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Figure 1-1. Westi 'house Environmental Status Procedure
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Land

CPBT

CWA
NPDES
SPCC
TSCA
CERCLA

CAA

NSPS
NESHAP
PSD

WAC Tanks

Cnty Air

.05/12/88
Landfills (265 Subpart N, Supplemented with 173-303-
665)
Chemical, Physic: , and Biological Treatment (265
Sub; 't Q)

Clean Water Act
NPDES Permit Dis arges

Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasures

Toxic Substances Control Act

Comprehensive Env :ronmental Resource, Compensation, and
Liability Act

Clean Air Act _

New Source Perfor nce Standards

National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
Prevention of Significant Deterioration

WAC 173-303° 40 Tanks -- State Addendum Dangerous Waste
Regulations

Walla

Benton-Franklin-Walla Counties - Air Pol ation

Control Authority General Regulation 80-7


















1t

244-CR Vault

her Tank Farm Tanks

8  244-A DCRT
244-EX DCRT
244-S DCRT
244-TX DCRT
244-U DCRT
241-EW-151 Tank

Report  Applicable
Section Regulat’'-—-_

3.3.3.4 320
3.3.3.5 330
3.3.3.8 340
3.3.3.7 3s0
3.3.3.8 360(1)
360(2)

3.3.3.9 370
3.3.3.10 380
3.3.3.11 390
3.4 395(1)
395(2)

Envir.
Status

c

RSD

Q

AR

c

Checklist
RCRA TSDI

RCRA ISDI

RCRA TSDI

RCRA TSDI

RCRA TSDI

RCRA TSDI

RCRA TSDI

RCRA TSDI

RCRA TISDI

i TSDI
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—_—Cmments end Provosed Actier 0

Inspection procedures wers apparently
developed independently of RCRA, but are
sufficient to meet regulatory
requirements.

ISD operstor training is a uate.

Tank wnits have adequate preparedness.

Existing plans lack required detail on
emergency esquipment , end smergency
act 3 for specific waste msnagsnent
unicvs. Arrangements with offsits police,
fire, hospitals, etc should also be notad
in the body of the applicable emergency
plan.

A site-wide effort to develop new
emergency plans is underway and should
correct plan deficiencies; bhowver, draft
guidance documen! do mnot yet assure
complisnce with aiL plan requirements at
all waste management units.

At same umits, emergency <response
coordinators are very senior individuals.
We did not verify that these coordinatars
have the thorough <familiarity with
facility operations and amergency plan
procedures required undar this sectiom.

Review, revision and reporting
requirements are triggered when an
eMergency OCCurs. Conditions for a
dangerous waste aemergency set out in
Hanford’s plan have never been met;
however, parts of the emergency response
systee at Henford have been triggered by
operators during lesser incidents. he 4
these lesser incidents wers emergencies,
360(2)were not met. If e incidents
were not emsrgencies, 360(2) is
compliant.

Wastes are not received from off-site,
80 TSD manifest requirements are not
spplicable.

Records do not inclide a clomme and fost
closure cost estimate (none exist), and
do mot code informatian an wastes and
waste mansgement activities properly.

Ko 1 rt for these RMW ilities was
due in 1986. T 1987 report must
include all RCRA regulated TSD units.

Tank Farm wastes are not ignitable,
reactive or incompatible.

Ses discussion of other laws.





















Report Applicable

Section Regulatjons
3.3.3.8 340
3.3.3.7 350
3.3.3.8 360(1)
360(2)

3.3.3.9 370
3.3.3.10 380
3.3.3.11 380
3.4 385(1)
385(2)

395(4)
3.4 395(6)
805(5)(e)

805(8)

3.4 40 -
265.112

265.113

2685.114

265.115

Envir.
Status

c

AR

NC

B

A 3 & &

st
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e Cmpents ed Proposed Actdn
Preparedness is adequate.

Applicable amergency plans are
sufficiently detailed
amergency equipment,
response procedures
facilities, A site-wide effort to
develop srgency plans that ot
regulatory requirements is underway. '

not

concerning
and specitic
for particular

In the absence of an adequate mmergency
plen (WAC 173-303-350) campliance with
this section ia not possible. The
anergency coordinator must bes “thorosghly
familiar"” with the respamse p ad the
facility. :

Requirsments trigger only if an emrgecy
occurs.

In the past, mixed wastes were accepted
fram offsite without manifests. Mixed
wastes are not currently being accepted.
New manifest procedures should meet
regulatory requirements. requirements
do not apply.

Records must code wastes and activities
using codes specified in regulations.
The record must also include closure and
post closure cost estimates. A manifest
recordkesping systems is needed.

Mixed wastes, no report required in 1885.

No smoking signs are needed.
(References other requirements.)
Fo liquid wastes are unloaded.

Mixed waste containers sccepted in the
past are not adequately labelled.
Procedures are in place to assure proper
labelling of containers accespted in the
future.

Part A amendivent has been submitted.
Remaining RCRA

deficiencies render

‘Hanford’s RCRA permit revocable.

—

No writtem closure plan exists.
Requi:

Requirements trigger at closure.

nts trigger at closure.

Requirements trigger at closure.




Report  Applicable Envir.
] ~ 'on Regulations St ° ; Checklist

265.171 NSD

265.172 c

265.173 c

265.174 AR

265.176 o

265.177 AR

—Copments gnd Provosed Actien

Visible containers are in excellemt
condition, some containers could not be
visually inspected due to container
storage arrangements, but container
materials and storage conditioms should
assure that all containers are in
acceptable conditiom.

Wastes are compatible with containers.

Containers weres closed, and asre handled
properly.

Weakly inspectioms for leaks and
deterioration are required. Current
inspection protocols do not call for a
check of container conditions. Lack of
aisle space makes inspection of many
containers infeasibls.

Buffer gone to property line is adequate.

Incompatib wastes are not separated by
berms or other devices. Regulatory
agency agreamant that TRU packaging
procedures constitute substantive
compliance with this requirement should
be sought.

268.50 c Stored mixed wastes are not yet
restricted from land disposal, so this
storage period limitation does not yet
apply.

IV. Waste Treatment
® 242-A Evaporator 2.4 WAC 173-303-

280 c RCRA TSD

8 204-AR Waste

Unloading and 290 c
Treatment
3.3.3.2 300 (o
3.3.3.3 310 Cc
3.3.3.4 320 NSD
3.3.3.5 330 c
¥ 3.3.3.6 340 c
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Hanford has a RCRA ID ¢.

Hanford’s Part A includes these waste
treatment activities.

Waste are adequately charactarized for
proper management. Writtsn procedures
specify pre-start analysis or data
requirsments.

Security is adequate at both facilities.
Inspection procedures, plans and
frequencies at both facilitiea axe
generally adequate. We did not confim
that all areas subject to spills are
inspected daily.

Training prograsms are in oe., Opsrstor
training was adequate.

Preparedness was adequate at Dboth
facilities.



Item

Report
§og§;on

3.3.3.7

3.3.3.8

3.3.3.9

3.3.3.10

3.3.3.11

Applicable Envir.
Status Checklist ___ _ Cogments eod Progosed pctien

BnguLatigm
350 AR
360(1) AR
360(2) c
370 RR
380 AR
380 c
385(1) .13
385¢(2)
395(4) RR
805(5) c
805(6) o
a8 7 RR
40 CFR
265,401 [+

265.402 c

265.403 c

265.404 KR

265.405

265.406 KR
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Applicable emsrgency plan documents are
not sufficiently detailed concerning
emergency equip t or response measures
at these specific facilities. A site-
wide effort to develop plans that will
mset regulatory requirements is underway.

In the absant of an adequate amergency
P (WAC 175-303-350) campliance with
thas provision is not possible.
Emergency coordinators Bust be
"thoroughly familiar” with the emergency
plan, end the facility.

Requiresents trigger only if the
emergency plan is implemented.

Ko manifested wastes fram off-site
sources are accepted at these facilities,
30 ISD manifest system requirsments are
not applicable.

Records coded using WAC 173-303 codes
must be kept for both facilities.
Closure and poat closure cost estimstes
are needed in the operating records.

Mixed Wastas. Mo report was due in 1986.

Tank Farm wastes not ignitable,
reactive or incompatible; this section -
does not apply.

(Refarences other requirements.)

Wastes received at these facilities are
not manifested, so requirements are not
spplicable. However, the 204-AR
unloading area conforms to the
specifications of this section.

Part A aserdiments have been submitted.

Activities are within the scope of the
pemit. ’ ’

Ro changes in activity that would trigger
this provisions have been implemented.

—

General operating procedures are
adequate.

Waste analysis is edequate for proper
waste agesment .

Inspection procedures and freguancies are
edec 9.

Requirements apply only at closure.
Wastes are not ignitable or reactive.

Wastes are not incompatible.



Report Applicable Envir. '
- Item —  Section Regulstions Status Checklist __ = Comoents wod Proposed Action

265.17(b) & (Requirements are essentially equivalemt
.13 : to others addressed above.)

40 CFR 302.8 c CERCLA A release of 65 ppm ammonia hydroxide
(which was contained within the facility
and recycled) was reported as required.

v. ! Level | 2l 2.3 280 c RCRA ISD Hanford has a RCRA ID #.

Grounds
8 218-W-3AE 3.3.3.1 290 AR Offsite generatora recently ware notified
8 218-W-5 of Banford’s RCRA permit status.
B 218-W-4C
s 217-W-3A
s 218-E-10 - 3.3.3.2 300 AR The burial grounds rely on geerztors to
(industrial) accurately characterize their wastes.
s 218-E-12B This could satisfy waste analysis plan
(active) requirements for onsite wastes (if the

SPOA improves), but is not adequate for
offsite wastes.
s TRU Caissans

Designing an adequate wasts malysis plan
for wastes where sampling snd inspection
are made difficult by radiatiom risks is
not simple, and specification of plan
details is beyond the scope of this
assessment . Same desirable plan
characteristics are clear, however:

The plan should formally address the
specific requirements in WAC 173-303-300
and 40 CFR 265.92;

[ ] The plan should <focus om
distinguishing low level wastes from
mixed wastes, and on identifying
extremely hazardous wastes and wastes
restricted from land disposal;

s The plan should provide a substantial
formal role for burial grouxis mmnagenmt
in supervising and verifying generator
waste segregation, packaging and
designation practices; and

- @ The plan should provide for use of
independent verification messures whers
these are feasible, including use of
waste asseys, container X-rays, and whare
possible weste sampling. v ew

A new waste analysis plan is being
prepared. Recent site wide efforts to
improve and formalize waste segregation
practices will help to assure that this
plan is sdequate.

Page 15 of 22 Pages


























