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Richland Field Office
P.0. Box 550
Richland, Washington 99352
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94-RPS-022

Mr. Roger F. Stanley, Director
Tri-Party Agreement Implementation
State of Washington

Department of Ecology

P.0. Box 47600

Olympia, Washington 98504-7600

Mr. Douglas R. Sherwood

Hanford Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

712 Swift Boulevard, Suite 5
Richland, Washington 99352

Dear Messrs. Stanley and Sherwood:
303-M OXIDE FACILITY ISSUE RESOLUTION

The U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (RL) is transmitting
the Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement)
Issue Analysis Worksheet which describes the resolution for the disposition of
the 303-M Oxide Facility.

In accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement Handbook Management Guideline
TPA-MG-11, Issue Resolution when an issue has been resolved, the Unit Managers
signify resolution to the issue on the worksheet, and the Issue Advocate
forwards copies of the worksheet to the Tri-Party Agreement Project Managers,
and the RL and contractor milestone managers. The RL Unit Manager and the
State of Washington Department of Ecology Unit Manager signified resolution to
the issue on November 1, 1993.

Should you have any questions, please contact me or Mr. R. N. Krekel of RL on
(509) 376-4264.

Sincerely,

L s

even H. Wisness

EAP:RNK anford Project Manager
Enclosure

cc w/encl:

Administrative Records (H6-08)

B. A. Austin, WHC

D. L. Duncan, EPA

F. A. Ruck, WHC

G. T. Tebb, Ecology

J. L. Waite, WHC

D. J. Watson, WHC
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Ecology retains the 303-M Oxide Facility RCRA Part A Permit Application,
" Form 3, until it is satisfied that an appropriate disposition of the unit will
or has occurred under the CERCLA remediation, at which time it permits the
withdrawal of the application. Since 303-M is no longer operational, no
hazardous waste exists there and the unit is not an immediate threat to human
health or the environment, Ecology agrees the 303-M is not required to comply
with dangerous waste interim status requirements. Such requirements include,
but would not be limited to, the following:

0 General Waste Analysis, WAC 173-303-300

] Security, WAC 173-303-310 (*)

0 General Inspection, WAC 173-303-320

0 Personal Training, WAC 173-303-330

0 Preparedness and Prevention, WAC 173-303-340

0 Contingency Plan and Emergency Procedure,
WAC 173-303-350 (*)

0 Emergencies, WAC 173-303-360 (*)

0 Manifests (not applicable to on-site shipments),
WAC 173-303-370

0 Facility Recordkeeping, WAC 173-303-380
] Facility Reporting, WAC 173-303-390
0 Other General Requirements, WAC 173-303-395

However, due to DOE orders and Westinghouse Hanford policies, the interim
requirements noted (*) above are satisfied.

Although not discussed as part of this issue resolution, all parties reserve
all their rights and defenses available under the Taw regarding the mixed
waste authority issue underlying this dispute. By resolving this dispute,
Ecology does not concede that it lacked regulatory authority over mixed waste
prior to 1987. Likewise, by resolving this dispute, RL does not concede that
Ecology had authority over mixed waste prior to 1987.

DISADVANTAGES: The Tri-Party Agreement Interim milestone for submittal of a

Part B permit application will be postponed and eventually canceled, along
with the withdrawal of the Part A permit application.

ADVANTAGES: The proposed resolution allows disposition of the 303-M to
substantive RCRA standards without undue expenditure of taxpayer resources and
duplication of the administrative processes, which includes costs for cleanup
of the 303-M and the 618-1 Burial Ground sites.











