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STATE OF WASHINGTON

- DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY

1315 W. 4th Avenue ¢ Kennewick, Washington 99336-6018 » (509) 735-7581

July 31, 1996

Mr. James E. Rasmussen
U. S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 550°

Richland, WA 99352

Mr. Ronald J. Bliss
Westinghouse Hanford Company
P.O.Box 1970

Richland, WA 99352

Dear Messrs. Rasmussen and Bliss:

Re: Plutonium Uranium Extraction Facility (PUREX) Storage Tunnels Part B Permit
Application, Revision 1, Notice of Deficiency (NOD) List

Enclosed is the Washington State Department of Ecology’s (Ecology) NOD comments to the
PUREX Storage Tunnels Part B Permit Application, Revision 1, and the U. S. Department of
Energy responses. Ecology has received and reviewed Revision 3 of the application and all
comments have been closed-out and accepted by Ecology. Revision 3 of the Permit .
Application is accurate and complete in accordance with the Washington Administrative Code
173-303, with final decision pending public review.

Ecology will move foMmd to include the PUREX Storage Tunnels in the Dangerous Waste
Portion of the Hanford Facility Wide Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)
Permit for the Treatment, Storage, and Disposal of Dangerous Waste through Modification B
in 1996. :
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If you have any questxons regardmg the above, or the enclosed NOD, please contact me at

(509) 736-5702.
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No.

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS
PART B PERMIT APPLICATION
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of Dacember 9, 1991

Comment/Regponse

Forward, page jii. line 14, The permit application states that storage of
mixed waste is regulated under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of
1976. The handling and storage of mixed waste at the Hanford Reservation is
also regulated by and will be permitted under the Dangercus Waste Regulations,
Chapter 173-303 WAC.

Ecology Requirement: Edit the text accordingly.

RL/WHC Response: The text will be edited to include reference to the
Dangercus Waste Regulations, Chaptexr 173-303 WAC.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted August 9, 1991

2.

Forward, page iid, line 37. Subpait X of 40 CFR 264 is referenced for a
miscellaneous unit. The appropriate citation for the Dangerous Waste
Regulations will be WAC 173-303-680, Miscellaneocus Units.

Ecology Requirement: Revise the text to refer to the Washington

Administrative Code here and other instances as appropriate.

RL/WHC Responsa: The text will be edited to include tha cited raferenca
to the Washington Adminiatrative Code as appropriate. ’

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted August 9, 1991

3.

Acronyms and Abbreviations, page vii., The section on Acronyms and
Abbreviations is too brief. It should be expanded to alsc include
Definitions of terms subject to ambiguity (e.g., site-vs. unit).

Ecology Requirement: Expand this section accordingly. Refer to the 616
Nonradicactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility Part B Permit Application for
guidance,

RL/WHC Response: Tha Acronyms and Abbreviations section will be expanded to
be similar to the Definition Section, currently being developed for the
Hanford Facility Permit. The PUREX Tunneld. Part B definitions section,
Section 1.4, will be &aveloped in accordance with the content of the Hanford
Facility Permit.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted, August 9, 1991. Accepted -
Appendix 2-B of DOE/RL-91-28.

4.

Page 1-1, line 35. The permit application states that there are 17 railcars
stored in Tunnel Number 2 as of January 1, 19%0. On page iii of the Forward,
the permit application is stated to contain information available as of August
31, 19290. It does not seem reasonable that the number of railcars in this
tunnel would not be known on a more current basis.

Ecology Reguirement; State how many railcars are currently stored in the
tunnels. Information regarding materials stored in these tummels must be as
current as possible. Revise the text as appropriate, here and elsewhere in
the permit application.

NODUPDT.DOC
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THE PUREX STCRAGE TUNNELS
PART B PERMIT APPLICATICON o
NOD RESPONSE TABLR
of December 9, 1991
Comment/Responsa

 No.

RL/WHC Response: Thae permit application will be revised to specify the numbexr
of railcars stored in each of the tunnels as of January 1, 1291. Ecology will
be notified of future increases or decreases in the number of raillcars stored
in the tumnnels via the TSD facility annual dangercus waste report issued per
WAC 173-303-350 (2). '

Ecology Comment: U.S. DOE/WHC states, "Ecology will ke notified of future
increases or decreases in the number of railcars stored in the tunnels via the
TSD Facility annual dangerous waste report issued per WAC 173-303-390(2).

This statement is not part of the proposed revised text.

Ecology Requirement: This statement must be incorporated in the revised text.

RL/WHC Response: Thé statemant will be incorporated.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted Rugust 9, 1891i. Accepted -
Revisicn 2 incorporates change.

5.

Page 1-4, line 45, The permit application mentiong clean closure. Ecology is
current developing policy on closure standards for TSD units with mixed waste
contamination. Guidance will be provided as soon as it is available.

RL/WHC Respense: The policy regarding closure standards for TSD units with
mixed waste will be incorporated into the permit application as appropriate
when it becomes available. This policy will be discussed in association with
the development of the Hanford Facility Permit.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted August 2, 1991. Accepted -
Revision 2 incorporates change.

&

Page. 1-5, line 43, The permit application discusses permit modifications.
The new version of the Dangerous Waste Regulations uses a different
clagsification system for permit modifications and is considerably more
extensive.

Ecology Reguirement. Revise this section of the permit application so-that it
will be in accordance with the version of chapter 173-303 WAC which will be in
effect at the time of permit issuance.

RL/WHC Resgponsze: The permit’ application will be revised as requested.

Hcology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted August 2, 1391, Accepted -
Ravigion 2 follows latest WAC revision and Publication #95-402.

7.

- Page 2-3, line 16. Typographical Exror: v ..and transite annex..."

RL/WHC Response: Permit application text will be corrected.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 2, 1531

NOPUPDT .DOC
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' THE PUREX STORAGRE TUNNRERLS
PART B PERMIT APPLICATION o
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of Dacember 9, 1951

No., Comment/Responge
8. Page 4-8, line 35, The pérmit application states that if a hazardous material
* were released from its container, "... no significant impact to the
environment would occcur.® This statement is unsubstantiated.

ﬁgnlggx_ﬁgquixamgnt; Provide documentation supporting this statement in the
form of a Safety Analysis Report or other equivalent document with the next
NOD Response Table or delete this statement f£rom the permit. applicatiom.
RL/WHC Response: Statement will be deleted from the permit application.
Beology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 9, 1991 -

9. Page 4-9, line 31, Typographical Erroxr: Milestone M-21-01 does not exist;
the correct milestone should be M-22-01

RL/WHC Response: Permit application text will be corrected accoxdingly.
Ecclogy Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 9, 1591

10. Page 6-3, line 7. Typographical Error: "These are..." should be "There
are..."

RL/WHC Réaponse: Permit application text will be corrected.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted. - Auguét 9, 1591

il. Page €-3, line 368, The permit application mentions dangerous waste signa.
Ecology Reguirement: Describe these signs in detail.

RL/WHC Response: A detailed description of the signe will bhe added to the
permit application.

Ecology Acceptance/Reijection: Accepted - August 2, 1991

12, Page 6-3, line 37, Typographical Error: "...are in tact, visible..."
RL/WHC Response: Permit application text will be coxrected.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 2, 1891

13. Page 6-3, line 42, The permit application states *...verification’ is
conducted by cbserving an indicator light and a pressure differential

gage located in the PUREX Plant operating records." This does not make
sense; the instruments would not be located in the operating records.

Ecology Requirement: Clarify what was meant by the above quoted
statement. Revige the text as necessary.

RL/WHC Response: Permit application text will be revised.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 9, 1891

NODUPDT . DOC
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No.,

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS

PART B PERMIT APPLICATION v
NOD RESEPONSE TABLE
of December 9, 1951

Comment/Regponse

14.

Page 6-6, line 1. The permit application states that water will not be
used for fire control at the PUREX Storage Tunnels.

Ecology Requirement: Describe what fireé controls measures would be used
in the event of a fire.

RL/WHC Response: A description of fire control procedures will be
ineluded in the permit application.

Ecology Comment: Heavy Equipment and cranes would be used in the event
that a fire causes the tunnels to collapse.

Beology Requirement: Describe the time frame in which this equipment
would be employed. Discuss the effect this would eventually have on the

wagste retrieval plans for closure.

RL/WHC Response: Additional information will be added to the proposed

. revised text as requested.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - Revision 2 incorporates change.

i5.

Page 6-6, line 43, Control of run-off is described, however, this
description actually discusses run-on. Both run-on and run-off must be
discussed,

Ecology Requirement: Revise the text accordingly.

RL/WHC Responsie: Permit application text will be revised to provide
digscugaiona of both run-on and run-off.

Bcology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 9, 1991

16.

Page 6-7, line 42, Backup or redundant systems are not provided for the
ventilation system in Tunnel 2.

Ecology Requirement: Provide information on the hazards due to failure
of the ventilation system,

RL/WHC Regponse: The discusgsion of the ventilation system for Tunnel 2
will ba expanded tc address hazards associated with fallure of the
system.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 9, 1991

17.

Page 6-8, line 9, A full faced respirator is mentioned. It is not
clear if this is a supplied air or purifying air respirator.

Ecology Reguirement: Clarify what type of respirator is used.

RL/WHC Raesponse: Types of respirators used will be specified in the
permit application.

NODUPDT.DOC
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No,

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS
PART B PERMIT APPLICATION
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of Decembaer 9, 1991

Comment/Response

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 2, 1991

ilg.

Page 7-1, line 14, USDOE/RL states that parts of the contingency plan
serve to fulfill requirements other than Ecology's. Ecology agrees that
sections of the documents not subject to regulation by Ecology should be
excluded from the permit(s). Any part(s) of submitted documents not
applicakle to the permit application will not be adopted as part of the
permit and therefore will not be subject to the modlflcatlon
requirements of WAC 173-303-830.

Ecology Reguirement: Documents submitted for the permit which contain
extraneous information should be accompanied by a cover letter
indicating which chapter (s} or section(s) are applicable to the permit
application, or, conversely, should ba excluded.

RL/WHC Response: This comment will be resolved in accordance with the
development of the Hanford Facility Permit. The PUREX Tunnels Part B
will be revised in accordance with the content of the Hanfoxrd Facility
Permit.

Ecology Acceptance/Pejection: Accepted - Revision 2 incorporates change.

is.

Page 11-1. line 38, The plan states that closure of the PUREX Tunnels
will be performed in conjunction with the 200-P0O-1 and 200-P0O-2 operable
units. <Closure must be performed in compliance with WAC 173-303-610(4).

Ecology Reguirement.; Revise the closure plan accordingly.

RL/WHC Rasponse: Tha closure plan will be revised to include the cited
raference.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 9, 1831

20.

v

Page 11-1, line 46, The closure plan states that closure will take
place after removal of the stored equipment and that the removal will be
performed in conjunction with, "the final disposition of equipment from
the PUREX Plant, A common equipment disposal method will be established |
as part of the PUREX Facility closure." Removal of the equipment is
part of the closure of the PUREX Tunnels. . .

Ecology Reguirement: Revise the text to accurately reflect the closure
process. Note also that the PUREX Facility Part B Permit Application
scheduled to be submitted in September 1992 must allow for removal of
mixed waste from the tunnels to the canyon area and contain the proposed
treatment discussed in this permit application's c¢losure plan.

RL/WHC Response: Chapter 4.0 will be revised to allow for the transfer
of rallcars into and out of the Tunnels as part of normal operations.
Chapter 11.0 will be revisad to indicate that closure will take place

-after all egquipment is removed from the tunnels. The text will be -

clarified te indicate that removal of the equipment from the railcars

NODUPDT.DOC
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No.,

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS

PART B PERMIT APPLICATION R
NOD RESPONSE TAELE
of December 9, 1951

Conment/Rogponse

and subsequent treatment will be addressed in the PUREX Plant Part B
ocnce details and engineering are available.

Revised RL/WHC Responsae: Chapter 4.0 will be revised to allow for the
transfer of railcars into and out of the Tumnels as part of normal
operations. Chapter 11.0 will be revised to indicate that closure will
take place after all equipment is removed from the tunnels. The text
will be eclarified to indicate that removal of the equipment £rom
railcars and subsequent treatment will occur either at the PUREX Plant
or at other onsite TSD unit.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted - August 9, 1991,
Accepted ~ Revision 2 has new Chapter 11.

21.

Pagg_11;2+_ling_g2+ The plan discusses clean closure requirements that
are not equivalent to those of WAC 173-303-610(2).

Ecology. Reguirement: The closure requirements stipulated in WAC 173~
203-610(2) must be met in ordex to clean close. See comment number 5.
RL/WHC Responga: The closure plan will be revised to réflect the
closure reguirement stipulated in WAC 173-303-610(2).

Ecology Comment:

The propcosed revised text discusses meeting the closure performance
standards by removal or decontamination of dangerous waste or waste
residue to background or regulatory thresholds. If these levels are not
attainable, then health-based, MTCA derived, standards will he used.
This discussion does not include thé requirement that ncn-attainment of
the standards stipulated in WAC 173-303-610(2}) (b} will necessitate
compliance with the post-closgsure requirements stipulated in WAC 173-303-

610(7) through -{11).

The proposed text also states that samples will be chtained from the
gravel and soil materials of the tunnel f£loors but no sampling methed is

" given. The method for obtaining these samples must be included in this

plan.

The paragraph on background determination must be expanded to a
meaningful level; it is too vague for unambiguous interpretation.

Ecology Reguirement: Revise the text to correct the shortcomings
outlined in the above comment,

RY/WHC Responsme: The closure plan text will be revised as reguested.
Additional information on background esgtablishment, soil sampling, and
actions te be taken in the event closure standards are not attainable,
will be added.

Ecclogy Dcceptance/Rejection: Accepted - Revision 2 has new Chapter 11.

22.

Page 11-4, line 7. The plan states, "No partial closure is anticipated
for the PUREX Storage Tunmels.® :

NODUPDT.DOC
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No.,

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS

PART B PERMIT APPLICATION o
NOD RESPONSE TABLE . .
of December 9, 1991

Comment/Response

Ecology Requirement. Discuss the statement with regard to the .
conclusion of RHO-CD-1076 (September 1980, G. R. Silvan), which states

on page 33, "if the contents of the tunnel must be removed, it should be
deactivated as scon as possible to ensure the tunnel is still
structurally sound during the removal operation,®

RL/WHC Response: Although no partial closure of the PUREX Storage
Tunnels is anticipated, the structural integrity of Tunnel Number 1 has
bean guestioned (8ilvan 1980). To resolve this issue, an assessment of
structural integrity is being conducted. Should tha assossment of
Tunnel Number 1 determine that clogure of the tunnel is warranted, a
partial closure of the waste management unit will be initiated. Closure
of Tunnel Number 1, i.e. partial closure of the waste management unit,
would not affect the cperation of Tunmel Number 2. Closure of Tunnel
Number 1 would be performed in accordance with the eatablished ¢losure
plan.

Ecology Comment: The proposed text states, "Closure of Tunnel Number 1
would be performed in accordance with the established closure plan.”

Ecology Requirement: The closure plan must allow for partial closure of
the PUREX Tunnels.

RL\WHC Response: The closure plan will ba revised to allow for partial
closure.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - Revision 2 has new Chapter 11.

23.

Page 11-4, line 37. Minor modifications to the permit in accordance ‘
with WAC 173-303-830(4) to the permit are discussed. WAC 173-303-830 is
being revised significantly in the next version of the Dangerous Waste
Regulations.

Ecology Requirement: .Revise the text to be in accordance with the next
version of the Dangerous Waste Regulations which will be in place at the
time of permit issuance.

RL/WHC Rasponse: The text will ba revised to address the moat current
raquirements for permit modifications.

Ecology Comment: The revisged text does not appear to be related to the
comment.. However the text raises the followmng cuestions:

1} Deoes the projected volume for Tunnel Number 2 include the volume
currently in Tunnel Number 17

2) Will future storage procedures reguire removal and treatment for any
of the dangerous waste comnstituents (e.g., mercury)?

Ecology Requirement: The section on permit modifications should be
revised as proposed. The above guestions must also be answered.

RODTPDT . DOC
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No.

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS

PART B PERMIT APPLICATION '
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of December 92, 19951

Compent/Response

RL/WHC Response: The initial comment addressed a statement regarding
permit meodifications which was included on page 11-7, line 37 of -
Revision 0. The statement regarding revisicns to the closure cost
estimatea haa been deleted from the section az modificationa to permit
applications are now addressed in Chapter 1.0 (refer to NOD Comment
Number 6). :

The text will be meodified te answer gquestions as requested.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - Revision 2 answers questions.

24.

Page 11-5, line 37, The removal of the stored inventory is discussed.
No mention is made of how it will be determined that no additional mixed
waste exists in or on these failed equipment parts and railcars.

Egology Requirement: Discuss how it will be established that the
inventory not known to contain mixed waste does not contain mixed waste.

RL/WHC Responsa: Identification and separation of the mixed waste from
the egquipment will ba addressed in the PUREX Plant Part B Permit
Application when details beccme available.

Revised RL/WHC Response: 'No treatment of mixed waste will occur at the
PUREX Storage Tunnels, Dataills asscciated with the characterization of
the waste removed from the PUREX Storage Tunnels will be addressed in
the permit application submitted for the subsequent treatment facility
{(PUREX Plant or other onsite TSD unit).

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditicnally Accepted - August 2, 1951.
Accepted - Revision 2 hags new Chapter 1l1.

z25.

Page 11-6, Jline 26, The plan states that a radiation survey will be
initiated well in advance of PUREX Storage Tunnels Closure.

Ecology Requiremepf: State when this investigation is scheduled to
begin. Include details such as time Erames for technology development.

RL/WHC Reaponsae: Tha details associated with removal of railcars from
the tunnels have been removed from Chapter 11.0 'and added to Chapter
4.0. The referenca to an overall radiation survey has been deleted.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditicnally Accepted - August 9, 1991,
Accepted - Revision 2 has new Chapter 11.

26.

Page 11-13., line 33, The professional engineer certification is not
consistent with other c¢losure plans.

Ecology Requirement: Revise the certification statements so that it is

congistent with other closure plans. Refer to the 183-H Solar
Evaperation Basins Closure Plan for guidance.

NODUPDT ., POC
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THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS

PART B PERMIT APPLICATION 4
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of December 9, 1991

No. ' Comment./Responge

RL/WHC Response: The clogure plan certification statement will be
revised, to be consistent with the outcome of discussiona associated with
development of the Hanford Facility Permit.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted - August 9, 1991,
Accepted - Revision 2 has new Chapter 11,

27. Page 11-12, line 33, The closure plan states that because this is a
federal facility, the closure cost estimate is not required.

Ecology Requirement: The application must state that clesure cost
estimates will be provided by October 1, 1991, and will be updated

annually thereafter. These estimates are being required under the
facility reporting requirements of WAC 173-303-390. At this time,
Ecology is not requiring that these estimates be provided as part of the
financial requirements under WAC 173-303-620. However, these estimates
must be provided in the same level of detail that is required for the
purpose of the financial requirements.

RL/WHC Responsa: The permit application will be revised to indicate
that closure cost information will be provided as part of tha annual
reporting requirements of WAC 173-303-330. The schedule for initial -
submittal of projections of anticipated costs will be egtablished as
part of discussions associated with the development of the Hanford
Facility Permit.

Ecology Comment: Closure cost estimates will be provided as part of the
annual report regquired by WAC 173-302-39%0. The proposed text does not

reference the citation.

Ecology Requirement: Revise the text to state "...in an annual report
submitted to Ecology in accordance with WAC 173-303-390.

RL/WHC Responsae: The text will be modified as requested.
Ecology Acéeptance/Rejection: Accepted - Revision 2 has new Chapter 11.

28, Page 12-1, The Dangerous Waste Regulations are in the process of be1ng
' revised.

Ecology Requirement: Ensure that the reporting and record-keeping
requirements of the new revision will be met.

RL/WHC Response: Tha text will be revised to address the most current
raquirements for spill reporting. )
The requirements will be incorporated once they become available.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Ccnditionall? Accepted - August 9, 1991,
Accepted - DOE/RL-91-28 updated.

29, Page 12-4, line 32, Ecolegy is in the process of developing consistent
spill reporting requirements. These requirements will be formally

NODUEBDT.DOC
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No .,

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS

PART B PERMIT APPLICATION o
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of Decembexr 9, 1951

Comment/Response !

provided to USDOE/RL ag soon as possible. In any case, reports should
be made to Ecoleogy's Kemnewick office, (509) 546-2977.

Ecology Requirement. Revise the contingency plan accordingly.

RL/WHC Response: The permit application will be revised to reflect the
latest spilll reporting requirements agreed upon in digcussions
associated with development of the Hanford Facility Permit.

The requirements will be incorporated cnce they become available.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted - August 9, 1991,
Accepted - DOE/RL 93-75 released.

30.

apnéndix_lae_pﬂgﬂ_l* The emergency plan mentions RL Procedures Manuals.

EQnggx;RﬁqnixemgnL; Describe these manuals further.

RL/WHC Response: RL procadures manuals will be described in the text.

' Ecology Comment: Revised text is proposed which further describes the

procedures referred to in the emergency plan. This text remains
inadequate.

Egglngx_ﬁequixﬁmen;; The emergency plan references a number of

documents for procedures that are to be used in implementing the
emergency plan. The referenced procedures must also be prepared in
tabular form detailing, at a minimum, the following:

Emexrgency type,

Procedure document number,

Procedure document title,

Applicable page, section, or chapter reference, and
Procedure manual location.

c0CO0OOQO

RL/WHC Response: The requested information (with the exception of
procedura manual location} is included in Appendix 7A, page 96 of 141.
The location of the procedure manualas will be specified in Chapter 7.0
of tha permit application.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - WHC-IP-0603-218-E-14/15 released and
information is contained therein.

3.

Appendix _7A. page 3. Figure 1.b of the 200 East Area is illegible.
Egology Reguirement: Provide a legible copy.
RL/WHC Response: All figures in Appendix 7A will be reviewed. Legible

copiea will be provided where needed in the next revision of the
emargsancy plan.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted - August 9, 1991.
Accepted - Revision has legible copies.

NODUPDT . DOC
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THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS

PART B PERMIT APPLICATION o
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of December 9, 1851

Ho. Comment/Response

" Appendix 72, page 14, Document number WHC-IP-0603 is referenced on the
Building Emergency Review Checklist.

Ecology Requirement: Describe this document and provide a copy under
with the next NOD Response Table.

RL/WHC Response: The Building Emeargency Plan Review Checklist, form 54-
6000-369, ia a form used at tha Hanford Site to record training
completion at both hazardous and non-hazardous units. The twoe documents
referenced on thae checklist ag WHC-IP-0263-( ), applicable to hazardous
units, and WHC-IP-0603-( ), applicable to non-hazardous units, describe
tha type of emergency plan which is applicable and reviewed. Because
the PUREX Facllity is categorized as a hazardous unit, WHC-IP-0603 is
not applicable. Because WEC-IP-0603 is not applicable, further
discussion is not considered appropriate,

Ecology Comment: Document number WHC-IP-0803 is described as applicable
only to non-hazardous units.

Ecology Reguirement: This should be made clear on the form cor in the
descriptive text.

RL/WHC Response: The Building Hmergency Plan Review Checklist is a
gitewide Fform used to document emergency training at all facilities
located on the Hanford Site. This form is used to document emergency
training at both hazardous units and nonhazardous units. Emergency
plans for hazardous units, such as the PUREX Facillity are included in
document number WHC-IP-0263. Emergency plana for non hazardous units
are included in document number WHC-IP-0603,.

The Building Emergency Plan Review Checklist includes a location to
identify the specific emergency document reviewed with the employee. If
this was the emergency plan for a hazardous facility such as the PUREX
Plant, "202A" would be entered in the parentheses following "WHC-IP-
0263 indicating that emergency plan WHC-IP-0263-202A was reviewed with
the employee. If the emergency plan reviewed was for a nonhazardous
facility the document reviewed would be entered in the parentheses
following "WHC-IP-0603"7,

WHC-IP-0603 1 not referenced anywhere within the PUREX Facility
Emergency Plan nor is it referenced on the Building Emergency Plan
Raview Checklist. To facilitate form completion, space is provided on
tha Building Emergency Plan Review Checklist to enter the applicable
emergency plan reviewed with the employee. This will either be a plan
in WHC-IP-0263 or a plan in WHC-IP-0603. No change ia proposed to the
existing document.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - DOE/RL, Revision 2 is released.

33, 2prendix A, page 16. The HMRT iz referred to by acronym only.

NODUPDBT.POC
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THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS
PART B PERMIT APPLICATION N
NOD RESPONSE TABLE
of December &, 1991
Comment/Responsea

Ecology Requirement: Acronyms should be avoided in this type of
document and the minimum should be spelled ocut 'in the first usage.

RL/WHC Response: The text will be revised to define the acronym.
Additionally, the next revisgion of the Emergency Plan will include an
acronyms list.

Revised RL/WHC Response: The text will be revised to define the
acronym. An acronyms lizt will be added to Appendix 7A defining
acronyms used in the emergency plan.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 2, 1991

34.

Appendix 7A., page 31, DOBE-Order 5484.1 is referenced.
Ecology. Requirement: Provide a copy of this order.

RL/WHC Responsae: A copy of DOE Order 5484.1 is attached to the NOD
Response Table (Attachment A). (DOE Order submitted with initial NOD
Response Tabla)

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted - August 9, 1951

35.

36,

Appendix 7A. page 103, The emergency equipment list is incomplete and
does not give the locations of the emergency equipment. (The referenced

map is illegible).

Ecology Response: Provide a comprehensive inventory with specific
amounts and locations of equipment as required by WAC 173-303-350.

RL/WHC Response: An emaergency equipment list identifying specific
amounts and locations of equipment will be incorporated inte the
emargency plan in the next revision. The reéueated inventory of
emsrgency equipment iz attached to the NOD Response Table (Attachment
B). (Equipment list submitted with initial NOD Responsge Table) '

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Accepted August 9, 1991

General Comment., The MSDS states an Ecology reportable quantity.
Bocology is currently developing a spill reporting policy. This will be
provided to USDOE as soon as it is available.

RL/WHC Response: The MSDS will be removed from the emergency plan.
Raference will be made to tha location cf the MSPS files in the next
revision of tha emergency plan.

Ecology Comment: The comment discusses the use of MSDS's as they apply

to. spill reporting. - Although the text revision (removal of the MSDS's

from the application) will remove this problem from the permit
application, DOE/WHC should note that sole reliance on a manufacturer's
MSDS to determine Ecology notification is not advisable.

HODUPDT . DOC

Page 12



Ho.,

THE PUREX STORAGE TUNNELS
PART B PERMIT APPLICATION 'd
NOD RESPCHNSE TABLE
of December 9, 1581
Comment/Response

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted - August 9, 1991,
Accepted - MSDS removed from revision 2.

37,

Appendix 11A, page 1., It is assumed that the closure activities for
the PUREX Storage Tumnels will occur in conjunction with the closure

activities for the PUREX Plant. This may be appropriate for Tunnel 2,
but Tunnel 1 was found to be of adequate but questicnable integrity in
198¢.

Ecology Requirement: Evaluate the assumption that both tunnels will he
cloged in conjunction with the PUREX Plant, Demcnstrate that postponing
closure of Tunnel 1 will not result in a more difficulf closure due to
failure of the timbers. Refer to the second paragraph of page 11A-16.
RL/WHC Responge: Aan assessment of structural integrity of Tunnel Number
1 has been initiated. Should the resultg of the assessment indicate
unacceptable rigk associated with continued operation of Tunnel Number
1, tha tunnel will be closed.

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted - August 9, 1551.
Accepted - Revision 2 hds new Chapter 1l.

38,

Appendix 112, Page 42, The weighting factors included in the evaluation
of closure options do not accurately reflect the ordering cited in the

text. For example, the text states, "Personnel protection was
considered to be the most important item overall (ALARA evaluation .and
industrial health and safety) followed by compliance with the present
regqulatory framework." Howaver, the weighting factors assigned were the
same for ALARA evaluation and regulatory acceptability (4.0) and
smallest overall for industrial health and safety (1.5). Furthermore,
on page 1ll.A-56 it states, "determination of a preferred alternative
will be based on regulatory acceptability...t '

Ecology Requirement: Corxrect those inconsistencies and the evaluation
of closure alternatives to accurately reflect the stated criteria
ordering.

+

RL/WHC Response: Inconsistencies in the engineering evaluation will be
correctad. ) ‘

Ecology Acceptance/Rejection: Conditionally Accepted - Angust 9, 19%1,
Accepted - Revision 2 has new Chapter 11.
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