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PROPOSED TRANSITION PERIOD FOR IMPLEMENTING REVISED PROCESS FOR 
PERMIT INCORPORATION OF DESIGN DOCUMENTS AT THE WASTE TREATMENT 
AND IMMOBILIZATION PLANT (WTP) 

Reference: WA7890008967, "Dangerous Waste Portion of the Hanford Facility Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act Permit for the Treatment, Storage, and Disposal of 
Dangerous Waste, Chapter IO and Attachment 51, 'Waste Treatment and 
Immobilization Plant."' 

In January 2007, the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of River Protection (ORP) and Bechtel 
National, Inc. (BNI) submitted comments on the draft Dangerous Waste Permit (DWP) prepared 
by the Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) to incorporate the melter 2+2 
configuration. The comment package included a proposed alternate condition regarding 
submittal of design documents for incorporation into the permit. This proposed condition 
identified an alternate process for incorporating the design into the permit, including submittal of 
source engineering drawings/documentation. Should Ecology agree with the revised approach, 
this letter provides a proposal for transitioning the permitting process from the current approach 
to one that implements the submittal of source design documents under the DWP (Reference). 

ORP and BNI are requesting Ecology allow for a transition period to avoid potential impacts to 
WTP construction due to delays in the approval of Permit Change Notices (PCN) and permit 
design packages resulting from the implementation of a new BNI internal permitting process. As 
discussed with Ecology, this transition is expected to take approximately nine months, not to 
exceed one year after the issuance of the DWP incorporation of the melter 2+2 permit 
modification. 

Office of River Protection 
P.O. Box 450 MS H6-60 
Richland, Washington 99352 

Bechtel National, Inc. 
2435 Stevens Center Place 
Richland, Washington 99354 
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During the transition period, BNI will continue to submit packages and PCNs to ORP and 
Ecology using either the existing permitting process or the alternate approach. If the existing 
permitting process is used, the note added to permit drawings regarding portions of the drawing, 
shown in phantom will be modified to read "The portions of this drawing shown in phantom do 
not require Independent Qualified Registered Professional Engineer (IQRPE) assessments of 
design or installation inspections by a qualified installation inspector in accordance with the 
DWP and/or Washington Administrative Code (WAC) requirements, or identification in the 
project's Component Information System (CIS) as DWP affecting." Construction activities will 
proceed in accordance with approved permit documents and associated change documents 
(e.g., Design Change Notices, Specification Change Notices, Field Change Notices, Field 
Change Requests, and Supplier Deviation Disposition Requests) sent to Ecology per Permit 
Condition 111.10.C.9.h. Construction of support systems (e.g., utilities) will continue as defined 
on engineering source drawings that are required by Ecology to be submitted in accordance with 
permit conditions. 

ORP and BNI propose to .include the following quoted text in their transmittal letters to Ecology: 

"The BNI internal dangerous waste permitting process is being revised to reflect new 
requirements of the DWP. During this revision period, submittals to Ecology will be 
performed using the existing permitting process to identify components requiring IQRPE 
assessments of design or installation inspections by a qualified installation inspector in 
accordance with the DWP and/or WAC requirements." 

Source General Arrangement (GA) drawings will be submitted to Ecology for approval during 
the transition period since GA drawings are not used for IQRPE assessments, installation 
inspections, or CIS identification of DWP affecting components. Therefore, the quoted text 
above will not be included in transmittal letters to Ecology that transmit GA drawings only. As 
discussed with Ecology staff, the source GA drawings will not have a Professional Engineer 
stamp. 

ORP and BNI propose Ecology's approval letters include text to clarify the changes being 
approved such as: 

"Ecology is approving only the design changes identified in the permittees' submittal. 
Decisions regarding the regulation of support systems (e.g. , utilities) and instrumentation will 
be made at a later date. Only those components in direct contact with the waste or part of 
secondary containment require installation inspections or IQRPE reports." 

The concept of the transitional period has been informally discussed between ORP, BNI, and 
Ecology staff as indicated in the March 7, 2007, Meeting Minutes (attached). 
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If you have any questions, please contact Lori A. Huffman, Office of Environmental Safety and 
Quality, (509) 376-0104, or Brad G. Erlandson, BNI, (509) 371-3826. 

/✓�' ;_I},/.:_ 
Shirley J. 0 'tier, Acti�Lr 
Office of 1ver Protection 

ESQ:LAH 

Attachment 

cc w/attach: 
C. M. Albert, BNI 
J.M. Atwood, BNI 
B. G. Erlandson, BNI 
P. A. Fisher, BNI 
D. A. Klein, BNI 
L. T. Lamm, BNI 
P. E. Peistrup, BNI 
T. D. Semmens, BNI 
B. Becker-Khaleel, Ecology 
S. L. D.ahl, Ecology 
E. A. Fredenburg, Ecology 
S. A. Thompson, FHI 
A. C. McKarns, RL 
Administrative Record (WTP H-0-8) 
BNI Correspondence 
Environmental Portal, LMSI 

cc w/o attach: 
C. E. Rogers, BNI 

W. S. Elkins, Project Director 
Bechtel National, Inc. 
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• 
Meeting Minutes 

. ·Group Chair: Brad Erlandson 
Meeting l: .February 14, 2007; 11:30-'12:30 

Ecology Office�. Columbia Room, 3C 
Meeting 2: February 26, 2007 

. . B� Office, MPF, J-109 

.11·1■1111111111" 
R10769238 

CCN: 150233 

Sµbject "Alternate DWP 2+2 Permit Condition for Design Submittals 
Prepared .by: Brad Erlandson . . . .  

Meeting 1: ·February 14, 2007 
These mccting minutes provide a summary of ORP, BNI, and Ecology discussion concerning 
implementation of an alteniate permit condition/process for submittal of WTP design 
infomiation for Ecology approval ·and incorporation into the Dqerous Waste Permit. The 
meeting agcmda provided an outline for these discussions and is included as attachment 1. The 
draft "Al�" permit condition is.included as attachment 2, BD:d a high-level draft permitting 
process diagram is providecl,'in attachment 3. Prior to starting the meeting Lori Huffinan asked 
Brenda Beck�-Kluilccl to provide a status of specific 2+2 permit condition comments submitted 
by ORP/BNL Brenda's feedback is provided in attachment 4. 

Ecology comments on the pro_posed comfition: Ecology_was generally satisfied wilh the 
alternate permit condition language, but proposed three changes. · 

. . . . . 

1. · Bullet 2, "Certification by a registered profesatonal engineer (i.e., stamping) in 
accordance with WAC l73-303-806(4)(a) i8 not required," is acceptable if the 
permittees are willing to modify permit condition III.10.C.9.g. (see below) to 
require PE �rification of . the final as-built dmwinga.·. • Integrity Assessment 
reports for the design .would continue to be prepared and stamped by an 
Independent Qualified-Registered Professional Engineer (IQRPE)., BNI will 
investi� Ecology's st.amping ��ons with WTP Engineering. 

. . 
· DI.10.C.9.g. Upon completion.of the WTP Unit construction Sllbject to this Permit, the Permiltees s_hall 

· produce as-builJ drawinp of the project which Incorporate the daign and con.,truction 
modifications re.nJtingfrom all change documentation as well a.r modifications _made 
pursuant to Permit Conditions HI.JO. C.2.e., III.10.C.2f., and m.10.C.2.g. 11se Penntttees 
shall place the as-built drawings inti) the operating record within twelve (12) months of 
completing construction. 

Ecology also questioned whether the documentation submitted by the Pcrmittccs, certifying that WTP has 
been constructed in compliance with the Permit condition Ill.10.C.2.a (sec below), would be stamped by 

RECEIV!D 

htMM1I. 6 2007 

DOE-ORP/ORPCC 
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the RegiBtercd Professional Engineer- BNI �spondcd that they were having internal discussions OD what 
would be provided to satisfy �t permit condition. 

Ill.J 0.C.2.a. The Permittees may not commence �t or storage .of dtmFtJru was� or ml%ed waste 
in any new or modified pqrtion of the facility until the Permittees have received a Permit 
modification approval J)llm,l(Ult to Permit Conditions III. l 0. C.2.e. and III.l O.C. 2/., or· 
01.10.C.2.g., and iubmilted to Ecology, by certifted mail, expreas mall, or hand deltwry, a 
letter signed by the Pennitlees and a kgistere.d Professional Engineer stating tlrat the 

facllity has been constructed or modified in compliance with the Permit In accordance with 
WAC 173-303..IJJO(U)(a); and 

• i, Ecology has inspected tJie modified or newly constructed facility and find.s tt ts m 
compliance with the collditions _of the Permit,' or 

. 
. 

ii. Ecology has either waived the inspection or has not, within ftfteen .businesr days, after 
receipt of the Pef'!"tltees' letter, notified the Permitteea of an intent to in.Tpect. 

2. Bullet 5, because the ag�cy and the permittees do not have a shared 
understanding of the phrase, "non-waste management operations," Ecology 
proposes to better define non-waste management operations in the permit. . 

· Ecology sees three categories of components/instruments: (1.) those that directly 
· affect waste handling and will l>e included in permit tables. defining operating 
ranges, inspection. or other requirements; (2) those that are clearly of no 
consequence to waste ma.nagement that will be excluded from 'permit tables; and 
(3) those components that are in a gray area (e.g., steam supply1o :an ejector used 
to remove waste from ·a sump). BNI and ORP commented that descnbing these 
components/proces&C$ in chapter 4 of the DWP should be BUfficient. Ecology does 
·not want to exclude the possibility that some small number o:f these support 
system components may be included in permit tables or specifically addressed in 
permit conditic;>ns. Ecology suggested that. the permit' requirements relating to 
cah'bration, inspectiOll, and ina:iutenance of those components/processes descnbed 
in Chapter 4 and not in the inspection tables would. be at a hiplcwel (i.e., more 
generic) 'than what will be require<l'in the existing, yet unpopulated permit tables. 
Lori �uffi:nan pointed out that the process descriptions in chapter 4 of the permit 
are enforceable and the permit must� modified if processes change. · 

. . 

3. Ecology proposes to delete bullet 8 believing it is redundant with bullet 7 (e.g., 
once permit inspection �les have been populated per bullet 7, there is no need 
for.a condition indicating which items do not require inspection). There was 
general agreement on this point. 

Review of Permitting Process Diagram: Brad Erlandson presented a draft permitting 
process diagram and discussed how permit modifications could� made using source 
drawings. �e following key points were discussed by meeting participants: 
• • Source documents ( e.g., drawings, mechanical data sheets, specifications) would be 

submitted to ORP/Ecology without being PE stamped, . Drawings would not be 

24590-P ADC-P00025 Rev 9 (2nf}Jj(J1) Page2of13 
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bolded or ghosted satisfying Ecology's objective of maintaining configuntion control 
in the permit of both waste management and support systems. Unique pcnnit 
documents (e.g., flooding volume, leak detection, hydrogen generation, etc.) still will 
be used where there isn't a single-source engineering document. These documents 
would not be PE stamped, but review and issuance of these docuincnts would 
otherwise be IDlChanged. .. · · . 

• DOE and Ecology -c�en.� � an iss�ed d�sign document (e.g., drawing) would be 
dispositioned with the commenter, and ·as appropriate, a fomial action tracking item 
(ATS) or a design change document (e.g., drawing change notice (DCN)) would be 
issued to resolve the comment and/or incorporate the cominent into the design. .If a 

· design change were requiml, t.b.e docum�t (?r dra� woul� be reissued in . accordance with engineering procedures (e.g.,· after 10 DCNs accumulate). 
• Appl-6v� design change documents that have �t b� in�� h1to the 

engineering document will be included in the permit package or PCN for information. 
but would oot be incorporated into the permit As permit documents an, revised in 
�rdance with BNI's intemalprocesses.(e.g., after _10 DCNs accumulate for a 
drawin�), a PCN incorporating the

-
� perQlit document woul� be su_bmitted. 

• WI'P would continue to submit approved design change document, (e:g., DCN, 
SCNs, FCRs, etc.) and non-c()mormance reports electronically to Ecology in the 
weekly ''mµk-run" in accordance with existing permit conditiODS and Ecology would 
identify any changes requiring permit modifications. The Pemrittecs will continue to 
alert Ecology to any:such change docliments that arc considered iniporta:nt enough to 
require a record of Ecology's concurrence or disapproyal prior to construction or 
installation. · · · 

• Construction would progress in accordance with the approved drawu:ig in the permit 
at:id the design changes provided ·to Ecology. · 

• F6llowing revision and issuance of an enginec,ring drawing it would be resubmitted to 
· ORP and Ecology with a Perm.it Chmge Notice (PCN). DCN's associated witli a 
drawing can be identified in DOC Search. Don Sommer does these searches 
routinely and 'offered to-demonstrate for anyone'who is interested. Don indicated 
search results .can be pastr4 into an Excel ·spread sheet fur easier sorting. Lori 
Hu.ffinan suggested. it might not be necessary to resubmit every ch:awing each time it 
is revised for incorporation irito the permit. Ecology did not agree with this, each 
document should be submitted for incoiporation into the pennit as it is revised by the 
Permittee. 

Potential Issues and Solutions to-Revised Process: No longer holding drawings will 
require changes ·to .WTP processes. Bolded drawings are currently used to identify 

. permitted equipment in CIS and are routinely used by project and field engineering to 
determine if potential changes (DCNs, FCRs,. CDRs and SDDRs) impact permitted. 

· equipment and sYKtcms. Permit P&IDs and CIS are used by the IQRPE and Independent 
Tanlc/MTU Installation Inspectors to identify permitted equipment including piping and 
in-line components, which may not be identified in the permit tables. In addition, CIS 

W90-PADC-F00025 R.cv 9 ('Jf//2007) Pagc3 ofl3 
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will be used to populate other databases for control of instrumentation and conduct of . 
equipment maintenance. · . . 
Group discnµision suggested it might be best to initially populate CIS with those 
components directly managing waste. Then, populate CIS with other instrumentation and 
support system (utility) components, in parallel with permit tables. 

· Configuration �ntrol of the permitted components in each critical system would be · 
. maintained on P&IDs in the permit Specific requirements for regulated components on 
these drawings would be addressed in permit tables and associated� (e.g., Chapter 6, 
. Procedures to Prevent Hazuds (inspection plans) and the associated inspection· schedules_ 
(Chapter 61 Appendix 6A)], in a permit condition, or through descriptive text in Chapter 
4. Chapter 4, Process Description. would be used to doscn'be processes, including specific 
components of interest � Ecology. where there isn't a need to identify specific 

. 

parameters such as operating ringes, automatic cutoffs, or _inspection schedules. Lori 
Huffinan indicated that once "as-built" dmwings are placed in the operating � other 
Hm_nord RCRA pcrmits contain a list of drawings in the permit for reference . 

. Avoiding Impacts.to WTP Desim and Construction: � Erlandson explained the need 
for BNI. ORP md Ecology to approve WTP-design pending permit issuance and 
· development of a new permitting process. Based on the permit being issued in March or 
April; time required to obtain an approved trend to fund modification of the WTP 

· permitting ind engineering processes; and the time required to implement process 
changes; it is lik:eiy that Permit Change Notices and Permit design packages could be 
delayed until late summer or early fall which would impact construction.- Some LAW 
permit packages are expected to be ready for processing in April 2007 and a number of 
p�t change notices are already on hold. 
Discussion centered on continuing to supply boldcd drawings, which would continue to 
support -IQltPE assessments. installation inspections, and DWP component identification 

. in CIS; until the 2+2 final permit is issued and.a revised process can be established. ORP 
and BNI would recognize m their tnmsmittal letters that the � is being revised and 
that bolding is-for the purpqses dcs�bcd above. If Ecology' approved the PCN the letter 
would make clear that the agency was only approving the design changes identified on 
the PCN, and decwQns regarding support systems-(utilities) and �entaii.on will be 
made � the new permi� process is in place. 
Julie Atwood suggested the ri� "ror a disciplined process to

. 
as� changes to permitting · 

processes � fully developed and agreed to by all parties before being implemented. 
. Pete Furlong asked if Ecology would be willing to establish a transition period for 

implementation of the new permit condition. Pete. Furlong suggested a 9�month 
transiti�n period. 
Brenda Becker-Khaleel indicated she would have to discuss the proposal with Ecology 
managem�t and that any Ecology approvals would contain strong caveats. 
Julie Atwood also mentioned the importance of having time to provide the draft 
responsiveness swmnary to ORP, BNI, and Ecology management prior to the 
responsiveness summary �g released to the public to assure there are no surprises and 

Plp4of_l3 
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to allow for management discussion if appropriate. Ecology indicated a dratl: 
responsiveness summary will be made available prior to being released to the public, but 

· emphasized Ecology would be primarily interested in any cOJDJllcnts related to the 
technical accuracy of the documeni ·and that the agency can not negotiate the content of 
their response to comments. 

Actions: 
• Erlandson to provide Ecology with a word version of attachment 2 to ORP/BNI 

comm�ts on draft 2+2 permit ( complete). 
• Erlandson to. discuss PE stamping of as built drawings/with engineering 

managenient in lieu· of stamping each permit drawing or docmnent (complc,te). 
• Erlandson to provi,de feedback on the permittee's plans regarding docum.�tation 

that would be submitted at the end of the project to certify that WTP had been 
cOD&tructed in accordance_ with pcmnit requirements. . · · · 

• . Erlandson to develop draft letter/proposal regarding transition period for 
·: implementation of revised permit conditi_ons (complete). · 

• . Becker-Khaleel to discuss approval of PCNs and pcrmit packages du.ring 
.· transition period with.Ecology management ( com.pl�). 

• Be_cker-Khaleel to draft definition.regarding "non-waste management operations." 
• . Htrl:fman to discuss ·Risk Budget Tool with CH2M Hill and suggest alternate 

. language for IDF permit condition (complete). 

Meeting 2: February 26, 2007 
. . . 

This meeting provided an opportunity to follow up ·and clarify discussions and �tion items from 
the February 14, 2007 meeting. 

B�da B�ker-Khaleel reviewed Ecology's schedule for permit issuance. Key dates include: 

• March 8: : 
• · March 16: 
• March 19: 
• March 26: 
• April 2: 
• April 15: 

Ecology Internal/Legal review ofResponsiveness Summary 
Draft Responsiveness Summary complete 
Share Responsiveness Summary with permittees 
Permittees provide feed back to Ecology as appropiiate 
Ecology does final permit assombly 
Ecology issues Rmporunveness Summary/permit 

Ecology reiterated that the agency is primarily· interested in comments re� to the 
technical accuracy of the Responsiveness Summary and that the agency can not negotiate 
the content of their response to comments. 

Lori Huffman, ORP, indicated she had talked to CH2M HILL regarding the risk budget tool that 
will be used to evaluate risk at the Integrated Disposal Facility (IDF). CH2M HILL said they 
would not be allocating specific risk limits to individual waste generators. lnstead, _theywill 
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. perform an integrated risk analysis to idmtify specific constituents of concern and then address 
i88UCS with individual waste generators as appropriate. ORP believes the WTP's obligation is to 

. · meet IDF waste BCQeptance criteria and is concerned that it is unclear how Ecology expects the 
project to participate iri. IDF risk modeling. Ecology expressed their concern that �WTP made 

· "bad �s,, that it could use up a greater portion of the available � allowance at IDF than 
intended, Ill' that there would be glass containers �tbout a disposal path. 

On the �ect of stamping as-built drawings, Ecology clarified that the February 14th meeting 
minutes should reflect stamping of as-built dmwings, or a report specific to as-built drawings 
(III.10.C.9.g.), but not the letter from a professional engineer used to document that the facility 
has been constructed in accordance with the permit (Illl0�C.2.a.). Brad Erlandson indicated he 
had a .meeting schedul� with Steve Lynch to discuas stamping and would report back to the 
group on this subject 

. . . 
Discussion continued regarding how to manage transition from the existing permitting process to 
one in w.hich engineering ·source drawings arc provided to Ecology. A draft schedule for . 
transition, from BNI' s perspective, was presented and discus� (Attachment S). The BNI 
schedule described the time required to resolve specific permitting issues, trending new scope 
.arid budget, revising internal procedures,_obtaining approvals, and training staff on the revised 

· · . process. The timeline for these activities totaled approximately 9 m�. 
. . . . . 

Ecology suggested another way to look at the existing and revised process ·would be to continue 
using the existing process for any pemiit changes shown in the package and PCN database 
reports at the tiine the permit is issued, arid then use the new process for any packages or PCNs 
from that point forward. It was discussed that the database already includes all remaining pmnit 
packages, but that Permit Change Notices (PCNs) are harder to predict Ecology indicated they 
could leave some room for the permittees to request critical PCNs be processed under the old 
requirements, but that they wanted to define an end point for the transition. , Continued use of the 
=is� �ess would include specific caveats as discU8Sed � prior meeting . . 

. . 
BNI indicated that Travis Semmens had drafted a_ttansition proposal in letter format. Pete 
Furlong indicated he bad reviewed the pmpo�al and asked ·that references to holding and 
ghosting drawings be deleted �d that the proposal simply refer to the· existing pcnnitting 
process. Brad· Erlandson said BNI would incorporate ORP's comments and send the draft . · 
proposal to Ecology and ORP for_review. 

• . BNI askod Ecology about managing construction of utilities (e.g., steam and �) 
now that drawings will not differentiate between waste management and support 
systems. BNI asked if they could continue insta1liiig titilities in accordance with 
source drawings, even if the drawing was not yet included in the permit Ecology 
responded that utilities could continue to be installed. Ecology expressed interest in. 
components like ejectors that arc.required for waste removal. BNI indicated that 
components like ejectors would be part of� tank package and the design would be 
approved by Ecology prior to installation. Ecology reiterated that they may draft 
specific permit conditions related to the required functionality of support systems. 

Pape; ofl3 
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Construction of �ther systems would progress in accordance with the approved · 
drawing.in the permit and the design changes provided to Ecology. 

March 7, 2007. 

BOP/paf 

Diltrlbad�n (A�d� llave a I for meeting oue and � 2. for •eetha& 2) 

A� t M·. i·,2 . 1,2 Becker-Khaleel, B. L. 
Brown. J. F. 1 

Dubiel, B. 1 

F,dandson. B. G. i.z 
. Fredenburg, E. l 

Furlong. P. T. i,2 

PDC 

245�P ADC-P00025 Rev 9 (217/l007) 

MS4-E2 - Hill,J.-S. I 

H0-_57 - Huffman, L. A. i,2 

-MS4-D2 Peistrup, p. E. l 

MS4-D2 - Robertson. D. C. I 

MB+D2 . Semmens, T. D.' 1 

HO-S7 . Sonlmer, D. 1 

H6-60 Williams, Tmya. I 

MS9-A 

.' . MS4-D2 
H� 
MS4-D2 
MS4-D2 
MS4-D2 
H�O 

·. H0-57 
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· Attachment 1 :  DWP - Alternate Permit Condition for Design �ubmittals · 

Ril'lr&aectlan Prciect 
WIIIIIT1'4111mn PIiat 
lU-'l'-C.U- Pls• 
ltlcblllld, WA m"4 
Tel: :KB 371 2000 

DWP .. Alternate pe"Drit condition for design submlttaJs 
Agenda . I . 
Drdf: 2114/07 · I . . 

7111N: 11 :JO • 12:30 

Location: �logy 011kt, Coat. 3C, ColmnblaRivor 
Grllllp Cl,ablhw,-d By: Brad 

. 
· 

I. 

2. 

3.· 

4. 

,. 

0 

_o 

. o 

W�dtbll!lill"- 111111patnb1 
ea1Jlur,.atcm clfflnll UMI 

nt,ldltn, lntlp1Q,•--, ......_ 

Cond1111aol/AcUOll ltt.1111 • 

Allocated 11me 

15 

.... l oll 
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· Attachment 2: · F� Comment Alternate Source Document Approach 

� - - . .  
Hr.NRJAD TANK WASTI: 

TAEAlllENT ANO 
IIIIIOBll.llATION Pl.ANT 

(WTP) 

ALTIRNATI 

0ANGEROUS WASTE PERMIT 
DIWT2+2 PE1111rr MODFICATl>N 

_WTP COIIIIElfl'S 

TClRCI itrJMliAtl OXMJoN.bGUrmWIUDm'..i.t r, l>llSlt1ll1'0CDan l'(MIIICOUOIU1'lOII 
llfl'O'ffDI ,UJ,ff' 

ALTDIUIU (:I): TIii follcnria1:o-•11U•pmpm.S ror iti-•cm wilblaolGV u uullcla -•mt 
nprdingllllailtll '14Nip dllclaNlll lbr laooipaatiaaidoU. pmil: 
R11pnaea11 lo tie aca,U- dlldlte (DUO.!.P.b.i, m.10.!.P .di, Jll.10.U.u, 
Ill.lO,P.7.c.i, III.10.0.10.b.Ji, m.10.0.10.o.i, IIU0.0.10.clil, IIl.10JU.b.li, 111.lO.H.j,o.il, 
lll.10.H . .5.cUI, m.10 JJ.b.11, 111.IDJ.bij, IIl.10J J� nlflln lllimllal o/ mpoWlf 
do1:1mlllUlimfor imarponllmimo ti., _ll Wblll roqulnd "1 Ill• ,-it ooadill illt, 
•1Mrc. ••dmwio8'••cbmlol1 deia llbee\4 •mill ••vttm U.. � Cid 
·9J11ci!caioulball be alba._ 11111 �-_.. lbt falJairial(cdladtritttr, 

• Cerffitdill uoardu1nw:llbWAC 173�810(13). . 
• c.tnllim11fan9 .. nd�•arlll ..-.. (LI • .._fUlil il1 1ccoidlmew:lt:b. 

WAC 173-303-llld(')(II) l1milr!Cflln4. 
• s,wte, ---� 11114 rOlllpGIMIIII in. aaataot-witi dcll9rau,.,... or paniding 

•OClldalfomui-m"-ll.alrec,lla ��--OQRPl . rtpcn)laaccor'-t widaPeail&C---m.ao.u.lLI, UUO.B.51.c.;. 
m.10.1.11.dJ,DIJO.OJO.b.l m.10.0:10.r,i, IIUO.OJO.cl� tttJO.HJ.ILI, 
m.lOHJ.d,IIIJOJU.,U,Ill.lD.IJ.b.i, m.lOJJ.&l, IU.10.1-'.,U, mil W.N; 173-
303-U)(l)(�. 

·o·. Pl.mittsa,,t..-.--.rlliml.,t� -•-IIIU(IQRPl npcn). ••· 
· iddl,d ill. Pennit Talll" JIU O .l!..A, IlllJ O.I.B, m.10.1.C, Dl.10 .B.'D, 

mJO.O.A,IIl.10.0.A.i. lll.lO.H.A, m.lOJ,A, n!.lOJ.A, alll.10.IC.A. 
' . 

' 

• IIJIIIG., llllun.a11, md -p!DGII iD IIDIILlrt11Piii cllqlf-ftltl or prO'lidm& 
NCGDday COlilllam t\mctlmllnqilin iuallumimpeaticm m 111om.s-t wiUI. 
Ptmi!COD41i11111ID.I0.1.3.a, DL10.03.1, IIUOH,l,u, mJOJ.1.u, mdW� 

· 173.JQ:J.4�t-
o Plmllea, nqwaigimtella.,..imf-oliaa m id■rd!A,d bi P.ait Tu:t .. 

1;11.10.E.A, lll.10.K.B, ID .10.!.C, DUO.I.D, JIU D.O.A, IU,10.0 Ai, 
m.10.H.A, 111J0.1.A, DUOJ.A, ..SJll.�O.K.A. 

• P-il&ed� •11-iduillfi■d.iaPemJi TllbluID.lO.&.R,.nI.10.I!..F; 
mJ0.1.0, IIUO.K.ll, IIJ.I0.0.C, DllO.H.C, 111.lOJ.C, m.101.c, IIIMlm.tOX.C. 
Pion• madtGa tlld�IIDII l'or-•• m-.-m opanli111U(14. 
milille1, r...- dllalo-1 1tonc,.-.craa1an OGOliag..,_,,. Cllc� •• a:� troa 
13,■, t.bll, isl cocxilimc, wilhPmaitCaadl1i- lII.IO.l..!l.1Jz, m.lOJ J.u, 
mJOH.S.e.z, 

• � llbcge doculad,npu,dtcir lll.w1 1111n1 dnipdoc:1m111tnrill be "9Pli1dto 
EcctoariA accordlm, w:llh P-ilc aculttanni.1 D.C.9 .h. 

Pap l of2 
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· • Impoclicn andm1UJ11am1Def1flllllity ll)'llanl. aippall.,_., .im�I 
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CN111 domallD II� in. ICOlll'dllloe w!thPmnil Cold!icn I,B.7 and WAC 
173-303-l l(X6). . 
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.Attachment 3: DWP Engineering Docs Flow S�eet 

Preparation, Review, and Approval of Documents Submitted to ·the Dang�rous Waste Permit 

bldapll� 
&mc:0111r11QOr 

pntperN IQRPE  
report 

No 
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! . 
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� lllulld Prqec:t DelliJ1 
v.. Doc:umerda end dl8dled 

Pernl Documenla, 81 
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Attachment 4: E�ology Status re: 2+2 Comments 

HLW Instrument Table: Ecology accepts WTP comments on the table, with one exi:eption; 
Ecology still plans to include the in� canister level detector in the table. Ecology will also 
expect the permittees to incorporate discussion of some of the other instruments ( e.g., delta 
temperature for melter cooling water) into chapter 4 if not already provided. Instruments will 
co•ue to be a topic of discwision until a better understanding of process operations is 
available. 
Third LAW melter: Ecology accepts the alternate permit condition proposed by ORP, but will 
incorporate the details regarding "maintaining the capability to install the third melter" into- the 
Responsiveness Summary instead of the cnnit condition. Ecolo y will make editorial changes 
as described at prior meetings. 

Mechanical Handling: 
-
Integrated Dimosal Facility (IDF): Brenda clarified that this condition is intended to say that, 
IDF will use its risk budget tool to prescribe "risk allowances" to various facilities and that WTP 
wiJl be expected to make ''good glass" and live with it�s share of the risk allowance (i.e., not use 
more than its allotted share of the IDF risk budget). lt is not clear if the risk allowance will be 
managed using waste ac-ceptance criteria, or something additional. Lori Huffman suggested we 
take another look at the current wording and see if it could better convey this idea. Lori will also 
talk to CH2M HILL regarding the risk budget tool. 
Technetium: Brenda indicated Ecology staff had discussed WTP comments regarding deletion 
of conditions related to Tc ion exchange with agency legal counsel. Counsel has requested some 
additional information, but Brenda could not comment further on the possible outcome of these 
discussions. 
Wear Plates: Brenda could not provide any new information on the issue of wear plates, 
Ecology is waiting for additional infonnation from BNI/ORP at the end of February. 

Page 12 of l 3  
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A�hment 5:  Draft Transition Period Process Revision Schedul� 

Draft Tnmltlon Period Proce11 Rnilion ScWale 

3/1/rrT - 4115/07 Finalizi: Approach tor New Pennit Procaa 111d 1-auance oftbo Pemm 
0 Topa ftic diaouMion 

(1.5-ilia) 0 Final pmnit caadition 
0 BllmpliJs 
0 Idalimtioa ofDWP itam to qmNriaa / caulraCdon / 

·IQRPE 
. .  

0 . Ccmalnic:tiq lo permit drawillp + CMllf' doaJmenll (c:.,. 
DCNI) 

0 Rmolution of commena wilt A.TS or cmnse clomnn■ 
' (c.1,;DCN1) 

0 Millaun ( lddiaonal P"(I•) 
0 Comtruction of ulllilio■ niprdlel1 of drawing 11ml in the 

4/16/fYT- 7/15/07 

(3m•) 
7/16/ffl - 9/15107 

· (2molllba) 

'J/16/07 - 10115107 . .  
. . 

Cl month} 
· 10/16/07 - 11/30/07 

(l.S month■) 
9 Mllatbs Total 

Dermit 
Treml N-Permit Proc.1 

Draft Procedma 
0 s docummb IIWUlllUIII. 

·o DWP Maintenmce 
0 DWP PnBP""'"'1f l'lllidi, 
0 Milkran Ouida 
0 Tank cl:. M'lU clocuncnt 
0 St:afflftirur 

Approval of Reviled Prooea, 

Training/ Cantinpncy 
� 

Hample di■claimcn � prc,yided ,below: 

Propoaclb WIP: 

' •  

"Ihodanpnu, waatD pmniling .,._ ii bciqftwilcd in. luppod oflba iu.- of'tbe DWP . 
. Dllriag Ibis tima. 111Y boldi-.'Plllmlf af dlanp a.t-llll1lnillod to Jbi1ao ia apodfii:allyto. 

ll1lppOrt IQRPE •••-11. inmJltticw illlpoatiaaa,.aul DWP oampciNd .atific:atiaa in OS." 

Prop,aed for EcoloB)': 
"Ecology iii ipplUYing only tho dclign·cliqD1 idaatifiad in llu, pmnittnni IUbmiltaJ. ad dDcum 

· mprding the n,guimon of 1upport 1yatem1 (e.g. lltililia) and. imlmmantati.on will be aide tt a .Iller 
dno. Only lho■c compoocab in direct contact with Iba -le n,quin, hidallllion impccliana Ill' 
IQRPE rcporll." . . . 

Pip, I of l  
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