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On December 9, 2008, as part of a municipal separate storm sewer system (MS4) 
compliance audit of the Hawaii Department of Transportation, Harbors Division, a 
USEPA contractor inspected Marisco, LTD. in Kapolei Hawaii (in Barbers Point Deep 
Draft Harbor, located on Pier P-3, and across from Pier P-7).  Discharges from Marisco, 
LTD. are regulated by NPDES Permit No. HI0021786. The primary purposes of the 
inspection were to (1) assess the adequacy, appropriateness, and maintenance of best 
management practices (BMPs) employed by Marisco, LTD (a Harbors Division tenant), 
and (2) determine the accuracy and reliability of the Marisco, LTD’s self-monitoring and 
reporting program. The primary on-site representative was Bill McCaffery (Health, 
Safety, and EPA Compliance Officer). The weather at the time of inspection was sunny, 
with no sign of recent precipitation. 

Introduction 

Marisco, LTD. (Facility or Discharger) repairs and maintains ships at its Facility located 
in Barbers Point Harbor.  The Facility conducts industrial activities throughout two 
portions of the shoreline around Barbers Point Harbor, including dockside at Pier P-3 
and on a dry dock and storage area across from Pier P-7. 

Facility Description 

The Facility is separated into two main locations.  The portion of the Facility located on 
Pier P-3 includes an office building, enclosed work areas (welding, sandblasting, 
painting, pipe shop, and machine shop), materials storage areas, a main yard with 
heavy equipment, and a work barge (a barge on which materials are stored and is used 
by the Facility staff as a staging area for work on boats docked at the Facility).  The 
area located across from Pier P-7 is where the dry dock, Lil Perris, is located.  The dry 
dock portion of the Facility includes a storage/staging area and the dry dock itself. 

Figure 1 provides an overview map of the Barbers Point Harbor and the two Marisco, 
LTD operations. 
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Figure 1 – Kalealoa Barbers Point Harbor 

Pier P-3 Location 

Pier P-7 

Lil’ Perris Location 

The Pier P-3 location can be separated into five main areas: 

o A storage area at the southeast side of the Facility (referred to as JR’s area),  
o A hazardous waste storage area (located just southwest of JR’s area),  
o A work barge (located just northeast to JR’s area),  
o The main yard, 
o A storage area at the northwest side of the Facility, and  
o A smaller storage area behind (southwest) the office building.   

Figure 2 is a diagram of the Pier P-3 location (not to scale). 
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Figure 2 – Pier P-3 Site Map 

Industrial activities conducted at the Pier P-3 location include, but are not limited to; 
material storage, sand blasting, sanding, paint removal, paint application, welding, metal 
grinding and other metal fabrication, mechanical work, electrical work, petroleum 
storage, and hazardous waste storage.   

JR’s area is a storage area directly adjacent to the harbor’s edge.  The edge of the 
storage along the harbor is bermed.  One significant breach of the berm between the 
storage area and the receiving water was observed and appears to be a potential 
discharge point for storm water. In addition, the far southeast edge of the berm ends 
abruptly, appearing to allow storm water to discharge directly into the receiving water.  
Heavy equipment, spent blasting grit (uncovered), 55-gallon drums of petroleum 
products and paint wastes, and other miscellaneous materials were observed stored in 
this location. A large used oil tank was in the area, but was not in use.   

The hazardous waste storage area is covered and provides secondary containment.  
Also located in the vicinity was a 3,000 gallon diesel storage tank, and two portable 
double walled diesel tanks. It appeared that various liquids (hazardous and non­
hazardous) are temporarily stored in front of the hazardous waste containment area.  It 
appeared that storm water from this area would either flow to the main yard where it 
would be captured in a dry well, or would commingle with storm water from JR’s area 
and potentially be discharged to the receiving water. 

The work barge is a barge docked at the Pier P-3 Facility that is used as a storage and 
staging area.  The Facility representative stated that the work barge would be removed 
from service soon, but was unsure of an exact date.  The Facility representative further 
stated that storage and staging operations on the work barge had been reduced and 
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would continue to be minimized. During the inspection, the barge was being used for 
the storage of various materials (wood, metal, paints, 55-gallon drums of petroleum 
products, wire, rope, hoses, and other), and a staging area (cement was being mixed on 
the barge). An ice machine and sink are also located on the barge.  Storm water 
controls or BMPs on the work barge were not observed during the inspection.  Storm 
water would flow directly off the edge of the barge. 

The main yard at the Pier P-3 Facility borders the harbor and the office buildings and 
enclosed work areas. The main yard is primarily used as a storage area and staging 
area for work going on throughout the Facility. Materials and equipment were observed 
stored on both sides of the main yard. Heavy equipment, including a large crane was 
also located on-site. It appeared that the main yard was graded so that most of the 
storm water from the center was directed into three dry wells, located in the center of 
the main yard. The Facility representative was not certain of the total capacity of the dry 
wells. The grading of the perimeter of the main yard was unclear to the inspector.  The 
perimeter of the main yard was bermed, however multiple potential discharge locations 
through the berm were identified during the inspection.  Evidence of runoff from the 
main yard through portions of the berm was also observed during the inspection.   

The small storage area behind the office building and enclosed work areas was 
observed with pallets of paint, used zinc anodes, and 55-gallon drums.  The small 
storage area was bermed, however a drain had been constructed to discharge runoff 
from the area directly into the receiving water.  Two dogs were observed kenneled in 
this drainage location. 

The area located across from Pier P-7 is where the dry dock, Lil Perris, is located.  This 
location can be broken into two parts, the shore side portion that is adjacent to the dry 
dock, and the dry dock itself. Discharges from this location are clearly identified and 
regulated under NPDES Permit No. HI0021786. 

Figure 3 is a diagram of the area located across from Pier P-7 (not to scale). 
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Figure 3 – Site Map (Lil’ Perris Dry Dock) 

The shore side area is used as a storage area and staging area for work on the Lil’ 
Perris dry dock. Materials, objects, and equipment observed stored in this location 
included a portable toilet, used tires, 55-gallon drums, air compressors, cranes, scrap 
metal, various large tanks, rope, and chains.  The area had a berm that was constructed 
out of cement pillars, plastic, and dirt.  The berm had eroded and multiple potential 
discharge locations were observed down the entire length of the location.  

The dry dock, Lil’ Perris, has a certified capacity of 3,500 metric tons.  Activities 
conducted on the dry dock include, but are not limited to; sandblasting, pressure 
washing, sanding, paint removal, paint application, welding, metal grinding and other 
metal fabrication, mechanical work, and electrical work.  The two open ends of the dry 
dock had tarps drawn across them to minimize air blown particulates from reaching the 
receiving water. Structural BMPs, such as a berm, are not utilized on the dry dock. 
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Permitted Discharges 

The portion of the Facility located on Pier P-3 is not addressed under NPDES Permit 
No. HI0021786. Further, the Facility does not have coverage under the Hawaii general 
industrial storm water permit or any other NPDES permit.. 

On March 31, 2006 the Discharger received authorization from DOH to discharge storm 
water from the Facility located on Pier P-3, under Chapter 11-55, Appendix B, NPDES 
General Permit Authorizing Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Industrial 
Activities. The general storm water permit expired at midnight on October 22, 2007.  On 
January 11, 2008 DOH sent a letter informing the Discharger of the expiration and 
requested the Discharger submit a Notice of Intent or Notice of Cessation for the 
general permit renewal.  The Discharger did not respond with a Notice of Intent or 
Notice of Cessation. On October 23, 2008 DOH again notified the Discharger that 
coverage under the general storm water permit had expired and that the DOH was 
assuming that the Discharger no longer required coverage under the general storm 
water permit. DOH further states in it’s October 23, 2008 letter that non-permitted 
discharges to State Waters are violations of the Hawaii Water Pollution rules and 
regulations and the responsible parties may face civil and/or criminal prosecution of up 
to $25,000 per day for each violation. 

The individual permit (NPDES No. HI0021786) addresses the portion of the Facility 
located across from Pier P-7. Authorized discharges under the permit include; the 
discharge of harbor water off the dry dock from Outfall Serial Nos. 001 and 002, and 
storm water runoff from the dry dock and shore from Outfall Serial Nos. 003 and 004.  
Potential sources of pollutants that may be discharged during the dry dock cycling (the 
lowering and lifting of the dry dock) and in storm water runoff from the shoreline areas 
and dry dock include materials used or stored, and waste products generated during 
repair and maintenance activities. 

In addition, the discharge of noncontact cooling water is permitted through Outfall Serial 
No. 005, however the Facility representative stated that noncontact cooling water is no 
longer discharged from the Facility.  Cooling water from vessels are pumped to tanker 
trucks and taken off-site for treatment.  Additional discharges or discharge locations are 
not permitted under NPDES Permit No. HI0021786. 

Treatment is not provided for water that contacts the dry dock during cycling or storm 
water runoff from the shore side area.  The Facility relies on the proper implementation 
of BMPs to meet the established water quality objectives and meet effluent limitations.  
BMPs specified in Part B, section 2 the permit include: 

•	 The Permittee shall provide appropriate and effective containment of sandblast grit 
during sandblasting activities to prevent the drift of grit.  The Permittee shall 
immediately cease sandblasting activities when sandblast grit is observed drifting 
outside of the containment. The Permittee may resume sandblasting activities when 
effective containment is established. 
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•	 The Permittee shall clean the dry dock deck and other areas of the Facility, at the 
end of each day work is performed. The Permittee shall vacuum clean sandblast grit 
and other fine debris. 

•	 The Permittee shall immediately clean up any spills, including, but not limited to, oil 
and hydraulic fluid. 

•	 The Permittee shall contain and store collected spent sandblast grit from san 
blasting operation under a cover. 

•	 The Permittee shall maintain all dry dock surfaces, including the top of the wing 
walls, to prevent chipped paint, rust, and other debris from entering the receiving 
water. 

•	 Prior to lowering, the Permittee shall clean the surface of the dry dock to remove 
solids and other pollutants.  If vacuuming is not sufficient for cleaning hard-to-reach 
areas, then the Permittee shall implement additional measures to ensure that solids 
are removed from these areas of the Best Available Technology (BAT) to prevent 
solids from contacting the dry dock. 

•	 The Permittee shall discharge cooling water from the docked vessel directly to the 
receiving water in a manner that prevents the cooling water discharge from 
contacting the dry dock, docked vessel, or any other pollutant. 

•	 The Permittee shall properly store and dispose all wastes. 

•	 The Permittee shall not discharge any wastewater or other pollutant into dry dock 
ballast tanks or any other dry dock compartment. 

•	 The Permittee shall maintain land-based operations in a clean and orderly manner 
and implement measures to prevent pollutants from contacting storm water runoff. 

In addition, Part B, section 5 requires the following: 

•	 The Permittee shall develop and implement a BMPs [Best Management Practices] 
Plan to reduce pollutants discharged from the Facility. 

•	 The Permittee shall review and update the BMPs Plan as needed to comply with the 
permit. 

•	 The Permittee shall train all appropriate and applicable employees to implement the 
BMPs Plan. 

•	 The Permittee shall maintain the BMPs Plan on-site or at a nearby office. 
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Monitoring 

The Discharger is required to conduct effluent (harbor water flowing off dry dock and 
noncontact cooling water), storm water, and ambient water monitoring as specified in 
Part A.1, A.2, and A.3 of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786.   

Monitoring is conducted by the Facility’s Heath, Safety, and EPA Compliance Officer.  
The analysis for pH and temperature is conducted on-site by Facility personnel.  All 
additional analysis required under NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 are conducted by a 
contract laboratory, Inalab, Inc. (3615 Harding Ave., Suite 308, Honolulu, HI 96816). 

The Facility representative stated that the contact harbor water flowing off the dry dock 
is sampled as a composite from multiple monitoring locations. Due to the topography of 
the harbor floor, the dry dock is not submerged evenly, but is lowered on one side more 
than the other. The southwestern end of the dry dock is submerged first during lowering 
activities, and the Facility representative pulls a sample from this area first, then as the 
dry dock is lowered more the Facility representative pulls additional aliquot samples as 
the harbor water moves further toward the northeast end of the dry dock.  The Facility 
representative stated that the northeast end of the dry dock is never dropped below the 
water level, and no contact harbor water ever is discharged from the northeast side of 
the dry dock. Thus, only one of the two outfall locations (001) is reported as having a 
discharge. Prior to the lowering of each dry dock, the Discharger is required to 
photograph the dry dock surface to show the cleanliness of the dry dock surface.  
Ambient water monitoring is taken prior to any lowering and lifting activities.   

When discharged, noncontact cooling water must be monitored monthly, downstream 
from any additions to the source water and prior to the cooling system, and downstream 
from the cooling system and prior to mixing with the receiving water.  The date, starting 
time, ending time, duration, flow rate, and volume of each discharge of noncontact 
cooling water must be recorded.   

Storm water runoff must be monitored annually. Grab samples must be taken within the 
first 15 minutes of a qualifying storm event, and composite samples composed of two 
aliquots, with the first one taken during the first 15 minutes, must be taken from 
qualifying storm events.  A qualifying storm event is defined in the permit as a storm 
resulting in rainfall that accumulates more than 0.1 inches and occurs at least 72 hours 
after the previous measurable rainfall event. 

The Facility representative (the Health, Safety, and EPA Compliance Officer) stated that 
he had never sampled a storm water discharge and was not aware of the exact shore 
side storm water discharge location. It should be noted that the Health, Safety, and 
EPA Compliance Officer stated that he had only been working in this capacity for the 
last 6 months. 
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The Facility representative stated that the DOH had requested that ambient receiving 
water data not be reported on the monitoring reports.  This was confirmed by the Hawaii 
Department of Health (DOH) representative on-site (co-inspector), thus the lack of 
ambient receiving water data in the monitoring reports is not addressed in this report. 

Records and Reports 

As part of the inspection, records, plans, reports, and documentation specifically 
required by the NPDES permit or Standard Provisions was viewed on-site.  The on-site 
review was not a thorough review of each record, plan, or report, and it’s inclusion in the 
following list as being reviewed does not indicate complete adequacy and acceptance 
by the permitting agency. The records review is conducted to identify issues with record 
keeping, verify proper monitoring and reporting practices, identify required reports that 
have not been completed as specified in the NPDES permit, identify recent effluent 
limitation exceedances, and identify any other major compliance issues that may 
become apparent through the on-site review.  Records, plans, reports, and 
documentation requested on the date of the inspection include: 

•	 Copy of the current NPDES permit; 
•	 Best Management Practices Plan; 
•	 Last 3 months of discharge monitoring reports (DMRs) with chain-of-custodies and 

analytical data; 
•	 Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan; 
•	 Dry dock cycle log (visual observations and pictures); 
•	 Previous storm water report; 
•	 pH calibration records; 
•	 Sand blasting log; and 
•	 Rain gage records. 

As discussed in the Major Findings portion of this report, not all the requested 
documents were available for review on the date of the inspection. 

The discharge monitoring report for December 2007 was reviewed as a component of 
this inspection. In addition, a review of draft monitoring reports for January 2008 
through October 2008 were reviewed. The Discharger was required to have the 
monthly monitoring reports to DOH by the 28th of the following month.  DOH had not 
received any of the monitoring reports for January 2008 to the date of the inspection.  
The review of the December 2007 monitoring report, and the prepared monitoring 
reports for January 2008 through October 2008, included a comparison of report 
monitoring requirements contained in the permit versus the data submitted by the 
Discharger to DOH (or summarized on the monitoring report for January 2008 through 
October 2008) and the results of that data versus limitations contained within the permit.  
Permit limitation exceedances were identified during the inspection and are summarized 
in the Major Findings portion of this report.   
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In addition, the discharge monitoring report for the annual storm water monitoring 
conducted in 2007 was requested as a component of this inspection.  A copy of the 
storm water monitoring report was not available for review. 

Site Review 

A site review was conducted during the inspection.  Site reviews are conducted to 
identify the following: 

•	 Process/production modifications that may be pertinent to the NPDES permit; 
•	 Treatment and collection systems to ensure they’re properly maintained and in good 

operational order; 
•	 Discharge locations, monitoring locations, waste streams, and on-site operations 

that are inconsistent with the NPDES permit, or irregularities that may be pertinent to 
the NPDES permit; 

•	 Monitoring locations and methods to ensure they are representative of influent and 
effluent streams; 

•	 General house keeping procedures to ensure that they are adequate to 
prevent/reduce the release of pollutants to the environment (i.e., proper 
implementation and maintenance of BMPs); 

•	 Major on-site safety concerns that may interfere with the proper operation and  
maintenance of the Facility; and 

•	 Any additional information that my be pertinent for determining compliance with 
NPDES permit requirements or may be pertinent for future NPDES permit renewals. 

During the site review, multiple observations of poor housekeeping were observed and 
are summarized in the Major Findings portion of this report.  Further, during the 
inspection it became evident that the BMP Plan needed revisions to specific areas of 
concern at the Facility. See the Major Findings portion of this report for more 
information. 

The berms at both the Pier P-3 location and shoreside to the dry dock were observed to 
have multiple breaches and provided multiple potential discharge locations for storm 
water. The berms at the Facility do not offer reliable secondary containment. 

The portion of the Facility located on Pier P-3 does not appear to be addressed in 
NPDES Permit No. HI0021786. Potential discharges were identified that were not 
authorized under NPDES Permit No. HI0021786. 

Major Findings 

1. Part 4 of the Standard Provision requires the Permittee to submit a new application 
180 days before the existing permit expires if the Permittee wishes to continue 
activities regulated by the permit. 
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NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 expires on March 31, 2009.  A renewal application 
was due by October 2, 2008. Following the inspection, the inspector was informed 
on February 6, 2009 by DOH that the Permittee submitted their permit renewal 
application on January 29, 2009.  The Permittee did not submit their permit renewal 
application at least 180 days before the expiration date, as required. 

2. Part A.2.a of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 establishes effluent limitations and 
monitoring requirements for storm water runoff associated with industrial activity 
through Outfall Serial Nos. 003 and 004. 

The Health, Safety, and EPA Compliance Officer was unaware of the storm water 
monitoring requirements contained in the permit and was unsure of the exact storm 
water monitoring location for shoreside activities.  In addition, the Facility 
representative was unable to provide a recent storm water monitoring report 
(Standard Provision 14.b requires that all monitoring records be maintained for a 
minimum of 5 years). As a result, the Discharger could not demonstrate that storm 
water monitoring is being conducted as required by Part A.2.a of the permit.  

3. Part B.5.a of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 requires the Discharger to review and 
update the BMPs Plan as needed to comply with the permit, within 30-days from the 
date that the changes were made. Further, the Discharger must maintain 
documentation of all changes made to the plan. 

The most recent BMP Plan available for review on the date of the inspection was 
last revised in October 2002. The BMP Plan does not appear to have been updated 
during the term of the current permit and does not accurately reflect current Facility 
site conditions. The BMP Plan incorrectly refers to Outfall Serial No. 004 as the 
storm water discharge from the dry dock (Outfall Serial No. 004 is the storm water 
discharge point for land based operations), and Outfall Serial No. 005 as a storm 
water discharge from the land based operations (Outfall Serial No. 005 is the 
discharge point for non-contact cooling water).  The BMP Plan also refers to Outfall 
Serial No. 006 (for storm water runoff from land based operations), 007, 008, 009, 
and 010 (for non-contact cooling water). 

In addition, the BMP Plan does not address potential storm water discharge 
locations, potential pollutants, and activities performed on the portion of the Facility 
located on Pier P-3. 

4. Part B.4.a of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 requires the Discharger to maintain 
monthly logs of all dry dock cycling activities. 

Analytical data from Inalab indicates that a monitoring event occurred on June 2, 
2008 while undocking the “Wild Thing”. A review of the dry dock cycling log does 
not record this cycling event, however states that the “Wild Thing” was undocked on 
May 27, 2008, with the “Tiger 3”.  A review of analytical records indicates that 
monitoring did occur on May 27, 2008, but only for the undocking of the “Tiger 3”.  
The dry dock cycling log is inconsistent with the monitoring records.  Further, a 
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chain-of-custody was not available for the June 2, 2008 monitoring event (as 
 
required by Standard Provision 14.c). 
 

A copy of the dry dock cycling log and analytical data for June 2, 2008 is included in 
this report as Attachment A. 

5. Part B.4.b of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 requires the Discharger to maintain 
daily logs documenting all the sand blasting activities conducted at the Facility and 
submit a summary of each month’s logs with the monthly monitoring reports. 

The Facility representative was unable to provide a log documenting sand blasting 
activities at the Facility.  Standard Provision 14.b requires that all monitoring records 
be maintained for a minimum of 5 years. 

6. Part B.4.e of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 requires the Discharger to maintain on-
site rain gage records and submit a summary of the logs with the monthly monitoring 
reports. 

The Facility representative was unable to provide records of rainfall at the Facility.  
Further, the Facility representative stated that a rain gage had been purchased, but 
had not yet been installed. A usable rain gage was not available for observation on 
the date of the inspection. 

7. Part C.1.d of NPDES Permit No HI0021786 requires the Discharger to submit 
monitoring reports (or have them postmarked), no later than the 28th day of the 
month following the completed reporting period, to the EPA and DOH. 

Prior to the inspection DOH indicated to the inspector that no monitoring reports 
have been received from the Discharger for the months of January 2008 through 
October 2008. The Facility representative stated that the monitoring reports for 
January 2008 through October 2008 had been mailed as required by the permit, 
however they had failed to arrive at DOH each month.  A copy of these final reports 
was not available for review on the date of the inspection (Standard Provision 14.b 
requires the Discharger to maintain records for a minimum of 5 years), no evidence 
that these reports had been submitted to DOH was available to confirm the 
statement made by the Facility representative. 

The Facility representative provided to the inspectors “draft monitoring reports” for 
January through October 2008, however the Facility representative stated that these 
had not undergone final review and did not contain a certification signature as 
required under Standard Provision 5.d.  DOH had previous notified the Facility that 
the monitoring reports for January 2008 through October 2008 had not been 
received. Thus, the Facility representative stated that they intended to complete the 
draft monitoring reports and subsequently submit them to DOH. 

8. A detailed review of the draft monitoring reports and analytical data for February 
2008, May 2008, and June 2008 was conducted to determine if permit limit 
exceedances had occurred during the period in which monitoring reports were not 
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received by DOH.  The following exceedances of the effluent limitations contained in 
Part A.1.a of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 were identified for harbor water flowing 
off the dry dock: 

Table 1. February 2008 

Parameter Effluent 
Limitation 

Monitoring/Discharge 
Events 

2/2/2008 

Copper 2.9 µg/L 83 µg/L 
Zinc 95 µg/L 100 µg/L 

Table 2. May 2008 
Effluent Monitoring/Discharge Events

Parameter Limitation 5/19/2008 5/27/2008 

Copper 2.9 µg/L 390 µg/L 1,300 µg/L 
Zinc 95 µg/L 510 µg/L 490 µg/L 

Table 3. June 2008 

Parameter Effluent 
Limitation 

Monitoring/Discharge Events 
6/2/2008 6/10/2008 6/20/2008 

Copper 2.9 µg/L 590 µg/L 470 µg/L 790 µg/L 
Zinc 95 µg/L 310 µg/L 200 µg/L 200 µg/L 

For the months of March, July, September, and October 2008, the Discharger had 
indicated that there were no discharges from the Facility.  Due to time constraints on 
the date of the inspection, monitoring reports for April and August were not 
reviewed. 

A copy of the Draft February, May, and June 2008 monitoring reports and the 
 
applicable analytical data is included as Attachment B. 
 

9. Standard Provision 14.b requires that all monitoring records be maintained for a 
minimum of 5 years. 

It was observed in the dry dock cycling log that a cycling event occurred on August 
22, 2008. Part.A.1.a requires the Discharger to conduct monitoring during each dry 
dock cycle. The dry dock cycling log does state that monitoring occurred at the time 
of the cycling, however a copy of the analytical data for this monitoring event was 
not available for review on the date of the inspection.  The Facility representative 
stated that a copy of the analytical data could be retrieved from the laboratory if 
necessary. 

A copy of the page in the dry dock cycling log that indicates a cycling event occurred 
on August 22, 2008 and that effluent and ambient monitoring occurred is included at 
Attachment C. 
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10.Part A.4 of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 requires the Discharger to use test 
methods promulgated in 40 CFR Part 136. 

The Facility representative stated that all effluent samples for the harbor water 
running of the dry dock is taken using a plastic scoop and a plastic bucket, prior to 
distributing the effluent into the appropriate sample containers issued by the contract 
laboratory. 40 CFR Part 136 requires that all samples for oil and grease be taken 
directly into a glass container. The monitoring method described by the Facility 
representative for sampling oil and grease does not meet the requirements of 40 
CFR Part 136. 

11.Standard Provision 14.b requires the Discharger to retain all monitoring information, 
including calibration records for a minimum of 5 years.  Standard Provision 3.c 
requires the Discharger to periodically calibrate all monitoring and analytical 
equipment at 6 month intervals or the manufacturer’s recommended intervals.   

Calibration records for the pH meter used by the Discharger to demonstrate 
compliance with the effluent limitations contained in NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 
were not available for review.  The Facility representative indicated that these 
records were not maintained. 

12.Standard Provision 3.c requires the Discharger to periodically calibrate all monitoring 
and analytical equipment to insure the accuracy of measurements.  The Facility 
conducts pH analysis on-site using a pH meter, to determine compliance with the 
effluent limitations contained in NPDES Permit No. HI0021786. 

The pH buffer (4.0) available on-site to conduct the calibrations of the pH meter had 
an expiration date of October 2004. A current pH buffer was not available for the 
calibration of the pH meter. 

13.Parts B.2.a through B.2.i of NPDES Permit No. HI0021786 establishes pollution 
prevention measures required by the Discharger.  Part B.5 of NPDES Permit No. 
HI0021786 requires the Discharger to develop and implement a BMP[s] Plan to 
reduce pollutants discharged from the Facility, and update the BMP[s] Plan as 
needed. 

The Discharger has developed a BMP Plan, a portion of which is included as 
 
Attachment D to this report. 
 

Breaches of the berm surrounding the shore side area next to the dry dock were 
observed down the entire length of the berm (Photo Nos. 49, 54, 55, and 58).  In 
addition, the deck of the dry dock was observed to not have a berm (Photo No. 59).  
The Facility representative stated that the berm around the deck of the dry dock had 
been removed. 

14.The following observations at the dry dock, and shore side of the dry dock, were 
made during the inspection and do not appear to comply with the proper 
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implementation of BMPs as specified in either Part B of NPDES Permit No. 

HI0021786 or the Discharger’s BMP Plan (dated October 2002): 


a. 	 Two 55-gallon drums of used oil were observed stored without secondary 
containment on the shore side staging area beside the dry dock (Photo No. 
51). This does not appear consistent with Part B.2.j of the permit which 
states, “The Permittee shall maintain land-based operations in a clean and 
orderly manner and implement measures to prevent pollutants from 
contacting storm water runoff. Further this is not consistent with land-based 
operation BMPs of the Discharger’s BMP Plan (on page 8), which states that 
spill pallets will be on-site and used. 

b. 	  A mixture of oil and condensate was observed dripping directly on the ground 
from an air compressor on the shore side staging area beside the dry dock 
(Photo No. 53). This does not appear to be consistent with Part B.2.j of the 
permit which states, “The Permittee shall maintain land-based operations in a 
clean and orderly manner and implement measures to prevent pollutants from 
contacting storm water runoff. 

c. 	 Sand blasting grit was observed spilled on the ground, shore side of the dry 
dock (Photo No. 56). Further, multiple bags of new sand blasting grit were 
observed stored on-site without cover (Photo No. 57). This does not appear 
consistent with Part B.2.j of the permit which states, “The Permittee shall 
maintain land-based operations in a clean and orderly manner and implement 
measures to prevent pollutants from contacting storm water runoff.  Further, 
this is not consistent with land-based operation BMPs of the Discharger’s 
BMP Plan (on page 8 of the Plan), which states that sand blast grit [new or 
spent] will be covered. 

d. The dry dock does not have any structural BMPs, such as a berm (Photo No. 
59) to contain potential discharges from washing/cleaning activities.  The 
Discharger’s BMP Plan states, under low pressure/low volume cleaning, and 
ultra-high pressure water blasting (pages 4 and 5), that a 4” inch berm is on 
the foreward and after ends of the dry dock to contain any liquids generated 
on-site. The Facility representative further stated that temporary berms or 
containment BMPs are not set up on the dry dock. 

e. 	 Zinc anodes were observed stacked on a pallet on the dry dock (one zinc 
anode was observed directly on the deck of the dry dock), uncovered where it 
could be exposed to potential rainfall and storm water runoff, and potentially 
contaminating the deck of the dry dock with zinc (Photo Nos. 61 and 62).  
Zinc was identified during the monitoring reports review to be a pollutant of 
concern in the effluent from the dry dock, that has frequently exceeded the 
effluent limitations contained in the permit.  The BMP Plan does not appear to 
address storm water contamination and the contamination of the dry dock 
deck by zinc anodes. Part B.5 of the permit requires the Discharger to 
implement a BMP Plan to reduce pollutants from the Facility, and review the 
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BMP Plan as needed to comply with the permit.  The BMP Plan should be 
revised to address potential sources of zinc pollution, including the handling 
and storage of zinc anodes. 

15.The portion of the Facility located on Pier P-3 is not permitted under NPDES Permit 
No, HI0021786, nor is it permitted under the Hawaii general industrial storm water 
permit. NPDES Permit No. HI0021786, Part B.1 prohibits discharges to the 
receiving water not specifically authorized under the permit.  Further, the Pier P-3 
portion of the Facility is not addressed in the BMP Plan. Activities and discharges 
from the portion of the Facility located on Pier P-3 do not appear to be authorized 
under the NPDES program. The following findings are observations of the portion of 
the Facility located on Pier P-3. 

The berms around the main yard, JR’s area, and the storage area behind the main 
yard were observed to have breaches, deliberate discharge structures, or areas that 
lacked containment, resulting in potential storm water discharge locations (Photo 
Nos. 8, 10, 11, 15, 23, 24, 25, and 27). 

Due to the lack of sufficient berming, and the potential for storm water discharges, 
the following observations were made regarding the need for secondary containment 
or over head coverage: 

a. 	 A 55-gallon drum of engine oil, adjacent to the receiving water, next to the 
main yard (Photo No. 3); 

b. A 55-gallon drum of hydraulic fluid, adjacent to the receiving water, next to 
the main yard (Photo No. 6); 

c. 	 A “make-shift” drip pan containing an unidentified liquid resembling a 
petroleum product, next to the berm in the main yard, uncovered and 
exposed to potential rain fall, and without additional containment (Photo 
No. 7); 

d. A pallet of batteries next to the berm in the main yard (Photo No. 9); 

e. 	 Large quantities of paint and paint thinner, next to the berm in the main 
yard (Photo 14). The Facility representative stated that this was a 
temporary measure while they cleaned out their paint storage lockers; 

f. 	 A drip pan for an air receiver, next to the metal working building, which 
was full of a mixture of oil and condensate.  The drip pan was uncovered 
and exposed to potential rain fall, and without additional containment 
(Photo No. 16); 

g. Two 55-gallon drums of oily water in the main yard, next to the berm, 
without secondary containment (Photo No. 17); 
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h. A box/pallet of zinc anodes, and a couple pallets of paint cans, in the 
storage area behind (northwest) of the main yard, behind the metal 
working building (Photo Nos. 19, 20, and 21); 

i. 	 A 5-gallon bucket of motor oil in JR’s Area, without containment (Photo 
No. 28); 

j. 	 Three 55-gallon drums of petroleum products in JR’s area without 
secondary containment (Photo Nos. 29, 30, and 31); 

k. 	 Two 55-gallon drums of paint related waste (potentially hazardous waste, 
unlabeled) in JR’s area, without secondary containment (Photo Nos. 32 
and 33); 

l. 	 A tote of diesel fuel, improperly labeled as flocculant, stored next to the 
hazardous waste storage area (the tote was identified as diesel fuel by the 
Facility representative) (Photo Nos. 34 and 35); and 

m. A drip pan for a 3,000 gallon diesel tank, half full of diesel, next to the 
hazardous waste storage area, exposed to rain fall, without secondary 
containment (Photo No. 36). 

16.The Discharger had recently concreted portions of the main yard, JR’s area, and the 
storage area behind (northeast of) the metal working building. Evidence of concrete 
not being properly contained, and in some cases overflowing into the receiving 
water, was observed (Photo Nos. 12, 22, and 26). 

17.Signs of spillage and staining were observed in portions of the main yard (Photo No. 
13). 

18.A discharge of wash water runoff was observed from the storage area behind 
(northeast of) the metal working building through an intentionally built discharge 
point. A worker was observed spraying down the area to a discharge location.  In 
addition to the storage of zinc anodes and paint cans, two dogs were observed 
kenneled in this area (Photo Nos. 23 and 24). 

19.Spent blasting grit was observed stored in JR’s area without coverage (Photo No. 
25). 

20.Two workers were observed mixing cement on the work barge.	  Wet cement was 
observed on the ground of the work barge. Runoff from the cement mixing was 
observed running under the wall and down the side of the work barge into the 
receiving water (Photo Nos. 37, 38, and 39). 

21.The deck of the work barge was observed to be covered in rust chips/dust, which 
were exposed to potential storm water runoff (Photo No. 42). 
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22.Zinc anodes were observed in direct contact with the deck of the work barge, and 
exposed to potential storm water runoff (Photo Nos. 43 and 46). 

23.Hoses used to supply workers with potable water as they work on-board docked 
vessels were observed leaking and draining over the edge of the work barge (Photo 
Nos. 43 and 44). 

24.A sink was observed on the stern of the work barge.  	The Facility representative 
stated that he believes the sink discharges directly into the harbor below.  The 
Facility representative stated that the sink was used for washing hands and cleaning 
fish. Due to the location of the sink, it was not possible to confirm the discharge 
location of the sink into the harbor. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

The following photographs were taken during the inspection of Marisco, LTD. during the 
NPDES compliance evaluation inspection on December 9, 2008, by a USEPA 
contractor, Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC.) and Matt Kurano (HI Department of 
Health). 

Portion of Facility Photograph(s) 

Main Yard 1 through 18 

Storage Area Behind Main Yard 19 through 24 

Storage Area at Southeast End of Main Yard 25 through 33 

Hazardous Waste Storage Area 34 through 36 

Work Barge 37 through 46 

Lil’ Parris – Shore Side 47 through 58 

Lil’ Parris – Dry Dock 59 through 62 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Main Yard 

Photo 1: 	 This photograph provides an overview of the dock, beyond the containment 
be rm and on the edge of the water. This photograph is taken facing 
no rthwest. This area appeared to be used mostly as a walk way to the 
do cked vessels, however observations during the inspection suggest that at a 
min imum, temporary or short-term storage of materials, including petroleu m 
pro ducts, occurs at this location. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 2: 	 This photograph provides an overview of the main yard from approximately 
3/4 ths of the way down the southeast side.  The Facility representative stat ed 
tha t most of the rainfall that occurs on-site is collected in the middle of the 
ya rd in three dry wells. The Facility representative was unsure of the volum e 
of the dry wells. The gradient of the concreted area does suggest that the 
ma jority of the rainfall would drain toward the center of the main yard and in to 
the dry wells. However, the gradient of the main yard near the bermed area 
wa s not apparent, and evidence of flow through gaps in the berm were 
ob served during the inspection. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 3: 	 This photograph provides an overview of the dock, beyond the containment 
be rm on the edge of the water, slightly further back than Photo 1.  A 55-
ga llon drum of engine oil was observed on-site, exposed to potential rain fall, 
ad jacent to the receiving water, and without secondary containment.   
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 4: 	 This photograph provides an overview of the dock, beyond the containment 
be rm on the edge of the water, between the “Working Barge” and “JR’s 
Are a”. This photograph is taken facing southeast.  The 55-gallon drum 
pic tured above is a spill kit. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 5: 	 This photo was taken from the on-site “work barge”, and depicts the drop-off 
fro m the bermed areas of the Facility directly into the receiving water. This is 
typ ical of the area referred to as “JR’s Area” (area pictured above), and the 
po rtion of the main yard at the northwest end of the Facility, beyond the 
do ckside walk way. 

Photo 6: A 55-gallon drum of hydraulic fluid was observed on-site, adjacent to the 
receiving water, without secondary containment. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 7: 	 Unidentified liquid contained in a “make-shift” drip pan, resembling other 
pe troleum products observed on-site, in the main yard adjacent to the berm 
su rrounding the main yard. 

Photo 8: A break in the berm for the main yard. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 9: 	 A pallet of used batteries stored in the main yard, adjacent to the berm 
aro und the main yard. A drainage hole in the berm was observed down 
gra dient of this location (see Photo 9). 

Photo 10: A drainage hole in the berm of the main yard, down gradient of the pallet of 
used batteries. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 11: 	Debris and silt were observed around the drainage hole in the berm.  Signs 
of erosion were observed on the water’s side of the berm, indicating that 
dis charges from this drainage hole have occurred.  Flow through this 
dis charge location would flow down the bank and directly into the rece iving 
wa ter. 

Photo 12: An ongoing construction project was observed on-site.  Evidence of concrete 
spillage into the receiving water was observed on-site. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 13: Signs of spillage and staining were observed in portions of the main yard. 

Photo 14: Large quantity of buckets of paint and paint thinner were observed in the 
ya rd, uncovered and without secondary containment. The Facility 
rep resentative stated that this was a temporary measure while they clea ned 
ou t their paint storage lockers. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 15: This is a photograph of the northwest end of the main yard.  The Facility does 
no t have a berm at this end of the Facility.  Note the on-site spill kit. 

Photo 16: A drip pan for an air receiver located beside the metal working building full of 
a m ixture of oil and condensate was observed. The drip pan was unc overed, 
ex posed to potential rain fall, and without additional containment. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 17: Two 55-gallon drums of oily water were observed next to the berm without 
se condary containment. 

Photo 18: Material storage on the northwest end of the main yard.  Engines, pumps, 
and other equipment were observed in this area. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Storage Area Behind Main Yard 

Photo 19: An area northwest of the main yard, behind the metal working building 
appears to be used for material storage. Materials stored in this area include 
pa int, zinc anodes, and 55-gallon drums. This area does have a containmen t 
be rm, which directs all storm water to a storm water discharge locatio n 
pic tured in Photo Nos. 23 and 24. A pallet of paint cans was observed sto red 
on -site, exposed to potential rainfall, and in the direct drainage area to a 
sto rm water outfall. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 20: Additional cans of paint and zinc anodes were observed stored behind the 
me tal working building, southwest of the main yard, exposed to potential 
rai nfall and in the direct drainage area to a storm water outfall. 

Photo 21: A wooden box of old zinc anodes were observed stored in the area behind 
the metal working building, exposed to potential rain fall and in the direct 
dra inage area for a nearby storm water discharge location. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 22: Evidence of concrete spillage from an on-site construction activity (possibly 
the construction of the concreted area itself or the berm) toward the rece iving 
wa ter. It is unclear if any of the concrete actually entered the receiving wat er. 
Ho wever this photo demonstrates a lack of effective best management 
pra ctices utilized for the construction project by the Discharger this cl ose to 
the edge of the receiving water. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 23: During the inspection, a storm water discharge location for the concrete area 
be hind the metal working building was observed.  Zinc anodes and paint 
ca ns are stored in this location. In addition, two dogs were observed cha ined 
in this area. Later in the day, a worker was observed hosing down the ar ea 
tow ard the storm water outfall.  Wash water runoff is visible discharging down 
the outfall. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 24: Another photograph of the storm water outfall for the area behind the metal 
wo rking building. Wash water runoff is visible discharging down the outf all. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Storage Area at Southeast End of Main Yard (JR’s Area) 

Photo 25: A view from the on-site working barge of the storage area at the southeast 
en d of the main yard. This area was referred to by the Facility rep resentative 
as “JR’s Area”. This area has a berm, with identified discharge locations (at 
the south end of the berm or left side of the photograph, and a gap in th e 
be rm to the right where the photograph cuts off).  Materials observed stored 
in t his location include used sand blasting grit, heavy equipment, petroleum 
pro ducts, and paint waste (what appeared to be a mixture of paint and paint 
thin ner). 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 26: Evidence of concrete spillage from an on-site construction activity (possibly 
the construction of the concreted area itself or the berm) toward the rece iving 
wa ter. It is unclear if any of the concrete actually entered the receiving wat er, 
alt hough concrete observed on the very edge of the metal frame work would 
ind icate that it did.  However this photo demonstrates a lack of effective best 
ma nagement practices utilized for the construction project by the Discharge r 
thi s close to the edge of the receiving water. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 27: A gap in the berm surrounding JR’s area.  Discharges through this gap would 
flow down the bank and directly into the receiving water. 

Photo 28: This photograph shows a 5-gallon bucket of motor oil (as identified by the 
Facility representative) in “JR’s Area”, without secondary containment. 
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Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 29: Three of the 55-gallon drums pictured (and labeled) above appeared to 
co ntain petroleum products, including motor oil and diesel fuel. These drum s 
are not in a contained area, do not have secondary containment, and are 
ex posed to potential rain fall. 

Photo 30: One of the three drums referenced above. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 31: One of the three drums referenced above. 

Photo 32: Two 55-gallon drums of “paint related waste” (as described by the Facility 
rep resentative), which appeared to be a mixture of paint and paint thinner 
we re stored on a secondary containment pallet, in “JR’s Area”, outside the 
de signated hazardous waste storage area.  The drum pictured above was 
op ened by the Discharger at the inspector’s request (as shown in Photo 31). 
One of the drums was hanging over the edge of the containment pallet. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 33: A photograph of the substance inside one of the two 55-gallon drums 
described in Photo 32. The drum pictured above was opened by the 
Discharger at the inspector’s request. 
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MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Hazardous Waste Storage Area 

Photo 34: Hazardous waste storage area located adjacent to the main yard entrance of 
the Facility. Additional drums of paint related waste is shown above, outside 
the hazardous waste containment area. The white tote has been filled with 
die sel fuel and is inappropriately labeled as flocculent. Approximately 11 
tot es were observed in the area, outside any containment area, with residual 
liqu id. 
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of Health) 

Photo 35: A tote originally used for flocculent was being used to store diesel fuel, 
wit hout secondary containment. The tote was labeled as flocculent.  

Photo 36: A drip pan for a 3,000 gallon diesel tank was observed containing diesel, 
open and exposed to rain fall, without secondary containment. 
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Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Work Barge 

The “work barge” is a barge that is docked along the main yard of the facility and 
appears to be used mainly as a staging area and material storage area for work 
performed on vessels that are docked at the facility.   

Photo 37: Two workers were observed mixing cement on the work barge.  Wet cement 
wa s observed on the ground of the work barge.  Runoff from the cement 
mi xing was observed running under the wall and down the side of the wor k 
ba rge into the receiving water, as shown in Photo No. 39. 
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Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Photo 38: A closer photograph of the runoff from the cement mixing going under the 
wa ll of the work barge. Further, the Facility representative stated that 
co ndensate from the ice maker discharges under the wall and over the side 
of the work barge as well. 

Cement 
Mixing Water 

Photo 39: Evidence of runoff from the cement mixing on-board the work barge. 

Inspection Date: December 9, 2008 Page 26 of 40 



MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 
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Photo 40: The floor of the work barge was covered in general debris and rust 
chips/dust, exposed to potential storm water runoff. 

Photo 41: Debris and materials scattered on the floor of the work barge outside a 
sto rage shed. Two 55-gallon drums of oil were observed on the deck of wor k 
ba rge, without secondary containment. 
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Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 
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Zinc Anode 

Photo 42: This is the deck of the work barge facing northwest.  Note the rust chips/dust, 
zinc anode, and dripping water on the deck. 

Zinc Anode 

Photo 43: These water lines are used to supply the workers with potable water as they 
work on-board vessels. The line/hose hook ups were observed leaking and 
dra ining over the edge of the work barge.  Also pictured above is a zinc 
an ode on the deck of the work barge, near the draining water. 
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Photo 44: Potable water from hoses on the work barge was observed flowing over the 
deck and into the receiving water. 

Photo 45: A sink was observed on the stern of the work barge.  The Facility 
rep resentative stated that he believes the sink discharges directly into the 
ha rbor below.  The Facility representative stated that the sink is used for 
wa shing hands and cleaning fish. Due to the location of the sink, it was not 
po ssible to confirm the discharge location of the sink. 
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Zinc Anode 

Photo 46: Another zinc anode observed on the deck of the work barge, exposed to 
potential storm water runoff. 
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Lil’ Parris – Shore Side 

Photo 47: The photograph above is an overview of the northeast portion of the shore 
sid e staging area for the Lil’ Perris dry dock.  This area is used by the 
Dis charger for storing materials for work performed on the dry dock.  
Ma terials stored in this area include scrap metal, old tires, cables, and 
ma chinery. Other materials are stored on-site in covered sheds. 
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Photo 48: The shore side staging area for the Lil’ Perris dry dock has a berm built from 
ce ment pillars. Plastic sheeting has been laid down against the pillars and 
covered with dirt, however the plastic sheeting has torn away in most areas 
an d gaps are prevalent along the entire berm.   

Photo 49: One of the gaps in the berm surrounding the shore side staging area for the 
Lil’ Perris dry dock. 
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Photo 50: An overview of the Lil’ Perris dry dock and the berm structure. 

Photo 51: Two 55-gallon drums of used oil were observed stored without secondary 
containment on the shore side staging area beside the Lil’ Perris dry dock. 
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Photo 52: Staining of the ground by exhaust from an on-site air compressor.   

Photo 53: A mixture of oil and condensate dripping from the above pictured air 
compressor. 
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Photo 54: Another gap developed through erosion in the berm. 

Photo 55: Another gap in the berm. 
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Photo 56: Sand blasting grit was observed on the ground, exposed to potential storm 
water runoff. 

Photo 57: Sandblast grit stored on-site, un-covered. 
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Photo 58: Another gap in the berm. 

Inspection Date: December 9, 2008 Page 37 of 40 



MARISCO, LTD. (NPDES No. HI0021786) Photo Log 
Inspected by: Dan Connally (PG Environmental, LLC); Matt Kurano (Hawaii Department 

of Health) 

Lil’ Parris – Dry Dock 

Photo 59: An overview of the Lil’ Perris dry dock facing northeast. 

Photo 60: A vessel was docked in the Lil’ Perris dry dock on the date of the inspection.  
Wo rk on the vessel was not performed in the presence of the inspector; 
ho wever work on the vessel had occurred early in the day. 
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Photo 61: Zinc anodes were observed stored on the dry dock, uncovered and exposed 
to potential rain fall. 

Photo 62: A zinc anode was observed on the floor of the dry dock, exposed to potential 
storm water runoff. 
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ATTACHMENT A 
 

Analytical data from Inalab indicates that a monitoring event occurred on June 2, 
2008 while undocking the “Wild Thing”. A review of the dry dock cycling log does 
not record this cycling event, however states that the “Wild Thing” was undocked 
on May 27, 2008, with the “Tiger 3”. A review of analytical records indicate that 
monitoring did occur on May 27, 2008, but only for the undocking of the “Tiger 3”.  
The dry dock cycling log is inconsistent with the monitoring records.  







ATTACHMENT B 
 

A detailed review of the draft monitoring reports and analytical data for February 
2008, May 2008, and June 2008 was conducted to determine if permit limit 
exceedances had occurred during the period in which monitoring reports were 
not received by DOH. Effluent limit exceedances are summarized the ‘Major 
Findings’ section of this report, Finding 8.  The corresponding discharge 
monitoring reports and analytical data are included in this attachment. 











































ATTACHMENT C 
 

It was observed in the dry dock cycling log that a cycling event occurred on 
August 22, 2008. Part.A.1.a requires the Discharger to conduct monitoring 
during each dry dock cycle. The dry dock cycling log does state that monitoring 
occurred at the time of the cycling, however a copy of the analytical data for this 
monitoring event was not available for review on the date of the inspection.  The 
Facility representative stated that a copy of the analytical data could be retrieved 
from the laboratory if necessary. 





ATTACHMENT D 
 

Marisco’s Best Management Practices Plan 




















