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Field sampling procedures (such as sample collection, field
handling/preservation, holding requirements) shall follow the requirements
found in the "Manchester Environmental Laboratory, Lab Users Manual,
Washington State Department of Ecology, 4th Edition, January 1994." For
field QA/QC measures, the procedures of SW 846, volume 2, Section 1.2,
"Field Manual for Physical and Chemical Methods" is to be followed. A

samples collected for metal analyses shall be unfiltered.

ETF INFLUENT RESTRICTIONS

Discharge of ETF effluent is permitted for discharge to the SALDS infiltration
gallery only for ETF treatment of 242-A Evaporator process condensate.

The discharge of ETF effluent to SALDS for any other ETF influent stream is
prohibited unless Ecology has provided the Permittee with written approval to
allow an alternative ETF influent source(s).

If the Permittee proposes to run a different influent source(s) (other than 242-A
evaporator condensate) through ETF, a characterization study must be sent to
Ecology for approval, which includes:

1. A listing of all chemical constituents of concern which exist in the
proposed influent source(s), along with the expected range of
concentration of each constituent.

2. Engineering study results which show that ETF can adequately process
the proposed influent source(s) such that violation of this permit wi not
occur and water quality violations related to any constituents not listed
in the original permit will not occur.

3. Information regardlng RCRA and State Hazardous Waste Law and i
other applicable authorities’ acceptance of the prop« :d b

4. A demonstrationthat the L .. treatment process constitutes BAT/AKART
for the proposed influent source(s).

Upon receipt of the above characterizations study, Ecology will decide whether
a permit modification, with public review and comment, is appropriate. Ecology
will attempt to render its decision regarding the need for permit modification
and regarding written approval of the proposed source(s) within 60 days of
receipt of a complete characterization study.

A permit modification may be required if the proposed influent will result in ETF
effluent which contains significant concentrations of additional constituents of

~concern or significantly higher concentrations of constituents of concern

already liste " in this pe t.
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In each ensuing annual listing the listed process information and relative ranking
shall be updated as appropriate.

The Permittee may submit or reference documents pr¢ ared purst 1t to Tri-
Party Agreement Milestone M-26-05 ("Tritiated Wastewater Treatment and
Disposal Evaluation” Report(s)) to satisfy corresponding requirements of this
Special Condition.
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C. A material change in quantity or type of waste disposal; or
D. A material change in the condition of the waters of the state affected by
this permit.

Ecology may also modify this permit if it determines good and valid cause
exists, including promulgation or revisions of categorical standards.

'Ecology may modify the terms of this permit if the effluent characteristics are
later documented by the Permittee, and accepted by Ecology, that reveal errors
in best professional judgement by Ecology due to data limitations in existence
at the time of permit development. Such a permit modification that results in
a higher concentration for a constituent’s enforcement limit shall not constitute
backsliding on the part of the Permittee.

Per the allowed provisions of WAC 173-216-110(5), the Permittee may submit
a new applicatic . or supplement to this permit’s previous application which
requests modific “ion of this permit, when the Permittee has refir | data
believes conditions have changed since issuance of this permit. Said submittal
shall include supporting documentation and a statement of the proposed permit
modification. Said submittal shail be submitted at least 60 days prior to any
proposed changes. Ecology shall respond to said request for permit
modification, by either accepting, accepting with modification, or denying said
request within 60 days of its receipt. :





