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Figure 1. Hanford Site.
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Figure 5. Prc 1se Liquid Organic Mixed Waste Tanks.
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12/14/95

Facility

Hanford

Hanford

Hanford

Hanford

Hanford

Date
Received

5/03/84

12/26/84

1/29/85

1/15/86

2/06/86

Enforcement Actions

RCRA

SWPCA

Category

Formal

Formal

Formal

Formal

Formal

Status

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Page 1

Ecology

Ecology

Ecology

Ecology

Summary

State Order DE 84-267 required the U.S.
Department of Energy (DOE) to allow the state to
access the Hanford Site to conduct formal
compliance assessments of nonradiocactive
hazardous waste facilities,

State Order DE 84-720 covered several interim
status compliance actions associated with
nonradioactive hazardous waste facilities.

State Order DE 85-130 covered alleged violations
of state water quality statute Revised Code of
Washington (RWC) 90.48 related to Plutonium
Finishing Plant (PFP) chemical sewer releases.

State Order DE 85-677 covered alleged violations
of state water quality statute RCW 90.48 related
to Plutonium Uranium Extraction (PUREX) chemical
sewer releases.

Ecology/EPA State Orders DE 86-132 and DE 86-133 and EPA

Order 1085-10-07-3008 (followed by Consent Order
with the State. DE 86-133) covered RCRA waste
accumulation. groundwater monitoring. and
interim status closure plans.

Comments

The first comprehensive compliance inspection
of Hanford by the State of Washington
occurred on June 11-14, 1985. Since then,
Ecology has conducted numerous formal
compliance assessments of the nonradioactive
hazardous waste facilities.

The action to achieve compliance with this
order is complete. Part A applications for
the facilities in question were submitted in
July 1985. This date met the schedule
specified in the order.

DOE did not acknowledge the applicability of
state statutes to its activities at that
time. Therefore. no specific steps were
taken in response to the order, although a
discussion of the circumstances was provided
as a matter of comity.

By May 1. 1986. all facility modifications
and procedural changes specified in the order
were in place.

DOE. Richland Operations Office (RL),
submitted a plan to Ecology on March 7. 1986,
assuring that the storage of dangerous wastes
was conducted in accordance with state
regulations. Groundwdater monitoring
networks were installed at various
facilities. The groundwater sampling
programs associated with these groundwater
monitoring networks are in compliance with
RCRA. The required closure/post-closure
plans were submitted to Ecology in November
1985.
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Facility

Hanford

Hanford

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

11/21/86

10/30/87

4/11/89

Enforcement Actions

RCRA

RCRA

Category

Formal

Formal

Formal

Status

Closed

Closed

Closed

Page 2

EcoTlogy

Ecology

A Complaint and Notice of Opportunity for
Negotiation was issued against RL alleging
viplations of provisions for use of hydraulic
systems in the PCB regulations. The complaint
followed a May 21, 1986, inspection by the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
was conducted to determine whether activities
were in compliance with PCB regulations.
State Order DE 87-295 covered state dangerous
waste releases (mixed waste) to the 216-A-368
Crib.

Ecology notified RL and Westinghouse Hanford
Company (WHC) of a Notice of Violation within
three areas based on their April 10-11, 1989,
inspection of B Pond and the Nonradiocactive
Dangerous Waste Landfill.

(EPA) that

Comments

RL responded to the Complaint on January 7.
1987, with verification that the 3760
Building reservoir was drained and refilled
with new, non-PCB hydraulic o0il on December
4, 1986. RL stated in the letter that they
believed no further action or documentation
was required.

A1l discharges were stopped and the crib was
permanently closed to use. Wells drilled in
accordance with dates set forth in the order
(June 1, 1986) and regular sampling are
ongoing. The part A permit for the facility
was submitted February 2. 1988.

Three findings were identified: (1) the need
to construct at Tleast a continuous singie-
strand rope fence with warning signs around B
Pond and each of the three associated Tobes:
(2) the need to repair a 25-foot breach in
the security fence surrounding the
Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Landfill: and
(3) the need to evaluate the wooden pier over
the 216-A-29 Ditch for stability and to
establish load limits for its use.

The single-strand rope fence with appropriate
warning signs has been installed around B
Pond and its three lobes. The fence at the
Nonradioactive Dangerous Waste Landfill has
been repaired. The wooden pier over the 216-
A-29 Ditch has been taken out of service,
"DANGER - KEEP OFF" signs have been posted.
and the structures have been barricaded.
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Receijved

6/12/89

7/20/89

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

RCRA

Category Status

Formal

Formal

Closed

Closed

Page 3
Agency Summary
Ecology Ecology notified RL and WHC of a Notice of
Violation within two areas based on their June
12, 1989, inspection of the 183-H Basins and 216
-S-10 pond and Ditch.
Ecology Ecology notified RL and WHC of a Notice of

Violation within three areas based on their July
20, 1989, inspection of the 216-A-29 Ditch, 216-

B Pond, and the Central Waste Complex.

Comments

Two findings were identified: (1) the need
to construct at least a continuous single-
strand rope fence with appropriate warning
signs around the 216-S-10 Pond and Ditch
before August 15, 1989: and (2) the need to
stabilize two corroded and leaking drums
containing mixed waste located at the 183-H
Basins.

A single-strand barrier rope was installed
with the appropriate warning signs around the
216-S-10 Pond and Ditch. The contents of the
leaking drums were removed and repackaged in
appropriately prepared drums. An inspection
was conducted on the other drums containing
dangerous waste at the 183-H facility and no
other irregularities were noted. The Central
Waste Complex, which receives 183-H dangerous
waste drums, was inspected and no
irregularities were noted. An analysis also
was conducted on the probable cause of the
corrosive material found on the drums. The
results were presented to Ecology.

Three findings were identified: (1) the need
to construct, at a minimum, a continuous
single-strand chain fence with appropriate
warning signs around the 216-A Ditch by
September 30, 1989: (2) four radiation
warning signs were found unsecured on the
ground near the 216-A-29 Ditch and 216-B Pond
facilities: and (3) 10 waste drums at Central
Waste Complex were found to have exceeded the
90-day accumutation period while at the
generating facility.
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

4/25/90

12/10/90

Enforcement Actions

Subject

HMTA

RCRA

Category Status

Formal

Formal

Closed

Closed

Page 4

Agency

0ot

Ecology

Summary

On April 25, 1990, the Department of
Transportation issued a Federal Railroad
Administration Probable Notice of Violation
against WHC for violating the Hazardous
Materials Transportation Act, and fined WHC
$3.000.

On December 10, 1990. Ecology notified RL and
WHC of a Notice of Noncompliance for returning
68 problem drums from the Central Waste Complex
to the generator. the 183-H Basins. Ecology did
not take any formal action. but requested that
the 68 drums be repackaged and returned to the
Central Waste Complex before December 25, 1990.

Comments

A continuous single-strand barrier was
installed around the 216-A-29 Ditch and 216-8
Pond. The unsecured signs have been
reposted. Periodic inspections will be
conducted to identify necessary corrective
actions such as unsecured signs.

The 10 waste drums that exceeded the 90-day
accumulation period were identified as
originating from PFP. These drums were
partially characterized and transferred to
the Central Waste Complex for proper storage.
A letter identifying the dangerous and mixed
waste satellite and less-than-90-day
accumulation areas on the Hanford Site was
transmitted to Ecology.

The procedures were corrected to the
satisfaction of DOT and. after negotiations.
the fine was reduced to $2,100. which was
paid by WHC.

RL received concurrence from Ecology to
extend the deadline to January 15. 1991. The
repackaging of the drums was initiated on
December 18. 1990 however, this effort was
hampered by unfavorable weather conditions.
Eight additional working days were lost due
to high winds. snow. and rain. A1l 68 of the
problem drums were subsequently repackaged
and returned to the Central Waste Complex by
January 25, 1991. Ecology was both verbally
notifed by WHC and officially notifed by RL
of this additional delay.
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

10/707/91

Enforcement Actions

Subject

NPDES

Category Status

Informal

Informal

Closed

Closed

Page b
Agency Summary
DOH DOH conducted a technical review of radioactive
air emissions from PFP July 16-18. 1991. One
finding and five observations were identified.
Fisheries  In March 1991. RL began construction of a new

filter backwash pond in the 300 Area. A
component of this construction project was a new
outfall to the Columbia River. Army Corps of
Engineers' approval was secured for the outfall.
An NPDES permit has been applied for, and all
the necessary NEPA documentation is in place:
however, RL failed to apply for the necessary
hydraulic project permit approval from the
Washington State Department of Fisheries
(Fisheries) and for a temporary water quality
modification permit from Ecology before
construction of the outfall.

Comments
A Tetter from DOH to RL on September 19,
1994, formally closed this item.

Fisheries performed an inspection of the
construction project in June 1991. As a
result of the inspection. Fisheries recorded
this activity as a violation because a
portion of the construction was performed
below the high-water mark on the Columbia
River without a permit.

RL was instructed by Fisheries to do the
following: (1) place a screen on the outlet
of the outfall to prevent fish from trying to
swim up the pipe: (2) repair the damage to
the vegetation that occurred during
construction: and (3) contact Ecology on
whether a water quality modification permit
should be applied for after construction is
complete.

A screen was placed on the outfall in
December. A new hydraulic project permit has
been received to aliow for new trees to be
planted. Trees were planted to replace the
damaged vegetation during March. Ecology has
indicated construction of the outfall has
already occurred.

Although this was considered a

violation. no citation was issued to RL or
its contractors. Fisheries also stated that
there was no significant environmental impact
due to the construction of this outfail.
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

5/14/92

7/16/92

8/05/92

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

RCRA

CAA

Category Status

Informal

Informal

Informal

Closed

Closed

Open

Page 6

Agency

Ecology

Ecology

DOH

Summary

Ecology issued an inspection report for Tank 241
-SY-101 that alleges RL was in violation of
State Dangerous Waste Regulations (WAC 173-303).
These violations included the failure to inspect
monitoring systems, failure to provide and
operate adequate leak detection. failure to
allow inspectors access to training records, and
failure to properly identify personnel in the
training plan.

Ecology issued an inspection report for an
overflow of PUREX tank F18. The primary
violations that were alleged included lack of
spill reporting, failure to inspect monitoring
systems, and lack of adequate secondary
containment and overfill prevention controls.
DOH conducted an audit of 200 East Area Tank
Farms during March and April 1992 and identified
21 findings, 10 observations. and 9 best
management practices related to airborne
radioactive emissions from the tank farms.

Comments

RL has issued three responses to the state
regarding the alleged violations according to
the schedule in the inspection report. RL
has completed all corrective actions as
required by Ecology. No formal notification
indicating satisfactory completion of the
corrective actions has been received by
Ecology.

Correspondence from Ecology in October 1994
indicated this item would remain open until a
followup inspection could occur.

Ecology notified WHC by e-mail on October 23,
1995. that they now consider this issue
closed.

A letter was sent April 28, 1993. from
Ecology to RL and WHC stating formal closure
of this item.

The primary findings centered around
potential shortcomings in compliance with the
reasonably available control technoiogy
engineering standard. RL has completed
corrective actions to close these findings.

A response was sent to DOH in November 1992.
On September 2. 1994 DOH sent a letter to RL
indicating that 10 findings were still open.
and that the remaining observations (now
called findings Level IV) and BMPs were
closed. The letter requested that the
remaining open items be completed by November
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

9722792

G/29/92

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

CAA

Category Status

Informal

Informal

Closed

Closed

Page 7

Agency

Ecology

DOH

Summary

Ecology issued a compliance letter for T Plant
that alleges RL and WHC were in violation of WAC
173-303. These violations included failure to
meet waste generator and accumulation standards
such as recordkeeping inspections, use and
management of containers, waste designation. and
spills and discharges.

DOH issued a report detailing 15 action items
from an investigation concerning an unresolved
safety question at the B Plant main stack
ventilation system.

Comments

Tank farms personnel met with DOH on November
8. 1994, to discuss the original responses
and were unable to close any of the items at
that time. They met again on November 22.
1994, to discuss a closure pian. Tank farms
personnel agreed to submit responses by
January 31, 1995.

On March 3, 1995, DOH sent RL a letter
closing three findings. The letter stated
DOH was unsatisfied with the other responses
to the findings. and provided additional
guidance to respond to these items.

Tank Farms personnel have been preparing a
response. which has not been submitted to RL
yet.

RL and WHC have issued a response according
to the schedule described in the inspection
report. Most corrective actions have been
completed. Ecology has noted

T Plant's efforts to resolve their violations
and has officially closed this enforcement
action.

These action items included providing a
response to the following: improper
notification of DOH for emission control
system modifications. potentially inadequate
emission control system, and improper
ventilation sealing systems. A response was
provided by RL within the designated 45-day
time period. Ffive of the action items have
been completed to the satisfaction of DOH.
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (KEH)

Date
Received

10/06/92

10/23/92

10/27/92

Enforcement Actions

Category Status

Page 8

Summary

DOH issued a report for an audit performed at
the Uranium Trioxide Facility that identified
five minor findings.

The EPA issued a Notice of Noncompliance based
on an inspection conducted in September 1991.
One violation related to the cleanup of a PCB
spill was identified.

Ecology issued a compliance letter to RL and
Kaiser Engineers Hanford (KEH) alleging
violations of WAC 173-303. These violations

Comments

Closure of the remaining 10 action items wili
occur after completion of corrective actions
and ongoing negotiations with DOH. A
followup inspection occurred on June 22,
1994, and on September 16. 1994, DOH sent a
letter to RL formally closing this
inspection.

These findings were related to sampling data
collection, data reporting. and monitoring
equipment calibration. RL issued a response
within the designated 45-day time period.
Two of the findings have been closed to the
satisfaction of DOH.

DOH sent a letter to RL (correspondence
#9401923) dated February 11, 1994, to close
the remaining items idetified during the
surveillance.

On November 13, 1992, RL responded to the
Notice of Noncompliance. RL stated in the
response that the cleanup of the PCB spill
was completed on September 28, 1991, not
October 1. 1991, as alleged in the Notice of
Noncompliance. RL also outlined corrective
actions to ensure that cleanup of PCB spills
are initiated and completed within the
required 48 hours.

On November 25, 1992, EPA sent a letter to RL
stating they were satisfied with RL's
response and corrective actions and closed
the 1ssue.

RL and KEH issued a response within the
designated time period. A letter mailed on
January 14, 1993, from tcology to RL formally



12/14/95

Facility

Hanford (PNL)

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

10/30/92

11/12/92

1/15/93

2/02/93

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

RCRA

RCRA

CAA

Category Status

Informal

Informal

Informal

Formal

Closed

Closed

Closed

Closed

Page 9

Ecology

Ecology

tcology

DOH

Summary

included failure to meet the waste generator and
accumulation standards such as waste
designation, personnel training. recordkeeping.
and the use of a management of containers.
Ecology issued a compliance letter for the 305-8
storage facility alleging RL and Pacific
Northwest Laboratory (PNL) are in violation of
WAC 173-303.

Ecology issued a letter alleging that RL and WHC
are in violation of WAC 173-303. These
violations included leak detection. lack of
secondary containment. delayed notification and
reporting, and inadequate personnel training at
the single-shell tanks.

tcology issued a compliance letter for issues
related to the storage of mixed waste in the 241
-SY-101 Tank Farm.

DOH issued a Notice of Violation (NOV) for
radioactive air emission issues related to the
proposed fuel encapsulation activities at the
100-KE fuel storage basins.

Comment s

closed this item.

The violations included improper waste
designation, an inadequate contingency plan.
an inadequate waste inventory, improper
container labeling, and improper storage of
waste according to their fire code. RL and
PNL issued a response that disputed all
findings. These findings were resolved in a
letter sent from Ecology to RL on April 7.
1993.

Ecology also prepared a Tri-Party Agreement
change control form establishing enforceable
milestones to address the violations. RL and
WHC have issued a response requesting that
negotiations begin to address the proposed
milestones.

The violations noted included exceeding the
waste accumulation limit of 120 days. and
compliance problems associated with generator
waste storage. RL and WHC have issued a
formal response. No additional actions are
necessary.

The NOV stated that RL and WHC have initiated
work that directly supports fuel
encapsulation without approval of DOH. The
NOV formally directed RL and WHC to stop all
work at the 100-KE Basins immediately. RL
and WHC formally responded to the NOV. and a
Notice of Construction permit was issued in
the fall of 1993.
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

2/03/93

3/10/93

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

Category Status

Formal

Formal

Page 10

Agency

Superce EPA

Closed

Ecology

Summary

EPA issued a Compliance Order to RL and its
contractors alleging noncompliance with the
National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants for radionuclides.

Ecology issued an Order and Notice of Penalty
Incurred and Due for failure to adequately
designate approximately 2,000 containers of
s01id waste.

Comments

EPA and RL negotiated a Federal Facility
Compliance Agreement (FFCA) on February 7,
1994, to allow RL to confirm compiiance or
meet the compliance requirements of 40 CFR
61, Subpart H. The FFCA superseded the
compliance order and this will no longer be
tracked as an open item.

The Notice of Penalty stipulated a penalty of
$100,000. RL disputed portions of the Order
and Notice of Penalty. RL and Ecology have
agreed to resolutions to the disputed
portions, and these resolutions have been
agreed to by the Washington State Pollution
Control Hearing Board. which issued a
settlement agreement modifying the Order and
Notice of Penalty.

The settlement agreement for the Compliance
Order required submittal of a Waste Analysis
Plan (WAP) to confirm or complete the
designation of the waste in question.
Extensive negotiations regarding the content
of the WAP occurred between RL and Ecology.
and final approval was granted by Ecology on
November 1. 1993. Confirmation or completion
of the waste designation, following the
process established by the WAP. must be
completed by September 1. 1994.

Negotiations regarding an alternative to the
payment of the $100.00 penalty resulted in an
agreement that allows RL to set up an
Environmental Protection Scholarship in the
amount of $40.000 at Columbia Basin College.
and payment to PNL and the Washington
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Date
Facility Received Subject  Category Status  Agency Summary Comments

Department of Wildlife to plan for and carry
out a sagebrush revegetation effort on the
Hanford Arid Lands Ecology Reserve.

On August 24. 1994, RL transmitted a package
to Ecology that completed the actions
required by the Order.

Hanford (WHC) 5/12/93 RCRA Informal (Closed Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged The alleged violations were related to

violations related to a spill of ethylene glycol  immediate reporting of the incident and

at the 309-E Building to the 300 Area Process access to information. RL prepared a

Trench. response to this incident within the required
time period and considered that all
corrective actions required by Ecology were
completed. Since then. Ecology indicated
that they believed further information was
required for them to close this item. On
March 22, 1995, RL transmitted the additional
information to Ecology. The letter provided
answers to two questions posed by Ecology
regarding the ethylene glycol spill at the
309 Building. Ecology now considers this
item closed.

Hanford (WHC) 5/24/93 RCRA Informal Closed  Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged RL has prepared responses to the letter and

violations of various regulations related to has committed to pumping the remaining

tank system compliance at Tank 241-BX-111. liquids from the tank. Liquid pumping was
initiated in October 1993 and initially was
expected to be completed in January 1994.
This date was extended to April 30, 1994.

After all the liquid was believed to be
pumped. pictures were taken and a pool of
free Tiguid was found to be remaining. This
was pumped, and it amounted to about 5,000
gallons of supernatant. As of July 12. 1994,
all the supernatant Tiquid had been removed
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

7/09/93

8/24/93

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

RCRA

Category Status

Informal

Informal

Closed

Closed

Page 12
Agency Summary
Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged
violations of the generator accumulation
standards of WAC 173-303-200 at T Plant.
Ecology Ecology was notified on August 12, 1993, of a

request to extend the 90-day accumulation period
for T Plant waste because of the Tank Farms
safety stand down. Ecology denied the extension
because they believed the necessary requirements
were not satisfied in a letter they received
August 18, 1993, from RL.

Comments

and pumping was continuing on the
interstitial liquid. WHC expected this Tlast
stage of pumping to be done by the end of
July.

New photographs were taken after this final
pumping. and again liquid (estimate
approximately 10,000 gallons) was seen in the
tank. Additional pumping is planned to occur
after further integrity testing of the
transfer line.

In March 1995. this tank was declared interim
stabilized. Ecology notified WHC by e-mail
on October 23, 1995, that they now consider
this issue closed.

These alleged violations occurred during the
repackaging of unknown containers that were
generated in Tank Farms. RL has completed
all corrective actions as required by
Eoclogy. Additional correspondence from
Ecology requested more information related to
six repackaged waste containers. On December
2. 1993, RL submitted this information to
Ecology. and Ecology has indicated
satisfaction wth this response.

On September 22. 1993. approval of the 30-day
extension was received. The tank car was
shipped on September 17. 1994. as agreeed to
with Ecology. This item is now closed.
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

10/15/93

10/18/93

10/18/93

Enforcement Actions Page 13

Subject  Category Status Agency Summary

RCRA Informal Closed Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged
violations of the transporter requirements of
WAC 173-303-190 at the PUREX Facility.

RCRA Informal Closed Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged
violations of the treatment. storage, and
disposal requirements of WAC 173-303 at PUREX.

RCRA Informal Closed Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged

violations of the generator accumulation
requirements of WAC 173-303-200.

Comments

These alleged violations occurred while the
waste was being stored in a tank trailer
pending approval from Idaho to accept the
waste. RL transmitted a letter to Ecology on
June 28, 1994 (9404281). stating that items
in the compliance Tetter are closed. RL now
considers this item closed.

The primary violations involved not removing
1iquid from secondary containment within 24
hours and storing wastes in a unit not
permitted for storage. These alleged
violations occurred while waste was being
stored in Tank F18 and Tank F16. Transfer of
waste from Tank F16 and Tank F18 to Tank
Farms was initiated on October 22, 1993. A
total of six transfers were required to
remove the waste from Tank F16. The final
transfer from Tank F16 was completed on
November 1, 1993. RL provided Ecology with a
letter on Oecember 14, 1993. to document that
Tank F16 was emptied. The letter stated that
"with the removal of waste from Tank F16
completed. RL considers this action closed."
The violations resulted from a
reclassification of four process tanks at the
Plutonium Reclamation Facility (PRF) as waste
accumulation tanks. Ecology required the
implementation of a waste tracking system,
that tanks be labeled as hazardous waste
accumulation tanks. and providing direction
to PRF Operations regarding the regulatory
status of PRF waste tanks. The first item
has been completed. RL sent a letter to
Ecology in late November 1993, which
requested information on two exclusions in
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Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

10/26/93

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

Page 14
Category Status  Agency Summary
Informal Closed Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged

violations of the generator accumulation
requirements of WAC 173-303-200.

Comments

WAC 173-303-071(3) that may allow
reclassification of PRF waste tanks to non-
RCRA status.

On January 13. 1994, Ecology responded with a
letter that stated the above-mentioned tanks
were process tanks and, therefore, not
subject to generator waste accumulation
requirements under the WAC.

The compliance letter resulted from a Hanford
-wide inspection of temporary storage and
satellite accumulation areas. Several
findings and recommended corrective actions
were noted in the inspection. WHC has
completed these corrective actions.

At the 1164 Facility. one finding was
identified regarding container records. On
November 5. 1993. a copy of the records was
filed at the facility. The final report to
close this item was issued on December 16,
1993. A letter from Ecology on February 17.
1994, formally closed this item.

At the 1713-H satellite storage area, three
findings were identified, and two findings at
the 321 Facility were identified. With
regard to the 1713-H Facility. RL sent a
letter to Ecology on November 15, 1993,
Tisting the corrective actions taken and
stating that RL believed these actions "fully
resolve the inspection findings."” With
regard to the 321 Facility. this was a
temporary facility that has been closed.
thereby eliminating this issue.



12/14/95

Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

10/27/93

10/29/93

11/17/93

Enforcement Actions

Subject

CAA

RCRA

Category Status

Informal

Informal

Informal

Closed

Closed

Closed

Page 15

OOH

Ecology

Summary

DOH issued a compliance letter after an
inspection of the 291-U-1 stack monitoring
system on October 1. 1993.

DOH issued a report of a surveillance conducted
at PUREX during August 1993 that identified one
finding related to a lack of auditable
procedures and three best managment practices
(BMP), one related to tracking sampling
instrument serial numbers by location, and two
related to clarifying sampling procedures.

On November 17. 1993, Ecology issued a
compliance letter alleging inadequate controls
for preventing nonroutine releases of hazardous
sustances to the environment from WHC-managed
facilities in the 300 Area. The subject letter
was received following a release of ethylene
glycol to the 300 Area Process Sewer from the
309 Building in October 1993.

Comments

The letter identified two observations. RL
had believed that only findings required a
formal response, and did not formally respond
to the observations. An August 1994 audit by
DOH upgraged all fomer observations to
findings (level IV), which required RL to
provide a response.

A response was provided to RL on January 20.
1995. On July 13. 1995, DOH transmitted a
Tetter closing this inspection.

The finding was issued because the health
physics procedure document. WHC-IP-0718.
which had recently replaced WHC-1P-0692. did
not contain PUREX-specific procedures. PUREX
Health Physics implemented a field change on
November 9, 1993, to incorporate the PUREX-
specific procedures into the -0718 document.
A followup inspection scheduled for July 18,
1994, to determine resolution of this issue
was canceled since DOH had indicated they
were satisfied with the corrective action.

Closure of this finding was documented in a
telephone memorandum on October 17, 1994.

RL requested WHC to submit a written response
to the subject letter by December 22. 1993
(this date was amended to December 30.

1993).

On December 30. 1993, WHC responded to RL
with a letter that provided an assessment of
the potential for non-routine releases of
hazardous substances to the environment from
the 300 Area WHC- and KEH-managed facilities.



12/14/95

Facility

Hanford (WHC)

Date
Received

11/17/93

Enforcement Actions

Subject

RCRA

Category Status

Informal

Closed

Page 16
Agency Summary
Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged

violations in implementing the WAP.

Comments

Where hazardous materials were present, the
control systems for preventing releases to
the environment were evaluated. 1If the
control systems were found to be inadequate,
plans and schedules to upgrade the systems
were developed. The planned upgrades are
scheduled for completion before the start of
the 300 Area Treated Effluent Disposal
Facility. projected for December 1994. The
assessment provided to RL included
descriptions of each affected facility and
the action required Lo correct the
situation.

Ecology has said this issue was satisfied
with the submittal of RL's corrective
actions, but indicated a followup inspection
to verify compliance could occur.

On November 17, 1993, Ecology met with RL to
discuss alleged deviations from Section 1.4
of the WAP. which requires RL and Ecology to
approve changes. Also discussed was a
concern regarding waste management training.
a request for desk instructions. and a 1ist
of responsible persons. The information
originally was requested for December 1.
1993. Ecology agreed to delay the response
until December 8. 1993. and RL issed the
response on that date. The response states
that all proposed changes to the WAP will be
communicated to Ecology as requested. The
letter also addressed the other concerns
Ecology had. and made recommendations to
assemble a technical team to deal with issues
surrounding implementation of the WAP before
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Agency Summary

DOH DOH issued a compliance letter following a
surveillance on October 6. 1993. at the Fast
Flux Text Facility (FFTF). which identified two
findings and two BMPs. The letter requested a
response from RL within 45 days.

Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for

allegations that improvements (target actions)
to be performed at T Plant as part of the
Dangerous Waste Part A Permit Application were
found to be either incomplete or unsatisfactory
during a December 2, 1993, inspection.

Comments

they became concerns.

On January 5, 1994, Ecology closed this item.
One of the findings was that calibration tags
were not on monitoring instrumentation, and
the other finding noted that some monitoring
instruments had difficulty remaining in
calibration because of vender problems.
Recommended corrective actions were provided
in the compliance letter.

RL provided DOH a response on March 2, 1994.

RL transmitted a new response to DOH on
January 31, 1995. On July 13, 1995, DOH
transmitted a letter closing this inspection.
This target action. "Implement Periodic
Visual Inspection and Static Leak Test
Program for 2706-T and 211-T Tanks.” was to
be completed by October 1993. Ecology has
required implementation of effective visual
inspection and leak test programs for the
2706-T and 211-T sumps by December 15, 1993.
Ecology also required the completion of three
corrective actions by January 15, 1994:
specifically. repair of the backflow
preventer leaking to the 2706-T sump, repair
of the leak detection device for 2706-T. and
report on the progress of installing or
instituting leak detection for the 211-T
sump.

This item was put on hold while the alleged
violations were investigated. On November 7.
1994, Ecology transmitted a letter to RL and
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Agency Summary
Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter for an

inspection conducted November 18-22, 1993, at
the Transuranic Waste Storage and Assay Facility
(TRUSAF) to determine compliance with interim
status requirements under WAC 173-303. and to
status current activities with respect to the
Dangerous Waste Part B Permit Application.

Comments

WHC that followed a followup inspection on
October 18. 1994. No violations were noted.
RL considers this item closed.

Alleged violations included (1) failure to
maintain emergency equipment in accordance
with the facility contingency and emergency
plan. (2) failure to maintain operating
records in a manner sufficient to locate
wastes within the facility. (3) failure to
label containers with hazardous waste labels
or in a manner to adequately identify major
risks associated with the contents of the
containers, and (4) failure to store
containers within a compliant secondary
containment system.

The compliance letter stated that RL and WHC
needed to correct these findings by March 18,
1994.

On February 4. 1994. RL sent a letter to
Ecology providing a status of the four
corrective actions. RL considers the first
two items closed. RL requested an extension
to April 30, 1994, for the third item. and
stated that the fourth item would be
completed by March 14, 1994.

A unit managers' meeting was heid on June 1.
1994, which provided information indicating
the final two items have been completed.

On October 10. 1994. Ecology sent a letter to
RL formally closing this item.
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Agency

DOH

DOH

Summary

DOH conducted an audit of air monitoring

instrumentation adequacy and calibration on June
DOH believes past audits and

28 - July 2. 1993.
surveillances have identified instrumentation
out of calibration.

DOH issued a compliance letter that followed an

inspection of the 242-S Evaporator and SY Tank

Farm emission units on November 30 and December

1, 1993.

Comments

The audit revealed two findings. five
observations, and five BMPs. DOH requested
RL's response. including a corrective action
plan. by February 20, 1994.

On February 16, 1994, WHC provided RL with a
response to DOH. The response stated that
one finding would be resolved by March 18,
1994, and the other by April 30, 1994.
Completion dates were provided for the
findings and BMPs not already resolved.

On September 5. 1994, DOH sent a letter to RL
stating closeout of all the open items but
one finding. DOH is requesting response to
this last item by November 1. 1994.

WHC told RL on November 14, 1994, that this
deadline could not be met. and RL agreed to
inform DOH that a response would be submitted
by January 31. 1995. On January 20, 1995, a
response was submitted to RL. DOH formally
closed this inspection in a letter
transmitted August 25. 1995.

Three observations and one BMP were
identified. RL had believed that only
findings required a formal response. and did
not formally respond to the observations. An
August 1994 audit by DOH upgraded all former
observations to findings (level IV). which
required RL to provide a response.

RL submitted a response to DOH on January 25.
1995, On July 13, 1995, DOH transmitted a
letter closing this inspection.
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Agency

Ecology

DOH

Summary

Ecology issued a compliance letter for alleged
violations identified during an inspection on

December 9. 1993. at the Hanford Fire Department

to determine compliance with contingency plan
requirements under WAC 173-303 for hazardous
and/or mixed waste facilities.

DOH officials conducted an audit on August 23,
1993, of the 300 Area emission units.

Comments

The sections of the WAC that RL and WHC were
alleged to be out of compliance with are 173-
303-350(2), -350(3), and -350 (4). The
compliance letter stated that contingency
plans for 2715EA, 1177. 321. 384. and 284W
did not incorporate the WAC requirements.
Additionally. the letter stated that copies
of contingency plans for 284E. 284W, and
2715EA were not kept at the Hanford Fire
Department as required, and they were not on
the Hanford Local Area Network (HLAN).

The compliance letter requested corrective
actions to be complete by April 15, 1994.

RL transmitted the response letter to Ecology
on March 28. 1994. The letter presents a
revised RL/WHC contingency planning program,
and outlines the corrective actions RL will
take by May 31. 1994, to close this item.

WHC/RL completed corrective actions as

anned according to schedule. Ecology
notified WHC by e-mail on October 23, 1995,
that they now consider this issue closed.
The audit resulted in three observations (now
referred to as findings Tevel IV): (1)
carbon absorber units inspected (Building
340) did not have test ports or indication
(tags) of efficiency test performance. (2)
the electric pre-heater upstream of the main
filter bank for the 340 Building was not
operating to limit humidity: and (3)
calibration was not indicated (tags) on
gauges used to monitor performance of HEPA
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Summary

Ecology issued a compliance letter alleging
violations of facility recordkeeping
requirements for the Backlog Waste Program.

The alleged violations resulted from an Ecology
inspection on February 18, 1994, when Ecology
requested copies of training records.

Comments
filters (WHC and PNL faciiities). Corrective
actions were included in the letter report.

RL provided a letter to DOH on December 1,
1994, responding to the three items.
Corrective actions also were provided.
Another response letter containing additional
requested information was sent to DOH on
December 9, 1994.

On July 13. 1995, DOH transmitted a letter
closing this inspection.
The alleged violations are summarized below.

1) RL and WHC "failed to make training
records available for inspection...to verify
that employees involved in the backlog waste
program have received training...."

2) RL and WHC "failed to make training
records required by Chapter 173-303-330 WAC
available for inspection at all reasonable
times per Chapter 173-303-380(3[a])."

Ecology's corrective actions stated in the
"voluntary compliance letter" involve
providing the requested training records to
Ecology and then maintaining the appropriate
training records in the 200 West Area. and
keeping them available for future
inspections.

On April 14, 1994, Ecology sent a letter to
RL and WHC stating that their investigation
of training record accessibility for the
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Agency Summary

Ecology Ecology issued an Order (No. DE 94NM-063) and
Notice of Penalty incurred and due (No. DE 94NM-
062) against the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(COE) for disposing dangerous waste at the
Richland Landfill, and against DOE for not
providing adequate dangerous waste training to
COE employees.

Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter to RL and WHC

alleging noncompliance with WAC 173-303-330,
Personnel Training.

Comments

Backlog Waste Program was completed and the
issue has been closed.

Ecology has assessed a penalty of $9,500
against DOE and a $6,000 penaity against COE.
The fines stem from the accidental dumping of
dangerous waste at the landfill as part of
the cleanup activity ongoing at the North
Slope. The incident occurred late in 1993.

On April 15, 1994, Ecology sent a letter to
RL and COE stating satisfaction that the
corrective items identified in the order had
been completed, and approved the restart of
dangerous waste management work on the North
Slope. Ecology also requested in the letter
that before the generation or potential
generation of hazardous or mixed waste at
identified past-practice waste sites. that
Waste Control Plans be submitted to them for
approval. Ecology stated that the "letter
serves as a notice of completion of Order
requirements." except for the ongoing
requirements of the Waste Control Plans. and
stated that the "entire case will be resolved
upon payment" of the Penalty.

The allegations followed an inspection
conducted at tank farms March 17-18. 1994. to
determine compliance with generator
requirements. The inspector stated that at
the time of the inspection, a random sample
of training records was selected and that
approximately half of those were found to be
deficient. The action item in the letter
called for RL and WHC to review the training
of tank farms personnel by July 1, 1994, and
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Agency Summary
Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter to RL and WHC

on April 14, 1994, which followed an inspection
conducted on February 7-8, 1994, to assess
completion of Miletones 21. 22, and 23 of the
Tri-Party Agreement. The compliance letter
alleged seven violations of WAC 173-303: (1) WAC
173-303-300. General Waste Analysis; (2) -380,
Facility Recordkeeping: (3) -310. Security: (4)
-630. Use and Management of Containers:; (5) -
320. General Inspection: (6) -350. Contingency
Plan and Emergency Procedures; and (7) -640.
Tank Systems.

Comments
to complete and document all required
training.

On June 29, 1994, RL sent Ecology a letter
(9404279) stating that 95 percent of the tank
farms personnel had completed the required
training. and that all remaining personnel
would be limited to work not directly
affecting dangerous waste management
activities until their training was
completed.

Ecology conducted a follow-up inspection on
July 19. 1994, and indicated satisfaction
with this issue and said they consider this
closed.

Ecology's concerns were centered around RCRA
interim status requirements being relaxed on
the facilities that were inspected. which are
scheduled for closure or are undergoing a
change in mission. Ecology's concerns are
that relaxed mangement of hazardous waste
during these periods may cause a threat to
human health or the environment. Five
corrective actions were included in the
letter. three to be completed within 30 days.
two within 60 days. and one within 180 days.

On July 26. 1994, Ecology sent a letter to RL
stating that four of the five items had been
satisfactorily completed. The fifth item. to
construct a barrier around 100-D Ponds. was
discussed at the unit managers' meetings in
July. £Ecology stated in the letter
referenced in this paragraph that the barrier
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Agency Summary
DOH DOH issued a compliance letter that followed an

inspection at T Plant on March 16, 1994.

Comments

was dependent on the hazard posed by
contamination within the active portion of
the facility. This last item is now being
resolved by the ERC Team. If RL/BHI can
demonstrate that contamination would not
occur if the area were disturbed, then the
barrier requirement would be waived. Ecology
states "if data can be collected. analyzed.
and independently validated in a timely
manner." they would consider deferring the
compliance date of October 10, 1994, to
construct the barrier, until the sampling and
analytical results were complete.

On November 4, 1994, Ecology sent a letter to
RL stating that enforcement to construct a
barrier would be deferred until June 5. 1995,
when validated data is received.

Sampling was completed in January 1995. The
validation report and raw data were submitted
in May 1995, and the Data Evaluation Report
was submitted to Ecology by June 5. 1995.

Formal notification of closure was received
from Ecology on Deécember 1. 1995.

One finding and two observations were
identified during the audit. RL had believed
that only findings required a formal
response, and did not formally respond to the
observations. An August 1994 audit by DOH
upgraded all former observations to findings
(Tevel 1V), which required RL to provide a
response.
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Summary

Ecology issed a compliance letter to RL and WHC
on May 18. 1994, that followed a dangerous waste
compliance assessment of the PUREX and U03
facilities. The assessment was conducted to
"determine current compliance with interim
status requirements...and to review
applicability and appropriateness of
requirements for currently permitted vessels.
and those vessels that will be added to the
PUREX Part A Permit Application.” The letter
identified 7 findings. 5 observations, and 11
requirements.

Comments

On April 21. 1995, RL received a letter from
DOH that stated the above findings still
required a response for this item to be
closed. An initial response had been
prepared but was not submitted. A new
response was prepared by T Plant and
submitted to RL. and RL transmitted this
response to DOH. On July 13. 1995. DOH
transmitted a letter closing this inspection.
The Tletter states that "this investigation
was performed under the guise of an
environmental assessment rather than a
compliance inspection. However, failure to
correct the deficiencies may result in a
compliance action pursuant to the authorities
granted to Ecology by RCW-70-105." Because
of this language. RL/WHC decided to handle
this Tetter like a voluntary compliance
letter.

On June 27, 1994, RL issued a letter that
responded to the findings, observations. and
requirements. The Tetter's responses either
disputed the findings. etc.. or agreed with
them and provided corrective actions with
completion dates.

On August 1. 1995, WHC provided a letter for
RL to submit to Ecology stating that all
findings, observations, and requirements
noted during the compliance assessment have
been addressed. WHC and RL consider this
closed. though no formal notification of
closure has been received from Ecology.
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Agency

Ecology

OOH

Summary

Ecology issued a compliance letter to RL and PNL
on August 5. 1994, that followed a dangerous
waste compliance assessment of the 325 Shielded
Analytical Laboratory (SAL) on April 12 and 21,
1994.

DOH conducted a sitewide quality assurance audit
from August 15-19. 1994, which focused on the
overall QA program of RL, WHC, PNL. and BHI.
Four findings and two BMPs were identified.

Comments

Four areas of noncompliiance with WAC 173-303
were identified: (1) inadequate closure of
containers in storage:; (2) facility
recordkeeping. (3) interim status permit
violations: and (4) the absence of tracking
dangerous waste volumes after small
quantities of liquid wastes were mixed with
large quantities of water in the RMW sewer.
Corrective actions and dates for completion
were provided by Ecology.

The first two items were completed on
schedule. The second two items were put on
hold until after the facility was restarted.
when systems were in place to fully comply
with the requirements identified during the
inspection. This has occurred and RL
considers this closed. No formal notice of
closure has been received from Ecology.

DOH stated in their letter that a new
categoryvof findings. finding level IVs.
would be created to replace the former
category of observations, which in the past
had not been responded to. and that all
formerly identified observations from past
audits would be changed to finding level Vs
as well. The letter did not provide a date
for completion of the former observations.

On December 7. 1994, RL provided a response
to DOH. This submittal did not include
responses to previous audit findings. A
letter of clarification committing to a
January 31. 1995, response date was provided
to RL on December 23. 1994.
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Ecology

DOH

Summary

Ecology issued a compliance letter on October
18, 1994, to RL and WHC that followed an

inspection on August 3, 4, 15, and 29. 1994, at

the 204-AR Waste Transfer Facility. This
facility is operating as an interim status
facility under a revised Part A permit.

DOH issued a compliance letter to RL on November
3, 1994, that followed an inspection at the 200

West Tank Farms on October 19. 1994. The
inspection identified three findings and one
BMP,

Comments

On August 25, 1995, DOH transmitted a letter
to RL stating all the items identified during
this sitewide QA audit were closed.

There were three violations noted: (1)
emergency procedures were not in place: (2)
the contingency plan was not adequate: and
(3) transfer operation procedures were
inadequate. Additionally. three concerns
were noted.

RL responded to the violations in a letter
dated November 21. 1994. Ecology notified
WHC by e-mail on October 23, 1995, that they
now consider this issue closed.

During the inspection. stack monitoring
systems for five stacks in the 200 West Tank
Farms were examined. The findings identified
during the inspection are as follows: (1)
paper tape on the rotometers can lead to
inaccurate flow readings and inaccurate
calculations in determining doses: (2) sample
flow rate data for two stacks is low. which
is in violation of emission monitoring
procedures and could lead to under reporting
emissions: and (3) several instruments were
found to be out of calibration.

Corrective actions for the findings. and a
recommendation to correct the BMP. were
provided in the letter, and a response was
requested by December 22. 1994. 0On December
21. 1994, a response was provided to DOH.
DOH has said they will conduct a follow-up
inspection to verify compliiance.
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Agency Summary
Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter to RL and

Bechtel Hanford, Inc. (BHI). on November 15,

1994. that followed an inspection on November 3.

1994. of dangerous waste generator facilities.

Comments

On February 14, 1995, DOH transmitted a
letter to RL that stated two findings would
be closed after a follow-up inspection to
verify the corrective actions. The third
finding (item 2 above) requires further
action to complete it. This additional
information was provided to DOH in April
1995.

On August 25. 1995, DOH issued a letter to RL
stating that the remaining items had been
completed and that this inspection was
closed.

Three facilities were inspected and
violations were identified at the 271-U 90-
day accumulation area. These are as follows:
(1) the spill kit did not contain all the
required equipment (WAC 173-303-340): (2) the
waste inventory log sheet did not correspond
to the labeling on the container (WAC 173-303
-210); and (3) the weekly inspection log for
the facility indicated no problems were found
with any safety and emergency equipment:
however, safety and emergency equipment was
found to be missing. damaged. or out of
certification.

Ecology provided corrective actions in the
compliance letter and asked RL to provide a
"certificate of compliance” indicating
closure of the findings. RL transmitted a
response to Ecology on January 29. 1995. RL
considers this item closed.
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Agency Summary

Ecology Ecology issued a compliance letter on December
8. 1994, to RL and ICF KH that followed an
inspection on November 3. 1994, of satellite
accumulation areas in the 200 East and West
Areas. These areas are in support of Project W-
049H.

Ecology Ecology issued a voluntary compliance letter to

PNL on February 16, 1995, that followed an
inspection on January 23-25, 1995, at the 324

Building's Radiochemical Engineering Cells (REC)

and High-Level Vault (HLV) tanks. This
inspection was conducted to support resolution
of a dispute between the Tri-Parties.

Comments

The letter alleged three violations: WAC 173-
303-200(2)(a). the accumulation containers
were not under the control of the operator or
secured; WAC 173-303-950(2). paint materials
in the buckets at the area were left to air
dry, which constituted nonpermitted treatment
and disposal: and WAC 173-303-145(3)(a)(ii).
it did not appear that spilled materials were
mitigated or prevented. Additionally. five
areas of concern were noted in the Tetter.

The corrective actions were to be completed
within 24 hours of receipt of the letter, and
Ecology requested verification be submitted
to them by December 30. 1994.

On December 23, 1994, RL transmitted a letter
to Ecology to inform them of completion of
the corrective actions. On February 8. 1995,
Ecology transmitted a letter to RL closing
this item.

Facility transition negotiations that started
in July 1994 have included discussions on the
various compliance violations at the 324
Building. On February 7. 1995, the Dispute
Resolution Committee agreed that Ecology
should issue the voluntary compliance letter
to document the areas of noncompliance
associated with the 324 REC and HLV tanks.
and to restart negotiations of the Tri-Party
Agreement milestones to resolve them and
close the activities that are noncompliant.
The milestones. if agreed to by the three
parties (M-89 milestones), will satisfy the
regulatory enforcement options for the areas
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Agency Summary
BCCAA The Benton County Clean Air Authority issued a

Notice of Violation to WHC on March 28. 1995.

Comments

of noncompliance in the 324 Building.

The five violations are as follows: (1)
failure to ship waste offsite within 90 days
of accumulating 55 gallons or more; (2)
failure to store radicactive mixed waste in
containers or tanks in accordance with WAC
173-303-200(1)(b); (3) failure to meet tank
requirements in accordance with WAC 173-303-
640(2) & (6): (4) failure to apply for
interim status and failure to meet interim
status facility standards in accordance with
WAC 173-303-400: and (5) failure to prepare
land disposal restriction notifications for
shipments of radioactive mixed waste offsite
in accordance with WAC 173-303-140(2)(a) and
40 CFR 268.7(a)(1).

On March 8. 1995, RL transmitted a response
to Ecology outlining the measures RL and PNL
will take to resolve the compliance issues
associated with the 324 Building.

On October 23. 1995, Ecology sent WHC an e-
mail message stating this issue was ciosed
"subject to issues being resolved via TPA."
The NOV stated WHC was in violation of WAC
173-425-070(4). which allows local air
authorities to restrict conditions for
burning. On February 25. 1995, burning at
the 1250 Building (as a training exercise
assumed by the Hanford Fire Department)
continued past the time authorized by the
Special Burning Permit. The NOV requires a
response in 30 days.
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DOH

DOH

tcology

Summary

On April 20, 1995. RL received a compliance
letter from DOH that followed an inspection at
the Waste Sampling Characterization Facility
(WSCF) on April 3, 1995. The letter identified
two findings.

DOH issued a compliance letter to RL on April
25, 1995, that followed a visit with the
engineering staff at ICF KH and WHC on March 15.
1995, One finding was identified.

Ecology issued a compliance letter to PNL on May
3, 1995, that followed an inspection of the 331
Building in January and February 1995. The
inspection followed the issuance of an Unusual
Occurrence Report filed by PNL. The letter
identified five violations.

Comments

On April 24, 1995, the BCCAA transmitted a
letter to WHC's Hanford Fire Department that
stated further enforcement action would not
be required. This item is now closed.

The first finding was a violation of WAC 246-
247-075, Quality Assurance. Two compliance
air samples from an unplanned release did not
contain chain of custody requirements. and
correct procedures were not followed for the
two samples. The second finding also was a
violation of WAC 246-247-075. There was no
air sample procedure for unplanned reieases.

DOH transmitted a letter to RL on August 25,
1995, that stated this item was closed.

DOH inspectors reviewed a design project.
The finding is a result of DOH's belief that
RL does not provide adequate oversight and
control of the project. DOH said in the
finding that RL needed to resolve contractor
differences in calculations of potential to
emit for the project.

RL is preparing a response to this finding.
PNL filed the Unusual Occurrence Report after
a drum repackaging event occurred in which a
pressurized drum was improperly opened.
resulting in damage to the facility. worker
contamination, and release of radioactive
materials. The five violations are as
follows: (1) failure to properly designate
waste; (2) failure Lo overpack containers:
(3) accumutating waste onsite for greater
than 90 days without proper hazardous waste
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Informal

Closed
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Agency Summary
Ecology RL and WHC received a voluntary compliance

letter from Ecology on May 15, 1995, that
followed Ecology's investigation into the
acceptance of labpack wastes into the Central
Waste Complex {(CWC).

Comments

labeling; (4) failure to inspect the
dangerous waste storage area: and (5) failure
to properly train personnel working with
dangerous waste.

tcology has required a response to the first
four violations within 30 days. and an
immediate response to the fifth violation.

On May 30. 1995, Ecology issued a formal
Notice of Penalty Incurred and Due (No. DE
95NW-127) to RL and PNL. and assessed a
$7.000 fine (see entry below).

RL/PNL provided a response to Ecology on June
2. 1995. Ecology asked for additional
information, which was provided. On August
7. 1995. Ecology transmitted a Tetter to RL
closing this action.

Six violations of WAC 173-303 were identified
as a result of the investigation. They are
Tisted below.

(1) Failure to confirm knowledge about a
dangerous waste before treating. storing. or
disposing of it (WAC 173-303-300).

(2) Failure to provide a training program
sufficient to ensure facility personnel can
effectively respond to emergencies or to
incorporate all dangerous waste management
procedures relevant to their positions (WAC
173-303-330) .

(3) Failure to incorporate in the contingency
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Agency

Summary

Comments

plan actions to be taken in the event a
dangerous waste shipment arrives. is not
acceptable, and cannot be transported (WAC
173-303-350) .

(4) Failure to submit a written report to
Ecology within 15 days that emergency action
was taken (WAC 173-303-360).

(5) Failure to note significant discrepancies
in the manifest, failure to submit a letter
to Ecology within 15 days describing the
discrepancies. and failure to take continency
plan actions (WAC 173-303-370).

(6) Failure to locate dangerous waste within
the facility or to cross- reference wastes by
specific manifest numbers.

Eight corrective measures and the dates to
complete these measures were provided in the
letter.

On June 2, 1995, RL provided a response to
Ecology that described the corrective actions
completed to date and the remaining actions
that will occur to close this item.

On June 15, 1995, RL transmitted another
ietter to Ecology with more information. On
July 12. 1995, WHC provided RL a letter to
transmit to Ecology that stated RL and WHC
considered all corrective actions required by
Ecology have been completed.
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Subject
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Agency

Ecology

DOH

Summary

On May 30. 1995, Ecology issued a Notice of
Penalty Incurred and Due (No. DE 95NW-127)
against RL and PNL after a pressurized drum was
inproperly opened and damaged the facility.
caused worker contamination, and released
radioactive material.

DOH 1issued a compliance letter on June 5, 1995,
that followed an inspection at the Central Waste
Complex.

Comments

On September 14, 1995, Ecology issued another
compliance letter to RL and WHC. which stated
that two corrective measures were not
satisfactorily completed. The letter
summarized the deficiencies with the
corrective actions, and provided additional
corrective actions that needed to be
completed for the state to be satisfied with
the closure of this item. Ecology said in
its letter that RL and WHC had 15 days to
complete the requirements in the letter. and
that a response was required within 30 days.

On September 20, 1995, Ecology issued a
'tter to RL and WHC that extended the above
15-day response requirement to 30 days. On
October 26. 1995, Ecology transmitted a
letter to RL and WHC stating they were
satisfied with RL's response to the required
corrective measures, and stated this
inspection was now closed.
This incident is described above under the
entry dated May 3. 1995.

On August 7. 1995, Ecology transmitted a
letter to RL closing this action.

One finding was identified. DOH said in
their compliance letter that some drums
stored at the Central Waste Complex used drum
1ids containing an activated charcoal filter,
which allows a gas exchange. These drums are
not considered sealed sources. The facility
needed to obtain a Notice of Construction
(NOC) permit before construction in order to
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Ecology

DOH

DOH
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Summary

Ecology issued a letter to DOE stating that DOE
is in violation of the TPA and RCW 70.105.

DOH issued a Notice of Correction to RL that
stated RL was not in compliance with WAC 246-
247. DOH stated that RL was required to obtain
a Notice of Construction (NOC) permit and
department approval for emission unit
modifications, which was not done before efforts
to decontaminate the B Cell at the 324 Building
began.

DOH issued a compliance letter following an
inspection on May 31. 1995, that was intended to
close out previous audit findings. and another
inspection on July 13, 1995, when the inspectors
returned and the problems still had not been
corrected.

Comments

store drums that are not sealed sources. The
letter required a response in 60 days.

On July 12. 1995. a response was provided to

- DOH that stated the NOC would be prepared and

provided to DOH by August 31. 1995. DOH
approved the NOC on October 24, 1995. No
formal notice of closure has been received
from DOH to close this inspection.

The letter stated that Ecology was
considering formal enforcement action.

On July 20, 1995, RL responded to Ecology in
a letter that stated "there are several
problems and inaccuracies in these
allegations,” and explained where RL believed
Ecology was inaccurate.

The Tetter requires RL to submit to DOH an
Assurance of Discontinuance of all work at
the 324 Building. DOH said in the letter
they will take enforcement action if the
terms of the letter are not met.

The inspectors identified monitoring
instrumentation that was not calibrated. had
out-of-date calibration stickers. or had
incorrect or missing catibration stickers.
The letter states "This has been a recurring
problem since the inception of our reguiatory
inspection program. Failure to verify
calibration of equipment calls into question
the accuracy of data used in offsite dose
calculations.”
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Summary

DOH transmitted a compliance letter to RL on
September 21. 1995. that followed an inspection
at 100 N Basin and 1303 N silos. The letter
identified one finding and two BMPs.

Ecology issued a voluntary compiiance letter to
BHI on October 4, 1995, for accumulating
hazardous waste Tonger than the allowed 90-day
storage period at the 183-H solar evaporation
basins.

Comments

The Tetter stated that RL needs to develop a
corrective action plan by October 2. 1995. to
correct the problems with calibration. After
that date. DOH inspectors will randomly
verify that air monitoring and indication
equipment is in calibration and marked
accordingly.

On October 11, 1995, RL transmitted a
response to DOH. No formal notification of
closure has been received.

The finding stated that the current
laboratory inventory control program was
inadequate to correlate the air monitoring
values with the quantitiy of activity
processed in the hoods during the sampling
period. DOH is requesting a response by
December 1. 1995.

On November 14, 1995, BHI transmitted a
response to the finding. No formal
notification of acceptance has been received.
This voluntary compliance letter followed an
incident in which one of the drums containing
183-H basin waste blew its 1id off while the
drum was being opened at T Plant for
verification prior to entering storage. As a
result. all the drums of waste that had been
collected from the basins were returned back
to the basins. which then caused the waste to
be accumulated greater than the 90 days
allowed by the regulations.
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DOH

Ecology

Summary

The DOH's Department of Drinking Water issued a
Notice of Violation to RL for operating the 100
Area water system without certified operators.

DOH issued a compliance letter on November 6,
1995, that followed a sitewide radiocactive air
emissions audit conducted September 25-28. 1995.
The audit was conducted on dose assessment
activities performed by WHC, PNL. Quanterra
Laboratories, and the ERC team.

Ecology issued a letter to RL and BHI on
December 5, 1995, which followed an
investigation that assessed compliance with the
Dangerous Waste Portion of the Hanford Facility
RCRA Permit. This investigation was a result of
an incident that occurred at T Plant. (Refer to
the writeup of 10/4/95 above for details.)

Comments

RCW 70.119 requires certified water works
operators responsible for the active daily
technical operation of the water system. The
letter required a response within 30 days of
the Tletter.

On November 9, 1995, RL issued a letter to
DOH regarding the proper operator
certifications. RL considers this item
closed.

The audit identified 18 Notices of Correction
and 12 BMPs. The Notices of Correction have
replaced issues previously reported as
findings. A response is required for these
Notices of Correction by January 6, 1996.

As a result of this inspection into the
events that led up to the drum ejecting its
1id. Ecology believes RL and BHI have
deficiencies with their dangerous waste
management., specifically in training and
waste documentation. Ecology also believes
the inspection revealed failure by RL and BHI
to meet Hanford Site waste acceptance
requirements in place for the 183-H Closure
Project.

This is the first time Ecology has cited
Hanford for vioiation of the RCRA Permit.
Ecology s requiring a response by January 5,
1996,





