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ADDENDUM TO THE
PERMIT
FOR THE STORAGE AND TREATMENT
OF DANGEROUS WASTE

ISSUED TO: Burlington Environmental, Inc. (Washougal Facility)
Waterfront Place One
1011 Western Avenue, Suite 700
Seattle, Washington 98104
EPA Identification No. WAD 092300250

Pursuant to the Stipulation of final Settlement and Agreed Order of Dismissal of an
appeal before the Washington State Pollution Control Hearings Board (PCHB NO. 92-
191 BURLINGTON ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. v. DOE) the following portions of the
Dangerous Waste Storage permit, originally issued to the Burlington Environmental
Washougal facility on September 18, 1992, shall read as reflected on the following pages
of this Addendum: :

Permit Conditions ILA6,, ILA.22, ILC.2, [TLB.3, [IL.B.6,, IILB.11,, II1.B.17, IV.BA4,
IVD.7, VD.1, V.D.10, V.EZ, V.H3, V.11, and V.I.2, and Appendix C-3 of
Attachment CC (The Quality Assurance Program Plan)

Permit Condition V.J.1. and Appendix D-14 of Attachment JJ are deleted.

This Addendum to the Permit is effective seven (7) calendar days after the date of entry
of the Final Settlement of PCHB NO. 92-191 by the PCHB and shall remain in effect
until October 22, 2002 unless revoked and reissued under WAC 173-303-830(3),
terminated under WAC 173-303-830(5), or continued under WAC 173-303-806(7).

ISSUED BY: WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

M i

Thomas Eaton, Program Manager
Hazardous Waste and Toxics Reduction
Department of Ecology

lo[l
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October 6, 1993 Addendum No. 2 to Permit No: WAD(92300250
Expiration Date: 10/23/2002
Page 2 of 88

ILA6. Each regulated generator waste stream which is received by the Permittee more
than twice a year shall undergo annual full characterization. Full
characterization is defined as completing a waste profile sheet which shall
identify the dangerous constituents and characteristics necessary for proper
designation and management of the waste stream, along with accounting for
100% of the material (e.g., 30% oil, 70% water).

. _.a. Except as specified in c. below, full characterization shall include or consist of:

i. Existing published or documented data on the dangerous waste or on
waste generated from similar processes. The use of existing published or
documented data shall include confirmation by the generator that the
process generating the dangerous waste has not significantly changed; or

ii. Laboratory analysis of the waste stream consisting of chemical, physical,
and/or biological analyses using methods which are approved by the
Agency or Department. Wastes shall be analyzed for all hazardous -
constituents except those which can be demonstrated not to be present in
any of that gencrator’s waste streams, or those which do not change the
proper designation and management of the waste stream.

b. Analysis for the purposes of a.ii. above shall be performed by a laboratory
which meets one of the following standards:

i. The laboratory is accredited by Washington State under Chapter 173-50
WAC, or :

i. The laboratory meets the standards of the Quality Assurance Program
Plan, Appendix C-3 of Attachment CC. Such a laboratory shall be
audited by the Permittee every two years or whenever analyses for the

--purposes-of-waste full characterization are performed, whichever is
longer.

A_ If the Department determines that any laboratory utilized by the
Permittee does not meet the requirements of the Quality Assurance
Program Plan, the Department may issue a final decision requiring a
new audit of that laboratory. The issuance of such a decision shall
constitute an Agency action subject to the rights of appeal under
Chapter 34.05 RCW.

B. Except for frequency, audits of laboratories by the Permittee shall be
*~ performed as specified in the Quality Assurance Program Plan.
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c. In the following circumstances a waste stream shall undergo full
characterization consisting solely of laboratory analyses meeting the
requirements of I[.A.6.a.ii. above, and knowledge as necessary to designate a
waste under WAC 173-303-080, Dangerous Waste Lists. Such
characterization shall occur prior to receipt of the next shipment of that waste

stream.

i. The permittee has been notified, or has reason to believe, that the
process or operation generating the dangerous waste has significantly
changed;

ii. There is a discrepancy between a generator’s waste designation, as
provided by the generator’s waste profile and the Permittee’s waste
designation, as determined by the screening analysis and any further
waste analysis;

iil. The first time a waste undergoes full characu:ﬁmtion. This shail
inciude but not be limited to all waste streams for which waste profiles
are amcndcd, such  as pursuant to Permit Condition IL.A.18.a.i; and

iv. No more than five years from the last full characterization by
laboratory analysis.

d. The following wastes are exempted from the requirement of b. above,
periodic full characterization by laboratory analysis only:

-- -1 Laboratory chemicals packaged in accordance with 40 CFR 264.316

and/or WAC 173-303-161 as applicable;

ii. Empty product containers as defined in 40 CFR 261.7 andlor WAC 173-
303-160 as applicabie;

iii. Unused commercial products in the original product container(s) (i.e., off-
specification or outdated materials);

iv. Residue and debris from the clean up of spills or releases of:
A. A single known substance;
B. A commercial product: or
C. Other material for which a MSDS or waste profile can be provided;

v. Waste containing asbestos;

iy T g 1w Hwn e TR ' M ] prReere PTon vme e g
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vi. Er :ipment removed from service (i.c., ballasts, batteries, cathode ray
t. s fluorescent light bulbs, hydraulic ec ment, svitches, transformers,
and electrical equipment) that contains ¢ :rous wi.: :¢ which can be
adequately ic-ntified for proper designat  and management;

vii. Deb:  from wne demolitic... and/or dismantling of equipment from known
processes and which is contaminated with dangerour .vaste which can be
adequately identified for proper designation and management;

viii. Confirmed non-infectious waste streams (such as xylene, acetone, ethyl
alcohol, or isopropyi alcohol) from medical laboratory tissue preparation
and slide staining and fixing processes..

ILLA22. [Note: This Permit Cundition is a requirement necessary to demonstrate a net
increase in protection under Washington’s Hazardous Waste Siting Criteria and
is also found as Permit Condition V.E.2Z] The management and storage of
dangerous wastes in containers from exempted or excluded generators, including
household hazardous wastes, shall at a minimum include:

a. Assuring smaller containers of incompatible wastes are not stored within the
same larger outer containers;

b. Adherence to container tracking procedures in Attachment CC;

c. Adherence to inspection schedules and repair or corrective action
requirements in Attachment EE; and

d. Cuatainer management in accordance with Permit Condition [I1.B.11.

e. Adherence to the Moderate Risk Wastc Fixed Facility Gusdchncs,
Department ¢ olicaton No. 92-13.

II.C.2. Operating Record: The Permittee shall maintain a written operating record at
the facility, consisting of records kept for the length of time specified below.
The record can be a compilation of various documents. The Permittee shall also
record all information referenced in this Permit in the operating record within 48
hours of the information becoming available. The operating record shall
i..zlude, but not be limited to, the information listed below.

a. The following records shall be maintained until closure and corrective action
are complete and certified:

i. A current map showing the location of dangerous waste management
units and non-regujated units vnthm the facility;
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ii. A map showing-ali locations of past dangerous waste management units if
different from present locations;

iii Assessment reports pursuant to Permit Condition V.D.8. and WAC 173-
303-360(2)(k), of all incidents that require impiementation of the
contingency plan;

iv. Record of spills and releases;

v. Written reports and records of verbal notification to the Director and the
Administrator to address releases, fires, and explosions;

ot vi. Summanes of all records of corrective action;
<G vii. All other environmental permits;

T

et , viii. Corrective action deed notification;

ix. Records and resuits of waste analyses required by WAC 173-303-300,
pursuant to WAC 173-303-380(1)(c), which shall include at a minimum;

A. The date(s), exact place, and times of sampling or measurements;

B. The name of the individual(s) who performed the sampling or
measurements;

O

The date(s) analyses were performed, demonstrating that EPA SW-
846 hoiding times were satisfied;

The name of the individual(s) who performed the analyses:

The analytical techniques or method used

m m o

The analytical resuits;

@

The QA/QC summary; and

H. The type and model # of the equipment used for analysis.

x. Training records of current facility personnel;

- - oo - % Cenifications pursuant to 40 CFR 264.73(b)(9), Annual Waste Reduction
Plan; and .

xii. Facility construction records pursuant to Permit Condition V.C.S.
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b. The following records shall be maintained for a minimum of .5 years. This
time period may be extended by the Department or Agency in the event of
enforcement action or notification by the Department or Agency that an
investigation is ongoing. In the case of notification of investigation, the

o~ _— ... _ Permittee will not be required to keep the records longer than onc (1) year
past the normal time frame uniess an enforcement action is issued:

i. Facility operation and maintenance records and reports prepared
pursuant to this Permit;

ii. Date(s) and method(s) of treatment used per waste process operation
including name(s) of personnel performing actual operation;

A

e ii Progress reports and any required notifications prepared pursuant to this
ea Permit;

Ny
%:' iv. The notice and certification required by a generator under 40 CFR 268.7.
L (Land Disposal Restrictions);

v. Records of all inspection and monitoring information, including
requirements of WAC 173-303-320(2)(d) and 395(1)(d) and including
calibration and maintenance records which shall include at a minimum:

A. The date and time of data recording;
B.  The name of the person taking and recording the information; and

C.  The recorded information itself whether consisting of observation,
data measurement, instrument reading or any other monitoring

-
- method.

vi. Records required by 40 CFR 264.1035(c)(3) through (c)(8) and 40 CFR
- - --- --264.1064(d) -and-{e) for compliance with-the Organic Air Emissions
Standards for Process Vents and Equipment Leaks, 40 CFR Part 264
Subparts AA and BB; and

~ vit. -Annual reports submitted in_compliance with WAC 173-303-220(1),
Generator Report - Form 4, unless the reports are necessary to
supplement the facility operating record, in which case they must be
retained until facility closure and corrective action are complete and
certified.

viti. Records of laboratory audits pursuant to the Quality Assurance Program
Plan, Appendix C-3 of Attachment CC, and Permit Condition [LA_6.b.ii.

BRI T TR 4 g e e ey v e () ey e vy ompye g T Ry er e g ey § bk g e



G- 1062

o

7990
58 eile

i

October 6, 1993 Addendum No. 2 to Permit No: WAD(092300250

Expiration Date: 10/23/2002
Page 7 of 88

c. The following records shall be maintained for a minimum of 3 years. This

time period may be extended by the Department or Agency in the event of

enforcement action or notification by the Deparument or Agency that an

investigation is ongoing. In the case of notification of investigation, the

Permittee will not be required 1o keep the records longer than one (1) year

past the normal time frame unless an enforcement action is issued:

i. Annual reports submitted in compliance with WAC 173-303-390(2), TSD
Facility Report - Form 5, unless the rcports are necessary to supplement
the facility operating record, in which case they must be retained until
facility closure and corrective action are complete and certified;

ii. Manifests and any required unmanifested shipment or exception reports;
and .

ii.. Training records of former facility personnel;

d. Current copies of the following documents as amended, revised, and modified

shall be maintained at the facility until closure and corrective action are
complete and certified:

i. Contingency Plan;
ii. Training Plan;

ii. Waste Analysis Plan;

o — - iv. -Documentation of arrangcments made with local authorities pursuant to

WAC 173-303-340;

v. All closure, interim measures and final corrective action cost estimates,
financial assurance documents prepared pursuant to this Permit, as well
as the company names and addresses of facility insurers;

vi. Closure Plan;

vii. For all new and converted "new" tank systems, pursuant to WAC 173-303-
640(3) and 40 CFR 264.192:

A. An assessment, by an independent, registered professional engineer or
independent qualified tank installation inspector not affiliated with the
tank vendor, certified by an independent, registered professional

engineer, that the tank system was installed properly and that all
discrepancies have been repaired;
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B. Results of tightness testing and integrity assessments; and

C. For all tanks which require corrosion protection, a written statement
from a corrosion expert that attests to the proper design and
installation of any corrosion protection measures.

viii. The results of periodic tightness testing and integrity assessments of all
tank systems; and

ix. Documentation and information as required by 40 CFR Parts 264
Subparts AA and BB, Air Emission Standards for Process Vents and
Equipment Leaks, except as noted in Permit Condition ILC.2.b.vi. This
shall include but not be limited to;

A. The location of all affected units and the identification of all process
vents;

B. Current data estimates on annual throughput and emission rates for
affected vents;

C. Inspection schedules and recordkeeping procedures;

D. Description of procedures, structures, or equipment used at the facility
to prevent reieases to the atmosphere from process vents;

E. Monitoring and maintenance procedures; and
F. A list of information sources used in preparing the records.

x. Written container sampling procedures, pursuant to Permit Condition
IILA.12.a.

[ILB.3. In addition to the requirements of WAC 173-303-630(7), all container storage
areas shall have secondary containment capacity sufficient to contain 20 minutes
- ~of fire flow water pursuant to Articie 79.115 of the Uniform Fire Code (1991
Edition). Containment capacity for this purpose may include the use of the an
overflow collection area. If the Permittee chooses to use an overflow collection
area the Permittee shall, at a minimum;

a. Assure that the entire collection area is paved and that the paving is
maintained in good repair with no evident cracks;

b. Provide a berm around the perimeter of the containment area. The bermed
area shall provide for containment at ieast a 25-year 24-hour storm event plus

B T T T i T e T T AL AIICTET TR R A B
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the additional volume of fire control water from the building with the greatest
amount of overflow; and

. Submit to the Department within two (2) weeks of the effective date of this

permit condition revisions to the facility description (Attachment AA) and the
contingency plan (Attachment GG). The Department shall have four (4)
weeks from the date the revisions are received to either accept or deny the
proposal. Failure to respond within four weeks shall constitute acceptance.

i, Revisions to the facility description (Attachment AA) shall clearly identify

the location, containment volume, and materials of construction of the
overflow collection area.

ii Revisions to the contingency plan (Attachment GG) shall specify how the
Permittee will manage fire control water which is collected in the
overflow area.

IILB.6. Segregation and scparation of containers of dangerous waste in
loading/unloading pads and staging areas shall be as required for containers in
vehicles as specified in 49 CFR 177.848.

ITL.B.11. Containers of dangerous waste or houschold hazardous waste shall only be
placed or stored within the facility as follows:

a. Containers of dangerous waste shall not be placed or stored anywhere other
than defined storage areas, process areas within secondary containment, or
loading/unloading pads. Containers of dangerous waste shall not be placed in
areas other than defined container storage areas for more than 24 hours.

b. Containers of household hazardous waste shall not be placed or stored
anywhere other than the following areas:

i. Defined storage areas;

ii. A household hazardous waste storage unit meeting the requirements of d.
below;

iii, Loading/unioading pads; or
iv. Process areas within secondary containment.

c. Containers of household hazardous waste shall not be placed in areas other
than those defined in b.i. and b.ii. above for more than 24 hours.

1 R S R I L . T T L T R
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d. Upon approval by the Departme: ¢ Permi® - may construct a houschold

- — - ---hazardous waste storage unit. Su.. . unit mt. De consistent with all relevant
standards for a Moderate Risk Waste (MRW) Fixed Facility as found in the
Department’s MRW Fixed Facility Guidelines.

i. The houschold hazardous waste storage unit must be constructed of
concrete with integral waterstops in all cc:struction joints. The unit must
provide a minimum of 1% slope for drainage to a sump or sumps.

ii. - The houschoid hazardous waste storage unit must provide for
containment of 10% of the waste stored in the unit in addition to the
volume from a 25-year 24-hour storm event.

iii. If the Permittee chooses to construct a household hazardous waste
information to the Department. The Department shall have eight (8)
weeks from the date the r ans are received to either accept or deny the
proposal. Failure to resp. ad within eight weeks shall constitute
accsptance. Design plans and operational information shall include, at a
minimum, the following:

A. The exact location and dimensions of the unit;

B. Pad berm and sump construction details specifying floor and berm
elevations and the location of all sumps;

C. Container stacking plans which provide for a minimum of 30 inch aisle
space;

D. Procedures and schedules for inspection of the unit; and

E. A description of sump operation and management procedures. The
management of spills and stormwater in the unit must be described;

[ILB.17. Pursuant to WAC 173-303-630(7)(a)(i) all container secondary containment
systems shall be provided with an interior coating or lining that will render the
containment sufficiently impervious to contain leaks, spills, and accumuiated
rainfall.

a. The coating or lining must seal the containment surface such that no cracks,
seams, or other avenues through which liquid could migrate are present.

b. The coating or lining must be of adequate thickness and strength to withstand
the normai operation of equipment and personnel within the given area such
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that degradation or physical damage to the coating or lining can be identified
and remedied before wastes could migrate from the system.

c. The coating or lining must be compatible with the waste stored in the
containment system as specified in Attachment JJ.

. The Permittee shall fulfill all requirements and conditions specified by the most

recent structurat and corrosion integrity assessments for each tank, including, but
not limited to, addressing all certification limitations, areas of concern and other
comments of the certifying engineer. Action shall be taken in the time specified
on the mtcgmy assessments, Documentation of such activities shail be
maintained in the facility operating record for five (5) years pursuant to Permit
Condition I.C.2b.i

All on ground tanks in the Permitted Dangerous Waste Tank System shall have
undertank leak detection that meets the recommendations of API Standard 650,
Itern #650-281. Within 60 days of the Permit effective date the Permittee shall
submit revised design drawings which demonstrate compliance with this
standard. The Department will have 60 days from the date the design drawings
are received to either accept or deny the demonstration. Failure to respond
within 60 days will constitute acceptance.

The Permittee shall not operate the facility in exceedence of approved Interim
Status tank storage and treatment capacity prior to the completion of all items
specified in Permit Condition V.C.1. and all Proposed Tank System and Facility
Wide requirements specified in Permit Condition V.C.2. Approved Interim
Status container storage capacity shall not be exceeded prior to completion of all

Building 2 and 3, Building 4, and Loading/Unloading Pad rcquu'emcms in Permit
Condition V.C.2,

The sumps and secondary containment structures of the Process Containment
Building, including the small quantity treatment area, shall be inspected in a
manner and schedule equivalent to that for container or tank storage areas as
specified in Attachment EE. Equipment within the Process Containment
Building shall be inspected as specified in Table F2-5 of Attachment EE.

[Note: This Permit Condition is also found as Permit Condition 1I.A.22.] The
management and storage of dangerous wastes in containers from exempted or

excluded generators, including househoid hazardous wastes, shall at a minimum
include:

a. Assuring smailer containers of incompatible wastes are not stored within the
same {arger outer containers;
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b. Adherence to container tracking procedures in Attachment CC;

c. Adherence to inspection schedules and repair or corrective action

requirements in Attachment EE; and

d. Container management in accordance with Permit Condition IIL.B.11.

- --¢.-Adherenee to the-Moderate- Risk- Waste Fixed Facility Guidelines,

Department publication No. 92-13.

Vehicles which are used for the transport of dangerous waste to or from the
facility and which contain dangerous waste which contains free liquids, shall be
parked only in designated loading/unloading zones. If the dangerous waste in
the transport vehicle contains no free liquids, the vehicle shall be parked on

~ shown in Figure B4-2 of Attachment AA. There shall be no more than two (2)

V.IL

VI

vehicles in any ope loadingfunloading zone at any one time. These limits may be
exceeded in the event of emergency situations such as spill response,

The Permittee shall not receive waste into the Existing Tank System (as defined
in Attachment AA) after compietion of all Proposed Tank System construction

* activities specified in Permit Condition V.C.2.

Subsequent to the receipt of the known final volume of waste into the Existing
Tank System (as defined in Attachment AA) the Permittee shall close the
Existing Tank System and all loading/unioading pads no longer used for
dangerous waste management.

a. Closure of these areas shall be conducted in accordance with a closure plan
approved by the Department. The Permittee shail submit to the Department

~'a closure plan for these areas within 60 days of the Permit-effective date or at
least 180 days prior to the date on which the Permittee expects to begin
closure (as defined in c.i. below) whichever is sooner.

b. Closure of these areas shall meet all of the closure standards of Section ILD.
of this Permit for all structures and environmental media.

¢. Pursuant to WAC 173-303-400 and 40 CFR 265.112 and 265.113, the following
closure activities shali be completed within the specified times.

i. The Permittce shall notify the Department at least 45 days prior to the
date on which he expects to begin closure. The date when he expects to
begin closure shall be no later than 30 days after the date on which the

Existing Tank System receives the known final volume of dangerous
wastes.
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ii. The Permittee shall treat or remove all dangerous wastes in accordance
with the appraved closure plan within ninety days after receiving the final

volume of dangerous wastes.

iii. The Permittee shall compliete closure activities in accordance with the
approved closure plan within 180 days after receiving the final volume of

dangerous wastes.

VJ11. [This Permit Condition is deleted.]
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ADDENDUM TO THE
PERMIT
FOR THE STORAGE AND TREATMENT
OF DANGEROUS WASTE

ISSUED TO: Burlington Environmental, Inc. (Washougal Facility)
-----1011 Western-Avenue, Suite 700
Seattle, Washington 98104
EPA Identification No. WAD 092300250

_ Pursuant to the Stipulation of Partial Settlement of an appeal before

the Washington State Pollution Control Hearings Board (PCHB NO. 92-191
BURLINGTON ENVIRONMENTAL, ING. v. DOE) and pursuant to the final
Settlement Agreement of an appeal to the United States Environmental
Protection Agency Environmental Appeals Board (RCRA Appeal No. 92-33)
the Final RCRA Part B Permit issued to Burlington Environmental Inc. for
their Washougal facility is hereby revised. As agreed to in the
Stipulation of Partial Settlement for PCHB NO. 92-191 and the Settlement
Agreement of the Federal Appeal, the following portions of the permit as
originally issued September 18, 1992 shall read as reflected on the
attached pages:

Permit Conditions I1.C.3., I.E.9. and VII.D.4.
Permit Conditions II1.G.2. and I11.G.3. are deleted.

This Addendum to the Permit is effective seven (7) calendar days after
the date of entry of the Partial Settlement of PCHB NO. 92-191 by the
PCHB or thirty (30) days from notice of final permit decision by the
Environmental Protection Agency pursuant to 40 CFR §124.15, whichever is
later, and shall remain in effect until September 18, 2002 unless

-_févoked and reissued under WAC 173-303-830(3) or 40 CFR 270.41,

terminated under WAC 173-303-830(5) or 40 CFR 270.43, or continued under
WAC 173-303-806(7) or 40 CFR 270.51.

Permit Conditions I.C.3., and VII.D.Q, are issued under joint Federal and

--State authority.-- Permit Conditions IT1.G.2. and I1.G.3. are deleted

solely under Federal authority. Permlt Conditions I1.E.9. 1is issued
solely under State authority.

ISSUED BY: WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY and
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY - REGION 10

.  Redll34R
Gerald Lern¥sen, Supervisor

Randall F. Smith, Director
Hazardous Waste Permits Hazardous Waste Division

L AVLTL L

Agency - Region 10

Date él'ﬂgﬂé é 2225_ }!\7!‘?3

" Department of Ecology — - - - Environmental Protection
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Permit modification at the reg ¢ of the Permittee shall be
performed in accordance with the three tiered modification
procedures £ WAC 173-303-830(4) and/or 40 CFR 270.42, as

appropriat.

The Permittee may not commence treatment or storage of
dangerous waste in any new or modified portion of the
facility until the Permittee has submitted to the
Department, by certified mail or hand delivery, a letter
signed by the Permittee and a registered professional
engineer stating that the facility has been constructed or
modified in compliance with the Permit; and

a. The Department has inspected the modified or newly
constructed facility and finds it is in compliance
with the conditions of the Permit; or

b. The Department has either waived the inspection or has
not within 15 days of submission of the letter
specified above notified the Permittee of an intent to
inspect. Should the Department notify the Permittee
of an-intent to inspect, the Department shall perform
that inspection within 30 days of notification.
Failure to inspect within 30 days of notification will
constitute a waiver of the inspection and the
Permittee may commence treatment or storage in the new
or modified portion of the facility.

This Permit Condition is Deleted

This Permit Condition is Deleted

During operation of the Interim Measure groundwater
corrective action system the Permittee shall submit Annual
Reports to the Agencies. These Reports shall commence on a
date established in the approved Implementation Plan, and
shall be submit:ted until which time as Interim Measures are
judged by the Agencies to be no longer needed, or that time
when Interim Measures become subsumed by implementation of
long-term Corrective Measures. Based upon information
contained in the Reports, the Agencies may direct the
Permittee to take appropriate action. The Annual Reporcts
shall at a minimum include:

a. Calculations and contour maps showing the rate and
direction of groundwater flow in aquifer systems
underlying the facility;
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b. Any recommendations for changes to the system, based
upon an evaluation of the system’s effectiveness in
meeting Interim Measure goals and objectives; and,

c. Commencing five years after the effective date of this
permit, and every five years thereafter, the results
of an analysis of at least one groundwater sample for
all 40 CFR Part 264 Appendix IX constituents. Such an
analysis shall be performed to ensure that all
hazardous constituents of concern in the groundwater
are identified.

If the Permittee finds Appendix IX constituents in the
groundwater that are not already identified in the
permit as monitoring constituents, the Permittee must,
within thirty (30) days of receipt of the analyses,
submit:

1. A permit modification request to add the newly
detected constituent(s) to the list of
monitoring constituents; or,

2. A report justifying why the detected
constituent(s) should not be included in the
monitoring program. If the Agencies do not
accept the Permittee’'s justification, the
Agencies may initiate a permit modification

e e e+ e - - __ ___pursuant_to WAC 173-303-830(3) and/or 40 GFR

’ 270.41 to add the detected constituent(s) to the
monitoring list; or,

3. A notice that the Permittee has resampled and is
repeating the analysis for the newly detected
constituent(s). Within thirty (30) days of
receipt of the results of the second analysis,
the Permittee shall submit the results of the
second analysis and either a permit modification
request {pursuant to permit condition
VII.D.4.c.1) or a report justifying why the

- detected constitueni(s) should not be included
in the monitoring pregram (pursuant to permit
condition VII.D.4.¢c.2).

Any wells chosen for sampling shall be proposed
initially in the Interim Measure Implementation Plan,
and are subject to the Agencies’ approval. The
Agencies may at this time _request more than one well
sample, depending on the possibility of multiple
aquifer contamination, multiple plumes, or other
current, site-specific factors. If, based on new
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information, the Permittee later concludes that
different wells are more appropriate for these
“poses, new 11s must be proposed in a Progress
It prior e annual sampling. Again, selection
<« any new Ap,...uix IX wells are subject to the
Agencies' approval. This selection shall not require
a permit modification. .
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September 18, 1992

PERMIT
FOR THE STORAGE AND TREATMENT
' OF DANGEROUS WASTE

Department of Ecology U.S. Environmental Protection
PO Box 47600 Agency, Region 10

Olympia, Washington 98504-7600 1200 Sixth Avenue, HW-112
Telephone: (206) 459-6000 Seattle, Washington 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-5810

Issued in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Hazardous
Waste Management Act, Chapter 70.105 RCW, and the regulations
promulgated thereunder in Chapter 173-303 WAC and the Solid Waste
Disposal Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA) and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA), and
the regulations promulgated thereunder in Title 40 of the Code of
Federal Regulations,

ISSUED TO: Burlington Environmental, Inc.
(Washougal Facility)
2203 Airport Way So., Suite 400
Seattle, Washington 98134
Telephone: (206) 223 0500

This Permit is effective as of October 23, 1992 and shall remain in

- effect until -October 23, 2002 unless revoked and reissued, modified, or
_terminated under WAC 173-303-830(3) and (5) or continued in accordance
with WAC 173-303-806(7).

133CZD BY: WASUINGTICH CTepartwent O ECOLOGY and

5
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION_,AGENCY - REGION 10

Cindy Z.'Gilder, Section Head Yéﬁ Ra , Director
Hazardous Waste Permits Hazardous Waste Division
Department of Ecology Environmental Protection Agency

Date 9.11.9 2 Q"/l‘él
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INTRODUCTION

PERMITTEE: ' BURLINGTON ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.
EPA/STATE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: WAD092300250

Pursuant to:

Chapter 70.105 RCW, the Hazardous Waste Management Act of 1976, as
amended, and regulations codified in Washington Administrative
Code (WAC) 173-303,

Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.5.C. 3251 et seq.) as amended by
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA) and the
Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA) and,

Regulations promulgated by the U.S5. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) codified in Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulation (40 CFR),

a Permit is issued to Burlington Environmental, Inc. (hereinafter called
the Permittee), to operate a dangerous waste storage and treatment
facility located at 625 South 32nd Street, Washougal, Washington at
latitude 45 degrees 33 minutes 03 seconds North and longitude 122
degrees 20 minutes 00 seconds West.

The Permittee shall comply with all terms and conditions set forth in
this Permit and in Attachments AA through UU. When the Permit and the
above attachments conflict, the wording of the Permit shall prevail.
The Permittee shall also comply with all applicable state regulations,
including Chapter 173-303 WAC (Attachment LL) and as specified in the
Permit. Additionally, the Permittee shall comply with all applicable
federal regulations, including 40 CFR Parts 260 through 266, Part 268,
and Part 270.

Applicable state and federal regulations are those which are in effect
on the date of-final administrative action on this Permit and any self
implementing statutory provisions and related regulations which,
according to the requirements of RCRA (as amended), or state law, are
automatically applicable to the Permittee’s dangerous waste management
activities, notwithstanding the conditions of this Permit.

e e mm o+ e . B T e ot TUI I R LT I R S Rt TR DR P



September 18, 1992 Permit No.: WAD(092300250
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This Permit is based upon the administrative record, as required by WAC
173-303-840 and 40 CFR 124.9. The Permittee'’s failure in the
application or during the Permit issuance process to fully disclose all
relevant facts, or the Permittee’s misrepresentation of any relevant
facts at any time, shall be grounds for the termination or modification
of this Permit and/or initiation of an enforcement action, including
criminal proceedings. The Permittee shall inform the Director and the
Administrator of any deviations from permit conditions or changes from
information provided in the Part B permit application. In particular,
-the - Permittee -shall inform the Director and the Administrator of any
proposed changes that might affect the ability of the Permittee to
comply with applicable regulations and permit conditions, or which alter
any of the conditions of the Permit in any way.

The Department shall enforce all conditions of this Permit for which the
State of Washington is authorized and all cenditions which are
designated in this Permit as state requirements only. Any challenges of
any permit condition that concern state requirements, (i.e., conditions
of this Permit for which the State of Washington received final
authorization or conditions which are designated in the Permit as state
requirements only) shall be appealed to the Department in accordance
with WAC 173-303-845. In the event that the Department does not
maintain final authorization, the Agency will enforce all permit
conditions except those which are state-only requirements.

The Agency shall enforce all permit conditions which are based on
federal regulation promulgated under HSWA, but have not yet been adopted
by the State of Washington and have not been included in the state's
authorized program. In such capacity, the Agency shall enforce any
permit condition based on state requirements if, in the Agency's
judgement, the Department should fail to enforce that permit condition,
except that in no case shall the Agency enforce any permit condition
desighated as a state requirement only.

In the event that the State of Washington receives authorization from
EPA to implement additional regulations promulgated under RCRA, as
amended, the Department shall assume enforcement responsibility for
existing permit conditions that are based on these requirements.
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

The following listed documents are hereby incorporated, in their
entirety, by reference into this Permit. Some of the documents are
excerpts from the Permittee’s Dangerous Waste Permit Application (most
recently amended July, 1992). The Department and the Agency have, as
deemed necessary, modified specific language in the attachments. These
modifications are described in the permit conditions (Parts I through
VII), and thereby supersede the language of the attachment. These
incorporated attachments are enforceable conditions of this Permit, as
modified by the specific permit condition.

Attachment AA Facility Description and General Provisions
{Section B and Appendix B-1 of the Permit
Application)

Attachment BB Part A Dangerous Waste Permit Application

{Section A of the Permit Application)

Attachment CC Waste Characterization and Waste Analysis Plan
(Sections €1.0 through €.2.8.2, inclusive, and
Appendices C-1 through C-4, inclusive, of the
Permit Application)

Attachment DD Security Procedures and Equipment (Sections F1.0
through Fl1.2, inclusive, of the Permit
Application)

Attachment EE Inspection Schedule (Sections F2.0 through

F2.2.3, inclusive, and Appendices F-1 through F-
7, inclusive, of the Permit Application)

Attachment FF Personnel Training Plan (Section H and Appendix
H-1 of the Permit Application)

Attachment GG Contingency Plan (Section G and Appendices G-1
through G-3, inclusive, of the Permit
Application)

Attachment HH Closure Plan (Section I and Appendices I-3
through I-6, inclusive, of the Permit
Application)

Attachment II Container Storage Plans and Specifications

(Sections D1.0 through D1.5, inclusive, and
Appendix D-1, D-2, D-4, D-8, and D-10 through D-
12, inclusive, of the Permit Application)
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__OF ATTACHMENTS (CONTINUED)

Dangerous Waste Tanks (Sections D2.0 through
‘D2.8.2, inclusive, and Appendices D-2, D-5
hrough D-12, inclusive, and D-14 of the Permit
Application)
Preparedness and Prevention Measures (Sections
F3.0 through F5.2, inclusive, of the Permit
Applicatien)
Chapter 173-303 WAC (April 1991)
Letter of October 23, 1991 to Cindy Gilder
(Department of Ecology) from Catherine Buller
(Burlington Envirommental), as amended by the
Department. )

Air Emission Monitoring Program for Process
Vents and Equipment Leaks

RFI Phase 2 Requirements

Well Construction, Maintenance, and
Replacement

CMS Process

Scheduls for Completion of RFI and CMS
Schedule for Completion of Interim Measures
Interim tizasure Groundwater Monitoring

Demonstration for Washougal Facility Part B
Closure Analyses
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Expiration Date: 10/23/2002
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DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this joint Permit, the following definitions shall

apply:

The term "Permit” shall mean the joint Permit issued by the

Washington State Department of Ecology, pursuant to Chapter

70.105 RCW and Chapter 173-303 WAC, and by the Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 10, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 3251 et

seq. and 40 CFR Parts 124 and 270.

The term "Director" shall mean the Director of the
Washington State Department of Ecology or a designated
representative. The Section Head (with the address as
specified on page one of this Permit) is a duly authorized
and designated representative of the Director for purposes
of this Permit.

The term "Administrator" shall mean the Administrator of the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or a designated
representative. The Director, Hazardous Waste Division, EPA
Region 10, (with the address as specified on page one of
this Permit), is a duly authorized and designated
representative of the Administrater for purposes of this
Permit.

The term "Department"” shall mean the Washington State
Department of Ecology, (with the address as specified on
page one of this Permit).

The term "Agency" shall mean the U.S., Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 10, (with the address as specified
on page one of this Permit).

The term "Agencies" shall mean the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 10, and the Washington State
Department of Ecology.

The terms "facility" or "site" shall mean that identified in
the physical description of the property (including
structures, appurtenances, and improvements} used to manage
dangerous waste. This property description is as set forth
in Attachment AA of this Permit. )
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DEFINITIONS (CONTINUED)

‘The term "new tank system” is defined to mean tank systems

which have never been used for dangerous waste management at
this site before, existing tanks planned for conversion to
manage regulated waste, existing tanks being relocated under
this Permit, and tanks out of active service for more than 1
year which are proposed for regulated waste usage.

The term “"solid waste management unit" shall mean any
discernible unit at which solid waste has been placed at any

_time, irrespective of whether the unit was intended for the

management of solid or hazardous waste. Such units include
any area at a facility at which hazardeus waste or hazardous
constituents (40 CFR Part 261, Appendix 8) have been
routinely and systematically released.

The term "RCRA Facility Investigation” shall mean an
investigation of releases of hazardous wastes and hazardous
constituents from solid waste management units.

The term "release" shall mean any spilling, leaking,
pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying, discharging,
injecting, escaping, leaching, dumping, or disposing into
the enviroument of any hazardous waste or hazardous
constituents.

All definitions contained in 40 CFR Sections 124.2, 260.10,
270.2, 264.141, and WAC 173-303-040 are hereby incorporated,
in their entirety, by reference into this Permit. Any of
the definitions used above, (a) thraugh (k), shall supersede
any definition of the same term given in 40 CFR Sections

124 .2, 260.10, 270.2, 264.141, and WAC 173-303-040. Where
terms are not defined in the regulations or the Permit, the
meaning associated with such terms shall be defined by a
standard dictionary reference or the generally accepted
scientific or industrial meaning of the term.
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PART I - STANDARD CONDITIONS

I1.A. EFFECT OF PERMIT

The Permittee is authorized to store and treat dangerous
waste in accordance with the conditions of this Permit and
in accordance with the applicable provisions of Chapter 173-
303 WAC. Any storage or treatment of dangerous waste by the
Permittee at this facility that is not authorized by this

o Permit, Chapter 173-303 WAC, or by 40 CFR 270.42(e) and for
- which a permit is required under Section 3005 of RCRA, is
o2 prohibited. Subject to 40 CFR-270.4, compliance with this
I Permit generally constitutes compliance, for the purposes of

enforcement, with Subtitle C of RGRA. 1Issuance of this
Permit does not convey any property rights of any sort or
any exclusive privilege. Issuance of this Permit does not
authorize any injury to persons or property, any invasion of
other private rights, or any infringement of state or local
law or regulations.

I.B. GENERAL PERMIT CONDITIONS

1.B.1. The general permit conditions under WAC 173-303-810, final
facility standards under WAC 173-303-600, and, when the
Permittee is a generator, generator requirements under WAC
173-303-170, are incorporated by reference into this Permit

and shall be adhered to by the Permittee.

1.B.2. The Permittee shall comply with all applicable requirements

of 40 CFR 270.30(a)- (i), (3)(1), (§)(2), (k), (L)(1)-(1)(3),
and (1)(5)-(1)(11).

1.8.3. The list of Attachments on Pages 5 and 6 are incorporated by
reference into this Permit. Facility operations shall be in
accordance to the contents of the Attachments and this

Permit.
I.C. PERMIT ACTIONS
I.C.1. This Permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or

terminated for cause, as specified in WAC 173-303-

- .830(3) and 40 CFR 270.41, 270.42, and 270.43. The
filing of a request for a permit modification,
revocation and reissuance, or termination, or the
notification of planned changes or anticipated
noncompliance of the part-cf-the Permittee, does not
stay the applicability or enforceability of any permit
condition.
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This Permit may be renewed as specified in WAC 173-303-
810(3) and 40 CFR 270.30(b) and Permit Condition I.E.Z2.
Review of any application for a permit renewal shall
consider improvements in the state of control and
measurement technology, as well as changes in applicable
regulations.

Permit modification at the request of the Permittee will be
done according to the three tiered modification system, WAC
173-303-830(4), 40 CFR 270.42, and the preamble to the
federal regulation (53FR37912, September 28, 1988). This
includes any modification from design drawings to as-builts.

Within 45 days of completion of a permit modification, or a
phase of a permit modification, the Permittee shall submit
all revisions to the Permit and its Attachments resulting
from that modification or phase of a modification.

'VERARTITTY

The provisions of this Permit are severable, and if any
provision of this Permit, or the application of any
provision of this Permit to any circumstance is held
invalid, the application of such provision to other
circumstances and the remainder of this Permit shall not be
affected thereby. Invalidation of any state or federal
statutory or regulatory provision which forms the basis for
any condition of this Permit does not affeet the validity of
any other state or federal statutory or regulatory basis for
said condition.

In the event that a condition of this Permit is stayed for
any reason, the Permittee shall continue to comply with the
related applicable and relevant interim status standards in
WAC 173-303-400 until final resolution of the stayed
condition unless the Director and the Administrator
determine compliance with the related applicable and
relevant interim status standards would be technologically
incompatible with compliance with other conditions of this
Permit which have not been stayed.

DUTTIES AND REQUIREMENTS

The Permittee shall comply with all conditioens of this
Permit, except to the extent and for the duration such
noncompliance is authorized by an emergency Permit., Any

an emergency Permit, constitutes a violation of RCRA and is

grounds for revocation and reissuance, or modification; or
for denial of a Permit renewal application.
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If the Permittee wishes to continue an activity allowed by
this Permit after the expiration date of this Permit, the
Permittee shall submit a complete application for a Permit
at least 180 days prior to Permit expiration.

It shall not be defense for the Permittee, in an enforcement
action that it would have been necessary, to halt or reduce

the Permitted activity in order to maintain compliance with

the conditions of this Permit.

In the event of noncompliance with this Permit, the
Permittee shall take all reascnable steps to minimize
releases to the environment and shall carry out such
measures, as are reasonable, to prevent significant adverse
impacts on human health or the environment.

The Permittee shall at all times properly operate and
maintain all facilities and systems of treatment and control
(and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by
the Permittee to achieve compliance with the conditions of
this Permit. Proper operation and maintenance includes
effective performance, adequate funding, adequate operator
staffing and training, and adequate laboratory and process
controls, including appropriate quality assurance/quality
control procedures. This provision requires the operation
of back-up or auxiliary facilities or similar systems only
when necessary to achieve compliance with the conditions of
this Permit.

The Permittee shall furnish to the Director or
Administrator, within a reasonable time, any relevant
information which the Director or Administrator may request
to determine whether cause exists for modifying, revoking
and reissuing, or termination this Permit, or to determine
compliance with this Permit. The Permittee shall also
furnish to the Director or Administrator, upon request,
copies of records required to be kept by this Permit.

Pursuant to WAC 173-303-810(10) and 40 CFR 270.30(i), the
Permittee shall allow the Director or Administrator, or
authorized representatives, upon the presentation of

credentials and other documents as may be required by law,
to:

a. Enter at reasonable times upon the Permittee's
premises where a regulated facility or activity is
located or conducted, or where records must be kept
under the conditions of this Permit;



September 18, 1992 Permit No.: WAN092300250

I.E B.

I.E.10.

Expiration D 10/23/2002
Page 12 of 8

b. Hav» access to and copy, a. reasonable times, any
re. rds that must be kept under the conditions of this
Permit;

c. Inspect at reasonable times any facilities, equipment
(including monitoring and control equipment),
pra-tice , or operations regulated or required under
thi. Permit; and

d. Sample or monitor, at reasonable times, for the
purposes of a:suring Permit compliance or as otherwise
authorized by RCR/. any substances or parameters at
any location.

The Permittee shall give advance notice to the Director or

~Administrator..of any-planned changes in-the-permitted

facility or activity which may result in noncompliance with
Permit requ  ~=ments.

The Permittee may not commence treatment or storage of
dangerous waste in any new or modified portion of the
facility until the Permittee has submitted to the Department
or the Agency, by certified mail or hand delivery, a letter
signed by the Permittee and a registered professional
engineer stating that the facility has been constructed or
modified in compliance with the Permit; and

a. The Department or Agency has inspected the modified or
newly constructed facility and finds it is in
compliance with the conditions of the Permit; or

b. The Department or Agency has either waived the
inspection or has not within 15 days notified the
Permittee of an intent to imspect.

Whenever the Permittee becomes aware that it failed to
submit any relevant facts in the Permit application, or
submitted incorrect information in a Permit application or

_in any report te the Pirector or Administrator, the

Hilldio

Permittee shall promptly submit such facts or information.
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MONITORING AND RECORDS

Samples and measurements taken for the purpose of monitoring
shall be representative of the monitored activity. The
method used to obtain a representative sample of the waste
to be analyzed must be the appropriate method from WAC 173-
303-110 or Appendix I of 40 CFR Part 261 or an equivalent

" method approved by the Director or Administrator.

Laboratory methods must be those specified in WAG 173-303-
110(3)(a) or an equivalent method as specified in Attachment
CC. -

Pursuant to WAC 173-303-810(11) and 40 CFR 270.30(j)(3),
records of monitoring information shall specify:

a. The dates, exact place, and times of sampling or
measurements,;

b. The individuals who performed the sampling or
measurements;

c. The dates analyses were performed;

d. The individuals who performed the analyses;

e. The analytical techniques or methods used; and

f. The results of such analyses.

COMPLIANCE NOT CONSTITUTING DEFENSE

Compliance with the terms of this Permit does not constitute
a defense to any order issued or any action brought under
Sections 3007, 3008, 3013, or 7003 of RCRA (42 U.S.C.
Sections 6927, 6928, 6934 and 6973), Section 104 or 107, and
106(a) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.5.C. 9601 et
seq., commonly known as CERCLA) as amended, or any other
federal or state law governing protection of public health
or the environment.
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I.H. TRANSFER OF PERMITS

This Permit is not transferable to any person, except after
notice to the Director and Administrator. In such
--instances;-the Director and Administrator will require
modification or revocation and reissuance of the Permit
pursuant to WAG 173-303-830(2) and 40 CFR 270.40. Before
transferring ownership or operation of the facility during
its operating life, the Permittee shall notify the new owner
or operator in writing of the requirements of 40 CFR Parts
264 and 270 and this Permit.

I.I. PERMIT EXPTRATION AND CONTINUATION

. This Permit and all conditions herein will remain in effect

- beyond the Permit'’s expiration date until final Permit
determination if the Permittee has submitted a timely,
complete application (under 40 CFR Section 270 Subpart B for
HSWa provisions and WAC 173-303-806), and, through no fault

B, - of the Permittee, the Director or the Administrator have not
made a final Permit determination, through their respective
authorities, as set forth in WAC 173-303-840 and 40 CFR
Section 270.51 for HSWA provisions. This Permit may be
modified or revoked and reissued as necessary, Iin accordance
_with 40 CFR 270 .41 and WAC 173-303-830(3),

I.J. REPORTS , NOTIFICATIONS AND SUBMISSTIONS

All reports, notifications or other submissions which are

- - required by this Permit to be sent or given to the Director
and the Administrator shall be sent certified mail or given
to:

Supervisor, Hazardous Waste Section
Department of Ecology

Southwest Regional Office

7272 Cleanwater Lane

Olympia, Washington 98504-6811
Telephone: (206) 753-2353

Chief, Waste Management Branch

U.5. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

1200 Sixth Avenue, HW-12

Seattle, Washington 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1253

These phone numbers and addresses may change.
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~

IDENTIAL INFORMATION

-

Any information submitted by the Permittee to the Director
or Administrator may be claimed as confidential by the
Permittee in accordance with applicable provisions of WAC
173-303-810(15) and 40 CFR Parts 260.2 and 270.12.

I.L. DOCUMENTS TO BE MAINTAINED AT FACILITY SITE

Current copies of the following documents, as amended,
-revised, ‘and modified, shall be maintained at the facility.
These documents shall be maintained until closure is
complete and certified by an independent, registered
professional engineer, unless a lesser time is specified in
the Permit.

1. The Permit and all attachments;

2. The Part B Permit Application; and

3. The facility operating record.

I.M. WASTE MINTMIZATION

I.M.1. Waste Minimization Certification: In accordance with 40 CFR
264.73(b)(9), the Permittee shall place a certification in
the operating record on an annual basis that:

a. A program is in place to reduce the volume and
toxiecity of hazardous waste generated to the degree
determined by the Permittee to be economically
practicable; and,

b. The proposed method of treatment, storage or disposal
is that practicable method currently available to the
Permittee which minimizes the present and future
threat to human health and the environment.

I.M.2. Biennial Report: Pursuant to 40 CFR 264 .75, the Permittee
shall submit to the Regional Administrator, within one
hundred and fifty (150) days of the effective date of the
Permit and on March 1 of each even numbered year thereafter,
a report documenting efforts to reduce the volume and
toxicity of waste generated, including estimates of the
reduction in volume or toxicity achieved since the previous

report by the facility’'s waste minimization pProgram
certified in I.M.1.
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PART IT - GENERAL FACILITY CONDITIONS

GENERAL WASTE MANAGEMENT

The Permittee is authorized to receive from off-site
regulated generators the wastes specified in Attachment BB.
Wastes shall only be received from regulated generators with
a valid State/EPA identification number, conditionally
exempt small quantity generators, and legitimate household
waste generators.

a. In specific emergency situations, the Permittee may
accept dangerous wastes generated by regulated
generators without a State/EPA identification number.

i. Emergency acceptance shall require prior written
- authorization, which may be via
telecommunications (i.e. facsimile), from the
Agency or the Department.

ii. If written authorization, pursuant to i. above,
is not possible, and if delay of acceptance of
such waste may result in potential harm to human
health or the environment, the Permittee may
accept the wastes without prior authorization.
In such cases the Permittee shall notify the
Agency or Department of the emergency situation
within 24 hours of the arrival of the waste at
the facility.

b. All wastes shall be managed only under the conditions
of this Permit,

The Permittee shall inform the generator in writing that he
has the appropriate permits for and will accept the
dangerous waste the generator is shipping as required by WAC
173-303-290(3). The Permittee shall keep a copy of this
written notice as part of the operating reeord until final
closure of the facility is complete and certified.

The Permittee shall notify the Director in writing at least
four weeks in advance of the date the Permittee expects to
receive dangerous waste from a foreign source, as required
by WAC 173-303-290(1) and 40 CFR 264.12(a). Notice of
subsequent shipments of the same waste from the same foreign
source in the same calendar year is not required.

LA A T PR e e o ———
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New test methods shall be used immediately upon the
effective date of the Federal or State rules or laws that
mandate the use of the test method,

Dangerous waste brought on-site cannot leave its respective
unloading area until the manifest number, and facilicy
container number for containerized waste, has been recorded
on logging and tracking forms. Entry into the on-line
computerized tracking system shall be done within 24 hours
after manual entry of the information on forms,

Each regulated generator waste stream which is received hy
the Permittee more than twice a year shall underge annual
full characterization. Full characterization is defined as
completing a waste profile sheet which shall identify the
dangerous constituents and characteristics necessary for
proper designation and management of the waste stream, along
with accounting for 100% of the material (e.g., 30% oil, 70%
water) .

a. Except as specified in b. below, full characterization
shall include or consist of:

i. Existing published or documented data on the
dangerous waste or on waste generated from
similar processes. The use of existing
published or documented data shall include

- confirmation by the generator that the process
generating the dangerous waste has not
significantly changed; or

ii. Laboratory analysis of the waste stream
consisting of chemical, physical, and/or
biological analyses using methods which are
approved by the Agency or Department. Analysis
shall be performed by a laboratory accredited by
Washington State under Chapter 173-50 WAC.
Wastes shall be analyzed for all hazardous
constituents except those which can be

- demonstrated not to-be present-in-amy of that
generator's waste streams, or those which do not
change the proper designation and management of
the waste gtream.
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b. In the following circumstances a waste stream shall
undergo full characterization consisting solely of
laboratory analyses meeting the requirements of
IT.A.6.a.1i. above, and knowledge as necessary to
designate a waste under WAC 173-303-080, Dangerous
Waste Lists. Such characterization shall occur prior
to receipt of the next shipment of that waste stream.

i. The permittee has been notified, or has reason
to believe, that the process or operation
generating the dangerous waste has significantly

= changed;

ok

St .. . .

mwam ii. There is a discrepancy between a generator’s
ey waste designation, as provided by the

generator’'s waste profile and the Permittee’s
waste designation, as determined by the
screening analysis and any further waste

analysis;

iii. The first time a waste undergoes full
characterization. This shall include but not be

_ deee et oo oo - limited to all waste streams for which waste

profiles are amended, such as pursuant to Permit
Condition IT.A.18.a.i.; and

iv. No more than five years from the last full
characterization by laboratory analysis.

c. The following wastes are exempted from the requirement

of b. above, periodic full characterization by
laboratory analysis only:

i. Laboratory chemicals packaged in accordance with
40 CFR 264.316 and/or WAC 173-303-161 as
applicable;

i Empty product containers as defined in 40 CFR
261.7 and/or WAC 173-303-160 as applicable:

iii. Unused commercial products in the original

product container(s) (i.e., off-specification or
outdated materials);
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Residue and debris from the clean up of spills
or releases of:

“AL A single known substance;
B. A commercial product; or
C. Other material for which a MSDS or waste

profile can be provided;
Waste containing asbestos;

Equipment removed from service (i.e., ballasts,
batteries, cathode ray tubes, fluorescent light
bulbs, hydraulic equipment, switches,
transformers, and electrical equipment) that
contains dangerous waste which can be adequately
identified for proper designation and
management;

Debris from the demolition and/or dismantling of
equipment from known processes and which is
contaminated with dangerous waste which can be
adequately identified for proper designation and
management;

Confirmed non-infectious waste streams (such as
xylene, acetone, ethyl alcohol, or isopropyl
alcohol) from medical laboratory tissue
preparation and slide staining and fixing
processes.

Dangerous wastes with values below 5,000 Btu/lb as
generated, both received from off-site and generated on-
site, shall not be incorporated into dangerous waste fuels.
This requirement is consistent with the guidance regarding
legitimate recycling of low-Btu wastes, as stated in the
March 16, 1983 Federal Register (48FR11157) and subsequent
federal updates.

a. Dangerous wastes are exempt from the requirements of
this permit condition if:

i.

They are received from conditionally exempt
small quantity generators or legitimate
household generators;
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ii. It can be demc . :rat- = that the dangerous waste
is burned solely as an ingredient; or

iii. The final dest .ation of the dangerous waste
fuel is an industri  boiler or furnace that has
achieved certificat.»n of compliance with final
permit standard- or interim emission standards
under 40 CFR 266.102 or 266.103.

b. Phase se; ration of wastes constitutes treatment. The
outputs ¢ . such treatment are thus wastes generated
on-site and subject to the requirements of this
condition.

For all dangerous wastes which are_subject ta the 5,000

_Btu/lb minimum requirement of Permit Gondition II1.A.7. and

which are mixed with different wastestreams and/or wastes
from different generators for the purpose of bulk transport
to the facility, the Permittee shall obtain representative
samples of the waste, as generated, prior to bulking. Such
samples shall be subject to all appropriate analyses
pursuant to Attachment CC and Permit Condition II.A.10. The
Permittee is not required to sample wastes prior to bulking
by the generator.

For all dangerous wastes which are subject to the 5,000
Btu/1b minimum requirement of Permit Condition II1.A.7. and
which are generated on-site, the Permittee shall obtain
representative samples. Such samples shall be subject to
analysis requirements of Permit Condition II.A.10.

For all materials listed under a. below that are also
subject to Permit Condition II.A.7., the permittee shall
determine the Btu value. Except as noted in b. below, the
Permittee shall determine the Btu value of representative
samples using Method D-2105 of the 1986 Annual Book of ASTM
Standards.

a. Materials subject to the requirements of this permit
condition shall be:

[

The 10% of each incoming container shipment of
dangerous waste that is required to be sampled
by the Waste Analysis Plan, Attachment CC, and

N IR R |
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iii. All dangerous waste generated on-site; and

iv. All dangerous waste sampled pursuant to Permit
Condition II1.A.8.

b. The permittee shall not be required to determine the
Btu value of waste samples under the following
circumstances:

i. The permittee can demonstrate that the
wastestream is an unused commercial product with
a known heat content above 5,000 Btu/lb; or

o
o] ii. The Permittee can demonstrate:
&
M A, The waste is a mixture of which all

components are known; and

B. Existing published or documented data
shows that all components of the waste

have a known heat content greater than
5,000 Btu/1b; or

iii. The most recent waste profile of the wastestream
indicates a value of greater than 7500 Btu/lb,
plus three (3) consecutive shipments of that
wastestream subsequent to the most recent waste
profile all have values above 7500 Btu/lb.

IT.A.11. Representative samples shall be collected from all bulk
shipments of dangerous waste from off-site facilities.

IT.A.12. A minimum of 10% of all incoming containers of dangerous

waste from off-site facilities shall be individually
sampled.

a. The containers to be sampled shall be chosen randomly.
The Permittee shall maintain and follow written

procedures which ensure that container sampling is
random.

b. Every container shipment of every different waste
stream from every generator shall be sampled as
required by this permit condition.
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For all samples of incoming dangerous waste from off-site
facilities collected pursuant to Permit Conditions IT.A.1l.
IT.A.12., and IT.A.18.bh. in addition to all appropriate
primary and secondary analyses in accordance with Attachment
CC, the following tests shall always be performed on aqueous
(water) phases:

Test Parameter Test Method

a. pH pH Analysis defined in
Attachment CC
b. Cyanide Cyanide Spot Test defined in
If pH >6 Attachment CC

Test for Reactive Sulfide
defined in Attachment CC

¢. Reactive Sulfide,
If pH >7 and
negative for cyanide

For all samples of incoming dangerous wast from off-site
facilities collected pursuant to Permit Co litions II.A.11.,
IT.A.12., and IT.A.18.b., in addition to & | appropriate
primary and secondary analyses in accordar : with Attachment
CC, the PCB Analysis as defined in Attachn: :t CC shall
always be performed on non-aqueous phases.

The Permittee shall comply with all applic >le requirements
and prohibitions in 40 CFR Part 268 (Land isposal
Restriction) for the storage and treatment >f restricted
wastes.

All testing performed as a result of the r
CFR Part 268, Subparts C or D, shall be pe
required by 40 CFR 264.13, General Waste A

1. -

L el T it TR T S 20 Y | mo B CIEITITIET RO

quirements of 40
formed as
alysis.

s the characteristic of toxicity, as
4 and WAC 173-303-090(8).



September 18, 1992 Permit No.: WAD092300250

IT.A.18,

II.A.19.

I1.A.20.

Expiration Date: 10/23/2002
Page 23 of 81

When there is a discrepancy between a Generator's dangerous
waste designation, as provided by the generator profile or
the manifest description, and the Permittee’s dangerous
waste designation, as determined by the screening analysis
and any further waste analysis, the following steps shall be
taken:

a. The generator shall be informed of the discrepancy and
given the following options:

i. Amend the current profile or manifest, or submit
a new profile which properly represents the
waste; or

ii. Provide the Permittee permission to transport
the load back to the generator or to an
alternative permitted TSD facility.

b. The normal 10% requirement for sampling of incoming

containers shall be increased. For shipments of
incoming containers from that Generator, 50% of
containers in all shipments shall be sampled for the
six (6) month period following the discrepancy;
however, in no case shall fewer than two such
shipments be sampled following such a discrepancy.
The results of these screenings shall be made
available to the Department.

c. A significant manifest discrepancy shall be resolved
within 15 days after receipt of the waste. 1If a
longer period is required the Permittee shall notify
the Department in a letter describing the discrepancy
and attempts to reconcile it, Such a letter shall
include a copy of the manifest or shipping paper at
1ssue.,

The Permittee may submit to the Department a proposal for
measuring waste designation discrepancies which would
substantiate a reduction in the number of incoming waste
samples presently mandated. Department approval would be
necessary before any reduction in sampling could occur. The
proposal needs to address how the Permittee can support a
request for less frequent sampling.

Rinsate generated from the management of listed dangerous
waste, such as from container or tank cleaning, shall be
managed as dangerous waste in accordance with Attachments II

"and” JJ and the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination

System (NPDES) Permit.
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[Note: This Permit Condition is a requirement necessary to
demonstrate a net increase in protection under Washington's
Hazardous Waste Siting Criteria and is also found as Permit
Condition V.E.l1.] The management of dangerous wastes from
small quantity generators shall conform to the procedures
for the management of fully regulated waste, this shall
include storage of containers of such waste in buildings 2,
3 or 4 using the stacking patterns in Attachment II.

[Note: This Permit Condition is a requirement necessary to
demonstrate a net increase in protection under Washington's
Hazardous Waste Siting Criteria and is also found as Permit
Condition V.E.2.] The management and storage of dangerous
wastes in containers from exempted or excluded generators,
including household hazardous wastes, shall at a minimum
include:

a. Assuring smaller containers of incompatible wastes are
not stored within the same larger outer containers;

b. Adherence to container tracking procedures in
Attachment CC;

c. Adherence to inspection schedules and repair or
corrective action requirements in Attachment EE; and

d. Use of covered storage with container management and
storage area conitainment in accordance with WAC 173-
303-630.

w

Adherence to the Moderate Risk Waste Fixed Facility
Guidelines, Department publication No. 92-13.

All analyses performed in order to determine whether a waste
exhibits the characteristic of ignitability shall be done
with the most recent methods in SW-846. Currently those
methods are Method 1010: the Pensky-Martens Closed Cup
Method for Determining Ignitability and Method 1020: The
Setaflash Closed Cup Method for Determining Ignitability.
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The Permittee shall store Water-reactive materials in
accordance with Article 80.310 of the Uniform Fire Code
(1991 Edition) as implemented and enforced by the City of
Washougal Fire Department. The Department or Agency may
enforce compliance with the UFC standards in the event that
storage of water reactive materials should pose a threat to
human health and the environment. For the purpose of this
Permit Condition, water reactive materials include:

a. Known Uniform Fire Code (UFC) Class 1, Class 2, or
Class 3 water reactive materials; and

b. Materials which react vigorously to water (similar to
UFC Class 1, 2, or 3} water reactive materials) when
subjected to the Water Mix Screen, Attachment CC.

PREPAREDNESS AND PREVENTION

In accordance with 40 CFR Part 264.31 and WAC 173-303-340,
the facility shall be designed, constructed, maintained, and
operated to minimize the possibility of fire, explosion, or
any unplanned sudden or non-sudden release of dangerous
waste or dangerous waste constituent to air, soil, or
surface or ground water which could threaten human health or
the environment.

The Permittee shall ensure all water related safety
equipment such as eyewash units and emergency showers shall
remain operable at all times, including during periods of
subfreezing temperatures.

A facility employee shall observe all loading and unloading
of dangerous waste to or from tanker trucks and railcars
occurring within the facility.

RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING

In addition to the recordkeeping and reporting requirements
specified elsewhere in this Permit, the Permittee shall
comply with all the applicable notification, certification,
and recordkeeping requirements described in 40 CFR 268.7,
and 40 CFR 264.73(b)(11), (12), (15), and {(16).
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Operating Record: The Permittee shall maintain a written
operating record at the facility, consisting of records kept
for the length of time specified below. The record can be a
compilatior. of various documents. The Permittee shall .iso
record all information refeienced in this Permit in the
operating record within 48 hours of the information becoming
available. The operating record shall include, but not be
limite~ to, the information listed below,

a. The following records shall be maintained until
closure and corrective action are complete and
certified:

.. A current map shc.ing the location of dangerous
waste management units and non-regulated units
within the facility;

ii. A map showing all locations of past dangerous
' waste management units if different from present
locations;

iii. Assessment reports pursuant to Permit Condition
V.D.8. and WAC 173-303-360(2)(k), of all
incidents that require implementation of the
contingency plan;

iv. Record of spills and releases;

v. Written reports and records of verbal
notification to the Director and the
Administrator to address releases, fires, and
explosions;

i, Summaries of all records of corrective action;

vii. All other environmental permits;

viii. Corrective action deed notification:

ix. Records and results of waste analyses required
by WAC 173-303-300, pursuant to WAC 173-303-

380(1)(c), which shall include at a minimum;

A. The date(s), exact place, and times of
sampling or measurements;

B. The name of the iﬁdividual(s) who
performed the sampling or measurements;
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C. The date{s) analyses were performed,
demonstrating that EPA 5W-846 holding
times were satisfied;
D. The name of the individual(s) who
performed the analyses;
E. The analytical techniques or method used
F. The analytical results;
G. The QA/QC summary; and
H. The type and model # of the equipment used
for analysis.
X. Training records of current facility personnel;

x1i, Certifications pursuant to 40 CFR 264.73(b)(9),
Annual Waste Reduction Plan; and

xii. Facility construction records pursuant to Permit
Condition V.C.5.

The following records shall be maintained for a
minimum of 5 years. This time period may be extended
by the Department or Agency in the event of
enforcement action or notification by the Department
or Agency that an investigation is ongoing. In the
case of notification of investigation, the Permittee
will not be required to keep the records longer than
one (l) year past the normal time frame unless an
enforcement action is issued:

i. Facility operation and maintenance records and
reports prepared pursuant to this Permit;

ii. Date(s) and method(s) of treatment used per
waste process operation including name(s) of
personnel performing actual operation;

iii. Progress reports and any required notifications
prepared pursuant to this Permirt;

iv. The notice and certification required by a
generator under 40 CFR 268.7. (Land Disposal
Restrictions);
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v. Records of all inspection and monitoring
information, including requirements of WAC 173-
0 303-320(2)(d) and 395(1)(d) and including
calibration and maintenance records which shall
include at a minimum:

A, The date and time of data recording;

B. The name of the person taking and
- recording the information; and

C. The recorded information itself whether

consisting of observation, data
measurement, instrument reading or any
other monitoring method.

vi. Records required by 40 CFR 264.1035(c)(3)
through (c)(8) and 40 CFR 264.1064(d) and (e)
for compliance with the Organic Air Emissions
Standards for Process Vents and Equipment Leaks,
40 CFR Part 264 Subparts AA and BB; and

vii. Annual reports submitted in compliance with WAC
173-303-220(1), Generator Report - Form 4,
unless the reports are necessary to supplement
the facility operating record, in which case
they must be retained until facility closure and
corrective action are complete and certified.

The following records shall be maintained for a
minimum of 3 years. This time period may be extended
by the Department or Agency in the event of
enforcement action or notification by the Department
or Agency that an investigation is ongoing. In the
case of notification of investigation, the Permittee
will not be required to keep the records longer than
one (1) year past the normal time frame unless an
enforcement action is issued:

i. Annual reports submitted in compliance with WAC
173-303-380(2), TSD Facility Report - Form 5,
unless the reports are necessary to supplement
the facility operating record, in which case
they must be retained until facility closure and
corrective action are complete and certified;

ii. Manifests and any required unmanifested shipment
or exception reports; and

iii. Training records of former facility personnel;
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d. Current copies of the following documents as amended,
revised, and modified shall be maintained at the
facility until closure and corrective action are
complete and certified:

|l

Contingency Plan;
ii. Training Plan;
iii. Waste Analysis Plan;

iv. Documentation of arrangements made with local
authorities pursuant to WAC 173-303-340;

v,  ---All-closure; interim measures and final

o corrective action cost estimates, financial
assurance documents prepared pursuant to this
Permit, as well as the company names and
addresses of facility insurers;

vi. Closure Plan;

vii. For all new and converted "new" tank systems,

pursuant to WAC 173-303-640(3) and 40 CFR
264,192

A An assessment, by an independent,
registered professional engineer or
independent gqualified tank installation
inspector not affiliated with the tank
vendor, certified by an independent,
registered professional engineer, that the
tank system was installed properly and
that all discrepancies have been repaired;

B. Results of tightness testing and integrity
assessments; and

C. For all tanks which require corrosion
N protection, a written statement from a
corrosion expert that attests to the
proper design and installation of any
corrosion protection measures.

viii. The results of periodic tightness testing
and integrity assessments of all tank
systems; and
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ix. Documentation and information as required by 40
_.CFR Parts 264 Subparts AA and BR, Alr Emission
Standards for Process Vents and Equipment Leaks,

"except as noted in Permit Condition II.C.2.b.vi.
This shall include but not be limited to;

A, The location of all affected units and the
identification of all process vents;

B. Current data estimates on annual
throughput and emission rates for affected
vents;

C. Inspection schedules and recordkeeping
procedures;

D. Description of procedures, structures, or

equipment used at the facility to prevent
releases to the atmosphere from process

vents;
E. Monitoring and maintenance procedures; and
F. A list of information sources used in

preparing the records.

X. Written container sampling procedures, pursuant
to Permit Condition II.A.12.a.

The Permittee shall submit waste analysis or monitoring data
within eight (8) weeks of receipt of a written request by
the Department or Agency. If, by the end of the eight (8)
week period, the requested data have not undergone Quality
Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC), and if the Department or
Agency requests it, the Permittee shall submit the requested
data in raw form. The Permittee shall identify all data
submitted which has not undergone QA/QC.

CLOSURE

The Permittee shall submit a proposed background sampling
plan to the Department at least eight (8) weeks in advance
of the scheduled collection of background samples. The plan
shall include a map showing the proposed sampling locations.
The Department will have eight (8) weeks, from the date the
Department receives the proposed background locations, to
accept or deny the sampling proposal. Failure to respond
within eight (8) weeks will constitute acceptance.
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The Permittee shall notify the Department at least 10
working days in advance of the scheduled collection of
background samples.

The background analysis shall be statistically defensible
considering local area conditions {&.g., soil heterogeneity,
etc.). This shall require, at a minimum, a sufficient
number of samples to provide a representative measure of
background levels for hazardous constituents and substances.

The Permittee may perform additional background sampling or
analysis. A proposal for additional sampling or analysis
must be submitted and approved in accordance with Permit
Condition II.D.1. and must meet the requirements of Permit

- Conditions IT.D.2. and II1.D.3.

If the Department determines that implementation of the
approved background sampling plan has not adequately or
accurately quantified background conditions, the Department
may issue a final decision requiring additional sampling and
analysis. The issuance of such a decision shall constitute
an Agency action subject to the rights of appeal under
Chapter 34,05 RCW,

Clean c¢losure shall require the removal of all hazardous
constituents listed in 40 CFR Part 261 Appendix VIII.

a. Removal to demonstrate clean closure shall mean
-- -attaining background emvirommental level

| P
Foay

or the purposes of this permit condition,
"background environmental level" shall mean the
concentration of a hazardous substance
determined by approved laboratory and
statistical analyses of samples collected
pursuant to Permit Condition II.D.1.

*
L

ii. If background environmental levels cannot be
quantified for a hazardous constituent or
substance, the practical quantitation limit
(PQL) of the closure sample will be the
standard.
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‘If the Department determines that implementation
of the approved background sampling plan has not
adequately or accurately quantified background
conditions, the Department may issue a final
decision requiring additional sampling and
inalygis. The issuance of such a decision shall
.onstitute an Agency action subject to the
rights of appeal under Chapter 34.05 RCW.

=
s
=

For hazardous constituents derived from waste or waste
residues specified in WAU 17 -303-610(2)(b)(ii) (state
only wastes), removal shall also ensure the hazardous
constituents are below the waste designation limits
and the appropriate cleanup standards of Chapter 173-
340 WAC.

The Department must approve of analytical and
statistical methods used to determine whether soil
samples from dangerous waste management areas
demonstrate compliance with the standards for clean
closure.

Sampling and analysis at the time of closure shall be

conducted in accordance with the closure plan in Attachments

HH and VV., The Department or Agency may require
modification of the closure plan should the facility begin
receiving different dangerous wastes (i.e., wastes requiring
different management practices or changes to the Part A
Permit) or if additional significant releases occur at the
facility prior to the time of closure.

4a.
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Within four (4) weeks of Notification of Closure
pursuant to WAC 173-303-610(3)(c)(i) the Permittee
shall submit to the Department a sampling plan. At a
minimum the sampling plan shall identify the location
of all soil and concrete samples to be taken. The
sampling plan shall specify no less than the number of
samples indicated in Attachment HH. The methods of
selecting random and biased sampling locations shall
be consistent with those indicated in Attachment HH.
Th Department will have eight (8) weeks from the date
that the plan is received to require modification to
the plan, or to approve the plan with or without
changes. Failure to respond within eight (8) weeks
will constitute approval of the plan.
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b. After the Notification of Closure pursuant to WaC 173-
303-610(3){c)(i) and at the request of the Department
or Agency the Permittee shall provide the Department
with the results of all previous analyses of soil or
concrete samples from the facility.

c. The Permittee shall take biased soil samples from

<+ - ---—-beneath locations of all -gtains- and cracks in the
concrete. Such samples shall be analyzed as biased
soil samples pursuant te Attachments HH and VV.

d. If concrete from containment areas is to be left on-
site or disposed of in a sanitary landfill, then the

. ec—_Permittee shall take bhiased samples of the . congcrete at
locations of all cracks and stains. Such samples
shall be analyzed as biased concrete samples pursuant
to Attachments HH and VV,

e. The Permittee shall use approved analytical methods
that achieve quantification limits adequate for
demonstrating compliance with closure standards
defined in Permit Condition II.D.6. To ensure this

-~ the Department may issue a final decision requiring
specialized sample collection or analysis techniques.
The issuance of such a decision shall constitute an
Agency action subject to the rights of appeal under
Chapter 34.05 RCW.

IT1.D.8. The following are specific laboratory procedures to be
followed during closure:

a. When using GC/MS, peaks shall be identified as
"Tentatively Identified Compounds" (TICs) if they are
greater than 10% of the nearest internal standard
response. If possible, up to 10 TICs shall be
reported for each volatile organic analysis (VOA) and
up to 20 TICs shall be reported for each semi-VOA.
The Department may, with reason, require the
identification of additional peaks. 1If a priority
pollutant is discovered it shall be quantified.

. b. When AA or ICP is utilized, cold vapor atomic
absorption shall be used for mercury analysis.

c. Metal analysis shall use SW 846 Method 3050, or EPA
method 200.2 for sample preparation for metals to be
analyzed by flame AA or ICP.
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I: D.9. The activities of the independent registered engineer to
assure that closure is conducted in accordance with the
approved plan shall specifically include, but not be limited
to, the following:

a. Observation of all pre-designated locations to be
biased sampled;

b, The observation of the collection of background

samples;

c. Review of tank decontamination records to determine
gy that closure plan requirements for triple rinsing and
?Z? rinsate management have been followed and that tanks
- have been adequately cleaned;

[~
L a. Determining compliance with sampling protecols; and
e. Review of laboratory results before discharge of

decontaminated rinsate.

IT.E. CLEAN UP_OF RELEASED MATERIAL
IT.E.1. In the event of a spill or nonpermitted discharge of

dangerous waste the Permittee shall comply with the
requirements of WAC 173-303-145. In addition to the
requirements of WAC 173-303-145, the Permittee shall:

a,. Take appropriate immediate action to protect human
health and the environment; and

b. Clean up all released dangerous waste or hazardous
substances. At a minimum the Department will require
such clean ups to attain the facility closure
standards.

II.E.2. Any spilled or leaked waste within secondary containment
shall be removed immediately upon identification.
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FINANCIAL ASSURANCE AND LIABTLITY REQUIREMENTS

The Permittee shall demonstrate continuous compliance with
WAC 173-303-620(4) by providing documentation of financial
assurance to the Director as required by WAC 173-303-
620(10).

a.! Such documentation shall be adjusted annually for
inflation in compliance with WAC 173-303-620(3)(c¢c) and
entered into the facility operating record per WAC
173-303-620(3)(d) and Permit Condition II.C.2.d.v.
Annual adjustment for inflation shall not require a
permit modification under WAC 173-303-830,

i. Financial assurance, prior to future adjustment
for inflation, shall he in at least the amount
of the closure cost estimate in Attachment HH as
‘revised by the requirements of Permit Condition
II.F.3.

ii. The pay-in period of a trust fund shall not
exceed the term of the Permit,.

b.- The Permittee shall provide documentation of financial
assurance adequate for disposal or treatment of the
contents and subsequent decontamination of any new
dangerous waste management unit, no later than 60 days
prior to the use such unit.

The Permittee shall report to the Director and the
Administrator any claims made on the liability insurance
fund. The report shall be submitted in writing within 30
days of the filing of such claims and shall contain
information on the number and type of claims filed, the

amount of each claim, and a description of the occurrence
that led to the claim.

The Permittee shall submit to the Agency and the Department,
no later than 90 days after the Permit effective date, a
revised closure cost estimate and documentation of financial
assurance based upon the requirements of this Permit.

a. The revised closure cost estimate must include closure
costs for all permitted units at their maximum
capacity, whether the units are existing or proposed.

b. Documentation of financial assurance must be provided
for all existing units. Documentation of financial

assurance for new units shall be provided pursuant to
Permit Condition II.F.l.b.
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I1.G. Orpanic Air Emission Standards for Process Vents

IT.G.1. The 40 CFE. 4, Subpart AA air emission standards for
process vents are applicable to two (2) units at the
facility: the Batch Kettle Still #1 (Tank #4102) and the
Batch Kettle Still #2 (Tank # 4111). Compliance with
Subpart AA shall include, but not be limited to, complying
with the reporting requirements of 40 CFR 264.1036.

11.G.2. The Permittee shall use an activated carbon air emission
control unit, as described in Attachments EE, JJ, and NN, to
control emissions from the units regulated under 40 CFR 264,
Subpart AA. Pursuant to 40 CFR 264.1033(h)(1l), testing of
the unit, when in use, shall be performed at least daily or
at an interval no greater than 20 percent of the time
required to consume the total carbon working capacity,
whichever is greater.

a. The time required to consume 20 percent of the total
carbon working capacity shall be determined and
recorded pursuant to 40 CFR 264.1035(b) (4)(1iii)(G).

b. Test procedures and instruments shall comply with the
requirements of 40 CFR 264.1034(b).

e s mmmemmes oo s e oo — - - -Sampling shall be done immediately before and after
the first carbon adsorber and immediately after the
second carbon adsorber. When the removal efficiency
of the first adsorber falls below 50% or when
breakthrough of any compound through the second
adsorber is indicated the first adsorber shall be
replaced in accordance with Attachments EE and JJ.

IT.G.3. The Permittee shall comply with air emission standards
codified in 40 CFR 264 Subpart AA through the use of a
control device as specified in Permit Condition 1I1.G.2.
Control devices shall reduce total organic emissions from
all affected process vents associated with the two units
defined in Permit Condition II.G.l. by 95 weight percent.
All determinations undertaken to demonstrate compliance with
this standard and any determinations of emissions, or
emission reductions, associated with control devices and
connecting closed vent systems shall be based on methods and
procedures provided in 40 CFR 264.1034.
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The Permittee shall comply with all requirements of the Air
Emission Monitoring Program for Process Vents provided in
Attachment NN.

The Permittee’s Air Monitoring Notebook, included in the
facility's operating record, shall document compliance with
both the Air Emission Monitoring Program and Conditions
11.G.1. through II.G.4. In addition, besides providing the
results of measurements taken pursuant to II.G.4., the
Notebook shall contain calculated worst case emission rates
for the range of processing conditions and feed compositions
which are currently in use or anticipated at the facility.
Relationships should be derived and presented, based on
process vent flow rate (or velocity) and organic
concentration measurements, showing the effect that changes
in processing conditions (e.g., temperature, pressure,
composition of the feed, and ambient temperature) have on
resultant emission rates.

Organic Air Emission Standards for Egquipment Leaks

The Permittee shall comply with air emission standards for
equipment leaks codified in 40 CFR 264 Subpart BB for all
non-exempt valves, pumps, compressors, pressure relief
devices, sampling connection systems, open-ended
valves/lines, flanges, and organic air emission control
devices and systems which contain or contact hazardous
wastes with organic concentrations of ten (10) percent (by
weight) or greater, and where those wastes are managed in
hazardous waste recycling, treatment, storage, or disposal
units. This shall include, but not be limited to, complying
with the reporting requirements of 40 CFR 264.1065.

The Permittee shall respond to each detected leak from a
valve, pump, pressure relief device in liquid service, and
flange or other connection device subject to the
requirements of this section as soon as practicable, and

shall comply with all applicable requirements of 40 CFR
264 .1064(c).

___ The Permittee shall comply with all requirements of the Air

Emission Monitoring Program for Equipment Leaks provided in
Attachment NN.

The Permittee's Air Monitoring Notebook, included in the
facility'’s operating record, shall document compliance with
both the Air Emission Monitoring Program and Conditions
IT.H.1. and II.H.2.
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Other Qrganic Air Emission Standards

The Permittee shal use activated carbon air emission
control unit: . as ..scribed in Attachments EE, JJ, and NN,
to control emissions from the Process Containment Building
and from tanks containing extremely hazardous waste.
Testing of these units shall be performed at least daily
when in use and shall be in accordance with Attachment NN.

Results of the carbon filter testing shall be recorded in
the inspection lo:. The date and time of sampling, sampling

readings, and name of sampler shall also be recorded in the
inspection log.

The Permittee shall comply with requirements of the
Southwest Air Pollution Control Authority and the permit
SWARCA 83CL-182 as-revised. The Permittee shall submit to
the Southwest Air Pollution Control Authority a written
request to amend the permit SWAPCA 83CL-182, and the revised
amendment issued, prior to any alteration, installation, or
establishment of an air contaminant . source or air
contaminant control equipment.
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PART III - CONTAINERS

CONTAINER MANAGEMENT AREAS AND ACCUMULATION LIMITS
1. The Permittee may store drummed waste in the following
areas. Quantities may not exceed either the number of drums
or gallons specified.
Indocr Storage Storage Limit
Building 2 (S2-1 through 52-13) 660 drums (36,300 Gallons)
Building 3 (13 storage bays) 1,932 drums (106,260 Gallons)
East Arena (6 storage bays) 972 drums (53,460 Gallons)
West Arena (7 storage bays) 960 drums (52,800 Gallons)
PCB Storage Area 60 drums (3,300 Gallons)
Remaining 6 storage bays 900 drums (49,500 Gallons)
Building 4 (20 storage bays) 1,680 drums (92,400 Gallons)
2. Subject to conditions III.B.1., III.B.3., and III.B.4.,
wastes may be loaded, unloaded, and accumulated, up to the

amounts specified, in the areas identified below (See Figure
B1-2, Attachment BB). WNo container which contains dangerous
waste shall be placed on a loading/unloading pad for more

than 24 hours.

Loading/unloading pads

Central Pad 176 drums (9,680

South Pad 264 drums (14,520

Accumulation Limits

Gallons)

Galleons)
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CONTA. _R MAN:SEMENT PRACTICES

Drums shall not be placed or stored in rows more than two
f2) drums wide. The Permittee shall maintain aisle space
withir ontainer storage buildings as specii :d in

Attac :nt II of this Permit. A minimum of thirty-inch
aisle space shall be maintained for loading/unloading pads.
The Permitt=e s':all maintain a minimum of one (1) foot of
aisle space between the end of rows of containers and walls,
except that all containers shall be stored morz than three
(3) feet from any door. All drums shall be at least 0.5
feet from the nearest containment berm.

_The Permittee shall store-flammable and combustible liquids

in accordance with Article 79.203 of the Uniform Fire Code
(1991 Edition). including limiting the stack height of
containerized Class I-B and I-C flammable liquids te 1 drum,
unless and until the Permittee receives written
authorization for different storage arrangements from the
City of Washougal Fire Department.

In addition to the requirements of WAC 173-303-630(7), all
container storage areas shall have secondary containment
capacity sufficient to contain 20 minutes of fire flow water
pursuant to Article 79.115 of the Uniform Fire Code (1991
Edition).

Incoming containers on loading/unloading pads shall not be
placed more than three (3) feet two (2) inches high. If
containers are stacked on a pallet the height limit shall be
increased six (&) inches.

Outgoing containers on loading/unloading pads shall not be
placed more than six (6) feet four (4) inches high If
containers are stacked on pallets, the height limit shall be

~increased by six (6) inches per pallet, but shall not exceed

12 additional inches.

No containers which contain dangerous wastes and which are
required to be segregated or separated by 49 CFR 177.848
shall be placed on the same lecading/unloading pad.

The Permittee shall ensure that an aisle which is at least
eight (8) feet wide is maint.:ined in front of areas

requiring ingress/egress such as maneuvering of containers
by equipment,

No containers, except those that are empty as defined in WAC
173-303-160, may be placed or stored on their sides.
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Stacked drums within designated storage areas shall not be
placed or stored higher than nine (9) feet six (6) inches
high. If containers are stacked on pallets, the height
1imit shall ‘be increased by six (6) inches per pallet, but
shall not exceed 18 additional inches.

a. At no time shall any container be placed on top of a
stack which is three (3) 55 gallon containers high.

b. At all times when drums are stacked three (3) high,
provisions (e.g., library ladders) which are dedicated
to each building must be made to allow for inspection.

The Permittee shall not store or place containers containing
incompatible wastes in adjacent secondary containment areas
without utilizing one of the following measures:

a. A compatible physical barrier capable of preventing
drums or drum contents from entering the adjacent
secondary containment area,; or

b.  Placing containers that are within 4.5 horizontal feet

of the adjacent secondary containment area no higher
than six (6) feet 10 inches high, including pallets.

Containers of dangerous waste or household hazardous waste
shall not be placed or stored anywhere other than defined

Storage areas, process areas within secondary containment,
or loading/unloading pads. Containers of dangerous waste

shall not be placed in areas other than defined container

storage areas for more than 24 hours.

The Permittee shall keep all dangerous waste containers
securely closed except when adding or removing waste.

Containers in the PCB/dangerous waste storage area shall be
stored such that the containers will not be in contact with

spilled_waste in the-event that ten percent of the volume of

all containers or the volume of the largest container,
whichever is greater, is spilled in the containment area.

[Note: This Permit Condition is a requirement necessary to
demonstrate a2 net increase in protection under Washington's
Hazardous Waste Siting Criterla and is also found as Permit
Condition V.E.4.] In addition to inspection procedures and
schedule in Table F2-4 of Attachment EE, the integrity of
the entire base of all container storage areas shall be

inspected every six months, at a minimum. This inspection
is to include the area under drums.
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II1.B.15. The Permittee shall record the results of all inspections of
containers, container storage areas, and loading areas
specified by this permit and its attachments, on an
inspection form for entry into the facility operating
record. In addition to the items specified in Table F2.4 of
Attachment EE, the Permittee shall verify and record proper
stacking arrangement of containers, segregation of
incompatible wastes, and free access to fire extinguishers,
exits and entrances.

IIT.B.16. The integrity of all containment systems shall be
maintained. Cracks, gaps, loss of integrity, deterioration,
corrosion, or erosion of pads, berms, curbs, sumps,
construction joints, and coatings of container storage areas
shall be repaired. Repairs shall be completed within the
week following detection of their need in accordance with
Attachment EE (i.e., as a Priority 'l or Priority 2 response
level repair or remedial action depending on the potential
for an environmental release). All sumps shall either be
lined with stainless steel attached to the concrete and
sealed, or shall be coated with a chemical resistant
coatings compatible with wastes stored in that area.

ITI.B.17. Pursuant to WAC 173-303-630(7)(a)(i) all container secondary
containment systems shall be provided with an impermeable
interior coating or lining that will render the containment

sufficiently impervious to contain leaks, spills, and
accumulated rainfall.

a, The coating or lining must seal the containment

surface such that no cracks, seams, or other avenues
————— — - ----through which liquid could migrate are present.

b. The coating or lining must be of adequate thickness
and strength to withstand the normal operation of
equipment and personnel within the given area such
that degradation or physical damage to the coating or
lining can be identified and remedied before wastes
could migrate from the system.

c. The coating or lining must be compatible with the

waste stored in the containment system as specified in
Attachment JJ.
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CONDITION OF CONTAINERS

If a container holding dangerous waste is not in good
condition (e.g., exhibits excessive rusting, structural
defects, or any other condition that could lead to container
rupture or leakage), the Permittee shall transfer the
dangerous waste from that container to a compatible
container which is in good condition, or to an overpack
container, within 24 hours. The damaged container shall be
managed as a dangerous waste unless it can be considered

empty pursuant to WAC 173-303-160.

The contents of any container noted to be leaking will be
transferred immediately to a compatible container which is

"in good condition or to an overpack container. The damaged

container shall be managed as a dangerous waste unless it
can be considered empty pursuant to WAC 173-303-160.

IDENTIFICATION OF CONTAINERS

Pursuant to WAC 173-303-630(3) the Permittee shall ensure
that each container of dangerous waste is labeled in a
manner which adequately identifies the major risk(s)
associated with the contents.

a. The Permittee shall ensure that all dangerous waste
containers are marked as specified by WAC 173-303-
190(3)(b) and 40 CFR 262.32(Db).

b. The Permittee shall ensure that all dangerous waste
containers are marked and labeled in accordance with
the requirements specified in U.S., Department of
Transportation regulations 49 CFR Part 172.

For all dangerous waste containers the Permittee shall
ensure that:

a. All labels placed by the Permittee are printed with
indelible (waterproof) ink;

b. All labels placed by the Permittee are placed on the

upper portion of the container side as close to the
top as the drum design allows;

-¢~ -~ Labels-are not obscured or stherwise unreadable:
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d. Generator labels are mnot to be obscured by any labels
placed by the Permittee; and

e, Dangerous waste containers are oriented so as to allow
inspection of the labels identified in Permit
Condition III.D.l., the container tracking number,
and, to the extent possible, any labels which the
generator placed upon the container.

Empty containers, as defined by WAC 173-303-160(2), shall
have their Dangerous Waste labels removed immediately upon
being rendered empty.

COMPATIBILITY

The Permittee shall ensure that all containers used for
dangerous waste management are made of or lined with
materials which will not react with and are otherwise
compatible with the dangerous waste to be stored.

The Permittee shall not place incompatible wastes, or
incompatible wastes and materials, in the same container,
and shall not place dangerous waste in an unwashed container
that previously held an incompatible waste or material.

The Permittee shall ensure that all dedicated and
non-dedicated equipment used for transfer of dangerous waste
to or from containers (pumps, hoses, piping, valves, etc.)
is compatible with the wastes, and is decontaminated before
it is used for the transfer of incompatible wastes, as

defined in WAC 173-303-395(1)(b).

Incompatible wastes, as defined in WAC 173-303-040, shall
not be placed or stored within the same secondary
containment area. Incoming containers in the
loading/unleoading areas and lab packs assembled in
compliance with the procedures in Appendix B-1, Attachment
AA will not be subject to this condition if they conform to
Department of Transportation compatibility requirements.

APPROVED WASTES

The Permittee may store all dangerous wastes listed in the
Part A Permit Application (Permit Attachment BB).
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PART IV - TANK SYSTEMS

EXISTING DANGEROUS WASTE TANK SYSTEMS

The Permittee may store and/or treat dangerous wastes in the
following tanks:

4100 through 4107, 4110 through 4113, 4130, 4131, 4150,
4151, 4200 through 4204, 4401 through 4408, 4601 through
4607, 4701, and 4801.

INTEGRITY ASSESSMENT

The Permittee shall review, pursuant to WAC 173-303-
640(2)(c) and based on current tank integrity assessment
results, the structural integrity of all dangerous waste
management tank systems every five years starting from the
date of Permit issuance or, for new tanks, starting from the
date new tanks are put into dangerous waste service. See
Table IV-1 for more frequent interval inspections of the
tank interior. Results of the integrity assessments shall
be included in the Operating Record accessible at the

--facility. Any tank system found to be leaking or unfit for

service must be immediately removed from service and the
Permittee shall comply with the requirements of WAC 173-303-
640(7). A tank system shall not be returned to service
until the Permittee has obtained the required certification.

The tank integrity assessments performed every 5 years shall
be done by an independent, registered, professional
engineer. The initial assessment of new and converted "new"
tank systems may be performed by an independent, qualified
registered professional engineer or by an independent
qualified installation inspector not affiliated with the
tank vendor, and shall be certified by an independent,
qualified registered professional engineer.

Visual inspections referred to in Table IV-1 shall be done
by an independent registered professional engineer or an
independent National Association of Corrosion Engineers
(NACE) Level II or Level III certified inspector at least
once during each 3 year period. More frequent visual
inspections called for in Table IV-1 can be done by a
Permittee employee who is a registered engineer or a NACE
Level IT or Level IIT Certified Inspector.
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APPROVED WAS™ TS

Permit Attachment JJ identifies the dangerous wastes which
the Permittee may store and/or treat in each tank system.

T:NK_MANAGEMENT PRA”TICES

Uniess the requirements of WAC 173-303-395(1)(b) are met,
the Per:sittee shall net place dangerous waste into a tank
system that has not been decontaminated and which was

previously used for the management of incompatible wastes.

Tank entry shall not be done until vapors, if present, are
below 10 % of the Lower Explosive Limit (LEL).

The integrity of tank and process area containment systems
shall be maintained. Cracks, gaps, loss of integrity,
deterioration, corrosion, or erosion of pads, berms, curbs,
sumps, construction jeoints, and coatings of tank system
areas shall be repaired. Repairs shall be completed within
the week following detection of their need in accordance
with Attachment EE (i.e., as a Priority 1 or Priority 2
response level repair or remedial action depending on the
potential for an environmental release). All sumps shall
either be lined with stainless steel attached to the
concrete and sealed, or shall be coated with chemical
resistant coatings compatible with wastes stored in that
area.

Pursuant to WAC 173-303-640(4) tank and process area
secondary containment systems shall be provided with an

-impermeable interior woating or lining that will render the

system capable of preventing the migration of any wastes out
of the system to the soil, ground water, or surface water at
any time during the use of the tank system.

a. The coating or lining must seal the containment
surface such that no cracks, seams, or other avenues
through which liquid could migrate are present,

b. The coating or lining must be of adequate thickness
and strength to withstand the normal operation of
equipment and personnel within the given area such
that degradation or physical damage to the coating or
lining can be ldentified and remedied before wastes
could migrate from the system.

c. The coating or lining must be compatible with the
waste stored in the containment system as specified in
Attachment JJ.
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IV.D.5. The Process Containment Building shall meet all requirements
pertinent to dangerous waste tank containment structures.
This shall include, but mot be limited to, construction,
sealing and coating requirements specified in Attachment JJ
and tank area inspection requirements specified in
Attachment EE.
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_All carbon steel tanks with a service rating of A, B or C as
defined by Table F2-6 of Attachment EE, shall be provided
with corrosion coupons installed in the vapor and liquid
phases. All corrosion coupons shall be inspected no less

i y than once a year.
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IV.D.7. All on ground tanks shall have undertank leak detection that
meets the recommendations of API Standard 650, Item #650-
281. Within 60 days of the Permit effective date the
Permittee shall submit revised design drawings which
demonstrate compliance with this standard. The Department
will have 60 days from the date the design drawings are
received to either accept or deny the demonstration.
Failure to respond within 60 days will constitute

- - --ageeptance,

IV.D.8. The Permittee shall store dangerous waste in tanks 4701 and
4801 in accordance with the requirements of this permit
condition as specified below:

a. The Permittee shall not f£fill tank 4701 or 4801 to a
level higher than 70.5 inches from the bottom of the
tank when the combined specific gravity of material in
the tank is less than 1.47.

b. The Permittee shall not £ill tank 4701 or 4801 to a
level higher than 61 inches from the bottom of the
 tank ‘when the combined specific gravity of material in
the tank is between 1.47 and 1.75.

c. In no case shall the Permittee store materials in tank
4701 or 4801 with a combined specific gravity of

a

greater than 1.75.

d. In no case shall the Permittee fill tank 4701 or 4708
to a level higher than 12 inches below the top of the
tank shell.
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IV.E.1. When hydroblasting is used as a method for tank
decontamination during closure, hydroblasting procedures
shall follow the guidelines specified by the Agency and/or
Ecology. At the time of Permit issuance, current guidelines
are contained in EPA document 600/2-85/028: "Guide for
Decontaminating Buildings, Structures and Equipment at

Superfund Sites.
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PART V - FACILITY COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS
TANK COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS

For all tanks which undergo modification, permit
modification procedures, pursuant to Permit Condition
I.G.3., will be followed. Emergency modifications to
correct unsafe conditions may be performed prior to a formal
modification request, but such a written request must be
submitted within 30 days after the start of modification.
The Permittee shall notify the Department, via telephone,
within 24 hours of any emergency modifications.

The Permittee shall vent all tanks storing extremely
hazardous wastes through activated carbon canisters as
specified in Attachment JJ. Operation of the control

-~ -—equipment—for thesetanks shall be continuous and capable of

attaining performance standards as described in Attachment
JJ. Monitoring, testing, repair, and record keeping
associated with control of vapors from extremely hazardous
waste tanks shall be consistent with procedures in Section
IT.I. of this Permit. The Permittee shall use the best

... ...demonstrated available technology consistent with primary
safety concerns (e.g., risk of fire, injury, explosion, or
other catastrophic failure) to capture vapors, generated as

the result of a fire, which cannot be captured by the carbon
canisters.

SPECTIAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSTRUCTION

[Note: This Permit Condition is a requirement necessary to
demonstrate a net increase in protection under Washington’s
Hazardous Waste Siting Criteria and is also found as Permit
Condition V.E.3.] No new units for the management of
dangerous waste from fully regulated generators or small
quantity generators or household hazardous waste shall be
constructed within the 100 year flood plain. At a minimum,

management of these wastes shall be at 18.58 feet,
referenced to the National Geodetic Vertical Datum (NGVD).
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[Note: This Permit Condition is a requirement necessary to
demonstrate a net increase in protection under Washington's
Hazardous Waste Siting Criteria and is also found as Permit
Condition V.E.3.] To ensure the facility is protected
against a 500 year storm event the Permittee shall:

a. By the effective date of this Permit, present evidence
that the finished floor elevations of all existing
units for the management of dangerous waste from fully
regulated generators or small quantity generators or
household hazardous waste are above 18.43 feet NGVD;
or

b. I1f portions of the existing facility have finished
floor elevations below 18.43 feet NGVD, then the
Permittee shall complete one of the following
construction projects according to the schedule in
Part V.C.2.:

i. Construct a containment berm with a minimum top
elevation of 18.43 feet NGVD around all portions
of the facility where dangerous waste from fully
regulated generators or small quantity
generators or household hazardous waste may be
placed or handled; or

ii. Add to existing containment berms around all
portions of the facility defined in i. above in
order to achieve a minimum top elevation of
18 .43 feet NGVD.

CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE

For all new tanks, including existing tanks being relocated,
the tank high level alarm and monitoring panel per Figures
D2-35 through D2-38, Attachment JJ, shall be installed prior
to placing the tank into service.
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The following construction activities shall be completed
within the time specified. Time periods shall begin on the

effective date

12 months *

15 months *

13.5 months *

12.5 months *

of this Permit.

Facility Wide
Complete construction as required by Permit

Condition V.B.2.b., if necessary.

Building 4

~13.5 months * - Complete construction of building (refer to

Drawing 44001 in Attachment II)

Building 2 and 3

Complete upgrade and application of coating
to secondary containment (refer to Drawing
88-25-87 in Attachment II)

Loadin nloading Pads

Complete construction of the south container
loading/unloading pad (refer to Drawing D-88-
25-59 in Attachment II)

Complete construction and upgrade secondary
containment of the central loading/unloading
pad (refer to Drawing D-88-25-87 in
Attachment II)

Proposed Tank Svystem

24 months *

24 months *

Complete installation of tanks and civil and
structural construction, including west
loading/unloading pad (refer to Drawing D-88-
25-84 in Attachment JJ)

Complete construction of the air emission
control systems, including carbon adsorption

systems (refer to Attachment .IT)
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The following construction activities shall be completed
within the time specified and the Department must be
notified 120 days prior to initiation of their comstruction.
Time periods shall begin on the effective date of this
Permict.

Process Cor-ainment Build .g

60 months * Complete construction of building (refer to
Appendix D-7 and Drawings D-88-25-54 in
Attachment JJ)

Rrilroad car loading/unloading area

60 months * Construct railcar load/unload area secondary
containment (refer to Drawing D-88-25-56 in

Attachment JJ)

Storage Magazine in Building 17T

60 months * Install unit as described in Attachment II which
meets the specifications of Article 77.203 of
the 1991 edition of Uniform Fire Code Article

The Permittee shall maintain records of all facility
construction operations. Such records shall be maintained
at the facility until closure and corrective action are
complete and certified, and shall include at a minimum:

a. Daily construction reports;

b. Photographs of stages of construction work;
c. Summary or minutes of construction meetings;
d. Material test results;

e. As-built designs as certified by a registered

professional engineer;

f. Construction changes as certified by a registered
professional engineer; and

g. All quality control proce lures uv:dertaken by the
Permittee.
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V.C.5. Within 60 days after comnstruction, or a phase of
construction, of a new or modified area is complete, the
Permittee shall submit to the Department a formal report
signed by the Permittee which demonstrates that the facility
has been constructed in compliance with the Permit, The
report shall incorporate, at a minimum, all of the elements
defined in Permit Condition V.C.5.

V.D. GENERAL FACTLITY COMPLTANCE REQUIREMENTS
v.D.1. The Permittee shall not operate the facility in exceedence

of approved Interim Status tank storage and treatment
capacity prior to the completion of all items specified in
Permit Conditions V.C.l. and V.C.3. Approved Interim Status
- eoo—___ .___container storage capacity shall not be exceeded prior to
completion of all items in Permit Condition V.C.2.
Additionally, the Permittee shall not treat or store
dangerous waste_in_tanks_above_approved Interim Status.tank
capacity. prior to installation of new tanks under V.C.4.

v.D.2. The Permittee shall not conduct a significant expansion of
dangerous waste management, as defined in WAC 173-303-
282(3){p), under this Permit until the conditions in Section
V.E. of this Permit are implemented. Following
implementation of conditions in Section V.E. the Permittee
may expand to the capacities listed in Attachment BB subject
to condition V.D.1.

V.D.3. The Permittee shall maintain within the Operating Record a
map locating each management unit and locating each process,
both ongoing and intermittent. The relocation of any
processes shall be recorded within the operating record
within 5 days of relocation.

V.D.4, The Permittee shall allow independent sampling and sample
splitting when requested by the Department or the Agency.
At the Permittee’s request, the Department or the Agency
will inform the Permittee of all analyses to be performed on
split samples.

V.D.5. The Permittee shall submit samples for analysis by an
independent, accredited laboratory upon request by the
Department or the Agency. Such submittals shall be limited
to two (2) events per year, and 12 samples per event.

V.D.#6, Criteria for the clean up or the prevention of contamination
of all environmental media shall ensure the protection of

-—- ----- . human health and the enviromment and shall be at least as

stringent as standards for clean closure as defined in
Section TI.D. of this Permit.
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V.D.7. Whenever an area used for the management of dangerous waste
from fully regulated generators or small quantity generators
or household hazardous waste is in use, the Permittee shall
inspect the secondary containment including all sumps in
that area for the presence of accumulated liquids at a
minimum of once every 24 hours.

a. Any spills, releases, or accumulated precipitation
shall be removed from secondary containment systems in
as timely a manner as necessary to prevent overflow of
sumps; in all cases such removal shall occur at least
once every working shift or a minimum of every twenty
four hours.

b. All spilled or released dangerous wastes from known
sources shall be removed from secondary containment
immediately upon occurrence or discovery.

c. All spilled or released dangerous wastes from unknown
sources shall be adequately characterized for
placement into compatible storage upon discovery.
Such spilled or released dangerous waste shall be
removed from secondary containment immediately upon
being adequately characterized.

d. All materials in sumps in dangerous waste management
areas which are covered by a roof shall be managed as
spilled or leaked dangerous wastes unless and until
the materials are demonstrated to be non-dangerous
wastes,

Vv.D.8. The Permittee shall note in the facility operating record
the time, date, and details of any incident that requires
implementing the contingency plan. Within 15 days after the
incident the Permittee shall submit a written report on the
incident to the Department. Such a report shall at a
minimum include all items specified in WAC 173-303-

360(2) (k).

V.D.9. Facility inspections shall include, in addition to all items
and procedures specified in Attachment EE, daily inspection
of groundwater monitoring wells within secondary containment
for pertinent items such as the loss of integrity of surface
seals, frost heave, etc.
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V.E. REQUIREMENTS TO DEMONSTRATE A NET INCREASE IN PROTECTION
UNDER_WASHINGTON'S HAZARDOUS WASTE SITING CRITERIA

- VTE,ln—~—~ffLIhisAEeEmit_Conditionﬁis also found as Permit Condition
II1.A.21.] The management of dangerous wastes from small

quantity gemerators shall conform to the procedures for the
management of fully regulated waste, this shall include
storage of containers of such waste in Buildings 2, 3 or 4
using the stacking patterns in Attachment II.

V.E.2. [This Permit Condition is also found as Permit Condition
II1.A.22.]) The management and storage of dangerous wastes in

- drums_from exempted_ or.excluded _generators, including

household hazardous wastes, shall at a minimum include:

a. Assuring smaller containers of incompatible wastes are
not stored within the same larger outer containers;

b. Adherence to container tracking procedures in

Attachment CC;

C. Adherence to inspection schedules and repair or
corrective action requirements in Attachment EE;

d. Use of covered storage with container management and
storage area containment in accordance with WAC 173-
303-630; and

e. Adherence to the Moderate Risk Waste Fixed Facility
Guidelines, Department publication No. 92-13.

{This Permit Condition is also found as Permit Conditions
V.B.1. and V.B.2.] Special Requirements For Construction
a. No new units for the management of dangerous waste

from fully regulated generators or small guantity
generators or household hazardous waste shall be
constructed within the 100 year flood plain. At a
minimum, finished floor elevations of all new
coustruction for the management of these wastes shall
be at 18.58 feet, referenced to the National Geodetic
Vertical Datum (NGVD),
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b. To ensure the facility is protected against a 500 year

storm event the Permittee shall:

i. . By the effective date of this Permit, present
evidence that the finished floor elevations of
all existing units for the management of
dangerous waste from fully regulated generators
or small quantity generators or household
hazardous waste are above 18.43 feet NGVD; or

ii. If portions of the existing facility have
finished floor elevations below 18.43 feet NGVD,
then the Permittee shall complete one of the
following construction projects according to the
schedule in Part V.C.2.:

A, Construct a containment berm with a
minimum top elevation of 18.43 feet NGVD
around all portions of the facility where
dangerous waste from fully regulated
generators or small quantity generators or
household hazardous waste may be placed or
handled; or

B. Add to existing containment berms around
all portions of the facility defined in i.
above in order to achieve a minimum top
elevation of 18.43 feet NGVD.

[This Permit Condition is also found as Permit Condition
ITTI.B.14.] 1In addition to inspection procedures and
schedule in Table F2-4 of Attachment EE, the integrity of
the entire base of all container storage areas shall be
inspected every six months, at a minimum. This inspection
is to include the area under drums.

LAND DTISPOSAL RESTRICTIQNS

The Permittee shall not in any way dilute a restricted waste
or the residue from treatment of a restricted waste as a

..substitute for adequate treatment toc achieve compliance with

40 CFR Part 268, Subpart D.
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SCHEDULE EXTENSTONS

The Permittee shall notify the Department, in writing, as
soon as possible of any deviations or expected deviations
from any schedules of Parts I through VI or Attachments AA
through MM of this Permit. The Permittee shall include with
the notification all information supporting its clalm that
it has used best efforts to meet the required schedules. If

- the -Direector determines that the Permittee has made best

efforts to meet the schedules of this Permit, the Director
shall notify the Permittee in writing by certified mail that
the Permittee has been granted an extension. Such a
revision shall not require a permit modification under WAC
173-303-830. Copies of all letters pursuant to this permit
condition shall be kept in the Operating Record.

TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT

Clearly visible lines shall be maintained on all
loading/unloading areas. These lines shall define container
placement and truck parking areas.

Whenever a vehicle used for the transport of dangerous waste
approaches a loading/unloading area, a facility employee
shall be in such a position that he or she can both observe
the approach of the vehicle and can signal to the driver to
turn or stop.

Vehicles which are used for the transport of dangerous waste
to or from the facility and which contain dangerous waste,
shall be parked only in designated loading/unloading zones.
There shall be no more than two (2) vehicles, including
vehicles not used for dangerous waste transport, in any one
loading/unloading zone at any one time. These limits may be
exceeded in the event of emergency situations such as spill
response.

CLOSURE OF INTERIM STATUS AREAS

The Permittee shall not receive waste into the Existing Tank
System (as defined in Attachment AA) after commencing
treatment or storage of dangerous waste in the Permitted
Dangerous Waste Tank System.
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Subsequent to the r.ceipt of the known final volume of waste
into the Existing Tank System (as defined in Attachment AA)
the Permittee shall close the Existing Tank System and all
loding/unloading pads no longer used for dangerous waste
management.

a. Closure of these areas shall be conducted in
accordance with a closure plan approved by the
Department. The Permittee shall submit to the
Department a closure plan for these areas within 60
days of the Permit effective date. The Permittee may
not receive waste into the Proposed Tank System {(as
defined in Attachment AA) until the Department has
approved the ¢osure plan for the Existing Tank
System.

b. Closure of these areas shall meet all of the closure
standards of Section IT.D. of this Permit for all
structures and environmental media.

c. Pursuant to WAC 173-203-400 and 40 CFR 265.112 and
265.113, the following closure activities shall be
completed within the specified times.

i. The Permittee shall notify the Department at
least 45 days prior to the date on which he
expects to begin closure. The date when he
expects to begin closure shall be no later than
30 days after the date on which the Existing
Tank System receives the known final volume of
dangerous wastes,

ii. The Permittee shall treat or remove all
dangerous wastes in accordance with the approved
closur: plan within ninety days after receiving
the f..al volume of dangerous wastes.

iii. The Permittee shall complete closure activities
in accordance with the approved closure plan
within 180 days after receiving the final volume
of dangerous wastes.

Should the Department determine that the Permittee has not
achieved the clean closure standards for the Existing Tank
System, pursuant to Permit Condition V.I.2.h., the Permittee
shall submit an application for a pest-closure permit within
180 days of notification of such a determination. The
application shall meet all the requirements of WAC 173-303-
400(3) and 40 CFR 265.117 through 265.120.
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v.J. PROHIBITIONS
v.J.1l. The Permittee may not operate any of the following process

units (as described in Attachment AA):

a. Aerosol Depressurization Unit;
i Container Shredding System;
imemeeeet i, & Contailner Compaction System; and

d. Small Quantity Treatment Area.
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PALT VI - PERMIT BY RULE

WASTEWATER TREATMENT UNIT

tor. treat and discharge dangerous

The Permittee :a
n -wastewater treatment unitl{s) as

ter

awva
AnFimaA
LD L UTU

GEKIRAL GONDITIONS

The Permittee shall design, operate, and maintain the
wastewater treatment unit in accordance with the provisions
of WAC 173-303-802(5)(a)(i),(ii), and (iii).

The Permittee shall comply with the terms of the NPDES
Permit a. rev.sed (Number WA-003998-5) for discharge from

--the wastewater-treatment unit(s), unless authorized by the

Department due to special circumstances or emergencies.
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PART VII - CORRECTIVE ACTION

Corrective Action for Contimuing Releases

Section 3004{u) of RCRA (Section 206 of HSWA), 42 USC
Section 6924(u), and regulations codified at 40 GFR 264.101
require Corrective Action(s) to protect human health and the
environment from all hazardous wastes or constjtuents
released from solid waste management units (SWMUs) at the
facility. Such Corrective Action is indicated regardless of
when the waste was placed in the unit, and must be

--stipulated in all permits issued after November 8, 1984,

VII.A.

VII.A.l.

Section 3004(v) of RCRA, and the regulations promulgated
pursuant thereto, directs the Permittee to implement
Corrective Action(s) beyond the facility property boundary,
where necessary to protect human health and the environment.

RCRA Facility Investjigation (RFI)

Pursuant to the requirements for Corrective Action, the
Permittee must complete a RCRA Facility Investigation (RFI).
The Permittee has initiated RFI activities to comply with
the 3008(h) Order (# 1088-09-03-3008(h)).

RFI activities undertaken pursuant to compliance with the
3008(h) Order, and reports on those investigations submitted

- pricr- te-the effective date of the Permit, will be

considered as having met Phase 1 of the RFI. Phase 1 of the
RFI was therefore completed with the submittal of the June
28, 1991 RFI Report, and that report shall be considered for
the purposes of this Permit as the Phase 1 RFI Report.

--The 3008(h) Order will be rescinded by an Order of

_The scope_of Phase 2 of the RFI hag been i

Rescission at or near the time this Section (VII.),

~including all requirements for plans, reports, and schedules

for Corrective Action contained herein, becomes final and
effective.

in large part
anticipated by the Phase 1 RFI Report. The "Washougal Draft
Phase II RFI Work Plan”, submitted in March, 1992, shall be
considered for the purposes of this permit as the draft
Phase Il Workplan. The Workplan must respond to the
concerns stated below, and must comply with RFI Workplan
criteria included in Attachment PP,
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The Workplan must include an approximate schedule for
initiating and completing Phase 2 investigatory activities.
The Agencies will review, and then approve or disapprove the
Workplan. If disapproved, the Permittee will be directed to
modify the Workplan to meet the Agencies’ concerns. Once an
approved Workplan has been established, the Permittee will
proceed to implement Phase 2 of the RFI in accordance with
the Workplan.

As part of the Phase 2 investigation the Permittee shall at
a minimum:

T - - a. Examine and characterize the lower aquifer underlying
' the facility. The hydrogeologic properties of this
water-bearing zone will be investigated, as well as
the nature, extent, and anticipated fate of
groundwater or non-aqueous phase liquid contamination
here. Any monitoring wells installed in this effort
shall comply with well construction, maintenance, and
replacement requirements specified in Attachment QQ;

b. Evaluate the ability of the low permeability zone
separating the two identified water-bearing zomes to
act as an aquitard. Through geophysical techniques,
confirmatory borings, and pump tests, the
investigation shall evaluate the continuity,thickness,
and elevation of this zone, especially in southerly
and easterly areas downgradient from source areas of
groundwater contamination. The results of previous
borings and the ground-penetrating radar study may be
used as part of this evaluation. And,

c. Evaluate the ability of the underdrain lecated under
32nd Street to act as an interceptor for contaminated
groundwater moving off-site. This evaluation should
include an assessment of contaminant levels within the
underdrain, and an identification of potential
underdrain discharge points.

VII.A.3. Within ninety (90) days of aquisistion of all Phase 2 RFI
field and analytical data, the Permittee shall submit a
draft Phase 2 RFI Report to the Agencies. The Report shall
include tabulated, quality assured data, and laboratory
reports. The Report shall be prepared te comply with RFI
Report criteria included in Attachment PP. If the
investigation has identified a release or potential release
which is not addressed in the approved Workplan, the Report

should propose modifications to the Workplan for subsequent
investigations.

TUTI M S g queee s gy -y s

TEMR MM CTRRE v A meERA e e e o



September 18, 1992 Permit No.: WAD092300250

VII.B.

VII.B.1.A

Expiration Date: 10/23/2002
Page 63 of 81

The Report shall be reviewed by the Agencies, and either
approved or disapproved. If disapproved, the Permittee will
be directed to meet the Agencies’ concerns.

The Agencies will determine, based upon the review: whether
the Phase 2 RFI met the objectives of the Workplan; to what
extent conclusjons reached in the Report are supported by
quality data and interpretations; and, whether further
investigations appear to be warranted. If no changes are
required to the draft Report, the Agencies will consider
that Report the final Phase 2 RFI Report.

RFI Reports and Workplans shall be submitted according to
the schedule in Attachment SS. 1If the Permittee disaprees
with the Agencies' determinations regarding any RFI Reports
or Workplans, the Permittee may initiate the dispute

--resoluticr process specified in Permit Condition VII.E.

Corrective Measure Stud CMS

Corrective Measures Study (CMS) to identify appropriate
remedies for the contamination present at the facility shall
be completed according to Attachment RR, "CMS Process", and
shall include the following:

CMS Workplan
Phase 1 CMS
Phase 2 CMS

a. CMS Workplan. Within ninety (90) days of Agency
acceptance of the Phase 2 RFI Report the Permittee
shall submit a CMS Workplan. The Workplan shall
include an approximate CMS time schedule, and
proposals for laboratory and bench scale studies
(where appropriate). The Workplan will describe how
viable corrective measures will be identified, and how
the assessments of those measures will consider the
specific conditions present at the facility.



September 18, 1992

Permit No.: WAD092300250
Expiration Date: 10/23/2002
Page 64 of 81

The Workplan shall include a proposed list of specific
Media Clean-up Standards. These Standards will be
used for evaluating the effectiveness of the remedial
technologies, and (if approved by the Agencies) used
as the initial targets for demonstrating satisfactory
clean-up. Initial Media Clean-up Standards must meet
EPA health-based levels, Washington State Model Toxics
Contrel Act Standards (see Attachment RR), and all
applicable local, State, and Federal regulatory
requirements. Proposals for revising the Standards,
based upon constituent concentrations found in
background sampling during the RFI or proposed CMS,
may, however, be additionally included in the
Workplan.

The Agencies will review, and then approve or
disapprove the Workplan. If disapproved, the

" "Permittee will be dirécted to modify the Workplan to

meet the Agencies’ concerns. Once an approved
Workplan has been established, the Permittee will
proceed to implement Phase 1 of the CMS in accordance
with the Workplan.

Phase 1 CMS. The Permittee shall identify wviable
corrective measures and evaluate each measure in the
Study in terms of: 1its technical performance (i.e.,
its reliability, implementability, and effectiveness
in reducing the toxicity, mobility, and volume of the
contamination present to meet Media Clean-up
Standards); its effect (both short and long-term) on
human receptors and the environmental setting; its

approximate cost; and, any relevant institutional
concerns,

Within forty-five (45) days of completing Phase 1
activities described in the approved CMS Workplan and
schedule, the Permittee shall submit a Phase 1 Report

. to the Agencies, The Report shall be prepared in

accordance with criteria provided in Attachment RR,
shall present the results of the analyses undertaken,
and shall end by recommending a preferred measure or
group of measures. The Agencies will review the Phase
1 CMS Report, and either approve or disapprove the
Report. 1If disapproved, the Permittee will be
directed to meet the Agencies’ concerns.
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The Agencies will determine, based upon the review:
whether the Phase 1 CMS met the objectives of the
Workplan; to what extent conclusions reached in the
Report are supported by quality data and
interpretations; and whether further studies appear to
be warranted (e.g., if certain measures not preferred
by the Permittee should be more fully evaluated). If
no changes are required to the draft Report, the
Agencies will consider that Report the final Phase 1
CMS Report, and direct the Permittee to proceed to the
second phase of the CMS.

Phase 2 CM5. The Permittee shall perform a detailed
technical, environmental, and human health assessment
to evaluate the consequences of implementing a
specific design of the recommended corrective
measure(s).

Within forty-five (45) days of completing the Phase 2
activities described in the approved CMS Workplan and
schedule, the Permittee shall submit a Phase 2 Report
to the Agencies. The Report shall be prepared in
accordance with criteria provided in Attachment RR,
and will discuss the results of Phase 2 of the CMS.
The Report shall defend the selection of the specific
preferred corrective measure and conclude with an
estimated timetable for remedy implementation. If the
estimated time necessary for implementation of the
remedy exceeds one (1) year, the Report shall propose
specific intervals for the submittal of progress
reports.

The Agencies will review the Phase 2 CMS Report, and
either approve or disapprove the Report. If
disapproved, the Permittee will be directed to meet
the Agencies’ concerns.

The Agencies will determine, based upon the review:
whether the Phase 2 CMS met the objectives of the
Workplan; to what extent conclusions reached in the
Report are supported by quality data and
interpretations; and, whether further studies appear
to be warranted. If no changes are required to the
draft Report, the Agencies will consider that Report
the final Phase 2 CMS Report.’
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CMS Reports and Jorkplians shall be submitted according
to the schedule in Attachment S$S. If the Permittee
disagrees with the Agencies’ deter ‘nations regarding
any CHS Reports or Workplans. the srmittee may
initiat the dispute resolution process specified in
Permit . ndition VII.E,

If the Permittee has good cause to believe that the
contamination and site-specific conditions present do not
warrant a CMS, the Permittee may, in lieu of a CMS Workplan
and within ninety (90) days of the Agencies’ acceptance of
the Phase 2 RFI Report, submit a propesal for implementing
specific corrective =asures to the Agencies. The proposal
should be a detailed submittal, should be constructed
similarly to the CMS Phase 1 and 2 reports described above,
should convincingly state the rationale for the proposed
measure(s), and should document the effectiveness of the
chosen remedial measure(s) in meeting a proposed set of
Media Clean-up Standards.

The Agencies will review the proposal. In particular, for
situations where there is a well defined "low risk", or
where a relatively hizh quality remedy is being advocated by
the Permittee, or where there appears to be few, or perhaps
a single straightforward remedial option, a formal CMS may
well not be indicated. If the Agencies agree with the
Permittee that a CMS is not necessary, and approve the
proposal, the proposal will be submitted to public review
and comment, instead of CMS Reports. If the proposal is not
approved, the Permittee will be directed to either change
and re-submit the proposal, or abandon the proposal and
submit a CMS Workplan.

The Permittee’'s December 1988 "Initial Assessment of
Corrective Measure Technologies" report, undertaken pursuant
tc compliance with the 3008(h) Order, may be submitted, or
referenced, by the Permittee in an effort to comply with the
prov.sions of VII.B.1. and VII.B.2, above.
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VII.C. Remedy Selection

Following approval of the CMS Report, or approval of the
corrective measure proposal described in VII.B.2. above, the
Agencies will notify the Permittee that the preferred remedy
should be proposed as a Corrective Measure Implementation
Class III permit modification request, pursuant to 40 CFR
270.42(c). The modification request must include at a
minimum: specific plans and details for implementation of

im— imieemn oo e oo thee remedy; . .a- propesed schedule of activities; a proposed
monitoring well system and monitoring program; proposed
Media Clean-up Standards and a plan for demonstrating

E§§ compliance with those Standards; and, proposed reporting
fo, intervals.

i

[ VII.D. Interim Measures

™

T

In response to the known contamination of groundwater

Lo underlying the facility, the Permittee shall implement
Interim Measures to address the threat this contamination
poses to human health and the environment. The Permittee
shall develop Measures to both contain and diminish the
known groundwater contamination (identified in the RFI) and
substantially reduce the ability of contaminated source
areas to further contribute to that contamination.

Groundwater:

VII.D.1. Within thirty (30) days of the effective date of the Permit,
and quarterly thereafter (until a different monitoring
interval is approved pursuant to Interim Measure
--— —-------- -----implementation discussed below}, the Permittee shall collect
groundwater samples from "MC"-designated wells 1, 2, 2D, 7,
8, 8p, 8s, 10, 11, 12, 12p, 13, 13D, 14, 15, 15D, 16, 17,
and 18. Samples will be analyzed for parameters and
i ememe——. ——____gonstituents listed in Table UIl.1 of _Attachment U. The
Permittee shall maintain records of the results of these
analyses in the facility's Operating Record. Upon written
.____request by the Agencies, these results shall be submitted
within fifteen (15) days of the Permittee's receipt of the
request.
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The Draft Interim Measures Work Plan submitted in March,
1992, shall be considered for the purposes of this Permit as
the draft Groundwater Interim Measures Implementation Plan.
The Plan must propose specific plans for the design,
construction, installation, operation, and monitoring of a
groundwater corrective action system which will begin
remediating groundwater contamination, and minimize the off-
site migration of contaminated groundwater and non-aqueous
phase liquids. The Plan must include a schedule of Interim
Measure activities which will propose a time frame for
completing all aspects of the system. The Plan shall also
specifically include:

a. A statement of the site-specific Interim Measure
objectives; and a discussion of how the groundwater
corrective action system proposed will meet the
objectives;

b. Proposals for a recovery well system. The Permittee
has submitted reports in March 1991 entitled "Chempro
Washougal Facility Interim Gorrective Measures Report"
and "Chempro Washougal Facility Groundwater Treatment
System Engineering Report and Operations and
Maintenance Manual." The proposal may be based upon
information contained in these reports, but shall be
designed to incorporate the most recent information
available concerning conditions at the site. The
proposed system shall initially make use of recovery
wells R1, R2, R3, R4, R5, R6, R7, and R8, installed by
the Permittee in 1988 but never operated. 1In
addition, the proposal will recommend either
improvements or replacement of well MC-R, so that a
higher performance recovery well continues to operate
in this location. The system shall include
observation wells in the immediate vicinity of all
recovery wells (the Permittee may propose in the Plan
to utilize existing monitoring wells to meet this
requirement). The proposal shall recommend recovery
well pumping rates, and a performance-monitoring
scheme;

c. Proposals for well construction, maintenance, and
replacement in accordance with Attachment QQ:
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d. Proposals for a contaminated groundwater treatment and
discharge system. The Permittee has submitted reports
in March 1991 entitled "Chempro Washougal Facility
Interim Corrective Measures Report” and "Chempro
Washougal Facility Groundwater Treatment System
Engineering Report and Operations and Maintenance
Manual." The proposed system may draw upon
information contained in these reports, but must be
based on the specific requirements of this Permit
Gondition, and the most recent information available
concerning conditions at the site. The system shall be
designed to meet the likely treatment demands of
groundwater recovered by the wells described in Permit
Condition VII.D.2.b., but will include the
flexibility, or added capacity, to treat larger
volumes of water and different contaminant
concentrations, if modifications to the recovery well
system is deemed necessary. In addition, the system
will be designed to meet all applicable local, state,
and federal regulatory requirements;

e. A data collection, data management, and quality
assurance plan for reporting results;
f. An Interim Measure Monitoring plan .which meets the

requirements detailed in Attachment UU; and,

E. A proposal for progress report intervals which
coincide with Interim Measure activities and data
collection.

--The Agencies will review the Implementation Plan. Following
the review the Agencies will either approve or disapprove
the Plan. If disapproved, the Permittee will be directed to
modify the Plan to meet the Agencies’ concerns.

VII.D.3. During implementation and operation of the Interim Measure
groundwater corrective action system the Permittee shall
submit Progress Reports to the Agencies. These Reports
shall commence on a date established in the approved plan,
and shall be submitted on an interval set forth in the plan
until which time as Interim Measures are judged by the
Agencies to be no longer needed, or that time when Interim
Measures become subsumed by implementation of long-term
Corrective Measures. Based upon information contained in
the Reports, the Agencies may direct the Permittee to take
appropriate actions. These actions may include
modifications to the Interim Measure system if the Agencies
determine that system is not satisfactorily meeting the
objectives of Interim Measures,
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The Reports shall at a minimum include:

a. A discussion and summary of all Interim Measure-
related activities undertaken during the time period;

b. Reports of the results of all sampling and monitoring
completed pursuant to the Implementation plan; and,

c. A discussion, based on activities and sampling results
described in a, and b. above, of changes in: the
locations and levels of contamination at the facility;
identified migration pathways (or potential pathways);
the perceived effectiveness of the Interim Measure
system; and impacts (or potential impacts) on human

¢

——----- hegkth -and -the envivomment since the last reporting

period.

During operation of the Interim Measure groundwatexr
corrective action system the Permittee shall submit Annual
Reports to the Agencies. These Reports shall commence on a
date established in the approved Implementation Plan, and
shall be submitted until which time as Interim Measures are
judged by the Agencies to be no longer needed, or that time
when _Interim Measures become. suhsumed by implementation of
long-term Corrective Measures. Based upon information
contained in the Reports, the Agencies may direct the
Permittee to take appropriate action. The Annual Reports
shall at a minimum include:

a. Calculations and contour maps showing the rate and
direction of groundwater flow in aquifer systems
underlying the facility;

b. Any recommendations for changes to the system, based
upon an evaluation of the system's effectiveness in
meeting Interim Measure goals and objectives; and,

c. The results of an analysis of at least one groundwater
sample for all 40 CFR 264 Appendix IX constituents.
Such an analysis shall be performed to ensure that all
hazardous constituents of concern in the groundwater
are identified. Any wells chosen for sampling shall
be proposed initially in the Interim Measure
Implementation Plan, and are subject to the Agencies'’
approval. The Agencies may at this time request more
than one well sample, depending on the possibility of
multiple aquifer contamination, multiple plumes, or
other current, site-specific factors.
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e i 1f, based_on new information, the Permittee later
concludes that different wells are more appropriate
for these purposes, new wells must be proposed in a
Progress Report prior to the annual sampling. Again,
selection of any new Appendix IX wells are subject to
the Agencies’ approval. This selection shall not
require a permit modification.

Any constituents detected above their respective
Appendix IX Practical Quantitation Limits must be
included in the Interim Measure Monitoring
constituent/parameter list, unless the Agencies direct
f 2 the Permittee otherwise. Modification of the
. monitoring list in such a manner shall not require a
. permit modification.
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Source Ar-asg:

VII.D.5.

To meet the second objective of Interim Measures,
contaminated source areas will be addressed. Past
inspections of the facility, and conclusions reached in the
Phase 1 RFI Report have identified soils generally
underlying the facility processing area as a likely source
of continuing groundwater contamination. The Permittee
shall address source areas of groundwater and soil
contamination b erforming the following
investigative/renedial eps !

Interim Measure Investigation (IMI) Workplan
IMI

Interim Measure Study (IMS) Workplan

IMS

Interim Measure Implementation

a. Interim Measures Investigation (IMI) Workplan. At
least sixty (60) days prior to movement of the
facility's tank system (to be completed by May 11,
1993 in accordance with Permit Condition V.C.3.), the
Permittee shall submit an IMI Workplan. The Workplan
shall describe how potential source areas for
groundwater contamin' ~ion may be investigated and
characterized. Invescigated source areas will at a
minimum inclu: @ two areas: an area in the solvent
distillation area nearby the MC-R recovery well; and,
an area adjacent to the office and laboratory where
previously identified trenches with contaminated soils
have been filled-in with concrete. The Workplan shall
also propose an approximate IMI schedule. Following
review of the Workplan, the Agencies will either
approve or disapprove the Workplan. If disapproved,
the Permittee will be directed to modify the Workplan
to meet the Agencies’ concerns.

b. IMI. The Permittee shall conduct an investigation of
potential source areas of contamination according to
the approved IMI Workplan. Within sixty (60) days of
<completion of IMI field activities the Permittee shall

" submit a draft IMI Report. The Report shall include
vabulated, quality assured data, and laboratory
reports. If the investigation has identified a source
area or potential source area not addressed in the
approved Workplan, the Report should propose
modifications to the Workplan for subsequent
investigations.
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The Report shall be reviewed by the Agencies, and
either approved or disapproved. If disapproved, the
Permittee will be directed to meet the Agencies’
concerns.

The Agencies will determine, based upon the review:
whether the IMI met the objectives of the Workplan: to
what extent conclusions reached in the Report are
supported by quality data and interpretations; and,
whether further investigations appear to be warranted.
If no changes are required to the draft Report, the
Agencies will consider that Report the final IMI
Report.

Interim Measure Study (IMS) Workplan. Within sixty
(60) days of the Agencies’ approval of the IMI Report
the Permittee_shall submit an IMS Workplan. The
Workplan will describe how viable Interim Measures for
addressing contaminated source areas identified in the
IMI Report will be selected, how assessments of those
Measures will consider the specific conditions pregent
at the site, how assessments of those Measures will
include considerations of long term and Interim
Measure groundwater remediation, and how Measures will
be evaluated to determine their effectiveness in
diminishing contributions from source areas to
groundwater contamination. As part of the Study,
contaminated soil removal must be evaluated as a
possible remedial Measure. The Workplan shall also
propose an approximate IMS and Interim Measure

_.implementation schedule. Following review of the

Workplan, the Agencies will either approve, or
disapprove the Workplan. If disapproved, the
Permittee will be directed to modify the Workplan to
meet the Agencies' concerns.
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If the Permittee has good cause to believe that the
contamination and site-specific conditions present do
not warrant an IMS, the Permittee may, in lieu of an
IMS Workplan and within thirty (30) days of the

_ Agencies' acceptance of the IMI Report, submit a

proposal for implementing specific interim measures to
the Agencies. The proposal should be a detailed
submittal, should be constructed similarly to the IMS
Report and Implementation Workplan described in e.
below, and should convincingly state the rationale for
the proposed measure(s). In addition, the proposal
should discuss how the proposed measure(s) will impact
long term and Interim Measure groundwater remediation,
and how the measure(s) will be monitored or evaluated
to determine their effectiveness in diminishing
contributions from source areas to groundwater
contamination.

The Agencies will review the proposal. If the
Agencies agree with the Permittee that an IMS is not
necessary, and approve the proposal, the Permittee
will be directed to commence Interim Measure
activities per the approved proposal. If the proposal
is not approved, the Permittee will be directed to
either change and re-submit the proposal, or abandon
the proposal and submit an IMS Workplan.

IMS. Upont approval of the IMS Workplan the Permittee
shall conduct an IMS to identify and evaluate viable,
and preferable, Interim Measures for addressing source
areas of groundwater contamination. The IMS shall
generally follow the requirements established for
conducting a CMS, as stated in Permit Condition
VII.B.1. (for both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the CMS),
but shall be tailored to the objective of minimizing
the threat to human health and the environment through
a relatively rapid removal or remediation of the
groundwater contamination source.
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e. IMS Report and Implementation Workplan. Within sixty

—(60)_days_of completion of the IMS the Permittee will
submit a draft IMS Report and Implementation Workplan
to the Agencies for addressing source areas of
groundwater contamination. The Report shall discuss
the results of the IMS and defend the selection of the
preferred Interim Measure. The Permittee shall
prepare the Report in general accordance with
Attachment RR's requirements for CMS Reports, but
shall tailor the Report to the specific objectives of
Interim Measures. The Implementation Workplan shall
propose activities for undertaking, monitoring, and

o o reporting on the Interim Measures selected, and shall
- provide a schedule for the initiation and completion
§ e P
o of these activities.

i
£t . . . :
T The Agencies will review, and approve or disapprove of
fen the IMS Report and Implementation Workplan. If
i disapproved, the Permittee shall be directed to meet
ﬁ%x the Agencies’ concerns regarding the Report and/or

Workplan. Upon establishment of an approved Report
and Workplan the Agencies will direct the Permittee to
commence Interim Measure activities per the approved
schedule and plan.

Interim Measure Reports and Workplans shall be
submitted according to the schedule in Attachment TT.
If the Permittee disagrees with the Agencies’
determinations regarding any Interim Measure Reports
or Workplans, the Permittee may initiate the dispute
resolution process specified in Permit Condition

VII.E.

Discovery of Release:

~-VIL.D.6- If at any time during the term of this Permit the Permittee
discovers a release of hazardous waste or hazardous
constituents at or from the facility which is not at the
time of discovery being addressed by Section VII. or other
Permit Conditions, and may present an imminent threat to
human health or the environment, the Permittee shall notify
the Agencies in writing of the nature, source, extent,
location, and magnitude of such a release.
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This notification shall be submitted Iin two parts. First,
within fifteen (15) calendar days of discovery of the
release the Permittee shall submit in writing an initial
notification report of the discovery. This notification
shall alert the Agencies to the magnitude of the threat (as
it is currently perceived by the Permittee).

Then, within sixty (60) days of such a discovery the
Permittee must submit a comprehensive written report. The
report shall discuss the Permittee’s efforts to investigate
and/or remediate the discovered release and shall
specifically include:

a.” - The concentrations and estimated quantities of any
hazardous wastes or hazardous constituents released;

CI:I"

‘The known, or expected, pathway(s) through which the
contamination is migrating (or may migrate), and the
extent, rate, and direction of that migration;

c. The projected fate and transport of the release;

[a

The likely exposure pathway(s) for potential
receptors, and the consequences of exposure to these
receptors; and,

e, An outline of proposed Interim Measures to arrest the
release, as well as a schedule for implementing the
Measures. The schedule should be justified by a
discussion of possible consequences arising from the
delay in implementing Interim Measures.

In addition, if at any time during the term of this
Permit the Permittee discovers a release of hazardous
waste or hazardous constituents at or from the
facility which is not at the time of discovery being
addressed by Section VII. or other Permit Conditions,
and does mnot present_an _imminent threat to human
health or the enviromment, the Permittee may request
review of voluntary measures proposed for addressing
the release following notification to the Agencies in
writing of the nature, source, extent, location, and
magnitude of such a release.
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If, based either on information submitted in VII.D.6. above,
or on information obtained during the Investigation or
monitoring of the facility, the Agencies determine at any
time that an imminent threat to human health or the
environment may result from a release at the facility, the
Permittee will be directed by a notification from the
Agencies to submit an Interim Measure implementation
workplan designed to minimize that threat. The workplan
must propose Interim Measures which would, to the fullest
extent practicable, be consistent with the objectives (and
contribute to the performance) of any longer-term remedy
which may eventually required. In such a case Interim
Measure actions and studies previously undertaken by the
facility pursuant to compliance with the 3008(h) Order, or
Permit Conditions VII.D.1l. through VII.D.5. may be
submitted, or referenced, by the Permittee.

Dispute Resolution

In the event that the Agencies reject, in whole or in part,
any plan, report, - or-schedule required by Part VII-of -this
Permit, the following procedure will apply:

a. The Agencies will notify the Permittee in writing of
the acceptance, rejection, or proposed modification

to, the plan, schedule, or submittal. Such notice
-shall;

i.  Identify the problem(s) and, where appropriate,
«-- . ..suggest the exact changes -which need toc be made
to the plan, schedule, or submittal;

ii. Provide an explanation and supporting
documentation or data for why modification is
needed; and,

iii. Provide a date by which comments on any
modifications proposed by the Agencies must be
received from the Permittee. The date in such a
case will not be less than thirty (30) days from
the date of the Permittee’s receipt of the
Agencies’ notice,
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b. In the event that the Agencies receive no written

comments from the Permittee on any proposed
modifications, those modifications will become
effective five (5) days after the close of the comment
period specified in Permit Condition VII.E.l.a.iii.
The Agencies will then promptly notify the Permittee
that the particular modifications have become

effective.

c. In the event that the Permittee submits written

comments on any modifications proposed by the
Agencies, the Agencies shall, if practicable, make a
final determination concerning those modifications
within thirty (30) days after the end of the comment
period. The Agencies will then promptly notify the
Permittee in writing of the final decision. The

notification shall:

i. Indicate the effective date of the specific
modification. This date shall be no later than
fifteen (15) days after the date of notification
of the final modification decision;

ii. Include an explanation of how comments were
considered in developing the final modification;
and,

iii. Provide a copy of the final modification.

Modifications to any plans, reports, or schedules initiated
and finalized by the Agencies pursuant to Permit Condition
VII.E.1. do not require permit modification, and are not

subject to administrative appeal.

Quality Assurance

The Permittee shall use EPA-approved quality assurance,
quality control, and chain-of-custody procedures as
identified in relevant EPA guidance documents for all sample
collection and analysis activities performed pursuant to
this Permit, Specifically, the Permittee shall follow EPA
guidance for sampling and analysis contained in the most
recent editions of the "RCRA Groundwater Monitoring
Technical Enforcement Guidance Document" and "Test Methods
for Evaluating Solid Waste (SW-846)".

The Permittee shall inform the Agencies in Workplans which
laboratories will be used to analyze all samples collected,.

B S L A,
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The Permittee shall ensure that all laboratories performing
analyses for the Permittee comply with EPA guidance
documented in the most recent edition of "Test Methods for
Evaluating'Solid Waste {SW-846)", and participate in a
quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) program equivalent
to that which is followed by EPA. As part of such a QA/QC
program, and upon request by the Agencies, the Permittee
shall have such laboratories perform analyses of samples
provided by the Agencies to demonstrate the quality of the
analytical data typically produced by them.

The Permittee shall report all laboratory detection limits
for all constituents included in analyses.

The Permittee shall follow EPA guidance for evaluation of
all data obtained pursuant to this Permit.

New SWMUs

The Permittee shall notify the Agencies in writing no later
than thirty (30) days following the discovery of a newly-
identified facility SWMU. Newly-identified SWMUs will be
considered those SWMUs not specifically identified in the
facility’s RCRA Facility Assessment (RFA) which the
Permittee discovers after the effective date of the Permit.
Notification shall include: a thorough description of the
SWMU; an identification of the solid wastes, hazardous
wastes, and hazardous constituents (if any), managed at the
SWMU; and information on the nature and character of any
release, or potential release, from the SWMU.

Nothing in this Permit shall limit the Agencies’ authority
to undertake, or require any person to undertake, response

~action or -corrective- action under any law,--including (but

not limited to): Sections 104 or 106 of CERCLA (42 USC
Sections 9604 or 9606), and Section 7003 of RCRA (42 USGC
Section 6973), Nor shall any Permit Condition relieve the
Permittee of any obligation under any law, including (but
not limited to) Section 103 of CERCLA, to report releases of

hazardous wastes, constituents, or substances to, at or from
the facility.

All plans, reports, and schedules required by the terms of
this Permit are, upon approval by the Agencies, incorporated
into this Permit. Any noncompliance with such approved

plans, reports, and schedules shall be termed noncompliance
with this Permit,
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Failure to submit the information required in this Permit,
or falsificati- . of any submitted information is grounds for
termination of a Permit (40 CFR 270.43). All information
submitted mus: . certified, as required by 40 CFR
270.11(d).

In the event that the Agencies disapprove of any plan,
report, or schedule required by this section (VII.), and
approvai of the submittal as specified in this permit does
not require a Permit modification under 40 CFR 270.41,
either the Agencias or the Permittee may initiate the
dispute resoluti. : process specified in Permit Condition
VII.E. Under this Permit condition each plan, report, and
schedule shall be considered separately, and neither the
process itself no: the revisions resulting therefrom shall
affect the schedule of the other plans, reports, or
schedules, -

Equivalent Materials and Methods

If certain equipment, materials, and methods are specified
equivalent or superior. Use of such substantially
equivalent or superior items shall not be considered a
modification of the Permit, but the Permittee must place in
the Operating Record such a revision, accompanied by a
narrative explanation, and the date the revision became
effective. The Agencies may judge the soundness of the
Permittee’s determination during inspections of the
facility, or in responses to facility submittals, and take
appropriate action. Updates to the EPA reference document
SW-846 (changes made after the third edition) may also be
considered equivalent or superior.
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Schedule Extensions

To the extent that activities required by Part VII or
Attachments NN through UU of this Permit are not completed
in accordance with their respective schedules, and the
Permittee can demonstrate to the Agencies’' satisfaction that
the Permittee used best efforts to accomplish those
activities within the allotted timeframe, the Agencies shall
grant the Permittee an extension to the respective
schedules. TFor the purposes of this permit condition, "best
efforts™ shall include performance of all activities
necessary to award contracts teo outside contractors at the
earliest opportunity after the information necessary to
award those contracts is available to the Permittee:
adequate funding; adequate planning; adequate operator
staffing; adequate laboratory and process controls; and,
operation of a back-up or auxilliary facility (or similar
systems) by the Permittee when necessary to meet corrective
action schedules in this Permit.

The Permittee shall notify the Agencies in writing as soon
as possible of any deviations, or expected deviations, from
corrective actjon schedules in this Permit. The
notification shall include information to support the
permittee’s claim that "best efforts" were made to comply
with the Permit's schedules. If the Agencies determine that
the Permittee has indeed demonstrated that "best efforts"
were made to meet the schedule(s), the Agencies shall notify
the Permittee in writing that an extension has been granted,
and provide revisions for all affected schedules. Such
revision of permit schedules shall not require a permit
modification.
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
Mail Stop PV-11 & Olympia, Washington 98504-8711 e (206) 459-6000

FACT SHEET

FOR DANGEROUS WASTE STCRAGE AND TREATMENT PERMIT
CHEMICAL PROCESSORS INC. (CHEMPRO)
WASHOUGAL FACILITY

— WAD092300250

g

=

o The Washington State Department of Ecolegy (Ecology) and the U.S.

§E§ Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) are proposing to issue a Resource
i}~ - ---Gonservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Permit to Chemical Processors Inc.

e (Chempro) for its dangerous waste management facility located at 625

%ﬁ: South 32nd Street, Washougal, WA 98671. The facility EPA/State I.D.

number is WAD092300250. This fact sheet, prepared in accordance with
the requirements of 40 CFR 124.8 and WAC 173-303-840(2)(f), describes
the facility and the proposed dangerous waste storage and treatment
activities,

PURPOSE OF THE PERMITTING PROCESS

Chempro is currently operating at the Washougal facility under interim
status. The permitting process affords EPA, Ecology, interested

~~ ——.....citizens, and other governmental agencies the opportunity to evaluate
whether the proposed facility will comply with the more stringent
dangerous waste management requirements necessary for a final RCRA
Permit. The draft permit sets forth all the applicable requirements
with which Chempro must comply during the ten-year maximum duration of
the permit. Permit modification may be required by Ecology or EPA , or
may be requested by Chempro, at any time. These requirements include
but are not limited to the regulations set forth in 40 CFR Parts 260-
264, 270 and Chapter 173-303 VWAC.

PROCEDURES FOR REACHING A FINAL DECISION

During the comment period the public may review and comment on the draft
permit conditions prior to EPA and Ecology taking any final action on
the permit. The comment period will begin on Februdary 7, 1992
--and-will-end on _—March 231097 .~ Any person interested in
commenting on this draft permit must do so within this comment period.




All persons wishing to comment on this permit issuance or request a

public hearing should submit their concerns in writing to either:
Ms. Dawnee Dahm or DOUGLAS BROWN
Environmental Protection Agency DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY
Region 10 HAZARDOUS WASTE PERMITS
Mail Stop HW-106 PV 11
1200 Sixth Avenue PO BOX 47600
Seattle, WA 98101 OLYMPIA WA 98504-7600
{206) 553-2867 (206) 459-6993

Commenters should include supporting material to allow their comments to
be fully documented. Such material should include pertinent technical
or legal references and citations.

A public hearing shall be scheduled if EPA and Ecology receive
significant written interest to the draft permit conditions or permit
application, or if a request for a public hearing within the above
specified comment period is made. The hearing shall be held at a
location convenient to residents near the proposed facility. Public
notice of the hearing shall be given at least 30 days before the
hearing. Any requests for a public hearing must be postmarked by the
end of the comment period and be accompanied by a written description of
the issues to be raised. Written requests for a public hearing should
be addressed to Ms. Dahm or Mr. Werner at the above addresses.

When making a determination regarding the issuance of this permit to
Chempro, EPA and Ecology will consider all written comments received
during the public comment period; comments received during the public
hearing (if held); the requirements contained in 40 CFR 124, 260-264,

270, and Chapter 173-303 WAC; and each agency’s permitting policies.

When EFA and Ecology make a final decision to either issue, deny, or
modify this draft permit, notice will be given to the applicant and each
person who has submitted written comments or requested notice of the
final decision. The final decision will become effective thirty (30)
days after the final decision notice unless a review is requested

pursuant to 40 CFR 124.19 and WAGC 173-303-845.

STATE ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT

Chempro submitted a revised SEPA checklist to Ecology in April 1991.
This checklist was forwarded to the City of Washougal. The City of
Washougal subsequently transferred lead agency status to Ecology.

Ecology has evaluated the SEPA checklist prepared by Chempro, added
clarifications based on the Permit Application, and made a threshold

determination of non-significance (DNS). The DNS is subject to public
review and comment until February 24, 1992




FAGILITY DESCRIPTION

The facility governed by this permit occuples approximately 5.2 acres of
land. Figures B4-4 and Bl-2, reproduced here from the permit
application, illustrate the facility location and layout. The facility
is bounded on the East by South 32nd St. Gibbons Creek is to the North,
and the Columbia River is within 0.25 miles to the Southwest of the

facility.

Industrial operations began at the current Chempro Washougal site in
1978. 1Initially phenolic resins were manufactured, later defoamers and
water treatment chemicals were also manufactured. The facility began
recovery of waste oils in 1980 and began other hazardous waste
management activities in 1981. The storage and treatment of hazardous
wastes have continued since then. Chemical Processors, Inc. purchased
majority ownership of the site in June 1985, and complete ownership in

late 1987.

Waste is stored in containers and tanks at the facility. Waste
treatment occurs primarily in tanks. Wastes and waste residues that can
not be treated at the facility are sent off-site for treatment or
disposal. No waste is disposed of at the facilirty,

Waste storage in containers occurs in buildings 1, 2, and 3 (see Figure
Bl-2). Under the proposed Permit, building 4 will be added for
additional waste storage. All hazardous waste contalners are stored
within buildings at the facility. Waste storage and treatment in tanks
will be moved from the existing tank system to the proposed dangerous
waste tank system (see Figure Bl-2) under the proposed Permit.

~Additional waste treatment will eccur in the process containment

building and the organic contaminant degradation area.

" Permitted container storage capacity will be 209,110 gallons. Permitted
tank storage capacity will be 170, 257 gallons, and tank treatment
capacity will be 33,500 gallons per day. All storage and treatment
areas for dangerous waste will have adequate secondary containment.
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Chem; surrently treats a large number ~ different waste types, and
will = -inue to receive a variety of v 53 under the proposed Permit.
The m: : treatment processes, and thei. sociated dangerous waste
strear . as desc¢ 'bed in the Permit Appl..ation, are as follows:

* Distillation for Recycling
- solvents
- striprers
- thin:
* Dangerocus fuel blendir
- waste solvent
- waste oll

* Consolidation and compaction
- paints
- cements
- sealers
- resins
- containerized materials
* Solidification and stabilization
- solids and sludges
* Waste sorting and specialized handling
- lab packs

- household hazardous wastes
- discarded chemical products

HSWA DETERMINATION

Pursuant to the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA), EPA
has made a determination that there have been releases to the soil and
groundwater from past practices at the Chempro, Washougal facility which
could present a potential threat to human health or the enviromment. On
September 30, 1988, EPA issued Chempro a RCRA Section 3008(h) Order
(Order) for this facility. This Order establishes the requirements for
Chempro to investigate, characterize, and remediate soll and groundwater
contamination.

At this time the draft permit includes corrective action conditioms
similar to, but more comprehensive than, requirements contained in the
facility's RCRA Section 3008(h) Order. The permit, for example, will
require interim measures to address and contain known areas of
contamination in the ground water and soil. Schedules are provided in
the permit for completirn of studies leading to overall corrective
action (or soil and ground water remediation) at the facility. Until
the permit becomes effective, the facility will remain subject to the
requirements of the Order.
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Draft Permit Review Summary Report

This document addresses comments on the February 7, 1992 version of the
draft Burlington Environmental (formerly Chemical Processors) Inc.
Washougal Facility Permit. Due to the fact that Burlington
Environmental submitted substantial changes to the permit application
during the comment period, the Department of Ecology (Ecology) has made
several changes and additions to the permit so as to address
inconsistencies and deficiencies in the permit application. Rationale
for these revisions are provided in this document.

Comments on the draft operating permit were received from The
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the City of Washougal, and
Burlington Environmental. Each comment is summarized in this document
and Ecology’s response immediately follows.

Comments were received from Burlington Environmental on the corrective
action portion of the draft permit (Part VII). As Washington State has
not yet been delegated corrective action authority, this.portion of the
permit is issued under Federal authority by the EPA. Consequently, EPA
has responded to all comments on this portion of the draft permit, these
comments and responses begin on page 28. As ongoing Corrective Action
has progressed since the issuance of the Draft Permit, EPA has also made
some revisions to the Final Permit and its attachments to reflect these
changes. These revisions are also identified on page 28.

All headings below refer to conditions in the Draft Permit, while
citations in the responses refer to revised designations in the Final
Permit.

The following revisions were made by the Department of Ecology.

General
¢ Permit Condition I.C.4. is added in order to specify the
requirements for revisions to the permit and attachments
subsequent to a modification.

Condition III.B.2. is added in order to require
s tc be stacked in accordance with the Uniform
Fire Code until the Permittee receives written autherizatisn from
the City of Washougal Fire Department to do otherwise. Ecology
reserves the right to require compliance with the UFC standards
should the storage of these materials pose a threat to human
health or the environment.

+ New Permi
1

K2 Pursuant to WAC 173-303-283, new Permit Condition III.B.3.
is added to require the Permittee to provide adequate container
secondary containment for 20 minutes of fire control water as
required by the Uniform Fire Code.

R o - New Permit Condition III.B.6. is added in order to require

that DOT incompatibles will not be placed on the same
loading/unloading pad.
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4 Permit Condition III.B.l13 has been added so as to require
that containers in the PCB storage area are stored above the spill
containment volume.

+ The application is inconsistent about the requirement for
corrosion coupons in tanks 4150, 4151, and 4403 through 4408.
Consequently, Permit Condition IV.D.6. is added.

4 Consistent with the June 15, 1992 additional information
provided by Burlington, Permit Condition IV.D.7. is added to
specify undertank leak detection requirements for all on-ground

—— tanks at the facilicy.

Et

=

- 4 Permit Condition IV.D.8. is added to specify storage height
¥ limitations for tanks 4701 and 4801 consistent with the

= certifications for these tanks.

+ As Table F2-6 in Attachment EE provides the same information
__ as_Table IV-1, Table IV-1 is deleted.

+ Ecology believes that the permit must specify both closure
and post-closure requirements for the existing interim status tank
system. Consequently new Permit Conditions V.I.1., V.I.2., and

- V.1.3. are added... Nete: Interim status closure_of the existing

--tank gystem-must address such things as soils and groundwater as
well as structures and containment. With this intent, Permit
Condition V.I1.2.b. requires appropriate closure standards be met
for "all structures and environmental media".

+ The new processes added by Burlington in the most recent
revisions to the permit application are not adequately described.
Burlington’s additional information, submitted June 15, 1992 in
response to Ecology questions about these process, also does not
provide adequate information. These process units cannct be
permitted without further information. Consequently, Permit

Condition V.J.l. was added to specifically disallow these
activities.

+ There is inconsistent information in the permit application
on whether tanks 4403 and 4408 are vented to the carbon filters.
Page D111 indicates they are but Figure D2-36 indicates they are
not. Ecology interprets the permit application and Permit |

--Condition V.A.2. to _require that these tanks be vented to the
carbon filters.

¢ There is inconsistent information in the permit application.
- —---- ----- —- -- The-tank-data-sheets for tanks 4105 and 4131 incorrectly reference
design drawing 10021, they should reference design drawing 30034.

The tank data sheets have been amended by Ecology to reference the
correct design drawing.
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+ Corrosion and structural certifications for tanks 4120 and
4121 are included in the permit application. However, these tanks
apparently are not planned for use at the facility. These
certification statements have been removed from the permit
-application by Ecology.

4 Several lines of text are missing from the top of page D82
of the permit application. The text can be understood if the
missing information from the corresponding page of the previous
version is inserted. The missing text, which reads "Lined tanks
or steel tanks with a service rating of A or B will be provided
with corrosion coupons" has been typed in to page DB2 of the
permit application by Ecology.

List of Attachments
+ The "Demonstration for Washougal Facility Part B Closure

Analyses," submitted July 27, 1991, is included as Permit
Attachment VV,

Attachment CC

@ Appendix C-5 of the Permit Application is deleted from this
attachment as Permit Condition II.A.6.c. replaces this
information.

II.A.6.c.vi.

4 This permit condition has been revised, "e.g." is changed to
"i.e.” This limits this profiling exclusion to only those items
listed. Should the permittee wish to add other items permit
modification procedures should be followed.

IT.A.10.

+ Permit Conditions IT1.A.10. and II.A.12. have been revised,
and Permit Condition II.C.2.d.x. added, so as to clarify that
sampling of container shipments must be random and that the

-~ - Permittee must maintain written procedures which assure that such
sampling is random.

IT.C.2.D.

¢ The permit application does not specify that the annual
inspection by a person familiar with the Uniform Fire Code will be
documented as required by WAC 173-303-395(1)(d). Consequently,
Permit Condition II.C.2.b.v. has been revised to require that
these inspection results be kept for 5 years.

II.D.3.b.

+ This draft condition is deleted. Recent federal guidance as
well as Ecology'’s Toxic Cleanup Program are discouraging the

exclusion of data points. The permittee should provide all data
points,
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+ Pe it Condition ITI.B.15. is revised s as to remove the
implicat 'n that only th. results of weekly inspections need to be
recorded in the Facility operating record,

III.B.

IV.D.3. and IV.D.4.
+ The specifications for the coating and inspection of the
process containment building are not clear in the permit
application. This building must be treated as a tank containment
structure. Consequently, Permit Conditions IV.D.3. and IV.D.4.
are revised and Permit Condition IV.D.5. is added.

d
~43 V.A.l.
i:; + This permit condit. .n is revised in order to be consistent
ot with permit modification procedures.
g
Vv.B.1., V.B.2. and V.B.3.
N 3 Bem t . Condition V.B 1, is revised to incorperate the newly

defined 100 year flood elevation as well as the City of
Washougal’'s requirement that finished floor elevations be 1 foot
above that level. Permit Condition V.B.2. is revised to
incorporate the newly defined 500 year flood elevation. Draft
Permit Condition V.B.3. is deleted.

+ This permit condition is revised in order to be consistent
with new condition V.I.2.b. and also require clean up standards to
assure protection of human health and the environment pursuant to
WAGC 173-303-145. Note: Ecology continues to believe that clean up
criteria must address soils, waters, sediments, and air. However,
as standards for these media are not explicitly defined in Section
II1.D., as referenced by this condition, this condition will now
require protective clean up standards be met for "all
environmental media."” Ecology believes complete removal of the
released dangerous waste should occur if feasible and in no case
should spilled material remain in environmental media above
acceptable risk based levels (e.g., MTCA standards).

V.D.7.

A g

- ¢ Ecology believes that spilled or released dangerous waste in
secondary containment must be handled differently than
precipitation. There must be clear requirements for inspection
and removal from containment of spilled or released waste.
Procedures described in the permit application operate on the
assumption that materials in the sumps is uncontaminated unless
there is evidence of a spill or leak. Some of the sumps are
inside of buildings, and any material in these sumps must be

assumed to be contaminated. < nseguentlv. Permit Condition V.D.7,.
is revised.
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V.E.3.

¢ Permit Conditions V.E.3.a. and V.E.3.b. are revised to be
consistent with revisions to Permit Conditions V.B.l1l. and V.B.2.
Draft Permit Conditionm V.E.3.c. is deleted.

V.H.2.

4 This permit condition is revised in order to clarify when a
facility employee must be present,
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The following comments were submitted by EPA Region 10.

General Comment

I.B.2.

I.H.

* Comments from the Washington State Department of Ecology
have been included in a RCRA permit application Notice of
Deficiency (NOD) to Burlington Environmental's Kent facilicy
(WAD991281767). Given the delays already foreseen for issuing the
Washougal permit -- e.g., responding to public comments and
addressing recent information submitted by the facility -- the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) requests that the Department
of Ecology modify the Waste Analysis Plan contained in the
Washougal permit to reflect, and be consistent with, comments in
the Kent NOD.

+ Revisions to the Kent facility application, as a result of
the most recent NOD, have not changed the waste analysis plan
(WAP) significantly from that of the Washougal facility. In
addition, the two facilities are dissimilar enough that
incorporation of the Kent WAP into the Washougal permit might not
be appropriate. Ecology recognizes that there is still room for
improvement in these waste analysis plans However, Ecology has
added additional requirements {(imposed by permit conditions).
Ecclogy believes these additional conditions improve the waste
analysis procedures at the Washougal facility and that reference
to the Kent facility WAP is not necessary.

* Please add the requirements of 40 CFR 270.30(j){(2) and
(1)(9) to this condition.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition I.B.2.

* Both 40 CFR 270.40 and WAC 173-303-830(2) require

modification or revocation and reissuance in the event of change
of owner or operator, not "may require" as this condition
currently states. Revise this condition so as to specify this
requirement.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition I.H.
I.K.
* The citation in this permit condition should be WAC 173-303-
810(15) not WAC 173-303-830(15).
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition I.K.
II.A.6.b. ‘
* The reference in this paragraph should be to II.A.6.a.ii.,

not II.A.7. a.1ii.
+ Apreed, see revised Permit Condition II.A.6.b.
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II.A.6.b.114.
* The reference in this paragraph should be to II1.A.18.a.i.,
not IT.A.14.a.1,
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.A.6.b.iii.
II.F.3.
* For clarity, change "no less than 90 days after the Permit
effective date" to "no later than 90 days..."
"% - "~ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.F.3.
IT.G.
* The permit application is not currently consistent with the
requirements of 40 CFR 264.1033(h)(1), which require testing daily
or when no greater than 20% of the carbon capacity is consumed.
Additionally, the adsorber must be replaced when any breakthrough
occurs.
4+ Agreed, see new Permit Condition II.G.2. and revised Permit
Condition II.G.3. Draft Permit Condition II.G.4. is deleted.
v.D.2

* The references in this condition should be to V.E. not V.F.
4 Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.D.2,
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The following comment was submitted by the City of Washougal.

General Comment

* Washougal has reviewed the Burlington Environmental Part "B"
Permit and is very concerned with its potential effect on their
current household hazardous waste program.

Washougal has been working in partnership with Burlington
Environmental to operate an effective household hazardous waste
program in relation to the city'’s curbside recycling program.
Changing Burlington’'s program needlessly will most likely
adversely effect its efficiency. This will mean increased
disposal of hazardous material to our landfills.

As there are apparently no regulations currently in affect

_to require modifications to the Burlington Environmental program,

we do not fully understand why the suggested changes have been
written into this permit.
+ Ecology does not believe that the requirements for
management of household hazardous waste are needless. There is a
potential for this facility to manage relatively large quantities
of these wastes. It is Ecology’'s intent that they be managed
similarly te fully regulated waste in order to protect human
health and the environment. These requirements have been imposed
in order for the Washougal facility to demonstrate a "net increase
in protection to human health and the environment" as required by
the Dangerous Waste Regulations, WAC 173-303-282.

. .Management of much household hazardous waste is funded by

_grants from Ecology. These grants require the waste to be handled

in approved treatment, storage, and disposal facilitjes. These
permit requirements are consistent with the intent of the waste
management grants., In addition, the management required in the
permit is similar to State guidelines for the management of
moderate risk waste. Moderate risk waste facilities will need
solid waste management permits. Assuring that some of the major
permitting requirements are met in the dangercus waste facility
permit is efficient and appropriate. Ecology does not believe
that these requirements will adversely affect Burlington's ability
to manage household hazardous waste.
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The following comments were submitted by Burlington Environmental Inc,

Introduction

* Ecology should revise the permit to acknowledge the change
in the company name from Chemical Processors, Inc. to Burlington
Environmental Inc.

¢ Agreed, wherever it appears, the name Chemical Processors or
Chempro has been changed to Burlington Environmental.

List of Attachments

* Since Attachment NN is included as part of the Part B
Permit, there is no need to include Appendix F-8 of Attachment KK,
since it is a redundant document.

+ Agreed, delete Appendix F-8 of Attachment KK from the list
of Attachments.

Definitions

I.C.3.

* To include all of the definitions in this section,
Definition 1. should reference (a) through (k), rather than (a)
through (j).

¢ Agreed, see revised Definition 1.

* The final sentence of this permit condition is unnecessary

and should be deleted. Discussions with Ecology Headquarters and
Northwest region staff have clarified that it will not be
necessary to use the permit modification process to address
changes from design drawings to as-built drawings, as long as a
record of the changes is kept at the facility for review by
Ecology staff. Additionally, Permit Condition V.C.5.e. requires
that as-built designs certified by a registered professional
engineer be maintained at the facility as part of the construction
record until closure and corrective action are complete and
certified. Permit Condition V.C.6. also requires that a report
that includes the certified as-built designs be submitted to the
Department within 60 days after construction or a phase of
construction is complete,.
¢ Subsequent discussions between Burlington Environmental and
Ecology have clarified the procedures for permit modifications.
Permit modifications are required for all changes from
specifications in the facility permit. This includes as-built
changes from specified designs. The permit modification

ures are consistent with the requirements of Permit
ions V.€.5. and V.G.6. No revision is necessary.
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I.E.9.
* “»is permit condition makes no provisions for schedule
dela: wr does it set a reasonable time for the Department to
schec its inspection of completed construction preojects. This

cond? n also d :s not define the specific features or items for
whici c¢he Departuent intends to inspect the new or modified

port on of the facility. It is intended that tanks which

cur atly are in use at the Washougal facility will be relocated
int¢ the new tank system secondary containment. It is not clear
whether these zanks will be included in the inspection noted in
this permit condition, or if only the new secondary containment
and piping will be inspeczed.

- 4 Ecology cannot at this time provide a schedule by which the
inspection required by this permit condition will be performed.
Such a schedule will be dependent upon the availability of
Department personnel at the time the Permittee indicates an intent
to place waste into the new or modified unit. Additionally, WAC
173-303-810(14)(a) requires the inspection by the Department be
completed before waste is stored in any new or modified portion of
the facility. Cons:quently, all relocated tanks, including
ancillary equipment, are - —bject to this inspection.

* This permit condition requires that the Permittee and a
registered professional engineer sign a letter stating that the
facility has been constructed in compliance with the Permit, and
Permit Condition V.C.6. requires that a registered professional
engineer sign a report that certifies that the facility has i:en
constructed in compliance with the Permit. Because of the
redundancy with other permit conditions and dangerous waste
requirements Burlington requests that this condition be deleted.
If it must remain, at a minimum, this permit condition should
clarify the intent of requiring an inspection of a new or modified
area prior to its use. The condition should at least specify what
will be inspected and the type of inspection that is intended to
be performed.

+ Department personnel may inspect a facility for compliance
o e wriio - .—with any and all aspects of the regulations and the permit. No
further clarification is needed in this regard. Additionally, WAC
173-303-810(14) (a) stipulates the requirements of this permit
condition and its inclusion in the permit is appropriate,

However, Ecology recognizes that there is some redundancy and
confusion in the draft permit conditions. See revised Permit
Conditions I1.E.9. and V.C.5.
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I.L.

* This permit condition should allow the maintenance of some
documents at the facility corporate headquarters.

+ All required documents must be readily accessible to
Department personnel when inspecting the facility. Ecology has
agreed that for Burlington facilities in Seattle, in the vicinity
of the corporate headquarters, that some documents need not be
maintained at the facility. This is not appropriate for the
Washougal facility. No revision is necessary.

I.M.2.
* The waste minimization program certification is in Permit
Condition I.M.1., not 1.1I.1,
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition I.M.2,
IT.A.1.
* This permit condition recognizes that the Permittee may, in

specific emergency situations, accept dangerous wastes generated
by regulated generators without a State/EPA identification number,
if prior written approval is obtained from the Agency or the
Department. If such an emergency situation arises during hours
when the Department or the Agency does not normally operate (e.g.,
weekends, holidays), there may be no means of obtaining written
approval prior to acceptance of the waste. In cases where delay
of waste acceptance may not be protective of human health or the
environment, the Permittee should be allowed to notify the
Department or the Agency of the emergency situation and to accept
the waste at the facility without prior approval. Suggested
language is provided.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition IT.A.1.

% This condition should specify that it applies to regulated
wastes only.

+ While the term "regulated" waste is not entirely clear,

Ecology interprets Burlington Environmental’s concern to be that
the draft permit condition limits the facility to only accepting
small quantity generator waste and household hazardous waste which
is defined in the Part A Application. This is not Ecology's
intent. See revised Permit Condition II.A.1.

II.A.6.

* This permit condition should be revised in order to be
consistent with language resulting from the settlement of the
appeal of the Georgetown facility permit.

+ Agreed, see revise Permit Condition II.A.6.
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IT.A.7.
* This permit condition should be revised in order to be
consistent with language resulting from the settiement of the
appeal of the Georgetown facility permit. The condition also
shoulc¢ xclude waste received from legitimate household generators
and nc . regulated wast from the requirements of the condi-ion.
Suggested language is , vided.

¢ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.A.7.
IT.A.13.

* This permit condition should specify that it applies to

representative samples of .astes, since subsequent aliquots may be
%gl used for bench-scale testing, etc. Suggested language is
e provided.
- + The p cmit condition already clearly requires the specified
e analyses of only samples taken pursuant to Permit Conditions
iy I1.A.11., II.A.12., and I1.A.18.b. Ecology believes that the

suggested change would introduce a potentially confusing
redundancy. No revision is necessary.

IT.A.14.
* As written, this permit condition may be construed to
require that solid phases of dangerous wastes be analyzed for
PCBs. It should be clarified that liquid non-aqueous phases are
to be analyzed.
+ The Departments has concern that solid phases may contain
PCBs and consequently intends that solid phases be analyzed for
PCBs. ©No revision is necessary.

* This permit condition should specify that it applies to
representative samples of wastes, since subsequent aliquots may be
used for bench-scale testing, etc. Suggested language is
provided.

4 The permit condition already clearly requires the specified
analyses of only samples taken pursuant to Permit Conditions
IT.A.11., ITI.£.12., and IT.A.18.b. Ecology belicves that the
suggested change would introduce a potentially confusing
redundancy. No revision is necessary.

IT.A.18.c.
* The final sentence of this condition is confusing. The word
include should be inserted as shown below.
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.A.18.c.
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IT.A.21

* This is the first of several conditions appearing in the
Draft Permit that also appear in Section V.E. of the Draft Permit
as requirements to demonstrate a net increase in protection under

Washington’'s hazardous waste facility siting criteria. This

--permit- condition is Identical to condition V. E.1. These

conditions should incorporate the other permit conditions by
reference. This will clarify that the conditions have been
included specifically to address the siting criteria of WAC 173-
303-282. The cross-reference will also help avoid confusion if
future modifications to the permit are made.

+ Ecology agrees that it will be helpful to cross reference
identical permit conditions. See revised Permit Conditions
IT.A.21. and V.E.1.

[
* B

There is no regulatory basis for including this permit
condition and it should be deleted. Household hazardous wastes
(HHW)} are managed and stored at the Washougal facility. However,
the management and storage of HHW is not fully regulated by the

. Washington .State dangerous waste -regulations or the federal

hazardous waste regulations.

+ The requirements of this condition are necessary for the
Washougal facility to demonstrate a net increase in protection to
human health and the envirenment pursuant to WAC 173-303-282. 1In
addition these requirements are consistent with State guidelines
for moderate risk waste facilities. No revision is necessary.

* This permit condition is identical to Condition V.E.2. The
comments to Permit Condition II1.A.21 above should be considered.
+ Agreed, these conditions are now mutually referenced, see
revised Permit Conditions II.A.22. and V.E.2,

IT.A.24.

* This permit condition should be amended to recognize that
the City of Washougal Fire Department may amend the requirements
of the standard Uniform Fire Code (UFC). Also, the most recent
version of the UFC is the 1991 edition, and Section 80.310 is
properly designated as Article 80.310. Suggested language is
provided.

¢ Ecology recognizes that the City of Washougal Fire Chief
will implement and enforce the Fire Code within his jurisdiction.
However, Ecology reserves the right to require compliance with the
UFC standards in the event that storage of water reactive
materials should pose a threat to human health and the
environment. See revised Permit Condition II.A.24.
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I1.C.2.

* As noted in the comment to Permit Condition I.L. above, this
condition should be amended to allow for the maintenance of
certain records at the Burlington corporate headquarters.

¢ As noted above, this is not appropriate for the Washougal
facility. No revision necessary.

II.C.2.a.1ix.

-
4

-~
1.

c.

* This permit condition specifies certain documents relating
to the waste analysis plan that must be maintained at the facility
until closure and corrective action are complete and certified.
The information specified in this condition (except for G. and H.)
is generally required by WAC 173-303-810(1l) for momitoring
information, as included already in Permit Condition I.F.2. We
are not aware of any requirements for the information specified in
I1.C.2.a.ix. to be kept in the facility operating record until
closure and corrective action are complete and certified. The
information li{sted in this permit condition is not specified as
being required to be recorded or kept in the operating record by
the dangerous waste regulations. Therefore, this condition should
be deleted.

+ WAC 173-303-380(1)(c) requires that records and results of
waste analyses required by WAC 173-303-300 (general waste
analysis) be maintained in the operating record until closure of
the facility. While neither WAC 173-303-380 nor -300 specify what
records and results are to be maintained, Ecology believes that
the type of records required by WAC 173-303-810(11) for monitoring
informaticn are appropriate records to be maintained for waste
analysis. Additionally, it is Ecology’s understanding from both
the permit application and conversations with Burlington personnel
that the information required by this permit condition is already
routinely recorded by Burlington. Consequently this permit
condition is retained, but is revised somewhat for clarity. See
revised Permit Condition II1.C.2.a.ix.

.a.xii.

* This permit condition should be clarified to allow facility
construction records as hard copies or as CADD computer files to
be kept at the Washougal facility.

4 This permit condition does not currently prevent records
from being maintained as CADD files. However, the facility must
be able to provide hard copies of these records upon request by
the Department or Agency.

[ 2%}

IT.c.2.b.vii.
* The word "cast is an error; it should be replaced with the
word case.
¢+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.C.2.b.vii.
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ITI.D. General Comment
* In the NOD issued October 4, 1990 by Ecology for the Pier 91
facility Part B Application, the Department stated that "closure
cost estimates must be based on off-site, as well as third party
treatment." Burlington Envirommental investigated the impact of
Ecology'’s request. In a document submitted to Ecology January 31,
1991, Burlington Environmental asserted that the exclusive use of
off-site treatment for final closure of waste management
facilities with on-site treatment available presents an undue
burden to those facilities and does not appear teo provide a net
increase in protection to human health or the environment. At
Ecology’s request, additional contingency costs have been added to
the waste elimination scenarios and disposal of decontamination
rinsate for the Washougal facility, However, Burlington
Environmental continues to assert that, in accordance with
guidance, its use of third-party labor rather than off-site
treatment to estimate third-party costs for final closure should
be considered acceptable. Therefore, the final permit should
allow revision of closure cost estimates to delete off-site
treatment costs when on-site treatment capabilities will be
available at final closure.
4 The comment is noted. However, Ecology’s maintains that
closure cost estimates cannot assume the availability of the
facility at the time of closure. No revision is necessary.

1L.L.0.
* This permit condition should be amended to include a new
. ..paragraph I1.D.6.a.iii., in.order to be consistent with the agreed
settlement of the Georgetown facility permit appeal.
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.D.6.

II.D.7.
* This permit condition should be amended in order to be
consistent with the agreed settlement of the appeal of the
" Georgetown facility permit.
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.D.7,

II.e.l.b.
* On February 5, 1992, Ecology proposed new spill reporting
requirements pursuant to WAC 173-303-145. The intended date of
adoption for these amendments is May 19, 1992. This permit
condition should be amended to reflect the amend language for this
regulation. Suggested language is provided.
+ WAC 173-303-145 has been revised again (effective 8/6/92).
Neither Burlington's suggested language nor the draft permit

language is consistent with the current regulation. See revised
Permit Condition II.E.1.
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II.F.3

.

TR The Washougal Facility Part B Permit should be revised to be

consistent with Agency policy communicated to Northwest
Enviroservice, Inc. in item no. 361 of the NOD issued to that
company on October 3, 1991. The policy outlined in NOD item no.
361 states that decumentation of financial assurance for closure
of proposed units is not required until shortly before the units
are to receive the first shipment of dangerous waste, although the
closure cost estimate must still include closure of all permitted
units at their maximum capacity. This approach should apply to
proposed units at the Washougal facility that will not be used for
dangerous waste management until more than 90 days after the
effective date of the final Part B Permit. Suggested language is
provided.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Conditions II.F.l. and II.F.3.

II1.G.1.

* As this permit condition notes, the Batch Kettle Still #2 is
tank #4111, but it is not the thin film evaporator. The thin film
evaporator has been removed from the permit application, and
references to it should therefore be deleted from this permit
condition.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition II.G.1.

IT.I.1.

ITT.A.

* It is not clear from this permit condition what the
"activated carbon air emission units" referred to are. If this
refers to the units required by 40 CFR 264 Subpart AA, then this
permit condition is redundant with Permit Condition II.G.3. 1In
that case this permit condition should be deleted.

If the units referenced are the carbon canisters to be used
for venting tanks containing dangerous waste that is designated
extremely hazardous waste (EHW) as required by Permit Condition
V.A.2., then this permit condition is meaningless without
additional information. Suggested language is provided.

+ Ecology agrees that the intent of this condition in the
draft permit is unclear. This condition has been revised to
clearly deal with only those carbon units used for the Process
Containment Building and tanks containing EHW. Section II.G. has
also been revised to clearly deal with only Subpart AA process
vents. See revised condition II.I.1.

1.

* The storage arrangements in Buildings 2 and 3 have been
altered, changing the maximum storage capacities of each. To
reflect the new storage arrangements and capacity limits in these
buildings, this permit condition should be revised.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.A.1.
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ITI.A.2.
* The loading/unloading pads have been relocated and

ITI.B.

ITI.B.

ITI.B.

consolidated. To reflect the new use and locations of the pads,
this permit condition should be revised.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.A.2Z.
2. .
* To be consistent with WAC 173-303-630(5)(c), this permit

condition should specify a minimum of thirty-inch aisle space to
be maintained on loading/unloading pads.

¢ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.B.4.
6.b.
* This permit condition should be revised to recognize that

equipment other than library ladders may serve the intended
purpose. Suggested language is provided.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.B.9.b.
7.
* Burlington requests that this permit condition be made

congruent to Permit Condition III.B.6. in the Georgetown Facility
Final Part B Permit., The Georgetown facility permit restricts
drums stored in secondary containment areas adjacent to
incompatible storage areas to be stacked only two drums high if
they are within 4.5 feet from the adjacent secondary containment
area, unless a physical barrier is present. This permit condition
(in the Draft Washougal Permit) would severely restrict the
distance which a drum stack is allowed to be placed from the
adjacent secondary containment. There is no regulatory basis for
imposing separation between adjacent storage areas exceeding
thirty inches, as specified in WAC 173-303-630(5)(c). There is no

‘basis_for.dangerous waste container storage reguirements to be

arbitrarily different between facilities when the same issue is
being addressed. This is particularly true when permit conditions

—exceed-regulatory requirements. Suggested language is provided.

III.B.

+ Ecology agrees to revise this permit condition so as to be
consistent with the requirements of Permit Condition III.B.6. in
the Georgetown Facility Final Part B Permit. See revised Permit
Condition IIT.B.10.

B.

* This permit condition should be revised to recognize that
containers of dangerous waste should be allowed to be temporarily
stored in process areas while they are being processed or awaiting
processing. Suggested language is provided.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.B.11.
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III.B.1l0.
* This permit condition is identical to Condition V.E.4. See
comments to Permit ~ ndition II.A.21 above.
+ Agreed, these .onditions are now mutually referenced, see

III.B.

IIT.B.

revised Permit Conditions III.B.l4. and V.E.4.

12.

* Revisions to the Part B Permit Application have resulted in
modifications to the secondary containment systems in the
container storage buildings. The required secondary containment
capscities for Buildings 2 and 4, and for Building 3 with the
exception of the PCB storage area are provided solely by sumps
rather than by the bermed storage areas. This permit condition
should recognize that the secondary containment systems in these
container storage ares does not include the storage areas
themselves. Suggested language is provided.

¢ The comment 's noted. However, integrity of secondary
containment is st:_l a high priority. No revision is necessary in
this regard.

* The language Iin the final sentence in this permit condition
shou.1 be ciarified. As stated, this condition could be construed
to indicate that all sumps lined with stainless steel will be
coated with chemical resistant coatings, which is unnecessary.
Suggested language 1is provided.

¢ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.B.16.
13.
* Revisions to the Part B Permit Application have resulted in

modifications to the secondary containment systems in the
container storage buildings. The required secondary containment
capacities for Buildings 2 and 4, and for Building 3 with the
exception of the PCB storage area are provided solely by sumps
rather than by the bermed storage areas. This permit condition
should recognize that the secondary containment systems in these
container storage ares does not include the storage areas
themselves. Suggested language is provided.

+ The comment is noted. However, adequate coating of all
secondary containment surfaces is still necessary. No revision is
necessary in this regard.

* The language in the condition is redundant with paragraph c.
in requiring that the lining or coating be compatible with the
stored dangerous waste. Therefore, TII.B.,13.c. should be deleted.
+ Ecology agrees that the draft condition is redundant., See
revised Permit Condition III.B.17.
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* This permit condition should be consistent with the
fequirements of WAC 173-303-630(7)(a)(i) which apply to dangerous
waste container secondary containment systems: which specify that
these systems be sufficiently impervious; and do not specify that
the system will prevent migration of waste into the concrete.

3 e eorrd Aad
R Suggested language is provided.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.B.17.
II1.D.1.
* This permit condition is arbitrary, unreasonable, and

exceeds regulatory authority. WAC 173-303-190(2) & (3) require
generators to mark and label containers in accordance with
Department of Transportation (DOT) requirements. The DOT
requirements apply only to any dangerous waste before transporting
off-site. There is no regulatory basis for these markings to be
placed on containers by the receiving facility.
---Generators are required-to -designate thelr -dangerous wast
.~ _completely and accurately. If . a generator has knowledge that the
state codes apply to a wastestream, that information may be
required to be included on the shipping papers. However,
requiring the receiving facility to mark containers with state-
designated waste codes would require Burlington to alter a
generator’s designation of his waste.

Burlington accepts wastes from outside of Washington State
that are not regulated as hazardous wastes, but may be designated
by the Washington State dangerous waste codes. This permit
condition would necessitate that out-of-state generators obtain an
EPA I.D. number in order to continue to send these wastes to the
Washougal facility. Suggested language is provided.
¢ Ecology interprets the permit_application to state.that..all
containers will be labeled in accordance with DOT and EPA
requirement. The permit condition has been revised to eliminate
the implication that this is solely the Permittee’s
responsibility. However, whether or not the generator has placed
the appropriate labels on containers, it is the permittee’s
responsibility to ensure that all containers are appropriately
labeled. See revised Permit Condition III.D.1.

ITI.D.2.e.
* This permit condition should be revised to indicate that the
e -—e— - requirement-epplies to containers of dangerous waste. The

condition should also refer to the container tracking number
rather than the Permittee drum number. Suggested language is

provided.
- - IR Agreed, see revised Permit Condition III.D.Z2.e.
Iv.a.l.
- ok The regulatéd tank list has been revised. This permit

condition should be amended to reflect the new tank list.
4 Agreed, see revised Permit Condition IV.A.1.
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Iv.B.3.

* This permit condition should be revised to allow a company
employee, rather than just a facility employee, who is a
registered engineer or a NACE Level II or Level III Certified
Inspector to perform the more frequent visual inspections.

] Agreed, see revised Permit Conditiom IV.B.3.

.

Iv.D.1.

* This permit condition is not clear in its intent. It could
be construed to require decontamination of a tank whether its
previous contents were incompatible or not. Suggested language is
provided.

+ Ecology does not believe that it is possible to interpret
the condition as the commenter has suggested. The condition
clearly restricts waste only from a tank system that has not been
decontaminated and was previously used for the management of
incompatible waste.

IV.D.3.
* See comments to Permit Condition III.B.12. above.
+ See revised Permit Condition IV.D.3.
IV.D.4.
* The requirements of this permit condition are beyond the

scope of the referenced regulations. WAC 173-303-640(4)(b)(i)
requires that tank system secondary containment systems be
designed, installed, and operated to prevent any migration of
wastes or accumulated liquid out of the system into the soil,
groundwater, or surface water at any time during the use of the
tank. WAC 173-303-640G(4)(c) (i) further requires that tank system
secondary containment systems be, at a minimum, constructed of or
lined with materials that are compatible with the waste(s) to be
placed in the tank system, and have sufficient thickness to
prevent failure owing to pressure gradients, physical contact with
the waste, the stress of daily operations, etc. This condition
should be revised to be consistent with regulatory requirements,
or the requirements should be incorporated by reference into the
permit and this condition deleted.

+ See revised Permit Condition IV.D.4,

* A phone or telecommunications number by which-the Permitt
may notify the Department within 24 hours of emergency
modification, and that is staffed 24 hours a day, should be
specified in this permit condition.

+ Ecology believes that as telephone numbers may change,
specifying a number in the permit is not appropriate. However,

the current 24 hour number for the Southwest Region is (206) 753-
2353.
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V.A.2,
* The catalytic oxidation unit is no longer proposed for use
at this facility. Reference to this equipment should be deleted
Frnm thic narmit Ananditian
dd W LA D PG.LI.I.ILI- S WJLIGL L LA WLL,
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.A.2.
% - -This-permit-condition should-be-revised toc be comnsistent

V.B.2.

with the language agreed to as a result of the Georgetown permit
appeal negotiations. Suggested language is provided.
+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.A.2.

* Appendix F-8 of Attachment KK was submitted to meet the
requirements of 40 CFR 264 Subparts AA and BB, These subparts of
the regulation do not apply to tanks. In the context of this
permit condition, the information in Appendix F-B of Attachment KK
is not applied correctly. There is no basis for applying these
standards to tanks containing dangerous wastes. Further, since
Permit Condition II.I. addresses monitoring, testing, repair, and
recordkeeping associated with control of vapors from tanks
containing extremely hazardous waste, this permit condition should
be amended to delete the use of Appendix F-8 for these purposes.
Finally, since the permit includes Attachment NN as part of the
Part B Permit, there is no need to include Appendix F-8, since it
is a redundant document. Suggested language is provided.

¢- - ——Ecology agrees to delete references to Attachment F-8 in
favor of Section II.I. of the permit. See revised Permit
Condition V.A.2.

* This permit condition is identical to Condition V.E.3.a.
See comments to Permit Condition II.A.21. above.
4 Agreed, these conditions are now mutually referenced, see

revised Permit Conditions V.B.1., V.B.2. and V.E.3.

* This permit condition is identical to Condition V.E.3.b.
See comments to Permit Condition II.A.21. above.
+ Agreed, these conditions are now mutually referenced, see

revised Permit Conditions V.B.1l., V.B.2. and V.E.3.

* Permit Conditions V.B.2.a. and V.E.3.b.i. require that
Burlington present evidence that all existing and proposed
dangerous waste management units are above the 500-year flood
plain. Permit Conditions V.B.3. and V.E.3.c. specify how the 500-
year flood plain elevation will be determined if Ecology and the
City of Washougal have not approved of the elevation by the
effective date of the permit. Subsequently, Burlington has
submitted a study to Ecology which presents information indicating
the elevation of the 500-year flood in the vicinity of the

- emmm————.—— Mashougal facility. This study was also submitted to the City of
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Washougal Department of Public Works, and to the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) for review. Since Burlington has already
submitted the information described in the permit condition,
Ecology and the City of Washougal can evaluate the evidence for
the elevation of the 500-year flood prior to the effective date of

-the permit. If the elevation presented in the study is approved,

this permit condition and Permit Conditions V.B.3., V.E.3.b., and
V.E.3.c. should be deleted.

+ The flood plain elevaticns in the Steigerwald Lake Flood
Plain Study submitted by Burlington Envirommental will be
considered valid for the purposes of this permit. Consequently,
Draft Permit Conditions V.B.3. and V.E.3.c. are deleted. However,
the current permit application does not provide adequate
information for Ecology to determine the elevations of all
existing and proposed waste management units. Consequently, the
requirements of Permit Conditions V.B.2. and V.E.3.b. have not
been satisfied and these conditions are retained.

* This permit condition is identical to Condition V.E.3.c.
See comments to Permit Condition IT.A.21. above.
+ Draft Permit Conditions V.B.3. and V.E.3.¢. are deleted.

V.C. General Comment

* 'The construction schedule for the Washougal facility,

_originally submitted to Ecoleogy April 15, 1991, was based on

Ecology's estimation that the Washougal Facility Final Part B
Permit would be issued in September 1991. Since the final permit
has not yet been issued, Burlington’s construction schedule has
been adversely impacted.

Unless Ecology approves construction activity under interim
status, construction of the new tank system cannot commence until
the final Part B Permit is effective. Construction of the

proposed tank system was based on meeting a regulatory compliance

“date. Meeting this compliance date is not currently possible
. because of. delays in issuance-of the-final -Part B Permit for the

Washougal facility. A schedule has been developed for
construction of the proposed tank system, including relocating or
decommissioning existing tanks, that spans 24 months. A revised
copy of the construction schedule is included with Burlington's
comments on the draft Part B Permit.

+ Comment noted, see revised Section V.C.
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V.C.3.

~ 1
¥Y.L.1l.

* This permit condition requires that high level alarms be
installed on existing tanks in the existing tank system and that
these alarms be wired to an alarm panel within six months of the
effective date of the permit. According to the construction
schedule, dismantling the existing tank system, including
relocation and decommissioning of tanks, will commence
approximately six months after the start of construction of the
tank system pad. This would indicate that all of the instrument
and electrical power wiring, conduit, and the associated
installation costs for the initial installation will be
nonrecoverable during the transfer of the tank system. Burlington
does not consider this to be operationally reasonable or realistie
in light of the general comment above, Burlington requests that
this permit condition be revised to indicate that the high-level
alarms be installed on tanks as they are put into service in the
new proposed tank system. Suggested language is provided.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.C.l. and Ecology’'s
response to Burlington's comment on Permit Condition V.C.3. below.

* Revisions to the Washougal Facility Part B Permit

Application have resulted in revisions to the construction
schedule. This permit condition should be revised to be
consistent with the revised schedule,

.-
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* Revisions to the Washougal Facility Part B Permit
Application have resulted in the elimination of the catalytic
oxidation system. Reference to the construction of this unit
should be deleted from this permit condition.

L Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.C.2.

* Burlington is under a regulatory mandate [WAC 173-303-
640(4)] to complete construction of the proposed tank system at
the Washougal facility by May 11, 1993. The construction schedule
for the Washougal facility was based on Ecology's estimation that
rhe permit would he issued in Septembor 1991, Since the final
permit has not yet heen issued, Burlington’s construction schedule
has heen adversely impacted.
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V.C.4.

Until the final permit is effective, construction of the new
tank system cannot commence. Because of the regulatory deadline,
operationr cannot continue in the existing tank system after May
11, 1993. _ompletion of the new tank system cannot be
accomplisiied by this date unless alt aative compliance dates are
negotiated with the Agency or the D¢ rtment. A construction
schedulce for the proposed tank system has been developed, based on
the best design information currently available, which spans 24
months. This schedule does not consider additional delays caused
by severely inclement weather, permit modification approval:,
availability of subcontractors, or other unforeseen events.

In light of these factors, Burlington requests that Ecology
base the compliance date for completion of the proposed tank
svstem and compliance with WAC 173-303-640(4) on the effective

.te of the final Part B Permit for the Washeougal facility.
.ggested language is provided.
* Ecology agrees to base permit compliance for completion of
the proposed tank system on time elapsed from the permit effective
date. Consequently, Draft Permit Condition V.C.3. is deleted and
the new tank system compliance schedules are now included in
Permit Condition V.C.2. See revised Permit Condition V.C.2.

The date by which the existing interim status tank area must
comply with WAC 173-303-640(4) cannot be extended through a permit
condition. Consequently, as the situation currently stands,
Burlington must cease treatment and storage in the existing tank
system by May 11, 1993. Ecology is willing to meet with
Burlington in order to discuss means by which Burlington may be
able to continue operations in this area after that date.

* Revi-ions to the Washougal Facility Part B Permit have
resulted in revisions to the construction schedule. This permit
condition should be revised to be congruent with the revised
constructions schedule, which indicates a completion time of 120
months for the railroad car loading/unloading pad (a discretionary
unit) .

+ Ecology believes that the permitted facility should be
constructed as described in the permit application. Ecology
believes that sixty months is ampl.  _time for construction ef the
railroad car loading/unloading pad. No revision is necessary.
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v.C.6.

* This is a new permit condition that has never been presented
ol o

~or disecussed -between Ecology-and Burlimgton for the Washougal

facility. This condition will create significant, unreasonable,
and unnecessary delays and operational constraints to an already
impacted and greatly condensed construction schedule. The
condition would make meeting the present construction schedule
impossible to meet since transition of operations from the
existing tank system to the new tank system could not be
accomplished in an orderly manner.

Completion of construction is not as clear cut as this
permit condition seems to imply. In cases where parts of a
project must be executed sequentially, this condition will cause
major delays in completing the overall project. Also, formal "as-
built" documentation, required by this condition to be in a
"formal report" would not be produced until after start-up. To
meet the requirements of this permit condition, Burlington will
have to shut down operations in the facility and deinventory the
entire tank system, relocate all equipment, than prepare a report
which could take up to 60 days to complete, and wait for the
Director to conduct an inspection of the new area before the
facility could then begin to receive waste and the new area could
be commissioned. This time delay is unacceptable from a business
and a project management standpoint.

Additionally, this condition and Permit Condition I.E.9. are
redundant, inconsistent, and vague. There is no definition of
what a "formal report" is or what form it is expected to take.
Buriington is not aware of any regulatory basis for requiring
these two documents to be submitted, nor why duplicate documents
are necessary. Finally, although these conditions stipulate that
the Director must inform the Permittee within 15 days if he/she
intends to inspect the new or modified areas, there are no limits
on the amount of time that could pass before the actual inspection
takes place.

.4 Ecology agrees that the requirements of Permit Condition

V.C.6.b. were confusing in light of the requirements of Permit
Condition I.E.9. Consequently, the requirement that the Permittee
submit a report prior to storing or treating dangerous waste hag
been eliminated. However, Ecology still believes it is necessary
that a report containing the specified material be provided in
order to help verify compliance with the facility permit.
Consequently, the requirement to submit the report is retained,
and this document will be due within 60 days after construction.
Additionally, as WAC 173-303-810(14)(a) stipulates the inspection
requirements found in Permit Condition I.E.9., this condition is
retained as well. However, both permit conditions have been
revised for clarification and to eliminate any potential
redundancies. See revised Permit Conditions I.E.9., and V.C.5.
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v.D.1.

V.D.3.

* The last sentence should specify that the limitation applies
to Interim Status tank capacity. This condition should also
clarify that completion of the items in Permit Conditions V.C.1.
and V.C.3. only limits tank treatment and storage capacities, and
that V.C.2. only limits container storage capacity. Suggested
language is provided.

L ] Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.D.1.

* The references to Permit Condition V.F. seem to be in error.
The condition should be revised to reference Permit Condition V.E.
4 Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.D.2.

* This permit condition should be revised to specify that it
applies to dangerous waste management units and processes.

+ Because of the need to identify potential solid waste
management units records of the locations of all facility process
operations should be maintained. No revision is necessary.

V.D.5.

* This permit condition should be amended to be consistent
with the Georgetown Permit Condition II.A.5., which allows the
Department or Agency to request samples up to twice a year, and 12
samples per event.

+ Agreed, see revised Permit Condition V.D.5.

v.D.7.

* This permit condition should be amended to specify that it
applies to dangerous waste tank secondary containment systems.

¢ Ecology believes that timely removal of material from sumps
is important for all waste management areas. See revised permit
condition V.D.7.

vV.D.10.

* While Burlington generally agrees with the intent of this
permit condition, the terms should be clarified. Ecology should
define, for the purposes of this condition, what is meant by
"problems,” "regarding design, construction, or maintenance,"
"threat," "discovery," etc. so that the requirements of the
condition are not misconstrued.

+ This draft condition has been deleted.

* This permit condition is identical to Permit Condition
IT.A.21. See comments to that condition above.

+ Agreed, these conditions are now mutually referenced, see
revised Permit Conditions V.E.l1. and II.A.Z21.
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V.E.2.
* This permit condition is identical to Permit Condition
IT.A.22. See comments to that condition above.
12 "Agreed, these conditions are mow mutually referenced, see

revised Permit Conditions V.E.2. and T1.A.22.

V.E.3.

* This permit condition is identical to Permit Conditions
V.B.1., V.B.2_., and V.B.3. See comments to these conditions
above.

% __ _ Agreed, these conditions are now mutually referenced, and
Draft Permit Condition V.B.3. is deleted. See revised Permit
Conditions V.E.3., V.B.1l., and V.B.3.

* This permit condition is identical to Permit Condition
ITI.B.10. See comments to that condition above.
¢ Agreed, these conditions are now mutually referenced, see

revised Permit Conditions V.E.4. and III.B.11.

V.H.2.

* This permit condition should be revised to specify that it
applies to dangerous waste transport vehicles that actually
contain dangerous waste. Suggested language is provided.

+ Ecology is concerned that empty vehicles, through careless
driving, could also damage containerized waste stacked on the
loading\unloading pads. No revision is necessary in this regard.

V.H.3.

* This permit condition is confusing as written, and should be
clarified. Additionally, the condition should be revised to be

‘"consistent with Georgetown Facility Part B Permit Condition

I1.1.3., which allows for exceptions in cases of emergencies.
Suggested language is provided.

During discussions with Ecology on the Georgetown Facility
Part B Permit, it was clarified that this condition was not
intended to limit forklifts or other container handling equipment
on the loading/unloading pads. Burlington offers this comment to
elucidate that this is still Ecology's intent,
+ It is still Ecology’s intent that this condition is not
intended to limit forklifts or other similar container handling
equipment on the loading/unloading pads. Consequently, the
language specifying that this condition applies to vehicles used
for 'he transport of dangerous waste "to or from the facilicy" is
retained. Ecology agrees that the limit may be exceeded in the
event of emergencies. See revised Permit Condition V.H.3.
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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (Section VII.)

NOTE: The draft Interim Measures and Phase II RFI workplans called for
in Permit Conditions VII.A.2. and VI1.D.2. were submitted in March
1992. These permit conditions have been revised accordingly.
Conforming revisions were also made to Attachment SS (Schedule for
completion of RFI and CMS) and Attachment TT (Schedule for
completion of Interim Measures.

VII.A.2

Comment :

A time frame for the Agency to review and respond to submittals from the

Permittee is not set here or elsewhere. Practical time frames should be
established to prevent undue delays. This Permit condition should be
revised to set reasonable time limits for the Agency to review the RFI
Workplan. Time limits of sixty (60) days for report review and thirty
(30) days for comment review by the Agency are suggested.

Response:

The agencies agree with BE that timely agency review of facility
submittals is desirable, and usually iIn the best interests of all
parties. At the time that BE submits reports or workplans to the
agencies for review, it is entirely appropriate for BE to request that
the agencies respond within a certain timeframe. The agencies would
then consider the rationale provided for requesting certain response
times, and attempt te meet reasonable requests, The agencies cannot
include permit conditions, however, restricting its review time. Such
restriction may act in certain cases to endanger human health or the
environment.

VII.A.3

Comment:

Thirty days presents an unreasonably short amount of time to prepare a
draft Phase 2 RFI Report considering the magnitude of the Phase II
investigation, and the time it will take to compile and quality assure
laboratory data. Ninety (90) days would be a reasonable time frame.
This requirement should be revised to read:

"VII.A.3 Within ninety (90) days of acquisition of all Phase 2 RFI
field and analytical data, the Permittee shall submit a
draft Phase 2 RFI Report to the Agencies..."
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Response:

BE’'s suggestion is acceptable to the agencies. The suggested
wording will replace language presently contained in the draft permit,
and Attachment SS will be revised.

VII.B.1l.A(a)
Comment :

Sixty days is inadequate for the development of a corrective measures
study (CMS) work plan considering the magnitude of the project.
Burlington Envirommental requests this time frame be extended to 20
days.

Response:

~ BE's suggestion is acceptable to the agencies. - The. suggested
timeframe of ninety (90) days will replace the sixty day timeframe
presently contained in the draft permit, and Attachment S8 will be
revised.

VII.B.1.A(e)
Comment:

o .The permit does not define what "completion" of the Phase II CMS will be
considered to be. The requirements for this task should be defined in
the permit. Also, the 30-day schedule for the completion of the Phase
IT CMS may be unreasonable depending on the required scope of the CMS
activities. Burlington recommends that the Phase II CMS report be
submitted within %0 days.

Response:

The agencies agree with BE that the permit does not define
"completion." Attachment RR, however, provides the focus of the Phase 2
CMS, and it was the agencies’ intent that the word "completion" refer
simply to the end of all Phase 2 data-collecting and analysis
activities. As the facility notes, Attachment SS in the draft permit
presently requires that both the draft Phase 1 and Phase 2 CMS Reports

be submitted "30 days after scheduled completion of work in the
Workplan."™
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The agencies interpret the facility's comment to basically express
a concern that enough time be allowed for completion and submittal of
CMS Reports. The agencies will extend the "30 day" language to forty-
five days (as proposed by BE in comments on Attachment S8S§). 1In
addition, the facility is reminded rhat schedule extensions may be
requested for these submittals (as provided in permit condition VII.M.).
For clarity, the permi- language will be changed to read:

'VIT.B.1.b. (second paragraph) Within forty-five (45) days of completing
Phase 1 activities described in the approved CMS Workplan
and scheduie, the Permittee shall submit a Phase 1 Report to
the Agencies. The Report shall be prepared in accordance
with criteria provided in Attachment RR, shall present the
results of the analysis undertaken, and shall end by
recommending a preferred measure or group of measures. The
Agencies will review...’

‘VI1.B.1l.c. (second paragraph) Within forty-five (45) days of completing
Phase 2 activities described in the approved CMS Workplan
and schedule, the Permittee shall submit a Phase 2 Report to
the Agencies. The Report shall be prepared in acceordance

- "with ecriteria provided in Attachment RR, and will discuss

. - the results -gf - -the Phase 2 CMS. - The Report shall defend the
selection of the specific preferred corrective measure, and
conclude with an estimated timetable for remedy
implementation...’

VII.B.2.

Comment :
As noted above, the deadline for the completion of a proposal for
implementing specific corrective measures should be changed to 90 days
instead of 60 days.
Response:

BE's suggestion is acceptable to the agencies. The suggested

timeframe of ninety :90) days will replace the sixty day timeframe
resently contained in the draft permit.
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VIT.D.2{c)
Comment:

This condition should be expanded to include other approved methods.
-- - - .These methods may consist of combinations of U.S. EPA-suggested
practices such as auger and cable tool drilling. All drilling methods
and well installation techniques will be subject to agency approval.

Response:
i e e g e o
[ BE's suggestion is generally accéptable to the agencies. The
r_l"‘ = » - -
v permit condition and Attachment will be changed to read:
iy . .
ay 'V1I.D.2.¢. proposals for well construction, maintenance, and
.

replacement in accordance with Attachment QQ;’

“Attachment GG: {first paragraph) New and existing wells, operated for
the purposes of this Permit, shall meet all applicable
state and federal laws. In addition, the permittee
shall specifically meet Requirements 1-7 below, or
propose equivalent or superior methods for the
Agencies’ approval. Such substitution and approval
will not require a permit modification. Moreover,
nminor deviations from the stated methods deemed
necessary by the Permittee due to unforeseen events in
the field shall not require permit modification, In
this latter case, a notation describing and explaining
the deviation must be placed in the facility's
Operating Record.'

Attachment QQ, Requirement 4., will then end with the third
paragraph (i.e., the fourth paragraph, which discusses equivalent or
superior methods, will be deleted).

VII.D.2(f)
Comment :

The interim measures (IM) Monitoring Plan is included within the Draft
IM Work Plan. The proposed monitoring plan is consistent with
Attachment UU, with the exception of the sampling for
parameters/constituents per Method 8280, There is no indication from
the documented site history or current practices that dioxins are
present. The routine sampling for dioxins represents a misappropriation
of resources dedicated to correcting any past releases to the
environment at the site. Therefore, this Permit condition should be
deleted.
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Response:

The re. rement for dioxin/furan sampling and analysis was
included in the dra:'t permit because of detections of three compounds in
sendix IX sampling reported in the Phase 1 RFI Report. Although BE

ciaims there is no documented evidence that these constituents were
hand.ed at the facility, the detections obtained conservatively suggest
the possibility that. past_practices_or releases. from the-gite-may have
been the source of the contamination.

Because of the relatively low levels of dioxin/furan detections,
and low risk associated with these detections, the permit language will
be modified so that these analyses are not required "routinely." The
Method 8280 constituents will therefore be removed from Table UU.1.

_ Sampling for dioxins/furans must be undertaken amnually, however and
new requirements for these analyses will be included in VII.D.4.c.

VII.D.4{c)

Comment:

Based on extensive sampling, Burlington contends that the parameter list
included in the Phase I RFI Report and proposed in the Draft Phase II
RFI and the Draft IM Work Plan adequately characterizes the conditions
at the site. The requirements for groundwater sampling including
analysis for 40 CFR 264 Appendix IX constituents should be deleted from
the Permit conditionms.

Response:

The agencies have required the facility to perform yearly Appendix
IX sampling on a selected well (or wells)., BE has handled, and will
continue to handle, a wide variety of hazardous wastes. It is possible
that in the future other constituents not detected to date, as well as
certain breakdown products not previously detected, will be present in
contaminated groundwater at the site. The requirement is a conservative
approach, intended to assure that all constituents of concern are
brought to the attention of both the facility and the agencies. This
information is vital to the proper management of the site, and to
decision-making in the Corrective Action process. The permit condition,
therefore, will not be deleted.
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VII.D.5(b)
Comment:

Thirty days presents an unreasonably short amount of time to prepare a
draft IMI Report considering the magnitude of the investigation, and the
time it will take to compile and QA laboratory data., This permit
condition should be revised to allow a minimum of 60 days for
acquisition of all field and analytical data will be required to prepare
a Draft IM Investigation report.

Response:

BE’'s suggestion is acceptable to the agencies., The suggested
timeframe of sixty (60) days will replace the thirty day timeframe
presently contained in the draft permit, and Attachment TT will be
revised.

VII.D.5(c)

- Gommant :

Thirty days presents an unreasonably short amount of time to prepare an
IMS Workplan considering the magnitude of the investigation. This
permit condition should be revised to allow a minimum of 60 days for

preparing the IMS Workplan or the proposal for implementing specific
interim measures.

Response:

BE's suggestion is acceptable to the agencies. The suggested
timeframe of sixty (60) days will replace the thirty day timeframe
presently contained in the draft permit, and Attachment TT will be
revised.

VII.D.5(e)

Comment:

Thirty days presents an unreascnably short amcunt of time to prepare a
draft IMS Report and Implementation Workplan considering the magnitude

of the investigation. This permit condition should be revised to allow

a minimum of 60 days for preparing the Draft IMS Report and
Implementation Work Plan.
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Response:

BE’s suggestion is acceptable to the agencies. The suggested
timeframe of sixty (60) days will replace the thirty day timeframe
presently contained in the draft permit, and Attachment TT will be
revised.

Attachment PP:
GComment :

Pg. 1,2

Burlington suggests that the term "calculation" be replaced with
"estimation” throughout Attachment PP (I.a.8), I.c.3), and I.c.4)). The
term "calculation" implies a quantitative determination derived through
a mathematical process, whereas "estimation" implies an approximation of
extent and/or value. Due to inherent limitations involved in the
monitoring of groundwater though the placement and sampling of wells,
the term "estimation" is considered more appropriate,

Response:

The agencies are aware that the determinations of groundwater flow
directions, contaminant movement directions, and hazardous constituent
concentration profiles may be compromised by the quality and extent of
the data obtained, and the veracity of any assumptions used during
analysis. These determinations, therefore, may be fairly described as
"estimations,"” or approximations. The agencies do not, however, agree
that such determinations cannot be based on a quantitative process. All

determinations should obviously be supported by appropriate measurement
and sampling data. :

BE's suggestion for new permit language is acceptable to the
agencies. The suggested wording ('estimation’) will replace language
presently contained in the draft permit ("calculation").
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Attachment QQ, 4.:
Comment:

This requires that well decommissioning requires "ample notice". This
is vague. This condition should be revised to include a set time frame
for notification, for example, fifteen (15) days.

Response:

BE's suggestion is generally acceptable to the agencies.
Attachment QQ, Requirement 4. (first paragraph), will be changed to
read:

'If any well must be decommissioned... At least fifteen (15) days
prior to decommissioning, the Permittee shall give notice in
writing to the Agencies, explaining the rationale for the
decision.’

Attachment RR, page 1:

Comment :

This Attachment states that "The Work Plan shall propose and provide
information to support, a set of Media Cleanup Standards for all
hazardous constituents of concern identified in the RFI. The Standards
must be based on:

a) ...EPA health-based action values...
b) The background levels of any ¢constituents"

The health-based action values referenced are included in the proposed
corrective action rule for solid waste management units (SWMUs) (55 FR
30798, July 27, 199C). The Attachment RR wording quoted above implies
that the action levels will be used as cleanup standards. This is not
the intended use of the action levels as outlined in the proposed
regulations. Instead, the acticn levels are established to trigger a
corrective measures study. That is, if an action level is exceeded, a
CMS is triggered to determine what CM are needed, if any, and what the
cleanup level should be.

The statement "Standards must be based on...background" is unclear and
- may be read that background will be the cleahup standard. This
interpretation may be extremely conservative, does not allow for risk-
based evaluation of the contaminant, and is contrary to the proposed
corrective actions regulations for SWMUs. Additionally, the condition
does not specify which definition of "background" will apply. MTCA
defines "background" by two different definitiomns, and the dangerous
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waste regulations define "background" by another definition that does
not resemble the MTCA definitions.

The draft Permit text quoted above should be revised to define
"background" for the purposes of this Permit condition. The Attachment
should also be revised to state that background levels will be
considered when developing cleanup standards and that standards will be
based on the criteria listed in Attachment RR a) (excluding the action
levels), ¢}, and d).

Response:

The agencies agree with BE that the Subpart S Action Levels are
intended to trigger CMS activities. Although Action Levels may be more
conservative than approved Media Clean-up Standards, the approved
Standards must be protective, and EPA considers clean-up concentrations
assuming a 10°% risk level to be appropriate benchmarks for establishing
remedial goals. Although there will not be a strict presumption that
the final clean-up will attain a 107® risk level, EPA (in the proposed
Subpart S Rule, 55 FR 30798, 7/27/90) envisions this risk level as the
"point of departure" for establishing remedial geals. The Action
Levels, therefore, are used to establish initial clean-up values to
which adjustments can be later made. Adjustments away from the Action
Level (based on such site-specific factors as present and future land
use, multiple contaminants, multiple exposure pathways, etc.) may be
made in a more or less conservative direction.

The wording "standards must be based on..." was intended as simply
a lead-in to the categories of standards presented. Language in the two
paragraphs following these standards explains how the standards may be
used in formulating site-specific Media Clean-up Standards.

BE has noted that there are various definitions of "background,"
depending on the regulatory program, and has requested that the permit
define the term. For the purposes of the permit, the term background is
used in the context of RCRA Corrective Action. RCRA Corrective Action
is primarily focused on contamination resulting from solid waste
management practices and releases. Background conditions in all media,
therefore, are described by constituent concentratiens which have not
been affected by contamination resulting from any of the facility's
(current or past) solid waste management practices and releases.

To meet BE’'s concerns, and for clarity, the second and third
paragraphs of Attachment RR will be changed to read:

‘The Workplan shall propose...According to the rationale described
below, the Standards shall be hased upon:...

a) the Maximum..., or EPA health-based values (see.,..
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b) the background levels of any constituents. To
establish site-specific levels the Permittee must submit the
analytical results from sampling activities, and a report
supporting the Permittee’s claim that these results
represent true and legitimate background conditions and
concentrations. The agencies will then review the
information submitted and either determine the background
concentrations or request that the Permittee, prior to a
determination, submit additional information.

{e) and d) will be removed. Then,]

'If background levels are determined to be above MCLs and EPA
health-based values, Clean-up Standards will be based on these
background levels. If, on the other hand, background levels are
below MCLs and EPA health-based values, Clean-up Standards for
constituents of concern shall be based on either MCLs or EPA
health-based values. 1In this latter case, the Permittee may,
where appropriate, propose clean-up levels which are more or less
conservative than these wvalues according to established EPA Rules

and guidance.

NOTE: (1) in proposing Clean-up Standards, the Permittee should consider
all applicable federal, state, and local laws, including requirements
established in the Washington State Model Toxics Control Act (MTCA):

(2) Clean-up Standards for hazardous constituents of concern
identified in the RFI, or corrective action monitoring, for which there
are no EPA health-based values available will be established from
background levels;

(3) the Permittee is not required to perform a site-specific
background determination. In the absence of such a determination the
agencies will presume the background concentrations of all hazardous
constituents to be their respective media-specific SW-846 Practical

Quantitation Limits (PQLs).'
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-achment S§S:

Comment:

Dra. Phase II Report

This Attachment should be revised to be consistent with the comments on
Permit condition VII.A.3 above. The Attachment should read "90 days
after acquisition of all Phase II RFI field and analytical data”.

Draft CMS Phase I Report ‘

This Attachment should be revised to be consistent with the comments on
Permit condition VII.B.l1.A(a) above. The Attachment should read "45
days" rather than "30 days".

Draft CMS Phase II Report

This Attachment should be revised to be consistent with the comments on
Permit cor :ition VII.A.3 above. The Attachment should read "45 days"
rather than "30 days™.

Response:

BE’'s suggestions are acceptable to the agencies. The suggested
timeframes will replace the timeframes presently contained in the draft
permit schedule.

Attachment TT:
Comment :

Draft IM Investigation Report

This -ttachment should be revised to be consistent with the comments on
Perm.: condition VII.D.5(b) above. The Attachment should read "60 days
after acquisition of all IMI field and analytical data".

Draft IM Study Work Plan

This Attachment should be revised to be consistent with the comments on
Permit condition VII.D.5.(c) above. The Attachment should read "60 days
after the approval of the IM Investigation Report."

Draft IM Study Report and Implementation Work Plan

Th.s Attachment should be revised to be consistent with the comments on
Permit condition VII.D.5.(e) above. The Attachment should read "60 days
after acquisition of all IMS field and analytical data.”
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Response:

BE's suggestions are generally acceptable to the ‘agencies. The

suggested timeframes will replace the timeframes presently contained in
the draft permit schedule. The draft IMS Report and Implementation
Workplan shall be due 60 days after completion of work in the IMS
workplian.

Attachment UU:

Comment :

Water-Level Elevations

Coupled water-level measurements, made at both high and low tide, are of
limited value since runoff-induced river level changes have a much
greater effect on lower aquifer water levels than tides do. These
changes in river levels are, for all practical purposes, unpredictable.

This Attachment should be revised to read as follows:

"Permittee shall obtain all water-level elevation measurements within a
single 24-hour period. Concurrent with water-level measurements,
permittee will continuously record Celumbia River water_levels and
barometric pressure.”

Response:

. ..The agencies' intent with this and other permit conditions is te require
BE to determine flow directions in groundwater underlying the Washougal
facility. There are various influences on those flow directions, and
for the purposes of assessing how well interim measures are containing
contamination and where groundwater flow will carry contaminants of
concern, the facility should undertake measures to correlate monitoring
well water levels with these influences.

read:

For clarity, this section of Attachment UU will be revised to

‘All water level elevation measurements taken pursuant to
requirements in the Permit shall be obtained prior to purging of
the wells, and at least within a 24 hour period. Such
measurements shall be used by the Permittee to determine
groundwater flow directions. In order to account for tidal and/or
river level fluctuations which may influence groundwater flow
directions, the Permittee shall either couple sampling events such
that measurements at each well are taken both at high tide (& 1/2
hour) and low. tide (x 1/2 hour), or propose an alternative scheme
which addresses this concern.’
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Attachment VV, Table VV.1l:
Comment:

The parameters/constituents per Method 8280 should be eliminated from
the proposed indicator parameter list. There is no indication from the
documented site history or current activities that dioxin are present.
The routine sampling for dioxin represents a misappropriation of
resources dedicated to correcting past releases to the environment at
the site.

Response:

The draft permit does not contain an Attachment VV. Attachment
UU, however, contains Table 1, and the agencies interpret the comment to
refer to this table. Table 1 will be revised, for the reasons provided
in the response to comments on permit condition VII.D.2.f.
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HANFORD SITE COMMENTS ON THE
SECOND DRAFT OF THE
RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT PERMIT
- [FOR-THE TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL OF DANGEROUS WASTE
FOR THE HANFORD FACILITY

ATTACHMENT 16

BURLINGTON ENVIRONMENTAL, INC. (PIER 91 FACILITY) PERMIT
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PERMIT
FOB. THE STORAGE AND TREATMENT
OF DANGEROUS WASTE

Washington State

Department of Ecology

P.O. Box 47600

Olympia, Washington 98504-7600
Telephone: (206) 459-6000

Issued in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Hazardous
Waste Management Act, Chapter 70.105 RCW, and the regulations
promulgated thereunder in Chapter 173-303 WAC.

ISSUED TO:

Burlington Environmental, Inc. and The Port of Seattle (Quner)
(Operator, Pier 91 Facility) P.O. Box 1209

2203 Airport Way So., Suite 400 Pier 66

Seattle, Washington 98134 Seattle, WA 98111
Telephone: (206) 223-0500 Telephone: (206) 728-3000

EPA ID No. WAD 0008129917

This Permit is effective as of August 26, 1992 and shall remain in
effect until August 26, 2002 unless revoked and reissued, modified, or
terminated under WAC 173-303-830(3) and (5) or continued in accordance
with WAC 173-303-806(7).

ISSUED BY: WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

Ccty £ ML,
Cindy J. Gilder, Section Head
Hazardous Waste Permits

Department of Ecology

Date _ 3-323-93
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INTRODUCTION
PERMITTEE: BURLINGTON ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.
EPA/STATE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: WADOOO812917

Pursuant to:

Chapter 70.105 RCW, the Hazardous Waste Management Act of 1976, as
amended, and regulations codified in Washington Administrative
Code (WAC) 173-303.

A Permit is issued to Burlington Environmental, Inc. as operator
(hereafter called the Permittee), and The Port of Seattle as owner, to
operate a dangerous waste storage and treatment facility (Pier 91)
located at 2001 W. Garfield St., Seattle, Washington at latitude 47
degrees 38 minutes 08 seconds North and longitude 122 degrees 22 minutes
50 seconds West.

The Permittee must comply with all terms and conditions set forth in
this Permit and in Attachments AA through MM, When this Permit and the

~ above attachments conflict, the wording of the Permit will prevail. The

Permittee must also comply withall applicable state regulations,
including Chapter 173-303 WAC (Attachment KK) and as specified in the
Permit.

Applicable state and federal regulations are those which are in effect
on the date of final administrative action on this Permit and any self
implementing statutory provisions and related regulations which,
according to the requirements of RCRA (as amended), or state law, are
automatically applicable to the Permittee'’s dangerous waste management
activities, notwithstanding the conditions of this Permit.

This Permit is based upon the administrative record, as required by WAC
173-303-840., The Permittee's failure in the application or during the
Permit issuance process to fully disclose all relevant facts, or the
Permittee’s misrepresentation of any relevant facts at any time, shall
be grounds for the termination or modification of this Permit and/or
initiation of an enforcement action, including criminal proceedings.
The Permittee must inform the Director of any deviation from permit
conditions or changes from information provided in the Part B permit
application. In particular, the Permittee shall inform the Director of
any propesed changes that might affect the ability of the Permittee to
comply with applicable regulations and permit conditions, or which may
alter any of the conditions of the Permit in any way.

The Department shall enforce all conditions of this Permit for which the
State of Washington is authorized and all conditions which are

[T T . [ TR,
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July 22, 1992

Any challenges of

designated in this Permit as state requirements only.
(i.e., conditions

any permit condition that concern state requirements,
of this Permit for which the State of Washington received final
authorization or conditions which are designated in the Permit as state
requirements only) shall be appealed to the Department in accordance
with WAC 173-303-845. 1In the event that the Department does not
maintain final authorization, the Environmental Protection Agency will
enforce all permit conditions except those which are state-only

requirements,
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

The following listed documents are hereby incorporated, in their
entirety, by reference into this Permit. Some of the documents are
excerpts from the Permittee’s Dangerous Waste Permit Application (most
recently amended April 1992). The Department has, as deemed necessary,
modified specific language in the attachments. These modifications are
described in the permit conditions (Parts I through VI), and thereby
supersede the language of the attachment. These incorporated
attachments are enforceable conditions of this Permit, as modified by
the specific permit condition.
. Attachment AA . ... ... Description.of the Final Status Operati
Areas and General Provisions (Sect
Permit Application)

Attachment BB Part A Dangerous Waste Permit Application, to be
effective upon issuance of the Permit (Section A
of the Permit Application)

Attachment CC Waste Analysis Plan (Sections C2.0 through
€.2.8.2, inclusive, and Appendices C-2 through
C-4, inclusive, of the Permit Application)

Attachment DD Security Procedures and Equipment (Sections F1.0
through F1.2, inclusive, of the Permit
Application)

Attachment EE Inspection Schedule (Seéfions F2.0 through

F2.2.3, inclusive, and Appendices F-1 through
F-8, inclusive, of the Permit Application)

Attachment FF Personnel Training Plan (Section H and Appendix
H-1 of the Permit Application)

Attachment GG Contingency Plan (Section G and Appendices G-1
through G-4, inclusive, of the Permit
Application)

Attachment HH Closure Plan (Section I and Appendices I-3
through I-6, inclusive, of the Permit
Application)

Attachment II Dangerous Waste Tanks (Sections D1.0 through

D1.8.2, inclusive, and Appendices D-1 through
b-10, inclusive, of the Permit Application)
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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS (CONTINUED)

Attachment JJ Preparedness and Preventior :asures (Sections
* F3.0 through F5.2, inclusi- , of the Permit
Application)
Attachment KX Chapter 173-303 WAC (April 1991)
Attachment LL List of Analytes for the Pier 91 Part B Closure
Plan
- Attachment MM Description of the Permitte.’'s Treatment and
— Storage Area
b
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DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this Permit, the following definitions shall apply:

a.

The term "Permit" shall mean the Permit issued by the
Washington State Department of Ecology, pursuant to Chapter
70.105 RCW and Chapter 173-303 WAC.

The term "Director" shall mean the Director of the
Washington State Department of Ecology or a designated
representative. The Section Head (with the address as
specified on page one of this Permit) is a duly authorized
and designated representative of the Director for purposes
of this Permit.

The term "Department” shall mean the Washington State
Department of Ecology, (with the address as specified on
page one of this Permit).

The terms "facility” or "site" shall mean that property
leased from the Port of Seattle by the Permittee as well as
all contiguous property owned by the Port of Seattle,
including structures, appurtenances, and improvements.

The term "Permittee'’s treatment and storage area" shall mean
that portion of the facility defined in Attachment MM.

The term "new tank system” is defined to mean tank systems
which have never been used for dangerous waste management at
this site before, existing tanks planned for conversion to
manage regulated waste, existing tanks being relocated under
this Permit, and tanks out of active service for more than 1
year which are proposed for regulated waste usage.

The term "release" shall mean any spilling, leaking,
pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying, discharging,
injecting, escaping, leaching, dumping, or disposing into
the environment of any hazardous waste or hazardous
constituents.

All definitions contained in WAC 173-303-040 are hereby
incorporated, in their entirety, by reference into this
Permit. Any of the definitions used above, (a) through (g),
shall supersede any definition of the same term given in WAC
173-303-040. Where terms are not defined in the regulations
or the Permit, the meaning associated with such terms shall
be defined by a standard dictionary reference or the

generally accepted scientific or industrial meaning of the
term.
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PART I - ST 'OARD CONDITIONS

EFFECT OF PI T

The Permittee is authorized to store and treat dangerous
waste in accordance with the conditions of this Permit and
in acecordance with the applicable provisions of Chapter 173-
303 WAC. Any storage or treatment of dangerous waste by the
Permittee at this facility that is not authorized by this
Permit or Chapter 173-303 WAC and for which a permit is
required by Chapter 173-303 WAC, is prohibited. Issuance of
this Permit does not convey any property rights of any sort
or any exclusive privilege. Issuance of this Permit does
not authorize any injury to persons or property or invasion
of other private rights, or any infringement of state or
local law or regulations.

GENERAL PERMIT CONDITIONS

The general permit conditions under WAC 173-303-810, final
facility standards under WAC 173-303-600, and, when the
Permittee is a generator, generator requirements under WAC
173-303-170, are incorporated by reference into this Permit
and must be adhered to by the Permittee.

The list of attachments on Pages 5 and 6 are incorporated by
reference into this Permit. The Permittee's operations must

be in accordance to the contents of the attachments and this
Permit.

PERMIT ACTIONS

This Permit may be modified, revoked and reissued, or
terminated for cause, as specified in WAC 173-303-830(3).
The filing of a request for a permit modification,
revocation and reissuance, or termination, or the
notification of planned changes or anticipated noncompliance
on the part of the Permittee, does not stay the
applicability or enforceability of any permit condition.

This Permit may be renewed as specifi-! in WAC 173-303-
810(3) and Permit Condition I.E.2. Review of any
application for a Permit renewal shall consider improvements
in the state of control and measurement technology, as well

-a& €hanges-in applicable regulations,
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1.C.3. Permit modification at the request of the Permittee will be
done according to the three tiered modification system, WAC
173-303-830(4) and Department guidance documents, This
includes any modification from design drawings to as-builts.

I.D. SEVERABILITY

I.D.1. The provisions of this Permit are severable, and if any
provision of this Permit, or the application of any
provision of this Permit to any circumstance is held
invalid, the application of such provision to other

Lrt circumstances and the remainder of this Permit shall not be
X2 affected thereby. Invalidation of any state or federal

. statutory or regulatory provision which forms the basis for
£ _ any condition of this Permit does not affect the validity of
o any other state or federal statutory or regulatory basis for

said condition.

I.D.2. In the event that a condition of this Permit is stayed for
any reason, the Permittee shall continue to comply with the
related applicable and relevant interim status standards in
WAC 173-303-400 until final resolution of the stayed
condition unless the Director determines compliance with the
related applicable and relevant interim status standards
would be technologically incompatible with compliance with
other conditions of this Permit which have not been stayed.

I.E. DUTIES AND REQUIREMENTS

I.E.1. The Permittee shall comply with all conditions of this
Permit, except to the extent and for the duration such
noncompliance is authorized by an emergency Permit. Any
Permit noncompliance, other than noncompliance authorized by
an emergency Permit, constitutes a vieclation of Chapter
70.105 RCW and is grounds for revocation and reissuance, or
modification; or for demial of a Permit renewal application.

1.E.2. If the Permittee wishes to continue an activity allowed by
this Permit after the expiration date of this Permit, the
Permittee shall submit a complete application for a Permit
at least 180 days prior to Permit expiration.

o e SRR S - T © It shall not be defense for the Permittee, in an enforcement
action that it would have been necessary, to halt or reduce

the Permitted activity in order to maintain compliance with
the conditions of this Permit.
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In the even: of noncompliance with this Permit, the
Permittee shall take all reasonable steps to minimize
releases to th :nvironment and shall carry out such
measures, as ar: reasonable, to prevent significant adverse
impacts on human health or the environment.

The Permittee shall at all times properly operate and
maintain all facilities and systems of treatment and control
(and related appurtenances) which are installed or used by
the Permittee to achieve compliance with the conditions of
this Permit. Proper operation and maintenance includes
effective performance, adequate funding, adequate operator
staffing and training, and adequate laboratory and process
controls, ineluding appropriate quality assurance/quality
control procedures. This provision requires the operation
of back-up or auxiliary facilities or gimilar systems only
when necessary to achieve compliance with the conditions of

this Permit.

The Permittee shall furnish to the Director, within a
reasonable time, any relevant information which the Director
may request to determine whether cause exists for modifying,
revoking and reissuing, or termination this Permit, or to
determine compliance with this Permit. The Permittee shall
also furnish to the Director, upon request, copies of
records required to be kept by this Permit.

Pursuant to WAC 173-303-810(10), the Permittee shall allow
the Director, or authorized representatives, upon the
presentation of credentials and other documents as may be
required by law, to:

a. Enter at reasonable times upon the Permittee's
premises where a regulated facility or activity is
located or conducted, or where records must be kept
under the conditions of this Permit;

b. Have access to and copy, at reasonable times, any
records that must be kept under the conditions of this
Permit; B

o A T o R R o T LT P e
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c. Inspect at reasonable times any facilities, equipment
(including monitoring and control equipment),
practices;*cr*operations—regulated—errrequiredrunder
this Permit; and

d. Sample or monitor, at reasonable times, for the
purposes of assuring Permit compliance or as otherwise
authorized by Chapter 70.105 RCW, any substances or
parameters at any location.

E.8.—-——The Permittee may not commence treatment or storage of

rea
dangerous waste in any new or modified portion of the

" facility until the Permittee has submitted to the Director,

by certified mail or hand delivery, a letter signed by the
Permittee and a registered professional engineer stating
that the facility has been constructed or modified in
compliance with the Permit; and

a. The Director, or his authorized representative, has
inspected the modified or newly constructed facility
and finds it is in compliance with the conditions of
the Permit; or

b. The Director has either waived the inspection or has
not within 15 days notified the Permittee of his
intent to inspect.

Whenever the Permittee becomes aware that it failed to
submit any relevant facts in the Permit application, or
submitted incorrect information in a Permit application or
in any report to the Director, the Permittee shall promptly
submit such facts or information.

MONITORING AND RECORDS

Samples and measurements taken for the purpose of monitoring
shall be representative of the monitored activity. The
method used to obtain a representative sample of the waste
to be analyzed must be the appropriate method from WAC 173-
303-110 or an equivalent method approved by the Director.
Laboratory methods must be those specified in WAC 173-303-

110(3)(a) or an equivalent method as specified in Attachment
CC.
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Pursuant to WAC 173-303-810(1ll), records of monitoring
information shall specify.

a. The dates, exact place, and times of sampling or
measurements;

b. The individuals who performed the sampling or
measurements,; :

c. The dates analyses were performed;

e. The individuals who performed the analyses;

Hoy

The analytical techniques or methods used; and
g The results of such analyses.
COMPLIANCE _NOT CONSTITUTING DEFENSE

Compliance with the terms of this Permit does not constitute
a defense to any order issued or any action brought under
any state law governing protection of public health or the
environment.

TRANSFER OF PERMITS

This Permit is not transferable to any person, except after
notice to the Director. The Director may require
modification or revocation and reissuance of the Permit
pursuant to WAC 173-303-830(2). Before transferring
ownership or operation of any portion of the Permittee'’s
treatment and storage area prior to fimal closure of that
area, the Permittee shall notify the new owner or operator
in writing of the requirements of this Permit.

PERMIT EXPTIRATION AND CONTINUATION

This Permit and all conditions herein will remain in effect
beyond the Permit’s expiration date until final permit
determination if the Permittee has submitted a timely,
complete application (under WAC 173-303-806), and, through
no fault of the Permittee, the Director has not made a final
permit determination as set forth in WAC 173-303-840. This
Permit may be modified or revoked and reissued as necessary,
in accordance with WAC 173-303-830(3).
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I.3. REPORTS., NOTIFIGATIONS AND SUBMISSIONS

All reports, notifications or other submissions which are
required by this Permit to be sent or given to the Director
should be sent certified mail or given to:

Supervisor, Hazardous Waste Section
Department of Ecology

Northwest Regional Office

3190 160th Ave S.E.

Bellevue, Washington 98008-5452

et Telephone: (206) 64%-7000
s This phone number and address may change.

I.X. CONFIDENTIAL INFCRMATION

Any information submitted by the Permittee to the Director
may be claimed as confidential by the Permittee in
accordance with applicable provisions of WAC 173-303-
830(15).

I.L. DOCUMENTS TO BE MAINTAINED AT FACILITY SITE

Current copies of the following documents, as amended,
revised, and modified, shall be maintained at the facility.
Where noted in this Permit, documentation at the facility
may be made by reference to records at the Burlington
Environmental corporate office, which is located at 2203
Airport Way South, Seattle, WA. These documents must be
maintained until closure is complete and certified by an

- independent, registered professional engineer, unless a
lesser time is specified in the Permit.

1. The Permit and all Attachments;
2. The Part B Permit application; and

3. The facility operating record.
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PART II - GENERAL CONDITIONS

GENERAL WASTE MANAGEMENT

e TR T SHNEE SRR 2t S SR S

The Permittee is authorized to receive the dangerous waste
specified in Attachment BB from sources off-site, except
that the Permittee may not accept ignitable wastes with a
flash point of less than 100°F. Dangerous wastes shall only
be received from regulated generators with a valid State/EPA
identific. rion number, conditionally exempt small quantity
generators, and legitimate household waste generators. In
specific emergency situations, the Permittee may also accept
dangerous wastes generated by regulated generators without a
State/EPA identification number. Such emergency acceptance
shall require prior written authorization, which may be via
telecommunications (i.e., facsmile), from the Department.
These wastes shall be managed only under the conditions of
this Permit.

The Permittee must inform the generator in writing that he
has the appropriate permits for and will accept the
dangerous waste the generator is shipping as required by WAC
173-303-290(3). The Permittee must keep a copy of this
written notice as part of the operating record (this may be
by reference to records at the corporate office) until final
closure of the facility is complete and certified.

The Permittee shall notify the Directo: in writing at least
four weeks in advance of the date the Permittee expects to
receive dangerous waste from a foreign source, as required
by WAC 173-303-290(1). Notice of subsequent shipments of
the same waste from the same foreign source in the same
calendar year is not required.

New test methods shall be used immediately upon the
effective date of the State laws or regulations which
mandate the use of the test methods.

Dangerous waste brought on-site cannot leave the unloading
area until the manifest number has been recorded on logging
and tracking forms.
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IT.A.6. Each regulated generator's dangerous waste stream which is
received by the Permittee more than twice a year shall
undergo annual full characterization. Full characterization
is defined as completing a waste profile sheet which shall
identify the dangerous constituents and characteristics
necessary for proper designation and management of the waste
stream, along with accounting for 100% of the material
(e.g., 30% oil, 70% water).

a. Except as specified in b. below, full characterization
shall include or consist of:

o i. Existing published or documented data on the
i dangerous waste or on waste generated from
E$§ gimilar processes. The use of existing

ot published or documented data shall include

confirmation by the generator that the process
generating the dangerous waste has not
significantly changed; or

ii. Laboratory analysis of the waste stream
consisting of chemical, physical, and/or
biological analyses using methods which are
accepted by the Department. Analysis shall be
performed by a laboratory accredited by
Washington State under Chapter 173-50 WAC.
Wastes shall be analyzed for all hazardous
constituents except those which can be
demonstrated not to be present in any of that
generator's waste streams, or those which do not
change the proper designation and management of
the waste stream.

b. In the following circumstances a waste stream shall
undergo full characterization consisting solely of
laboratory analyses meeting the requirements of
I1.A.6.a.ii. above, and knowledge as necessary to
designate a waste under WAC 173-303-080, Dangerous
Waste Lists. Such characterization shall occur prior
to receipt of the next shipment of that waste stream.

‘i "~ The Permittee Iy been motified, or has reason
to believe, that the process or operation
generating the dangerous waste has significantly
changed;

B )T I . TR e g Fethr G CTTM AW WP ea e a e
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ii. There is a discrepancy between a generator’s
waste designation, as provided by the
generator’'s waste profile and the Permittee's
waste designation, as determined by the
screening analysis and any further waste
analysis;

iii. The first time a waste undergoes full
characterization. This shall include but not be
limited to all waste streams for which waste
profiles are amended, such as pursuant to Permit
Condition II.A.16.a.i.; and

iv. No more than five years from the last full
characterization by laboratory analysis.

IT.A.7. Dangerous wastes with wvalues below 5,000 Btu/lb as
generated, both received from off-site and generated on-
site, shall not be incorporated into dangerous waste fuels.
This requirement is consistent with the guidance regarding
legitimate recycling of low-Btu wastes, as stated in the
March 16, 1983 Federal Repgister (48FR11157) and subsequent
federal updates.

a. Dangerous wastes are exempt from the requirements of
this permit condition if:

i. They are received from conditionally exempt
small quantity generators;

ii. It can be demonstrated that the dangerous waste
is burned solely as an ingredient; or

[ el
o]
[ gadd

The final destination of the dangerous waste
fuel is an industrial boiler or furnace that has
L i - achieved certification of compliance with final
permit standards or interim emission standards

under 40 CFR 266.102 or 266.103.

b. Phase separation of wastes constitutes treatment. The
outputs of such treatment are thus wastes generated

on-site and subject to the requirements of this
condition.

R T I e U S U e | S | I
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For all dangerous wastes which are subject to the 5,000
Btu/1b minimum requirement of Permit Conditien II.A.7. and
which are mixed with different waste streams and/or wastes
from different generators for the purpose of bulk transport
to the facility, the Permittee shall obtain representative
samples of the waste, as generated, prior to bulking. Such
samples shall be subject to all appropriate analyses
pursuant to Attachment CC and Permit Condition II.A.10. The
Permittee is not required to sample wastes prior to bulking
by the generator.

For all dangerous wastes which are subject to the 5,000
Btu/1b minimum requirement of Permit Condition IT1.A.7. and
which are generated on-site, the Permittee shall obtain
representative samples. Such samples shall be subject to
analysis requirements of Permit Condition II.A.10.

For all materials listed under a. below that are also
subject to Permit Condition II1.A.7., the Permittee shall
determine the Btu value. Except as noted in b. below, the
Permittee shall determine the Btu value of representative
samples using Method D-2105 of the 1986 Annual Book of ASTM
Standards.

a. Materials subject to the requirements of this permit
condition shall be:

i. All incoming bulk shipments of dangerous waste;
ii. All dangerous waste generated on-site; and

iii. All dangerous waste sampled pursuant to Permit
Condition II.A.8.

b. The Permittee shall not be required to determine the
Btu value of waste samples using method D-2105 under
1

the following cirecumstances:

i. The Permittee can demonstrate that the waste
gtream is an unused commercial product with a
known heat content above 5,000 Btu/1b; or
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The Permittee can demonstrate:

A,

The waste is a mixture of which all
components are known; and

Existing published or documented data
shows that all components of the waste

have a known heat content greater than
5,000 Btu/lb; or

The most recent waste profile of the waste
stream indicates a value of at least 7500
Btu/1lb, and the waste received matches the
profile.

A,

For the purposes of this condition, in
order to demonstrate that a waste matches
the profile, the following tests as

-described in Attachment CC shall always be

o gy ey

performed:
I. Physical description;
II. Ignitability screen;

III. Specific gravity (Density); and
IV. Chlorinated solvent screen.

Should the results of any of the tests
required in A. above disagree with the
waste profile, the discrepancy must be
rectified pursuant to Permit Condition
IT.A.16. and the Permittee shall determine
the Btu value of the waste using method D-
2105 prior to incorporating it into
dangerous waste fuel.

S e pemp weepe m v F P e g e PRI
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Each incoming shipment of dangerous waste from off-site
facilities shall be sampled and in addition to all
appropriate primary and secondary analyses in accordance
with Attachment CC, the following tests shall always be
performed on aqueous (water) phases:

Test Parameter Test Method
a. pH pH Analysis defined in
Attachment CC
b. Cyanide, Cyanide Spot Test defined in
If pH >6 Attachment CC
c. Reactive Sulfide, Test for Reactive Sulfide
If pH >7 and defined in Attachment CC

negative for cyanide

Each incoming shipment of dangerous waste from off-site
facilities shall be sampled and in addition to all
appropriate primary and secondary analyses in accordance
with Attachment CC, the PCB Analysis, as defined in
Attachment CC, shall always be performed on mnon-aqueous
phases.

The Permittee must use the Toxicity Characteristic Leaching
Procedure (TCLP) or use knowledge of the waste to determine
whether a waste exhibits the characteristic of toxicity, as
defined in WAC 173-303-090(8).
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I1.A.14. When there is a discrepancy between a Generator's dangerous
waste designation, as provided by the generator profile or
the manifest description, and the Permittee’s dangerous
waste designation, as determined by the screening an:lysis
and any further waste analysis, the following steps shall be
taken:

a. The generator shall be informed of the discrepancy and
given the following options:

i. Amend the current profile or manifest, or submit
a new profile which properly represents the
waste; or

ii. Provide the Permittee permission teo transport
the load back to the generator (if also a TSD)
or to an alternative permitted TSD facility.

b. A significant manifest discrepancy shall be resolved
within 15 days after receipt of the waste. If a
longer period is required the Permittee shall notify
the Department in a letter describing the discrepancy
and attempts to reconcile it. Such notice shall
include a copy of the manifest or shipping paper at

inig paper
issue.

IT.A.15. Rinsate generated from the management of listed dangerous
waste, such as from tank cleaning, shall be managed as
dangerous waste in accordance with the Attachment II.

I1.A.16. All analyses performed in order to determine whether a waste
exhibits the characteristic of ignitability or has a flash
point which is acceptable for receipt at the facility shall
be done with the most recent methods in SW-846., Currently
those methods are Method 1010: the Pensky-Martens Closed Cup
Method for Determining Ignitability and Method 1020: The
Setaflash Closed Cup Method for Determining Ignitability.

IT1.B. PREPAREDNESS AND_ PREVENTION

-II-B.1. The Permittee shall ensure all water related safety

equipment such as eyewash units and emergency showers shall
remain operable at all times, including during periods of
subfreezing temperatures.
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IT.B.2, In accordance with WAC 173-303-340 the facility shall be
designed, constructed, maintained, and operated to minimize
the possibility of fire, explosion, or any unplanned sudden
or non-sudden release of dangerous waste or dangerous waste
constituents to air, soil, or surface or ground water which

""" gould threaten human health or the environment.

I1.B.3. A Permittee employee shall observe all loading and unloading
of dangerous waste to or from tanker trucks occurring within
the Permittee’s treatment and storage area.

Tt 11.C BRECOEDKEEPING AND REPORTING
¥ I1.C.1. Operating Record: The Permittee shall maintain a written

operating record at the facility, consisting of records kept
for the length of time specified below. The record can be a
compilation of various documents and when specifically noted
may be by reference to records maintained at the corporate
office, located at 2203 Airport Way South, Seattle, Wa. The
Permittee shall also record all information referenced in
this Permit in the operating record within 48 hours of the
information becoming available. The operating record shall
include, but not be limited to, the information listed

below.

a. The following records shall be maintained until
closure and corrective action are complete and
certified:

i. A current map showing the location of dangerous

waste management units and non-regulated units
within the facility;

ii. A map showing all locaticons of past dangerous
waste management units if different from present
locations;

iii. Assessment reports, as per WAC 173-303-
360(2)(k), of all incidents that require
implementation of the contingency plan (may be

by reference to records at the corporate
office};

iv. Record of spills and releases (may be by
reference to records at the corporate office);

i | et il I e
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Writter -eports and records of verbal

notifi.. ction to the Direc: . to address
releases, fires, and expl ons (may be by
reference to records at ti. corporate office);

Summaries of all records of corrective action;

All other environmental permits (current copies
shall be maintained at the facility, past copies
may be by reference to records at the corporate
office);

ien deed notification (may be by
reference to records at the corporate office);

The following information, as it relates to the
waste analysis plan;

A. The date(s), exact place, and times of
sampling or measurements;

B. The name of the individual(s) who
performed the sampling or measurements;

C. The date(s) analyses were performed,
demonstrating that EPA SW-846 holding
times were satisfied;

D. The name of the individual(s) who
performed the analyses;

E. The analytical techniques or method used
(may be by reference to records at the
corporate office);

F. The analytical results;

G. The QA/QC summary (may be by reference to
records at the corporate office); and

- H.... .The .type and model .# of. the aquipment used

xXi.

v e,

for analysis (may be by reference to
records at the corporate office}.

Training records of current Permittee facility
personnel;

Facility construction records pursuant to Permit
Condition IV.B.2. (may be by reference to
records at the corporate office).

R el Ll S SRR TR L TS T I L L T 1 [RRRTEST S



July 22, 1992 Permit No.: WADO00812917
Expiration Date: August 26, 2002
Page 23 of 48

or

The following records shall be maintained for a
minimum of 5 years. This time period may be extended
by the Department in the event of enforcement action
or notification by the Department that an
investigation is ongeing. In the case of notification
of investigation, the Permittee will not be required
w- == e oo to keep the-recerds longer than one (1) year past the
normal time frame unless an enforcement action is
issued:

reports prepared pursuant to this Permit;

ii. Date(s) and method(s) of treatment used per
dangerous waste process operation including
name (s) of personnel performing actual
operation;

iii. Progress reports and any required notifications
prepared pursuant to this Permit (may be by
reference to records at the corporate office);

iv. Records of all inspection and monitoring
information, including all calibration and
maintenance records which shall include at a
minimum:

A. The date and time of data recording;

B. The name of the person taking and
recording the information; and

C. The recorded information itself whether
consisting of observation, data
measurement, instrument reading or any
other monitoring method.

V. Annual reports submitted in compliance with WAC
173-303-220(1), Generator Report - Form 4 unless
the reports are necessary to supplement

infermation required by a, above, in which case
they must be retained until facility closure and
corrective action are complete and certified.

(may be by reference to records at the corporate
office}.

c. The following records shall be maintained for a
minimum of 3 years. This time period may be extended
by the Department in the event of enforcement action
or notification by the Department that an
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investigation is ongoing. In the case of notifjcation
of investigation, the Permittee will not be required
to keép The records longer than one (1) year past the
normal time frame unless an enforcement action is
issued:

i. The records of all inspections and analyses
required by Permit Condition IV.A.3.b.;

i1 Hanifests and-any required ummanifested shipment
or exception reports;

iii. Training records of former Permittee facility
personnel; and

iv. Annual reports submitted in compliance with WAC
173-303-390(2), TSD Facility Report - Form 5,
unless the reports are necessary to supplement
information required by a. above, in which case
they must be retained until facility closure and
corrective action are complete and certified.
(may be by reference to records at the corporate
office).

Current copies of the following documents as amended,
revised, and modified shall be maintained at the
facility until closure and corrective action are
complete and certified:

[ L]

Contingency Plan;
ii. Training Plan;
iii. Waste Analysis Plan;

iv. Documentation of arrangements made with local
authorities pursuant to WAC 173-303-340;

v, All closure, interim measures and final

-—- - - ..corrective.action cost estimates, financial

assurance documents prepared pursuant to this
Permit, as well as the company names and
addresses of Permittee insurers;

vi. Closure Plan;

vii. For all new and converted "new" tank systems,
pursuant to WAC 173-303-640(3):

R L I T
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A. An assessment, by an independent,
registered professional engineer or
independent qualified tank installation
inspector not affiliated with the tank
vendor, certified by an independent,
registered professicnal engineer, that the
tank system was installed properly and
that all discrepancies have been repaired,

B. Results of tightness testing and integrity
assessments; and

C. For all tanks which require corrosion
protection, a written statement from a
corrosion expert that attests to the
proper design and installation of any
corrosion protection measures,

viii. The results of periodic tightness testing and
integrity assessments of all tank systems; and

ix. The results of tightness testing of the
interspace area between tank bottoms pursuant to
Permit Condition IV.A, 3.d.

The Permittee shall submit waste analysis or monitoring data
within eight (8) weeks of receipt of a written request by
the Department. If, by the end of the eight (8) week
period, the requested data have not undergone Quality
Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC), and if the Department
requests it, the Permittee shall submit the requested data
in raw form. The Permittee shall identify all data
submitted which has not undergone QA/QC.

CLOSURE

The Permittee shall submit a proposed background sampling
plan to the Department at least eight (8) weeks in advance
of the scheduled collection of background samples. The plan
shall include a map showing the proposed sampling locations.
The Department will have eight (8) weeks, from the date the
Department receives the propesed background locations, to
accept or deny the sampling proposal. Failure to respond
within eight (8) weeks will constitute acceptance.

The Permittee shall notify the Department at least 10

working days in advance of the scheduled collection of
background samples.
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Analysis of background samples for constituents which are
also specified for analysis in closure samples shall be
performed by the methods indicated for closure samples in
Attachments HH and LL.

The background analysis shall be statistically defensible
considering local area conditions (e.g., soil heterogeneity,
etc.). This shall require at a minimum:

a. A sufficient number of samples to provide a
representative measure of background levels for
hazardous constituents and substances; and

b. The exclusion of outliers to the distribution of
background samples from any determination of
background environmental levels of hazardous
constituents and substances.

The Permittee may perform additional background sampling or
analysis. A proposal for additional sampling or analysis
must be submitted and approved in accordance with Permit
Condition II.D.1. and must meet the requirements of Permit
Conditions II.D.2. and II.D.3.

If the Department determines that implementation of the
approved background sampling plan has not adequately or
accurately quantified background conditions, the Department
may issue a final decision requiring additional sampling and
analysis. The issuance of such a decision shall constitute
an Agency action subject to the rights of appeal under
Chapter 34.05 RCW.
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I11.D.7. Clean closure shall require the removal of all hazardous
constituents listed in WAC 173-303-9905.

a.

o
R
[

b.

Removal to demonstrate clean closure shall mean
attaining background environmental levels.

i.

ii.

For the purposes of this permit condition,
"background environmental level" shall mean the
concentration of a hazardous substance
determined by approved laboratory and
statistical analyses of samples ccllected
pursuant to Permit Condition II.D.1.

If background environmental levels cannot be
quantified for a hazardous constituent or
substance, the practical quantitation limit
(PQL) of the closure sample will be the
standard.

For hazardous constituents derived from waste or waste
residues specified in WAC 173-303-610(2)(b)(ii) (state
only wastes), removal shall also assure the hazardous
constituents are below the waste designation limits

and the appropriate cleanup standards of Chapter 173-
340 WAC.

The Department must approve of analytical and
statistical methods used to determine whether soil
samples from dangerous waste management areas

demonstrate compliance with the standards for clean
closure.
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Sampling and analysis at the time of closure shall be
conducted in accordance with the closure plan in Attachments
HH and LL. The Department may require modification of the

“ ¢losure plan should the facility begin receiving different
dangerous wastes (i.e., wastes requiring different
management practices or changes to the Part A Permit) or if
additional significant releases occur at the facility prior
to the time of closure.

a.

b.

C.

Within four (4) weeks of Notification of Closure
pursuant to WAC 173-303-610(3)(c)(i) the Permittee
shall submit te the Department a sampling plan. At a
minimum the sampling plan shall identify the location
of all soil and concrete samples to be taken. The
sampling plan shall specify no less than the number of
samples indicated in attachment HH and Permit
Conditions II.D.8.c. and II1.D.8.4. The methods of
selecting random and biased sampling lecations shall
be consistent with those indicated in attachment HH.
The Department will have eight (8) weeks from the date
that the plan is received to require modification to
the plan, or to approve the plan with or without

--—-—- --—--changes.  Failure to respond within eight (8) weeks

will constitute approval of the plan.

After the Notification of Closure pursuant to WAC 173-
303-610(3)(c)(i) and at the request of the Department
the Permittee shall provide the Department with the
results of all previous analyses of soll or concrete
samples from the treatment and storage area.

The Permittee shall take biased soil samples from
beneath locations of all stains and cracks in the
concrete. Such samples shall be analyzed as biased
soil samples pursuant to Attachments HH and LL. For
the purposes of the financial assurance requirements
of Permit Condition II.F.l. the Permittee shall assume
closure soil sampling and analysis will require at a
minimum:

i. Five (5) biased samples beneath cracks or
stains:
ii. 16 biased samples beneath sumps; and

iii. 39 random samples.
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d. If concrete from containment areas is to be left on-

site or disposed of in a sanitary landfill, then the
Permittee shall take biased samples of the concrete at
Tocations of all cracks and stains. Such samples

shall be analyzed as biased concrete samples pursuant
to Attachments HH and LL.

e. The Permittee shall use approved analytical methods

that achieve quantification limits adeguate for
demonstrating compliance with closure standards
defined in Permit Condition I1.D.7. To ensure this,
the Department may issue a final decision requiring
alized sample collection or analysis techmiques.

- - -—specialize

The issuance of such a decision shall constitute an
Agency action subject to the rights of appeal under
Chapter 34 .05 RCW.

All piping in the Permittee’s treatment and storage area
which may have contained dangerous waste including piping
under the surface of the secondary containment shall be
disposed of in a RCRA permitted hazardous waste disposal
facility or decontaminated in accordance with the procedures
and standards for tanks and piping in the closure plan,
Attachment HH.

The following are specific laboratory procedures to be
followed during closure:

a. When using GC/MS, peaks shall be identified as
"Tentatively Identified Compounds” (TICs) if they are
greater than 10% of the nearest internal standard
response. 1f possible, up to 10 TICs shall be
reported for each volatile organic analysis (VOA) and
up to 20 TICs shall be reported for each semi-VOA.
The Department may, with reason, require the
identification of additional peaks. 1If a priority
pollutant is discovered it shall be gquantified.

“b, - -When AA-or ICP is utilized, cold vapor atomic
absorption, or the most recent SW-846 method for low
level mercury detection, shall be used for mercury
analysis,

c. Metal analysis shall use SW-846 Method 3050, or EPA
method 200.2, or the most recent SW-846 digestion
techniques for sample preparation for metals to be
analyzed by flame AA or ICP.

The activities of "the independent registered engineer to

assure that closure is conducted in accordance with the
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approved plan shall specifically include, but not be limited
to, the following:

a. Observation of all pre-designated locations to be
biased sampled;

b. The observation of the collection of background
samples;
c. Review of tank decontamination records to determine

that closure plan requirements for triple rinsing and
rinsate management have been followed and that tanks
have been adequately cleaned;

d. Determining compliance with sampling protocols; and

e. Review of laboratory results before discharge of
decontaminated rinsate,

IT.D.12. Should a corrective measures workplan approved by the
Environmental Protection Agency indicate that soil and/or
concrete removal is required and should such removal be
deferred until facility closure, the Permittee shall revise
the facility closure plan. Such a revision shall not be
subject to the permit modification requirements of Permit
Condition I.C.3,.

a, The Permittee shall submit to the Department within
eight (8) weeks of final approval of the workplan:

i. A revised closure plan and closure cost estimate
incorporating the requirements of the workplan;
and

ii. Revised financial assurance documentation based

on the closure cost estimate prepared pursuant
to 1. above,

b, The Department will have eight (8) weeks from the date
that the submittals pursuant to a. above are received
to require modification to the submittals, or to
approve the submittals with or without changes.
Failure to respond within eight (8) weeks will
constitute approval of the submittals.
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CLEAN UP QF RELEASED MATERIAIL

In the event of a spill or nonpermitted discharge of
dangerous waste the Permittee shall comply with the

requirements of WAC 173-303-145. 1In addition to the
requirements of WAC 173-303-145, the Permittee shall:

a. Take appropriate immediate action to protect human
health and the environment; and

b. Clean up all released dangerous waste or hazardous
substances. At a minimum the Department will require
such clean ups to attain the facility closure
standards.

Any spilled or leaked dangerous waste within secondary
containment shall be removed immediately upon
identification.

FINANCTAL ASSURANCE AND LIABILITY REQUIREMENTS

The Permittee shall demonstrate continuous compliance with
WAC 173-303-620(4) by providing documentation of financial
assurance to the Director as required by WAC 173-303-
620(10).

a. Such documentation shall be adjusted annually for
inflation in compliance with WAC 173-303-620(3)(c) and
entered into the facility operating record per WAC
173-303-620(3)(d) and Permit Condition 1I.C.2.c.v.
Annual adjustment for inflation shall not require a
permit modification under WAC 173-303-830.

i, Financial assurance, prior to future adjustment
for inflation, shall be in at least the amount
of the Tlosure cost estimate in Attachment HH as
revised by the requirements of Permit Condition
IT.F.3.

ii. The pay-in period of a trust fund shall not
exceed the term of the Permit.

b. The Permittee shall provide decumentation of financial
assurance adequate for disposal or treatment of the
contents and subsequent decontamination ef any new

dangerous waste management tank, no later than 60 days
prior to the use of such tank.

The Permittee shall report to the Director any claims made
on the liability insurance fund. The report shall be
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submitted in writing within 3€-days of the filing of such
claims and shall contain information on the number and type
of claims filed, the amount ¢’ each claim, and a description
of the occurrence that led to the claim.

The Permittee shall submit to the Department, no less than
90 days after the Permit effective date, a revised closure
cost estimate and financial assurance based upon the
requirements of this Permit, including but not be limited to

the requirements of Permit Conditions II.D.8.

AIR EMISSTION STANDARDS

The Permittee shall comply with requirements of the Puget
Sound Air Pellution Control Agency (PSAPCA). These
requirements include but are not limited to the following:

a. Annual registration including an air emissions
inventory to provide a description of existing
treatment processes and units which are or could
potentially be a source of air emissions.

o2

Submittal of a Notice of Tonstruction for proposed
waste management processes and associated wast
management units which could potentially be a source
of air emissions.
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PART III - TANK SYSTEMS

EXISTING DANGEROUS WASTE TANK SYSTEMS

The Permittee may store and/or treat dangerous wastes in the
following tanks:

2307 through 2310, 2313, and 2701 through 2710.
INTEGRITY ASSESSMENT

The Permittee shall review, pursuant to WAC 173-303-
640(2)(c) and based on current tank integrity assessment
results, the structural integrity of all dangerous waste
management tank systems every five years starting from the
date of Permit issuance or, for new tanks, starting from the
date new tanks are put into dangerous waste service. See
Table IIT-1 for more frequent interval inspections of the
tank interior. Results of the integrity assessments shall
be included in the Operating Record accessible at the
facility. Any tank system found to be leaking or unfit for
service must be immediately removed from service and the
Permittee shall comply with the requirements of WAC 173-303-
€40(7)., A tank system shall not be returned to service
until the Permittee has obtained the required certification.

The tank integrity assessments performed every 5 years shall
be done by an independent, registered, professional
engineer. The initial assessment of new and converted “new"
tank systems may be performed by an independent, qualified
registered professional engineer, or by an independent
qualified installation inspector not affiliated with the
tank vendor, and shall be certified by an independent,
qualified registered professional engineer.

Visual inspections referred to in Table ITII-1 must be done
by an independent registered professional engineer or an
independent National Association of Corrosion Engineers
(NACE) Level II or Level III certified inspector at least
once during each 5 year period. More frequent visual
inspections called for in Table III-1 can be done by a
Permittee employee who is a registered engineer or a NACE
Level 11 or Level III certified inspector.
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TANK MANAGEMENT PRACTICES

Unless the requirements of WAC 173-303-395(1)(t) are met,
the Permittee shall not place dangerous waste into a tank
system that has not been decontaminated and which was
previously used for the management of incompatible wastes.,

Tank entry shall not be done until vap- if present, are
L)

The integrity of the coating or lining required for
containment systems by WAC 173-303-640 (4)(e)(ii)(D) shall
be maintained.

a, The coating or lining must seal the containment
surface such that no cracks, seams, or other avenues
through which liquid could migrate are present.

b. The coating or lining must be of adequate thickness or
strength such that the normal operation of equipment
and personnel within the given area will not
immediately degrade or physically damage the coating
or lining.

c. The coating or lining must be compatible with the
waste stored in the containment system as specified in
Attachment II.

All construction joints in containment slabs in which water
stops were not installed intermal to the joint shall be
inspected daily. Such inspections shall check for joint
integrity, adhesion of sealants, cracks, gaps, and any other
signs of deterioration. Results of the inspections shall be
entered into the facility operating record.

The integrity of all containment systems shall be
maintained. Cracks, gaps, loss of integrity, deterioration,
corrosion, or erosion of pads, berms curbs, sumps,
construction joints, and coatings of storage and treatment
areas shall be repaired. Repairs shall be completed within
the week following detection of their need in accordance
with Attachment EE (i.e., as a Priority 1 or Priority 2
response level repair or remedial action depending on the
potential for an environmental release). All sumps shall be
lined in accordance with specifications in Attachment II.
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CLOSURE

When hydroblasting is used as a method for tank
decontamination during closure, hydroblasting procedures
shall follow the guidelines specified by the Department. At
the time of Permit issuance, current guldelines are
contained in EPA document 600/2-85/028: "Guide for
Decontaminating Buildings, Structures and Equipment at
Superfund Sites.
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Construction Inspection Inspection Frequency
Rating Material Method S: ~rage Corrosive
. icessing Processing
A Carbon or Stainless Ultrasonic 1 year
Steel, uncoated or Interior Visual 1 year
unlined
A Carbon or Stainless Corrosion Coupon 1 year
o Steel, coated or lined Interior Visual 2 years
(et A Polyethylene, Interior Visual 1 year 1 year
gfg A Fiberglass Acoustic Emissions 2 years
= Interior Visual 2 years
B Carbon or Stainless Ultrasonic 2 years
Steel, unceated Interior Visual 2 years
or unlined
B Carbon or Stainless Corrosion Coupon 1 year
Steel, coated or lined Interior Visual 4 years
B Polyethylene, Interior Visual 2 years 1 year
B Fiberglass Acoustic Emissions 2 years
Interior Visual 2 years
C Carbon or Stainless Ultrasonic 3 years
Steel, uncoated or Interior Visual 3 years
unlined
c Carbon or Stainless Corrosion Coupon 1 year
Steel, coated or lined Interior Visual 4 years
C Polyethylene, Interior Visual 2 years 1 year
C Fiberglass Acoustic Emissions 2 years
Interior Visual 2 years
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Key for Table III-1.

1. Rating "A" tanks provide lethal and highly toxic service posing

the most severe risk in the event of a failure.
2. Rating "B" tanks pose a moderate to high risk from a tank

failure.
3. Rating "C" poses a low to moderate hazard in the event of tank

failure.
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PART IV - COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS

TANK COMPLTANCE REQUIREMENTS

For all tanks which undergo modification, permit
modification procedures, pursuant to Permit Condition
I1.G.3., will be followed. Emergency modifications to
correct unsafe conditions may be performed prior to a formal
modification request, but such a written request must be
submitted within 30 days after the start of modification.
The Permittee shall notify the Department, via telephone,

" _within 24 hours of .any emergency medifications.

The Permittee shall vent through activated carbon canisters
or catalytic oxidation units all tanks storing material
contaminated with organics which could emit toxic vapors
during tank filling or because of tank breathing. The
Permittee shall use the best demonstrated available
technology consistent with primary safety concerns (e.g.,
risk of fire or explosion) to capture vapors, generated as
the result of a fire, which cannot be captured by the carbon
canisters or catalytic oxidation units.

The Permittee shall assure that the leak detection systems
for tanks 2701, 2703, and 2705-2708 are capable of
collecting and detecting amny leaked material. Such

assurance shall require that, at a minimum:

a. The Permittee shall provide a means of detecting any
liquid which may be present at the lowest point of the
interspace area between the tank bottoms. Within
eight (8) weeks of the Permit effective date the
Permittee shall submit to the Department a
determination, certified by an independent registered
professional engineer, of the location of the lowest
point of the interspace area between the tank bottoms
and plans for appropriate leak detection systems. The

. Department shall have eight (8) weeks from the date
the determination and plans are received to accept or
deny the submittal. Failure to respond within eight
(8) weeks will constitute acceptance.

i. If the determination of Permit Condition
IV.A.3.a. indicates the bottom of the interspace

- area between -the tank bottoms is flat or convex
(i.e., the middle is higher than the perimeter)
detection at the lowest point shall require
detection at no less than six points evenly
distributed about the perimeter of the tank.
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ii. If the determination of Permit Condition
IV.A.3.a.1i. indicates the bottom of the

“concave (i.e., the middle is lower than the
perimeter) detection must be at the true lowest
.point.

The Permittee shall inspect the leak detection system
for evidence of accumulated liquids no less frequently
than every 24 hours.

i. Inspections shall be in performed in accordance
with an inspection plan approved in accordance
with Permit Condition IV.A.3.c.

ii. Any liquid detected in the interspace area
between the tank bottoms shall be promptly
removed and appropriately treated or disposed.

iii. If any liquid detected in the interspace area
between the tank bottoms is determined to be
leaked material, the tank shall be immediately
taken out of service, all contents shall be
removed within 24 hours, and the tank shall not
be returned to service until repaired and
certified pursuant to Permit Conditions III.B.1.
and IV.A.5.

The Permittee shall submit to the Department within
eight (8) weeks of the Permit effective date a revised
inspection plan which includes the methodology for
inspecting the leak detection system for the presence
of accumulated liquid. The Department will have eight
(8) weeks from the date the proposed methodology is
received to either accept or deny the proposal,
Failure to respond within (8) weeks shall constitute
acceptance. The inspection plan shall assure, at a
minimum:

i. The inspection procedure will detect any liquid
accumulated in the interspace area between the
tank bottoms:; and

ii. Procedures will promptly determine whether any
accumulated liquid is condensation or leaked
material;
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d. The Permittee shall perform periodic tightness tests
on the interspace area between the tank bottoms.

i. The Permittee shall subr t to the Department
within eight (8) weeks .. the Permit effective
date proposed methodology for the tightness
test. The Department will have eight (8) weeks
from the date the proposed methodology is
received to either accept or denmy the proposal.
Failure to respond within eight (8) weeks will
constitute acceptanc:.

ii. Tightness tests in accordance with Permit
Condition IV.A.3.d.i. shall be performed within
four (4) weeks after method approval by the
Department and no less than once every 6 months
thereafter.

iii. The results of all tightness tests shall be
reviewed and certified by an independent,
registered professional engineer and maintained
in the operating record until facility closure.

iv. Any tank for which the interspace area between
the tank bottoms canneot be certified as tight
shall be immediately taken ocut of service.

The Permittee may store or treat dangerous waste in tanks
2701, 2703, and 2705-2708 for six (6) months following the
Permit effective date. After six (6) months from the Permit
effective date, the Permittee shall not store or treat
dangerous waste in tanks 2701, 2703, or 2705-2708 unless all
submittals required by Permit Condition IV.A.3. have been
approved by the Department, a leak detection system has been
installed pursuant to Permit Condition IV.A.3.a., and the
initial tightness test pursuant to Permit Condition
IV.A.3.D.1ii. has been completed and certified. The
Permittee may request an extension to the schedule of this
conditien pursuant to Permit Condition IV.D.

The Permittee shall notify the Department within 24 hours of
discovering any leakage from tanks 2701, 2703, or 2705-2708.
If any of these tanks are found to be leaking and if the
Permittee wishes to return the tank to service, the
Permittee shall notify the Department prior to implementing
any repairs as required by Permit Condition III.B.1. The

bepartment may require additional design changes before the
tank is returned to service.

CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE
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The following construction activities shall be completed
within the time specified. Time periods shall begin on the
effective date of this Permit,

Loading /unloading Pad (See Figure IV-1})

7 meonths

5 months

14 months

5 months

9 months

6 months

10 months

20 months

Y A i
44 NOTILNS

28 months

P P e e s

* Construct pad

Area A (See Fipure IV-1)

* Upgrade secondary contaimment to meet Permit
requirements, remove tanks 106 and 108

* Install tanks 2702 and 2704

Area B (See Figure IV-1)

* Upgrade secondary containment to meet Permit
requirements

* Retrofit double bottoms on tanks 2701 and
2703

"Area C (See Figure IV-1}

* Upgrade secondary containment to meet Permit
requirements

* Place tank 2709 into service. Tank 2709
shall be designed and constructed in accordance
with all specifications in Figure D1-11,
Attachment II; Drawings 43007 and 44006,
Appendix D-8 of Attachment II; and the
structural and corrosion integrity assessments
of Appendix D-9 of Attachment II.

* Install tank 2307
* Install tank 2308

* Install tank 2309
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32 months * Install tank 2310

36 months * Place tunk 2710 into service. Tank 2710
shall be designed and constructed in accordance
with all specific. ions in Figure D1-11,
Attach -t II; Drawings 43007 and 44006,
Append. . D-8 of Attachment II; and the
structural and corrosion integrity assessments
of Appendix D-% of Attachment TI.

= IV.B.2. The Permittee shall maintain records of all construction
=oron opetrations occurring in the Permittee’s treatment and
E:ﬁ storage area. Such records may be maintained at the

ef corporate office, but shall be made available at the

facility within 24 hours of a request by the Director or an
authorized representative. Records shall be maintained
until closure and corrective action are complete and
certified, and shall include at a minimum:

a. Daily construction reports;

b. Photographs of stages of construction work;

c. Summary or minutes of construction meetings;
d. Material test results;

&, As-built designs as certified by a registered

professional engineer;

. Construction changes as certified by a registered
professional engineer; and

g. All quality control procedures undertaken by the
Permittee.
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IV.B.3. Within 60 days after comstruction, or a phase of
construction, of a new or modified area is complete, the
Permittee shall submit to the Department a formal report
signed by the Permittee and by an independent, registered
professional engineer that certifies that the facility has
been constructed in compliance with the Permit,

i. The report shall incorporate, at a minimum, all of the
elements defined in Permit Condition IV.B.2.

ii. The Permittee shall not store or treat dangerous waste
in the new or modified area until the report has been
submitted and the Director or his authorized
representative has inspected the facility or waived
the inspection pursuant to Permit Condition I.E.9.

IV.C. GENERAL COMPLIANCE REQUIREMENTS

IV.C.1. The Permittee shall not operate in exceedence of approved
Interim Status capacity prior to the completion of all items
specified in Permit Condition IV.B.I.

IvV.C.2. The Permittee shall maintain within the Operating Record a
map locating each management unit and locating each process,
both ongoing and intermittent. The relocation of any
processes shall be recorded within the operating record
within 5 days of relocation,

- IV.C.3.  _ The Permittee shall allow independent sampling and sample
splitting when requested by the Department. At the
Permittee’s request, the Department will inform the
Permittee of all analyses to be performed on split samples.

iV.C.4. The Permittee shall submit samples for analysis by an
independent, accredited laboratory upon request by the
Department. Such submittals shall be limited to two (2)
events per year, and 12 samples per event.

IV.C.5. Criteria for the clean up or the prevention of contamination
of soil, ground water, surface water, sediments, or air
within a spill area shall be at least as stringent as
standards for clean closure as defined in Section II.D. of
this Permit.

IV.C.6. Any accumulated precipitation shall be removed from
secondary containment systems in as timely a manner as
necessary to prevent overflow of sumps; in all cases such
removal shall occur at least once every working shift or a
minimum of every 24 hours.

R e IS L R T L D N T TR e ey e
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Iv.Cc.7. The Permittee shall note in the facility operating record
the time, date, and details of any incident that requires
implementing the contingency plan. Within 15 days after the
incident the Permittee shall submit a written report on the
incident to the Department. Such a report shall at a
mirimum include all items specified in WAC 173-303-

360(2) (k).

IV.C.8. The Permittee’s treatment and storage area inspections shall
include, in addition to all items and procedures specified
in Attachment EE, daily inspection of groundwater monitoring
wells within secondary containment for pertinent items such

2;3 as the loss of integrity of surface seals, frost heave, etc.
L
. Iv.C.9. The Permittee shall comply with requirements of the Seattle
oy

Fire Department. These requirements include, but are not
limited to, the following:

a. Providing approved automatic fire control equipment to
newly installed or refurbished tanks over 110 gallons
containing Class I flammable of Class II combustible
liquids;

b. Submittal and Seattle Fire Department approval of
construction plans prior to installation of each
above-ground storage tank;

c. Meeting tank-to-tank and tank-to-property line
separation requirements set forth by the Seattle Fire
Code for each tank installation; and

d. Acquisition of all required Fire Department permits.

IvV.C.10. All tanks removed from service shall be disposed of in a
RCRA permitted hazardous waste disposal facility or
decontaminated in accordance with the procedures and
standards for tanks in the closure plan, Attachment HH.

This shall include the tanks designated under Interim Status

~--- ==+ - - --as numbers 106, 108, and 113-118.
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SCHEDULE EXTENSIONS

The Permittee shall notify the Department, in writing, as
soon as possible of any deviations or expected deviations
from any schedules of Parts I through V or Attachments AA
hrough MM of this Permit. The Permittee shall include with
the notification all information supporting its claim that
it has used best efforts to meet the required schedules. If
the Director determines that the Permittee has made best
efforts to meet the schedules of this Permit, the Director
shall notify the Permittee in writing by certified mail that
the Permittee has been granted an extension. Such a
revision shall not require a permit modification under WAC
173-303-830. Coples of all letters pursuant to this Permit
Condition shall be kept in the Operating Record.

TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT

Whenever a vehicle used for the transport of dangerous waste
enters the Permittee’s treatment and storage area, a
facility employee shall be in such a position that he or she
can observe the approach of the vehicle towards the
loading/unloading area and can signal to the driver to turn
or to stop.

Vehicles used for the transport of dangerous waste to or
from the facility shall be parked orily in the designated
loading/unloading area while engaged in loading or
unloading.

CLOSURE OF INTERIM STATUS AREAS

The Permittee shall close all portions of the Permittee’s
treatment and storage areas as defined in attachment MM and
which are not addressed in the final facility closure plan,
Attacnment HH.

~A._.... Closure of these areas shall be conducted in

accordance with a closure plan approved by the
Department. The Permittee shall submit to the
Department a closure plan for these areas within 60
days of the Permit effective date.

b. Closure of these areas shall meet the all of the
closure standards of Permit Condition II.D.7.
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July 22, 1992

PART V - PERMIT BY RULE

V.A, WASTEWATER TREATMENT UNIT

V.A.L. The Permittee may store and treat dangerous wastewater in a
wastewater treatment unit(s) as defined 1n WAC 173-303-040.

V.B. GENERAL CONDITIONS

V.B.1. The Permittee shall design, operate, and maintain the
wastewater treatment unit in accordance with the provisions

of WAC 173-303-802(5)(a)(i), (ii), and (iii).

- V.B.2 . The Permittee shall comply with the terms of the

Municipality of Metropolitan Seattle {METRO) Industrial
Wastewater Discharge Permit Number 7099, or subsequent

permit, for the discharge from the wastewater treatment
unit{s) unless authorized by METRO due to special

circumstances or emergencies.

SR e gy w aer D
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PART VI - CORRECTIVE ACTION

VI.A.1. Pursuant to WAC 17 -303-645(12) the Permittee shall
institute corrective action as necessary to protect human
health and the environment for all releases of dangerous
waste or constituents from any solid waste mz _gement unit,
regardless of the time at which waste was pl. .d in such a
unit. In order to satisfy this requirement tne Permittee

shall:

a. Comply with the requirements of the Agreed Order for
z;; this facility, Environmental Protection Agency Docket
] No. [1089-11-06-3008(h)]), for as long as the Agreed

Order is in effect. Should corrective measures be
required pursuant to the Agreed Order prior to the
issuance of the final facility permit referenced in b.
below, the permittee shall provide assurance of
financial responsibility adequate for completing the
corrective measures. Such financial assurance shall
be in a form specified by WAC 173-303-620(4) and meet
the requirements of WAC 173-303-620¢(9) and (10).

b. Comply with the requirements of a final facility
permit issued by the Environmental Protection Agency
when that permit supersedes the Agreed Order
referenced in a. above.
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Analyte

Antimony (Sb)
Arsenic (As)
Barium (Ba)
Beryllium EBe)
Cadmium (Cd)
Chromium {Cr)
Copper {Cu)
Lead (Pb)
Mercury (Hg)
Nickel (Ni)
Selenium (Se)
Silver (Ag)
Thallium (T1)
Zinc (Zn)

S'ul\fide |
PCBs
TPH

Volatiles

ATTACHMENT LL

List of Analytes for the Pier 91 Part B Closure Plan

Detection Limit of Liquid
after Distillation, Digestion

SW-846 Method

7041
7060
6010
6010
6010
6010

LH10
6010

7421
7470 or 7471
6010
7740
6010
7841
6010

9030,
8080
418.1 (not SW-846)
8240

(see attached method list of analytes)

Semi-Volatiles

8270

(see attached method list of analytes)

or Extraction 1

(#%]

[\

(see Method) -

(see Method)
(see Method)

(see Method)

(see Method)



METHOD 6010

INDUCTIVELY COUPLED PLASMA ATOMIC EMISSION SPECTROSCOPY

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 Inductively coupled plasma atomic emission spectroscopy (ICP)
determines elements including metals in solution. The method is applicable to
a large number of metals and wastes. All matrices, including ground water,
aqueous samples, EP extracts, industrial wastes, soils, sludges, sediments,

- and other solid wastes, require digestion prior to analysis.

1.2 Elements for which Method 6010 is applicable are listed in Table 1.
Detection limits, sensitivity, and optimum ranges of the metals will vary with
the matrices and model of spectrometer. The data shown in Table 1 provide
concentration ranges for clean aqueous samples. Use of this method is
restricted to spectroscopists who are knowledgeable 1in the correction of

g;; spectral, chemical. and physical interferences.

£

- 1.3 The method of standard addition (MSA) (Paragraph 8.5.3) shall be
- “used for the analysis of all EP extracts and sample digests unless either
;Qf serial dilution or matrix spike addition demonstrates that it is not required.
P 2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

b

2.1 Prior to analysis, samples must be solubilized or digested using
appropriate Sample Preparation Methods {e.g., Methods 3005-3050).

2.2 Method 6010 describes the simultaneous, or'sequential, multiele-
mental determination of elements by ICP. The method measures element-emitted
light by optical spectrometry. - Sampies are nebulized and the resulting

aerosol is transported to the plasma torch. Element-specific atomic-line

emission spectra are produced by a radio-frequency inductively coupled plasma.

The spectra are dispersed by a grating spectrometer, .and the -tntensities of
the lines.are monitored by photomultiplier tubes.- Background correction is
_ required.. for -trace “element determination. Background must be measured
adjacent to analyte lines on samples during analysis. The position selected

for the background-intensity measurement, on either or both sides of the
analytical line, will be determined by the complexity of the spectrum adjacent
to the analyte line. The position used must be free of spectral interference
and reflect the same change in background intensity as occurs at the analyte
wavelength measured. Background correction 1s not required in cases of line
broadening where a background correction measurement would actually degrade
the analytical result. The possibility of additional interferences named in

Section 3.0 should also be recognized and appropriate corrections made; tests
for their presence are described in Section 8.5.

6010 - 1

Revision 0
Date September 1986
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TABLE 1. RECOMMENDED WAVELENGTHS AND ESTIMATED INSTRUMENTAL DETECTION LIMITS

Estimated Detection

Element Wavelength? {nm) LimitP (ug/L)
. )
——frhuminym 3068215 45
- be a1
—Antimeny 206833 32
f, P il e SN i a ¥ =4 5}
Il A1 R A" 1T 002U
Barium 455.403 ya
Beryllium 313.042 0.3
n o A0 T3 5
LA A1 [ i SR R A
Cadmium 226.502 4
] L3 e
Eartedum 7933 U
Chromium 267.716 7
Fa X S, I YoV o NNl Wal s 1
—ToDaTt L0, UT0 !
Copper 324.754 6
T b 4
Tronm FaeyipeiLavy 7
Lead 2GS 42
Magnesium 279678 30
- Mapganese 257616 paag
Motybdenum 202036 8
Nickel 231.604 15
Potassium 64501 See—mote—
[~ P A0 OO0 .
AT R TRR )| 100y 73
Cilican 00 Ao oo
o EeH OO T OO SO
Silver 328.068 7
Laodisim Dot 6aoL0 e
U JOUSTIITT A
Tho113eim 100 o4 [Wat
Ta T Tuaur L 2O e WY Tt
PR P [aValal Ay o
A IOW § U LA UL [*)
Zinc 213.856 2

dThe wavelengths Tisted are recommended because of their sensitivity and
overall acceptance., Other wavelengths may be substituted if they can provide
the needed sensitivity and are treated with the same corrective techniques for
spectral interference (see Paragraph 3.1). In time, other elements may be
added as more information becomes available and as required.

bThe estimated instrumental detection limits shown are
Reference 1 in Section 10.0 below. They are given as a guide for an

instrumental limit. The actual method detection limits are sample dependent
and may vary as the sample matrix varies.

taken from

CHighly dependent on operating conditions and plasma position.

6010 - 2
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METHOD 7041

ANTIMONY (ATOMIC ABSORPTION, FURNACE TECHNIQUE)

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 See Section 1.0 of Method 7000.

2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

2.1 See Section 2.0 of Method 7000.

3.0 INTERFERENCES

3.1 See Sect1on 3.0 of Method 7000 if interferences are suspected.

3 2 H gﬁ tead concentration may cause a measurable spectral interference
on the 217.6-nm line. If this interference is expected, the secondary
wavelength should be empioyed or Zeeman background correction used.

4.0 APPARATUS AND MATERIALS

4.1 For basic apparatus, see Section 4.0 of Method 7000.

4.2 Instrument parameters (general):

s

Drying time and temp: 30 sec at 125°C.

Ashing time and temp: 30 sec at 800°C.

Atomizing time and temp: 10 sec at 2700°C.

Purge gas: Argon or nitrogen.

Wavelength: 217.6 nm (primary); 231.1 nm (alternate).

Background correction: Required.

2 7 Other operating parameters should be set as specified by the

particular instrument manufacturer.

NOTE: The above concentration values and instrument conditions are for a
Perkin-Elmer HGA-2100, based on the use of a 20-ul injection,
continuous-flow purge gas, and nonpyrolytic graphite. Smaller
sizes of furnace devices or those employing faster rates of
atomization can be operated using Tower atomization temperatures
for shorter time periods than the above-recommended settings.

.:z.p.-::z-h-b-h-b
NNNNI\JN

. . L] » "
o\m.pr)—l

5.0 REAGENTS

5.1 See Section 5.0 of Method 7000.

7041 ~ 1

Revision 0
Date September 1986
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5.2 Preparation of standards:

5.2.1 Stock solution: Carefully weigh 2.7426 g of antimony
potassium tartrate {anaiytical reagent grade) and dissolve in Type II
water. Dilute to 1 liter with Type II water; 1 mL = 1 mg Sb
(1,000 mg/L). Alternatively, procure a certified standard from a
supplier and verify by comparison with a second standard.

5.2.2 Prepare dilutions of the stock solution to be wused as
calibration standards at the time of analysis. The calibration standards

should contain 0.2% {v/v) HNO3 and 1-2% (v/v) HCl, prepared using the

same types of acid and at the same concentrations as in the sample after
processing.

6.0 SAMPLE COLLECTION, PRESERVATION, AND HANDLING

6.1 See Chapter Three, Sectton 3.1.3, Sampie Handling and Preservation.

7.0 PROCEDURE

- --Sample preparation: The procedures for preparation of the sample

are g1ven in Method 3005. Method 3005, a soft digestion, is presently the

only digestion procedure recommended for Sb. It yields better recoveries than

either Method 3010 or Method 3050. There s no hard digestion for Sb at this
time.

NOTE: The addition of HC1 acid to the digestate prevents the furnace
analysis of this digestate for many other metals.

7.2 See Method 7000, Paragraph 7.3, Furnace Procedure. The calculation
is given in Method 7000, Paragraph 7.4.

8.0 QUALITY CONTROL

8.1 See Section 8.0 of Method 7000,

9.0 METHOD PERFORMANCE

9.1 Precision and accuracy data are not available at this time.

' 9.2 The performance characteristics for an aqueous sample free of
interferences are:

Optimum concentration range: 20-300 ug/L.
Detection limit: 3 ug/L.

Revision 0
Date September 1986




METHOD 7060

ARSENIC (ATOMIC ABSORPTION, FURNACE TEC' JIQUE)

..+ SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 Method 7060 1is an ‘tomic  absorption ‘procedure approved for
determining the concentration of arsenic in wastes, mobility procedure
extracts, soils, and ground water. All samples must be subjected to an

appropriate dissolution step prior to analysis.

2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

2.1 Prior to analysis by Method .60, samples must be prepared in order
to convert organic forms of arsenic to inorganic forms, to minimize organic
interferences, and to convert the sample to a suitable solution for analysis.
The sample preparation procedure varies depending on the sample matrix.
Aqueous samples are subjected to the acid digestion procedure described in

this method. Sludge samples are prepared using the procedure described in
Method 3050.

2.2 Following the appropriate dissolution of the sample, a
representative aliquot of the digestate 1is spiked with a nickel nitrate
solution and is placed manually or by means of an automatic sampler into a
graphite tube furnace. The sample aliquot 1is then slowly evaporated to
dryness, charred (ashed), and atomized. The absorption of hollow cathode or

EDL radiation during atomization will be proportional to the arsenic
concentration.

2.3 The typical detection limit for this method s 1 ug/L.

3.0 INTERFERENCES

3.1 Elemental arsenic and many of its compounds .are volatile; therefore,
samples may be subject to losses of arsenic during sample preparation. Spike
samples and relevant standard reference materials should be processed to
determine if the chosen dissolution method 1s appropriate.

3.2 Likewise, cau*ion must be employed :ring the selection of
ter :rature and times fc the dry and char (ash; <cles. A nickel nitrate

soiution must be added to all digestates prior to analysis to minimize
volatilization losses during drying and ashing.

3.3 In addition to the normal interferences experienced during graphite
furnace analysis, arsenic analysis can suffer from severe nonspecific
absorption and light scattering caused by matrix components during
atomization. Arsenic analysis 1is particularly susceptible to these problems
because of its low analytical wavelength (193.7 nm). Simultaneous background

7060 -~ 1
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1.0

2.0

3.0

METHOD 7421
LEAD (ATOMIC ABSORPTION, FURNACE TECHNTQUE)

SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 _See Section 1.0 of Method 7000.

SUMMARY QF METHOD

2.1 See Section 2.0 of Method 7Q00.

INTERFERENCES

3.1 See Section 3.0 of Method 7000 if interferences are suspected.

3.2 Background correction is required.

3.3 If poor recoveries are obtained, a matrix modifier may be necessary.

Add 10 ul of phosphoric acid (Paragraph 5.3) to 1 mL of prepared sample in the
furnace sampler cup and mix well.

4.0

5.0

APPARATUS AND MATERIALS

4.1 For basic apparatus, see Section 4.0 of Method 7000.

4.2 Instrument parameters (general):

.2.1 Drying time and temp: 30°sec at 125°C.
4.2.2 Ashing time and temp: 30°sec at 500°C.
4.2.3 Atomizing time and temp: 10 sec at 2700°C.
4.2.4 Purge gas: Argon.
4.2.5 Wavelength: 283.3 am.
4.2.6 Background correction: Required.
4.2.7 Other operating parameters should he set as specified’'by the
particular instrument manufacturer.
NOTE:

The above concentration values and instrument conditions are for a
Perkin-Elmer HGA-2100, based on the ‘use of a 20-uL injection,
continuous-flow purge gas, and nonpyrolytic graphite. Smaller
sizes of furnace devices or those employing faster rates of
atomization can be operated using lower atomization temperatures
for shorter time periods than the above-recommended settings.

REAGENTS

5.1 'See Section 5.0 of Method 7000.

Revision 0
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5.2 Preparation of standards:

5.2.1 Stock solution: Dissolve 1.599 g of lead nitrate, Pb(NO3)»
(analytical reagent grade), in Type II water, acidify with 10 mL
redistilled HNO3, and dilute to 1 Jliter with Type II water. Alterna-

tively, procure a certified standard from a supplier and verify by
comparison with a second standard.

5.

s
calibra

2.2 Prepare dilutions of the stock solution to be used as
tion standards at the {ime of analysis. The calibration standards
should be prepared using the same type of acid and at the same
concentrations as in the sample after processing (0.5% v/v HNO3).

5.3 Phosphoric acid: Reagent grade.

6.0 SAMPLE COLLECTION, PRESERVATION, AND HANDLING

6.1 See Chapter Three, Section 3.1.3, Sample Handling and Preservation.

7.0 PROCEDURE

7.1 Sample preparation: The procedures for preparation of the sample
are given in Chapter Three, Section 3.2.

7.2 See Method 7000, Paragraph 7.3, Furnace Procedure. The caiculation
is given in Method 7000, Paragraph 7.4.

8.0 QUALITY CONTROL

8.1 See Section 8.0 of Method 7000.

9.0 METHOD PERFORMANCE

9.1 Precision and accuracy data are available in Method 239.2 of Methods
for Chemical Analysis of Water and Wastes.

‘ 9.2 The performance characteristics for an aqueous sample free of
interferences are:

Optimum concentration range: 5-100 ug/L.
Detection limit: 1 ug/L.

9.3 The data shown in Table 1 were

contractor laboratories. The data are

obtained from records of state and
ata are intended to show the precision of the

" “combined sample preparation and analysis method.
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METHOD 7470

MERCURY IN LIQUID WASTE (MANUAL COLD-VAPOR TECHNIQUE)

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 Method 7470 is a cold-vapor atomic absorption procedure approved for
determining the concentration of mercury in mobility-procedure extracts, aque-
ous wastes, and ground waters. (Method 7470 can also be used for analyzing
certain solid and sludge-type wastes; however, Method 7471 is usually the

method of choice for these waste types.) All samples must be subjected to an
appropriate dissolution step prior to analysis.

2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

2.1 Prior to analysis, the liquid

sampies must be prepared according to
the procedure discussed in this method.

2.2 Method 7470, a cold-vapor atomic absorption technique, is based on
the absorption of radiation at 253.7-nm by mercury vapor. The mercury is
reduced to the elemental state and aerated from solution in a closed system.
The mercury vapor passes through a cell positioned in the light path of an

atomic absorption spectrophotometer. Absorbance (peak height) is measured as
a function of mercury cancentration.

2.3 The typical detectfon limit for this method {s 0.0002 mg/L.

3.0 INTERFERENCES

3.1 Potassium permanganate is added to eliminate possible interference
from sulfide. Concentrations as high as 20 mg/L of sulfide as sodium sulfide
do not interfere with the recovery of added inorganic mercury from Type II

water,

3.2 Conper has also been reported to interfere; however, copper concen-
trations as high as 10 mg/L had no effect on recovery of mercury from spiked
samples. '

3.3 Seawaters, brines, and industrial effluents high

in chlorides
require additional permanganate {as much as 25 mL)

because, during the

oxidation step, chlorides are converted to free chlorine, which also absorbs

radiation of 253.7 nm. Care must therefore be taken to ensure that free

chlorine is absent before the mercury is reduced and swept into the cell.
This may be accomplished by using an excess of hydroxylamine sulfate reagent

(25 mL). In addition, the dead air space in the BOD bottle must be purged
before adding stannous sulfate.  Both . inerganic and organic mercury spikes

~have been guantitatively recovered from seawater by using this technigque.

-
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METHOD 7471

MERCURY IN SOLID OR SEMISOLID WASTE (MANUAL COLD-VAPOR TECHNIQUE)

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 Method 7471 is approved for measuring total mercury (organig and
inorganic) in soils, sediments, bottom deposits, and sludge-type materials.

A1l samples must be subjected to an appropriate dissolution step prior to
analysis. :

2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

2.1 Prior to analysis, the solid or semi-solid samples must be prepared
according to the procedures discussed in this method.

2.2 Method 7471, a cold-vapor atomic absorption method, is based on the
absorption of radiation at the 253.7-nm wavelength by mercury vapor. The
mercury is reduced to the elemental state and aerated from solution in a
closed system. The mercury vapor passes through a cell positioned in the

~ light path .of an..atomic absorpticn —spectrophotometer. Absorbance (peak

height) is measured as a function of mercury concentration.

2.3 The typical detection 1imit for this method is 0.0002 mg/L.

3.0 INTERFERENCES

3.1 Potassium permanganatc is added to eliminate possible interference
from sulfide. Concentrations as high as 20 mg/L of sulfide as sodium sulfide

do not interfere with the recovery of added inorganic mercury from Type II
water.

3.2 Copper has also been reported to interfere; however, copper concen-

ons as high as 10 mg/L had no effect on recovery of mercury from spiked
es.

rati
amp|

3.3 Seawaters, brines, and industrial effluents high in chlorides
require additional permanganate (as much as 25 mL) because, during the
oxidation step, chlorides are converted to free chlorine, which also absorbs
radiation of 253 nm. Care must therefore be taken to ensure that free
chlorine is absent before the mercury is reduced and swept into the cell.
This may be accomplished by using an excess of hydroxylamine sulfate reagent
(25 mL). 1In addition, the dead air space in the BOD bottle must be purged
before adding stannous sulfate. Both inorganic and organic mercury spikes
have been quantitatively recovered from seawater by using this technique.

3.4 Certain volatile organic materials that absorb at this wavelength

may also cause interference. A preliminary run without reagents should
determine if this type of interference is present.

-
~
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SELENIUM (ATOMIC ABSORPTION, FURNACE TECHNIQUE}

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 Method 7740 is an atomic absorption procedure approved for
determining the concentration of selenium in wastes, mobility-procedure
extracts, soils, and ground water, A1l samples must be subjected to an
appropriate dissolution step prior to analysis.

2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

2.1 Prior to analysis by Method 7740, samples must be prepared in order

' to convert organic forms of selenium to inorganic forms, to minimize organic

interferences, and to convert samples to suitable solutions for analysis. The
sample-preparation procedure varies, depending on the sampie matrix. Aqueous
samples are subjected to the acid-digestion procedure described in this

method. Sludge samples are prepared using the procedure described in Method
3050,

2.2 Following the appropriate dissolution of the sample, a representa-

—tive aliguot is praced manually or by means of an .automatic sampler into a

graphite tube furnace. The sample aliquot 1is then slowly evaporated to
dryness, charred (ashed), and atomized. The absorption of lamp radiation

_during atomizatiaon will be proportional to-the selenium concentration

L[QLIU“-

2.3 The typical detection limit for this method is 2 ug/L.

3.0 INTERFERENCES

3.1 Elemental selenium and many of its compounds are volatile;
therefore, samples may be subject to Tlosses of selenium during sample
preparation. Spike samples and relevant standard reference materials should
be processed to determine if the chosen dissolution method is appropriate.

3.2 Likewise, caution must be employed during the selection of
temperature and times for the dry and char (ash) cycles. A nickel nitrate

solution must be added to all digestates prior to analysis to minimize
volatilization losses during drying and ashing.

3.3 In addition to the normal interferences experienced during graphite
furnace analysis, selenium analysis can suffer from severe nonspecific
absorption and l1ght scattering caused by matrix components during
atomization. Selenium analysis is particularly susceptible to these problems
because of Tts low ana]ytica] wavelength (196.0 nm). Simultaneous background

- -eorrection-ts required to avoid erroneously high results. High iron levels

can give overcorrection with deuterium background.

J! ( L10 Zeeman background
orrection can be useful in this situation.
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METHOD 7841

THALLIUM (ATOMIC ABSORPTION, FURNACE TECHNIQUE}

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 See Section 1.0 of Method 7000.

2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

2.1 See Section 2.0 of Method 7000.

3.0 INTERFERENCES

3.1 See Section 3.0 of Method 7000 if interferences are suspected.

£

= 3.2 Background correction is required.

oy 3.3 Hydrochloric acid or excessive chloride will cause volatilization of
N thallium at low temperatures. Verification that losses are not occurring, by

spiked samples or standard additions, must be made for each sample matrix.

3.4 Palladium is a suitable matrix modifier for thallium analysis.

4.0 APPARATUS AND MATERIALS

4.1 For basic apparatus, see Section 4.0 of Method 7000.

4.2 Instrument parameters (general):

4.2.1 Drying time and temp: 30 sec at 125°C.
4.2.2 Ashing time and temp: 30 sec at 400°C.
4.2.3 Atomizing time and temp: 10 sec at 2400°C.
4.2.4 Purge gas: Argon or nitrogen.
4.2.5 Wavelength: 276.8 nm.
4.2.6 Background correction: Required.

"4.2.7

Other operating parameters should be set as specified by the
particular instrument manufacturer.

The above concentration values and instrument conditions are for a
Perkin-Elmer HGA-2100, based on the use of a 20-uL injection,
continuous-flow purge gas, and nonpyrolytic graphite. Smaller
sizes of furnace devices or those employing faster rates of
atomization can be operated using lower atomization temperatures
for shorter time periods than the above-recommended settings.

NOTE :
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5.0

REAGENTS
5.1 See Section 5.0 of Method 7000.

5.2 Preparation of standards:

5.2.1 Stock solution: Dissoive 1.303 g tha]\jum nitr§te, TINO3
(analytical reagent grade), in Type II water, acidify with 10 nml
concentrated HNO3, and dilute to 1 liter with Type II water. Alterna-~
tively, procure a certified standard from a supplier and verify by
comparison with a second standard.

5.2.2 Prepare dilutions of the stock solution to be used as
ca11brat1on standards at the time of analysis.. The calibration standards
should be prepared using the same type of acid and at the same
concentrations as in the sample after processing (0.5% v/v HNO3).

- -5.3 Palladium chioride: Weigh 0.25 g of PdClp to the nearest 0.0001 g.
Dissolve in 10 mL of 1:1 HNOy and dilute to 1 liter with Type II water. Use
equal volumes of sample and palladium solution.

6.0

7.0

SAMPLE COLLECTION, PRESERVATION, AND HANDLING

6.1 See Chapter Three, Section 3.1.3, Sample Handling and Preservation.

PROCEDURE

?.1 Sample preparation: The procedures for preparation of the sample

are given in Chapter Three, Section 3.2.

1s given in Hethod 7000, Paragraph 7.4.

8.0

9.0

7.2 See Method 7000, Paragraph 7.3, Furnace Procedure. The calculation

QUALITY CONTROL

8.1 See Section B.0 of Method 7000.

METHOD PERFORMANCE

9.1 Precision and accuracy data are not available at this time.
9.2 The pe rformance characteristics for an agueous sample free of
rferences are: R

Optimum concentration range: 5-100 ug/L.
Detection Timit: 1 ug/L.
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METHOD £240

GAS CHROMATOGRAPHY/MASS SPECTROMETRY FOR VOLATILE ORGANICS

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 Method 8240 is used to determine volatile organic compounds in a
variety of solid waste matrices. This method i< applicable to nearly all

—types -of samples; regardless of water content, incit ng ground water, agqueous

sludges, caustic liquors, acid liquors, waste solvents, oily wastes, mousses,

tars, fibrous wastes, polymeric emulsions, filter cakes, spent carbons, spent
catalysts, soils, and sediments.

1.2 Method 8240 can be used to quantify most volatile organic compounds
t have-boiling points below 200°¢ [vapor pressure is approximately equal to
mm Hg @ 25°C] and that are insoluble or slightly soluble in water. Volatile
water-soluble compounds can be included in this analytical technique, however,

for the more soluble compounds, quantitation limits are approximately ten

times higher because of poor purging efficiency. The method is also lTimited
to compounds that elute as sharp peaks from a GC column packed with
graphitized carbon 1ightly coated with a carbowax. Such compounds include
low-motecular-weight halogenated hydrocarbons, aromatics, ketones, nitriles,
acetates, acrylates, ethers, and sulfides. See Table 1 for a list of

compounds, retention times, and their characteristic ions that have been
evajuated on a purge-and-trap GC/MS system.

1.3 The practical quantitation Yimit (PQL) of Method 8240 for an
individual compound is approximately 5 ug/kg (wet weight) for soil/sediment
samples, 0.5 mg/kg (wet weight) for wastes, and 5 ug/L for ground water (see
Table 2). PQLs will be proportionately higher for sample extracts and samples

that require dilution or reduced sample size to avoid saturation of the
detector.

1.4 Method 8240 is based upon a purge-and-trap, gas chromatographic/mass
spectrometric (GC/MS) procedure. This method is restricted to use by, or
under the supervision of, analysts experienced in the use of purge-and-trap
systems and gas chromatograph/mass spectrometers, and skilled in the inter-
pretation of mass spectra and their use as-a guantitative tool

UUl .

1.5 To increase purging efficiencies of acrylonitrile and acrolein,
refer to Methods 5030 and 8030 for proper purge-and-trap conditions.

2.0 SUMMARY OF METHOD

2.1 The volatile compounds are introduced into the gas chromatograph by
the purge-and-trap method or by direct injection (in limited applications).
The components are separated via the gas chromatograph and detected using a
mass spectrometer, which is used to provide both qualitative and quantitative

information. The chromatographic conditions, as well as typical mass
spectrometer operating parameters, are given.
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TABLE 2. PRACTICAL QUANTITATION LIMITS (PQL) FOR VOLATILE ORGANICSE
Practical
Quantitation
Limitsh
Ground water Low Soil/Sediment
Volatiles CAS Number ug/L ug/Kg
/1. Chloromethane 74-87-3 10 10
/2. Bromomethane 74-83-9 10 10
J3. Vinyl Chioride 75-01-4 10 10
/&, Chloroethane 75-00-3 10 10
/5. Methylene Chioride 75-09-2 5 5
6. Acetone 687-64-1 100 100
7. Carhon DBisyifide 75-15-0 5 5
/8. 1,1-Dichloroethene 75-35-4 5 5
«9. 1,1-Dichloroethane 75-35-3 5 5
v10. trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-60-5 5 5
711. Chlaroform 67-66-3 5 5
vi2. 1,2-Dichlorcethane 107-06-2 5 5
13. Z2-Butanone 78-93-3 160 100
V14, 1,1,1-Trichloroethane 71-55-6 5 9
v15. Carbon Tetrachloride 56-23-5 5 5
16. Vinyl Acetate 108-05-4 50 50
v17. Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 5 5
J18. 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 5 5
J19. 1,2-Dichloropropane 78-87-5 5 3
20, trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 10061-02~6 5 5
¥21. Trichloroethene 79-01-6 5 5
/22. Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 5 5
/23. 1,1,2-Trichloroethane 79-00-5 5 5
/24, Benzene A 71-43-2 5 5
25. cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 10061-01-5 5 5
/26. 2-Chloroethyl Vinyl Ether 110-75-8 10 10
V27. Bromoform 75-25-2 5 5
28. 2-Hexanaonhe 591-78-6 50 50
29. 4-Methyl-2-pentanone 108-10-1 50 50
“30. Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 5 5
8240 - 4
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~ for guidance and may not always be achieveable.. See the-fo

TABLE 2. - Continued

Practical
Quantitation
LimitsD

_ Ground water  Low Soil/Sediment

Volatiles CAS Number ~ug/L ug/Kg
31. Toluene : 108-88-3 5 5
42. Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 5 5
“43. Ethyl Benzene 100-41-4 5 5

34, Styrene 100-42-5 s 5
35. Total Xylenes 5 5

dSample PQLs are highly matrix-dependent. The PQ ein are provided

wing information

—
W
[
(41}
+ O
e R |
-d D
O 3

for further guidance on matrix-dependent PQLs.

bpqLs listed for soil/sediment are based on wet weight. Normally data is

reported on a dry weight basis; therefore, PQLs will be higher, based on the
% moisture in each sample.

Other Matrices: Factorl
Water miscible 1iquid waste 50
High-level soil & sludges 125
Non-water miscible waste 500

lpL = [PQL for ground water (Table 2)] X [Factor]. For non-aqueous
samples, the factor is on a wet-weight basis.
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_nitroaniline, 4-chlorcaniline, -and- - benzyl -alechol

METHOD 8270

GAS CHROMATOGRAPHY/MASS SPECTROMETRY FOR SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS:
CAPTILLARY COLUMN TECHNIQUE

1.0 SCOPE AND APPLICATION

1.1 Method 8270 is used to determine the concentration of semivolatile
organic compounds in extracts prepared from all types of solid waste
matrices, soils, and ground water. -Direct  injection-of a sample may be used
in limited applications.

1.2 Method 8270 can be used to quantify most neutral, acidic, and basic
organic compounds that are soluble in methylene chloride and capable of being
eluted without derivatization as sharp peaks from a gas chromatographic
fused-silica capillary column coated with a slightly polar silicone. Such
compounds include polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons, chlorinated hydrocarbons

-and pesticides, phthalate esters, organophosphate esters, nitrosamines,

haloethérs, aldehydes, ethers, ketones, anilines, pyridines, quinolines,
aromatic nitro compounds, and phenols, including nitrophenols. See Table 1
for a list of compounds and their characteristic ions that have been
evaluated on the specified GC/MS system.

1.3 The following compounds may require special treatment when being
determined by this method. Benzidine can be subject to oxidative losses
during solvent concentration. Also, chromatography is poor. Under the
alkaline conditions of the extraction step, a-BHC, g -BHC, endosulfan I and
IT, and endrin are subject to decomposition. Neutral extraction should be
performed if these compounds are expected. Hexachlorocyclopentadiene is
subject to thermal decomposition 1in the inlet of the.gas chromatograph,
chemical reaction in acetone solution, and photochemical decomposition,
N-nitrosodimethylamine is difficult to separate from the solvent under the
chromatographic conditions described. N-nitrosodiphenylamine decomposes in
the gas chromatographic 1inlet and cannot be separated from diphenylamine.
Pentachlorophenol, 2,4-dinitrophenol, 4-nitrophenol, 4,6-dinitro-2-
methylphenoi, 4-chloro-3-methylphenol, benzoic acid, 2-nitroaniline, 3-
areé subject to erratic

chromatographic behavior, especially if the GC system is contaminated with
high boiling material.

1.4 The practical quantitation Timit (PQL) of Method 8270 for
determining an individual compound is approximately 1 mg/kg {wet weight) for
soil/sediment samples, 1-200 mg/kg for wastes (dependent on matrix and method
of preparatien), and 10 ug/L for ground water samples (see Table 2). PQLs

wi]] be proportionately higher for sample extracts that require dilution to
avoid saturation of the detector.

1.5 This method is restricted to use by or under the supervision of
analysts experienced in the use of gas chromatograph/mass spectrometers and
skilled in the interpretation of mass spectra. Each analyst must demonstrate
the ability to generate acceptable resuilts with this method.
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TABLE 2. PRACTICAL QUANTITATION LIMITS (PQL) FOR SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS™*

Practical Quantitation

Limits*

- --Ground Water

Low Soil/Sedimentl

Semivolatiles CAS Number ug/L ug/Xg
./Phenol 108-95-2 10 660
sbis(2-Chloroethyl} ether 111-44-4 10 660
2~Chlorophenal 95-57-8 10 660
v1,3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 10 660
/1,4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 10 660
Benzyl Alcohol 100-51-6 20 1300
J1,2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 10 660
2-Methylphenol 95-48-7 10 660
sbis(2-Chloroisopropyl)
ether 39638-32-9 10 660
4 Methy]pheno] ... 106-44-5 --- 10 660
Ai-Nitroso-Di-N- propylam1ne 621-64-7 10 660
~Hexachloroethane 67-72-1 10 660
vNitrobenzene 98-95-3 10 660
~Isophoronev’ 78-59-1 10 660
v2-Nitrophenol 88-75-5 10 660
v2,4-Dimethylphenoil 105-67-9 10 660
Benzoic Acid 65-85-0 50 3300
vbis(2-Chloroethoxy)
methane 111-91-1 10 660
“2,4-Dichlorophenol 120-83-2 10 660
/1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 120-82-1 10 660
vNaphthalene » 91-20-3 10 660
4-Chloroaniline 106-47-8 20 1300
Hexachlorobutadiene 87-68-3 1G 660
v4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 59-50-7 20 1300
2-Methylnaphthalene 91-57-6 10 660
/Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 77-47-4 10 660
v2,4,6-Trichlorophenal 88-06-2 10 660
2,4,5 Trichlorophenol 95-95-4 10 660
8270 - 5
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TABLE 2. PRACTICAL QUANTITATION LIMITS (PQL) FOR SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS**

(Continued)

Practical Quantitation
Limits*
Ground Water Low Soil/Sedimentl

Semivolatiles _ CAS Number ug/L ug/Kg
~ /é-Chloronaphtha]ene 91-58-7 10 660
2-Nitroaniliine 88-74-4 50 3300
/Dimethyl phthalate 131-11-3 10 660
VAcenaphthylene 208-96-8 10 660
3-Nitroaniline 99-09-2 50 3300
JAcenaphthene 83-32-9 10 660
v2,4-Dinitrophenol 51-28-5 50 3300
/8-Nitrophenol 100-02-7 50 3300
Dibenzofuran ~ 132-64-9 10 660
72, 4-Dinitrotoluene 121-14-2 10 660
/2,6-Dinitrotoluene 606-20-2 10 660
“Diethyliphthalate 84-66-2 10 660

v4-Chlorophenyl phenyl
ether 7005-72-3 10 660
<Fluorene B86-73-7 10 660
4-Nitroaniline 100-01-6 50 3300
v/4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol  534-52-1 50 3300
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 86-30-6 10 660
/4-Bromopheny! phenyl ether  101-55-3 10 660
vHexachlorobenzene 118-74-1 10 660
/Pentachlorophenol 87-86-5 50 3300
“Phenanthrene 85-01-8 10 660
JAnthracene 120-12-7 10 660
«Di-n-butylphthalate 84-74-2 10 660"
v Fluoranthene 206-44-0 10 660
/Pyrene o 129-00-0 .. 10 660
VButyl benzyl phthalate 85-68-7 10 660
/3,3'-Dichlorobenzidine. 91-94-1 20~ - 1300
v/Benzo(a)anthracene 56-55-3 10 660
vbis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 117-81-7 10 660
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TABLE ?. PRACTICAL QUANTITATION LIMITS (PQL) FOR SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS**

(Continued)
Practical Quantitation
Limits*
Ground Water Low Soil/Sedimentl
Lemi-Volatiles CAS Number ug/L ug/Kg
/Chrysene - 218-01-9 10 660
vDi-n-octyl phthalate 117-84-0 10 660
/Ponzo(b) fluoranthene 205-99-2 10 660
- zo(k)fluoranthene 207-08-9 10 660
Benzo(a)pyrene 50-32-8 10 660
C}ndeno(1,2,3—cd)pyrene 193-39-5 10 660
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 53-70-3 10 660
. sBenzo(g,h,i)perylene 191-24-2 10 660
& *PQLs listed for soil/sediment are based on wet weight. Normally data is
ot reported on a dry weight basis, therefore, PQLs will be higher based on the
e %4 moisture in each sample. This is based on a 30-g sample and gel permeation
%ﬁ; chromatography cleanup.

**Sample PQLs are highly matrix-dependent. The PQLs listed herein are
provided for guidance- anrd may not always be achieveable.

Other Matrices Factorl
Medium-level soil and sludges by sonicator 7.5
Non-water-miscible waste 75

IpQL = [PQL for Ground Water (Table 2)] X [Factor].
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Description of the ATTACHMENT MM
-o-- oo Burldngton Envivonmental Inc.
Treatment and Storage Area
at the Pier 91 Facility

The Burlington Environmental treatment and storage area consists of the
following: :

1. All areas where Burlington Environmental (formerly Chemical
Processors Inc.) has had interim status for dangerous waste
managemern .

2. All areas requested by Burlington Environmental to have final
permitted status for dangerous waste management.

%E% 3. All solid waste management units on other portions of the
i3 - —contiguous property under Burlington Envitrénmental‘s control.
[
gg% The approximate boundary of the treatment and storage area is shown in
Fd the figure below. ]
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HANFORD SITE COMMENTS ON THE
SECOND DRAFT OF THE
RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT PERMIT
FOR THE TREATMENT, STORAGE, AND DISPOSAL OF DANGEROUS WASTE
FOR THE HANFORD FACILITY
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ADDENDUM TO THE
PERMIT
FOR THE STORAGE AND TREATMENT
OF DANGEROQUS WASTE

ISSUED TO: Van Waters & Rogers Inc.
(Kent Facility)
8201 South 212th Street
Kent, Washington 98032
Telephone: (206) 872-5000

Pursuant to the Stipulation and Agreed Order of Dismissal of an appeal before the Washington
State Pollution Control Hearings Board (PCHB NO. 91-235), the following portions of the
Dangerous Waste Storage permit, originally issued to the Van Waters & Rogers Inc. Kent facility
on October 1, 1991, shall read as reflected on the following pages of this Addendum:

Permit Conditions I1.A.7., I1.C.2. and Permit Attachment LL.

This Addendum to the Permit is effective as of August 1, 1993 and shall remain in effect until
November 4, 2001 unless revoked and reissued under WAC 173-303-830(3), terminated under
WAC 173-303-830(5), or continued under WAC 173-303-806(7).

ISSUED BY: WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

4 MAA 7 + T\

O (AT

Thomas Eaton, Program Manager

ire Dadistinn
Hazardous Waste and Toxics Reduction

Department of Ecology
P | 1
. 7
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I1.A.7. Each regulated generator waste stream which is received by the Permittee more than
twice a year shall undergo annual full characterization. Full characterization is defined as
identification ¢’ all dangerous constituents and characteristics, along with accounting for
100% of the material (e.g., 30% oil, 70% water).

a.  Annual fuil characterization, except in the circumstances defined in b. below, shall
- —-———include laboratory analysis and/or review of existing published or documented data
on the dangerous waste.

i Laboratory analyses must be performed by a laboratory accredited by
Washington State under Chapter 173-50 WAC or by the laboratory
operated or utilized by the third party facility which will treat, recycle, or
dispose of the dangerous waste. The permittee shall review the waste
analysis procedures of all third party facilities no less frequently than every
two years. Such review shall be conducted as specified by Attachment LL
and the Permittee shall not send dangerous waste to third party facilities
which do not meet the standards specified in Attachment LL.

ii. Wastes must be analyzed for all hazardous constituents except those which
can be demonstrated not to be present in any of that generators waste
streams.

ii. The review of existing or documented data must include confirmation by
the generator that the process generating the dangerous waste has not
changed.

b. In the following circumstances a waste stream shall undergo full characterization
consisting solely of laboratory analyses meeting the requirements of [I.A.7.a.i. and
ii. above, and knowledge as necessary to designate a waste uvader WAC 173-303-
080, Dangerous Waste Lists.

c. In the following circumstances, full characterization must be by analysis only:

i. When the owner/operator has been notified, or has reason to believe, that
the process of operation generating the dangerous waste has changed;

ii. When results of check-in screening indicate that the dangerous waste
received at the facility does not match the identity of the waste designated
on the accompanying manifest or shipping paper;

iii. When the results of check-in screening or analysis at the third party RCRA
permitted TSDF which will treat, recycle, or dispose of the dangerous

—o s o ayaste-indicate - that-the-dangerous waste does not maich the identity
designated on the accompanying manifest or shipping paper;

iv. The first time a waste undergoes full characterization; and

V. No less more than five years from the last full characterization by analysis.
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11.C.2. Operating Record

The Permittee shail maintain a written operating record at the facility, consisting of
records kept for the length of time specified below. The record can be a compilation of
various documents. The Permittee shall also record all information referenced in this
Permit in the operating record within 48 hours of the information becoming available.
The operating record shall include, but not be limited to, the information listed below.

a.

The following records shail be maintained until Closure and Corrective Action are
complete and certified.

i A current map showing the location of dangerous waste management units
' and non-regulated units within the facility;

ii. A map showing all locations of past dangerous waste management

iii. Assessment reports, as per WAC 173-303-360(2)(k), of all incidents that
require implementation of the contingency plan;

iv. Record of spills and releases;

V. Written reports and records of verbal notification to the Director and the
Administrator to address releases, fires, and explosions;

vi. Annual Reports submitted in compliance with WAC 173-303-220(1)
(Generator Report - Form 4) and WAC 173-303-390(2) (TSD Facility
Report - Form 5);

vii. All other environmental permits;

viii. ~ Records and results of each waste analysis performed in accordance with
this Permit;

ix Third party TSDF written notification of waste stream acceptance for each
waste stream for each shipment;

X Training records of current personnel; and,

xi. Certifications pursuant to 40 CFR 264.73(b)(9), Annual Waste Reduction
Plan.

Xii. Records of review of waste analysis procedures of all third-party treatment,
storage, or disposal facilities conducted pursuant to Attachment LL and
Permit Condition I1.A 7.a.i.
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The following records shall be maintained for a minimum of S years. This time
period may be ex-ended by the Department or Agency in the event of
enforcement action.

i Manifests and any required unmanifested shipment or exception reports;
i, Training records of former personnel;
ii. Facility operation and maintenance records and reports prepared pursuant

to this Permit;

iv. Progress reports and any required notifications prepared pursuant to this
Permit;

v. The notice and certification required by a generator under 40 CFR 268.7.
(Land Disposal Restrictions); and,

vi. Records of all inspection and monitoring information, including all
calibration and maintenance records which shall include at a minimum:

A The date and time of data recording;
B. The name of the person taking and recording the information; and,

C. The recorded information itself whether consisting of observation,
data measurement, instrument reading or any other monitoring
method.

Current copies of the following documents (as amended, revised, and modified)
shall be maintained at the facility until Closure and Corrective Action are

complete and certified.

i. Contingency Plan;
ii. Training Plan;

iii. Waste Analysis Plan;

iv. Documentation of arrangements made with local authorities pursuant to
WAC 173-303-340;

v. All closure, interim measures and final corrective action cost estimates,
financial assurance documents prepared pursuant to this Permit, as well as
the company names and addresses of facility insurers; and,

vi. Closure Plan.
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

P.O. BOX 47600 * Olympia, Washington 98504-7600 * (206} 459-6000

RECEIVED
March 30, 1993
MAR 3 11983
Susan Schmid DEPT. OF ECOLOGY
Director of Regulatory Affairs
Van Waters & Rogers Inc.
PO Box 34325

Seattle, WA 98124-1325
Dear Ms. Schmid:

Re:  Ecology comments on Attachment LL to the Van Waters & Rogers Inc. (VW&R)
Kent facility Permit

Pursuant to the Stipulation and Agreed Order of Dismissal for PCHB No. 91-235 (permit
appeal by VW&R), Ecology’s comments on the March 15, 1993 Draft of Attachment LL
are enclosed. The March 15 draft has responded to most of the deficiencies noted in
Ecology’s comments on the previous draft (February 5, 1993). However, some
deficiencies remain and are identified in the enclosed comments.

As you can see, the remaining deficiencies are not too extensive. I believe that VW&R
should be able to make the necessary revisions by the April 13, 1993 date specified in the
settlement agreement. Should these revisions prove adequate, this final version of
Attachment LL will be incorporated into the facility permit. Christina Beusch will be
contacting Allan Bakalian in order to discuss the procedures for finalizing the permit. If
you have any questions about these comments, please give me a call at (206) 459-6993.

SN

Douglas Brown

Hazardous Waste Permits

cc: Christina Beusch, AAG/Ecology
Julie Sellick, NWRO
Carrie Sikorski, EPA Region 10
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The following are Ecology’s comments on the revised Attachment L1 submitted by Van
Waters & Rogers (VW&R) on March 15, 1993. '

General Comments:

1.

4.

5.

The March 15, 1993 cover letter to this draft of Attachment LL refers to an
Exhibit 8. However, no Exhibit 8 was provided. Was this exhibit intended to be a
blank facility audit form as requested previously (previous comment 31)? (See
also comment 10)

Please provide more detail concerning laboratory data generation and review

___procedures. This should include corrective. action procedures which will be taken

in the event that analytical problems are identified. (See also comment 8)

___RCRA Status, page LL-3. In part.d., WAC 173-303-395 should also be cited as

relevant to the management of ignitable, reactive, or incompatible waste.

Sampling Techniques, page LL-8. Regarding the table on this page, clarify
whether the first three "Waste Stream Parameters" (Chlorinated Hydrocarbons,
Purgable Aromatic Hydrocarbons, Purgable Halocarbons) are equivalent to the
"Solvent Composition" analysis identified in Exhibits 4 and 5. All other Waste
Stream Parameters in this table correspond directly to analyses specified in the
exhibits. If these first three parameters do not correspond to an analysis in
Exhibit 4 or 5, explain their inclusion here, and provide the necessary sample

_._preservation data for the Solvent. Composition analysis.

TSDF Analytical Methods, page LL-15. As noted previously (previous comment
18), the third sentence of the second paragraph is not entirely correct. It is true
that in some instances waste profiling may include knowledge of the waste
materials or generating processes as well as existing published or documented data
from similar processes. However, for all situations specified in Permit Condition
IL.A.7b., full characterization must be by laboratory analysis meeting the
requirements of Permit Condition II.A.7.a.i. and ii. Recent revisions to this
paragraph have added the implication that the initial waste profile must be by
analysis only. However, there are several situations which trigger the permit
requirement for profile by labaratory analysis. The current language of this
Attachment LL is not clear that profile by laboratory analysis is periodically

required. This section must be revised to be consistent with Permit Condition
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10.

11.

12,

TSDF Analytical Methods, page LL-17. The Standard must be revised to indicate
that not only will the r - thods listed in Exhibit 5 be used, but that they wiil be
applied to all wastes as indicated in Exhibit 6.

TSDF Analytical Methods, page L1-18. As noted previously (previous comment
26), the second sentence of part d. is misleading. Nonconforming shipments which
are rejected by the TSDF may only be returned to the generator from which the
shipment was manifested, or to an alternate TSDF. If a waste shipment is

- generator. This paragraph must be revised accordingly.

Quality Assurance and Quality Control, page LL-23. Here or wherever eise
appropriate, please provide more information concerning laboratory data
generation and review procedures. Specify the minimum review results will
receive before being confirmed. Indicate proper procedures should problems,
such as exceedence of tolerance limits, be identified. (See also comment 2)

Quality Assurance and Quality Control, page LL-24. As noted previously
(previous comment 30), the Standard must define what constitutes "satisfactory"
quality assurance and quality control procedures. Clarify that, at a minimum, the
TSDF must meet the standards identified in Section 9 of this document.

Permittee Recordkeeping, page LL-25. Please provide clarification in this
document (Attachment L.L) about the forms used for documenting review of
TSDF methods and practices. Clarify that Exhibit 7 is not the actual audit
document but merely verification of review. If possible, please provide a blank
audit form for Ecology’s review. (See also comment 1)

Exhibit 3. If references in the column headed Acceptable Use for Waste Stream
Parameter Analysis (Ref. Exh. 5) are to be by analysis number, the heading should
instead reference Exhibit 4. Currently, the analyses are only numbered in Exhibit
4. Alternatively, you may choose to number the analyses in Exhibit 5.

Exhibit 3 and Exhibit 4. From the table on page LL-§, it appears that the
"Solvent Composition” analysis requires cold preservation techniques (see also
comment 4). However, Exhibit 3 indicates that the sampling container to be used
for cold storage (Type 5) is not compatible with the solvent composition analysis.
In addition, Exhibit 4 indicates that the Type 5 container is acceptable for the
solvent composition analysis. Rectify these inconsistencies.



13.

14.

Exhibit 6. It is not necessary to include the VW&R permitted waste codes in this
table. Ecology recommends that they be deleted. If you choose to retain them,
text must be added which removes any implication that only wastes bearing the
indicated codes will be subject to analysis. It must be clear that ali wastes will be
subject to the indicated analyses based only upon the treatment or disposal

" method.

Exhibit 6, Note 2. The fact that VW&R is not authorized to store wastes
containing PCB or Cyanide is not relevant to the inclusion of these analyses in the
waste profile. The purpose of the waste analysis is to identify all hazardous
constituents. These analyses must be performed for the purposes of full
characterization of a waste. Revise this table to specify the use of PCB and
Cyanide analyses as was done in the previous draft of this document.
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VAN WATERS & ROGERS INC.
Washington Department of Ecology
Permit for Storage of Hazardous Waste
Modification No. 1

July 14, 1993

Van Waters & Rogers Inc.
8201 South 212th Street
Kent, Washington 98032
Phone: (206) 872-5000
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VAN WATERS & ROGERS INC,

--—-Washington Department of Ecology
Permit for the Storage of Hazardous Waste
---Modification No. 1

Section 11.A.12 of Van Waters & Rogers Inc.'s Permit for Storage of
Hazardous Waste at 8201 South 212th Street, Kent, Washington, 98032, is

hereby modified as follows:
"The Permittee may store dangerous waste meeting

(AR

- the requirements of this Permit for 120 days or less.”

e

~~~~~~ This permit modification, which reduces the time period for storage of

o hazardous waste from one year to 120 days, is a Class 1 Modification pursuant
to WAC 173-303-830(4)(a), and does not require prior approval from Ecology.

o This modification-is immediately effective,

Date: 7/ ! '-{/ 3

J ep C Adams, Director
Regufatory Affairs




| 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 ~ersonnel properly gather and evaluate the
information submitted. Based or my inquiry of the person or persons who
manage the system or tt. 3 persons directly responsible for gathering the
~ information, the information wubmitted is, to the best of my.knowledge and balief,
true, accurate and complete. | am aware that there are significant penalties for
submitting false information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for

knowing violations.

}?b ¢ (S Date: 7/ / 4/ 93

JogepH C. Adams, Director
Regujatory Affairs
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STATE OF WASHINGTON

DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

S e Mail Stopr PV-11 & Glympla, Washington 98504-8711 e (206) 4596000

FACT SHEET

FOR VAN WATERS & ROGERS INC.
DRAFT DANGERQUS WASTE STORAGE PERMIT
WADO67548966

The Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) is proposing to
issue a Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Permit to Van
Waters & Rogers Inc. (VW&R) for its dangerous waste management facility
located at 8201 South 212th Street, Kent, Washington 98032. This fact
sheet, prepared in accordance with the requirements of WAC 173-303-
840(2)(f), describes the facility and its dangerous waste storage
activities.

A. Purpose of the Permitting Process: VW&R is currently operating

' ‘at the Kent facility under interim status. The permitting process
affords Ecology, interested citizens, and other governmental
agencies the opportunity to evaluate whether the facility will
comply with the more stringent dangerous waste management
requirements necessary for a final RCRA permit. The draft permit
sets forth all the applicable requirements with which VW&R must
comply during the ten-year duration of the permit. These
requirements include but are not limited to the regulations set
forth in Chapter 173-303 WAC.

£3 Jr WY S n'

g, g the comment
peried, the publlc may review and comment on the draft permit
prior to Ecology taking any action on the permit. The
period will begin on _ June 27, 199} and will end on

Any person interested in commenting on this
draft permit must do so within this comment period.

m

comment

All persons wishing to comment on this permit or request a public
hearing should submit their concerns in writing to:

Ms. Judy M. Hockett
Department of Ecology

" Mail Step PV-11
Olympia, WA 98504
(206) 438-7022

Comments should include sufficient supporting material, including
any pertinent technical or legal references and citations.
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if Ecolopy receives sipnificant written notice ol oppositton, v
if a request for : -caring is received during the comment period,
a pu lic hearing © | be held te discuss the proposed permit.  The
hearing shall be © .d at a location convenient to residents unear

the facility. Public notice of the hearing shall be given at
least 30 days before the hearing. Any requests for a public

hearing accompanied by written opposition to the draft permit
should be addressed to Ms. Hockett at the address above.

When making a determination regarding the . iance of this permit
to VW&R, Ecology will consider all written comments received
during the public comment period; those received during the public
meeting (if requested); the requirements of the dangerous waste
regulations of Ch. 173-303 WAC, and the agency's permitting
policies.

When Ecology makes a final decision to issue, deny, or to modify
this draft permit, notice will be given to the applicant and each
person who has submitted written comments or requested notice of
the {inal decision. The final decision shall become effective

_thirty (30) days after the final decision notice unless a review

is requested pursuant to Ch. 173-303-845 WAC.

Hazardous and Selid Waste Amendments (HSWA): The U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency will add requirements not
delegated to the State of Washington, pursuant to the Hazardous
and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA), under a separate public notice.

State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA): VW&R submitted a SEPA
checklist to Ecology on May 28, 1991, The checklist was forwarded
to the City of Kent which is SEPA lead agency for this project, on
June 3, 1991, The City of Kent will review the SEPA checklist and
relevant portions of the RCRA permit application and then make a
Threshold Determination. The result of that determination will be
either a Det-rmination of Non-Significance (DNS) or a
Determination of Significance, which would result in an
Envirommental Impact Statement (EIS). Ecology will make a
decision on the final facility permit only after considering the
environmental impacts evaluated in the final DNS or EIS.

Facility Description: The facility governed by this Permit

-~ occupies approximately 11.4 acres., Figure 4-2, reproduced heve

from the permit application, illustrates the facility location and
layout. The facility is bounded on the north by South 212th
Street, and on the east, west, and south by adjacent industrial
property.

Primary operational activities at VW&R include warehousing, bulk
tank storage, repackaging, and transportation of industrial
chemicals. Dangerous waste management at the Kent facility
consists of transportation and temporary storage of waste streams
received from industrial customers (generators). Waste is
accepted in sealed 55 gallon drums and stored until sufficient
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PERMIT
FOR THE STORAGE
OF DANGEROUS WASTE

Washington State Mailroom PV-11

Department of Ecology PO BOX 47600
Olympia, WA 98504-7600

Telephone: (206) 459-6000

£

£ .

- Issued in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Hazardous
5&? Waste Management Act, Chapter 70.105 RCW, and the regulations

el promulgated thereunder in Chapter 173-303 WAC and the Solid Waste

Disposal Act, as amended by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

(RCRA) and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA), and

L Rioaids, e o~
the regulations promulgated thereunder in Title 40 of the Code of

Federal Regulations.

ISSUED TO: Van Waters & Rogers Inc.
{Xent Facility)
8201 South 212th Street
Kent, Washington 98032
Telephone: (206) 872-5000

fawl
—_

77 " This Permit is effective as of November 4, 1991 and shall remain in

effect until November &4, 2001 unless revoked and reissued, or terminated
under WAC 173-303-830(3) and (5) or continued in accordance with WAC

173-303-806(7).

ISSUED BY: WASHINGTON STATE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

Cindy %. éilder, Section Head

Hazardous Waste Permits
Department of Ecology
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Expiration Date: Nov. 4, 2001
Page 2 of 28
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October 1, 1991 Permit No.: WADD67548966
Expiration Date: Nov. 4, 2001
Page 3} of 28

INTRODUCTION

PERMITTEE: VAN WATERS & ROGERS INC.
EPA/STATE IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: WAD067548966

Pursuant to:

Chapter 70.105 RCW, the Hazardous Waste Management Act of 1976, as
amended, and regulations codified in Washington Administrative
Code (WAC) 173-303, and

Solid Waste Disposal Act (42 U.S.C. 3251 et seq.) as amended by
the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976 (RCRA) and the
Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA), and

Regulations promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) codified in Title 40 of the Code of Federal
Regulation (40 CFR),

a Permit is issued to Van Waters & Rogers Inc. (hereafter called the
Permittee), to operate a dangerous waste storage facility located at
8201 South 212th Street, Kent, Washington at latitude 47 degrees 25
minutes North and longitude 112 degrees 13 minutes West,

The Permittee must comply with all terms and conditions set forth in
this Permit and in Attachments AA through KK. When the Permit and the
above attachments conflict, the wording of the Permit will prevail. The

- Permittee must.-also comply with all applicable state regulations,

including Chapter 173-303 WAC (Attachment KK) and as specified in the
Permit. Additionally, the Permittee must comply with all applicable
federal regulations, including 40 CFR Parts 260 through 264, Part 266,
Part 268, and Part 270.

Applicable state and federal regulations are those which are in effect
on the date of final administrative action on this Permit and any self
implementing statutory provisions and related regulations which,
according to the requirements of RCRA (as amended), or state law, are
automatically applicable to the Permittee’s dangerous waste management
activities, notwithstanding the conditions of this Permit.

This Permit is based upon the administrative record, as required by WAC
173-303-840. The Permittee’s failure in the application or during the
permit issuance process to fully disclose all relevant facts, or the
Permittee’s misrepresentation of any relevant facts at any time, shall
be grounds for the termination or modification of this Permit and/or
initiation of an enforcement action, including criminal proceedings.
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October 1, 1991 Permit No.: WAD0Q67548966
Expiration Date: Nov. 4, 2001
Page 4 of 28

The Permittee must inform the Director and the Administrator of any
deviation from permit conditions or changes in the information on which
the application is based which would affect either the Permittee’s
ability to comply or actual compliance with the applicable regulations
or permit conditions or which alters any condition of this Permit in any
way.

The Depar mt shall enforce all conditions of this Permit for which the
State of " ushington is :uthorized and all conditions which are

designated in this Per = as state requirements only. Any challenges of
any permit cendition U .at concern state requirements, (i.e., conditions
f~ ___ ___of this Permit for which the--State ef-Washington received final
E%g autho: .zation or conditions which are designated in the Permit as state

requirements only) shall be appealed to the Department in acceordance
with WAC 173-303-845. 1In the event that the Department does not
maintain final authorization, the Agency will enforce all permit
conditions except those which are state-only requirements,

The Agency shall enforce all permit conditions which are based on
federal regulation promulgated under HSWA, but have not yet been adopted
by the State of Washington and have not been included in the state’s
authorized program. In such capacity, the Agency shall enforce any

. __ __permit condition based on state reguirements if, in the Agency’s
judgement, the Department should fail to enforce that permit condition,
except that in mo case shall the Agency enforce any permit condition
designated as a state requirement only.

In the event that the State of Washington receives authorization from
EPA to implement additional regulations promulgated under RCRA, as
amended, the Department shall assume enforcement responsibility for
existing permit conditions that are based on these requirements.
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October 1, 1991 Permit No.: WADQ67548966
Expiration Date: Nov. 4, 2001
Page 5 of 28

LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

The following listed documents are hereby incorporated, in their
entirety, by reference into this Permit. Some of the documents are
excerpts from the Permittee'’'s Dangerous Waste Permit Application (most
recently amended August 1991). The Department and the Agency have, as
deemed necessary, modified specific language in the attachments. These
modifications are described in the permit conditions (Parts I through
V), and thereby supersede the language of the attachment. These
incorporated attachments are enforceable conditions of this Permit, as
modified by the specific permit condition.

Attachment AA Facility Description and General Provisions
{(Sections 4.2 through 4.4, inclusive, and
Figures 4-1 and 4-2 of the Permit Application)

Attachment BB Part A submitted with the Part B Dangerous Waste
Permit Application (submitted to the Department
10-23-88, as amended 8-10-90 and 9-17-90)
Attachment CC Waste Analysis Plan (Section 6.0 and Appendix
6-A of the Permit Application, revised 8/91)
excluding paragraphs 2 and 3 of Section 1.0 in
the Plan.

Attachment DD Security Procedures and Equipment (Section 7.0
of the Permit Application)

Attachment EE Inspection Program (Sections 8.3 and 8.4, and
Appendices 8-A and 8-B of the Permit
Application)

Attachment FF. ________ Personnel Training Plan. (Sections 153.2 through
15.6, inclusive, and Appendix 15-B of the Permit
Application)

Attachment GG Contingency Plan (Section 10.0 and Appendix

10-A of the Permit Application)

Attachment HH Closure Plan (Section 16.0 and Appendix 16-A and
Appendix 17-A of the Permit Application)

Attachment II Container Storage Plans and Specifications
(Section 20 and Appendix 20-A of the Permit
Application)
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October 1, 1991 Termit No.: WADO67548966
Expiration Date:; Nov. 4, 2001
Page 6 of 28

Attachment JJ Preparedness and Prevention Measures (Sections
“11.0 and 12.0 of the Permit Application)

Chapter 173-303 WAC (April 1991)

Attachment KK
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October 1, 1991 Permit No.: WADO67548966
Expiration Date: Nov. 4, 2001
Page 7 of 28

DEFINITIONS

For purposes of this joint Permit, the following definitions shall
apply:

a. The term "permit” shall mean the joint permit issued by the
Washington State Department of Ecolopgy, pursuant to Chapter
70.105 RCW and Chapter 173-303 WAC, and by the Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 10, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 3251 et
seq. and 40 CFR Parts 124 and 270,

& b. The term "Director" shall mean the Director of the

e Washington State Department of Ecology or a designated
representative. The Section Head (with the address as
specified on page one of this Permit) is a duly authorized
and designated representative of the Director for purposes
of this Permit,.

c. The term "Administrator" shall mean the Administrator of the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) or a designated
representative. The Director, Hazardous Waste Division, EPA
Region 10, (with the address as specified on page one of
this Permit), is a duly authorized and designated
representative of the Administrator for purposes of this
Permit.

d. The term "Department" shall mean the Washington State
Department of Ecology, (with the address as specified on
page one of this Permit),

e. The term "Agency" shall mean the U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, Region 10, (with the address as specified
on page one of this Permit).

f. The terms "facility" or "site" shall mean that identified in
the physical description of the property (including
structures, appurtenances, and improvements) used to manage
dangerous waste. This property description is as set forth
in Attachment AA of this Permic.

g. The term "solid waste management unit" shall mean any
discernible unit at which solid waste has been placed at any
time, irrespective of whether the unit was intended for the
management of solid or hazardous waste. Such units include
any area at a facility at which hazardous waste or hazardous
constituents (40 CFR Part 261, Appendix 8) have been
routinely and systematically released.
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DEFINITIONS (continued

The term "RCRA Facility Investigation" shall mean an
investigation of releases of hazardous wastes and hazardous
constituents from solid waste management units.

The term "release” shall mean any spilling, leaking,
pumping, pouring, emitting, emptying, discharging,
injecting, escaping, leaching, dumping, or disposing into
the environment of any hazardous waste or hazardous
constituents.

All definitions contained in 40 CFR Sections 124.2, 260,10,
270.2, 264.141, and WAC 173-303-040 are hereby incorporated,

'in their entirety, by reference into this Permit. Any of

the definitions used above, (a) through (i), shall supersede
any definition of the same term given in 40 CFR Sections
124.2, 260.10, 270.2, 264.141, and WAC 173-303-040. VWhere
terms are not defined in the regulations or the Permit, the
meaning associated with such terms shall be defined by a
standard dictionary reference or the generally accepted
scientific or industrial meaning of the term,
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PART I - STANDARD CONDITIONS

I.A. EFFECT OF PERMIT

The Permittee is authorized to store dangerous waste in
accordance with the conditions of this Permit and in
accordance with the applicable provisions of Chapter 173-303
WAC. Any storage of dangerous waste by the Permittee at
this facility that is not authorized by this Permit or by
Chapter 173-303 WAC and for which a permit is required under
Section 3005 of RCRA, is prohibited.

I.B. GENERAT PERMIT CONDITIONS

I.B.1.

I.B.2

I.B.3.

The general permit conditions under WAC 173-303-810, final
facility standards under WAC 173-303-600, and, when the
Permittee is a generator, generator requirements under WAC
173-303-170, are incorporated by reference into this Permit

T " and must be adhered to by the Permittee.

The Permittee shall comply with all applicable requirements
of 40 CFR Part 270.30(a)-(i), (3)(1), (k), 1{1)y-{1)(3),
(L)(5)-(1)(8), (1)(10), and (1)(11).

The list of attachments on Pages 5 and 6 are incorporated by
reference into this Permit. Facility operations must be in
accordance to the contents of the attachments and this
Permit.

I.C. PERMIT MODIFICATIONS

Permit Modification shall be done according to EPA's three

. tiered modification system, 40 CFR 270.42, and the preamble
to this regulation (53FR37912, September 28, 1988). This
includes any modification from design drawings to as-builts.
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I.D. SEVERABILITY

I.D.2.

Effect of Invalidation

The provisions of this Permit are severable, and if any

_provision of this Permit, or the application of any

provision of this Permit to any circumstance is held
invalid, the application of such provision to other
circumstances and the remainder of this Permit shall not be
affected thereby. Invalidation of any state or federal
statutory or regulatory provision which forms the basis for
any condition of this Permit does not affect the validity of
any other state or federal statutory or regulatory basis for
said condition.

Final Resolution

In the event that a condition of this Permit is stayed for
any reason, the Permittee shall continue to comply with the
related applicable and relevant interim status standards in
WAGC 173-303-400 until final resolution of the stayed
condition unless the Director and the Administrator
determine compliance with the related applicable and
relevant interim status standards would be technologically
incompatible with compliance with other conditions of this
Permit which have not been stayed.

I1.E. COMPLIANCE NOT CONSTITUTING DEFENSE

Compliance with the terms of this Permit does not constitute
a defense to any order issued or any action brought under
Sections 3007, 3008, 3013, or 7003 of RCRA (42 U.5.C.
Sections 6927, 6928, 6934 and 6973), Section 104 or 107, and
106(a) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 U.S5.C. 9601 et
seq., commonly known as CERCLA) as amended, or any other

federal or state law governing protection of public health
or the environment.

All applications, reports, or information submitted to the
Director or the Administrator shall be signed and certified
in accordance with WAC 173-303-810(12) and (13) or 40 CFR §
270.11 for HSWA provisions.
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I.G. CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

The Permittee may claim confidential any information
required to be submitted by this permit, at the time of
submission, in accordance with WAC 173-303-810(15) or 40 CFR
Part 2 and 40 CFR §270.12 for HSWA provisions.

I.H. PERMIT EXPIRATTION AND CONTINUATION

This Permit and all conditions herein shall remain in effect
beyond the Permit’s expiration date until final permit
determination if the Permittee has submitted a timely,
.complete applicaticn (under 40 CFR Section 270 Subpart B for
HSWA provisions and WAC 173-303-806), and, through no fault
of the Permittee, the Director or the Administrator have not
made a final permit determination, through their respective
authorities, as set forth in WAC 173-303-840 and 40 CFR
Section 270.51 for HSWA provisions. This Permit may be
reviewed 5 years after its effective date and modified, as
R —---- necessary;-in-accordance with 40 CFR 270.41.

All reports, notifications or other submissions which are
required by this Permit-to be sent or given to the Director
and the Administrator should be sent certified mail or given
to:

Supervisor, Hazardous Waste Section
Department of Ecology
Northwest Regional Office
3190 160th Ave S.E.
,,,,,, —-—- - - -- Bellevue, Washington 98008-5452

Telephone: (206) 649-7000

Chief, Waste Management Branch

U.5. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

1200 Sixth Avenue, HW-12

Seattle, Washington 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-2804

These phone numbers and addresses may change.
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I.J. DOCUMENTS TO BE INTAINED AT FACILI SITE

Current coplies of the following documents, as amended,
revised, and modified, shall be maintained at the facility.
These documents must be maintained until closure is complete
and certified by an independent, registered professional
engineer, unless a lesser time is specified in the Permit.

1. The Permit and all attachments;

2. The Part B Permit Application; and
E§? 3. The facility operating record.
EE% I.K. WASTE MINIMIZATION
gig I.K.1. Waste Minimization Certification

In accordance with 40 CFR 264.73(b)(9), the Permittee must
place a certification in the operating record on an annual
basis that:

(1) A program is in place to reduce the volume and toxicity
of hazardous waste generated to the degree determined by the
Permittee to be economically practicable; and,

(2) The proposed method of treatment, storage or disposal
is that practicable method currently available to the
Permittee which minimizes the present and future threat to
human health and the environment.

I1.K.2. Biennial Report

In accordance with 40 CFR 264.75, the Permittee shall submit
to the Regional Administrator, within one hundred and fifty
(150) days of the effective date of the Permit and on March
1 of each even numbered year thereafter, a report
documenting efforts to reduce the volume and toxicity of
waste generated, including estimates of the reduction in
L volume or toxicity achieved since the previous report by the
facility's waste minimization program certified in I.K.1,
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PART II - GENERAL FACILITY CONDITICNS

II.A. GENERAL WASTE MANAGEMENT

Conditions listed under section ITI.A. of this permit apply only to
dangerous wastes received by the Permittee from off-site
generators, for which the Permittee has signed the TSDF section of
the Manifest.

IT.A.1. The Permittee is authorized to receive the waste specified
in Attachment BB from sources off-site for storage. These
LR wastes shall be received only from regulated generators with
%;g, ——== - - =7 " 7"ayalid State/EPA identification number. These wastes shall
s be accompanied by a written notification of waste stream
ﬁz§ acceptance from a facility with interim status or RCRA
N permitted TSDF, and be managed only under the conditions of

this Permit.

(5]
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The Permittee must inform the generator in writing that he
has the appropriate permits for and will accept the waste
the generator is shipping as required by WAC 173-303-290(3).
The Permittee must keep a copy of this written notice as
part of the operating record for at least three years. The
length of time which these notices must be kept will be
extended if questions arise concerning a specific generator.

II.A.3. New test methods shall be used upon the effective date of
the Federal or State rules or laws that mandate the use of
the test method.

IT1.A.4. The Permittee shall allow independent sampling and sample
splitting when requested by the Department or Agency.

IT.A.5. If, as a result of a fire, explosion, release, absence of
container integrity or lack of waste stream documentation
observed during a RCRA inspection of the facility, the
Departmerit” or Agency has reason to believe that there exists
a violation of law, regulation or permit conditions or
storage of unautho