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L UNITED GTATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
&% REQION |
’ # 4P, KENNEDY FEDERAL BUILDING, BOSTON, MASBACKHUBETY® 08kDI-R211

Novenber 26, 1991

Schatz & Schatz,

Ribicoff & Kotkin

Douglae Cohen, Attornaey at Law

20 State Housae Sqguare

Hartford, CT 06103-3502 J

Re: 1In re: AVCO Corporatien
Dogket Nos. RCRA-I~91-1078 and T8CA-1=-21-1080

Daar Mr. Cohan:

Per our conversation, please Tind attachad a liet of additional
violations identified as a result of EPA’s September 19 and 20,
19%1 ingpection, and arising out of the 1980 violations at AVCO’s
stratrford, Connecticut facility.

I trust that this information serves to fucilitate our reaching &
sattlamant and, addressens any queations you might have. I loock
forward to & response from you.

Sing¢ersly,

Deborah Brown e

Assisgtant Regional Counsel
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Theé RCRA CEI conducted on Septembar 18-20, 1991 revealed the
following violations of RCRA!

1. Respondent falled to have the date upon whioh each pariled of
accunulation begins clearly marked and visible for
inspection on each centainer, ae reguirad by 40 C.F.R.

. § 262.34(a)(2). Specifically, dates of racumulation were
not clearly visibla on two drums in the hazardous waste
setorege axea located adjacent to the tank farm east of
building 1¥. Thege two drums were marked with Textron
tracking numbers N32328 and N2477H. Drum N22325 was marked
ae oontaining FOO1 waste: 1=1-1 trichlproethane, Drum
N2477H wae marked as eontaining D001l waste.

5 ]

«  Reapondent failed to retain land disposal restrictions
notifications, ln acecordance with 40 C.F.R. § 368.7(a) (7).
Textron was unable, at the time of the inspectien, to
produce an LDR notificatien which aoccompanied Connecticut
manifest CTFO00QQ001, which documented the shiprent of F00Q6
waste to Stablek in Canada.

3. Also, be advised that manifast CTC0139000 (2/25/81)
documented the shipmasnt of waste with tha EPA hazardous
waste ¢ode F008 to Etablex (Canada), although the company’s
Notice of Intent to Export and subseguent EPA
Acknowledgement of Consent cited FO06 waeste. During the
Septembeyr 19-20, 1991 inspection, Textron personnel
indicated that they believad the individual who had
completed the manifest had errzoneously used the incorrect
EPA hagzardous waste code on this manifest. Any discrepancy
between the codas used on tha manifest and €hose in the ACC
could result in U.S. Custome not allowing the shipment to
pass through to Canada.

4. Following ipesuange of EPA’s Complaint I-91-1078, EPA
con@ucted 4 thorough review of Textron’s response to EPA’‘S
Infermation Request of May 13, 1981. This veview revaaled
that Textren had committed additional RCRA violations, as
follows; -

1. Fallure to lahkel orxr mark containerys and tanks used for
< %0 day storage of hazardous waste with the words
Yhagardous waszte" as reguired by 40 C,F.R. §

262.34(a) (3). Specifically, tanks # 7 and ¥# 9 in the
tank farm wers not labelled or marked with the words
"hazardous waste" on June 5, 19890,



2. Failure to make haeardous waste determinations upon the
genaraticn of melid waetes, in accerdance with 40
C.F.R, § 262,11. Spegitically, Textron shipped wasta
oil containiny chlorinated solvents, as a CT regulated
waste rather than an EPA hazardous waste on a numbaey of
instances, in addition to the shipments cited by EPA
Complaint I-91=1078. These additional zhipments were

\“documented by the :o;&gying Connecticut manifests:

: CTCOL13805€ (1/15/88), CICc0126322 (1/15/88) ,NCTC0126331
(1/22/88) , \CTCO150680 (2/11/88) ,NCTC0161833(4/8/88),
N\CTC01619q2 (4/22/88) CTC0162059 (4/12/88) )NCTC0168736
(5/2/88) C0138049 (3/14/89) ,NCTBOOB8471 (date

illegikla) ,N\gTC0138982 (5/20/89%9), and\CTC0280947
(12/26/89%). Analytical results provided-by TSD
indicated chlorine levels in excess of 3,000 ppn in
aach of these shipments.






