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State of Ohio Environmental Protection Agency 

Southwest District Office 
40 South Main Street 
Dayton, Ohio 45402-2086 
(51 3) 285-6357 
FAX (51 3) 285-6249 

George V. Voinovich 
Governor 

June 2 8 ,  1991 RE: U . S .  DOE - FMPC 
HAMILTON COUNTY 

- HAZARDOUS--WASTE 
OH 6 890 008 976 
G-TSD-LDF 

M r .  G e r a l d  Westerbeck 
FMPC S i t e  Manager 
DOE-FMPC S i t e  O f f i c e  
P.O. Box 398705 
C i n c i n n a t i ,  Ohio 45239-8705 

Dear M r .  Westerbeck: 

On June 1 3 ,  1991 and June 1 7 ,  1991, w e  v i s i t e d  t h e  U.S. 
Department of  Energy Feed M a t e r i a l s  Product ion  Center  (DOE-FMPC) 
i n  order  t o  conduct a hazardous waste  compliance e v a l u a t i o n  
in spec t ion .  The purpose of  t h e  i n s p e c t i o n  w a s  t o  assess FMPC 
compliance w i t h  a p p l i c a b l e  s t a t e  and f e d e r a l  hazardous was te  
r e g u l a t i o n s  and w i t h  hazardous waste  requi rements  of t h e  Consent 
Decree. During our  i n s p e c t i o n ,  we were accompanied by Dave Rast 
(DOE), Sue Schneider  (WMCO), and a d d i t i o n a l  DOE and WMCO s t a f f .  

The scope of our assessment c o n s i s t e d  of a p h y s i c a l  i n s p e c t i o n  o f  
r egu la t ed  u n i t s  i d e n t i f i e d  under t h e  c u r r e n t  FMPC P a r t  A 
a p p l i c a t i o n ,  s e l e c t e d  hazardous waste  g e n e r a t i o n  p o i n t s ,  and a 
review of  s e l e c t e d  r eco rds  p e r t a i n i n g  t o  t h e  management o f  
hazardous was te  a t  t h e  FMPC s i t e .  Groundwater moni tor ing  
requirements were n o t  addressed.  a s  a component of t h i s  
i n spec t ion .  Copies of  completed i n s p e c t i o n  forms a r e  enc losed  
f o r  your informat ion .  

The f i n d i n g s  of t h e  i n s p e c t i o n  a r e  as fo l lows :  

1 )  FMPC remains i n  v i o l a t i o n  of  OAC 3745-52-11, Waste 
Evalua t ion  and OAC 3745-65-1 3,stenalysis. 
v i o l a t i o n s  are s u b j e c t s  of t h e  Consent Decree.  FMPC appears  
t o  be i n  compliance w i t h  waste  e v a l u a t i o n  and a n a l y s i s  
schedules  as e s t a b l i s h e d  by t h e  Consent Decree. 

These 

2 )  FMPC r e c e n t l y  r ev i sed  p o r t i o n s  of t h e  f a c i l i t y  RCRA 
contingency p lan  t o  update  changes t o  t h e  f a c i l i t y  emergency 
o r g a n i z a t i o n .  OEPA/SWDO r ece ived  a copy of  t h e  updated 
informat ion  (Revis ion 1 .1-0291) on March 18 .  1991. During 

L I  

the  i n s p e c t i o n  i t  was noted t h a t  a copy of  t h e  cont ingenc  231 2 - 1  j3& 
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plan located on-station at Building #68 (Pilot Plant 
Warehouse) did not contain the updated information. FMPC 

p1-n-rcta-ined on-site -are updated and consistent with - - 

information contained in the primary copy. 

in 1991 that resulted in violations of OAC 3745-52-20, 
Manifest General Requirements, and OAC 3745-65-71, Use of 
Manifest S stem. These were manifests #MI2239866 and- -4 #MI22398 7, an Bill of  Lading /HI218 shipped 1-30-91, and 
manifest document /I1681 5, shipped 2-27-91. In both 
instances, OEPA was informed that there were paperwork 
problems with the manifested shipments. A review of FMPC 
correspondence and memoranda associated with discovery and 
resolution of  the problems indicates that FMPC initiated 
action to correct "discrepancies" specific to these 
shipments. It should be noted however, that OAC 3745-65-72 
identifies manifest discrepancies as "differences between 
the quantity or type of hazardous waste designated on the 
manifest or shipping paper, and the quantity or type of 
hazardous waste a facility actually receives." qrrors or 
omissions in manifest information relating to EPA 
Identification number, generator name, EPA waste code 
numbers, etc., represent violations of OAC sections cited at 
the beginning of this paragraph. 

- should ensure that all secondary copies of the contingency 
~ 

- 

3) Two separate shipments of  hazardous waste from FMPC occurred 

-- 

4) Those violations documented during the August, 1990 
inspection relating to personnel training, operating record, 
and contingency plan requirements, have been adequately 
addressed. 

5) Significant progress has been achieved in identification/ 
overpacking of deteriorating containers. 

6) Implementation of control measures as outlined within the 
FMPC Drum Management Plan (August, 1990) have resulted in 
improved waste storage at FMPC. 

In regard to comment #I3 above, within thirty (30) days, please 
provide this office with information which stipulates FMPC action 
to prevent similar manifest violations with respect to future 
hazardous waste shipments. 
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Should you have  any q u e s t i o n s  o r  comments, p lease  c o n t a c t  e i t h e r  
of u s  a t  (513) 285-6357. 

- 

c 
S i n c e r e l y ,  

P h i l l i p  C. Harris  Michae l  J .  Hayes 
D i v i s i o n  of S o l i d  and D i v i s i o n  o f  S o l i d  and 
Hazardous Waste Management Hazardous Waste Management 

PCH/EIJH /ny  s 

Enc losu re  

cc: C a t h e r i n e  McCord, USEPA, Region V 
Sue S c h n e i d e r ,  WMCO 
L a u r i e  S tevenson ,  RCRA Enforcement ,  DSHWM, CO 
Graham M i t c h e l l ,  DWQPA, SWDO 


