
l 
l ,·, 

! 
l 
j 

f 
j 

I : • "~. i ! • i , , i ~ ; ! ; , • ( 

D8par~rrwnt o1 [nel'ffv' 
/\. ihvqucrc:ue Opc:r :1~ 1(,1 i~, 

l ,,,, Al:unp•; 1\rcJ O'f:cc 
lc~~ .-:-\I.Hn•)S Nevv f'v1r-x~~··o p·/~)~~ .. 1 

ltr. Mvro;1 Knudson, Dira---tor 
wa~r.Division, (o~) 
D. s. EPA, Region 6 
1445 r-oss Avenue, SUite 12r0 
Dallas, Texas 75202-2i33 

De.:rr Mr • Knudson: 

) 

~ferCJl.:::e is rrade to the li3tional Pollut.am: Discharge Eli..mnc<tion Systen 
(N?DES) Penni t l!l'<'M0028355 Discharge Mom toring Reports (I::X.ffis) for 
March 1991. 

Enclo~cd .1re Ins Alar.o::; National Laboratory's (~NL' s) Dms (EPA Form 
3320-1, Re'!. 9-88) for March of 1991, as required by the subject NPDES 
R:>rmit. Int.eri.m effluent limitations art' in effect for out£alls OilS, 058, 
09S and lOS as stated in the Federr~l Facilities Compliance Agreement 
signed by the u. S. Depart:nent of Energy on ~ranuary 7, 1991. Maxirrn....t7Jl 
perrr..it condition::; ....:ere exceeded on seven occasions aut of the 171 annlyses 
dore this rrcr.th for discharge serial nurroors OlA throt:~h 128 (:L-xlustria 1 
discharges). 'I'he max.imurr. permit conditions for both chemical a."ld 
biological constituents \,-ere rot exceeded otlt of the 26 anal~s done this 
rronth for discharge sr>..rial n\.liTt:lers OlS through 12S (danest.i.c '\o.Ustc 
disct-..arges) • 

Appl i.cation for pzrmit to discharge \o."2.st.:.ew-atex from t.he 'I'A-46 E.cut.h 
lagoo;-..s, Outfall12S, \'VaS submitted to EPA R....agion 6 on Decelni::lei 9, 1987. 
'I'hese lagoons do no-: include sand filters for final treatment a.'YJ the 
11'.axi.J7:1.In daily discharge li.mi'::s arc asslt"29d to be simHar to t.'1ose of 
~,anita;.-y outfall;; 04S ai1d lOS (45.0 mg/1 EOD and 90.0 m::J/1 TSS) as 
::>peeified in I.ANL's t-."PDES Permit. 'l11e first discharge from these lagoons 
OCCU...""Ted on S<:ptcl!"ber 2£, J.990. 'The outlet from these lagoons t%-as plugged 
Oil OCtober 1, 19?0, 3.l'ld there has b<?en ro discharge sinCE• b'1at time. 

Increnzed trol'litor.ing ari.i n;porti.ng are being perfoiTI\e!d at 03A OUtialls as 
p&t of a study to determine the cause of total phosphorour:; 
r.oncor::pli:.:U'l<..'es. This study is part of remedial action taken tr; reduce ar~ 
~li.r.'.i..."lute ttY-...al phos~.G:rou.s noncoopliwr.es. 
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~\:c· y·cu't Ar:PrK7'~; ~.:o.c;IE'~;t, please note U1at lck haw' E;t·art.ed 'i:.o n:purt 
c:.:"tnit.:wy oulfalls 02S, 045, 05S, 07S, 09S, lOS, and 12S quarte!"ly excep<~ 
f0r fl,:;w d.o~ti.l v.:hich '''!? will contim.lP tn report monthly. Ar1y violations 
th.::lt cccur at these outfalls are reported in the DMR monthly submittal in 
\Jlich they occu_-red. 

?learK" fe€1 free to contuct Don George of my staff at FTS 855-5046 should 
yuu hav-e any questions. 

Sincerely, 

~losures 

cc w/enclosures: 
J. Highland, USEPA, Region G, Dallas, TX 
J. Piatt, NMEll)~ Santa Fe, l.'."M 
J. 'Ihemelis, EPD, J\L, w/Sunmary of Noncompliance 
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INDUSTRIAL WASTE DEVIATIONS 

El:'i> TECH 1\RlZl\ 
:m L0CAT~ON' DATE; l?.AlU\METER RESULTS/LIMIT 

C~~~~:;:_ TA-03-22 03/05/ ~)l pH 10.9/S.J Sd 

c l1;.c..:; :: 'rJ\-03·-22 1)3/03/91 pH 10.·1!9.0 

c 2";o o"" TA-16-540 03/06/91 FOAM present/trace: 

C21\.CV .... '::'A-16·-54 0 OJ/07/~1 l FOA11 present. /t: r ;:..c..: 

03A022 TA-03-127 u:::nG/91 l'·("'t"' 
l .:.;...; 2 C '7? • U I J 0 0 • 0 rng I 1 

C3T,::22 'TA-03-127 03/lG/9: T'''' ,) ..j ll1b.U/LU0.0 H'g/ 1 

... .....,,.., 
J...L.t> TA-22-91 03/20/9:!. COD j,'J/j,!:j 



Department of Energy 
los Alamos Area Off1ce 
Los Alamos, NM 87544 

SUBJECT: NONCOMPLIANCE WITH EFFLUENT 
LIMITATION IN NPDES PERMIT NM0028355 

1. location of noncomplying discharge 

Serial Cl.;-...001 'l'.A.-3-22 

2. Description of noncomplying discharge 

Effluent pH of 10.4 exceeded the daily maximum permit 
requirement of 9.0 on March 5, 1991, at 12:04 p.m. 

3. Impact upon the receiving waters 

The effluent from this facility dischDrges to SDndia 
Canyon, an ephemeral tributary to the Rio Grande. The 
effl~e~t did not reach the receiving waters of the Rio 
Gr:a:1de. 

4. Cause of noncompliance 

Caustic solution was inadvertently discharged into the 
pH neutralization tank during discharge from the tank. 

5. Anticipated Ume of condition If applicable 

Approximately 20 minutes. 

6. Duration of condition if uncorrected 

Condition corrected. 

7. Steps taken to reduce and eliminate condition 

Operators immediately stopped discharge from the 
pH neutralization tank when pH samples taken during 
discharg8 indicated pH exceeded effluent limits. 

8. Steps taken to prevent a recurrence of the condition 

Operating procedures have been modified to assure that 
no influent is introduced to the pH neutralization tank 
during discharge. A valve will be installed to prevent 
influent to the tank following pH neutralization. 

9. Steps taken to minimize any adverse impact to navigable 
water 

No adverse impact to navigable waters is antic1pated as 
the discharge did not cross the Laboratory boundary or 
reach the Rio Grande. 
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Department of Energy 
Los Alamos Area OHice 
Los Alamos, NM 87544 

SUBJECT: NONCOMPLIANCE WITH EFFLUENT 
LIMITATION IN NPDES PERMIT NM00283Ei5 

1. location of noncomplying discharge 

Se::-ial OlAOO: TA-3-22 

2. Description of noncomplying discharge 

Effluent p!l of 10.9 exceeded the daily maximum pE~rmit 
requirement of 9.0 on March 5, 1991, at 11:55 a.m. 

3. Impact upon the receiving waters 

The effluent from this facility discharges to Sandia 
Canyon, an ephemeral tributary to the Rio Grande. The 
effluent did not reach the receiving waters of the Rio 
Grande. 

4. Cause of noncompliance 

Caustic solution was inadvertently discharged into the 
pH neutralization tank during discharge from the tank. 

s. Anticipated time of condition ef applicable 

Approximately 20 minutes. 

6. Duration of condition if uncorrected 

Condition corrected. 

7. Steps taken to reduce and eliminate condition 

Operators immediately stopped discharge from the 
pH neutralization tank when pH samples taken during 
discharge indicated pH exceeded effluent limits. 

a. Steps taken to prevent a recurrence of the condition 

Operating procedures have been modified to assure tha~ 
no influent is introduced to the pH neutralization tank 
during discharge. A valve will be installed to prevent 
influent to the tank following pH neutralization. 

9. Steps taken to minimize any adverse Impact to navigable 
water 

No adverse impact to navigable waters is anticipated as 
the discharge did not cross the Laboratory boundary or 
reach the Rio Grande. 
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