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305-B STORAGE UNIT

PART B APPLICATION NOD RESPONSE T LE
(REVISION 0)

Ecology
No. Comment/Response Concurrence
1. Ecology Comment: (No page number) No SEPA checklist has been submitted for this facility. 9/28/90
Ecology Requirement: A SEPA checklist must be submitted.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No.l: A SEPA « ecklist will be submitted.
2. Ecology Comment: (Page iii, foreword, first paragraph) The plan states that the 305-B 9/28/90
storage facility is regulated by RCRA (1976) and AEA (1954).
Ecology Requirement: The storage of wastes at this facility is not s ely regulated by the
above acts. Modify the text accordingly. See comment 3 of this NOD.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The Tlist of acts regulating the facility 11 be expanded to
include the Hazardous Waste Management Act of 1976, Ch. 70-105 RCW, | other laws as noted
in Chapter 13 of the application. See also response to comment 94.
3. Ecology Comment: (Page 1-1, Section 1.1, first paragraph) The plan t es this facility 9/28/90
will be permitted under WAC 173-303-630.
Ecology Requirement: The facility will be permitted under WAC 173-303- 16 and references
therein (compliance with WAC 173-303-630 is required under WAC 173-3 .-806(4)(a)). Revise
the text accordingly.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The reference will be revised.
4. Ecology Comment: (Page 1-1, Section 1-1, second paragraph) The plan states, "Wastes are 9/28/

characterized by the generators in order to designate ..." There is provision for
independent verification by sampling and analysis of the generator’s waste designation in
this section or elsewhere in this application.

Ecology Requirement: Ecology requires verification sampling and analysis independent of the
generator’s characterization; a waste analvsis plan to fulfill this - irement must be
presented in this permit application and : must meet the minimum re: ements of WAC 173-
303-300(5). Refer to the 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage ility Permit
Application currently in development.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: As per the Unit Managers’ meetings for' { 616 and 305-B
facilities, designation or verification sampling may be performed by nsite generators in
Tieu of analysis at the facility as long as controls are established to prevent modification
of the waste subsequent to sampling and analysis by the generator. ~ e issue of sampling and
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analysis will be further addressed in the site-wide permit for the Hanford Site at a later
date. Minor modifications will be made to the text to reflect this point both here and
elsewhere in the document in response to similar comments. See also response to Comment 17,
where detail is provided on data necessary for acceptance of wastes at the 305-B facility.

Ecology Comment: (Page 2-3, Section 2.1.2) This introduction to 305-B does not describe all
of the activities that occur in the building. Consequently, some of the issues related to
the facility operations are not discussed within the permit application. For example, there
is a separate research facility in the southeast corner of the building which ; completely
unrelated to the waste storage facility. This research facility has an open trench which
drains cooling water that passes adjacent to and underneath much of the wa: : storage area.
None of this is presented within the application nor is the fact that there are inadequate
physical barriers separating this trench from the high bay storage area.

Ecology Requirement: Other unrelated operations that may impact the 305-B acility must be
discussed in the permit application. It is understood that this research facility will be
closed and removed by June 1990. See comment 8.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Additional information will be added to the application relating
to the area where the research module operating in the building is located. The module
itself is scheduled to be removed on or about July 31, 1990. Modification e expected to
be made to the facility once the research module is removed. See our resp to comment 15
for detail of anticipated facility modifications.

Ecology Comment No. 3: Secondary containment in over-90-day storage facilities must be
permanent. See number 23.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 3: DOE-RL/PNL still feel that individual secondary containment
structures fulfill the requirements of WAC-173-303-630 for secondary contain :nt for
container storage. The text will remain unchanged.

Ecology Comment: (Page 2-3, Section 2.1.2) The plan states that dangero waste received in
smaller containers is stored in the four storage cells until there is eno to consolidate

in a 30- to 55-gallon shipping container. 1t is not clear from the application how these
larger containers are handled while being filled or how they are stored until shipped. ‘
Ecology Requirement: Clarify the fate of wastes from receiving through shipping. Include in
this detailed procedures for bulking of wastes; these procedures must be in compliance with
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Ecology Requirement: Submit a figure (or additional figures) which clearly shows the
location of other operations within the building, exits and loading docks, and the access
routes between floors. Walls and barriers must be clearly differentiated in the design
drawings. In addition, containment systems, including trenches, sumps, and sloping of floors
must be illustrated and t 'ir dimensions given. The heating and ventilation systems as well
as the plumbing must also be depicted and described. This requirement may he fulfilled by
submitting as-built drawi s and design and performance specifications for he building.

Note that plans for changes to the building (such as removal of the research facility in the
high bay area) must be st itted to Ecology for approval prior to construction. See comment

15.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. : Figure 2-3 will be revised to include the complete exterior
dimensions of the buildina and the information requested. Figure 2-3 may be reissued as a
series of figures to sat fy this information requirement. Appendix 4A wi® be expanded to
include other drawings, a complete set of building drawings as was done for the 616

facility.

Ecology Comment No. 3: ; (revise Fig ‘e 2-3 submitted as proposed revised text) does not
satisfy this deficiency comm t. This figure (or figures) must clearly show exits, loading
docks, and access routes bet en floors. Walls and barriers must be clear differentiated
in the design drawings. In addition, containment systems, including trenches, sumps, and
sloping of floors must be illustrated with dimensions.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 3: Based in discussions with Ecology in the Unit Managers’ Meeting
of June 4, this figure need not be revised until Ecology has reviewed the = pplemental blue
line drawings added to Appendix 2A and the revised Figures 4-2 through 4-10. See proposed

revised text.

Ecology Comment: (Page 2-6, Section 2.2.1) The topographic maps provided in Appendix 2A 9/28/90"
depict only 840 ft of the area to the west of the 305-B building; the topo: aphic maps must

show 1000 ft around the ility.
Ecology Requirement: St t map(s) which fulfill this requirement.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: A series of topographic maps showing the area west of the
railroad tracks (the we: 2rn bound of the existing maps provided in Appendix 2A) will be
added to Appendix 2A.
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No. Comment/Response Concurrence
10. Ecology Comment: (Page 2-6, Section 2.2.1) The plan states that plates 2-2 through 2-7 in 9/28/90
Appendix 2A provide the information required under WAC 173-303-806(4)(a). This is
misleading, in addition to not meeting the specific requirements for final facility maps,
there are additional requirements under this regulation that could n  be met by any map
(see, for instance, WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(ii).
Ecology Requirement: Edit or delete this statement. ,
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Appendix 2A is submitted to meet the requirements of WAC 173-
303-806(4)(a)(xviii) and the text will be edited accordingly.
11.  Ecology Comment: (Page 2-8, Section 2.3.2) Typographical error, should be "... would be 9/28/90
affected ..."
Ecology Requirement: Edit accordingly.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Change the wording accordingly.
12.  Ecology Comment: (Page 2-10, Section 2.4) This description does not give the estimated 9/28/90
traffic volumes on roads serving the 305-B facility as required under WAC 173-303-
806(4)(a)(x).
Ecology Requirement: For a given time period (week or month), describe the number and kinds
of vehicles that use these roads.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: A description of traffic types and volumes will be added to the
text. ‘
13. Ecology Comment: (Page 2-13, Section 2.5.8) The plan states that hecause the facility is

being permitted solely as a storage facility, not a treatment facil ¢, it is not necessary
to take any measures to reduce the amount of waste materials. This ;sumntion is incorrect,
305-B is required to recycle or reclaim waste materials under WAC 173-30 -283(h); there is
already a redistribution program for excess laboratory chemicals in place.

Ecology Requirement: Any measure that would fulfill the above requ ement must be described
in this section and implemented at the facility.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The text of Section 2.5.8 will be revised to refer the reader to
the waste minimization plan shown in Section 10 of the application. Section 10 will be
revised to describe the chemical redistribution program.
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Comment/Response Concurrence
Ecology Comment: (Page 2-13, Section 2.5.8) The permit application does not discuss where 9/28/90

wastes are sent for treatment and/or disposal.
Ecology Requirement: Describe where wastes are sent from the 305-B facility in terms of the

requirements of WAC 173-303-283(h).

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: A paragraph will be added to Section 2.5.8 explaining how
selection of offsite treatment or disposal is determined and expressing preference for

recycling or treatment prior to, or in lieu of, disposal.

Ecology Comment: (Page 2-13, Section 2.5.9) The plan states that there are physical
controls to prevent release of spilled waste materials to the environment. The controls are
inadequate in a number of areas.

Ecology Requirement: Effective physical controls for preventing introduction of waste
materials from this facility to the environment must be instituted; these must be in
compliance with the requirements of WAC 173-303-630(7) through -630(9). If physical changes
to the facility are necessary to be in compliance with these regulations, design drawings and
specifications must be submitted to Ecology for approval prior to construction. The
following is a list of specific areas that need correction:

. The drain in the high bay sump is inadequately blocked;
. The sink in the high bay area has no controls for drainage;
. The research facility cooling water trench has inadequate controls for entry of

contaminants;
. The RMW flammable materials has inadequate storage capacity.

See also numbers 8, 16, 23, 36, 41, 43, 46, 58, 59, and 60.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Certain physical modifications will be made to the facility
following the removal of the research module as noted in our response to comment 5. These
modifications will be presented to Ecology for informal review prior to construction. It is
noted, however, that WAC 173-303 does not require Ecology notification or approval of
facility revisions under interim status unless it is of the type described in WAC 173-303-

281.

The exact modifications planned are subject to management approval and funding, and thus
cannot be detailed here; however, it is expected that the drain blocked in 1981 will be
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The drain in the research facility sump has been blocked by adding a standpipe with a
~welded cap and encasing the standpipe in concrete except for the top six inches.
. Three new segregation areas for storage of drum quantity wastes (to protect against
incompatibility reactions) have been installed and the sumps in the former research
facility blocked to provide segregated secondary containment for these areas. These
areas have physical barriers to prevent mixing of incompatible waste in the event of a
simultaneous release and allow other areas of the high bay to be utilized for other

waste streams.

For response to the issue of using drip pans or other structures as secondary containment,
see our response to comment 23.

Ecology Comment: (Page 2-14, Section 2.6.1) The specifications met in order to comply with
the Uniform Fire Code’s "American Table of Distances for Storage of Explosives, Table 77-
201" for reactive waste buffer zones are not described.

Ecology Requirement: Describe the distances and manner of storage used for reactive wastes
that comply with the Tatest version of the Uniform Fire Code as required under WAC 173-303-
630(8)(a). Demonstrate that all explosives in the facility are properly stored according to

these guidelines.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Buffer distances and storage plans for these materials are shown
in our response to Ecology Comments 41, 42, and 57. The text of Section 2.6.2 will be
revised to indicate its applicability in lieu of Section 2.6.1 for the materials shown in

Section 2.6.2.

Ecology Comment: (Page 2-17, Section 2.8.1) The plan states that generator information is
verified by the waste management organization prior to acceptance for shipping to the 305-B
storage facility. The actual verification procedure for the waste materials is not clear in
this section nor is it clarified in the following sections within this chapter relating to
this topic (sections 2.8.2-2.8.3.1).

tcology Requirement: This procedure needs to be discussed in greater detail. It must
include the criteria for acceptance and/or rejection of a generator disposal request as well

as acceptance of wastes at the facility. See comment 4.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Section 2.8.1 will be expanded to describe the actual
verification procedures utilized for waste disposal requests. Information necessary for
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acceptance by the facility will be indicated by reference to Chapter 3, Waste Analysis Plan.
See also response to Ecology Comments 4, 90 and 91.
Ecology Comment No. 3: No sampling and analysis criteria for verification of waste
designation are described. These are required. Refer to the Hanford Facility-Wide Part B
permit in development for guidance.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 3: DOE-RL and contractors are preparing a sitewide waste analysis
plan for dangerous waste management units. DOE-RL and contractors are also pursuing a
resolution of this issue through the sitewide issues meetings. Pending such resolution, the
text will remain unchanged.
18. Ecology Comment: (Page 2-17, Section 2.8.2) In the event a discrepancy between a shipment
and its manifest does occur, WAC 173-303-370 requires reconciliation with the generator. A
description of how discrepancies will be resolved has not been provided.
Ecology Requirement: Explain how any discrepancies will be resolved including how the
resolution will be determined. ‘
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: This section will be expanded to describe discrepancy resolution
criteria.
Ecology Comment No. 3: The quoted text contains inconsistent statemer s. Clarify what
procedures and time-frames are applicable in resolving manifest discrepancies. Also describe
what will be done if waste verification analyses results in discovery of waste designation
discrepancies. ’
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 3: The text will be clarified to note that reporting may be an issue
only when discrepancies surface after receip . '.g. discovery of waste :signation
discrepancies. See proposed revised text.
19. Ecology Comment: (Page 3-2, Section 3.1) The plan mentions "flash cans”. 9/28/90

Ecology Requirement: Please define "flash cans”.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: This section will include this definition.
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20.

21.

22.

23.

Ecology Comment: (Page 3-2, Section 3.1) The permit application discusses "discarded 9/28/90

chemical products". Note that this class of materials is specifically defined in WAC 173-

303-081.
Ecology Requirement: Document that the materials discussed are discarded emical products

as defined under WAC 173-303-081. State this clearly within the text of the permit
application.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Thé reference will be revised.

Ecoloay Comment: (Page 3-2, Section 3.1) The plan states that P and U wastes in opened 9/28/90
containers will be de51gnated on the generator’s assurance that the material is in its :

original container; these materials will not be sampled.
Ecoloqx_Regu1rement This is inadequate, all opened containers due for disposal are subject

to the same verification sampling and analysis that any other waste is subject to See
comment 4.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: As in our response to comment 4, generators provide certification
of the contents of discarded chemical product containers. Lab pack dispos: of discarded
reagent chemicals has occurred for many years and independent verification of discarded
reagents in their original containers is not performed. The text will remain unmodified.

Ecology Comment: (Page 3-2, Section 3.1) The plan states that some radioactive mixed waste 9/28/90
will be designated on the basis of the generator’s knowledge (process knowledge). The sole

use of process knowledge for waste designation is not adequate.
Ecology Requirement: Some part of the waste stream must be subject to verification sampling
and analysis independent of generator influence. See comment 4.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: See responses to Comments 4 and 17.

Ecology Comment: (Page 3-3, Section 3.1) The permit application states that flammable RMW
is stored above grade in a flammable storage cabinet. During a site visit 3/19/90) it was
noted that several 55 gallon drums containing RMW flammable liquids were stored next to the
RMW flammable cabinet. This part of the facility has no capacity for secondary containment
in case of spills or leaks as required under WAC 173-303-630(7)(a).

Ecology Requirement: Cease storage of materials in areas that do not meet the secondary
storage capacity requirements of WAC 173-303-630(7) immediately. Note that this requirement
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25.

26.

27.

Ecology Comment: (Page 3-4, Section 3.1.1) The permit application states - at the facility 9/28/90
meets the requirements of WAC 173-303-630(7)(c) and therefore does not need to demonstrate

that the containers do not contain free liquids.

Ecology Requirement: State clearly, with design drawings, how the 305-B facility is in

compliance with the requirements for container storage under WAC 173-303-630(7) and -630(9).

At a minimum this must include container, cabinet, and shelving locations; dimensions for

floor elevations, physical barriers, and container volumes; locations and i ntifications for

different types of wastes. Refer to the 616 Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Storage Facility

Permit Application currently being written for guidance. See also numbers 5, 6, 15, and 16.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: See responses to comments 8, 41, and 42.

Ecology Comment: (Page 3-5, Section 3.2) Process knowledge is not acceptable without 9/28/90

verification sampling.
Ecology Regquirement: Verification sampling and analysis is required. See comment 4.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: See response to comments 4 and 17.

Ecology Comment: (Page 3-6, Section 3.2) The plan gives a brief description of how
containers are labeled at 305-B. This description does not demonstrate that the containers
will be labeled as required for shipment on roads with public access under the Dangerous
Waste regulations.

Ecology Requirement: Container labeling must comply with the provisions of WAC 173-303-190
and WAC 173-303-630(3). State clearly in the application (preferably with i ustrations) how
the facility is in compliance with these requirements.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Reference will be made to WAC-173-303-190 to assure that
packagings carried over public-access roads are labeled and manifested in comp iance with DOT
regulations. A description of this procedure will be added.

Ecology Comment No. 2: Containers carried over public roads will be labeled and manifested
in compliance with DOT regulations. Under WAC 173-303-630(3), containers must be labeled,
"in a manner which adequately identifies the major risk(s) associated with the contents of
the containers for employees, emergency response personnel and the public ..." When the
labeling requirements of 49 CFR Part 72 (sic) meet the requirements of WAC 173-303, they must
be implemented. It should be noted, however, that some wastes present risks (e.g.,
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33.

34.

35.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Revise the text to reference WAC 173-303-110(3). The original
text was intended to reflect it. This will automatically incorporate the TCLP-for-EPT test

revision when it takes place.

Ecology Comment: (Page 3-11, Section 3.2.3) The sampling procedures for different types of

materials are discussed.
Ecology Requirement: Demonstrate that all sampling methods are equivalent to those
stipulated in WAC 173-303-110(2) and modify the text accordingly in all applicable areas.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Revise the text to reference WAC 173-303 10(2) for selection of
appropriate sampling methods.

Ecology Comment No. 3: Section 9.2 of SW-846 describes a process for « veloping a sampling
and analysis plan. Development of such a plan is what has been requested in past NOD's and
unit manager’s meetings for this unit. This topic has been partially = manded to the hanford
Facility-Wide Part B Permit. USDOE and its contractors must develop and implement a sampling
and analysis plan for designation of solid wastes. Simple reference to a process for

development of such a plan is not adequate.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 3: See response to number 17.

Ecology Comment: (Page 4-1, Section 4.1.1.1) The application states that containers in 9/28/90
"poor condition or inadequate for storage" are not accepted at the facility.

Ecology Requirement: State clearly what the criteria is for "poor condition or inadequate

for storage". Clarify if these containers are not shipped from the generator site or if they

are shipped and then refused acceptance at 305-B. State clearly in the permit application

the procedure and criteria for refusing st ment.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The text will be revised to define "poor condition" and specify
container rejection location, and refusal criteria. Response to receipt of such containers
at 305-B (damaged in transit, etc.) will be addressed in our response to Comment 70.

Ecology Comment: (Page 4-1, Section 4.1 1.1) The permit application states that shipping 9/28/90
containers are DOT-specified and approve for packaging according to 49 CFR 172.101 and 49

CFR 178. Under WAC 173-303-190 all dangerous wastes shall be packaged in accordance with 49

CFR Parts 173, 178, and 179 prior to off-site shipment.
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DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Information on the sealant paint will be included in the revised
permit application. Repair procedures and reapplication times will addressed.

Ecology Comment No. 3: State which prod :t(s) was used to scal the oors. The schedule for
reapplication of the sealant and the criteria for any off-schedule r airs must be presented.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 3: The product identity (from Appendix 4A) will be repeated in the
text for the convenience of the reader. Reapplication and repair cr eria will be expanded
upon in the text. See proposed revised text.

Ecology Comment: (Page 4-2, Section 4.1.1.5) A "ventilation hood area” is mentioned. .
Ecology Requirement: Specify where the "ventilation hood area" is located. Also, detail its

uses and performance specifications.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Revise the text to read "flammable liquid bulking module” to
clarify that it is the same area as described in earlier sections.

Ecoloay Comment: (Page 4-2, Section 4.1.1.5) The application state at a number of areas
are bermed and canted to individual sumps. Under WAC 173-303-630(7) i) the containment
system must be sloped or otherwise designed and operated to drain and remove 1iquids
resulting from leaks or spills unless the containers are elevated or therwise protected from
contact with accumulated lic¢ ids.

Ecology Requirement: Demonstrate clearly in the permit application | design drawings and
description that the above re !irements are being met in all areas ot the 305-B building
where dangerous wastes are being handled or stored. Note that this ' juirement includes the

loading docks, high bay, and RMW storage areas.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: For containment details, see responses to comments 8 and 23. For
configuration of storage, see response to comments 41 and 57.

Ecology Comment: (Page 4-2, Section 4.1.1.6) Secondary containment )>lur-~~ are discussed,
however no mention of the actual volumes of wastes and individual wa: » ty, _s stored in the
facility is made here or elsewhere in this application, nor is it clear what locations
different waste types are stored in the high bay and RMW storage areas. ote that under WAC
173-303-630(9)(c), "A storage container holding a dangerous waste th. is incompatib : with
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written guidance from Ecology as to what they consider to meet the W, requirement stated
above; Ecology has not provided this guidance. Pending resolution ot this issue, the text
will remain unmodified. See also response to comment 5.

Ecology Comment: (Page 4-3, Figure 4-1) Figure 4-1 does not adequately illustrate the
layout of waste storage locations, particularly in the high bay and W storage areas.
Ecology Requirement: Edit, replace, or add figure(s) which will cl. rly illustrate the
locations assigned to various types of waste.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Figure 4-1 will be replaced by a series « igures providing more
detailed descriptions of waste storage modules. See also response ti mment 41.

Ecoloay Comment: (Page 4-4, Section 4.1.1.7) It is not clear that waste materials spilled 9/28/90
in the high bay storage area will be adequately contained to prevent un-off.

Ecology Requirement: Demonstrate that run-off will hot occur. This ay be fulfilled by

demonstrating compliance with the requirements of WAC 173-303-630(7) through -630(9).

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: See response to comment 41.

Ecology Comment: (Page 4-4, Section 4.1.1.8) This discussic of spilled waste material
removal from containment sumps is too simplistic and lacks detail for = e problems that can

be encountered in a spill situation.
Ecology Requirement: Elaborate this topic to include different responses for specific
dangerous materials that may be present in the facility (for example, + plain how flammable

or highly corrosive materials are to be handled).

DOE-RL/PNlL ¢ 10 No. 1: This section will be exp d to inc ide several special-case
scenarios where the standard method described previousiy might not apply, and addressing some
of the safety issues that might be posed by spills.

Ecology Comment No. 2: Section 4.1.1.8 will be expanded to include several special-case

scenarios for spill cleanup.
Ecology Requirement No. 2: This issue may also be addressed by reference to the appropriate
section of the 305-B Storage Facility contingency plan. Provide this information to Ecology

for review prior to issuance of the next revision of the permit application.
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48.

49.

50.

contamination at the 305-B unit, then groundwater monitoring as stipulated under WAC 173-
303-645 is required. Revise the permit application with specific plans for complying with
the requirements of WAC 173-303-645 in the event of a spill.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 3: Terminology revisions have been made. Per our discussion in the
Unit Managers’ Meeting of June 4, 1991, text presented in this section will be identical to
that provided in Rev. 1 of the 616 NROWSF permit application. :

Ecology Comment: (Page 6-1, Section 6.1) The plan states that doors are kept locked at all 9/28/90
times, including when it is occupied. It seems reasonable that secu Ly and/or emergency
response personnel would also have keys so that in the event of an emergency, building access

would be facilitated for emergency response personnel.
Ecology Requirement: Clarify which non-facility staff has immediate access keys by their

position (the names of individuals is not necessary).

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: This information will be added.

Ecology Comment: (Page 6-1, Section 6.1.1.1) Hanford Patrol performs periodic surveillance 9/28/90

during non-working hours.
Ecology Requirement: Clarify what working hours are at the 305-B facility and detail the

frequency of the Hanford Patrol surveillance. Discuss what the survey entails.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Working hours will be indicated. Specific frequency of Hanford
Patrol surveillance will not be shown, but a general description of e Patrol’s role in
facility surveillance will be provided, i.e. "Hanford Patrol performs drive-by surveillance

of 300 Area facilities on a 24-hour basis."”

Ecology Comment: (Page 6-5, Section 6.1.1.1) There are some inconsistencies between the
inspection form checklists presented in Figures 6-2 and 6-3 and the rest of the permit
application. For example, . is not clear where the "unilab", open shelves and room storage
are located; also, some areas depicted in facility diagrams are not isted on this form (for
example, the RMW storage cell). ‘

Ecology Requirement: Revise the checklists so that they are consistent with the text and in
compliance with all applicable requirements. Explain what a "unilab" is. Note also that the
minimum aisle space must be three feet to comply with Ecology requirements.
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68.

69.

70.
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305-B STORAGE UNIT

PART B APPLICATION NOD RESPONSE TABLE

(REVISION 0)
Ecology

Comment/Respons~ Concurrence

Pertinent details of the site-wide plan required under WAC 173-303-¢ 1)(a)(vii), such as
MOUs with offsite agencies (see response to Comment 74) will be note 1 this section.
Further details on the site-wide plan will be made available through the sitewide Part B

permit’s contingency planning process.

Ecology Comment: (Page 7-1, Section 7.0) Under WAC 173-303-806(4)(:¢ rii), the contingency 9/28/90

plan must be the plan actually in use at the facility.
Ecology Requirement: Certify that this contingency plan is the one 1 use at the facility.

State its document number and date of issue for reference.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: See response to comment 66.

Ecology Cor 2:nt: (Page 7-1, Section 7.0) The permit application states that this "plan can - 9/28/90
be amended ... whenever" a number of different situations arise, emf s ; added. Note that

under WAC 173-303-350(5), "The owner or operator shall ... immediateiy ame the contingency

plan ..." in these cases, emphasis added.

Ecology Requirement: Edit the text accordingly.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The text will be modified to make this change.

Ecology Comment: (Page 7-1, Section 7.0) The application discusses changes to the 9/28/90
Contingency Plan. Note that modifications to the permit are reqgulated under WAC 173-303-

830. Two of the changes listed on lines 27 through 40 may be made as inor modifications

under WAC 173-303-830(4); these are 1) change in emergency personnel, and 2) correction of
typographical errors. The other changes listed are not minor modificat ins and as such are

regulated under WAC 173-303-830(3) and must be made in compliance with WAC 173-303-840.

Ecology Requirement: Modify the text to reflect the above comment.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Modify the text to note the requirements of WAC 173-303-840 when
certain changes are made to the faci ity contingency plan.

Ecology Comment: (Page 7-3, Section 7.4) There is no description of actions to be taken in 9/28/90
the event that a dangerous waste shipment (which is damaged or otherwise presents a hazard to

public health and the environment) arrives at the facility and is not acceptable, but cannot

be transported pursuant to the requirements of WAC. 173-303-370(5) (i.e., the container is

damaged or shipping will present a hazard to public health or the environment). This
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(REVISION 0)
Ecology

Comment/Response Concurrence

No.

74.

75.

76.

bay so that anyone involved in emergency response will have opportunity to don the personal
protective equipment prior to beginning response actions.. The presence of the sorbent
material in the storage area means that the material is easily accesse for spill response
without need to make repeated trips between the contaminated and non-contaminated . eas to
transport the sorbent material. The text will remain unmodified.

Ecology Comment: (Page 7-16, Section 7.6.3) Agreements with offsite medical facilities have 9/28/90

not been mentioned. . . .
Ecology Requirement: Describe any agreements or special arrangements with offsite medical

facilities.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: Memoranda .. understanding (MOUs) are in effect with Kadlec
Hospital in Richland, Our Lady of Lourdes Hospital in Pasco, and Kennewick General Hospital.
These MOUs are contained in the sitewide contingency plan, and their existence will be noted

in this section.

Ecology Comment: (Page 10-2, Section 10.4) The plan mentions sampling liquid accumulations 9/28/90
in the containment systems to document that the substance is nondanger is. No elaboration of

this sampling plan is given.

Ecology Requirement: T procedures for sampling, analyzing, and disposing of liquids and

other materials accumulated in trenches or sumps must be described in ‘-eater detail. Also

discuss verification of contaminant removal in the cases where the material was a dangerous

waste.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The text will be revised to incorporate the spill cleanup
procedures found in Section 4.1.1.8 and eliminate inference of a separate sampling plan for
this type of incident.

Ecology Comment: (Page 10-2, Section 10.4) Office wastes generated at the facility are 9/28/90
disposed of at the Hanford Site sanitary landfill.

Ecology Requirement: Although office wastes are not subject to the D gerous Waste

Re 1lations, they must be disposed of at a solid waste landfill which el ; the minimal

functional standards in chapter 173-304 WAC or other more stringent local standards.

Document that wastes are disposed of in accordance with applicable Tlaws and regulations and

modify the text of the permit plication accordingly.
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305-8 STORAGE UNIT
PART B APPLICATION NOD RESPONSE TABLE

(REVISION 0)
Ecology

Comment/Response Concurrence

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The text will be edited to clarify how the fate of waste
generated during closure will be determined. Details of the determination process for
closure wastes will be addressed in the sitewide Part B permit docum

Ecology Comment: (Page 11-4, Section 11.1.4.2) The list of equipment and structures to be
decontaminated is too restrictive. It must include all areas where waste 1s been handled

(for example, the loading dock areas are not listed). )
Ecology Requirement: Revise the list to include all areas which have - e potential for

becoming contaminated during the 1ife of the facility operations.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The list will be expanded.

Ecology Comment: (Page 11-4, Section 11.1.4.2.1) Use of radiation detection as the sole
determination for contamination in the RMW storage areas is proposed. aseline smears will

have been documented prior to introduction of RMW.

Ecology Requirement: Sampling and testing for chemical contamination similarly to what is
done in non-radiation areas will be requ -ed. Clarify why baseline radiation data will be
presented; radiation contamination must be cleaned to background.

DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: This section will be revised to reference the sampling plan used
in the other areas of the facility (Section 11.1.1) for use in this . ea as well, i.e.
chemical indicators for indication of RMW contan iation will be substituted for radioactive
indicators. Appropriate procedures for working with RMW will be ret: ned.

With regard to cleanup of radiation contamination, under Section 100: 27) of RCRA, source,
special nuclear, and byproduct material, as defined in the Atomic Energy Act (AEA), is
e....uded the de 1itic of solid waste. In 10 CFR 962, the Department of Energy s
declared that the chemical constituents of byproduct material will be subject to RCRA and
that the radionuclides in the material wil be subject to regulation under the AEA. Since
Congress has specifically excluded source, special nuclear, and byproduct materials from the
types of materials which can be regt ited as solid wastes, a state may not exert regulatory
authority over such materials as solid wastes.

Ecology Comment No. 2: USDOE/PNL will substitute chemical indicators for radioactive
indicators for contamination in the RMW storage areas. In the origi comment it was stated
that sole use of radioactive indicators is not adequate and that ver :ation sampling for
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85. [Ecology Comment: (Page 11-7, Section 11.1.4.3) Grab samples from decontamination waste
drums will be sa led using a limited number of methods. In order to designate a material,
the requirements of WAC 173-303-070 must be met. . ] )
Ecology Requirement: Revise the planned sampling and analysis to be in compliance with WAC
173-303-070.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The analytical plan presented in this section will be revised to
reference WAC 173-303-070.

86. 0 Comment: (Page 11-7, Section 11.1.4.3) Extraction procedure metals are discussed.
Ecology will be requiring the use of TCLP in place of EP TOX.
Ecology Requirement: (shown as recommendation) Change the referral to CLP instead of EP
TOX. See comment 32.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. 1: The reference will be changed since the T( P has already been
adopted by EPA.

87. Ecology Comment: (Page 11- 1, Figure 11-1) The schedule for closure does not seem to allow
time for verification of decontamination.
Ecology Requirement: Revise the schedule to include verification sa ling.
DOE-RL/PNL Response No. I: The schedule will be revised to include verification sampling
required under Section 11.1.4.4.

88. Ecoloqy Comment: (Page 11-13, Section 11.5) It is asserted that a closure cost estimate is

not required because the 305-B storage facility is owned by the DOE. WAC 173-303-620(1)(c)
exempts federal facilities from the requirements of closure cost est ates, however, under
WAC 173-303-620( '(c), "... operators of facilities who are under contract with the ...

fe ral government must meet the requirements of this section. On page 111 of this permit
application it states, "Pacific Northwest Laboratory ... serves as co-onerator of the 305-8B
storage facility ..." Specific requirements for financial assurance an liability coverage
are under discussion at the Project Manager’s level. Pending resolution of this issue,
financial assurance and liability coverage is not re ired.

Ecology Require nt: Detailed closure cost estimates as required under WAC 173-303-
620(3)(a) must be provided in the closure plan.
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