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"+ EPA DID NOT MAIL
TO FACILITY

DATE: August 22, 1995
SUBJECT: REMOVAL FROM EPA'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 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 grantse 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 undexr 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



REM]:‘.IQL SITE ASSESSMENT DECISION - EPA 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: _SIP

Report developed by: _Corry T. Platt, BVWS

DECISION:

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

|x | la. Site does not qualify for further remedial | | 1b. Site may qualify for further | | RCRA
site assessment under CERCLA action, but is deferred to: | | NRC
(No Further Remedial Action Planned - NFRAP)
| | 2. Further Assessment Needed Under CERCLA: 2a. (optional) Priority: | | Higher | | Lower
2b. Activity | | PA | | ESI
Type: | | SI | | HRS evaluation
| | Other:

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.

and Approved by: _Cynthia K. Gurley Signature: ugbg—\~h0 (—]u ol Date: _09/23/94
Site Decision (ﬁ N '
Made by: _Cynthia K. Gurley Signature: A Q é% it B __ Date: 09/23/94

EPA Form # 9100-3
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Ms. Pat DeRosa, Head

CERCLA Branch

North Carolina Department of Environment,
Health and Natural Resources

Division of Solid Waste Management

P.0. Box 27687

Raleigh, North Carolina 27611-~7687

Dear Ms. DeRosa:

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

Preliminary Assessments

Pinewood Dump Site No Further Remedial Action
Wayne County ' Planned (NFRAP).
NCD 986 188 043 '

Site Inspections

0ld Mount Holly Road PCE Site Further Action (FA).
Mecklenburg County
NCD 986 172 518

Spann Property NFRAP

Henderson County
NCD 986 180 917

Site Inspection Prioritizations (SIPs)

Athol Manufacturing Corp. NFRAP
Granville County
NCD 072 003 635

Gulf Oil Corporation NFRAP
Guilford County
NCD 067 437 400



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

Helena Chemical Company NFRAP
Halifax County
NCD 980 483 275

Hope Mills Landfill NFRAP
Cumberland County
NCD 980 502 983

Kaiser Fertilizer Plant NFRAP
Columbus County
NCD 980 842 470

Rhodera Drive Wells NFRAP
Union County
NCD 986 176 030

Rowland Landfill NFRAP
Wake County
NCD 065 300 113

Smith Farm Colfax #3 NFRAP
Guilford County
NCD 980 503 114

Waxhaw Storage Tanks NFRAP
Union County
NCD 981 030 836

Expanded Site Inspections

Davis Park Road TCE Site FA
Gaston County
NCD 986 175 644

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.



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

Enclosures

Sincefely,

it Gurlsy

Cynthia K. Gurley
North Carolina, PO



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 BVWS Project 52012.230
Smith Farm Colfax #3 BVWS File D
July 5, 1994
RFEC'D.
Mr. Narindar Kumar SEP 30 1994
Chief, Site Assessment Section
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 1L i T AP

345 Courtland Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30365

DATE REPORT ACCEPTED C\' Z?)"Qﬁ Subject: Site Inspection Prioritization
- NE RP Smith Farm Colfax #3
DISPOSITIO

: Colfax, Guilford County, NC
SAM SIGNATURB —CA-QQM——E\H% EPA ID. No. NCD980503114

Dear Mr. Kumar:

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 (10%
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.

Very truly yours,

BLACK & VEATCH Waste Science, Inc.

NN/
(1—7 // -/J/D#—'
Corry T. Platt
Site Manager

cc:  Mr. Victor Blix, BVWS-Atlanta
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BLACK & VEATCH Waste Science, Inc.
Philadelphia Office

TELEPHONE MEMORANDUM

U.S. EPA - Region IV . B&V Project 52012.230

Smith Farm Colfax #3 B&V File C

Guidance on Smith Farm Colfax #3 June 14, 1994
1500h

To: Craig Benedikt

Company: U.S. EPA

Phone No.: (404)347-5065 x6150

Recorded by: Corry T. Platt W

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 pond has since been closed and no samples
have been collected from this site. The PA 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.

e Y



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

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 Populatlon Number of Households
Site Location Per Ring Cumulative Per Ring Cumulative
0 to 1/4 mile 34 34 14 14
>1/4 to 1/2 mile 87 121 35 49
>1/2 to 1 mile 328 449 124 173
>1 to 2 miles 1,354 1,803 513 686
>2 to 3 miles 3,368 5,171 1,295 1,981
>3 to 4 miles 8,597 13,768 3,437 5,418
Note: 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 rlng
was multiplied by the population and household densities

of the block.

FINAL114.RP
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By James Drew
and Jamet Olson
Staff Writers

Environmental tests have confirmed the
presence of hazardous wastes in the proposed

th of the %ﬂmﬁkway. 80 state

ighway planners say they must consider
shifting the route south.

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

The shift would move the parkway closer
to N.C. Film Studios and the me Grove and

Brooklyn neighborhoods.

“At the landfill site, the DOT design staff
has worked out an alternative route that
avoids the largest landfill,” City Manager
Bill Farris wrote in a memo to City Council
members. “. . . If it is cost-effective, the route
will be changed. . . . Obviously, consideration
of the impact of the highway on the movie
studio site will again be an issue as alterna-
tives are sought.”

Burton M. Bassett, an engineer with the
Raleigh firm conducting the parkway's sup-
plemental environmental impact statement,
said the southern route will be analyzed and
compared with the current proposed path
through the former city landfill, which is
roughly bounded by Smith Creek to the
north, a railroad track to the south and east, |
and McRae Street to the west.

The 7.7-mile, four-lane parkway from
downtown Wilmington to Eastwood Road is
designed to relieve congestion on Market
Street and handle Interstate 40 traffic.

Planners already shifted the route one
year ago to move the parkway away from
Corning Glass Works on North College Road
and the film studios on North 23rd Street.
The parent company of the studios, the De
Laurentiis Entertainment Group, had said
construction of the parkway would force the
studios to leave Wilmington. Noise from con-
struction and traffic would disrupt filming at
the studios, DEG said.

But now that hazardous wastes have been
found along the route, state planners say the
parkway will have to be moved south again.

An engineering firm studied soil samples
from three waste sites on the route: an under-
ground storage tank and a covered drainage
lagoon at the former Caro-Knit textile plant
on North 23rd Street, the old city dump and
another former dump directly west of Eumt
Mill Creek that belonged to a factory.

Groundwater samples from the dumps
show contamination by lead, chromium, cad-
mium, mercury, phenolics and cyanide.

-The engineering firm, Law Environmen-
tal, has recommended that the hazardous

e m—c

‘. . . Theimpact of the
highway on the movie
studio site will again be an

issue. . .’

Bill Farris
Wilmington city manager

waste at the Caro-Knit plant be left undis-
turbed, said William G. Marley, assistant
highway administrator for the state Depart-
ment of Transportation.

Highway planners think they can move
the parkway south, which would put it be-
tween the Caro-Knit plant and the film stu-
dio. Marley said he is unsure how the move
would affect the studio.

“Whether we are increasing the involve-
ment of DEG or not, I don't know,” he said.
“... We feel like we can get through there.
... We can do something to shield the studio
from noige and traffic.”

Planners do not think they can shift the
parkway away from the abandoned factory
dump site, Marley said, because there is not
enough distance for a realignment between
the dump site and the Caro-Knit plant. Engi-
neers are trying to find “an innovative de-
sign” that would enable them to route the
parkway directly over the dump, he said.

At the third waste site, the old city dump,
planners are studying two alternatives —
routing the parkway either directly over or
south of the dump, Marley said.

A design that would take the parkway over
the dumps probably would include a combi-
nation of building bridges and “compacting
the landfill in place without digging it out,”
Marley said.

Erigineers are expected to complete their
routing study by mid-summer, Marley said,
and state officials will then determine how
much the changes will add to the parkway's
cost.

State Transportation Board member Tom-
my Pollard, who represents Wilmington, has
said the parkway’s cost might at some point
exceed its benefit.

But state officials say they are not ready to
abandon the project.

Because of the delays in routing the park-
way, right-of-way purchases are about six
months behind schedule. But once a route is
chosen, Marley said, he thinks DOT officials
can make up that time so that construction of
the parkway — scheduled to start in 1992 —
would ,n_ot be delayed. /

|
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Sunday, February 19,1989

E2

%" Editorials 2

If Hollywood were to make a movie

'l of North Carolina’s hazardous waste
4 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 ecameo 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-
1 gers of toxic waste — and five years

after North Carolina created a com-
mission to address the state’s prob-
lem — a solution is nowhere in sight.
Citizen protests halted the Hazard-
ous W. tment Commission’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,
S8.C. But South Carolins 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. p—

— -

| Return of the Blob |

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 year's budget Governor Martin
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/disposal process.
One state could have responsibility
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 builds 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 eafely. So far,
North Carolina hasn't faced up to
that responsibility. Legislators
should move deliberately, without
delay, to tame “the Blob” this ses-
sion.

— - O
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If Hollywood were to make a movie
of North Caroling’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 eontrol?” 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, a8 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 address the state’s prob-
lem — a solution is nowhere in sight.
Citizen protests halted the Hazard-
ous Wi tment Commission’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 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. —

" that responsibility.
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| Return of the Blob |

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:

e 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 year's budget Governor Martin

_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 teke on a segment of the
waste treatment/disposal process.
One state could have responsibility
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 builds 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 Jook.

Hazardous waste is an inevitable
by-product of our industrial society
and can be managed eafely. So far,
North Carolina hasn’t faced up to
Legislators
should move' deliberately, without

delay, to tame “the Blob” this ses-
sion. T .
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Parkway route must

)

veer to avoid waste

By James Drew
and Janet Olson
Btaff Writers
Environmenta) tests have confirmed the
presence of hazardous wastes in the proposed
th of the Bm arkway, 8o state
ighway planners say they must consider

shifting the route south.

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

The ghift would ‘move the parkway tloser
to N.C. Film Studios and the Eove Grove and

Brooklyn neighborhoods.
* "At the landfill site, the DOT design staff ment of

has worked out an alternative route that
avoids the largest landfill,” City Manager
Bill Farris wrote in & memo to City Council
members. *, . . If it is cost-effective, the route
will be changed. . . . Obviously, consideration
of the impact of the highway on the movie
studio site will again be an issue as alterna-
tives are sought.”

Burton M. Bassett, an engineer with the
Raleigh firm conducting the parkway’s sup-
plemental environmental impact statement,
said the southern route will be analyzed and
compared with the current prorosed ath
through the former city landfill, which is
roughly bounded by Smith Creek to the

‘. . . Theimpact of the
highway on the movie
studio sitewill again be an
issue. . .’

Bill Farris
Wilmington city manager

waste at the Caro-Knit plant be left undis-
turbed, said William G. Marley, assistant
highway administrator for the state Depart-
Transportation. ’
 Highway planners think they can move
the parkway south, which would put it be-
tween the Caro-Knit plant and the film stu-
dio. Marley said he it unsure how the mov:
would affect the studio. :

“Whether we are increasing the invoive-
ment of DEG or not, [ don't know,” he said.
... We feel like we can get through there.
... We can do something to shield the studio
from noise and traffic.”

Planners do not think they can shift the
parkway away from the abandoned factory
dump site, Marley said, because there is not
enough distance for a realignment between

north, a railroad track to the south and east,_, the dump site and the Caro-Knit plant. Engi-

and McRae Street to the west.

The 7.7-mile, four-lane parkway from
downtown Wilmington to Eastwood Road is
designed to relieve congestion on Market
Street and handle Interstate 40 traffic.

Planners already shifted the route: one
year ago to move the parkway away from
Corning Glass Works on North College Road
and the film studios on North 23rd Street.
The parent company of the studios, the De
Laurentiis Entertainment Group, had said
construction of the parkway would force the
studios to leave Wilmington. Noise from con-
struction and traffic would disrupt filming at
the studios, DEG said.

But now that hazardous wastea have been
found along the route, state planners say the
parkway wiil have to be moved south again.

An engineering firm studied soil samples
from three waste sites on the route: an under-

und storage tank and a covered drainage
goon at the former Caro-Knit textile plant
on North 23rd Street, the old city dump and
another former dump directly west of Burnt
Mill Creek that belon¥ed to a factory.

Groundwater samples from the dumps
show contamination by lead, chromium, cag-
mium, mercury, phenolics and cyanide.

~The engineering firm, Law Environmen-
tal, has recommended

e . -k o T

that the hazgn‘lpus

neers are trymf
sign” that would enable them to route the
parkway directly over the dump, he said.

At the third waste gite, the old city dump, -

planners are studying two alternatives —
routing the parkway either directly over or
south of the dump, Marley said.

A design that would take the parkway over
the dumps probably would include a combi-
nation of building bridges and "compacting
the landfill in place without digging it out,”
Marley said.

Erigineers are expected to complete their
routing study by mid-summer, Marley said,.
end state officials will then determine how
much the changes will add to the parkway’s
cost.

State Transportation Board member Tom-
my Pollard, who represents Wilmington, has
said the parkway’s cost might at some point
exceed its benefit. .

But state officials say they are not ready to
abandon the project.

Because of the delays in routing the park-
way, right-of-way p are about. six
months behind schedule. But once & route is
chosen, Marley said, he thinks DOT oﬁfmnls
can make up tgat time so that construction of
the parkway — scheduled to in 1992 —
would | not be delayed. /

|

to find “an innovative de-
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Rutherford Says No to Offer of Hazardous-Waste Plant

8y Terry Martin

JOURNAL RALEIGH BURE AU

RUTHERFORDTON

The answer was: “Scram.”

In little more than five minutes, the Ruth-
erford County Board of Commissioners end-
ed last night a five-month courtship with
North Carolina in the search for a county to
accept a hazardous-waste treatment plant.

Despite projections that a willing county
would receive up to $36 million in taxes and
incentives, a crowd of close to 300 people
,successfully urged the board to reject the
N

suitor and end all deliberations. They came,
with babes in their arms and green ribbons of
protest pinned to their lapels and sweaters,
lined the walla, crouched on the carpeted floor
and overflowed from a room with 64 seats
into the halls and lobby of the County Office
Building.

In short order, and with no deliberation,
the commissioners — in a move that
all but assures the failure of North Carolina’s
search for a volunteer county to accept a
plant and incinerator to treat 90 million
pounds of waste a year.

Commissioner Harvey “Windy” Powell,
newly elected, moved the crowd to a standing
ovation as he said, *1 make a motion that we
just forget this thing; let the man in Raleigh
have it and carry it somewhere else.”

The motion was formally to have addressed
whether Rutherford County cared to receive
any additional information about the project,
Powell's fellow board members reminded
him. “I don't want no information to come in
the county, and I don't want no hazardous
waste to come in the county,” Powell re-
sponded.

D— ———

Deluged in the past two weeks by calls and
letters from people acrosa the state, and pre-
sented with petitions last night that were said
to bring to 6,500 the number of people who
signed in opposition the project, three of the
commissioners a|

Commissioner Edward A. Parker Sr., an-
other new member, declined.

*I can never vote to stop or suppress any
information from anybody — and if I did 1

IY‘

JOURNAL GRAPHIC BY JiM STANLEY]
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“Former city dump threatens prop_psed parkway

.! Janet Olson and James Drew
1 Writers

The future of the proposed $63.5 million
Smith Creek Parkway 1s 1n question again.
this time because of an old city dump site that
lies under the proposed route.

The dump might contain hazardous waste,
state officials fear, and that possibility starids
to add millions of dollars in cleanup expense

to the project’s cost and poses liability prob-

lems for the state.

State officials say they might have to con-
sider scrapping the project if building the
parkway requires a costly cleanup. But those
same officials say they are far from throwing
in the towel

“It 1s serious. There's no question about 1t.”

said Tommy Harrelson, deputy secretary of
transportation. “But we are certainly not go-
ing to give it up at this point. :

Tommy Pollard who represents New H?n-
over County on the state 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 makg a
decision about whether the cost of the project
exceeded its benefit, Pollard said

City officials say DOT has not told them
the project 1s 1n jeopardy. DOT officials will
meet Dec. 19 in Raleigh to discuss the envi-
ronmental problems and possible changes to
the route. City Manager Bill Farnis said he

plans to attend the meeting or send a repre-

CLIPPING SERVICE
1115 HILLSBORO
RALEIGH. NC 27603
TEL. (919) 833-2073

MORNING STAR
WILMINGTON. N ¢

DEC 09 88
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sentative. |

Farris said he learned of the prob-
lems with the project Thursday
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 roadwsy
— designed to relieve congestion on
Market Street and handle Inter-
state 40 traffic — is scheduled to
start 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 2
narrow corridor bounded by neigh-
horhoods. large businesses anc
Smith Creek ]

The latest problem, state officials
say, is that no one knows what is
huried beneath the proposed rvute
Plans call for about 1,500 feet of the
parkway to cross a former city
dump, which is roughly bounded by
Smith Creek to the north, a railroad
track to the south and east, and
McRae Street to the west. The prop-
erty is ownedd by CSX Transporta-
tion Inc

. The city leased the property for
the dump from about the late 1960s
until the early 1970s, said Robert F.
Coleman Jr., a former city public
works director who reti this
year. -

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 contents of the

_dumps are a mystery.

"Everybody brought all of their
garbage there,” said William D.
Bingham, an engineering geologist
with the state Department of Trans-
portation. “That means there could
be factory waste. There could be
anything ... There could be some
pretty heavy contamination.”

Plans call for the parkway to be
built about 20 feet above the ground
across the old dump , Farris said.
But state officials 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 nceded tc elevate it above the
ground. x

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 city sealed off its dump in
early 1971, Dover said, 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
problems, Dover said.

“If there'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 officials are considering
building a bridge across the site,
which would cause minimal distur-
bance, Bingham said. But that still
leaves the state with a liability
problem.

"There 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 33 million to clean up the
dump sites and a potential hazard-
ous waste site in the parkway’s path
at an abandoned textile plant near

e

23rd Street. They stress, however,
that the sites must be studied before
accurate figures are known.

Wells said it will be two or three
months before the department "has
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

pp! tal envir tal im-
pact statement, which must be com-
pleted before right-of-way acquisi-
tion begins, is on hold until DOT
studies the recently discovered en-
vironmental 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-
ficials will have to decide at what
point the parkway project becomes
too costly. Already, cost estimates
have soared from $35 million in the
Late 1970s to almost $70 million to-

ay.

"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. Anything
under $5 million I think would be
within normal tolerance of a project
of this magnitude.”

Pollard said there was nothing
“magic” about the $5 million figure.
But he said once the cost climbed

that high, the state would have to
determine “the point ofdimlmshmg\
returns.”

"There 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 years. I'm anxious to
see it go on, and very discouraged to
find this.”

Pollard 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
in the outer loop anyway,” he said

The loop, which city officials say
is not needed until early next cen-
tury. would connect US. 17 and
US. 421.

State Highway Administrator
George Wells said the parkway'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 lig-
uid were found in the path of a high-
way through Charlotte. These were
cleaned up and the highwayv com-
pleted several years ago. he said.

Raleigh Bureau Chief John Woad
contributed to this report. Jr
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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 propesed route.

The dump might contain hazardous waste,
state officials fear, and that possibility starids
to add millions of dollars in cleanup expense
to the project's cost and poses liability prob-
lems for the state.

State officials say they might have to con-
sider scrapping the project if building the
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said Tommy Harrelson, deputy secretary of
transportation. “But we are ~certamly not go-
ing to give it up at this point.” ,

Tommy Pollard who represents New Han-
over County on the state 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 gf the project
exceeded its benelit, Pollard said.

City officials say DOT has not told them
the project is in jeopardy. DOT officials will
meet Dec. 19 in Raleigh to discuss the envi-
ronmental problems and possible changes to
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parkway requires a costly cleanup. But those
same officials say they are far from throwing

in the towel.

“1t is serious. There's no question about it.”
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Farris said he learned of the pro
lems with the project Thursday
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-
mi

ent.

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 40 traffic — is scheduled to
start 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-
barhoods. large businesses anc
Smith Creek. -~ y

The latest problem, state officials
say, is that no one knuws what is
baried beneath the proposed ruute.
Plans call for about 1,500 feet of the
parkway to cross a former city
dump, which is roughly bounded by

" Smith Creek to the north, a railroad

track to the south and east, and
McRae Street to the west. The prop-
erty is owned by CSX Transporta-

“tion Inc.

the route. City Manager Bill Farris said he
plans to attend the meeting or send a repre-

. The city leased the property for
the dump from about the late 19608
. until the early 1970s, said Robert F.
_Coleman Jr., a former city public
. works director who retiredpu this
yeaw, - - —

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 contents of the
dumps are a mystery.

“"Everybody brought all of their
%qrbahiin there,” said Willim]n D.

ingham, an engineering geologist
with the state Department of Trans-
rtation. “That means there could
factory waste. There could be
anything ... There could be some
pretty heavy contamination.”

Plans call for the parkway to be
built about 20 feet above the ground
across the old dump , Fams said.
But state officials 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 nceded to elevate it above the
und.

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.

city sealed off its dump in
early 1971, Dover said, 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
problems, Dover said.

“If there'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 officials are considering
building a bridge across the site,
which would cause minimal distur-
bance, Bingham said. But that still
leaves the state with a liability
problem.

“There 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 hazard-
ous waste site in the parkway’s path
at an abandoned textile plant near
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23rd Street. They stress, hawever,
that the sites must be studied before
accurate figures are known.

Wells said it will be two or three
months before the department "has
a feel for” the cost and six months
before it knows. Meanwhile, Wells
said, planning for the parkway will
continue on & no course.

But Farris said the parkway’s
supplemental environmenta! im-
pact statement, which must be com-
pleted before right-of-way acquisi-
tion begins, is on hold until DOT
studies the recently discovered en-
vironmenta! problems and possible
alternatives to the proposed route.

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

Itimately, 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 million in the
Late 1970s to almost $70 million to-

ay.

“Any project that we do there has
to be a point of diminishing re-
turns,” Pollard said. ... It's hard to

ut a figure on it. I'd say if it esca-
ates the price much over $5 mil-
lion, you'd sort of have to take a
very serious look at it. Anything
under $5 million I think would be
within normal tolerance of a project
of this magnitude.”

Pollard said there was nothing
“magic” about the $5 million figure.
But he said once the cost ¢limbed

that high, the state would have to
determine "the point of diminishing
returns.”

“There 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 years. I'm anxious to
see it go on, and very discouraged to
find this.”

Pollard said if projected Parkway
costs rose much more it would trig-
ger increased support for the pro-
posed Northern Guter Loop instead
of a downtown parkway.

“There’s already a lot of interest
in the outer loop anyway,” he said.

The loop, which city officials say
is not needed until early next cen-
tury. would connect U.S. 17 and
US. 421.

State Highway Administrator

"George Wells said the parkway'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
beerr able to work through it.”

He said drums of hazardous lig-
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.

Raleigh Bureau Chief John Wasd
contributed to this report. //
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Rutherford Says No to Ofter of Hazardous-Waste Plant

By Terry Martin

JOURNAL RALEIGH BURE AU

RUTHERFORDTON

The answer was: “Scram.”

In little more than five minutes, the Ruth-
erford County Board of Commissioners end-
ed last night a five-month courtship with
North Carolina in the search for a county to
accept a hazardous-waste treatment plant.

Despite projections that a willing county
would receive up to $36 million in tazes and
incentives, a crowd of close to 300 people
,successfully urged the board 1o reject the
N

suitor and end all deliberations. They came,
with babes in their arms and green ribbons of
protest pinned to their lapels and sweaters,
lined the walls, crouched on the carpeted floor
and overflowed from a room with 64 seats
into the halls and lobby of the County Office
Building.

In short order, and with no deliberation,
the commissioners agreed — in a move that
all but assures the failure of North Carolina’s
search for a volunteer county to accept a
plant and incinerator to treat 90 million
pounds of waste a year.

Commissioner Harvey ' “Windy” Powell,
newly elected, moved the crowd to a standing
ovation as he said, *1 make a motion that we
just forget this thing; let the man in Raleigh
have it and carry it somewhere else.”

The motion was formally to have addressed
whether Rutherford County cared to receive
any additional information about the project,
Powell’s fellow board members reminded
him. “I don’t want no information to come in
the county, and I don't want no hazardous
waste to come in the county,” Powell re-
sponded.

d— ———

Deluged in the past two weeks by calls and
letters from people across the state, and pre-
sented with petitions last night that were said
to bring to 6,500 the number of people who
signed in opposition the project, three of the
commissioners

Commissioner Edward A. Parker St., an-
other new member, declined.

“I can never vote to stop or suppress any
information from anybody — and if 1 did |

~
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North Carolina Department of Human Resources

" Division of Health Services
P.O. Box 2091 ¢ Raleigh, North Carolina 27602-2091

James G. Martin, Governor Ronald H. Levine, M.D., M.P.H.
David T. Flaherty, Secretary _ ) . - State Health Director

12 January 1989

Mr. H. Franklin Vick, P.E.
Project Engineer

State of North Carolina
Department of Transportation
Post Office Box 25201
Raleigh, NC 27611~5201

RE: Smith Creek Parkway »
I-40 Site near Wilmington

Dear Mr. Vick:

The Division of Health Services Envirommental 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 impact upon your project, please do not hesitate to contact Jack Butler
or me at 733-2801.

Sincerely,
Lee Cronin

Iee Crosby, Head
Superfund Branch

IC/acr , !

Enclosure




North Carolina Department of Human Resources

Division of Health Services _
P.O. Box 2091 e Raleigh, North Carolina 27602-2091

James G. Martin, Governor Ronald H. Levine, M.D., M.P.H.
David T. Flaherty, Secretary State Health Director
January 9, 1989

MEMORANDUM
TO: Lee Crosby, Head
: Superfund Branch
- . e
~ FROM: Ted Taylor, Ph.D., Toxicologist 1]
~ Environmental Epidemiology Branch
SUBJECT : 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. Bls(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 llmlted and that no
groundwater sampling has been performed, i.e. additional data indicating more

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

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

TT:1p



Attending: Terry F. Dover

Ref:

1.

2,
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HOWARD NEEDLES TAMMEN & BERGENDOFF

SMITH CREEK PARKWAY SEIS
SANITARY LANDFILL & CARO-NIT SITE FINDINGS REVIEW MEETING
NOVEMBER 22, 1988
MEETING NOTES

ack Butler Superfund Branch NCDHR/DHS
Roy Shelton District Engineer FHWA
Bob Scott ROW FHWA
Cathie Gee Realty Specialist FHWA
Frank Vick Planning & Research NCDOT
Tom Shearin Roadway Design NCDOT
W.D. Bingham Geotechnical Unit NCDOT
V. Charles Bruton Planning & Research NCDOT
D.E. Howey Planning & Research NCDOT
Jimmy Norris Roadway Design NCDOT
Jay Bennett Roadway NCDOT
R.C. Leach Law Environmental
Ellen Pulaski Law Environmental
Burt Bassett HNTB
NCDOT letter of November 4, 1988 to Mr. W. L. Meyer, Chief,
Solid Hazardous Waste Branch
North Carolina Department of Human Resources
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.

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

SANITARY LANDFILL DISCUSSION POINTS

ae 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 of| hazardous materials in
the landfill, since such materials could exist in "pockets.'

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

Eastern Area Supervisor Solid Waste Branch
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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 mnot 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
that the testing would be undertaken under NCDOT Work Order
to Law Environmental.

In 1light of the potentially serion risks involved in
crossing the landfills with Smith Creek Parkway, even on
structure, there was sonme discugsion of alternative
alignments for Smith Creek Parkway in the vicinity of the
landfills.  The possibility of |Smith Creek Parkway
alignment north of Smith Creek which would cross wetland
areas on structure was discussed as One tentative means to
avoid the landfills.
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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.

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

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.

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. '

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
alignment shift would avoid the contaminated materials.

oD

Burt BxsSett

BMB:sgm

CC: Attendees
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North Carolina Department of Human Resources

Division of Health Services
P.O. Box 2091 ¢ Raleigh, North Carolina 27602-2091

-

James G. Martin, Governor ] ' Ronald H. Levine, M.D., M.P.H.
Phillip J. Kirk, Jr., Secretary : State Health Director
v _ 919/733-3446

4 June 1986

Ms. Denise Bland

EPA NC CERCLA Project Officer

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

Atlanta, GA 30365

Dear Ms. Bland:

SUBJECT: Preliminary Assessment Report
Smith Farm Colfax #3 NC D980503114
Route 2
Colfax, Guilford County, NC 27235

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

A one half acre holdlng pond, located at Paul Smith's famm in
Colfax, NC, was used for disposal of calcium hydroxide sludge from 1973 until
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 dlsposed at Smith Farm at a rate of
8000 gallons per day.

Smith Farm is situated in Greensboro's watershed w1th1n one mile of
Reedy Fork Creek. Residents living in this sparsely populated area are
believed to use ground water as a primary drinking source. lContamment of
on-site wastes is believed to be such that leaching and run-off could occur,
especially if the holding pond was never de-watered and capped. Therefore,
the site poses a potentlal threat to surface water and ground water quality.
Access to the site is believed to be unrestrlcted

Ca1c1um hydroxide is not listed as a hazardous substance 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, waste 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 following representatives from the North Carolina
Department of Natural Resources and Community Development, Division of
Environmental Management: Glenn Ross, Air Quality Section; Vmce Schneider
and Howard Bryant, Water Quality Section.

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

Sincerely,

7) . \\\u\khw—j

D. Mark Durway, Geologist
Solid and Hazardous Waste Management Branch
Environmental Health Section

-

DMD/tb/0175b




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ‘ 1. IDENTIFICATION
PREL IMINARY ASSESSMENT 0l STATE UMBER
PART | - INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT l ﬁz |8580§6£§|§

Il. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
8$1§ATEB§QMEOi%gga*3 common, or descriptive name of site) |Rgu§gREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

03 8&T¥ax l04 ﬁEATE |05 §$ESgODE |8gl gﬁEY |07 Q?UNTY CODE |08 88NG DIST

09 COORDINATES:

LATITUDE 36° 07' 40" ' LONGITUDE  80° 00' 0O"

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

111 RESPONSIBLE PARTIES

8I OWNER (If known) 02 STREET (Business, malling, residential)

nknown

03 CITY 04 STATE|05 ZIP CODE |06 TELEPHONE NUMBER

07 OPERATOR (If known and different from owner) 08 STREET (Business, malling, residential)

Paul Smith IRouTe 2

88|$L§Y ﬁg STATE i}zggP CODE d%kIEEEPHONE NUMBER

13 TYPE OF OWNERSHIP (Check one)
[X1 A. PRIVATE [ ] B. FEDERAL: (Agency) [ 1 C. STATE [ 1 D. COUNTY [ ] E. MUNICIPAL
[ 1 F. OTHER: (Specify) [ ) G. UNKNOWN

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

[ ] A. RCRA 3001 DATE RECEIVED: [ 1 B. UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE DATE RﬁCEIVED [ 1C. NONE
1V. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD

Ol ON SITE INSPECTION BY (Check all that apply) _ ! A

[ 1 YES DATE [ 1A. EPA [ 1 B. EPA CONTRACTOR [ 1 C. STATE | [ 1 D. OTHER CONTRACTOR

[ 1 E. LOCAL HEALTH OFFICIAL [ 1 F. OTHER: '
[X] NO CONTRACTOR NAME(s): |

02 SITE STATUS (Check one) 03 YEARS OF OPERATION

[ 1 A. ACTIVE [X] B. INACTIVE [ 1 C. UNKNOWN 1973 | 1979 [ 1 UNKNOWN
BEGINNING YEAR .ENDING YEAR

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KNOWN, OR ALLEGED A slurry of 90% water and 103 calcium hydroxide

was disposed at a rate of 8000 gpd in a 0.5 acre holding pond located on Smith's Farm. James Coleman transported

this waste to the site from Alr Products Co. of Greensboro. Air Products genera?qd calcium hydroxide waste as a

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION byproduct of acetylene production. - It is
unknown whether or not thls waste contained haz. Impurities. Calcium hydroxide Ig 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 {is 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-slite operations ceased. No monitoring wells.

V. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT |

01 PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION (Cng# gng.Dégcp|8¥'8; g?dﬁgga}aoggeségg'+?gﬁgIgﬁg ngﬁd%n;syasfe information and
[ ] A. HIGH [.1B, MEDIUM [X] C. LOW [ ] D. NONE

(Inspection required (Inspection required) (Inspection on time (No further actlon needed,
promptly) . avallable basis) complete current disposition form)
VI. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM ;
aufORRAER - SPoporiposnsyrorasnizatine |°% TEBHRERA e
02 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT 05 AGENCY |ORGANIZATION |03 TELEPHONE NUMBER]08 DATE
D. Mark Durway/Pat DeRosa NC DHR/DHS|SHW Mgmt. Br.|(919) 733-2801 04/21/86




POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE | 11. IDENTIFICATION
PREL IMINARY ASSESSMENT ! |0| EEATE IBSBO?&E?IQUMBER

PART 2 ~ WASTE INFORMATION
I1. WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERS

O REYSIEAL 1TTER appiyd °%m2‘é§5‘ﬁe§”§ T¢%+éTﬁ§éI$]+|es 03 YARIECHTAGIERISTATS)
must be Indepericen [ 1A. TOXIC { 1H. IGNITABLE
[ 1ASOLID [X] E. SLURRY TONS { 1 B. CORROSIVE [ ) I. HIGHLY VOLATILE
[ 1 B. POWDER, FINES (X1 F. LIQUID CUBIC YARDS 8,000 gpd
{X} C. SLUDGE [ ]16G. GAS NO. OF DRUMS for several yrs. [ 1 C. RADIOACTIVE [ 1 J. EXPLOSIVE
[ 1D. Other [ 1D. PERSISTENT [ 1 K. REACTIVE
{ 1 E. SOLUBLE [ 1 L. INCOMPATIBLE
[ 1 F. INFECTIOUS ['] M. NOT APPLICABLE
[ ] 6. FLAMMABLE WNKNOWN
111, WASTE TYPES
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AMOUNT | 02 UNIT OF MEASURE | 03 COMMENTS
SLU SLUDGE Calclum hydroxide slurry
OLW OILY WASTE consisting of 90% water and
SOL SOLVENTS 10 Calclum hydroxide.
PSD PESTICIDES
0ocC OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS Material was placed into a
10C INORGANIC CHEMICALS 0.5 acre holding pond.
ACD ADICS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS
1V, HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (See Appendix for most frequently cited CAS Numbers)
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER | 04 STORAGE/DISPOSAL METHOD | 05 coNceNTRATION |CCoNEERYRETTon
SLU Calcium hydroxide holding pond 100 percent
|
I
|
:
V. FEEDSTOCKS (See Appendix for CAS numbers) |
CATEGORY 0l FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER | CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS NUMBER
FDS N/A FDS |
FDS FDS - |
FDS FDS |
FDS : FDS

V1. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite speclflc references, e. g. state files, sample analysis, reports

l. Stephen E. Phibbs, NC Solid and Haz. Waste Mgmt. Branch, Winston-Salem, NC, pers. communication, 03-2|-86.
2. Files at NC Solid & Haz. Waste Mgmt. Branch, Raleligh, NC.

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, |0th edition, revised by Gessner G. Hawley,'l98|.

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

TO: ‘File
FROM: D. Mark burway \7>A11}‘
RE: smith Farm Colfax #3 (NC D980503114)

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 f£illed 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 been transported to the site by James
Coleman or Hubert Atkins, or both. Coleman, who lives in Colfax, NC, has an
unlisted telephone number. Atkins, whose telephone number is (919) 668-7789,
lives in Greensboro.

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 DM
RE: Smith Farm Colfax #3 (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., Gfeensboro, NC,
tel. (919) 299-1361.

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

3. Guilford County Reglister of Deeds, Greensboro,iNC,
tel. (919) 373-3253.

Mr. Rule reported that elther 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
sald 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).

Register of Deeds persomnel informed me that in order to identify

the current site owmer, it would be necessary to locate the|site on maps at
the Guilford County tax mapping office in Greemsboro.

DMD/tb/0175b

<
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an EPA ' ‘NTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITL ' REGION |SITE NUMBER
LY TENTATIVE DISPOSITION - % 199 R
File this form 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 (EN-333), 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

I. SITE IDENTIFICATION 1

)A A . j
gfﬂr]ﬁj}i Féﬂ& B :jT:T‘ e E. ZIP CODE
C. Y D. A ; . P CcOD

II. TENTATIVE DISPOSITION \
Indicate the recommended action(s) and agency(ies) that should be involved by marking ‘X* in the appropriate boxes. -
: ACTION AGENCY
EPA STATE LtocalL {PRIVATE

RECOMMENDATION . (;ARK_JX_

A. NO ACTION NEEDED - NO HAZARD ’ i

B. INVESTIGATIVE ACTIONI(S) NEEDED (If yes, complete Section IIl.) ‘\

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

ENFORCEMENT ACTION NEEDED (if yos, specily in Part E whether the case will
D. be primarily managed by the EPA or the State and what type of enforcement action
is anticipated.), .

E. RATIONALE FOR DISPOSITION

. ‘T)’);'S.S]‘[“Q -fms ot bcep\) olo@ﬁ}‘/léa—/ u@ﬁ_/t_uo : CARE,
Ul%un\ JNS (ZC’"HONS }Mc/i Ao oéu/ows //u‘/'ard

Jens. Waler Samples Ay Aceart
/pﬂ)e:‘/; e&/ C}/@I:f:b/ea mé i’\ov[fo/m.g VV\cH'TovlvlCJ We"{(7 be '”51‘5/[30/

or é?’/loc/{r( s be w11 Ten c.-{'( i

F. INDICATE THE ESTIMATED DATE OF FINAL DISPOSITION G.IF A CASE DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS NECESSARY, INDICATE THE
D (mo., day,&yr.) ESTIMATED DATE ON WHICH THE PLAN WILL BE DEVELOPED"
b (mo., day, & yr.). |

.(PREPARER INFORMATIO ¢ -
- f M, ELEPHONE NUMBER (mo day.&Yf-).'
(519) 77-25% L5

1II. INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY NEEDED _
A IDENTIFY ADDI_TIONAL INFORMATION NEEDED TO ACHIEVE A FINAL DISPOSITION.

B. PROPOSED INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY (Detailed Information) . i

3.T0 BE
OF PERFORMED BY 4,
N (EPA, Con- ESTIMATED S. REMARKS
&y

1.METROD FOR OBTAINING,
t) tractor, Stue,etc.) MANHOURS

NEEDED ADDITIONAL INFO. (mo,cay,

3, TYRPE, OF SITE INSPECTION
o Usun) _ Store | /|| _ _ _ _ _

21

el e B

(3)

b. TYPE OF MONITORING
o}

"‘3’2,
~ET

Supface Wate  [Strte | /|

2 |

- EPA Form T72070-4 (10-79) ! ! Continue On Reverse
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- \y V.
‘ . REGION |SITE NUMBER (fo be essigm
%EPA P TIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ‘ _ *dbyHy

SITE INSPECTION REPORT | j V 199

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections 1 and [II through XV of this {orm as complyetely as possible. Then use the informs-
jon on this form to develop & Tentative Disposition (Section JI). File this form in ita entirety in the regional Hazardous Waste Log
ile. Be sure to include all appropriste Supplemental Reports in the file. Submit & copy of the forms to: U.S. Environmental Pro-
tection Agency; Site Tracking System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Tlck Force (EN-JJS), 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

1. SITE IDENTIFICATION

A. SITE NAME . . B8.5ST (or other Idonllllcr)
ﬁ;mfﬂ/\ F;mm [EZ . oL !
o]

C. Cl -p T STATE E. TP COUE (EOUNTY 13
o Lfax AL 273235 |G
G. SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION i :
. NAME ] 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER
e Pl S
IRt AMI mew - . :
3. sTREET 4. CIT [ B. STATE 6. Z1P CODE y
- & QMQX . VC | R7255
H. REALTY OWNER IRFORMATIOR (17 dillerent {rom operator ol site) . o
1. NAME j 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER
1
[ 3. CITY - - - - - - - - 4 STATE ]'-u. ziP cooE |

1. SITE DESCRIPTION

Ya acee enethen @7" i

J. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP
(] 1. FeoERAL ] 2.sTate [ a. counTy [ a. muNICIPAL Qrs PRIVATE

II. TEMTATIVE DISPOSITION (complete this section laat)

"A. ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE | B. APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEN
1SPOSITION (mo., d. S Yoo .
D (mov, day,& yie). [ 1. nicH [ 2. meotum [Qd’.jl.ow ] a. nonE
|
INFORMATION |
» 2. TELEPMONE NUMBER ' 3. DATE (mo., day, & yn).
- | 6/9) 74/-23%0

~__ IIL INSPECTION INFORMATION

Iy W&pscron INFO AT!ON% ﬂ -
. £ ﬁ# &/vj/ N
3.0 4. TELEPHONn NO. (ann code & no.)
[/ ,mm m (9/9) 7 £-2555
8. INSPECTION PARTICIPANTS ’7 /)
1. NAME - y ORGANIZATION | ) 3. TELEPHONE NO.

C.SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED (carporate oflicials, workers, residents)
1. NAME 2. TITLEA TELEPHONE NO. 3. ADDRESS




. 1, INSPECTION INFORMATION (continuad) |

t. NAME 2. TEL E NO. . 3. ADDNESS

D. GENERATOR INFORMATIO! Yeces of maete) \ .

4. WASTE TYPE GENERATED

Aie Paodu ok Tuel®9) 209-136) W /Y?M_Leﬂ' SE; GewASJooaoﬂC oleim Lydhonsi

(Slurey) {ime

A T
!

E., TRANSPORTER/HAULER INFORMATION

1. NAME 2. TELEPHONE NO, 3. ADDRESS | 4. WASTE TYPE TRANSPORTED

U

)/WQ. 5‘.117174 , iﬂ— i /Z/ ﬂ// C /1A/C:/JAWL/)Q/Q£0X}(}

|
|
|

|
|
- |
|

F.|F WASTE IS PROCESSED ON SITE AND ALSO SHIPPED TO OTHER SITES, IDENTIFY OFF-S5ITE FACILITIES USED FOR DISPOSAL.

1. NAME 2. TELEPHONE NO, 3. ADDRESS
!
|
i
|
. 1
G. DATE OF INSPECTION H. TIME OF INSPECTION 1. ACCESS GAINED BY:(crodentlals must be shown in all csaes)
0., day, & yr ’ |
(mow day, &yr) 1. PERMISSION (] 2. WARRANT

Jo. WEATHER (deescride)

Dfag )‘W QZ@ .

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION i

A. Mark *X’ for the types of samples taken and Indlcate where they have been sent e.g.,: reglonal lab, other EPA lab, contractor,

. 31:::. end estimate when the results will be available,

2. 3AMPLE ! 4.DATE
1.SAMPLE TYPE TAKEN ' 3.SAMPLE SENT TO: RESULTS
(mark ‘X') ! ! . AVAILABLE

n., GROUNDWATER ‘ ] ‘

1

b. SURFACE WATER . . |

Ce WASTE

d. AIR ' >

e. RUNOFF

t sPiLL

g. SOIL

h. VECETATION

1. OTHER(#pecily)

18. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN (e.q., radioactivity, explosivity, PH, otc.),

1 1.TYPE 2. LOCATION OF MEASUREMENTS ] 3.RESULTS

O T TAASA A YA TN —. ciem m et e B S



Continued From Page 2

|
IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued) |

C. PHOTOS
)I. TYPE OF PHOTOS

] a. crounD

b, aeriaL

2. PHOTOS iN CUSTODY OF: x

| l

D. SITE MAPPED?

{] YES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS: -

|

E. COORDINATES

1. LATITUDE (deg.,~min.-sec.)

2. LONGITUCE (deg.-min.-sec.)
1

|
|
I
1

V. SITE INFORMATION !

A.SITE STATUS

quently.)

] v. ACTIVE (Those inductrial or
municipal sites which are being used
for waste treatment, storsge, or disposal
on a continuing basis, even if inlre-

[Q{m;\cnvs (Those

wastes.)

sites which no longer receive

1
|
[T 3. OTHER(specity):

has occurred.) .

(Those sites that include such incidents like ‘‘midnight dumping'*
where no regular or continuing use of the site for waste disposal

B. 15 GRNERATOR ON SITE?
1. NO [ 2. YES(specily generator*s tour-digit SIC Code):

C. AREA OF SITE (in acres)

Y _peae

. NO

D. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE?
I | 2. YES((specity):

VI. CHARACTERIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY

|
}1
-
|

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

0 v - " D
-i R A. TRANSPORTER —x—- B. STORER i- C. TREATER i‘ —XT D. DISPOSER
1.RAIL 1.PILE 1. FILTRATION 1. LANDFILL
?.sum * |2.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 2.INCINERATION i 2.LANDFARM
3. BARGE 3.DRUMS 3. VOLUME REDUCTION 3.0PEN DUMP
4. TRUCK 4. TANK, ABOVE GROUND 4.RECYCLING/RECOVERY L+44.SURFACE IMPOUNOMENT
5. PIPELINE 5. TANK, BELOW GROUND 5. CHEM./PHYS./TREATMENT S. MIDNIGCHT DUMPING
__e.OTHER{SFBCUY): L__O.OTHER{SPOCH,V): ) 6. BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 6. INCINERATION

7.WASTE OIL REPROCESSING

7. UNDERGROUND INJECTION

8.SOLVENT RECOVERY

3.0 THER(spocily):

9.0 THER(Sspecily): i
i

"E. SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS:

(] 1. sTo=ac.

s CHEM/B10/
* PHYS TREATMENT

{3 2. incineRATION  [] 3.

(3 7. LANDFARM

1t the site falls within any of the categories listed betow, Supplemsn
which Supplemental Reports you have filled cut and sttached to this for.. .

LANDFILL

[} s. orEN DUMP

D a SURFACE
S IMPOUNDMENT

("] 9. TRANSPORTER

tal Reports must be completed, Indicats

(] s. bEEP WELL

f77] 10. RECYCLOR/RECLAIMER

VII. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION

A. WASTE TYPE

{E/l. LIQUID

[] 2. sorio @{ SLUDGE

(] a. cas

B. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

(] 1. corrosive

(1 s. Toxic

1}39. OTHER(specily):

T 2. ieMiTaBLE
"[Js. rREACTIVE

]

W

. RADIOACTIVE [_] & HIGHLY VOLATILE

{17 menT

[ 8. FLammaBLE

. @ 3TE CATEGORIES

1, Are records of wastes availuble? Specify items such as manifesty, inventodes, eto. below.

IPA Form 72070-3 (10-79)

|
PACE 3 DF 10 l
I
i
|

Continee On ieverse




Coéntinued From Front

]
|
|

@:

) ,
tifftied)

« WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (con

2, Estimate the amount (specify unit of measure) of waste by category; mark ‘X’ to indicate which wastes are present.

u. SLUDGE b. OIL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS ] e. SOLIDS f. OTHER
AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT ' AMOUNT AMOUNT
UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE | [UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE
|
' X X X x* x ] *X
[} PAINT, L 1,,0tLY | 1, HALOGENATED l | ] LABORATORY,
1" prcMENTS ) wasTES (1 soLVENTS (1) Acios Y FLYASH ) M ARMACEUT,
METALS 2) O THER(apescily): NON-HALOGNTOD. PICKLING ! : p'|
2) g Ubces ] ) ) o venTS 12) [ SUoRS ] {2) ASBESTOS (2) HOSPITAL
-
(3) OTHER((specily): | MILLING/MINE
t3)IPOTW {3) CAUSTICS 1 130 L aiLiNGS (3)RADIOACTIVE
{
ALUMINUM I FERROUS SMEL T
4 g UbeE (4) PESTICIDES ‘ (8) e WASTES (4)MUNICIPAL
P !
\// ( 1 | ( f
(B)OTHER(specily): NON*FERROUS | _1{31OTHER specify):
S N (S)DYES/INKS 1 18} AL TGC. WASTES
Calerume T ,
) a (6) CYANIDE ] (8) OTHER(specify):
’] |
(7) PHEMOLS ‘
- |
{(B) HALOGENS i
v . . ‘ B
(9)PCB i
| .
(10OIMETALS !
|
(11) OTHER(specity)
i
. . i
D. LIST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH ARE ON THE SITE (place in descending order of hazard)
2. FORM 3. TOXICITY :
(mark 'X?’) (mark 'X°’) . !
1.SUBSTANCE so- 5. e val =, B . a. R.FAS NUMBER ' 5. AMOUNT S.UNMIT
) LD LIQ. | POR |HIGH]| MED.|] LOW [NONE P

. 4
L

Coletum [Ajflmx}q'e/ | D, . r '

VINl. HAZARD DESCRIPTION |

FIELD EVALUATION HAZARD DESCRIPTION: Place an ‘X’ in the box to indicate thht the listed hazard exists. Describe the
hazard in the space provided.

jD A, HUMAN HEALTH HAZARDS




Continusd From Front

. . ) VII. HAZARD DESCRIPTION Yinuad
O] H. DAMAGE TO FLORA/FAUNA '

1 M
' 1

1. FisH KILL

([ 3. CONTAMINATION OF AIR

] k. HOTICEABLE ODORS |

] L. conTAMINATION OF SOIL

[J M. paoPEATY DAMAGE




+
remm N s e rm——re .-—---v::—n:—m.—--vu:n-:;'_—ra—w

Vi BAzARD DUSCIH e (10N eontiiued)

[C] N. FIRE OR EXPLOSION A) . Yy - I

[_—_] 0. SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/RUNOFF/STANDING LIQUID

(] . SEWER, STORM DRAIN PROBLEMS

é’l Q. EROSION PROBLEMS

(] R: INADEQUATE SECURITY

] 5. INCOMPATIBLE WASTES

EPA Feorm T2070-3 (10-79) ] PAGE 7 OF 10

Cnntings On Revarse




® '@

{J 7. MiDNIGHT DUMPING

)

VIII. HAZARD DESCRIPTION rcontinued) |

D U. OTHER (specily):

I1X. POPULATION DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY SITE

A.LOCATION OF POPULATION

. |
C.APPROX. NO. OF PEOPLE D. APPROX. NO. 4

.DISTANCE
8, APPROX. NO. AFFECTED WITHIN OF BUILDINGS TO SITE
OF PEOPLE AFFECTED UNIT AREA AFFECTED (specily units)

1.IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS

2,IN COMMERCIAL
"OR INDUSTRIAL AREAS

IN PUBLICLY
"TRAVELLED AREAS

PUBLIC USE AREAS
‘(parka, achoola, etc,)

X. WATER AND HYDROLOGICAL DATA

A. DEPTH TO GROUNDWATER(specily unit) B. DIRECTION OF FLOW

C. GROUNDWATLER USE IN VICINITY

D. POTENTIAL YIELD OF AQUIFER

(apecify unit of messure)

E. DISTANCE TO DRINKING WATER SUPPLY 7. DIRECTION TO DRINKING WATER SUPPLY

[ 1. noN-coMMUNITY
<15 CONNECTIONS®

#7] 3, SURFACE WATER

G. TYPE OF DRINKING WATER S5UPPLY

[ 2. COMMUNITY (apecity town):

(] & wert

> 15 CONNECTIONS

EPA Form T2070-3 (10-79)

PAGE 8 OF 10

Continue On Poge 9




'). \‘

Continued From Page 8

X. WATER AND HYDROLOGICAL DATA (continued)

H, LIST ALL DRINKING WATER WELLS WITHIN A /4 MILE RADIUS OF SITE S |

4. 8.
I NON+-COM- | COMMUN-
EPTH 3. LOCATION ‘ MUNITY

_) t. wELL 2.0 iTY
(specily unit) (proximity to population/bulldings) (mark 'X°) (merk *'X’)

|
|

I. RECEIVING WATER

1. NAME 3 2. sewers [ s. sTREAMS/RIVERS
. |

|

I

|

[[J 4. LAKES/RESERVOIRS [ ». oTHER(epecily):

SR — — a— — — — — — — a—

6. SPECIFY USE AND CLASSIFICATION OF RECEIVING WATERS |
|
I
i
i
|

!

i

XI. SOIL AND VEGITATION DATA i

LOCATION ¢ F SITE 1§ IN: |

{3 A. vNc. N FAULT ZONE [CJ e. kaRsT zZONE ] c. 100 YEAR FLOOD PLAIN ] o. wETLAND
[C] E. A REGULATED FLOODWAY ] F. cRITICAL HABITAT (] c. RECHARGE ZONE OR SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER
a XIl. TYPE OF GEOLOGICAL. MATERIAL OBSERVED
tk 'X’ to indicate the type(s) of geological material observed and specify whers necessary, the component parts.
lx :ﬁ x'
= A.CVERBURDEN 8. BEDROCK (specity below) —- . C. OTHER (epecily boalow)
1. SAND
2. CLAY
3. GRAVEL

XIII. SOIL PERMEABILITY |

(] A. unkNOwWN [C] ®. VERY HIGH (100,000 to 1000 cm/sec.) [J <! HIGH (1000 to 10 cm/sec.)

T ) 0. MODERATE (10 to .1 cm/sec.) ] E. LOW (.1 to .001 cm/ seca) * [ f} VERY LOW (.001 to .00001 em/sec.)
G. RECHARGE AREA ‘

J.ves  [Ja no 3. COMMENTS:

H. DISCHARGE AREA

)1 vES ]2 NO 3. COMMENTS: .

1. SLOPE

1. ESTIMATE % OF SLOPE 2. 3PESCIFY DIRECTION OF SLOPE, CONDITION OF SLOPE, ETC.

J.OTHER GEOLOGICAL DATA

3

EPA Form T2070-3 (10-79) PAGE 9 OF 10 Continue On Keverse




e . ) \

Continued From Front : .
XIV. PERMIT INFORMATION

List all applicable permits-held by the site and provide the related information. |

F. IN COMPLIANCE

. D. DATE E. EXPIRATION (mark 'X*)
) A. PERMIT TYPE B. ISS5UING C. PERMIT ISSUED DATE ; z Tom
#.8..RCRA,State, NPDES,01c.) AGENCY NUMBER (mo.,day,&yr.) (mo.,day,&yr.) veEs NO RHOWN

XV. PAST REGULATORY OR ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS

D NONE D YES (summaerlze In this apace) !

14

on the first page of this form,

NOTE: Based on the information in Sections IIl through XV, fill out the TentatiJe Disposition (Section {l) information

EPA Form T2070-3 (10-79) PAGE 10'OF 10




bd
o

. —_ . . . TP |
‘g'i;w" SN ) . ) W'\
SITE: HUM3ER 1998 PAGE .1. FOR THIS ‘SITE .

5 " SHITIl FARI COLFAX #3 k-
&teve, RT-2 E LT
Phok ke corktne 2zezs ,,6 vt of ¥ &
- " COIMPANY: COMPANY-FACILITY NUMBER 1087 FIRST YEAR USED: 1973 HUNDRED TONS: '8
AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS LAST YEAR USED: 1974 THOUSAND CUBIC YDS.: .
- Xommm ‘ THOUSAND GALLONS:
o GREENSBORD : . o
~ sfev e 115 SOUTHERM OXYGEN DR. (5 &, [y of (., ,
P b« GREEHSSORO,NC 27409 Ve s
conpoin}\oubw WASTE: ' _
. <R S . -
— : BASE1 /= TVO",MM‘\QCM €30, /\/(qg Hemb,v\
. HEAVYL HEAVYG '
M A& : ‘
~ . Tvore Alelaly .
’ IHORG1 IHORG2 . '
Gem salts ‘ , ' .
Inckg

LEGEND: IF LISTED, THEH FRESENT IN NAgTED. IF NOT LISTED, THEN ITEH NOT FRESEHT, NOT KHOWH IF PRESENT, OR DATA MISSING.‘ }




LY

P ey,

O

- A PUQPTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE '
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

[ 2

REGION |SITE NUMBER (fo be atsis
ed by HQ

Vv 199%R

A

GENERAL INSTRUCTIUNS: Comptete Sections I and III through XV of this form as compl‘etely as possible. Then use the informs-
& ‘on on this form to develop a Tentative Disposition (Section II). File this form in its -nurety in the regional Hazardous Waste Log
File. Be sure to Iaclude all appropriate Supplemental Reports in the file. Submit a copy of the forms to: U.S. Environmental Pro-

tection Agency; Site Tracklng System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Tack Force (EN-335) 401 M St,, SW; Washington, DC 20460.

1. SITE IDENTIFICATION

A. SITE NAME : ) 8. STR {or other Identltier)

S\mﬁ'\'\ AF;VPJY\ | .2

c. Cl

D. STATE £. {IP CODE

oLfax ' ML | 27235

(SOUNTY/HE
=11

G, SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION

o D gm,—H\

2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

| 8. 3TATE °. Z1P coDK

NC | R7255

—

3. 8 REET - 4. CIT
n;ng:gv%w:ﬁ C)O/JZQX
. INFORMATIUN (il diflerent from operator ol eite)

1. NAME

TS, ciry

r
2. TELEPHONE NUMAMER

&TSTAYE r.zw—oo? ]

1. S|+E ESCRIPTION
Vo pope epethess it

J. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP _ -
[ 1. FepERAL CJz.state - [Js.county. [J4 MUNICIPAL

[ Zs.'PRIVATE

'A. ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE. B, APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM

II. TENTATIVE DISPOSITION (complete this section lasat)

Dﬂlw - J W 9/9) 74/12390

ISPOSITION (mo., day, & yr.).
p1£=0 (mowy dayy & yr) ] 1. HicH [ 2 meoium “Low ] s. nonE
- ~ |
< INFORMATION -
2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

E- DATE (mo., day, & y1.),

. ITI. INSPECTION INFORMATION

A, PR PAL Ik PECTOR INFORMATION

wa

3. © AN
l;.u" (AL u. 4l ___»‘_Al A7 V) pan flaune) Ao
8. INSPECTION PARTICIPANTS

_wﬁmﬁ’

F'e TELEPHONE NO., (nroa code & no,)

0 v[,“u A 76/.:—25 7

1. NAME ° (- orcanizaTiON

3. TELEPHONE NO.

C. SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED (corporate olticlals, workers, resldente)

1. NAME ° 1. 2. TITLE& TELEPHONE NO.

3. ADDRESS




10. INSPE

CTIOH INFORMATION (continued) |

r o, CENERATOR INFORMATION (eources * V\:lc)

~

1. NAME

2. TEL. E NO.

3. ADDRESS

4. WASTE TYPE CENERATED

) Pflbrlu:k Twel

#9) 299-136)

W /Yhm.td‘ S Gﬁe&;slooe:ﬂC

GGZL' / I;M ' éz(/@:}';a‘

(SLue@‘g) Lime

E.

TRANSPORTER/HAULER INFORMATION

1. NAME

2. TELEPHONE NO.

3. ADDRESS |

AWASTE TYPE TRANSPORTED

MQ . 5!117174

L 2 ﬁl A/ C.

2

-4

Jotem bzaajéax} E|

F. IF WASTE 1S PROCESSED O

N SITE AND ALSO SHIPPED TO OTHER SITES, IDENTIFY OFF-SITE FACILITIES USED FOR DISPOSAL.

1. NAME

2. TELEPHONE NO,

3. ADDRESS

|
|

G. DATE OF INSPECTION
(2100, day, & yr1s).

H. TIME OF INSPECTION

1. ACCESS GAINED BY:(crodentials must be shown in

- . |
@’1. PERMISSION [ 2. wARRANT

all cases)

J. WEATHER (descride)

g (’ZeﬂlL

i

Dew
J/

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION i

A. Mark ‘X’ for the types of samples taken and indicsote where they have been sent e.g., regional lab, other EPA lnb contractor,
retc. and estimate when the results will be available, \

g 2. SAMPLE 4.DATE
1. SAMPLE TYPE TAKEN S.SAMPLE sENT TO RESULTS
- (orark ‘' X") AVAILABLE

‘me GROUNDWATER

b. SURFACE WATER

€s WASTE

d. AR .

®. RUNOFF

€ sPILL

g. SOIL

he VEGETATION

t. OTHER(apecily)

O. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN (e.g,, rodiosctivity, exploaivity, PH, otc.), |

t.TYPE

2. LOCATION OF MEASUREMENTS . l

3.RESULTS

COL Teom THA=AN 11ATHY

- e oy e g




-t

Continued From Page 2

®

. PHOTOS

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued) -

1. TYPE OF PHOTOS

{J ». crROUND

b, aerniaL

2. PHOTOS IN CUSTODY OF:

D. SITE MAPPED?

{T] YES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS:

.
\
T

Z. COORDINATES

1. LATITUDE (dedemin.-sec.)

2. LONGITUDE (deg.-nm.-sec.)

V. SITE INFORMATION |

\. SITE STATUS
7] . ACTIVE (Those induc

municipal sites which are being used

for waste treatment, storage,
on a continuing basis, even l
quently.)

teial or

or disposal] wastes.)
finlre-

E{INACTIVE (Those

sites which no longer receive

D 3. OTHER ((specily):

has occurred.) .

(Those sites that include auch incidents like ‘‘midnight dumping®®
where no regular or continuing use of the site for waste disposeal

3.18G ERATOR ON SITE? ) E
1. NO D 2. YES(specily generator’s four-digit SIC Cod»):

. AREA OF SITE (in acres)

y A

D. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE?
. NO [T 2. YES(specity):

»\
\

VI. CHARACTERIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY |

andicate the major site activity(ies) and details relating to each activity by marking ‘X’ in the appropriate boxes,

] . n 0
5 R A. TRANSPORTER -’-(- B. STORER ->—<- C. TREATER 1 —x— D. DISPOSER
° |
1.RAIL 1.PILE 1. FILTRATION i 1. LANDFILL
JSHIP * |2.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT 2.INCINERATION | 2. LANDFARM
3. BARGE 3.DRUMS 3. VOLUME REDUCTION 3.0PEN DUMP
A4. TRUCK 4. TANK, ASOVE GROUND 4.RECYCLING/RECOVERY \_47.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT
5. PIPELINE 8. TANK, BELOW GROUND S.CHEM./PHYS./TREATMENT S.MIDNIGHT DUMPING
i e.OTHER(npO:IIy): | 6. O THER(specify): 6. BIOCLOGICAL TREATMENT 8. INCINERATION
7.WASTE OiL REPROCESSING 7.UNDERGROUND INJECTION
8.SOLVENT RECOVERY 8.0 THER(specily):
9.0 THER(specily):

. SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS:

which Supplemental Reports you have filled out and attached to thia for.,

—11.570%AG#H

e CHEM/BI10/
* PHYS TREATMENT

T 2. INCINERATION

[ 7. LANDFARM

[ 2. vanorFiLL

CJe.

OPEN DUMP

D 4 SURFACE
* IMPOUNDMENT

[ 5. TRANSPORT R

1f the site falls within any of the categories listed below, Supplemental R eports must be completed. Indicate

[ s. peeP weLL

-: l 10. RECYCLOR/RECLAIMER

.

VI. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION

- WASTE TYPE
E 1. LIQUID

[ 2 sorto

m SLUDGE

] s. Gas

. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

] 1. CORROSIVE
~Js. Toxic

S. OTHER(apecily):

[ 2. 16NITABLE s
(] s. rEACTIVE kA

RADIOACTIVE [] 4. HIGHLY VOLATILE

| } 8. FLAMMABLE

ASTE CATEGORIES

3®

1% Ace records of wastes avalluble? Speci!y items such us manifests, Inventades, ete, helow.

A Form T2070-3 (10-79)

PACE 3 DF 10

Continue On Keverse
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Continued From Front

. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (cont")
2. Estimate the amount (specify unit of measure) of waste by category; mark ‘X’ to indicate which wastes are present.

». SLUDGE b. OIL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS | e. SOLIDS f. OTHER -
AMQUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT ‘ AMOUNT AMODUNT
= . . \ .
UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE ‘ UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE
|
X X R x* xi 3
PAINT, P oLy ] HALOGENATED LABORATORY
"’PlGMENTS ._(1’WASTE$ (HSOLVEN‘I’S ” ——q{t} ACIDS 11} FLYASH _("PHARMACEUT:
METALS k2) 0 THER(apocily): NONHALOGNTOD PICKLING y
] . o o .
2) g ocES 12) S0 vENTS 12) I UORS {20 ASBESTOS (2)HOSPITAL
(3 POTW ) | __k3)rOoTHER(specily): MILLING/MINE

(3} CAUSTICS 3) {3)RADIOACTIVE

s yre

TAILINGS
ALUMINUM FERROUS SMELT .
(4) .
jSLUDCE . (4) PESTICIDES “'ING WASTES (4 MUNICIP AL
oA "
B) OTHER(2pecily): SONe .|
t (2p ) (51 DYES/INKS . {5y NON*FERROUS {S)OTHER(specily):

SMLTG. WASTES

CA )cfww .
{6) CYANIDE =

'h'j(fkoxl de )
(2} PHENOLS

(B) HALOGENS

18) CTHER(specify):

9rPCB

(10OIMETALS

{11) OTHER(specify)

D. LIST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH ARE ON THE SITE (place in descending order of hazard)

) 2. FORM 3. TOXICITY
(mark ‘X*) (mark *X°)
1.SUBSTANCE b5 B [e.vaq{ - ™ = o 4.CAS NUMBER 5.AMOUNT S |s.UNIT

LD L1Q. | POR |HIGH]| MED.| LOW |NONE

4
L

-

Coletun Jélt,)r/ef)x}a/_e, DY I , | ' '

VIIl. HAZARD DESCRIPTION |

FIELD EVALUATION HAZARD DESCRIPTION: Place an *X’ in the box to indicate that the listed hazard exists. Describe the
hazard in the space provided.

T A. HUMAN HEALTH HAZARDS




[e E?A " AENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE . REGION |SITE NUMBER
\Y4 @ ENTATIVE DISPOSITION [ ) 1% 199 ]
File this form in the regional Hazardous waste Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency; Site Tucking
System; Hazardous Waste Enforcement Task Force (EN-335), 401 M St, SW; Washmg‘on,\DC 20460.

1 SITE IDENTIFICATION |

gENAME Fp)ﬂ{v\ B. STR ET. & \‘
|
|

(qal:gﬁx ‘ . ' D'OS/TVAfEC

II. TENTATIVE DISPOSITION |
Indicate the recommended action(s) and agency(ies) that should be involved by marking *X’ in the appropriate’ boxes, *
1 ACTION AGENCY
!'wmwx' EPA STATE LOCAL 4PRIVATE

-y i

E. ZIP CODE

RECOMMENDATION

A. NO ACTION NEEDED — NO HAZARD

B. INVESTIGATIVE ACTION(S) NEEDED (If yea, complete Section IIl.) -

ENFORCEMENT ACTION NEEDED (if yes, specify in Part E whether the case will
D. be primarily managed by the EPA or the State and what type of enforcement action
iz anticipated.),

E. RATIONALE FOR DISPOSITION

- TThis Qrte hws wet been 0/09[/)7’?/ :@/27510 AeS,
Visun| jspections  mwdi wo obyrows \ etz anJ
pzob/m iTer. samples ~from Adyacest strenmt
be das,;a,qb/e, .S hovulef 3 ‘VV\aH'Tovlv’lq ewells L,e l"'sTa/[oa’
0” sl’lou{f[ ste be WV"TTC’H c:-{‘[ \

S F.INDICATE THE ESTIMATED DATE OF FINAL DISPOSITION - G. IF A CASE DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS NECESSARY, INDICATE THE
(mo., day,&yr.) ESTIMATED DATE ON WHICH THE PLAN WILL BE DEVELOPED"
. .. . P . (mo., day, & yr.), ‘

H.CGREPARER INFORMATIO ' |
1¢ NA . ELEPHONE NUMBER :
(’C /5% / ) A2 3%

1. INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY NEEDED |
A. IDENTIFY ADDlTlONAL INFORMATION NEEDED TO ACHIEVE A FINAL DISPOSITION.

|

_ . |

C. REMEDIAL ACTION NEEDED (If yes, complete Section IV.). ‘
|

|

|

7 dar. & yre),

B. PROPOSED INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY (Detalled Information)

2, SCHEDULED 3. TO BE

. DATE OF PERFORMED BY a,

1.METHOD FOR OBTAINING - ACTION (EPA, Con~ ESTIMATED . S. REMARKS
NEEDED ADDITIONAL INFO. (mo,day, & yr) -|tractor, Slale, etc.).}] MANHMOURS

&8, TYPE,OF SITE INSPECTION

o Uswa)_ _ | Se | /L _ .—. = -

OF SAMPLING

Sueface. Wadeel

)
|
:

t2)

EPA Form T2070<4 (10-79) Continue On Reverse



Corntinued From Front - ﬁ
3 . II. INVESTIGATIVE At ‘Y NEEDED end PART B-PROPOSED IN .GATIVE ACTIVITY (Continued)

d. TYPE OF LAB ANALYSIS

" wo&nmcs_ —_ _.Sjﬁ'}}; EOR .

- — — — — —— m— —— — o— —— ——

(2)

e. OTHER (specity)
(3} ;

emcp — — — — — — ——— — — — — " c— A -

t2)

-
.
.

C. ELABORATE ON ANY OF THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN PART B (on front & obove AS NEEDED TO IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL -
INVESTIGATIVE WORK. ) ” TA AL - K

D. ESTIMATED MANHOURS BY ACTION AGENCY \

2. TOTAL ESTIMATED ‘ . 2. TOTAL ESTIMATED
. MANHOURS FOR . MANHOURS FOR
1. ACTION AGENCY . INVESTIGATIVE 1. ACTION ‘AGENCY INVESTIGATIVE

ACTIVITIES . ACTIVITIFS

a. EPA . b. STATE ‘ . - 2 .

d. OTHER (apecily) ‘

c. EPA CONTRACTOR

IV. REMEDIAL ACTIONS \

A, SHORT TERM/EMERGENCY ‘STRATEGY {On Site & Off-Site): List all emergenty sctions needed to bring site under lmmedhu control, e.g., ree
strict access, provide alternats water supply, etc, See Instructions for a list of Key Words for e-ch of the actions to be used in the space below,

2,EST, 3.EST. 4. ‘ )
. . START END ACTION AGENCY 6. SPECIFY 313 OR OTHER ACTION;
1. ACTION DATE DATE (EPA, State, S.ESTIMATED COST . INDICATE THE MAGNITUDE OF
(mo,day.&yr)|(mo,day,&yr)] Private Party) ‘ THE WORK REQUIRED

i $

. s |

$ “r ) B

s ,
. : $
- ]

S

; |
B. LONG TERM STRATEGY (On Sito & Off-Site): List all long tetm solutions, e.g., excavation, removal, ground vater monltoring wells, etc.
See instructions for a list of Xey Words for each of the actions to be used In the spaces below. |

2.EST. | 3 EST. 4. :
START ~ END ACTION AGENCY 6. SPECIFY 311 OR OTHER ACTION;
1.ACTION DATE | DATE (EPA, State S5.ESTIMATED COST INDICATE THE MAGNITUDE OF
. (mo,day,& yr)|fmo,day,&yr)| Private Perty) ) THE WORK REQUIRED
$
. ) S
< .
s
S
. S
C. ESTIMATED MANHOURS AND COST BY ACTION AGENCY ' I
2. TOTAL EST. : 2. TOTAL EST.
MANHOURS FOR 3. TOTAL EST. COST MANHOURS FOR 3.TOTAL EST. COSYT
1.ACTION PEMEDIAL FOR 1.ACTION AGENCY REMEDSAL FOR -
AGENTY ACTIVITIES i} REMEDIAL ACTIVITIZS ACTIVITIFS SBEMEDIAL ACTIVITEIES

a, EPA b. STATE

d. OTHER (specilv)
Cs BERIVATE
SARTIES

TN e, manma ) rea wal et as.



SITE: NUMBER 2023  PAGE 1 FOR THIS SITE
81 GREENSBORO PLANT LAGOON ~ {“ o

115 soutnern oxvcen Roan  G-ut [ovol € T,, .

'GREENSBORO,NC 27409 .

- COMPANY: COMPANY-FACILITY NUMBER 1087 . FIRST YEAR USED: 1948 . HUNDRED TONS: 100
AIR PRODUCTS & CHEMICALS : LAST YEAR USED: 1969- THOUSAHD CUBIC YDS.: .
X==== ‘ THOUSAND GALLONS: .
GREENSBORO : : : .

115 SOUTHERN OXYGEN DR.
GREENSBORO,NC 27409 )
COHPQSITION OF MHASTE:
Bas :

fesoln. P> fe,Mn,M,
BASE1 : )
HMATM Geavra HEAVYG I

IHORG1 INORG2

LEGEND: IF LISTED, THEN PRESENT IN WASTED, IF NOT LISTED, THEM ITEM NOT PRESENT, WOT KHOWN IF PRESEHT, OR DATA MISSING.




’ . .. ° ‘

\ ' ~ . .o li
T ~eori5ina
‘ : s 2 A.‘: A~ el ﬁ. = Te

o EPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE REGION |SITE NUMBER
\Y 4 TENTATIVE DISPOSITION 4 2HTHA

File this form in the regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit & copy to: U.S. Envxronmental Protection Agency; Site Tnckmg
System; Hazurdous Waste Enforcement Task Force (EN-335); 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

Cvigina! S‘f(‘,d SITE IDENTIFICATION |
E
|

A cvesalSThe \"ay B. STR
-\:mf% i)aZWL, Yoy Atrc.o AUs & J;Z ‘;Z—'
Cq:@ R “Gc,”\ D. STATE ‘ E. ZIP CODE

0/ /4)‘ . (‘f/.-:-zﬁz.- Mo e W BS

1. TENTATIVE DISPOSITION \
Indicate the recommended.action(s) and agency(ies) that should be involved by marking *X’ in the appropriate boxes,

] ‘ \ : ACTION AGENCY
RECOMMENDATION

MARK®X® EPA STATE LOCAL ‘|PRIVATE

A. NO ACTION NEEDED -- NO HAZARD

8. INVESTIGATIVE ACTIONIS) NEEDED (If yos, complete Section Ill.) °

C. REMEDIAL ACTION NEEDED (If ye¢s, complete Section [V.) f !

ENFORCEHMENT ACTION NEEDED (if yes, specify in Part E whether the case will

0. be primurily managed by the EPA or the State und whut type of enforcement action
is unticipated.)

| Sieface I_Mfauudme~+ WAS once used e SAe
ﬂe. 0715’“‘&} of M/C/Mm, /794,/@0"’/0/@ g?@ /)/95 e

loeens wsed 1@0_ o yeAes. /Wﬁ-y L/G’a/ﬁc ow/l/"/’ /é‘ﬂ”ﬁf’«'

7o Com.FLe‘/t[L) Covep: )’nl:ﬁ'éﬁ./)?/A : .

F.INDICATE THE ESTIMATED DATE OF FINAL DISPOSITION G. IF A'CASE DEVELOPMENT PLAN IS NECESSARY, INDICATE THE
{mo., day, & yt.) ESTIMATED DATE ON WHICH THE PLAN WILL BE DEVELOPED

(mo., day, & yr) ‘

FORMATION N N ‘

) . / / 2. TELEFPHONE NUB‘ABER
.AB}Z".&; b/"ZO/ /9/9) 74/’:71%%
{J I, INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY NEEDED |
A. IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NEEDED TO ACHIEVE A FINAL DISPOSITION,

3. DATE (ro,, day, & yr,)

20/ 7/

8. PROPOSED INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY (Detalled Information)

. 2. SCHEDULED 3. BE
DATE OF PERFORMED BY ], ' .
1.METHOD FOR OBTAINING - ACTION . (EPA, Con- ESTIMATED 5. REMARKS
NEEDED ADDITIONAL INFO. (mo,day, & yr) tractor, State, etc.) | MANHOURS

. 8. TYPE OF SITE INSPECTION
i

(+-1]

€. TYPE OF SAMPLING
m

— — e == N P — e— = —_— e f | e e e e —

-, = .- L e




Y

SEPA

Pu,ﬂAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ‘
SITE INSPECTION REPORT ‘

REGION |SITE NUMBER (to de sasigny

od by HY

1%

202%

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections [ and III through XV of this form as compl}etely as pousible. Then use the informe-

on on this form to develop & Tentative Disposition (Section II). File this form in Its entirety in the regional Hazardous Waste Log

“{le. 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 Enforcement Tack Force (EN-335), 401 M St,, SW; Washington, DC 20460.
|

I. SITE IDENTIFICATION' |

AME

mith

A

B. STREET (or other Identitier)
2 -

s Faem
Co/pﬂ X

0. 3TATE

44

. L1F CODE

27235

Cuitbed

G. SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION
1« NAME

Mo Smith _

e

2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

8. STATE 8. Z1P CODE -

3. sTREST 9’2
WE*. @-"am TRFORRKAYTON (77

1. NAME

I TiTY

diflerent {rooy ocperator ol slte)

2. TELEPHONE NUMBRER

4 STATE F. ZiP CODE

1, SITE SCRIPTION .
§wfb¢c /m/@uﬁdm %748 ALORLY.

3. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP
{3 1. FEDERAL

] 2. sTaTE

% Reee
) \

[ 3. county [] 4. muNicIPAL

55, PRIVATE

II. TENTATIYE DISPOSITION.(complete this section last)

A. ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE B. APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM
DISPOSITION (mos, dey, & y1.). 1. wicH 3 2. meotum T s rLow (B/4 NONE
— N i
C. PREKPARER RAMATION |
| 1 NAME ; . 2. TELEPHONE NUMBE:R 3. DATE (010, day, & yn.).
! o /@/?/ 74/'J390 SO-3-2D

/

T, INSPECTION INFORMATION x

—

PECTOR INFORMA

i
A. PRINCIP
N

o lid pad _//Az;/zo—éu; Was7e

TION

2. TYLE |
" Dt Samitoeion)

4. TELEPHONE NO.(2res code & no.)

B. INSPECTION PARTICIPANTS

{ 3. ORGANIZA
' .
N L.
3

i

Lol

(6/6)74/-23%0

1. NAME

2. ORGANIZATION |

3. TELEPHONE NO.

C. SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED (corporate olliclals, workere, reaidents)

1. NAME

2. TITLE & TELEPHONE NO.

3. ADDRES3S




Confinued From Front

\

5

1. INSPECTION INFORMATIOR (ccnun:u.
D. GENERATOR INFORMATION (sowrceos o ote) e

AL e~ |

thAME

2. TELEPHONE NO.

3. ADDRESS \

4. WASTE TYPE CENERATED

a IR /)f{o clwc:ts

019)e292-130/

(’meecg?lo/w,. N.C.

Mélum h?éeo;n

E. TRANSPORTER/HAULER INFORMATION

1. NAME

2. TELEPHONE NO.

3. ADDRESS

4 WASTE TYPE TRANSPORTED

'3;}:&1&5 CGolemans

caltrum Az},&em'/

i
i

I F, IF WASTE 1S PROCESSED O

N SITE AND ALSO SHIPPED TO OTHER SITES, IDENTIFY OFF-SITE FACILITIES USED FOR DISPOSAL.

1. NAME

2. TELEPHONE NO,

3.|ADDRESS

(7-9 gox?{,,.?

Caeeews booo, P-C.

015X83-5500
GeE-11E7

7

G. OATE OF INSPECTION

]

Cee doy, & v-H

\
(] 2. wARRANT

H. TIME OF INSPECTION 1. ACCESS GAINED BY:(@redanrlah must be shown in all cases)
. PERMISSION ‘

R

géﬂ‘r—%é%l ?d:?-‘}na-.) J = ,‘50 lo -

/

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION \

.:';\. Mark ‘X’ for the types of samples taken and indicote where they have been sent e.g., 'regional 1ab, other EPA lab, contractor,
etc. and estimate when the results will be available,

2. 3AMPLE

4.DATE
1.8AMPLE TYPE TAKEN 3. SAMPLE SENT TO: RESULTS
_(mark *X*) | AVAILABLE

2, CROUNDWATER

b. SURFACE WATER

‘€. WASTE

d. AIR

®. RUNOFF

L sPILL

g. SOIL

h. VEGETATION

l. OTHER(apecily)

0. FIELDO MEASUREMENTS TA

KEN (e.4,, radicactivity, explosivity, PH, otc.). |

1. TYPE

2. LOCATION OF MEASUREMENTS |

3.RESULTS




|

\

Continued From Page 2

I
|
1
|

lv SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued)

C. PHOTOS
ia. TYPE OF PHOTOS °

[ ». crouno b, aeriaL

\

2. PHOTOS IN CUSTODY OF: }

D. SITE MAPPED? (
i

{_] YES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS:

E. COORDINATES
1. LATITUDE (qe].-mip.-:ec.)

2. LONGITUCE (deg.min

S€Co)

V. SITE INFORMATION |

A. SITE STATUS

S

|

‘—_] 1. ACTIVE (Those inductrial or T 2. INACTIVE (Those [ 3. oTHER(specity):

municipeal sites which sre being used sites which no longer receive
for waste treatment, storage, or disposal] wastes.)

on & continuing basis, even if infre-

quently.)

has occurred.)

(Those sites that include such incidents like **midnight dumping**
where no regdular or confinuing use of the site for waste disposal

NERATOR ON SITE?

3. 1S GE
(~4 1. NO

D 2, YES(specily per;eralar'.! four-digit SIC Code):

0. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE?

[B/r. NO [ 2. YES(specity):

C. AREA OF SITE (in acres)

ADDrox. Yo acRE:
! : VI. CHARACTERIZATION.OF SITE ACTIVITY !

Indicate the major site activity(ies) and details relating to each activity by marking ‘X’ in

the appropriate boxes.

X X X"

— A. TRANSPORTER —1 B. STORER —-— ‘'C. TREATER

r X'

O. DISPOSER

1.RAIL 1.PILE 1. FILTRATION

1.LANDFILL

<SSHIP Z.SURFACYE IMPOUNDIENT 2. INCINERATION |

2. LANDFARM

“13.BARGE

3. DRUMS 3. VOLUME REDUCTIO

N 3.0PEN DUMP

4. TRUCK 4. TANK, ABOVE GROUND

I-RECYCLING/RECO\{ERY

4.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

3. PIPELINE 3. TANK, BELOW GROUND

S.CHEMJ/PHYS./TREATMENT

S.MIDNIGCHT DUMPING

6.OTHER(specily): 6. O THER(spocily):

J

6. BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT

6. INCINERATION

7.YASTE OIL REPROC

ESSING 7. UNDERGROURND INJECTION

8.SOLVENT RECOVERY

3.0 THER(Spoucily):

9.0 THER(specily):

||

Z. SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS: If the site falls within any of the categories listed below, Supplems
which Supplements] Reports you huve filled out and stteched to this for..

{3 1. sTo=AGk [ 2. incineraTION  [[] 3. LANDFILL [2/4_- O e
CHEM/810/ AN
(e ShesTREATMENT L) 7- LANDFARM [ e oren oump  [[] 5. TRANSPORTER

ntal Reports must be completed. Indicate

nwr [} 5 DEEP WELL

] 10. RECYCLOR/RECLAIMER

VII. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION |

\. WASTE TYPE

021 Liouio ] 2. sovio 3. sLuoce [ s 6as

O
kA

RADIOACTIVE [ ] 4. HIGHLY VO
INERT (] e. FLaMMaBL

] 2. 16NITABLE
3 s. rEACTIVE

W

3. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
" =T1. cORROSIVE .
) s. Toxic B

9. OTHER(specily):

LATILE

| =4

HASTE CATEGORIES
se records of wastes availuble? Specifyitems such us mﬂm(c!(l, inventades, etd, below,

PA Form T2070-3 (10-79) PACE 3 OF 1D

Continue On Koverse




Continued From Front

. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (conz.T
2. Estimate the amount (specify unit of measure) of waste by category; mark ‘X’ to indicate which wastes are present.

u, SLUDGE . b. OIL ¢c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS | e, SOLIDS {. OTHER
AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT [|AMOUNT AMOUNT
|
?.M/-/&h |
UNIT/ OF Ms/AsudE/ UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE ‘ UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE
ex x° exe b x ¢ '} x ™
PAINT, . oLy , HALOGENATED : > ] 1 *],,,LaB0RaTORY,
— e mE N TS .[_“'m\s'res —jt1 SE oS —1i1) aciDs ‘ (1) FLYASH . 0 R RuAcEUT,
: ,
METALS k2) 0 THER(apecity): NON'HALOGNTD. PICKLING ‘
2) g\ Uoces — ‘ 2 0 enTs 21 e ons 12) ASBESTOS (2! HOSPITAL
. ‘ .
3) OTHER(specily): MILLING/MINE
(3IPOTW ot 13) CAUSTICS i 3) TAILINGS {3}RADIOACTIVE
ALUMINUM . . FERROUS SMELT{
) g OB CE . (4] PESTICIDES S e TS {4} MUNICIPAL
(8) O THER(specity): : , NON-FERROUS () OTHER(specify):
A ) (S)DYES/INKS 1) Gl TG, wasTES :
. .. . H
Calehum : S
16) CYANIDE | —118) OTHER(spacily):

h-)iﬂaxide ' IR |
(7)) PHENOLS . 4

. 18} HALOGENS

(9)PCB ’ ' :

‘lblMETALS

(1) OTHER(spocily)

D. LIST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH ARE ON THE SITE (place in descending order of hazard)

2. FORM 3. TOXICITY |
(mark ‘X?) (mark *X*) |

1. SUBSTANCE YT B YT Y B = —T 4.cas NUMSBER S.AMOUNT S.UNIT
LD Li1Q. PORW HIGH| MED.] LOW |[NON ‘

Cn / C{umjmjclefox'l de ' >< .

VITl. HAZARD DESCRIPTION

FIELD EVALUATION HAZARD DESCRIPTION: Place an ‘X’ in the box to indicate that the listed hazard exists. Describe the
hazard in the space provided.

[C] A. HUMAK HEALTH HAZARDS .




INSTRUCTION
Answer and Explam

\ .
' .SURFACE IMPOUNDWPENTS SITE INSPECTION REPORT
} ,( \7 as Necessary, ?S[

(Supplemental Reporl)

TYPE OF IMPOUNDMENT

Smu@ nee Lonoundment - i

STABILITY/CONDITION OF EMBAN KMENTS

FVIDENCE OF SITE INSTABILITY (Erosion, Sellllng, Sink Holes, etc.)

ioves BN

EVIDENCE OF DISPOSAL OF IGNITABLE OR REACTIVE WASTE .

[""I YES l’g/u'o (

. ONLY COMPATIBLE WASTES ARE STORED OR DISPOSED OF IN THE IMPOUNDMENT

& ves [ w~o . ‘ .
- RECORDS CHECKED FOR CONTENTS AND LOCATION OF EACH SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

1 ves -'Z/No : . . ‘
. IMPOUNDMENT HAS LINER SYSTEM ] 7a. INTEGRITY OF LINER SYSTEM CHECKED

[C) ves @/No : 3 ves 1 no ‘

7b. FINDINGS

. SOIL STRUCTURE AND SUBSTRUCTURE

. MONITORING WELLS

{7 ves [=Nno
0. LENGTH, WIDTH, AND DEPTH . / i
LENGTH WIDTH . DEPTH 4/0@0)/ //4 Acke.
CALCULATED VOLUMETRIC CAPACITY I/

2. PERCENT OF CAPACITY REMAINING J

3. ESTIMATE FREEBOARD

4. SOLIDS DEPOSITION

L) ves  Clwo

5. DREOGING DISPOSAL MeTHQD

6. OTHER EQUIPMENT

- - ~emme am v e s



‘ |

7= ,‘% PO i;AL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE “ B | lemed oy iy (10 8o 20—
sz DENTIFICIIDN AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT W L

SOTE: Thic form is completed for each potential hazardous waste site to help set priorities for site inspection. The information

=bzitted on this form Ia based on available records &nd may be updated on subsequent forms as a result of additional inquiries
ad oa-slte inspections, p

e et < P

Wi b Y LT

. | .
iHERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections I and III through X as completely as possible before Section 1I (Preliminary
.mserrment). ‘File this form in the Regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection
\geacy; Slte Tracking System; Hazardous Weste Enforcement Task Force (EN-335); 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

L
1
|

. 1. SITE IDENTIFICATION
. SITE RAME B. STREE Ti(or other identiller) ] =

’S:{TVYTT:TH F‘QR!AA @FAX #3 o STSS—:l/‘ ‘E %{:605 Fe. COUNTY NAM
CoLEAX AR NC.- | #7235 GurerorD

“OWHER/OPERATOR (If Xosy) 118 Sk, Oxy;&y Dr
| L ]

1. NAME 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

AR L@@d.u@rsw/“ CHewrr ars  CrvseeaiiG|219) A75-1361

. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP |

1. FeperaL - [J2. state  [Js.county [Je municrear  [FsFrivate [[16 unkNown

SITE DESC?\PTION

NS

HOWIDENTIFIED (lee., cltizen’s complaints, OSHA citetlons, etc.)

K. DATE IDENTIFIED

. . (mos, day, & yt.)
., ReppdT L .

PRINCIPAL STATE CONTACT .
bl MEVER - (G19) 757-2178

ILIPRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT (complete this section last) ’
w2PARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM ’ i

2 . \
7 11. HIGH [Jz. mepium [J3. Low (34 NnoNE [ unkNOWN

RECOMMENDATION

\ ;
~11. NO ACTION NEEDED (no harsrd) . [CJ 2. IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEDED
- ) 8, TENTAT'VELY SCHEDULED FOR:

SIS, SITE INSPECTION NEEDED ' |
-~ 8. TENTATIVELY 3CHEDULED FOR: b. wiLlL BE PERFORMED BY: .

.
b. wilLlL. BE PERPORMED BY:

. |
] 4. SITE INSPECTION NEEDED (low priority)

PREPARER INFORMATION

« TELEPHONE NUMBER

JoLzan M- FSCaE T 919) 13327

All. SITE INFORMATION?

S. DATE (@0., day, & yts).

31950

SITE STATUS - L . l

Y4, - - : I gz. INACTIVE (Those 3. OTHER (specily): i —
:";Clhcl.r'“\',i (::‘l:.haﬂl:d::;‘:,u::d altos which no longer recelve cso sitos mf. include 2uch incidents like *'midnight dumping’® waere
. ,,,f,‘; teatment, atorage, or dlapossl | WBEI08), no regular or continuing uss of the site for waste dispossl hee occurred.)
v & contimueing basls, even {!'infre—

eatly,),

1S GERERATOR ON SITE?
[2‘!/. NO D 2. YES (specify generator's four—diglt SIC Code):

|
AREA OF SITE (in acres) D. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES

{‘. 1. LATITUDE (dogi—min—sec.) 2. LONGITUDE (dog.min.az6cs)
B

ARE THERE DUILDINGS ON THE SITE?
). no . [J2 ves (epecttys:
Al

2 {16-79) ’ ‘ ‘ Continge On Reversae



V'.

]
—

Aate the major site activityfies) and

T——

ach acti

, -
V. CHARACTLRIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY
RACTERICZ .

vity by marking ‘X" ir

relating o ©

ropriste boxes.

L-x-

| jE

. x9
A. TRANSPORTER PeToRER Sl C. TREATER D. DISPOSER
. e -
t. RAIL i t.PiLge - 1. FILTRATION 1. LANDFILL
e -

2, SvipP 2 SULFACE yupousemter T 2. INCINERATION R. LanpDranm .
3. BARCGE 3. SHUMg J. VOLUNRE S LLLTY N RNV AT TR 1V 15
4. TRUCK 4. TANK, Apovg cROUND 4. RECYCLING/RECOVERY . SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

«, PIPELINE

3. Tanuk.pELOw ctecLnis

S, CHEM /D wNS, L a roegiep =

2. MIDNIGHT DUIMPING

8. OTHER (sperify):

6. B'OLOS CAL T ™&aPrse: "

3
T eI ATNN

6. CTHER ’lptétlr)

7. WASTE OIl. REPROCESSING

. UNDERGROUND INJECTION

8. SOLVENT RECOVERY

LA. oTHER (specily):

__J 9. OTRER (specily):

U

SPECIFY DETAILS OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS NEEDED

UNK

WASTE TYPE

]y uNkNoOwWN

2 uiquio

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION i

' 4. sovwo

{(Ja. sLuoce

" [Js. cas

WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
“J1. uNkNOWN

€ Toxic -

TJ10. OTHER (specily):

7. reacTive

s tneRT

\

{(TJ2 corrosive  [J3.tNiTABLE {j4 RADIOACTIVE [_]5 HIGHLY VOLATILE .
(s FLaMMABLE

WASTE CATEGORIES

L..Are records of wastes available? Specify items such as manifests, inventories, etc. below. ‘

2, Estimate the amount(specify unit of meazure)of waste by category; mark ‘X’ to indicate which wastes are present.

B SLL‘!DGE 5. OIL ¢. SOLVENTS d, CHEMICALS | e.SOLIDS f. OTHER
AODUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMQUNT AMOUNT
‘300

NIT OF MEASURE

UNIT OF MEASURE

UNIT OF MEASURE

UNIT OF MEASURE

UNIT OF MEASURE

_ToND

UNIT OF MEASURE

LABOHATORY

(4) ALUMINUM
SLUDGE

di3) OTHER(specily):

hineant X'liowny 'X'l(13HaLocENATED ['X’ : X1 X1,
PICMENTS WASTES =1 "sOLVENTS i acios (WFLYASH V' B HARMACEUT.
12IMETALS 1200 THER(specily):] [tzanon-waLocntn] [121PIcKLING 12)HOSPITAL
SLUDGES 3OLVENTS DR oRE 12) ASBESTOS
ifs-}> ] ,
(3IPOTW (3)OTHER(specily): (31 CAUSTICS u'ruhlé':iluncs {3) RADIOACTIVE

(4) PESTICIDES

«) FERROUS
Q) emL TG, WASTES

() MVUNICIPAL

ISIDYES/INKS

\s; NON-FERROUS
SlsMLTGC. WASTES

eed

{6) CYANIDE

(7ZIPHENOLS "~ ~

18) HALOGENS

) PCBE

(IOIMETALS

(11O THER(specily)

161 OT HER(specily):

t8) OTHER(specily):

PA Form T2070-2 (10.79)

PAGE 2 OF &

Continue On Page 3
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V. WASTE RELATED 1HFORMATION (continued)

+SaLTs

& iST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONC;RN wWHICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (plece in descending order ol hazand).

'/‘57}?.[.5 f/’bﬁéﬂmrc;s ).635@ \S:o)-.g‘r__z—:am

’ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE.

’

e

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION

A. TYPE OF HAZARD

8.
POTEN-
TIAL
HAZARD
(mark °X’)

C.
ALLEGED
INCIDENT
(chark 'X')

D. DATE OF
INCIDENT
(cno.,day,yr.)

E. REMARKS

NO HAZARD

HUMAN HEALTH

NON-WORKER
INJURY/EXPOSURE

WORKER INJURY

CONTAMINATION
OF WATER SUPPLY

SONTAMINATION
OF FOOD CHAIN

CONTAMINATION
OF GROUND WATER

CONTAMINATION
OF SURFACE WATER

DAMAGE TO

?;LORA/ FAUNA

FisH KILL

CONTAMINATION
OF AIR -

NOTICEABLE ODORS

CONTAMINATION OF sSOIL

PROPERTY DAMAGE

FIRE OR EXPLOSION

SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/
RUNQFF/STANDING LIQUIDS

SEWER, STORM
DRAIN PROBLEMS

EROSION PROBLEMS

INADEQUATE SECURITY

INCOMPATIBLE WASTES

MIDNIGHT DUMPING

rzﬂ (specity):
’

Form T2070-2 {10-79)

PAGE 3 OF 4

Coantinue On Reverse




/d From Front

g \ VII. PERMIT INFORMATION N

[5CATE ALL APPLICABLE PERMITS . 'v THE SITE. . : .

1. NPDES PERMIT  [] 2. sPCC PLAN [ 3. STATE PERMIT(specily):

4. MRPERMITS  [] s. LocaL peErMIT [] 6. RCRA TRANSPORTER.
7. RCRA STORER  [_] 8. RCRA TREATER [_]$ RCRA DISPOSER

10. OTHER (specily):

! COMPLIANCE? e .- e
1. YES [J 2 xo [ 3. uNKNOWN .

&. WITH RESPECT TO (list regulation name & number):

VIII. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS

| A. NONE Cj B. YES (summearize below)

{X.INSPECTION ACTIVITY (past or on-going)

A.NONE [J ©. YES (completo Items 1,2,3, & 4 below)
2 DATE OF 3 PERFORMED , "
1.TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BY: . 4.DESCRIPTION
. (oe, day, & yr.) (EPA/ State) . '

"X. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY (past or on-going)

] A. NONE . [ B. YES (complete Itams 1,2,3, & 4 below)
’ ’ 2.DATE OF 3. PERFORMED
1. TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BY: 4. DESCRIPTION
. (mo., day, & y1s), (EPA/State) .

 amtorf e ¢ PO e e ———

TE: Based on the information in Sections I thx.'ough X, fill out the Preliminary' Assessment (SectioniIl)
information on the first page of this form, . -

Form T2070-2 (10-79) ' PAGE 4 OF 4
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FFm e ey "\,Poinu. HAZARDOUS WASTE SIT )

T

REGION | SITE NUMPER (10 be se=
. slgned by Hg)y

"E'Ji;f-."l‘-é"% . IDENTIFI

ION AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMEN ; ) '
1\/ T

NOTE: This form is completed for each potential hazardous waste site to help set priorities for site inspection. The information
submitted on this form is based on available records end may be updated on subsequent forms as a result of additional inquiries
and on-alte Inspectiona. ’

):'NERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections I and III through X as completely as possible before Section Ul (Preliminary
i Asgeszment), ‘Flle this form in the Regional Hazardous Waste Log File and submit a copy to: U.S. Environmental Protection

s Ce CITY,

" Agency; Site Tracklng System; Hazardous Waate Enforcement Task Force (EN-335);, 401 M St., SW; Washiangton, DC 20460,
1 . . L. SITE IDENTIFICATION
[ A. SITE NAME ~ 8. STREET:(or other identifier) ' 7
I -t - . .
Sonere Farm CoLFAX #£3 R R
1

. D STATE "E. ZIP CODE F. SOUNTY NAME
‘o C,/CLL“ AX_ AR NC - | #7235 GurrorD
. OWN 11 ¥aoin < i
° 1. NAE‘Z BN PR ? 11§ Se OXX?GN or. 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

AR @kumsj’("ﬂemfms Cvecnss v | (219) ATF 436/

H. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP

1. Feperal [Jz.sTaTe  [J3. county [J& munictpar [ PrivATE  [Cl6 UNKNOWN

I. SITE DESCFKPTION

UNK

J. HOW IDENTIFIED (lie., cltlzen’s complaints, OSHA citations, etc.) K. DATE IDENTIFIED

E@\D’ &é(\fﬁg\ﬁ‘) A . (mos, dey, & yro)

L. PRINCIPAL STATE CONTACT
1 AME

—_— . — /. /) .
TLi. MEVER. |
: : H.UPRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT (complete this section last)
A_SPRARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM

=811, HicH [z mepium  [J3. Low (s NonE [=}s unkNowN

2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

(619) 757-2178

3. RECOMMENDATION

{11, NO ACTION NEEDED (no hazard) . [(J2. IMMEDIATE SITE INSPECTION NEEDED
a. TENTAT VELY SCHEDULED FOR:

[ ai:ISITE INSPECTION NEEDED
&. TENTATIVELY 3CHEDULED FOR: b. WILL BE PERFORMED BY:

f
b. WILL BE PERFORMED BY:

i '4. SITE INSPECTION NEEDED (low priority)

2. PREPARER INFORMATION .
2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

JuLzan M FSCuE T 014) 733-278

Al SITE INFORMATION?

3. DATE (mo., day, & yt.)

31~ 50

1o SITE STATUS

"1 1.JACTIVE (Thoee Indust-iat or ( Fﬂz.;:'l\;:ﬂv's (Those ;’I.a. OTH ER (specity): . TR
1 altos ¢h no longer rteceive ocae sites that include such incidente o *‘midn g

;:;:,v,rca’ffo' t.re':t;w::rl,cﬁr:::;:':f :l.s;‘iul wastess), no regular or continuing use of the site for waste dispoeal has occurred,)

on & eontinuing basle, even if'infre—

quently,),

. 1S GENERATOR ON SITE?

[31. no : [T 2. YES (epecity gonerstor's tour—digit SIC Code):
. AREA OF SITE (In acres) D. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES

; #\/ 1. LATITUDE (degimmin,~sec,) ) 2. LONGITUDE (deg.—min.=a0cs)

. ARE 'VI'HER‘E'DUH.DINGS ON THE SITE?
O1.vo " [J 2 vES (epocity):

370-2{10-79) . Coantinge Ou Reversae:



S B T cemt

\f FFrom Front

r 4 —

IV. CHARACT™"RIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY . .

n‘; the major site activity(ies) and  1s relotin Yeach uctivity by marking *X°*:j appropris ‘oxes.
{ x1 - X F
/" A.VTRANSPOQTER 1 B. STORER — ) C. TREATER - . 0. DISPOSER
1. RAIL - - 1.PILE 1. FILTRATION . _ 1. LANDFILL
2. srIp ) 2. SULFACE IMPOUNDMESIT 2. INCINERATION 2. LANDFARM .
3. BARGE R 3. DRUMS I YOLULL S LGl N PR VIR TV )
4. TRUCK ’ ) 4. TANX,ABOVE GROUMND 4. RECYCLING/RECOVERY H. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT
S, PIPL_INE S. TAMNK RELOW GROUNMT S. CHEM./BwVS, “hearaginr s e, MIDNIGHT DUMPING
6. OTHER (speccily): L_ 6. crH'Ea (speciiy): 6. BIOLDS'CAaL ™k a"vres. = . ‘Y-. I iy i aTemN
— : o 7. WASTE OIL REPROCESSING 7. UNDERGROUND INJECTION
8. SOLVENT RECOVERY LS. oTHER (specily):
9. OTHER (specily): : UW

E. SPECIFY DETAILS OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS NEEDED

UNK

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION

A. WASTE TYPE

————— g -

31 unknown  [J2 viquip 34. soLip (CJa. stuoce {Ms. cas

B. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS -
(31 unkNown [ J2. corrosiVE  [J3.16NITABLE [ ]4 RADIOACTIVE [ _15 HIGHLY VOLATILE .

@s’.'Toxlc (7. reacTive [[]8 INERT [CJs fFLAMMABLE

[TJ10. OTHER (specity):

C. WASTE CATEGORIES
1. Are records of wastes available? Specify items such as manifests, inventories, etc. below.,

2. Estimate the amount(specify unit of meazure)of waste by category; mark ‘X’ to indicate which wastes are present.

.a.SLUDGE b. OIL c. SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS e. SOLIDS f. OTHER
AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT
‘ | 300
UNIT OF MEASURE  |UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE
<
_ToND
[ . B eyl |
X'lnprainT X'ltnony X'ltisHaroceENnaTED [ X : X X LABORATORY
PIGMENTS WASTES SOLVENTS {1 ACIOS (I FLYASH " EHARMACEUT.
(QIMETALS (2)OTHER(specily): (2INON*HALOGNTD () PICKLING
METSLS, - NONHALO 1 LIGUSRS {2) ASDESTOS 12) HOSPITAL
tnPOTW 13) OTHER(specily): {39 CAUSTICS t3IMIL LING/ (3) RADIOACTIVE
MINE TAILINGS
(4) ALUMINUM ) FERROUS
tCuoeE (A PESTICIDES ) RO sres O MUNICIPAL
 _1(5) OTHER(3pecily): N NON.FERROUS }_JIBYOTHER(specily):
: . (SIDYES/INKS 15) ML TC. WASTES -

{6l OTHER(specily):
{6) CYANIDE

.. . ~ (7)PHENQLS . -

(8) HALOGENS

(91 PCB

LTOIME TALS

(11O THER(upecily)

—

EPA Form T2070-2 (10-79) PAGE 2 OF 4 ] Continue On Puge 3



V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (continued) ,

*
' c.évasf SUBSTANCES OF GREA \31' CONCERN WHICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (plar ‘)daccend:ne order of hazerd).

~ . ‘ ")Em.[_s fbﬁ@,qmrc,sjg 6)958. SOLu‘_/'?:'O?Q
e | +SaLTS SR '

A

JADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE.

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION

B. - P
N- c. D.DATE OF
POTE ALLEGED INCIDENT

TIAL
INCIDENT
MAZARD | (mark oxry | (monderrr)

A.TYPE OF HAZARD' E. REMARKS

1. NO HAZARD ’ Colell e - o .

2. HUMAN HEALTH

3. NON-WORKER
* INJURY/EXPOSURE

4, WORKER INJURY

CONTAMINATION
%- OF WATER SUPPLY .

s CONTAMINATION
* OF FOOD CHAIN

7 CONTAMINATION
* OF GROUND WATER

s CONTAMINATION
* OF SURFACE WATER

DAMAGE TO

’§0RA/FAUNA

0. FISH KILL

' CONTAMINATION
* OF AIR

2. NOTICEABLE ODORS

3. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL

4. PROPERTY DAMAGE

S. FIRE OR EXPLOSION

s. SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/
* RUNOFF/STANDING LIQUIDS

SEWER, STORM

7+ DRAIN PROBLEMS

3, EROSION PROBLEMS

9. INADEQUATE SECURITY

). INCOMPATIBLE WASTES

« MIDNICHT DUMPING

}'H ER (8pecily):

i

A Fomm T2070-2 (10-79) PAGE 3 OF 4 . . Continue On Reverse




o4 d From Front

WF VII  'RMIT INFORMATION “ '
WE ALL APPLICABLE PERMITS BY THE SIIE, .

7] 1. NPDES PERMIT [ 2 spccrpran  [T] 3. STATE PERMIT (specity):.

7] 4. AIR PERMITS ‘] s. LocaL pERMIT [[] 6. RCRA TRANSPORTER
17 rcra storer [_] 8. RcrA TREATER [[] 9. RCRA DISPOSER

] 10. OTHER (specify):

. IN COMPLIANCE?

T 1. ves [ 2 no _ (2] 3. UNKNOWN o o

4. WITH RESPECT TO (list regulation name & numbher):

VIII. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS

D A. NONE D B. YES (summarize below)

IX.INSPECTION ACTIVITY (past or on-going)

] A.NONE [3 e. YES (completo items 1,2,3, & 4 below)
2 DATE OF 3 PERFORMED
1. TYPE OF ACT!VITY Y PAST ACTION BYy: 4. OESCRIPTION
. ' (mos, day, & yr.) (EPA/ State)

"X. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY (past or on-going)

] A. NONE . [T 8. YES (complete itams 1, 2,3, & 4 below)
’ 2.0ATE OF 3. PERFORMED
1. TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION BY: 4.DESCRIPTION
(mos., day, & y1.), (EPA/State) .

JOTE: Based on the information in Sections III thiough X, fill out the Preliminary Assessment (Section II)

information on the first page of this form.’

PA Form T2070-2 (10-79) ' PAGE 4 OF 4



3\

) \ . :
. S l . REGION |SITE NUMBER (to be asalgn
Em P TIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

od by Hg)
SITE INSPECTION REPORT 14 Teran

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections I and III through XV of this form as completely as possible. Then use the informss
)on on this form to develop a Tentat*ve Disposition (Section II). File this form in its entirety In the regional Hazardous Waste Log
tle. - Be aure 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 Enforcement Tack Force (EN-335); 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

I. SITE IDENTIFICATION

SAME ’ B. STREET (or other identitier)
th Faem | /Zf'. 2
C. Clgyy : 0. STATE E. ZIP CODE Fe (a’NTY NAME
olfp x /I/ C. | 27235 v e
G. SITE OPERATOR INFORMATION v
1. NAME 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER
Q S Tth
3. sTR arci T e. lTATE ITZIP cooE . |
2 W g ~

. REALTY OWNER INFORMATION (il dillerent Irom operator of aite)
1. NAME

3. CITY

1. SITE SCRIPTION
§u&7£ﬂ<’,& Jm/.ﬂow\cfmmf f)ﬂﬂfzox '/4 ReLe

4 STAYE ‘ ®. 21P CODE =
J. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP

(1. FeoeraL - [J 2. sTATE (3 3. county (1 a. muniCIPAL [=F5. PRIVATE

II. TENTATIVE DISPOSITION (complete this section laat)

A. ESTIMATE DATE OF TENTATIVE B, APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM
DISPOSITION (mo., day, & ys),

3 [:] 1. HIGH 3 2. MEDIUM )3 Low [Q/A NONE

C. PR pAnEdl RAMATION é %%%) -
« NAME 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER 3. DATE (o, d-y.&w.)_
W’*‘-’ fr) 7¢/-23%0 [8-3-3D

HI. INSPECTION INFORMATION
A.P P PECTOR INF MATION
1. 2, TAYLE
B ‘. £ )Terd Sow7a Ak

S Lid i fhzocur Jilate [Loanch | Griitiiases

B. INSPECTION PARTICIPANTS

1. NAME 2. ORGANIZATION 3. TELEPHONE NO.

C.SITE REPRESENTATIVES INTERVIEWED (corporate ollicials, workers, resldents)

1. NAME 2, TITLE & TELE‘PHONE NO. 3. ADDRESS

s




Continued From Front N\

\ ’
Hnue.

I, INSPECTION INFORMATION (con

D. GENERATOR INFORMATION (sources of waasle)

NAME 2. TELEPHONE NO.

3. ADDRESS

4. WASTE TYPE GENERATED

ﬂ;fb /)({oduri's

19)=292-/30/

(oeeens boro, N.C.

CAACI. um fl;t)eoi.l

E. TRANSPORTER/HAULER INFORMATION

1. NAME

2. TELEPHONE NO,

3. ADDRESS

L. WASTETYPE TRANSPORTED

J;mes G) }z"mA'AJ

CIQZC‘/‘um }) %&m’/

F. |F WASTE IS PROCESSED ON SITE AND ALSO SHIPPED TO OTHER SITES, IDENTIFY OFF-SITE FACILITIES USED FOR DISPOSAL.

1. NAME

2. TELEPHONE NO,

3. ADDRESS

Hﬂbe/d‘ Alavs

15YH3-5560

Vo Boy 4.5 (reccnssboeo, N.C.

ﬁaojoea:hﬁ
-/

G. DATE OF INSPECTION
o..da

H. TIME OF INSPECTION

[C] 2. WARRANT

I. ACCESS GAINED 8Y:(credentials must be shown in all caaes)
. PERMISSION

¥ ., .
J. WE, 'l-% —;(doafrlbo) ) - gb 10 A

3 /

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION

Ta. Mark ‘X for the types of samples taken and indlcate where they have been sent e.g., regional lab, other EPA lab, contractor,
etc. and estimate when the results will be available.

2.3AMPLE

. 4.DATE
1.SAMPLE TYPE TAKEN 3.SAMPLE SENT TO: RESULTS
(mark ‘X"’ AVAILABLE

2. GROUNDWATER

bs SURFACE WATER

Cs WASTE

d. AIR

®, RUNOFF

L sPiLL

g. SOIL

h. VEGETATION

l. OTHER(apecity)

0. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN (o

+Q+, radiocectlvity, exploalvity, PH, oic.),

§
1. TYPE

2, LOCATION OF MEASUREMENTS

3.RESULTS




Continued From Page 2

IV. SAMPLING INFORMATION (continued)

C. PHOTOS
)1. TYPE OF PHOTOS

o

[ a. crounD

) b. AERIAL

2. PHOTOS IN CUSTODY OF!

D. SITE MAPPED?

) YES. SPECIFY LOCATION OF MAPS:

E. COORDINATES

1. LATITUDE (deg.min.~-sec,)

2. LONGITUCE (deg.~min.-sec.)

V. SITE INFORMATION

A. SITE STATUS

quently.)

™ 1. ACTIVE (Those inductrial or

municipal sites which are being used
for waste (reatment, storage, or disposal
on & conttnuing basis, even if infre-

[E/z. INACTIVE (Those

sites which no longer receive
wastes.)

(] 3. oTHER(specily):

(Those sites that include such incidents like *midnight dumping*®
where no regular or continuing use of the site for waste disposal
has occurred.) ¢

B. Is
(A 1. NO

NERATOR ON SITE?

[T 2. YES(specily generator's four-digit SIC Code):

C. AREA OF SITE (in acres)

ADDRox. %} ACRE.
—=+

). vo

O. ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE?
] 2. YES(specity):

VI. CHARACTERIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY

Indicate the major site activity(ies) and details relating to each activity by marking ‘X’ in the appropriate boxes.

X3

A. TRANSPORTER

X*

—

B. STORER

X’ X'
C. TREATER

D. DISPOSER

1.RAIL

1.PILE

1. FILTRATION 1. LANDFILL

2, SHIP

2.SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

2.INCINERATION 2.LANDFARM

g

3. BARGE

3.DRUMS

3. VOLUME REDUCTION 3.0PEN DUMP

4. TRUCK

4. TANK, ABOVE GROUND

4.RECYCLING/RECOVERY 4. SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

S.PIPELINE

5. TANK, BELOW GROUND

S.CHEM./PHYS./TREATMENT 5.MIDNIGHT DUMPING

6. OTHER(specily):

8. OTHER(specily):

6. BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 6. INCINERATION

7.WASTE OIL REPROCESSING 7.UNDERGROUND INJECTION

8.SOLVENT RECOVERY 3.0 THER(specily):

9.0 THER(specily):

[ 1. sTozace

s CHEM/B10/
*PHYS TREATMENT

E. SUPPLEMENTAL REPORTS:

[ 2. incingraTION [ 3.

[]7. LanDFarM

LANDFILL

[(] 8. oPen oume

17 the site falls within any of the categories listed below, Supplemental Reports must be completed. Indicute
which Supplementm] Reports you have filled out and attached to this for.. .

SURFACE .
[2/“- IMPOUNDMENT L] S- DEEP WELL

[] 5. TransporTER [ ] 10. RECYCLOR/RECLAIMER

' A. WASTE TYPE

! A1, Louip
1

[(] 2. soLip

VI. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION

['_?,'j. SLUDGE

{1 s c6as

- B. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
! 1. CORROSIVE
‘[ s. roxic

“¥ 9. OTHER (spacily):

(] 2. ioniTABLE
[ s. reEACTIVE

) 72. 18287

{7] 3. rADIOACTIVE [[] 4. HIGHLY VOLATILE

(] s. FLammaBLE

FHASTE CATEGORIES

1. Aze r=cords uf wastes availauble? Specify items such as manifests, inveatodes, etd, below,

ZPA Form 72070-3 (10-79)

PACE

30F 10 Continue On Reverse




Continued From Front

)

)
@

{I. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION (conti

ed)

2, Estimate the amount (specify unit of measure) of waste by category; mark ‘X’ to indicate which wastes are present.

u. SLUDGE b, OIL ¢, SOLVENTS d. CHEMICALS e, SOLIDS f. OTHER
JAMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT AMOUNT
S.000-0,). Joho
UNIT/OF ME‘/AsuKE/ UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE UNIT OF MEASURE
X x* exe x* x| 33 .
| 7)., PAINT, oLy HALOGENATED LABORATORY,
M picMENTS . " wasTES "M SOLVENTS {11 AcCiDs _ﬁ“'FLY‘SH L—”'s-mraw\ce:'.n'.
METALS 2)OTHER(apecily): NON'HALOGNTD. PICKLING ' y
12) S\ Upces ] 12) SOl vENTS 12) | [ GoRS {(2) ASBESTOS (z»nospu'r‘.u.
P ka)oruen(apacuy): MILLING/MINE
(M POTW 13) CAUSTICS 13 L Cines {31RADIOACTIVE
ALUMINUM FERROUS SMELT
4 s UpeE (4] PESTICIDES 1'% ‘NG wasTES (&) MUNICIPAL
(BYOTHER(apecily): NON-FERROUS (S)OTHER(3pecify):
- (SIDYES/INKS 1) gL TG, wasTES
Calium )
A (6) € YANIOE +__ I8) OTHER(specily):
hl)éﬂoxlie
(7) PHENOLS
(BIHALOGENS
LY -
. (91 PCB
(10IMETALS
(11) OTHER(spacily)
D. L1ST SUBSTANCES OF GREATEST CONCERN WHICH ARE ON THE SITE (place in descending order of hazard)
2. FORM 3. TOXICITY
(mark 'X’) (mark *X°*)
1.SUBSTANCE L so- B VAl =, Be - g, 4.CAS NUMBER 5.AMOUNT s.utlit
Lo | tLia. | PoR|HIGH| MED.] LOwW |NON

Calcium l’\tjcle'ox:de

VIII. HAZARD DESCRIPTION .

FIELDO EVALUATION HAZARD DESCRIPTION:
hazard in the space provided.

Place an *X! in the box to indicate that the listed hazard exists.

Describe the

NiwisZ

l I A. HUMAN HEALTH HAZARDS




)
. " 'Contiaued From Pxga 4" .

: \
i J VIO, HAZARD DESCRIPTION (co....nued)._
[] 8. NON-WORKER INJURY/EXPOSURE _

] c. WORKER INJURY/EXPOSURE

{T] 0. CONTAMINATION OF WATER SUPPLY

T J E. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN

] F. CONTAMINATION OF GROUND WATER

1 G. CONTAMINATION OF SURFACE WATER

WV Frem TNV A v




Continued From Front

¢

' \

] H. DAMAGE TO FLORA/FAUNA

. VI, HAZARD DESCRIPTION (¢ ‘nued)‘

. FisH KILL

(] 5. CONTAMINATION OF AIR

(]l k. nOTICEABLE ODORS

N

(] L. conTaMINATION OF SOIL

{CJ M. PROPERTY DAMAGE

3




Cd‘nﬁnued From Poge 6 -
)

— \
’/m. HAZARD DESCRIPTION (co .Eed)‘
‘] N. FIRE OR EXPLOSION

(] 0. SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/RUNGFF/STANDING LIQUID

{C] . SEWER, STORM DRAIN PROBLEMS

%

] . ErosION PROBLEMS

{ ] R, INADEQUATE sEcuRITY

[} 5 INCOMPATIBLE WASTES

EPA Form T2070-3 (10-79) PAGE 7 DF 1D
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VIII. HAZARD DESCRIPTION rcontinued)

L] T. MIDNIGHT DUMPING

(] u. OTHER (specity):

IX. POPULATION DIRECTLY AFFECTED BY SITE

A.LOCATION OF POPULATION

OF PEOPLE AFFECTED

B. APPROX. NO.

C.APPROX. NO. OF PEOPLE

AFFECTED WITHIN
UNIT AREA

0. APPROX. NO.

OF BUILDINGS
AFFECTED

E.OISTANCE
TO SITE
(specily unirs)

1.IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS

IN COMMERCLIAL
"OR INDUSTRIAL AREAS

IN PUBLICLY
"TRAVELLED AREAS

a PUBLIC USE AREAS
“(perka, schoole, etc,)

X. WATER AND HYDROLOGICAL DATA

-A. DEPTH TO GROUNDWATER(apecily unit)

B, DIRECTION OF FLOW

C. GROUNDWATER USE IN VICINITY

O. POTENTIAL YIELD OF AQUIFER

E. DISTANCE TO DRINKIN
{opecily unit ol mensure)

G WATER SUPPLY F. DIRECTION TO DRINKING WATER SUPPLY

“:,‘ TYPE OF DRINKING WATER SUPPLY

~Z_] 1. NON-COMMUNITY [J 2. COMMUNITY (apecity rown):
< 1S CONNECTIONS® " > 15 CONNECTIONS
[T] 5. surFacE waTER 3 s werdl

EPA Forem T2070-3 (10-79)

PAGE B8 OF 10

Continue On Puge 9



Continued From Page 8

)

X. WATER AND HYDROLOGICAL DATA (continued)

H. LIST ALL DRINKING WATER WELLS WITHIN A 1/4 MILE RADIUS OF SITE
4. 8. .
. NON-COM- COMMUN-
1. wELL 2. DERPTH 3. LOCATION MUNITY ITY
{specily unit) (proximity to population/bulldings) (mark *X*) (mark 'X?)
1. RECEIVING WATER
Vo NAME = 2. SEwWERS 3 s. sTREAMS/RIVERS
] &- LAKES/RESERVOIRS [ 5. oTHER(specity): )
[ 6. SPECIFY USE AND CLASSIFICATION OF RECEIVING WATERS - ’ ]
X1, SOIL AND YEGITATION DATA
LOCATION ¢ 7 SITE 15 IN:
{T] A. ~.NC.¥N FAULT ZONE ™1 8. KARST ZONE 3 c. 100.YEAR FLOOD PLAIN ] o. weTLaND
§D E. A REGULATED FLOODWAY [(J F. CRITICAL HABITAT 7] 6. RECHARGE ZONE OR SOLE SOURCE AQUIFER

XIl. 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 xX* .
A. CVERBURDEN B. BEDROCK (specily bolow) C. OTHER (specify below)

1. SAND

2, CLAY

3. GRAVEL

X, sOIL PERMEABILITY

(3 c. HIGH (1000 to 10 cm/sec.)

[] B: VERY HIGH (100,000 to 1000 cm/sec.)
) ] F. VERY LOW (.001 10 .00002 cm/sec.)

[ A. unkNoOwN
{0 e. Low (.1 10 .001 em/ secy)

] 0. MODERATE (10 to .L cm/scc.)
G. RECHARGE AREA

TJi.vyes . [Jaznwo 3. COMMENTS:
H. DISCHARGE AREA i

. ves L ]2 NO 3. COMMENTS:

t. SLOPE

l.l ESTIMATE % OF sSLOPE- 2. SPECIFY DIRECTION OF sLOPE, CONDITION OF SLOPE, ETC.

J.OTHER GEOLOGICAL OATA

P2

PAGE 9 OF 10 Continue On Reverne

EPA Form T2070-3 (10-79)



.,

' )
Ceatinued From Front \ . . ‘
: ) XIV. PERMIT INFORMATION

List all applicable permits held by the site and provide the related information.

D. DATE
A. PERMIT TYPE B. ISSUING C. PERMIT ISSUED
).4..RCRA,State,NPDES, otc.) AGENCY NUMBER (mo..day,&yr.)

E. EXPIRATION
DATE
(mo.,day,&yr.)

F. IN COMPLIANCE

(mark °X*)

YES

2.
NO

3. UN-
KNOWN

] none [C] YES (eummarize In thie apace)

XV. PAST REGULATORY OR ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS

on the first page of this form,

NOTE: Based on the information in Sections Il through XV, fill out the Tentative Disposition (Section !l) information

EPA Form T2070-3 (10-79) PAGE 10 OF 10




T . l:' "\ \ . .

P . e - . ’ INSTRUCTION
: .SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS SITE INSPECTION REPORT Answer and Explain
(Supplemental Report) .

( ‘/ as Necessary, o>/
* TYPE OF IMPOUNDMENT
) E 5 .
uethce  Lmppndment
2. STABILITY/CONDITION OF EMBAN’MENTS
.
3, EVIDENCE OF SITE INSTABILITY (Eroslon, Settling, Sink Holes, etc,)
i YES (= no ‘
4. EVIDENCE OF DISPOSAL OF IGNITABLE OR REACTIVE WASTE
[T ves ,[9/".0
8. ONLY COMPATIBLE WASTES ARE STORED OR DISPOSED OF IN THE IMPOUNDMENT
Y ves [T wno :
6. RECORDS CHECKED FOR CONTENTS AND LOCATION OF EACH SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT
(T) ves  [A'wo : .
.7 IMPOUNDMENT HAS LINER SYSTEM . 7a. INTEGRITY OF LINER SYSTEM CHECKED
l; C1ves X no _ OJves [ nwo
| 7b. FINDINGS
J
{ .
8. 5OIL STRUCTURE AND SUBSTRUCTURE
9. MONITORING WELLS E
7Y ves o
10. LENGTH, WIDTH, AND DEPTH . L.
LENGTH WIDTH DEPTH ﬁ/ﬂe% //4 Acke.
y :

i‘; CALCULATED VOLUMETRIC CAPACITY

12. PERCENT OF CAPAC!ITY REMAINING

13. ESTIMATE FREEBOARD

14. SOLIDS DEPOSITION

17} ves Cl) no

15. DREDGING DISPOSAL METHOD

16. OTHER EQUIPMENT

ZPA Form T2070-3C (10-79)




\ ) \ . g A ' ’)’73]
. : ‘- oM livke 7t e

. . Q X0 S‘:’TF’
[ EPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE RE“’;" SITE NUMBER
7 TENTATIVE DISPOSITION Ju 2PPTA

File this form 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 (EN-335); 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

Ov,% nal S o s{’l\remsnn ICATION

A NAM A cvos 2\WTne vaoas]e.sTR /7 :

-\:_ml ] 502 e Ly é(;/c. o{\% o ; . e

c. oty 1 caolo }21 (e D.STATE E. 2IP CODE —
Z‘O/ AX =t ML A f . 7 BS

.
1l. TENTATIVE DISPOSITION ,
Indicute the recommended action(s) and apgencyfies) that should be involved by marking *X’ in the appropriate boxes.

ACTION AGENCY

RECOMMENDATION
X MARK*X* EPA STATE LOCAL JPRIVATE

A. NO ACTION NEEDED -- NO HAZARD

B. INVESTIGATIVE ACTION(S) NEEDED (If yes, complote Suction Ill.) *

C. REMEDIAL ACTION NEEDED (I yes, complete Section 1V.)

ENFORCEMENT ACTION NMEEDED (if yes, specify in Purt E whether the case will
D. -be primurtly munaged by the EPA vr the State und whut type of enforcement action
is anucipated.)

Sb\e:@qce_ Tmf‘ouoo?'mem‘}‘ WAS enle wsed 74& '7%6
The Ghsposa) of ealcim /ﬂgdf)@f\’?(l/& gj‘z%’ fas Aot
been used "QQ Two yeARs. '/W/,l7 /é’cya/,ec ow/ve/a/a/é/@?ﬁﬁ«
70 CDM.PLC‘}E% Covee? matersnl.” .

12s
3 F.INDICATE THE ESTIMATED DATE OF FINAL DISPOSITION
(mo., day, & yt.)

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

——" FORMATION L /\
o é ;%{//@ (25) 76/~ 23%

{ 1I, INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY NEEDED
A. IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL INFORMATION NEEDED TO ACHIEVE A FINAL DISPOSITION.

3. DATE (fno., day, & yr.)

20/ 7/

B, PROPOSED INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY (Detallod Information)

2. SCHEDULED 3. TO BE

DATE OF PERFORMED BY 4, ) .
1.METHOD FOR OBTAINING ACTION (EPA, Con- ESTIMATED S.REMARKS
NEEDED ADDITIONAL INFO,. (mo,day, & yr) trsclor, State, eics) MAHHOURS .

&, TYPE OF SITE INSPECTION
(3 1)

— e e— e— —

@2 _ . : C ,

e —— — — e

3

b. TYPE OF MONITORING
(1¥] L

2)

€. TYPE OF SAMPLING
(33

f— a——

12}

EPA Form T2070-4 (10-79) C )




. Continucd From Front ’ ‘

III. INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY NEEDED ond PART B- PROPOSED INVESTIGATIVE ACTIVITY (Continued)
d. TYPE OF LAB ANALYSIS

tn

).——- — — — — — —_— — — —_— — —

(21

e. OTHER (specify)
)

S — — — —_— —_— — — —_— — 1 — —— — —_— 7 —— — — — — — —

121 . ~
———t = ie mi s - R — . !
C. ELABORATE ON ANY OF THE INFORMATION PROVIDED IN PART B {on frinif % «luive) AS NEEDED TO IDENTIFY ADDITIONAL
INVESTIGATIVE WORK. '

.

D. ESTIMATED MANHOURS 8Y ACTION AGENCY

2. TOTAL ESTIMATED 2. TOTAL ESTIMATED
MANHOURS FOR - MANHOURS FOR
1.ACTION AGENCY INVESTIGATIVE 1. ACTION AGENCY INVESTIGATIVE
ACTIIVITIIES e m ACTIVITIES
a. EPA h. STATE :

. T4 OTHER (specily)
c. EPA CONTRACTON .
v

IV.-REMEDIAL ACTIONS

A. SHORT TERM/EMERGENCY STRATEGY (On Site & Olf-Site). List sl emergency adlions necded 1o bring site under immediate control, e.g., re-
strict access, provide altemate water supply, etc, Scee inutructions for a list of Key Wards for each of the uctions (0 be used In the space below,

2.ESY. 3.EST. a. :
START END ACTION AGENCY 6.SPECIFY 311 OROTHER ACTION;
1. ACTION DATE DATE (EPA, State, 5.ESTIMAYED COST 1HDICATE THE MAGNITUDE OF
(mo,duy, & yr)|(mo,duy,&ye)]l Privato Purty) THE WORK REQUIRED
— : -
g
$
$
3
$
$

B. LONG TERM STRATEGY (On Site & Olf-Site): List all long term solutions, €., excavatlon, removnl, ground wiuter monltoring wells, cle.
‘See instructivny for a list of Key Words for each of the uctions 1o be uscd in the apaces bclow,

2.EST. 3.EST. 4. .
START END ACTION AGENCY 6.SPECIFY 311 OR OTHER ACTION;
1.ACTION DATE DATE (E»A, Stote S.ESTIMATED COSY INDICATE THE MAGNITUDE OF
(mo,day,& yn)|(modoy,&ye)l  Private Pary) _ .—.___THE WORK REQUIRED
$
$
§
] s ...
§

J | $

3 C. ESTIMATED MANHOURS AND COST BY ACTION AGENCY

2. TOTAL EST. - . . 2. TOTAL EST.
MANHOURS FOR 3. TOTAL EST. COST MANHOURS FOR 3. TOTAL EST. COST
1.ACTION REMEDIAL FOR 1,ACTION AGENCY REMEDIAL R
-—AGENCY 1 _ACTIVITIES | REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES e - .ecriviltes. ) _.REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES |
&, EPA .'I-. w1 ATE

7 ’ - : TAVCTMER (Epeidy)
€. PRIVATE
PARTIES




.
" —e

; ..t Yy . : ) REGION | SITE NUMBER (10 be gs
D s P TIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SIT. . Slaned by Ho
DT IDENTIFI®RTION AND PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT /V , 2MHnE

NOTE: This form is completed for each potentinl hazardous waste site to help set priorities for site inspection. The information
submitted on this form in based on available records and may be updated on subsequent forms 83 a result of additional inquiries
and oneslte inspections, . . ) :

. .)NERAL IHSTRUCTIONS: Complete Sections I and III through X ss completely as possible before Section Il (Preliminary
Assesamont), -File thin form 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 (EV-335); 401 M St., SW; Washington, DC 20460.

. I. SITE IDENTIFICATION

A. SITE NAME B. STREET (or other identitier)

RuaerT ATRONS PROERTY 4 | RT G , 30X 1463

C. ;ITY . D. STATEV “TE. 21P cODE F, COUNTY NAME
GREENSEDASEEE. N |2 709 |BuzeFerp
G.l?::iz/OPERATOR “ kan") /‘J’So'\‘msye’é,“ QR. 2. TELEPHONE NUMBER
— LpECNLECRT .
AR ﬁ)ﬂo&bz IS +FCHEMTC A4S C TN 7 20091 G 1) 299436/

H. TYPE OF OWNERSHIP

[t Feoera. [32. state  [J3. county [ Ja MuNiciPAL E‘(FRNATE [Cl6 unrNown

t. SITE DESCRIPTIO

N

K. DATE IDENTIFIED

1. HOW IDENTIFIED (lie., citizen’s complaints, OSHA citations, etc.)
(mo., day, & yr)

» .’ N
L N<epp
[ PRINCR'PAL STATE CONTACT Y
Te NAME .

S WIEYER,

2. TELEPHONE NUMBER

(Q12) 733-21 78

IIIPRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT (complete this s2ction last)

“WOPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF PROBLEM 3
¥ 1. HIGH (2. mepium []3. Low [ Ja nowne - &€ unknown

3. RECOMMENDATION

(] 1. NO ACTION NEEDED (no hazard) o ] 2. IMMEDIATZ SITE INSPECTION NEEDED
: 8. TENTAT VELY SCHEDULED FOR: '

(7] 3. SITE INSPECTION NEEDED : :
8. TENTATIVELY SCHEDULED FOR: b. WiILL BE PERFORMED BY:

b. WILL BE PERFORMED BY: )
-[J 4. SITE INSPECTION NEEDED (low priarity)

. PREPARER INFORMATION
1. NAME

Cj:( LTy l\\ /\4' F'C\SC‘L;’E./IA’:

7

kz. TELEPHONE NUMBER 3. DATE (M0s, day, & y1i)

Q19)733-2i78 | 3-[~I750

I1I. SITE INFORMATION

. SITE STATUS

T1.IACTIVE (Those Industrlal or 2. INACTIVE (Those 3. OTHER (specity): e et o R TR wheTe
1 1 al ; sitea which no longer recelve cse sitey that include such incidents o “pridn um,

uniclpal altes which are balng uved no regular or continuing use of the sito lor waste disposal hae occurred,)

Jr waste treatmont, storage, or diaposal waatos.).
n » continulng baals, even ifinse—
uenitly.). -
" "15 GENERATOR ON SITE?
E 1, NO D 2. YES (epocity gonerator’s four~digit SIC Code):
AREA OF SITE (in acres) D. IF APPARENT SERIOUSNESS OF:SITE IS HIGH, SPECIFY COORDINATES

1. LATITUDE (deg.=min.—soc.) 2. LONGITUDE (dog.emin.=3ec.)

w1

3 UNK

ARE THERE BUILDINGS ON THE SITE?
[O.no  [J2 vES (epecity):

Contine On Rever.e

102 (10-79)




. pad Frant

A

“ IV, CHARACTFRIZATION OF SITE ACTIVITY

& :he major site activity(iex) an

cach activity by marking *X"

e approprii

\
DXeS,

;j

g.nls relatin

X1

c. TREATE!I

e

A. TRANSPORTER 8. STORER r——- o. DlSPOSER
1. RAIL t PILE 1. FILTRAT'ON 1. LANDFILL
e n d SUKRTACE IMMPAUNDMENT b} 2. LA FARM
1. T&HROE 3. TheyMs 3. LR Woesh e, X
4. TRUCK 4. TANK, ABOVE GROUND 4. RECYCLING/RECOVERY . SURFACE IMPOUNDMENT

noneLene

L. TANK. . DELOW GCROUND

S, CHEM./&oiva, THE AT o0

OTHER (spectly):

6. CTHILLR fspecily):

€. BOLOSCAL T3

.Mz aSHT DUMDING

el e E AT

o o riody

WASTE Ol REPROCESSING

[7- UNDERGROUND INJECTION

SOLVENT RECOVERY

OTHER (specily):

Ras

™™

UnN

E. SPECIFY DETAILS OF SITE ACTIVITIES AS NEEDED

V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION

A. WASTE TYPE

31 unkNown

M2 viquio

m/z. SOLID

[Ja. sLupce

s. cas

i 1y UNKNOWN
& TOXIC:

8. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
i EIZ CORROSIVE
17 reacTIVE

-

i llo. OTHER (specily):

8 INERT

[Ja.tonitasLe  [J]& RADIOACTIVE
[CJ9 FLaMMABLE

[Cls HIGHLY voLATILE

C. WASTE CATEGORIES
1. Are records of wastes avallable? Specify items such as manifests, inventories, etc. below.

2. Estimate the amount(specify unit of measure)of waste by category; mark *X’ to indicate which wastes are present.

s, SLUDGE

b, OlL

c. SOLVENTS’

d. CHEMICALS

e, SOLIDS

[. OTHER

AMOUNT

AMOUNT

AMOUNT

AMOUNT AMOUNT

ek

AMOUNT

UNIT OF MEASURE

UNIT OF MEASURE

uNIT OF MEASURE

UNIT OF MEASURE

UNIT OF MEASURE

NunoRED ToHS,

UNIT OF MEASURE

t4) ALUMINUM
SLUDGE

|__Jtst OTHER(specily):

oy < X X . o]
tHPAINT tmotLy (1IHALOGENATED X LABOMATORY
PIGMENTS WASTES SOLVENTS —]'t1acios TIFLYASH 1" PHARMACEUT.
I2IMETALS (2) OTHER(specily): (2INON-HALOGNTD {2) PICKLING o
SLUDGES SOLVENTS LIQUORS f2) ASBESTOS 12IHOSPITAL
ifty): M t
11IFOTW | ) (31 OTHER(specity) t31CAUSTICS e Y S ines 131 RADICACTIVE

{41 PESTICIDES 4

FERROUS
SMLTG. WASTES

() PUNICIPAL

INDYES/INKS ts)

NON:-FERROUS
SMLTG. WASTES

—

(81 CYANIDE

17Z)PHENOLS

{8 HALOGENS

vrPCce

{110OMETALS

1YV OTHER(epecily)

18) OTHER({specily):

{S)OTHER(specify):

EPA Form- T2070-2 {10-79)

PAGE 2 OF 4

Continue On Page 3



. T

. .
-

* V. WASTE RELATED INFORMATION -

v

\ )

e —
fSUBSTANCES OF GRE fT CONCERN WHICH MAY BE ON THE SITE (ple

' :ﬁﬂ&f’g\»hﬁ}‘m)me'

LS oioreAnEes +SMRTS

ng order of hazard).

]ADDITIONAL COMMENTS OR NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION OF SITUATION KNOWN OR REPORTED TO EXIST AT THE SITE.

VI. HAZARD DESCRIPTION

8.
POTEN- c. D.DATE OF
A.TYPE OF HAZARD TiaL | ARLESED | INCIDENT E.REMARKS
HAZARD oy (mo.,day,yr.)
(mark <X*) (smark .X) .

1. NO HAZARD

4

2. HUMAN HEALTH

s NON-WORKER
* INJURY/EXPOSURE

4. WORKER INJURY

CONTAMINATION
%- OF WATER SUPPLY

CONTAMINATION
3- OF FOOD CHAIN

,. CONTAMINATION
* OF GROUND WATER

3 CONTAMINATION
¢ OF SURFACE WATER

DAMAGE TO
* LLORA/FAUNA

J. FisH KILL

1 CONTAMINATION
* CF AIR

2. NOTICEABLE ODORS

3. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL

« PROPERTY DAMAGE

.« FIRE OR.EXPLOSION

SPILLS/LEAKING CONTAINERS/
RUNOFF/STANDING LIQUIDS

SEWER, STO.RM . N
DRAIN PROBLEMS :

EROSION PROBLEMS

INADEQUATE SECURITY

INCOMPATIBLE WASTES

MIDNIGHT DUMPING

',;SH ER (spectly):
I 4

Form T2070-2 (10-79)

PAGE 3 OF 4

Continue On Reverse
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Ww +  firom Front .

. VIl  \RMIT INFORMATION
FATE ALL APPLICABLE PERMITS BY THE S. - .. -

1.NPDES PERMIT [] 2. SPcC PLAN (] 3. STATE PERMIT(specity):

Tis LozsL pERMIT

“la mEPIRWTS . 776 RCRA TRANIPLRTER

]7.RrcRA STORER [} 8 RCRA TREATER [ ]9 RCRA DISPOSER

] 10. OTHER (specity):

. IN COMPLIANCE?

C] 1. YES - [z no

(33 unkNowN

4. WITH RESPECT TO (list regulation name & number):

VIII. PAST REGULATORY ACTIONS °

C] B. YES (summarize below)

] a.NONE

IX. INSPECTION ACTIVITY (past or on:going)

[[3 B. YES (complete items 1,2,3, & 4 below)

1] a. NONE

2 DATE OF 3 PERFORMED
PAST ACTION BY:
(mo., day, & yr.) (EPA/State)

1.TYPE OF ACT!'VITY

A I

4.DESCRIPTION

X. REMEDIAL ACTIVITY (past or on-going)

(1 A noNE {1 B. YES (complete items 1, 2,3, & 4 below)
2.DATE OF 3. PERFORMED
1. TYPE OF ACTIVITY PAST ACTION 8Y:
(mo., day, & yr.). (EPA/State)

4. DESCRIPTION

NOTE: Based on the information in Sections III through X, fill out the Preliminary Assessment (Séction 1)

information on the first page of this form.

IPA Farm‘T2070-2 (10-79) "PAGE 4 OF 4
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.t)EPARTMENT OF HUMAN RESOURCES‘

DIVISION OF HEALTH SERVICES
SANITARY ENGINEERING SECTION

REPORT OF INVESTIGATION OR INSPECTION OF__Solid Waste Disposal Site

_________________________________ Dsa teMav-ch 18, 25, April 2 19 80

—-—_————-——_---_-----—_-

By whom _Steve Phibbs, District San:x.tarlan, Division of Health Services

BIIT Meyer, " 8ol{d and Hazardous Waste Management Branch, Raleigh, NC

Persons contacted ___Mr,_J. R, Cr rutchfield, Mr. G. C. Harding, Mr. Heubert Atkins, Mr. Tom
Owens, and (Owner, agent, tenant, manager, other) Mr. Gregg Bennett )

Reason for visit ___Complaint _Investigation

Copiesto: ' central Files, Solid & Hazardous Waste Management Branch
) Guilford County Health Department '

REPORT:

On March 18, 1980, a complalnt investigation was made of the J. R. Crutchfield property,
Guilford County, N. C. The purpose of the visit was to investigate a solid waste disposal
complaint. 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. M 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 Laboratorles, Greensboro,
N. C., and reported an acetylene concentration of 10 ppb. Mr. and Mrs. Crutchfield have
stopped using the water from their well. ,‘,,,HM Ho repafed .</o /,,L AcETr EVE . \5
'D(sgégm?b Swice. )0 % Anf\c.dna-» BT o

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 discussed this
situation with us. He stated that Mr. Atkins was under contract with Air Products to trans-
port and dlspose of liquid calcium carbide lime. Mr. Harding stated that Mr., Atkins was
given a permit to dispose -this material. The pernlt 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. GoNe HD

aclially canbide Lome = luéﬂ, 10%0 WL.,'J:,'-&.::,
The inspection of the Atkins property 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 this 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._
Rackground 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 anéd no contamination could be linked to the adjacent
operation: at this time. ) '

€ Farm 1480 peyv, 11«74
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By-Product Calcium Hydrate from
Acelylene Generation
a Source of High Calcium Lime
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INTRODUCTION

Cenes’u of Carbide Lime
— The Colcium Carbide-Acetylene Process

Carbide fime is 2 by-product obtained in the gener-
ation of acctylene from calcium carbide. It is variously
referred to as carbide sludge, generator slurry, lime sludge,
lime hydrate, and other such designations. Carbide lime
is better described as: by-product calcium hydrate from

acetylene generation, or simply, carbide lime,
’ By-product calcium hydrate is found wherever acet-
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
carbide electric furnacing process. Production of acet-
ylene {CoH,) isaccomplished by the reaction of calcium
carbide with water (H,0) in properly designed acetylene

'penera'ting equipment. In this process acetylene of the

Wi

highest purity is produced from the carbon (C) of the
carbide and the hydrogen {H) of the water, The process
also produces the subject carbide lime or by-product cal.
cium hydrate (Ca(OH),), the latter obtaining its calcium
from the carbide and its hydroxide radical from the oxy-

gen and hydrogen of the water, The chemuca! equation
for this reaction is:

Pamphlet G-1.5
Page 3

Carbide lime is a potential top grade hydrated lime

. because of the high quality.of the original raw materials

of 1the process, and becouse of the very nature of the
electric furnacing and acetylene generation steps through
which the lime must pass.

By-product calcium hydrate from acetylene gener.
ation is a source of high calcium lime, 1ts economic and
chemical usefulness is potentially comparable to that of
commercial lime and hydrated lime in all fields of agricul-
ture and farming, in building and construction, in indus-

trial and chemical processes, and for numerous incidental

purposes.

!

PARfl
TABLE OF POTENTIAL USES

x t

Lime and hydrateg lime find use in many processes. In many instances carbide lime, or by-product hydrated lime,

may be cmployed The following table is suggestive of potential use or application. More detailed treatment of these ap-
plications is given in the text that follows:

FIELDS OF USES

Farming
Soil-Conditioning
Insecticide
Fungicide
Disinfectant

Chemicsl

Waste Treatment

Pharmaceuticals
Strychnine
Quinine .

Organic Processes -
Lactic Acid
Citric Acid

* Ethylene Oxide

Ethylene Giycol

Inorganic Processes
Caustic Soda
Cslcium Salus

Chlorinsted-Hydrocarbons
Trichloroethyiens
Perchioroethylens

Bieaches

Building

Road Stabilization -
Sand-Lime Bricks
Refrociory Bricks

Lims Mortar

time Cement

-Contrete Waterproofing

FIELDS OF USES

Paper

Waste Treatment
Sulphite Process
Suiphate Process
Sods Process
Rog Stock
Strswboard
De-inking
Bleaching

Ferrous Metals

Waste Treatment
Monganese Concentration
Wire Mill Cleaner

Casting Mold Liner

Ore Reduction

Non-Ferrous Metsls
Waste Treatment
Mlgnenum Production
Aluminum Production
Cadmium Production
Flotation Process
Coating Cinder Pours

Petroleum

Yiaste Treastment
Emulsion Breaking
Heavy Greases
Catalytic Cracking
Washing Gases

FIELDS OF USES

Textile

Wool Degreasing
Waste Treatment
Bleaching

Rayon Acid Wau-

Soap

Waste Treatment
Calcium Stesrste
Glycerine

Fatty Acids

Sewage
Waste Treatment

Water Softening
Lime Soda Process
Lime Process

Plastics .
Waste Treatment

Cos! & Coke

Mine Waste
Trestment

Ammonia Recovary

Gas Purification

Ammonis Still

Paints

Water Paints
Whitewash

Varnish *
Casein Psints
Linseed Oil

FIELDS OF USES
Meat )
Waste frrcatmnl

Canning
Waste Treatment .
Citric Acid Recovery

Sugar

Wastis Treatmnent
Cane Refinery
Beet Refinery

Distilling

Waste Treatment
Tarirate Recovery
Yeast Production

JTanning

Waste Treatment
Hide Sosking
Glue

Gelatine

Glass
Sand Washing
Lime Glass

Dairy
Waste Treaiment
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- tigation (The disposal of Carbide Lime in Western Guilford Co.)
REPORT OF . Complaint Investigation (The disposal of Carblde Lime in Fostona wuil ord Co.

Hubert D. Atkins ?roper;y (Western Guilford County) _ Dale December 1 , 1977

Place wvisiled R e o e
Address _Bunker Hill Road, Guilford County m;)-;)-r Raxin Cape Fear .
By Whom _.James_C. Watson, Environemtnal Engincer Q}; . Time Spent Elght (8) hours

Persons Contacled Mr. Hubert ptuﬁEK§B§J,REQEEEEY_QVQQIJ-ﬁr:ugwe“.“Faughlcr:_5“?1(°?d-9993£i
Envir. Health Dir,; Mr. James L. Prillaman, Guilford Co. Inspections Dir,.; Mr. Walter L.

Reason for Visil o e oot et cemmmm—iee— s ——mmemmem—mmm——. e c—Secetoccmeeemeeceeoaaa
Cupics fo: ., Mr. Robert A. Carter’ ' Groundwater Section/NPFO ;e
- Mr. M. W, Puette . Central Files

Mr. L. P. Benton, Jr.’
North Piedmont Field Office

REIORT:
' Mr. Carter telephoned NPFO about the above mentfoned complaint of
November 17, 1977. The call was taken by James C. Watson, Environmental

Enpincer, NPFO.

Details of the Complaint

The complaint involved the disposal ‘of a'by-broduct of Calcium Carhide .
from Air Product & Chemical, Inc. into an area near Bunker Hill Pnad in
the Western Guilford County.

‘On November 21, 1977, the writer contacted Mr. Hubert D. Atkins, owner
of the property upon which this by-product would be stored, to schedule
a meeting. It was mutually agreced that the most opportune time {or.
Mr. Atkins and the writer to meet would be November 25,-1977.

On Rovember 22, 1977, the writer visited Mr. Owen Braughler, Director
Guilford County Environmental Nealth, concerning the same disposal
problem. At this time Mr. Brauphler.stated he had knowledpe of such

a request, but his depiartment did not grant parmits for such projects.

lle stated that a permit was issuced by lr. James L. Prillaman, "Inspections
Director, Inspections Department, Guilford County, North Carolina.

SURRIG
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The writer then visited Mr., Prillaman at the County's Inspection Office
and discussed same with him. Mr. Prillamin stated that he granted the
permit after consulting with Mr. Owen Braughler, Director, Guilford

County Environmental Health and after an investigation of the site by
himsclf and members of his staff,

On November 25, 1977, the writer met with Mr. Hubert D, Atkins and Mr.
Walter L. Hannah, Mr. Atkins' Attorney. Together we visited the
proposed disposal site. The disposal site consisted of a l-acre dry
lake. . Toward the lower end of the lake there was a drain pipe which
would ultimately lead- to a tributary to Reedy Fork Creek, however,. thére
was a dam approximately 6 feet-high, located 6 feet in front of sub;cct )
drain way. (See enclosure for detailed schematic)

Chemical Break~down of Calcium Carbide by-product

On Monday November 28, 1977, the writer met with Mr. George C. Hardin,
Plant Engineer Air Products company concerning the Calcium Carbide
" Product. Mr. Hardin produced pamphlet G-1.5 concerning carbidc, Iime and

, its usage by-product calcium hydrate from acetylene generation, a source
: of high calcium lime, (Please sce encleouca) .

Recommendation ‘and Conclusion

The writer recommends no further action be taken by the Division of
Environmental Management. 1If the proposed precautions by Mr. Atkins
are taken there will be no opportunity for the by-product to reach
Reedy Fork Creek tributary. If the by-prnduct should, by accident,

" reach the Reedy Fork Creck, there should be no adverse side effects.



Mr. Atkins proposcs tn-truck two (2) tanker loads of carbide lime per
day to a dry lake located on his property. (Secc map for location)

At this writing, Air Products and Chemicals, Inc., is not minufacturing -
acetylene from calcium carbide, therefore, Mr. Atkins service ha< not
been required.

L}
‘According to Mr. C. G. Harding, Plant Engincer, Alr Products and Chemicals,
Inc., the disposal was performed by Mr. James Co]eman, Colfax Truck lines
.from 1973 to 1975. Mr. Coleman rented property from a Mr. Smith to use as )
a landfill for the carbide lime. (Sece map for location) The Smith property
"1s across the road from the Atkins property. Mr. Harding states
Mr. Atkins obtained the disposal contract with his firm because of his low
bid and Mr. Coleman became bitter,

- The complaint appears to be the result of a disagreement between Mnssrs.
Harding, Coleman and Atkins. '
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HORTH CAROLEINA NAITE DISPOSAL SITE DINRCTORY HoaTH CanotTha

cHaRLOTTE 8UDD LEE PAVIMNG CO.» 0521 IW, HOLLY ROAD

SITE 13 NOT LOCAYEO ON PROPERTY OF CNEMICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IM SURVEY, BUT I8 KNOL2! TO HAVE
BLIN USLO FOR QISPOSAL FROM 1978 YO 1979, AT TIHE OF USE, SITE WAS OWNID 87 PRIVATE CONCERM OTHEN THAM
CHEMJCAL COMPANY JNCLUDED IN THIS SURVEY, SITE IS SYILL BEING USID, CHEMICAL COMPONENTS OF MASTE
OISPOSID AT THIS SITE JHCLUDL ORGANICS. HETHOOS OF DISPOSAL INCLUDE HIXEO IIDUSTRIAL WASTE LAYOFILL.

¢ CHARLOTTL 00W CHENICAL CORP,y B2 HOOOLANN CALEH ROAD  fO21¢

9ITC 13 MOT LOCATIO ON PROPERTY OF CHENMICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IH SURVEY, BUT I8 KNOWH TO HAVE
BIIM USID FOR DISPOSAL FROM 1462 TO 1979, ATV TINL OF USE, JITE NAS OWNEO 87 PRIVATE COHCURN OTHIR THAN
CHENICAL COMPANY THCLUOIOD IN THIS suavey, SITR IS STILL S8UIHG USED, CHEINICAL COHPONINTS OF WASTE
DISPOSED AT THIS S11C INCALLOU DRSANICS. HETHOOS OF DISPOSAL INCLUOE RIPROCESSING ANO/OR RECYCLING,

CHamLOTTE

SITE 18 HOT LOCATIO OH PROPERTY OF CHMENICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IH SURYLY, BUT 1S KNOWH YO HAVE
BLON USLO FON DISPOIAL FROM 1974 7O 1979, AT TINE OF UST, SITE WAS PUBLICLY OWNED. SITC 19 STILL
B2ING USEO. CHIMICAL COMPONINTS OF MASTL DISPOSEO AT THIS SITE INCLUDEL ACID SOLUTIONS (WITH PH ¢ 3),
HEAVY MLTALS AVD TRACE METALS {BONOED ORGANICALLY SHD IHORGANICALLY), ORGANICS AMO MISCELLANEDUS HASTER
MATURIAL. METMODS OF DISPOSAL IHCLUDE MIXLO INDUSTRIAL WASTE LAHOPILL AMD LAMDFILL TIH RMICH MUNICIPAL
HASIE 18 CO-OI3POILD. .

HARRISBLMQ PARK LANDPILL, PINCE RD

CRARLOTTE RALLARD CRICK RO.o 34700 MALLARD CREEX RD. 28213

SITE I3 LOCATID OH PRIPERTY OF CHEMICAL PUANT PARTICIPATING IN SURVEY AMD I8 KNOLN TO WAVE 8LIN
USED FOR OISPOSAL FROM 1444 10 1978, SITE I3 NO LONGER IN USE, AMOUMT OF CHIMICAL PRCCISS WASTE
DISPOSIO OF AT THI3 SITE THROUGH 1978 WA RIPORTED A3 ¢ HUNORED TOMS, CHEMICAL COMPONENTS OF WASTE
DISPISLO AT THIS SITE INCLUDY HEAVY METALS AND TRACE RITALS (BOHOIO ORGANICALLY AMD IHORGANICALLY) ANO
ORCANICY, METHODS OF DISPOSAL JHCLUDE MO0 TIOUSTRIAL HASTE LAIOPILL AYQ MIXED ITDUSTAIAL WAITE
Luorit. ! . .

CHARLOTTE  MARTIN-MARTETTA AGGREGATLS, AR, 11328 TIXLANO BLYD

SITF 1S HOT LOCATED Off PPOPEIRTY OF CHINICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IN SURVEY, DUT IS KNOWH TO HAVE
BEIH USTO FOR OISFOSAL DURING 1978, AT TIRE OF USE, SITC HAS OMNED BY PRIVATE CONCERM OTHER THAM
CHEMECAL COMPANY INCLUDED IMN THIS SURVEY, 3ITE IS STILL BEING USID. CHENICAL CONPONENTS OF WASTE
DISPOSTD AT THIS SITE NIKLUOE 02CAMICY, NETHOOS OF DISFOSAL INCLUDE WRICATAGORIZED METHOOY,

CHARLOTIE HOSTEZLLER OIL CO.o 2924 H., TRYON STRIET  RE8204

SITE 1S KMOWY TO HAVE BLIN USLO FO4 OTSPOSAL, BUT FOR AN \NSPECIPFRIO PERIOO OF TINC. AT IInt OF
UL, I11Z NAS OLIID BY AN LRIDINIIPRID PANTY. SITZ 29 POSSIOLY OPIH OR CLOSID. CHIMICAL COMPONINIS OF
MASTE DISFOSED AT THIS SITZ JICLUDE ACIO SOLUTIONS (HITH PH < 31, BASE SOLUTIOHS (HITH FH > 12), HEAVY
HETALS ALD TRACE METALS [BOWOID ORGANICALLY AND JHORGANICALLY) AMO ORGANICS. HETHOOS O° D13POSAL ARL
HOT KHOM, -

i
CHARLOTTE STATESVILLE ROAD LAYOFILL, MNORTHERM MCCKLUIBLRG COUNTY
SITE 13 NOT LOCATEO ON PROPERTY OF CHEMICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IN BURVEY, 8UT I3 XHOH TO HAVE
SCCH USID FCR DISPOSAL IH 1971 AT LATZST. AT VIME OF USE, SITE MAS PUBLICLY OWNEO. STTE I9 NG LONGER
IN USE. CREMICAL COMPONINTS OF MASTZ OISPOSIO AT THIS SITE INCLUDE CROANICS AD INORGANILS. HETHOO3
0F DISPOSAL TMCLUDE LAMDFILL IN SMICH MUMICIPAL MASTE IS CO-DISPOSED, -

CNLII..DI‘“ - STORY BURLAL AREAS, 4100 ORR ROAD 10133

SITE 13 LOCATID OH PROPCRTY OF CMEIMICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING TH SLRVEY AID 13 KMOLH 70 HAVE j14{¢]
USED FCR OTSPOSAL 7POM 1978 TO 1974, SITE I8 MO LOMGER IN USE. AMOUNT OF CHLHICAL PROCESS HASTL
DISPOSLO OF AT THS3 SITE THEOUCH 1978 MAS REPORTED A9 1 MUVDRED TON3, CHIMICAL COMPONENTS OF WASTL
DISFOSIO AT THIS$ SITT INCLUDC ONGANICS AMD THORGANICS. METHOOS OF DISPOSAL INCLUDE MOHO XHDUSTRIAL
HASTE LANOPILL AMD PITSs POIOS MDD LAGOONS.
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HOATH CAROLINA MASTE DISPOSAL SITE DIRCCTORY

cotrax SHITH FARN COLFAX 03, RT-2 27238

SIYE 13 HOT LOCATEO 1 PROPIRTY OF CHEMICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING TN SURVEY, BUT I3 FuOWM 70 HAY
BEEH USID FOR OISPOSAL FROM 1973 10 1970. AT TINE OF USE, SITE A3 ONMED BY PRIVATE COnCLan omltnuu
CHENICAL COHPANTY THCLUOED IN THIS SURVEY. SITE IS 1O LONGER IN USE. CHENICAL COMPCHENTS Of WASTE
DISPOSCO AT THIS SITE JICLUDC BASE SOLUTIONS (WITH PM > 129, HEAYY METALS A/D TRACE METALS (B8CPDL0
ORCANICALLY AHD THORGAMICALLY) AND INORGAMICS. NHETHOOS OF DISPOSAL IICLUDEL PITS, POMOS AIQ &AGOOMNS.

COH020 BREY MCIAR, HHY 4% SOUTH  fa02S
- %,°C 38 NOT LOCATID ON PROPIRTY OF CHEMICAL PLANT PARTICIPAYING IN SURVEY, BUT I8 ruowl 10 Mave
BCLI, . 20 POR DISPOSAL IN 1949 AT LATESIT, AT TINE OF USE, SITE MAS OWNIO BY ;"Vﬂ! CORCEPN OTHER THAM
;:g%::: :gﬂ;.l';l: :ﬁ:‘?!:llx}l!ll‘:"llui’::"ilb"g 13 1O LOHITR IH USE, CHIRICAL COMPONENMIS OF WASTE
H ROAN RGANICE AID MISCILLANEOUS MASTE MATLRIAL,
DISPOSAL INCLUDE DRUMTMED MASTR umnu’.. PATLRIAL.  ntivoos of

COHCORD . CADARRUS COUITY LANOZILL, YRISH POTATD ROAD 10028

SITE 18 HOT LOCATID OH PROPIRTY OF CHEMICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IN SURVEY, QUT IS Kyanad
STIH USIO FOR DISPOSAL FROM 1949 TO 1979. AT TIAE OF UST, SITE MAS PUBLICLY OMEO. SITC 3 4
BLING USED, CHEMICAL COMPOHENTY OF MASTE 013POSIO AT THIS SITE THCLUDE CPGANICS, JHOPGANICY
HISCELLANZOUS MASTE BATERIAL, NITHODS OF DISPOSAL JHCLLOE POHO IMOUSTRIAL MaSTE LMOFILL.

CONCORD CABARRUS DISPUSAL COMPANY JHC.y 210 H, CHURCH ROAD 2402
SITE 23 NOT LOCATED ON PROPEINTY OF CHINICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IN SURVEY, BUT 18 xnOWM TG Msve
BEIN USLD FoR OISPOSAL FROH 1970 TO 1972, AT TINC OF USE, SITE MAS OWIE0 BY PRIVATE CO'XCLPN OTHIR THAN
g’;:%::k 2?1;"”:; ;'I‘Y:Ugglx“ THLY !‘iMV";' SITE I3 NO LONGER IH USE. CHEMICAL CONPONENTS OF MaSIg
UOE ORGANICS, INONGANICS AD HISCELLANEOUS MASTE MATIRIA
OISPOSAL IHCLUDE MIXED JNOUSTRIAL lﬂ"i LuorFILL, PATERIAL. - Rtivoas or

CONCORD SOUTHERM LATEIX CORP,, 141 BUFFALO AVE, 28028
SITE 13 LOCATID ON PROPIRTY OF CHINICAU PLANT PARTICIPATING IN SURVEY A1D IS ;Ndll TO Mavl et
2;!?"{?’2;:’2'3'::‘;:001“:’S:C;D ;N.é‘ :é:! IS 113 LOSER IM USE, CHEIMICAL COMPCIICHIS OF WMASTL DISPOSLO
NIICSy JIORGIN ND NISCELLANEOUS NASTE RATIRIAL
INCLUCE NONQ JNOUSTRIAL MASTE LAOFILL, e = mmm{s o orsposit

LONCORD SOUTHERN LATEX CORP., 379 CLNTIRAL DR. 20018

SITE T3 LOCATED O PROPERTY OF CHEIMICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IN SURVEY MO 18 ."M 70 MavL 8
USEQ FOR OL3IPCSAL FROM 1958 TO 1949, SITZ IS 110 LOUGEA J)) USE., MOULNT OF CHENICHL IPOC:!! U‘!l:n‘
DI3POSED OF AT THIS IITE HAS JIOT PLPORTED, CHENICAL COMPONENTS OF MASTE DISPOSEO AT TNIS SITE ShSUDE
m::’;lt!: :;ﬁumcs RO NISCELLAIEOUS HASTE MATLRIAL, HETHOOS OF DISPOSAL JICLUOL 1o JrousIRlsL

ORBIRLAND COMITY CUMBIRLAND COUTY LAOFILL, BRKCE ROAD

SITE I3 MOT LOCATED ON PROPIRTY OF CHENICAL PLANT PARTICIPATING IN SUAVEY, BUT 33 rrow
BEELH USEO ro03 DISPOSAL FROM 1976 70 1979. AT TINE OF USE, SITE MAS PUBLICLY ("'41!9.’ 1t I‘S -
BLING USLO. CHIMICAL COMPONENTS OF WASTE DISPOSED AT THIS SITL INCLIOE ORGANICS, MLIHCOS OF D 3L
INCLUOE SADFILL TH MMICH IRNICEPAL HASTE 13 CO-DISPOSED. .

CLMBERLAND CORTY HOPEIMILLS LAYOPILL, OFF WIRE ROAD

JITC 18 NOT LOCATED OM PROPIRYY OF CHEINICAL PLANT 'u"ﬂﬂﬁuﬂ IN SRYEY, BUT IS rrow TO Nave
ALEN USED FOR OISPOSAL FROM 2972 10 I976. AT JINL OF USE, $ITZ HaS pusLICLY :le. L 13 10 LOCER
IN USE, CHINICAL COMPONENTS OF WASTE DISPOSED AT THIS SITZ DICLUOL ORGANICS, MEIHOOS OF DITPISAL
ENCLUOT LAMOPILL EIN JHICH MONICIPAL NASTZ 13 CO-DISPOSID,
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