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g " :% UNITED STATES ENVIEONMENTAL PROTECTICON AGENCY
i - REGION IX
h é_; 75 Hawthorne Streat

B, gt San Franclsco, CA 94105

February 21, 2008

Mr. Rory Moran

President

Romic Environmental Technalogies Corporalion
820 Gessner Road, Suite 1310

Houston, TX 77024

RE: NMNalice of Deficiency for
TSD Facility Closure Plan ~ Final Draft, dated Nov 15, 2007 for
Romic Environmental Technologies Corporation - Southwest, 6760 West Allison
Road, Chandler, AZ, 85228, EFA |D AZD 009 015 389

Draar Mr. Maoran:

We have completed our review of the TS50 Facility Closure Plan — Finaf Draft (Closure
Pan}, submitted by Romic Environmental Technelogies Corporation - Southwest for its
tacility in Chandler, Arizana. Based upon our review and two discussions with your
staff, EFPA has determined that the submitted Closure Plan is incomglete. Attached to
this |letler is & Notice of Deficiency (NQD) that lists the specific deficiencies.

The main deficiencies of the Closure Plan can be summarized as follows:

= The Closure Plan fails to provide clearly defined closure performance standards,
The conlents of the closure plan must include a description of how and when each
hazartdous waste management unit at the facility will be decontaminated and closure
methods used, including actions necessary to remove waste and decontaminate
containment structures and waste processing areas and soil sample colfection.

+« Several components are missing, including the Health and Safety Plan; the Guality
Assurance Program Plan and Data Quality Objectives discussion; Contingent
Ciosure and Post Closure Plans; description and copy of Financial Assurance

mechanisms.

+ The Clogsure Plan musl ¢learly deiineate which porliong of the Closure Plan work will
be covered under the BOCRA 3008(h} Correclive Action Enforcement Order. As a
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reminder, this Closure Plan shauld address all interim status units and the rairoad
spur. Additionally, the Closure Plan should alse memarialize any agreemants made
between Romic and Lone Butte Industrial Development Corporation (LBIDC) with
regards to facility closure, Pigase note specific comments frorm LEDIC are included
in the NOD as an attachment.

This NOD is issued under the authorily of 40 CFR Part 285.112{d){4). Please respond
ta this ietter by resubmitting the Closure Plan with the additional information requesled.
To assist with your revision of the Closure Plan and to ensure its completeness, we
have attached a copy of our Checklist for Clesure Plans for RCRA {nterim Status Permit
facikties.

40 CFR Part 265.112(d){4} requires Romic to submit a revised Closure FPlan within 30
calendar days of lhe elecironic recaipt of this letler. Romic is reminded that the revised
Closure Plan will be made available for public review and comment as required by 40
CFR Part 265.112{d){4). In order to proceed efficiently, Romic shall schedule a
conference call with EPA to discuss the MOD comments pror to submitting the revised
Clasure Plan. |If Remic fails to accuralely and adequately address the NOD commenls
and the requirements of 40 CFR Par 285,112 in the revisad Closure Plan, EPA will
revise and finalize the Closure Plan without further input from Romic prior to making the
documsnt available for public comment, After EPA responds to public comments and
incorporates any changes, the Final Clasure Plan will be an enforceable document that
Romic will be responsible for implementing.

Plaase submit six copies of the revised Closure Flan and the Response o Comments
decument to:

Ms. Susanne Perking
US EPA
75 Hawthorne Sireat
Mail Code WST-4
San Francisco, CA 94105

If you have any questions or concerns plaase contact Susanne Perking of my staff at
(A15) 972-3208 or perkins.susanne @epa.gov.

Si .erely, .
%/ oo VUl —
Cheryl N&lsaon

Manager, RCRA Facililies Management Office
Waste Management Division
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Enclasures:

Notice of Deficiency, dated February 21, 2008

Checklist for Closure Plans for RCRA Interim Status Permit facilities.
CC: (with enclosures);

Margaret Cook

Exscutive Director

Gila River fndian Community
Department of Envirgnmental Qeality
F.Q. Box 97

Sacaon, AZ B5H247

Esther Manue!

General Manager

Lane Butte Industrial Development Corporalion
Gila River Indian Community

6960 W, Allison Street, Box 5000

Chandler, AZ 85226

Mr. Wayne Kiso

Clarus Managemeant Solutions, Inc.
PO Box 3239 |

San Dimas, CA 31773

Romic Administrative Record File (RCRA Records Center)
Susanne Perkins, WST-4



Notice of Deficiency (NOD})
Romic Environmental Technologies, Corporation
RCRA TSD Facility Closure Plan
Dated November 15, 2007
EPA 1D Number AZD 009015389

General Comments

1. Missing: Health and Safery Plan; Quality Assurunce Program Plan and Date Quality
Otyectives discussion: Contimgent Closure and Post Clasure Plan; deseription and copy
ol Financial Assurance mechanisms.

2. Ermorsin spelling, grammar, and typos are not specifically addressed in these
comments. Ensure that the next submission of this plan s free of such covors.
3. TOreen’ practices: Incomporate green technalogies for deconstruction, demoliion and

removal, cleanup, remediation, and waste management throughout the Closare Plin.

Specific Comments

Ilxeculive Summary:

4, p 3, Parz 4, Beoeficial Reuse and Recyeling: Last sentence — Change (o cinpliasize that
decontaminatad systems and equipment will be offered. Also, a renninder that the cost
eslimale cunnot include salvage cost, only disposal,

5 p 5, Para 0a, Mitigation of Community Impaces: Verily with the Gila River Indian
Community (GRIC) that the stated track routing (s acceplable, .

6. p 5 Para ob, Metigation of Community Impacts:  List the major community leaders
ROMIC will be working with {incleded, bue not limited to) such as Tumber Producs,
Eonc Butte Tndustnal Development Corporation (LBTDC), GRIC Department of
Environmental Quality (DT}, the lacal Fire Departiment, eic.

7. p &, Para 8, Remediation of Contaminated Soils and Groundwater: ™. _between 1980
and the completion of ... Site activitics from South West Solvents (SWS date back 1o
1975, Took at earlior Part A's of the permet application and any SWE weords to venify,

*oongaing EPA directed investigations.” {Change to reference the actual RCRA
HHIE(R) enforcement order

Closure Plan;

f.  pil. Table of Contents, Attuchments: Add Attachment E, Cleanup PRGs
<. p L, Pars 1.2, Operational Principles: *._{HSP} will be developed. .. No, it must be
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10,

11.

15.

16.

18,

20

21,

submitted as an appendix to thia closure plan before the plan can be approved.

p . Para 1.2, Operational Principles; .. oncourage. . green technolngies such as .7
EPA strongly suggests that Romic require, rather than merely encourage, contraclon 1o
use green technologies for deconstruction. demolition and removal, Cleanup,
remediation, and wastc management,  Adjust Clasure Cost Lstimate in Attachment D
ta reflect smpact of green technotopies on disposal.

n 2. Para 1.4, Closure Plan Modification: Ensure that this revised plan reflects the
format and styie of the previous Closure Plan dated Dee 2005, The carlier plan is miuch
casicr Lo review, follow, and understand, Provide citations 1o mndicate compliance with
lhe closure plan regs as shown in the Dec 2005 Closure Plan,

p 7. HFegure 1, Facility Lisvoul: Replace wilh a legible copy.

p LG-11, Table I, Inventory of Unils and Equipment; ) Change T 10 "Thin Film,™
b) Change column title from “DimensionsfCapacity”™ 1o “Permit Capacilyw/TNmensions,”
c) Clanify capacitics of Tanks 132 and 136 (listed as 3,500 and 5,000 gal, respectively),
Stated capacinics conflhct with those stated on p 3A of 6 of the Part A permat
apphication (3100 gal each), those inplied on p D-29 of Section D of the petit
application (where Tank 132 will be moved and renumbered to 401 and Tank 136 wiil
be moved and repumbered 1o 301, ancd thoge stated on Table [323 (Tanks 301 and 401
listed as 4,100 gal cach permit capacity.). d} The closure plan inust addeess closure of
all the umits listed m Romic's most recent Part A persat apphcanon. Eovise to include
closure ol the Vacuum Pol und the Aerosol Can Depressunizavon/Crusher.

p P2, Table 2, Maxomuom Waste Invenory: Claridy Tank Farm I capacities. See
cupmenl #13¢ above.

p 13, Para 3.3, Current Inventory of Wastes: Romic s reminded that funher details of
the partial closure of the vacuum pot system will be required in the closure certification
repart. Level of dewail oifered heres is insufficient.

p 13, Para 3.4, Closure Generated Waste: Whal ubout RCEA debris, c.g. cancrele, elc,
that caanat be decontaminaicd?

p 14, Para 3.5, Management of Closure Generated Wastes: Need more specifics on
handling and treatment of hazardous waste and waste water generated. “However,
Romic may decide to use permitted units at the ime ol ¢losure o treat the maximum
amount of off-sile reccived waste and chosure generated wastes.” None of Eomic’s
units were “pomitied.” Need more a more specific explanation of this sentence,

p 16, Para 4.1, General: First sentence — incorporate the phrase “clean closure” inte the
pramary goal description

p L&, Para 5.1, Decontamination Procedurcs: Add debris standard in 4J0CEFR268 45 10
the listed citations. -

p 18, Para 5. 1.1, Definitions: “"Equipment” - Daes thas defimtion include the asphale
and concrete used in the containment structures for the various chermical handbing
svstems? I yes, then clarily the definition. IF no, then add “Contamment™ to the Iist of
definitions and define sceordingly.

[ 20, Para 5.2, Decontamination Performance Standard Objectives: lrem #3 - Need o
tabile with each constiteent in esch media with cleanup levels defingd. Need to define
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30.

D05 and include a QAPP with the closere plan. frem #£4 - Tow will the
decontamination rinsate be treated appropriately on site” frem #5 (p 21) - Include an
inventory of whar will remain an sitg.

p 21, Para 5.2.1, Specific Decontamination Dispasiion Methods: Decontamipation no
discussad in each of the five methods. Salvage cost cannat be included e cost
estimale. Where will off-site disposal nccur? Provide detals an tesing and evalnation
in accordance with 40 CFR 261 Subpan B.

p 22, Para 5 2.2, Decontamination Clean up Criteria: Tahle 313 on page 25, frem #1 -
40 CFR 20651085 is the wrong reference.

p 23, Paru 5.2.2, Decontamination Clean up Critenia: frem #3 — Concrete surfaces will
sH need 1o be tesed afler decontarminataon,

p 24, Para 5.2.2, Decontununation Clean up Criteria: frem #3 — Provide a map
indicating the designmed grid locwions for the concrete pud testing.

p 25 Table 3; Under “Visual” column, all must mect the ¢lean debris standard in 40
CER 268.45. Under “Meals™ ¢column, are these standards based upon wipe samples?
See commment # 30, Under “Orgamics”™ column, Tank Systems - there should nat be any
heavy ends, Porous Concrele for rease — comfum there are PCES at the sie.

p 27, Table 3: Decon Code Delimnen Column — Need 1o meet 40 OFR, 268,45,

pr 28, Para 5.2.6, Decontamination Set Up: The HSP needs 1o be submined as part af
the Closure Plan.

p 29, Para 5.0.9 Decontamination Scquencing: Discussion in lhis scetion should sover
all unets and equipment listed i Table 1. For instance, the vocuum pot and distillation
column are not discussed. frest £7 — What are the corrosive waste managemaent
systermns? EPA is under the impression that anly tanks were used. frem #4 — List ather
couipment specifically, c.p. acresal can unil, water lowers, elg. frem 83 & #G -
Comfum that LBIDC i3 in agreement with propesed demolition plans and concrete
dizposal/asphalt replacement. Provide specific delails of this agrecment in the closure
plan. Usc green pracoees in both instanees as discussed in Commenis #3 & #]1(0

p 30-31, Para 53.2.10, Decontamination Methods, fzem #7: The decontamination
verification standard for tanks should be the visual clean standard per 40 CFR 268,435,
“Collected mnsate will be treated appropoiately on site. .7 Provide detasils on this
PTOCEES.

p 32, Para 5.2.10, Decontamination Methods, frem #2: “Decontaminated. BEguipment
surfaces should be sumpled and tested. .. Should meet 40 CER 2658 45,

o 33, Para 5.2.10, Decontamination Methods, fem 40 List the wasie processing
contaminant systems covered in the Closure Plan,

pid, Parg 5.2.10, Decontamination Methods, frem #4: Cleun the concrele containment
svstems in accordance with 40 CFR 268,45, 15 there a standard for ¢hip samples being
collected? Provide details on methodology {or collegting, size, number of samples, ete.
p 35, Para 5.3, Sampling and Analysis — Need to also have a Contingent Closure Plan
for tank areas that cannot be clean clused and must be closed with "waste in place.™

P 33, Para 5.3.2, Secondary Containment: Include VOCs and SVOCs o the westing
Hnalyses.
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36

37.

3,

40,

41.

42
43

p 36, Para 5.2.3, Sl investigation and Confirmation: Soil samples need 1o be
collected at subswtace intervals (1o be determined) all the way to ground water. The
[ara Quality Objectives analysis necds 1o be ingluded inthe Closure Plan.

P37, Para 5.3.3, 5ol Investigation and Confirmation: “Contaminants to be tested. ..
Justify and substantiate selecicd contaminanis of concem.

p 37, PPara 5.4, Deconlamination Closure Performance Standacds: Include the
Contingeot Closure Plan here.

p37, Para 5.5, Closure Certification Report: " _.approved Closure Plan.” Add “ar will
submit an appication for a post closure permit.” The Certification Report shall alsa
inctude a brief background of the project. Reference the RCRA 3008h) Ground Water
Corrective Action Enfercement Order and indicate that ground water cleanup will be
deferred (o the Order.

p 38, Para 5.5, Closure Certnfication Eeport: frem #6 — Should read “Venlication and
discussicn of Analytical Resulis™

p 39, Table 6. Closure Schedule: Delete "Review snd Updale Closure Plan™ through
and including “Inventory elimination and effsite shipment nf waste.” Theses nems
have already been completed or are not applicable. Add a row al the botlom of the
table {ur *Ongoing compliance with RCRA 3008{h) Ground Water Corrective Action
Enforcemem Order,”

p 40, Para 6.2, Regulaery Requirements; 40 CER 26514 2{b} does not apply here.
L, Para 6.4, Demonstration of Financial Kesponsibility: Provide description and
capy of Tinancial Assurance mechanisms, Including only o selerence to Scetion K ol
the permit application is inadequate. Add a clause that the Financial Assurance
Mechanism will be updated within 30 davs of Closure Plan approval.

Samplinge and Anoulysis Plan:

A4,

43

46,

47,

48,

49,

p i, Introduction: All provnd waler sampies will he deferted wo the RCR A 3008(h)
enforcement arder.

p |. Sampling Personne] Roles and Besponsibilities: Under Closire Ouality Asswrance
Manager, add responsibility for data validation.

p 2, Para 3.1, Oeneral: Wipe Samples — Delete. Use the clean debris standacd in 46
CFR 268.45 instead of wipe sumples, Chip Samples - [s the process described
standard? Is there atechnical standard for chip sampling? Subsurlace Samples -
Sarmples necd 1o be taken at interyvals 10 gooundwiter as previously mentioned,

n 3, Para 3.2.1, Equipment: Use green deconstrectionreuse praclices as previousty
mentioned,

P 3, Para 3.2.2, Congrete Contamment Pads: How will the TPH data be interpreted for
the asphalt surfaces?

p 3, Para 3.3, Equipment and Svuctural Decontamination Rinse Water: How will it be
detenmined that rinse water has been mixed with listed hazardous waste? 1f onse water
can be classificd as 3 non-harardous wasie, why not discharge 1o the onsite sewer under
potable water permet? What was the constituent that caused ilness ar Lomber

February 21, 2008 Page 4 of &



56.

5.

&0,

61,

62,

3.

Site Securily and Emer

£,

&3,

Products? Need 1o test for that. Any reason o test for dioxin or furan? Commuaniey
will most likely ask about this.

p 4, Para 3.4 1, Investigative Sampling: Agaia, soil sampling must go to ground water,
Change first frer #7 to read: Determmef organic and inoryanic conlaminadion is
present in soil. Meed to expand discussion beginning under “Conlaminated soil
identified from investizative sampling...” o include soil gathered a depths greater than
15 fect (o groundwater, which is at roughly 70 feet,

P 5, Figure 1, Secondary Concrote Containment and Investigative Sampling Locations:
Revise sample localions and quantities w0 reflect changes in approach as discussed in
1153808 conference ¢all and 1/31/08 mecting between EPA and Romic.

p 6, Para 3.5, Groundwater Samples; Refer i RCRA 3008(h) Order.

P 6, Para 3.6, Soil and Groundwater Cleanup Performance Standurds: Reler o RCRA
A00%(h) Order. Alachment E is missing.

p 7 Parad, 11, Metal and Non-Porous BEguipment;, Use 40 CER 268 435 clean dehris
visual standard.

p 7, Fara 0.2, Process Relied Porous Containment Surfaces: 30 foot £ 3 foum
sampling grids scem to be too luree, Justily this decision or provide a smaller grid size
(o sampling, Figure 1 is not on the nest puge.

p &, Pura 4.4, Becontamination Wash Waler and Rinsates: 1s one representative sample
from each sturage wnk adeguate?

p B, Para 4.5, Investugative Samples: Again, 30x30 foot sampling grid is oo big and
sampling need to go o ground waler. Intervals of 6 inches, 3 feet, and G feet contradicr
garlier slitements.

p 8, Para 5, Testing Parameters: “Detection limils are st to al least the PQLs specified
in SW. 846, Ts this low enough for TCLP and PRG purpases? Need a Data Quality
Ohjectives analysis.

p 9 Table 1, Testing Paramelters: Under EPASCA Test Method - Add visual clean
debrs standard i 40 CFR 268.45 for surface stuining and discolonzation paramaters.
[s EPA GQ10B/747] the TCLP standard?

p 13 Para &.1.1. Soils; Wil any of the bonngs be converted 1o groundwater wells per
the Enlorgerment Ordee?

p (4, Para 8.1.3, Wipe: Is there a referenced method for wipg sampling? Again, EFA
prefers the visual clean debris standard per 40 CFR 268.45.

p 14, Para 8.1.5, Groundwater: Defer groundwater sampling (o the RCREA 300&(h)
Groundwater Corrective Action Enfarcement Order.

p23, Para 14.1, Data Review: Include the Quality Assurance Program Plan with the
Closure Han.

ency Preparedness:

¢4, Para 4, Emecreency Preparedness; Include the emergensy preparedness plan in the
health and safety plan and submit it with the Clogure Plan.
p. &, Figure 1, Facality Access Pointg: Replace hgure with a legible copy.
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Facility Clasure Cost Estimate:

66, p I, Inteoduction: Add the soil excavation and dispasul costs to the buelleted list of
items 1n the cost eslimate.

67, p L. Facility Purpose; Clarfly what is meant by . and store EPA and Anzona state
hacardous wastes.”

68.  p 3, Closure Cost Estimation, 2nd bullet: Provide verification that 95% of the existing
waste has already been processed or disposcd of,

6% p 5, Table 20 Adjust samphng analysis cost of $279, 117 10 include additional sl
sampling and deletion of wipe sarples.

. p 6. Table 30 Adpst breakdowns and costs to include additional sail sampling and
deletion of wipe sumples,

71, pll Table 6: lnclude the serosol can unil.

Attachrments;

Additional commenls on the Closure Flan that shal] be addressed are included in the
Tulowing wlachments:

A, Uommeots an Eomic Sowthwest Closure Plan, Technical dMemarandum dured
December 4, 2007, from Katherine Bayler, LS REA Eegion @ RCRA Corrective Action
Office 1o Susanne Perkins, US EPA Region RCRA Tucilities Management Office.

B. Comments on Romic Southwest Closure Plan, Letter datcd January 21, 2008, from
Lone Butte industrial Development Corporation to Susanng Perkins, US EPA Region
RCRA TFacilities Management Office,
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UNITED STATES ENVIROHMENTAL FROTECTION AGENCY

75 Hawlhorne Street
San Franciseca, ©A 941058-3901

4 Dacemler 2(H07

lemoranduam

To:

Susanne Perkins
RCR A Fuailines Wanagement Office

From: Katherine Bavlor, PG
RCRA Corrective Action (itice
Subject: Commen?s on Romic Sovthwest Closure Plin

AL vour reguest, [ have reviewed the Romie Southwest Closure Plan, The Closure Plan way
dated November PS5, 2007, Listed heliw are my comments on the Plan. Please contact me a 2-
J351 0 wou need more information.

[

Page 7. Figure 1. Facility Lavout of Waste Munagement Aceas: This map is illegibte and
should be replaced.

Page 1} Secuen 3.1, Tnventary of Units and Equipment: Table | in this section fails to
list Tank 135, which iz indicated in the text of Section 3.2 d4s a comosive wasle lank.

Page 10, Section 2.1, Inventory of Tnits and Equipment: Properly-scaled maps shauld be
incluged in the Plan with ¢ach omitin Table | clearly identified within the facility.

Page 16, Scetiom 4,1, Clogure Activities: This section indecates that one of the goals of
the closure plan is 10 investigate and document the current condition of soils through
vizual and analytical znalysis. To maximize available resources, EPA encourages Romic
o integrate the soils investigation with on-going groundwater investizalions,  Surlace
and noar-surface vadoss zone contamination may coumbute ta groundwater
contamination.

Page 20, Section 3.2, Decontumination Performance Standard Objectives: This seciian
statcs that "contamimuied enviranmental media (sou andf/or groundwater} will be cleaned
up to risk-hased cleanup levels or removed and disposed at an off-site Facility that is
appropriately authorized 1o handle such wastes.” This s an overly-hroad statement that



should be funher discussed in the Closure Plan. Specific risk-based eriteria fur specific
cuntaminants should be detailed in the Plan. Similarly, removal andfor disposal erttenia
should he addressed. Romic should consider using EPA's Data Quality Objective (DCQO)
procass in the Closure Plan, DQOs may be used 10 help define necessary analytes,
detection/quanttation lEnits, and number of samples. as well as avoid redundant or
unnccessary waork, It may be useful to develop a "decision tree” or flowchart 10 address
available re-use o disposal options.  Equipment which iz slated for re-use must be
decontaminaied to appropriate risk-based levels; cquipment or media which is slated [or
disposal musl mect land disposal regulations, Each of these (and other) options may have
different sumpling and arulvlical requirements.

Pape 21, Section 3.2, Decontamination Perfaormance Standard Olyectives: This section
states thal "Secondary containment surfaces, 1anks, and equipiment will be
decentarninated o actueve the closure performance standards 10 they are (o be left on-site
or sent ofl-site for reuse.” The closure performance standards are not identified.
Additionally. the extent of ¢Joswre is not elearly indicated. I the intenl of the Closune
Plan is to Tully dismantle and remove all buildings, lanks. pipes, cquipment. and
associaled infrastruclure (neluding concrete pads. swemps and sceondary contaitment ),
that should be stated inthe Closure Plan. It may be wseful to indicae which OF any)
structures will cemam afier Closure,

Page 23, Section 5.2.2, Decontamination Cleanup Criteria: Thes section {and Table 3)
relers (o the use of an OV (organic vapor meter) or "four pas detector” (typically
axygen, hydrogen suifide, carbon rmonoxide and Tower explosive limit) (0 meet bath
health and safety and hazardous waste determination reguwements. OVhs and malti-
meters are typically used at hazardoos waste sites to monitor for lImmediately Dangerous
1o Life gr Health (TDLH} conditions, huat are not used (or hazardous waste determination.
II3.H conditions may include environments that are low in oxyzen, contiin
flammable/explosive concentralions of gases, or that have chermical concentrations in
excess of inhalation limits. OVNs and fourgas detectors are inappropiiate for harzardous
waste delenmination. Additionaliy, the Plan should be spell-checked, as the term OMY 15
frequently substituled.

Page 23, Section 5.2.2, Criteria [or heavy metals testing: This section (and Table 3)
should be revised. Tnformation i Table 3 suggests that hazardous waste criteria (TCLP)
will be used for items intended for re-use. Items intended for re-use should be assessed
using appropriate human health risk-based criteria.  The statement that "non metallic or
porous malerials wibl be tested on o case by case basis.. " is vague and should be re-
worded o indicate the nalure and extent of wsting planned.

Page 23, Secton 3.2.2, Critenia for concrete and porous itaterials: The statement that
"concrete surfaces would not fikely exhibit the presence of sami volatile organic
compounds after a thorough decontamination wash down,"” should be reconsidered.
Concrete is a porous surface with the potential to sorb 8V OCs (0 o depth which cannot be
wushed down.

£



L1

13,

14,

15

16,

17

18.

19,

. Page 25, Table 3, Decontamination Performance Standand Objectives: This table should

be revised o meet local, state and Federyl disposal critera for ilems intended (or
disposal. or risk-hased criteria for items intended for re-use or salvape. An OVM or four
gas meler is inappropriate {or disposai, re-use or salvage deteiminations. The reference to
"heavy ends less thon 300K ppm ETPH" is unclear and shauld be revised.

Page 26, Section 5.2.4, Identification Labeling: This section indicates that tracking cards
are "signed by at the completion of each decentamination step.” The statemenl should be
revised to indicale who is responsible for signing the tracking card.

Page 27, Table 4, Examiple of Dem Identification Labeling: The Plan should consider

using plain fanguage cether than nliple codes and acronyms for item lubeling. Plain
language will enahle facility personnel, contractors, re-use entitics, regulalors and other
interested parties to better understand and track items.

Page 30, Scction 3.2.9, Decontamination Sequencing: liem 510 this section indicates that
intenior drvwall or imsulation will be reeoved apd tesied separately, The Plun should
indigate wihether the drywallfinsulation {or other items such as ficeprooting materjul in the
process uniis) may include ashestos-containing materials and, if 5o, how this material wall
be 1ested and disposed.

Page 31, Section 5.2.10, Decontamination Methads: This section refers 1o o "portable
OMV"

The contexi of this section suggesls that the flen is an OVM (orgasic vapor meter). The
entire Plan should be checked 10 ¢nsure that OV 15 cited, rather than ORIV,

Pagpe 32, Scetivon 3.2.10, Decontamination Methods: The stadement that "Accessible
inteeior and exteral surfaces sarface areas will be. " should be revised. To improve
readability, the entire docnment showld be spell-checked and grammatically proofed
before it is re-submitted.

Page 32, Section 52,10, Decontamination Methads: The need tor the statement thart,
“Any points where disconnections or openings ta internal surfaces or vaids oocur after
dizassembly shall be capped, plugeed, or aotherwise sealed o prevent any exposure risk
during transportation” 15 unclear. If the equipment is properly deconlaminated prior L
sale 1o othey TST) facilities, there should nol be an exposure risk.

Page 33, Scotion 5.2 1), Decoantamination Methods: The statgment that "Selected
internal and external equipment and structiral surfaccs will be lested in accordance with
the SAP" in relerence (o cquipment and structeres designated for reeycling or silvage is
vague and shauld be clarified.

Page 34, Scction 5.2, 10, Decontamination Methods: “This sechion appears to indicate that
contaminated concrete will be scraped to a depthof 13" This depth should be re-



25,

I

27.

24,

checked 1o cosure that of 38 the inteaded depth.

Pagre 35, Section 5.3.2, Sccondary Comtainment: This section refers to Figure 4 of the

SAP. Figure 4 was not included i the SAF.

. SAP, Page 2, Section 3.1, General; This section states that subsurface soil sumples will

be collected at o depth of one fout below pround surface. This statement 15 mconsistent
with Scotion 3.3.3 of the Flan, which indicates that sotl will be collected at o depth of one
and three {eet betow ground surface.

CSAP, Page 3. Section 3,220 As discussed previously, "presence of transient ignitable

vapors” 18 an inappeopnate venfication methaod.

CSAPR, Page 4, Scction 3.4.1: This section states that the {acilivy is underluin by o ™30 m]”

plastic incr. The wnit of measurement should be rewchecked, agitis likely 1o be a 30 mil
plasiic liner (e, 0003 inches 1hick),

- SAP, Page 4, Section 3410 This secuion states that soil removal will he conducted based

on "saul cleanuep performanee standards.”  Soil cleanup performance standards were not
inciuded in the Plan.

SAP, i*age 5, Figure [; Additional soil investigaiion may be necded in the viciniy ol the
Tormer rail loading area (near tanks 304, 305, 306, 321, 322, and 323}, As indicated in
tha 2004 Revised RCRA Facility Assessment for the sile, this area (designatcd as SWMU
Dy consisted of a railroad tank car (no secondary containment) used for Jiguid bulk
hazardous wasie storage,

SAP, Page 5, Figure 1: Additional smil investigation should be considered for Waste
Storage &, Waste Storage B, and the Thin Film Evaporator, As indicated in the 2004
Revised RCRA Facility Asscssment, poor wasle management practices in these areas
sugeest the need for further investigation,

SAP, Page 6, Section 3.5 The discussion of groundwater samples is inadequate. Ground
water i5 the subject of 2 separate, longzer-term investigation that includes Romic
Southwest and other Facilitees within Lone Butte Indusical Park, To expedite facility
closure, Romic may wish 1o sepatale the croand waler investigaton and remediation
activities from the facility Closurs Blan,

- SAP. Page 6, Section 3.6 This sccton refers to "Attachment E" of the Closure Plan.

Altachment Fowas not included.

SAP, Pure 8, Seclion 4.5, This section states that soil samples will be collected from
depihs of six inches, three feet and six feet. This is inconsistent with the SAF, Pape 2.
Section 3.1, which states that subsurface soil samples will be collected at a depth of une
oot below pround surface, This statement is inconsistent with Section 5.3.3 of the Plan.



30

36,

witich indicates that soil will be collected «e a depih of one and three feet below ground
surface.

SAP, Fage 8, Section 4.6 This seclion suggests that each excavation pit will have a
dimension of 30 x 30 feet. It is not clear from the wxt of the SAP if data from the sinpke
soil sample collected from cach 30x30 gnd area will be used 10 prompt excavidion of the
enlire 30x30 prid sguare.

CSADR, Pape 9, Tuble 10 PCBs (as Aroclors) are analvzed by TPA Method 8082, nor 5081,

CSAP, Page 12, Table 2¢ This table suggests completeness critcria of 0% Completeness

criteria are tvpically sevar 5%, The lower completencss erileria listed in the Pian shoeld
Be justilicd.

. SAP. Pape 13, Secton 811, Soils: The deseription of thal seil samples will be "removed

from the sampling device, sealed with Teflon tape, capped.__." refers (o a soll sampling
methodology which 15 no longer recommended by EPA. The Plan should be revised so
Lthat 11 15 consistent wath EPA Maothod 5035,

CSAP, Puge 14, Section §.1.3, Wipe Samples: The specific solvents) should be specilicd

in the Plan.

Y SAPR, Page (4, Scehon 81,3, Geoundwater: This sectien should be either deleted {see

cormument 273 or greatly expanded.

SAP, Page 16, Tuble 3 The container (4 ounce glass jack for YOO suil samples is
inconsistent with cument sol YOO sampling imethodology included in EPA Method
50350 Soll VOO samples collected in accordance with ERPA method 5035 are tvplcally
efd preserved by freezing or methanol. or are collected using a zero-headspace
subsumpling device. VOU and $YVOC water samples (BEPA Methods 3260782707 arc
conled o d degrees Celsius, but are not preserved with sodinm thicsulfate. Sodiom
thiogubfate 15 used as a preservative for wastewater sames that contain residual chlorine
{Le., from a wastewater treatment plant). Soil samples for metals analysis are not
preserved with nitric acid.  Niue acid 18 used 1o proserve waler samples tor metals
analysis, but the performance standurd is pH < 2, which may {or may not) regueire | mL of
concentrated FHINO3.

CSAP, Page 17, Section 840 Paper should not be used to cushion glass bottles in a cooler.

The ice in the cooler will melt, the paper will become wet and its cushioning ability will
be severcly compromised. The ¢hain of custody form s not attached to the "top of each
cooler” i it will be shipped to a laboratory by commercial carrier (Fed Ex, DHL, ete.)
The chain of custody form is typically sealed in a plastic Ziplock-type bag and tapod 9 the
insicde of the cooier lid for transit to the laboratory, It may be uceepable o attach the
chain of custody forn 1o the lop of the cooler if the somples will be hand-carried to the



eeelving laboratury.

Tak
[

3. SAP, Page 19, Section 5.6.6: Duplicate samples should be senl "blind” tn the laberatary
and not identified by the word, "dup.” A separate sample D number that is consigtent
with the environmental samnples should be used to label the duplicite sample.

39, SAP, Page 20, Section 1.1 Field duphcate samples should he collected at a rate of one
per ten {10%%) environmenial samples. The Plan should include justification for a field
duplicaic rate of 1 per 20 {5%),

40 SAP Page 22, Section 12.2.2, The Plan authors should consider combining Section
1232 {Chain-of-Custody Records) wilth seetion 8.6.4, which is also titled Chain of

Custody Records.

41, SAP, Pape 23, Section 13 Section C, Appendix C-3, was not included in the Plan.
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San Frangisca, Califacmia 94135

Re.  Comrents o Somic BErvronmeital Tecnnologies Gorpatation’s CRanhcT)
Draft Cleswre Flan

Dwoar bs. Perkins,

Thank you f2r giving the Lone Bure [Infustrial Development Carporation 'Lone Bulte™)
a copy ol Romic's orall Tlhosore Plan (the "Closure Plan®), ador reviewing 1he Giogure
Flan, we have some inital cancetns, To resolve these coacenns, we ask that 'ne U5
Environmenial Proaation Agency (fne "EFA) requirg Romic 10 revise the GClagure Flar
pursaant 12 the fol.owing cammenis

Comment 1;: The Closure Plan Shoutld Clzaty thet Romic will Remediate all
Cantaminalion an Romic's Property, whather Pursuant to the Clasyre Plan or the

Administrative Grder

Alhough page 1 of the Exacutivie Sammary o the Closurs Flan states Lhal d is Hoemic's
overgll cleansp obiective to fully [address] knowm and poleniizl contaminaied properly
sois and groend waler U gker statements suggest that Rors insendsa to lmit e s2ope
of inveshgative sAmpling and ary sutsequent femedialion.

For example, page & of the Execubtive Summary states that ibe "Cosure Plar

destinguishes Latween | . . contaminatien types thal would be expected from facility

activities and those of censin TGS (%@ organic compounds] already being
atoressed under ondging EPA directed investigations” and 1hal minvestigations and any

subsequent remedizlion of soils will he driven by e presence of those contaminakes

that can bo tied to the feceipt and processing of specife hazardous sebstances

betwesn 1980 and e comiplatron of fE2ility 2losre aciwriles "

Lone BuYe had some indizl concerns with Romre's apparent attempt to it the scope
of imwstigalion aad emediation and was gong to regquest that the Closume Flan be
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Fage £

revised 10 require Romic to cemove all soil snd greundwater contamination on the
propeny, reganrdless of witén such contaminalicn ofcurred,  Howeyer, in Beght of the
Administrative Order on Consent. which was smgned by Romic and the EPA in
Decarher 2007 {the “Administeative Oider?, Lone Burte realizes thal such revision may
not be necessary as lhe Adminisitative Order reguires Romes b ivesbipale and
rernediate all releases of hazardows wastes andfor hazamdaous constituents ocourning in
goils andior groandwaler  Yed 1o help protect Lose Bulte's interests the Closure Flan
shoufs be rewised to make it clzar that Rorve wilk remediate =10 scil and groundwater
contamination on Ihe property, whether such remedation occuers pursuant to the
Clasure Plan of the Adminisirative Qrder.

Comment 2; The Scope of the Investigative Sampling Should be Expanded

As stated in the Closure Flan, "l is the mothods and procedures [of the Sampling and
Analysis Flan] that varifias and vakidates the abjectives of the Closure Flan" {Fage & of
Aftachmcnt B to the Clesure Plan) Agcordingly, fhe scope of Hhie investigative samplos
should be brosd enough te ensure (hat all contamination will be detecied and te cnablc
the preparation and implementation of an adeguate remedialion plan. Az discussed
bpelow, the Closure Plan showld be revised 1o provide for more comprehensive sampling
sC as to facilitate the delection of contaminabion that may exist on lhe propery.
Altough Lene Butte realizes that 1he sanpling and analysis plan that will be developed
pursuant to fhe Administrative Order may comeensate Or sona of these deficiencies.
Lone Butte sets forth its concems here as such concerns may be applicable to the
davelepment of augh sampling and analysa plan

i. The Clocure Plan Should Clarify ihat the investigation and Remediation of
Groundwater Contamination will Qceur Pursuant to the Administrative Ordar

Currently, We Closure Plan only requircs sampling of groandwater if groundwaler iz
ancoumered dunng scdl mvestigation, (Page 14 of Atachment B to the Clesure Plan)
Althtugh if may nol be necessary or the Clesure Flan to mandate the sampliog of
groundwater since such sampling will ceour under the Adminisirative Qrder, the Clesure
Ptan should be revised to make this clear, That g, the Closure Plan should te revised
la state that groundwater sampling and emediafion will occus puorsuant 1o the
Adrninistative Crder,

ii. Seope of Investigative 30il Sarmpling Should Be Increassd

Page 5 of Alachmam B 1 (he Closue Plan provides 2 figure showing the localicns of
s0il sgmples. Loné Bulte is concerned that there is an insufficient number of zample
lacations fo ansure the detection of all =of comamination {hat may exist. A% soch. the
Closure Plan should be revised to provide for more comprefiensive sampling. Fer
example, additional sample lecations should be added 1o drum storage Duilding #2 and
sample locations shoukd added to the washewater lreatment area.
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Fage &

ndditicnally, the Cosure Plan should be revised 1o provide that if the inilial sampling
does not show compliance with Secontamriration starcgards at the deepest depths of the
infigly proposed sampling schome, 1hen addiSional vertical samples will be taker Ukl
samples show levels of conarminants within e decomamination siandards

iil. Spope of Confirmatory Bampiling Should be Increascd

Page 10 of attachment B ta ke Closure Plan provides 1hat "fclesfirmatony soil samplayg
will be analyzed for only the parametsss for whizh the onginal investgative zamples
exhibited resuls above tliosurs standards” 1o ensore that all cartaminated sois e
fully removed, confrmatory z2ameling should be condoected gursuant o lthe zame
paramcters of the initial sampling.  In addibor, confimmatory sampling showld test for
todegradation products 25 such producls may al3o wiesent environmental any healt
riszs.  The Clesere Plapn should alss be revsed lo require full removal of any
kicdegradation zroducts found.

Comment 3: Currant Remcdiation Standards are Vague and Should be Revised

Syociosure plan must contain a tdetailed cescripghan of the sleps nesded 1o remove ar
dacontaminate all Aszardous wasle residues and contam nated system campaonents,
SOuigrent, stucturcs, and soils” 40 CFR § 265112(bp. Hede, reganding the
decontammation of scils, the Clesuie Plan merely states that f sail contamination is
frund  such contamirated soil will Be excavated. To heip ensvre that any soil
contamination will e fully removed, the Clasure Flan should & reviscd o include a
more detailed description of the remediaction steps tha! will be takot

Comment 4: The Clesure Flan Should be Bevised to Boguire the Removal of
Underground Liners/Barriers

The Clogure Flan dees nat skate that Bomic will remave ail underground linersfbarriers
Ihat were mstalled under Roenic's facilies.  Soct removal i caguized pursUant to a0
C.FE. § 265 114 and wil kelp ensure that any cuntaminants remaining on top of ke
dinerstoarriers wiill be removed. Az such, the Closure Flan shoald be revised to reguine
Fomic to remove Al underground linecs/barriers.

Conciusion

Lane Bukte greatly appreciates the ERPA’s considsration of the above comments and any
gther comvrents that Lone Butte may have as the review orocess continues.  Foyising
the Closure flan pursuant 1o the atove discussion will facilinate the goal of leaving
Raorric's propery in 2n envirenmentally sowvnd cordiion.  As Lone Bulte has a targe
intergst i enswieng that the site s properly closcd, we weuld greatly appreciate the
apporunity to review and comment on revisions made to tne Clesure Flan, wWe ook
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forward Yo working with the ERPA a5 the cewslapment and révigw procoss contee 5.

Sinceeely,

LOWHE BLTTE INDUESTRIAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

- ":’r'-.li.,-:_"‘-..' | P _R"._.;L -1
Franklin Jacksan-
Prosident

N Sap— 1

oo Willkam R Rhodes, Governer, Gl River Indian Community
Jennifer Allison-Ray, Lt Governar, Gila River Indian Comimunity
Jermiter Giff, Gereral Counsef, Gila River Indian Community
Economic Davelopment Standing Committes
Arthure Felder, Agting Econgmic Developrmen) Dirsckor
Margar=t Cons, Direcior, Gesartrment of Ervironmental Qualivy
Charyl Melson, EFPA Project Manager
Eslher tanuel, Genaral Manager
Doug Jordern, Alarney
Lene Butte Board of Direclors
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CHECKLIST FOR REVIEW OF FEDERAL RCRA INTERIM STATUS PERMET APPLICATIONS

SECTION I, CLOSURE PLANS AND FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS

See Attached

for further maintenance,; contrals, minimizes,
or eliminates the post-closure escape of
harardous waste, hazardous conslituants,
leachale, cantaminated run-off, or hazardous
waste decomposition products to the ground
or surface walers or to the atmosphere: and
complics with the closure requiraments of
Subpart G and unit-specific closure
reguirements.

Section and Fedearal Review Location in Comment

Reguirement Regulation Consideration® Application” Number®
-1 losure Plans _ ) .
[-Ta Closure Perfarmance Standard 265111 Describe how clasure: minimizes the need

[-1b Time and Activities Required for 265.112(bY(1) | Describe the lime and aH activities reguired
¢ Fartial Closure and Final Closure through (or: parial closure, if applicable; final clasare:
Activities 285 112(00(7 | and maximum extent of operation hat will be
active during life of 1acility.
[-1c Maxiraum Waste Inventony 265 112(B{3)
I-1d Schedule for Closure 265.112(b){&)
1-1{dif1) Time Allowed for Clasure 265 112(bK2);
265.113a)}
L and {b]
[-1d{1}a) Extension for Ciggure Time 265.113{a)
| and {b}
l-1e Closure Proceduras 265112,
i 265.114
I-1¢{1) Imverttory Removal 265 112(b)(3) | Discuss methods for removing, ransparting,
trealing, storing, or disposing of all hazardous
wastes and identily the type(s) of ofi-site
hazardous waste managemeant units to be
SECTLWPD

Rewvigwer:

Checkhsl Revigian Date (ftecembear 1955
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RCRA LT No.; Faciluy Name: Page 2 of I-5
CHECKLIST FCR REVIEW OF FEDERAL RCRA INTERIM STATUS PERMIT APPLICATIONS
SECTIONE CLOSURE PLANS AND FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS
. See Attached
Section and Fedearal Review Logation in Comment
Beguirement Regulation Consideration” Application® Number®
i ) . used. i
I-1e{2) Disposal or Decontarmination of 2B5.112(b){a); | Provide a detailed description of the sleps
Equiprnent, Structure, and Sails 285,114 needed to decontaminate or dispoze of all
facility equipment and structures.
Oemonstrate that any hazardous constituents
{i.e., Appendix V) left at the unit will not
impact any envirgnmental media in excass of
Agency-established exposure levels and that
direst cantacl will nol poso a thrpal to human
health and the environment.
[-1e{4) Clogure of Containers 265.114; Address the following: hazardous wasle
265 112(b)(3) | removal and disposal; container
decontamination and disposal; site
decontamination and disposal including
linings, s¢il, and washes, maximum inventory, .
-1e(5) Closure of Tanks aE5.197: The deszcription should gddress the following:
265.112{b}3) | waste remaval from tanks and equipment;
decortamination of all components;
vetification of desontamination; dispasal of
wasles and residuas: and maximum
inventory.
I-1e{11] Closure of Miscellaneous Unils 27023812
255.381
1-3a Certification of Closure 265.115;
[ 265.280
[~ Closure Cost Estimate 265142 Estimate must equal final cost estimate.
Estimate must be based on third party closing
facility and rmmay use on-site disposal
capacity will exist over life of facilily, Eslimate
SECTIWPD Acvicwes;

“Chackiist At sion Date (Ducernbus 1947
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RCEA LD, No.

. Facility Name; Page -3 of I-5
CHECKLIST FOR REVIEW OF FEDERAL RCRA INTERIM STATUS PERMIT APPLICATIONS
SECTION I. .CLOSURE PLANS AND FINANCIAL REQUIRENMENTS
See Atlached
Section and Federal Review Location in Comment
Requirement Regulation Consideration’ Application® Number®
must be adjusted for annual inflation as
stated in 264.142(b), Estimales may not
assume zero cost for hazardolus wasie
handling, and may not incorporate salvage
value, facility strucluresiequipmeant, land, or
- other facility assets as offsets,
I-5 Financial Assurance for Closure 265143,
264151
-5t} Surely Bond Guarandeeing Fayment | 265.143(b); | Must pravide bond aor standby trust
into a Closure Trust Fund 284 151(b) agreement. Bond mus! guarantes
ownerfoperator wift fund standby trust tund or
provide financial assurance equal to penal
sum.
1-8 Liabihity Requirements 285.147
I-Ba Coverage far Sudden Accidental 265.147(a) Coverage must be maintained for sudden
Oeourrences accidental cceurrences in the amourt of §7
millicn per accurrence with an annual
agraement of at l2ast 32 million.
f-Baf1} Endorsement of Certification 285.147{a)(1) | Submit ariginal Hazardous Waste Facility
Liability Endarzemeant warding pursuant 1o
2641511, or Cerificate of Liability wording
pursuant to 264 151(j).
-8af2) Financial Test and Corporate 285.147{ak2). | Requires signed lotler by owner or chigf
Guarantee lor Liability Coverage {1}.iq); financial officer worded as outlined in
264 151 {g] 1 2684.151(q; cutining applicant financial
statement. 264.151{g) used if applicant is
uging financial test to covar cost for closure of
post closure. Allernatively, owner/operator
may submit corparate quarantee specified in
SECTLWPD

[ Evirwer

Checkhist Qevisan Dale {December 15497
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Facility Name;

Page [-4 of |-&

SECTION L

CHEGKLIST FCR REVIEW OF FEDERAL RCRA INTERIM STATUS PERMIT APPLICATIONS

CLOSURE PLANS AND FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS

Section and
Requirement

Federal
Regulation

Heview
Consideration®

Location in
Aoplication”

See Attached
Comment
Number®

264.151(hji2). -

PI-Ea{S]

Lze of Multiple Financial Mechanism

265.147{a){3)

Submit items demonstaating hahility coverane
specified in -8af1) and 1-8a{2). Amount of
coverage must total at least minimum amount
required by 264.147(a).

|-8b

Coverage for Monsudden Aceidental
Crcoutrences

265.147(b)

For high risk slorage facilities, surface
mpoundments, land dizposal, land traatment
faciliies, hability coverage must be
maintained in the amount of at least $3
mithon per gceurrence. Annual aggregate al
| least $6 million.

1-8b(1)

Endorsement or Cenlification

265.147 (B} 1)

Submit signed duplicate onginal of
Hazardous Waste Facility Liahility
Endorsement.

1-Bh{)

Financial Test aor Corporate
Guarantee lor Liability Coverage

265.147(6)(2);
264.154{fh{g)

Roguires signed tetter by owner or chicf
financial officer worded as outlined in
264.151{g) outlining applicant finrancial
statement. 264.151{g) used f applicant is
using financial test o cover cost for closure or
post closure, Alternatively, ownet/operator

may submit corporate gearantee specilied in
264.151(h){2).

Use of Multiple Insurance
Mechanism

265.147(03(3)

Submit itetns demonsirating liability coverage
specthied in 1-8af1) and {-8a({2). Amount af
coverage must total at least minimum amount
required by 284.147(b).

Haquests tor Variance

265.147{c}

Requesl for adjusted level of required Gabifity

| must be supported by information which

demanstrates 264 147(a) or (b) are not

SECTIWPD

Rewiewe:r:

Checklist Revision Date {December 19597]
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Page |-5 of I-5

CHECKLIST FOR REVIEW OF FEDERAL RCRA INTERIM STATUS PERMIT APPLICATIONS

SECTION . CLOSURE PLANS AND FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS

See Attached
Section and Federal Review Location in Comment
Fequirement Requlation Congideration® Application® Numbar®

cansistent with degree and duration of rigk

associated with treatment, storage, or
disposal at facility or group of facilities.

Motes:

* Considerations in additian W0 1he requirements presenicd in the regulations.

g Foreach requirement, this column must indicals ene of The following: NA for ngl applicabile, IM lar information missing, or the exact location of the
inforration in the application.

. If application is deficient in an area, prepare a comment describing the deficiency, attach it to the checklist, and reference the comment in this
calumn.

SECTILWPD

Bavigwer:

Checklisi Bevision Date {Dece~kar 1897}





