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On Augus~ 29-30, 1991, inspectors from the Surface Water 
Quality Bureau of the New Mexico Environment Department (NMEDl 
conducted an inspection of the sanitary wastewater treatment 
facilities at the Laboratory. The NMED was evaluating the 
Laboratory's compliance for operation and maintenance of these 
sanitary treatment facilities under the NPDES permit. T~ 
NMED noted the following deZiciencies during the inspection: 

2. 

3. 

4. 

The effluent from the sanitary treatment facilities 
appeared satisfactor.y, with one excepticn at TA-3, ~ 
Outfall 015. However, the treatment plants appeared 
in poor shape, with floating sludge in the lagoon systems 
and high sludge levels throughout various treatment units 
at several facilities. NMED stated that the facilities 
were not run at optimum efficiency and that the sand 
filters were saving some facilities from non-compliance. 
Examples given were TA-35, TA-46, TA-21 and TA-9 
wastewater treatment plants. 

NMED stated that there was little maintenance conducted 
a~ the sanitary facilities. The inspectors had not 
seen one wastewater treatment plant operator during 
the two day visit. The only maintenanc~ noted during 
the NMEO visit was cutting of weeds. Corrective 
actions should be initiated by JCI. 

There was excessive foam on the effluent from the 
TA-3 wastewater treatment plant at Outfall 01S on 
August 29, 1991. This was considered a violation 
of the NPDES Permit. The NMED inspectors requested 
written notification for this discharge. Corrective 
actions should be initiated by JCI. 

There was no maintenance management system for operations 
and maintenanc~ at the treatment plants (i.e. routine 
m&int~nance schedules, O&M records etc}. This was 
considered a repea~ deficiency since this problem 
was also noted during the May, 1990, NPDES compliance 
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.inspect ion c·.:mducted by the NMED. JCI personnP.l 
indicated that a computerized facility maintenance 
system (FMS) was pending, however, the date when 
the FMS system to come on-line was unknown •. 

5. A milky red influent was obse~1ed on August 29+ 1991 
enterin~ theTA-53 sanitary lagcons. ·NMED·requssted 
the Labor.atory to identify the-~.----- .. 

Tl:e NMED- is p-reparing -a writt~n report documenting the 
observations and deficiencies noted during their visit 
on August-29-30, 1991. In the mean- timer JCI-sMillri·­
initiate corrective actions. Please provide EM-8 with • 
a plan addressing the actions to be taken- b~-JCI to 
correct these deficiencies and other deficiencies which 
may be included in the NMED inspection report,· -If you 
have <:1ny questions in this matter, please call Mike Saladen 
at 665-6085. 
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