OFFICE OF ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE

SURVEILLANCE DIVISION
TO: Lourdes Iturralde, Enforcement Manager
FROM: Jeffrey P. Meyers, Manager

SUBJECT: Surveillance Division Referral td Enforcement Division

Agency Interest Number: 103877

Date of Inspection: April 13, 2004

Media: Check all that apply

Air (inc. asbestos/lead) Water __ Haz. Waste Risk MPs__ X
Solid Waste (inc. tires) UST Radiation Stage 1 & 2

Complaint related? No Follow up? No

Enforcement Action Number

Facility (Include company name, mailing address, and responsible official);
New Orleans Cold Storage Jourdan Terminal

PO Box 26308

New Orleans, LA 70186

Attn Mr. Gary Escoffier, President

Areas of Concern:

1.

Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.67(¢). The -
facility failed te develop a written schedule or completion date of when PHA
recommendations are to be completed.

Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.71(a)(1). .
The facility failed to train any employees of the Jourdan Road facility in an
overview of the process, operating procedures where appropriate or safe
work pratices.

Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.73(d)(3). -
The facility failed to establish inspection frequencies for any inspections.

Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.73(b). The
facility had no written procedures for mechanical integrity.

Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.73(c). The
facility had not trained any process operators in the procedures applicable to
their job tasks.

Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.77(b)(3)
and (4). The new facility PSSR performed prior to startup did not confirm
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that a process hazard analysis had been performed and that the
recommendations had been resolved or implemented. The new facility PSSR
performed prior to startup did not confirm that training of each employee
involved in operating a process had been completed.

7. Area of Concern: LAC 33:IIL.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.95(a)(2)
and (3). The facility did not have any procedures for the use of emergency
response equipment or for its inspection, testing and maintenance. No
employees have been trained in the relevant procedures or in the use of the of
the emergency response equipment.

8. Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.10(a). The
facility did not submit an RPM as required by 68.12(a) prior to introduction
of a covered chemical as required by 68.10(a).

Investigator:

Reviewed (ES Supervisor / Date):

Date Referred to Enforcement: )
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CAPP INSPECTION

Report Date: 4/21/04

Date(s) of Stationary Source Audit: 3/31 and 4/6/04
Areas of Concern Noted: X Yes [ No

Al #: 103877

Name: New Orleans Cold Storage Jourdan Rd
Street Address: 3411 Jourdan Rd

City: New Orleans State: LA
Zip: 70126

Mailing Address: PO Box 26308

City:New Orieans ‘ State: LA
Zip: 70186

Name, address of Owner/operator or Corporate parent company (if applicable):
same
Owner/operator Phone Number:

Name, title, and phone of person responsible for 40 CFR Part 68 implementation:
Jimmy Bienvenu — Chief Engineer
Name and title of emergency contact:

Day Phone: 504-837-9150

24-hour Phone:

Specific processes andited
Process ID# or Name Program Level Audit Elements
Ammonia 3 Selected

Stationary source personnel Involved in audit (accompanied site tours, provided
documents and explanations, etc.

Name Title Phone #
Jimmy Bienvenu Chief Engineer 504-
837-915

Lead Auditor: Kevin Sweeney
Auditors:
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PRE-AUDIT CHECKLIST

LAC.5911.A&C

LAC.33.111.2

68.1 & 68.12

68.155(a)-(g)

68.165(2)&(b)

68.165(2)&(b)

68.42&68.42(b)

Is the facility’s registration current and complete?
Yes [ JNo [N/A
Have the annual Chemical Accident Prevention Program fees been

" paid?

X Yes [INo [JN/A

Has the RMP been reviewed for Applicability (program level) and
General Requirements?

Yes [JNo [JN/A
Reviewed on site

Has the owner or operator included a brief description of the
required elements in the executive summary of the RMP?

KR Yes [INo [INA

Reviewed on site

Does the submitted RMP contain one or more toxic and or
flammable worst-case scenario(s) that contain all of the required
information accurately, and do the endpoint distances correlate
with RMP Comp? _

Yes [INo [JN/A

Reviewed on site

Does the submitted RMP contain one or more toxic and or
flammable alternate-case scenario(s) that contains all of the

required information accurately, and do the endpoint distances
correlate with RMP Comp?

B Yes [ JNo [JN/A
Reviewed on site

Does the submitted RMP contain all of the required five year
accident history information?

B ves [INo [ IN/A

Reviewed on site

Area of Concern; LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.10(a). The facility
did not submit an RPM as required by 68.12(a) prior to introduction of a covered
chemical as required by 68.10(a).
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Hazard Assessment Documentation [68.39]
Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney

Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bennar).

Has the owner or operator maintained on site the required documentation for the hazard
assessments (worst case and alternative release scenario)?

Klves [INo [JN/A

Process Safety Information [68.65]
Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney

Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

Kves [(ONo [IN/A

Process Hazard Analysis [68.67]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

D Yes [X]No D N/A
Area of Concern: LAC 33:T11.5901, A as described by 40 CFR 68.67(¢). The facility

failed to develop a written schedule or completion date of when PHA
recommendations are to be completed.
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Operating Procedures [68.69]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu -
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

Yes [ JNo [ N/A

Training [68.71]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

[] Yes No [ IN/A
Area of Concern: LAC 33:1I1.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.71(a)(1). The
facility failed to train any employees of the Jourdan Road facility in an overview of
the process, operating procedures where appropriate or safe work pratices.

Mechanical Integrity [68.73]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

[(JYes XINe [INA
Area of Concern: LAC 33:1I1.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.73(d)(3). The
facility failed to establish inspection frequencies for any inspections.

Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.73(b). The facility
had no written procedures for mechanical integrity.
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Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.73(c). The facility
had not trained any process operators in the procedures applicable to their job
tasks.

Management of Change [68.75]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar),

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

[JYes [INo N/A
Observation: Not Covered

Pre-Startup Safety Review [68.77]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

[ Yes No [IN/A
Area of Concern: LAC 33:111.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.77(b}(3) and (4).
The new facility PSSR performed prior to startup did not confirm that a process
hazard analysis had been performed and that the recommendations had been
resolved or implemented. The new facility PSSR performed prior to startup did not
confirm that training of each employee involved in operating a process had been
completed.

Compliance Audits [68.79]

Inspector Name:; Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?
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Observation: Not due.

Incident Investigation [68.81]
Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney

Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations? ,

(JYes [INo N/A
Observation: None to evaluate

Employee Participation [68.83]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney

Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu

Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

[(lves [INo XIN/A

Observation: Not covered

Hot Work Permit [68.85]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

Cdyes iNo [XIN/A

Observation: Not covered

Contractors [68.87]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney
Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu
Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).
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Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

[ JYes [ JNo [XINA

Observation: Not covered

Emergency Response - Applicability [68.90)

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney

Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu

Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

68.90(a) Employees of a stationary source will respond to emergencies?

DK yes [INo [CINWA
If YES see 68.95(a) BELOW
If NO proceed to following questions

Employees of the stationary source WILL NOT RESPOND to accidental releases of
regulated substances:

68.90(b)(1) For stationary sources with any regulated toxic substance held in a process
above the threshold quantity, is the stationary source included in the
community emergency response plan developed under EPCRA?

[1Yes [INo [KINA

68.90(b)(2)  For stationary sources with oniy regulated flammable substances held in a
process above the threshold quantity, has the owner or operator
coordinated response actions with the local fire department?

[ JYes [INo [X{IN/A

68.90(b)X3) Are appropriate mechanisms in place to notify emergency responders
when there is a need for a response?

[JYes [No [XIN/A

Emergency Response - Program[68.95)
Has the owner or operator developed and implemented an emergency response program
for the purpose of protecting public health and the environment?

[JYes XINo [NA
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Area of Concern: LAC 33:II1.5901. A as described by 40 CFR 68.95(a)(2) and (3).
The facility did not have any procedures for the use of emergency response
equipment or for its inspection, testing and maintenance. No employees have been
trained in the relevant procedures or in the use of the of the emergency response
equipment.

Management — [68.15]

Inspector Name: Kevin Sweeney

Facility Contact: Jimmy Bienvenu

Documentation: Facility RMP Plan developed by consultant (Bonnar).

Has the owner or operator complied with the requirements of this section of the accident
prevention regulations?

Yes [ [No [ IN/A

Signatures: Lead Auditor: Q E ;
"

S ~]

Anditors:

| Approved by: | slgnﬂﬂn#’if/é ﬁE ; d:: — 5:“’ O*‘@l/‘
%L{LK/L/ EV\V\ MCNAQG [

Title
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LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
FIELD INTERVIEW FORM

AGENCY INTEREST#:_/12> 7 1) INSPECTION DATE: TIME OF ARRWVAL: ' 2 ((
ALTERNATE ID#: DE éRTURE paTE:_ & ¢} TIME OF DEPARTURE

FACILITY NAME: "Tépenm)u@,:lgcm ) 24 Slorﬁg V’ Sodan BE)D PH# QY L Yg2] ,
" Sourdan Rk TermiA Cerriroct— I O p—rarerfriy {i

LOCATION: _2 &£ 4/ Noucdan €d A O, A o2l ' R

PARISH NAME: 5’ f/ Pean s

RECEIVING STREAM {BASIN/SUBSEGMENT):

MAILING ADDRESS: __ (oot
(Street/P.O. Box) - {City) (Stat (ZIP)
- FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE i Ay B 1y NV a1 TITLE: (TA(&Z dﬂ; nee”
FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PHOJE NUMBER:_ 5O 5 o' [ ¢f § 24 <
NAME, TITLE, ADDRESS and TELEPHONE of RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL (if different from above):

: F s DR N e p—
INSPECTION TYPE:__£ W} (| PROGRAMINVOLVED: &R _WASTE ~ WATER  OTHER

INSPECTOR’S OBSERVATICNS: (e.g. AREAS AND EQUIPMENT INSPECTED, PROBLEMS, DEFICIENCIES, REMARKS, VERBAL
COMMITMENTS FROM FACILITY REPRESENTATIVES)

‘/KN %“ /‘A as Ste e e o 7/03 M Bivie ne ss
/0(}:?‘['20@ cz:P /41/‘/;/16 )r-tu({ F;lcf/;{h /:WJ?/-\-‘&?(‘Y

/4'&(75 F) /Uﬁ 1’1[14?«4/*06 /‘5):: Sarent /i:uchﬁstl Case S c€ ""2/“'09)

(()ND P//-)q @ Mo YLV‘Q/VWL;* A’r’ c)cfﬁt( MQC:!/'L éﬁ @)’mﬂ/o e ©f
/& D-ef‘a:\‘u’(‘ 0V potEe) «/L A"O@S‘f L\@ZC(JJ sl MOZM .

0 { “ ch/?UTc: (o /8r7z-z/

_yQM(_edu_;@,j L AS PPCA‘fo //’lS‘(JPc:t'-LM /{(‘@QL&G’HC%, ;m;mu'l-f’
nr&ﬂocwmemf@ﬁ:m @&Sf L‘/ﬂ#cﬁf'a(’ommed lj/#n-remum/evéar d?'

e L oM@ ing
AREAS OF CONCERN.

REGUL EXPLANATION . CORRECTED?
l‘ éj //(/(G. noQ € Me—uﬂL J'c/ S‘]((—W\ 7C A&C de?‘e‘j(o :

/{J]/)I‘@ccﬂ(,g'g.g,(%r L(Sed?(eM@Tqu P es ponse e@t&aromenf-

ths pection, e 5 "7/ or M.r/ﬂ"e?f,tﬁmf « - Ao YES 'NO
a,x,f)lac/le —H‘Qlﬂmf s JQMC@G(QVG’I ,{}@ﬂPCDC@Z({/\e?
AT AL o (et

PHOTOS TAKEN: OO SAMPLES TAKEN: 0O F {Attach Chain-of-custody)
‘ NO

YES YES

RECEIVED BY: SIGNATURE: —— LYV~
PRINT NAME: ) Am << & - Bic Ve

{NOTE: SIGNATURE DOES NOT NECESSARILY INDICATE AGREEMENT WITH INSPECTOR'S STATED OBSERVATIONS)

rNSPECTOR(S)Qé = .w? S\U‘fw@«'\ff—ﬁ CROSS REFERENCE:
> 2 S~ 2 Q 26 26 ATTACHMENTS:
REVIEWER: '

NOTE: The Information contained on this form teflects only the preliminary observations of the inspector(s). It should not be
interpreted as a final determination by the Department of Environmental Quality or any of its officers or personnel as to any matter,
including, but not limited to, a determination of compliance or lack thereof by the facility operator with any requirements of statutes
regulations or permits, Each day of non-compliance constitutes a separate violation of the regulations andfor the Louisiana
Environmental Quality Act.
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LOUISIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
FIELD INTERVIEW FORM

AGENCY INTEREST#: /03 € 21 INSPECTION DATE: TIME OF ARRIVAL: {3
ALTERNATE ID¥: DEPARTURE DATE: TIME OF DE!;%QI[LJRE: [0

i {ID Type/Number} 4 ™ - ‘
FACILITY NAME:_ A (O (Db d S: oo Joesa XA o I L2

LOCATION.:.51{“ Towrden RCP ; ©ly 7126

PARISH NAME: r@r\ / o n$

RECEIVING STREAM (BASIN/SUBSEGMENT):

/
MAILING ADDRESS: PG BQ‘L =y 35’3/ /()"U-’ @f‘/e‘“s:? Zﬁt- ZAal 5/»4
(Street/P.0..Box) (City) "~ (State) (ZIP)
_FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE: cnrry L) enuen we TITLE: C/Dumfs C g
FACILITY REPRESENTATIVE PHONE NUMBER: s 0¢< € 3% 2 G,80 {J
NAME, TITLE, ADDRESS and TELEPHONE of RESPONSIBLE OFFlCIAL (if different from above)
gg A —

2 el .
INSPECTION TYPE: ~A /7 PROGRAM INVOLVED: @gé/—msre WATER  OTHER
teollocw
INSPECTOR'S OBSERVATIONS: (e.g. AREAS AND EQUIPMENT INSPEGTED, PROBLEMS, DEFICIENCIES, REMARKS, VERBAL
COMMITMENTS FROM FACILITY R ESENTATIVES)

F’“’ //om “p - ({/& /»‘-/ rmspe chon @:9 :”PQCJLQOP H-H?_,rf-ﬂb
/4:5555,»%4‘1[ 5)4//,0‘2&4/?4 m//é’ &-/é?/q'@@ewewmp fl‘f# st pp seheclerle
due Ade o conplofron O{ﬁ—amMem@cﬁw@Sﬁf‘ﬂ Aee K y}m,m?

MT A.)eeag #f&%ueﬂ Lgt, ()QDC—&C;QW?‘S' Y /ttS“Pf;Cj@f_'q‘m'W'm
/) yf—f/g_ PHAY /FDUVL:WQFGULQM) }»‘W%O@O‘f‘@v?f\) //Aczn c-_se_wrewrf‘
systfer O (FIE. e, f@iimm’lf ﬁmmm pn:rcaoﬂ,
’—_\"almy\c—\ , T%—‘"‘LH"T 5°7L ///(}?Qop_s 7% (?e_ %W@ .
The bdoe pst @m.p leYecl » — e ve lopedl or

AREAS OF CONCERN:

REGULATION EXPLANATION CORRECTED?
Yecl e ~ & s
J b P e ma e e oy O ST er@ YES NO

YES NO

PHOTOS TAKEN: O

" SAMPLES TAKEN: O WChain-of—custody)
YES i YES‘ NO

RECEIVED BY: SIGNA L2 ot

i - .
- Ve
PRINT NAME; J;;lny es B/f/\/» enS
(NOTE: SIGNATURE DOES NOT NECESSARILY INDICATE AGREEMENT WITH INSPECTOR’S STATED OBSERVATIONS)

INSPECTOR(S)" P c,mu:g LSRNy CROSS REFERENCE:
7—/2’( }[9 jé Z—Q\ ; ATTACHMENTS:
REVIEWER.

NOTE: The Information contained on this form reflects only the preliminary observations of the inspector(s). !t should not be
interpreted as a final determination by the Department of Environmental Quality or any of its officers or personnel as to any matter,
including, but not limited to, a determination of compliance or lack thereof by the facility operator with any requirements of statutes
regulations or permits. Each day of non-compliance constitutes a separate violation of the regulations and/or the Louisiana
Environmental Quality Act.
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