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Waste Analysis Requirements at Off-Site Storage Facilities

Summary of Tirective

Where drummed wastes are transferred for storage to temporary holding facilities
for more than ten days before shipment to final disposal facilities, they are
"subject tothe storage facility standards of part 264.
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OEC 13 1983

MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Waste Analysis Requirements at QOff-Site
Storage Facilities :

FROM: John H. Skinner, Director
Office of Solid Waste

TO: Hazardous Waste Management D1v151on Directors
.Reglions I-X

On November 4, I met with representatives of Ashland 0il Co.
regarding waste analysis requirements at their off-site storage
facilities. I would like to share the highlights of that discussion
with you, since it raised some generally applicable issues and
since Ashland facilities will be undergoing RCRA permit reviews
in a number of Regions,

Ashland typically picks up drummed wastes generated by its
customers and transfers the drums for storage at temporary Ashland-
operated holding facilities before shipment to flnal disposal '
facilities operated by other companies. Ashland's storage facilities
apparently hold these wastes for more than 10 days; therefore,
these facilities are subject to the storage facility standards
of Part 264,

The focus of our meeting was the waste analysis requirements
of §264.13. Ashland's representatives briefly described their
waste analysis procedures, including: 1initial submittal of
samples and profile sheets by generators; review and approval of ,
this information prior to initial acceptance of the waste streams;
annual resampling of the generator's waste streams; use of' manifests
and "fingerprint" analysis before acceptance of the wastes at .
the final disposal facilities.

The major question raised at the meeting was the requirement .
of §264.13(c) that waste analysis plans at off-site facilities
"must also specify the procedures which will be used to inspect
and, if necessary, analyze each movement of hazardous waste
received at the facility to ensure that it matches the identity
of the waste designated on the accompanying manifest or shipping
paper®”. Ashland was concerned that some Regional and State
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permit writers were interpreting this reyulation to require
sampling and analysis of the contents of all, or 2 large number,
of drums received for temporary storage, They argued that this
was unnecessary and unreasonable, given thelr existing waste
analysis procedures, their intimate knowledgye of the wastes
generated by their customers, the short duration of storage, and
their safety-oriented management practices (e,3.,, drums are not
opened) drums which show svidence of stress are not acceptad),

Soms flexipility is allowea under §264.13(c), as to how many
drums musat be inspected, and, if necessary, analyzed within each
movemant, The basic purpose of the waste analysis plan is to
ensure that the facility has "all the information which rust be
kKnown to treat, store, or dispose of the waste in accordance
with® the RCRA pernit standards (8264.13(a2)), Sampling and
analyais of incoming shipments are requirsd "if necesaary®,

This dependa on a sories of sita~specific judgments which the
pernit writaer must make, In making these judgments, the permit
writear should conaider:

- the facility's agreements with the generatorsjy the generators!'
grocsdures for labeling, handling and manifesting wastas;
and the facility’s control systems when wasts is received,

- the potential problems which may be posed dus to the
type and charactaeristics of the wasts in relation to
the storage procass and the other wastss handled,

~ the variability in waste characteristics and the
problamas that may posa,

- for intermediate storage, the procedures for *"fingerprint
analyses® at the ultimate disposal site, given the shore i
pericd of storage at the holding facility.

- the adeguacy of visual inspections of labels on incoming
drums to satisfy the requirement of §264.13(¢c).

Because these are site-specific judgments, I did not provide
Ashland Oil an assessment of specific requirements at their
facilities, I did indicate that there is flexibility iahereat
in the rsgulations but that permit writers must apply ths regu-
lations to individual sites based on these considerations, «=3=
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cc: Regional Hazardous Waste Branch Chiefs
Regional Permits Section Chiefs
Jack Sweet, Ashland 0Oil
Bill Hood, Ashland Oil
Jack Lehman
Bruce Weddle
Eileen Claussen
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