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W. B. DeAtiey ; 

_ E. W. Kantz/R. G. Beverly. 

dg. L. Myers 
G. Rouse 

The document "California Characterization and Assessment 
System for 

Hazardous and Extremely Hazardous Wastes" which was receiv
ed at our recent 

meeting with Dr. Collins has been reviewed. The comments contained herein 

are offered for your consideration as possible ways to reduce 
the fees 

payable to the State for the disposal of the King City mil] 
tailings. 

Asbestos itself is listed as a hazardous waste in Ap
pendix £,. Item 75, 

page 111. Table B, page 47, however, gives a Total Threshhold Limit 

Concentration (wet weight) of 1000-mg/kg (ppm) for "free asbe
stos fibers in 

friable solid, slurry, or sludge.” Concentrations’ equal to or below the TLC 

are generally considered to be non-hazardous. Friable is defined (page 54) 

in the usual manner but. "free fiber" is not defined. 

The "System" requires that any waste containing. any amount of component 

listed in Appendix E be considered as 4 hazardous. waste and be treated 

as sucn unless a designation as non-hazardous has. been applied for and 

granted. .Pravisions. are also made to. provide a variance for a waste that 

the “System designates as hazardous and for declaring a w
aste hazardous 

even if the.application of the "System" yields a non-hazar
dous designation. 

The TLC of TOOO' ppm, i.e. 0.1% that is already in the quidelines provides 

the most obvious point of attack. tt is suggested that a test for “free 

fiber" be developed. Such a test could oossibly involve severa
l washings 

at low shear so that free fiber is not generated by the test it
self. The 

amount of “free fiber” presentiy contained or readily achievapi
e in 

the several components in our tailings can then be determined. If this 

does not prove to be viable, application for a variance 
may be desirable. 

Tt has already been accented. by the State that asbestos does not presenc 

a hazard. to. ground water so that potential airborne Fiber 1s the m
ain 

remaining consideration that must be: covered in- such an. application. 
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Finally, attention is 
directed to two points

 of strategy that bear
 consideration. 

It was astablished at
 the meeting that, t

hrough a drafting ove
rsight, we are 

not presently requir
ed to obtain a hazardous waste pe

rmit. It is an elaborate, 

costly procedure to. ob
tain such a permit and to operat

e under its provisions
. 

If we could adjust our
 processing SO that no

 hazardous waste is pr
oduced, we 

would have a very stro
ng case that no oermit

 is required. The advantages of 

this are obvious. 

Secondly, it is very c
lear that the State 3s

 committed to finance 
their 

waste management activ
ities from fees paid b

y those who are manage
d. We 

represent a substant
ial contributor. They have considerab

le regulatory 

discretion and it co
uld be very difficul

t politically to get
 all of, the 

tailings classified 
4s non-hazardous at 

one time. It may be better str
ategically 

to get a part of the
 waste so-classified

 to establish @ prece
dent. Additional 

waSze can be treated t
o meet this criteria i

n the future if it bec
omes appro- 

priate. 

4 4 Bhedweh,, 
Harrison 8. Rhodes 

/rmm 
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