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STATE OF WASHINGTON
DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY.

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

Tuly 29, 1996

Ms. Linda McClain

U.S. Department of Energy
P.0O. Box 550

Richland, WA 99352

Dear Ms. McClain:
Re: Regulatory Status Related to 202-S and 233-S Buildings

The Washington State Department of Ecology’s (Ecology) understanding is Buildings 233-S and
202-S are being decommissioned under Section 8.9 of the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement
and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement (TPA)) since they were transferred from the
Operational Phase prior to 1992. Under this action, there was no “End Point Criteria” completed
to meet the intent of Section 8.0 of the TPA. Without completing the End Point Criteria, there is
no assurance that all systems and spaces have been propetly cleaned, closed, and secured. As
such, system deactivation disparities between Buildings 233-S and 202-S exist. In addition,
there is a lack of deactivation documentation/information. This is evidenced with the release
which occurred at Building 202-S and reported by the U. S. Department of Energy (USDOE) in
an Unusual Occurrence Report dated March 14, 1996. Ecology was informed of the following:

*  asecondary waste stream recirculation line (L-16 to E-3) was ormtted from the deactlvatlon
activities conducted in the late 1960’s;

o  these same lines were designed to direct secondary waste stream material from the 202-S
Building to the 233-S Building via waste tunnels, processed, then eventually- d1scha:ged
back into D Cell located in the 202-S Building;

e  whatever inventory, though unknown at this time, was previously in the referenced lines
may still exist in the lines and/or in D Cell.

In addition, USDOE has indicated current activities conducted at the 202-S and 233-S Buildings
are being accomplished in accordance with a Surveﬂlance and Maintenance (S&M) plan which is
currently undergoing revision.
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Ecology representatives have verbally communicated with your staff regarding the regulatory
status of Buildings 233-8 and 202-S. During these discussions, USDOE has indicated an intent
to conduct future deactivation and decommissioning (D&D) activities in these buildings under a
developing policy whereby D&D activities would be conducted under the Comprehensive
Emergency Response and Liability Act (CERCLA) authority. In response to a letter dated May
1, 1995, from M, Dan Silver (Ecology), USDOE identified REDOX as a potennal non-permitted
treatment, storage and dlsposal (TSD) unit pending resolutlon

Ecology recognizes many units at the Hanford Facility are subject to regulation under both the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) and CERCLA, and we welcome thoughtful
proposals designed to minimize or eliminate duplicative application of those regulations.
However, regarding Buildings 202-S and 233-S, Ecology has not reviewed any document which
coordinates CERCLA with RCRA closure or corrective action requirements. Ecology realizes
solid waste management units in the 202-S and 233-8 Buildings may be addressed through the
CERCLA program prior to completion of the RCRA closure or corrective action. It is not our
interit to use the RCRA closure or corrective action process to delay timely remediation under
CERCLA; however, if solid waste management units are subject to RCRA closure or corrective
action requirements, all activities conducted in advance of RCRA closure or corrective action
and pursuant to CERCLA should be designed to concurrently fulfill closure or corrective action
requirements. If not, costly and potentially duplicative activities may be required.

If the 202-S and 233-S Buildings have completed the transition phase and exist in the S&M
phase of the decommissioning process as described by Section 8.9 of the TPA, Ecology requests
a schedule for the S&M phase which meets Section 8.0 of the TPA. As indicated by Section 8.4
of the TPA, the S&M phase will include updating the S&M Plan, Preclosure Work Plan, and the
End Point Criteria; and be approved by Ecology. As Ecology is unaware of the existence of a
Preclosure Work Plan, an Ecology approved S&M plan, and End Point Criteria associated with
Buildings 202-S and 233-S; a clear delineation of deactivation states, including the provision of
deactivation verification documentation, is required as an element of the S&M plan.

In an effort to better understand the issues associated with Buildings 233-8 and 202-S, Ecology
has reviewed a report entitled “Assessment of Nuclear Safety in BHI Activities, Assessment
Report AS 96-057, issued June 1996. Stated in the report and during conversations with USDOE
representatives, a pilot program for using the CERCLA process to specify nuclear safety controls
has been proposed as a means for safely simplifying D&D work done at Building 233-S.
Ecology’s position is the potential risks associated with waste management at Buildings 202-8
and 233-S are sufficiently high to justify a definition of the waste-bearing unit(s) and an
inventory of the waste(s) being stored prior to implementation of D&D work. As the need to
determine if a waste-bearing unit exists at the 233-S and/or the 202-S Building(s) is central to all
issues identified above, Ecology requires this issue be adequately addressed in the S&M plan.
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Ecology’s understanding is the budgetary allocations for Environmental Restoration (ER)
activities related to the 233-S Building have been substantially increased for the next two years.
Therefore, a 1997 and 1998 Multi-Year Work Plan which details budget dedications and
workscope associated with Buildings 202-S and 233-S is requested, when available. A copy of
all performance based initiative descriptions for activities to be performed in 1997 and/or 1998

regarding the 202-8 and/or 233-8 Buildings is also requested, when available.

Your timely response to the above requests is very much appreciated. If you or your staff have

any questions regarding this letter, please contact me at {309) 736-3034.

Sincerely,

Alisa D. Huckaby %

S Plant Area Project Manager
Nuclear Waste Program
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Dave Bartus, EPA

Doug Sherwood, EPA

Cliff Clark, USDOE

J.D. Goodenough, USDOE
Rich Holten, USDOE

James Mecca, USDOE

Lloyd Piper, USDOE :
James Rasmussen, USDOE
Jamie Zeisloft, USDOE

R.G. Egge, BHI

Greg Henrie, BHI

Barry Vedder, BHI

Dan Ogg, DNFSB :
Administrative Record, REDOX
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