LDR Requirements 
J G - Personnel Training 

J I - Emergency Procedures for SQGs 
7 L - Operating Record * 

M - Financial Assurance 
JN - Closure/Post-Closure Req. 
- 0 - General Inspection Req. 
-P - Tanks, Existing Systems* 
-Q - Tanks, New Systems* 
- R - Tanks, Spec. R e q .  (Is, R ) *  
- S - Tanks, Spec. Req. (Incmp)* 
- T - Tanks,,Closure/Post-Clos.* 
- U - Landfills" 
- V - Surface Impoundments* 
- W - Groundwater Monitoring 
- Tanks Table* 

6. Facility Site Inspection Checklist 

J A - General Site Information 
J B - Unauthorized Discharges 
J C - Accumulation Time Exemptions 
/ D - Preparedness & Prevention 
4 E - Emergency Procedures f o r  SQGs 
- F - Security 
-G - Special Requirements 

JH - Container Storage Area* 
JI - Satellite Accumulation* 
- J - Tanks, Containment* 
- K - Tanks, Inspections* 
- L - SQG Tanks* 
- M - Surface Impoundments* 
- N - Landfills* 

. J 8.  

9 .  - 
- J 10. 

J 11. 

J 12. 

-13. a -14. 
J 15. 

J 16. 

BIF Checklist 

Source Reduction/Waste Min. Checklist 

Transporters Checklist 

Notice of Registration (NOR) 

Maps, Plans, Sketches 

Phbtographs 

Sample Analysis Results 

Notice of Violation (NOV) Letter 

Interoffice Memorandum (IOM) 

Other (Describe): Eee list sf Attac- 

* If more thsn one section (or table) is  included, please indicate  here. 3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 6 9 0 a  
INSPECTION DATE Buuust 6, 1997 

PRE-INSPECTION RECORD REVIEW 

m e t i o n  A D INFO- 

1. Has the facility received an EPA ID number? N / A - Y E S ~ N O -  

-- 

(N/A to CESQG's) 

2 .  Has the facility received a TNRCC Registration Number? N/A-YE S J N O -  
Note: Inspector ahould review NOR prior t o  inspect ion.  

NOTE: If the answer to questions 1 and/or 2 above in "no", then a Non-Notifier 
Request form should be submitted by the inspector, along with the  report. 

3. Has proof of deed recordation of all solid waste 

4 .  

land disposal facilities been provided to TNRCC? 

Did preinspection call to Central Office confirm that the facility 
has submitted current financial assurance documentation? 

N/A-YES-NO J 

N/A_I/_YES-NO- 

Note: N o t  applicable to  generators who qua l i fy  as permit exempt 
per 335.69 /262.34  -- < 

N o t e :  A "no" answer to any of the  above questions indicates a possible 
v i o l a t i o n .  
Site Inspection checklist t o  comment and/or cite  v i o l a t i o n .  

Please  refer to  the F a c i l i t y  Record Review checklist or Facility 

1. 

2. 

3 .  

4 .  

5. 

6 .  

Review Notice of Registration ......................... Attachment 6 

Review permit (if applicable) 

Review facility file 

Review Part B application (if applicable) 

Review shipment summaries (on microfiche/TRACS) 

Review RCRIS log: 

a. Is facility's name correct? YESJNO- 
If no, note change on Name Change Request form. 

b. What is RCRIS facility status? CESQG-SQGJ-LQG- TSJLD-NON- 

Is the status correct? Y E S L N O -  
If no, note change on CMEL and Universe Tracking Request form. 

c .  A r e  there outstanding violations for this facility 
listed in RCRIS? YES-NO d 
If YBB, please explain briefly. 

a These need to be addressed during the inspection and noted on the CMEL. 

9 / 9 4  



TNRCC REClISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE Wt 6, 1997 

FACILITY RECORD REVIEW CHECKLIST 

*** 

1. 

COMMENT : 

Has g e n e r a t o r  completed a hazardous waste determination for 
each solid waste generated? (262.11) YES-NO J 

en -ut t h e  s m n t  - solvents W e r a t R d  from nWfQdfG 
B s o l v e n t  v a t s  i n  w u  90 t h e  f u  

e r a t o r s  could not verifv w h a e r  t h p  w a s t e  was haxardous 
The facility's N C U U i a c l u d e s t e  cocks 

r b o t h  -us and non I u o u s  c l u a t i o n a =  
pr non hazardous. 

b n w ~ v ~ r ,  w i t h  reU&rd t o  t h e  w a s t e s  observed fn a w "  
e c t i o n ,  t h e  f a c u t v  - one&orP w e r e  

er the w a s t e  e x h i b i t e d  t - t ermfc  of 

* 

cs. I t .  is n o t e d  t h a t  t h e y  ap longer u s e  othtX 
mlventfi  which may c o n t r i b u t e  o t h e r  hazardous c o m t u e -  
however ,  since t h e y  s t a r t e d  recvcllna spen t  SoLYBDta* t b  

tv h a s  n o t  t e s t e d  t h e  recvcled s o l v e n t  to IEJlwk f o r  

m i n  t h e  a t t a a e d  IOM. 
.. 

LOMMENT : a a t i o n ,  a w a s t e  strem o f  l a c q u e r  thfnDer had k e n  
R u i l d L n u  86 (NOR wt 1002)s a non - W d o u a  

* 
ected on A u w t  5 ,  1997. F u r t h e r  review of t h e  
ty's -n on t h e  Zacquer I&hner revealed 

t h a t  i t  had a f1m p o b t  sf 30 O F  rind cont afsed ov er 10 wer 
s n t  by wefuht  of toluene, acetgne and methyl e t h y l  ketpae 

n rPolu.&bn. Based upon thfs infarmation,  the 

e t h e  was te  a U t e d  

Check ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ ~ e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o l a ~ f  

On been resoJved* 
J a. Listed as a hazardous waste i n  40 CFR Part 261, Subpart D. 

COMMENT : second co-t t o  above  a g e s t i o n  - # I .  

* * * An entry in this column indicates corrective action or comment is nesdd . 
A 3/95 



TNRCC REQISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE w u s t  6 ,  19eZ. 

*** 

J b. Process or materials knowledge. 
- J c. Tested f o r  characteristics as identified in Part 261, Subpart C. 

3. For each hazardous waste generated, has the generator 
determined if it is restricted from land disposal? 

Note: For hazardous waste generators, inspector must complete SsCtfOn D .  

4 .  

COMMENT : s v i o l a t b n  has  

N/A-YESJNO- 

Is written notification of all waste streams generated and 
waste management units current? (335.6) YES-NOJ 

essed I n  t h e  a t t m a d  IOM as a vfolatfon el- 
aection, 

5. Has the facility received an EPA ID number? (262.12) 
(N/A to CE-SQG'8) N/A-YESJNO- 

6. Has the facility received a TNRCC Registration Number? N/A-YESJNO- 
Notet Inspector should review NOR prior to inspection 

7. Has proof of deed recordation of a l l  solid waste land disposal 

COMMENT : 

units (including closed or abandoned) been provided to TNRCC? 
( 3 3 5 . 5 )  N/A-YES-NO J 

In ad- c:Lnsure of the  open humizaa 1 omdeleonat ion  

pf these uaitfl on t h e  f a W . i a L m n e  of t h e  unfes 
broader f srw 

ssed aa w A r e a  
pf C m "  in t h e  at tached ION. 

ve been closed with w w l a c e .  

1. D o e ~  generator maintain the following records and reports, if applicable, 
for three years or 5 years for landbaa documentation: 

b. Analytical results of HW and landban determinations? N/ZC_YESJNO- 
c. Waste shipping manifests and laadban documentation? N / L Y E S - N O  J 

a. Waste classification documentation? YESJNO- 

COMMENT: 

f a c v  received codes  of t h e  

FFcoloafatP, Inc. w u c a t a d  t h a t  t h e  
d been n-v sent v u  fromJjr. m h v  to re- a 

E C o l W f s t S ,  Inc.. no viol-  b e u e a s d  a t  Chis 
OWBVBF, issue is a d h p p &  as Arcpa of C0-m 

* * * An entry in tbis column iadicatss corractive action or comment is n d d  . 
5 3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE W t  6 *  1997 

*** 

d.  Monthly off-site shipment summaries (out-of-state only)? 

e. Monthly on-site land disposal summaries? 
[N/A to generator only ,  applies to operator of HW 

. on-site land disposal facility (335.329.b.5)] N/A J YES-NO- 
f .  Monthly waste receipt summaries (TSD facilities only)?N/A J YES-NO- 
g. Company records of industrial solid waste activities? N / L Y E S  4 NO- 
h. Company records of hazardous waste activities for  nud, .&d 

HW generators of > l o 0  kg/mo. or >1 kg/mo. acutely HW? N/A J Y E S N O -  
i. Annual reports (submitted by January 25)? N/A-YESJNO- 

N / L Y E  SJNO- 

1. 

2. 

3 .  * *. 

5 .  

COMI 

Does the generator use waste manifests when shipping Hazardous 
and Class 1 waetes off-site? N/A-YES J NO- 

Are Waste Manifeets properly completed and signed? N/A-YE SJNO- 

A r e  o f f - s i t e  disposal facilities RCRA-permitted or 
under interim status standards? 4 NO- 

Identify primary off-site disposal/recycling facilities and 
note if they are not authorized (this may be a violation): 

388: Teama Fcologbts (Rnhstown), 
A ID# TXD0694S2340: Hydroc-on mcvclws. Inc. (Ran - 0 ) .  EPA ID# 

052649027: a t e x  -a1 & -1.v Csr, -ton), Em ID# 
TXD074196338. 

Has generator submitted exception reports to TNRCC fo r  any 
original (white) copies of manifests received back from 
receiving facilities? (N/A to all CE-SQG’s) N/A-YES-NO J 

ulENT : tw 00946450 was w e d  on 
t - !  

t a t  the n e 2  
l m i v e  or-a1 /ROD) ranue. 

Zv records  dfd 
n-ude a signed lorigfaa.,Z) c o p v e s t .  It 

t had a e a d v  heen 

ed t Q  

o f  t h e  1995 s w t , ,  revisipna t o  the d e f u o n  of 

mde when M r . h v  contacted t h e  Z!WCC and s i n c e  A 

o noted tht, a t  the 

ropoged under t h e  M u i t g r v  M m f ,  tiom7 R u l e  # ba-aite were p a 

a t  t h o s e  revia- were Intended t o  a- t m w  Q€ 

* * * An entry in this column indicates corrective action or commmt is wsdd . 
6 3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 6902.6 
INSPECTION DATE 

*** 

6. Were restricted wastes shipped off-site to an authorized TSDF? 

7. 

N/A-YE S L N O -  

If yes ,  did the generator or handler provide the following information 
along with each hazardous waste manifest [268.7(a)]: 
a. Manifest document number? N/A-YE SJNO- 
b. EPA waste identification code? N/A-YESJNO- 
c. Applicable treatment standards f o r  each waste, applicable 

category and subcategory for each waste, an adequate 
reference of the standards, or 5-letter treatment code, if 
allowable? 

d. Waste analysis data, if available? 
COMMENT : 

t s .  However, 

on. Due to t h e  -a factors ma-ed in 
f o r  t h e  use of -n for t h a t  waste "a 

4"LmL 
been adeeaaed a s  an Area of C w r n  

8 .  For wastes being shipped off-site meet treatment standards, 
or where wastes meet treatment standards and are disposed of 
on-site, did the facility certify that the waste meeta all 
applicable treatment standards, including the statement in 
268.7(a)(2)(ii)? N/A 4 YES-NO- 

If a restricted waete is subject to a case-by-case extension 
( 2 6 8 . 5 ) ,  exemption (268.6), or nationwide capacity variance 
(268, Subpart C), with each shipment, did t h e  generator notify 
the TSDF that the waste is not prohibited from land disposal, 
including the date the waste is subject to the prohibitions 
[268.7(a)3(v)J? N/A J YES-NL- 

9 .  

m 
10. If the generator has shipped lab packs off-site 

* * * An =try in this column indicatas corrsctive action or comment b n e d d  . 
7 3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE -St 6,  1997 

*** 

[ 2 6 8 . 7 ( ~ 1 ) ( 8 & 9 ) ] ,  have appropriate certifications accompanied 
shipments? N/A_I/_YES-NO- 

NOTE: This section applies to facilities r e c e j v a  hazardous and Class 1 
wastes from off-site, 

NOTE: N/A to CESQGS 

T I: W T E  -ION AND T E S T E  

1. Has the facility determined whether restricted wastes or 
treatment residues exceeded the appropriate treatment standards 
based on the following: 
A, Knowledge of Process [268.7(a)]? N/A,,YE SJNO- 

NOTE: It is appropriate f o r  a handler to determine that his 

e 

2. 

3 .  

restricted waste exceeds treatment standards upon 
generation using knowledge of process so long as . . _  this 
information is documented. 

i. Did the facility test the waste, an extract, or 
treatment residue (as appropriate) to assure compliance 
with the applicable treatment standards and 
prohibitions, including treatment standards 
established under Phase II? 

ii. Is the testing repeated at an adequate frequency a the 
frequency stated in the facility's waste analysis plan 
(WAP)? N/A 4 YES-NO- 

iii. For California List wastes, did the generator determine 
the waste to be liquid or non-liquid by the Paint 
Filter Liquids Test (PFLT)? N/A d YES-NO- 

B. Testing [268.7(a),(b),(c)(2); 268.41,42,&43]? 

N/A-YES 4 NO- 

If treatment standards specify a particular technology, did the 
facility utilize the correct method ( 2 6 8 . 4 2 ) ?  N/A-YES 4 NO- 

Did the facility identify specific constituents in FOOl - F005 
wastes, F039 wastes, or the underlying hazardous constituents 
in DOOl, D002/ and in TC organic wastes? N / L Y E S  J NO- 

a. If No, is the generator or treater going to monitor for all 
potential hazardous constituents in the treated waste)? 

N/A J YES-NO- 

y 

4 .  Did the generator U u t s  a restricted hazardous waste in a manner 
which Is prohibited (268.3)? N/A d NO-YES- 

Was the restricted waste or residue a m a c t e r j s t i c  waste e which was treated by mixture with other wastewater discharged 
under the terms of an NPDES permit or UIC permitted injection 
well [268.1(~)(3), 268.3(b)J? N/A 4 YES-NO- 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE &&gust 6 .  1997 

6 .  Does the qenerator mix restricted wastes which have different 

*** 

I treatment -standards? N / A L Y E S - N O  

7. Does the facility handle hazardous wastes which 
have been rendered non-hazardous by on-site treatment 
[268.9(d)J? N/A_I/_YE S-NO- 

COMMENT: Prior to 1987 

Poo3) .  F n l u  a 1993 f n s v e c t i w u f  t h e  f ~ c i l f t y  b y  the  

f h e  u 2 e m L t r e a t m n t  of hazardous waste b y  CSSA. Qn 

CSSA overated an open b m  ./ ogzm d e t o n a t f w  
n t  of w a s t e  

waste, 

, an -order was issued on June 3 0 , 2 9 3  fnr 

Y 2 1 ,  1996, t h e  f u c u f t y  - -  overators s e t u e d  wl- 
r QB/OD area is now -a c l o s m  

8 .  For generatore who qualify as permit exempt per 335.69/262.34, and who 
treat restricted waste in containers or tanks (in order to meet the 
treatment standards of 2 6 8 ,  Subpart D): 
a. Has the facility developed and followed a written waste analysis 

plan (WAP)? (Refer to Section L) N/A 4 YES-NO- 
b. Is the WAP kept on-site? N/A J YES-NO- 
c .  Has the waste analysis plan (WAP) been submitted to EPA or 

N/A / YES-NO- TNRCC 30 days prior to the treatment activity? - .  

e NOTEt Applicable to both generators & disposal facilities. 

9 .  Prior to placement of waste in a land-based unit, or p r i o r  to 
disposal, did the waste meet applicable treatment 
standards? N/A YES-NO- 

10. If the waste o r  treatment residue is a JJetPd hazardous waste, 
was it placed in a unit that meets all minimum technological 
requirements (MTR)? N / A L Y E  S-NO- 

11. If the answer to either 1 or 2 is no, is the activity 
authorized by some exemption, a variance from the LDR 
requirements, a case-by-case extension, a variance that 
authorizes alternate treatment standards, or some other 
authorization? N/A d YES-NO- 

Q (40  CFR Part 265.161 N / k  

1. Does the owner/operator maintain a personnel training program 
designed to prepare employees to respond effectively to 
hazardous waste emergenciee? N / ~ Y E S _ J N O -  

*2. Is the program directed by a pereon t h a t  has received training 
in hazardous waste management procedures? N/A 4 YES-NO- 

* 3 .  IS a training review given annually? N/A J YES-NO 

* 4 .  Does the owner/operator keep the following records at the facility: 
a. Job title and written job description of each position? 

N/A_I/_YE S-NO- 

* * * An entry in thls column Indicatm corrsctive action or comment is n d d  . 
9 3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE wt 6, 1997 

*** 

b. Description of the type and amount of training? N/AJ-YE S-NO- 

Section H S and PREVENTION ( 2 6 5 . 3 0  .37 )  N/A- -- - 
1. Has the owner/operator attempted to familiarize local response 

authorities and hospitals (as appropriate) w i t h :  facility 
layout, entrances and evacuation routes, hazardous waste 
properties and hazards (including types of injuries which could 
result) & the work locations of facility personnel? N/LYESJNO- 

Has a primary authority been designated in case more than one law 
N/A-YE SJNO- .. . e enforcement or fire department responds? 

3 .  Has the ownar/operator attempted to reach agreements with . -  
emergency response contractok and equipment suppliers? - 

N/A-YES_JNO- 

4 .  If local authorities decline to e n t e r  i n t o  the above-noted 
agreements, is this documented? N/ALYES-NO-  

2 .  Is the emergency coordinator familiar with the 

* * * h mntry in th& column indicatas c o m t i v e  action or comment is d a d  
10 3/95 



*** TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE &,"at 6 .  1992 

emergency response procedures in 262*34(d)(S)(iv)? N/A-YESJNO- 

Section J NTINQENCY P W  and EMERGENCY P W C E D U W  ( 2 6 5 . 5 0  + 5 6 !  N/A_I/_ 
- 

c- 

NOTE: N/A to SQGs 
COMMENT: 

ed for thermal  

. .  an @nforcauent  order wLuuuu lv i saued  on June 3 0 ,  1993 and 
e n t  and Conseat Order tCACfU. 

lement of t h e  vi-on f Q X  
u s  waste. Fox t h e  nuposes  . .  p e c t i w .  t h e  f e c a t v  has been addressed as a 

1 u u u t v  a w e r a t o r  of hazardous waste. 

on E - G RE(ZPRP (40  CFR 265.73  & 268.50)  N / A L  

COMMENT : 

(40 CFR 265 ,140  - , 1 5 0 1  N / A L  
Note: N/A to SQGs and < 90 day facilities. 

* * * An entry in this cohun.~ indicatss corrective action or comment is n d d .  
12 3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION if 69026  
INSPECTION DATE AyqUpt 6 ,  1997 

CLOSURE PLAN (CFR 265.110-116) N/h- NOR FAC. #(e )  NOT XlZSTEP 

-- , 
NOTE: N/A to SQGs and < 90 - day facilities 
1. Circle hazardous waste facilities subject to RCRA CLOSURE: 

CLOSURE : C T SI WP LT LF I BIF TT TR 0 

a 
L .  Does the facility have a written closure plan? 

3 .  Does the closure plan address all hazardous 
waste u n i t s ?  

*** 

N / L Y E S  4 NO- 

4 .  Does the closure plan include: 
a. A description of how and when the facility will be: 

(1) Partially Closed N/A-YES J NO- 
( 2 )  Finally Closed N/A 4 YES-NO- 
An up-to-date estimate of maximum inventory 
of hazardous wastes in storage and treatment 
at any time during the life of t h e  facility? N/A-YES NO- 

Petonation Areac (dated March 1994)  inc luded  a schedul e f o r  

b. 

c. An estimate of the expected year of closure? N/LYES-NO J 
COMMENT : ec or- FkTrkia 1 P a c l l f l v  C&gur@ 

closure was baaed on on of korkfnq d a y u d  t h a t  CUI extensf  a 

t order resulf;ed in the 

* * * h snhy in this column tndicrtss c~rrsctivs action or comment is n d d .  
13 3/95 



TNRCC REQIGTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE W k  6 .  1997  

*** 

5. Does the plan include a schedule for final cloaure 
which includes? 
a. Time estimates fo r  each phase of closure 

N/A-YES / NO- 
N/A-YES / NO- 

f o r  each area? 
b. Time estimate for total closure? 

included 6 .  A r e  the following steps to close 
a. Removal of wastes 
b. Treatment of wastes 
c. Di8pOSal of wastes  
d. Cap or final cover 
e. Decontamination of equipment 
f. Closure certification 

POST-CLOSURE PLAN (265.117-120) 

7. Circle hazardous waste facilities 
SI WP 

& structi 

in the plan: 
N/A-YES d NO- 
N/A-YES / NO- 
N/A-YES { NO- 
N/A / YES-NO- 

res N/A J YES-NO- 
N/LYESJNO- 

N / A L  NOR FAC.-#(s) 

subject to RCRA Post-Closure: 
LT LF T 0 

8 .  Does the facility have a written Post-Closure Plan? " - . .  N/A YES-NO 

9 .  Does the p l a n  address a l l  RCRA E-nd Disposal 
facilities? N/ALYES-NO- 

10. Does the plan provide for 30 years of post-closure 
care? N/A 4 YES-NO- 

11.Does the Post-Closure Plan include: 
a .  Description of planned groundwater monitoring 

activities and the frequencies at which 
they will be performed? N/A 4 YES-NO- 

b. Description of planned maintenance activities and frequencies 
they will be performed to ensure the following: 
(1) Integrity of final cover or other containment N/ALYES-NO- 
( 2 )  Proper functioning of groundwater monitoring 

equipment N/A J YES-NO- 
( 3 )  Proper functioning of leachate collection 

equipment N/A J YES-NO- 
( 4 )  Proper functioning of gas collection 

equipment N/ALYES-NO-  

contact person for the post-closure period? N/A J YES-NO- 
c. Name,  addresB and phone number of facility 

12. Has the Post-Closure Plan been amended as 
necessary to reflect changes in operation or 
design of the facility? 

13.1f RCRA Closure has occurred: 
a. Did the owner/operator make proper 

notification to the local land authority? 

* * * An enntiy in this column indicates comtiva action or comment is nssdd 
14 

* N/A YES-NO 

N/A J YES-NO- 

3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE m- 

*** 

b. D i d  the owner/operator make proper 
notification in the deed to property of prior 
HW land use and future land-use restrictions? N/ALYE S-NO- a 

CLOSURE-IN-PROGRESS N/A- NOR FAC. # ( S )  

Type of Facility Component: Orren dstomtion area (p 2 0 )  - 
14 I 

15. 

16. 

17. 

18. 

c* 
2 0 .  

21. 

Is the facility being closed a RCRA unit? 
If no, did the facility provide 10-day notification 
to the TNRCC (335.8c)P 

Type of Closure: Full-Facility Closure: Partial Closure: J 

Has closure plan received TNRCC approval or final 
modification? N/A-YESJNO- 

Date of approval:_J)ncembar 2 9 ,  1995 

N / L Y E S  d NO- 

N/A d YES-NO- 

IS this the last on-site facility to be closed 
which requires RCRA groundwater monitoring? N / L Y E  S-NOJ 

Has an approved public notice of closure been 
published? N/A-YES 4 NO- 

_. 

Date published: JWN 24,  1996 

Is a public hearing required? 
Date of hearing:  N/A 

Ha8 on-site closure work started? 
Date work i n i t i a t e d : a  

Is closure work proceeding according to the 
work schedule in the approved closure plan? - -  - 

COMMENT : As noted in t h e  o-al P a r t i a l  F a c i l i  t y  C l Q  s u e  a1 an," 
thm sch&u,Zs nf wnrk ha.# not  be- met. T & k b  due 
to t h e  d i f f f cu l t f e s  e n c o u e m d  in the clearfnu of 

r open detPnat;fPD arpa.  

titne. 
22. Have 180 days elapsed s ince  TNRCC approval 

of the closure plan? N / L Y E S  J NO- 
a. I f  Yes, has TNRCC approved an extension period? N/LYE SJNO- 

23 

&4 

. Was Region office notified of sampling event when 
complete removal ( i . e . ,  clean closure) of a Land DispoBal 
facility wa.8 to have bean accomplished? N/A d Y E S N O -  

. Were TNRCC samples taken to verify completion 
of closure? N/A J YES-NO- 

NOTE: List chain-of-custody sample tag numberB. 

* * * An entry in this column idcatas comtivo action or comment Is nabdd . 
j 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE m u s t  6 ,  1997 

2 5 .  Is the closure work completed? N/A-YES-NOJ 

* * *  

a Date of completion:- N,/A 

26. If yes to 2 5 . ,  has the closure certification been 
submitted to TNRCC? N / A L Y E S - N O -  

Attach copy or explain. 
Date of certification: N/A 

S v s t m  (40  CFR 265.191)  

0 
N / k L  

on 0 Y # W T U  8-8 (40  CFR 265 .1921  N / A L  i 

ve Wastes - 
Check here if this section is not applicable. N / A L  

S e c t b n  s -- S n a R m a u k e m e n t s  for I n e l e  Wastes 140 CFR - 
Check here if this section is not applieablr. N / A L  

, osure and Post - Cloayrs Care (40  CFR 2 6 5 , m  

Check hers if this section is not applicable. N / A L  

Check hers if this section ia not applicable. 

* * * An enhy in this column indimtad comxtive action or comment is n d d .  
16 3/95 



TNRCC REGISTRl4TION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE &@Just 6 ,  1997 

COMMENT : 

ent by a new t e m l o u v  i n v o l v -  the e r h m d  
t e d  a o l v e n t p  bv e l e c m l v t l G  

it"&bL 

0 (40 CFR 2 6 5 . 9 0  - ,94! N / A L  

-- . 

. .  . 

*** 

* * * An entry in this column indicates corrsctive action or commmt is d s d .  



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE AurJust 6 .  1997 

*** 

FACILITY SITE INSPECTION CHECKLIST 

SITEINFO- 

1. Are any solid waste facilities located in the 100-year floodplain? 
N/IC__NOJYE s- 

2. Describe land uBe within one mile Cmrr pullis m s r p a u o n  b 0 r d w  
1 

e s t  and some c o u n l  nromrties alona IH - 10 t o  the west, 

3. Are there any closed or abandoned solid waste facilities? 
COMMENT : er o f  t h e  open burninu -/ owen 

Y t h e  U.S. EPA's J U D ,  1932 
and Notjce o f  CQnnrtUnity f o r  

Bearing,  t h e r e  -d w a s t e  ammgment uu&a 
rently u n d e r m u . c f o s u r e  a t  the f a c u t v .  A 

received at t h e  San 
m m r c h  5 ,  1996 f o r  

t s .  T o  d a t e ,  t he  f t l c u t v  owerators have n o t  l i s t e d  
of these u n i t s  on t h e  f n w t v ' s  NOR and none o f  t h e  units 

essed as an Are% 

NOTE: Attach PLANT MAP or SKETCH showing site orientation, waste 
management facilities, and major topographic features: 

1. Is there any evidence of fires and explosions or leaks and 

COMMENT : 

discharges to t h e  environment from solid waste facilities or 
any other type of facility? N/A-NO-YESJ 

t h e  woundwater  fCow Creek 
8s o f  c-ve been id- 

er solid w& 
t w t s  oDerated merit from t h e  well. a 

t w o  SWMUP of the  -t Dotentfal for 

recefvpd wll-ce w w t e s .  

are  an (0 - 1 )  an- 
b o t h  have heen reported t o  h a m  

&L€umiunits are currenth be- 
ed hy in - &tu  t rea-  tecbologies  - 

the m C .  NO v i a t i o n  

2. If yes, have they been reported and remedied? 
COMMENT: - N/A-Y E S L N O -  

* * An entry in this column indicates corrsctivs action or comment is n d d .  
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TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE .mt 6 ,  1997 

*** 

TE: Hazardous wastes may be accumulated in Containers or Tanks without a 
permit for up to 90 days for largo quantity generators, o r  180 days for 
SQQs, or 270 days for SQGs t h a t  must transport waste >200 miles. 

*l. Is the beginning date of accumulation clearly indicated 
on each conta iner?  N / A - Y E S L N O -  

*2. Is each container or tank clearly labeled or marked 

COMMENT : s, one 30 - crallon a d  t h e  
"Hazardous Waste" 7 N / L Y E  S - N O L  

o l v e n t  f-a) were &erved 
m u  t- the  facilftv'a 

solvent recovtwv R V V  f frst obwrvedr these 
w n t u i n e r a  w e e a  90 I 2 w i t h  anQLher 55 

black metal drum ut was reaorte-for aatd.Zf.& 
es a e n e r a t e d  b-y t h e  
tem (-tour& 5 ) .  

ers of t h e  s m n t  so ' l ven t s  were  n o t  lubeled nr 
LJlgzardous waste. " When asked whether t h e  spent 

- -  

S o l v e n t s  were haeardous or no t ,  the  f a U L  
t t o  QuePtion 1 ,  

e waste was 
determined t o  be a k a m % u s  waste, t h i s  D u e  h&ees: . .  

a o f  Concern& t h e  a t t a c h e d  IQM. 

**3.Did generator exceed the Accumulation Time limitation? 

4. 

N / L N O  d YES- 

Did SQG or CE-SQG exceed A c c u m u l a t i o n  Quantity l i m i t a t i o n ? N / A - N O  4 YES- 

NOTE: SQG: T o t a l  quantity of HW must never exceed 6000 kg. 
CE-SQG: Total quantity of HW must never exceed 1000 kg. 

* Not applicable to Municipal and Industrial CE-SQOs. 

** Prohibition found in 268.50(a)(l) applies also, is. must 

. proper recovery, treatment, or disposal a complies w i t h  the 
acaumulate solely for the purposa of necessity to faailitate 

accumulation time requirement. 
Otherwise permit required violat ion applies. 

Section D Y N/A- 

1. Is the facility equipped with: 
a. Internal communication or alarm system within easy access? 

N/A-YES J NO- 
b.  

N/A-YES 4 NO- 
c. Fire, spill control ,  and decontamination equipment? N / L Y E S J N O , ,  
d. Adequate fire-water supply (volume & pressure)? N/A-YES 4 NO- 

Communication system to call off-site emergency assistance? e 
2. Is the above-noted emergency equipment regularly tested? 

+** An entry in this column iudicatas corrsctivs action or comment is n d  . 



TNRCC REGISTRATION # 6 9 m  
INSPECTION DATE August 6 .  1997 

*** 

N / L Y E S J N O -  

3 .  Is aisle space sufficient to allow unobstructed movement of a 
personnel and equipment? N / L Y E S J N O -  

NOTE: Measure or estimate aisle space: -le, In -a 86 (NOR u& 
ous was& 

Batel l i ta  -on u x d & & U -  provide8 
t to O V J W  2, Rectfon C 

th ovar 3 fast of -a a a t  l e u t  one side, 

COMMENT : 

w n d u c t e d  a t  area R - 20.  This area  was l a s t  used f o r  them%L 
treatment ,  of w a s t e  m m t i o n s  tchuncteris t fcnl lv  r e a c t i v e  

u s  waste, DO031 bv CSS- 1987.  Area B - 20 & 
t l v  beina c l o a  under a D D e  vlan 

t t s  of 
t order o r f w y  i s s u e d  on June 3 0 ,  1993 

f h e  subflew" c o m m e n t  and Consent Order IcAcQ_). 
Zf, 1996 settlement of t h e  v f o l a t f o n  fo r  

t t e d  -nt of h w d o u s  w a s t e .  For t h e  v m o s e g  
- P i x t i o n ,  t h e 4  f f t y  has been -eased as 

t v  m e  (SOG) of wuate. 

e 1. Ie the following information posted by the telephone: 

b. Location of emergency equipment N/LYESJNO- 
c. Telephone no. of fire department N/A-YESJNO- 

a. Name & telephone no. of the emergency coordinator N/A-YES J NO- 

(Unless facility has direct connection) 

f265 17)  

ou- , 

Container Rsquirammnts (265.  170-177). NOR FAC. #(a)- 

* * * An entry in thIa column indicatss corrsctivs action or comment is 
19 
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TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69926 
INSPECTION DATE wt 6 .  1997 

*** 

A r e  containers in good condition? 

Are the containers compatible with the wastes being stored? 

N/A-YESJNO- 

N/A-YESJNO- 

N / L Y E S J N O -  

N/A-YE SJNO- 

3. A r e  containers kept closed and stored in a safe manner? 

4 .  A r e  containers inspected weekly f o r  leakage and deterioration? 

5 . *  Are containers holding ignitable or reactive wastes kept at 
least 15 meters ( 5 0  ft) from t h e  facility property line? N/LYESJNO- 

6 .  A r e  containers holding incompatible wastes separated by a 

7.**Does the storage area have adequate containment protection? 

physical barrier or sufficient distance? N/LYE SJNO- 

N/A_I/_YES-NO- 

(3)TE: 90-DAY accumulation rules are in TAC 335.69. 

* Not Applicable to Small Quantity Generators. 
**  NOT REQUIRED until permit is issued. 

LDR Container Storage Requirements ( 2 6 8 . 5 0 ) .  N/ A- 

9. Have restricted wastes exceeding treatment standards been 
stored in t h e  CSA f o r  more than one year? N/A-YES-NOJ 

NOTE: Ques. no. 9 does not apply to Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity 
Generators. 

S t40  CFR 2 6 2 . 3 4 1 ~ 1 1  m-- 
NOTE: Generator6 may accumulate HW in containers at or near the 

point-of-generation without a permit if they meet the following 
conditione. 

1. A r e  containere in good condition ? 

2 .  Is the waste compatible with the containers ? 

N/A-YES J NO- 

N/A-YES J NO- 

removing waste ) N/A-YEsLNO- 
a A r e  containers kept closed (except when adding or 

4 .  Are containers marked "hazardous waste" 
or labeled to identify the  contents ? 

* * * An entry in this column indicatss corrective action or comment ie n d d  . 
20 

N/A-YES d NO- 
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TNRCC REGISTRATION # 69024 
INSPECTION DATE AUqUBt 6, 19u 

*** 

5 .  If waste accumulation has exceeded 55 gallons (or 1 qt. 
of acutely HW): 
a. Has container holding excess amount 

been marked w i t h  beginning date of excess 
accumulation N / L Y E S J N O -  

b. Have excess amounts remained in satellite 
area over 3 days? N/LNO-YES J 

COMMENT : 

e o f  u e e ,  but as 
estion 1 r l f  Se- A the 
st, t h e  fmxL.U&y olaerators did 
to he a w- b e c u e  t h e y  

ssed as an Area of 

6, Describe eatellite accumulation area(8). 
COMMENT : ent t o  Outwt ipa  5.b. o f  t u  

3ectfon.  -te ueneruted from t h e  OperHtlQn of t h e  
S o l v e n t  recovery Rystem ( P h o t n w h  41  was ituLkUy 
gbserved_ea_beaccumulnted in a black metal 55 - uuLZon drJam 

- 

50 t o  70 feet  away fr- 
Location of t h e  fdmLi.f&d for s a t e U t e  c r ~ c m  

t e  from t h e  s o l v e n t  recove= 

COMMENT : S a t e l l i t a a t i o n  of var fpus  w w t e  s t r e w  was nb8erved 

aod rev - use t o  an off - Site  laundrv, other c- raua 

udqe 1 a wnstc: 8 trem of residue (SI 

o r t e d l v  s e n t  f c c  

leanfna) whfch were to be &vzed m r  t o  
E$ 1 waste stream, 10094891 I ,  us& 

I 

from 'wet' wqnhinq system" (waste code 4010219 HI. 

COMMENT : 

and Th& drum w8.a 

* * * An entry In this column indicates corrsctivs action or comment is ndd . 
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TNRCC RECJISTRATION # 69026 
INSPECTION DATE 

Check here if this section is not applicable. N / A L  

Section 71 Insnsctions (40  CFR 2 6 5 . 2 0 u  N / A L  -- < -- 

Section M -- rface 1-ent r40  CFR 255 ,220  - .2301 N / A L  

t unit fshwT10 1 - 
as a former oxidation nnnd__whch received o f f i c e  wastes: 

u t h e  detection of m t e d  mZvent co-tion 

t ion  o f  t h e  c-tRd m l w  bv aectro lv t ic  
L U d u L b L  

140 CFR 249,300 ,316) - 

* * An entry in this co~lrmn indicates corractive action or comment is n d d .  
22 3/95 
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TNRCC FIELD OPERATIONS CHECKLIST 

SOURCE REDUCTION & WASTE MINIMIZATION PLAN 

q. 
TNRCC Represent at ive 
Date of Plan 04/16/96 

hv (CSA) 
Company Representative 

C12000 Member YES 7 NO ,J, 

1. Does the Plan cover five (or more) years? 

2 .  Are there separate omponents addressing source reduction and 

30 TAC 5335.474. 

w a s t e  minimization? &No 30 TAC 5335.474. 

3 .  Is there of the type and amount of reduction 
anticipated? §335.474.(1)d 

4 .  Are there source reduction and waste minimization goale f o r  the 
entire facil'k including incremental goals to a i d  in evaluating 
progress? &./) NO 30 TAC 5335.474. (1) f 
5 .  Is there a statement to show the company has attempted to 
identify cases in which the implementation of a SR/WM activity may 
result in the release of a different PO utant or contaminant or 
shift the release to another medium? -~ &A ~ NO 30 TAC 5335.474.(1)1 

REMARKS/COMMENTS 
Facility operators have been implementing a hazardous 
materials pharmacy which has reduced the quantities of 
hazardous materials handled by the facility and provided 
better tracking of the use of hazardous materials. 

-- ' ."- see reverse of this checklist for i n s t r u c t i o n s .  
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