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State of ohk Emkmmental Protection Agency 

Southwest District Office 
40 South Main Street 6 8 0 3  
Dayton, Ohio 45402-2086 
(513) 44916357 Richard F. Celeste 
FAX (513) 449-6249 Governor 

August 29, 1989 Re: U.S. DOE-FMPC 
HAMILTON COUNTY 
HAZARDOUS WASTE 
OH6390008976 
G-TSD 

Mr. James A. Reafsnyder 
FMPC Site Office 
P.O. Box 398705 
Cincinnati,' Ohio 45239-8705 

Dear Mr. Reafsnyder: 

On August 2 and 3, 1989, I conducted a RCRA Compliance Evaluation 
Inspection (CEI) at DOE-FMPC. I was accompanied by Mr. Eddy Lin 
and Mr. Rob Foster from PRC (a U.S. EPA contractor). DOE-FMPC 
and Westinghouse (WMCO) were represented by numerous personnel, 
with Jack Craig (DOE) and Sue Schneider (WMCO) being the main 
contacts throughout the course of the CEI. The completed RCRA 
Interim Status Inspection Form is enclosed for your information. 

The findings of my inspection are as follows: 

1. 

2. 

FMPC was actively storing hazardous waste (grit blast 
material) in "90 day" storage areas by the East and West 
Water Towers. These areas are unpermitted storage units 
that did not meet preparedness and prevention and 
contingency plan requirements (OAC 3745-65-30 through 37 
and OAC 3745-65-50 through 56). FMPC, has the option of 
maintaining these areas as "90-day" storage areas by 
complying with the applicable requirements, or can convert 
these areas to "satellite" accumulation areas by complying 
with OAC 3745-52-34(C). A third option is to cease the 
storage of wastes in these areas. Please respond with 
FMPC's intentions for these areas. Submit this written 
response to me no later than October 3, 1989. 

A review of the FMPC operating record (drum inventories) 
indicated that many wastes in storage have yet to be 
properly characterized (no waste codes indicated). This 
violates OAC 3745-52-11 (evaluation of wastes) and OAC 
3745-65-73 (operating record requirements). FMPC was 
actively conducting sampling and analysis of these 
"suspect" wastes at the time of the inspection. 
submit a written response indicating an anticipated 
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schedule for the sampling and analysis of the remaining 
"suspect" wastes. Upon proper characterization of the 
wastes, update the operating record accordingly so that all 
required information is maintained. Submit the written 
response for my review no later than October 3, 1989. 

3 .  Two container storage violations were noted during the 
inspection. A drum was discovered in the KC-2 warehouse 
which was dented to the extent that the integrity of the 
drum was compromised. This violates OAC 3745-66-71. A 
drum was discovered in the Plant 6 "satellite" accumulation 
area which was stored with an unsecured lid. This violates 
OAC 3745-66-73. Please correct these violations 
immediately. A follow-up inspection will be conducted in 
the near future to determine whether FMPC has corrected 
these violations. 

4. FMPC's facility closure plan does not currently describe 
how each hazardous waste management unit will be closed. 
Specifically, the closure plan does not address closure of 
Building 79. This violates OAC 3745-66-12(B). 
Furthermore, FMPC failed to amend its closure plan at least 
sixty days prior to a proposed change in facility operation 
(the use of Building 79 for hazardous waste storage). This 
is a violation of OAC 3745-66-12(C). 

Keep these requirements in mind in light of FMPC's proposed 
use of the Plant 8 warehouse for hazardous waste storage. 
Please amend the facility closure plan and submit it for my 
review no later than October 17, 1989. 

5. The waste analysis plan (WAP) has been reviewed and I have 
noted the following deficiencies: 

a. The current plan lists typical waste analysis 
parameters (Table C-4). OAC 3745-65-13(B)(l) 
requires that the WAP specify the parameters for 
which each of the hazardous.wastes generated or 
stored at FMPC will be analyzed. Refer to Table C- 
1 and then list analysis parameters for each of 
these wastes. Also provide the rationale for the 
selection of these parameters. 

b. OAC 3745-65-13(A)(4) requires an off-site facility 
to inspect, and if necessary, analyze each waste 
received at the facility to determine whether it 
matches the identity of the waste specified on the 
manifest. FMPC's current WAP does not specify 
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inspection and analytical procedures that will be 
used to verify the contents of the containers 
received from RMI. 

C .  

d. 

e. 

f. 

The W A P  sates that most wastes generated at FMPC 
are mixed wastes but does not specify what 
procedures and criteria are used to make the 
determination of whether a waste is a mixed waste. 
Specify the criteria for determining whether a 
waste is a mixed waste. If the waste is a mixed 
waste, specify criteria for determining whether it 
is a "high level waste" ( H L W ) ,  "low level waste" 
(LLW), or is at a "below regulatory concern" (BRC) 
level. Then specify storage and disposal 
procedures for each of these categories. 

Table C-1 refers to excess lab chemicals and unused 
products as wastes generated at FMPC. Identify 
these excess chemicals and products by common name 
and EPA waste code number. 

Table C-1 lists unused caustic soda with an EPA 
I.D. number of 0001. Is this accurate? 

Section C-2K-10 of the WAP is not detailed enough 
to ensure compliance with the Land Disposal 
Restriction (LDR) Regulations (40 CFR 268). 
Specify which of the F-solvents generated at FMPC 
will be analyzed using TCLP to demonstrate that the 
waste meets the treatment standards. Also explain 
how FMPC will verify whether F-solvent wastes 
imported from RMI meet treatment standards. FMPC 
generates a potential California List Waste 
(chromic acid). Describe the criteria that will be 
used to determine whether this waste is land 
restricted. Also keep in mind that some of the 
excess lab chemicals and unused products may be 
First or Second Third wastes. Provide discussion 
which describes procedures for identification and 
handling of these wastes. 

Please revise the W A P  accordingly and submit the revised 
plan to me no later than October 17, 1989. 

6 .  The issue over whether FMPC should be conducting 
inspections at inactive hazardous waste management units 
pending closure was raised. Inspections should be 
conducted per FMPC's current inspection schedule until the 
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7 .  

8. 

9. 

10. 

4 

closure process has been initiated for these units. The , 

closure process is initiated upon agency approval of a 
closure plan for each particular unit. 

FMPC may propose a less comprehensive inspection for these 
inactive units. If FMPC chooses to take this course of 
action, submit a revised inspection plan and schedule which 
reflects these proposals. Please provide documentation 
which shows that FMPC is conducting inspections of the 
inactive sites. Submit these documents for my review no 
later than October 3, 1989. 

The personnel training requirements were evaluated by Mr. 
Lin of PRC. To the best of my knowledge, he found the 
newly implemented training program to be adequate at this 
time. 

An evaluation of the FMPC Contingency Plan will be 
conducted upon receipt of the new plan, expected by 
September 1, 1989. 

During the inspection I requested that FMPC conduct an 
evaluation of all active satellite accumulation areas to 
ensure that these areas are being operated in accordance 
with OAC 3745-52-34 .  No specific violations of this rule 
were cited at the time of the inspection, but the need for 
such an evaluation was discussed and agreed upon by all 
concerned parties. Please submit the results of this 
evaluation upon its completion. 

FMPC has proposed the use of the Plant 8 warehouse for 
storage of hazardous waste. Given the current status of 
FMPC’s permit in the State of Ohio, I could not answer some 
of the questions raised to me during the inspection as to 
what procedures FMPC should follow in order to gain the 
State’s approval to begin using this storage area. I have 
since discussed this issue with Ed Lim of our Columbus 
office and Jack Van Kley of the Ohio Attorney General‘s 
office. We concluded that FMPC should refer to Section 3.2 
of the Consent Decree to determine the correct procedures. 
Simply put, the Consent Decree states that FMPC must not 
store waste in any unit not included in a current or 
subsequent permit application. Therefore, FMPC must submit 
a revised Part A to Ohio which indicates the intention for 
storing hazardous waste in the Plant 8 warehouse. The 
submittal of the revised Part A must be completed prior to 
the initiation of storage in this new unit. 
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11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

Once FMPC begins using this unit for storage activities, 
such storage must be conducted in compliance with all 
applicable regulations. Upon my receipt of a revised Part 
A, I will set up an inspection of the Plant 8 warehouse to 
determine compliance. 

Waste characterization and clean level issues were raised 
regarding the gritblast cleanup project. Conversations 
with DOE and WMCO personnel since the inspection have led 
to my request for written proposals from FMPC regarding 
these issues. Upon receipt of these proposals, I will 
comment on their adequacy. 

Another topic of discussion during the inspection was the 
temporary storage of containers while the bay floors at the 
KC-2 warehouse are repaired and upgraded. 
subsequent phone conversations between FMPC personnel and 
myself on this issue as well. Again it was mutually agreed 
that FMPC would make a written proposal for temporary 
storage procedures, and that I would review and comment on 
the proposal. 

There have been 

The Land Disposal Restriction (LDR) regulations are 
currently enforced by the U.S. EPA. Any 
deficiencies/violations of the LDR rules will be noted by 
PRC on the LDR Inspection form and will subsequently be 
addressed by U.S. EPA Region V. 

Financial requirements and groundwater monitoring 
requirements were not addressed as part of my inspection. 

Please call me at (513) 449-6357 if you have any questions or 
comments. 

Sincerely, 

Paul D. Pardi 
Solid h Hazardous Waste Management Unit 

PDP/dkc 

cc: Mr. Bruce Boswell, President WMCO 
Ms. Catherine McCord, U . S .  EPA, Region V 
Mr. Rob Foster, PRC 
Teri Martin, DSHWM, CO 
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