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APPENDIX I
REPORTABLE WASTE STREAMS

The United States Environmental Protection Agency's '"Guidance to State
Officials for the Assurance of Hazardous Waste Capacity" (OSWER Directive
No. 9010.00) requires each state to demonstrate an understanding of 1its
hazardous waste generation and associated management capacity and to make
projections for 20 years based on that generation. Waste streams to be
included in this analysis include, but are not limited to, hazardous waste
generated and handled through: Superfund and other corrective actior
authorities; on-site NPDES processes; on-site treatment and discharge tc
municipal treatment works; direct discharge to publicly owned treatment
works without treatment; on-site recycling; and treatment, recycling and
disposal in regulated and permitted units. The purpose of this Appendix 1is
to provide information regarding the accessibility of this data in New
Jersev and all data sources used. Additionally, any efforts to obtain data
regarding the quantities and types of wastes generated from exempt processes
is included In this Appendix as well as a description of planned efforts to
obtain these data in the future. Each waste stream will be addressed in
turn.

Superfund ard Other Corrective Action Authorities

Dataz regarding wastes generated from cleanups carried out under Superfund or
other Corrective Action Authorities are readily accessible through the
Divisior of Hazardous Waste Management's, Bureau of Manifest and Informaticr
Svstems. In New Jersev, the prograr areas which may generate these clearuy
wastes are: the Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation earnd
Liability Act (CERCLA), the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)Y,
the New Jersew Spill Compensation and Control Act; New Jersey's Undergrourc
Storage Tank Prograr; the New Jersey Pollutant Discharge Elimination Syster-
Act; and enforcement actions carried out by the Division of Hazardous Waste
Management and the Division of Water Resources. Wastes generated under
these authorities are classified as one-time waste streams in Table 3-1,

On-Site NPDES Processes

New Jersey has identified approximately 52,000,000 tons of aqueous wastes
treated on-site under the NJPDES Program. These wastes can be attributec
primarily to the DuPont, Chambers Works and the Monsanto facility. These
wastes were generated as leachates from the existing on-site landfill at
DuPont and the former (?) on-site landfill at Monsanto. However, these
flows were reported in terms of total gallons discharged, and do not
therefore contain concentration parameters, thus making it impossible tc
determine whether or not the flow is hazardous.

Discharges to Publicly Owned Treatment Works

Data regarding the tvpes and quantities of wastes discharged to Publicly
Owned Treatment Works (POTW's), with or without treatment, are generallv nct
accessible. This 1s primarily due to Section 1004(27) of RCRA, otherwise
known as the Domestic Sewage Exclusion (DSE), which provides that =
hazardous waste, when mixed with domestic sewage, 18 no longer considerec
hazardous. Therefore, POTW's receiving hazardous waste in this manner are



not subject to the RCRA treatment, storage and disposal facility
requirements, including reporting requirements. The premise behind the DSE
is that RCRA management of wastes within a POTW is unnecessary and redundant
because these wastes are regulated under the Clean Water Act's regulatory
programs. The following discussion, taken from EPA's "Report to Congress on
the Discharge of Hazardous Wastes to Publicly Owned Treatment Works"
(EPA/530-SW-86-004) further delineates the requirements of Industrial User's
(IU's) under RCRA.

"The Domestic Sewage Exclusion goes intc effect when the wastes '"first
enter' the system. However, this exclusion does not work toc exempt ar
industrial user from all RCRA requirements. If the industrial user
generates a waste during the production process, and if that waste fits
the extremelv broad definition of a solid waste, then unless the solic
waste 1s excluded under the 261.4 exemptions, the generator must test
toc see 1f the solid waste is a hazardous waste.

RCRA and the implementing regulations define the terr solid waste
broadlv. According to 40 CFR 261.2, a solid waste is ary "discarcec
material" not specifically excluded from the definition. This mev
include sclid, 1liquid, semisolid, or contained gaseous materials. it
also includes certain waste materials which are recycled or reclaired,.

The nrext step 1is to determine whether the waste 1is excluded. Tw
significant exclusions are the DSE, discussed before, and the wast
water treatrmert exemption which applies to 1industrial wastewate:
discharges for point source discharges subject to NPDES permits. EBcth
exclusions have limits to their application.

f m O

Ir the case of the domestic sewage exemption, the preamble to the Mav
19, 1980 RCRA regulations (Fed. Reg. 33097) state that the exemptior
takes effect when the waste "...first enters...'" the sewer syster.
Consequently, 1f a solid waste was generated prior to entrv, the
dischargers would need to meet steps &4A, 4B, and 5, and therebtv
deterrmine whether the solid waste was a hazardous waste. If so, the
discharger must obtain an identification number and meet applicable
recordkeeping requirements, e.g., maintenance of test records. These
are the same requirements that need be met by all generators who treat,
store, or dispose of hazardous wastes on-site.

This view {is consistent with ‘the Agency's 1interpretation of the
limitations on the industrial wastewater exclusion, which appears as a
comments to 40 CFR 261.4. The substance of the comment 1is that the
exclusion of industrial wastewater discharges from the definition of
solid waste "...applies only to the actual point source discharge. It
does not exclude industrial wastewaters while they are being collected,
stored, or treated before discharge, nor does it exclude sludges that
are generated by industrial wastewater treatment." Consequently, an IU
whose discharge is destined for treatment at a POTW is not exemptel
from all generator requirements 1if he generates a hazardous solic
waste. Such dischargers must test to see if the solid waste 1is
hazardous, and 1f 4t 1s hazardous, notify the Agency of generatcr
activities, obtain an ID number and maintain records of testing for
hazardousness.



If the waste is discharged to a POTW prior to any treatment. storage,
or disposal at the facility, at "first entry" the hazardous waste is no
longer a solid waste or, consequently, a hazardous waste. The
generator 1is excluded from further RCRA generator requirements,
including manifesting, pretransport requirements, recordkeeping
requirements for the manifest, and reporting requirements, If the
waste 1s treated on-site, only sludges generated from the facility's
wastewater treatment operation must also be tested for hazardousness.
Thus, IU's responsibilities under a DSE scenario are similar to the
generator with an on-site treatment, storage, or disposal facility,
This appears to give IU's an incentive not to treat wastes prior to
discharge to the sewer. However, pretreatment requirements directly
counter this result by mandating treatment to achieve limits.

Although the DSE simplifies some industrial user RCRA responsibilities,
it complicates industrial users' RCRA reporting responsibilities. Do
thev need to notify, must they receive an EPA identification number,
etc.”?” Section 3018(d) of RCRA, added by the 1984 amendment, clarifies
that Section 3010 notification requirements apply to '"...solid or
dissolved material in domestic sewage...'". However, the Agencv has not
vet implemented this provision. Notification forms have not been
changed, and, apparently, few IS's have notified."”

USEPA' Guidance to State Officials for Assurance of Hazardous Waste
Capacitv" requires that these wastes should be translated into the
appropriate SARA waste code and be represented in Table III-1 (Summarv of
In-State Generation by Waste Type in Baseyear). In order to represent these
wastes in Table III-1, these waste must further be characterized as either a
one-time waste or a recurrent waste. This requirements poses yet another
difficulev, The little information that may be available from Industrial
Waste Survevs, Discharge Monitoring Reports or POTW Annual Reports, is nct
arenable to conversion to SARA waste types.,

For example, the Clean Water Act principally protects one mediumr, the
Nation's water, and does this by controlling the discharge of pollutants
from point and non-point sources. The primary target of the CWA 1is the
wastewater discharger, whether that facility discharges directly to water or
indirectly, through a POTW. Whereas the RCRA program regulates any waste
defined as hazardous, the focus of the CWA pretreatment programs 1is, first,
on 34 industrial categories and 126 toxic pollutants, otherwise known as the
priority pollutants.

The Department's, Division of Hazardous Waste Management has, however, mace
an attempt to gather data regarding the types and amounts of hazardous
wastes discharged to POTW's. This effort was based on a survey (Attachment
1) of over 200 POTW's in the State of New Jersey and an analysis of our
Right to Know Database, A summary of the results of these efforts is
tabulated in the attached Table A-2.

The Division of Hazardous Waste Management chose to survey the POTW's rather
than the discharges primarily for two reasons. First, the wuniverse of
POTW's in the state is well defined; whereas, the total universe of
generators which mav discharge hazardous materials to POTW's {s not well
defined. Second, the universe of POTW's number in the hundreds whereas, the



universe of generators which discharge to POTW's may number in the tens of
thousands. Therefore, given the time in which DEP was giver to assemble
this data, the only prudent choice was to survey the POTW's.

0f the 1987 surveys distributed, 71 responses were received. However, the
responses which were received are not verifiable, and because each POTW
responded differently, it is difficult to make comparisons and to establish
a uniforrm database within the time allotted to complete the CAP's., It 1is
also 1important to note that, in the vast majority of cases, only those
POTW's with designated pretreatment programs were able to give the names of
facilities which discharge to POTW's. Even if a POTW could 1list some
facilities which discharge to them, they were generally not able to provide
the type of information which we are seeking because the emphasis in POTW
regulatoryv programs is more on the effluent rather than on the influent.

The RTK database was useful in representing a porticn of the universe of
generators which discharge to POTW's (Attachment 3). This universe onlv
includes facilities which meet the threshold reporting requirements of SARA
Title III. These discharges are also not reported in RCRA waste types but
rather under the 1list of reportable streams under SARA Title III. It ie¢
also important to note that many generators might report a 'standard"
discharge of 250 1lbs/vear {f the generator was unable to define the
discharge.

Once NJDEF begins to utilize the new EPA biennial reporting form, dats
regarcing the discherge of materials to POTW's will be more accessible. Ac
of this writing, DHw™'s manifest prograr expects conversion to BIRD's fer
the 1989 reporting cvcle.

On-Site Recvcling

The 1984 Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments to Section 3002 of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) mandated that the industriec
report information on their waste minimization efforts. The Division of
Hazardous Waste Management within the NJDEP designed and distributed a twc
part Waste Minimization Report for the first time in 1986 in fulfillment of
these requirements. Information on the waste minimization and source
reduction activities of more than 3200 New Jersey generators was receivec ir
the first year. In 1987, 3347 generators responded to the survey.

The original database from the 1986 report contained 8493 records and
reported a total of 6,341,673 tons of waste for 1985 and 5,455,715 tons of
waste for 1986. The 1987 reports were filed by 3354 generators arc
contained 9337 records. In comparison with the estimates of hazardous waste
generation in New Jersey (based upon the 1985 Manifest Data and TSD Facilitv
Annual Reports) the Hazardous Waste Minimization Reports received by DHWM
are incomplete to fully describe both on-site and off-site wastes generated
in the state. However, hazardous waste managed at exempt facilities (e.g.
on-site recyclers) may have been reported exclusively in the waste
minimization database. Therefore, although these reports have not
identified the entire universe of on-site recvclers in 1987, we believe tha:
the waste minimization database comprises some of the best data which we
have on these facilities at this time. Data obtained from this source has
been incluc:-® as Attachment &4 this Appendix. In the future, we anticipate



using the waste minimization reports to obtain data regarding these on-site
processes.

Treatment, Recycling and Dispcsal in Regulated Units

These are the processes about which we have the most data. Data sources
include: manifest data, generator annual reports, TSD Annual Reports, TSDk
Survev, New Jersey's PETS database and survey information obtained througkh
our consultant,

Conclusion

NJDEP has made a thorough attempt to obtain all data which is required bx
the Guidance Document. However, because of the reasons presented in the
preceding text, it 1s not possible to identify the entire universe of exempt
process waste streams generated in this state, and we believe, this
assertion will be confirmed as all state's CAP's are analyzed. Ir
preparation for future CAP submittals, the State of New Jersev will atteuzpt
to find alternate data collection mechanisms for the exempt process waste
streams. However, the State of New Jersey would like again to urge USEPA tc
delete this requirement for future CAP subrmittals.
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MAY 05 1989

Dear Sir/Madar:

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) has recentlv
provided the states with guidance on how to comply with Section 104(k)¢ of
the Superfund Amerdrents anc¢ Reauthorization Act (SARA) of 19854, Thie
secticr of SARA reguires that all states provide assurances to the
Adcinistrator cf the USEPA that there will be adequate capacity to treat,
store or dispose of all hazardous waste which 1s reasonably expected to bte
generated within its borders for the next 20 years. Failure to provide a-
adequate assurance will result in the loss of Superfund remediation monies.

As pert of their Capacity Assurance Plan (CAP), each state must subrzit
irnformation regarding discharges of hazardous materials to publicly ownec
treatment works (POTwe). This will be &an extremely challenging task,
therefore, the Division of Hazardous Waste Management would like to request
your assistance in this matter.

Specifically, the Division would like to know if you have any information as
follows:

1) The names and addresses of the facilities which discharge
hazardous materials to your POTW

2) Whether pre-treatment occurs prior to that discharge

3) The constituents of the influent to your POTW and any knowr
concentrations

L) The average influent rate of any hazardous materials (gal/day) and
what this information is based on A

5)  The average dailv flow of your POTW (gals./day)

New Jersey is an Equa! Opportunity Employe:
Rem~miod Paner
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This data should reflect the status of your facility for calendar vear
1987, While I realize that you might not have all of this information, anv
input you can provide is important so that our CAP will be as complete and
accurate as possible. Please provide any information which you have within
30 days to:

Frank Coolick, Assistant Director
New Jersev Division of Environmental Protection
Division of Hazardous Waste Management
401 East State Street, CN 028
Trenton, New Jersey 08625

Should you have any questions, Frank may be reached at (609) 633-1418, Your
anticipated cooperation in this matter is greatly appreciated.

Verv truly yours,

John J. Trela, Ph.D
Director

SAT/atl



POTW'S WHICH RECEIVED SURVEY
POTw

wom e
ASBURY PARK STP

ATLANTIC CO UTILITIES AUTHORITY

BAYONKE STF

BAYSHORE REGIONAL SA C/0 G MARSHAL

BEDMINSTER STP

ADDRESS

PO BOX 487
8TH & OCEAN AVE
1701 ABSECON BLVD
630 AVENUE C

100 OAK STREET

HILLSIDE AVE ADM & EXEC OFFICES

BELLMAWR SEWERAGE AUTHORITY

BELVIDERE AREA WWTF

BERGEN COUNTY STP

BERLIN BOROUGK WPC PLANT

BEVERL.Y STF

BLACKS CREEK STF

BLACKWOOC WASTEWATER TP

BOROUGH OF ATLANTIC HIGHLANTS

BOKOLC™

BOROLC-

BOROUGH

BOROUG™

BOROUGH

BOROUGH

BORJUGH
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BOROUGHK

BOROUGH

CF

[e]2

OFf

OF

OFf
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Of

OF

OF

OF

OF

Of

Of

OF

OF
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OF

AUD UBON

BARRINGTON

BERNARDSVILLE

CA.DwE ..

CARTERET STF

COLLINGSWOOC

DEA.

FIELDSBORC

FRENCHTOwk

LAWNSIDE

MANVILLE

MT EPHRAIM

NEW PROVIDENCE WTP

OAKLAND

OAKLAND DPW (3 STPS)

PEAPACK & GLADSTONE

ROOSEVELT

SOMERDA_E

21 EAST BROWNING ROAD

1000 FOUL RIFT ROAD

BOX 122

59 S WHITE HORSE PIKE

38 WARREN STREETY

140 FARNSWORTH AVE

LANDING ROAD PO BOX 1339

100 FIRST AVE

OAK ST & OAKLAND AVE

TRENTON AVENUE

ROUTE 202

1 PROVOST SQUARE

PERSHING & COOKE AVE

678 HWADDON AVE

DURANT SQUARE

S5 FOURTH STREET

SECOND STREET

4 DOUGLAS AVE

101 SOUTH MAIN STREET

121 S BLACKHORSE PIKE

PARK PLACE

MUNICIPAL BUILDING

OAKLAND-OAK STREET

BROOK STREET

ROCHDALE AVE

SOMERDALE & POST ROAD

TOWNSHIP

ALLENTOWN

ASBURY PARK

ATLANTIC CITY

BAYONNE

UNION BROOK

BEDMINSTER

BELLMAWR

BELVIDERE

LITTLE FERRY

BERLIN

BEVERLY

BORDENTOWN

BLACKWOOO

ATLANTIC HIGHLANDS

AUDUBON

BARRINGTON

BERNARDSVILLE

CALDWELL

CARTERET

COLLINGSWOOC

DEAL

FIELDSBORO

FRENCHTOWN

LAWNSIDE

MANVILLE

MT EPHRAIM

NEW PROVIDENCE

OAKLAND

OAKLAND

PEAPACK

ROOSEVELT

SOMERDALE

07&C:2

C76-2

08275

0l C



POTW'S WHICH RECEIVED SURVEY
POTwW

BOROUGH OF STONE MARBOK

BOROUGH OF SWEDESBORO

BOROUGK OF WEST PATERSON

BOROUGH OF WILDWOOD CRESTY

BOROUGH OF WOODLYNE

BRANCHBURG NESHANIC STP

BROOKLAWN STP

BUENA BOROUGH MUA

BURLINGTON TWP MAIN STP

BURLINGTON WTP

BUTLER-BLOOMINGDA_E STP

CAMDEN COUNTY MUA C/C K. ENGLEBERT

CAPE MAY

CAPE MAY (7Y MCA REGIONAL WTF

CARNEYS PCINT SEWAGE PLANT

CENTRA. WATER POLLUTION

CHATHAM GLEN STP

CHERRY KILL TOWNS-IF

CINNAMINSON SEWERAGE AUTx

CITY OF ELIZABETF

CITY OF MILLVILLE SA

CITY OF NORTH WlLDWOOC

CITY OF PERTH AMBOY

CITY OF TRENTON C/0 J VOGLER

CLEMENTON SEWAGE AUTHORITY

CLIFFWOOD BEACK STP

CLINTON SEWAGE AUTHRITY

COUNTY OF MERCER

CRESCENT PARK SEWAGE TREATMENT

CUMBERLAND CO UTILITIES

DELAWARE Twr ML2

DELRAN SEWAGE AUTHORITY

ADDRESS

9STH AND SECOND AVENUE

500 KINGS HIGHWAY

853 MCBRIDE ST MUNICIPAL BLDG

6101 PACUFUC AVENUE

200 COOPER AVEKWUE

27 CEDAR GRAVES ROAD

HAAKON AVENUE

PO BOX 346 EUNE

CENTRAL AVE

432 NIGHR STREET

BOROUGK HALL

PC BOX 1432 1645 FERRY AVENUE

CAPE MAY COURT HOUSE

PO BOX 18

TOWNSHIP HALL-HARDING HWY

501 NICKORY LANE BOX P

24 SOUTHERN BLVD

82C MERCER STREET

1621 RIVERTON ROAD

50 WEST SCOTT PLACE

SOUTH MIGH STREET

10TH & ATLANTIC AVES

260 HIGH STREET

319 E STATE STREEY

23 GIBBSBORO ROAD

30 NOBLE PLACE

PO BOX 5194

SCOTCH ROAD BUILDING #1

1480 UNION VALLEY ROAD

333 WATER STREET

PO BOX 103

NORMAN & RIVER AVES

TOWNSKIP

STONE HARBOR

SWEDESBORO

PATERSON

WILDOWOOD CREST

WOODL YNE

SOMERVILLE

BROOKLAWN

MINOTOLA

BURLINGTON TwP

BURLINGTON

BUTLER

CAMDEN

CAPE MAY

CAPE MAY POINT

CARNEYS PCINT

BAYVILLE

CHATHAM

CHERRY HMIL.

CINNAMINSON

ELIZABETH

MILLVILLE

NORTH W]LDWOOC

PERTH AMBOY

TRENTON

CLEMENTON

ABERDEEN

CLINTON

WEST TRENTON

WEST MILFORC

BRIDGE TON

SERGEANTSVILLE

DELRAN

0742«

08257

og:l”

08232

0g3.:

08l°¢

0821¢

€708

081C”

082°:c

082¢5

087¢*

€75t

CEla

ger="

0727

0831

082¢:

0842t

08lz”

0887+



POTW'S WHICH RECEIVED SURVEY
POTW

€ VINDSOR WATER POLLUTION -
EDGEWATER BOROUGH

EGC HARBOR CITY WP

ELMWOOD STF

EWING- LAWRENCE SA

FLORENCE TWP STP

FLORMAM PARK STP

FORT LEE BOROUGH C/O JOMN CIRSCO
GIBB3BORO SEWAGE CORP
GLOUCESTER CITY WW™F
GLOUCESTER CO UA C/C R DIXOM
GREENWICH TOWNSHIP STF
HACKETTSTOWN MUA

HAMILTON TOWNSKIP MCA
HAMILTON TOWKSIP STP
HAMMONTON W7 F

HANOVER SEWERAGE ALK
HARRISTON TWP-MULLICA KiLL STF
HIGH POINT HOMES STF
HIGHTSTOWA STF

HOBOKEN STF

HOPEWELL TREATMENT PLANT
JEFFERSON TWP

JERSEY CITY STP

JOINT MTG OF ESSEX & UNIOW
LAMBERTVILLE SEWAGE AUTHORITY
LAUREL HOMES STP

LAUREL RUN STP/BORDENTOWN SA
LINDEN ROSELLE SEWAGE AUTH
LINDENWOLD BOROUGH MUA

LOGAN TOWNSHIP MUA

LONG BRANCH SEWERAGE AUTH

ADDRESS
7 VILTSHIRE DRIVE
916 RIVER ROAD
500 LONDON AVE
PO BOX 467
600 WHITEHEAD RD
FRONT AND BROAD STS
PO BOX 131
309 MAIN STREET
900 MADDON AVENUE
512 MONMOUTH STREET
PO BOX 340
BROAD & WALNUT STREETS
424 MURLEY DRIVE
319 NORTH CAPE MAY AVENUE
INDEPENDENCE AVE
CENTRAL AVE, 3RD STREET
PO BOX 250
110 SOUTH MAIN ST RR#% BOX 25
60 MARGARET KING AVENUE
148 NORTH MAIN STREET
16TH & JEFFERSON STS
290 RIVER ROAD
WELDON RD MUNICIPAL BUILDING
555 STATE HWY 440
500 SOUTH 1ST ST
PO BOX 300
530 NEWARK-POMPTON TPKE
140 FARNSWORTH AVENUE
PO BOX 4118
2115 WHITE HORSE PIKE
PO BOX 71

PO BOX 70C

TOWNSHIP

EAST WINDSOR

EDGEWATER

EGG MARBOR

MARLTON

LAWRENCEVILLE

FLORENCE

FLORHAM PARK

FORT LEE

COLL INGSWOOD

GLOUCESTER CITY

THOROFARE

GIOBBSTOWN

HACKETTSTOWN

MAYS LANDING

‘TRENTON

RAMMON TON

WHIPPANY

MULLICA RILL

RINGWOQOC

HIGHTSTOWN

HOBOKEN

HOPEWELL TwP

OAX RIDGE

JERSEY CITY

ELIZABETH

LAMBERTVILLE

POMPTON PLAINS

BORDENTOWN

LINDEN

LINDENWOLL

BRIDGEPOR™

LONG BRANCH

Z1F COCE

08315

08053

08442

1)

08lz”

0767

08337

gec:e

72

0gc.T

€78«

C7C3:

el

08 "~



POTW'S WHICK RECEIVED SURVEY
POTW

MAGNOLIA SEWERAGE AUTHORITY

maple shade twp stp

MEDFORC LAKES BOROUGK

MENDKAM BOROUGH STP

MIDDLESEX CTY UTILITIES C.0 F KURTZ
MIKE HOLLOW STP/BORDENTOWN SA
MILFORD SEWER UTILITY

MONTGOMERY STP (COMBO OF 5 STPS)
MONTVILLE TOWNSHIP MUA

MONTVILLE TWP MUA

MOORESTOWN TWF STP

MORGAN FLANT

MOUNT LAUREL MCA

M7 HOLLY SEWERAGE AUTH C/C W. G. DUNN
M7 OLIVE TOWNSHIP

MUSCONETCONG SEWERAGE AUTH

N ARLINGTON-LYNDKRURST STF

NORTHEAST MONMOUTH CTY REGIONA. SA
NORTHWEST BERGE® CC SA C/C Mk PORFIDC
OAKLYN WWTF

OLD BRIDGE Twr SaA

PALMYRA STF

PARK CENTRAL SEWAGE TREATMENT
PASSAIC VALLEY SEWERAGE COMM C/0 C PERRAPATO
PASSAIC VALLEYSEWERAGE COMM C/0 F DASCENSIO
PENNS GROVE SEWERAGE AUTH

PENNSAUKEN SEWERAGE AUTH

PENNSVILLE SEWAGE AUTHORITY

PEQUEST SEWER & WATER CO

PINE BROOK STP

POMPTON LAKES BORC MU

PRINCETON FARMS WTP

ADDRESS

438 W EVESTAM AVE

mein st & maple ave

6 WEST MAIN ST

PO BOX B-1

353 FARNSWORTH AVE
WATER STREET

ROUTE 206

7 CHURCH LANE

86 RIVER ROAD

111 WEST 2ND STREET
167 MAIN STREET

1201 S CHURCH STREET
PO BOX 486

PO BOX A

PC BOX 386

205 CHUBSB AVE

1 HIGKLAND AVE

DOW AVENUE

MUNICIPAL BLDG WHITE HORSE PIKE
PO BOX 72

FIFTH LANE AND TEMPLE BLVD
2029 MORRIS AVENUE
600 WILSON AVE

600 WILSON AVE

MILL & BEACH ST

6705 PARK AVE

90 NORTH BROADWAY

PO BOX 252 ROUTE 517
PO BOX 39C

2000 LINCOLN AVE

SCOYCH ROAD

TOWNSHIP

MAGNOLIA

maple shade

MEDFORD LAKES

MENDHAM

SAYREVILLE

BORDENTOWN

MILFORD

BELLE MEADE

MONTVILLE

MONTVILLE

MOORE S TOWN

SAYREVILLE

MOUNT LAUREL

MT HOLLY

BUDD LAKE

STANHOPE

LYNDHURSY

MONMOUTH BEACH

WALDWICK

OAKLYN

LAURENCE HARBOR

PALMYRA

UNION

NEWARK

NEWARK

PENNS GROVE

PENNSAUKEN

PENNSVILLE

ALLAMUCHY

ENGL I SHTOWN

POMPTON LAKES

TITUSVILLE

(S

087::

073e:

0700

o0&

0877

07e2!

0772¢



POTW'S WHICH RECEIVED SURVEY

. POTW

PRINCETON SEWER OPER COMM

PT PLEASANT BEACH BORO STP

RAHWAY VALLEY SEWERAGE AUTH C/C R TOKARSK]

RARITAN TwP STP

REGIONAL STP

RIVER GARDENS STP

RIVERSIDE SEWERAGE STP

RIVERTON SEWAGE TREATMENT

ROCKAWAY VALLEY REGIONAL SA

RUNNEMEADE SEWERAGE AUTH

RUTHERFORC /E RUTHERFORD/CARLSTATY JUNT MTG

SALEM SEWAGE TREATMENT PLAKT

SEA ISLE CITY STP

SKYViEw STF

SOMERSET RARITAN VALLEY SA (/T J DECKEF

SOUTH AMBTY STF

SOUTHAMFTON SEWERAGE CC

SPARTA TOWNSHIP PLAZA SF

STONERILL STF

STONY BROOx REG SEw AUTH C.C J GASTOw

STRATFORD SEWERAGE AUTHOR!T

STRATHMORE STP

SUSSEX BOROUGH

SUSSEX COUNTY

TOTOWA-BORO OF RIVERVIEW

TOWN OF KEARKY

TOWN OF MORRISTOWN

TOWN OF NEWTON

TOWN OF PHILLIPSBURG

TOWN OF SECAUCLS

TOWNSKIF OF HADDON

ADDRESS

BOX 309 MONUMENT DRIVE
416 NEW JERSEY AVENUE
1050 E HAZELWOOD AVE
PO BOX 387

PO BOX 134

30 NOBLE PLACE

SCOTT ST & PAVILION AVE
501 FIFTH AVE

99 GREEN BANK ROAD RD#1
STH AVE & BLACK HORSE PIKE
PO BOX 281

520 GRIEVES PKWY

16416 LANDIS AVE

72 EYLAND AVENUE

PO BOX 640C

140 N BROADWAY

1 PLYMOUTH COURT

65 MAIN STREET

ROUTE 94

290 RIVER ROAD
MUNICIPAL BLDG

C/0 ABERDEEN TWP MUA

2 MAIN STREET

RO#3 140A

537 TOTOWA ROAD

402 KEARNY AVENUE

PO BOX T09

39 TRINITY STREEY

600 S MAIN ST

KOELLE BLVD

COLES MILL ROAD
MADDON & REEVES AVE

TOWNSHIP

PRINCETON

PT PLEASANT BEACH

RAHWAY

FLEMINGTON

WHITEHOUSE

ABERDEEN

RIVERSIDE

RIVERTON

BOONTON

RUNNEMEADE

RUTHERFORD

SALEM

SEA ISLE CITY

SUCCASUNNA

BRIDGEWATER

SOUTH AMBOY

VINCENTOWN

SPARTA

VERNON

PRINCETON

STRATFORC

ABERDEEN

SUSSEX

NEWTON

TOTOWA

KEARNY

MORR STOWN

NEWTON

PHILLIPSBURG

SECAUCUS

WESTMONT
WESTMONT

Z1P COCE

08-7¢

07070

08275

08t

07¢7¢

08el”

(AN

07ar”

078¢”

c7o° !



TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

TOWNSHIP OF

POTW'S WHICH RECEIVED SURVEY
POTW

HAMILTON C/0 T HORM

LOWER

MAHWAHK

MEDFORD

MIDDLETOWN SEWAGE AUTHORITY

NEPTUNE STP

NORTH BERGEN C/0 J STANKARD

NORTH BRUNSWICK

OCEAN SA

PASSAIC

WOODBR IDGE

TRENTON SEWAGE TREATMENT

TWC BRIDGES

SEWERAGE AUTH

TWe OF CEDAR GROVE S°F

TwF OF LITTLE FALLS

Twe OF LIVINGSTOM

TwF OF PARS!

PPANY

TwP OF ROXBURY AJAX TER STF

Twe OF WEST

VALLEY ROAD

VERONA WTP

WINCSOF

SEWERAGE CO (3 STPS)

VOORHEES TOWNSHKIP

WANAQUE MUA

WARREN STAGE V STP

WASHINGTON BOROUGH

WASHINGTON TwP MUA

WATER POLLUTION CONTROL

WEST MILFORD TWP MUA

WEST NEW YORK STP C/0 C WEDLE

WILLINGBORO MUA STP

WOOD -RIDGE STF

WOOCCLIFF STF

ADDRESS
300 HOGSON AVE CN 150
2900 BAYSHORE ROAD
142 H RAILROAD AVE
17-19 NORTH MAIN ST
PO BOX 125
PO BOX 384
4233 KENNEDY BL\D
711 MERMAN ROAD PO BOX 182
224 ROOSEVELT AVE
1802 LONG HILL ROAD
1 MAIN STREET
LAMBERTON ROAD
PO BOX 188
525 POMPTON AVE
35 STEVENS AVE
357 S LIVINGSTON AVE
1001 PARSIPPANY BLVT
72 EYLAND AVE
PO BOX 38 271 CLARKSVILLE RD
316 WINDSOR STREET
600 BLOOM FIELD AVE
PO BOX 620 BERLIN ROAD
579 KINGWOOD AVENUE
46 MOUNTAIN BLVD
100 BELVIDERE AVENUE
PO BOX 226 &6 EAST MILL ROAD
29 PARK AVENUE
1480 UNION VALLEY ROAD
428 60TH STREET RM 15
KENNEDY WAY

85 HUMBOLT STREET

MUNICIPAL BUILDING

TOWNSHKIP

HAMILTON

VILLAS

MAHWAHR

MEDFORD

BELFORD

NEPTUNE

NORTH BERGEN

NORTH BRUNSWICK

OAKHURST

MILLINGTON

WOODBR IDGE

TRENTON

LINCOLN PARK

CEDAR GROVE

LITTLE FALLS

LIVINGSTON

PARSIPPANY

SUCCASUNNA

PRINCETON JCT

BOUND BROOK

VERONA

VOORHKEES

WANAQUE

WARREN

WASHINGTON

LONG VALLEY

BERKELEY HWTS

WEST MILFORD

WEST NEW YORK

WILLINGBORD

WOO0 -R1IDGE

NORTH BERGEN

Z1P COCE

07718

077:2

0707

0892

077s

079t

070ss

(S

07C2¢

0721+

07a2-

ezt

7omn
08..7
0745
7oL

C7el

07€:



POTwW'S WHICH RECEIVED SURVEY

POTW ADDRESS TOWNSHIP 21P COoE
wooLme STP 00 E. TARATKG CN 7603 50 WCOLAND AVE covent station oo
WOODSTOMN SEWERAGE AUTHORiTY WEST AVENUE WOOD'S TOWN 0805¢
WOODSTOWN STP PO BOX 487 7 MARLTON 08053
WRIGHTSTOWN MUA PO BOX 186 WRIGHTSTOWN 085¢:

Court: 196



ASBURY PARK STP

ATLANTIC CO UTILITIES AUTHORITY

BEDMINSTER STP

BERGEN COUNTY STP

BERLIN BOROUGH WPC PLANT

BLACKWOOD WASTEWATER TP

BOROUGH OF AUDUBON

BOROUGH OF COLL INGSWOQD

BOROUGH OF LAWNSIDE

BOROUGH OF MANVILLE

BOROUGH OF NEW PROVIDENCE WTP

BOROUGH OF OAKLAND OPW (3 STPS)

BOROUGH OF PEAPACK & GLADSTONE

BOROUGH OF ROOSEVELT

BOROUGH OF SOMERDALE

BOROUGH OF SWEDESBORO

BRANCHBURG NESHANIC SIP

BURL INGTON WIP

o

RN

CoLUr e

KNUWN
D1SCHARGE

OTHER INHO

NG

NG

PRETREATMENT
ANALYTES

PART OF CCUA

NG

PART OF CCUA

NG

PART OF CCuA

NG

HOOKED INIO

ELIZABETH JOINT

MEETING

NG

NG

NG

PART OF CCUA

NG

NG

NG

INFLUENIT
KATLS

NG

SEE FILE

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

L8

NG

NG

NG

4 MGD

1.4 MGD

1.15 MGD

2 MGD

.068 MLD

.0001 MGD

NG

.2 MGD

.0245 MGL

1.3 MeD



Fuoiw' L i

CAMOEN COUNTY MUA C/0 H. ENGLEBERT

CAPE MAY CTY MUA REGIONAL WTF

CENTRAL WATER POLLUTION

CHATHAM GLEN STP

CHERRY HILL TOWNSHIP

hon o

CRESCENT PARK SEWAGE TREATMENT

DELAWARE TWP MUA

DELRAN SEWAGE AUTHORITY

E WINDSOR WATER POLLUTION

EDGEWATER BOROUGH

ELMWOUD STP

EWING-LAWRENCE SA

GIBBSBORO SEWAGE CORP

GLOUCESTER CO UA C/0 R DIXON

HIGHTSTOWN STP

JOINT MIG OF ESSEX & UNION

LAMBERTVILLE SEWAGE AUTHORITY

LINDENWOLD BOROUGH MUA

N

N

[

PO soKRv T

KNUWN
DISCHARGE

OTHER INFO

TOXIC ORG CMPDOS AND
METALS REPORTS

ANALYSIS DATA SHEETS

NG

PART OF CCUA

NG

NG

NG

LY

PIRTKLAT ANNUAL
REPTS/

NG

ANALYTICAL DAIA

NG

NG

NG

PART OF CCUA

INFLULNI
RATES

NG

SEE

FACILITY

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

Stt FILE

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

40.8 MGD

T4

.056 MGD

.065 MGD

1.5 MGD

2.798

2.8 MGD

1.548

NG

NG

15 MGO

.840 MGD

66.61 MGD

.15 MGD



R L O T A R A

LONG BRANCH SEWERAGE AUTH

MENDHAM BOROUGH STP

MILFORD SEWER UTILITY

MONTGOMERY STP (COMBO OF 5 STPS)
MOORESTOMN TwP STP

MOUMT LAUREL MUA

MT HOLLY SEWERAGE AUTH C/0 W. G. DUNN
M7 OLIVE TOWNSHIP

NORTHEAST MONMOUTH CTY REGIONAL SA

NORTHWEST BERGEN CO SA C/0 MR PORFIDO
PASSAIC VALLEYSEWERAGE COMM C/0 F bASCENSlO
PENNS GROVE SEWERAGE AUTH

PENNSAUKEN SEWERAGE AUTH

PENNSVILLE SEWAGE AUTHORITY

PINE BROOK STP

PT PLEASANT BEACH BORO STP

SEA ISLE ClTY SIP

SOUTHAMPTON SEWERAGE CO

STONY BROOK REG Stw AUTH C.0 J GASTON

ANUMWN
O1SCHARGE

OInER INtU

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

ANALYTICAL DATA

NG

HEAVY METALS & OTHER

CHEM REPT

SEE FILE

NG

NG

SERVICED BY OCUA

OUT OF COMMISION
7,87

NG

Stk FILE

iNb ULNI

KATLS

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

SEE FILE

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

NG

.225 MGD

.492 MGD

NG

3.5 MGD

2.43 MGD

.322 MGD

9.3 MGD

NG

228 MGD

NG

3 MGD

1.4 MGU

5 MGD

NG

NG

KL

NG



Pooow L omiiln kL oronea,

KNOUWN INFLUE NI DALY

POTN D15CHARGE OTHER INFO KATES FLOW
STRATRORD SEWRAGE AUTHORITY . w e
TOMN OF MORRISTOMN Y SEE FILE NG 3.14 MGD
TOWN OF NEWTON N NG NG 1 MGD
TOMNSHIP OF HAMILTON C/O T HORM Y ANALYTICAL DATA/1982 NG 9.2 MGD
SURVEY
TOWNSHIP OF LOWER N NG NG 1.5
TOWNSHIP OF NEPTUNE STP N N NG 5.5 MGD
TOWNSHIP OF PASSAIC Y Y NG .850
TWO BRIDGES SEWERAGE AUTH N
VALLEY ROAD SEWERAGE CO (3 STPS) NG NG .22 MGD
VOORHEES TOWNSHIP CLOSED 9/87 HOOKED NG NG
INTO CAM CTY REG
WANAQUE MUA NG NG NG
WASHINGTON BOROUGH Y NG NG
WEST MILFORD TWP MUA OTHER $TvS NG NG
WOUDLAND STP C/0 E. TARATKO Y NG 1.34 MGD
WOODSTOWN SEWERAGE AUTHORITY NG NG NG
WOODSTOWN STP NG NG 1.095



DOCUMENT: CAPASSUR.42
FOLDER: ABLMCB
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All Toxic Chamicel Release Inventerv subaissiorns in TRIS ee ef 3/28/89 11:39 FRIDAY, RARCH 31, 1969
STermn Jemsev

[ T T I. “ou te lend -
".‘"" . lv\d d!-m-l ocode i - ".-.'q
L =R |2 l:!f:.’.: olgamie .,v'w‘ it [reattot | PR TSN |rpapntanelopeepasee | 11
un “n ne ST EL LT “_‘L__fvm“_—_ii“—‘ KT [T L
TRI-Chemicel-10  Chemieel/Minture neme
900847630 1S0PHOFTL ALCOMOL (RAMNFACTURINS, 3| age.s24] 118.920] 30e.8% 37 . 1" " o, 000 208,130
ACE TONE 6,371,308] 3,680.298] £.408.067 3,489 [ i 1se 187] 3.306.490] 2,078,930
CHLORO ORNY 219,013 nir, 000 8,013 1,300 . 33,980 «0. 001
HEXACHLOROE THANE [T 250 180 . . . e
W-BUTYL ALCOMOL 1,199,9%08]  304.358] 015,880 y.e00 . 1,372 e 1.492] o7s,ar8]  ees.¢%
senzeve 238,008] 1t7,%¢a] 107,001 3.083 . 1 300 sse 723,800 IRy
¢ 1.1,1-TRICHLOROE TMAME 1,322,09] 1,001,090 321,003 1,019 . .. 077 . . 700 13,877 INTH 780,444
ETHvLENE a77.512]  130.408] te7.100 0 e - 5o o
000074873 CNLORONE THANE 07,080 3,080 04,900 0 0 1,800 .
000074968 NYDROGIN CYANIDE T5e ° 750 . » )
000074981 NI THYLENE BROMIDE 160 T 118 ] [
950073003 CHLOROY THAME 268,313 6,498 200,810 T . t [}
000078014 VINYL CHLORTOE 168,518 0,003] 127,700 67 . . «5.893
000075088 ACETONITRILE 29,480 1,990 7,800 . . 148,800
ACETALDENYDE 1,280 1,000 [T * . 280 1.1%0
000073092 BICHLORONE THANE 1.708,773 TR 099,313 10,037 (] ey [ ] 1,437 701,.828] 1,361,034
9000731850 CAROON BISNP IOE 12,273 9,280 3,023 [T ') » 3 1,000 7.108
$00078210 ITHYLENR ONIOE 344,964 e1,%e] re3.870 [0 . [T] 1 e 1.000
000078274 DICHLOROBRONONE THANE 1,900 750 780 0 . [ 20
000073354 VINVLIDIME CHLONIDE 2o, 200 1 24,201 D ) 1) 2,000
000075448 PHOCEME Y, ) o~ Y32 ° 0
000735358 PROPY LENT TNINE [ [17] [T D D 250 0
008TES4 Y PROPYLENE OXIDE 260,654 16,811  ere, 143 [0 0 50 230 9,8% 2.500
000078480 TERT-BUTYL ALCONOL 6,991 68,200 1.7 ) . 204,000 17,580
000074131 FREOM 113 002,548]  ¢83.932] 200,613 37 [) D 10 $8,900] 261,040
900077781 DINETHYL SULPATE e 2,000 6,600 . [idd 4
000070048 130847 YRALDENYDE [T [T N ° 29,500 ]
000070878 1, 2-DICNLOROPROPANE 2,561 rYT 2. 743 . D 7,127
000078928 SIC-BUTYL ALCONDL 3,078 83,633 19,088 .. %0 . 0,900 1,400
000070933 METHTL ETHYL XETOME 3,929, 798] 1.130.708] ¢, 791,000 3,104 . 1) 200 10 87,729] 2,274,882
000079968 1, 1,2- TRICHLONOE THAME 1,000 250 750 ° ° 150 18,052
000079016 TRICHLOROE THYLEME S71.886] A82.817] 109,009 1,480 ° 1,232 200,027
900079041 ACRYLANIOE 37 e 10 0 [ i e
000079107 ACAYLIC ACID 5,303 4,783 [0 . ) Lad 3,526
900679110 CHLOROACETIC ACED 6,012 10 4,79 D ) ese 8,080
098079210 PERACEVIC ACIO 500 190 150 ) 0
008079449 2-NITROPROPANE 1,000 788 280 D ) L 12,1%
99000037 4,4 - 130PROPYLIOENED IMENDL 7,767 3.048 o, 5280 0 0 d 19.0%
900000159 CUNDE HYBROPEROKTDE 4,800 4,900 D 0 0 Ld %0
00000026 METHYL NETHACRYLATE 77,483 32,433 48,030 1,808 . 200 e ed 1.008] ste.710
OIETHYL PHTHALATE 2,781 1,000 1,751 280 . 854 11.270
OIBUTYL PHTHALATE [T 0.1% 1,388 e ) S.87¢ 69,57
PHTNALIC NeITORTOE 20,018 s £3,.993 150 . (i 130 1.208 ¥e.840
SUTTL BIMIVL PHTHALATE 28,648 3.231 re.017 . . 4.318 119,278
2 -PHENY LPWENOL e
s . 30.339
TOUNIE-2,6 DITINCTANATE tan $ie 5o . e %0 tse tse e
000091203 MAPMIHALFNE PN 1,764 6.9 .08 o EQ L D B s ? 3.3
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TABLE 3-4E

BASEYEAR (1987) WASTE MANAGED IN-STATE BY WASTE TYPE
AND SARA MANAGEMENT CATEGORIES IN EXEMPT PROCESSES

Waste types

. Contaminated Soil

. Halogenated Solvents

. Nonhalogenated Solvents

. Halogenated Organic Liquids

Nonhalogenated Organic Liquids

. Organic Liquids, NEC

. Mixed Organic/Inorganic Liquids

. Inorganic Liquids with Organics

. Inorganic Ligquids with Mctals

. Inorganic Liquids, NEC

. Halogenated Organic Sludges/Solic-

. Nonhalogenated Organic Sludges/Sciids
. Organic Sludges/Solids. NEC

. Mixed Organic/Inorganic Sludges/Solids
. Inorganic Sludges/Solids with Mectals

. Inorganic Sludges & Solids, NEC

. Other Wastes
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Appendix 2

Agreement on Basevear

Import and Export Flows



A.2.1. Interstate Agreement

Section 104(k)9 of SARA requires that assurances relying upon the
availability of facilities outside the state must be in accordance with
an interstate agreement or regional agreement or authority. In order
to comply with this statute the Guidance Document required that states
"provide their assurances by demonstrating agreement with other states
regarding cooperative planning actions. This should include reasonable
agreement on baseyear end projected exports and imports between and
among states and that 'captive' and/or "commercial" capacity will exist
or will be created and permitted to manage those flows". '

A.2.2. Interstate Commerce

New Jersey, and most states, have expressed concerns regarding this
requirement to USEPA. Most importantly, states are concerned because
the vast majority of hazardous waste facilities are owned by the
private sector and states do not have the statutory authority to direct
or control interstate shipments of waste between RCRA facilities.
Hazardous wastes have been determined by the courts to be & commodity,
and thus control over interstate shipments of waste would appear to be
a viclation of the interstate commerce clause.

Additionally, the State of New Jersey would like to stress that in
accordance with a free market system, generators of hazardous waste
will continue to transport their wastes to hazardous waste facilities
which satisfy their economic needs; regardless of any agreement which
might be reach by the states. Therefore, it should be understood that
any agreement which is entered into by this state for the purposes of
this CAP is not meant to depict the reality of where future
(projection) years' waste generation will be managed. Rather, these
agreements are planning exercises to assure that there will be adequate
capacity for projected generation of hazardous wastes in the country.

A.2.3. Agreement on Baseyear (1987) Interstate Waste Flow

Tables 3-2 and 3-3 of New Jersey's CAP will be compared with similar
tables from other states to determine whether agreement on baseyear
import/export flows have been reached with the states with which New
Jersey maintains an import/export relationship. In order to assure
that this agreement would exist, New Jersey sent a letter (Attachment
1) to all states with which there was an import/export relationship ir
the baseyear on February 27, 1989. The purpose of this letter was tc
initiate a dialogue and resolve any discrepancies between New Jersey's
and other states' data. The results of these efforts are described in
Attachment 2.

A.2.4, Reconciliation of the Database

Throughout the process to establish agreement on baseyear, there were
two types of discrepancies which were identified. One is the case in
which & discrepancy existed due to an actual error in a state's
database. The second i1is the case in which & discrepancy existed
because of the differences between states' planning assumptions. In



order to deal with these discrepancies, New Jersey employed the
following methodology. If an ‘actusl error in the database was
detected, & correction was made to the database. If & discrepancy
existed due to differences in planning assumptions, New Jersey did not
change its database to "match" other states. Rather, the source of the
discrepancy was identified and is documented in Attachment 2.

.5 Exports and Imports Out of the Continental United States in the
Baseyear

The following is &8 description of the qualities of waste exported
beyond the continental United States.

Belgium: 38 tons
Canada: 462 tons
England: 1,277 tons
South Africa: 14 tons

The following is & description of the dimports from beyond the
continental United States:

Canada: 1,472 tors
Puerto Ricc: 26 tons



State of Netw Jersey

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
DIV!S:ON OF HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT
Micreie M Putnam John J. Trela, Ph.D., Director

Cep.ly Cirecic’ 401 East State St :‘e:,'.
CN 028 o
Hacarccus Waste Operatiors Trenton, N.J. 08625-0028 Responsib.e Party Rewezz -
(609)633-1408
FEB 27 =,

Buddv E, Cox, Chief,HW Branch
Land Division

1751 Federal Drive
Montgomery, AL 36130

I ar sure your office has recently received the final EPA guidance to
states for submitting the Capacity Assurance Plans (CAP) which are wmandated
by SARA 104(k)(9). Chapter 11 of the EPA guidance directs each state tc
submit an interstate agreement, supported by planning documents which
include reasonable agreement or applicable 1interstate waste flow
characteristics and quantities. Because our records indicate that vour
state maintains an import/export relationship with the State of New Jerse-,
our Department would 1like to initiate a dialogue with your staff in a-
attempt to develop our interstate agreement, But first, let me descrite
sote of the planning efforts which are currently underway in New Jersev.

The New Jersev Hazardous Waste Facilities Siting Commission (HWFSC) hac
been delegated the statutory authority to site and plan for all new, needec
major hazardous waste facilities in our state. In order to adequately pler
fcr all potentially needed facilities, the HWFSC prepares the New Jerse:
Siting Plan. In the 1985 Siting Plan, the Commission has determined that
New Jersey will need to develop additional comumercial incineration and 1land
disposal capacity. The Plan's projections 1indicate that once this
incinerator and land disposal facility are on-line, New Jersey will be, in
large part, self sufficient with respect to hazardous waste disposal. The
HWFSC 1s proceeding with the siting of the needed facilities but until
the facilities are sited and constructed, hazardous waste will continue tc
be exported from this state. Therefore, clarifying New Jersev's

import/export relationship with your state now will assist us in our effcert
to comply with the capacity assurance guidance prepared by EPA.

For this reason we respectfully request that you or your staff review the
enclosed New Jersey manifest data from 1987 for accuracy. You will notice
that there are two types of printouts enclosed. One reflects only waste
which 1s considered to be hazardous via the federal definition of hazardous
waste. The other reflects additional waste quantities that were shippec
under manifest as a result of New Jersey's definition of hazardous wzs:e
(copv enclosed). For the purposes of interstate agreement we believe thea:

New Jersey 1s an Equal Opportunity Employer
Recyciec Paper :



Page

it will be necessarv to address only the federal wastes at this time. The
additional information is included for vour information.

If vou agree with this data, please sign and return the enclosure in the
envelore provided. Also, please indicate from what source this data was
obtained. If you find some discrepancies in the data, please contact Frank
Coolick, our Capacitv Assurance Liaison, at the address below within 27
davs of the date of this letter so that we may begin to recouncile our
records.

Your prompt attention and assistance is truly appreciated. Should vcu have
anv questions please do not hesitate to contact Frank at (609) 633-1418 or
at the following address:

Frank Coolick, Assistant Director
Hazardous Waste Regulation Element
Department of Environmental Protection
Division of Hazardous Waste Management
401 East State Street, 5th Floor
Trenton, New Jersey 08625

Thanx vou again for your assistance.
Very truly yours,

5 Tl

John J. Trela, Ph.D.
Director

SAT/abl
Erclosures



ARIZONA

ALABAMA

ARKANSAS

ATTACHMENT 2

STATUS OF AGREEMENT ON BASEYEAR IMPORT/EXPORT FLOWS

UPDATE SEPTEMBER 15, 1989

CAP CONTACT: Andyv Soesilo

Waste Programs Planning Section
Arizona DEQ

2005 N. Central Avenue

Phoenix, AZ 85004

(602) 257-6995

Data Source: Annual Reports

Data: NJ Records AZ Records
Exported to AZ: 0 0
Imported fr AZ: 183 (+404)=587 581.38

Status: Discrepancyv was determined by NJ & AZ to be 404

tons of wunmanifested shipments of D002 from AZ
generators to Madison Industries, NJ. This case was
referred to Enforcement for action. If this 404
tons is added to NJ, there is reasonable agreement.

CAP CONTACT: Dan Cooper

Alabama Dept. of Environmental Managerent
Land Division, Hazardous Waste Branch
1751 Federal Drive

Montgomery, AL 36130

(205) 271-7939

Date Source:

Data:

Status:

NJ Records AL Records
Exported to AL: 3015 Not Availatle
Imported fr AL: 470 Not Available

A response to NJ's 2/25/89 letter was never
received. NJ responded to AL's request for info and
was not "banned" from using their disposal
facilities.

CAP CONTACT: Karen Deere

Manager, Enforcement Branch
Hazardous Waste Division

8001 National Drive PO Box 9583
Little Rock, AR 72209

(501) 455-6880

Data Source: Manifest/RCRA Codes

Datea:

NJ Records AK Records

Exported to AK: 724 §95,L7
Imported fr AK: 20.48 Not Provided



CALIFORNIA

COLORAD?

CONNECTICUT

- 2 -

Status: Called to request additional info 5/9. Most waste
exported to AR is PCB contaminated waste.

CAP CONTACT: Jose Robledo
Alternate Technology Section
Toxic Substances Control Division
Dept. of Health Services
714/744 D Street
PO Box 942732
Sacramento, CA 94234-7320
(916) 322-2507

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records CA Records

Exported to CA: 23 24
Imported fr CA: 1799 2056
Status: Numbers appear to be within reasonable agreement.
CAP CONTACT: Jim Kiefer

Colorado DOH

Hazardous Materials & Waste Managemen:
4210 East 11th Avenue

Denver, CO 80220

(303) 331-4830

Date Source: Annual Reports

Datsa: NJ Records COC Records
Exported to CO: 40.51 0
Imported fr CO: 0 0

Status: CO has no record of receiving waste from NJ.

Manifest info. reviewed. CO shows no record because
the waste in question went to a recycler, therefore
CO annual reports show no data. Confirmation letter
with manifests sent 6/7.

CAP CONTACT: Kathy Golas
Connecticut DEP
Haz. Materials Mgmt. Unit
900 Asylum Avenue
Hartford, CT 06106
(203) 244-2007

Data Source: Annual Report

Data: NJ Records CT Records
Exported to CT: 2251 3353
Imported fr CT: 19832 22772

Status: There are two factors for this discrepancy:



DELAWARE

FLORIDA

GEORGIA

- 3 -

1) NJ data includes 2110 tons of SQG waste that CT
does not, 2) many shipments of waste from CT annual
reports are reported at higher quantities (4641
tons) than NJ. If both these factors are
considered, NJ's number becomes 19832 + 4641 or
24473. CT's number becomes 22771 + 2110 = 24882.
This appears to be reasonable.

CAP CONTACT: Ellen Malenfant
Delaware Dept. of Natural Resources &
Environmental Control
Division of Air & Waste Management
89 Kings Hwy., PO Box 1401
Dover, DE 19903
(302) 736-3672

Data Source: Annual Reports

Data: NJ Records DE Records
Exported to DE: 0 0
Imported fr DE: 6012 6013

Status: DE and NJ have corresponded several times (Feb.,

May, July & August) to resolve this discrepancy.
After much effort, & comparison betweer NJ & DE
date, it was determined that there was mdre waste
shown on NJ manifest data than on DE's annue:
report data. DE revised their #'s accordingly.

CAF CONTACT: Raoul Clarke
Division of Waste Management
Florida Dept. of Environmental Regulation
2600 Blair Stone Road
Tallahassee, FL 32399-2400

Data Source: Annual Reports

Data: NJ Records FL Records
Exported to FL: 19 31
Imported fr FL: 469 432

Status: Response to NJ's letter received May, 89.

Additional information sent to FL July 89. This
discrepancy 1is probably due to the differences
between data sources. There were no transshipments
or rejected shipments involved in this case.

CAP CONTACT: Susan Hendricks
Industrial & Hazardous Waste Program
205 Butler St. SE, Room 1154
Atlanta, GA 30334
(404) 656-7802

Date Source: Biennial Reports

Data: NJ Records GA Records



IDAHO

INDIANA

—

>

Status:

-4 -

Exported to GA: 0 0
Imported fr GA: 2072 2798

Called to follow-up May 89. Response to NJ's

letter received June 89. GA is part of Region IV
agreement. Agreement exists on exports. Discrepancy
in imports is probably due to GA generators using
volumetric measures on the biennial report, whereas
the NJ TSD which accepted the bulk of GA's waste,
actually weighs incoming shipments and changes the
manifests to reflect the correct amount.

CAP CONTACT: Wayne Hart

Dept. of Health & Welfare
Division of Environmental Quality
450 West State Street

Boise, ID 83720

(208) 334-5879

Dats Source: TSD Annusl Reports

Data:

Status:

NJ Records ID Records

Exported to ID: 17 16.79
Imported fr ID: 0 Not Available
(5/22)

Response to NJ letter received 5/22. This
confirmed NJ's data. Agreement exists.

CAP CONTATT: Mike Dalton

Indiana Dept. of Env. Management
Solid & Hazardous Waste Management
105 S. Meridian Street
Indianapolis, IN 46225

(317) 232-8884

Data Source: Manifest

Data:

Status:

NJ Records IN Records

Exported to IN: 18,930 19,898
Imported fr IN: 258 274

Letter requesting additional info. sent to

IN-4/89. Resolution needed for NJ CAP. Called 6/9 to
request data from Manifest. Difference probsably
lies in shipments of DO08. Our original numbers dic
not include 5338 tons of F001 from cleanup of
D'Imperial site. Our numbers now in very close
agreement. Letter of confirmation sent 6/89.

CAP CONTACT: Tom Blewett

Waste Management Authority

Iowa Dept. of Natural Resources
Wallace State Office Building
Des Moines, IA 50319

(515) 231-8489



ILLINOIS

KENTUCKY

LOUISIANA
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Data Source: Biennial Reports

Data: NJ Records IA Records
Exported to IA: 0 0
Imported fr IA: 24 43

Status: Response to letter received 8/31. Agreement exists

on exports. Difference in imports is probably due
to IA generator reporting volumetric quantities on
biennial report. Whereas, NJ TSD, which received
all of 1IA's waste, weighs incoming waste and
adjusts manifest accordingly.

CAP CONTACT: Gene Theios

ILEPA

PO Box 19276

Springfield, IL 62794-9276
(217) 782-6760

Deta Source: Annual Reports
Data: NJ Records IL Records
Exported to IL: 1201 2449
(1896-1°+553-2°)
Imported fr IL: 800 794
Status Called re: discrepancy 5/9/89. Letter w/additione’

info sent 5/11/85. IL revised their data accorcding
to ours, however, they still are not in perfec:
agreement. Part of this is due to the fact that I
assigned 553 tons of waste to NJ which Was
supposed to be residuals from NJ which went tc
landfill. IL sent us a letter of confirmation.

CAF CONTACT: Russ Barnett

Kentucky DEP

Division of Waste Management
18 Reilly Road

Frankfort, KY 40601

(502) 564-6716

Data Source: Annual Report

Data:

Status:

NJ Records KY Records

Exported to KY: 1436
Imported fr KY: 204

No response/Called 5/5/89-will be sending soon.
Net importer (Incinerator & Solvent Recovery,.
Response still not received 9/15.

CAP CONTACT: Dennis Duszynski

LA DEQ
PO Box 44307
Baton Rouge, LA 70804
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(504) 342-4685

Data Source: Biennial Reports

Data: NJ Records LA Records
Exported to LA: 12664 13186
Imported fr LA: 33 33.3

Status: No response. Called 5/1/89. Letter sent w/info.
5/10. Cslled to follow up 6/12. Received data from
LA. Data agrees within 3%. Confirmation letter sent
6/20.

MASSACHUSETTS CAP CONTACT: Stephen Roop
Mass. Dept. of Env. Quality & Eng.
Div. of Hazardous Waste
1 Winter Street, 5th Floor
Boston, MA 021068
(617) 292-5867

Data Source:

Datsa: NJ Records MA Records
Exported to MA: 69 109
Imported fr MA: 19818 18476

Status: Data agrees within 7% for imports. Data OK for

exports: therefore reasonable agreement exists.

MARYLAND CAP CONTACT: Brian English
Maryland Dept. of the Environment
2500 Broening Hwy.
Baltimore, MD 21224
(301) 631-3343

Dsta Source: Converted To BIRD'S (One Of Very Few States
Using This Option)

Data: NJ Records MD Records
Exported to MD: 5897 5553
Imported fr MD: 18370 14005

Status: Exports to MD agree within reason. MD & NJ have

been working diligently to resolve discrepancies.
Our state have corresponded 2/28, 3/28, 7/6 ancd
7/31. It has been difficult to completely resolve
these discrepancies because of MD's conversion tc
BIRDs.

B
—
Z,
1

CAP CONTACT: Cindy Beriocci
Maine DEP
Bureau of Land Quality
State House - Station 17
Augusta, ME 04333
(207) 289-2651




MICHIGAN

MINNESCT

MISSOURI

Data Source:

Datsa: NJ Records ME Records
Exported to ME: 0 0
Imported fr ME: 1472.10 1481

Status: Numbers agree within reason.

CAP CONTACT: Lois Debacker

Michigan Dept. of Natural Resources
Waste Management Program

PO Box 30028

Lansing, MI 48909

(517) 355-49%25

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records MI Records
Exported to MI: 16595 18515
Imported fr MI: 2838 3158

Status: Amounts are within 10%, therefore we have agreement

on quantity/Letter stating agreement sent 5/11/89.

CAT CONTACT: Brett Smith
Minnesota Pollution Control Agency
4350 Energy Lane
St. Paul, MN 55108

Data Source: Manifest

Dats: NJ Records MN Records
Exported to MN: 144 153
Imported fr MN: 228 223

Status: Response to our letter received 3/9/89. Numbers

agree within reason. No followup is required.

CAP CONTACT: Roy Brower
Missouri Department of Natural Resources
Waste Management Program
PO Box 176
205 Jefferson Street
Jefferson City, MO 65102
(314) 751-2468

Data Source: Monitoring and permitting activities

Based on FY.
Data: NJ Records MO Records
Exported to MO: 0 0
Imported fr MO: 7 ?

Status: Response received 4/14/89 at which time MO dsts
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was not available. Second response received
8/22/89. It 1is not possible to compare data because
MO uses a fiscal year.

NEW HAMPSETIPE CAP CONTACT: Heidi Littlefield
NH Dept. of Environmental Services
6 Hazen Drive
Concord, NH 03301
(6C03) 271-3203

Data Source: Manifest and Annual Report

Data: NJ Records NH Records
Exported to NH: 0 0
Imported fr NH: 4387 3644

Status: Exports are in agreement. Data is as good as it

will get. Additional info was provided to NKE so
they know what the discrepancies are. Part of their
data is average of a fiscal year. Letter sent tc NE
confirming numbers 4/89 and 6/89.

NEW YORV CAP CONTACT: Jim Moran
NYSDEC
50 Wolf Road
Albany, NY
(518) 457-3273

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records NY Records
Exported to NY 54733 36940
Imported fr NY 35035 33086

Status: Waiting for NY's final numbers (6/20)

NORTE CARQLINA CAP CONTACT: Dr. Linda Little
Governors Waste Management Board
325 N. Salisbury Street
Raleigh, NC 27611

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records NC Records
Exported to NC: 2226 2143
Imported fr NC: 4378 5341

Status: Reasonable agreement exists on quantity of exports,

therefore data is OK for NJ CAP.

OETO CAP CONTACT: , Michael Kelley

- Ohio EPA
Div. of Solid & Hazardous Waste Mgmt.
PO Box 1043
1800 Watermark Drive
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Columbus, OH 43266-0149
(614) 644-2956

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records OH Records
Exported to OH: 30706 30546
Imported fr OH: 2992 3436

Status: Reasonable agreement exists on imports/exports.

Confirming letter sent 3/89.

PENNSYLVANIA  CAP CONTACT: Gayle Leader
PA DER
Bureau of Solid Waste Management
PO Box 2063 Fulton Building
Harrisburg, PA 17120
(717) 787-7657

Dete Source:

Data: NJ Records PA Records
Exported to PA: 73214 68981
Imported fr PA: 83654 67027
Status: Waiting for final numbers 6/20
RHODE ISLAND  CAP CONTACT: Beverly Migliore

RI Dept. of Environmental Management
Solid Waste Program

204 Cannon Boulevard

75 Davis Street

Providence, RI 02908

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records RI Records
Exported to RI: 578 708
Imported fr RI: 787 573

Status: Is this data (RI) RCRA only/Follow up with Farooque.

SOUTH CAROLINA CAP CONTACT: Hartsill Truedale
SC Dept. of Health & Env. Control
Bureau of Solid & Haz. Waste Management
2600 Bull Street
Columbia, SC 29201
(803) 734-5200

Data Source:
Data: NJ Records SC Records

Exported to SC: 5158 7538
Imported fr SC: 1460 2203



TENNESSEE

VERMONT
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Status: Response received from SC on 4/5/89.

CAP CONTACT: Bobby Morrison
Div. of Solid Waste Management
Dept. of Health & Environment
4th Floor, Customs House
701 Broadway
Nashville, TN 32719-5403
(615) 741-3421

Data Source: Annual Report

Dats: NJ Records TN Records
Exported to TN: 133.75 131.45
Imported fr TN: 3984 4237.05

Status: Response received 4/4/89. Due to discrepancy NJ
call to clarify data. Additional info. from TN on
5/9/89. Issues resolved. Reasonable agreement

exists. Confirmation letter sent 6/20.

CAP CONTACT: Kathey Ferland
Texas Water Commission
PO Box 13087 Capitol Station
1700 North Congress Avenue
Austin, TX 78711-3087
(512) 4€3-7830

Dats Source: Records of Shipments and Receipt.

Data: NJ Records TX Records
Exported to TX: 297.77 263
Imported fr TX: 837.16 672

Status: Response received 4/4/89. Export data agrees within

reason for NJ CAP. TX does not think it's required
to agree on 1987 data.

CAP CONTACT: Rusty Lundberg
Dept. of Health
Bureau of Solid & Hazardous Waste
288 North 1460 West, PO Box 16690
Salt Lake City, UT 84116-0690

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records UT Records
Exported to UT: 0
Imported fr UT: 2
Status: Response received 3/22 stating data is not on
line. Due to small amount of waste, no followup wes
done.

CAP CONTACT: Peter Marshall



VIRGINIA

WEST VIRGINIA

WISCONSIN
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VT Agency for Natural Resources
Dept. of Environmental Conservation
1035 Main Street. West Building
Waterbury, VI 05676

(802) 244-8702

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records VT Records
Exported to VT: 0 Y
Imported fr VT: 2012 2092

Status: Response received 5/24/89. Letter stating agreement
sent 6/2/89

CAP CONTACT: Bill Sarnecky

Division of Waste Management
Richmond, VA
(804) 225-2881

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records VA Records
Exported to VA: 9504 12244
Imported fr VA: 5987 7386-VA is

willing to agree
w/our numbers (e.g.
5841)

Status: Followup letter & data sent to VA on 5/1/89/VA is
re-reviewing their data/VA still disagrees on N’
wastes managed in VA/Need to decide how to resolve.

CAP CONTACT: Michael Dorsey

WV DEP

Division of Waste Management
1260 Greenbriar Street
Charleston, WV 25311

(304) 348-5935

Data Source:

Data: NJ Records WV Records
Exported to WV: 44.57 79.02
Imported fr WV: 6371.38 6293

Status: Agreement exists on import/export data/Letter
stating agreement sent 5/20.

CAP CONTACT: Barb Zellmer

W1 Dept. of Natural Resources
Bureau of Solid Waste Management
PO Box 7921

Madison, WI 53707

(608) 266-7055
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Data Source:

Datea: NJ Records WI Records
Exported to WI: .08
Imported fr WI: 136.93

Status: Waste exported is minimal, so no followup was done.
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APPENDIX III
Definitions

Captive Management Facilitv - A facility that manages waste generated under
the same ownership at a different location. (This differs from the
definition used in the EPA provided state report data, which includes as
captive those facilities that manage wastes from a limited number of
generators).

Commercial Management Facility - A facility that manages waste generatecd at
a different location not under the same ownership.

Commercial Status -~ The appropriate disposition for a waste based upon
management at a particular type of facility. Facilities include commercial,
captive, and on-site facilities (collectively referred to as all treatment,
storage, disposal and recoverv (or all-TSDR)), and non-TSDR facilities.
Commercial status categories help keep track of where generated wastes are
capable of being managed.

Exempt Processes - Included in on-site and non-TSDR management, exercpt
processes refer to processes that are exempt from regulation under RCKA.

Federal Hazardous Waste - Waste regulated as hazardous within the state that
are hazardous wastes under 40 CFK Part 261.

Gerneratior Status - The tvpe of waste generated, by the general forr of
activitv producing the waste. Generation status includes primary recurrent,
secondary recurrent, primary one-time, and secondary one-time waste.

Maximur Capacitv - The maximum amount of waste that can undergo treatment,
disposal, or recoverv that a unit or facilitv can manage within a single
reporting year, giver all physical restrictions and permit conditions ancd
legal restrictiorns.

New Biennial Report - This refers to the revised EPA reporting syster,
issued for the 1987 reporting cycle. New information required by the 1987
Biennial Report includes data on waste stream constituents, details or a
state's waste minimization activities, and facility capacity information.

Non-hazardous wastes - Waste that are not federal or other hazardous wastes.

Non-TSDR Management Facility - A "facility" that manages waste where nc
permitted or interim status treatment, storage, or disposal occurs.
Non-TSDR capacity represents only exempt processes.

On-Site Management Facility - A facility that manages wastes generated under
the same ownership at the same site where permitted or interim status
treatment, storage, or disposal occur. On-site capacity can include exempt
processes at permitted or interim status facilities.

One-time Generation - The generation of hazardous waste that results froz
non-recurrent events, such as Superfund cleanups or other corrective
actions, equipment or decommissioning, disposal of off-specification
products, etc.




Primarv Generation - The generation of hazardous waste from production
processes or from treatment of non-hazardous waste.

Recurrent Generation - The generation of hazardous waste from continuous or
frequently occurring processes or events, such as industrial production
processes.

Remaining Capacity - The amount of unused capacity that could have been used
during a vyear. It represents, for any given year, the maximum capacity
available at the start of the year minus the capacity utilized during the
vear, 1.e., unused capacity.

State Hazardous Waste - Wastes that are considered hazardous within the
state but that would not be hazardous wastes under 40 CFR Part 261. Other
hazardous wastes can include Superfund hazardous substances that are nct
federal hazardous wastes, PCB wastes, wastes regulated by a state hazardous
waste program that is broader in scope than the federal program, etc.

Residuel - see Secondary Generation

Secondarv Generation - The generation of hazardous waste from the
management of hazardous waste (i.e., a residual from hazardous waste
management) .

Svster - One or more processes used together to treat, recvcle, or
l——
dispose of a waste stream.

Utilized Capacitv - The actual amount of waste managed by a treatment,
storage, disposal, or recovery system within a single year.

SARA Management Categories

SARA management categories were created to cover the full range of hazardous
waste management practices in the countrv. Fuel blending 1s not covered in
the SARA management categories because this capacity 1s believed to be
adequate or easily developed and because blended fuels are accounted for bv
incineration, energy recovery and other practices. Storage is not covered
in the SARA management categories because it does not provide for treatment,
destruction, or secure disposition of wastes. The type of system used to
manage a hazardous waste 1s the basis for classifying waste volumes under
particular SARA management categories. The SARA management categories are
defined as follows:

Metals Recoverv - Any system used to recover metals from a hazardous
waste stream for reuse. Systems found under this category include:

-Secondary smelting
-Retorting

~Electrolytic metals recovery
-Ion exchange

-Reverse osmoslis

-Acid leachinrg

-Other metzls recovery



Solvent Recoverv - Any system used to recover solvents from a hazardous
waste strear for reuse. Systems found under this category include:

~Fractionation/distillation
-Thin film evaporation
-Solvent extraction

~-Phase separation

-Other solvent recovery

Other Recoverv - Any system used to reclaim constituents from a waste
stream for reuse that does mnot fall wunder the above-mentioned
categories. This 1is the catchall recovery category Systems found

under this category include: :

-Non-solvent organic recovery
-Acid regeneration

Incineration - Liquids - Any system used to destrov liquid hazardous
waste streams by combustion. Systems found under this categorv include:

-liquid in‘ection incinerators
~Rotary kilns with ligquid injection
-Two-stage incinerators

-Fixed hearth incinerzators
~Multiple hearth incinerators
-Fluicdized bed incinerators
~-Pvrolytic destructoers

Incineration - sludges/solids - Any system used to destrov sludges
and’or solid hazardous wastes by combustion. Systems found under this
category include:

-Rotary kilns

-Two-stage incinerators

~-Fixed hearth incinerators
~Fluidized bed incinerators .
-Infrared incinerators

-Pvrolvtic destructors

Energy Recoverv - Any system that burns hazardous waste for its fuel
value. Note that this category does not distinguish between 1liquids
and sludges/solids as does incineration. Capacity toc burn liquids in
kilns dominates this <category at the national 1level Dbecause
sludges/solids are not often burned 1in kilns and because industrial
furnaces and boilers burn at comparatively lower volumes. Systems
found under this category include:

-Cement, aggregate, and asphalt kilms
-Blast furnaces

-Coke ovens

-Sulfur recoverv furnaces

~-Smelting furnaces

-Other industrial furnaces
-Industrial boilers



-Other reuse-as-fuel units

Agueous Inorganic Treatment - Anv system used to remove or destrov
inorganic constituents from an aqueous hazardous waste stream. Note
that this category does not 1include neutralization (pH control).
Neutralization 1is categorized under 'other treatment" to prevent 1ts
large capacityv from dominating over the capacity of systems such as
chemical precipitation. Systems found under this category include:

-Chromium reduction

~Chemical precipitation

—Cvanide oxidation

-General oxidation

-Ion exchange

-Reverse osmosis

-Other aqueous inorganic treatment

Aqueous Organic Treatment - Any system used to remove or destrov
organic constituents from an aqueous waste stream. Systems found under
this category include:

-Biological treatment

-Carben adsorption

-Alr stripping

-Steam stripping

-Wet air oxidation

-Other acueous orgaric treatment

Other Treatmert - Anv systen used to treat hazardous waste streams tha:
does not fall under categories ! through 8, 10, and 1l. This 1s the
catchall treatment categorv. Any '"other treatment'" processes that are
part of a wastewater treatment system treating hazardous waste do not
fall under this category. Such sludge treatment capacity 1s included
in the treatment svstem capacity reported under categories 1 through §,
10, and 11. Neutralization capacity is expected to dominate this
categorv. Systems found under this category include:

-Neutralization
-Settling/clarification
-Equalization
~Denitrification

-Gas incineration
-Other treatment

Sludge Treatment - Any system used to treat hazardous waste sludges
except stabilization. Any sludge treatment processes that are part of
a wastewater treatment system treating hazardous waste do not fall
under this category. Such sludge treatment capacity is included in the
aqueous treatment system capacity reported under categories 7 and &.
Only svstems that treatment sludges generated from non-hazardous waste
treatment and 'stand-alone' processes are included in this category.
Systems found under this category include:

-Sludge dewatering



-Addition of excess lime or caustic to increase alkalinity
-Absorption/adsorption to render non-liquid

Stabilization - Any system that chemically or physically reduces the
mobility of hazardous <constituents by binding the hazardous
constituents into a solid mass with low permeability that resist
leaching. This does not include addition of adsorbates to render a
waste stream non-liquid or lime/caustic addition to increase alkalinity
(refer to Category 10). Systems found under this category include:

-Cement-based stabilization
-Possolanic-based stabilization
-Asphaltic stabilization
~-Thermo-plastic stabilization
-Other-stabilization

Land Treatment- Also called land application or land farming. This
management practice 1is considered to be 1land disposal wunder the
Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984 (HSWA).

Landf1l1 - Also includes surface i1impoundments closed as landfills
(disposal impoundments).

Deep Well Injection - A tyvpe of underground 1injection beneath the
deepest stratuz containing an underground source of drinking water
defined 1in the regulations pursuant to the Safe Drinking Water Act as
Class I wells (40 CFR Section 144.6A). This management practice ic
consicdered to be land disposal under HSWA.

Other Disposal - Used as a catchall for disposal operations such as
ocean dumping or depositing wastes in salt mines.

SARA Waste Types

These are broad waste groupings designed for aggregation of hazardous waste
quantities. The 17 waste types are to be used to classify waste by
physical/chemical form and hazardous constituents. The SARA waste types are
defined as follows:

Contaminated Sand, Soil, and Clay (not to include spent filter
media) - Waste that is primarily soil contaminated with hazardous
waste.

Halogenated Solvents - Any liquid waste (a "liquid" contains less
than 3 percent total suspended solids) that contains an organic
constituent in the FO001-FO05 definitions, has greater than 90
percent organic content, as well as greater than 0.1 percent

" halogen content (halogen content refers to organic halogen content
as opposed to 1inorganic halogen salts such as sodium chloride).
To be included in this category are solvents whose halogen content
has no been determined.




Non-halogenated Solvent - Any liquid waste that contain an organic
constituent i1in the FOOl1-FO005 definitions, has greater than 90
percent organic content, and less than 0.! percent halogen content.

Halogenated Organic Liquids - Any 1liquid waste that does not
contain a constituent listed in the FO0l-FO005 definitions, has
greater than 90 percent organic content, and greater than O0.!
percent halogen content.

Non-halogenated Organic Liquids - Any liquid waste that does not
contaln a constituent in the FO01-FO05 definitions, has greater
than 90 percent organic content, and contains 1less than 0.!
percent halogen content.

Organic Liquids, Unspecified - Any liquid waste for which nothing
is known except that its organic content is thought to be greater
than 90 percent.

Mixed Organic/Inorganic Liquids - Any liquid waste that has an
organic content between 1 and 90 percent (regardless of halogen cor
sclvent concentration).

Inorganic Liquids With Organic - Any liquid waste that has ar
orgarnic concentration up to 1 percent, but no metals exceeding !

ppL.

Inorganic lLiquids With Metals - Any 1inorganic liquid waste tha-
contains RCRA-regulatec metals in excess of 1 ppm, and not thought
to contain anv organic beyond trace amounts.

Inorganic Liquids, NEC - Any inorganic liquid with either unknowr
constituents, reactive constituents such as cyanide or sulfide, or
both metals in excess of 1 ppm and organic up to 1| percent.

Halogenated Organic Sludges/Solids - Any waste that has greater
than 3 percent total suspended solids 1s greater than 90 percent
organic compound, and has greater than 0.1 percent halogen content.

Non-halogenated Organic Sludges/Solids - Any waste that has
greater than 3 percent total suspended solids is greater than 9¢
percent organic compound, and has less than 0.1 percent halogen
content,

Organic Sludges/Solids, Unspecified - Any waste for which nothing
is known except that it is believed to have greater than 3 percent
total suspended solids and to have 90 percent or greater organic
content,

Mixed Organic/Inorganic Sludges/Solids ~- Any waste with greater
than 3 percent total suspended solids and with an organic content
of between ! percent and 90 percent,
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Inorganic Sludges/Solids With Metals - Any waste with at lest 3

percent total suspended solids, at lest 10 ppm or RCRA-regulated
metals, and not thought to contain organic beyond trace amounts.

Inorganic Sludges/Solids, NEC - Any waste with total suspended
solids of 3 percent or greater and other characteristics are
unknown, reactive due to cyanide or sulfide, or contains both
metals in excess of 10 ppm and organic up to 1 percent,

Other Wastes - Any waste that 1is explosive or highly reactive,
contaminated with dioxins, hazardous and mixed with PCBs or
radioactive waste, lab packs, or containerized gases. Also, state
hazardous waste that is not already covered under RCRA and anv
waste where not enough characteristics are known to place it in
anv of the NEC categories.
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Appendix 4

The Northeast Regional Approach

to Capacity Assurance Planning



AL Northeast States Regional Capacity Assurance Plan
A4, ] Introduction

In accordance with the requirements of Section 104(c)(9) of the Federal
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act
(CERCLA), as amended, each state must submit a hazardous waste Capacity
Assurance Plan (CAP) to the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on
or before October 17, 1989, The CAP must show that the state has
access to adequate treatment and disposal capacity to manage waste
generated within i1its borders over the next 20 years. Without this
assurance, EPA mav withhold federal money for Superfund site cleanups
in the state.

To comply with the requirement to show adequate waste treatment and
disposal capacity, the Northeastern states 1including Connecticut,
Washington, DC, Delaware, Massachusetts, Maryland, Maine, New
Hampshire, New Jersev, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Virginia, Vermont,
lVest Virginia agreed to formulate a Regional Capacity Assurance Plan
(RCAF)., Based on the data included in the individual states' plans,
the Regional Appendix indicates that the Northeastern states as a group
have adequate capecitv to treat and dispose of all wastes generated in
all management categories for the years 1989, 1995 and 2009 with the
following three exceptions:

o 7,200 ton incineration shortfall in 1989
o 11,600-16,000 ton sludge treatment shortfall
o) 140,000-282,000 ton landfill shortfall

AL.C Overview of Planning Process

The Northeast CAF project has been active since December 1988. Members
of the original Northeast Capacityv Assurance Project (which included
New York) anc representatives from EPA met for the first time ir
Washington, DC on Februarv 17, 1989 to discuss different aspects of
CAP, notably import/export projections, waste minimizations and
interstate agreements. Representatives from EPA pointed out that the
states 1in some regions were considering forming regional compacts,
intending not to share their existing or future capacity with states
outside of their regions.

The group had a lengthy discussion on the process for obtaining
interstate agreements. To facilitate the process, the group decided tc
do an import/export analysis for the 14 states region and organized ar
Import /Export Committee for this purpose. The Committee consisted of
representatives from New Jersey, Connecticut, Virginia, Pennsylvanie,
Massachusetts, Delaware, New York and Maryland.

The Committee met in Newark, New Jersey on April 18, 1989 to discuss
issues related to the import/export analyses, and to agree on guidance
for developing a regional agreement. The group also discussed revising
the interstate agreement letter and CAP transmittal letter.
Significant differences 1in the interstate shipment of wastes were
identified. These differences were due to the difference in indivicual



states reporting system, inaccuracy in data compilation, and incomplete
database.

A regional CAP meeting was held in Boston, Massachusetts on June 15 and
16, 1989, Representatives from all 14 Northeastern states were in
attendance, as well as representatives from EPA. Representatives from
EPA indicated that a regional plan showing self-sufficiency would be an
acceptable alternative to individual interstate agreement.

The first day of the meeting was devoted to import/export issues such
as the comparison of import/export figures betwesen states, and
revisions to the interstate agreement letter. The second day of the
meeting was devoted to minimization and projection issues. Significant
improvements were made 1in narrowing the differences 1in the
import/export data since the Newark meeting. It was resolved that
states would discuss import/export differences one-on-one. During this
meeting, the states also discussed the concept and feasibility of a
regional plan.

On August 23-25, 1989, CAP representatives from the 14 states, met in
Philadelphia. They reviewed the import/export data and assessed the
degree to which Nertheast states had achieved "reasonable agreement',

Thev attempted to finalize the import/export Tables 3-2 and 3-3 fror
the Guidance Document. The feasibility of the regional
self-sufficiencvy was also analvzed. It was determined from the
analvsis that there mav be a short-tern shortfall in dincineratior
capacity between 1989 and 1991. The regional was self-sufficient ir
all other management categories for the projection years.

After the Philadelphia meeting, each state prepared summary tables
listing generation and capacity for 1987 and the three projectior
vears. This information was combined into a region summary table
(Attachment 1). On September 22, 1989 the negotiating task force with
representatives from several of the Northeast states, met in Newark, XU
to review the summary data and to finalize the text for this appendix.

A draft Regional Appendix was distributed to each state along with a
Regional Participation Statement which was due to be signed on
September 25, 1989. Participation statements were submitted by all
Northeast states except New York. Prior to New York;s withdrawal, the
Northeast states only had a short-term incineration shortfall. This
final Regional Appendix is based on a 13 state approach.

A.4.3 Regional Findings

The following findings were adopted by participating states for a
Northeast Regional CAP Agreement.

Finding #1: The Northeast States have obtained
"reasonable agreement on basevear exports/

mports




Based on draft export and import data presented by each state, a
computer prograr was developed that '"paired" each Northeast state's
determination of i1mports with the corresponding Northeast state's

determination of exports, and vice versa. The resulting 'paired"
import and export tables, with "mismatches', were presented to each
state. Possible reasons for discrepancies were discussed during a

breakout session, and states refined data based on discussions. At the
end of the meeting, the Northeast states concluded that the amended
data constituted ''reasonable agreement" on exports and imports within
the Northeast region for CAP planning purposes.

Finding #2: The Northeast States have identified
regional baseyear capacity surpluses
and shortfalls for the baseyear

Based on draft Tables 3-5B (or equivalents) from each state, the group
analvzed the Region's remaining capacity (available capacity - utilized
capacitv) bv management category for the baseyear. Since the CAP
regional agreement recuires regions to demonstrate capacity for all
out-of-region exports, but not imports, the group used Table 3-2 and
3-2 data to calculate the Northeast's net exports to other EF:
Regions, Net exports out-of-region were i1in turn subtracted from
reraining capecitvy to show surplus remaining capacity capturing
out-of-region exporte, If net out-of-region exports exceed remaining
Northeast capacity, a negative number, or shortfall of capacity results
for the basevear. Otherwise, the Northeast experiences a surplus
capracity, anc deronstrates regional self-sufficiency for CAP planning
purposes. Based on this analysis, the Northeast States concluded theat
thev had a regional surplus of capacity in the baseyear for all SARA
management categories except landfill, incineration and sludge
treatment,

Finding #3: The Neortheast States have estimated demand
scenarios for the 1989, 1995 and 2009 projection

years

NY and PA developed demand estimates in conformance with the
assunmptions of their individual State facility siting plans, These
demand assumptions have been incorporated with baseyear remaining
capacity data to create 1989, 1995 and 2009 capacity estimates. The
remaining 11 states projected relatively constant or reduced demand for
each of the projection years. While the other 11 states may show some
minor changes in demand during projection years (e.g., for one-time
events or regulatory changes), their general planning assumption for
long-term demand is that economic growth will be roughly off-set by
waste minimization, leading to level demand. Since EPA's official
regulatory impact analysis on the land ban has not been completed, some
states did not find it feasible to include land ban analysis in their
projections.

Finding #4: The Northeast States have developed supplv
scenarios for the 1989, 1995 and 2009 projection
years




At the August meeting, each state discussed 1its planning assumptions
for bringing new capacity on line by 1995. A total of four Northeast
states (MA, NJ, PA, WV) indicated that they have plans to bring new
incineration or 1landfill capacity on 1line in 1989 or 1995. These
supply estimates have been incorporated with baseyear supply estimates,
and increased demand estimates, to create projection year supply
estimates. :

Finding #5: The Northeast States plan to be self-
sufficient in capacity for CAP planning
purposes by 1995 except for landfill and
sludge treatment

When the baseyear regional capacity surpluses and deficits (Finding #2)
are modeled for demand increases (Finding #3) and supply 1increases
(Finding #¢), surplus capacity appears for each SARA management
categoryv except for incineration, landfill and sludge treatment. Fror
this analysis, the Northeast States conclude that they will be
self-sufficient by the 1995 projection year except for landfill and
sludge treatment,

Finding #6: The Northeast States will approach other
regions or states to obtain needed capacity

To remedv the capacitv shortfalls, the Northeast States named a task
force on August 235, 1989, consisting of representatives from five
states (NY, NJ, PA, VA, CT). The task force was asked to approeach
other regions tc obtain aprroval for using needed capacity in exchange
for management capacity for which a surplus 1s expected in the
Northeast. Since New York withdrew so late in the process, the
Northeast states could only begin to contact other regions on October
4th.

Finding #7: The Northeast States have adopted a cover
letter and a regional agreement

The letter and agreement reflect minor modifications from the
recommended format of the EPA Guidance Document.

Finding #8: The Northeast States recognizes the need to
reevaluate regional landfill capacity and

The 13 Northeast states acknowledge that the vast majority of landfil:
waste is shipped out of the region for disposal. In order tc
reevaluate the landfill capacity and demand in the region, the 13
states agreed to participate in a regional task force. At the same
time, each of the Northeast states will use its best efforts to reduce
the demand for land capacity to a minimum. None of the participating
states have barriers to the interstate shipment of waste.

Regional Approach



During the Capacity Assurance Plan meeting held on August 23-25 1in

-Philadelphia, the Northeast states agreed to submit generation and
capacity data as a basis for a final regional appendix. This data was
refined during September. The attached summary (Table 1) presents the
results of this regional analysis.

All in-state waste generation under each management category for the
basevear (1987) and the projection years (1989, 1995, 2009) were summed
and compared with the total of the capacities under corresponding
management categories., Only the absolute in-state generations, primary
and secondary inclusive, were included in the analysis,

The region has a deficit of 76,220 tons in the incineration capacity
for the year 1989, Capacity shortfall of 140,000 - 283,000 tons for
landfill and 11,600 - 16,000 tons for sludge treatment 1is expected in
all the projected years. Northeast states have formed a committee that
negotiates with other regions or states. The Northeast states expect
to continue their collaborative approach to capacity assurance planning
in the future.



TABLE 1

NORTHEAST STATES CAPACITY ASSURANCE PLAN
13 STATE REGIONAL SUMMARY TABLE

Capacity Metal Solvent Other Enesgy  Aqueous Other Studge

Year Demand | Recov Recove Recovery Incineration Recov Treatment Treatment Treatment Stabilization Land
1987 Capacity 444756 197560 80100 40000 332354 1824872 280342 3923 334179 400
Generation | 88107 151634 18070 66340 185930 376002 103531 19895 202315 363139)
Net 346649 45926 62030 -26340 146424 1448870 176811 ~-16972 131864 -362739’
1889  Capacity 448156 183590 80100 40000 336054 1824872 280342 3823 334179 V]
Generation 86145 152481 17095 116220 142011 343445 96014 19583 264191 283470
Net 362011 31109 63005 -76220 194043 1481427 183428 -15660 69988 -28347¢C
1995 Capaaity 469170 237590 81096 302400 365918 2039846 280342 3923 334179 68000
Generation 77381 137044 19297 123332 139772 305233 83759 16650 213687 224290

Net 391819 100546 61799 179068 226146 1734613 186583 -12727 120492 -1562
2009 Capacity 469170 2375690 81606 312400 365918 20398646 280342 3923 334179 68000
Generation 66084 121817 14720 115045 128094 273082 74741 16531 272385 208346
Net 403086 115773 66886 197355 237824 1766764 205601 -116808 61794 -140346

MANAGEMENT CATEGORIES

Note: All units are in ons per year.
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A.5

Correspondence

A.5.1. Overview

In the course of preparing this Capacity Assurance Plan, the State of
New Jersey has made every effort to comply with the Guidance Document.
As part of this effort, it was necessary to correspond with the USEPA
and other states and regions. The purpose of this Appendix 1is to
describe these efforts. Please note that correspondence sent to other
states regarding baseyear import/export flows 1s described in Appendiw
2; and correspondence sent to POTW's in this state 1s described in
Appendix 1. All letters discussed in this chapter are attached
herewith.

A.5.2 Correspondence with USEPA

A.5.3

A,5.4

A.5.5

A.5.6

Since the 1ssuance of the final Guidance Document, the State of New
Jersey has been concerned over the 1implementability of its
requirements; particularly as they relate to the reportable waste
streams. In response to this concern two letters were sent to USEPA's
Administrator. A response to the first letter has been received. The
Division of Hazardous Waste Management (DHWM) {1s still awaiting a
response to our second letter.

Letter to Charles Findlay, Assistant Administrator

DHW™ sent a letter on June 6, 1989 to Charles Findlay. Mr. Findlav was
leading a task force to develop evaluation criteria for the Capacity
Assurance Plans. This letter was written to make Mr. Findlav aware of
the problems that states were encountering in developing their CAP's in
the hopes that meaningful evaluation criteria would be developed.

Letters Sent by New Jersey to States with Landfill Capacity

On July 20, 1989 the State of New Jersey sent letters to the six states
(OH, NY, AL, MI, IL and IN) which accepted the bulk of this state's
landfillables in 1987. Because the state of New Jersey was aware of
its land disposal shortfall, this letter was sent to try to gain sore
information which could have been used to develop future agreements.
However to date, responses have only been received from Michigar anc
Illinois. Both of these responses indicated that these states were, at
the time of their letters, assessing their demand. Thus, no useful
information could be obtained.

Letters to States Which Exported More Than 5,000 Tons to New Jersey

The State of New Jersey sent letters to all states which exported in
excess of 5,000 tons to this state. This was sent in order to get an
idea of which states would be planning, for the purposes of this CAP
Document, to continue to show exports to the State of New Jersey. Of
the 8 states which were sent this letter, 6 responded affirmatively.
Two responses have not been received.

Interregional Agreement Attempt



On October 4, 1989, the State of New Jersey sent a letter on behalf of
the Northeast Region to all USEPA Regions. The purpose of this letter
is to attempt to enter into interregional agreements for those
management categories in which the northeast region shows an existing

or future capacity shortfall. As of this writing, no responses have
been received.

SAT/abl
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William Reilly, Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
401 M Street

Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Reilly:

The New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) has recently
received the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA's) final guidance to
states in fulfilling the requirements of Comprehensive Environmental
Response Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) 104(c)(9). Review of the

docurent has prompted some serious concerns and questions regarding the
implementability of this guidance.

EPA initially presented its draft guidance to states for completing their
Capacity Assurance Plans (CAP's) in the August 31, 1988 Federal Register.
This guidance generally incorporated the guidance prepared by the National
Governors Association (NGA) with the exception of EPA's alternative
instructions on how to demonstrate '"interstate agreement''. As you know, the
"EPA Alternative'" to the NGA interstate agreement has spurred a great deal
of controversy. In fact, the EPA Alternative seemed so 1intrinsically
unworkable that most felt that EPA would not pursue this avenue. However,

in the final guidance, EPA did 1incorporate the alternative version of the
interstate agreement.

The final EPA guidance on interstate agreement requires that states obtain
explicit assurances on the availability of capacity from importing states;
reach reasonable agreement on the quantities and types of waste imported and
exported; and submit appropriate planning documents. However, when this
written guidance 1s considered in the context of the EPA's interstate
agreement "form letter", the requirement becomes muddled and confusing. The
guidance is still not clear with respect to how states are to comply anc
submit an appropriate interstate agreement. For instance, the guidance is
silent with respect to whether a state must enter into agreements with all
states which maintain an import/export relationship with that state.
Representatives from NJDEP have also received conflicting guidance from EPA
staff regarding whether agreement on quantities of interstate waste flows
will constitute interstate agreement or whether states must enter intc
"contractual" arrangements with other states to have interstate agreement.
Additionallyv, 1t will be extremely difficult, if not {mpossible, to obtain

Sew Jorves v an L gasl Goporionay Forelover
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explicit assurances on the availability of capacity by the October 17, 1986
deadline. This difficultv is compounded by two factors.

First, the majority of hazardous waste facilities are owned by the private
sector. We are concerned that we do not have the statutory authority to
direct or control interstate shipments of hazardous waste between Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) facilities to assure compliance.
Additionally, we are not certain that a state controlled market would be
beneficial in an environment where the implementation of Hazardous and Solid
Waste Amendments (HSWA) requirements has caused the bulk of Treatment,
Storage and Disposal Facilities (TSDF's) nationwide to close.

Second, states which receive only a small amount of the available Superfund
remediation monies might not be willing to participate in the planning
process required for achieving interstate agreement. In these states the
loss of the Superfund cleanup money may be a small price to pay for the
ability to block the '"large" states from exporting to them Superfund clearnup
wastes, If or when these disputes arise EPA will not act as a mediator to
settle ther and there will be little incentive for these states to complv.
This scenario would have a serious impact on states such as New Jersey which
received in excess of $250 million for Superfund remediations last year.

Even 1f state governments are able to reach explicit assurances on the
availability of capacity by the October 17, 1989 deadline, these assurances
will not result in a real mechanism to assure capacity for imported and
exported wastes, Because the majority of TSDF's are owned by the private
sector, we do not believe that state governments have the authority to
compel these TSDF's to limit their clientele to generators which reside ir =
state that maintains an interstate agreement with the TSDF's state. Ir
accordance with a free market system, generators will continue to transport
their wastes to those TSDF's which satisfy their economic needs; regardless
of any "agreement'" which might be reached by the states. Therefore, these
agreements will not depict reality and will at best be a lengthy paperworr

exercise which will only result in maintaining the status quo of imports and
exports,

One other notable difference between the final and draft guidance 1is the
change in position on reportable waste streams. EPA assured states at
meetings of the NGA work group on data and projections that the reportable
waste streams for the CAP would be limited to RCRA wastes. However, in the
final guidance EPA broadly expanded the list of reportable waste streams to
also include: New Jersey Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NJPDES®;
Comprehensive Environmental Response Coupensation and Liability Ac:
(CERCLA); on-site treatment and discharge Publicly Owned Treatment Workc
(POTW); discharge to POTW's and on-site recycling. There seems to be little
basis for this decision in law.

The expansiorn of reportable waste streams will be an extremely difficule
obstacle to overcome. The universe of facilities in New Jersey which
discharge or generate the reportable wastes as defined in the EPA final
guidance number in the tens of thousands. Of this universe, the majority of
the facilities which discharge to POTW's (with or without treatment) are
exempt facilities under RCRA and/or are not subject to any reporting
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requirements. Consequently, the little information that is available mav
not be sufficient to perform the detailed analyses required for the CAP,

For instance, manv of these facilities might submit monitoring reports, but
these reports do not include any data which will indicate: concentration of
the discharge; whether the discharge contains a listed waste; or whether the
discharge resulted from a 1listed process. Therefore, there would be no
means of determining whether the discharge would be hazardous or 1f it would
have a subsequent impact on capacity. Because many of these facilities are
exempt under RCRA, they are also not subject to the biennial reporting
requirements. Thus, no data can be collected from these sources.

Under RCRA, on-site recycling is also an exempt process and as such it will
be difficult to obtain the data required by the CAP. It 1is also not clear
why this waste stream should even be considered as having a significant
impact on capacity because, by definition, recycling 1s use/reuse or
reclamation. In order to qualify for the exemption under federal law it
must be currently handled on-site by on-site capacity.

In conclusion, EPA and the states are in a difficult circumstance. In 1986,
the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act (SARA) required that all
capacity assurance provisions must be in place by October 17, 1989 or the
non-complving states could lose all Superfund money. EPA has expended two
vears and three months developing the guidance on how to assure capacity.

This leaves the states nine months to actually assure capacity. In New
Jersev's case this requires us to develop 40 interstate agreements by
October. There are manv questions regarding the development of interstate

agreements and how states wmight obtain the additional information or
reportable waste streams.

Due to the 1limited time available, I am formally requesting that you
reconsider the two preceding issues in the EPA guidance to provide statec
with an obtainable goal for the October statutory deadline. In my opinion,
this would best be achieved by removing the administrative requirements for
additional reportable wastes and phasing the requirement for 1interstate
agreement. At a minimum, I would like to request that EPA issue further
clarification on how to demonstrate interstate agreement and where suitable
data on the exempt process waste streams may be obtained.

With the October deadline fast approaching, your prompt consideration of
this request will be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Christopher J. Daggett
Commissioner
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THE ADMINISTRATOR

Christopher J. Daggett, Comrissioner

State of New Jersey

Department of Environmental Protection -
CN4O2

Trenton, New Jersey 08625

Dear Chris:

Thank you for your April 13, 1989, letter regarding
your concerns about the ability of states to implement the
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) final guidance on
meeting the requirements of the Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) 104(c)(9).
I appreciate your concerns about the difficulties that states
will have in obtaining needed data and in making their
assurances. I also agree that the three years allowed by law
is very short, considering the complexity of the process. This
short time line was one important reason why EPA involved the
states from the beginning via grant assistance to the National
Governors’ Association (NGA). We plan to continue to provide
the maximum assistance possible to the states via our regional
offices, contractors, and non-profit grant agencies in an
effort to assist the states to develop adequate assurances.

The final guidance EPA issued in December of last year did
not adopt unchanged either of the draft approaches presented
for comment in the August 31, 1988, Federal Ragister. The
guidance outlines two key steps in the capacity assurance
process that are designed to provide improved planning for
hazardous waste managexment. The first establishes a
state-specific "base year" hazardous waste system by
identifying: (1) all hazardous waste generated within the
state’s borders; (2) amounts of all hazardous waste exported
from and imported to the state; and (3) the distribution of
these wastes within various hazardous waste management
categories within the state. Once this baseline has been
established, future projections of in-state generated hazardous
waste (demand) are compared to current in-state hazardous waste
management capacity (supply). These projections take into
consideration such influences as economic growth, prospects for
waste reduction, and the likely impacts of new regulations.

(>
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Based upon this analysis, the states projecting an
available surplus of capacity for all categories of waste need
no further analysis. States with an available capacity
shortfall may seek available capacity in another state or
states and assure the availability of such capacity through an
interstate agreement. Alternatively, the state may plan for
siting necessary facilities in-state to accommodate the
shortfall. This process is intended to place the burden of
developing plans to meet capacity shortfalls on those states
that historically have not sited hazardous waste management
facilities, for whatever reason.

You have raised a specific question as to whether
interstate agreements must be made with each state with which
New Jersey has an import/export relationship. (This approach
was considered at one point by the NGA work groups, but
rejected by EPA.) As discussed above, the process identified
in EPA’s guidance is one of planning. After obtaining a basic
understanding of your state’s hazardous waste system (as
established in the base year analysis), your state must accourt
for where the projected waste streams could go, not where they
will go in fact. Thus, agreements with other states are only
needed where wastes are projected to utilize out-of-state
capacity. Moreover, EPA has reduced the burden of reaching an
agreement by not requiring bilaterally signed documents:
reciprocal comnitments reflecting actual agreement will
suffice.

EPA has no desire or intent to interfere with the
free-market nature of present waste management practices or to
force states to control markets to ensure capacity. I agree
with your assessment that "generators will continue to
transport their wastes to those TSDFs which satisfy their
economic needs, regardless of an 'agreement' which might be
reached by the states." The interstate agreement called for in
the EPA guidance is limited to securing assurances that
capacity will be available in another state, as required by the
"giting" provision of SARA. Because assurances relying upon
out-of-state capacity must include interstate agreements, and
because EPA cannot provide remedial action without these
assurances after October 17, 1989, we cannot phase in the
applicability of the interstate agreement requirements.

(¢
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You have also pointed out that early discussions of the NGA
work groups focused on limiting the waste streams to those
reported under the RCRA Biennial Reporting System. Ultimately,
the categories of waste to be accounted for in the assurances
were broadened, based upon further analysis and EPA’‘s finding
that the intent of the law was to include, at a ainimum, all
wastes that are considered hazardous under Subtitle € of the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. This includes wastes
currently subject to management standards &nd wvastes that are
currently exempt from specific regulatory standards but that,
given future regulatory program changes, could require
management in Subtitle C facilities. Similarly, the capacity
analysis includes all wastes that deplete Subtitle C facility
capacity, even if not considered hazardous under Subtitle C,
including wastes considered hazardous under state programs.
Failure to include such wastes would lead to overestimates of
available capacity.

EPA’s Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response is
currently developing criteria the Agency will use in evaluating
the state capacity assurances. 1In addition, a high level task
force consisting of both headquarters and regional staff is
addressing policy issues and will recommend procedures to be
used in approving or denying assurances. I am relaying the
concerns you have expressed to this task force in order that
they may be taken into consideration as they affect our own
policy decisions. In the near future we hope to be able to
share with the states more information about the policies and
steps we will follow in processing state capacity assurances.

I believe that the provisions of Section 104(c) (9) of
CERCLA will lead to a better understanding of hazardous vaste
capacity and management in this country and will encourage
better planning for future waste management. The first round
of state capacity assurances poses some nevw and very difficult
challenges, both for the states and for EPA. I assure you that
we will take a reasoned approach to developing criteria for the
evaluation of state assurances, particularly where reliable
data are unavailable. I look forward to working with you and
your counterparts in other states as we refine our criteria and
procedures over time in order to improve capacity assurance
planning as a tool for environmental protection and pollution
prevention.

Sincerely yours,

William K. Reillv
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William Reilly, Administrator

United States Environmental Protection Agency
401 M Street

Washington, DC 20460

Dear Administrator Reillv:

Thank you for vour June 23, 1989 letter responding to New Jersey Department
of Environmental Protection's (NJDEP) concerns regarding the ability of
states to implement the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) final
guidance tc states for complying with the requirements of Section 104(¢)§ of
the Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act
(CERCLA). Your response allayed some of our concerns and clarified several
issues which we had raised. In particular, thank you for your explanation
of the 1interstate agreement process and for your assurance that EPA will
take a reasoned approach to developing criteria for the evaluation of state
Capacity Assurance Plans (CAPs). Because the NJDEP is now much further into
the Capacitv Assurance process, I would like to take this opportunity tc
clarify my own understanding of some of the points made in your letter, tc
redirect to you some questions in our original letter which did not receive
a response, and to expand upon some of the issues which we had previously
raised,

First, NJDEP still believes that it is not the intent of CERCLA 104(c)9 to
evaluate the generation of hazardous wastes which do not utilize hazardous
waste capacity., As I understand your letter, EPA's interpretation of the
statute is that '"wastes that are currently exempt from specific regulatory
standards" should be reported in a state's CAP "because future regulatory
program changes could require management in Subtitle C facilities."

Yet, the EPA Guidance Document only requires states to report the generation
of exempt wastes. It does not require states to evaluate the potential
future impacts of these wastes upon management capacity. I am sure you will
agree that i1t would be relatively impossible to perform this task.
Therefore, it seems unreasonable and inconsequential to require states to
collect and report data on exempt process wastes when these quantities of
waste do not utilize existing hazardous waste capacity and cannot be
evaluated to the extent that they "might" utilize hazardous waste capacit:
some time in the future. NJDEP maintains that these waste streams shoulc
only be reported if regulatory changes do require management in Subtitle C
facilities. If EPA believes these data would be good to have, these datz
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should be collected through a revised regulatory program. The onus should
not be placed on the already overburdened states by imposing this data
collection through the CAP process.

Additionally, NJDEP's previous letter to you specifically requested that EPA
delineate where adequate data on the exempt process waste streams could be
obtained. Your recent response did not address this request. Therefore,
NJDEP would like to redirect this request to you at this time. If EPA
cannot indicate where appropriate sources for this data can be found, this
only serves to strengthen NJDEP's position that the states should not be
required to report the generation of exempt process wastes.

As of the writing of this letter, NJDEP has approximately two months to
complete our CAP and to develop any necessary interstate agreements. Many
of the states which NJDEP hes contacted do not have their base year
import/export analvses completed. For those that have completed the
import/export tables, the data are often very preliminary and not conducive
to analysis. With such a short period of time remaining until the statutory
deadline, I believe EPA should be concerned about states' ability to
complete their CAPs,

Cozpletion of these base year tables is of utmost importance. It 1is upon
the data contained i1in these tables that projections will be made and
interstate agreement on future quantities of imports and exports will be
demonstrated. All states' CAPs are interrelated through these tables.
Therefore, 1t 1s wunreasonable to assume that states will have reached
agreement on projected interstate waste flows in two months when accurate
base year data have not yet been assembled.

Our previous letter stressed the fact that EPA expended two years and three
months developing the guidance on how to assure capacity. This left the
states onlv nine months to prepare appropriate CAP submittals. While we
certainlv appreciate the assistance which EPA has given to the states, we
are still concerned about the inequities between the distribution of time
and money spent by EPA on the development of a capacity assurance process
and that allotted to the states to actually develop Capacity Assurance Plans.

This 1s a serious problem. Given the difficulties with the current CAF
process and its associated interstate agreement, I would again 1like to
stress that both the EPA and the states are in a difficult circumstance.
The states now have only two months to comply with the EPA guidance or risk
loss of federal Superfund monies. Conversely, EPA will be required to
withhold these monies and slow the cleanup of Superfund sites across the
country. This is a situation which neither the states nor EPA desires.

1 would now like to clarify my own understanding of two points which were
raised in your letter. You wrote that "The final guidance EPA issued ir
December of last year did not adopt unchanged either of the draft approaches
presented for comment in the August 31, 1988, Federal gsgis:er". Because it
is not very clear what the intent of this phrase is, I would like to make
clear the fact that EPA did, 1in fact, 1impose requirements in the final




version of the guidance document which were not presented in either of the
draft versions presented for comment in August 1988.

Alsc, with respect to our questions regarding whether or not interstate
agreement must be made with each state which maintains an import/export
relationship with New Jersey, you responded that the EPA approach did not
require "bilaterally signed documents" but did require "reciprocal
commitments."” Your letter further stated that an approach which required
explicit agreements 'was considered at one point by the National Governors'
Association (NGA) workgroup, but rejected by EPA." This is simply not true.

The NGA suggested guidance for capacity assurance required states to involve
themselves in a planning process that assures capacity. The NGA process did
not require states to guarantee explicit capacity with another state but
instead focused efforts on ensuring states participated in the process.
Under the NGA process, states would risk losing their Superfund money only
if thev chose not to participate in the process or if they were in violation
of the NGA evaluation criteria. For the first year's submittal, the NG2
process required states to examine the extent and volumes of interstate
waste flows. Quite to the opposite, under the EPA process, states risk
losing their Superfund wmoney if specific capacity {is not found for all
wastes projected to be generated in twenty years.

Finally, NJDEP understands that some form of interstate agreement must be
subzitted by the October 1989 deadline. However, -because the terx
"interstate agreement' 1s not defined in the statute, we believe that the
requirements for interstate agreements can be phased 1in, using a process
similar to that developed by the NGA work groups, e.g., for the first CAT
subzittal, agreement on base year import/export flows could constitute
interstate agreement.

In closing, I would again like to suggest that EPA reconsider its positicr
and phase 1in the requirements for interstate agreement. The NGA has
recentlv voted in favor of this position. I would also like to suggest that
EPA remove the administrative burden of reporting exempt process waste
strears, at least for the October 1989 submittal.

Thank vou for your consideration in this matter. I look forward to working
with you on this issue in the future.

Sincerely,
ORIGINAL SIGNED BY

Christopher J. Daggett
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Charles Findlay, Assistant Administrator
EPA Region X

1200 6th Avenue

Seattle, WA GE&I1(C1!

Dear Mr. Findlav:

1 have recently been made aware that you are leading the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) task force to develop evaluation
criteria for the Capacitv Assurance Plans (CAPs) that must be submitted bv
each state pursuant tc SARA 104(k)9. Because EPA Region II, of which the
State of New Jersev is a part, is not represented on this task force, I
would like to take this opportunity to relay some of this state's issues and
concerns as well as to present some suggestions. I firmly believe that it
is necessary for the task force to understand the 1issues which are
confronting each state in order to develop meaningful evaluation criteria.

One of this state's utmost concerns 1is the reportable waste streams for
capacity assurance planning. As 1 am sure you are aware, throughout the
development of the guidance document, USEPA had indicated that states would
only be responsible for reporting Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA) regulated wastes. Yet, in the final guidance document, USEPA broadlv
expanded the 1list of reportable waste streams to also 1include '"waste
generated or handled through on-site NJPDES process; on-site treatment and
discharge to publicly owned treatment works (POTW's); direct discharge to
publicly owned treatment works without treatment, and on-site recycling'.

This expansion of reportable waste streams will be an extremely difficult
obstacle to overcome. The universe of facilities in New Jersey which
discharge or generate the reportable waste streams as defined in the EP2
guidance document number is in the tens of thousands. Of this universe, the
majority of the facilities which discharge to POTW's (with or without
treatment) are exempt under RCRA and/or are not subject to any reporting
requirements. Consequently, the little information that 1s available will
not be sufficient to perform the detailed analysis required for the CAP.



Page 2

In addition, it is not clear why these exempt processes and waste streams
should be 1included in this sort of analysis. For example, on-site
recycling, by definition, is use/reuse or reclamation, and as such does not
utilize off-site commercial capacity. It is also not clear why discharges
to POTW's are included in the capacity analysis because there is adequate
POTW capacity and this capacity is not expected to diminish.

Therefore, I would 1like to suggest that states which do not have adequate
data on these exempt processes not be penalized for this deficiency. I
would also like to stress that I believe that the guidance document should
be revised for the mnext CAP submittal to require only RCRA regulated
wastes, By requiring this data in the CAP, states are put in the position
of being required to collect this data. This would in turn require revising
the existing regulatory framework to include reporting requirements for
these exempt processes. Yet, imposing reporting requirements would be in
direct opposition to the reason these processes were initially designated ac
"exempt'. On-site recycling is subject to reduced regulatory requirements
because we, as regulators, want to encourage {it. Discharges to POTW's
usually occur frocw facilities whose regulatory requirements 1lie at the
vertex of the Clean Water Act (CWA) and the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA). These discharges are exempt because it was felt that
the CWA and RCRA together could adequately manage these wastes. In fact, a
196¢ EPA report to Congress stressed that the Domestic Sewage Exclusicn
(DSE) should remain and that additional requirements were not required for
facilities that discharge to POTW's.

Secondly, because the guidance document 1s silent with respect to anv
"cutoff'" dates for evaluating the impacts of future regulatory developments
and wastes generated by Superfund and RCRA corrective action cleanups upor
projected waste generation and utilization of capacity, I would like to
suggest the following: a state's CAP should be judged as adequate 1f it
includes the effects of land ban regulations and regulations promulgated or
or before January 1, 1989; and, a state's CAP should be judged as adequate
if it projects wastes based on Records of Decision (ROD's) which existec
before June 30, 1989. I believe that this will provide a reasonable basic
on which states may base their analysis. Without any "cutoff' dates, states
CAP's will vary in construction thus making it much more difficult for EP:
to evaluate or to perform comparative reviews.

Third, states should not be required to characterize hazardous wastes
imported into their states by SARA waste type. While states know enough
about their own generators to assign the wastes produced by them to SARA
waste types, individual states do not know enough about the national profile
of generators to characterize those wastes generated out of state by SARA
type. Therefore, I would like to suggest that a state not be penalized if
they feel that they can only characterize their imports by SARA managemen:
category. Conversely, if a state chooses to attempt this data manipulation,
they should not be required to revise their plans 1f analysis of other
states CAP's show that assignment of imports to SARA waste types was
performed incorrectly.
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Finally, I would like to suggest the requirement for interstate agreement be
"phased in'". For the purposes of the October 17, 1989 submittal, agreement
on basevear quantities of imports and exports should be sufficient. Then,
for the next submittal, states could be required to perform a more extensive
evaluation. I suggest this phased-in approach for several reasons; the most
significant of which 1is the timeframes in which states are required to
demonstrate this agreement. It took two years to develop guidance. To
expect a state, such as ours, that imports waste from 38 states, and exports
waste to 39 states, to develop signed agreements in nine months difficult to
reconcile.

In closing, I would just like to thank you in advance for any consideration
which you could give to my suggestions. I will be glad to provide further
clarification on any of the issues presented here as well as to answer any
questions you might have. With the October 17, 1989 deadline fast
approaching, I hope that you can develop appropriate evaluation criterisa
which can be considered by the states as we develop our CAP's.

Very truly yours,
Ui

N ..

Jod 3. TnetA
John J. Trela, Ph.D.
Director

SAT/abl
c: Connie Simon, Director, USEPA, Region II



[FSANT DR T WRRTIT|

State of New Jersey

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
o 2 VSONOF FAZARCOLS WASTE MANAGEMENT
- L3nce B K e
R Jorn J Trela Ph T Director Ceouty Torecio

- Toerito-s Respons:b'e Par:, Se~.:

JUL 27 3883
Mr. Michael Kelley
Ohio EPA
Div. of Solid & Hazardous Waste Management
PO Box 1049
~18CC Watermark Drive
Columbus, OF 43266-0149

Dear Mr. Kellev:

Several months ago, the Division of Hazardous Waste Management (DHWY) of the
New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) sent a letter to
2ll states which maintained an import/export relationship with the State of
New Jersey during 1987. This letter was sent in an effort to comply with
the EPA guidance to states for submitting the Capacity Assurance Plarc
‘CAF's) which are required by SARA 104(k)9. I would like to take this
opportunity to thank vou for the cooperation which you have given to c
staff{ during these data exchanges. Further, because our records indicate
that New Jersev generators have sent significant quantities of hazardous
waste to vour state's land disposal facility 1in the past, I would also like
to take this opportunity to update you on our current efforts and request
further dialogue with the appropriate representatives of your state. But
first, let me update you on some of our planning initiatives and assumptions
which will be of interest to you.

The New Jersey Hazardous Waste Facilities Siting Commission (HWFSC) has beer
delegated the statutory authority to plan for and site all new, needed major
hazardous waste facilities in our state. In order to adequately plan for
all potentially needed facilities, the HWFSC prepares the New Jersey Siting
Plan. In the 1985 Siting Plan, the Commission determined that New Jersev
needed to develop additional commercial incineration and land disposal
capacity. The Plan's projections indicate that once this incinerator and
land disposal capacity are on-line, New Jersey will be, in large part,
self-sufficient with respect to hazardous waste disposal.

The HWFSC has made significant progress in siting incinerator capacity in
New Jersey since the writing of our last letter. In fact, HWFSC has
recently designated two potential incinerator sites. However, even with the
great strides New Jersey has made in siting, it will be at least severe:
vears until we reach self-sufficient status.
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e EWTSC and the DHWM are now working cooperatively to prepare New Jersey's
3 At the same time, the HWFSC is also preparing an update to New
Jersev's 1985 Siting Plan. Although our projections for waste generation
and associated capacity needs are not yet final, preliminary data indicates
that New Jersey will probably require some out-of-state land disposal
capacity for the short-term projection years. I would like to note here
that the quantities of wastes which will require land disposal capacity for
the projection years will be significantly lower than what had historically
been exported. This is primarily due to the impacts of the land disposal
restrictions.
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Again, because our records indicate that New Jersey generators have shipped
significant quantities of waste to a land disposal facility in your state,
we would like to know if your state has made any policy decisions regarding
imports to your state's available land disposal capacity for the projectiorn
vears, Specificallyv, how will vour state be planning for any imports tc
vour lanc disposal facility fror the State of New Jersey in the CAP's
proiectiorn vears’

At this time, New Jersev is planning to maintain the 1987 level of imports
froz vour state in our prcjections. Thus, 1f your state had been utilizing
“ew Jerse. comrwercial capacity in 1987, New Jersey will continue planning
for vour {imports. As vyou might be aware, New Jersey has commercial
incineration, solvents recoverv and wastewater treatment capacity.

Eefore our states' CAFP's are finalized, we would appreciate the opportunicw
tc discuss our state's CAP and our planning assumptions with you, in a-r
effert to subzit an accurate anc timely CAP. To initiate these discussions
1 woulc like to request that you or your designee, contact Assistant
Director Franx Coolick at (609) 633-1418 or at the letterhead address above
at vour earliest convenilence.

Thankx vour again for vour ongoing cooperation. We look forward to hearing
about vour CAP,.

Very truly yours,

John J. Trela, Ph.D.
Director

SAT/abl
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State of New Jersey
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
C VS ONOT mAZASIOLS Vi ASTE MANAGEMENT
- Lance R M e’
_". T orezio «chn o Tre.a. Ph D . Director DepJty D recice
- Responsible Party Remec.a ~:-

AUG 17 1989

Michael Dorsey

W\ DEP

Division of Waste Management
1260 Greenbriar Street
Charleston, WV 25311

Dear Mr. Dorseyv:

The State of New Jersev Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) is in
the process of completing the New Jersey Capacity Assurance Plan (CAP) as
mandated by SARA 104(k)9. Throughout our planning process, we have assumed
that New Jersev's CAP will maintain 1imports, at the 1987 levels, in the
proiection years for those states which are also planning, in their CAFs, to
show an export to New Jersey. As you know, this type of reciprocal planning
is needed to demonstrate interstate agreement.

Please be advised, however, that New Jersey's CAP will only show imports in
the projection years if a state which is planning to demonstrate adequate
capacity bv exporting to New Jersey contacts our CAP coordinator, in
writing, to request that New Jersey's CAP reflect this agreement. Once such
a request 1is received, New Jersey's CAP coordinator can initiate
negotiations and possibly, demonstrate agreement. If a state does not
contact our CAP coordinator, it will be assumed that the state has assured
its capacity through a different mechanism and thus, New Jersey's CAP will
reflect a zero net import from that state in all projection years.

In conclusion, review of our data indicates that your state exported a
significant quantity (greater than 5,000 tons) of hazardous waste to New
Jersey in 1987. Our records also indicate that DEP has not received anv
request from your state to maintain this level of {imports into the
projection years. If you wish New Jersey's CAP to acknowledge future
imports from your state, please contact our CAP coordinator, at the address
below as soon as possible.

Frank Coolick, Assistant Director
Hazardous Waste Regulation Element
401 East State St., 5th Floor, CN 028
Trenton, NJ 08625
(609) 633-1418
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State of Netn Jersey
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT Lance A M-e-

John J. Trela. Ph.D., Director Deputy Direcicr
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Ms. Diane Sharrow/Ms. Vicki Thomas
Waste Management Division

USEPA, Region V

23C South Dearborn Street

Chicago, IL 60604

Dear Ms. Sharrow and Ms. Thomas:

The !4 northeast states, comprised of United States Environmental Protection
Agency (USEPA) Regions I, II, and III had been working cooperatively on a
regional approach to capacity assurance planning. Under this approach, the
Northeast Region was sgelf-sufficient with respect to capacity with the
exception of a 45,000 ten shortfall in incineration capacity in 1989.
However, as you might be aware, the State of New York withdrew from the
regional approach on September 29, 1989, This resulted in additional
shortfalls for the 13 state region in land disposal and sludge treatment
capacity.

The region has convened a delegation to represent the northeast ir
interregional negotiations., I am currently chairing this delegation. With
the very limited timeframe available, I would like to take this opportunity
on behalf of the northeast, to provide you with our revised analysis and toc
encourage you to contact me in the hopes that we might arrange an
interregional agreement which will be mutually beneficial.

In performing a supply and demand analysis for the 13 state region it was
determined that capacity surpluses or deficits exist in the following SARA
management categories., Please be advised, these figures may be subject to
change pending finalization of the 13 states' final CAPs,

CAPACITY SURPLUSES (Tons)

1989 1995 2009
Metals Recovery 362,000 392,000 403,000
Solvents Recovery 31,000 101,000 116,000
Other Recovery 63,000 62,000 67,000
Incineration - 179,000 167,000
Energy Recovery 194,000 226,000 238,000
Aqueous Treatment 1,482,000 1,736,000 1,768,000
Other Treatment 183,000 197,000 206,000
Stabilization 70,000 120,000 62,000

New Jersey i1s an Equa’ Opportunity Empicyer



Page 2

CAPACITY DEFICITS (Tons)

1989 1995 2009
Incineration 76,000 -- -
Sludge Treatment 16,000 13,000 12,000
Land Disposal 283,000 156,000 141,000

As may be seen from this analysis, there 1is a significant long-terc
shortfall in land disposal capacity among the 13 states. In an effort to
remedy this shortfall and to provide an equitable distribution of landfill
capacity within the region in the future, a regional land disposal task
force will be convened. It is also important to note that none of the
participating states have barriers to the interstate shipment of waste.

With the October 1989 deadline rapidly approaching, the Northeast Regicn
needs to know whether or not your state or region has excess capacity which
will satisfy our shortfalls. Additionally, 1if excess capacity in any of
these management categories exist in your state or region, the Northeast
Region needs to know whether we may use these surpluses to alleviate or
reduce our capacity shortfalls. Please respond, in writing, as soon as
possible. If you have any questions about this request, or would like to
utilize excess northeast capacity for your capacity assurance plan, please
call me at (609) 633-1418 as soon as possible.

Thank you verv much for your prompt consideration of this request.

Very truly yours,
.é { ﬁ V
LA AN
Frank Coolick, Chair
Interregional Delegation

SAT/abl

c: Rathy Golas, CT
Ellen Malenfant, DE
Ann Pistelle, ME
Brian English, MD
Stephen Roop, MA
Vincent Perelli, NH
Gayle Leader, PA
Beverly Migliore, RI
Peter Marshall, VT
Harry Gregori, VA
Mike Dorsey, WV
Angelo Tompros, DC
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