" SWR# 31533 "

DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMINATION

,Interim Final 2/5/99"
RCRA Corrective Action ’
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA725)
" Current Human Exposures Under Control

Facility N ame: ” Strixctdrél Metals Iﬁca
Facility Address: _Steel Mill Road; Seguin, TX
Facility EPA ID #: _TXD008119414
1. Has all available relcvant/significant information on known and reasonably suspected releases to soil,

groundwater, surface water/sediments, and air, subject to RCRA Corrective Action (e.g., from Solid Waste
Management Units (SWMU), Regulated Units (RU), and Areas of Concern (AOC)), been consxdered in
this EI determination?

.-

X Ifyes - check here and continue with #2 below.
If no - re-evaluate existing data, or
i v
} if data are not available skip to #6 and enterIN” (more information needed) status code.

BACKGROUND

Definition of Environmental Indicators {for the RCRA Corrective Action)

A\

Envuonmental Indicators (EI) are measures being used by the RCRA Corrective Action program to go beyond -
programmatic activity measures (e.g., reports received and approved, etc.) to track changes in the quality of the
environment._The two EI developed to-date indicate the quality of the environment in relation to current human
exposures to contamination and the migration of contaminated groundwater. An EI for non-human (ecological)
receptors is intended to be developed in the future.

Definition of “Current Human Exposures Under Control” EI

A positive “Current Human Exposures Under Control” EI determination (‘“YE” status code) indicates that there are
no “unacceptable” human exposures to “contamination” (i.e., contaminants in concentrations in excess of
appropriate risk-based levels) that can be reasonably expected under current land- and groundwater-use conditions
(for all “contamination” subject to RCRA corrective action at or from the identified facility (i.e., site-wide)).

Relationship of EI to Final Remedies

While Final remedies remain the long-term objective of the RCRA Corrective Action program the EI are near-term -

_ objectives which are currently being used as Program measures for the Government Performance and Results Act of:
1993, GPRA). The “Current Human Exposures Under Control” EI are for reasonably expected human exposures
under current land- and groundwater-use conditions ONLY, and do not consider potential future land- or
groundwater-use conditions or ecological receptors. The RCRA Corrective Action program’s overall mission to
protect human health and the environment requires that Final remedies address these issues (i.e., potential future
human exposure scenarios, future land and groundwater uses, and ecological receptors).

Duration / Applicability of EI Determinations

EI Determinations status codes should remain in RCRIS national datébase ONLY as long as they remain true (i.e.,
RCRIS status codes must be changed when the regulatory authorities become aware of contrary information).




Footnotes:

Current Human Exposures Under Control
_ Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA725)
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Are groundwater, soil, surface water, sediments, or air media known or reasonably suspected to be
“contaminated”' above appropriately protective risk-based “levels” (applicable promulgated standards, as
well as other appropriate standards, guidelines, guidance, or criteria) from releases, subject to RCRA

- Correctrve Action (from SWMUS RUs or AOCs)" o :

. Rationale / Key Contaminnnts

- le_§ No . 2

Groundwater X RCRA groundwater monitoring data
Air (indoors) . _ . X ___  Non-volatile inorganic contaminants
Surface Soil (e.g., <2 ft) _ X ___ Chromium, lead, nickle, barium

Surface Water =i _ o+ _X - = Nodirect pathway to surface water
Sediment o _X ___ ‘Nodirect pathway to sedlment

Subsurf. Soil (e.g;>2ft) .~ X~ __ RFI soil sampling’ '

Air (outdoors) - _ _X ___ Soil surfaces covered by paving .

_ X_ If no (for all media) - skip to #6, and enter “YE,” status code after providing or citing
appropriate “levels,” and referencing sufficient supporting documentanon demonstrating
that these “levels” are not exceeded :

If yes (for any medla) continue after 1dent1fy1ng key contaminants in each

“contaminated” medium, citing appropriate “levels” (or provide an explanation for the’
determination that the medium could pose an unacceptable risk), and referencing
supporting documentation. :

i unknown (for any medra) skrp to #6'and enter “IN” status code

- T c -

Ratlonale and Reference(s)

Extensive soil sampling conducted under approved RFI and aggroved interim stabilization/Corrective
Action Report. Excavation and verification sampling was performed at an Area of Concern (AOC) north of
the closed south cell landfill. See RF1 reports dated March 1993, November 1993, March 1998 and the
Final RFI Investigation and Interim Stabilization/Corrective Action Report dated May 2001, -

RCRA groundwater monitoring provides assurance that the groundwater pathway does not present -
contamination above risk based levels. :

Because of the»dlstance to surface water and sediments. there is no impact to those environmental media.

l\‘ .

' “Contamination” and “contaminated” describes media containing contaminants (in any form, NAPL
and/or dissolved, vapars, or solids, that are subject to RCRA) in concentrations in excess-of appropnately
protective risk-based “levels” (for the medra that identify risks within the acceptable risk range)

?Recent evidence (from the Colorado Dept of Public Health and Envuonment and others) suggest that
unacceptable indoor air concentrations are more common in structures above groundwater with volatile
contaminants than previously believed. This is a rapidly developing field and reviewers are encouraged to
look to the latest guidance for the appropriate methods and scale of demonstration necessary to be
reasonably certain that indoor air (in structures located above (and adjacent to) groundwater with volatile
contaminants) does not present unacceptable risks.
Current Human Exposures Under Control
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA725)
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' Rationale and Reference(s):

Are there complete pathways between “contamination” and human receptors such that exposures can be
reasonably expected under the current (land- and groundwater-use) conditions?

Summary Exg"osure Pathway Evaluation Table

Potentral Human Recemors (Under Current Condmons)

“Contaminated” Media Residents Workers Day-Care Construction Trespassers Recreatlon Food3
Groundwater

Air (indoors)

Soil (surface, e.g., <2 ft)
Surface Water =
Sediment

Soil (subsurface e. g >2 ft)
Air (outdoors)"

-

Instructions for Summary Exposure Pathway Evaluation Table:

1. Strike-out specific Media including Human Receptors spaces for Media which are not
“contaminated”) as identified in #2 above.

- 2. enter “yes” or T “no” for potential “completeness” under each “Contaminated” Media -- Human
Receptor combination (Pathway).

Note: In order to focus the evaluation to thé most probable combinations some potential “Contaminated”

. Media - Human Receptor combinations (Pathways) do not have check spaces (*___"). While these
combinations may not be probable in most situations they may be possible in some settmgs and should be

added as necessary.

If no (pathways are not complete for any contaminated media-receptor combination) -
skip to #6, and enter "YE” status code, after explaining and/or referencing condition(s)
in-place, whether natural or man-made, preventing a complete exposure pathway from

- each contaminated medium (e.g., use optional Pathway Evaluation Work Sheet to
analyze major pathways). '

If yes (pathways are complete for any “Contaminated” Media - Human Receptor
combination) - continue after providing supporting explanation.

If unknown (for any “Contaminated” Media - Human Receptor cornbination) - skip to #6
and enter “IN” status code’

N

? Indirect Pathway/Receptor (e.g., vegetables, fruits, crops, meat and dairy products, fish, shellfish, etc.)
Current Human Exposures Under Control
- Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA725) .
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Can the exposures from any of the complete pathways identified in #3 be reasonably expected to be
“significant™ (i.e., potentially “unacceptable” because exposures can be reasonably expected to be: 1)
-greater in magnitude (intensity, frequency and/or duration) than assumed in the derivation of the acceptable




“levels” (used to identify the “contamination”); or 2) the combination of-exposure magnitude (perhaps
even though low) and contaminant concentrations (which may be substantlally above the acceptable
“levels”) could result in greater than acceptable nsks)"

Rationale and Reference(s):

If no (exposures can not be reasonably expected to be significant (i.e. potennally

““unacceptable”) for any complete exposure pathway) - skip to #6 and enter “YE” status

code after explaining and/or referencing documeéntation justifying why the exposures’

* (from each of the complete pathways) to “contamination” (identified in #3) are not

expected to be “significant.”

If yes (exposures could Be reasonably expected to be “significant” (i.e., potentially
“uracceptable”) for any complete exposure pathway) - continue after providing a
description (of each potentially “unacceptable” exposure pathway) and explaining and/or

. referencing documentation justifying why the exposures (from each of the remaining

complete pathways) to “contamination” (identified in #3) are not expected to be
“significant.” ’

If unknown (for any complete paihway) - skip to #6 and enter “IN” status code

' :" If there is any questlon on whether the 1dent1ﬁed exposures are sighiﬁeant” (i.e,; petentially
unacceptable ") consult a human health Risk Assessment specialist with appropriate education, training

and experience. _

L.




Current Human Exposures Under Control
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA725)
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5°  Canthe “51gn1ﬁcant” exposures (1dent1ﬁed in #4) be shown to be w1th1n acceptable lmnts" ‘

If yes (all “51gn1ﬁcant” exposures havc been shown to be w1th1n acceptable hmlts)
continue and enter “YE” after summarizing and referencing documentation justifying.
why all “significant” exposures to “contamination” are within acceptable limits (e.g., a
site-specific Human Health Risk Assessment).

If no (there are current exposures that can be reasonably expected to be ¢ unacceptable' )-
continue and enter “NO” status code after providing a description of each potentlally
“unacceptable” exposure.

If unknown (for any potennally unacceptable” exposure) - continug and enter “IN”-
status code '

Rationale and Reference(s):

R




Cnrrent Human Exposures Under Control
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6. Check the appropriate RCRIS status codes for the Current Human Exposures Under Control EI event code
“(CA725), and obtain Supervisor (or appropriate Manager) 51gnarure -and date on the EI determmatlon
below (and attach appropnate supportinig documentation as well as a map of the facxhty)

_X_""YE - Yes, “Current Human Exposures Under Control” has been verified. Basedona
review of the information contained in this EI Determination; “Current Human
Exposures” are expected to be “Under Control” at the .

= . facility, EPAID #- -~ , located at
L i - under current and reasonably expected conditions. This
. determination will be re-evaluated when the Agency/State becomes aware of significant
+ changes at the facility. - :

NO - “Current Human Exposures” are NOT “Under Control.”

IN - More information is needed to make a determination.

L

Date //’{'0/

‘ . Cornnleted by'
(print) Patrick Shinabery ;
- Corrective Action Project Manager
A vSupervi-sor (signature) 74L ' Date, L -6 - J

rint ~__PhyMis Primrose o
(title) Corrective Action Team Leader
(EPA Region or State) Region 6 -

Locations where References may be found:
_Attach a copy of this facility’s database printout. Highlight the reports which

~ support the “YE” determination.

. __Facility database printout attached

Con_iact telephone and e—méil number\s .

(name)___Patrick Shinabery
(phone #) __ 512-239-6749
' (e-mail) Pshinabe@tnrcc.state.tx.us

FINAL NOTE: THE HUMAN EXPOSURES EI IS A QUALITATIVE SCREENING OF EXPOSURES AND THE '
DETERMINATIONS WITHIN THIS DOCUMENT SHOULD NOT BE USED AS THE SOLE BASIS FOR RESTRICTING THE IR
SCOPE OF MORE DETAILED (E.G., SITE-SPECIFIC) ASSESSMENTS OF RISK. \

LSRN
0
(\‘( })) \\\Ls
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DOCUMENTATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL INDICATOR DETERMH\ATIOY

Interim Final 2/5/99
: RCRA Corrective Action . L—
Eunvironmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA750) ’
- Mig_r:_lﬁon of Cohtjminéted GrgundWatér_ tf_ndérﬁ Coxjtrbl k '
Facility Name: Structural Metals, Inc. (SMI-Texas)
" Facility Address: Steel Mill Road; Seguin, TX 78155
Facility EPAID #: TXD008119414
L Has all avaxlablc relevant/significant mformanon on known and reasonably suspected mlasts to the

groundwater media, subject to RCRA Corrective Action (e.g., from Solid Waste Management Units
(SWMU), Regulated Umts (RU), and Areas of Concern (AOC)), been considered in this El determination’

x Ifyes - check here and continue wnh #2 below.

If no - re-evaluate existing data, or

if data are not available, skip o #8 and enter“IN™ (more information needed) status code.

ACKGROQEQ \
Def mtlon of Envnronmenta! Indlcators (for th_e_ RCRA Corrective Action)

Envuonmcntal Indumors (E[) are measures being nscd by the RCRA Corrective Acnon program to g0 beyond
programmatic activity measures (e.g., reports received and approved, etc.) to track changs in the quality of the
environment. The two EI developed to-date indicate the quality of the environment in relation to current human
exposures to contamination and the migration of contaminated groundwater. An El for non-huxmn (ecological)
receptors is intended to be developed in the future.

Definition of “Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control” EI

‘ - A positive “Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control” EI determination (“YE” status code) indicates
that the migration of “contaminated” groundwater has stabilized, and that monitoring will be conducted to confirm
that contaminated groundwater remains within the original “area of contaminated groundwater” (for all gromdwatcr

“contamination™ subject to RCRA corrective action at or from the identified facility (i.c., site-wide)).

A

Relationship of EI to Final Rem‘edigs '

'While Final remedies rematn the !ong—tcrm objecuvc of the RCRA Corrective Action program the El are near-term > -
objectives which are currently being used as Program measires for the Government Performance and Results Act of
1993, GPRA). The “Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control” El pertains ONLY to the physical .
migration (i.e., further spread) of contaminated ground water and contaminants within groundwater (e.g., non-

. aqueous phase liquids or NAPLs). Achieving this EI does not substitute for achieving other stabilization or final
remedy requirements and expectations associated with sources of contamination and the need to restore, wherever
practicable, contaminated groundwater to be suitable for its dmgnawd current and future nsu

Durati nl licability of EI De nations

EI Determinations status codes should remnain in RCRIS national database ONLY as long as they remain true (i.c.,
. RCRIS status codes must be changed when the regulatory authorities become aware of contrary information).




_ ‘Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control

Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA750) .
Page 2 . ) I
S 20 .Is groundwater known or reasonably suspected to be “contamxnated”‘ above appropnatcly protcctxvc

. *levels” (i.e., applicable promulgated standards, as well as other appropriate standards, guidelines, o
"guxdancc, or criteria) from releases subject to RCRA Corrccnvc Action, anywhere at, or from, the facility? - "

Ifyes - continue after xdcnnfymg key contaminants, citing appropriate “lcvels," and
rcfcrencmg suppomng docmnemauon )

X If no- skip to #8 and enter “YE™ status code, after citing appropriate “levels,” and
- referencing supporting documcntauon to demonstrate that gmundwatcr is not: '

conmmnatcd."

If unknown - skip to #8 and enter “IN™ status code.

Rationale and Reference(s):_Groundwater monitoring ‘at the compliance points
downgradient of two closed RCRA regiilated landfill units indicates -

_.Lhe__pmaence__gf_d;s,aglxe_d_ch_rgn'&n_l_a_ggve background concentrations.
.E_Qnaem;xal:mumsnmmanﬁmngg_f.m <0. 005 - 0.18 mg/1 (SMI-Texas
_ h 20; 1998 _

Groundwater moni toring .

_Natural attenuation occurs within thefacility.
at the 201nt of compliance and at the property line is performed in

_agg_o_:_d_an_c_e_mgll_ﬂl_e__l;gqgl_rﬂents of Comphance Plan CP- 50142-000.

itorin ‘ ed ij rda ce w1th CP-50142-000 to verify natural o
: : c0dd i £ d ssolved chromlum a the '

regulatory levels.

Footnotes: .. ST
“Contamination™ and “contaminated” describes media containing contaminants (in any form, NAPL
‘;and/or dissolved, vapors, or solids, that are subject to RCRA) in concentrations in excess of apptopnatc
levels” (appropnztc for the ptoﬁecnon of the groundwater resource and its bencﬁcml uses) a

b



Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA750) .
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" Has the nugratton of contaminated groundwater stabilized (such that contammated groundwater is

e expected to remain within “existing area of contaminated gmundwatcr as defincd by the momtonng

"locations designated at the time of this determination)? - - o L

If yes - continue, after presenting or referencing the physical evidence (¢.g., groundwater

samphng/nu:asmmm/nngnnon barrier data) and rationale why contaminated A

groundwater is expected to remain within the (horizontal or vcrucal) dimensions of the
exxstmg area of groundwater contamination™).

,!f no (contaminated groundwater is observed or expected to migrate beyond thc
" designated locations defining the “existing area of groundwater contamination™) - skip
to #8 and enter “NO™ status code, after providing an explanation.

If unknown - skip to #8 and enter “IN" status code.

Rationale and Reference(s):

? “existing area of contaminated groundwater” is an area (with horizontal and vertical dimensions) that has
- been verifiably demonstrated to contain all relevant groundwater coatamination for this determination, and
is defined by designated (monitoring) locations proximate to the outer perimeter of “‘contamination™ that
can and will be sampled/tested in the futare to physically verify that all “contaminated” groundwater
remains within this area, and that the further migration of “contaminated” groundwater is not occurring.
Reasonable allowances in the proximity of the monitoring locations are permissible to incorporate formal
remedy decisions (i.c., including public participation) allowing 2 limited arca for natural attenuation.




Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Environmental Indicator (ET) RCRIS code (CA'ISO)
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»:-Dm comammated" groundwatcr d:scharge mto surface water bodxcs"
Ifyes - contmue after 1dcnt1fymg potcnnally affectcd surface water bodncs '

‘Ifno- shpto#‘](andcntcta“YE"stamscodem#S 1f#7=ys)aﬁcrprov1dmgan

explanation and/or referencing documentation supporting that groundwater
“contamination” does not enter surface water bodies.

If unknown shp to #8 and enter “IN" status code.

Rationale and Refc:ence(s)




Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA750) ..
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Is the discharge of “contammated groundwater into surface water likely to be “insignificant” (i.c., the
. maximum concentration’ of cach contaminant discharging into surface water is léss than 10 times. their -
appropriate groundwater “level,” and there are no other conditions (¢.g., the nature, and number, of -
discharging contaminants, or environmental setting), which significantly increase the potential for
unacceptable impacts to surface water, sediments, or eco-systems at these concentrations)?

Rationale and Reference(s):

If yes - sktpto#7 (andcntcr“YI-:”stams code in #8 1f#7=ys), after documenting:.1)
the maximum known or reasonably suspected concentration’ of key contaminants
discharged above their groundwater “level,” the value of the appropriate “level(s),” and if
there is evidence that the concentrations are increasing; and 2) provide a statement of
professional judgement/explanation (or reference documuuanon) supportmg that the
discharge of groundwater contaminants into the surface water is not anticipated to have
unacceptable impacts to the receiving surface water, sediments, or eco-system.

If no - (the discharge of “contaminated” groundwater into surface water is potentially
significant) - continue aﬁcr documenting: 1) the maximum known or reasonably
suspected concentration® of each contaminant discharged above its groundwater “level,”
the value of the appropriate “lcvcl(s), and if there is evidence that the concentrations are
increasing; and 2) for any contaminants discharging into surface water in concentrations’
greater than 100 times their appropriate groundwater “levels,” the estimated total amount
(mass in kg/yr) of each of these contaminants that are being discharged (loaded) into the
surface water body (at the time of the determination), and ldennfy if mcre is cv:dcncc )
‘ dntthcamountofdxschargmgconummamslsmcmasmg o

If unknown enter “IN" status codc in #8

? As measured in groundwater prior to entry to the groundwater—surfacc water/sediment interaction (e. g .

hyporhcxc) zone.

- Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA750)
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Can the discharge of “contaminated” groundwatcr into surface water be shown to be “currently
acceptabl * (i.e., not cause impacts to surface water, sediments or eco-systems that should not be allowed

S Tte contmue untxl a final rcmedy dccxsxon can be made and unplcmcntcd‘)"

' lf ycs continue aﬁcr enhcr l) xdcnufymg the Fmal Rcmedy dccmon mcorpomtmg
these conditions, or other site-specific criteria (developed for the protection of the site’s
surface water, sediments, and eco-systems), and referencing supporting documentation
demonstrating that these criteria are not exceeded by the discharging groundwater; OR
2) providing or referencing an interim-assessment,” appropriate to the potential for  °
- impact, that shows the discharge of groundwater contaminants into the surface water is
_ . (in the opinion of a trained specialists, including ecologist) adequately protective of
. . receiving surface water, sediments, and eco-systems, until such time when a full
assessment and final remedy decision can be made. Factors which should be considered
in the interim-assessment (where appropriate to help idcntify the impact associated with .
discharging groundwater) include: surface water body size, flow, _
use/classification/habitats and contaminant loading limits, other sources of surface
water/sediment contamination, surface water and sediment sample results and
- comparisons to available and appropriate surface water and sediment “levels,” as well as
any other factors, such as effects on ccological receptors (e.g., via bio-assays/benthic
surveys or site-specific ecological Risk Assessments), that the overseeing regulatory

agency would deem appropriate for making the EI dctcrmmatxon
Ifno- (the discharge of * ourammatc " gmnndwatercan not be shown to be currently

. acceptable”) - skip to #8 and enter “NO” status code, after documenting the currently
‘ unacceptable i unpacts to the surface water body, sediments, and/or eco-systems S

If unknown - skip to 8 and enter “IN™ status codc.

" Rationale and Reference(s):_

‘ Notc because areas ofmﬂowmg groundwater can be critical habuats (e 2. nursenes orthamalreﬁxgm)
for many species, appropriate specialist (e.g., ecologist) should be included in management decisions that
- could eliminate these areas by significantly altering or reversing groundwater flow pathways near surface
water bodies.
3 The understzndingoftheimpactsofcontzminawdgmmdmt:rdischa_xgs intosmfaccwaterbodisisa
rapidly developing field and reviewers are encouraged to look to the latest guidance for the appropriate :
methods and scale of demonstration to be reasonably certain that discharges are not causing currently
unacceptable impacts to.the surface waters, sediments or eco-systems .



Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
.Environmental Indicator (ET) RCRIS code (CA750)
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7. Will groundwater monitoring / measurement data (and surface water/sediment/ecological data, as
- necessary) be.collected in the future to verify that contaminated groundwater has remained within the
 horizontal (or vertical, as necessary) dimensions of the “existing area of contaminated gronndwatcr""

If yes - continue after providing or citing documentation for planned activities or future

. sampling/measurement events. Specifically identify the well/measurement locations .
which will be tested in the futare to verify the expectation (identified in #3) that
groundwater contamination will not be migrating horizontally (or vertically, as
necessary) beyond the “existing area of groundwater contamnination.”

i

“1fno- .entcr ;‘NO",smtus code in #8. ( .

“If unknown - enter “IN™ status code in #8.

Rationale and Reference(s):

Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Envirénmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA750)
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Check the appropriate RCRIS status codes for the Migration ot‘ Contammatcd Groundwatcr Under Control
EI (event code CA750), and obtain Supervisor (or appropriate Manager) signature and date onthe EI ~

detcrmmanon below (amch appropnate supporting docmncmznon aswellasa map of the ﬁunhty)

' __XE_ YF. Yu “ngratzonofConmmmdemundwamUudchomrol"hasbeen

verified. Bascd on a review of the information contained in this EI
detenmination, it has been determined that the “Migration of Contaminated

' Gmundwaﬁcr"xs“UnderControl"atthcsggggg;n{al Metals, Inc,

facility, EPAID # __TXD008119414 -, located
at____Sepuin, Texas . Specifically, this determination

" indicates that the migration of “contaminated” groundwater is under control, and

-Completed by -

Supcfviéoi’
S

thatmomtonngwillbccondncmdtoconﬁ:mthatcontammtedgroundwamr
remains within the “existing area of contaminated groundwater” This
determination will be re-evaluated when the Agency bccoms aware of
significant changa at the facility. .

NO - Unacceptable xmgxanon of contaminated groundwatcr is observed ar expected.
IN - More mfonnanon is nceded to make a detcrmmauon. )

{ﬂgy_agutc) -] 0’4 %A/ %”‘/ Datc Z;é 3 /79

(print) . Robert W. Lee, P.E.
(title) Environmental Engineer -

LM;:L“\MMOQM_. D;,.; ,-Lfgq-ps

»-'(tltlc) Vice President; Manager, Eoviromment

ion or State e_;uon VI .
“z’fja)mj/\«/ 2 ;'[/,M /5..1'/'“00 - A

- Locations where References may be found: -

. TNRCC Corrective Action Section; Austin, Texas

Environment lTepart'thuent'

Structural Metals, Inc.

P.0. Box 911

ASegu1n, TX 78156~ 0911

Contact helcphoﬁc and e-mail pumbers -

{name) Robert W. Leé .
(phone #)_(830) 372-8492

(e-mail)___bob.lee@cmesg.com




Shoched Mehls

Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control
Environmental Indicator (EI) RCRIS code (CA750)
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Check the appropriate RCRiS status codes for the Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control

EI (event code CA750), and obtain Supervisor (or appropriate Manager) 51gnature and date on the EI .
determination below (attach appropriate supporting documentation as well as a map of the facility).

V' YE- Yes, “Migration of Contaminated Groundwater Under Control” has been.
verified. Based on a review of the information contained in this EI
determination, it has been determined that the “ngratlon f Contaminated
Gioundwater” is “Under Control” at the __ 5y Furz.

: (Y\e)rco\s Jne . facility , EPA ID # _7¢D0ODR1)9h Y , located
at_ Seeuin, Texe S . Specifically, this determination
indicates-that the migration of “contaminated” groundwatcr is under control, and -
that monitoring will be conducted to confirm that contaminated groundwater
remains within the “existing area of contaminated groundwater” This

. determination will be re-evaluated when the Agency becomes aware of
significant changes at the facility.

IN - More information is needed to make a determination.

(@) Incomplete information
(2) .Reports in house, yet to be reviewed
(3) . Unfamiliar site :

For “NO” or “IN” determination, expected date of “YE” determination

Completed by  (signature) /‘)LWA/ ZDW . pate_ [=135-20
(print) _ Defren Do) & ‘
(titl)  4—yZo Yoy Méu\&‘}er"

Supervisor ( signature) &u# M Date ///3/zosc
* (print) ChinY Simemons #_
(title) Tecn TAE Su.p0elv.§0
(EPA Region or State) TNRCC -~ TexsS

~ Locations where References may be found:

Towes, Nedur) Qe%o\, "L [pngeriaivn &;mmus%\ofx— A)w:% Tem

_If “YE” Code is assigned then attach a copy of database, highlight the reports which
support“YE”determination.

{

1

~Contact telephone and e-mail numbers

(name) Da rféen Dl«.\;
‘(phone #)__5)2-239-06)3%
(e-mail)__DARDANS & Fnrer. Sede . . s

3/535

NO - Unacceptable migration of contaminated groundwater is observed or expected.

S




