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• 
DATE: August 22, 1995 

SUBJECT: REMOVAL FROM EPA 1 S CERCLIS INVENTORY 

FROM: Matthew J. Robbins, Brownfields Coordinator 
Waste Management Division, Region IV 

TO: SMITH FARM COLFAX #3 
RT 2 
COLFAX 
NC· 27235 

EPA DID NOT MAIL 
TO FACILITY 

EPA has identified the Brownfields Initiative as one of the Agency's top. 
priorities. The term "brownfields" refers to previously used properties that 
may lie vacant because potential contamination makes ·them unmarketable to the 
private sector. EPA has recently announced a comprehensive Brownfields 
strategy, including Pilot grants to municipalities, to stimulate economic 
revitalization. 

One part of the strategy has been for EPA to review its complete 
inventory of Superfund sites. These sites have been screened and determined 
to require no remedial action under the Federal Superfund Program based on 
information available as well as on conditions and policies that currently 
exist. This is to notify you that EPA has removed your facility from EPA's 
computer inventory known as CERCLIS. THIS DOES NOT INDICATE THAT THE STATE 
HAS MADE A SIMILAR DETERMINATION. 

If you have any questions, please call me at 404/347-5059 ext. 6214. 

cc: State Agency 
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REMEI\t SITE ASSESSMENT DECISION- EP~ REGION IV 

Site Name: Smith Farm Colfax #3 EPA ID#: NCD 980 503 114 

Alias Site Names: ----------

City: Colfax County or Parish; Guilford State: NC 

Refer to Report Dated: July 5, 1994 Report type: ....:.S~IP=----------

Report developed by: Com T. Platt, BVWS 

DECISION: 

I x I 1. Further Remedial Site Assessment under CERCLA. (Superfund) is not required because: 

I x I la Site does not qualify for further remedial 
site assessment under CERCLA 

(No Further Remedial Action Planned - NFRAP) 

I lb. Site may qualify for further 
action, but is deferred to: 

94 

I RCRA 
I NRC 

I 2. Further Assessment Needed Under CERCLA: 2a (optional) Priority: I I Higher I I Lower 

2b. Activity 
Type: 

PA 
SI 

Other: 

ESI 
HRS evaluation 

DISCUSSION/RATIONALE: The contaminant associated with this site is calcium hydroxide, which is not a 
CERCLA eligible contaminant. Therefore, a disposition of no further action was assigned. 

Report Reviewed 
and Approved by: Cynthia K Gurley 

Site Decision 
Made by: Cynthia K Gurley Signature: 

Cr 'a. 9ud~ 
_.....C_l"""io~d-\....l.,l,Q,A.~;u=-::...._C-y-::7'-'~ .o""o.I...:.L~o..::.O~-...... Date: 09/23/94 

Signature: Date: 09/23/94 

EPA Form# 9100-3 

'----- .. --- - - --··-- --- .. --- ---- ---

-l 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION4 

4WD-WPB 

MS. Pat DeRosa, Head 
CERCLA Branch . 

345 COURTLAND STREET, N.E. 
ATLANTA. GEORGIA 30365 

OCT 19 1994 

North Carolina Department of Environment, 
Health and Natural Resources 

Division of Solid Waste Management 
P.O. Box 27687 
Raleigh, North Carolina 27611-7687 

Dear Ms. DeRosa: 

. -:- -. 

The following reports have recently been reviewed and 
accepted by EPA - Region IV Site Assessment Section: 

Preliminary Assessments 

Pinewood Dump Site 
Wayne County 
NCO 986 188 043 

Site Inspections 

Old Mount Holly Road PCE Site 
Mecklenburg County 
NCO 986 172 518 

Spann Property 
Henderson County 
NCO 986 180 917 

No Further Remedial Action 
Planned (NFRAP). 

Further Action (FA). 

NFRAP 

Site Inspection Prioritizations (SIPs) 

Athol Manufacturing Corp. 
Granville County 
NCO 072 003 635 

Gulf Oil Corporation 
Guilford County 
NCO 067 437 400 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 
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• 
H & S Processors, Inc. 
Lincoln County 
NCD 049 772 023 

Helena Chemical Company 
Halifax County 
NCD 980 483 275 

Hope Mills Landfill 
Cumberland County 
NCD 980 502 983 

Kaiser Fertilizer Plant 
Columbus County 
NCD 980 842 470 

Rhodera Drive Wells 
Union County 
NCD 986 176 030 

Rowland Landfill 
Wake County 
NCD 065 300 113 

Smith Farm Colfax #3 
Guilford County 
NCD 980 503 114 

Waxhaw Storage Tanks 
Union County 
NCD 981 030 836 

Expanded Site Inspections 

Davis Park Road TCE Site 
Gaston County 
NCD 986 175 644 

• 
2 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 

NFRAP 

FA 

Enclosed please find the Remedial Site Assessment Decision 
Forms for each report generated by the North Carolina Superfund 
program and a copy of the actual report generated by the EPA 
Contractor. 

In addition, I have enclosed a copy of the CERCLA Site 
Status Report for North Carolina. 

---------
.-- ---- --- -- ----· --

------ ----
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If you have any questions concerning these site decisions, 
please call me at (404) 347-5059, Extension 6150. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

~+b~.~~~ 
Cynthia K. Gurley 
North Carolina, PO 
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BLACK & VEATCH Waste Science, Inc. 

The Curtis Center, Suite 705, 601 Walnut Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19106-3307, (215) 928-0700, Fax: (215) 928-1780 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Smith Farm Colfax #3 

Mr. Narindar Kumar 
Chief, Site Assessment Section 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
345 Courtland Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30365 

DATE REPORT ACCEPTED 9-2._3-9Y Subject: 

DISPOSITION ~ t S2 b e 
SAM SIGNATURB C.; ~U\ ,:D, (\< .p\, 9. a- -1 

Dear Mr. Kumar: 

..,. 2 11994 

RF- -'f1. 

SEP 3 01994 

BVWS Project 52012.230 
BVWS FileD 

July 5, 1994 

Site Inspection Prioritization 
Smith Farm Colfax #3 
Colfax, Guilford County, NC 
EPA ID. No. NCD980503114 

BLACK & VEATCH Waste Science, Inc. has been tasked by the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), to conduct a Site Inspection Prioritization at the Smith Farm Colfax #3 (EPA ID. 
No. NCD980503114) site located on Rt. 2, Colfax, Guilford County, North Carolina. 

The Smith Farm Colfax #3 site is located in a rural area of Guilford County. A 0.5 acre holding 
pond onsite was used between 1973 to 1979 for disposal of a calcium hydroxide slurry (1 0% 
calcium hydroxide and 90% water) from Air Products Company in Greensboro, NC. This waste 
was generated as a byproduct of acetylene production. The pond was reportedly closed in 1979. 
No known environmental samples have been collected from this site. Information available in 
the site file did not suggest the presence of CERCLA eligible contaminants onsite. The 
contaminant associated with this site, calcium hydroxide, is not a CERCLA eligible contaminant; 
therefore, a waste source can not be established. 

No further action is recommended for the Smith Farm Colfax #3 site, as there are no CERCLA 
eligible contaminants associated with the site. 

cc: Mr. Victor Blix, BVWS-Atlanta 

Very truly yours, 

BLACK & VEATCH Waste Science, Inc. 

{!;J./!I~ff 
Corry T. Platt 
Site Manager 

---- -- ------
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BLACK & VEATCH Waste Science, Inc. 
Pltiladelpltia Office 

TELEPHONE MEMORANDUM 
: 

U.S. EPA - Region IV 
Smith Farm Colfax #3 
Guidance on Smith Farm Colfax #3 

To: 
Company: 
Phone No.: 

Recorded by: 

Craig Benedikt 
U.S. EPA 
(404)347-5065 x6150 

Corry T. Platt ~ 

• 
B&V Project 52012.230 

B&V File C 
June 14, 1994 

1500h 

I called Craig to discuss the Smith Farm Colfax #3 site. I explained that the site file 
included only a Preliminary Assessment and that this report stated that a pond onsite 
was used to deposit calcium hydroxide, a non-CERCLA eligible contaminant, between 
1973 and 1979. It is believed that the porid has since been closed and no samples 
have been collected from this site. The P A recommended that either sampling of the 
site be conducted and CERCLA eligible contaminants hopefully be detected, or that a . 
no further action decision be given to this site. 

I asked Craig what my next step should be. He said that we should write a letter 
report for this site, summarizing site activities and stating that no known CERCLA 
eligible contaminants are associated with this site, and submit the letter as the 
deliverable. 



• • Site Name: Smith Farm Colfax #3 
NCO 980 503 114 Site Number: 

Site Location: Colfax, N.C. 
Guilford County 
Latitude: 36 07 49.0 
Longitude: 80 00 16.5 

Date: July 06, 1992 

Calculation Results 

Distance from Population Number of Households 
Site Location Per Ring Cumulative Per Ring Cumulative 

0 to 

>1/4 to 

>1/2 to 

>1 to 

>2 to 

>3 to 

Note: 

1/4 mile 34 34 14 14 

1/2 mile 87 121 35 49 

1 

2 

3 

4 

mile 328 449 124 173 

miles 1,354 1,803 513 686 

miles 3,368 5,171 1,295 1,981 

miles 8,597 13,768 3,437 5,418 

The populations and number of households within specified 
target distance rings were calculated for the NC Superfund 
Section by the NC State Center for Geographic Information 
and Analysis using the 1990 US Census data. These values 
were calculated by summing the population and the number of 
households data for each census block located within each 
target ring. For census blocks lying only partially within 
the ring, the per cent area of the block within the ring 
was multiplied by the population and household densities 
of the block. 

FINAL114.RP 
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~IT.E N~:· SW? 1'fi hYm · Co/1}.,~ # 3. 
AKA: A/A" 

CERCLIS I:A/CtfJ- 9tf0 s-os //¥ 

SSID: ~~ 
1 

·.· ADDRESS:...:·~~· :.....-r..:;...,~Z=-------------------------
:: .. CITY: Co/._,c'1ct X STATE: /f/,-C_, 

SITE REFERENCE POINT: CenT-er of 4?0ffol/ 
v 

ZIP CODE: ~ 7.Z....) s-

us_GS QUAD MAP "Nrum: (!{e-/ew-s. C,-eeK TOWNSHIP: __::::_ N/S RANGE: __:::_ E/W 

SCALE: 1:24,0_DO . ~p DATE: fCj' tf"f!S;. SECTION: - 1/4 1/4 - 1/4 

_MAP DATUM:. 9 1983 (CIRCLE ONE). ME~IDIAN=-----~--------
.. COORDINATES FROM LOWER RIGHT (SOUTHEAST) CORNER OF 7.5' MAP (attach photocopy): 

LONGITUDE: ?0 0 t70· 00" LATITUDE: 3 6 o 07 ' ~0 " -- -- --
COORDINATES FROM LOWER RIGHT (SOUTHEAST) CORNER OF 2.5' ~RID CELL: 

.. LONGITUDE: g-'0 o 0 0 • 00 " LATITUDE: 36 o 0"-7- ' 30" 

CALCULATIONS: LATITUDE (7.5' QUADRANGLE MAP) 

:··,:_, 
A) NUMBER OF RULER GRADUATIONS FROM LATITUDE GRID LINE TO SITE REF POINT: ~/' 

... ,· .. _..-- .. 
B) MULTIPLY (A) BY 0.3304 TO CONVERT TO SECONDS: 

A X 0~3304 = / p. &". 
C) EXPRESS IN MINUTES AND SECONDS (1'= 6.0.!..)": ... £_• I?.~" 

·- .. -.·· 
;··- .:· D) ADD TO STARTING LATITUDE: I.§_ o E_L' 3 0 • ..!2.__" + _!!_' .1.:l_. _Q_ = 

SITE LATITUDE~ 3_§_o.E..Z' .!t..2:._·_f2_" I 
CALCULATIONS: LONGITUDE (7.5' QUADRANGLE MAP) 

A) NUMBER OF RULER GRADUATIONS FROH RIGHT LONGITUDE LINE TO SITE REF POINT: _s-o 
B) MULTIPLY (A) BY 0.3304 TO CONVERT TO SECONDS: 

A X 0.3304 ~ ~~ • ~" 

C) EXPRESS IN MINUTES AND SECONDS (1'= 60"): ~·~. ~" 
D) ADD TO STARTING LONGITUDE: ~o_!!f! ... _' 0 0 . ....!2.._" + 0 '/({" .L_ = 

SITE LONGITUDE: e!2.........o.5?..Q...' li._.£_".·1 

E-10 
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ToPOGRAPHic MAP QUADRANGLE NAME: £.5 e/~u.--s CP.ee~ I 
COORDINATES OF LOWER RJGHT-HAND COR!'IER OF 2.5-MINU"{"E GRJD: 

LATITUDE: ]Co 07•10· LONGITUDE:cfO?OO•O'O· 

E-ll 

SCALE: I ::!4 .000 . 
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r~-·~-\'~4 ~ . . { l 
: Parkway route mUSt 
I ~ veer to avoid waste 
k By James Drew ' ,.,.,'h [ h 
J ~ and Jllllet OJ.aon • • • .l, e iinpact 0 t e 
~ . 8Catl Wri&en . 

Environmental testa have confmned the highway on the movie 
presence of~rdous wastes in the proposed di • wiJ1 · b 
path of the 'Siiilth Crel!k Parkway, so state StU 0 Slte agaJll e an 
highway planners say they m\18t consider • , 
shifting the route south. lSSUe . . . 

That means planners must go back to try- Bill FIU't'b 
ing to snake the $72.5 million project Wi.lminpncitymllll8ger 
through a narrow corridor bounded by neigh-
borhoods, businesses and Smith Creek. 

The shift would ·move the parkway closer waste at the Caro-Knit plant be left undis
to N.C. Film Studios and the Love Grove and turbed, said William G. Marley, assistant 
Brooklyn neighborhoods. highway administrator for the state Depart-

"At the landfill site, the DOT design staff ment of Transportation. 
has worked out an alternative route that Highway planners think they can move 
avoids the largest landfill," City Manager the parkway south, which would put it be
Bill Farris wrote in a memo to City Council tween the Caro-Knit plant and the film stu
members. " ... lf it is cost-€ffective, the route dio. Marley said he is unsure how the move 
will be changed . . .. Obviously, consideration would affect the studio. 
of the impact of the highway on the movie "Whether we are increasing the involve
studio site will again be an issue as alterna- ment of DEG or not, I don't know," he said. 

~ 
tives are sought." 

Burton M. Bassett, an engineer with the " . . . We feel like we can get through there . 

' 

Raleigh finn conducting the parkway's sup- · · · We can do something to shield the studio ~ 
plemental environmental impact statement, from noise and traffic." 
said the southern route will be analyzed and Planners do not think they can shift the 
compared with the current proposed path parkway away from the abandoned factory . 
through the former city landfill, which is dump site, Marley said, because there is not 
roughly bounded by Smith Creek to the enough distance for a realignment between 
north, a railroad track to the 99uth aJ!d ¥Stq ~dump site and the CRr.~-Knit plant. Engi
and McRae Street to the west. neers are trying to find an mnovat1ve de-

The 7.7-mile, four-lane parkway from sign" that woul<l enable them to route the 
downtown Wilmington to Eastwood Road is parkway directly over the dump, he said. 
designed to relieve congt~stion on Market At the third waste site, the old city dump, 
Street and handle Interstate 40 traffic. planners are studying two alternatives ~ 

Planners already shifted the route one routing the parkway either directly over or 
year ago to move the parkway away from south of the dump, Marley said. 
Corning Glass Works on North College Road A design that would take the parkway over 
and the film studios on North 23rd Street. the dumps probably would include a combi
The parent company of the studios, the De nation of building bridges and "compacting 
Laurentiis Entertainment Group, had said the landfill in place without digging it out," 
construction of the parkway would force the Marley said. 
studios to leave Wilmington. Noise from con- Engineers are expected to complete their 
struction and traffic would disrupt filming at routing study by mid-summer, Marley said, 
the studios, DEG said. and state officials will then determine how 

But now that hazardous wastes have been much the changes will add to the parkway's 
found along the route , state planners say the cost. 
parkway wiil have to be moved south again. State Transportation Board member Tom-

An engineering firm studied soil samples my Pollard, who represents Wilmington, has 
from three waste sites on the route: an under- said the parkway's cost might at some pomt 

• ground storage tank and a covered drainage exceed ita benefit. 
lagoon at the former Caro-Knit textile plant But state officials say they are not ready to 
on North 23rd Street, the old city dump and abandon the project. 
another former dump directly west of Burnt Because of the delays in routing the park-
Mill Creek that belonged to a factory . way, right-of-way purchases are about s1x 

Groundwater samples from the dumps months behind schedule. But once a route is 
show contamination by lead, chromium, cad- chosen, Marley said, he thinks DOT officials 
mium, mercury, phenolics and cyanide. can make up that time so that construction of 

-The engineering firm, Law Environmen- the parkway- scheduled _to)ltart in 1992-
tal, has recommended that the hazardous would )!.Ot be delayed. // -

---- ·---
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.·Greensboro News-& Record 
~Robert D. Benson."'--~ 
~John R. Alexander, E-Poo-Et1110t 

Ben J. Bowers, ---c--Edlf9r 

Ned Cline, ~Edlto< 

E2 

- Editorials 

,, Return of the Blob 
If Hollywood were to make a movie 

· · of North Carolina's hazardous waste 
. travails, it would have to be a 
· grade-B flick named something like 

"Return of the Blob." Subtitle: "Can 
· they stop this deadly mess before it 

·. oozes out of control?" Featuring: 
Gov. Jim "Let me do it" Martin, a 
cast of frustrated legislators, wary 

. environmentalists and angry towns
' people. Special cameo appearance by 
'. South Carolina Gov. Carroll Camp
. bell. 

To be accurate, such a movie would 
. have to flop, as North Carolina's at
' tempts to handle its hazardous waste 
· have flopped. A decade after Love 
. Canal first drew attention to the dan
. gers of toxic waste - and five years 

after North Carolina created a com-
, mission to addre88 the state's prob

lem - a solution is nowhere in eight. 
Citizen protests halted the Hazard
ous ~tment Conun'iSslon'e 
attempt to find a site for a treatment 
plant last year, and no progress has 
been made since. 

Tar Heel companies ship about 100 
million pounds of hazardous waste 
each year to a landfill In Pinewood, 
S.C. But South Carolina is growing 
understandably tired of being 
dumped on, and Governor Campbell 
has threatened to stop accepting 
North Carolina's waste shipments 
March 1. Since such a ban is probably 
unconstitutional, the threat amounts 
to a strong kick in the pants -which 
North Carolina undoubtedly de
serves. 

Gov. Jim Martin has seized the mo
ment and proposed legislation giving 
himself the authority to site a waste 
facility. Such an arrangement has the 
advantage of placing responsibility 
squarely on the shoulders of an elect
ed official, who could then be held 
accountable. But it also has dangers: 
Martin could decide to punish a par
ticular Democratic official by choos
ing to put the plant in his or her 
county. _ - -. 

Hazardous waste 
Legislators need time to study this 

and other proposals, which is why it 
would be wrong to panic under pres
sure. The answer to North Carolina's 
hazardous waste problem may not be 
a multimillion dollar comprehensive 
treatment plant, and it would be fool
ish to commit money before studying 
alternatives. These include: 

• Expanding waste prevention 
and reduction programs. The state's 
first priority should be preventing 
and reducing hazardous waste, and 
there are some highly successful new 
technologies for doing both. But in 
this y~s budget Governor Martin l 

. recommends no additional money for 
these programs. · · · · 

• Agreements with other states. 
Many nearby states are in the same 
boat as North Carolina, and might 
agree to take on a segment of the 
waste treatment I disposal process. 
One state could have responst'bility 
for incineration, for example, another 
for treatment. The Environmental 
Protection Agency says every state 
does not need a comprehensive facili
ty, and If North Carolina buDds one, 
we could end up with other states' 
wastes. 

• Land disposal. North Carolina 
certainly doesn't want a toxic landfill 
like South Carolina's, but waste could 
perhaps be safely stored in retriev
able containers above or below 
ground. A committee of the Gover
nor's Waste Management Board rec
ommended such an approach last 
week, and it's worth a closer look. 

Hazardous waste is an inevitable 
by-product of our industrial society 
and can be managed safely. So far, 
North Carolina hasn't faced up to 
that responsibility. Legislators 
should move deliberately, without 
delay, to tame "the Blob" this ses-
aion. -

,. ...... 
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- Editorials 

Return of the Blob ' If Hollywood were to make a movie 
· · of North Carolina's hazardous waste 
. travails, it would have to be a 
· grade-B flick named something like 

"Return of the Blob." Subtitle: "Can 
· they stop this deadly mess before it 
·. oozes out of control?" Featuring: 

Gov. Jim "Let me do it" Martin, a 
cast of frustrated legislators, wary 
environmentalists and angry towns
people. Special cameo appearance by 

. South Carolina Gov. Carroll Camp
. bell 

To be accurate, such a movie would 
. have to flop, as North Carolina's at
, tempts to handle its hazardous waste 
· have flopped. A decade after Love 
. Canal first drew attention to the dan
. gers or toxic waste- and five years. 

~ 
after North Carolina created a com

' mission to address the state's prob
lem - a solution is no\vhere in sight. 
Citizen protests halted the Hazard-
ous ~tment Conun18Slon's 
attempt to find a site for a treatment 
plant last year, and no progress has 
been made since. 

Tar Heel companies ship about 100 
million pounds of hazardous waste 
each year to a landfill in Pinewood, 
S.C. But South Carolina is growing 
understandably tired or being 
dumped on, and Governor Campbell 
has threatened to stop accepting 
North Carolina's waste shipments 
March 1. Since such a ban is probably 
unconstitutional, the threat amounts 
to a strong kick in the pants -which 
North Carolina undoubtedly de
serves. 

Gov. Jim Martin has seized the mo
ment and proposed legislation giving 
himself the authority to site a waste 
!ac:ility. Such an arrangement has the 
advantage of placing responsibility 
squarely on the shoulders of an elect
ed official, who could then be held 
accountable. But it also has dangers: 
Martin could decide to punish a par-

~ 
ticular Democratic official by choos
ing to put the plant in his or her 
county. _ 

-

Hazardous waste 
Legislators need time to study this 

and other proposals, which is why it 
would be wrong to panic under pres
sure. The answer to North Carolina's 
hazardous waste problem may not be 
a multimillion dollar comprehensive 
treatment plant, and it would be fool
ish to commit. money before studying 
alternatives. These include: 

• Expanding wute prevention 
and reduction programs. The state's 
first priority should be preventing 
and reducing hazardous waste, and 
there are some highly successful new 
technologies for doing both. But in 
this year's budget Governor Martin' 

. ~commends no additional money for 
these programs. · · · · · 

• Agreements with other states. 
Many nearby states are in the same 
boat as North Carolina, and might 
agree to take on a segment of the 
waste treatment I disposal process. 
One state could have responB1oility 
for incineration, for example, another 
for treatment. The Environmental 
Protection Agency says every state 
does not need a comprehensive !ac:ili
ty, and If North Carolina bufids one, 
we could end up with other states' 
wastes. 

• Land disposal. North Carolina 
certainly doesn't want a toxic landfill 
like South Carolina's, but waste could 
perhaps be safely stored in retriev
able containers above or below 
ground. A committee of the Gover
nor's Waste Management Board rec
ommended such an approaeh last 
week, and it's worth a closer look. 

Hazardous :waste is an inevitable 
by-product of our industrial society 
and can be mansged s&rely. So rar, 
North Carolina hasn't faced up to 
that responsibility. Legislators 
should move' deliberately, without 
delay, to tame "the Blob" this ses-
sion. - ---
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jlParkway route mUSt 
veer to avoid waste 

11.. By Jame• Drew ' "''h • fth I and Juet Ol.lon • • • .1. J e Hnpact 0 e 
' I fiWf Wrilno high 

1 Environmental testa have conflnlled the • way on the movie 
presence ofh~rdous wastes in the proposed di • will • b 
path of the '\Siiilth Creek Pa~kway, so state StU 0 Site again e an 
highway _planners say they must consider • , 
shifting the route south. · ISSUe. • • 

That means planners must go back to try- BW Farrb 
ing to anake the $72.5 million project WiJJninctoncltymanager 
through a narrow corridor bounded by neigh-
borhoods, businesses and Smith Creek. 

The shift would 'move the parkway closer waste at the Caro-Knit plant be left undis
to N.C. Film Studios and the Love Grove and turbed, aaid William G. Marley, assistant 
Brooklyn neighborhoods. highway administrator for the state Depart-

"At the landfill site, the DOT design staff ment of Transportation. · 
hu worked out an alternative route that . Highway planners think they can move 
avoids the largest landfill," City Manager the parkway south, which would put it be
Bill Farris wrote in a memo to City Council tween the Caro-Knit plant and the film stu
members. " •.. If it is cost-effective, the route dio. Marley said he Is unsure how the move 
will be changed .•.. Obviously, consideration would affect the studio. · 

• of the impact of the highway on the movie "Whether we are increasing the involve
. ~ studio site will again be an issue as alterna- ment of DEG or not, I don't know," he said. 
· tivea are sought." 

Burton M. Bassett, an engineer with the " ... We feel like we can get through there. 
Raleigh firm conducting the parkway's sup- ... We can do something to shield the studio~ 

, plemental environmental impact statement, from noise and traffic." 
said the southern route will be analyzed and Planners do not think they can shift the 
compared with the current propased path parkway away from the abandoned factory . 
through the former city landfill, which is dump site, Marley said, because there is not 
roughly bounded by Smith Creek to the enough distance for a realignment between 
north, a railroad track to the south and east,4 the dump site and the CIU'O-Knit plant. Engi-
and McRae Street to the west. . - - . neers are trying to find "an innovative de- . 

The 7.7-mile, four-lane parkway from sign" that would enable them to route the 
downtown Wilmington to Eastwood Road Is parkway directly over the dump, he said. 
designed to relieve C:OnRStion on Market At the third waste site, the old city dump, 
Street and handle·Interstate 40 traffic. planners are studying two alternatives -

Planners already shifted the route one routing the parkway either directly over or 
year ago to move the parkway away from south of the dump, Marley Baid. 
Corning Glass Works on North College Road A design that would take the parkway over 
and the film studios on North 23rd Street. the dumps probably would include a combi
The parent company of the studios, the De nation of building bridges and "compacting 
Laurentiis Entertainment Group, had said the landfill in place without digging it out,h 
construction of the parkway would force the Marley said. 
studios to leave Wilmington. Noise from con- Engineers are expected to complete their 
atruction and traffic would disrupt filming at routing study by mid-summer, Marley said,. 
the studios, DEG aaid. and state officials will then determine how 

But now that hazardous wastes have been much the changes will add to the parkway's 
found along the route, state planners say the coat. 
parkway will have to be moved south again. State Transportation Board member Tom-

An engineering firm studied soil samples my Pollard, who represents Wilmington, has 
• from three waste sites on the route: an under- said the parkway's cost might at some point 

ground storage tank and a covered drainage exceed its benefit. 
lagoon at the former Caro-Knit teXtile plant But state officials say they are not ready to 
on North 23rd Street, the old city dump and abandon the project. 
another former dump directly west of Burnt Because of the delays in routing the park-
Mill Creek that belonged to· a factory. way, right-of-way purchases are about. six 

Groundwater samples from the dumps months behind schedule. But once a route Is 
ahow contamination by lead, chromium, cad· dlosen, Marley said, he thinks DOT officials 
mium, mercury, phenolics and cyanide. can make up that time so that construction of 
~The engineering firm, Law Environmen- the ~rkway- scheduled ~ in 1992-

1 ~ recomme~d~ -~t- ~e- ~ous. wo~d )!.Ot be delayed .. // -
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Former city aump threatens prop~sed parkway 
.8Y Janet 01 on and James Drew 
... ffWrikn 

The future of the proposed $63.5 million 
Smith ree k Pa rkway is 1n question aga m. 
this lime because of a n old city dump site that 
lies under the proposed route . 

srud Tommy Harrt! lson . deputy ~retary of 
transportation . "But we are certamly not go
ing to give it up at this point. '" 

Tommy Pollard who represents N w Han
over County on the state t ransportation 
board . said he remains committed to the pro
ject. But if the cleanup cost rises above $5 
million, it would force the stale to make a 
decision about whether the cost of the project 
exceeded its benefit. Pollan! said 

C li,.~ING SE.VIC £ 
1115 HilLSBORO 

RALEICOH . NC 27603 
Tt l. ('U) .ll · Z079 

The dump might contain hazardous waste. 
~tate omcials fear. and that possibility snmds 
to add millions of dollars in cleanup expense 
to th~ project's cost a nd poses liability prot>-' 
!ems for the slate. 

City omcials say 001' has not told them 
the project IS m ,JeOpardy 001' officials will 
meet Dec. 19 in Raleigh to discu s the envi
ronmental problemo and possible cha nges to 
the route . City '.1anager Bill Farns said he 
,Plans to attend the meetm£ or <e nd a rep r~-

MOJ!N~ STM 
'MlMtNGTON. N r 

State officials say they might have to con
sider scrappmg the project if building the 
parkway requires a costly cleanup. But those 
sa me ome1al s ""Y they are far from throwmg 
in the towel 

"It" oenous. There's no quest ion alx>u 1 ... 

sentat1ve. 
Farris said he learned of the prob

lems with the project Thursday 
morning when he talked to an engi
neer w1th the Raleigh firm that is 
studyi ng how changes in the park
way route will affect the environ
ment. 

Plans call for the 7.7-mil e, four
lane parkway to run from down
town Wilmington to Eastwood 
Road. Construction on the roadway 
- designed to relieve congestion on 
Market Street and handle Inter
late 40 traffic - IS scheduled to 

~tart 1n !992. with completion m 
1995. 

The parkway has been plagued 
with problem throughout Its plan
ning stages. while state officials 
tr ied to snake Its route through a 
narrow corridor bounded by neigh· 
l,nrhood>. la rge businesses an< 
"mith Cr ~ k 

The latat problem, slate officials 
sav, is that no ·one itnows what is 
h~-ried b.o:1eath the proposc.O route 
Plans call for about1 ,500 feet of the 
parkway to cross a former city 
dump, which is roughly bounded by 
Smith Creek to the north, a raj! road 
track to the south and east. and 
!>lcRae Street to the west. The prop
erty is ownllll by CSX Transporta
tion Inc 

DEC 09 88 

. The city leased the property for 
the dump from about the late 1960s 
until the early 1970s. srud Robert F. 
Coleman Jr., a former city public 
worka director who retired this 
yea:;-. 

State officials say another old 
dump site, which belonged to an old 
factory, also lies in the parkway's 
path . City officials, however. said 
they know of only one dump - the 
old city dump - that would inter-

. fere with the parkway plans. 
In either case , the cont~nts of the 

~ --dumps are a mystery . 
· "Everybody brought all of their 

~ta rbage there," srud William D. 
Bingham. an engineering geologist 
with the state Department of Trans
portation. ''That means there could 
be factory waste . There could be 
a nything ... There could be some 
pretty heavy contam inati on ." 

Plans call for the parkwav to be 
built about 20 feet above the i;round 
across the old dum p . Farris srud . 
But state official> now say the for
mer dump , which is 20 feet deep in 
some areas, won't support the four
lane , divided highway and the fill 

dirt needed t.c elevate 1t above the 
ground. , 

Officials with the state's solid 
and hazardous waste branch want 
the tate to route the parkway 
around the dump. 

""We would always recommend 
that sites like thjs be left alone ... 
aajd Terry Dover, eastern regional 
supervisor for the slate branch. 

The city sealed off ita dump in 
early 1971 , Dover srud ' and since 
then , it has caused no obvious 
health or environmental problems. 
Nearby neighborhoods are on the 
city water system, so they do not use 
groundwater near the dump. 

Unsealing the dump could create 
proble!Dll, Dover said . 

"lfthere's not a choice. then there 
should be a design for that highway 
tbat would have the least impact 
and effect on the old disposal site." 
Dover srud. 

State officials are considering 
building a bridge acroas the site, 
which would cause minimal di stur
bance. Bingham said. But that still 
leaves the slate with a liability 
problem. 

'There is the liabiljty of owning a 
hazardous waste site," he srud. "It's 
not something you want to go out 
and buv ." 

At tlus point, sta te officials a n
ticipate it would cost at least $2 
million or $3 million to clean up the 
dump sites and a potential hazard
ous waste site in the parkway's path 
at an abandoned textile plant nea.r 

2:Jrd Street. They str"" , however , 
that the sites must be studied before 
accurate figures are known . 

Well s said it will be two or three 
months before the department nas 
a feel for" the cost and six months 
before it knows. Meanwhile. Wells 
said, pla.nning for the parkway will 
continue on a normal course. 

But Farris sajd the parkway's 
supplemental environmental im
pact statement, which must be com
pleted before right-of-way acqujsi
hon begins, is on hold until oor 
studies the recently d;scovered en
vironmental proble!Dll and possible 
alternatives to the proposed route. 

The city paid the $200,000 cost of 
the su pplemental env1ronmental 
impact statement. 

Ultimately, Pollard said. state of
ficials will have to decide at what 
point the parkway project becomes 
too costly. Already, cost estimates 
have soared from $35 mill ion m the 
late 1970s to almost $70 million to
day. 

"Any project that we do there has 
to be a point of diminishing re
turns," Pollard said . " .. . It's hard to 
put a figure on it. I'd say if it esca
lates the price much over $5 mil
lion, you'd sort of have to take a 
very serious look at it An}1 hmg 
under $5 md!Jon I thin k would be 
within norma l tolerance of a project 
of this magrutude ... 

Pollard said there was nothmg 
''magic" about the $5 mill1on figure . 
But he said once the cost climbed 

that high. the state would have tn 
determine "the point of d imimshmg \ 
returns." 

"There is a point in any construc
tion where it 's just not econom1calh 
feasible," Pollard said . '" And I cer
tainly hope that's not the case 
We're all commjtted to this project 
It's been bounced around for years 
and years and years. I'm an.xious to 
see it go on , and very discouraged to 
find this." 

Pollan! said if projected Parkway 
costs rose much more it would trig
ger Increased support for the pro
posed Northern Outer Loop instead 
of a downtown parkway. 

'There's already a lot of interest 
lD the outer loop an)"'o'ay." he md 

The loop, which city offi cials sa' 
is not needed until early next cen· 
tury . would connect U.S . 17 and 
U.S. 421. 

State Highway Admin istrator 
Gi!orge Well s said the parkwav· 
problems are "serious" but not in
surmountable . 

'This is unusua l. but not some
thing we haven't encountered be
fore .'' he sa1d . " .. . And where we 
have encountered it before, we have 
been able to work through it ." 

He sa1d drums of hazardous liq 
wd were fo und m the path of a high
way through Charlotte. These were 
cleaned up and the h1ghwav com
pleted several yea rs ago. he- ~a1d . 

Raletgh Bureau Ch~ei Jo.!!" W~-j 
contnbu~d ro th1s repor-t . / , 
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-Former city dump threatens prop!lsed parkway 
-Y .Janet Ol&on and James Drew 
.r-rrWri~<n 

The future of the proposed $63.5 million 
Smith Creek Parkway is in question again. 
this time because of an old city dump site that 
lies under the proposed route. 

said Tommy Harrelson. deputy !'oeCl'etary of 
transportation. ~But we are certainly not go· 
ing to give it up at this point.~ 

Tommy Pollard. who represents New Han· 
over County on the stale transportation 
board. said he remains committed to the pro· 
ject. But if the cleanup cost rises above $5 
million, it would force the state to make a 
decision about whether the cost ofthe project 
exceeded its benefit. Pollard said. 

CLIPP1NQ lllhtel 
lll5HILLSBOIO 

IAUISH. NC 27iU 
Tll.(UI) lll·21" 

The dump might contain hazardous waste, 
state officials fear.and that posslbthty scmds 
to add millions of dollars in cleanup expense 
to tht> project's cost and poees liability prob-' 
lems for the state. 

City officials say DOT has not told them 
the project is in ~pardy. DOT officials will 
ml!i!t Dec. 19 in Raleigh to discuss the envi· 
ronmental problems and possible changes to 
the route. City Manager Bill Farris said he 
plans to, attend the meetimr or ""nd a repre-

MOJtNJNG STA• 
WILMINGTON. N r 

State officials say they might have to con· 
sider scrapping the project if building the 
parkway requires a costly cleanup. But thoee 
same officials !laY they are far from throwing 
in tht> towel. · 

"It is >erious. There's no question about it." 

sentat1ve. • 
Farris said he learned of the prob

lems Y.ith the project Thuisday 
morning when he talked to an engi· 
neer with the Raleigh firm that is 

·studying how changes in the park· 
way route will affect the environ· 
ment. 

Plans call for the 7.7-mile, four· 
lane parkway to run from down· 
town Wilmington to Eastwood 
Road. Construction on the roadway 
-designed to relieve congestion on 
Market Street and handle Inter· 
state 4() traffic - is scheduled to 
~tart in 1992. with completion in 
1995. 

The parkway has been plagued 
with problems throughout its plan· 
ning stages. while state officials 
tried to snake its route through a 
narrow corridor bounded by neigh· 
hnrhvods. large businesses anc 
Smith Creek. • 

The late!t problem, atate offidala 
say, is that no"one knows what is 
b;Jried ~!.neath the propos«! route. 
Plans call for about 1,500 feet of the 
parkway to cross a former city 
dump, Yihich is roughly bounded by 

·Smith Creek to the north, a railroad 
track to the south and east, and 
McRae Street to the west. The~ 
erty is ownl!ll by CSX Transporta· 

· tion Inc. 

DEC 09 88 

. The city leased the property for 
the dump from about the late 19608 
until the early 197()s, said Robert F. 

. Coleman Jr., a former city public 

.. worka director who retired this 
yea:o. -- -

· State officials say another old 
dump site, which belonged to an old 
factory, also lies in the parkwa)JS 

. path. City officials, however, said 
they .know of only one dump - the 
old oty dump - that would inter· 

: Cere with the parkway plans. · 
In either case, the contents of the 

..-4umps are a mystery. 
"Everybody brought all of their 

~rarbage there," said William D. 
Bingham, an enginl!i!ring geologist 
with the state Department ofTrans
portation. "That means there could 
be factory waste. There could be 
anything ... There could he some 
pretty heavy contamination." 

Plans call for the parkway to be 
built about 2() feet above the ground 
across the old dump • Farris said. 
But state officials now say the for· 
mer dump, which is 2() feet deep in 
Mme areas, won't support the four· 
lane, divided highway and the fill 

dirt needed to elevate it above the 
ground. • ·. 

Officials with the state's solid 
and hazardous waste branch want 
the state to route the parkway 
around the dump. 

'"We would always recommend 
that sites like this be left alone." 
said Terry Dover, eastern regional 
supervisor for the state branch. 

The dty sealed off ita dump in 
early 1971, Dover said, and since 
then, it baa caused no ·obvious 
health or environmental problems. 
Nearby neighborhoods are on the 
dty water system, so they do not use 
groundwater near the dump. 

Unsealing the dump could create 
problems, Dover said. 

~lfthere's not a choice. then there 
should be a design for that highway 
that would have the least impact 
and effect on the old disposal site," 
Dover said. 

State offidals are conaidering 
building a bridge acrosa the site, 
Yihich Yiould cause minimal distur· 
bance, Bingham said. But that still 
leaves the state with a liability 
problem. 
~ere is the liability of owning a 

hazardous waste site," he said. "It's 
not something you want to go out 
and buy." 

At this point, state officials an· 
ticipate it would cost at least $2 
million or $3 million to clean up the 
dump sites and a potential haz.ard· 
ous waste site in the parkway's path 
at an abandoned te~tile plant near 

2.1rd Street. They~·. hnwever, 
that the sites must be studied before 
accurate figures are known. 

Wells said it will be two or three 
months before the department nas 
a feel for" the cost and six months 
before it knows. Meanwhile. Wells 
said, planning for the parkway will 
continue on a normal course. 

But Farris said the parkway's 
supplemental environmental im
pact statement, which must be com· 
p_leted ~fore. right-of-way acquiai· 
bon begms, 1s on hold until DOT 
s~udies the recently discovered en· 
VJronmental problems and possible 
alternatives to the proposed route. 

The city paid the $200,000 cost of 
the supplemental environmental 
impact statement. 

Ultimately, Pollard said. state of· 
fic:iala will have to decide at what 
point the parkway project ~mes 
too costly. Already, cost estimstes 
have soared from $35 million in the 
late 197()s to almost $70 million to
day. 

"Any project that we do there baa 
to be a point of diminishing re
turns," Pollard said. " ... It's hard to 
put a figure on it. I'd say if it esca· 
lates the price much over $5 mil· 
lion, you'd sort of have to take a 
very serious look at it. An)ihing 
under $5 million I think would he 
within normal tolerance of a project 
of this magnitude.~ 

Pollard said there was nothing 
nmagic" about the $5 million figure. 
But he said once the cost climbed 

that high. the state would have to 
determine ~the point of diminishing\ 
returns." 
~ere is a point in any construc

tion where it's just not economically 
feasible," Pollard said. ~And I cer· 
tainly hope that's not the case. 
We're all committed to this project. 
It's been bounced around for years 
and years and yean. I'm anxious to 
see it go on, and very discouraged to 
fmd this." 

Pollard said if projected Parkway 
costs rose much more it would trig· 
ger increased support for the pro
polled Northern Outer Loop instead 
of a downtown parkway. 
~ere's already a lot of interest 

in the outer loop anyway." he said. 
The loop. which city officials sav 

is not needed until early next cen
tury. would connect U.S. 17 and 
u.s. 421. 

State Highway Administrator 
·George Wells said the parkwa~··s 
problems are "serious" but not in
surmountable. 

"This is unusual, but not some· 
thing we haven't encountered be· 
fore." he said. " ... And where we 
have encountered it before, we have 
been able to work through it." 

He said drums of hazardous liq· 
uid were found in the path of a high· 
way through Charlotte. These were 
cleaned up and the highway com· 
pleted several years ago. he said. 

Ral~igh Bureau ChU!f Joh.'! W~i 
contributed to this report. // .. 
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North Carolina Department of Human Res9urces 
· Division of Health Services 

P.O. Box 2091 • Raleigh, North Carolina 27602-2091 

James G. Martin, Governor 
David T. Flaherty, Secretary 

Ronald H. Levine, M.D., M.P.H. 

Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E. 
Project Engineer 
state of North carolina 
Deparbnent of Transportation 
Post Office Box 25201 
Raleigh, NC 27611-5201 

RE: Smith Creek Parkway 
I-40 Site near Wilmington 

Dear Mr. Vick: 

State Health Director 

12 January 1989 

'Ihe Division of Health Services Environmental Epidemeology Branch has · 
provided an evaluation of the health risk associated· with phthalates and 
napthalene present at the referenced sites. A copy of Ted Taylor's 
evaluation is enclosed. 

If you have additional questions about the SUperfund program and how it 
may inpact upon your project, please do not hesitate to contact Jack Butler 
or me at 733-2801. 

ICjacr 

Enclosure 



•• 

.; 

James G. Martin, Governor 
David T. Flaherty, Secretary 

Ronald H. Levine, M.D., M.P.H. 
State Health Director 

MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Lee Crosby, Head 
Superfund Branch 

January 9, 1989 

Ted Taylor, Ph.D., Toxicologist~ 
Environmental Epidemiology Branch 

Health Assessment for Phthalates and Napthalene at I-40 Site 
Near.Wilmington 

Without knowing more details about the contamination of soil at the former 
textile facility, this memorandum will serve as a brief response to your 
inquiry. Bis(2-ethylhexylpthalate) (DEHP) is a widely used plasticiser that is 
detected frequently in environmental samples and/or is a frequent laboratory 
contaminant. However, since it produced tumors in laboratory animals, it has 
received considerable scientific attention over the past few years. The levels 
present (2 ppm) do not appear to represent a significant public health concern, 
especially when DEHP is compared in potency to other animal carcinogens. 

Napthalene is a fused ring aromatic compound that can be found in gasoline and 
coal tar products in general and I believe that it still can be purchased as 
moth balls. A literature search utilizing the Hazardous Substance Data Base 
indicated that no relevant data on the potential carcinogenicity of napthalene 
was available. At high exposure levels, which is not the case in this 
situation (1.5 ppm), napthalene. can cause damage to the liver, lungs, and 
possibly the red blood cells. At the levels present at this site, I do not 
believe that a significant health risk exists. 

In summary, the levels of diethyl hexyl phthalate and napthalene present in the 
soil do not appear to represent a significant health risk. This conclusion -
includes a caveat that the analysis data was very ~imi~ed and that no 
groundwater sampling has been performed, i.e. additional data indicating more 

. extensive contaminati6n could lead to a modification of this conclusion. 

If you have any questions or need further information, please call me at 3410. 

TT:lp 



HOWARC NEEDLES TAMMEN & BERGENCOFF 

SMITH CREEK PARKWAY SEIS 
SANITARY LANDFILL & CARO-NIT SITE FINDINGS REVIEW MEETING 

NOVEMBER 22, 1988 
MEETING NOTES 

Attending: Terry F. Dover 
vd'ack Butler 

Roy Shelton 
Bob Scott 
Cathie Gee 
Frank Vick 
Tom Shearin 
W.D. Bingham 

Eastern Area Supervisor 
Superfund Branch 
District Engineer 

Solid Waste Branch 
NCDHR/DHS 

V. Charles Bruton 
D.E. Howey 
Jimmy Norris 
Jay Bennett 
R.C. Leach 
Ellen Pulaski 
Burt Bassett 

ROW 
Realty Specialist 
Planning & Research 
Roadway Design 
Geotechnical Unit 
Planning & Research 
Planning & Research 
Roadway Design 
Roadway 
Law Environmental 
Law Environmental 
HNTB 

FHWA 
FHWA 
FHWA 
NCDOT 
NCDOT 
NCDOT 
NCDOT 
NCDOT 
NCDOT 
NCDOT 

Ref: NCDOT letter of November 4, 1988 to Mr. W. L. Meyer, Chief, 
Solid Hazardous Waste Branch 
North Carolina Department of Human Resources 

1. BACKGROUND 

The above November 22, 1988 findings review meeting was requested 
by NCDOT (Ref. 1) to discuss the abandoned sanitary landfills on 
the proposed Smith Creek Parkway alignment, east of McRae Street 
and west of Burnt Mill Creek in Wilmington and more particularly 
the possible need for an assessment of the landfills by the DHR 
Solid Waste Management Section. The purpose of this assessment 
would be to confirm the presence or absence of hazardous materials 
in the landfills. which would require special handling and disposal 
methods. I 

As a second item on the agenda added later, the preliminary 
I findings of HNTB's investigation of the Caro-nit site were 
I presented by HNTB's subconsultant, Law Environmental. 

2. SANITARY LANDFILL DISCUSSION POINTS 

a. 

b. 

It was the consensus of the meeting that it may not be 
possible to develop a landfill testing program that would 
conclusively establish the absence off hazardous materials in 
the landfill, since such materials could exist in "pockets." 

I The unregulated nature of. the original landfill operation 
suggests the extreme likelihood that Hazardous materials have 
been deposited in the landfill. 



Co 

d. 

e. 

f. 

g. 

Should excavation of the landfill be undertaken, as a part of 
the Smith Creek Parkway construction, and should hazardous 
materials be encountered, such materials could not be 
re-deposited in the landfill. Removal and hauling to an 
approved hazardous waste disposal area would be required. 
Under this circumstance, it is possible that NCDOT would be 
considered as a "generator" of hazardous materials and, if 
so, a permit for the removal could be required. 

Should bridging of the landfills be undertaken, there is a 
potential risk that the driven piles could penetrate an 
existing impervious strata (if such exists) separating the 
contaminated ground water zone from the underlying Castle 
Hayne Aquifer. Should this happen, contamination of the 
aquifer could result. Special pile driving techniques could 
minimize but not positively eliminate this risk. 

While not presently included on the State Superfund List, it 
is possible that the landfill could receive this designation 
in the future. Should a clean-up of the site be implemented 
under the Superfund Program, it is possible that sanitary 
waste deposits within the Smith Creek Parkway right-of-way 
would require removal even if the roadway was already con
structed. Mr. Butler felt it would be within the authority 
of EPA to require removal of Smith Creek Parkway, if this 
were required to accomplish such a clean-up. 

Even though it was recognized that testing of the landfill 
and groundwater would not be an acceptable basis to prove or 
disprove the presence of hazardous materials in the landfill, 
it was decided that a groundwater testing program at the 
landfill sites should be undertaken to give some indication 
of the magnitude of the groundwater contamination. To this 
end, Law Environmental agreed to submit their proposal for 5 
groundwater tests at each of the two !landfill sites. This 
proposal will be submitted to Frank Vick. It was envisioned 

I that the testing would be undertaken under NCDOT Work Order 
to Law Environmental. J 
In light of the potentially serio s risks involved in 
crossing the landfills with Smith Creek Parkway, even on 
structure, there was some discus1sion of alternative 

I alignments for Smith Creek Parkway in the vicinity of the 
landfills. The possibility of a I Smith Creek Parkway 
alignment north of Smith Creek which would cross wetland 
areas oti structure was discussed as bne tentative means to 
avoid the landfills. I 



3. CARO-NIT HAZARDOUS WASTE INVESTIGATION DISCUSSION POINTS 

a. HNTB's subconsultant, Law Environmental, has essentially 
completed their studies, and their report has been prepared 
in draft form. Certain cost factors are still being weighed. 

b. Contaminated soil and groundwater conditions and also 
unconfined asbestos, all of which would require clean-up, 
have been positively identified. 

c. Provided on-site "landfarming" techniques could be used to 
treat contaminated soils, clean-up costs have been tenta
tively approximated at about-$1 million. The cost includes 
approximately 6 years of pumping and processing the ground
water at the site. 

d. Comments at the meeting by Mr. Butler suggested "landfarming" 
may not be an acceptable method to treat contaminated soils. 
The alternative of hauling off the contaminated soils to an 
approved disposal site, which would be considerably more 
costly, is currently being studied by Law. 

e. It appears possible that the contaminated portion of the 
Caro-nit property could be avoided if the Smith Creek Parkway 
alignment were shifted south to the originally proposed 
alignment which was closer to the DEG Film Studios. Law 
Environmental is assisting Dave Bingham in obtaining further 
soil and groundwater samples to confirm whether or not this 

~. me;:~ would avoid the contaminated materials. 

~ 
BMB:sgm 

CC: Attendees 

, 
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James G. Martin, Governor 
Phillip J. Kirk, Jr., Secretary 

Ms. Denise Bland 

•• 

EPA NC CERCLA Project Officer 

4 June 1986 

Air and Hazardous Material Division 
345 Courtland Street, N.E. 
Atlanta, GA 30365 

Dear Ms. Bland: 

SUBJECf: Preliminary Assessment Report 
Smith Farm Colfax #3 NC D980503114 
Route 2 · 
Colfax, Guilford County, ~C 27235 

• 

·• 

Ronald H. Levine, M.D., M.P.H. 
State Health Director 

919/733-3446 

Enclosed please find the Preliminary Assessment report for the 
subject site. This priority is based on review of available data. 

A one half acre holding pond, located at Paul Smith's farm in 
Colfax, NC, \-laS used for disposal of calcium hydroxide sludge from 1973 unt i1 
1979. Calcium hydroxide was trucked to the site as a slurry of 90% water and 
10% calcium hydroxide from Air Products Company in Greensboro, NC. Air 
Products generated this waste as a byproduct of acetylene production. The 
waste is believed to have been disposed at Smith Farm at a rate of 
8000 gallons per _day. · · I 

Smith Farm is situated in Greensboro's watershed within one mile of 
Reedy Fork Creek. Residents living in this sparsely populat1ed area are 
believed to use ground water as a primary drinking source. ;containment of 
on-site lvastes is believed to be such that leaching and run-

1
off could occur, 

especially if the holding pond was never de-\vatered and capped. Therefore, 
the site poses a potential threat to surface lvater and grouna water quality. 
Access to the site is believed to be unrestricted. I 

Calcium hydroxide is not listed as a hazardous. sub
1
stance under 

CERCLA. However, waste samples have never been collected from the site for 
chemical analysis; therefore, it has not been confirmed that listed hazardous 
substances do not also exist on-site. 



Ms. Denise Bland 
4 June 1986 
Page 2 

• • 
The available data pertaining to this site suggests that on-site 

wastes are non-hazardous, and therefore do not pose an immediate threat to the 
few residents living in the site vicinity. However, lvaste samples need to be 
taken before it can be concluded that this site does not pose a threat to 
health or the environment. Priority assigned for inspection is Low. 

On 2 June 1986, this Preliminary Assessment was reviewed by CERCLA 
Unit personnel and by the follmving representatives from the North Carolina 
Department of Natural Resources and Community Development, Division of 
Environmental Management: Glenn Ross, Air Quality Section; Vince Schneider 
and Hmvard Bryant, Water Quality Section. 

·. 
If you have any questions, please call me at (919)" 733-2801. 

mm/tb/Ol75b 

... 

Sincerely, 

), h.-ct.-..~~.... l 
D. Hark Durway, Geologist 
Solid and Hazardous Waste Management Branch 
Environmental Health Section 

.. 
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 
[1. IDENTIFICATION 

PART I - INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT 
II. SITE NAME AND LOCATION 
g~~~~T~a~~Eo\lg~a~~ common, or descriptive name of site> ~~~u~~~ET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER 

03 8bTlax 104 ~~ATE 105 ~~~3~0DE l8fi,?9M~~ 107 ~?UNTY CODE 108 9gNG DIST 

09 COORDINATES: LATITUDE 36° 07 1 4011 I LONGITUDE 80° oo• 00" 

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE (Starting from nearest public road) Travel north from Colfax, NC, on Bunker Hill Rd. 
<SR 2007) for approx. I mile. The site Is located north of, and within 0.25 miles of, the Intersection of 
SR 2007 and Marshall-Smith Road (SR 1843). 

Ill RESPONSIBLE PARTIES 

81kOWNER <If known) n nown 

03 CITY 

07'0PERATOR (Jf known and different from owner> 
Paul Smith 

102 STREET (Business, mailing, residential) 

04 STATEI05 ZIP CODE 106 TELEPHONE NUMBER! 

08 STREET (Business, mailing, residential> 
!Route 2 

13 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP (Check one) 
IX1 A. PRIVATE I 1 B. FEDERAL: -----------<~A~g..;;.;en..;;.;c;.L.;y> I 1 C. STATE 1 D. COUNTY I 1 E. MUNICIPAL 
I 1 F. OTHER: (Specify) 1 G. UNKNOWN 

14 OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE <Check all that apply) (CERCLA 103c) 
Reported to Eckhardt Comm. c 1978, by AJ,r Products Inc. Greensboro. 

I 1 A. RCRA 3001 DATE RECEIVED: I 1 B. UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE DATE RECEIVED I 1 C. NONE 

IV. CHARACTER I ZA Tl ON OF POTENTIAL HAZARD 
OJ ON SITE INSPECTION 
I 1 YES DATE 

BY <Check all that apply> 
[ 1 A. EPA [ 1 B. EPA CONTRACTOR [ 1 c. STATE II [ 1 D. OTHER CONTRACTOR 
[ 1 E. LOCAL HEALTH OFFICIAL l 1 F. OTHER: 

IX1 NO CONTRACTOR NAME<s>: 

02 SITE STATUS (Check one> 
l 1 A. ACTIVE lX1 B. INACTIVE l 1 C. UNKNOWN 

03 YEARS OF OPERATION 
1973 

BEGINNING YEAR 

I 

I 
1979 I 1 UNKNOWN 

.ENDING YEAR 
04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT. KNOWN, OR ALLEGED A slurry of 90% water and 10% calcium hydroxide 
was disposed at a rate of 8000 gpd In a 0.5 acre holding pond located on Smith's ~arm~ James Coleman transported 
this waste to the site from Air Products Co. of Greensboro. Air Products generated calcium hydroxide waste as a 

I 

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION byproduct of acetylene production. It Is 
unknown whether or not this waste contained haz. Impurities. Calcium hydroxide 1d NOT listed as a haz. subst. 
under CERCLA; this subs. Is, however, a skin Irritant, and could be harmful In InHaled. The site Is located In 
an area of low pop. density where groundwater Is the primary drinking source, and j1s situated In Greensboro's 
watershed within one mile of Reedy Fork Creek. It Is unknown whether or not the Holding pond was dewatered and 
covered once on-site operations ceased. No monitoring wells. l 
V. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT I 
OJ PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION (C~ec~ ~ne.Dlf hjg¥1or m?d~um I~ che~eSttlom~let~ 1a~d2 t ~aste Information and ar - escr p on o azar ous n on an nc 

1 
en s 

1 A. HIGH l. l B. MEDIUM IXl C. LOW I l D. N<l'lE 
(Inspection required <Inspection required) 

promptly) 
VI. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM 

02 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT 
D. Mark Durway/Pat DeRosa 

<Inspection on time 
available basis> 

<No further action needed, 
complete current disposition form> 

1
02 OF <Agencv/Oraaolzatloo) 103 TELEPHONE NUMBER property owner, Colfax, N~ Onknown 

1

05 AGENCY !ORGANIZATION 103 TELEPHONE NUMBERI08 DATE 
NC DHR/DHS SHW Mgmt. Br. (919) 733-2801 04/21/86 



• 
POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 
PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATION 

II. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERS 
01 P.(HYSICAL 1STAtTES I ) 02 .. ~ASTE QUANTfiTYtAT Sl~jtl ChecK a r hat app y {··~asures gt as e auan es musT e ndepertden 
l I A SOLID lXl E. SLURRY TONS 
l I B. POWDER, FINES lXl F. LIQUID CUBIC YARDS 8,000 gpd 
lXl C. SLUDGE l I G. GAS NO. OF DRUMS for several yrs. 
l I D. Other 

Ill. WASTE TYPES 

• 
II. IDENTIFICATION 

03 ve~~kc~¥~~~~~~1~> 
l I A. TOXIC l I H. IGNITABLE 

I B. CORROSIVE 
I C. RADIOACTIVE 
I D. PERSISTENT 
I E. SOLUBLE 
I F ~ INFECTIOUS 
I G. FLAMMABLE 

I I. HIGHLY VOLATILE 
I J. EXPLOSIVE 
I K. REACTI VE 
I L. INCOMPATIBLE 
I M. NOT APPLICABLE 

CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT 02 UNIT OF MEASURE 03 CO~ENTS 
SLU SLUDGE Calcium hydroxide slurry 
OLW OILY WASTE consisting of 90% water and 
SOL SOLVENTS 10% Calcium hydroxide. 
PSD PESTICIDES 
occ OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS Material was placed Into a 
IOC INORGANIC CHEMICALS 0.5 acre holding pond. 
ACD ADICS 
BAS BASES 
MES HEAVY METALS 

IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (See Appendix for most frequently cited CAS Numbers) 

CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD 05 CONCENTRATION 0tH~~~YI~h%N 
SLU Calcium hydroxide holding pond 100 percent 

I 
I 
I 
I 

V. FEEDSTOCKS (See Appendix for CAS numbers) 
CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER CATEGORY OJ FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER 

FDS N/A FDS I 
FDS FDS I 
FDS FDS I 
FDS FDS I 

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references, e. g. state files, sample analysts, reports 
1. Stephen E. Phibbs, NC Solid and Haz. Waste Mgmt. Branch, Winston-Salem, NC, pers. communication, 03-21-86. 
2. Files at NC Solid & Haz. Waste Mgmt. Branch, Raleigh, NC. I 
3. Memo from D. Mark Durway, re. conversation with Dr. Keith Lawson, of the NC SHW Mgmt. Br., 02-15-86. 
4. The Condensed Chemical Dictionary, lOth edition, revised by Gessner G. Hawley,ll981. 

EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81) 
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25 March 1986 

TO: File 

FROM: D. Mark Durway 

RE: Smith Farm Colfax i3 (NC 0980503114) 

In a telephone conversation today, Steve Phibbs of the NC Solid and 
Hazardous waste Mgmt. Branch regional office in Winston-Salem, NC 
(tel. 919/761-2390) informed me that the subject site consisted of a 0.5 acre 
holding pond which had been filled with calcium hydroxide sludge. Steve said 
that the pond was closed in about 1979. 

waste which was put into this holding pond was generated by Air 
Products co. in Greensboro, NC. The calcium hydroxide was a byproduct of Air 
Products' acetylene production operation. 

waste is believed to have 
Coleman or Hubert Atkins, or both. 
unlisted telephone number. Atkins, 
lives in Greensboro. 

been transported to the site by James 
Coleman, who lives in Colfax, NC, has an 
whose telephone number is (919) 668-7789, 

The property upon which the site is located was formerly owned by 
either Paul or Frank Smith. The site is located north of, and within a 
distance of 0.25 mile from, the intersection of Bunker Hill Road (SR 2007) and 
Marshall-Smith Road (SR 1843). 

DMD/tb/0175b 



••• • 
26 March 1986 

TO: File 

FROM: D. Mark Durway 

RE: Smith Farm Colfax 03 (NC D980503114) 

The following persons/agencies were contacted in an effort to gain 
information on the subject site: 

1. Mr. Rule, district mgr. at Air Products Co., Greensboro, NC, 
tel. (919) 299-1361. 

2. Mrs. Hubert Atkins, Greensboro, NC, tel (919) 668-7789. 

3. Guilford County Register of Deeds, Greensboro, 1 NC, 
tel. (919) 373-3253. 

Mr. Rule reported that either Hubert Atkins or James Coleman, or 
both, had transported calcium hydroxide waste to the Smith Farm site. 

Mrs. Atkins reported that the site is located just north of the 
intersection of Bunker Hill Road (SR 2007) and Marshall-Smith Road (SR 1843). 
She indicated that the site is/was owned by either Paul or Frank Smith. She 
said that James Coleman of Colfax, NC, had transported the waste from Air 
Products to the site. (It was subsequently learned that Coleman had an 
unlisted telephone; consequently, he could not be reached for additional 
information). I 

Register of Deeds personnel informed me that in order to identify 
the current site owner, it would be necessary to locate the site on maps at 
the Guilford County tax mapping office in Greensboro. 

DMD/tb/0175b 
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&EPA 
) 

.HTJAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITl 
TENTATIVE DISPOSITION · 

SITE NUMBER 

File this Conn in the regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; Site Tracking 
System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Task Force (E:N·335); 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460. 

RECOMMENDATION 

A. NO ACTION NEEDED- NO HAZARD 

B. INVESTIGATIVE ACTION lSI NEEDED (11 yea, complete Section 111o) 

C. REMEDIAL ACTION NEEDED (11 yes, complete Section IV.). 

ENFORCEMENT ACTION NEEDED (II yes, specify In PartE whether the caae will 
D. be primarily manaAed by the EPA or the State and what t)-pe of enforcement action 

is anticipated.). 

!.METHOD FOR OBTAINING 
NEEDED AOOITIONAL INFO; .. INSP>ECTION 

Ill 

OF SAM;:>L.ING 

~~u) 
(:!) 

EPA Fo:m T2070·4 (10·79) 

G. IF A CASE DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS NECESSARY, INDICATE THE 
ESTIMATED DATE ON WHICH THE PLAN WILL BE DEVELOPED' 
(mo., .day, & yr.). 

I 
I 

PHONE NUMBER 

4. 
ESTIMATED 
MANHOURS 

·I 

I 

.39'o 

S. REMARKS 

Continue On Reverse 



··~ ·-... - .I 

&EPA TIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE -SITE 
SITE IHSPECTIOH REPORT q9~ 

GENERAL IHSTRUCTIOHS~ Complete Sections I and lll throu&b XV of this Conn as compt'etely as possible. Then use the lnConna· 

}
'oa oa this rona to develop a Teatat•ve Disposition (Section 11). File this form ill ita enti~ety In the regional Hazardous Waste Lo& 
lie. Be sure to include all appropriate Supplemental Reports in the file. Submit a copy of the forms to: U.S. Environmental Pro

tection Agency; Site Tracking System; Hazardous Waste EaCorcement Tack Force (EN·JJS); 401 U St., SW; W .. hln~ton, DC :;:().160. 

l. CITY 

0 I. FEDERAL 0 2. STATE 

A, ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE 
DISPOSITION (mo,, day, & Yt•). 

0 3. COUNTY 0 4. MUNICIPAL 

2. TELEPHONE NU ... IIE .. 

.C. STATE • zi"F>coo"E 

c;:!--s. 1

PRIVATE 
I, 

D 4. HONE 

:11. ·DATE (rno,, day, a. yro). 



Ill. IHSPECTIOH IHFORMATIOH inu~d) : 

i·o, CE,N_ERATOR INFORNATIOI \reu ot•) ~ 
I NAI-l£ ;z, TEL IE NO. . .- 3, AOOP<E:SS ol,WASTE TYPE GENEFIAT£0 

11~~(2_ f!a.t.du r-k TNc,~cl) ~qq -/3/,J W. fY1 A-JIT <:;;-t. G-RJ>Jt.Sb~.JJ(,n,Jc lkm. h~AY~£1 e_ - _, 
, 

i (SbtllR';J} ltMe.. 
I 

I I 
i 

E, T~ANSPORTER/H~ULER INFOR'-4A_T__I_C)_tl_ I 

lo NAI-ll!: 2. TELEPHONE NO, 3, AOORESS I 4.WASTE TYPE TRAIISPORTEO 

Mo Sr,fA /tl-. cJ fJL/]x >11~ ~ V'A)Ou WI hw!Rox7d P 
/ I / 

I 

I 
I 
I 

J I 
I 

F. IF WASTE IS PROCE~Ep ON SITE_A!IO_A~QSHIPPEO TO_I?T!!_~R SITES, IDENTIFY OFF·SITE FACILITIES USED FOR DISP05_AL, 

_1_-_ NAME ;z •. TELEPHONE NO, 3, AOORESS 

I 
I 

'I 

i 

.. I 

G. OATE OF INSPECTION H. TIME OF INSPECTIO~ 1. ACCESS GAINED BY:(crodemlla/s rnuol be ahown In all eaoeo) 
(mo,, d•y, a. Y••) [}'3" •. PERMISSION D 2. ~ARRANT 

J: WEb~~(d11c;;d rLe!J fl 
I 

./ IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION i 

lA. rk 'X' for the types or samples taken and lndlcate where they have been sent e.g.,-regional lab, other EPA lab, contractor, 
I a~ and estimate when the reSUltS Will be QVallable, ! 

i-.7 2. SAMPLE ' o4o0ATE 
!.SAMPLE TYPE TAKEN 3• SAMPLE SENT TO: RESULTS 

(rn•rk '.T'J I AVAILABLE 

I 
a, GROUNDWATER 

b. SURFACE WATER 
I 

Co WASTE 

d. AIR ) 

a, RUNOFF 

f. SPILL 

It• SOIL 

h. VEGETATION 

lo OTHE.R(IpeCI/y) 

.10. FIELD ME_ASURC:MENTS TAKEN (••4•• r:odloacr/vlty, e><:;>/oolvlry, PH, etco) 

I. TYPE 2 LOCATION OF MEASUREMENTS 1- 3. IE JLT: 

~- ! -
I 
I 
I 

f:'O' '!"'··- ""r-."'1•"" ... 11n.7"\ - ' ... 



) • Continued From Pa~e 2 

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued) ! 

I c. PHOTOS 

,2. OF: r· TYPE OF PHOTOS PHOTOS IN CUSTODY 

0 a. GROUND Db. AERIAL. 

D. SITE MAPPED? 
i 

DYES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS: I 

I 
E. COORDINATES ' i 

1. L.A Tl T UOE (dejj,•min,•see,) ,2. L.ONGITUOE (de,z,·mi~.-seco) 
I 

I 
I 

V. SITE INFORMATION I 

A. SITE STATUS I 

~INACTIVE (Those 
I 

0 1, ACTIVE (Those inductrls/ or 0 3. OTHER (spec/ty/ 
municipal sites which are being used .sites which no lonJ1t!r receive (Those site$ that inc:lude such incid,.nts like "midnight dumping" 
lor waste- lteatment, lltOtBQe, or dispo•al wa'stes.) where no re~ular or continuinS use of the site lor waste dispo~al 
on a continuing basis, even it intre- has occurred.) . 

i quently,) 
I 
I 

B~CERATOR ON SITE? 

'·NO D 2. YES(speci/y genomuor's lour-dil!it src Cod .. ): 

c. AREA OF SITE (in acres) D. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE? 

I 14 r:JC/Le_ 
~0 0 2. YES(spec/ly): 

I .. 
VI. CHARACTERIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY i 

Indicate the major site activity(ies) and details relating to each activity by marking 'X' in the appropriate boxes, 

·x X' X' I X' 
~ A. TRANSPORTER - a. STORER f- C. TREATER 

I ~ D. DISPOSER I 

I 

I. RAIL. 1. PIL.E I.FIL.TRATION I 1. L.ANDFIL.L. 

:J.SHIP . 2.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 2.1NCINERA TION I 2. L.ANDFARM 

3. BARGE 3. DRUMS 3. VOL.UME REDUCTION 3.0PEN DUMP 

rv .c. TRUCK .C. TANK, ABOVE GROUND 4. REC V CL.ING/RECOVERV IC: ~SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 

e.PIPEL.INE 5. TANK, BEL.OW GROUND !5. C HEM.IPHYS./TREA TMENT 5. MIDNIGHT DUMPING 

e. OTHER(specl/y): e. 0 THER(specl/y): 6, DIOL.OGICAL. TREATMENT 6. INCINERATION 

:- 1--
I 

7. WASTE OIL. REPROCESSING 7. UNDERGROU":'D INJEC: TION 

8.SOL.VENT RECOVERY a. 0 THER (:.puCI/y): 

II. 0 THER (specify): i 
~ 

I 

I 
'E. SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS: !t the site falls within any of the cate-gori~s listed below, Su;>plem~ntal H t"?Orts must l.Je- completed. Jndic:at~ 

which Suppler:>ental Rrports you have filled out and attached to tru~ ror .. 

0 I. STOO::AC• D 2. INCINERATION 03. LANDFILL D 4· tiAPOUNOMF-1 T 
0 S. DEEP WELL 

... 

0 9. TRANSPORTiR D CHEM/810/ D 7. LANDFARM D e. OPEN DUMP D 10. RECYCLOR/RECLAIMER 6 • PHYS TREATME~Ii I 

SURFACE 

VII. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION I 
A. WASTE TYPE 

63"'( LIOUID 0 2. SOLID ~SLUDGE 04. GAS 

.. -. 
B. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

0 1, CORROSIVE D 2. IGNITADLE Q3. RADIOACTIVE D 4.' HIGHL. y VOL. A TILE 

0 5. TOXIC 0 6. REACTIVE 07. I~IERT De. FLAMMABL.E 

.~~9. OTHER(ap .. clty): 
, ;JJ/•i:.TE CATEGORIES 

I 
1·. A:e ~C"'otd~ o( waste» ovaU"hlf'? Sp~c:i!y itcm:t su('h us m,.,.nHc~ts, inv·~ntn.;e:., et~. ht":ow. 

I 
I 
I 

: PA Fotrn i2070-3 (I 0-791 PACE 3 QF 10 
.. 



'· 
Continued From F.ront 

.. WASTE RELAT~D INFORMATION (con., 

2. Estima~_amount (specify unit of measure) or waste by caiegoryi miuk 'X' to indlcate which wastes are pl'f!_sent. 

"• SLUDGE b, OIL c:, SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALs e. SOLIDS t, OTHER 

' 
AMOUNT I AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT II AMOUNT I AMOUNT 

UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE I UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE 

I 
I 

~ l''':td~~NT5 
lx·· OILY l·x 

11 ~;t~:!~tTEO 
·x· 

I ~ ~ Ill~~:~::~~~;: f- II WASTES 1-- f- Ill ACIDS Ill FLY ASH 

METALS .._ ~21 0 THER(•pec:/fy): ll
2

l NON•H A L.OGN TO. 1
121 

PICKLING 
I 

121
sL.UOGES SOLVENTS LIQUORS ! 

121 ASBESTOS 121 HOSPITAL. 

f--[!31 OTHER(apec:l/y): 
I 

131 
MIL. L.ING/MIN E 

13IPOTW 1!31 CAUSTICS I 131 RADIOACTIVE 

I 
TAIL.IN GS 

C.U :~~~~~UM 
I I I FERROUS SMEL.T 

•I PESTICIDES 
I 

4 
lNG WASTES 

1•1 MUNICIPAL. 

/ 

I== CIU OT,HER(apac:l/y): i l~l r-;ON•FERROUS t-- l~l OTHER(spec:i/y): 

CA Jc..,u.\"1\- . 
"OYESIINKS. 

I SML.TG. WASTES 

I 
,__ IGIOTHER(.spec:/fy): 

h1R.O'il d-€. 
I61CYANIOE I 

I 

I 
171 PHE.,OL.S 

I 
- I 

181 HALOGENS I 

I 
i 

lgl PCB I 
I 

. 

IIOIMETAL.S I 
I 
I 

.._ II I I OTHER(.spec:/fy) 

' 

-~· 
I 
I 

D. LIST SUBSTANCES OF' GREATEST CONCERN W~UCH ARE ON THE SITE (place in desc:endinA order ot he:zard) 

2. FORM 3(!~~~~~y I 

(mark 'X') I 
I 

!.SUBSTANCE 
" SO• b. I"· VA 

a. M~·o. c:. 
IN~NE 

4. CAS NUMBER S. AMOUNT 5. Uti IT 

L.IO . L.IO. P OR HIGH L.OV. 
i 
I 

1 r /.) )r_; Llvrt JlJRmr~d~ '><I X I 
I~ ' 

) 

' 

- -
Vlll. HAZARD DESCRIPTION 

FIELD EVALUATION HAZARD DESCRIPTION: Place an 'X' in the box to indicate th at the listed hazard exists. Describe the 

hazard in the space provided. 

,, D A. HUMAN HEALTH HAZARDS 

. : 

I 
I 

I 
! 



, Co 1tlnu•rl From Front I . · ·r- vrn. 'HAZARD omRIPTIOH -~ 
D H. DAMAGE TO FLORA/FAUNA • 

I 

, 
) 

. 
, . -

·.· - .,.-·J,r_ 

D I. FISH KILL I 

: 

. 
. 

. . ~ 

I 
I 
I 
I 

D J. COHTAioiiNATION OF AIR . 

.. 
. . 

' 

I 

:t 1 

D K. tiOTICEABLE ODORS 

. 

. 

D l.. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 

) 

.. 

.. 

. .. - . .. - . 

0 M. Pi10PERTY OA"'AGC: 

) 

. ~ . - ~ . . :" ... -· 



) 

Do. SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/RUNOFF/STANDING LIQUID I 

D P. SEWER. STOR"'' DRAIN PROBLE"''S 

jl Q. EROSION PROBLEMS 

[j Fi, INADEQUATE SECURITY 

D s. INCOMPATIBLE WASTES 

EPA For, T2070·J (10·79) PAGE 7 OF 10 



•. ) • 
I • I 

VIII. HAZARD DESCRIPTION rconrinut>d) I 
IO T. MIDNIGHT DUMPING 

) 

0 U. OTHER (•P•clly): 
·, 

•· 

0 

I 

i 
I 

) I . 
~ 

IX. PO PULA TIOH DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY SITE 
I 

C. APPROX. NO. OF' PEOPLE D. APPROX. NO. E. DISTANCE 

A. LOCATION OF' P.OPULATION B. APPRO X. NO. AF'F'ECTED WITHIN 

I 
OF' BUILDIIlGS TO SITE 

OF' PEOPLE AF'F'ECTED UNIT ARE.A. II.F'F'ECTED ( sp~ci(y unrtll) 

I ,IN RESIOENTIA!- AREAS I 
2, 6~ ~~~~;~;ll:c AREAS 

. I 
IN Pi.IBL.ICL.Y 

3• TRAVEL.L.EO AREAS I 
• PUBI..IC USE AREAS 

• (perl<e, •choole, f'lc.) I 
X. WATER AHD HYDROLOGICAL OAT!A 

A. DEPT~ TO GROUNDWA T !.R(epeclly unit) 8. DIRECTION OF" FLOW IC. GROUNOWAT~R-US~ IN VICI-NITY 

.. 
D. POTENTIAL YIELD OF' .A.QUIFER E. DISTAtlCE TO DRINKING WATER SUPPLY r. DIRECTION TO DRINKING WATER SUPPLY 

(epeclly unit of mee~ur~) 

G. TYPE OF DRINKING WATER SUPPLY 

0 I, NON•COMMUNITY 0 2. COMMUNITY (apecl/y town): 

~ < 15 CONNECTIONS" ' ) IS CONNECTIONS 

I j .:., _ _) 3. SURF'II.CE WII.TER D 4. WELL I 
f PA Form T2070.3 (I 0·79) PAGE B OF 10 CorHrnue On Po~~ \l 



. . 
Continu~d From P11~e 8 

I 

• • X. WATER AHD HYDROLOGICAL DATA (continueCf) 

H. LIST ALL DRINKING WATER WELLS WITHIN A 1/4 MILE RADIUS OF SITE I 

) I 
1. WELL 2.0EPTH 3. LOCATION 

I ( epeclty unll) (pro:rimity ro popularlon/bulldlnf•) 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 

.. I 
I 

I. RECEIVING WATER 
. I 

I. NAME D ll. STREAMS/RIVERS 
I 

0 
i 

8. OTHER(•P•elfr):: 

.. ~ . 
NON• CO .... CC"'MUN• 
MUNITY IT'Y 

(marie 'X') (metlc 'X') 

I 

f------

h '· ...... 
0 ~AI(~RE.:.:..AVO~S - - - -- - - -- - - - -e. SPECIF"Y USE ANO CLASSIFICATION OF RECEIVINC WATERS ~ 

i 
I 

I 
I 

I 

XI. SOIL AHD VEGITATIOH DATA i 

LOCATION I F SITE IS IN: 
i 

0 A. I':NC. •. >I FAUl. T ZONE D B. KARST ZONE 0 c. 100 YEAR FLOOD PLAIN D D. WETLAND 

DE. A REGULATED Fl.OOOWAY D F. CRITICAl. H'BITAT 
I 0 G. RECHARGE ZONE OR SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER 

) XII. TYPE OF GEOLOGICAL MATERIAL OBSERVED 
rk 'X' to indicate the type(s) or geological material observed and specify where necessary, the component parts. 

'X 'X x• 

.I >-- A.C.VERBUROEN - B. BEDROCK (specify below) f- C. OTHER (•p•clfy below) 

1. SANO I 
2. CLAY I . 

I 3. CRAVEL 

XIII. SOIL PERMEABILITY I 

D A. UNI<NOWN D e. VERY HIGH (100,000 ro 1000 cm/uc.) D cf "'"" ""' •• " .. , .... , 
CJ C. MODERATE (10 ro ,1 cm/ue.) D E· LOW (,1 10 .001 cm/3ee,) D F VERY LOW (.001 to .00001 e:m/~ee,) 

G. RECHARGE AREA 

I ::J 1. YES 02. NO 3. COMMENTS; 

H. DISCHARGE AREA 

I D 1. YES U 2. NO 3. COMMENTS: . 

I. SLOPE 

>. >P<"O• o•n '< no• 00 >LOPE. C OHO>T,OH 00 >LOPE. E j C• I. ESTIMATE 'II OF SLOPE 
I 

... 
J. OTHER GEOLOGICAl. OAT .I 

:3 
I .,11 I 

EPA For.., T2070.3 (I 0.79) PAGE 9 OF 10 Continue On Hever:te 
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! . - :• . ) 
j 

, 
) 

. . 
I 

·~ 

Continu~d F'rom Front 

XIV. PERMIT INFORMATION I 

I List all Ann it"Ahl .. p~rmits· h~ld by th~ sit~ and pro-vid~ th~ -,er;te.(! inCormation, 

D. DATE E. EXPIRATION F I~,;;!~~;.~AHCE 
) A. PERMIT TYPE B. ISSUING C. PERMIT ISSUED 0"-TE 

••A .. llCRA,Stete,NPDES,etc.) AGENCY HUMBER (mo.,d•y,&yro} (mo.,dey,&yr.J '· 2. J, UN• 

YES NO KNOWN 

. 
XV. PAST REGULATORY OR ENFORCEME-NT ACTIONS 

D NONE 0 YES (•ummetl2e In thl• •p•ce) i ' 

. 
I 

; 
I 

NOTE: Based on the information in Sections III through XV, fill out the Tentatil e Disposition (Section//) information 
on the first page of this form. 

EPA .Form T207CJ.3 (10·79) PAGE IO'OF 10 

·.· 
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I 
I 



~· 

,....., 

....... 

~-~ITE: 
~ 

·..s-t ev.£?. 
~\\I J:..f• ~ 

:::.:;--{·~-.~ ti 
p),,b.t.~ 

lilJHn~R l998 PAGE .1. FOR THIS SITE . 
~HI Til FARI1 COLFAX ;;3 -.,A'· 

fi.l~~,. ... • J ...,.--
RT-2 c::; I 'f8 h:f ~ "-· 
COLFAX.t:C :!7235 . vI ., T 

COI1PAUY: COHPAIIY-FACILITY .NUtlim~ 1087 FIRST YEAR USED: 1973 HUliDRED TOllS: S 
AIR PrtOOUCTS & CHEI1ICALS . LAST YEAR USED: 1974 THOUSAND CUBIC YDS.: • 

\ 
I 
i 

X---- . T.HOUSAI:O GALLONS: 
GREENSBORO 
115 SOUTHERN OXYGEN DR. G v 1 /fc~v cl r···{ I,,~ , 
GREEIISoORO,UC 27409 

COHPOSITIO~ OF WASTE: 

sf~/~ I "2.. :!Vol1,).,1t'tl\f)iq_J1e.'~@, M"l:l'1~~~~,\/\ 
HEAVYl HEAVY4 . . \ 
H t·Y, !/] 4-

"TV"or<' ; .. tl'·(fl(! 

ItiORGl 

G.t::"vt 

lhc~.9 

----·· i ' r 

• 

__, . 

---------------- --~- .. --- --:--·----------------~---------- ------- ·-~ 
' ... 

lEGEtto: IF liSTED, TIIEN PRESENT IH WASTED. IF NOT LISTED, THEil ITEH NOT PRESEUT, NOT Ktmh'll IF PRESENT, OR DATA HISSING ... ~ 



' .. 
il - ~:!· .. ··-~:··· ~ 

Pv.TIAL HAZARDOUS 'WASTE SITE . 
SITE IHSPECTIOH REP,ORT q9~ 

• I 

GEHERAL IHS1 RlJCTICIHS: Complete Sections J and OI th:ou~tb XV or this Conn u completely as poulble. Then uu the inform,.. 
!:'oD on this Corm to develop • Tectat've Dbpoaition. (Section II). File this Corm ln Ita entirety ln the recjonal Hazardous Waste Lor 
:~:·ue. Be sure t~ icclude all appropriate Supplemental Reports in the Ule. Submit a copy or the fonas to: U.S. Environmental Pro
tection Azency; Site Trackl.alt System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Tack Foree (E:N•335); 401 W St., SW; Washlnctoc, DC :o.l60. 

1. NA ... E: 

3. CITY 

A. ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE. 
OI~POSITION (mo., day, & yr.). 

-::~::. 
~m~z:=,~ 

D 3. COUNTY. 

a.z~coo~ 

D 4. MUNICIPAL i::}-s.i PRIVATE 

0 4. NONE 

s. DATE (mo., day,.Tt•). 

~i:=:·~·------------------------------------4------------------------------------------~-----------------~---------------------------~------~----------~ 



10. IHSPECTIOH iHFORMATIOH (continu,.d) ! 
- ---:), C£'NERATOR INFORMATION (eo ... eu ·• "': .. 1•)_ I 

·~NAME '' TEL':!£ HO, s, ADDRESS 4. WASTE TYPE (;ENE"a. TED 

.4 ~ fl {)a_6~u r--k TN c. ~q) rq-1.1~1 W. fr1 A-tdiT ~· (;pe.J,s~avj( ~~~. J;l _,1 1-~tre. - .., I 

I 

' (5~· ,) l.Jme. 
~:-: w I . 

I 
I 

E. TRAN<:.Pr!RTER/HAULER IHFORNATIOH , I 

t. NAMII: ::t. TELEPHONE NO, 3, ADORES I I•·· I.O.STE TYPE TAANSPORTEC 

Mo ~,-M ,IC/-. d fJL~y A/. t~ II' Aiou m Uox7d ::>_ 
/ 

1 

./ 

I 

I 

F. IF WASTE IS PROCESSED ON SITE AHO ALSO SHIPPED TO OTHER SITES, IDENTIFY OF'F·SITE FACiLITIES USED FOR ,.,c,.nc:.o.L, 

t. NAME z, TELEPHONE NO, 3. ADDRESS 

I' 
I 
I .. 

i 

I 

I 

Go DATE OF IHS~ECTIOH H. TIME OF IHSPECTIO~ I. ACCESS GAINED BY:(~'' rn~•r be ehown In •II c••••) 
{mo., d•T• a. yr.). 

0"1. PERMISSION 0 2. WARRANT 
. 

J~ WEf)~~ (deec;; d 
cletJQ I 

I 

./ IV. SAMPLIHG IHFORMATIOH i 

A. Mark 'X' Cor the types or samples taken and indicate where they have been sent e.g.,·regionalleb, other EPA lab, contractor, 

}ffi~tc. and estimate when the results wlll be available. ! ' · 

~~- z. SAMPLE ... DATE 
t, SAMPLE TYPE TAKEN s. sAMPLE sENT TO: RESULTS 

(m•rk '.t'') I AVAILABLE 
I. 

·a. C:RDUNO.WA. TER I . . 
.. I 

b. SURI"ACE WAT£1'1 I 

I 

Co WA.STE I 
d, AIR. I 
•• RUNOFF 

C. SPILL 

~ 

&• SOIL 

h. YEC:ETATIDN 

l, OTHE,R("P•~•IT) 

-. - -· 
0. FIELD MEASUREMEH~ TAKEN (••4•• rlld/oeet/r/ry, e:r;>loelrlty, PH, eteo) I 

t.TVPE ~. LOC:. 10: OF ~EASUREMENTS 3.R£SUI..TS 

Z~fifil I 

I 
-.-- ~--

.. j 
' ... 



Continued From Pa~e 2 • IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued) I 
::.PHOTOS 

-.1. TYPE OF PHOTOS I z. PHOTOS IN CUSTOOY OFI 

-
Db. AERIAL D •. CROUNO 

:l. SITE MAPPED? 

I 
0 YES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS: 

::.COORDINATES I ,_ Lo"'""o• c•••·-•·i· .... J 
1. LATITUDE (d_e#o•mi~,-aec,) 

V. SITE INFORMATION I 
\,SITE STATUS 

~INACTIVE (Thou 0 3. OTHER(apttcltyJ ;::::) t. ACTIVE (Thoae lnducttlal or 
rnunlcipal alre• which •r• belnll u•ed airea which no ton~ .. , rttcelv• (Tho•• aires rhat include auch lncld,.nl• like "mldnlllhl dumping" 
lor waare lrearm•nt, lllora#e, or dlapoaal wa•res.J where no re;1ular or conrinuinll u•• of the aite lor waare diapoael 
on. conrlnuinll basi a, even I( lnlr•- h1u occurred.) . 

( quently.) 

l~CERATOR ON SITE? · 

0 0 2. YES(a;eclly 11•nerator•a (our-dillll SIC Cod•): 

:. AREA OF SITE (In acru) D. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE? ) 

.JI&. 
.. ~0 0 2. YES(speclly): 

t:;C/le_ ·-
VI. CHARACTERIZATION .OF SITE ACTIVITY I . 

ndicate the major site activlty(ies) and details relating to each activity by marking 'X' in the appropriate boxes. 

~ X' x· I x· 
A. TRANSPORTER f- B. STORER 1- C. TREATER i f.- D. DISPOSER 

I 

I,RAII. 1. PI I.E !,FILTRATION I t.l.ANDFILI. 

~ffi· SHIP 
. z.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 2,1NCINERA TION I 2.LANDFARM 

:"·"·j, BARCE 3. DRUMS 3. VOLUME REDUCTION 3.0.PEN DUMP 

,.a,TRUCX .a. TANK, ASOVE CROUND .a. REC YCL.INC/RECOVERY '- -1.SURFACE IMPOUND .. ENT 

a. PIPELINE 11. TANK, BELOW GROUND 11. CHEM.IPHYS./TREATMENT 5.MIDNICHT DUMPINC 

e,OTHER(specflyJ: - a. OTHER(speclty): 15. BIOL.OCICAL. TREATMENT &,INCINERATION 

?.WASTE OIL. REPROCESSING 7, UNDERCROU';!D IN.IEC TION 

I,SOLVENT RECOVERY 8. 0 THER(Ilpecily): 

f-
9. 0 THER(IIpecl/y): 

• SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS: It the alte tails within any of the catecoriea listed below, Sc;>plem~nul H QOrts must be completed, lndical~ ..... ·~········ ·~--· ,. ..... """' ·~ .............. '"'" ····· j 
.:J 1. STO"\ACi· D 2. INCINERATION D 3. LANDFILL Q .c. ~:t:6~:;;ME T D s. DEEP WELL 

:::J CHEM/810/ D 7. LANOFARM D 8. OPEN DUMP 0 9. TRANSPORT R 0 tO. RECYCLOR/RECLAIMER 6 • PHYS TREATMENT I 

Vll. WASTE RELATED INFORMATIOH I 
• WASTE TYPE 

B<- LIQUID D 2. SOLID ~SLUDGE 0 4. GAS 

- -
• WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 

0 3. RAOOOACTIVE 0 •. HOGHLV VOLITILE :::J I. CORROSIVE D 2. IGNITABLE 

::J 5. TOXIC D 6. REACTIVE 0 7. INE:RT 0 8. FLAMMABLE 

~~§:9. OTHER(ap,.clly): 
;;;."lST E CATEGORIES i•:· A:e ncords of waatea aveUa.ble? Specify it~m~ suC'~ HS mAn.i(e!lltw, lnvcntnlies, rl.:. hdow. 

4 Form T2070·3 (I D-79) PACE 3 =>F 10 LC'Intlln:•· ()n ;,.:, ... •.- .. ·r$~ 

. 

. 

i 
i 
! 
f 
! 
I 
l 

I 
i 



. 

• • • . . 
Continued From Front 

WASTE RELATED IHFORMATION(con. fJ 

2. Estimate the amount (specify unit oT "1c'lsure) of waste by cate~:ory; mark 'X' to ~~ich \II_!Stes are , ... ., ..... 

a, SLUDGE b, OIL c:. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS I c. $OLIOS t. OTHER 

t 4f;!OuNT AMOUNT AMOUNT .... OUNT I'•MOUNT AMOUNT 

I 
UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF ME.:IURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF ... E.SURE 

I 
UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT O-F-MEASURE-

I 
,•x 

11 J :t~:!~NTS 
x• 

OILY ~ II ~~::~;~~SA TEO 
·x• 

1111 ACIOS I~ ~ Ill~~:~=~~~~~: 1- ,__ 
II WASTES 1- Ill FLY.SH 

METALS _ ~21 0 THER(epeel/y)' lt2 l NON•H ... LOGNTO, 121 
PICKLING 

I 
!121 HOSPIT"'L 121 SLUDGES SOLVENTS LIQUORS 121 "'SBESTOS 

131 POTW 1- 31 OTHER(epec:lty)' 131 CAUSTICS 
I 

131 
MIL.L.INC:/MINE 

1131 RADIOACTIVE T "'I LINGS 

lA I ALUMlNUM 
_,SLUDGE :141 PESTICIDES 

I 
I I FERROUS SMELT 4 INC WASTES I41MUNICIP AL 

~ 1111 OT,HER(epaclly): 
:11 DYES/INKS • I NON•FERROUS f- l:llOTHER(apaclty)' ell Jc.t \)..~ 

l:IIS..,L.TG, WASTES 

~- r- 1111 OTH ER(speclty): hvf-o-t 1 d-e. 
161 CYANIDE 

171 PHENOLS 
I 

IBI HALOGENS 
I 

1111 PCB I .. 
I . 

IIOIMET"'L.S 
I 

1- U II OTHER(spec:lty) 

~~-
I 
I 

I 
0~ LiST-SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHI_CH ARE ON THE SITE_(plec~ in d~scendlnl ord~r of huerd) 

2. FORM 3. TOXICITY 
I (mark 'X') (mark 'X') 

[6. UtiiT t.SUBSTANCE I"• SO• b, ,VA· .. M~·D. IL~W IN~~. 
4. CAS NUMBER S.AioiOUNT 

I LID LIQ, PI')R HIGH l 
lrll;~,A~ llARn'l'~JP. b<J lX . 

) 
1..;.. 

•·. 

. 
... - .. 

Vlll. HAZARD DESCRIPTION 

FIELD EVALUATION H~ZARD DESCRIPTION: Place an 'X' in the box to indicate th~t the listed hAzard exists. Describe the 

hazard in the space provided. - I 

*~;.;.,o A. HUMAN ~EAL TH HAZ~ROS -.-.. r 
. 

l 
.. 



a, EPA 
. . l~ 

TIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
EHT A TIVE DISPOSITION 

File this Conn in the regional Ha%ardou 
System; Ha%ardous Waste Enforcement 

Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection Acency; Site Tracking 
(EN·335); 401 M St., SW; Washington,IDC 20460. 

RECOMMENDATION 

A. NO ACTION NEEDED- NO HAZARD 

e. INVESTIGATIVE ACTION!Sl NEEDED (It yea, complete Section Wo) 

C. REMEDIAL ACTION NEEDED (II yee, complete Section lVo). 

ENFORCEMENT ACTION NEEDED (II yee, apecily In Pert E whether the caee will I 
D. be primarily men•ll•d by the EPA or .the Stete and whet t)-p• ot enforcement action II 

Ia enticfpated.). 

1.METHOD FOR OBTAINING 
NEEDED ADDITIONAL INFO; 

121 

EPA Form (10·79) 

G. IF A CASE DEVELOPMENT PL.AN IS NECESSARY, DICATE 
ESTIMATED DATE ON WHICH THE PLAN WILL BE DEVELOPED' 
(mo., ,day, & yr.). I 

I 
PHONE NUMBER 

4. 
ESTIMATED 
MANHOURS 

·I 

I 

~~tlo 

_I 

_·I 

S. REMARKS 

Continue On Reverse 



Cor:tinued From Front 

ill. INVESTIGATIVE AI .YNEEDED end P~_T B PROPOSE=() IN ~ATI~_c_-.._.,1 ...... (C,..ftH"'o..:d) 
d. TYPE OF :AB ANALYS~S C:::::-J- .. 

~11 pli,.J..A}O~t::!..l.C$_ _ _ _ c;Hf:ri-e- .:.._ _- _ I~ _ • _ -- - _ _ - -
121 ~~i~~ 

.. . . - -

e. OTHER C•P•elly) , 

_:_''- - - - - - - - - - - - - -· I 
... . . 1.21 .. I . 

IC• r:;.;Jl;'T7~Iia~~ ;~~K~F THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN PART B ~on front & obove} A:S NII::EDED TO IDENTIF~ A.DDfTION \ 
I 

. D. ESTIMATED MAN HOURS BY ACTION AGENCY 

1, ACTION AG::":NCY 
I 

1, ACTION ·AGENCY 

a, EPA b. STATE 

e; EPA CONTRACTOR 

IV. REMEDIAL ACTIONS I 

• • I • 
A. SHORT TERM/EMERGENCY STRATEGY (On Sltit & 011·Site): Lht all emergency actions needed to brine alte under lm111edlata control, e.c •• ...,. 

ctrict.acc"eaa, provide alternate water aupply, etc. See lnatructions ror a llat or Key Word a for e8eh or the actio-n• t.o be uaed ln the apace below. 

I.Ac:TIDN 

2. EST. 
START 
DATE 

1(1uu0 u •:, 

3. EST, 
END 
DATE .. ,_, 

4. 
ACTION AGENCY 

(EPA, State, 
Pr/yate Party) 

I 
5. ESTIMATEJ. COST 

$ 

$ I . I 

$ 
! 
I 

#:-. 

$ 

$ I 

I 

J 

$ 

!&._SPECIFY 311 OR OTHER ACTION; 
INDICATE THE MAGNITUDE OF" 

THE .WORK REQUIRED 

. 

• I 
S. LONG TERM STRATEGY (On Slt:t & OU-Site): List all !on~: tetin aolutlons, e.g., excavation, removal, ground -te-r monitoring wells, etc. 

See Instructions £or a list or Key Words £or each or the actions to be used In the spaces below. I 

1.ACTION 

. 

. .. 

2.EST. 
START • 
DATE .•. 

(me>,dey,&yrJ 

-

C. ESTIMATED MANHOURS ANO COST BY ACTIOtl AGENCY 

:o; EPA 

c. CRJV.:.~E 
DAqTfE:S 

~'t". ~ .... _ - ...... -~ , .......... , --\·--~-

S. ESTIMATE[ COST 

$ I 
s 

s 

s 
- . 

s 

. s 

!.ACTION ACEtiCY 

b. STATE 

.6.SPECIFY 311 OR OTHER ACTION; 
INDICATE THE MAGNITUDE OF 

THE_WORK REQUIRED 

. 



·-·, 

. .... ~ 

. ! 

:mmm' 
.. ·.-SITE: HU116ER 2023 PAGE 1 FOR THIS SITE 

11 GREENSBORO PLANT LAGOON . ...., /"' { t 
115 SOUTHERN OXYGEN ROAD G v.c i-oVO ( y 
GREEHseoRO,HC 27409 

· COMPAUY: COI1PANY-FACILITY tM1BER 1087 
AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS 
x----
GREEtlseoRo 
115 SOUTHERN OXYGEN DR. 
GREENSBOROoNC 27409 

B CO~P~ITIOH OF WASTE: 
~SIC o (n, pi{ '>I '2. . 

1/.!Vf.oJ.T,Nf ~:!~~1 . 

G, J\1av1, .S?tffr 
IHORG1 IHORG2 

. FIRST YEAR USED: 1948 • 
LAST YEAR USED: l969· 

HU!IDRED TOtiS: 100 
THOUSAtiD CUBIC YDS.: • 
TltOUSAtiD GALLONS: 

--------------------------~~~--·----~---

LEGEtm: IF LISTED, THEtl PRESENT IH WASTED. IF HOT LISTED, THEH ITEH HOT PRESEtrr, t:or KNOWN IF PRESEtrr, OR DATA HISSING. 

fi ..... ;;·., .• I'"'"'' ·• I!"'"•'' ·i.:ma: 

·~ .-. 

-·-



SEPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
T EHT A TIVE DISPOSITIOH 

SITE NUMBER 

.

:,_;::'···=··· Fil~ this form in the regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit "' copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; Site Tracking 
Systo:m; Jlu~ordous Waste Enforco:ment Task Force (EN·335); 401 M St., SW; w .. shington, DC 20460. 

E. ZIP CODE~ 

27:J3:) 

RECOMMEIIDATION 

A. NO ACTION NEEDED·· NO HAZARD 

B. INVESTIGATIVE ACTION(SI tlEEOEO (II yea, complete St~clion Ill.) 

C. REMEDIAL ACTION tiEEOEO (If Y"s• complete S6r:tion IVo) 

ENFORCEIIENT ACTION tiEEOEO (if yo•, speclly in PortE: M'hether tire coso will 
D. be prim.,rt/y nrana~ccl by the EPA ur th" SIDle bnd '"""' t)•pe of enforcement action 

is "nricipllh:d.) 

E. RATIOtiALE FOR DISPOSITION • I 

Sv:r-~ce_ TMfbu.d·~eru+ WP.S .~"Jqe. ~erl \ /b.e_ 
ii~ dsr'"'s~t-1 of__ cnJCi?fJ~ ht;dK-oKtde~ .. ~~Yc? Y;;~s /2/::~f

beetJ ~~e.ct -~o_ ----rw 0 0 etJ!2S. (1/P.-; I~U//!!.t ot1Neo/~~_,e.r.f~C-

1'7fe. 

/o C.c ft\ CoveL· lYJi:rkV fi/. · I 

.. .• 

OF FINAL DISPOSITION G. IF A'CASE DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS NECESSARY, INDICATE THE 
ESTIMATED DATE ON WHICH THE PLAN WILL BE DEVELOPED 

t. METHOD FOR OBTAINING 
NEEDED ADDITIONI<L INFO. .. F" SITE INSPECTION 

IIi 

E OF" MONITORING 

F" SAMP L.l"' G 

121 

3. TO BE 
PERFORMED BY 

(EPA. Con
tr•ctot. St•le, etc,) 

(mo., da,-, & yr,) I 

4. 
ESTIMATED 
MAIIHOURS 

& yr.) 

S. REMARKS 



.• 

PuA-riAL HAZARDOUS ~ASTE SITE 

Me IHSPECTIOH REPORT 
I 

G E:Hi:RAL IHSTRUCTIOHS: Complete Sections I and DI th.rou&h XV oC this Corm as completcJy as pouible. Then uu the inConn .. 
:,:on on this form to develop a Tentat1ve Dispoaition (Section 11). File thia Corm ill ita entirety in the regional Hazardous Wute Lo& 
·.:·ue. Be sure to include all appropriate Supplemental Reports in the file. Submit a copy of the forma to: U.S. Environmental Pro
tection Asency; Site Tracking System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Tack Force (EN•335); 401 N St., SW; Waahin(ton, DC 2o-460. 

I. NA'-4£ 

3, t: lTV 

J. 

0 1. FEDERAl. D 2. STATE 

A. ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE 
DISPOSITION (mo., d•y, .3. Yt•). 

... 

D 3. COUNTY D 4. loiU~ICIPAt. 

D '·HIGH 

I 

2. TE1..£PHONIE HU ... BEft 

--e. ~IP COOl:. 

2. TEI..EPHONE NUWAI:.ft 

.C. STATE 11. ziPcoo~ 

. I a--s: PRIVATE 

I 

I 0 l.l.OW 

I 
£:!3'{. NONE 



Conllnued From Front ~ 
' • IHSPECTIOH IHFORMA.TIOH (contlna. 

0. CENERATOR INFORioiATIOH (•o.,e•• o) .. ~. ., ·~ .. _ ~, 

I 

~--~---------------

( . . . 

t,._N.t.t-4£ z. TELEPHONE HO. s • .t.OORE:n I ,4,WASTE TVPE C£N£RATEO 

:: I I 

E. TRANSPORTER/HAULER INFORMATION 

I, tiAiol£ 2, TELEPHONE NO. . 
14. <A:STE TV 'E TRANSPORTEe 

I 

l . I 

- F'. IF WASTE IS PROCESSED OH SITE AHD ALSO SHIPPED TO OTHER SITES IOENTIF'Y OF'F'•SITE FACILITIES USED FOR DISPOSAL 

'·NAME z. TELEPHONE NO, 3 IAOORE:SS 

I -- ) .I 

J~t } IV. SAMPLIHG IHFORMATIOH 
A. Mark 'X' for the types of samples taken and lndlcote where they have been sent e.g.,·i-egionallob, other EPA lab6 contractor, 

etc. and estimate when the results will be available, I 

Z.SAMPLE I ... DATE 
t.S.t.loiPL.E TVPE TAKEN s.s.t.MPLE SENT TO: RESULTS 

(marlr'.T') I .llVAILABLE 

a, CAOUNOWATEA 

b, SURFACE WATER 

c. WASTE 

d, AIR 

e, RUNOFF 

!. SPILL 

C• SOIL 

h, YECETATION 

1, OTHER(.P•CIIT) 

10. F'IEL.O MEASUREMENTS TAKEN (e•4•o rad/oeerlv/ty, ex;>lo•l.,lry, PH, ore.) 

::"::: t,TVPE 2.LOC:ATIO IE 'SUREME ITS 3. .TS 



I 

Continued From P11~e 2 • • I 

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued) I 
! 

C. PHOTOS 

.f.'· TYPE OF PHOTOS 

D •. CROUNO Db. AERIAL 

,2. PHOTOS IN CUSTODY OF: 

O. SITE MAPPEO? 

! DYES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS: 

I 

E. COORDINATES .I 
1. LATITUDE (~eg,•mi!',•sec,) I z. 

LONCITUC:·E (deg,•mrn,-a,.co) 

I 

V. SITE INFORMATION I 

A. SITE STATUS ' I 

·~ 1. ACTIVE (Those lnducrrlaf or ~ INACTIVE (Those 
I D 3. OTHE:R(.specl/y): 

munieipef alt"s which ere being used :sites which no /on~"' receive (Those aite:1 that includ~ •uch ine:idt!nts like .. midnight dumping•• 
lot w••t~ treatment. llllor•ge, or dispo••l wastes.) where no re;lufar or continuing ua .. of the site for waate di.spoaat 
on • continuinl b••i•, even lllnlre• has occurred.) . 

I 

quenl/y,J 

a~ENERATOR ON SITE? I 

- 1. NO D 2. YES(specily se~eralor'• lour-dillil src Code): I • I 
I 

:::.AREA OF SITE (In acres) 0, ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE? 

ADDnflx. .~,qc.~ 
~.NO D 2. YES(.speclly): 

.. 
I • VI. CHARACTERIZATION .OF SrTE ACTIVITY I 

Indicate the major site aetivity(ies) and dt=tails relating to each activity by marking 'X' in .the oppropriate boxes. 

X X' .. x· 
·c. TREATER I 

X' 
- A. TRANSPORTER !-- B. STORER !--

...__ 
0. DISPOSER 

I 

J,RAIL I,PILE J, FILTRATION I 
J, LANDFILL 

}}tz.SHIP %,SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT Z,INCINERATION I 2. LANOF'ARM 

·::j:s. BARCE 3, ORUMS J, VOLUME REDUCTION 3.0PEN OUMP 

,( ... TRUCK o4.TANK, ABOVE CROUNO o4. R EC YCLINC/RECOVERY ,)< o4.SURF'ACE IMPOUNDMENT 

!!,PIPELINE :1. TANK, BELOW CROUNO S. C HEM.IPHYS./TREATMENT S,MIOtHCHT OUMPINC 

e. 0 TH ER (•pec/ly): e. OTHER(specl/yJ: e. BIOLOGICAL TR EA !MEN T e. INCINERATION 

- 1--
7.YIASTE OIL REPROCESSING 7. UNOERCROUr:<O IN.JECTION 

&.SOLVENT RECOVEf:'Y a. 0 THER(sp .. eilyj: 

9. 0 THER(.tpeelly): 
f-. 

! 

::.SUPPLEMENTAl. REPORTS: If the sil" falls within any ol the c;•t e&ori"s listed below, Sc;>pl~~nul H e-;>orts must b" completed. Indicate 

which Sup;:.ler:~enlal Reports you hYve filled out and auached to th.i• lor •• 

D 1. STOO::AC•· D 2. INCINERATION D 3. l..O.NDFil.L 
A FACE D 5. OEEP WELL 4

• IMPOUNDMlNT 

D CHEM/910/ 0 e. O?EN ouMP 0 10. RECYCl.OR/RECLAIMER 
6. PHYS TREATMEN":" D 7. LANOFARM D 9. TRANSPO~TER 

~ su J 

Vll. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION I 
\, WASTE TYPE 

~.LIQUID D 2. SOLID ~·' J. Sl.UOGE 0 4. GAS 
... 

3~E CHARACTERISTICS 

D 4. HIGHLY VOILATILE : 1, CORROSIVE 0 2. IGNITADLE 0 3. RADIOACTIVE 

0 5. TOXIC D 6. REACTIVE D 7. INC:RT D , ~ e. FLAioH•IABL~ 

~~ttf 9. OTHER(•P<'clly): 
:-:::;!,';,a.:HE CATEGORIES 

Srrclly item, such at'S m.-nifc!'tl, inv~ntclrie:t, e-t:. h~:ow. I 1. ;..:e l"!eotds uf wasteo avoU .. ble? 

PA Ferm T2070·3 (10-79) PACE 3 :)F 10 Contrr.::.-. On i-:1:"\"••:s<!f 



1. WASTE RELATED IHFORMATIOI'I (cont. 

. 
,Continued From Front 

2. Estimate the amount (specify unit of measure) or waste by category mark 'X to i~te~h wastes are present. 

•· SL.UDGE b. OIL c:. SOLVENTS d. CHEI-41CALS c SOLIDS t. OTHER 

AMOUNT 

~~~J.frk, 
AMOUNT A .. OUNT A .. OUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT 

UNIT/OF MF/ASUAE_) UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF '-'EASURE UNIT OF .. EASURE 

~ II I ~~d~~NTS 
lx• 

II~~";~ES ,2 11 ~;c~i!~:TEO 
'X' ~ 'X 

Ill LABOq4TORY, r- 1-- Ill ACIDS Ill FL.YASH ~ PHARiol~CEUT, . 
METAL.ll i-- ~21 0 THER(aped/y): 

21 
NON•HALOGNTO. :I.ZI PICKLING 121 ASBESTOS 121H05PITAL IZISL.UOCEs' SOLVENTS LIQUORS 

131 POTW 
1-- 31 OTHER(•peelly): 31 CAUSTICS 1

MILLINC/MINE 
ll TAILINGS 131 RADIOACTIVE 

lo4IALUMINUM 
SLUDGE 

41 PESTICIDES 
I I FERROUS SMELT 4 INC WASTES I41MUNICIPAL 

~ IIIIOTHER(apeelty): 1151 DYESIINKS, 
NON• FERROUS 

ISISMLTC, WASTES 
~ lSI OTHER(•p•cll:rJ: 

CA[i_, 1..\.YV\. I f.- 1111 OTHER(speclly): 

h~xicLe 
1111 CYANIDE 

171 PHENOLS 

I&! HALOGENS 

.. 
lVI PCB . 

IIOIMETALS 

- Ill I OTHER(•peelf;) 

~~ 
I 
I 

I 
-:~" 

D. L.IST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH ARE ON THE SITE (place In~~ o;d~·,-;,( h;,zard) 

2. FORM 3. TOXICITY 
! (merk 'X') (mark 'X') 

S. UtllT !,SUBSTANCE 

~ ~:~· L~~. cp~~ M~·D. c. N~NE 
4. CAS NUMBER S.AMOUNT 

a, I· HIGH LOW 

~ /citJ. M. hv.rki'J"' de IX X I 
. 

J I. 
I 

I 

•. I 

I 

.. .. . . 

Vlll HAZARD DESCRIPTION 

FIELD EVALUATION HAZARD DESCRIPTION: Place an 'X' in the box to indicate tl lat the listed hAzard exists. Describe the 

hazard in the space provided. 

·~:~·.· D A. HUMAN HEAL. TH HAZARDS 

.. ·:::( 

i 

l 



•• • • .! ., 

. SURFACE IMPOUt-f.HTS SITE IHSPECTIOH REPORT 
· (Supplemental Report) 

IHSTRUCTIOH 
Answer and Explain 
as Necessary. 

F..VIOEN NSTABILITY (Eto• SertllnR, Sink Ho/ru, etco) 

~-.i H3 l£.1'"N.) 
f:VIOENCE OF DISPOSAL OF IGH TAB:.. REAC!IVE WASTE 

CIYE:S ~0 
ES ARE STORED OR OISPOS 

CORDS CHECKED OR CONTENTS AND 

Cl YES ~NO 

Cl YES 

FIN DIN COS . 

UCTURE ANO SUBSTRUCTURE 

Cl YES (?'NO 

0. LENGTH, 0 DEPTH 

LEHCOTH WIDTH DEPTH 

j~. CALCULATED VOLUMETRIC CAPACITY 

2. PERCENT OF CAPACITY REMAINING 

ARC 

4. so 
L~ I yES 

6. OTHER EQUIPMENT 

NOMENT 

NT 

7a. INTEGRITY OF LIN R SYSTEM CHECKED 

DYES D NO I 



~~. ----------------------~------~------------------------~----~~~17~~~~~~----... PO ~IAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE • REGION !~,~;.~~;~~ (IO .... _ 

IDEHTIFIC~H AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 
1 

j ., ,.-.~ 
.;oTE: 'Thh; fonn iB com;:~leted for eac~ potential hazardous waste site to help set priorities for site inspection, The infonnation 
::.b::itted on this lar::1 111 based on available recorda 5nd ma)· be updoted C!n subsequent Corms as a result o! additional inquiries 
:2d o::l .. lte inspec:Uona, --;-: I . 

)..:HERAL IHSTP.UC:TIOHS: Complete Section• I and ni through X a a completely aa posstbte before. Section II (Preliminary 
.aeea.r.nent). ·File thh Corm ln the·Restiond Hazardoua 'r.'aste Lo~~: File and s::!>mil a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection 
\j[e:ey;· Site Trad:.lzl&: S:ratem; Hazardoua "i'eate Enforcement Task Force (E:N•335); 401 M

1 
St., SW; Washi-"lzton, DC 20460 • 

. , 

I 

Ot. FEDERAL . 02. STATE 03. COUNTY 04 MUNICIPAl. G-s-"PRIVATE 0& UNKNOW~ 

SITE CESC~TION 

u~ 
HOW IDENTIFIED (l.e.,_c/rben'• comple/nta, OSHA cllec/ona, ere.) 

PRINCIPAl. STAT 

I • ~
AME 

. ILL 

I 

K. OATE IDENTIFIED 
(mo., day, ·& yr.) 

z, TELEPHONE NU""BER 

.:f.]-:J./78 
ll.J PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT (complete this section last) 

~PARENT SERIOUSNESS OF P~OBt.EM . 

jj1j1. HIGH Oz. MEDIUM 03. t.ow 04 NONE 

ftE:COMMEHOATIOH 

l 1. NO ACTJOH HEEOEO (no hantd) 

B'i:~ITE INSPECTION ~EEOEO 
a. TENTATtV .. L"t :IC:HECULEC FOR: 

. 
lo, WILL DE PERI"OI'I ... ED 15Y: 

SITE STATUS . 

] 1.V.CTIVE (Thou lndu•,.lal ot 
znlcl;uJI •lie• ,.hlch a~• beln# u••d 
: .,~•1• t:••tm~nl, •tot•l•• Dr dl•po••l 
• • ccr1drruln# t..•l•, •Pan lt'lntr•,..,.,,y.). 

IS CiEHERATOR ON SITET 

.ill. 

~. INACTIVE (Th.oee 
';T;l,.: """lch no lon#•r receive ,..,., .... ). 

~UNKNOWN 

I D 2. IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEOEO 
a, TENTAT'VELY SCHEDULED FOR: 

I 

lo, WILL BE PERPOR""EC BY: 

I 
. I 

0 4. SITE INSPECTION NEEOEO (low priority) 

I 
I . 

2. TELEPHONE NUMBER 

733-~i?J> 

n 3. OTHER {apeclty): I . . . 
7Tiaoee eitea that include •ueh incid~nre Ilk• ••m•dnl~hl dr.zmplnl,. .,.,.,~tr• .. ~····· ..... "····· ... r .......... -··· ... , .............. . 

ca-·r.·~o 0 2. YES (epeclfy tenerator'• lour-di;/1 SIC Code): ....:.-------
O. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES 
1. LATITUDE (deto-rnln.-•roc.) - 2. LO,!,C:ITUOE (deJI.-mln.-aec.) 

,\~E THERE DUit.OINGS ON THE SITET 

0 J, HO 0 2. YES {•p•c~ly): 

• -~ {I t;.-79) c;,,,;,.,,. t), l~o·v•·"•'' 



r~t_ · r'Om r fflftl 

' .. /·· 1V~RA_CT£RIZ.ATI01'1 OF SITE~~il~ ,_ 

j;,; ohr moio. ''" ><Oivhyri••) ••d t.'''•""< 00 ,.rh•"":!'_f by m"'ki"< 'X' ;, ft•i•Or bo••~ 
A. _TRANSPORTER ~ P[R ~ C. TREATER ,___ D. DISPOSER . 

1. RAIL it .. PIL£ 
1

t. ,.II..TRATION !1. LANO,.ILI.. 

2. ~"'" 1:. su .. ,. .. C~t , .. •ou•.:-• •r·•T z. '"'Citl£ •a ·•e>., ~.I.&N['l,.AR ... 

.J, eA'RCC !3. :.r:.~..,~ 'J, 'l'ji..Ut~t.: •o~.:.._.;~ I ~·N _;-' ........... . .~ ..... 
~. TRUC 14 • TANO<, II· lVI: C IOU .. O ~. RECYCI..IN·C/RECOVCR.Y r·SURFACCI .. POUNO ... t.NT 

"\, J>tP!::..•PI!: !s. Ta•uc.. l!f:Lo .. c: •CI.•;:;_ '· c••E .... · ·s .... ~. r..::_·~~· J •• Yl~t:tC .. T C'\I,.PIN'.:O 

&. OTMCR (spcrti)'J' 
- 6, CTH£q fop•c•lrl 18· £110\.0C'C.:.:.. ,,~-·~•.••::. =~ "•: •a.•~r .. -:,. 

!7. WASTE 011. REPROCESSINC 1• UNOERCROU' 10 INJECTION 

la.~OL..,ENT RCCE__V~R_!_ J.:d(. OTHER (speclly): 

f-
p. OTH CR (sprt:ify}: UN{ 

' 

SPECirY DET,.Il.S OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS HEEDED 

Ui'IK 
V. WASTE RELATED IHFORMATIOH : 

WASTE TYPE 

i 

:Jt UNKNOWN 02 LIQUID [3i. SOLID O.e. SLUDGE Os. GAS 

-WASTE CHARAC:TERiSTICS 

:J !._UNKNOWN 02. CORROSIVE 03. IGNITABLE Oc RADIOACTIVE Os HIGHLY VOLATILE 

.Q( Toxic· 07. REACTIVE Oa INERT 09 FLAMMABLE 

:Jto. OTHER (•p~clly}: 
I 

WASTE CATEGORIES 
l •. An records of ""ast~a available? Specify ltrms auch a a muu{ests, inventorlea, etc:. below. 

!. Estioate the amount(specify unit of n.ca:ure)of was:e by category· mark 'X' to indicat:_ ~(_£h_ wa~ are present. 

a, SLUDGE b. OIL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICA_~ i e. SOLIDS I. OTHER 

.. OUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT !AMOUNT 
•'AOg-6 

AMOUNT 

I' 0 
_,IT OF MEASURE !UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE fUNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEA'SURE UNIT OF MEASURE 

i _Tt)~~ 
Ill PAINT, ~ I II OILY ~ i111HAI..OCENATEO r- lll.a.CIOS ~ 11 FLVA!IH l:!: 

II I~~~~~:~~~~. PICMENTS WASTES SOI..VENTS 

IZI .. CTALS f-. IZIOTHERi•P•":iiTJ· 121 NON·~ AL.OCNTO 121 PICKLINC !121 HOSPITAL 
SL.UCCCS 50\.~ENTS LIQUORS IZI ASBESTOS 

I!IIPOTW f- 1310TH£R(ap~C:if)·): 131CAUSTICS 
UIMII..LINC/ 131 RAOIOACTIVE 

MIN£ TAILINCS 

I.CIALUMINUM 
1~1 PESTICIC£5 W :.;~,;'g.u.;ASTCS 11~1 ... UHICIPAL 

SI.UCCE 

"' OTHCR(•P.•cily): ISICY£5/INKS lSI ~~~;~~~'!.~~~S 
_!eel OTHCR.(ape"c:flrJ: 

tel OTHER1• .. v~•"' 

lei CYANIOC r-

171 PHENOLS . - - . 

. 
IIIHALOCENS 

. 
IPIPCB 

IIOIMt:TAI..S 

f- IIIIOTHER(•P•c:lfy) 

. 
PA Fo•m T2070·2 (1 0·,91 PAGE 2 OF~ ConlrnU<." On Po~ <' J 



aAD~ITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOW~· OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SIT£. 

A. TYPE OF HAZARD 

NO HA%ARO 

HUMAN HEALTH 

NON•WORKER 
INJURY/EXPOSURE 

WORKER INJURY 

CONTAMINATION 
OF WATER SUPPLY 

:ONTAMINATION 
OF FOOD CHAIN 

CONTAMINATION 
OF GAOUNO WATER 

CONTAMINATION 
OF SURFACE WATER 

OAMAGE TO 
~ORA/FAUNA 

FISH KILL 

CONTAMINATION 
OF AIR 

NOTICEABLE ODORS 

CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 

PROPERTY DAMAGE 

FIRE OR EXPLOSION 

sPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/ 
RUNOFF/STANDING LIQUIDS 

SEWER, STORM 
DRAIN PROBLEMS 

EROSION PROBLEMS 

INADEc:_lUATE SECURITY 

INCOMPATIBLE WASTES 

MIDNIGHT DUMPING 

Fo"" T2070·2 (1 0·79) 

e. 
PO TEN• 

TIAL 
HAZARD 

(mark 'X'J 

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION 

c. 
ALLEGED 
INCIDENT 
(rnark 'X') 

';• 

D. DATE OF 
INCIDENT 

(rno.,day,yr.) 

-· 
.: .. • 0 

PAGE 3 OF 4 

E. REMARKS 

.·. 

Continue On Rev~ct 



'/:! Ftom Front '·. {·'c .. :.·,.· . 

.. .c- \ VII. PERMIT INFORMATION 
/?.CATE ALL A.PPLICABLE PERMITS H •• y THE SITE. • 1. NPDES PERMIT 0 2. SPCC PLAN 0 3. STATE PERMIT(apacify): 

----------------------------------•• AIR PERMITS ·o S. LOCAL PERMIT O 6. RCRA TRANSPORTER. • • 

7. RCRA STORER 0 8. RCRA TREATER 0 9 RCRA DISPOSER 

10. OTHER (•P•clty}: 

I COMPLIANCE? 

t. YES D 2. NO . ci:(~: UNKNOWN 

.t. WITH RESPECT TO (1,_1 re,ularlon name & numbat): 
~~~~~~~==~===================·==============~ 

VIII. PAST REGULATORY ACTIOHS 

I A. HOllE 0 e. YES (:~tummerl:ta below) 

IX.IHSPECTIOH ACTIVITY (past or on·~oin~) 

A. NONE D e. YES (complete lt•m• Z,:Z,3, & 4 below) 

t.TYPE OF ACTIVITY 
2 DATE OF 

PAST lo.CTION 
(~no,, dey, & yr.) 

3 PERFOR..,EC 
BY: 

(EPA/ Stat") 

j A. NONE 0 B. YES (complete tt .. ma I, 2,3,· & 4 below) 

t. TYPE OF ACTIVITY 
2.DATEOF 

PAST ACTION 
(mo., day, a. Tt•), 

3. PERFOR..,ED 
BY: 

(EPA/State) 

.C. CESCRIP.TION 

.c. DESCRIPTION 

TE: Based on the information in Sections III through X, fill out the Preliminary· Assessment (Section il) · 
information on the first page of this form. 

Form T2070·2 (l 0·79) PAGE 4 .OF 4 

• 



. '.~-~---------------------------------------------------~--------~~~~~~~~~~~----~ ~· ...... ~··, '' )PO.HJAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SJT ) • REGION ~~~~!.~~;~~R (IO bo ••-

~i~L:.~···~=\ IDE=tfTIFI IOH AHD PRELIMINARY ASSESSJn::N i .., r~-a.. 
NOTE: Thls form hi completed lor each potential hazardous waste site to help set priorities !or site inspection. The information 
subcitted on this form Ia baaed on available records &nd may be updated on subsequent forms as a result o! additional inquiries 
and on-olte inspections. · 

hHERAL IHSTRUCTIOHS: Complete Sections I and m throu~ X as c;mplete;y .as possible beforeS~ction II (Preliminary 
! Aeseaamant). ·Flte thla form ln the Re~tional Hazardous V.'aste Lo~t File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection 
i A&enc:y; Site Tracltla~ Sy1tem; Hazardoua Waate Enforcement Task Force (EN·335); 401 M St •• SW; Washington, DC 20460. 

I. SITE IDEHTIFICATION 

).71-!3fo I 

01. FEDERAL Oz. STATE 03. couNTY 04 MUNIC'PAL ~RIVATE 0& UNKNOW~ 

I. SITE OESC~TION 

u~ 
J. HOW IDENTIFIED (t,e.,.c/llzen•e complelnta, OSHA citerlon.s, etc.) 

£ci? ~hRl' 
K. DATE IDENTIFIED 

(mo,, dey, & yr.) 

:.,, PRINCIPAL STAT CONTACT 

{g=~L 
z. TELEPHONE NUMBER 

ll.t PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT (complete this section last) 
A~PARENT SERIOUSNESS OF P~OBLEM . 

~j1. HIGH Oz. MEDIUM 03. LOW 

3. RECOMMENDATION 

0 1, NO ACTION NEEDED (no huerd) 

(B'i:··SITE INSPECTION ~EEOED 
a, TENT.ATIVIo.l..~ SCHEDULED FOAl 

. 
b, WILL BE PEA,.0Aio4ED BY: 

04 NONE 

.ill. 

~UNKNOWN 

o·2. IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEDED 
a. TENTAT'VELY $CHEOUI..EO FOR: 

b, WILL. BE PERFORMED BY: 

0 4. SITE INSPECTION NEEDED (low priority) 

3.]-:J.I '7 8 

.. SITE STATUS 
::J t.I-'CTIVE (Thou lnduo~l11l or 
.,unlclp"l •lreo ,..hleh are beln~ uoed 

~.INACTIVE (Thou n 3. OTHER {op~clfy): . 
l;ffe: 11/hlch no lon~er receive (Thoee •ilea that include euc:h incid~nte Uke ••midniRhl dumplnS" ..,.,,.re 
weoti.eo). no re~ular or conrinuln~ u.te olth<t aile lor waste dl.s;>oaal ha• occurred,) tot ,..o•t• treattnrnt, atora,e, or dliJpo••l 

'n • conr/nvln~ b41ole, eyen ll'lnfr•
-:uently,). 

• IS GENERATOR ON SITE7 

ca-r.·~o 

• AREA OF SITE (In acru) ,--

.}tN 

0 2, YES (opeelly gonereror'a lour-dl:lt SIC Code): --------
0. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES 
t. LATITUDE (d•~•-mln,-ef'c,) . 2. LONCITUDE (d•~·-mln,-.oee.) 

• ARE THERE DUILOINGS ON THE SITET 

0 I. HO D 2. YES (•p•clly): 

J7ri-2 ·(I 0:79) 

I 
i 
I 
I 

i 

I 
I 



/r Prnm Frnnt " ... , .. 
i .i IV. CHARAC'.-r RIZ.ATIOH OF SITE AC ··-. 

£.~~ thr major !<ite activit~·(i••!<) :~nd.l!< rrlotir. 1~ach ;octh·ity h~· mnrk~ · ~ ...... j. ':;,xes. 

~ ,• j A. TRANSPORTER ~ e. STOPER C. TREATER ~ 0, DISPOSER 

I•· R.O.II.. !t PII..E I•· F'IL.TR.O.TION I•· l.ANOFII..I.. 

)2 St41P lz SliFoF CE IMP0U'IC"'f 01T 1: INC If •A ' 0('1"1 12. 1.. ANOFARM 

IJ eA·~ ca: IJ· ::::OI<UMS iJ 'JO:.I..U'-l lot,~.;. t )PI _t'_ u•''-"' • •JM• 

1•. TIIUCK I• ;, BOVE CROU ID I•· RECYCI..INC/RECOVERY ~.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 
' I~ F>•P !::..IPIE 15· TArll<,, CEI..OW C•<OU'I::; I' Ct<E .... ' s. _f_ r·.~~·'' • I•. ""!:>NIC""T ·C,!MPIN~ 
_ 6, OT..,ER (•P"•'II)'}: 6. 0 TH,E'l (:<ptt<:rly): ie _o•_o1..:>-::·.c .:.:.. ·-~· ·:~···':_' ' '~ "': '" ' ~ r .. -." 1- . r UNOERCROUND INJECTION !7. •sTE 011.. REPROCESSINC 

Ia SOI..VENT RECOVERY J ... ¥. OTHER (apet:/ly): 

- 11. OT ... ER (specify): UN{ 

E. SPECirY OETAIL.S OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS NEEDED 

UriK. 
I 

j 

j V. WASTE RELATED IHFORMATIO~ 
i A. WASTE-TYPE 

l Oz LIQUID [33. SOLID 04. SLUDGE os: GAS : CJt UNKNOWN 
I 

B. WASTE CH.~t,RACTERISTICS 

Ot. UNKNOWN Oz. CORROSIVE 03. IGNITABLE 04 RADIOACTIVE Os HIGHLY VOLATILE 

(Q{TOXIC Q7. REACTIVE Oa INERT 09 FLAMMABLE 

Oto. OTHER (apee/ly): 

c. WASTE CATEGORIES 
1., Art' records or wastes available? Specify items such as manifests, inventories, etc. below. 

) 
2. Estioate the amount(specify unit of mea::ure)of waste b_~· categ~_ry_;_ mark 'X' to indicate which wa~es are __.-r""~~• 

. a, SLUDGE b, OIL c. SOLVE~ITS d. CHEMICALS _e ~LIDS r. OTHER 

AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT lA MOUNT ~A~£~() I AMOUNT 

UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE !UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF' M oA· RE UNIT OF MEASURE 

-_LtYN-~ ., 

~x· ttl PAINT, ~ II! OILY (' IIIHALOCENATEO 
(. 

~ '_)(' 
!11 I~~~~~:~~~~. - PIGMENTS WASTES - SOLVENTS 1-- IIIACIOS 11 FLY ASH ,_;,;. 

121METAI..S - IZIOTHER(spe r): IZI NON•H AI..OCNTD 121 PICKI..INC 121 ASDESTOS lt21 ... 0SPITAI.. SLUDGES SOl.. VENTS LIQUORS 

131 POTW 1-- 131 OTHER(specil)'): IJI CAUSTICS I31MII..LINC/ 
131 RADIOACTIVE MINE TAII..INCS 

I•I.O.LUMINUM 1•1 PESTICIDES t•l :.!~~g,u;ASTES l.l ... UNICIPAL SLUDCE 

-I':!IOTHERt ~)' i"lDYES/INKS 151 ~~~~';;~~/!~~~s - IIIIOTHER(speclfy): 

l~jl OT..,ER(•pecily): 
lei CYANIDE ~ 

... - 171 PHENOLS 

181 HAI..OCEN5 

. 
191 PCB 

: 

IIOIMLT.O.I..S 

f--~1111 OTHER '•neetlv! 

.. .. 
EPA Form 12070·2 (I 0·79) PAGE 2 OF 4 Cottllflut! On Pu~c 3 



-- ----
... k~ SUBSTANCES OF GAE/o 

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (c:ontmu<!cl) 

)T CONCERN WHICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (pier ..•. )cteecenctmg order of h•_zerd). r 
· · ~£rnLS fibJf&Ar"-rcs • iJA5"'- SoLt.~T~vN-S . 

( I . I ' ) . ' 
fSAt.:IS 

. 
. . 

).,D~ITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE • 

.. . ~ . ,. 

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION 
e. c. D. DATE OF POTEN• 

A. TYPE OF HAZARD TIAL 
ALLEGED INCIDENT E. REMARKS 

HAZARD INCIDENT (mo,,dey,yr.) 
(mark 'X') (msrk 'X') 

f, NO HA%ARO '· .. ~ ... ' .. •· ~-;~·;;._;<:i :_:: " 
~ ... .. 

2. HUMAN HEALTH 

3 • ~NOJ~·~~/RE\EPROSUR E 

4. WORKER INJURY 

CONTAMINATION 
11 • OF WATER SUPPLY 

S CONTAMINATION 
' OF FClOO CHAIN 

7. g~NGTR"oMJ~~;.:~~ER 

9, g~~T,~~~~ti\~~TER 
-

OAMAGE TO 1
jORA/FAUNA 
-P. 

o. FISH KILL 

I CONTAMINATION 
'OF AIR 

. 
2. NOTICEABLE COORS 

3. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 

4. PROPERTY CAMAGE 

s. FIRE OR EXPLOSION 

$ SPILLS/LEAKI~G CONTAINERS/ 
'RUNOFF/STANCING LIQUICS 

7, ~~";_~~·PSR~OBRLMEMS . 
~. EROSION PROBLEMS 

~. INACE~UATE SECURITY ' 

J, INCOMPATIBLE WASTES 

. 
, MIDNIGHT OUMPING 

-
,JHf::R (•:>eclly): 

' 

A fonn T2070·2 (I 0·79) PAGE. 3 OF 4 C oritinue On Reverse 
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'_: From Front .. ,.-":._ . .. --
~'!.;_ • VII \RMIT INFORMATION • I 

rATE ALL APPLICABLE PERMITS BY THE Sl1 t:;, . . . 

:::Jt. NPOES PERMIT D 2. SPCC PLAN 0 3. STATE PERMIT(apeclfy):. .-

CJ 4. AIR PERMITS ·o S. LOCAL PERMIT D 6. RCRA TRANSPORTER 
. 

0 7. RCRA STORER D 8. RCRA TREATER 0 9. RCRA DISPOSER 
) 

CJ 10. OTHER (specify): 

l, IN COMPLIANCE? 

0 I. YES 0 2. NO ~3- UNKNOWN 

4. WITH RESPECT TO (ll•t r~gularlon nam~ & number): -
VIII. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS 

D A, NOttE 0 B. YES (aummarlza batow) 
.. 

. 
IX. INSPECTION ACTIVITY (psst or on-~oin~> 

0 A. NONE 0 B. YES (compte to ltem11 1,2,3, & 4 below) 

2 DATE OF 3 PERFORMED 
f. TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BY: <4, DESCRIPTION 

(nao., day, & yr.) (EPA/ State) 

·x. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY (psst or on·Soin~) ) 
0 A. NONE 0 B. YES (complete lt.,ma I, 2, 3, 4:: 4 below) 

2.DATEOF 3, PERFORMED 
I, TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BY: o4. DESCRIPTION 

(mo,, day, & yr.). (EPA/State) 

' ... 

.WTE: Based on the information in Sections III through X, fill out the Preliminary Assessment (Section 11) 

information on the first page of this form. 

PA Form T2070·2 (10·79) PAGE 4 OF 4 
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~TIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 
SITE IHSPECTIOH REPORT 

GEHERAL IHSTRUCTIOHS: Complete Sections I and lll throur.h XV of this Corm ios completely as possible. Then uu the lnfonna• 

)
on on this Corm to develop a Teotat've Disposition (Section 11). File thia Corm in ita entirety in the regional Hazardoua Waata Lor. 
Ue. Be sure to include all appropriate Supplemental Reports in,the Cite. Submit a copy or the Corms to: U.S. Environmental Pra. 

tection Agency;· Site Tracking System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Tack Force (EN·335); 401 J,l St., SW; Wuhln~oa, DC 2o-460. 

A. ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE 
} DISPOSITION (mo., d•y, 4 Yto). 

0 3, COUNTY 0 4. MUNICIPAL. 

2. TELEPHONE NUI.IBE .. 

e. z.•P'Coo~ 

2, TELEPHONE NUI.IBI:,. 

•. S'TA'I'E e. z.i'F>cooT 

8"'5. PRIVATE 

0 3. L.OW ~.NONE 



Conllftuo~ Fro~ Fmnl ~!D. IHSPECTIOH IHFORMATIOH (<on~ 
. . . 

O. GENERATOR INFORMATION (aoure.. -wee/a) 

thN_AME z, TEI..EPHONE NO, 3, AOOREliS I•·WAliTE TYPE CENEF\ATEO 

4j~ u._DdtA.Ct~ lcl1'1)c:29~ ·/3{,/ l7R_ee_,.;s ),,~o N.C. It' NJ'~ru.,rn_ hJRt>~t& 
" I 

. 

!;:_•_ TR~NSPORTER/HAULER IN FORMA1"1()N 

!. NI.ME :Z. TEI..E 'HONE NO, 3. AOORI:;S5 , •• WASTE T 'E •NSPORTI::O 

~me.s_Ct)J~m~tJ - CALC;l{f't1. hI),.. . .,jr!t_ 
I 

' 

. 
F, IF WASTE_ IS PROCESSED 0~ SITE AND ALSO SHIPPED TO OTHER SITES, IDENTIFY OFF·SITE FACILITIES USED FOR DISPOSAL 

1. NAMe; :Z, TEI..EPHONE NO 3 ADORE~ 

IJ+.,A hvcl- At-1o;>s fl JCiY1/3 -55UJ !?+: g_ _&_X_~3 ~~Sbr/M. N.{!_ 
~Cbth 

'- ' , 

I 

' 
} 

. 

i ~~E O~,~~;C:ION 
H TIME OF INSPECTIOt I ACCESS GAINED BY!(~•uwu.,,lal.o muat be ahown Ina// caae~) 

'I'A.i'i.£.' ,, . .... :.; ; ~-36 () h1 • ~ERMISSIOH D 2. WARRANT ' 

J. -w-rs~: (d;;jrl'b., I 

·~ J 1\,.T._~AMPLIHG llifORMAI!_QH 
A, Mark 'X' for the types of samples taken and lndlcate where they have been sent e.g.,·regionallab, other EPA lab, contractor, 

etc. and estimate when the results will be available. 

2.liAMPI...E <I. DATE 
!, SAMPI..E TYPE TAKEN 3, SAMPI..E SENT TO: RESUL. TS 

(marl< '."('l_ AVAIL.ABI..E 

a, C:ROUNOWATER 

b, SURFACE WATER 

c. w:..sTE 

d, AIR 

e, RUNOFF 

(. SPII...L 

II:• 5011... 

h. VECETATION 

I, OTHER(apeci/T) 

10. FIELD IAEASUREMEtlTS TAKEN (o.4,, r:od/oactlvlly, ezploe/,lty, Pll, IIICo), 

1· TYPE 2, L.OCATION OF MEASUREMEN rs 3 .RESUL.TS 

#. 

' 



Contin.;ed From Pn~e 2 •• • 
IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued) 

I c. PHOTOS 

)'• TVPE OF PHOTOS 

" D •. CROUNO Db. AERIAL 

,2. PHOTOS IN C:USTOOV OF! 

D. SITE MAPPED? 

DYES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS: 

E. COORDINATES 

1. LATirUOE (deg,•min,•sec,) J 2 .. LONC!TUCE (deg,•min.-sec,) 

V. SITE INFORMATION 
A. SITE STATUS 

0 I. ACTIVE (Those lncfuctrla/ or ~ INACTIVE (TI1ose 0 3. OTHER(spec//y): 
municipal sites which ere being used sites which no lon11er recPive (Those site:s that includ~ .suc:h lncld~nts like "midnight dumping,. 
tor wast~ treatment, :HotBQe, or dispo•al wastes.) where no reRular or continuinQ u.se of the site lor waste disposal 
on a contrnuing basis~ even if in/re• has occurred.) . 
quent/y.) 

B~NERATOR ON SITE? 

- I. NO . D 2. ~ES(speclly senerator':t lour-di!llt SIC Cod .. ): 

c. AREA OF SITE (in acres) O.ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE? 

~A_C~ 
~- NO D 2. YES(specl/y): 

ADDRtJX. -· 
I • VI. CHARACTERIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY 

Indicate the major site activity(ies) and details relating to each activity by marking 'X' in the oppropriate boxes. 
·x X' X' X' 
- A. TRANSPORTER - B. STORER - C. TREATER - 0. OISPOSER 

I,RAIL !.PILE 1. FILTRATION I,LANOFILL 

"il 2.SH!P 2.SURFAC:E IMPOUNOt.1ENT Z,INC:INERA TION 2. LANOFARM 

.:; 
3. BARCE 3. ORUMS J, VOLuME REOUC:TION J,OPEN OUMP 

~ o&. TRUC:K 4.TANK, ASOVE GROUNO 4. REC VCLING/REC:OVERY IX 4.SURFAC:E IMPOUNDMENT 

e. PIPELINE e. TANK, BELOW GROUND 5. C: HEM.IPHVS,/TREATMENT 5. MIOrHCHT OUMPINC 

e. OTHER(Spec/ly): e. OTH£R(sp&cl/y): e. BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 6.1NC:INERATION 
r- t--

7. WASTE OIL REPROCESSING 7, UNOERCROU~O INJECTION 

&.SOLVENT RECOVERY a. o THER(speeily): 

!1. 0 THER(Sp&clfy): 
I-

' 
E. SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS: !f the sit~ falls within any of the crttegori.es listed below, S~plem~ntal H: lf."?Orls must be complet~d. lndic.,.le 

which Suppleroental R.-poru you have filled out and anached to lhi" ror .. 

~ SURFACE D 
l 

D 1. STO-=:AC·· D 2. INCINERATION D 3. L ... NDFILL 4 • IMPOUNDMENT 
5. OEEP WELL 

0 CHEM/810/ 6 • PHYS TREATMEN"'' 
0 7. LANDFARM D 8- OPEN OUMP 0 9. TRANSPORTER 0 tO. RECYCLOR/RECLAIMER 

I - VII. WASTE RELATED IHFORMATIOH 
I A. WASTE TYPE 

l g1. LIQUID D 2. SOLID ~~. SLUOGE D 4, GAS 

! ·---
: B~E CHARACTERISTICS 

~ 1. CORROSIVE D 2. IGNITADLE 0 3. RADIOACTIVE D 4. HIGHLY VOLA TILE 

D 5. TOXIC D 6. REACTIVE [] 7. 1!-JC:RT D e. FLAMMABI.E 

··j 9. OTHER(~p~cily): ----·•A:iTE CATEGORIES 
1. A:e ~cotds ..,f waste11 nvoUuble? Srt!'cify item:t SuC'h ••s m.1n.Hc:~ts, lnv•·r.t-Hie:t, tt.:. h~:-.>w. 

- -;;. PA Form 12070·3 (I 0-79) --PACt:. 3 OF 10 
~ 



) 
.Continued From Front .II WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (con.) -
2. Estimate the amount (specify unit of measure) of waste by category; mark 'X' to i~:or.-~es are present. 

"·SLUDGE b. OIL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS e. SOLIDS f. OTHER 

AMOUNT .!~ AMOUNT . AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT [AMOUNT 

<? ,()t»-e,tJ/. 
UNiT/OF MF/A.siJ~r(£_) UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE 

l•x 
Ill ::d~~NTS 

lx• 
IJ ~~~~ES ~ II ~;~~;~~SATED 

·x• 
~ •x 

Ill L-ABORATORY, f- 1-- - II ACIDS IIIFLVASH 1-- PHARMACEUT. 

IZI~C~~;~, 1-- 210 THER(epeclty)' ltz NON•HALOGNTO. 21 
PICKLING 

121 ASBESTOS 121 HOSPITAL I SOLVENTS LIQUORS 

(3)POTW f- 31 OTHER(apeclty)' 
31 CAUSTICS 

I I MILLINGiMINE 
3 TAILINGS 1131 RADIOACTIVE 

ALUMINUM 
141

SLUOCE 141 PESTICIDES 
I FERROUS SMELT 
41 

lNG WASTES 
141 MUNICIPAL 

~ ceiOTHER(epecl/y): 
51 OYESIINKS • 

t-;ON•FERROUS 
lSI SMLTC. WASTES 

f- 151 OTHER(~pec/ty). 

(.pl_C,, L\.t'V\. t- 161 OTHER(speclty): 

hrlflbxicte 
161 C YANIOE 

171 PHENOLS 

181 HALOGENS 

.. 
(QI PCB -
CIOIMETALS 

f- IIIIOTHER(speclty) 

] 
D ClsT SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH ARE ON THE SITE (p/oce In descending order o/ ho_zjjr_d_J_ 

2. FORM 3. TOXICITY 

!.SUBSTANCE 
(mark 'X') (mark 'X') 

4. CAS ~lUMBER S.AMOUNT is.UtiiT 

~~:~- L~~. ICP~~ 
a. 

I M~·o c. 
IN~NC HIGH LOW 

~/6t~M. hL\kD~tde I>< lX .. 

J 

' 

-
Vlii~ZARD DESCRIPTION 

FIELD EVALUATION HAZARD DESCRIPTION: Place an 'X' in the box to indicate that the listed hazard exists. Describ.- the 
hazard in the space provided. 

... D A. HUMAN HEALTH HAZARDS 

;; 



I 0 •. NO."•WORKER INJURY/EXPO'""' 

) 

0 C. WO~KER IHJURY/EXPOSU~E 

0 D. CONTAioiiNATION.OF WATER SUPPL.Y 

~E. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 

F. CONTAMINATION OF G~OUND WATER 

··. 

C. COIITAMINATION OF SU~FACE 'HATEr! 

' ~,~.~ j .... ,.,"'·"·,,"' .,.,, 



• Continu•rf Fro,., Front - " 

i 
0 H.· O~"'ACiE TO FLORA/FAu~~ Vlli. HAZARD DESCRIPTIOH (< 

~ ' 

) 
. 

.. * 
,_-. ~ .. •' .·.·· . 

D I. FISH KILL 

. 

. . 

D J. CONTAMINATION OF AIR. . 

' 

.. 
. 

) 
. 

t--J 1{. tiOTICEABLE ODORS 

.[" .. 

. 

0 L. COHTAMIHATIOH OF ·sOI_L 

. . 

D M, PilOPf:RTY OAMACiC: 



CJ'nrir.~ecf From PD/le 6 

·o N. F!RE OR EXPLOSION 

) 

0 0. SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/RUNOFF/STANDING LIQUID 

P. SEWER, STOAt.! DRAIN PROBLEMS 

[J Q. EROSION PROBLEMS 

[.JR. INADEQUATE SECURITY 

··. 

US. ltiCOMPATIBLE \IIA'iTES 

EPA Fo•m T2070·3 (1 0·79) ,·- fltl! ::1~f•" I J,•• !".1 
t• \ • 0 1' • 



• • • 

'\ VIII. HAZARD DESCRIPTION rcontinuedJ 

U T. MIDNIGHT DUMPING 

i 
I ,J I 

0 U. OTHER (•p•clty): 

. 

I 
1 ' ' 1 

l -· 

I 

. 

J :; -

I 
l IX. PO PULA TIOH DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY SITE 

I C. APPROX. NO. OF PEOPLE D. APPRO X. NO. E. DISTANCE 
A. LOCATION OF POPULATION B. APPRO X. NO. AFFECTED WITHIN OF BUILDINGS TO SITE 

OF PEOPLE AFFECTED UNIT AREA AFFECTED (specify unirs) 

I,IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS 

2. ~R ~~~~;~;ll:c AREAS I 

IN PUBLICLY 
3 • TRAVELLED AREAS 

4 PUBLIC USE AREAS 
• (perk•, echoole, ere.) 

X. WATER AHD HYDROLOGICAL DATA 
-A, DEPT-H TO GROU HDWA T !.R(•pec/ly unit) B. DIRECTION OF FLOW C. GROUNDWATER USE IN VICINITY 

D. POTEilTIAL YIELD OF AQUIFER E. OISTANCE TO DRINKING WATER SUPPLY ~.DIRECTION TO DRINKING WATER SUPPLY 
(~peeily unit ol mo11sure) 

-~}TYPE OF DRINKING WATER SUPPLY r ... ...:J •• HON·COMMUNITY D •. COMMUNITY'"""' ·0~,. 
<IS CONNECTIONS• . >IS COtiNECTIONS 

Cl ). SURFACE WATER 0 4. WELL 

EPA Form T2070.3 (I 0·79) PAGE fl OF 10 C o11tmu~: On Pa~e- 9 



.. ' 

Continued 

' 
F rom PtJ~e 8 

\ 
I 

_..... ·' ~-. 

• • 
X. WATER AHD HYDROLOGICAL OAT A (continued) 

H. LIST ALL DRINKING WATER WELLS WITHIN A l/4 MILE RADIUS OF SITE .. 
NOH•COI.Io 

I, WEI. I. 2. DEPTH 3. I.OCATION I.IUNITY 
( opeclly unll) (proximity 10 populetlon/ bulldlnl•) (.,•ric 'X') 

. 
I, RECEIVING WATER 

1. NAME l; .. ""'"' D :s. STREAI.ISIAIVEAS 

D ... I.AKESIRESERVOIRS 0 11. OTHER(•P•cll1'): 

r-e. s~>EciF"vusE A"ND cusslrnATION oFfi'"EcEivrNc;""W'An:Ri' - - - -- _, - -- - - -
. 

XI. SOIL AHO VEGITATIOH DATA 
LOCATION' r SITE IS IN: 

0 A. I':NC.,-"1 FAULT ZONE D B. KARST ZONE 0 C. IOO.YEAR FLOOD PLAIN 0 D. WETLAND 

)0 E. A REGULATED FLOODWAY D F. CRITICAL H.a.BITAT 0 G. RECHARGE ZONE OR SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER 

XII. TYPE OF GEOLOGICAL MATERIAL OBSERVED 
Mark 'X' to indicate the type(s) of geological material observed and specify where necessary, the component parts. 

'X ')( X' 
- A.C.VERBURDEN ~ B. BEDROCK (apeclfy below) f-- C, OTHER (opeclly below) 

I. SAND 

2, CI.AY 

3. GRAVEl. 

XITI. SOIL PERMEABILITY 

D ..... UNKNOWN 0 a; VERY HIGH (100,000 to 1000 cm/3ec.J 0 c. HIGH (1000 to 10 cm/uc,J 

e. 
COI.IMUN• 

ITY 
(m•rk 'X') 

- ·-

D D. MODERATE (10 to ,l cm/HCo) 0 E. LOW (,l to .001 crni oeco) D F. VERY LOW (.OOl IO ,00001 cm/~ec,) 

G. RECHARGE ARJ:::A 

:=J 1. YES 0 2. NO 3. COMMENTS.: 

1-1. DISCHARGE AREA 

U I. YES LJ 2. NO 3. COMMENTS: 

I, SI.OPE 

I. ESTIMATE 't, OF SI.·OPE- 2. sPECIF'Y DIRECTION OF SI.OPE, CONDITION OF "SLOPE, ETC, - -
I 
I 

J. OTHER GEOLOGICAL OAT,! 

·) .., 

I I 

E P )o For"' T207G-J (1 G-79) PAGE 9 OF 10 



I. 

Co11tinue:f From Front 

XIV. PERMIT INFORMATION 
List .;a11 &.£.P_H~able pennits held by the site and provide the related tnfonnation. 

F'. IN COMPLIA"'CE 
D. OATE E. EXPIRATION 

.) A. PERMIT TYPE B. ISSUING C. PERMIT ISSUED OATE 
(m•rlc 'X'J. 

. ,f,.RCRA.St•t•,NPDES,ete,) AGENCY NUI.!BER (mo.,day,&yr.) (mo.,_dey,&yr,) '· 2. 3. UN• 
YES NO KNOWN 

. 
XV. PAST REGULATORY OR ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS 

D NONE 0 YES (•umtn•rl~• In thl• epace) 

. 
. 

• 

\ 

' 
. 

NOTE: Based on the information in Sections III through XV, fill o"ut the Tentative Disposition (Section II) infonnation 
on the first page of this form. 

EPA Form T2070..3 (10·79) -PAGr::. 10 OF 10 



.SURFACE 

2. 

1 . ) 

IM~EHTS SITE IHSPECTIOH REPORT 
(Supplemental Report) 

J, ENCE OF SITE INSTABILITY (Ero•lon, Selllln,:, Sink Holea, •teo) 

~.i YE:i l.B"'N.> 

4. EVIDENCE TE 

r.·J YES . ~0 

!5, ONLY COMPATIBLE W STES ARE STORED OR DISPOSED OF IN THE IMPOUNDMENT 

~YES Cl NO 

6. RECO 

IHSTRUCTIOH 
Answer and Explain 
as Necessary, 

7a. INTEGRITY OF LINER SYSTEM CHECKED 

DYES D NO 

RE AND SUBSTRU RE 

9. MONITORIN WELLS 

Cl YES ~NO 

10. LENGTH, WIDTH, AND DEPTH 

LENGTH WIOTH OEPTH 

CALCULATED VOLUMETRIC CAPACITY 

12. PERCENT OF CAP TY REMAINING 

13. STit-.IATE FREEBOARD 

t.: I ,.ES Cl NO 

16. OT~ER EQUIPMENT 

EPA Form T2070·3C (10·79) 



,. ... 
' -<. ,...., .. r- ~ /"!.. lF: t. St • • • I ./;?: 

OEPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE rEGION riTE NUMBER 

TENTATIVE DISPOSITION }r/ ?n2~_A 
) 

File this Conn in the regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit 1o copy io: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; Site Tracking 
System; Jl&z;trdous Waste Enforcement Task Force (EN-335); 401 M St., Sl\'; w .. shington, DC 20460. 

Ov 1 c:;c t?al S,\.-1. SITE IDENTI ICATION 

~~fA FAi?. •YL· 
1:\ C. VC> S .:'!. '"''\-\ t-> V'C"J ~ B.STPd .. '7 

-- "'Y\ I 1 .(:::..) v A .l r c_ o w~ ..:tk c;>(._.-

C-c~y/~x :~~~cHJ~~~ D. STATE . (1. 
/'/. ·. 

E. ZIP CODE~ 

27:J3_) 
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,, : .. ~ r SUBSTANCES OF GRE }T CONCERN ~HICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (PI• ol<ler ol h1111.ard). I (13;w.:Sc.~.t$~ 

1
(Y1.kS 1 r/'lclqr;;.At~l:n 

._)-.\' ... T:S . "-.) 

_)ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXI_ST AT THE SITE. 
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.. 
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.. 
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~EPARTM~~T OF HUMAN RESOURCES •• 
DIVISION OF HEALTH SERVICES 

SANITARY ENG I H EER I NG SECT I OH 

REPORT OF INVESTIGATION OR INSPECTION OF--=S~o:..:l:..:i=d_W:.:.:a::.:s::..:t:.::::e;_D:::;l.:.:· s::.:n::..::o:..::s:.:=a.=.l....:S~i:.!t::!:e:..__ 

Place visited --?...~-~.:-~E.?_t_c_~~~=~~-!!"_o_?_~~-----·---------------- Date ~~=:~~_1-~~~=~-=-:-~_r_~':.:.~- 19_~~-
Address _1\..t_. __ ~t.-~!~~!lli.R.~;:qL_~.:_S:_·-------------··-------_: ___________ Time spent 2-_.?_C:':~-------------

By who Steve Phibbs, District Sanitarian, Division of Health Services · 
rn-~~~lr~eyer~-so~:rd-ana-lfaz-a:rdou5-wa5t~-Ma~a9eme-nf-iranc1~-itafei9h~-NC: ______________ _ 

Persons contacted ___ Mr_,_.J_..__E .. _C;-.ll.:!:.s:]1_:(ifl!~-~.F..:..J~.:.-£..:_!l.!tE_cl~Cl!._~E.!_.!i~-~E!.~-~tkins, Mr. Tom 
OWens, and (OW!ler, Agent. tenant. manager, other) Mr. Gregg Bennett--------------

Reason for visit ___ compJ.ain.t. Inv~sti_g:atio::1 · . - - --- --------------------------------------------------------------
Copies to: Central Files, Solid & Hazardous Waste Management Branch 

Guilford County Health Department 

REPORT: 

I • 

On March 18, 1980, a complaint investigation was made of the J. R. Cr':ltchfield property, 
Guilford County, N. C. The purpose of the visit wa~ to investigate a solid waste disposal 
complain~. In "conversation with Mrs. Crutchfield, it was learned.that calcium carbide lime 
from Air Products Company, Greensboro, N. c. was being disposed of on the property of a 
neighbor, Mr. Heubert Atkins. ~ Crutchfield also stated that their well (58' deep) 
was suspected of being contaminated from this operation on Mr. Atkins' property. A water 
sample from the CrUtchfield residence had been analyzed by Guilford Laboratories, Greensboro, 
N. c., and reported an acetylene concentration of.lO ppb. Mr. and Mrs. ·Crutchfield ha~e 
stopped using the water from their well. /7a.ff~. f'..-...Lj .Nf .. .,/.ed' :..C fO 1~:£. .J.cE TTLEvt: · '\'\ 

1>f:,{Z.c ~Iff? I:> !> w.cQ, l 0 PF :: c!.Q."\c_t .. :hS-~ .,) 
On March.25, 1980, along with Mr~ Gregg Bennett, Guilford County~ealth Department,·a visit 
was made to Air Products Company and Mr. George Harding, Plant Superintendent dis~ussed this 
situation with us. He stated that Mr. Atkins was under contract with Air Products to trans
po£t and dispose of liquid calcium carbide lime. Mr. Harding stated that Mr. Atkins was 
given a permit to dispose-this material. The permit was issued by Mr. James Prillaman, 
Guilford·County Inspection Department. A meeting was scheduled for April 2, 1980 to allow 
Mr. Atkins and Bill Meyer, Solid and Hazardous Waste Management Branch, to be present to 
conduct a site inspection of the disposal area. ·. . lu.Lo f Cfc ..,. ~D · 

~l.:lJ e.c:v.~ck ~ ~-~ . I~ '?o ~/;.;~ . ..J2....:...s-
The inspection of the· Atkins propert~on April 2, 1980 revealed that Mr. Atkins was dis
posing of the liquid calcium carbide by allowing this material to drain and collect in an 
excavated area ·on his property_ Mr. Atkins stated that he averages taking two loads/day 
to.thi"s site. Each.load averaging 4,000 gallons each. A sample of ·the calcium carbide 
was collected at the Air Products Plant in order to check for maximum acetylene levels._ 
~ackground and monitoring well ·samples may be taken to check for off-site migration. 

A copy of the water sample ·analysis for J. R. Crutchfield has been received by this office 
from Guilford Laboratories, ·Greensboro, N. C. Results indicate that less than 10 ppb of 
acetylene were found in the sample and no contamination could be linked to the adj acen.t 
o?eration, at this time. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Genesis of Carbide Lim• 
_The CD\tium Carbide-Acetylene ProtelS 

carbide lime is a by-product obt:~ined in the gener· 
ation of acetylene from c;~\cium c:~rbide. It is variously 
referred to as c;~rbide s\udge,generator slurry, lime sludge, 
lime hydrate, and other such designations. Carbide lime 
is better described as: by-product calcium hydrate from 
ec:etylene generation, or simply, carbide lime. 

By-product calcium hydrate is found wherever ace\· 
ylene is produced from calcium carbide. The calcium car· 
bide employed for the generation of acetylene is manu· 
factured by the reduction of high quality lime by the 
carbon of selected cokes in the high temperatures of the 
~rbide electric furnacing process. Production of acet· 
ylene (C2H2) is accomplished by the reaction of calcium 
carbide with. water (H20) in properly designed acetylene 
peneniting equipment. In this process acetylene of ~he 

P•mphh\ C·\.S 
r .... 3 

highest· purity is produced from the t.lrbon (C) of the 
C<lrbide ;,nd the hydrogen (H) of the Woter. The procen 
also produces the subject c<~rbide lime or by·product cal· 
cium hydr:~te (C:~(OH)2 ), the latter obtaining its calcium 
from the e:~rbide and its hydroxide r:ldia\ from the ox.y· 
gen <~nd hydrogen of the water. The chemical equation 
for this reaction is: 

CaC2 + 2H20 ---. C2H2 + Ca(OH)2 
Carbide lime is a potential top grade hydrated lime 

because of the high quality. of the original raw materials 
·of the proceu, and bec;~use of the very nature of the 
electric furnacing and acewlene generation steps through 
which the lime must pass. 

By-produe,t calcium hydrate from acetylene gener· 
at ion is a source of high calcium lime. Its economic and 
chemical usefulness ;, potentially comparable to that of 
commercial lime and hydrated lime in all fields of agricul· 
ture OJnd farming, in building and construction, in indus· 
trial and chemicai processes, and for numerous incidental 
purposes. i• 

PART I 

T~BLE OF POTENTIAL USES 

Lime and hydrated lime find use in many processes. In mQny instances carbide lime, or by-product hydrated lime, 
may be employed. The following table is suggestive of potential use or application. More detailed treatment of the~e apo 
plications is given in the text that follows: 

Fl ELDS OF USES FIELDS OF USES FIELDS OF USES FlELOS OF USES 

f.ttmin; Paper TelCtilt Nltat 
Soii•Condhioning Waue Trutm.nt Wool O~rusing Wastt irutmtnt 
lnsecticidt Sulphi\8 Procus W;n\t Trutmtnt 
Fungicide Sulphate Process Bleaching Clnning 
Disinfectant Soda Process ~ayon Acid Want Waste Treatment . Rog Stock Soap Citric Acid Recovery Strawboard 
Chemica\ Ot·inking \\'ute Trutment 
Waste irutment Bleaching Cllci.um Stearate Sugar 
Ph~tmac!utie&ll Glycerine Want iru\mtnt 

Strychnine Ferrous Metals 
Fatty Acids C.nt Rtfin~ 

Ouinint Waste Treatment Sewage Beet Refinery 
Organic Processes t~nganen Concentration Waste Treatment 

. uctic Acid \Vore Mill Cltanlf Wattr Softening Distilling Citric Acid C.ning Mold Liner Limt Soda Proe2n Wutt Treatment · Ethylene O•idt Ore Reduction lime Procen Tartrate Recov~ Ethylene Glycol Yeast Produc:tiOil 
lnorg:mic Procene& 

Non-Ferrous Nlettls 
Plastics . 

Caustic Soda Wane Treatmtnt 
C:llcium Saln Wutt Treatment 

Coal & Colee 
.Ianning 

Chlorinated· Hydrocarbons Magnesium Produc\ion Wane Trutmtnt 
Trichloroethylent Aluminum Production Mint Wane Hide Soaking 
Perchtoroethylent Cadmium Production Treatment Glut 

Bluchts Flotation Process Ammonia Recovtry Gelatine 
Coating Cinder Pou Gas Purification 

Ammonia S\i\1 . 
Building 

Petroleum Paints Glau 
Ro~d Stabilization Sand Washing 
Sllnd-Limt Bricks Wutt Trutmtnt Water Paints Lime Glan 
Refrx\ory Sticks Emulsion Breaking Whitewash 
Lime Mortar Heavy Grusrs Varnish 
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Hr~ Carter telephoned NPFO about the nbovC' rnt>ntioned cornpln:lnt of 
Nuvt•f:lhl•r 17, 1977. The call l-::ts tnken by .lnrnes C. IJntsun, Environmental 
Enr,inc-cr, NPFO~ 

D~tnils of the Compl~int 

v. .<.' • I " 

The cumpl.:.dnt invo1ved the disposal ·or a· by-product: of Calcium Cnrhide. 
from Air Product & Chemical, lnc. into nn arc:t nNir Bunker lUll P.·,.:•d in 
th~ Western Guilford County. 

nn No\;t•rnhcr 21, 1977, the writer cont~cted Hr. llubert T>. Atkins, m.:n~r 

of the property upon which this by-product would be stored, to s~hcdule 
a mc.>eting. It .w:ts rnutu~lly agreed that the most opportune tim(' for. 
Nr. Atkins nnd the wri·tcr to m~ct would be November 25 ,. 1977. 

On r-:uvl•mlwr 22, 1977, the \..Titc>t v.isited Hr. fr.Jcn Braughlcr, lHrccto.r 
Gtd l.fc,rd C:uunty Environmr·ntal IJ~nl th~ conc~rning the smnC! dispos:1l 
probl l"'m. At this time Nr. Rr:wghl !!r. stntcd he h:td knowlcdg~ of such 
n n•qm·st., hut.his dPp:irtment tlitl not r,rnnt p:!rrnits fur f:ul"'h proje-ct!;. 
lit• st:1tcd thnt n perr.tit \..•ns i:-;sul•d by rtr • .lnmcs L. Prillnman;-Jn~p!!ctions 

lJin•etnr, Jnspections D!!pnrtmu,nt. r.uilford County, :North Cnrol:ln:t. 

l-.r .,.,, rl 4 :!«• ";~ 
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• The ~ritcr ·then visitL!d Hr. Prillaman at the County's ln~pcction Office 
nnd discussed same with him. Hr. Pr1lln_m1n stated that he granted the 
permit after c-onsulting 1,.•ith 1-lr. o-.... cn nrnughl cr, Director~ Cuil ford 
County Environmental Health and nfter an invcstigation·of the site by 
himself and members of his staff. 

On November 25, 1977, the \.-ritcr met ~ith Nr. Hubert D. Atkins and Nr. 
Walter L •. Hannah, Mr. Atkins' Attorney. Togethei· 'lol'e visited .the 
proposed disposal site. The disposal site consisted of a 1-acre dry 
lake. _ Toward the lower end of the lake there was. a drain pipe which 
would ultim."ltcly lead· to a tributary to Reedy Fork Creek, however •. there 
~as a dam approximately 6 feet·high, located 6 feet in front of subject· 
drain way. (Sec enclosure for detailed schematic) 

Chemical Break-down of Calcium Carbide by-product 

On Monday November 28, 1977, the writer met with Mr. George C. llarcUn, 
Plant Engineer Air.Products company concerning the Calcium Cn~bide. 
Product. Hr. Hardin produced pnmphlct G-1.5 concerning carbide, !1mc and 
its usase.by-product calcium hydrate from acetylene generatioA~ a source 
of high calcium lime. (Please see encl~g-y-;.~) 1 

· 

Reconuncndation ·and Conclusion 

TI1e writer recommends no further action be taken by the Division of 
Environmental 'Hanagemcnt. If the proposed precautions by Mr; At-kins 
arc taken there will be no opportunity for the by-:-product to reach 
Reedy Fork Creek tributary. If the by-product should, by accidcric, 
reach the Reedy Fork Creek, th~re should be no ndverse. side ·effec~s. 

. . 
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Hr. Atkins proposes to·truck two (2) tanker londs of carbide lime per 
day to a dry lake located on his property. (Sec tn.'lp for location) 

At this WTiting, A~r Products nntl Chcm!cnl,;, lnc., is not rn.1nufilcturlng 
ncetylene from calcium carbide, therefore, Mr. Atkins service hn~ not 
been required~ 

·According to Mr. C. G. llnrding, Pl:mt Engineer, Air. Products nnd Chemicnls, 
Inc., .the disposal was performed by Hr. James Coleman, Colfax Truck lines 

· from 1973 to 1975. Mr. Coleman rcnt.ed property from a· Mr. Smith to use as 
a lnnd.fill for the carbide lime. (See rnnp for locntion) The Smith property 

'is across the road from the Atkins prpperty. Mr. Harding stat~s · 
Mr. Atkins obtained the·disposal contract with his firm because of his low 
bid nnd Hr. Coleman became bitter. 

The complaint appears to he the result of a disngrcemcnt between M,~ssrs. 
Harding, Cole~1n and Atkins. 

. : 



·. -
IIAITI DIII'O!AL IITI DIUCTOIIT 

ClllllOTif 1~0 LU PlYING CO, t eJU ltl, HOll T ROAD 

SIT[ It IIOT lOCATlO 011 PIIOPUTT or ClflHICAL PUHT P,~fiCIPlTJII!J IN SUIVlTo lUI' IS !CtlOifl TO HAVI 
BUll U5CII fOil OISI'DSAl fPClrt 1971 TO Jf7,, 1.1 tlHE Of US[, SUE IllS ~~~ If PIIU'ATI CC.ICt,ll OTHtll TH.&If 
CHittiCAl COMPAHt 11/Cl~[O IN THII SUIIVlf • SIT I U SUll IUIIG IIUD. CltEttiCAl COMPOIIIHU OP IIAST[ 
DISP0$10 AT THU SIT! JllCUAl[ OIGAHICI. ttlTHOOI Of DISPOSAL IICL~l HJXlO IIIDUSU~A.L IIASTI UIIDFJLL, 

UU It IIOT lOCATIO CH PIIOPUTt Or CHIItiClL Pl.IJIT PUTICJrlTIIIO IN IIJIIVlYo IUT II ~IOH TO HAYI 
lUll USIO FOI OISPDSAL flett ltU TO ltTt, AT Tllll OF US!, UTI liAS Oll!IID It PRJYA11 COIICUN DTHII TH.&If 
CH1111Cil CCIIPAIIT JIICLIJOIO IH THII IUIIVIto IITl II Ifill. 8UIIG UUO, CHIIIICA.L COitPOIIIHTI or llliTI 
OISPOSIO AT lHU llll IIICliJOI OUANICS. H!THOOI DP DIIPOUI. JIICLIJOI UPADCliSIHG "10/0A AICTCUIIO, 

SIT[ IS IIOT lOCAUO 011 PROPIITT Or CHittiC&I. PLANT PUTICIPlTJII!J IN SIJIIYlTt lOUT IS ~110\11 TO HAYI 
IIIII U5CD FO~ DISPOSAL FlOtt lU\ lD U7t, AT trill or USE, Slll IllS I'UBUClT ~110, UTE U ITILL 
lUll, US[D, CHIIIICll COI1rONtriTS or II&Sll OISPOHO AT THIS UTI IIICliJOl ACID SOLUTIOIIS IIIItH l'lt C lit 
HUVt tlllllS lllll IIACI 111UU.CIOIIDIO ORGAIIICAUT _.Ill IIIOIIGAHIClllTI, ORGANICS AIIO HUCillliiiOUS IIUlr 
tt1T[IIIl. 111THCOS Of OISI'DS&l IHCLIJOl IIIXID 1Hlii1Uill. lllSTl L»lDrUL Alii UIIDFILL JN ~ICH IUIICIPAL .. 
wuu n co-onrcno. 

CHUlDTll lllUUO CRUI( ,o,, 1'711 1\ALLIJID QUI( U, 11111 

stU IS lOClUO ON PP~PUTT OP CHIIIICll PUNT PJ.riCIPUJIIG IN SUIIVIT AHO IS ~~ TO HAVE IIIN 
USID F~l DI5PDSlL I'Oit UU TO IUS, SIU IS 110 LOIICU Ill usr, lltClt(f or ClflttiClL MICCUS WAUl 
OISPOSID OF lT THIS UTI THROUGif lUI WAS ~IPOIIUD U 6 11\JIDIID TOllS, CHIIIICAI. Cot1PDIItHU Or IIISTI 
OISP~UD AT THU Sill IIICLUOI HtAVT IIIULI 1110 li&Cl IIITAU IIC.IDID OROANICAllT IJO IIIORGAIIICALLTI Alii 
ORGliiiCS, 111THCDI OP DISPOSAL JIICLIJOl 110110 IIIDUSUilL IIASil L»IDrJU AIO HIXIO IIIDUITAil~ IIASTI 
lAIIDFILl, ' 

CHIJILDTll llliTIN•IIAUITtA AGCIIGlliSo Allo lUll TlXLllll ILVO 

Sill IS 1101 lOClUD Otl f'POPIRTT or CHIIIICAL PUNT PA~UCIPlfJIIG IN SIJIIYCTt ~UT IS ~IIOiotf 10 IIAYI 
UFII USIO FOif DISFDS&L OUIIIIIG lh6, AT Hill OP USE, SIT[ IllS 011110 IT PRIVATI CDIICIRH OTHI. THAll 
CHIMICIL COI1PA~Y IIICLUOIO Ill THIS !IJIIVET, Sill IS STill er1110 USIO. Clfii11CAL COIIPOIIIIITS Of IIASll 
OUPOSID AT THIS SITI JIICLIJO[ O~GliiiCS. IIITHOOS or DUFOS&L IHCLIJOI UICATAGOUZID 11UHOOS, 

CHUlOTTI IIOSllLUI 011. co,, ltl~ N, TUON lUI IT 11116 

Sill IS ktiO'II TO lflVl IIIN UUO FOR OJSPDSAL, lUI' FOI JN UBPlCIPJiO PUIOO or Till(, AT tinE or 
1/Ho Sill JIAI CU/fO IT~~~ WIDIHIJPIID PUIJ, JJTf IS rDSSIIlT OPIN 011 ClDSfDo CHli!ICU COI1P01111nl OP 
II&Sll QJSrO!ID ll THIS UTt IICLUOE ACIO SDlUTIOIIS IIIlTH PH C Jlt llSl IDLUIJOtiS IIIlTH I'll • lilt IIIAVT 
llllllS .r~ lRlCI lllTAU 180111110 OIGANICALLT Alii IIIOII"IIICALLTI lHO OIOAHICS, IIITHOOS 01 DISPOSAL AU 
1101 "1()\..'tl, 

ClflUOTTE 
I 

STATISVIlll lOAD UIIDFillo IIORTHIRII 11CCKlltiiiiJIII C<Uffl 

Ull II HOT lOCllU ON PI:OPIITT or ClfiHTCA~ PLAHI PARTICIPlfiiiCI JN IIJIIVlTt IUT IS KHCHI TO HAVI 
BIUIIIUO FCII OISPOSlL IH ltrl AT Ll!IST. &r Tllll OF U$[, SIU IllS ruBLlClT v..IIO, IITl It 110 lONGU 
IH usr, CH[111CAL COIII'DIIINU Ot IIASTr DJSI'DHO AT THIS Sill INCliJOl I'IIO.IJIICS AI'\) JIIOIIGAHICI, HIIIIODI 
OF DISPOSAL JIICLIJOl LliiDFJlL ,IN IIIIlCH IUIICIPAL IIASll II CO•OIIPOSIO, 

CWULOTTl - STOU IUIIIAL UUit &101 OIJI aolD UUJ 

SIT[ IS lOCATIO 011 PROPUTT or C"I"ICAL PUtrl' PUTICIPATIIIQ til SUIYlT .UD IS lt110UI Til HAYI lUll 
US!O ret onrosAL FPDtt lUI 10 U74, llll II NO LOIICU IN IISl. &llruiT Or CIIIIIICAL PROCUI IIASTI 
OISPOstD or .&1 TH:, snr 1HOOUCH lUI IllS 111'0-UD U l IIUmUD lOH,, CltiHICAI. COI1POHIHTI or IIASTI 
OISfOUO l1' THIS SITI IIICLIJOE OIGANICS lHO JIIOIIGANICI, HlTHODI Dr DISPOSAL IHCLIJOI 110110 l!IDUSIIUI. 
IIISll Lli011U AIO PITSo POllOI JJO UGOJIIJ, 

. ,. 
;,. 

,, '. .. : 
\..I 

~ ~·· :I I·~- ... . .. ,, •I ·. . 
ii ,. 

I, '· I ,;·•• 

,. 
:-

. . 

, 

IIOIITH CliDUII.\ IIASTI DUrOUL 11Tl DIUCIOIIT 

COLrllC 1111TN PAll!! COLfAX IJo AT•Z UUS 

., 
IIOIInt~ •• J . 

., """' 
Utl IS IIOT LOCATIO Otl PIIO~UTY Dr ClflttiCAl PUNT PJUICIPATIIIII JN IIJIIYfY, lilT II t:110'·'1 TO MlVI 

llfH USIO fOR DISPOSAL UOtt lt7J TO lt7,, AT Uttl Or IIUo Sill WAS 01111:0 IT P~IVlll CCIICIIII DT"II THIH 
Clf[I11CAL CDNI'AIIf IHCLIJO[O Ill THIS SIJIIVlf, Sill IS 110 LC.ICU IN USE. ChliiJCAL COMPCIIIIIfS or lllSIJ 
DISI'0$[0 AT THIS Sill IIIClWl BASE SOLUTIDIIS IWIIH PH • U lo HllVT ltlTALS AIO TUCl hiTAlS IIC'I:OID 
CIIGAHICALLT .IJII JHOIGAIIICALUI Alii IIIO~GANICS, "lTHODS or BUPOUL JIICL~l PIISo ~~ 110 LACOOII1. 

COIICOID IRIT 11CillA, Iliff " SOUill rton 
- \","l 1IIIOT lOClTrD CH PliDPIIIY Of CHIIIICAL PLANT PAUICIPAliiiO Ill I~VlTo lUI' JS rr!OU'I TO HIVI 

llfl, . lll fOR OlltDSAI. IH ltU AT LlliSl, loT frill DP USio Sill IllS !MtiO IT PPIVAU COt.'CirN OIHl' THAN 
CHEMICAL COI1PANT IIICliJOtO Ill T"U IURYif, IITI U 110 lCI~U Jll UU, CfltniCAL CDt!POfiiii!J 01 IIJSif 
OISPDUD Af THU 1111 IIICLLIDI ORGAIIICS, liiOAallltCI AIO HIICllUIIIOUS IIUU 1\.\TUill, IIIIHOOI or 
DISPOSAL liCLIJOI Dlln!ID llllll LliiDFJll, 

COIICCRD CAUIRUS CDlllfT LliiDrJllo TIISII rOTATD .DAD ltoU 

IIU ll NOT LOC&TrO Oil PIIDPUTT Of CHl~ICIL Pl.IJIT PUIICIPATIIIO IN IIJIIVCTt aUT U Jt!O'H. 
IUN 1/SID PO~ OUPOSlL fROII Un TO Urt, .ar Tllll Of IISio SITI MIS MliClT !MilD, 1111 I , 
111110 USlD, CHIIIICAL COIIPOIItHTI or IIUU DUP0$10 AT THII Slll IIICLUOI D•G&tlltl 1 IIIOOGANICl 
111SCill&NtOUS IIUU lllTUIAL, 11UHODJ 01 I)I,OSlL JIICliJOI r.tlfiO ltiDUSIRilL lllSil L»Clrlll, 

CotiCOI!D CAIARRUS DISPOSAl. Conr&NT JNC,, UO N, CHUICII 1010 IIDU 

SIT[ U IIOT lOCAUD ON PliOPUTT 01 CHIIIIC&l PUIIf I'AIITICIPATJMJ JN fllliYHo BUT U KUOO.W TO I<JYf 
ltlrl USIO fOil DISPOSAL FROII U70 TO UU, AT Tl"l Of UU, Sill WAS CUIIO lr PIIIVlU CD'ICirll OlltU '01111 
CHilli CAl COMPIJIT IIIClliDIO IN THIS SUIIVIT, Sill U 110 LOIICU' Ill UU. CHIIIICAL COtti'OIIIIIIS or II&Sil 
OISPOSID AT THIS SITE IHCLIJOI OQOliiiCS, IIIOIGAIIICS AIO IIISCillllllOUS lllSif 1\.\TUUL, IIIIHODI OF 
DISPOSAL IIICLIJOl 111Xl0 IIIDUUAIAL IIASil UIIDFill, 

COIICOI!D 

SITl II lOCATU CH PIIDPUTJ Of CHI"ICAt PL.IJIT PAIITICIP&TIN~ Jll SUIYrJ "" rt t.J<I)&.tJ lO HJH flttl 
UUD lOA DUPOSJL 111011 UU 70 lffl, Sill U 113 lOII';rll Ill USC, CHIMJC&L C011PCtltiiiS Of lllSU DUP0$10 
AT THIS SITE JIICliJOI O~GAIIICSo IIIOAGIIIICS IJIU IIUClll.IJIIOUS lllSJ[ IIJ.IUJAL, IIITHOOI t:f OUPOHL 
IIIClUOl 1!0111 IIIOUSIRUL IIASTl LAilOflll, ' 

COlCORD SOUTHIIII LUflC COIP,, ITr CflniiAL Oil, ttDU 

CUleiRUIID COURT C\J18tlll.IJII CWITJ LliiDFILl 1 8~1Cl IOJ.O _ 

Sill 111101 lOCATIO ON PliOPUTT ~· Clflnle&L PUIIT P&UJCIPATIIIG Ill SUIYU, 81JJ J1 J'J:o«!l ./ 
lUll USED fD:I DISPOSAl. FRett Un fO ltn, AT TI"E Of USI, Sill 1111-f'IIIIUC\T 0::110. SIJl IS -
lUNG U$10. CJUIIICAI. COMPc.IIHTS cr lllSil DISPOSIO AT THII Ill& JHClU)l CIOIO.IJIICS. flliHODJ Of O SJ&. 
JHCWOl UIIDtJll Ill ~101 IU<ICirlL .. ASfl U CO·DUPOSto, • 

HOPJnllU UIIDP llLo OPI Ifill IOJ.O 

IIJI II »>f lOCAflO Dtf I'ROPUTJ Or 011/IJCAL PUIIT PAliJrCI,AfliiO IN S._.VU, ~Iff JS rt!Oio:l 70 NAVl 
If VI CIIU /0/f OISPOUL fJOif Jtrt TO UTt, AT Jlllf or U$!, UJl Ill$ rueUCLr DlfiiD. "U U 100 t.cn:u 
Ill CIU, CJt[nltlL torii'OIIMS Of IIASfl DI!I'DstD loT 7HIS SJU JIICLI.Ol OIGAIIICI, l\li140DJ Of DI,S&.L 
lHCLUll l»llPILL Ill 111101 IU<ICirJ.L .IIASTl II CO·DUPOSID. 
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