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| 0055559
Department of Energy

Richtand Operations Office
P.O. Box 550
Richland, Washington 99352

0CT 09 2001

01-RCA-467

Nuclear Waste Program

Ms, L. E. Ruud, Permit Specialist E@EKWE

State of Washington OCcT 25 200
Department of Ecology
1315 W. Fourth Avenue EDMC

Kennewick, Washington 99336
Dear Ms. Ruud:

QUARTERLY NOTIFICATION OF CLASS 1 MODIFICATIONS TO THE HANFORD
FACILITY RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY ACT (RCRA) PERMIT,
DANGEROUS WASTE PORTION (DW PORTION) (QUARTER ENDING
SEPTEMBER 30, 2001 - PERMIT CONDITION 1.C.3) :

In accordance with Condition 1.C.3 of the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, enclosed for your
notification are the Class 1 modifications to the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, DW Portion.
Modifications this quarter included updating information in the List of Attachments, Part II,
Part 111, and Part V of the RCRA Permit, DW Portion. The List of Attachments Class 1
modifications pertain to Attachment 4. The Part I Class 1 modifications pertain to

Condition II.B.5. The Part III Class 1 modifications pertain to the Plutonium Uranium Extraction
Plant Storage Tunnels, 305-B Storage Facility, Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area
Effluent Treatment Facility, 242-A Evaporator, and the 325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units.
The Part V modifications pertain to the 303-K Storage Facility, 1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal
Facility, 1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility, 1324-N Surface Impoundment, and 1324-NA
Percolation Pond. The Class 1 modifications are being made to ensure that all activities
conducted are in compliance with the RCRA Permit, DW Portion.



Ms. L. E. Ruud -2-

01-RCA-467

0CT 09 2001

Should you have any questions regarding this information, please contact Astrid P. Larsen,
U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office, on (509) 372-0477.

CAlS fotrinn,

Joel Hebdon, Director
Regulatory Compliance and Analysis Division
DOE Richland Operations Office

Environment, Safety, and Health
Pacific Northwest National Laboratory

RCA:APL

Enclosure:

Quarterly Notification of Class 1
Modifications to the Hanford Facility
RCRA Permit, DW Portion

cc wlencl:

Administrative Record, H6-08
HF Operating Record, G1-27
Ecology NWP Kennewick Library
Environmental Portal, LMSI
R. Gay, CTUIR

A. K. Ikenberry, PNNL
R.Jim, YN

R. J. Landon, BHI

P. Sobotta, NPT

S. A. Thompson, FHI

M. A. Wilson, Ecology

aR e

Richard H. Gurske, Director
Environmental and Regulation
Fluor Hanford, Inc.

2

T. E. LogaM, Vice#resident, Operations
Bechtel Hanfor c

cc w/oencl:

M. Anderson—-Moore, Ecology
F. W. Bond, Ecology

L. J. Cusack, Ecology

R. D. Enge, PNNL

R. H. Gurske, FHI

F. Jamison, Ecology

D. R. Sherwood, EPA
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: _ Permit Part & Chapter:
Hanford Emergency Management Plan List of Attachments, Attachment 4
Description of Modification;
2.2 EMERGENCY RESPONSE ORGANIZATION STRUCTURE

Emergency response on the Hanford Site is modeled after the NFPA Incident Command System. As such, the Hanford Incident Command System is
an integrated emergency management system with clearly defined responsibilities and communication pathways that allows predesignated and trained
individuals to jointly determine and implement incident mitigation strategies.

The Hanford Site ERO has two distinct components —~ the Incident Command Organization and the DOE Hanford EOC - cach with emergency
direction and control responsibilities.

The Incident Command Organization consists of the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization with responsibility for implementing
emergency response activities at the event facility, and site contractor emergency response personnel (i.e., Hanford Fire Department, Hanford Patrol)
with the responsibility for on-scene mitigation.

For low-hazards and hazardous facilities with a Building Emergency Director (BED) or Building Warden (BW) on the premise at the time of the
incident, the BED/BW shal} be responsible for implementing appropriate emergency response procedures (¢.g., protective actions, event
classification, notification) until arrival of the Hanford Fire Department IC or the Hanford Patrol IC for security events. Upon arrival of the Hanford
Fire Department or Hanford Patrol IC, the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization becomes part of a consolidated Incident Command
Organization. The BED/BW shall retain responsibility for direct configuration control over facility systems and components while the IC assumes the
overall management strategy associated with the incident and ensures that all functional areas are appropriately staffed and working cohesively
towards mitigation of the incideat,

If the BED/BW is not present at the low-hazards or hazardous facility at the time of an incident (e.g., during off shift hours), the IC shall perform the
duties of the BED/BW in addition to his/her own duties. The respective on-call BED/BW shall be summoned to the scene based upon the BED/BW
listing located in the POC or PNNL Control Room. [f necessary, the BED/BW will make the classification decision (i.e., Alert, Site Area Emergency,
or General Emergency) and determine if the RCRA contingency plan implementation requirements have been met prior to responding to the scene, 1f
the on-call BED/BW is not available and timely classification is necessary, the IC may direct the ONC Duty Officer to make the classification
decision and determine if the RCRA contingency plan mplcmcntat:on requirements have been met. Upon arrival of the BED/BW at the scene, the IC
will turn over the remaining BED/BW duties.

The DOE Hanford EQC has the responsibility to monitor and provide support for the onsite response, assist with issue resolution, assess the offsite
impacts, and interface with offsite agencies and the public.

Both components of the Hanford ERO are depicted on Figure 2-1 and further delineated in the respective subsections below.

For nonfaci!ity events (e.g., onsite transportation incidents, wildland fires), the IC shall be responsible for coordinating and performing the response
activities. The EDO shall have the responsibility for further classifying the event (i.c., as an Alert, Site Area Emergency, or General Emergency) and
determining if the RCRA contingency plan implementation requirements have been met, if warranted. If the EDO is Bot available and timely
¢lassification i$ necessary, the IC may direct the ONC Duty Officer to make the classification decision and determine if the RCRA contmgmcy plan
implementation requirements have been met, if warranted, After the immediate threat of a release has been stabilized or eliminated, remaining duties
will be delegated from the IC to the organization that offered the hazardous substance for transportation.

In all events, the Incident Command Organization shall have the authority to commit the resources needed to carry out the emergency response; and
be thoroughly familiar with applicable plans and procedures, operations and activities at the facility, location and properties of all wastes handled,
location of all records within the facility, and the layout of the facility.

Modification Class: '** ‘ Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

nter wordin ification from W, 73-303-830 ndix | citation:

A. General Permit Pro_visions
1. Administrative and informational changes

Submitted by Co-Operator;  |Reviewed by RL Program (?f'ﬁcc: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
ﬁ.t‘. t .ﬁ'l{vl.ﬁ“\ -i;’f\ ?}‘Qf}o { d f 4
G. B. Griffin Date G. 5. Loiacono ate 3. Moore Date L.E. Ruud Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class ‘1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
medification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintdined by the Department of Ecology, or
down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit;

Hanford Emergency Management Plan

Permit Part & Chapter:
List of Attachments, Attachment 4

Description of

dification:
Table 3-1, Page 12 of 16:

Table 3-1. Memorandums of Understanding

G. B. Griffin °

Date

G. S. Loiacono

ate

S. Moore

PARTIES SERVICES/AREAS OF POINTS OF CONTACT CONSTRAINTS DATE EXPIRATION DATE WHERE ON FILE
COOPERATION
Stare of Washing D arcas of cooperstion | Washington Emcryency None 01/03/01 | D1/03/04 Contimese ac until RL SES
between the panies in the Managenent Division canceled by ekther any party
planning for and respanse 1o upon-d0 alter 60 days wrirten
emergencies o1 the Hanford Sise. notice Lo Lhe othet partics.
Suaie of Oregon Document areas of cooperation | Oregon Depaniment of None 06:21:0¢ | Continue until canceled by RI.SES
berween the state of Orcgonand | Energy either party by wrillen natice
RL in the plarning fisr and 10 the other Anendments or
providing notification anl modifications to this
interface in the event of an Agreement my be made upon
incident on the Honford Site, wTilien agrecment by bath
parivies to the Amendnwnt.
Benton County Document arcas of cooperation | Benton Counly Enkrgency | None 03:16:00 | Continue until canceled by RL SES
between the partics i the Managenent either party by wrilten netice
planning for and response to to the other.
emergencies at the Hanford Siie,
Franklin County b arcas of cuoperation | Franklin County Emergency | None 01/20/00 | Continue wntil canceled by RL SES
between the parties in the Managemenm either party by wrilten notice
planning for and response 1o w the other,
enwergencics at the Hanford Siwe,
Grant County Document areas of cooperation  § Grant County Emergency None 05/25:400 | Continue until canceled by RL SES
betwren the parties in the Managemnt either party by wrinen notice
planning for and response to to the other.
emetgencies a1 the Hanford Site,
Lnergy Northwest Docuent areas of cooperarion | Energy Northwest The specific areas of 02:0700 | Continue until canccled by RL SES
betweeh the partics in the Emergency Prepaned j will be provided either of the panies upan 30
planning fot 4l responsc to based upan availabilivy, and days wriften natice to the
emergencies at e Hanford Site. are limited to tose emergency other party.
actions necessary 10 protect
onsite personnel, the public
health and safery, and 1the
cnvironment in the eventofa
major emnergency ol the
Hanford Site or Energy
Northwesr,
Energy Northwest Treatment of a significantly Encryy Northwest Nonc 09:08/00 | Continue uniil canceled by RL SES
and HEHF contaminated and injuned person, | Emergency Preparedness and ong or mare of the parties
4 HEHF upon 30 days wrinen notice 1o
the uther{s).
. . 1
Modification Class: '** Class Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
00 S S i — -
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix 1 Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix [ citation:
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational changes
Submitted by Co-Operator:  [Reviewed by RL Program Office: Revicwed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

Date

L.E. Ruud

Date

!'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.
? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class ‘1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.
3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed

modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or
down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit:

Hanford Emergency Management Plan

Permit Part & Chapter:
List of Attachments, Attachment 4

Description of Modification;

Table 3-1, Page 13 of i6:
Table 3-1. Memorandums of Understanding

PARTIES SERVICES/AREAS OF POINTS OF CONTACT CONSTRAINTS DATE EXPIRATION DATE WHERE ON FILE
COORERATION
Framatome ANP Establishes meant by which BL | SRE Frairmwme ANF Emwrgencies affectng the Gi/19/00 | Remin in effect for five years | RL SES
(lornmtly Siemens can provide consequence Elanford Site or Hanford from effective dawe, a1 which
Power Corpotation sssessment and mecteorological facilities spkes precedence time it shall be reviewed and
HRG) infartnation 1o 50 Framatome over all ather uscs of the renegotiated, reissued, or
ANP during an emergency at the UDAC favilities and’or sufl, eaninated. Either party miy
8#C Framalome ANP plant in withdraw upon 30 days
Richlund, Washinglon written notice,
Framatome ANT Teeatment of 3 significantly SkC Franmtome ANPand | 5PC Framatome ANP agrees | 0120300 | Comtinue until canceled by KL SES
{formerly Sicmens comtapinaied and slightly injured | HEHF 10 underinke a1 costs and one or more of the partics by
Power Corporation person, expenses incarred that dircedy Writien notice o the ouhens).
£8RE) and HENY result fiotn this agteenent,
Allied Technology Ti of a significantly ATG and HERF ATG agrevs 10 uaderiake all 12:22.99 | Continue until canceled by RIL.SES
Group, loc. {ATG and | contaminsied 2nd slightly injancd costs and expenses incarred ane or more af the parties by
HEILF person, thay directly result fium this writtch fotice to the other(s).
aprenenl.
Nationa] Weather Sharing Meteorolagical NWS Western Regional None 1003494 | Ap My be inmed | RL SEE
Service Information. Headquarters. by either party upon thiny
days writen notice to the
ather party.
Our Lady of Lourdes Signilicantly injuted, QOLOL Administrator The responsibilities of OLOJ, | 03/1798 | Arrangements may be RL SES
Hospial (OLOL) contaminated purtons will be will b limited 10 activities terminated by OLOL or by RL
e admitted o facility for petformed at the hospial. upon written notice to the
Pasco, Washingion appropriste medicaf care, other, which notive shall nu
beenme effective for at least
30 days atier the dale thereof.
Kadler Medical Center | Significantly injured. KMC Administrator KMC will be limited to 0871798 | Arrangements may be RL SE§
[KMC) caontaminaied persons will be activities petformed at the terminated by KMC or by RL
) . admitted ta facility for hospital and 21 the Emcrgency upont written tiofice 1o the
Richland, Washington | jo0roriate medical cave, Decortaarination Eacility. other, which natice shall not
become effective for ar least
30 days after the dare thereof,
Kennewick General Significantly injured, KGH Administrator KRG witl be limited 1o 081798 | Arangements may be RL SES
Hospluaf (KGH) comaminaied persons will be acuivities performed at the terminated by KGH or by RL
. N admined 1o facility for hospital. upun wTitte Trotice to the
Kenncwick, Washingon | 5oomnriane medical care, other, which notice shall not
beeonx effective for ot least
30 day afler the date thereol.
Modification Class: '2° Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Pa— —— ———— p— ——
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation:
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational chanE:s
Submitted by Co-Operator:  {Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewced by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
Qv b . A
W e o Blarlon F A7
G. B. Griffin Dae | G.S. Loiacono Date S. Moore Date { L.E.Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.
2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 11, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.
3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix {, then the proposed

modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or
down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Hanford Emergency Management Plan

Unit;

Permit Part & Chapter:
List of Attachments, Attachment 4

Description of Modification:
Appendix A, Page 5 of 6:

Documentation Crosswalk Matrix

REQUIREMENT
SQURCE

REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION

1IOW DOES REQUIREMENT
AFPLY TO HANFORL?

WHERE IS REQUIREMENT
MET IN GCUMENTATIONT

WAC 173-303-360(2)b)

(Permit requircment}

Emergency procedunes. (b) Whenever there is a refease, fire, or explosion, the
emergency must i liately identify the charucter, exag souUrce, amount,
snd areql extént of any released materials.

Tianford Incident Command System and
sufl’ with supporting on-call persanncl,

Site-tevel: DOERL04.02,
sections 2,211 and
L2513y,

WAC 173-303-360(2)(c)

{(Permit raqui )

Emergency i!roceﬁum () Concurrenily, the emergeney cosedinatr shall sisess
pamhk» hazards to humian health end the environment {considering dirser, indirect,

diute, and long-term effieets) that may resuls from the release, fire, or explosion,

Hanford Incident Commar Syatem snd
siafY with supporting an-call perioniol.

Sive-level: DOERL-94-02,
section 4.2,

WAC 173-303-360(2)(d)

{ Permit requirenient)

Jures. (&) I the i Ji detenmings shal the Gacility
h:u had a releau fire, or explosion which cnuid threaten humag health or the
environment, he must report bis findings as folluws: 13) I his sssessmicnt indicates that
evacudtion of local areas may be advisable, he must i iately notify appropriale
lacal suihorities. He must be availabic to help appragrizte oﬂ'n:r:ls decide whether
tocul aveas should be evacuated: and (i) He must Jigely norify thw d
and either the gov afticial designated as the on-scene cnordinatur. o the
National Response Center (using their 24-hour toll free number (800) 424-8302).

Hanford Incident Cotsmand System and
stafY with supporting an-call personnel,

oNe personnc notity local autherities if
evacuation is advisuble on behalf of the
Hanford Incident C d S )

Site contractor environmental single
point-of-contact persanned pcr!‘onn the
sssessnent repont notification to Ecology
freennewield) and R (the onescenc
coordinator on behalf of the Manford
tncident Command Structure. NRC is not
called],

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
scctions 2.2.1.1.2(x) &{d).
220,03 a)0%(e). 5.1.0,
500250 and 5020

{ Permit requirement)

take afi y f0 ereiure Hhal fites, explosions, and refeases do
ol occut, recut, o1 apread 1o other dangerous waste 3t the facility, These measures
musl include, wheee applicable, stopping processes and operations, cotlecting and
concaining released waste, and remaving or isolating containers.

statl with supp

WAC 173-103-360(2)e) | Emergency proced (&) His neport must include: i) Name and Site conractor environmental single Siteelevel: DOERL-94.03,
wleph ber of reporter; (i} Name and address of facility: (iii) Time and type of peint-of-contact personnel parforn the sections 2.2.1.0.2(d).

(Permit requi 1) ident (¢.5., release, fune); (iv) Nanic and quantity of material(s) involved, tg the asseasmient report notification o Eeolopy | 2.2.1.1.3(e), 5.5.1. 5.0 1.2 end
extont known; {v) The extent of injurics, if any; and {%1) The possible hazards Jo Hennewiel} and RL after obtaining it 5520
human health or the environment outside the facility, front location-specific personfiel.

WAC 173-303-360(2%1) | Emergency proc:durea (N During an emergency. the emergency coordinator must Hanford Lacident Command System and Sitg-fevel; DOBERL-94-02,

22LLLED and

g on-¢all p 1

221038

WAC 123-303.360(2%5)

(Petnait eequirement}

Emetyency peocedures. (g} 1 the facility stops operstions it response o 2 fire,
explosion, or relesse, the emergency coordinator Rwast monitor for leaks, pressure
buildup. gas § Gion, or rup in valves, pipes, or other equipment, wherever this
is appropriate.

Haalurd Incidenst _Cammam! System and

Si&e:lcud: DOERL-94-02,

staff with supponting on-call p

22.1.1.2f) and
LALI3Gg).

WAC 173-303-360({2)h}

{Permit regui }

Emergency procedures. (h} Immediately afier an emergency, the emergency
coondinator must provide Vor treating, sloring, or disposing of recovencd wase,

d soil or surface waler, or any ofber materss) that resulis from 2 release,
fire, ot explosion at the facility.

Onsite Recovery Munager Dircelor with
supporting on-call personnei.

Site-level: DOERL-94-02,
section 9.2.3.

Modification Class: '2*

Class |

Class '1

Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:

Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational chan&es

N

Submitted by Co-Operator:

Reviewed by RL Program Office:

f T o

‘G\&llm

Reviewed by Lcology:

Reviewed by Ecology:

G. B. Griffin

Date G. S. Loiacono ate

S. Moore

Date

L.E. Ruud Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.
?This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173.-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or
down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
Hanford Emergency Management Plan List of Attachments, Attachment 4
Description of Modification;
Appendix A, Page 6 of 6:
Documentation Crosswalk Matrix
REQUIREMENT REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION HOW DOES REQUIREMENT WHERE I$ REQUIREMENT
SOURCE APPLY TO HANFORD? MET IN OCUMENTATION?
WAC 173-303-360(2Xi} Emergency procedures. i) The emergency coordinator must ensure thai, in the Ongite Recovery Meneger Direétor with Site-levet; (1) DOERL-94-02,
. . -n'emd arcn(sl ol’ the facility: (i) No watte that may b incomputible with the supporting on-call personinel. section 9.2.3.
{Permit req H 1 i roated, stored_ or dispoted of until cleanup procedures are
conipleted; and (ii) ANl emergency equipment listed in the contingeney plan is cleancd Site-level: {ii)
and fit for its inwended use before operations are resumed. DOERL-93.02, section, 11.2.
WAC 173-303-360{2))) Emetgency procedures. (j) The owner or operator must notify the depanmeit, and Site contrsctor snvirontmental single Site-level: DOERL-94-02,
appropmrr.' locsl authoritics, that the !'l:ilm is in compliance with () of thix Ppoint-oficontact personnel perforn this section 5.1.2.3.
{Fermil requirement} belore pperations ara d in the affected area(s) of the Bacility. ification, when applicable, on behalf

of the Onsite Recovery Manuge Dirclor,

WAC 173:303-360(2)(k) | Emergency procedurcs. {k) The owner or operaor must nole in the operaling record Sile contractor management through RL Site-level: DOERL-94-02,
the time, date, and details of any invident that requires implementing the comingency ensures the noe in the opersting record is | section 5.1.2.2,

{Permit cequirement) plan. Within fifieen days afler the incident, he roust submica writien report on the performed and prepares the 15-day report
incident 10 the depanment, The repont mast include: (i) Name, address, ambwelephone 1o Ecalogy.

number of the owner or operator; {ii) Name, address, and telephone number of the
faciliny: {ifi) Due, tine. and type of meident {e.g.. fire, explusion); {iv} Nanw and
quantity of material(s) involved; (v) The exiemt of injuries, if any; (vi} An assessmemt
of actual or potentia! hazinds ia kuman health or the eavironmen:, where this is
applicahle; (vii) Estimated guaatity and disposition of recovered inatevizl that resulied

Eronn the incident; {viii) Cause of incid and (ix) Dx p of vorrective activn
taken 1o prevent feoccutrence of the incident,
40 CFR T61.65(c)1)Xiv) | Temporary Storage Arcas {less than 30-days). When SPCC plans apply to Hanford Site Site-level: DOEML-94.03,
and (XK activities, the information not covered in sections L.t (Tounh
{c}1Kiv): PCB containers containing liquid PCBs at concentrations of =54 ppm. sire-wide documgn(l"oﬂ must be puragraph), 1.2 (first bulles,
SPCC Plans far PCDs provided 2 Spill Prevertion. Control and Counterticasite Plan has been prepaced for 2 d in pecific sixth dash and second buiet,
the imporary storage area in accardance with paty 112 of this chapier and the Tiguid documentalion, fourth dash), and 2.2.1,1.2
PCD waste is in packaging awthorized in the DOT Hazardous Moaterials Regulations at (fimt fmtgraph).
49 CFR parts LT theough 180 or statioary bulk storage tanks (including rolimng stock
such as. but not limited to, tanker irucks, as specificd by DOT). Unit-level: appropriate
location-specific
(e TKE): The owners or operators of any facility using conrainers described in documenwation.
parzgraph (¢} 7Ki) of this secion, shall prepare and implement a Spilt Prevention
Contro! #nd Countertticesure {SPCC) Plan 43 desceibed in Part 112 of this title. I
complying with 40 CFR Pant 112, the owner or aperator shall read "oil(s)" as “PCB(2)"
whenever il appears. The exermptions for storage capacity, 40 CFR 112.1(d¥2), and
the amendment of SPCC plans by the Regional Adminisirasor, 40 CFR 112.4, shall nol
apply unless some fraction of the liquids s1ored in the container are oils as defined by
section 311 of the Clean Warer Act.
Modification Class: '2? , Class | Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
5 a— — . —— N S
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation:
A. General Permit Provisions

[. Administrative and informational chanﬁes
Submitted by Co-Operator:  |Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecelogy: Reviewed by Ecology:

’5\\'\\‘?&\0—3—'\-’\?44_. S ﬂ-ﬁtd‘m e
G. B. Griffin Date G. S. Loiacono ate S. Moore Date L.E. Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval,

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or
down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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DOE/RL-94-02, Hanford Emergency Management Plan Section 2.0

Rev.2
August 31, 2001
Emergency Response Organization {Internal) Page | 0f 22 |

2.0 EMERGENCY RESPONSE ORGANIZATION (INTERNAL)

The mission of the Hanford Site ERO is to ensure that, in the event of an emergency,
actions will be taken to prevent or minimize impacts to workers, the public, site, facilities, and
the environment. The Hanford Site ERO shall be structured and staffed with adequate, trained
personnel, including designated alternates, to enable the most timely and effective response
possible, while meeting the requirements as set forth in DOE O 151.1 and other applicable
Federal and state regulations. Hanford facilities and response organizations such as the Hanford
Fire Department are governed by the standards and regulations of the National Fire Protection
Association (NFPA) and Code of Federal Regulations, as well as the Washington Administrative
Code and Revised Code of Washington for emergency response, training, and on-scene
emergency management. Responsibilities and tasks shall be assigned to individuals identified by
narme, title, or position.

2.1 U.S. DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY, RICHLAND OPERATIONS OFFICE/
OFFICE OF RIVER PROTECTION AND HANFORD SITE CONTRACTOR
ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES

The Hanford Site ERO has been developed to allow RL/ORP to maintain the option to
assume overall management, direction, and control of site emergencies while the site contractors
continue their management and operational roles. Contractor and RI/ORP roles and
responsibilities are delineated below.

2.1.1 Hanford Site Contractors

Hanford Site contractors with responsibilities for facility operations/activities or for
providing site services shall coordinate with one another and participate in the development and
maintenance of a comprehensive Hanford Site emergency management program that meets the
mission of the Hanford Site ERO. Such programs shall contribute to DOE’s comprehensive
Emergency Management System by promoting effective and efficient integration of applicable
requirements, including those promulgated by other agencies.

2.1.1.1 Event Contractor. The site contractor that maintains responsibility for the facility or
activity with the emergency is designated as the event contractor., The event contractor
responsibilities include:

» prompt and accurate categorizing of occurrences in accordance with this plan and
DOE Order 232.1A (DOE 1997);

+ initially classifying the emergency, if warranted;

»  assisting, as necessary, in mitigating the emergency situation;
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initiating actions to protect workers within their geographic area of responsibility;
contacting the POC and providing initial emergency information;
requesting support from nonevent site contractors as necessary;

establishing an initial Incident Command Post (ICP) and, as applicable, assigning
other Incident Command Organization functions as delineated in Table 2-1, and
other supporting entities such as radiological control technicians and industrial
hygienists as available;

arranging for employer notification (if not an event contractor employee),
decontamination, and transport of a contaminated corpse;

providing personnel to staff the Hanford EOC to include senior management staff
and technical representatives;

providing event status information to the Hanford EOC;

ensuring proper cleanup, transportation, and storage of hazardous materials
generated as a result of the event; and

providing funding for performance of emergency response and recovery duties and
replacement of supplies used by other contractors for event response.

Other site contractors shall provide support to the event contractor for actions related to
the services they provide on the site, such as notifications, fire, security, or medical services.

2.1.1.2 Fluor Hanford, Inc. In addition to event contractor responsibilities for the Hanford Site
facilities it operates, FHI emergency responsibilities include:

fire suppression, emergency rescue, emergency medical, hazardous materials
response, fire protection services, and incident response provided by the Hanford
Fire Department;

site security, access control, emergency service call answering and dispatching,
and transportation emergency response contact provided through the Hanford
Patrol;

emergency communications including onsite and offsite notifications provided by
the ONC;

staffing of a 24-hour Emergency Duty Officer (EDO) position;
management and staffing of the Hanford EOC;

onsite radiation monitoring;
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2.1.1.3

environmental radiation sampling and monitoring;
laboratory services;
transportation;

services in support of reentry and recovery operations, such as decontamination,
engineering, equipment maintenance, utilities, procurement, and waste disposal;

radio, telecommunications, computer, and audio/visual services; and

managing site-wide radiological tasks which includes plume assessment and
tracking; large group personnel survey, sort, and decontamination; survey of
individuals evacuated from the Columbia River at the Vemita bridge and White
Bluffs; and radiological control support (e.g., radiological control technicians,
supervisory personnel, exposure evaluators as agreed upon by PNNL) during
medical care of radiation accident patients at the local hospitals.

Pacific Northwest National Laboratory. In addition to event contractor

responsibilities for the Hanford Site facilities it operates, PNNL emergency responsibilities

include:

weather information from the Hanford Site meteorology station;
health physics technical support;

control of nonmedical radiological operations of the Emergency Decontamination
Facility (EDF);

evaluation of radiological doses to personnel in the event of a criticality
emergency; and

senior management and technical staff support to the Hanford EOC.

2.1.1.4 Bechtel Hanford, Inc. In addition to event contractor responsibilities for the Hanford
Site facilities it manages, BHI emergency responsibilities include:

senior management and technica! staff support to the Hanford EOC; and
radiological control technician support.

2.1.1.5 Hanford Environmentai Heaith Foundation. HEHF has no event contractor
responsibilities as delineated in subsection 2.1.1.1. However, emergency services provided by
HEHF include:

minor emergency medical care and consultation;
medical support for chemical and radiological contaminated patients;
medical staffing and operation of the EDF;
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*  hostage negotiation and critical stress debriefing support;

*  coordination with and support to community medical services;

*  senior management and technical staff support to the Hanford EOC; and

+  provide support to the Hanford Fire Department in the event of a large-scale mass
casualty event on the Hanford Site as requested.

2.1.1.6 CH2M Hill Hanford Group, Inc. In addition to event contractor responsibilities for the
Hanford Site facilities it manages, CHG emergency responsibilities include:

»  senior management and technical staff support to the Hanford EOC;
+  radiological control technician support; and
*  health technician support.

2.1.2 U.S, Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office/Office of River Protection

RL/ORP shall have a trained emergency respon'sc staff and shall provide
facilities/activities under their cognizance with;

»  direction to implement emergency management policy and requirements;
»  direction in emergency planning and preparedness activities;
»  support and assistance during emergencies; and

» support and assistance in resolving issues in site/facility/activity emergency
management programs, as well as assessments of site/facility/activity emergency
management programs.

2.1.2.1 RL/ORP Manager. The RL/ORP Manager (or designee) is the senior official who
serves as the RL/ORP Emergency Manager with decision-making responsibilities and has the
ultimate responsibility and authority for Hanford Site emergency response activities to ensure
that effective management is provided for response to emergencies. If the event involves an
ORP facility, the ORP Manager (or designee) will assume the responsibility. The RL Manager
(or designee) will assume the responsibility in all other events. The RL/ORP Manager is
responsible for overseeing the performance of onsite activities necessary to place the site in a
safe condition and to minimize or terminate uncontrolled releases of hazardous materials. The
RL/ORP Manager is also responsible for interfaces with offsite agencies and the public.

The RL/ORP Manager shall be supported by personnel with communications, technical,
and liaison and public affairs expertise and shall ensure fulfillment of his or her responsibilities
through direction of the Policy Team and RL/ORP representatives assigned to offsite emergency
centers.  The responsibilities and staffing of the Policy Team are described in
subsection 2.2.2.1.1.
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2.1.2.2 RL/ORP Senior Management. As ‘designated by the RL/ORP Manager, senior
management personnel or their designees shall fill ERO positions that include:

members of the Policy Team;

representatives to the Site Management Team,;
representatives to state and county EOCs;

a spokesperson in the JIC;

liaisons to DOE emergency response assets; and

a representative to DOE Headquarters (HQ), as requested.

- * ] L] . .

2.1.2.3 DOE Facility Representative. The DOE Facility Representative serves in an oversight
and liaison capacity at the ICP during declared emergencies. The primary function of the DOE
Facility Representative is to observe ICP activities and, if required, report problems about
facility conditions, event status, or mitigative actions to the Safety Oversight Director in the
Hanford EOC.

2.1.24 RL Office of Chief Counsel. The RL Office of Chief Counsel is responsible for
advising the RL/ORP Emergency Manager regarding legal matters associated with the
emergency, using required legal resources, and administering the contractual affairs and the legal
agreements required by the emergency. '

2.1.2.,5 RL Office of Financial Services. The RL Office of Financial Services is responsible
for: '

»  reviewing the current budget and reallocating available funds, if required;
* reconstructing financial status as of the date of an emergency;
* administering the emergency account and payroll activities;

* managing matters related to the payment of claims under nuclear liability
insurance coverage;

» arranging payment for, or otherwise resolving, expenses incurred by DOE
activities associated with implementing the emergency planning, preparedness, and
response program; and

« arranging for emergency travel and providing subsistence to personnel from the
RL/ORP in responding tc emergency assistance.

2.1.2.6 RL Office of Procurement Services. The RL Office of Procurement Services is
responsible for procuring required supplies and-services.



DOE/RL-94-02, Hanford Emergency Management Plan Section 2.0
Rev. 2

August 31, 2001
Emergency Response Organization (Internal) Page 6 of 22

2.1.2.7 RL Office of Site Services. The RL Office of Site Services is responsible for:

» reallocating office space, if required;

* coordinating communications to include interfacing with the U.S. West Telephone
Company to implement the emergency communications plan; and

»  ensuring that vital records are available and accessible.

2.1.2.8 RL Office of Human Resources Management Services. The RL Office of Human
Resources Management Services is responsible for supplying additional manpower required
during the emergency.

2.1.2.9 RL Engineering Support Division. The RL Engineering Support Division is
responsible for:

+  coordinating power distribution in the event of a power failure;

*  coordinating the combined efforts of the nuclear, mechanical, electrical, and civil
engineers to provide technical design information for special tools, equipment,
shielding, storage facilities, and other devices that may be essential during the
emergency;

*  assessing the extent of structural damage to DOE facilities; and

* providing liaison with onsite and offsite architectural, engineering, and
construction contractors that may be called for assistance during the emergency.

2.2 EMERGENCY RESPONSE ORGANIZATION STRUCTURE

Emergency response on the Hanford Site is modeled after the NFPA Incident Command
System.  As such, the Hanford Incident Command System is an integrated emergency
management system with clearly defined responsibilities and communication pathways that
allows predesignated and trained individuals to jointly determine and implement incident
mitigation strategies.

The Hanford Site ERO has two distinct components — the Incident Command
Organization and the DOE Hanford EOC — each with emergency direction and control
responsibilities.

The Incident Command Organization consists of the Facility/Building Emergency
Response Organization with responsibility for implementing emergency response activities at the
event facility, and site contractor emergency response personnel (i.e., Hanford Fire Department,
Hanford Patrol) with the responsibility for on-scene mitigation.

Permit requirement. Subsection 2.2, Ciass 1 Modification $/30/01
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For low-hazards and hazardous facilities with a Building Emergency Director (BED) or
Building Warden (BW) on the premise at the time of the incident, the BED/BW shall be
responsible for implementing appropriate emergency response procedures (e.g., protective
actions, event classification, notification) until arrival of the Hanford Fire Department IC or the
Hanford Patrol IC for security events. Upon arrival of the Hanford Fire Department or Hanford
Patrol IC, the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization becomes part of a
consolidated Incident Command Organization. The BED/BW shall retain responsibility for
direct configuration control over facility systems and components while the IC assumes the
overall management strategy associated with the incident and ensures that all functional areas are
appropriately staffed and working cohesively towards mitigation of the incident.

If the BED/BW is not present at the low-hazards or hazardous facility at the time of an
incident (e.g., during off shift hours), the IC shall perform the duties of the BED/BW in addition
to his/her own duties. The respective on-call BED/BW shall be summoned to the scene based
upon the BED/BW listing located in the POC or PNNL Control Room. If necessary, the
BED/BW will make the classification decision (i.e., Alert, Site Area Emergency, or General
Emergency) and determine if the RCRA contingency plan implementation requirements have
been met prior to responding to the scene. If the on-call BED/BW is not available and timely
classification is necessary, the IC may direct the ONC Duty Officer to make the classification
decision and determine if the RCRA contingency pian implementation requirements have been
met. Upon arrival of the BED/BW at the scene, the IC will turn over the remaining BED/BW
duties.

The DOE Hanford EOC has the responsibility to monitor and provide support for the
onsite response, assist with issue resolution, assess the offsite impacts, and interface with offsite
agencies and the public.

Both components of the Hanford ERO are depicted on Figure 2-1 and further delineated
in the respective subsections below,

For nonfacility events (e.g., onsite transportation incidents, wildland fires), the IC shall
be responsible for coordinating and performing the response activities. The EDO shall have the
responsibility for further classifying the event (i.e., as an Alert, Site Area Emergency, or General
Emergency) and determining if the RCRA contingency plan implementation requirernents have
been met, if warranted. If the EDO is not available and timely classification is necessary, the IC
may direct the ONC Duty Officer to make the classification decision and determine if the RCRA
contingency plan implementation requirements have been met, if warranted. After the immediate
threat of a release has been stabilized or eliminated, remaining duties will be delegated from the
IC to the organization that offered the hazardous substance for transportation.

In all events, the Incident Command Organization shall have the authority to commit the
resources needed to carry out the emergency response; and be thoroughly familiar with
applicable plans and procedures, operations and activities at the facility, location and properties
of all wastes handled, location of all records within the facility, and the layout of the facility.
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2.2.1 Incident Command Organization

The Hanford Incident Command System provides a graduated response mechanism for
unusual conditions and emergencies on the Hanford Site,

Depending on the severity of the event, the Incident Command Organization is comprised
of two main groups — the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization, and site
contractor emergency response personnel (i.e., Hanford Fire Department, Hanford Patrol). Other
emergency response support personnel may be called upon to assist in the mitigation of an event
depending on the type of emergency, but are not considered part of the Hanford ERO. The
appropriate personnel from each group may be located at either the event scene or ICP, or
staging area. A description of each group, including roles and responsibilities, is provided in the
following subsections.

In its most basic form, the Incident Command Organization may be staffed in its entirety
by facility or process personnel as deemed necessary by the BED or BW. In these instances, the
BED or BW coordinates emergency response efforts at the scene to include oversight of
mitigation efforts, use of appropriate personal protective equipment, facility protective actions,
and relevant notifications. Examples of such events that do not require assistance from outside
the facility (termed incidental responses) include small releases of known substances when
mitigation can be accomplished by trained on-scene personnel, minor first aid cases, noninjury
contamination incidents, and nonemergency plant responses.

As incidents escalate, the Hanford Incident Command System enables the use of
additional site contractor emergency response personnel to mitigate the event. Requests for such
additional site contractor emergency response personnel are made to the POC via the 911
emergency number (or 373-3800 for cellular telephones) and, where applicable, automated alarm
systems. This level of response requires the designation of an IC. The responding Hanford Fire
Department senior officer for events involving fire, medical, hazardous materials, or rescue shall
be the IC and also fulfill the role of the senior emergency response official. The Hanford Patrol
Shift Commander will act in the capacity of the IC during security incidents.

Additionally, an ICP shall be established as required to meet the needs of the event. The
ICP shall be established in a safe location near the incident scene. Organizations supporting the
ICP retain responsibility for their technical operations and provide facility expertise to the IC.
The IC is responsible for the health and safety of personnel at the event scene (i.e., the impacted
area under his/her direct control) and for the overall management strategy associated with the
incident to ensure that functional areas are appropriately staffed and working cohesively towards
mitigation of the incident.

The Incident Command Organization is staffed by pre-appointed and trained individuals
as delineated in Table 2-1, Personnel working in support of the Incident Command Organization
delineated in Table 2-1 must complete initial, annual, and ongoing training on their respective
roles, responsibilities, and authorities within the Incident Command Organization. Drills and
exercises are used to provide a format for Incident Command Organization responders to
demonstrate their proficiency.
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Figure 2-1. Hanford Site Emergency Response Organization.
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Table 2-1. Incident Command Organization Functions.

FUNCTION

RESPONSIBLE STAFFING

Incident Commander

Hanford Fire Department/Hanford Patrol

Building Emergency Director/
Building Warden

Affected facility

Public Information Officer

FHI or appropriate contractor personnel

Liaison Officer

Emergency Duty Officer

Safety Officer

Hanford Fire Department

ICP Communtcator

Affected hazardous facility

ICP Hazards Communicator

Affected hazardous facility

Facility Operations Specialists

Affected facility

Operations Section Chief

Hanford Fire Department/Hanford Patrol

Radiological Hazards Assessor

Affected facility radiological control manager
(or equivalent)

Chemical Hazards Assessor

Hanford Fire Department, on-call Industrial
Hygienist, or affected facility

Planning Section Chief

Hanford Fire Department

Logistics Section Chief

Hanford Fire Department

Resource Staging Area Manager

Hanford Fire Department

Facility Staging Area Manager

Affected facility
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Contractor personnel shall provide a BED or BW for the purpose of supporting the
Incident Command Organization as soon as possible. In the event of full implementation of the
Incident Command Organization, additional facility personnel shall be available to support
required functions.

2.2.1.1 Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization, Hanford Site facilities are
divided into one of three types — administrative, low-hazards, and hazardous — depending on the
hazards associated with the facility. Personnel and resources at the facility level comprise initial
response capability for an emergency. Facilities shall direct appropriate emergency response
actions, as delineated in the respective sections below, within the area under their control and at
the scene of the emergency, including effective coordination with the IC and the Hanford EQC.
Initia) direction and contro] of emergency response at the facility prior to establishment of an
ICP is the responsibility of the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization.

A list of all BEDs and BWs assigned to low-hazards and hazardous facilities shall be
located in the ONC in accordance with the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit (Dangerous Waste
Portion) General Condition I1.A.4. The list shall include telephone numbers (home and work) to
ensure that these individuals can be reached 24 hours per day.

2.2.1.1.1 Administrative Facilities. Administrative facilities are defined as onsite office
buildings or general-purpose facilities. The governing requirement for such facilities is 29 CFR
1910.38, which means that facilities where personnel are evacuated from the danger area when
an emergency occurs, and are not permitted to assist in handling the emergency, are exempt from
29 CFR 1910.120(q) requirements.

The building management for administrative facilities shall assign BWs or BEDs
(primary and alternates) who shall manage and control all aspects of the initial facility response
and shall direct an emergency organization made up of individuals within the facility who will
assist in the protection of personnel, the environment, and property. Personne! may take
emergency actions to report an emergency, initiate protective actions including personnel
accountability, and control of personnel while implementing protective actions. Typically, three
emergency positions are identified for these response actions: the BW/BED, Staging Area
Manager, and Personnel Accountability Aides (or other contractor-designated names). These
positions may also be present in low-hazards and hazardous facilities but only for emergency
actions as required in 29 CFR 1910.38 and not for 29 CFR 1910.120. The BW/BED is
responsible for emergency response at the event scene until arrival of the IC.

In addition, the building management, or designee, shall be responsible for:

« assigning and ensuring the training of the BW/BED, personnel accountability
aides, and staging area managers {or other contractor-designated names); and

« maintaining the facility emergency response information boards/building
emergency procedures.
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Specific responsibilities of the BW/BED shall include, as applicable:

(a)

(b)
(c)

(d)

activating internal facility alarms or communications systems, where applicable, to
notify building occupants of protective actions to be taken;

ensuring that a 911 telephone call is made when emergency assistance is required,;

assisting the IC, as necessary, in mitigating emergencies within the assigned
building; and '

ensuring that building occupants take appropriate protective actions in response to
events occurring in other onsite geographic areas or adjacent facilities.

2.2.1.1.2 Low-hazards Facilities. Low-hazards facilities are defined as facilities that cannot
generate an Alert, Site Area Emergency, or General Emergency but contain hazards not found in
administrative facilities. These facilities are typically subject to requirements driving preparation
of an environmental, safety, and health related emergency preparedness plan/procedure, which
include, but are not limited to, RCRA, CERCLA, the Toxic Substances Control Act, and the
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA).

The building management for low-hazards facilities shall assign BWs or BEDs (primary
and alternates) who shall manage and control all aspects of the initial facility response and direct
a Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization made up of individuals within the facility
who will assist in the protection of personnel, the environment, and property. The BW/BED is
responsible for emergency response at the event scene until arrival of the IC.

In addition, the building management, or designee, shall be responsible for:

assigning and ensuring the training of the Facility/Building Emergency Response
Organization as necessary to support the Hanford Fire Department as the RL/ORP-
designated hazardous materials emergency response agency;

maintaining building emergency plans/procedures or facility-specific emergency
response procedures, as applicable, in accordance with subsection 14.3.1;

ensuring that facility personnel are aware of hazards; and

ensuring that facility personnel are trained to respond to emergencies.

Specific responsibilities of the BW/BED shall include, as applicable:

(a)

determining when an event has occurred or a condition exists that requires
response in accordance with applicable state and Federal regulations;

Permit requirement: Subsection 2.2.1.1.2(a), Class 1 Modification 8/30/99
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(b)

(c)
(d)

(e)

®

(8

activating internal facility alarms or communications systems, where applicable, to
notify building occupants of protective actions to be taken;

ensuring that a 911 telephone call is made when emergency assistance is required,;

reporting events or conditions in accordance with applicable state and Federal
regulations;

establishing an initial ICP and assigning other Incident Command Organization
functions in accordance with established procedures to provide effective control at
the event scene;

assisting the IC, as necessary, in the mitigation of emergencies within the assigned
building by:

identifying the character, exact source, amount, and areal extent of any
released material;

- assessing possible hazards to human health and the environment that may
result from the release, fire, or explosion;

- taking reasonable nmeasures (e.g., stopping processes/operations,

" collecting/containing released waste, removing/isolating containers) necessary
to ensure that fires, explosions and releases do not occur, recur, or spread to
other dangerous waste;

- monitoring for leaks, pressure buildup, gas generation, or ruptures in valves,
pipes, or other equipment, as appropriate; and

ensuring that building occupants take appropriate protective actions in response
events occurring in other onsite geographic areas or adjacent facilities.

The duties of the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization may include, but
will not be limited to:

assisting in the alertiﬁg of employees of an emergency situation;
assisting in building evacuations and building sweeps;

providing assistahce to the Hanford Fire Department and/or Hanford Patrol to
include meeting and directing responders to the event scene, providing safe routes
of travel, and providing immediate and constant interface, coordination, and
information as the emergency situation requires.

Emergency ftraining requirements for the Facility/Building Emergency Response
Organization are delineated in subsection 12.2.2.1.2.

Permit requirement: Subsection 2.2.1,1.2(d), Class 1 Modiflcation 9/30/99
Permit requirement: Subsection 2.2.1.1.2(f), Class 1 Modification 8/30/99
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2.2.1.1.3 Hazardous Facilities. Hazardous facilities are defined as facilities capable of
generating an Alert, Site Area, or General Emergency as defined by DOE G 151.1. Facilities in
this group include reactor or nuclear facilities, or nonnuclear hazard facilities. TSD units
containing quantities of wastes or materials capable of generating an Alert or higher emergency
will also be categorized as a hazardous facility,

The building management for each hazardous facility shall establish and maintain a
Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization with overall responsibility for the initial
and ongoing response to and mitigation of an emergency, BEDs (primary and alternates) shall
be assigned to manage and control all aspects of the facility response and to direct the
Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization at the event scene until arrival of the IC.
Initiation of emergency lifesaving measures or support of protective actions for facilities which
require self-contained breathing apparatus (SCBA) must not rely entirely on the Hanford Fire
Department to provide such equipment on emergency response vehicles. The minimum
assumption used for emergency planning for the Hanford Fire Department arrival shall be 10
minutes plus travel time to destination. A BED (primary or alternate) must be present onsite and
within reasonable proximity to the facility (as defined by contractor policy) if work is being
performed which could generate an Alert or higher emergency classification. On-call BEDs,
where designated, may be used for facilities where hazardous materials is in storage and stable,
and the work being performed is that of surveillance.

The organization, size, and emergency response duties assigned to the Facility/Building
Emergency Response Organization shall be based on a graded approach and upon hazards at the
facility and the level necessary to support the Hanford Fire Department as the RL/ORP-
designated hazardous materials emergency response agency. In addition, the positions and
responsibilities of the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization shall be documented
in specific building emergency plans and/or procedures. The content, distribution and
organizational approval of the building emergency plan and/or procedures shall be determined by
the respective contractor emergency preparedness organization,

NOTE: Building emergency plans are not required for unoccupied hazardous facilities.
Howeyver, BEDs shall be identified and trained to implement initial emergency response
procedures.

The building management, or designee, shall be responsible for:

*  assigning and ensuring the training of the Facility/Building Emergency Response
Organization as necessary to support the Hanford Fire Department as the
RL/ORP-designated hazardous materials emergency response agency;

* maintaining, reviewing, and revising the building emergency plan and applicable
facility-specific emergency response procedures in accordance with
subsection 14.3.1; '

» ensuring that facility personnel are aware of hazards; and
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+  ensuring that facility personnel are trained to respond to emergencies.
Specific responsibilities of the BED shall include:

(a) determining when an event has occurred or a condition exists that requires
appropriate emergency event classification;

(b) activating internal facility alarms or communications systems, where applicable, to
implement actions to protect workers within their respective geographic area of
responsibility as defined in the building emergency plan or procedures;

(c) assessing the potential or actual onsite and offsite consequences of the emergency;

(d) contacting the POC, via the 911 emergency number, to implement predetermined
onsite protective actions and provide initial emergency and classification
information in accordance with established procedures;

(e) reporting events or conditions in accordance with applicable state and Federal
regulations; :

(f) establishing an initial ICP and assigning other Incident Command Organization
functions in accordance with established procedures to provide effective control at
the event scene;

(g) assisting the IC, as necessary, in the mitigation of emergencies within the assigned
building by: :

- identifying the character, €xact source, amount, and areal extent of any
released materials;

- taking reasonable measures (e.g., stopping processes/operations,
collecting/containing released waste, removing/isolating containers)
necessary to ensure that fires, explosions, and releases do not occur, recur, or
spread to other dangerous waste;

- monitoring for leaks, pressure buildup, gas generation, or ruptures in valves,
pipes, or other equipment, as appropriate; and

(h) ensuring that building occupants take appropriate protective actions in response to
events occurring in other onsite geographic areas or adjacent facilities.

Permit requirement; Subsection 2.2,1.1.3(a), Class 1 Modification 9/30/89
Permit requirement: Subsection 2.2.1.1.3(e), Class 1 Modification 9/30/99
Parmit requirement: Subsection 2.2,1.1.3(f), Class 1 Modification 8/30/88
Permit requirement: Subsection 2.2.1.1.3(g), Class 1 Modification 9/30/99
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The duties of the Facility/Building Emergency Response Organization may include, but
will not be limited to:

assisting in the alerting of employees of an emergency situation;
assisting in the safe evacuation of the incident scene hazard area;
providing immediate first-aid if required;

placing operating systems or controls in a safe configuration;

implementing or supporting the implementation of protective actions for the
general population to include roadblocks and building sweeps;

assisting in emergency classification and emergency notification of such
classification within established regulatory time limits;

providing assistance to the Hanford Fire Department and/or Hanford Patrol to
include meeting and directing responders to the event scene, providing safe routes
of travel, and providing immediate and constant interface, coordination, and
information as the emergency situation requires;

serving as emergency response team members in support of the Hanford Fire
Department for entry into the incident scene hazard area for mitigation where
personnel protective equipment requirements do not specify Level A or Level B
dermal protection (refer to Appendix B of CFR 1910.120);

providing chemical monitoring and assessment, in conjunction with the Hanford
Fire Department Industrial Hygienist, for emergency response;

providing radiological monitoring and assessment for emergency response; and

providing support for chemical and/or radiological decontamination.

Emergency training requirements for the Facility/Building Emergency Response
Organization are delineated in subsection 12.2.2.1.3.

2.2.1.2 Site Contractor Emergency Response Personnel

2.2.1.2.1 Hanford Fire Department. The Hanford Fire Department is the RL/ORP-
designated incident command agency for control of all hazardous materials (radiological and
nonradiological) and chemical/biological incidents on the site and, as such, controls the fire,
hazardous materials, and/or personnel rescue response activities associated with an emergency.
In this capacity, the Hanford Fire Department shall provide a hazardous materials response team,
as defined in 29 CFR 1910.120(q)(6)(i)-(v) and NFPA 472, as well as a qualified Safety Officer
for all emergency response activities.
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As a 24-hour operational facility/dispatch center, the Hanford Fire Department also
monitors facility fire alarm systems, and coordinates and provides emergency medical services
on the Hanford Site. Emergency medical support responsibilities are further delineated in
subsection 8.1.1.

2.2.1.2.2 Hanford Patrol. The Hanford Patro monitors alarm systems and provides security
services including coordination of the movement of emergency personnel through security gates,
evacuation assistance, and barricade establishment where needed. Additional law enforcement is
available through agreements with local and Federal agencies at the request of RL. The Hanford
Patrol is the designated incident command agency for security emergencies.

Additionally, the POC, a 24-hour operational facility/dispatch center, is responsible for
emergency functions that include, but are not limited to:

»  operating the site’s enhanced 911 system;
*  acting as the single point-of-contact to initiate emergency response by

- notifying the BED/BW (when not on the premises)

- requesting response from the Hanford Fire Department

- notifying appropriate on-call personnel

- activating or requesting activation of appropriate alarm signals;

NOTE: PNNL uses 375-2400 as single point-of-contact.

« activating the ONC conference bridge upon notification of a declared emergency
and implementing onsite protective actions by activating warning sirens and crash
alarm telephone systems; and

* receiving emergency response telephone calls during offsite shipments of
RL/ORP-owned hazardous materials.

Emergency medical support responsibilities of the Hanford Patrol are further delineated
in subsection 8.1.3.

2.2.1.3 Other Emergency Response Support Personnel. Some emergency situations may
require facility or site support personnel to be used for emergency response at the event scene
that are not assigned positions within the Hanford ERO. These emergency response support
personnel — termed either as Skilled Support Personnel or Specialist Employees — are not trained
to operate within the Hanford Incident Command System and must only be used for specific
tasks defined in the following subsections.

2.2.1.3.1 Skilled Support Personnel. Personnel needed to operate specific support
equipment, including those within the incident scene hazard area, but are not addressed in
specific emergency response procedures, may be designated as Skilled Support Personnel. Such
personnel shall receive a briefing prior to commencing any work. Training requirements in
accordance with 29 CFR 1910.120(q)(4) are delineated in subsection 12.2.2.3.1.
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2.2.1.3.2 Specialist Employees. Safety professionals and environmental specialists who
provide technical advice within their field of expertise, but are not addressed in specific
emergency response procedures, may be designated as Specialist Employees. Such personnel
will only provide expertise and advise to the IC when requested and may not enter the incident
scene hazard area. Training requirements in accordance with 29 CFR 1910.120(q)(5) are
delineated in subsection 12.2.2.3.2.

2.2.2 Hanford Emergency Operations Center

The Hanford EOC is an emergency response facility maintained by RL for the purpose of
providing an area where personnel may convene during emergency conditions to provide
essential response functions. These functions include public information, offSite protective
action recommendations, field monitoring and-sampling, hazard assessment, oversight of onsite
mitigative activities, and oversight of onsite protective actions.

The Hanford EOC shall be activated and operational within one hour upon declaration of
an Alert or higher emergency.

The Hanford EOC may also be fully or partially activated in the following situations.

»  As directed by the RL/ORP Manager, or designees, when events occur that are not
classified as an Alert or higher emergency but where action to provide monitoring
or assistance to the event scene or other agencies, is requested. Such events may
include:

- Hanford Site emergency conditions that potentially involve significant onsite
or offsite consequences;

- security events;

- natural disasters (i.e., earthquake, tornado) that could or does result in
significant onsite or offsite public or environmental impact,

- requests from other government agencies for support of regional
emergencies; or

- threats or acts of terrorism,-or when a national emergency is declared by the
President of the United States or the United States Congress.

+  As requested by the BED/BW, IC, or EDO where action to provide monitoring or
assistance to the event scene is needed.

«  Asrequested by the RAP team leader to support a RAP response.

«  Inresponse to non-DOE emergencies that affect the Hanford Site.
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* In response to TEP events involving the offsite shipment of RL/ORP-owned
hazardous materials.

The Hanford EOC is made up of several organizations that are responsible for
implementing defined emergency response tasks. These organizational areas are defined in the
following subsections. Detailed procedures for the activation, staffing, and operation of the
Hanford EOC are contained in DOE-0223, Emergency Plan Implementing Procedures.

2.2.2.1 Policy Team. The primary functions of the Policy Team are the oversight of onsite
activities, approval and communication of offsite protective action recommendations, approval
of reclassification recommendations, oversight of public information activities, and coordination

with offsite agencies.

The Policy Team is staffed by the RL/ORP Emergency Manager, Public Information
Director, Emergency Preparedness Advisor, Offsite Interface Coordinator, DOE-HQ Liaison,
and the responding state and county representatives.

During security incidents, RL is responsible for decisions that address mitigation of the
security event. This involves direction and control of Hanford Site security and patrol forces,
and coordination of facility response. However, the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI) may
exercise the option to take command of security events involving the violation of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954 or other Federal statutes. Associated response by site contractor personnel
for personnel and operational safety rests with the IC and the BED.

2.2.2.1.1 Policy Team Staffing and Responsibilities. The RL/ORP Manager (or designee)
shall be the RL/ORP Emergency Manager. If the event involves an ORP facility, the ORP
Manager (or designee) will assume the responsibility. The RL Manager (or designee) will
assume the responsibility in all other events. The RL/ORP Emergency Manager is responsible
for oversight operations of the Hanford EOC and for ensuring implementation of the
responsibilities of RL as the lead Federal agency. In consultation with the Hanford EOC staff,
the RL/ORP Emergency Manager approves emergency reclassification and termination, offsite
PARs, and notifications. '

Once operational, general functions of the Policy Team include:

+  overview of onsite response and mitigation actions, and providing assistance to the
event contractor as needed,

+ providing offsite notifications and PARs to state, local, and Federal agencies, and
continuous updates to the state/counties about conditions;

» notifying the DOE-HQ Cognizant Secretarial Officer (CSO) and the DOE-HQ
Emergency Management Team if facility operations were shut down as a part of
the protective action response;

+  providing direction and control, as appropriate, during a security incident;



DOE/RL-94-02, Hanford Emergency Management Plan Section 2.0
Rev. 2

August 31, 2001
Emergency Response Organization (Internal) Page 20 of 22

reclassifying or terminating the emérgency;

+ directing the activities of the JIC in providing timely and accurate release of
information to the public and media, including approval of RL/ORP news releases;

+  forwarding requests for additional DOE emergency response assets to the Regional
Response Coordinator as needed,

+ providing liaisons to offsite emergency centers and responding DOE emergency
response assets;

»  providing a representative to DOE-HQ as requested; and
» designating a recovery organization.

2.2,2,2 Joint Information Center. The primary function of the JIC is the dissemination of
accurate and timely information to the public and employees about RL/ORP activities during
declared emergencies. The JIC operates under the direction of the Public Information Director
and is staffed by RL/ORP, contractor, state, and county communication professionals responsible
for coordinating the release of information to the public and media.

One or more Newswriter(s) reside next to the Policy Team area in order to obtain the
most current information for the development of draft press releases. Once developed, the
Newswriter(s) ensures that the releases are reviewed for technical accuracy and security
sensitivities prior to approval by the RL Public Information Director. Upon approval, the press
releases are sent to the JIC for dissemination.

The JIC provides a single location where RL/ORP and site contractors can coordinate the
release of information with other Federal agencies, state, and local jurisdictions. Provisions shall
be made at the JIC for representatives from the states of Washington and Oregon, plume EPZ
counties, and other Federal agencies that may be involved in the emergency response.

The functions performed at the JIC include:

»  preparing and coordinating information released to the public and media;
»  answering questions of the public and media; and
»  rumor control.

2.2.2.3 Site Management Team. The primary functions of the SMT are to provide support to
the Incident Command Organization by providing additional resources not easily obtained by the
IC; tracking the status of onsite protective actions; developing and directing implementation of
additional onsite protective actions away from the event scene (i.¢., the area not under the direct
control of the IC) as required; and providing communications support. The SMT is also
responsible for hazards assessment activities, tracking personnel medical issues, developing
additional offsite protective action recommendations, record keeping, and overall operation of

the center.
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The SMT is made up of four support organizations that are responsible for implementing
defined emergency response tasks. These organizations are defined below.

2.2.2.3.1 Executive Team and Support Staff. The Site Emergency Director is responsible
for the coordination of all SMT activities. In this role, the Site Emergency Director is
responsible for the activities of the Event Support Coordinator, EOC Operations Manager, and
the Consequence Assessment Director.

Since R has an operational function over Hanford security forces, the Security Director
is responsible for the activities of the Security Operations Coordinator. The Security Director
will receive information from and provide direction to the security forces. The Security Director
will communicate planned actions of security forces to the Site Emergency Director and Safety
Oversight Director to ensure all safety and security issues are addressed and coordinated. The
Site Emergency Director, in conjunction with the Security Director and Safety Oversight
Director, is responsible for periodically providing status information to the RL/ORP Emergency
Manager and the Policy Team. The Contractor Representative and SMT Emergency
Preparedness Advisor provide support to the Site Emergency Director.

2.2.2.3.2 Security and Event Support. As part of the SMT staff, the Security Operations
Coordinator's primary functions are security operations, which include interface with local law
enforcement agencies, coordination with the Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI), and
oversight of onsite patrol activities. The Security Operation Coordinator reports directly to the
Security Director.

The Event Support Coordinator is responsible for event support activities to include site
support services, technical support, communications with the event scene, and coordination with
the Emergency Decontamination Facility and other medical assessment activities. The Event
Support Coordinator reports directly to the Site Emergency Director.

2.2.2.3.3 Unified Dose Assessment Center. As part of the SMT, the primary Unified Dose
Assessment Center (UDAC) functions are monitoring and evaluating existing emergency
conditions in order to develop additional protective action recommendations. The UDAC is
responsible for field team activities to include plume tracking, monitoring, and sampling.

Representatives from the states of Washington and Oregon participate in the development
of recommendations and provide direction for offsite environmental monitoring. The UDAC is
operated by site contractor personnel with knowledge in the technical areas of meteorology,
toxicology, industrial hygiene, and health physics. The Consequence Assessment Director is
responsible for all UDAC activities and reports directly to the Site Emergency Director.

Specific UDAC responsibilities include:

+  acquiring necessary data and measurements to evaluate personnel radiation doses
and chemical exposures resulting from the event;
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* assessing the potential for onsite and offsite consequences of a release of
radioactive or nonradioactive materials based on meteorological conditions, source
term, location and dispersal of the hazardous material;

+  assisting the event contractor or other Hanford Site contractors in onsite hazard
assessment or development of onsite protective actions; '

« analyzing the consequences associated with evacuating versus remaining in a take
cover situation for onsite personnel and recommending appropriate additional
protective actions if necessary;

* developing offsite PARs in coordination with representatives from the states of
Washington and Oregon; and

*  coordinating and directing emergency environmental monitoring teams that are not
assigned to the event facility. This may include state field teams performing
offsite monitoring if requested by the states.

2.2.2.3.4 Hanford EOC Operations. As part of the SMT, the primary functions of the
Hanford EOC Operations team are administration, record keeping tasks, and dissemination of
information to offsite agencies (i.e., Hanford Emergency Notification Form, UDAC products,
etc.). The EOC Operations Manager is responsible for these activities. In this role, the EOC
Operations Manager reports directly to the Site Emergency Director.

2.2.2.4 Event Coordination Team. The Event Coordination Team is a partial staffing of the
Hanford EOC that allows for a graded response to events occurring on or off the Hanford Site
which are not further classified as an Alert or higher emergency. The Event Coordination Team
can be used to provide resource and communications support to the ICP; to monitor abnormal
conditions that could impact site workers, facilities, or operations (e.g., power outage, severe
weather conditions); or for events that may require additional monitoring or distributing
information to site workers and the public. The Event Coordination Team does not require that
all Hanford EOC positions be filled. Instead, the on-call Site Emergency Director or Emergency
Duty Officer will determine staffing and length of operation. Detailed procedures for the
activation and responsibilities of the Event Coordination Team are contained in DOE-0223,
Emergency Plan Implementing Procedures.
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3.0 OFFSITE RESPONSE INTERFACES

3.1 OVERVIEW

Interfaces and coordination with offsite agencies are important in the planning,
preparedness, response, and recovery elements of the Hanford emergency management program.
As such, RL shall interface with Federal, tribal, state, local, and private organizations and/or
agencies:

» that have a responsibility to protect the public and environment within the EPZs of
the Hanford Site;

« with which RL supports as the Regional Coordinating Office for Region 8
(Oregon, Washington, and Alaska); and

« with which RL has entered into special agreements for assistance.

Where appropriate, RL shall develop and maintain agreements to formalize areas of
understanding, cooperation, and support with offsite agencies.

3.1.1 Planning and Preparedness

The modes of interface for planning and preparedness activities, as is determined
beneficial by the parties, may include:

«  coordination of emergency plans and procedures;

»  periodic meetings to share information and coordinate activities;

»  training opportunities related to offsite responsibilities;

« development of agreements for support to and from offsite agencies;
»  participation in annual exercises; and

+ development of public information programs.

3.1.2 Response and Recovery

In the event of an emergency on or affecting the Hanford Site, RL shall interface with
offsite agencies to ensure coordination and support of response and recovery activities. These
interfaces include:

» notification and periodic updates to local jurisdictions within the plume EPZ, states
that contain portions of the ingestion EPZ, and other agencies that may be
requested to provide assistance (see respective subsections in section 5.0);

Permit requirement: Subsection 3.1, Class 1 Modification 9/30/99
Subsection 3.1.1, Class 1 Modification 8/30/99
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+  communication and coordination with DOE-HQ;

* RL representation in appropriate offsite emergency centers;
»  offsite representation in the Hanford EOC;

+  PARs to offsite agencies; and

*  event scene interface with offsite responders.

Communications with state and local EOCs are depicted on Figure 3-1.

3.2 FEDERAL AGENCIES
3.2.1 U.S. Department of Energy-Headquarters

The DOE-HQ Cognizant Secretarial Officers are responsible for ensuring implementation
of policy and requirements for activities conducted under their respective areas of cognizance.

The DOE-HQ EOC serves as the point-of-contact for receipt of all emergency
notifications and reports.  Accordingly, the DOE-HQ EOC receives, coordinates, and
disseminates emergency information to DOE-HQ elements and Program Office emergency
points-of-contact, the White House Situation Room, and other Federal agencies. As such,
emergency status reports shall be forwarded to the DOE-HQ EOC on a continuing basis until the
emergency is terminated.

In the event of an emergency, a DOE-HQ Emergency Management Team is convened to:

receive information on the facility, site, or area response;

* monitor the Operations/Field Office;

= provide appropriate support and assistance;

= assist with issue resolution; and

* coordinate interagency Congressional, and public information activities at the
national level.

RL/ORP shall notify and provide information to the DOE-HQ EOC. Written reports
shall be provided to the DOE-HQ EOC as soon as practical, but within 24 hours of emergency
classification. A DOE-HQ Site Representative will respond to the Hanford EOC to provide
liaison with the DOE-HQ EOC. Upon request from DOE-HQ, RL/ORP shall dispatch a liaison
to support activation of the DOE-HQ EOC.
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Figure 3-1. Lines of Communication Between Emergency Centers.
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3.2.2 Federal Bureau of Investigation

The role of the FBI is to serve as the primary U.S. Law Enforcement Agency responsible
for investigating alleged or suspected violations of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended,
and other Federal statutes. As such, security events of national consequence occurring at the -
Hanford Site and within the jurisdiction of the U.S. Department of Justice (e.g., theft of special
nuclear material, terrorist activity, weapons of mass destruction incidents) will be communicated
to the FBI.

During these types of security events, the FBI becomes the Lead Federal Agency and acts
as the On-scene Commander with responsibility for crisis management which may include
intelligence, surveillance, tactical operations, behavioral assessments, negotiations, forensics,
and investigation. The FBI will receive a complete briefing on the incident from Hanford EOC
personnel and determine the need for additional regional and national FBI crisis management
Tesources.

Command of FBI response activities, including plant security forces deployed at the
event scene, will be the responsibility of the FBI Special-Agent-in-Charge when a declared
security event has occurred. The FBI has the authority to assume command and control of all
FBI and DOE on-scene crisis management resources, including plant security forces deployed at
the event scene, when the FBI crisis management assets are in place and ready to assume their
specific crisis management responsibilities. An RL Office of Security and Emergency Services
(SES) representative will be assigned to provide direct support to the FBI as requested. RL will
retain command and control of a security event until the FBI assumes this responsibility.
Additionally, RL/ORP and site contractors will maintain operational control and authority over
those site areas and resources not directly affected by the incident.

The DOE-HQ Office of Security and Emergency Operations maintains a memorandum of
understanding (MOU) with the FBI Counterterrorism Division which provides mutual support
guidelines concerning the contingency response planning, coordination of procedures, training
and exercises, and operational cooperation reqmred to effectively deal with actual or possible
security related emergencies.

3.2.3 U.S. Coast Guard

The U.S. Coast Guard (USCG) (through the Thirteenth District Commander in Seattle,
Washington and the Captain of the Port in Portland, Oregon) may regulate activities on
navigable waters within the Hanford Site, when necessary, to prevent harm to persons, property,
and the environment in or on those waters.

When notified of a Site Area or General Emergency, the USCG will close the appropriate
portion of the Columbia River and make a broadcast to mariners.

In the event of an emergency, the ONC will make notifications and provide information
to the USCG in Portland, Oregon.

Permit requirement: Subsection 3.2.3, Class 1 Modification 9/30/99
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3.2.4 U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Under the provisions of the Federal Radiological Emergency Response Plan (FRERP),
the EPA shall assume the lead Federal agency responsibility for coordinating the intermediate
and long-term offsite radiation monitoring activities.

In the event of an emergency, the Hanford EOC shall notify and provide information to
the EPA Region 10 in Seattle, Washington.

3.2,5 Federal Aviation Administration

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) may make flight restrictions for aircraft
under their jurisdiction over the Hanford Site.

The ONC will notify and provide information to the FAA Seattie Center. At a Site Area
or General Emergency the ONC may request the FAA to impose flight restrictions over the
Hanford Site,

3.2.6 Federal Emergency Management Agency

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is responsible for coordinating
Federal assistance (other than monitoring resources) to the states if requested. Under the
provisions of the FRERP, FEMA coordinates the offsite (nontechnical) response. :

At the time of a declaration of an.emergency, the Hanford EOC notifies and provides
information to the FEMA Region 10 office in Bothell, Washington.

3.3 STATE GOVERNMENT

States, along with local governments, share the responsibility for the protection of the
public and the environment. The responsibilities and concept of operations for state agencies are
described in the emergency response plans of each state,

RL shall work with the states of Washington and Oregon to assist in development of their
program and response plans for an emergency at the Hanford Site. Periodic meetings will be
conducted with the states to coordinate plans and share information. General descriptions of
emergency responsibilities as well as areas of cooperation and understanding between RL and
the states are delineated in memoranda of urderstanding (MQU). Copies of the MOUs are
provided in Appendix B.
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3.3.1 The State of Washington

The Governor of Washington is responsible for command and control of state resources
to maintain and preserve life, property, and the environment in Washington. The lead agency for
emergency planning and response activities is the Emergency Management Division of the
Military Department. Other state agencies that participate in the planning process and have
emergency response roles include the:

Department of Health;
Department of Agriculture;
State Patrol;

Department of Ecology; and
Department of Transportation.

An emergency response plan is maintained by the Emergency Management Division that
describes the concept of operations and roles and responsibilities of the state agencies.
Emergency procedures are maintained by each state agency.

Responsibilities of the state of Washington include:

providing a 24-hour single point of contact for the receipt of emergency
notifications from RL/ORP;

disseminating information to potentially affected counties within the plume and
ingestion EPZs;

coordinating ingestion protective action decisions and public information with the
counties, the state of Oregon, and RL;

providing assistance to counties as requested;
evaluating offsite emergency PARs made to plume EPZ counties;

rﬁaking protective action decisions to protect public health from ingestion-related
impacts, such as contamination of the food chain;

performing field environmental radiological monitoring and dose assessments;

providing guidance on emergency worker exposure and authorizing emergency
workers to exceed protective action guides;

implcmenting food, milk, and animal-feed control measures; and

requesting Federal assistance as required.

Permit requirement: Subsection 3.3.1, Class 1 Modification 9/30/99
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3.3.2 The State of Oregon

The Governor of Oregon is responsible for directing and controlling state activities to
protect the lives and property of Oregon citizens. The lead agency for Hanford Site emergency
planning is the Oregon Office of Energy. Other state agencies that participate in the planning
process and have emergency response roles include the: '

State Public Information Officer;

Health Division;

Emergency Management Division;
Department of Agriculture;

Oregon State University Radiation Center;
Military Department;

State Police; and

State Highway Division.

An emergency response plan is maintained by the Oregon Office of Energy that describes
the concept of operations and roles and responsibilities of state agencies. Emergency procedures
are maintained by each state agency.

Responsibilities of the state of Oregon include:

providing a 24-hour single point of contact for the receipt of emergency
notifications from RL/ORP;

making protective action decisions for the state of Oregon;

coordinating protective action decisions and public information with counties, the
state of Washington, and RL;

coordinating state and local emergency response within the state of Oregon,;
performing field environmental radiological monitoring and dose assessments;

providing guidance on emergency worker exposure and authorizing emergency
workers to exceed protective action guides;

providing assistance to Oregon counties within the ingestion EPZ;
implementing food, milk, and animal-feed control measures; and

requesting Federal assistance as required.

Permit requirement: Subsection 3.3.2, Class 1 Modification 9/30/99
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3.4 LOCAL ORGANIZATIONS

Cities and counties are responsible for protecting the lives and property of their residents.
The responsibilities and concept of operations for local governments are described in the
emergency response plans of each jurisdiction.

RL shall work with local emergency response organizations through the county and state
emergency management organizations. Generally, RL shall interface directly with emergency
response and planning organizations providing service to those areas within a plume EPZ of a
Hanford Site facility. Interface with those jurisdictions within the ingestion EPZ generally shall
be accomplished through the state emergency management organization. To accomplish the
necessary close coordination with local agencies, periodic meetings shall be conducted to share
information and discuss concerns.

3.4.1 Plume Emergency Planning Zone Counties

Portions of Benton, Franklin, and Grant Counties are within plume EPZs of a Hanford
Site facility. The Boards of County Commissioners are responsible for making emergency
protective action decisions and implementing emergency response actions, as necessary, to
protect their residents outside the Hanford Site boundary. The lead agency for emergency
planning and coordination of emergency response is the county emergency management agency.
County emergency response plans and procedures are developed by the emergency management
agencies, working with county, city, and volunteer emergency response agencies, such as:

» law enforcement;

» fire and emergency medical;

*  public works/road departments;
*  hospitals; and

*  American Red Cross.

The emergency responsibilities of the plume EPZ counties include:

* making and implementing protective action decisions to protect citizens who live
within the plume EPZ;

» implementing protective action decisions, made by the state of Washington, for
ingestion-related impacts to residents within the ingestion EPZ;

» disseminating alert and warnings to the public and providing emergency public
information; and

»  coordinating response actions and public information with neighboring counties,
the state of Washington, and RL.

Permit requirement: Subsection 3.4, Class 1 Modification $/30/99
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RL maintains agreements with Benton, Franklin, and Grant Counties that outline the
areas of responsibility and cooperation (see Appendix B).

3.4.1.1 Law Enforcement. RL SES interfaces with local law enforcement agencies for
support to the Hanford Site during emergencies. Via a contractual agreement, the Benton
County Sheriff's Office provides law enforcement on the Hanford Site (i.e., traffic enforcement
and criminal investigation), and assists in access control; and, as such, coordinates activities with
RL SES and the Hanford Patrol.

RL SES maintains memorandums of understanding with the law enforcement agencies of
Kennewick, Richland, West Richland, Benton County, Franklin County, and the state of
Washington.

34.1.2 Fire and Emergency Medical. The Hanford Fire Department is signatory to the Tri-
County Mutual Aid Agreement for fire agencies. The agreement, signed by 11 local fire
agencies, provides mutual aid for fire or medical emergencies.

The Hanford Fire Department meets regularly with local fire agencies. The Hanford Fire
Department and HEHF Representatives meet routinely with emergency medical service agencies
to coordinate and share information.

34.1.3 Hospitals. RL maintains agreements with local hospitals, which provide for the care
of injured, contaminated (chemical or radiological) Hanford Site personnel. These hospitals
include:

*  Our Lady of Lourdes Health Care Center;
*  Kennewick General Hospital; and
+  Kadlec Medical Center.

RL shall provide for training and exercise support, as néedcd, related to the services
provided to the Hanford Site. HEHF shall provide expertise on radiclogical decontamination or
chemical exposure and treatment as requested.

3.4.2 Ingestion Emergency Planning Zone Counties

Counties within the ingestion EPZ of the Hanford Site are responsible to implement
measures to protect their residents from potential ingestion related impacts. In the state of
Washington, the counties of Adams, Benton, Franklin, Grant, Kittitas, Klickitat, Walla Walla,
and Yakima are within the 50-mile (80-kilometer) ingestion EPZ. In the state of Oregon, the
counties of Morrow and Umatilla are included. Ingestion EPZ counties have emergency
response plans that describe their responsibilities in the event of an emergency at the Hanford
Site. |

Permil requirement: Subsection 3.4.1.1, Class 1 Modification 3/31/00
Subsection 3.4.1.2, Class 1 Maodification 9/30/99
Subsection 3.4.1.3, Class 1 Modification 9/30/99
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RL shall coordinate emergency planning and preparedness for ingestion counties through
the Washington State Emergency Management Division and the Oregon Office of Energy.
Ingestion county responsibilities include:

» coordinating with the state and implementing decisions regarding protective
measures for its residents within the ingestion EPZ; and

«  consulting with the respective state EOC on the identification of access control
points, food contro! areas, food control stations, and strategies for relocation,
restoration, and recovery in contaminated areas.

3.5 TRIBAL ORGANIZATIONS

RL shall provide appropriate information to the impacted tribal organizations to
coordinate planning for ingestion-related response actions of the tribe(s).

3.6 PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS

_ The Hanford Site emergency management program shall address private facilities on or
near the site. These facilities may be impacted by an emergency at the Hanford Site, or may
impact Hanford Site facilities if they experience an emergency.

RL shall coordinate emergency planning and preparedness activities with onsite private
facilities (namely Energy Northwest, US Ecology, and Richland Specialty Extrusions). In the
event of an emergency at a Hanford Site facility, onsite private facilities will receive
notifications and information from RL.

Where emergencies at facilities operated by private organizations may impact the
Hanford Site, RL shall ensure that the emergency management program addresses actions that
must be taken to protect site workers and facilities.

Areas of cooperation with private organizations shall be documented in memorandums of
understanding.

3.7 MEMORANDA OF UNDERSTANDING
RL shall develop and implement mutual assistance agreements with offsite agencies to

document areas of cooperation and assistance when appropriate and as identified in Federal,
state, and local regulations (see Table 3-1).
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RL SES is responsible for executing and rriaintaining MOUs related to security and
emergency preparedness. The Hanford Fire Department shall execute and maintain MOUs
within its area of responsibility. MOUs shall be reviewed annually and revised as needed.

Copies of MOUs shall be provided to the CSO through their inclusion in Appendix B of
this plan.



Table 3-1. Memorandums of Understanding

PARTIES SERVICES/AREAS OF POINTS OF CONTACT CONSTRAINTS DATE EXPIRATION DATE WHERE ON FILE
COOPERATION
State of Washington Document areas of cooperation | Washington Emergency None 01/03/01 | 01/03/04 or until canceled by | RL SES
between the parties in the Management Division any party afier 60 days written
planning for and response to - notice to the other parties,
emergencies at the Hanford Site.
State of Oregon Document areas of cooperation Oregon Depariment of None 06/21/00 | Continue until canceled by RL SES
between the state of Oregon and | Energy either party by written notice
RL in the planning for and to the other Amendments or
providing notification and medifications to this
interface in the event of an Agreement my be made upon
incident on the Hanford Site. written agreement by both
parities to the Amendment.
Benton County Document areas of cooperation Benton County Emergency None 03/16/00 ] Continue untif canceled by Rl SES
between the parties in the Management either party by written notice
ptanning for and response to to the other.
emergencies at the Hanford Site.
Franklin County Document areas of cooperation Franklin County Emergency | None 01/20/00 | Continue until canceled by RL SES
between the parties in the Management either party by written notice
planning for and response to to the other.
emergencics at the Hanford Site.
Grant County Document areas of cooperation Grant County Emergency None 05/25/00 | Continue until canceled by RL SES
between the partics in the Management either party by written notice
planning for and response to to the other,
emergencies at the Hanford Site.
Energy Northwest Document areas of cooperation Energy Notthwest The specific areas of 09/07/0¢ | Continue until canceled by RL SES
between the parties in the Emergency Preparedness assistance wiil be provided either of the parties upon 30
planning for and response to based upon availability, and days written notice to the
emergencies at the Hanford Site. are limited to those emergency other party,
actions necessary 1o protect
onsite personnel, the public
health and safety, and the
environment in the event of a
majot emergency at the
Hanford Site or Energy
Northwest.
Energy Northwest Treatment of a significantly Energy Northwest None (9/08/0¢ | Continue until canceled by RI. SES
and HEHF contaminated and injured person. | Emergency Preparedness and one or more of the parties
HEHF upon 30 days written notice to

the other(s).

Parmit requ
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Table 3-1. Memorandums of Understanding

PARTIES SERVICES/AREAS OF POINTS OF CONTACT CONSTRAINTS DATE EXPIRATION DATE WHERE ON FILE
COOPERATIGN
Framatome ANP Establishes means by which RL | Framatome ANP Emergencies affecting the 01/19/00 | Remain in effect for five years | RL SES
(formerly Siemens can provide consequence Hanford Site or Hanford {rom cffective date, at which
Power Corporation} assessment and metoerological facilities takes precedence time it shal) be reviewed and
information to Framatome ANP over alf other uses of the rencgotiated, reissued, or
during an emergency at the UDAC facilities and/or staf. terminated. Either party may
Framatome ANF plant in withdraw upon 30 days
Richland, Washington written notice.
Framatome ANP Treatment of a significantly Framatome ANP and HEHF | Framatome ANP agrees to 01/03/00 | Continue until canceled by RL SES
(formerly Siemens contaminated and stightly infured undertake all costs and one or more of the parties by
Power Corporation) and | persor. expenses incurred that directly written notice to the other(s).
HEHF result from this agreement.
Allied Technology Treatment of a significantly ATG and HEHF ATG agrees to undertake all 12/22/9% | Continue until canceled by RL SES
Group, Inc. (ATG) and contaminated and slightly injured costs and expenses incurred one or mare of the parties by
HEHF person. that directly resuit from this written notice 1o the other(s).
‘ agreement.
National Weather Sharing Metecrological NWS Westem Regional None 10/05/94 | Agreement may be terminated | R SES
Service Information, Headquarters. by cither party upon thinty
days written notice to the
other party.
Our Lady of Lourdes Significanty injured, OLGL Administrator The responsibilities of OLOL | 08/17/98 | Ammangements may be RL SES
Hospital {OLOL) contaminated persons will be will be limited to activities terminated by OLOL or by RL
‘ . admitted to facility for performed at the ital, upon written notice 10 the
Pasco, Washington appropriate medical care. hosp other, which notice shall not
' become effective for at least
30 days after the date thereof.
Kadlec Medical Center | Significantly injured, KMC Administrator KMC will be limited to 08/17/98 | Amangements may be RL SES
{KMC) contaminated persons will be activities performed at the terminated by KMC or by RL
. . admitted to facility for hospital and at the Emergency upan written notice to the
Richland, Washington appropriate medical care, Decontamination Facility. other, which notice shali not
become eflective for at Jeast
10 days after the date thereof.
Kennewick General Significantly injured, KGH Administrator KGH will be limited to 08/17/98 | Amanpgements may be RL SES
Hospital (KGH) contaminated persons will be activities performed at the terminated by KGH or by RL
. . admitted to facility for hospital. upon written notice to the
Kennewick, Washingon | onororiste medical care. other, which notice shall not
become effective for at least
30 days after the date thereof,

Permit requirement: Table 3-1, Class 1 Modification $/30/01
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Table 3-1. Memorandums of Understanding

PARTIES SERVICES/AREAS OF POINTS OF CONTACT CONSTRAINTS DATE EXPIRATION DATE WHERE ON FILE
COOPERATION
Tri-County Mutual Aid | Provide mutuaf aid to parties Hanford Fire Department Assistance under the 02/05/98 | Remain in full force and effect | Hanford Fire
Agreement hereto desire to augment the fire agreement is not mandatory. untit canceled by mutual Department
and emergency medical agreement of the parties
protection available in their hereto or by written notice by
establishments, districts, one party to the other party
agencies, and municipalities in giving ten (10) days notice of
the event of large fires or said cancellation.
conflagrations or other disaster.
Richiand Police Mutual law enforcement Richland Potice Department | Assistance will be provided 03/14/00 | Indefinite duration. RL SES
Department assistance. subject to the provision of the
agreement and any other
canditions as the parties may
agree.
West Richland Police Mutual law enforcement West Richland Police Assistance will be provided 03/14/00 | Indefinite duration. RL SES
Department assistance. Department subject to the provision of the
agreement and any other
conditions as the parties may
agree.
Kennewick Police Mutual taw enforcement Kennewick Police Assistance will be provided 03/14/00 | Indefinite duration. RL SES
Department assistance. Department subject to the provision of the
agreement and any other
conditions as the parties may
agree.
Benton County Sheriff | Mutual law enforcement Benton County Sherff Assistance will be provided 03/14/00 | Indefinite duration, RL SES
assistance. subject to the provision of the
agreement and any other
conditions as the parties may
agree.
Franklin County Sheriff | Mutua! law enforcement Franklin County Sheriff Assistance will be provided 03/14/00 | Indefinite duration. RL SES
assistance. sttbject to the provision of the :
agreement and any other
conditions as the parties may
agree.
Washington State Patrol | Mutual law enforcement Washington State Patrol Assistance will be provided 02/14/00 | Indefinite duration. RL SES

assistance.

subject to the provision of the
agreement and any other
conditions as the parties may
agree.

Permit requ. 1%
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Table 3-1. Memorandums of Understanding

PARTIES SERVICES/AREAS OF POINTS OF CONTACT CONSTRAINTS DATE EXPIRATION DATE WHERE ON FILE
COOPERATION
Adams County Shenff Mutual law enforcement Adams County Sheriff Assistance will be provided 03/27/00  § Indefinite duration. RL SES
assistance, subject to the provision of the
agreement and any other
conditions as the parties may
agree.
Grant County Sheriff Mutual law enforcement Grant County Sheriff Assistance will be provided 03/14/00 | Indefinite duration. RL SES
assistance. subject to the provision of the
agreement and any other
conditions as the parties may
agree.
Pasco Police Department | Mutual law enforcement Pasco Police Department Assistance will be provided 04/03/00  { Indefinite duration, RL SES

subject to the provision of the
agreetnent and any other
conditions as the partics may
agree.

Pemmit recuirement: Table 3-1, Class 1 Modification 9/30/01
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Introduction

and operated to minimize the possibility of fire, explosion, or any unplanned sudden or
nonsudden release of dangerous waste or dangerous waste constituents 1o air, soil, or
surface or ground water, which could threaten the public health or the environment.
‘This section describes preparations and preventive measures, which help avoid or
mitigate such situations.

(State authorized RCRA program), the
Hanford Site is a singular facility with
over 60 TSD units and many more
locations where gencrator activities take
place. For the pusposes of these
regulations: Facility = Hanford Site

APPENDIX A
DOCUMENTATION CROSSWALK MATRIX
REQUIREMENT REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION HOW DOES REQUIREMENT WHERE IS REQUIREMENT
SOURCE APPLY TGO HANFORD? MET IN OCUMENTATION?
WAC 173-303-340 Preparedness and prevention. Facilities must be designed, constructed, maintained, Under the Dangerous Waste Regulations N/A

WAC 173-303-340(1)

(Permit requirement)

Required equipment. Required equipment, All facilities must be equipped with the
following, unless it can be demonstraied to the department that none of the hazards
posed by waste handied at the facility could require a particular kind of equipment
specified below: (a) An internal communications or alarm system capable of
providing immediate emergency instruction to facility personnel; (b) A device, such as
a telephone or a hand-held, two-way radio, capable of summoning emergency
assistance from local police departments, fire departments, or state or local emergency
response (eams; {(¢) Portable fire extinguishers, fire contro! equipment {including
special extinguishing equipment, such as that using foam, inert gas, or dry chemicals),
spill control equipment, and decontamination equipment; and (d) Water at adequate
volume and pressure 1o supply water hose streams, foam producing equipment,
sutamatic sprinklers, or water spray systems. All facility communications or alarm
sysiems, fire protection equipment, spilt control equipment, and decontamination
equipment, where required, must be tested and maintained as necessary 1o assure its
proper operation in time of emergency.

Required equipment is evaluated on a
site-wide basis (Hanford Fire
Department) and a location-specific basis
for TSD units and 90-day accumulation
arcas. Each location does not necessarily
require each type of equipment. Lists of
appropriate equipment are documented in
accordance with

WAC 173-303-350(3}(e).

See line item for
WAC 173-303-350(3)e).

WAC 173-303-340(2)

(Permit requirement)

Access to communications or alarms.  Personnel must have immediate access to the
signaling devices described in the situations below; {2) Whenever dangerous waste is
being poured, mixed, spread, or otherwise handled, al! personnel involved must have
immediate access to an internal alarm or emergency communication device, either
directly or through visual or voice contact with another employee, unless such a device
is not required in subsection (1) of this section; (b) if there is ever just one employee
on the premises while the facility is operating, he must have immediate access to 2
device, such as a telephone or a hand-held, two-way radio, capable of summening
external emergency assistance, unless such a device is not required in subsection (1) of
this section.

Site personnel are provided aceess to
signaling devices,

None required to dacument
compliance.

WAC 173-303-340(3)

{Permit requirement)

Aisle space. The owner or operator must maintain aisle space to allow the
unobstructed movement of personnel. fire protection equipment, spill control
equipment, and decontamination equipment o any area of facility operation in an
emergency, unless it can be demonstrated to the department that aisle space is not
neceded for any of these purposes.

This requirement is met at TSD units and
90-day accumulation arca, where
appropriate.

N/A

Permit requirement: Class 1 Modification 9/30/01
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REQUIREMENT
SOURCE

REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION

HOW DOES REQUIREMENT
APPLY TO HANFORD?

WHERE IS REQUIREMENT
MET IN OCUMENTATION?

WAC 173-303-340(4)

{Permit requirement)

Arrangements with local authorities. The owner or operator must attempt to make the
following arrangements, as appropriate for the type of waste handled at his facility and
the potential need for the services of these organizations, unless the hazards posed by
wastes handled at the facility would not require these arrangements: {a} Arrangements
to familiarize pofice, fire departments, and emergency response teams with the layout
of the facility, properties of dangerous waste handled at the facility and associated
hazards, places where facility personnel would normally be working, entrances to
roads inside the facility, and possible evacuation routes; (b) Amrangements to
familiarize local hospitals with the properties of dangerous waste handled at the
facility and the types of injuries or illnesses which could result from fires, explosions,
or releases at the facility; (¢} Agreements with state emergency response teams,
emergency response contractors, and equipment suppliers; and (d) Where more than
one party might respond to an emergency, agreements designating primary emergency
authority and agreements with any others to provide support to the primary emergency
authority.

Arrangements are addressed on a site-
wide basis. Memoranda of
Understanding, which RL enters into, are
described in DOE/RL-94-02, Table 3-1.

Hanford Site emergency responders
(Hanford Fire Department and Hanford
Patrol) must be familiar with items -
340{4)(a). The City of Richland, Benton
County Sheriff and Washington State
Patrol will be familiar as necessary.

See line item for
WAC 173-303-350(3Xc).

WAC 173-303-345)

Where state or local authorities decline to enter into such agreements, the owner or
operator must document the refusal in the operating record,

The operating record is the set of
documents maintained to demonstrate
compliance with WAC 173-303 and the
Hanford Site RCRA Permit.

None. If authorities decline,
the documentation will be
maintained in accordance with
DOE/RL-91-28.

WAC 173-303-350(1)

Purpose. The purpose of this section and WAC 173-303-360 is to lessen the potential
impact on the public health and the environment in the event of an emergency
circumstance, inctuding a fire, explosion, or unplanned sudden or nonsudden release of
dangerous waste or dangerous waste constituents to air, soil, surface water, or ground
water by a facility. A contingency plan must be developed to lessen the potential
impacts of such emergency circumstances, and the plan must be implemented
immediately in such emergency circumstances.

DOE/RL-94-02 is the site-wide plan
meeting site-wide contingency planning
requirements. Location-specific/activity-
specific elements are contained in
documentation for operating TSD units
and 90-day accumnulation areas.

The contingency plan consists
of portions of DOE/RL-94-0:2
and location-specificfactivity-
specific documentation,

WAC 173-303-350(2)

Each owner or operator must have 2 contingency plan at his facility. A contingency
plan must be developed to lessen the potential impacts of such emergency
circumstances, and the plan must be implemented immediately in such emergency
circumstances.

Facility = Hanford Site according to the
regulations. (See section 1.4.1 of this
plan for definition.)

The contingency plan consists
of portions of DOE/RL-94-02
and location-specific/activity-
specific documentation.

WAC 173-303-350(3Xa)

(Permit requirement)

The contingency plan must contain the following: (2} A description of the actions
which facility personnel must take to comply with this section and WAC 173-303-360;

The site-level description of actions is
addressed in this plan. Location-
specific/activity-specific documentation
utilizes generic response descriptions or
creates more detailed descriptions
appropriate for the location.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
section 1.3.4.

Unit-level: location-specific
documentation.

WAC 173-303-350(3b)

(Permit requirement)

The contingency plan must contain the following: (b) A description of the actions
which will be taken in the event that a dangerous waste shipment, which is damaged or
otherwise presents a hazard to the public health and the environment, arrives at the
facility, and is not acceptable to the owner or operator, but cannot be transported,
pursuant to the requirements of WAC 173-303-370{5), Manifest system, reasons for
not accepting dangerous waste shipments;

The site-level description of actions is
addressed in this plan. For TSD units
that receive offsite waste shipments,
location-specific documentation
addresses these circumstances.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
section 1.3.4.

Unit-leve): location-specific
documentation.

Permit requirement: Class 1 Modification 9/30/01
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(Permit requirement)

arrangements agreed to by local police departments, fire departments, hospitals,
contractors, and state and local emergency response teams to coordinate emergency
services as required in WAC 173-303-340(4);

1 contzin this information. This
requirement is met at the site level, No
location-specific information is needed to
meet this requirement.

REQUIREMENT REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION HOW DOES REQUIREMENT WHERE IS REQUIREMENT
SOURCE APPLY TO HANFORD? MET IN OCUMENTATION?
WAC 173.303-350(3)c) | The contingency plan must contain the folfowing: (¢} A description of the DOE/RL-94-02, section 1.7 and Table 3- Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,

sections 3.2.3, 3.3.1, 3.3.2,
34,341.1,34.1.2,34.13,
3.7, and Table 3-1.

WAC 173-303-35003)d)

(Permit requirement)

The contingency plan must contain the following: (@) A current list of names,
addresses, and phone numbers (office and home) of all persons qualified to act as the
emergency coordinator required under WAC 173-303-360(1). Where more than one

- person is listed, one must be named as primary emergency coordinator, and others

must be listed in the order in which they will assume responsibility as altemnates, For
new facilities only, this list may be provided to the department at the time of facility
certification (as required by WAC 173-303-810(14)aXi)), rather than as part of the

it application:

DOE/RL-94-02, section 2.2, discusses
personnet job titles, which will §ill duties
and responsibifities of the Emergency
Coordinator, described in WAC 173-303-
360. Location-specific/activity-specific
documentation for TSD units and 90-day
accumulation areas include information
on job title, work location, and work
phone number for Emergency
Coordinator. Emergency Coordinator
names and home phone numbers arc
mainiained separate from the contingency
plan document, on file in accordance with
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, DW
Portion, General Condition 11.A .4 and is
updated, at 2 minimum on a monthly
basis.

Site-level: None.

Unit-level: location-specific
documentation,

WAC 173-303-350(3)(¢)
(Permit requirement)

The contingency plan must contain the following: (¢) A list of all emergency

equipment at the facility (such as five extinguishing systems, spill cantro} equipment,

communications and alarm systems, and decontamination equipment), where this
equipment is required. This list must be kept up to date. In addition, the plan must
include the location and a physical description of each item on the list, and a brief
outline of its capabilities; and

DOE/RL-94-02, Appendix C contsins the
list of Hanford Fire Department
equipment. Location-specific
documentation for TSD units and 90-day
accumulation areas contain equipment
lists for their respective locations.

Site-level: DOE/MRL-94-02,
Appendix C.

Unit-level: Appropriate
equipment identified in
location-specific
documentation,

WAC 173-303-350(3X1)

(Permit requirernent)

The contingency plan must contain the following: (f) An evacuation plan for facility
personne] where there is a possibility that evacuation could be necessary. This plan
nust describe the signal(s) to be used to begin evacuation, evacuation routes, and
alternate evacuation roues.

The site-wide signals are delincated inr
DOE/RL-94-02, Table 5-1. Ne location
signal information is required uniess
unique devices are used at the location.
Site-wide evacuation routes are contained
in DOE/RL-94-02, Figure 7-3. Location-
specific evacuation routes will be
provided in TSD units and 90-day
accumuiation area documentation.
Evacuation routes for occupied buildings
are provided through postings.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
Figure 7-3 and Table 5-1.

Unit-level; location-specific
documentation.

Permit requirement: Class 1 Modification 9/30/01
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REQUIREMENT
SOURCE

REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION

HOW DOES REQUIREMENT
APPLY TC HANFORD?

WHERE IS REQUIREMENT
MET IN CCUMENTATION?

WAC 173-303-350(4)

{Permit requirement)

Copies of contingency plan. A copy of the contingency plan and alf revisions to the
plan shall be: (a) Maintained at the facility; and (b} Submitted to all local police
departments, fire departments, hospitals, and state and local emergency response teams
that may be called upon to provide emergency services.

Copies of DOE/RL-94-02 are maintained
throughout the Hanford Site and with
offsite agencies. Copies of location-
specific docurnentation are not being
provided to offsite agencies because no
agency requested them when asked in
1994.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
section 14.3.7.

WAC 173-303-350(5)

(Permit requirement)

Amendments. The owner or operator shail review and immediately amend the
contingency plan, if necessary, whenever: (a) Applicable regulations or the facility
permit are revised; {b) The plan fails in an emergency; {c) The facility changes (in its
design, construction, operation, maintenance, or other circumstances) in 2 way that
materially increases the potential for fires, explosions, or releases of dangerous waste
or dangerous waste constituents, or in 2 way that changes the response necessary in an
emergency; (d) The list of emergency coordinators changes; or (¢) The list of
emergency equipment changes.

DOE/RL-94-02 and location-specific
documentation is revised according to
these criteria. Making changes to these
documents must also be accomplished in
accordance with WAC 173-303-830,
when applicable.

Site-level: DOEMRL-94-02,
section 14.3.1.1,

WAC 173-303-355(1)

(Permit requircment)

Owmers or operators must coordinate preparedness and prevention planning and
contingency planning efforts, conducted under WAC 173-3-3-340 and <350 with local
emergency planning committees established pursuant to Title 11 of the 1986
Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act.

RL coordinates planning actions with
three LEPCs: Benton County, Franklin
County, and Grant County.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
sections 3.1, 3.1.1, and 3.4,

WAC 173-303-355(2)

Appropriate and generally accepted computer models should be utilized to determine
the impacts of a potential catastrophic air release due to fire, explosion, or other
accidental releases of hazardous constituents. Evacuation plans prepared pursuant to
WAC 173-303-350(3)(d) must include those effected persons and areas identified
through these modeling efforts.

The DOE Hanford EOC contains
modeling equipment to predict impacts of
air releases.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
sections 2.2.2.3.3 and 1.3.3.2.

WAC 173-303-360(1)

(Permit requirement)

Emergency coordinator. At all times, there must be at least one employee either on
the facility premises or on call with the responsibility for coordinating all emergency
response measures. This emergency coordinator must be thoroughly familiar with alf
aspects of the facility's contingency plan, required by WAC 173-303-350(2), ali
operations and activitics at the facility, the location and properties of all wastes
handled, the location of al! records within the facility, and the facility layout. In
addition, this person must have the authority to commit the resources needed to carry
out the contingency plan.

Duty met by the Hanford Incident
Command Structure and staff with
suppaorting on-call personne).

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
section 1.3.4 and 2.2.

WAC 173-303-360(2)(a)

{Permit requirement)

Emergency procedures. The following procedures must be implemented in the event
of an emergency. (a) Whenever there is an imminent or actual emergency situation,
the emergency coordinator (or his designee when the emergency coordinator is on call)
must immediately: (i} Activate internal facility alarms or communication systems,
where applicable, 1o notify all facility personnel; and (ii) Notify appropriate state or
local agencies with designated response roles if their help is needed.

Alarm activation can be accomplished by
the discoverer of the event (fire/911), or
the Hanford Incident Command System
and stafT with supporting on-call
personnel,

Notification made to non-Hanford
agencies with designated response roles
agencies are accomplished via 911
telephones to request assistance (fire,
ambulance, law enforcement).

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
sections 1,3.4 and 5.2.1.

Permit requirement: Class 1 Modification 9/30/01
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REQUIREMENT REQUIREMENT DESCRIFTION HOW DOES REQUIREMENT WHERE IS REQUIREMENT
SOURCE APPLY TO HANFORD? MET IN QCUMENTATION?
WAC 173-303-360{2)(b) | Emergency procedures. {b) Whenever there is a release, fire, or explosion, the Hanford Incident Command Systemn and Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
) ] emergency coordinator must immediately identify the character, exact source, amount, 1 stafT with supporting on-call personnel. sections 2.2.1. 1L.2{1) and
(Permit requirement) and areal extent of any released materials. 22.1.1.3().

WAC 173-303-360{2)c)

(Permit requirement)

Emergency procedures. (¢} Concurrently, the emergency coordinator shall assess
possible hazards to human health and the environment (considering direct, indirect,
immediate, and long-term effects) that may result from the release, fire, or explosion.

Hanford Incident Comrnand System and
stalf with supporting ait-call personnel,

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
section 4.2,

WAC 173-303-360(2Xd)

(Permtit requirement)

Emergency procedures. {d) If the emergency coordinator determines that the facility
has kad a release, fire, or explosion which could threaten human health or the
environment, he must report his findings as follows: (i) If his assessment indicates that
evacuntion of local aress may be advisable, he must immediately notify appropriate
bocal suthorities. He must be available to help appropriate officials decide whether
local arcas should be evacuated; and (ji) He must immediately notify the departenent
and cither the government official designated as the on-scene coordinator, or the
National Response Center (using their 24-hour toll free number (800) 424-8802).

Hanford Incident Command System and
stafl with supparting on-call personnel.

ONC personnel notify local authorities if
evacuation is advisable on behalf of the
Hanford Incident Command Structure.

Site contractor cnvironmental single
point-of-contact personnet perform the
assessment report notification to Ecology
and RL (the on-scene coordinator on
behalf of the Hanford Incident Command
Structure. NRC is not called.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
sections 2.2.1.1.2(a) &(d),
2.2.1.L.3(a)&(e), 5.1.1,
51.1.2,5.1.2,and 5.1.2.1.

WAC 173-30?,-360(2)(0)

(Permit requirement)

Emergency procedures. (¢) His assessment report must include: (i) Name and
telephore number of reporter; (ii) Name and address of facility; (iii) Time and type of
incident (e.g., release, fire); (iv) Name and quantity of material{s) involved, 1o the
extent known; (v) The extent of injuries, if any; and (vi) The possible hazards to
hruman health or the environment omtside the facility.

Site contractor environmental single
point-of-contact personnel perform the
assessment report notification to Ecology
and RL after obtaining it from location-
specific personnel.

Site-level: DOEMRL-94-02,
sections 2.2.1.1.2(d),

2.2.1.1.3(e), 5.1.1, 5.1.1.2, and -

5.2

WAC 173-303-360(2)(f)

{Permit requirement)

Emergency procedures. (f) During an emergency, the emergency coordinator must
take sM reasonzble measures necessary 10 ensure that fires, explosions, and releases do
not occur, recur, ot spread to other dangerous waste at the facility. These measures
must include, where applicable, stopping processes and opetations, collecting and
containing released waste, and removing or isolating containers.

Hanford Incident Command System and
staff with supporting on-call personnel.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
sections 2.2.1.1.2(f) and
2.2.1.1.3(g).

WAC 173-303-360(2Xg)

Emergency procedures. (g) If the facility stops operations in response to a fire,
explosion, or release, the emergency coordinator must monitor for leaks, pressure

Hanford Incident Command System and
stafT with supporting on-call personnel.

Site-level: DOERL-94-02,
sections 2.2.1.1,2(f) and

{Permit requirement)

coordinator must provide for treating, storing, or disposing of recovered waste,
contaminated soil or surface water, or any other material that results from a release,
fire, or explosion at the facility.

on-calf personnel.

(Permit requirement) buildup, gas gencration, or niptures in valves, pipes, or other equipment, wherever this 221.1.3(g).
is appropriate,
WAC 173-303-360(2)(h) | Emergency procedures. (h) Immediately after an emergency, the emergency Onsite Recovery Director with supporting

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
section 9.2.3. :

Permit requirement: Class 1 Modification 9/30/01
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REQUIREMENT
SOURCE

REQUIREMENT DESCRIPTION

HOW DOES REQUIREMENT
APPLY TO HANFORD?

WHERE IS REQUIREMENT
MET IN OCUMENTATION?

WAC 173-303-360(2)(i)

(Permit requirement)

Emergency procedures. (i) The emergency coordinator must ensure that, in the
affected area(s) of the facility: (i) No waste that may be incotnpatible with the
released material is treated, stored, or disposed of until cleanup procedures are
completed; and (ii) All emergency cquipment listed in the contingency plan is cleaned
and fit for its intended use before operations are resumed.

Onsite Recovery Director with supporting
on-call personnet.

Site-level: (1) DOE/RL-94-02,
section 5.2.3.

Site-level: (i)
DOE/RL-94-02, section 11.2,

WAC 173-303-360(2Xj)

(Permit requirement)

Emergency procedures. (3) The owner or operator must notify the department, and
appropriate local avthorities, that the facility is in compliance with (i} of this
subsection before operations are resumed in the affected area(s) of the facility.

Site contractor environmental single
point-of-contact personnel perform this
notification, when applicable, on behalf
of the Onsite Recovery Director.

Site-level: DOERL-94-02,
section 5.1.2.3,

WAC 173-303-360(2)(k)

{Permit requirement)

Emergency procedures, (k) The owner or operator must note in the operating record
the time, date, and details of any incident that requires implementing the contingency
plan. Within fifteen days after the incident, he must submit a written report on the
incident to the department. The report must include: (i} Name, address, and telephone
number of the owner or operator; (ii) Name, address, and telephone number of the
facility; (iit) Date, time, and type of incident (e.g., firc, explosion); (iv) Name and
quantity of material({s) involved; (v) The extent of injuries, if any; {vi) An assessment
of actual or potential hazards to human health or the environment, where this is
applicable; (vii) Estimated quantity and disposition of recovered material that resulted
from the incident; (viii) Cause of incident; and (ix) Description of corrective action
taken to prevent reoccurrence of the incident.

Site contractor management through RL
ensures the note in the operating record is
performed and prepares the 15-day report
to Ecology.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,

section 5.1.2.2.

40 CFR 76 1.65(cX1Xiv)
and (¢} 7))

SPCC Plans for PCBs

'I'empoi'ary Storage Areas (less than 30—&ays}.

(cX1)Xiv): PCB containers containing liquid PCBs at concentrations of =50 ppm,
provided a Spill Prevention, Control and Countermeasure Plan has been prepared for
the temporary storage area in accordance with part §12 of this chapter and the liquid
PCB wasle is in packaging authorized in the DOT Hazardous Materials Regulations at
49 CFR parts 171 through 180 or stationary bulk storage tanks (including rolling stock
such as, but not limited to, tanker trucks, as specified by DOT).

(eX7Xit): The owners or operators of any facility using containers described in
paragraph (c)7Xi) of this section, shall prepare and implement a Spill Prevention
Control and Countermeasure (SPCC) Plan as described in Part 112 of this title. In
complying with 40 CFR Pant 112, the owner or operator shail read "oil(s)" as "PCB(s)"
whenever it appears. The exemptions for storage capacity, 40 CFR 112.1(dX2), and
the amendment of SPCC plans by the Regional Administrator, 40 CFR 1]2.4, shail not
apply unless some fraction of the liquids stored in the container are oils as defined by
section 311 of the Clean Water Act.

When SPCC plans apply to Hanford Site
activities, the information not covered in
site-wide documentation must be
addressed in location-specific
documentation.

Site-level: DOE/RL-94-02,
sections 1.1 (fourth
paragraph), 1.2 (first builet,

sixth dash and second bullet,
fourth dash), and 2.2.1.1.2
(first paragraph}.

Unit-level: appropriate
location-specific
documentation.

Permit requirement: Class 1 Modification 9/30/01
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Part ll, General Facility Conditions
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Part [t General Facility Conditions

Description of Modification:
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Condition II.B.5:

I.B.5 Based on applicable provisions of the Hanford Emergency Management Plan, as provided in
Attachment 4, the Permittees shall comply with the requirements of WAC 173.-303-350(4). To meet
the intent of WAC 173-303-350(4)(b), the Permittees shall offer Hanford Facility contingency plan
documentation to local agencies who have entered into a Memorandum of Understanding with
USDOE as identified in Attachment 4, Table 3-1. The Permittees shall maintain a record of this
process in the Hanford Facility Operating Record, General Information File, in accordance with
WAC 173-303-340(5). The contingency plan documentation shall be offered by the Permittees on or
before June 1 of odd numbered years.

Modification Class: 12 3 Class | Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check ane of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix { Madification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation:
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administra-tive and informatignal changes

dby L o-Operator: Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology:

2 A arsl( - Z5pto] Lo/tfa/

Date J. Hebdon T)ate L.E. Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or
down graded to '1, if appropriate
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
305-B Storage Facility _ Part Ill, Chapter 2 and Attachment 18

Description of Modification:

Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, Condition I11.2.A:

NL2.A. MPLIANCE WITH APPROVE IT APPLICATION
The Permittees shall comply with all the requirements set forth in Attachment 18, including all Class 1
Modifications specified below, and the Amendments specified in Condition 1I1.2,B. Enforceable portions of the
application are listed below; all subsections, figures, and tables included in these portions are also enforceable,
unless stated otherwise:

Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 1 and from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1998

Section 2.1.2 The 305-B Storage Unit, from Class t Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1999

Section 2.2.1 General Requirement, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1999

Section 2.5 Performance Standard, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1999

Section 2.6 Buffer Monitoring Zones, from Class | Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1999

Section 2.8 Manifest System, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1999

Chapter 3.0 Waste Characteristics, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 2000

Chapter 4.0 Process Information, from Class | Modification for quarter ending March 31, 2000

Chapter 6.0 Procedures to Prevent Hazards, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending December 31,
1999

Chapter 7.0 Contingency Plan, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 2000

Appendix 7A Building Emergency Plan for the 305-B Storage Facility, from Class | Modification for
quarter ending June 30, 2000

Chapter 8.0 Personnel Training, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 20011998

Chapter 11.0 Closure and Post-Closure Requirements, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending
September 30, 2000

Chapter 12.0 Reporting and Recordkeeping, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1999

Section 13.8 Toxic Substances Control Act, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending
September 30, 2000

Section 13.9 Other Requirements, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 2000

Appendix 2A Hanford Site and 300-Area Topographic Maps, Plates 2-2 Through 2-9

Modification Class: '2* Class 1 Class' Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: _ X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix 1 Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix ] citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Submitted by Co-Operator: |Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

Mﬁt‘ 93y TEE CheiTivcgn. s0lefor
I "
AK. Tkenbe Date | R.F. Christensen Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

'Class | modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 11, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with
a formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the
proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department
of Ecology, or down graded to ', if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit;
305-B Storage Facility

Permit Part & Chapter:
Part ll, Chapter 2 and Attachment 18

Description of Modification:

Chapter 8.0:

Remove Chapter 8 and replace with the attached Chapter 8.

F. Jamison

Modification Class: '*3 Class 1 Class'1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the madification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational chan&es
Submitted by Co-Operator; [Reviewed by RL Program Office;!  Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
y ?’_.. /7 (IZK C% /al‘:/o/
A.K. Ikenbe Date | R.F. Christensen Date Date L.E. Ruud Date

'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with
a formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the
proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department

of Ecology, or down graded to

1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
305-B Storage Facility Part iil, Chapter 2 and Attachment 18
Description of Modification:
Appendix 8A:
Remove Appendix 8A.
Modification Class: !2? : Class 1 Class'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording ¢f the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changgs
Submitted by Co-QOperator; |Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
M% . ‘;’Zﬁc@&;‘.ﬂ_ _saf2/0)
AK. Ikenbe Date | R.F. Christensen Date F. Jamison Date | L.E. Ruud Date

'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 11, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with
a formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any medification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the
proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department

of Ecology, or down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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8.0 PERSONNEL TRAINING [H]

This chapter discusses personnel training requirements based on WAC 173-303 and the HF RCRA Permit
(DW Portion). In accordance with WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(xii), the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste
Part B Permit Application must contain two items: (1) "an outline of both the introductory and
continuing training programs by owners or operators to prepare persons to operate or maintain the TSD
facility in a safe manner as required to demonstrate compliance with WAC 173-303-330" and (2) "a brief
description of how training will be designed to meet actual job tasks in accordance with the requirements
in WAC 173-303-330(1)(d)." The HF RCRA Permit, (DW portion) Condition IL.C (Personnel Training)
contains training requirements applicable to Hanford Facility personnel and non-Facility personnel.

Compliance with these requirements at the 305-B Storage Facility is demonstrated by information
contained both in Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28, Attachment 33 of the HF RCRA Permit, and this
chapter. This chapter supplements Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28.

8.1 OUTLINE OF INTRODUCTORY AND CONTINUING TRAINING PROGRAMS

The introductory and continuing training programs are desighed to prepare personnel to manage and
maintain the TSD unit in a safe, effective, and environmentally sound manner. In addition to preparing
personnel to manage and maintain TSD units under normal conditions, the training programs ensure that
personnel are prepared to respond in a prompt and effective manner should abnormal or emergency
conditions occur. Emergency response training is consistent with the description of actions contained in
Chapter 7.0, Contingency Plan. The introductory and continuing training programs contain the following
objectives:

» Teach Hanford Facility personnel to perform their duties in a way that ensures the Hanford Facility's
compliance with WAC 173-303

* Teach Hanford Facility personnel dangerous waste management procedures (including
implementation of the contingency plan) relevant to the job titles/positions in which they are
employed, and

* Ensure Hanford Facility personnel can respond effectively to emergencies.
8.1.1 Introductory Training

Introductory training inciudes general Hanford Facility training and TSD unit-specific training. General
Hanford Facility training is described in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1, and is provided in accordance with
the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition II.C.2. TSD unit-specific training is provided to Hanford
Facility personnel allowing those personnel to work unescorted, and in some cases is required for escorted
access, Hanford Facility personnel cannot perform a task for which they are not properly trained, except
to gain required experience while under the direct supervision of a supervisor or coworker who is
properly trained.- Hanford Facility personnel must be trained within 6 months after their employment at
or assignment to the Hanford Facility, or to a new job title/position at the Hanford Facility, whichever is
later. )

General Hanford Facility training; Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.

Contingency Plan training: Hanford Facility personnel receive training on applicable portions of the
Hanford Emergency Management Plan [Attachment 4 of the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion)] in general
Hanford Facility training. In addition, Hanford Facility personnel receive training on content of the
description of actions contained in contingency plan documentation in Chapter 7.0 to be able to
effectively respond to emergencies.

8-1



Class 1 Modification: DOE/RL-90-01, Rev. 1F

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 09/2001
1 Emergency Coordinator training;: Hanford Facility personnel who perform emergency coordinator duties
2 in WAC 173-303-360 (e.g., Building Emergency Director) in the Hanford Incident Command System
3 receive training on implementation of the contingency plan and fulfilling the position within the Hanford
4  Incident Command System. These Hanford Facility personnel must also become thoroughly familiar
5 with applicable contingency plan documentation, operations, activities, location, and properties of all
6  waste handled, location of all records, and the unit/building layout.
7  Qperations training: Dangerous waste management operations training (e.g., waste designation training,
8  shippers training) will be determined on a unit-by-unit basis and shall consider the type of waste
9  management unit (e.g., container management unit) and the type of activities performed at the waste
10 management unit (e.g., sampling). For example, training provided for management of dangerous waste in
11 containers will be different than the training provided for management of dangerous waste in a tank
12 system. Common training required for compliance within similar waste management units can be
13 provided in general training and supplemented at the TSD unit. Training provided for TSD unit-specific
14 operations will be identified in the training plan documentation based on: (1) whether a general training
15 course exists, (2) the training needs to ensure waste management unit compliance with WAC 173-303,
16  and (3) training commitments agreed to with Ecology.
17 8.1.2 Continuing Training
18  Continuing training meets the requirements for WAC 173-303-330(1)(b) and includes general Hanford
19  Facility training and TSD unit-specific training.
20  General Hanford Facility training: Annual refresher training is provided for general Hanford Facility
21  training. Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.
22 Contingency plan training: Annual refresher training is provided for contingency plan training, Refer to
23 description above in Section 8.1.1.
24  Emergency coordinator training: Annual refresher training is provided for emergency coordinator
25  training. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.
26  Operations training: Refresher training occurs on many frequencies (i.e., annual, every other year, every
27 3 years) for operations training. When justified, some training will not contain a refresher course and will
28  be identified as a one-time only training course. The TSD unit-specific training plan documentation will
29  specify the frequency for each training course. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.
30 8.2 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING DESIGN
31  Proper design of a training program ensures personnel who perform duties on the Hanford Facility related
32 to WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) are trained to perform their duties in compliance with WAC 173-303. Actual
33 job tasks, referred to as duties, are used to determine training requirements. The first step taken to ensure
34  Hanford Facility personnel have received the proper training is to determine and document the waste
35  management duties by job title/position. The second step compares waste management duties to general
36  waste management unit training curriculum. If general waste management unit training curriculum does
37  not address the waste management duties, the training curriculum is supplemented and/or on-the-job
38  training is provided. The third step summarizes the content of a training course necessary to ensure that
39 the training provided to each job title/position addresses associated waste management duties. The last
40  step is to assign training curriculum to Hanford Facility personnel based on the previous evaluation. The
41  training plan documentation contains this process.
42  Waste management duties include those specified in Section 8.1 as well as those contained in
43  WAC 173-303-330(1)(d). Training elements of WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) applicable to the 305-B Storage
44  Facility operations include the following:

8-2



= Class 1 Modification: DOE/RL-90-01, Rev. 1F

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 09/2001
1 « Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing emergency and monitoring equipment
2 ¢ Communications or alarm systems
3 + Response to fires or explosions
4 + Shutdown of operations. )
5  Hanford Facility personnel who perform these duties receive training pertaining to their duties. The
6 training plan documentation described in Section 8.3 contains specific information regarding the types of
7  training Hanford Facility personnel receive based on the outline in Section 8.1.
8 8.3 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING PLAN
9  Inaccordance with HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition I1.C.3, the unit-specific portion of the
10 Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Permit Application must contain a description of the training plan.
11  Training plan documentation is maintained outside of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part B
12 Permit Application and the HF RCRA Permit. Therefore, changes made to the training plan
13 documentation are not subject to the HF RCRA Permit modification process. However, the training plan
14 documentation is prepared to comply with WAC 173-303-330(2).
15  Documentation prepared to meet the training plan consists of hard copy and/or electronic media as
16 provided by HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition II.C.1. The training plan documentation consists
17 of one or more documents and/or a training database with all the components identified in the core
18  document.
19 A description of how training plan documentation meets the three items in WAC 173-303-330(2) is as -
20 follows:
21 1. -330(2)(a): "The job title, job description, and name of the employee filling each job. The job
22 description must include requisite skills, education, other qualifications, and duties for each position."
23 Description: The specific Hanford Facility personnel job title/position is correlated to the waste
24 management duties. Waste management duties relating to WAC 173-303 are correlated to training
25 courses to ensure training is properly assigned. -
26 Only names of Hanford Facility personnel who carry out job duties relating to TSD unit waste
27 management operations at the 305-B Storage Facility are maintained. Names are maintained within
28 the training plan documentation. A list of Hanford Facility personnel assigned to the 305-B Storage
29 Facility is available upon request.
30 Information on requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for job title/positions are addressed
31 by providing a reference where this information is maintained (e.g., human resources). Specific
32 information concerning job title, requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for personnel can
33 be provided upon request.
34 2. -330(2)(b): "A written description of the type and amount of both introductory and continuing
35 training required for each position."
36 Description: . In addition to the outline provided in Section 8.1, training courses developed to comply
37 with the introductory and continuing training programs are identified and described in the training
38 plan documentation. The type and amount of training is specified in the training plan documentation
39 as shown in Table 8-1. )
40 3. -330(2)(c): "Records documenting that personnel have received and completed the training required
41 by this section. The Department may require, on a case-by-case basis, that training records include
42 employee initials or signature to verify that training was received.”
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Description: Training records are maintained consistent with DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.4,

Table 8-1. 305-B Storage Facility Training Matrix

Rev. 1F "

09/2001

Training Category*

DOE/RL-91-28 Chapter 8 General Contingency Plan Emergency Operations Training
Training Category Hanford Training Coordinator

Facility Training

Training
305-B Storage Facility Orientation Building Building Advanced Waste Container

Program Emergency Plan Emergency Management Management

Director Training Training
Staff Position
it Operation
Unit Operations X X X X X
Supervisor
Waste Management
\ & X X X! X X
Engineers
Waste Management
Technicians and X X X! X X
Scientist/Engineering
Associates
Waste Management
X X X

Clerks

! Required for any staff that has been assigned the duties of Building Emergency Director or alternate.

* Refer to the 305-B Storage Facility Training Plan for a complete description of coursework in each

training category.
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8.0 PERSONNEL TRAINING [H]

This chapter discusses personnel training requirements based on WAC 173-303 and the HF RCRA Permit
(DW Portion). In accordance with WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(xii), the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste
Part B Permit Application must contain two items: (1) "an outline of both the introductory and
continuing training programs by owners or operators to prepare persons to operate or maintain the TSD
facility in a safe manner as required to demonstrate compliance with WAC 173-303-330" and (2) "a brief
description of how training will be designed to meet actual job tasks in accordance with the requirements
in WAC 173-303-330(1)(d)." The HF RCRA Permit, (DW portion) Condition II.C (Personne! Training)
contains training requirements applicable to Hanford Facility personnel and non-Facility personnel.

Compliance with these requirements at the 305-B Storage Facility is demonstrated by information
contained both in Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28, Attachment 33 of the HF RCRA Permit, and this
chapter. This chapter supplements Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28.

8.1 OUTLINE OF INTRODUCTORY AND CONTINUING TRAINING PROGRAMS

The introductory and continuing training programs are designed to prepare personnel to manage and
maintain the TSD unit in a safe, effective, and environmentally sound manner. In addition to preparing
personnel to manage and maintain TSD units under normal conditions, the training programs ensure that
personnel are prepared to respond in a prompt and effective manner should abnormal or emergency
conditions occur. Emergency response training is consistent with the description of actions contained in
Chapter 7.0, Contingency Plan. The introductory and continuing training programs contain the following
objectives:

*  Teach Hanford Facility personnel to perform their duties in a way that ensures the Hanford Facility's
compliance with WAC 173-303

* Teach Hanford Facility personnel dangerous waste management procedures (including
implementation of the contingency plan) relevant to the job titles/positions in which they are
employed, and

- Ensure Hanford Facility personnel can respond effectively to emergencies.

8.1.1 Introductory Training

-Introductory training includes general Hanford Facility training and TSD unit-specific training. General

Hanford Facility training is described in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1, and is provided in accordance with
the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition I1.C.2. TSD unit-specific training is provided to Hanford
Facility personnel allowing those personnel to work unescorted, and in some cases is required for escorted
access. Hanford Facility personnel cannot perform a task for which they are not properly trained, except
to gain required experience while under the direct supervision of a supervisor or coworker who is
properly trained. Hanford Facility personnel must be trained within 6 months after their employment at
or assignment to the Hanford Facility, or to a new job title/position at the Hanford Facility, whichever is
later,

General Hanford Facility training: Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.

Contingency Plan training: Hanford Facility personnel receive training on applicable portions of the
Hanford Emergency Management Plan [Attachment 4 of the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion)] in general
Hanford Facility training. In addition, Hanford Facility personnel receive training on content of the
description of actions contained in contingency plan documentation in Chapter 7.0 to be able to
effectively respond to emergencies.
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*  Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing emergency and monitoring equipment
¢ Communications or alarm systems

* Response to fires or explosions

» Shutdown of operations.

Hanford Facility personnel who perform these duties receive training pertaining to their duties. The
training plan documentation described in Section 8.3 contains specific information regarding the types of
training Hanford Facility personnel receive based on the outline in Section 8.1.

8.3 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING PLAN

In accordance with HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition 11.C.3, the unit-specific portion of the
Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Permit Application must contain a description of the training plan.
Training plan documentation is maintained outside of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part B
Permit Application and the HF RCRA Permit, Therefore, changes made to the training plan
documentation are not subject to the HF RCRA Permit modification process. However, the training plan
documentation is prepared to comply with WAC 173-303-330(2).

Documentation prepared to meet the training plan consists of hard copy and/or electronic media as
provided by HF RCRA Permit {DW Portion), Condition II.C.1. The training plan documentation consists
of one or more documents and/or a training database with all the components identified in the core
document.

A description of how training plan documentation meets the three items in WAC 173-303-330(2) is as
follows:

1. -330(2)(a): "The job title, job description, and name of the employee filling each job. The job
description must include requisite skills, education, other qualifications, and duties for each position."

Description: The specific Hanford Facility personnel job title/position is correlated to the waste
management duties. Waste management duties relating to WAC 173-303 are correlated to training
courses to ensure training is properly assigned.

Only names of Hanford Facility personnel who carry out job duties relating to TSD unit waste
management operations at the 305-B Storage Facility are maintained. Names are maintained within
the training plan documentation. A list of Hanford Facility personnel assigned to the 305-B Storage

Facility is available upon request.

Information on requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for job title/positions are addressed
by providing a reference where this information is maintained (e.g., human resources). Specific
information concerning job title, requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for personnel can
be provided upon request.

2. -330(2)(b): "A written description of the type and amount of both introductory and cont{nuing
training required for each position.”

Description: In addition to the outline provided in Section 8.1, training courses developed to comply
with the introductory and continuing training programs are identified and described in the training
plan documentation. The type and amount of training is specified in the training plan documentation
as shown in Table 8-1.

3. -330(2)(c): "Records documenting that personnel have received and completed the training required
by this section. The Department may require, on a case-by-case basis, that training records include
employee initials or signature to verify that training was received.”
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

PUREX Storage Tunnels Part lil, Chaptar 3 and Attachment 28
Description of Modification:

Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, Condition I11.3.A:

I.3.A PLIANCE WITH APPROVED P IT AP TION
The Permittees shall comply with all requirements set forth in Attachment 28, including all Class 1
Modifications specified below, and the Amendments specified in Condition 111.3.B, if any exist. Enforceable
portions of the application are listed below; all subsections, figures, and tables included in these portions are
also enforceable, unless stated otherwise:

Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 5

Section 2.1 The PUREX Storage Tunnels Description

Section 2.2 Topographic Map, including Class 1 Modifications from quarter ending June 30, 1997

Chapter 3.0 Waste Analysis :

Chapter 4.0 Process Information

Chapter 6.0 Procedures to Prevent Hazards ,

Chapter 7.0 Contingency Plan, dated May 1998, as amended in Class 2 Modification for Revision 5

Chapter 8.0 Personnel Training, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending Septeinber 30,2001

Chapter 10.0 Waste Minimization

Chapter 11.0 Closure and Financial Assurance

Chapter 12.0 Reporting and Recordkeeping

Chapter 13.0 QOther Federal and State Laws

Appendix 2A Topographic Map

Appendix 3A Waste Analysis Plan for PUREX Storage Tunnels

Appendix 4A Engineering Drawings, including Class 1 Modifications from quarter ending
December 31, 1998

Appendix 7A Unit-Specific Contingency Plan for the 218-E-14 and 218-E-15 Storage Tunnels, dated

May 1998, as amended in Ciass 2 Modification for Revision 5

Modification Class: 23 Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: A.l.

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix ] citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational changes

Submitted by Co-Operator: |Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

(BT g :_E{,jg/?} qd el
N.C. BJyter Date D. T. Evans Date F. W. Bond Date | L.E.Ruud Date

'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency appro'val.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed
with a formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when
required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then
the proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
PUREX Storage Tunnels : Part Ill, Chapter 3 and Attachment 28
Description of Modification:

Chapter 8.0:
Remove Chapter 8.0 and replace with the attached Chapter 8.0.

Modification Class: '2* Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: A.l.
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix ! citation

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational changes

Submitted by Co-Operator: [Reviewed by RL Program Office:| Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

ﬂﬁa‘:ﬁ'br q4.49.01 2_’.2%;,“5 20 refiles
N. C. Boyter Date D.T. Evans Date F. W. Bond Date { L.E.Ruud Date

'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class ‘1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed
with a formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when
required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then

the proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to ‘1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
PUREX Storage Tunnels Part lll, Chapter 3 and Attachment 28
Description of Modificatjon:
Appendix 8A:
Remove Appendix 8A.

Modification Class; %3 Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:  A.1.

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational changes

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, A

endix I citation

-
| Submitted by Co-Operator: |Reviewed by RL Program Officé:]  Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
‘&F ‘l‘-\‘lubl :Z-fék;( Lo VoLx
N.C. Btyter Date D. T. Evans Date F. W. Bond Date | L.E.Ruud Date

'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class "1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed
with a formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when

required.

*If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then
the proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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8.0 PERSONNEL TRAINING [H]

This chapter discusses personnel training requirements based on WAC 173-303 and the HF RCRA Permit
(DW Portion). In accordance with WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(xii), the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste
Part B Permit Application must contain two items: (1) "an outline of both the introductory and
continuing training programs by owners or operators to prepare persons to operate or maintain the TSD
facility in a safe manner as required to demonstrate compliance with WAC 173-303-330" and (2) "a brief
description of how training will be designed to meet actnal job tasks in accordance with the requirements
in WAC 173-303-330(1)(d)." The HF RCRA Permit, (DW portion) Condition II.C (Personnel Training)
contains training requirements applicable to Hanford Facility personnel and non-Facility personnel.

Compliance with these requirements at the PUREX Storage Tunnels is demonstrated by information
contained both in Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28, Attachment 33 of the HF RCRA Permit, and this
chapter. This chapter supplements Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28.

8.1 OUTLINE OF INTRODUCTORY AND CONTINUING TRAINING PROGRAMS

The introductory and continuing training programs are designed to prepare personnel to manage and
maintain the TSD unit in a safe, effective, and environmentally sound manner. In addition to preparing
personnel to manage and maintain TSD units under normal conditions, the training programs ensure that
personnel are prepared to respond in a prompt and effective manner should abnormal or emergency
conditions occur. Emergency response training is consistent with the description of actions contained in
Chapter 7.0, Contingency Plan. The introductory and continuing training programs contain the following
objectives:

*  Teach Hanford Facility personnel to perform their duties in a way that ensures the Hanford Facility's
compliance with WAC 173-303

* Teach Hanford Facility personnel dangerous waste management procedures (including
implementation of the contingency plan) relevant to the job titles/positions in which they are
employed, and '

* Ensure Hanford Facility personnel can respond effectively to emergencies.
8.1.1 Introductory Training

Introductory training includes general Hanford Facility training and TSD unit-specific training. General
Hanford Facility training is described in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1, and is provided in accordance with
the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition I.C.2. TSD unit-specific training is provided to Hanford
Facility personnel allowing those personnel to work unescorted, and in some cases is required for escorted
access, Hanford Facility personnel cannot perform a task for which they are not properly trained, except
to gain required experience while under the direct supervision of a supervisor or coworker who is
properly trained. Hanford Facility personnel must be trained within 6 months after their employment at
or assignment to the Hanford Facility, or to a new job title/position at the Hanford Facility, whichever is
later

General Hanford Facility training: Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1. -

Contingency Plan training: Hanford Facility personnel receive training on applicable portions of the
Hanford Emergency Management Plan [Attachment 4 of the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion)] in general
Hanford Facility training. In addition, Hanford Facility personnel receive training on content of the
description of actions contained in contingency plan documentation in Chapter 7.0 and Appendix 7.A to
be able to effectively respond to emergencies.
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1 Emergency Coordinator training: Hanford Facility personnel who perform emergency coordinator duties
2 in WAC 173-303-360 (e.g., Building Emergency Director) in the Hanford Incident Command System
3 receive training on implementation of the contingency plan and fulfilling the position within the Hanford
4  Incident Command System. These Hanford Facility personnel must also become thoroughly familiar
5  with applicable contingency plan documentation, operations, activities, location, and properties of all
6  waste handled, location of all records, and the unit/building layout.

7  Operations training: Dangerous waste management operations training (e.g., waste designation training,
8  shippers training) is determined on a unit-by-unit basis and considers the type of waste management unit
9  (e.g., container management unit) and the type of activities performed at the waste management unit

10  (e.g., sampling). For example, training provided for management of dangerous waste in containers is

11 different than the training provided for management of dangerous waste in a tank system. Common

12 training required for compliance within similar waste management units can be provided in general

13 training and supplemented at the TSD unit. Training provided for TSD unit-specific operations is

14  identified in the training plan documentation based on: (1) whether a general training course exists,

15 (2) the training needs to ensure waste management unit compliance with WAC 173-303, and (3) training

16  commitments agreed to with Ecology.

17 81.2 Continuing Training

18  Continuing training meets the requirements for WAC 173-303-330(1Xb) and includes general Hanford

19  Facility training and TSD unit-specific training.

20  General Hanford Facility training: Annual refresher training is provided for general Hanford Facility

21  training. Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.

22 Contingency plan training: Annual refresher training is provided for contingency plan training. Refer to

23 description above in Section 8.1.1.

24  Emergency coordinator training: Annual refresher training is provided for emergency coordinator

25  training. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.

26  QOperations training: Refresher training occurs on many frequencies (i.e., annual, every other year, every

27 3 years) for operations training. When justified, some training will not contain a refresher course and will

28  be identified as a one-time only training course. The TSD unit-specific training plan documentation will
29  specify the frequency for each training course. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.

30 82 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING DESIGN

31  Proper design of a training program ensures personnel who perform duties on the Hanford Facility related
32 to WAC 173-303-330(1)d) are trained to perform their duties in compliance with WAC 173-303. Actual
33 job tasks, referred to as duties, are used to determine training requirements. The first step taken to ensure
34  Hanford Facility personnel have received the proper training is to determine and document the waste

35  management duties by job title/position. The second step compares waste management duties to general
36  waste management unit training curriculum, If general waste management unit training curriculum does

37  not address the waste management duties, the training curriculum is supplemented and/or on-the-job

38  training is provided. The third step summarizes the content of a training course necessary to ensure that

39  the training provided to each job title/position addresses associated waste management duties. The last

40  step is to assign training curriculum to Hanford Facility personnel based on the previous evaluation. The
41  training plan documentation contains this process.

8-2



* Class'1 Modification: DOE/RL-90-24, Rev. 4B

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 09/2001
1  Waste management duties include those specified in Section 8.1 as well as those contained in
2 WAC 173-303-330(1)(d). Training elements of WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) applicable to the PUREX
3  Storage Tunnels operations include the following: |
4 « Communications or alarm systems
5 + Response to fires or explosions
6  Hanford Facility personnel who perform these duties receive training pertaining to their duties. The
7  training plan documentation described in Section 8.3 contains specific information regarding the types of
8  training Hanford Facility personnel receive based on the outline in Section 8.1.
9 83 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING PLAN
10 Inaccordance with HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition IL.C.3, the unit-specific portion of the
11 Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Permit Application must contain a description of the training plan.
12 Training plan documentation is maintained outside of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part B
13 Permit Application and the HF RCRA Permit. Therefore, changes made to the training plan
14  documentation are not subject to the HF RCRA Permit modification process. However, the training plan
15  documentation is prepared to comply with WAC 173-303-330(2).
16  Documentation prepared to meet the training plan consists of hard copy and/or electronic media as
17  provided by HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition IL.C.1. The training plan documentation consists
18  of one or more documents and/or a training database with all the components identified in the core
19  document.
20 A description of how training plan documentation meets the three items in WAC 173-303-330(2) is as
21  follows:
22 1. -330(2)Xa): "The job title, job description, and name of the employee filling each job. The job
23 description must include requisite skills, educatjon, other qualifications, and duties for each position."
24 Description: The specific Hanford Facility personnel job title/position is correlated to the waste
25 management duties. Waste management duties relating to WAC 173-303 are correlated to training
26 courses to ensure training properly is assigned.
27 Only names of Hanford Facility personnel who carry out job duties relating to TSD unit waste
28 management operations at the PUREX Storage Tunnels are maintained. Names are maintained
29 within the training plan documentation. A list of Hanford Facility personnel assigned to the
30 PUREX Storage Tunnels is available upon request.
31 Information on requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for job titles/positions are
32 addressed by providing a reference where this information is maintained (e.g., human resources).
33 Specific information concerning job title, requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for
34 personnel can be provided upon request.
35 2. -330(2)(b): "A written description of the type and amount of both introductory and continuing
36 training required for each position."”
37 Description: In addition to the outline provided in Section 8.1, training courses developed to comply
38 with the introductory and continuing training programs are identified and described in the training
39 plan documentation. The type and amount of training is specified in the training plan documentation
40 as shown in Table 8-1.
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DOE/RL-90-24, Rev. 4B - -

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 09/2001
1 3. -330(2){c): "Records documenting that personnel have received and completed the training required
2 by this section. The Department may require, on a case-by-case basis, that training records include
3 employee initials or signature to verify that training was received."

4 Description: Training records are maintained consistent with DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.4.
5 Table 8-1. PUREX Storage Tunnels Training Matrix.
Training Category*
DOE/RL-91-28 Chapter 8 Training General Contingency Emergency Operations Training
Category Hanford Plan Training Coordinator
Facility Training
Training
PUREX Storage Tunnels DWTP Orientation Emergency Emergency General Waste | Miscellaneous
implementing category Program Response Coordinator Management Unit
{contingency Training
plan)

Job title/position

Engineers X

Operators X

Operations Manager X

Environmental Compliance

X X
Officer
Non-Resident Waste Service
. X X

Provider
6  * Refer to the PUREX Storage Tunnels Dangerous Waste Training Plan for a complete description of
7  coursework in each training category.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit; Permit Part & Chapter:
Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and Part lit, Chapter 4 and Attachment 34
200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

Description of Modification:

Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, Condition I11.4.A:

I11.4.A COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED PERMIT APPLICATION
The Permittees shall comply with all requirements set forth in Attachment 34, including the Amendments specified in
Condition I11.4.B, if any exist. Enforceable portions of the application are listed below (All subsections, figures, and tables
included in these portions are also enforceable, unless stated otherwise):
LERF Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 6
ETF Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 3

Section 2.2 Topographic Map

Section 3.2 Waste Analysis Plan

Chapter 4.0 Process Information, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 20010

Chapter 5.0 Ground Water Monitoring, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 2000

Chapter 6.0 Procedures to Prevent Hazards, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 2000

Chapter 7.0 Contingency Plan, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 2000

Chapter 8.0 Personnel Training, from Class 1 Modlﬁcatlon for quarter ending September 30, 2001

Chapter 11.0 Closure and Financia) Assurance

Chapter 12.0 Reporting and Recordkeeping

Chapter 13.0 Other Federal and State Laws

Appendix 2A Topographic Map

Appendix 3A Waste Analysis Plan for the Liquid Effluent Reteation Facility and 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility,
dated May 1998, as amended in Class 2 Modification for Revision §

Appendix 4A Detailed Drawings for the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility, from Class | Modification for quarter ending
March 31, 2000

Appendix 4B Detailed Drawings for the 200 area Effluent Treatment Facility Container Storage Area and Tank Systems,
from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending March 31, 2000

Appendix 5A Liquid Effluent Retention Facility Final Ground Water Monitoring Plan, PNNL-11620, Sce
Amendment 111.4.B.c.

Appendix7A  Building Emergency Plan for the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent Treatment

Facility, from Class 2 Modification dated February. Enforceable portions include Sections 1.5, 3.1, 4.0,
7.1,7.1.1,7.1.2,7.2,72.1,7.22,72.3,7.24,7.2.5,72.51,7.3,82,83,84,9.0,91,92,93,94,9.5,
9.6, 11.0, 120 and [3.0.

Modification Class; '*? Class 1 Class ' Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: _ X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:  A.1.

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational changes

Submitted b y 0-Ope Bg_yew RL Pr gra”ﬁ; Ofﬁcea Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
4 P02 2%
7// / W et
T. L. Moore Date | G. H. Sanders Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud. Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

* This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 11, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a forma!
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to ‘1, if appropriate.



Page 3 of 7
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
Liguid Effluent Retention Facility and Part lll, Chapter 4 and Attachment 34
200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

Description of Modification:

Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, Condition II1.4.B.a: Delete this Condition, this text has been incorporated in
Attachment 34, Chapter 4.0.

I11.4.B. AMENDMENTS TO THE APPROVED PERMIT APPLICATION

I “

I1.4.B.b. Appendix 3A, Waste Analysis Plan for the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent
Treatment Facility.
I1.4Bb.1. The Permittees shall comply with all the requirements, subsections, figures, tables, and appendices,

included in the “Waste Analysis Plan for Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent
Treatment Facility,” except that the “Wastewater Profile Sheet Form” is included as an example only.
The actual Wastewater Profile Sheet format may vary, but will contain the same substantive
information as the example form.

111.4.B.b.2. Section 6.1 Dry Powder Waste

The following terms used in this Section, including powder, dry powder, waste powder, and dry waste
powder, are equivalent to the term “dry powder waste” as defined in lines 20 through 27 on page 6-1.

II1.4.B.b.3. Section 6.3 Other Waste Generated at the 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

Insert the phrase “according to Washington State Regulatory Requirements” after the word
“designated” in line 44 on page 6-4.

Il1.4.B.c. Interim Status Ground Water Monitoring Plan for the 200 East Area Liquid Effluent Treatment Facility.
WHC-SD-EN-AP-024, Rev. 1, is an integral Part of this Permit and is to be added as Appendix 5A to
the 200 Area Liquid Waste Complex Permit Application.

Modification Class; '*3 Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:  A.l.

nter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions

1. Administrative and informational changes
Submitted py Co-Operator: | edé Prograri Office:|,  Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
7 @9/"// q )/ /”ECI 07 iun |
T.L.Moore . Date| ‘G.H. Sanders Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.
? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and Part lil, Chapter 4 and Attachment 34
200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

Description of Modification:
Chapter 4.0, Section 4.4.4.2.2.:

4.4.4.2.2  Ancillary Equipment [D-2b(2){(c}]

The secondary containment provided for the tanks and process systems also serves as secondary containment for the ancillary equipment
associated with these systems.

Ancillary Equipment. Section 4.4.5.1 describes the secondary containment systems that also serve most of the ancillary equipment within
the ETF. Between the ETF and the verification tanks, a pipeline trench provides secondary containment for four pipelines connecting the
transfer pumps (i.e., discharge and return pumps) in the ETF with the verification tanks (Figure 4-1). This concrete trench crosses

under the road and extends from the verification tarnk pumps to the verification tanks. Treated effluent flows through these pipelines from
the verification tank pumps to the verification tanks. The return pump is used to return effluent to the ETF for use as service water or for
reprocessing.

For all of the ancillary equipment housed within the ETF, the concrete floor, trenches, and berms form the secondary containment system,
For the ancillary equipment of the surge tank and the verification tanks, secondary containment is provided by the concrete floors and dikes
associated with these tanks. The concrete floor and pit provide secondary containment for the ancillary equipment of the load-in tanks.

Transfer Piping and Pipe Trenches. The two buried transfer lines between LERF and the surge tank have secondary containment in a '
pipe-wizhin-a-pipe arrangement, The 4-inch transfer line has an 8-inch outer pipe, while the 3-inch transfer line has a 6-inch outer pipe.
The plpes are fiberglass and are sloped towards the surge tank. The outer piping ends with a drain valve in the surge tank secondary
containment,

These pipelines are equipped with teak detection located in the annulus between the inner and outer pipes, which have the ability to
continuously 'inspect’ the plpelmcs dunng aqueous waste transfers The alarms on the leak detection system are monitored in the control
room. A low-volume air purge of the annulus is prowded t0 prevent condensation buildup and minimize false alarms by the leak détéction
system. In the event that these leak detectors are not in service, the pipelines are inspected during transfers by opening a drain valve to
check for solution in the annular space between the inner and outer pipe.

The 3-inch transfer line between the load-in tanks and the surge tank has a 6-inch outer pipe in a pipe-within-a-pipe arrangement. The
piping is made of fiberglass reinforced plastic and slopes towards the load-in tank secondary containment pit. The drain valve and leak
detection system for the load-in tank pipelines are operated similarly to the leak detection system for the LERF to ETF pipelines.

As previously indicated, there are four reinforced concrete pipe trenches that provide secondary containment for piping under the roadway
between the ETF and the verification tanks. Each trench is 1.2 meters wide and 0.76 meter deep and slopes towards the sump containing
the transfer pumps to SALDS. The floor of the trenches are 30.5 centimeters thick and the sides are 15.2 centimeters thick. The

concrete trenches are coated with water sealant and covered with metal gratings at ground level to allow vehicle traffic on the roadway.

Modification Class: '*? Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3 -
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: A.l.
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix | citation

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and mfom:atlon%lr changes

Sub ed by Co-Operator R b
Qrie splhl (A ' SREEM
T L. Moore Date -1 H. Sanders Date F. Jamison * Date L.E. Ruud Date

ffice: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

!'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate. .
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and : Part lll, Chapter 4 and Attachment 34
200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

Description of Modification:

Chapter 4.0, Section 4.4.6.: Incorporated Permit Condition 11.4.B.a.
4.4.6. Labels or Signs [D-2¢]

Each tank or process unit in the ETF is identified by a nameplate attached in a readily visible location. Included on the
nameplate are the equipment number and the equipment title. Those tanks which store or treat dangerous waste at the
ETF (Section 4.4.1.1) are identified with a label which reads "PROCESS WATER/WASTE". The labels are legible at a
distance of at least fifty feet or as appropriate for legibility within the ETF. Additionally, these tanks bear a legend that
identifies the waste in a manner, which adequately wams employees, emergency personnel, and the public of the major
risk(s) associated with the waste being stored or treated in the tank system(s).

Caution plates are used to show possible hazards and warn that precautions are necessary. Caution signs have a yellow
background and black panel with yellow letters and bear the word "CAUTION". Danger signs show immediate danger
and signify that special precautions are necessary. These signs are red, black, and white and bear the word "DANGER".

Tanks and vessels containing corrosive chemicals are posted with black and white signs bearing the word
"CORROSIVE", "DANGER - UNAUTHORIZED PERSONNEL KEEP OUT" signs are posted on all exterior doors of
the ETF, and on each interior door leading into the process area. Tank ancillary piping is also labeled "PROCESS
WATER" or "PROCESS LIQUID" to alert personnei which pipes in the process area contains dangerous and/or mixed
waste.

All tank systems holdmg dangerous waste a.re marked with' labels or sxgns 0 1dent1fy the waste contarned in the tanks.'
The labels ot signs are legrble ata ‘distance of at least ﬁfty (50) feet and bear & legend ¢ that xdentlﬁes the waste ina
manner whlch adequately warns employ S, r'gency response persormel and the pubhc of' the major risk(s)

Modification Class: '*? . Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of theClasses: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: A.l.

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
i. Administrative and informational chanses

Submitted by Co-Operatg /ggﬁ ‘dhy RL P oﬁam Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
77t feesp %/@ acT 62 260
T. L. Moore Date| G.H. Sanders Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approvatl.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix 1, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and Part lll, Chapter 4 and Attachment 34
200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

Description of Modification;
Chapter 4.0, Section 4.5.5.2.:

4.5.5.2, Leak Detection System

Single-point electronic leak detection elements are installed along the transfer line at 305-meter intervals. The leak
detection elements are located in the bottom of specially designed test risers. Each sensor element employs a
conductivity sensor, which is connected to a cable leading back to the 242-A Evaporator control room. If a leak
develops in the carrier pipe, fluid will travel down the exterior surface of the carrier pipe or the interior of the
containment pipe. As moisture contacts a sensor unit, the alarm sounds in the 242-A Evaporator control room and the
zone of the leak is indicated on the digital display. The pumnp located in the 242-A Evaporator is shut down, stoppmg
the ﬂow of‘ aqueous waste through the transfer ime ‘A low-vclume arr purge of the annulus bctween the carrier plpe and

elements

The catch basins have conductivity leak detectors that alarm in the 242-A Evaporator control room. Leaks into the
catch basins drain back to the basin through a 5.1-centimeter drain on the floor of the catch basin.

Modification Class: '2* " Class 1 Class ' Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:  A.1.

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informational chanﬁes

Submitted b Co-Operator /RL Program Office:}r  Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
ﬁ/fﬂfw sfidy BB A AT
T. L. Moore Date Ld H. Sancrers Date |. F.Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

*Class | modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 11, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit:

Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and
200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

Permit Part & Chapter:
Part lll, Chapter 4 and Attachment 34

Description of Modification:
Chapter 8.0:

Remove Chapter 8.0 and replace with the attached Chapter 8.0.

Modification Class: '** Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:  A.I.
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation
A. General Permit Provisions '
1. Administrative and informational changgs
Submitted by Co-Operator: Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
[Ilowre o /s i
Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

T. L. Moore Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 'This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal

modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down

graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Index
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Class 1 Modification: DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D

Quarter Ending 9/30/200] 9/2001

1 CONTENTS

2 40 PROCESS INFORMATION {D] ..covieeircitienneitiinsessinesss s esssesssstenesssaseessssstsssnsass 4-1

3

4 4] LIQUID EFFLUENT RETENTION FACILITY PROCESS DESCRIPTION.......ccccovueecienene 4.1

5

6 4.2 EFFLUENT TREATMENT FACILITY PROCESS DESCRIPTION.....cocccvmvieninrnranrnnsnnns 4.2
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30 4.4.1.1 Codes and Standards for Tank System ConstruCtiON......cccvvecrrierevernsesserersenricesarsemrasiassoseraesent 4-12
31 4.4.1.2 Design Information for Tanks Located Outside of Effluent Treatment Facility .....c...euovenee. 4-13
32 4.4.1.3 Design Information for Tanks Located [uside the Effluent Treatment Facility Building ........ 4-14
33  4.4.1.4 Design Information for Effluent Treatment Facility Process Units......c.ocecemneniveirnrninccnnnenne 4-15
34 442  Integrity Assessments {D-2a(2)]....cceeciiiiimiiinrniniieae e e asasse s nrasrse s s sisssseneees 4-16
35 443  Additional Requirements for New Tanks [D-2a(4)]......cc.ocormenrinniinircieinnnecsnseesieninssnssanens 4-16
36 444  Secondary Containment and Release Detection for Tank Systems [D-2b]...cccccveermevenneerirennnne 4-17
37 4.44.1 Secondary Containment Requirements for All Tank Systems [D-2b(1)]....ccccvnmvcvmmrrvrvrcnnacras 4-17
38 4442 Additional Requirements for Specific Types of Systems [D-2b(2)] ...cocoevvicriireccinr e 4-20
39 445  Tank Management Practices [D-2d]........ccorminrniennrrrieneieriseesrsessersssssssssionssnsrastaressoressenaess 4-21
40 4.45.1 Rupture, Leakage, COrrosion Prevention.........civieinniiinrnrerennnsienmisnennmesiecnmsesnescons 4-21
41 4.4.5.2 Overfllling Prevention ... rere e cerasrs s sasss s ssssssseesasresesiasssasens 4-21
42 446  Labels Or Signs [De2€] ... ooirirriinreririerctese s seerensiesnenresseasses searsssssaassesiesssassasasnrasesiasseases 4-23
43 447  Air Emissions [D-2f] oot inesssainssessassnssesneressaneiassesassasessnrasnnes 4-23
44 448  Management of Ignitible or Reactive Wastes in Tanks Systems [D-2g].....ccocvemmvrmrvienrernrienens 4-23
45 449  Management of Incompatible Wastes in Tanks Systems [D-2h] ......c.ccoeniniinerienvrrnncsnerens 4-23
46



Class 1 Modification: : DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

1 CONTENTS (cont)

2

3

4 45 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS [173-303-806-(4){(d)] .c.veererirnrericnentinsseesnisssseniassessensnans 4-24

5 451 List of Dangerous Waste [BOO(4){d){i)]-..ceererrerirrrriremreieenriconceseraserenneeereserresssntanssmesssesnes 4-24

6 4.5.2  Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Liner System [806(4)(d)(i1)(A)] ..cocvvverinernnennee 4.24

7 4.5.2.1 Liner Construction Materials [650(2)a)(i)(A)]....cceeerermrecrmriecsrerimierrriernsresernesrresmesssesnis . 424

8 4522 Liner System Location Relative to High-Water Table ......ccococeviecvniciiriiiia 4-29

9 45.23 Liner System Foundation [650(2)(a}{I)(B)]....ccorvvmrmesniissrerisrsmsssrsoosiesimmmissssasaisssoionias 4-29
10 4.5.2.4 Liner System Exposure Prevention ... snsassnsinernsnenne 4-30
11 4.52.5 Liner Coverage [650(2Ha)IMC)] oo rrrnireerriceeererree e errer s eeseese e reensntineeb s e saaastsssssasss s 4-31
12  4.5.3  Prevention of Overtopping [806(4)A)AINB)] -vvvoverrrerrrreinriiinivis i 4-31
13 4531 Freeboard ..o cvreeriiesreiseeeresaieecnnecsen s sesr e s sme et e s e e smteam e e s e e s aase s n e e s e san e e e e e s e e e s aaes 4-31
14 4.5.3.2 Immediate FIow Shutoff. ..o sa s s s n s 4-31
15 4.5.3.3  OUtIIOW DESHNALION 1oveerveeieieirentreeereriecees s rr e rresereseene s e enes e seme s bbbe e bssas bt assE s st b s sn s i 4-31
16 454  Structural Integrity of Dikes [BO6(4Nd)(i1){C)].evvririnniniiininniniccrrresssnesrsresens 4-32
17 4.5.4.1 Dike Design, Construction, and Maintenance [650(2)(f), (), and (h)]....coeviinnnnniinnnnnnn. 4-32
18 4542 Dike Stability and ProteCtion.........cccvmrimirinmninmin i ssnsssssssssssssssssssens 4-32
19 4.5.5  PiDINE SYSIEIMS covuvevriiesienseeesiesses et amsessesascerassssssssrsses st s bests et st as s casasersesssebsnssnaeneansecssent 4-33
20 4.5.5.1 Secondary Containment System for PIPINg.......cccovivivninininiiicnieciers s 4-33
21 4.55.2 Leak Detection SYSIEIM v ittt ass s sssssssesssssnsansas 4-34
A 3 T T T -1 1 7T T+ ¢ OO PR ORI TOT 4-34
23 4.5.6  Double Liner and Leak Detection, Collection, and Removal System [806(4)(d)(ii)(D) and
24 BS0(2)GIAT] veveeererrrenreeeririres e sses st s aere st et ee b s b bt o s e s s b e s b eRe s b s ereean b st s st R e R b et n et 4-34
25 4.5.7  Construction Quality Assurance [806(4)(dYI1)(F)] cvvrrerermeerrmieerceniierennisissssiissssens 4.35
26 4.5.8  Proposed Action Leakage Rate and Response Action Plan [806(4)(d)(11)(G)] ....ccevevuenriinnnn. 4-35
27 459  Dike Structural Integrity Engineering Certification [806(4X(d)}{(V)]..viviiviniiiniininrninniiienns 4-36
28 4.5.10 Management of Ignitible, Reactive, or Incompatible Wastes [806(4)(d)(viii and ix}]............ 4-36
29
30 4.6 AIR EMISSIONS CONTROL [D-8 and D-8a].....cccccvvrrrvimnernmenmiesiiinsienisisnisennsines 4-36
31 4.6.1  Applicability of Subpart AA Standards [D-8a(1}]....ccveviiiiniiiiiiiei 4-36
32 462  Process Vents - Demonstrating Compliance [D-8a(2)].....cccocirvimvinmiiiniiniiiiinncnnsnie e 4-36
33 4.6.2.1 Basis for Meeting Limits/Reductions [D-8a(2)}(a)] ......ccooocrrmnviriniinicinnnninnnicsninssnsnnne 4-36
34  4.6.2.2 Demonstrating Compliance [D-8a(2}D)] ....ccocorvimiiiiiiiiiiiiiniiiice e 4-37
35 4.6.2.3 Reevaluating Compliance with Subpart AA Standards [D-8a(2}(d)].....cocovnniniiiiininiinss 4-37
36 4.6.3  Applicability of Subpart CC Standards [D-8¢]......cconimminnime 4-37
37 4.6.3.1 Demonstrating Compliance with Subpart CC for Tanks.........ccovvecienniennrnninnsinnisnseevines 4-38
38 4.6.3.2 Demonstrating Compliance with Subpart CC for Containers .........c.cooveriereviemarnnnnnsnnnnns 4-38
39 4.6.3.3 Demonstrating Compliance with Subpart CC for Surface Impoundments.........c.ccouervvvinnnncas 4-38
40
41



Class 1 Modification: DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

1 APPENDICES

2 4A DETAILED DRAWINGS FOR THE LIQUID EFFLUENT RETENTION FACILITY ....... APP 4A-j

3

4 4B DETAILED DRAWINGS FOR THE 200 AREA EFFLUENT TREATMENT FACILITY

5 CONTAINER STORAGE AREA AND TANK SYSTEMS........cccooimmmiiinniniiencenistieens APP 4B-i

6

7 4C PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER TANK INTEGRITY ASSESSMENT FOR THE

8 200 AREA EFFLUENT TREATMENT FACILITY TANK SYSTEM.....ccoovcvvirinccnninne. APP 4C-i

9
10 4D STRUCTURAL INTEGRITY CERTIFICATION OF THE DIKES AT THE
il LIQUID EFFLUENT RETENTION FACILITY ...ooiciiiccmricercreienesesreseeerssn e ssneesenene APP 4D-i
12
13 FIGURES
14 Figure 4-1. Liquid Effluent Retention Facility LAYOUL. ....ccceecvevieriieiccrieeesserseesec e sssseseesssssennne F4-1
15 Figure 4-2. Plan View of the 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility. ........ccoocovvcvmvercseccnnrimnnrecrecrisans F4-2
16  Figure 4-3. 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility Layout. .........ccccovvvvcnininesnnnisccnrnnsscsrernseesenenns F4-3
17 Figure 4-4. 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility......c.cccocvniniinnnnnncnccnne F4-4
18 Figure 4-5. Example - 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility Configuration 1.......cccooivvnivrcnicninne F4-5
19 Figure 4-6. Example - 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility Configuration 2........ccceconmmrnisncinneennns F4-6
20 Figure 4-7. Surge Tank.......cococecviircnennns ereae e Rt SR ea e R et b st e A er e e e b s F4-7
21 Figure 4-8. Ultraviolet Light/OxXidation Unit. ......cocineciriiivenmcninienerineenisnesenisranmeessssnsorsire F4-8
22 Figure 4-9. Reverse Osmosis UL ..ot esesecssres s e essensenene F4-9
23 Figure 4-10. Ton Exchange Unif, c.....coiieiiinimmiiiinisnisnineensssennnsessssssssesstsaessssssssessansassasessasases F4-10
24 Figure 4-11. Verification Tanks. ........ccoccvmiiiimriniiiiirinnsinississs st srssnsassssesssasssessie F4-11
25 Figure 4-12. Effluent Treatment Facility EVAPOIator. ... ..ccocovimveenuemienieric st invssessessesssesesssnsseensene F4-12
26  Figure 4-13. Thin Filli DIVET. ..o cerccciiresnsteeseeninssseereesaesn e e s e ssbessrassns sae s ssesaassasannasananran F4-13
27 Figure 4-14. Container Handling SYStem. ........ccouovrierrectiniceir s ssessseesstreecsnssssnstsesseses F4-14
28 Figure 4-15. Effluent Treatment Facility Sump Tanks. ....c.cocoevciinninincciccinnecienencnae F4-15
29 Figure 4-16. Liner Anchor Wall and Cover Tension SYSteMl.......cccccuvieereiirnreerinnnrnienienienesssesenressesnes F4-16
30 Figure 4-17. Liner System SChematic. . ..ottt e rag s et s e eemans F4-17
31 Figure 4-18. Detail of Leachate Collection SUMP......ccovviiviiiniiininiccinnnse e cesinnessessssesnnnsecases F4-18
32 Figure 4-19. Detai] of Leachate RiSer TTeNCh. ..covvrveorreerircctveieccevcnivaeeerevssivecrsaavsaeecseansaerssses F4-19
33 :
34 TABLES
35 Table 4-1. 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility Tank Systems Information..........coceneciininccnicnnnnnnee. T4-1
36 Table 4-2. Ancillary Equipment and Material Data. (sheet 1 of 2)......ccccvviiivininiiiiciiie T4-1
37 Table 4-3 . Concrete and Masonary COatings. ......veeriessiecnsrirennensiessssnsessssrssssrarertssssesseesesessesanss T4-3
38 Table 4-4 . Geomembrane Material Specifications. ................ rterheaeesteeereataaretaontesteeraraneenrar e et et nanes T4-4
39 Table 4-5. Drainage Gravel SpecifiCations. ...t sasssesrons T4.5
40
41
42

4-iii



Class 1 Modification: DOE/RI-97-03, Rev. 0D
Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

This page intentionally left blank.

[« WAV I - PR % B

-ty



Class | Modification: DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D
Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

—
(=Y - LR B JAT W RN )

11
12

13

14
15

16
17
18
19

20
2]

22
23
24
25
26
27

28
29
30
31
32
33

34
35
36
37
38

39
40
4]
42
43
44
45
46

4.0 PROCESS INFORMATION [D}

This chapter provides a detailed discussion of the LERF and ETF processes and equipment. The LERF
and ETF comprise an aqueous waste treatment system located in the 200 East Area that provides storage
and treatment for a variety of aqueous radioactive and/or mixed waste. This aqueous waste inciudes
process condensate from the 242-A Evaporator and other aqueous waste generated from onsite
remediation and waste management activities.

The LERF consists of three lined surface impoundments, or basins. Aqueous waste from LERF is
pumped to the ETF for treatment in a series of process units, or systems, that remove or destroy
essentially all of the dangerous waste and radioactive constituents except tritium. The treated effluent is
discharged to a State-Approved Land Disposal Site (SALDS) north of the 200 West Area, under the
authority of a Washington State Waste Discharge Permit (Ecology 19952a) and the Final Delisting (40
CFR 261, Appendix IX, Table 2).

4.1 LIQUID EFFLUENT RETENTION FACILITY PROCESS DESCRIPTION

Each of the three LERF basins has an operating capacity of 29.5-million liters. The LERF receives
aqueous waste through several inlets including the following:

+ A pipeline that connects LERF with the 242-A Evaporator

+ A pipeline from the 200 West Area

« A pipeline that connects LERF to the Load-In Station at the ETF
» A series of sample ports located at each basin.

Figure 4-1 presents a general layout of LERF and associated pipelines. Engineering drawings for LERF
are referenced in Section 4.5 and provided in Appendix 4A.

Aqueous waste from LERF is pumped to the ETF through one of two double-walled fiberglass transfer
pipelines. Effluent from the ETF also can be transferred back to the LERF through one of these transfer
pipelines. These pipelines are equipped with leak detection located in the annulus between the inner and
outer pipes. In the event that these leak detectors are not in service, the pipelines are visually inspected
during transfers for leakage by opening the secondary containment drain lines at the ETF end of the
transfer pipelines. .

Each basin is equipped with six available sample risers constructed of 6-inch perforated pipe. A seventh
sample riser in each basin is dedicated to influent aqueous waste receipt piping (except for aqueous waste
received from the 242-A Evaporator), and an eighth riser in each basin contains liquid level
instrumentation. Each riser extends along the sides of each basin from the top to the bottom of the basin
and allow samples to be collected from any depth. Personnel access to these sample ports is from the
perimeter area of the basins.

A catch basin is provided at the northwest commer of each LERF basin for aboveground piping and
manifolds for transfer pumps. Aqueous waste from the 242-A Evaporator is transferred through piping
that ties into piping at the catch basins. Under routine operations, a submersible pump is used to transfer
aqueous waste from a LERF basin to the ETF for processing or for basin-to-basin transfers. This pump is
connected to a fixed manifold on one of four available risers.

Each basin consists of a multilayer liner system supported by a concrete anchor wall around the basin
perimeter and a soil-bentonite clay underlayment. The multilayer liner system consists of a primary liner
in contact with the aqueous waste, a layer of bentonite carpet, a geonet, a geotextile, a gravel layer, and a
secondary liner that rests on the bentonite underlayment. Any aqueous waste leakage through the primary
liner flows through the geonet to a leachate collection system. The leachate flows to a sump at the
northwest corner of each basin, where the leachate is pumped up the sideslope and back into the basin
above the primary liner. Each liner is constructed of high-density polyethylene. A floating cover made of
very low-density polyethylene is stretched over each basin above the primary liner. These covers serve to
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I keep unwanted material from entering the basins, and to minimize evaporation of the liquid
2 contents.
3 4.2 EFFLUENT TREATMENT FACILITY PROCESS DESCRIPTION
4  The ETF is designed as a flexible treatment system that provides treatment for contaminants anticipated
5 in process condensate and other onsite aqueous waste. The design influent flow rate into the ETF is
6 approximately 570 liters per minute with planned outages for activities such as maintenance on the ETF
7 systems. Maintenance outages typically are scheduled between treating a batch of aqueous waste,
8 referred to as treatment campaigns. The effluent flow (or volume) is equivalent to the influent flow (or
9  volume).
10  The ETF generally receives aqueous waste directly from the LERF. However, aqueous waste also can be
1t transferred from the Load-In Station to the ETF. Aqueous waste is treated and stored in the ETF process
12 area in a series of tank systems, referred to as process units. Within the ETF, waste also is managed in
13 containers through treatment and/or storage. Figure 4-1 provides the relative locations of the process and
14  container storage areas within the ETF.
15  The process units are grouped in either the primary or the secondary treatment train. The primary
16 treatment train provides for the removal or destruction of contaminants. Typically, the secondary
17  treatment train processes the waste by-products from the primary treatment train by reducing the volume
18 of waste. In the secondary treatment train, contaminants are concentrated and dried to a powder. The
19 liquid fraction is routed to the primary treatment train. Figure 4-2 provides an overview of the layout of
20  the ETF (2025E Building). Figure 4-3 presents the ETF floor plan, the relative locations of the individual
21  process units and associated tanks within the ETF, and the location of the Load-In Station.
22 The dry powder waste and maintenance and operations waste are containerized and stored or treated in
23 the container storage area or in collection or treatment areas within the Process Area. Secondary
24  containment is provided for all containers and tank systems (including ancillary equipment) housed
25  within the ETF. The trenches and floor of the ETF comprise the secondary containment system. The
26 floor includes approximately a 15.2-centimeter rise (berm) along the containing walls of the process and
27 container storage areas. Any spilled or leaked material from within the process area or container storage
28 areais collected into trenches that feed into either sump tank | or sump tank 2. From these sump tanks,
29  the spilled or leaked material (i.e., waste) is fed to either the surge tank and processed in the primary
30 treatment train or the secondary waste receiving tanks and processed in the secondary treatment train. All
31 tank systems outside of the ETF are provided with a secondary containment system.
32 In the following sections, several figures are provided that present general illustrations of the treatment
33 units and the relation to the process. Detailed drawings of the ETF are provided in Appendix 4B.
34 4.2.1 Load-In Station
35 The ETF receives aqueous waste from LERF or the Load-In Station. The ETF Load-In Station, located
36  due east of the surge tank and outside of the perimeter fence (Figure 4-3), was designed and constructed
37 to provide the capability to unload, store, and transfer aqueous waste to the ETF or LERF from tanker
38 trucks and other containers (such as drums). The Load-In Station consists of two load-in tanks, transfer
39  pumps, filtration system, level instrumentation for tanker trucks, leak detection capabilities for the
40  containment basin and transfer line, and an underground transfer line that connects to lines in the surge
41 tank berm, allowing transfers to either the ETF surge tank or LERF.
42  Tanker trucks and other containers are used to unload aqueous waste at the Load-In Station. To perform
43  unloading, the tanker truck is positioned on a truck pad, a 'load-in’ transfer line is connected to the truck,
44  and the tanker contents are pumped into one of the Load-In Station tanks, the surge tank, or directly to the
45 LERF. For container unloading, the container is placed on the truck pad and the container contents are
46 pumped into one of the Load-In Station tanks, the surge tank, or directly to the LERF.
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1 During unloading operations, solids may be removed from the waste by pumping the contents of the

2 tanker truck or container through a filtration system. 1f solids removal is not needed, the filtration system
3 is not used and the solution is transferred directly to the Load-In Station tanks, surge tank, or to

4 LERF.

5  Any leaks at the Load-In Station drain to the sump. A leak detector in the sump alarms locally and in the

6 ETF control room. Alternatively, leaks can be visually detected.

7 4.2.2 Effluent Treatment Facility Operating Configuration

8 Because the operating configuration of the ETF can be adjusted or modified, most aqueous waste streams
9 can be effectively treated to below Delisting and Discharge Permit limits, The operating configuration of
10  the ETF depends on the unique chemistry of an aqueous waste stream(s). Before an aqueous waste
11  stream is accepted for treatment, the waste is characterized and evaluated. Information from the
12 characterization is used to adjust the treatment process or change the configuration of the ETF process
13 units, as necessary, to optimize the treatment process for a particular aqueous waste stream.

14 Typically, an aqueous waste is processed first in the primary treatment train, where the ETF is

15 configured to process an aqueous waste through the UV/OX unit first, followed by the RO unit.

16  However, under an alternate configuration, an aqueous waste could be processed in the RO unit first. For
17  example, high concentrations of nitrates in an aqueous waste might interfere with the performance of the
18 UV/OX. In this case, the ETF could be configured to process the waste in the RO unit before the

19  UV/OX unit.

20  The flexibility of the ETF also allows for some aqueous waste to be processed in the secondary treatment
21  train first. For example, for small volume aqueous waste with high concentrations of some anions and
22 metals, the approach could be to first process the waste stream in the secondary treatment train. This

23 approach would prevent premature fouling or scaling of the RO unit. The liquid portion (i.e., untreated
24  overheads from the ETF evaporator and thin film dryer) would be sent to the primary treatment train.

25 Figures 4-4 and 4-5 provide example process flow diagrams for two different operating configurations.
26 4.2.3 Primary Treatment Train '

27  The primary treatment train consists of the following processes:

28 « Influent Receipt/Surge tank - inlet, surge capacity

29 .« Filtration - for suspended solids removal

30 « UV/OX - organic destruction

31 .+ pH adjustment - waste neutralization

32 .« Hydrogen peroxide decomposition - removal of excess hydrogen peroxide
33 « Degasification - removal of carbon dioxide

34 « RO -removal of dissolved solids and radionuclides

35 « IX-removal of dissolved solids and radionuclides

36 .« Verification - holding tanks during verification.

37  Each of the primary treatment train process units and ancillary systems provides treatment for removal or
38  destruction of various constituents. The primary treatment train units are operated as needed in different
39  configurations, as determined by the characteristics of an aqueous wastc stream to protect ETF

40  equipment and to meet discharge requirements.

41 Influent Recelpt/Surge Tank. Depending on the configuration of the ETF, the surge tank is one inlet
42 used to feed an aqueous waste into the ETF for treatment. In Configuration 1 (Figure 4-4), the surge tank
43 s the first component downstream of the LERF. The surge tank provides a storage/surge volume for

44  chemical pretreatment and controls feed flow rates from the LERF to the ETF, However, in

45 Configuration 2 (Figure 4-5), aqueous waste from LERF is fed directly into the treatment units, In this
46  configuration, the surge tank receives aqueous waste that has been processed in the RO units and

47 provides the feed stream to the remaining downstream process units. In yet another configuration, some

43,



Class 1 Modification: : DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001
1 small volume aqueous waste could be received into the secondary treatment train first for processing. In
2 this case, the aqueous waste would be received directly into the secondary waste receiving tanks,
3 Finally, the surge tank also receives waste extracted from various systems within the primary and
4  secondary treatment train while in operation.
5 The surge tank is located outside the ETF on the south side. In the surge tank (Figure 4-6), the pH of an
6 aqueous waste is adjusted using the metered addition of sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide, as
7  necessary, to prepare the waste for treatment in downstream processes. In addition, hydrogen peroxide
8 or biocides could be added to control biclogical growth in the surge tank. A pump recirculates the
9 contents in the surge tank, mixing the chemical reagents with the waste to a uniform pH.
10 Filtration. Two primary filter systems remove suspended particles in an aqueous waste: a rough filter
11 removes the larger particulates, while a fine filter removes the smaller particulates. The location of these
12 filters depends on the configuration of the primary treatment train. However, the filters normally are
13 located upstream of the RO units.
14  The solids accumulating on these filter elements are backwashed to the secondary waste receiving tanks
15  with pulses of compressed air and water, forcing water back through the filter. The backwash operation is
16 initiated either automatically by a rise in differential pressure across the filter or manualiy by an
17  operator. The filters are cleaned chemically when the backwashing process does not facilitate acceptable
18 filter performance.
19 Auxiliary fine and rough filters (e.g., disposable filters) have been installed to provide additional
20 filtration capabilitys. Depending on the configuration of the ETF, the auxiliary filters are operated either
21  in series with the primary filters to provide additional filtration or in parallel, instead of the primary fine
22  and rough filters, to allow cleaning of the primary fine and rough filters while the primary treatment train
23 isin operation.
24  Ultraviolet Light/Oxidation. Organic compounds contained in an aqueous waste stream are destroyed
25  inthe UV/OX system (Figure 4-7). Hydrogen peroxide is mixed with the waste. The UV/OX system
26  uses the photochemical reaction of UV light on hydrogen peroxide to form hydroxyl radicals and other
27  reactive species oxidize the organic compounds. The final products of the complete reaction are carbon
28 dioxide, water, and inorganic ions.
29  Organic destruction is accomplished in two UV/OX units operating in parallel. During the UV/OX
30 process, the agueous waste passes through reaction chambers where hydrogen peroxide is added. While
31 inthe UV/OX system, the temperature of an aqueous waste is monitored. Should the temperature of the
32 waste exceed the upper limits for the UV/OX or RO systems, heat exchangers are used to reduce the
33 temperature of the waste. '
34 pH Adjustment. The pH of a waste stream is monitored and controlled at different points throughout
35  the treatment process. Within the primary treatment train, the pH of a waste can be adjusted with
36 sulfuric acid or sodium hydroxide to optimize operation of downstream treatment processes or adjusted
37 Dbefore final discharge. For example, the pH of an aqueous waste would be adjusted in the pH adjustment
38 tank after the UV/OX process and before the RO process. In this example, pH is adjusted to cause
39 certain chemical species such as ammonia to form ammonium sulfate, thereby increasing the rejection
40 rate of the RO.
41 Hydrogen Peroxide Decomposition. Typically, hydrogen peroxide added into the UV/OX system is not
42  consumed completely by the system. Because hydrogen peroxide is a strong oxidizer, the residual
43 hydrogen peroxide from the UV/OX system is removed to protect the downstream equipment. The
44  hydrogen peroxide decomposer uses activated carbon to break down the hydrogen peroxide that is not
45 consumed completely in the process of organic destruction. The aqueous waste is sent through a column
46  of fluidized activated carbon that breaks down the hydrogen peroxide into water and oxygen. The gas
47  generated by the decomposition of the hydrogen peroxide is vented to the vessel offgas system.
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1 Degasification. The degasification column is used to purge dissolved carbon dioxide from the aqueous
2 waste to reduce the carbonate loading to downstream dissolved solids removal processes within the ETF
3  primary treatment train. The purged carbon dioxide is vented to the vessel offgas system.
4 Reverse Osmosis. The RO system (Figure 4-8) uses pressure to force clean water molecules through
5 semi-permeable membranes while keeping the larger molecule contaminants, such as dissolved solids,
6 radionuclides, and large molecular weight organic materials, in the membrane. The RO process uses a
7 staged configuration to maximize water recovery. The process produces two separate streams, including
8 aclean 'permeate’ and a concentrate (or retentate), which are concentrated as much as possible to
¢ minimize the amount of sccondary waste produced. _
10 The RO process is divided into first and second stages. Aqueous waste is fed to the first RO stage from
11 the RO feed tank. The secondary waste receiving tanks of the secondary treatment train receive the
12 retentate removed from the first RO stage, while the second RO stage receives the permeate (i.e., 'treated’
13 aqueous waste from the first RO stage). In the second RO stage, the retentate is sent to the first stage RO
14  feed tank while the permeate is sent to the IX system or to the surge tank, depending on the configuration
15  of the ETF.
16  Two support systems facilitate this process. An anti-scale system injects scale inhibitors as needed into
17  the feed waste to prevent scale from forming on the membrane surface. A clean-in-place system using
18 cleaning agents, such as descalants and surfactants, cleans the membrane pores of surface and subsurface
19  deposits that have fouled the membranes.
20 Ion Exchange. Because the RO process removes most of the dissolved solids in an aqueous waste, the
21 IX process (Figure 4-9) act as a polishing unit. The IX system consist of three columns containing beds
22  of cation and/or anion resins. This system is designed to allow for regeneration of resins and
23  maintenance of one column while the other two are in operation. Though the two columns generally are
24  operated in series, the two columns also can be operated in parallel or individually.
25 Typically, the two columns in operation are arranged in a primary/secondary (lead/lag) configuration,
26  and the third (regenerated) column is maintained in standby. When dissolved solids breakthrough the
27  first IX column and are detected by a conductivity sensor, this column is removed from service for
28 regeneration, and the second column replaces the first column and the third column is placed into
29 service. The column normally is regenerated using sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide. The resulting
30 regeneration waste is collected in the secondary waste receiving tanks.
31 Should regeneration of the IX resins become inefficient, spent resins are transferred into a disposal
32 container. The container is designed to provide dewatering with remote monitoring of the resin and
33 water levels within the container. Displaced air from the vessels is exhausted through an entrainment
34  separator (to remove water drops) and a high-efficiency particulate air filter and into the vessel offgas
35 system. Free water is removed from the container and returned to the surge tank. Dewatered resins are
36 transferred to a final storage/disposal point.
37 Verification. The three verification tanks (Figure 4-10) are used to hold the treated effluent while a
38 determination is made that the effluent meets discharge limits. Should a treated effluent not meet
39 Discharge Permit or Final Delisting requirements, the effluent can be returned to the primary treatment
40 train for additional treatment or to the LERF.
41  The three verification tanks alternate between three operating modes: receiving treated effluent, holding
42 treated effluent during laboratory analysis and verification, or discharging verified effluent. Treated
43  effluent may also be returned to the ETF to provide 'clean’ service water for operational and maintenance
44 functions, e.g., for boiler water and for backwashing the filters. This recycling keeps the quantity of
45  fresh water used to a minimum.
46 4.2.4 Secondary Treatment Train
47  The secondary treatment system typically receives and processes the following by-products generated
48  from the primary treatment train: concentrate from the first RO stage, filter backwash, regeneration
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1 waste from the ion exchange system, and spillage or overflow received into the process sumps.

2 Depending on the operating configuration, however, some aqueous waste could be processed in the

3 secondary treatment train before the primary treatment train (refer to Figures 4-4 and 4-5 for example

4  operating configurations).

5 The secondary treatment train provides the following processes:

6 « Secondary waste receiving - tank receiving

7 « Evaporation - concentrates secondary waste streams

8 « Concentrate staging - concentrate receipt and pH adjustment in concentrate tanks

% « Thin film drying - dewatering of secondary waste streams
10 « Container handling - packaging of dewatered secondary waste.
11 Secondary Waste Receiving. Waste to be processed in the secondary treatment train is received into
12 two secondary waste receiving tanks, where the pH can be adjusted with sulfuric acid or sodium
13 hydroxide for optimum evaporator performance.
14 Evaporation. The ETF evaporator is fed alternately by the two secondary waste receiving tanks. One
15 tank serves as a waste receiver while the other tank is operated as the feed tank. The ETF evaporator
16  vessel (also referred to as the vapor body) is the principal component of the evaporation process
17  (Figure 4-11).
18 Feed from the secondary waste receiving tanks is pumped through a heater to the recirculation loop of
19 the ETF evaporator. In this loop, concentrated waste is recirculated from the ETF evaporator, to a heater,
20 and back into the evaporator where vaporization occurs. As water leaves the evaporator system in the
21  vapor phase, the concentration of the waste in the evaporator increases. When the concentration of the
22 waste reaches the appropriate density, a portion of the concentrate is pumped to one of the concentrate
23 tanks.
24  The vapor that is released from the ETF evaporator is routed to the entrainment separator, where water
25  droplets and/or particulates are separated from the vapor. The 'cleaned' vapor is routed to the vapor
26 compressor and heater. The steam from the vapor compressor/heater is used to heat the recirculating
27  concentrate in the ETF evaporator. From the vapor compressor/heater, the steam is condensed and fed to
28  the distillate flash tank, where the saturated condensate received from the heater drops to atmospheric
29 pressure and cools to the normal boiling point through partial flashing (rapid vaporization caused by a
30 pressure reduction). The resulting distillate is routed to the surge tank. Noncondensible vapors, such as
31  air, are exhausted by a vacuum blower to the vessel offgas system.
32 Concentrate Staging. The concentrate tanks make up the head end of the thin film drying process.
33  From the ETF evaporator, concentrate is pumped into two concentrate tanks and pH adjusted. The
34 concentrate tanks function alternately between concentrate receiver and feed tank for the thin film dryer.
35 Because low solubility solids (i.e., calcium and magnesium sulfate} tend to settle in the concentrate
36 tanks, these solids must be removed to prevent fouling and to protect the thin film dryer, and to matntain
37 concentrate tank capacity.
38 Thin Film Drying. From the concentrate tanks, feed is pumped through a preheater to the thin film
39  dryer (Figure 4-12) that is heated by steam. As the concentrated waste flows down the length of the
40  dryer, the waste is dried. The dried film, or powder, is scraped off the dryer cylinder by blades attached
41  to arotating shaft. The powder is funnelled through a cone-shaped powder hopper at the bottom of the
42  dryer and into the Container Handling System.
43 Overhead vapor released by the drying of the concentrate is condensed in the distillate condenser.
44  Excess heat is removed from the distillate by a water-cooled heat exchanger. Part of the distillate is
45 circulated back to the condenser spray nozzles. The remaining distillate is pumped to the surge tank.
46  Any noncondensible vapors and particulates from the spray condenser are exhausted to the vessel offgas
47 system.
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Container Handling. Before an empty container is moved into the Container Handling System

(Figure 4-13), the lids are loosely placed on the containers and the container is placed on a conveyor.
After the lid is removed, the containers are moved into the container filling area after passing through an
air lock. The empty container is located under the thin film dryer, and raised into position. The
container is sealed to the thin film dryer and a rotary valve begins the transfer of powder to the empty
container. Air displaced from the container is vented to the entrainment separator attached to the ETF
evaporator that exhausts to the vessel offgas system.

The container is filled to a predetermined level, recapped, and moved along the conveyor to the smear
station airlock. At the smear station airlock, the container is moved onto the conveyor by remote control.
The airlock is opened and the smear sample (surface wipe) is taken and the radionuclide contamination
level counted. A 'C' ring is installed to secure the container lid. If the container has contaminated
material on the outside, the container is moved to the washdown station and washed. The container wash
water drains to sump tank 1. The washed container is air-dried and retested. Filled containers that pass
the smear test are labeled, placed on pallets, and moved by forklift to the filled container storage area.
Section 4.3 provides a more detailed discussion of container handling.

4.2.5 Other Effluent Treatment Facility Systems

The ETF is provided with support systems that facilitate treatment in the primary and secondary
treatment trains and that provide for worker safety and environmental protection. An overview of the
following systems is provided:

Monitor and control system
Vessel offgas system

Sump cotlection system
Chemical injection feed system
Verification tank recycle system
Utilities.

4.2.5.1 Monitor and Control System

The operation of the ETF is monitored and controlled by a centralized computer system (i.¢., monitor
and control system or MCS). The MCS continuously monitors data from various field indicators, such as
pH, flow, tank level, temperature, pressure, conductivity, alarm status, and valve switch positions. Data
gathered by the MCS enable operations and engineering personnel to document and adjust the operation
of the ETF.

4.2.5.2 Vessel Offgas System

Ventilation for various tanks and vessels is provided through the vessel offgas system. The system
includes a moisture separator, duct heater, pre-filter, high-efficiency particulate air filters, carbon
adsorber (when required to reduce organic emissions), exhaust fans, and ductwork. Gasses ventilated
from the tanks and vessels enter the exhaust system through the connected ductwork. The vessel offgas
system draws vapors and gasses off the following tanks and treatment systems:

- L J &« L ] - -

Surge tank

ETF evaporator

pH adjustment tank

Concentrate tanks
Degasification system

First and second RO stages

Dry powder hopper

Effluent pH adjustment tank
Drum capping station
Secondary waste receiving tanks
Resin dewatering system
Distillate condenser (off the thin film dryer)
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1 « Sumptanks 1 and 2. _
2 The vessel offgas system maintains a negative pressure with respect to the atmosphere, which produces a
3 slight vacuum within tanks, vessels, and ancillary equipment for the containment of gas vapor. This
4  system also provides for the collection, monitoring, and treatment of confined airborne in-vessel
5 contaminants to preclude over-pressurization. The high-efficiency particulate air filters remove
6 particulates and condensate from the air stream before these are discharged to the radiologically
7  controlied heating, ventilation, and air conditioning system.
8 4.2.5.3 Sump Collection System
9  Sump tanks 1 and 2 compose the sump collection system that provides containment of waste streams and
10 liquid overflow associated with the ETF processes. The process area floor is sloped to two separate
11  trenches that each drain to a sump tank located under the floor of the ETF. One trench runs the length of
12  the primary treatment train and drains to sump tank 2 located underneath the verification tank pump
13 floor. The second trench collects spillage primarily from the secondary treatment train and flows to
14 sump tank 1 located near the ETF evaporator. Sump tanks 1 and 2 are located below floor level
15 (Figure 4-14). An eductor in these tanks prevents sludge from accumulating.
16 4.2.5.4 Chemical Injection Feed System
17 At several points within the primary and secondary treatment trains, sulfuric acid and sodium hydroxide
18  (or dilute solutions of these reagents) are metered into specific process units to adjust the pH. For
19 example, a dilute solution of 4 percent sulfuric acid and 4 percent sodium hydroxide could be added to
20  the secondary waste receiving tanks to optimize the evaporation process.
21 4.2.5.5 Verification Tank Recycle System
22 To reduce the amount of water added to the process, verification tank water (i.e., verified effluent} is
23 recycled throughout the ETF process. The following tanks and ancillary equipment use verification tank
24 water: '
25 « 4% H2804 solution tank and ancillary equipment
26 « 4% NaOH solution tank and ancillary equipment
27 « Clean-in-place tank and ancillary equipment
28 « ETF evaporator boiler and ancillary equipment
29 « Thin film dryer boiler and ancillary equipment.
30 4.2.5.6 Utilities
31 The ETF maintains the following utility supply systems required for the operation of the ETF:
32 « Cooling water system - removes heat from process water via heat exchangers and a cooling tower
33 « Compressed air system - provides air to process equipment and instrumentation
34 « Seal water system - provides cool, clean, pressurized water to process equipment for pump seal
35 cooling and pump seal lubrication, and provides protection against failure and fluid leakage
36 « Demineralizéd water system - removes solids from raw water system to produce high-quality, low
37 ion-content, water for steam boilers, and for the hydrogen peroxide feed system.
38 + Heating, ventilation, and air conditioning systern - provides continuous heating, cooling, and air
39 humidity control throughout the ETF.
40 The following utilities support ETF activities:
41 « Electrical power
42 .« Sanitary water
43 .« Communication systems
44 + Raw water.
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4.3 CONTAINERS [D-1]

This section provides specific information on container storage and treatment operations at the ETF,
including descriptions of containers, labeling, and secondary containment structures.

A list of dangerous and/or mixed waste managed in containers at the ETF is presented in Chapter 1.0.
The types of dangerous and/or mixed waste managed in containers in the ETF could include the
following secondary waste generated by the ETF processes:

«  Waste generated from the treatment process
« Miscellaneous waste generated by operations and maintenance activities.

The secondary treatment train processes the waste by-products from the primary treatment train, which
are concentrated and dried into a powder. Containers are filled with dry powder waste from the thin film
dryer via a remotely controlled system. Miscellaneous waste generated from maintenance and operations
activities also are stored at the ETF. The waste could include process waste, such as used filter elements;
spent RO membranes; damaged equipment; and decontamination and maintenance waste, such as
contaminated rags, gloves, and other personal protective equipment. Liquids generally are packaged
with absorbents at a 2 to 1 ratio,

Several container collection areas could be located within the ETF process and container handling areas.
These collection areas are used only to accumulate waste in containers. Once a container is filled, the
container is transferred either to the container storage area (Figure 4-3), to another TSD unit, or to a less-
than-90-day storage pad. The container storage area, a 22.9 x 8.5-meter room, is located adjacent to the
ETF process area. The containers within the container storage area are clearly labeled, and access to
these containers is limited by barriers and by administrative controls. The ETF floor provides secondary
containment, and the ETF roof and walls protects all containers from exposure to the elements.

Waste also could be placed in containers for treatment as indicated in Chapter 1.0. For exatnple, sludge
that accumulates in the bottoms of the process tanks is removed periodically and placed into containers,

In this example, the waste is solidified by decanting the supernate from the container and the remainder

of the waste is allowed to evaporate, or absorbents are added, as necessary, to address remaining liquids.
Following treatment, this waste either is stored at the ETF or transferred to another TSD unit.

4.3.1 Description of Containers [D-1a]

The containers used to collect and store dry powder waste are 208-liter steel containers. Most of the
maintenance and operation waste is stored in 208-liter steel containers; however, in a few cases, the size
of the container could vary to accommodate the size of a particular waste. For example, some process
waste, such as spent filters, might not fit into a 208-liter container. In the case of spent resin from the IX
columns, the resin is dewatered and could be packaged in a special disposal container. In these few
cases, specially sized containers could be required. In all cases, however, only approved container are
used and are compatible with the associated waste. Typically 208-liter containers are used for treatment.

Current operating practices indicate the use of new 208-liter containers that either have a polyethylene
liner or a protective coating. Any reused or reconditioned container is inspected for container integrity
before use. Overpack containers are available for use with damaged containers. Overpack containers
typically are unlined steel or polyethylene. Per Chapter 1.0, a maximum of 147,630 liters of dangerous
and/or mixed waste could be stored in containers in the ETF.

4.3.2 Container Management Practices [D-1b]

Before use, each container is checked for signs of damage such as dents, distortion, cotrosion, or
scratched coating. For dry powder loading, empty containers on paliets are raised by a forklift and
manually placed on the conveyor that transports the containers to the automatic filling station in the
container handling room (Figure 4-13). The container lids are removed and replaced automatically
during the filling sequence, After filling, containers exit the container handling room via the filled drum
conveyor. Locking rings are installed, the container label is affixed, and the container is moved by dolly
or forklift to the container storage area.
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Containers used for storing maintenance and operations secondary waste are Jabeled before being placed
in the container storage area or in a collection area. Lids are secured on these containers when not being
filled. When the containers in a collection area are full, the containers are transferred by dolly or forklift
to the container storage area or to an appropriate TSD unit. Containers used for treating waste also are
labeled. The lids on these containers are removed as required to allow for treatment. During treatment,
access to these containers is controlled through physical barriers and/or administrative controls.

The filled containers in the container storage area are inventoried, checked for proper labeling, and
placed on pallets or in a separate containment devices as necessary. Each pallet is moved by forklift.
Within the container storage area, palletized containers are stacked no more then three pallets high and in
rows no more than two containers wide. Rows are separated by unobstructed aisles with a minimum of
76-centimeter aisle space.

4.3.3 Container Labeling [D-1c]

Labels are affixed on containers used to store dry powder when the containers leave the container
handling room. Labels are affixed on other waste containers before use. Every container is labeled with
the date that the container was filled. Appropriate major risk labels, such as "corrosive", "toxic" or "F-
listed”, also are added. Each container also has a label with an identification number for tracking
purposes.

4.3.4 Containment Requirements for Managing Containers [D-1d]

Secondary containment is provided in the container management areas. The secondary containment
provided for tank systems also serves the container management areas. This section describes the design
and operation of the secondary containment structure for these areas. Detailed drawings of the ETF
secondary containment systems are presented in Appendix 4B.

4.3.4.1 Secondary Containment System Design |D-1d(1)(a)]

For the container management areas, secondary containment is provided by the reinforced concrete floor
and a 15.2-centimeter rise {berm) along the walls of the container storage area of the ETF. The
engineering assessment required for tanks (Mausshardt 1995) also describes the design and construction
of the secondary containment provided for the ETF container management areas. All systems were
designed to national codes and standards (e.g., American Society for Testing Materials, American
Concrete Institute standards).

The floor in camposed of cast-in-place and pre-formed concrete slabs and has a minimum thickness of
15.2 centimeters. All slab joints and floor and wall joints have waterstops installed at the mid-depth of
the slab. In addition, filler was applied to each joint. The floor and berms are coated with a chemically
resistant, high-solids epoxy coating system consisting of primer, filler, and top coating. This coating
material is compatible with the waste managed in containers and is an integra! part of the secondary
containment system for contziners.

The floor is sloped to drain any solution in the container storage area to floor drains along the west wall.
Each floor drain consists of a grating over an 20.3-centimeter drain port connected to a 4-inch stainless

steel transfer pipe. The pipe passes under this wall and connects to a trench running along the east wall
of the adjacent process area. This trench drains solution to sump tank 1.

The container storage area is separated from the process area by a common wall and a door for access to
the two areas (Figure 4-2). These two areas also share a common floor and trenches that, with the
15.2-centimeter rise of the containing walls, form the secondary containment system for the process area
and the container storage area. -

4.3.4.1.1 Structural Integrity of Base [D-1d(1)(b)]

Engineering calculations were performed showing the floor of the container storage area is capable of
supporting the weight of containers. These calculations were reviewed and certified by a professional
engineer (Mausshardt 1995). The concrete was inspected for damage during construction. Cracks were
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1 identified and repaired to the satisfaction of the professional engineer. Documentation of these
2 certifications is included in the engineering assessment (Mausshardt 1995) and a copy of the certification
3 is provided in Appendix 4C.
4 4.34.1.2 Containment System Capacity [D-1d(1)(c)]
5 The container storage area is primarily used to store dry powder and maintenance and operation waste.
6 Where appropriate, absorbents are added to fix any trace liquids present. Large volumes of liquid are not
7  stored in the container storage area. However, liquids might be present in those containers that are in the
8 treatment process. The maximum volume of waste that can be stored in containers in the container
9  storage area is 147,630 liters.
10 Both the process area and the container storage area are considered in the containment system capacity.
11  The volume available for secondary containment in the process area is approximately 68,000 liters, as
12 discussed in the engineering assessment {Mausshardt 1995). Using the dimensions of the container
13 storage area (22.9 by 8.5 by 0.15 meters), and assuming that 50 percent of the floor area is occupied by
14  containers, the volume of the container storage area is 14,900 liters. The combined volume of both the
15 container storage and process areas available for secondary containment, therefore, is 82,900 liters. This
16  volume is greater than 10 percent of the maximum total volume of containers allowed for storage in the
17  ETF, as discussed previously.
18 4.3.4.1.3 Control of Run-on [D-1d(1)(d)]
19  The container management areas are located within the ETF, which serves to prevent run-on of
20  precipitation.
21 4.3.4.2 Removal of Liquids from Containment Systems {D-1d(2)}
22  The container storage area is equipped with drains that route solution to a trench in the process area,
23 which drains to sump tank 1. The sump tanks are equipped with alarms that notify operating personnel
24 that a leak is occurring. The sump tanks also are equipped with pumps to transfer waste to the surge tank
25  or the secondary treatment train.
26 4.3.4.3 Prevention of Ignitible, Reactive, and Incompatible Wastes in Containers [D-1f]
27 Individual waste types, i.e., ignitable, corrosive, and reactive, are stored in separate containers. A waste
28  that could be incompatible with other wastes is separated and protected from the incompatible waste.
29 For example, acidic and caustic wastes are stored in separate containers. Free liquids are absorbed in
30 containers that hold incompatible waste at a 2 to 1 ratio. Additionally, ETF-specific packaging
31 requirements for these types of waste provide extra containment with each individual container. For
32 example, each item of acidic waste is individually bagged and sealed within a lined container.
33 44 TANKSYSTEMS [D-2]
34  This section provides specific information on tank systems and process units. This section also includes a
35 discussion on the types of waste to be managed in the tanks, tanks design information, integrity
36 Assessments, and additional information on the ETF tanks that treat and store dangerous and/or mixed
37 waste. Detailed drawings of the ETF tank systems are provided in Appendix 4B. The ETF dangerous
38  waste tanks are identified in Section 4.4.1.1, and the relative locations of the tanks and process units in
39 the ETF are presented in Figure 4-3.
40 4.4.1 Design Requirements [D-2a(l)]
41  The following sections provide an overview of the design specifications for the tanks within the ETF. A
42  separate discussion on the design of the process units also is provided. In accordance with the new tank
43  system requirements of WAC 173-303-640(3), the following tank components and specifications were
44  assessed:
45 .« Dimensions, capacities, wall thicknesses, and pipe connections

46 + Materials of construction and linings and compatibility of materials with the waste being processed
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1 « Materials of construction of foundations and structural supports

2 « Review of design codes and standards used in construction

3 + Review of structural design calculations, including seismic design basis

4 « Waste characteristics and the affects of waste on corrosion.

5 This assessment was documented in the Final RCRA Information Needs Report (Mausshardt 1995), the

6 engineering assessment performed for the ETF tank systems by an independent professional engineer. A
7  similar assessment of design requirements was performed for the load-in tanks and is documented in

8 200 Area Effluent BAT/AKART Implementation, ETF Truck Load-In Facility, Project W-291H Integrity

9  Assessment Report (KEH 1994).
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The specifications for the preparation, design, and construction of the tanks systems at the ETF are
documented in the Design Construction Specification, Project C-018H, 242-A Evaporator/PUREX Plant
Process Condensate Treatment Facility (WHC 1992a). The preparation, design, and construction of the
load-in tanks are provided in the construction specifications in Project W-291, 200 Area Effluent
BAT/AKART Implementation ETF Truck Load-in Facility (KEH 1994).

Most of the tanks in the ETF are constructed of stainless steel. According to the design of the ETF, it
was determined that stainless steel would provide adequate corrosion protection for these tanks.
Exceptions include the verification tanks, which are constructed of carbon steel with an epoxy coating.
The ETF evaporator/vapor body (and the internal surfaces of the thin film dryer) are constructed of a
corrosion resistant alloy, known as alloy 625, to address the specific corrosion concerns in the secondary
treatment train. Finally, the hydrogen peroxide decomposer vessels are constructed of carbon steel and
coated with a vinyl ester lining.

The shell thicknesses of the tanks identified in this table represent a nominal thickness of a new tank
when placed into operation. The tank capacities identified in this table represent the maximum operating
volumes. For certain tanks (as indicated in the table), the maximum operating volume is also the
nominal (routine) operating capacity. Nominal tank volumes represent the volume between the low-level
and high-level shutoffs in a tank unit.

Dangerous and/or mixed waste that can be treated or stored in the ETF tanks is presented in Chapter 1.0.
Aqueous waste, in addition to process condensate, that is treated and stored at the LERF and ETF
includes, but is not limited to, the following: contaminated groundwater from pump-and-treat
remediation activities such as groundwater from the 200-UP-1 Operable Unit; water from deactivation
activities such as water from the spent fuel storage basins at deactivated reactors (e.g., N Reactor};
laboratory aqueous waste from unused samples and sample analyses; and leachate from landfills, such as
the Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility.

Before accepting a new aqueous waste stream at the LERF or ETF, an evaluation of the waste
characteristics is performed to determine the treatability of the aqueous waste, including the potential to
corrode the ETF tanks. This acceptance evaluation is discussed in the waste analysis plan

(Appendix 3A). If the evaluation indicates a new aqueous waste stream would significantly increase
corrosion rates, processing actions are initiated to reduce corrosion. These actions might include
blending the aqueous waste with other aqueous waste or adjusting the pH of the aqueous waste to reduce
corrosion.

4.4.1.1 Codes and Standards for Tank System Construction

Specific standards for the manufacture of tanks and process systems installed in the ETF are briefly
discussed in the following sections. In addition to these codes and industrial standards, a seismic
analysis for each tank and process system is required [WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(xi)}. The seismic
analysis is performed in accordance with UCRL-15910 Design and Evaluation Guidelines for
Department of Energy Facilities Subjected to Natural Phenomena Hazards, Section 4 (UCRL 1987).
The results of the seismic analyses are summarized in the engineering assessment of the ETF tank
systems (Mausshardt 1995).
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1  Storage and Treatment Tanks. The following tanks store and/or treat dangerous waste at the ETF.
2 Tank name Tank number
3 Surge tank 2025E-60A-TK-1
4  pH adjustment tank 2025E-60C-TK-1
5  Effluent pH adjustment tank 2025E-60C-TK-2
6 First RO feed tank 2025E-60F-TK-1
7 Second RO feed tank 2025E-60F-TK-2
8 Verification tanks (three) 2025E-60H-TK-1A/1B/1
9 Secondary waste receiving tanks (two) 2025E-60I-TK-1A/1B
10 Concentrate tanks (two) 2025E-60J-TK-1A/1B
11 Sump tanks {two} .2025E-20B-TK-1/2
12 Distiilate flash tank 2025E-601-TK-2
13 Load-in tanks TK-109/117
14 The relative location of these tanks is presented in Figure 4-3. These tanks are maintained at or near
15  atmospheric pressure. The codes and standards applicable to the design, construction, and testing of the
16 above tanks and ancillary piping systems are as follows:
17 ASME-B31.3 Chemical Plant and Petroleum Refinery Piping (ASME 1990)
18  ASME Sect. VIII, Division I Pressure Vessels (ASME 1992a)
19 AWS-DI1.1 Structural Welding Code - Steel (AWS 1992)
20 ANSI-BI165 Pipe Flanges and Flanged Fittings (ANSI 1992)
21  ASME Sect. IX Welding and Brazing Qualifications (ASME 1992b)
22 API1620 Design and Construction of Large Welded Low Pressure Storage
23 Tanks (API 1990)
24 AWWA-DIO0 Welded Steel Tanks for Water Storage (AWWA 1989)
25 AWWA -DI103 Factory-Coated Bolted Steel Tanks for Water Storage
26 (AWWA 1987)
27 AWWA-DI120 Thermosetting Fiberglass-Reinforced Plastic Tanks
28 (AWWA 1984).
29  The application of these standards to the construction of ETF tanks and independent verification of
30 completed systems ensured that the tank and tank supports had sufficient structural strength and that
31 seams and connections were adequate to ensure tank integrity. In addition, each tank met strict quality
32 assurance requirements. Each tank constructed offsite was tested for integrity and leak tightness before
33 shipment to the Hanford Facility. Following installation, the systems were inspected for damage to
34 ensure against leakage and to verify proper operation. If a tank was damaged during shipment or
35 installation, leak tightness testing was repeated onsite.
36 4.4.1.2 Design Information for Tanks Located Outside of Effluent Treatment Facility
37 The load-in tanks, surge tank, and verification tanks are located outside the ETF. These tanks are located
38 within concrete structures that provide secondary containment.
39 Load-In Tanks and Ancillary Equipment. The load-in tanks are constructed of stainless steel, are
40 heated, and have a nominal capacity of 37,900 liters. Ancillary equipment includes transfer pumps, a
41 filtration system, a double-encased, fiberglass transfer pipeline, level instruments for tanker trucks, and
42  leak detection equipment. From the Load-In Station, aqueous waste can be routed to the surge tank or to
43  the LERF through a double-encased line. The load-in tanks, sump, pumps, and truck pad are all provided
44  with secondary containment.

DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D
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1  Surge Tank and Ancillary Equipment. The surge tank is constructed of stainless steel and has a
2 nominal capacity of 379,000 liters. Ancillary equipment to the surge tank includes two underground
3 double-encased (i.e., pipe-within-a-pipe) transfer lines connecting to LERF and three pumps for
4 transferring aqueous waste to the primary treatment train. The surge tank is located at the south end of
5 the ETF. The surge tank is insulated and the contents heated to prevent freezing. Eductors in the tank
6 provide mixing.
7  Verification Tanks and Ancillary Equipment. The verification tanks are located north of the ETF.
8  The verification tanks have a norninal capacity of 2,540,000 liters each. For support, the tanks have a
9 center post with a webbing of beams that extend from the center post to the sides of the tank, The roof is
10 constructed of epoxy covered carbon steel that is attached to the cross beams of the webbing. The tank
11 floor also is constructed of epoxy covered carbon steel and is sloped. Eductors are installed in each tank
12 to provide mixing,
13 Ancillary equipment includes a return pump that provides circulation of treated effluent through the
14  eductors. The return pump also recycles effluent back to the ETF for retreatment and can provide service
15  water for ETF functions. Two transfer pumps are used to discharge treated effluent to SALDS or back to
16 the LERF. ' :
17 4.4.1.3 Design Information for Tanks Located Inside the Effluent Treatment Facility Building
18  Most of the ETF tanks and ancillary equipment that store or treat dangerous and/or mixed waste are
19 located within the ETF. The structure serves as secondary containment for the tank systems.
20 pH Adjustment Tank and Ancillary Equipment. The pH adjustment tank has a nominal capacity of
21 9,800 liters. Ancillary equipment for this tank includes overflow lines to a sump tank and pumps to
22 transfer waste to other units in the main treatment train.
23 Effluent pH Adjustment Tank and Ancillary Equipment. The effluent pH adjustment tank has a
24  nominal capacity of 9,500 liters. Ancillary equipment includes overflow lines to a sump tank and pumps
25  to transfer waste to the verification tanks.
26  First and Second Reverse Osmosis Feed Tanks and Ancillary Equipment. The first RO feed tank is
27  avertical, stainless steel tank with a round bottom and has a nominal capacity of 11,400 liters.
28 Conversely, the second RO feed tank is a rectangular vessel with the bottom of the tank sloping sharply
29  to a single outlet in the bottom center. The second RO feed tank has a nominal capacity of 7,600 liters.
30 Each RO tank has a pump to transfer waste to the RO arrays. Overflow lines are routed to a sump tank.
31 Secondary Waste Receiving Tanks and Ancillary Equipment. Two 57,000-liter secondary waste
32 receiving tanks collect waste from the units in the main treatment train, such as reject solution (retentate)
33 from the RO units and regeneration solution from the IX columns. These are vertical, cylindrical tanks
34  with a semi-elliptical bottom and a flat top. Ancillary equipment includes overflow lines to a sump tank
35 and pumps to transfer aqueous waste to the ETF evaporator.
36 Effluent Treatment Facility Evaporater and Ancillary Equipment. The ETF evaporator, the
37 principal component of the evaporation process, is a cylindrical pressure vessel with a conical bottom.
38 Aqueous waste is fed into the lower portion of the vessel. The top of the vessel is domed and the vapor
39 outlet is configured to prevent carryover of liquid during the foaming or bumping (violent boiling) at the
40  liquid surface. The ETF evaporator has a capacity of approximately 21,000 liters.
41 The ETF evaporator includes the following ancillary equipment:
42 + Preheater
43 + Recirculation pump
44 .« Waste heater with steam level control tank
45 + Concentrate transfer pump
46 « Entrainment separator
47 « Vapor compressor with silencers
48 .+ Silencer drain pump.
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Distiliate Fiash Tank and Anciliary Equipment. The distillate flash tank is a horizontal tank that has
an nominal operating ¢apacity of 570 liters. Ancillary equipment includes a pump to transfer the '
distillate to the surge tank for reprocessing.

Concentrate Tanks and Ancillary Equipment. Each of the two concentrate tanks has an approximate
capacity of 18,900 liters, Ancillary equipment includes overflow lines to a sump tank and pumps for
recirculation and transfer.

Sump Tanks. Sump tanks 1 and 2 are located below floor level. Both sump tanks are double-walled,
rectangular tanks, placed inside concrete vaults. Both tanks have a working volume-of 3,000 liters each.
The sump tanks are located in pits belowgrade to allow gravity drain of solutions to the tanks. Each
sump tank has two vertical pumps for transfer of waste to the secondary waste receiving tanks or to the
surge tank for reprocessing.

4.4.1.4 Design Information for Effluent Treatment Facility Process Units

As with the ETF tanks, process units that treat and/or store dangerous and/or mixed waste are maintained
at or near atmospheric pressure. These units were constructed to meet a series of design standards, as
discussed in the following sections. Table 4-2 presents the materials of construction and the ancillary
equipment associated with these process units. All piping systems are designed to withstand the effects
of internal pressure, weight, thermal expansion and contraction, and any pulsating flow. The design and
integrity of these units are presented in the engineering assessment (Mausshardt 1995).

Filters. The load-in, fine and rough filter vessels (including the auxiliary filters) are designed to comply
with the ASME Section VIII, Division I, Pressure Vessels (ASME 1992a). The application of these
standards to the construction of the ETF filter system and independent inspection ensure that the filter
and filter supports have sufficient structural strength and that the seams and connections are adequate to
ensure the integrity of the filter vessels.

Ultraviolet Oxidation System, The UV/OX reaction chamber is designed to comply with
manufacturers standards.

Degasification System. The codes and standards applicable to the design, fabrication, and testing of the
degasification column are identified as follows:

»  ASME Section VIII, Division I, Pressure Vessels (ASME 1992a)

« ASME - B31.3, Chemical Plant and Petroleum Refinery Piping (ASME 1990)
« AWS - Dl.1, Structural Welding Code - Steel (AWS 1992}

« ANSI - BI16.5, Pipe Flanges and Flanged Fittings (ANSI 1992).

Reverse Osmosis System. The pressure vessels in the RO unit are designed to comply with ASME
Section VIII, Division I, Pressure Vessels (ASME 1992a), and applicable codes and standards.

Ion Exchange (Polishers). The IX columns are designed in accordance with ASME Section VIII,
Division I, Pressure Vessels (ASME 1992a), and applicable codes and standards. Polisher piping is
fabricated of type 304 stainless steel or polyviny! chloride (PVYC) and meets the requirements of ASME
B31.3, Chemical Plant and Petroleum Refinery Piping (ASME 1990).

Effluent Treatment Facility Evaporator. The ETF evaporator is designed to meet the requirements of
ASME Section VIII, Division I, Pressure Vessels (ASME 1992a), and applicable codes and standards.
The ETF evaporator piping meets the requirements of ASME B31.3, Chemical Plant and Petroleum
Refinery Piping (ASME 1990).

Thin Film Dryer System. The thin film dryer is désigne_d to meet the requirements of ASME Section
VI1I, Division I, Pressure Vessels (ASME 1992a), and applicable codes and standards. The piping meets
the requirements of ASME - B31.3, Chemical Plant and Petroleum Refinery Piping (ASME 1990).
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1 4.4.2 Integrity Assessments [D-2a(2)]

2 The integrity assessment for ETF (Mausshardt 1995) attests to the adequacy of design and integrity of

3 the tanks and ancillary equipment to ensure that the tanks and ancillary equipment will not collapse,

4 rupture, or fail over the intended life considering intended uses. For the load-in tanks, a similar integrity

5 assessment was performed (KEH 1995). Specifically, the assessment documents the following

6 considerations:

7 » Adequacy of the standards used during design and construction of the facility

8 « Characteristics of the solution in each tank

9 « Adequacy of the materials of construction to provide corrosion protection from the solution in each
10 tank
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« Results of the leak tests and visual inspections.

The results of these assessments demonstrate that tanks and ancillary equipment have sufficient
structural integrity and are acceptable for storing and treating dangerous and/or mixed waste. The
assessments also state that the tanks and building were designed and constructed to withstand a design-
basis earthquake. These tank assessments were certified by independent, qualified registered :
professional engineers.

The scope of the ETF tank integrity assessment was based on characterization data from process
condensate. To assess the effect that other aqueous waste might have on the integrity of the ETF tanks,
the chemistry of an aqueous waste will be evaluated for its potential to corrode a tank (e.g., chloride
concentrations will be evaluated). The tank integrity assessment for the load-in tanks was based on
characterization data from several aqueous waste streams. The chemistry of an aqueous waste stream not
considered in the load-in tank integrity assessment also will be evaluated for the potential to corrode a
load-in tank.

Consistent with the recommendations of the integrity assessment, a corrosion inspection program was
developed. Periodic integrity assessments are scheduled for those tanks that are predicted to have the
highest potential for corrosion. These inspections are scheduled annually or longer to follow the end of a
treatment campaign. These 'indicator tanks’ include the concentrate tanks, secondary waste receiving
tanks, and verification tanks. One of each of these tanks will be inspected yearly to determine if
corrosion or coating failure has occurred. Should significant corrosion or coating failure be found, an
additional tank of the same type will be inspected during the same year. In the case of the verification
tanks, if corrosion or coating failure is found in the second tank, the third tank also will be inspected. If
significant corrosion is observed in all three sets of indicator tanks, the balance of the ETF tanks would
be considered for inspection. For tanks predicted to have lower potential for corrosion, inspections also
are performed nonroutinely as part of the corrective maintenance program.

4.4.3 Additio:}al Requirements for New Tanks [D-2a{4)]

Procedures for proper installation of tanks, tank supports, piping, concrete, etc., are included in
Construction Specification, Project C-018H, 242-A Evaporator/PUREX Plant Process Condensate
Treatment Facility (WHC 1992a). For the load-in tanks, procedures are included in the construction
specifications in Project W-291, 200 Area Effluent BAT/AKART Implementation ETF Truck Load-in
Facility (KEH 1994). Following installation, the tanks and secondary containment were inspected by an
independent, qualified, registered professional engineer. Deficiencies identified included damage to the
surge tank, damage to the verification tank liners, and ETF secondary containment concrete surface
cracking. All deficiencies were repaired to the satisfaction of the engineer. The tanks and ancillary
equipment were leak tested as part of acceptance of the system from the construction contractor.
Information on the inspections and leak tests are included in the engineering assessment

(Mausshardt 1995). No deficiencies were identified during installation of the load-in tanks and ancillary
equipment. :
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4.4.4 Secondary Containment and Release Detection for Tank Systems [D-2b]

This section describes the design and operation of sécondary containment and leak detection systems at
the ETF.

4.4.4.1 Secondary Containment Requirements for All Tank Systems [D-2b(1)]

The specifications for the preparation, design, and construction of the secondary containment systems at
the ETF are documented (WHC 1992a). The preparation, design, and construction of the secondary
containment for the load-in tanks are provided in the construction specifications (KEH 1994). All
systems were designed to national codes and standards. Constructing the ETF per these specifications
ensured that foundations are capable of supporting tank and secondary containment systems and that
uneven settling and failures from pressure gradients should not occur.

4.4.4.1.1 Common Elements

The following text describes elements of secondary containment that are common to all ETF tank
systems. Details on the secondary containment for specific tanks, including leak detection systems and
liquids removal, are provided in Section 4.4.5.1.

Foundation and Construction. For the tanks within the ETF, except for the sump tanks, secondary
containment is provided by a coated concrete floor and a 15.2-centimeter rise (berm) along the
containing walls. The double-wall construction of the sump tanks provides secondary containment.
Additionally, trenches are provided in the floor that also provide containment and drainage of any liquid
to a sump pit. For tanks outside the ETF, secondary containment also is provided with coated concrete
floors in a containment pit (load-in tanks) or surrounded by concrete dikes (the surge and verification
tanks).

The transfer piping that carries aqueous waste into the ETF is pipe-within-a-pipe construction, and is
buried approximately 1.2 meters below ground surface. The pipes between the verification tanks and the
verification tank pumps within the ETF are located in a concrete pipe trench.

For the purpose of this discussion, there are five discrete secondary containment systems associated with
the following tanks and ancillary equipment that treat or store dangerous and/or waste:

Load-in tanks

Surge tank

Process area (including sump tanks)
Verification tanks

Transfer piping and pipe trenches.

All of the secondary containment systems are designed with reinforcing steel and base and berm
thickness to minimize failure caused by pressure gradients, physical contact with the waste, and climatic
conditions. Classical theories of structural analysis, soil mechanics, and concrete and structural steel
design were used in the design calculations for the foundations and structures. These calculations are
maintained at the ETF. In each of the analyses, the major design criteria from the following documents
were included:

» V-COI8HC1-001 Design Construction Specification, Project C-018H, 242A
Evaporator/PUREX Plant Process Condensate Treatment Facility
(WHC 1992a}

e DOE Order 6430.1A General Design Criteria

» SDC-4.1 Standard Architectural-Civil Design Criteria, Design Loads for Facilities
(DOE-RL 1988)

o UCRL-15910 Design and Evaluation Guidelines for Department of Energy Facilities
Subjected to Natura] Phenomena Hazards (UCRL 1987)

¢ UBC-91 Uniform Building Code, 1991 Edition (ICBO 1991).
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1 The design and structural analysis calculations substantiate the structural designs in the referenced

2 drawings. The conclusions drawn from these calculations indicate that the designs are sound and that the

3  specified structural design criteria were met. This conclusion is verified in the independent design

4 review that was part of the engineering assessment (Mausshardt 1995).

5 Containment Materials. The concrete floor consists of cast-in-place and preformed concrete slabs. All

6 slab joints and floor and wall joints have waterstops installed at the mid-depth of the slab. In addition,

7  filler was applied to each joint.

8  Except for the sump tank vaults, all of the concrete surfaces in the secondary containment system,

9 including berms, trenches, and pits, are coated with a chemical-resistant, high-solids, epoxy coating that
10 consists of a primer, filler, and a top coating. This coating material is compatible with the waste being
11  treated, and with the sulfuric acid, sodium hydroxide, and hydrogen peroxide additives to the process.

12 The coating protects the concrete from contact with any chemical materials that might be harmful to

13 concrete and prevents the concrete from being in contact with waste material. Table 4-3 summarizes the
14 specifics types of filler, primer, second, and finish coats specified for the concrete and masonry surfaces
15 inthe ETF. The epoxy coating is considered integral to the secondary containment system for the tanks
16 and ancillary equipment. :
17 The concrete containment systems are maintained such that any cracks, gaps, holes, and other

18 imperfections are repaired in a timely manner. Thus, the concrete containment systems do not allow

19  spilled liquid to reach soil or groundwater. There are a number of personnel doorways and vehicle

20  access points into the ETF process area. Releases of any spilled or leaked material to the environment
21  from these access points are prevented by a 15.2-centimeter concrete curbs, sloped areas of the floor

22 (e.g., truck ramp), or trenches.

23  Containment Capacity and Maintenance. Each of these containment areas is designed to contain more
24  than 100 percent of the volume of the largest tank in each respective system. Secondary containment

25  systems for the surge tank, and the verification tanks, which are outside the ETF, also are large enough to
26  include the additional volume from a 100-year, 24-hour storm event; i.e., 5.3 centimeters of

27 precipitation.

28  Sprinkier System. The sprinkler system within the ETF supplies fire water protection to the process

29  area and the container storage area. This system is connected to a sitewide water supply system and has
30 the capacity to supply sufficient water to suppress a fire at the ETF. However, in the event of failure, the
31  sprinkler system can be hooked up to another water source (e.g., tanker truck).

32 4.4.4.1.2 Specific Containment Systems

33 The following discussion presents a description of the individual containment systems associated with
34  specific tank systems.

35 Load-In Tank Secondary Containment. The load-in tanks are mounted on a 46-centimeter-thick

36 reinforced concrete slab (Drawing H-2-817970, Appendix 4B). Secondary containment is provided by a
37  pit with 30.5-centimeter-thick walls and a floor constructed of reinforced concrete. The load-in tank pit
38 issloped to drain solution to a sump. The depth of the pit varies with the slope of the floor, with an

39 average thickness of about 1.1 meters. The volume of the secondary containment is about 79,000 liters,
40  which is capable of containing the volume of at least one load-in tank (i.e., 37,800 liters). Leaks are

41 detected by a leak detector that alarms locally and in the ETF control room and by visual inspection of
42  the secondary containment.

43  Adjacent to the pit is a 25.4-centimeter-thick reinforced concrete pad that serves as secondary

44  containment for the load-in tanker trucks, containers, transfer pumps, and filter system. The pad is

45 15.2 centimeters below grade with north and south walls gently sloped to allow truck access. The pad
46  has drain pipes to route waste solution to the adjacent load-in tank pit.

47  Surge Tank Secondary Containment. The surge tank is mounted on a reinforced concrete ringwall.
48 Inside the ringwall, the flat-bottomed tank is supported by a bed of compacted sand and gravel with a
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1 high-density polyethylene liner bonded to the ringwall. The liner prevents gaivanic corrosion between
2 the soil and the tank. The secondary containment is reinforced concrete with a 15.2-centimeter thick
3 floor and a 20.3-centimeter thick dike. The secondary containment area shares part of the southern wall
4  of the main process area. The dike extends up 2.9 meters to provide a containment volume of 740,000
5 liters for the 379,000 liter surge tank.
6 .The floor of the secondary containment slopes to a sump in the northwest corner of the containment area.
7 Leaks into the secondary containment are detected by level instrumentation in the sump, which alarms in
8 the ETF control room, and/or by routine visual inspections. A sump pump is used to transfer solution in
9 the secondary containment to a sump tank.
10 Process Area Secondary Containment. The process area contains the tanks and ancillary equipment of
11  the primary and secondary treatment trains, and has a jointed, reinforced concrete slab floor. The
12 concrete floor of the process area provides the secondary containment. This floor is a minimum of
13 15.2 centimeters thick. With door sills 15.2 centimeter high, the process area has a containment volume
14 of 76,200 liters. The largest tanks in the process area are the secondary waste receiving tanks, which
15 each have a2 maximum capacity of 56,800 liters.
16  The floor of the process area is sloped to drain liquids to two trenches that drain to a sump. Each trench is
17  approximately 38.1 centimeters wide with a sloped trough varying from 39.4 to 76.2 centimeters deep.
18  Leaks into the secondary containment are detected by routine visual inspections of the floor area near the
19 tanks, ancillary equipment, and in the trenches.
20 The northwest corner of the process area consists of a pump pit containing the pumps and piping for
21  transferring treated effluent from the verification tanks to SALDS. The pit is built 1.37 meters below the
22 process area floor level and is sloped to drain to a trench built along its north wall that routes liquid to
23 sump tank 1. Leaks into the secondary containment of the pump pit are detected by routine visual
24 inspections,
25 Sump Tanks. The sump tanks support the secondary containment system, and collect waste from
26  several sources, including:
27 + Process area drain trenches
28 « Tank overflows and drains
29 .« Container washing water
30 + Resin dewatering solution
31 « Steam boiler blowdown
32 .« Sampler system drains.
33 These double-contained tanks are located within unlined, concrete vaults. The sump tank levels are
34 monitored by remote level indicators or through visual inspections from the sump covers. These
35 indicators are connected to high- and low-level alarms that are monitored in the control rcom. When a
36 high-level alarm is activated, a pump is activated and the sump tank contents usually are routed to the
37 secondary treatment train for processing. The contents also could be routed to the surge tank for
38 treatment in the primary treatment train. In the event of an abnormally high inflow rate, a second sump
39  pump is initiated automatically,
40 Verification Tank Secondary Containment. The three verification tanks are each mounted on
41 ringwalls with high-density polyethylene liners similar to the surge tank. The secondary containment for
42  the three tanks is reinforced concrete with a 15.2-centimeter thick floor and a 20.3-centimeter thick dike.
43  The dike extends up 2.6 meters to provide a containment of 110 percent of the capacity of a single tank
44  (i.e.,, 2,800,000 liters).
45  The floor of the secondary containment slopes to a sump along the southem wall of the dike. Leaks into
46  the secondary containment are detected by level instrumentation in the sump that alarms in the control
47 room and/or by routine visual inspections. A sump pump is used to transfer solution in the secondary -
48 containment to a sump tank.
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1 4.4.4.2 Additional Requirements for Specific Types of Systems [D-2b(2)]
2 This section addresses additional requirements in WAC 173-303-640 for double-walled tanks like the
3 sump tanks and secondary containment for ancillary equipment and piping associated with the tank
4  systems.
5 4.4.4.2.1 Double-Walled Tanks [D-2b{2)(b)]
6 The sump tanks are the only tanks in the ETF classified as 'double-walled' tanks. These tanks are located
7  inunlined concrete vaults and support the secondary containment system for the process area. The sump
8 tanks are equipped with a leak detector between the walls of the tanks that provide continuous
9 monitoring for leaks. The leak detector provides immediate notification through an alarm in the control
10 room. The inner tanks are contained completely within the outer shells. The tanks are contained
11 completely within the concrete structure of the ETF so corrosion protection from external galvanic
12 corrosion is not necessary.
13  4.4.4.2.2 Ancillary Equipment [D-2b(2)(c)]
14  The secondary containment provided for the tanks and process systems also serves as secondary
15 containment for the ancillary equipment associated with these systems.
16  Ancillary Equipment. Section 4.4.5.1 describes the secondary containment systems that also serve
17 most of the ancillary equipment within the ETF. Between the ETF and the verification tanks, a pipeline
18 trench provides secondary containment for four pipelines connecting the transfer pumps (i.e., discharge
19  and return pumps) in the ETF with the verification tanks (Figure 4-1). This concrete trench crosses
20  under the road and extends from the verification tank pumps to the verification tanks. Treated effluent
21  flows through these pipelines from the verification tank pumps to the verification tanks. The return
22 pump is used to return effluent to the ETF for use as service water or for reprocessing.
23 For all of the ancillary equipment housed within the ETF, the concrete floor, trenches, and berms form
24  the secondary containment system. For the ancillary equipment of the surge tank and the verification
25 tanks, secondary containment 1s provided by the concrete floors and dikes associated with these tanks.
26  The concrete floor and pit provide secondary containment for the ancillary equipment of the load-in
27  tanks.
28 Transfer Piping and Pipe Trenches. The two buried transfer lines between LERF and the surge tank
29 have secondary containment in a pipe-within-a-pipe arrangement. The 4-inch transfer line has an 8-inch
30 outer pipe, while the 3-inch transfer line has a 6-inch outer pipe. The pipes are fiberglass and are sloped
31 towards the surge tank. The outer piping ends with a drain valve in the surge tank secondary
32  containment.
33 These pipelines are equipped with leak detection located in the annulus between the inner and outer
34  pipes, which have the ability to continuously 'inspect’ the pipelines during aqueous waste transfers. The
35 alarms on the leak detection system are monitored in the control room. A low-volume air purge of the
36 annulus is provided to prevent condensation buildup and minimize false alarms by the leak detection
37 system. In the event that these leak detectors are not in service, the pipelines are inspected during
38 transfers by opening a drain valve to check for solution in the annular space between the inner and outer
39 pipe.
40  The 3-inch transfer line between the load-in tanks and the surge tank has a 6-inch outer pipe in a pipe-
4] within-a-pipe arrangement. The piping is made of fiberglass reinforced plastic and slopes towards the
42 load-in tank secondary containment pit. The drain valve and leak detection system for the load-in tank
43  pipelines are operated similarly to the leak detection system for the LERF to ETF pipelines.
44  As previously indicated, there are four reinforced concrete pipe trenches that provide secondary
45  containment for piping under the roadway between the ETF and the verification tanks. Each trench is 1.2
46 meters wide and 0.76 meter deep and slopes towards the sump containing the transfer pumps to SALDS.
47  The floor of the trenches are 30.5 centimeters thick and the sides are 15.2 centimeters thick. The
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1  concrete trenches are coated with water sealant and covered with metal gratings at ground level to allow
2 vehicle traffic on the roadway. '
3 4.4.5 Tank Management Practices [D-2d]
4  When an aqueous waste stream is identified for treatment or storage at ETF, the generating unit is
5  required to characterize the waste. Based on characterization data, the waste stream is evaluated to
6 determine if the stream is acceptable for treatment or storage. Specific tank management practices are
7  discussed in the following sections.
8 4.4.5.1 Rupture, Leakage, Corrosion Prevention
9 Most aqueous waste streams can be managed such that corrosion would not be a concern. For example,
10 an aqueous waste stream with high concentrations of chloride might cause corrosion problems when
11  concentrated in the secondary treatment train. One approach is to adjust the corrosion control measures
12 in the secondary treatment train. An alternative might be to blend this aqueous waste in a LERF basin
13 with another aqueous waste that has sufficient dissolved solids, such that the concentration of the
14  chlorides in the secondary treatment train would not pose a corrosion concern.
15  Additionally, the materials of construction used in the tanks systems (Table 4-1) make it unlikely that a
16  aqueous waste would corrode a tank. For more information on corrosion prevention, refer to the waste
17  analysis plan {(Appendix 3A).
18 When a leak in a tank system is discovered, the leak is immediately contained or stopped by isolating the
19 leaking component. Following containment, the leaking tank system is evaluated by facility personnel to
20  determine whether continued operation of affected system would jeopardize the safety of plant
21  personnel, result in a release to the environment, or compromise facility equipment. If it is determined
22 that a leak could have the aforementioned consequences, the affected system will be immediately
23 removed from service until repairs can be implemented. If a leak would not result in the stated
24  consequences, the tank system will be placed on a maintenance schedule for repair.
25 4.4.5.2 Overfilling Prevention
26  Operating practices and administrative controls used at the ETF to prevent overfilling a tank are
27  discussed in the following paragraphs. The ETF process is controlled by the MCS. The MCS monitors
28  liquid levels in the ETF tanks and has alarms that annunciate on high-liquid level to notify operators that
29  actions must be taken to prevent overfilling of these vessels. As an additional precaution to prevent
30 spills, many tanks are equipped with overflow lines that route solutions to sump tanks 1 and 2. These
31 tanks include the pH adjustment tank, RO feed tanks, effluent pH adjustment tank, secondary waste
32 receiving tanks, and concentrate tanks.
33 The following section discusses feed systems, safety cutoff devices, bypass systems, and pressure
34 controls for specific tanks and process systems. :
35 Tanks. All tanks are equipped with liquid level sensors that give a reading of the tank liquid volume.
36 The surge tank, the verification tanks, the RO tanks, the secondary waste receiving tanks, and the
37  concentrate tanks are equipped further with liquid level alarms that are actuated if the liquid volume is
38 near the tank overflow capacity. In the actuation of the surge tank alarm, a liquid level switch trips,
39 sending a signal to the valve actuator on the tank influent lines, causing the influent valves to close.
40 The operating mode for each verification tank, i.e., receiving, holding, or discharging, can be designated
41  through the MCS; modes alsq switch automatically. When the high-level set point on the receiving
42  verification tank is reached, the flow to this tank is diverted and another tank becomes the receiver. The
43 full tank is switched into verification mode. The third tank is reserved for discharge mode.
44  The liquid levels in the first and second RO feed tanks are maintained within predetermined operating
45 ranges. Should the second RO feed tank overflow, the excess waste is piped along with any leakage
46 from the feed pump to a sump tank.
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When waste in a secondary waste receiving tank reaches the high-level set point, the influent flow of
waste is redirected to the second tank and the first tank becomes the feed tank for the ETF evaporator.

In a similar fashion, the concentrate tanks switch modes when the high-level set point of one tank is
reached. The other tank switches from a discharging mode to a receiving mode and the first tank
becomes the discharge tank feeding waste to the thin film dryer.

Filter Systems. All filters at ETF (i.e,, the Load-In Station, rough, fine and auxiliary filter systems) are
in leak-tight steel casings. For the rough and fine filters, a high differential pressure, which could
damage the filter element, activates a valve that shuts off liquid flow to protect the filter element from
possible damage. To prevent a high pressure situation, the filters are cleaned routinely with pulses of
compressed air that force water back through the filter. Cleaning is terminated automaticaily by shutting
off the compressed air supply if high pressure develops. The differential pressure across the auxiliary
filters also is monitored. A high differential pressure in these filters would result in a system shutdown
to allow the filters to be changed out.

The Load-In Station filtration system has pressure gauges for monitoring the differential pressure across
each filter. A high differential pressure would result in discontinuing filter operation until the filter is
replaced. '

Ultraviolet Light/Oxidation System and Decomposers. A rupture disk on the inlet piping to each of
the UV/OX reaction vessels relieves to the pH adjustment tank in the event of excessive pressure
developing in the piping system. Should the rupture disk fail, the aqueous waste would trip the moisture
sensor, shut down the UV lamps, and close the surge tank feed valve. Also provided is a level sensor to
protect UV lamps against the risk of exposure to air. Should those sensors be actuated, the UV lamps
would be shut down immediately.

The piping and valving for the hydrogen peroxide decomposers are configured to split the waste flow:
half flows to one decomposer and half flows to the other decomposer. Alternatively, the total flow of
waste can be treated in one decomposer or both decomposers can be bypassed. A safety relief valve on
each decomposer vessel can relieve excess system pressure to a sump tank.

Degasification System. The degasification column is typically supplied aqueous waste feed by the pH
adjustment tank feed pump. This pump transfers waste solution through the hydrogen peroxide
decomposer, the fine filter, and the degasification column to the first RO feed tank.

The degasification column is designed for operation at a partial vacuum. A pressure sensor in the
column detects the column pressure. The vacuum in the degasification column is maintained by a
blower connected to the vessel offgas system. The column is protected from extremely low pressure
developed by the column blower by the use of an intake vent that is maintained in the open position
during operation. The column liquid level is regulated by a flow control system with a high- and low-
level alarm. A plate-type heat exchanger cools the waste solution fed to the degasification column.

Reverse Osmosis System. The flow through the first and second RO stages is controlled to maintain
constant liquid levels in the first and second stage RO feed tanks.

Polisher, Typically, two of the three columns are in operation (lead/lag) and the third (regenerated)
column is in standby. When the capacity of the resin in the first column is exceeded, as detected by an
increase in the conductivity of the column effluent, the third column, containing freshly regenerated IX
resin, is brought online. The first column is taken offline, and the waste is rerouted to the second
column, and to the third. Liquid level instrumentation and automatically operated valves are provided in
the IX system to prevent overfilling. '

Effluent Treatment Facility Evaporator. Liquid level instrumentation in the secondary waste
receiving tanks is designed to preclude a tank overflow. A liquid level switch actuated by a high-tank
liquid level causes the valves to reposition, closing off flow to the secondary waste receiving tanks.
Secondary containment for these tanks routes liquids to a sump tank.
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1  Valves in the ETF evaporator feed line can be positioned to bypass the secondary waste around the ETF
2 evaporator and to transfer the secondary waste to the concentrate tanks.
3 Thin Film Dryer. The two concentrate tanks alternately feed the thin film dryer. One tank serves as a
4  concentrate waste receiver while the other tank serves as the dryer feed tank. Liquid level
S  instrumentation prevents tank overflow by diverting the concentrate flow from the full concentrate tank
6 to the other concentrate tank. Secondary containment for these tanks routes liquids to a sump tank.
7  An altemnate route is provided from the concentrate receiver tank to the secondary waste receiving tanks.
8 Dilute concentrate in the concentrate receiver tank can be reprocessed through the ETF evaporator by
9 transferring the concentrate back to a secondary waste receiving tank.
10 4.4.6 Labels or Signs [D-2e}
11 Eachtank or process unit in the ETF is identified by a nameplate attached in a readily visible location.
12 Included on the nameplate are the equipment number and the equipment title. Those tanks which store
13 or treat dangerous waste at the ETF (Section 4.4.1.1) are identified with a label which reads "PROCESS
14 WATER/WASTE". The labels are legible at a distance of at least fifty feet or as appropriate for
15 legibility within the ETF. Additionally, these tanks bear a legend that identifies the waste in a manner,
16  which adequately wams employees, emergency personnel, and the public of the major risk(s) associated
17  with the waste being stored or treated in the tank system(s).
18 Caution plates are used to show possible hazards and warn that precautions are necessary. Caution signs
19 have a yellow background and black panel with yellow letters and bear the word "CAUTION". Danger
20 signs show immediate danger and signify that special precautions are necessary. These signs are red,
21 black, and white and bear the word "DANGER".
22 Tanks and vessels containing corrosive chemicals are posted with black and white signs bearing the word
23 "CORROSIVE". "DANGER - UNAUTHORIZED PERSONNEL KEEP OUT" signs are posted on all
24  exterior doors of the ETF, and on each interior door leading into the process area. Tank ancillary piping
25  is also labeled "PROCESS WATER" or "PROCESS LIQUID" to alert personnel which pipes in the
26  process area contains dangerous and/or mixed waste.
27  All tank systems holding dangerous waste are marked with labels or signs to identify the waste contained
28 inthe tanks. The labels or signs are legible at a distance of at least fifty (50) feet and bear a legend that
29  identifies the waste in a manner which adequately warns employees, emergency response personael, and
30  the public, of the major risk(s) associated with the waste being stored or treated in the tank system(s).
31 4.4.7 Air Emissions [D-21]
32 Tank systems that contain extremely hazardous waste that is acutely toxic by inhalation must be
33  designed to prevent the escape of such vapors. To date, no extremely hazardous waste has been managed
34  in ETF tanks and is not anticipated. However, the ETF tanks have forced ventilation that draws air from
35 the tank vapor spaces to prevent exposure of operating personnel to any toxic vapors that might be
36 present. The vapor passes through a charcoal filter and two sets of high-efficiency particulate air filters
37 before discharge to the environment.
38 4.4.8 Management of Ignitible or Reactive Wastes in Tanks Systems [D-2g]
39  Although the ETF is permitted to accept waste that is designated ignitible or reactive, such waste would
40  Dbe treated or blended immediately after placement in the tank system so that the resulting waste mixture
41 isno longer ignitible or reactive. Aqueous waste received does not meet the definition of a combustible
42  or flammable liquid given in National Fire Protection Association (NFPA) code number 30
43 (NFPA 1996). The buffer zone requirements in NFPA-30, which require tanks containing combustible
44  or flammable solutions be a safe distance from each other and from public way, are not applicable.
45 449 Management of Incompatible Wastes in Tanks Systems [D-2h]
46 The ETF manages dilute solutions that can be mixed without compatibility issues. The ETF is equxpped
47  with several systems that can adjust the pH of the waste for treatment activities, Sulfuric acid and
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sodium hydroxide are added to the process through the MCS for pH adjustment to ensure there will be no
large pH fluctuations and adverse reactions in the tank systems.

4.5 SURFACE IMPOUNDMENTS [173-303-806-(4)(d)]

This section provides specific information on surface impoundment operations at the LERF, including
descriptions of the liners and secondary containment structures, as required by WAC 173-303-650 and
WAC 173-303-806(4)(d).

The LERF consists of three lined surface impoundments (basins) with a design operating capacity of
29.5 millions liters each. The maximum capacity of each basin is 34 million liters. The dimensions of
each basin at the anchor wall are approximately 103 meters by 85 meters. The typical top dimensions of
the wetted area are approximately 89 meters by 71 meters, while the bottom dimensions are
approximately 57 by 38 meters. Total depth from the top of the dike to the bottom of the basin is
approximately 7 meters. The typical finished basin bottoms lie at about 4 meters below the initial grade
and 175 meters above sea level. The dikes separating the basins have a typical height of 3 meters and
typical top width of 11.6 meters around the perimeter of the impoundments.

4.5.1 List of Dangerous Waste [806(4)(d)(i)]

A list of dangerous and/or mixed aqueous waste that can be stored in LERF is presented in Chapter 1.0.
The waste analysis plan for the LERF and ETF (Appendix 3A) also provides a discussion of the types of
waste that are managed in the LERF.

4.5.2 Construction, Operation, and Maintenance of Liner System [806(4)(d)(ii)(A)]

General information concerning the liner system is presented in the following sections. Information
regarding loads on the liner, liner coverage, UV light exposure prevention, and location relative to the
water table also are discussed.

4.5.2.1 Liner Construction Materials [650(2)(a)(i)(A)]

The LERF employs a double-compaosite liner system with a leachate detection, collection, and removal
system between the primary and secondary liners. Each basin is constructed with an upper or primary
liner consisting of a high-density polyethylene geomembrane laid over a bentonite carpet liner. The
lower or secondary liner in each basin is a composite of a geomembrane laid over a layer of
soil/bentonite admixture with a hydraulic conductivity less than 107 centimeters per second. The
synthetic liners extend up the dike wall to a concrete anchor wali that completely surrounds the basin at
the top of the dike. A batten system bolts the layers in place to the anchor wall (Figure 4-15).

Figure 4-16 is a schematic cross-section of the liner system. The liner components, listed from the top to
the bottom of the liner system, are the following:

Primary 1.5-millimeter high-density polycthylene geomembrane

Bentonite carpet liner

Geotextile

Drainage gravel (bottom} and geonet (sides)

Geotextile

Secondary 1.5-millimeter high-density polyethylene geomembrane

Soil/bentonite admixture (91 centimeters on the bottom, 107 centimeters on the sides)
Geotextile. .

The primary geomembrane, made of 1.5-millimeter high-density polyethylene, forms the basin surface
that holds the aqueous waste. The secondary geomembrane, also 1.5-millimeter high-density
polyethylene, forms a barrier surface for leachate that might penetrate the primary liner. The high-
density polyethylene chemically is resistant to constituents in the aqueous waste and has a relatively high
strength compared to other lining materials. The high-density polyethylene resin specified for the LERF
contains carbon black, antioxidants, and heat stabilizers to enhance its resistance to the degrading effects
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1 of UV light. The approach to ensuring the compatibility of aqueous waste streams with the LERF liner
2 materials and piping is discussed in the waste analysis plan (Appendix 3A).
3 Three geotextile layers are used in the LERF liner system. The layers are thin, nonwoven polypropylene
4  fabric that chemically are resistant, highly permeable, and resistant to microbiological growth. The first
5 two layers prevent fine soil particles from infiltrating and clogging the drainage layer. The second
6 geotextile also provides limited protection for the secondary geomembrane from the drainage rock. The
7  third geotextile layer prevents the mixing of the soil/bentonite admixture with the much more porous and
§ granular foundation material.
9 A 30.5-centimeters-thick gravel drainage layer on the bottom of the basins between the primary and
10 secondary liners provides a flow path for liquid to the leachate detection, collection, and removal system,
I1 A geonet (or drainage net) is located immediately above the secondary geomembrane on the basin
12 sidewalls. The geonet functions as a preferential flow path for liquid between the liners, carrying liquid
13 down to the gravel drainage layer and subsequently to the leachate sump. The geonet is a mesh made of
14  high-density polyethylene, with approximately 13-millimeter openings. _
15 The soil/bentonite layer is 97 centimeters thick on the bottom of the basins and 107 centimeters thick on
16  the basin sidewalls; its permeability is less than 10-7 centimeters per second. This composite liner
17  design, consisting of a geomembrane laid over essentially impermeable soil/bentonite, is considered best
18 available technology for solid waste landfills and surface impoundments. The combination of synthetic
19  and clay liners is reported in the literature to provide the maximum protection from waste migration
20 (Forseth and Kmet 1983).
21 A number of laboratory tests were conducted to measure the engineering properties of the soil/bentonite
22  admixture, in addition to extensive field tests performed on three test fills constructed near the LERF
23 site. For the purpose of establishing an optimum ratio of bentonite to soil for the soil/bentonite
24  admixture, mixtures of various ratios were tested to determine permeability and shear strength. A
25 mixture of 12 percent bentonite was selected for the soil/bentonite liner and tests described in the
26 following paragraphs demonstrated that the admixture meets the desired permeability of less than
27 107 centimeters per second. Detailed discussion of test procedures and results is provided in Report of
28  Geotechnical Investigation, 242-A Evaporation and PUREX Interim Storage Basins (Chen-Northern
29 1990).
30 Direct shear tests were performed according to ASTM D3080 test procedures (ASTM 1990) on
31 soil/bentonite samples of various ratios. Based on these results, the conservative minimum Mohr-
32 Coulomb shear strength value of 30 degrees was estimated for a soil/bentonite admixture containing
33 12 percent bentonite.
34  The high degree of compaction of the soil/bentonite layer [92 percent per ASTM D1557 (ASTM 1991)]
35 was expected to maximize the bonding forces between the clay particles, thereby minimizing moisture
36 transport through the liner. With respect to particle movement ('piping’), estimated fluid velocities in this
37  low-permeability material are too low to move the soil particles. Therefore, piping is not considered a
38 problem.
39 For the soil/bentonite layer, three test fills were constructed to demonstrate that materials, methods, and
40 procedures used would produce a soil/bentonite liner that meets the EPA permeability requirement of less
41  than 10-7 centimeters per second. All test fills met the EPA requirements. A thorough discussion of
42  construction procedures, testing, and results is provided in Report of Permeability Testing, Soil-bentonite
43  Test Fill (Chen-Northern 1991a).
44  The aqueous waste stored in the LERF is typically a dilute mixture of organic and inorganic constituents,
45 Though isolated instances of soil liner incompatibility have been documented in the literature (Forseth
46 and Kmet 1983), these instances have occurred with concentrated solutions that were incompatible with
47 the geomembrane liners in which the solutions were contained. Considering the dilute nature of the
48  aqueous waste that is and will be stored in LERF and the moderate pH, and test results demonstrating the
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compatibility of the high-density polyethylene liners with the aqueous waste [9090 Test Results
(WHC 1991))], gross failure of the soil/bentonite layer is not probable.

Each basin also is equipped with a floating very low-density polyethylene cover. The cover is anchored
and tensioned at the concrete wall at the top of the dikes, using a patented mechanical tensioning system.
Figure 4-15 depicts the tension mechanism and the anchor wall at the perimeter of each basin. Additional
information on the cover system is provided in Section 4.5.2.5.

4.5.2.1.1 Material Specifications.

Material specifications for the liner system and leachate collection system, including liners, drainage
gravel, and drainage net are discussed in the following sections. Material specifications are documented
in the Final Specifications 242-A Evaporator and PUREX Interim Retention Basins (KEH 1990a) and
Construction Specifications for 242-A Evaporator and PUREX Interim Retention Basins (KEH 1990b).

Geomembrane Liners. The high-density polyethylene resin for geomembranes for the LERF meets the
material specifications listed in Table 4-4. Key physical properties include thickness (1.5 millimeters
[60 mil]) and impermeability (hydrostatic resistance of over 360,000 kilogram per square meter).
Physical properties meet National Sanitation Foundation Standard 54 (NSF 1985). Testing to determine
if the liner material is compatible with typical dilute waste solutions was performed and documented in
9090 Test Results (WHC 1991).

Soil/Bentonite Liner. The soil/bentonite admixture consists of 11.5 to 14.5 percent bentonite mixed into
well-graded silty sand with a maximum particle size of 4.75 millimeters (No. 4 sieve). Test fills were
performed to confirm the soil/bentonite admixture applied at LERF has hydraulic conductivity less than

10-7 centimeters per second, as required by WAC 173-303-650(2)(j) for new surface impoundments.

Bentonite Carpet Liner. The bentonite carpet liner consists of bentonite (90 percent sodium
montmorillonite clay) in a primary backing of woven polypropylene with nylon filler fiber, and a cover
fabric of open weave spunlace polyester. The montmorillonite is anticipated to retard migration of
solution through the liner, exhibiting a favorable cation exchange for adsorption of some constituents
(such as ammonium). Based on composition of the bentonite carpet and of the type of aqueous waste
stored at LERF, no chemical attack, dissolution, or degradation of the bentonite carpet liner is anticipated.

Geotextile. The nonwoven geotextile layers consist of long-chain polypropylene polymers containing
stabilizers and inhibitors to make the filaments resistant to deterioration from UV light and heat
exposure. The geotextile layers consist of continuocus geotextile sheets held together by needle-
punching. Edges of the fabric are sealed or otherwise finished to prevent outer material from putling
away from the fabric or ravelling.

Drainage Gravel. The drainage layer consists of thoroughly washed and screened, naturally occurring
rock meeting the size specifications for Grading Number 5 in Washington State Department of
Transportation construction specifications (WSDOT 1988). The specifications for the drainage layer are
given in Table 4-5. Hydraulic conductivity tests (Chen-Northern 1992a, 1992b, 1992¢) showed the
drainage rock used at LERF met the sieve requirements and had a hydraulic conductivity of at least

1 centimeter per second, which exceeded the minimum of at least 0.1 centimeters per second required by
WAC 173-303-650(2)(j) for new surface impoundments.

Geonet, The geonet is fabricated from two sets of parallel high-density polyethylene strands, spaced

1.3 centimeters center-to-center maximum to form a mesh with minimum two strands per 2.54 centimeter
in each direction. The geonet is located between the liners on the sloping sidewalls to provide a
preferential flow path for leachate to the drainage gravel and subsequently to the leachate sump.

Leachate Collection Sump. Materials used to line the 3.0-meter by 1.8-meter by 0.30-meter-deep
leachate sump, at the bottom of each basin in the northwest corner, include {from top to bottom
(Figure 4-17)]: .

« 25 millimeter high-density polyethylene flat stock (supporting the leachate riser pipe)

« Geotextile .
4-26



Class 1 Modification: DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D
Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

I« L35-millimeter high-density polyethylene rub sheet

2 + Secondary composite liner: ‘

3 ~ 1.5-millimeter high-density polyethylene geomembrane

4 — 91 centimeters of soil/bentonite admixture

5 — Geotextile.

6 Specifications for these materials are identical to those discussed previously.
7
8

Leachate System Risers. Risers for the leachate system consist of 10-inch and 4-inch pipes from the
leachate collection sump to the catch basin northwest of each basin (Figure 4-17). The risers lay below
9  the primary liner in a gravel-filled trench which also extends from the sump to the concrete catch basin
10  (Figure 4-18).

11 The risers are high-density polyethylene pipes fabricated to meet the requirements in ASTM D1248

12 (ASTM 1989). The 10-inch riser is perforated every 20.3 centimeters with 1.3-centimeter holes around
13 the diameter. Level sensors and leachate pump are inserted in the 10-inch riser to menitor and remove
14 leachate from the sump. To prevent clogging of the pump and piping with fine particulate, the end of the
15  riser is encased in a gravel-filled box constructed of high-density polyethylene geonet and wrapped in

16 geotextile. The 4-inch riser is perforated every 10.2 centimeters with 0.64-centimeter holes around the
17 diameter. A level detector is inserted in the 4-inch riser.

{8 Leachate Pump. A deep-well submersible pump, designed to deliver approximately 110 liters per
19  minute, is installed in the 10-inch leachate riser in €ach basin. Wetted parts of the leachate pump are
20 made of 316L stainless steel, providing both corrosion resistance and durability.

21 4.5.2.1.2 Loadson Liner System.
22 The LEREF liner system is subjected to the following types of stresses.

23 Stresses from Installation or Construction Operations. Contractors were required to submit

24  construction quality control plans that included procedures, techniques, tools, and equipment used for the
25 construction and care of liner and leachate system. Methods for installation of all components were

26  screened to ensure that the stresses on the liner system were kept to a minimum.

27  Calculations were performed to estimate the risk of damage to the secondary high-density polyethylene
28  liner during construction (Calculations for LERF Part B Permit Application [HNF 1997]). The greatest
29 rnsk expected was from spreading the gravel layer over the geotextile layer and secondary geomembrane.
30 The results of the calculations show that the strength of the geotextile was sufficiently high to withstand
31 the stress of a small gravel spreader driving on a minimum of 15 centimeters of gravel over the

32 geotextile and geomembrane. The likelihood of damage to the geomembrane lying under the geotextile
33 was considered to be low.

34 To avoid driving heavy machinery directly on the secondary liner, a 28-meter conveyer was used to

35  deliver the drainage gravel into the basins. The gravel was spread and consolidated by hand tools and a
36 bulldozer. The bulldozer traveled on a minimum thickness of 30.5 centimeters of gravel. Where the

37 conveyer assembly was placed on top of the liner, cribbing was placed to distribute the conveyer weight.
38 No heavy equipment was allowed for use directly in contact with the geomembranes.

39  Additional calculations were performed to estimate the ability of the leachate riser pipe to withstand the
40 static and dynamic loading imposed by lightweight construction equipment riding on the gravel layer
41 (HNF 1997). Those calculations demonstrated that the pipe could buckie under the dynamic loading of
42  small construction equipment; therefore, the pipe was avoided by equipment during spreading of the

43  drainage gravel.

44 Installation of synthetic lining materials proceeded only when winds were less than 24 kilometers per
45  hour, and not during precipitation. The minimum ambient air temperature for unfolding or unrolling the
46  high-density polyethylene sheets was -10 C, and a minimum temperature of 0 C was required for

47 seaming the high-density polyethylene sheets., Between shifts, geomembranes and geotextile were

48  anchored with sandbags to prevent lifting by wind. Calculations were performed to determine the
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1 appropriate spacing of sandbags on the geomembrane to resist lifting caused by 130 kilometer per hour
2 winds (HNF 1997). All of the synthetic components contain UV light inhibitors and no impairment of
3 performance is anticipated from the short-term UV light exposure during construction. Section 4.5.2.5
4 provides further detail on exposure prevention.
5 During laying of the soil/bentonite layer and the overlying geomembrane, moisture content of the
6 admixture was monitored and adjusted to ensure optimum compaction and to avoid development of
7  cracks.
8 4.5.2.1.3 Static and Dynamic Loads and Stresses from the Maximum Quantity of Waste
9  When a LERF basin is full, liquid depth is approximately 6.4 meters. Static load on the primary liner is
10 roughly 6,400 kilograms per square meter. Load on the secondary liner is slightly higher because of the
11 weight of the gravel drainage layer. Assuming a density of 805 kilograms per square meter for the
12 drainage gravel [conservative estimate based on specific gravity of 2.65 (Ambrose 1988)], the secondary
13 high-density polyethylene carries approximately 7,200 kilograms per square meter when a basin is full.
14 Sideslope liner stresses were calculated for each of the layers in the basin sidewalls and for the pipe
15  trench on the northwest corner of each basin (HNF 1997). Results of these calculations indicate factors
16  of safety against shear were 1.5 or greater for the primary geomembrane, geotextile, geonet, and
17  secondary geomembrane.
18 Because the LERF is not located in an area of seismic concern, as identified in Appendix VI of
19 40 CFR 264 and WAC 173-303-282(6)(a)(I), discussion and calculation of potential seismic events are
20  not required.
21 4.5.2.1.4 Stresses Resulting from Settlement, Subsidence, or Uplift
22 Uplift stresses from natural sources are expected to have negligible impact on the liner. Groundwater
23 lies approximately 62 meters below the LERF, average annual precipitation is only 16 centimeters, and
24  the average unsaturated permeability of the soils near the basin bottoms is high, ranging from about
25 5.5 x 10~% centimeters per second to about 1 centimeter per second {Chen-Northern 1991b). Therefore,
26  no hydrostatic uplift forces are expected to develop in the soil underneath the basins. In addition, the soil
27  under the basins consists primarily of gravel and sand, and contains few or no organic constituents.
28  Therefore, uplift caused by gas production from organic degradation is not anticipated.
29  Based on the design of the soil-bentonite liner, no structural uplift stresses are present within the lining
30 system (Chen-Northern 1991b). '
31 Regional subsidence is not anticipated because neither petroleum nor extractable economic minerals are
32 present in the strata underlying the LERF basins, nor is karst (erosive limestone) topography present.
33 Dike soils and soil/bentonite layers were compacted thoroughly and proof-rolied during construction.
34  Calculation of settlement potential showed that combined settlement for the foundation and
35 soil/bentonite layer is expected to be about 2.7 centimeters. Settlement impact on the liner and basin
36  stability is expected to be minimal (Chen-Northern 1991b).
37  4.5.2.1.5 Internal and External Pressure Gradients
38 Pressure gradients across the liner system from groundwater are anticipated to be negligible. The LERF
39 is about 62 meters above the seasonal high water table, which prevents buildup of water pressure below
40  the liner. The native gravel foundation materials of the LERF are relatively permeable and free draining.
41  The 2 percent slope of the secondary liner prevents the pooling of liquids on top of the secondary liner.
42  Finally, the fill rate of the basins is slow enough (average 190 liters per minute) that the load of the liquid
43  waste on the primary liner is gradually and evenly distributed.
44  To prevent the buildup of gas between the liners, each basin is equipped with 21 vents in the primary
45 geomembrane that allow the reduction of any excess gas pressure. Gas passing through these vents exit
46  through a single pipe that penetrates the anchor wall into a carbon adsorption filter. This filter extracts
47 nearly all of the organic compounds, ensuring that emissions to the air from the basins are not toxic.
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4.5.2,2 Liner System Location Relative to High-Water Table

The lowest point of each LERF basin is the northwest cormer of the sump, where the typical subgrade
elevation is 175 meters above mean sea level. Based on data collected from the groundwater monitoring
wells at the LERF site, the seasonal high-water table is located approximately 62 meters or more below
the lowest point of the basins. This substantial thickness of unsaturated strata beneath the LERF
provides ample protection to the liner from hydrostatic pressure because of groundwater intrusion into
the soil/bentonite layer. Further discussion of the unsaturated zone and site hydrogeology is provided in
Chapter 5.0.

4.5.2.3 Liner System Foundation [650(2)(a)(I)(B)}

Foundation materials are primarily gravels and cobbles with some sand and silt. The native soils onsite
are derived from unconsolidated Holocene sediments. These sediments are fluvial and glaciofluvial
sands and gravels deposited during the most recent glacial and postglacial event. Grain-size distributions
and shape analyses of the sediments indicate that deposition occurred in a high energy environment
(Chen-Northern 1990).

Analysis of five soil borings from the LERF site was conducted to characterize the natural foundation
materials and to determine the suitability of onsite soils for construction of the impoundment dikes and
determine optimal design factors. Well-graded gravel containing varying amounts of silt, sand, and
cabbles comprises the layer in which the basins were excavated. This gravel layer extends to depths of
10 to 11 meters below land surface (Chen-Northern 1990). The basins are constructed directly on the
subgrade. Excavated soils were screened to remove oversize cobbles (greater than 15 centimeters in the
largest dimension) and used to construct the dikes.

Settlement potential of the foundation material and soil/bentonite layer was found to be low. The
foundation is comprised of undisturbed native soils. The bottom of the basin excavation lies within the
well-graded gravel layer, and is dense to very dense. Below the gravel is a layer of dense to very dense
poorly-graded and well-graded sand. Settlement was calculated for the gravel foundation soils and for
the soil/bentonite layer, under the condition of hydrostatic loading from 6.4 meters of fluid depth. The
combined settlement for the soils and the soil/bentonite layer is estimated to be about 2.7 centimeters.
This amount of settlement is expected to have minimal impact on overall liner or basin stability (Chen-
Northern 1991b). Settlement calculations are provided in Caleulations for Liguid Effluent Retention
Facility Part B Permit Application (HNF 1997).

The load bearing capacity of the foundation material, based on the soil analysis discussed previously, is
estimated at about 48,800 kilograms per square meter {maximum advisable presumptive bearing capacity
(Hough 1969)]. Anticipated static and dynamic loading from a full basin is estimated to be less than
9,000 kilograms per square meter (Section 4.5.2.1.3), which provides an ample factor of safety.

When the basins are empty, excess hydrostatic pressure in the foundation materials under the liner
system theoretically could result in uplift and damage. However, because the native soil forming the
foundations is unsaturated and relatively permeable, and because the water table is located at a
considerable depth beneath the basins, any infiltration of surface water at the edge of the basin is
expected to travel predominantly downward and away from the basins, rather than collecting under the
excavation itself. No gas is expected in the foundation because gas-generating organic materials are not
present.

Subsidence of undisturbed foundation materials is generally the result of fluid extraction (water or
petroleum), mining, or karst topography. Neither petroleum, mineral resources, nor karst are believed to
be present in the sediments overlying the Columbia River basalts. Potential groundwater resources do
exist below the LERF. Even if these sediments were to consolidate from fluid withdrawal, their depth
most likely would produce a broad, gently sloping area of subsidence that would not cause significant
strains in the LERF liner system. Consequently, the potential for subsidence related failures is expected
to be negligible.
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1 Borings at the LERF site, and extensive additional borings in the 200 East Area, have not identified any .

2 significant quantities of soluble materials in the foundation soil or underlying sediments (Last et al.

3 1989). Consequently, the potential for sinkholes is considered negligible.

4 4.5.2.4 Liner System Exposure Prevention

5 Both primary and secondary geomembranes and the floating cover are stabilized with carbon black to

6 prevent degradation from UV light. Furthermore, none of the liner layers experience long-term exposure

7  to the elements. During construction, thin polyethylene sheeting was used to maintain optimum moisture

8 content and provide protection from the wind for the soil/bentonite layer until the secondary

9 geomembrane was laid in place. The secondary geomembrane was covered by the geonet and geotextile
10  as soon as quality control testing was complete. Once the geotextile layer was completed, drainage
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material immediately was placed over the geotextile. The final (upper) geotextile layer was placed over
the drainage gravel and immediately covered by the bentonite carpet liner. This was covered
immediately, in turn, by the primary high-density polyethylene liner.

Both high-density polyethylene liners, geotextile layers, and geonet are anchored permanently to a
concrete wall at the top of the basin berm. During construction, liners were held in place with many
sandbags on both the basin bottoms and sideslopes to prevent wind from lifting and damaging the
materials. Calculations were performed to determine the amount of fluid needed in a basin to prevent
wind lift damage to the primary geomembrane, Approximately 15 to 20 centimeters of solution are kept
in each basin to minimize the potential for uplifting the primary liner (HNF 1997).

The entire lining system is covered by a very low-density polyethylene floating cover that is bolted to the
concrete anchor wall. The floating cover prevents evaporation and intrusion from dust, precipitation,
vegetation, animals, and birds. A patented tensioning system is employed to prevent wind from lifting
the cover and to automatically accommodate changes in liquid level in the basins. The cover tension
mechanism consists of a cable running from the flexible geosynthetic cover over a pulley on the tension
tower (located on the concrete anchor wall) to a deadman anchor. These anchors (blocks) simply

hang from the cables on the exterior side of the tension towers. The anchor wall also provides for

solid attachment of the liner layers and the cover, using a 6.4-millimeter batten and neoprene gasket to
bolt the layers to the concrete wall, effectively sealing the basin from the intrusion of light, precipitation,
and airborne dust (Figure 4-15). :

The floating cover, made of very low-density polyethylene with UV light inhibitors, is anticipated to
experience no unacceptable degradation during the service life of the LERF. The very low-density
polyethylene material contains carbon black for UV light protection, anti-oxidants to prevent heat
degradation, and seaming enhancers to improve its ability to be welded. A typical manufacturer's limited
warranty for weathering of very low-density polyethylene products is 20 years (Poly America, undated).
This provides a margin of safety for the anticipated medium-term use of the LERF for aqueous waste
storage,

The upper 3.4 to 4.6 meters of the sidewall liner also could experience stresses in response to

temperature changes. Accommodation of thermal influences for the LERF geosynthetic layers is
affected by inclusion of sufficient slack as the liners were installed. Calculations demonstrate that
approximately 67 centimeters of slack is required in the long basin bottom dimension, 46 centimeters
across the basin, and 34 centimeters from the bottom of the basin to the top of the basin wall (HNF 1997).

Thermal stresses also are experienced by the floating cover. As with the geomembranes, sufficient slack
was included in the design to accommodate thermal contraction and expansion.

4.5.2.4.1 Liner Repairs During Operations

Should repair of a basin liner be required while the basin is in operation, the basin contents will be
transferred to the ETF or another available basin, After the liner around the leaking section is cleaned,
repairs to the geomembrane will be made by the application of a piece of high-density polyethylene
sheeting, sufficient in size to extend approximately 8 to 15 centimeters beyond the damaged area, or as
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recommended by the vendor. A round or oval patch will be installed using the same type of equipment
and criteria used for the initial field installations. '

4.5.2.4.2 Control of Air Emissions

1

2

3

4  The floating covers limit evaporation of aqueous waste and releases of volatile organic compounds into
5 the atmosphere. To accommodate volumetric changes in the air between the fluid in the basin and the
6 cover, and to avoid problems related to 'sealing’ the basins too tightly, each basin is equipped with a

7  carbon filter breather vent system. Any air escaping from the basins must pass through this vent,

8 consisting of a pipe that penetrates the anchor wall and extends into a carbon adsorption filter unit.

9 4.5.2.5 Liner Coverage [650(2)(a)(I)(C)]

10 The liner system covers all of the ground surface that underlies the retention basins. The primary liner
11  extends up the sideslopes to a concrete anchor wall at the top of the dike encircling the entire basin
12 (Figure 4-15).

13 4.53 Prevention of Overtopping [806(4)(d)(ii)(B)]

14  Overtopping prevention is accomplished through administrative controls and liquid-level instrumentation
15 installed in each basin. The instrumentation includes local liquid-level indication as well as remote

16 indication at the ETF, Before an aqueous waste is transferred into a basin, administrative controls are

17 implemented to ensure overtopping will not occur during the transfer. The volume of feed to be

18 transferred is compared to the available volume in the receiving basin. The transfer is not initiated

19  unless there is sufficient volume available in the receiving basin or a cut-off level is established. The

20 transfer into the basin would be stopped when this cut-off level is reached.

21  Inthe event of a 100-year, 24-hour storm event, precipitation would accumulate on the basin covers.

22 Through the self-tensioning design of the basin covers and maintenance of adequate freeboard, all

23 accumulated precipitation would be contained on the covers and none would flow over the dikes or

24  anchor walls. The 100-year, 24-hour storm is expected to deliver 5.3 centimeters of rain or

25 approximately 61 centimeters of snow. Cover specifications include the requirement that the covers be
26  able to withstand the load from this amount of precipitation. Because the cover floats on the surface of
27  the fluid in the basin, the fluid itself provides the primary support for the weight of the accumulated

28 precipitation. Through the cover self-tensioning mechanism, there is ample 'give’ to accommodate the
29 overlying load without overstressing the anchor and attachment points.

30 Rain water and snow evaporate readily from the cover, particularly in the arid Hanford Facility climate,
31 where evaporation rates exceed precipitation rates for most months of the year. The black color of the
32 cover further enhances evaporation. Thus, the floating cover prevents the intrusion of precipitation into
33  the basin and provides for evaporation of accumulated rain or snow.

34 4.5.3.1 Freeboard

35  Under current operating conditions, 0.61 meter of freeboard is maintained at each LERF basin, which
36 corresponds to an operating level of 6.8 meters, or 29.5 million liters.

37  4.5.3.2 Immediate Flow Shutoff

38 The mechanism for transferring aqueous waste is either through pump transfers with on/off switches or
39 through gravity transfers with isolation valves. These methods provide positive ability to shut off

40 transfers immediately in the event of overtopping. Overtopping a basin during a transfer is very unlikely
41  because the low flow rates into the basin provides long response times. At a flow rate of 284 liters per
42  minute, approximately 11 days would be required to fill a LERF basin from the 6.8 meter operating level
43 (i.e., 0.61 meter of freeboard) to maximum capacity of 34 million liters (i.e., the 7.4-meter level).

44  4,5.3.3 Outflow Destination

45  Aqueous waste in the LERF is transferred routinely.to ETF for treatment. However, should it be
46 necessary to immediately empty a basin, the aqueous waste either would be transferred to the ETF for
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1 treatment or transferred to another basin (or basins), whichever is faster. If the waste is transferred to
2 another LERF basin, the single pump for normal operation can be removed, and four submersible pumps
3 can be installed using an emergency pump manifold. This portable piping and pumping system is
4  capable of pumping 2,700 liters per minute. Not including set-up time, it would take approximately
5 7.6 days to pump the contents of a full basin at this pumping rate.
6 4.5.4 Structural Integrity of Dikes [806(4)(d)(ii)(C)]
7  Written certification attesting to the structural integrity of the dikes, signed by a quahf' ed, registered
8 professmnal engineer, is included in Appendix 4D.
9 4.5.4.1 Dike Design, Construction, and Maintenance {650(2)(f), (g), and (h))
10 The dikes of the LERF are constructed of onsite native soils, generally consisting of cobbles and gravels.
11 Well-graded mixtures were specified, with cobbles up to 15 centimeters in the largest dimension, but not
12 constituting more than 20 percent of the volume of the fill. The dikes are designed with a 3:1 (3 units
13 horizontal to 1 unit vertical) slope on the basin side, and 2.25:1 on the exterior side. The dikes are
14  approximately 8.2 meters high from the bottom of the basin, and 3 meters abovegrade.
15 Calculations were performed to verify the structural integrity of the dikes (HNF 1997). The calculations
16 demonstrate that the structural strength of the dikes is such that, without dependence on any lining
17  system, the sides of the basins can withstand the pressure exerted by the maximum allowable quantity of
18 fluid in the impoundment. The dikes have a factor of safety greater than 2.5 against failure by sliding.
19 4.5.4.2 Dike Stability and Protection
20 In the following paragraphs, various aspects of stability for the LERF dikes and the concrete anchor wall
21  are presented, including slope failure, hydrostatic pressure, and protection from the environment,
22 Failure in Dike/Impoundment Cut Stopes. A slope stability analysis was performed to determine the
23 factor of safety against slope failure. The computer program 'PCSTABLS' from Purdue University, using
24  the modified Janbu Method, was employed to evaluate slope stability under both static and seismic
25 loading cases. One hundred surfaces per run were generated and analyzed. The assumptions used were
26 as follows {Chen-Northern 1991b):
27 + Weight of gravel: 2,160 kilograms per cubic meter
28 « Maximum dry density of gravel: 2,315 kilograms per cubic meter
29 « Mohr-Coulomb shear strength angle for gravel: minimum 33 degrees
30 +« Weight of soil/bentonite: 1,600 kilograms per cubic meter
31 .« Mohr-Coulomb shear strength angle for soil/bentonite: minimum 30 degrees
32 .« Slope: 3 horizontal:]1 vertical
33 + No fluid in impoundment {(worst case for stability)
34 « Soils at in-place moisture (not saturated conditions).
35 Results of the static stability analysis showed that the dike slopes were stable with a minimum factor of
36 safety of 1.77 (Chen-Northern 1991b).
37 The standard horizontal acceleration required in the Hanford Plant Standards, "Standard Architectural-
38  Civil Design Criteria, Design Loads for Facilities" (DOE-RL 1988), for structures on the Hanford Site is
39 0.12 g. Adequate factors of safety for cut slopes in units of this type generally are considered to be
40 1.5 for static conditions and 1.1 for dynamic stability (Golder 1989). Results of the stability analysis
41  showed that the LERF basin slopes were stable under horizontal accelerations of 0.10 and 0.15 g, with
42  minimum factors of safety of 1.32 and 1.17, respectively (Chen-Northern 1991b). Printouts from the
43  PCSTABLS program are provided in Calculations for Liquid Effluent Retention Facility Part B Permit
44  Application (HNF 1997).
45 Hydrostatic Pressure. Failure of the dikes due to buildup of hydrostatic pressure, caused by failure of -
46  the leachate systemn or liners, is very unlikely. The liner system is constructed with two essentially
47 impermeable layers consisting of a synthetic layer overlying a soil layer with very low-hydraulic
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1  conductivity. It would require a catastrophic failure of both liners to cause hydrostatic pressures that
2 could endanger dike integrity. Routine inspections of the leachate detection system, indicating quantities
3 ofleachate removed from the basins, provide an early warning of leakage or operational problems that
4 could lead to excessive hydrostatic pressure. A significant precipitation event (e.g., a 100-year, 24-hour
5 storm) will not create a hydrostatic problem because the interior sidewalls of the basins are covered
6 completely by the liners. The covers can accommodate this volume of precipitation without overtopping
7  the dike (Section 4.5.3), and the coarse nature of the dike and foundation materials on the exterior walls
~ 8 provides for rapid drainage of precipitation away from the basins.
9 Protection from Root Systems. Risk to structural integrity of the dikes as a result of penetrating root
10 systems is minimal. Excavation and construction removed all vegetation ‘on and around the
11  impoundments, and native plants (such as sagebrush) grow very slowly. The large grain size of the
12 cobbles and gravel used as dike construction material do not provide an advantageous germination
13 medium for native plants. Should plants with extending roots become apparent on the dike walls, the
14 plants will be controlled with appropriate herbicide application.
15 Protection from Burrowing Mammals. The cobble size materials that make up the dike construction
16 material and the exposed nature of the dike sidewalls do not offer an advantageous habitat for burrowing
17 mammals. Lack of vegetation on the LERF site discourages foraging. The risk to structural integrity of
18  the dikes from burrowing mammals is therefore minimal. Periodic visual inspections of the dikes
19  provide observations of any animals present. Should burrowing mammals be noted onsite, appropriate
20  pest control methods such as trapping or application of rodenticides will be employed.
21 Protective Cover. Approximately 7.6 centimeters of crushed gravel serve as the cover of the exterior
22 dike walls. This coarse material is inherently resistant to the effect of wind because of its large grain
23 size. Total annual precipitation is low (16 centimeters) and a significant storm event (e.g., a 100-year,
24  24-hour storm) could result in about 5.3 centimeters of precipitation in a 24-hour period. The absorbent
25  capacity of the soil exceeds this precipitation rate; therefore, the impact of wind and precipitation run-on
26  to the exterior dike walls will be minimal.
27 4.5.5 Piping Systems
28  Aqueous waste from the 242-A Evaporator is transferred to the LERF using a pump located in the
29  242-A Evaporator and approximately 1,500 meters of pipe, consisting of a 3-inch carrier pipe within a
30 6-inch outer containment pipeline. Flow through the pump is controlled through a valve at flow rates
31 from 150 to 300 liters per minute.
32 The pipeline exits the 242-A Evaporator belowgrade and remains belowgrade at a minimum 1.2-meter
33  depth for freeze protection, until the pipeline emerges at the LERF catch basin, at the corner of each
34  basin. All piping at the catch basin that is less than 1.2 meters belowgrade is wrapped with electric heat
35 tracing tape and insulated for protection from freezing.
36 The transfer line from the 242-A Evaporator is centrifugally cast, fiberglass-reinforced epoxy thermoset
37 resin pressure pipe fabricated to meet the requirements of ASME D2997 (ASME 1984). The 3-inch
38 carrier piping is centered and supported within 6-inch containment piping. Pipe supports are fabricated
39 ofthe same material as the pipe, and meet the strength requirements of ANSI B31.3 {ANSI 19387) for
40 dead weight, thermal, and seismic loads.
41 A catch basin is provided at the northwest comner of each basin where piping extend from the basin to
42  allow for basin-to-basin and basin-to-ETF liquid transfers. Drawings H-2-88766, sheets 1 through 4, in
43  Appendix 4A, provide schematic diagrams of the piping system at LERF. Drawing H-2-79604,
44  Appendix 4A, provides details of the piping from the 242-A Evaporator to LERF.
45 4.5.5.1 Secondary Containment System for Piping
46  The 6-inch containment piping encases the 3-inch carrier pipe from the 242-A Evaporator to the LERF.
47  All of the piping and fittings that are not directly over a catch basin or a basin liner are of this pipe-
48  within-a-pipe construction. A catch basin is provided at the northwest corner of each basin where the
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1 inlet pipes, leachate risers, and transfer pipe risers emerge from the basin. The catch basin consists of a _
2 20-centimeter-thick concrete pad at the top of the dike. The perimeter of the catch basin has a 20-
3 centimeter-high curb, and the concrete is coated with a chemical resistant epoxy sealant. The concrete
4  pad is sloped so that any leaks or spills from the piping or pipe connections will drain into the basin, The
5 catch basin provides an access point for inspecting, servicing, and operating various systems such as
6 transfer valving, leachate level instrumentation and leachate pump Drawing H-2-79593 (Appendix 4A)
7 provides a schematic diagram of the catch basins.
8 4.5.5.2 Leak Detection System
9 Single-point electronic leak detection elements are installed along the transfer line at 305-meter intervals.
10 The leak detection elements are located in the bottom of specially designed test risers. Each sensor
11  element employs a conductivity sensor, which is connected to a cable leading back to the 242-A
12 Evaporator control room. If a leak develops in the carrier pipe, fluid will travel down the exterior surface
13 of the carrier pipe or the interior of the containment pipe. As moisture contacts a sensor unit, the alarm
14 sounds in the 242-A Evaporator control room and the zone of the leak is indicated on the digital display.
15 The pump located in the 242-A Evaporator is shut down, stopping the flow of aqueous waste through the
16 transfer line. A low-volume air purge of the annulus between the carrier pipe and the containment pipe is
17  provided to prevent condensation buildup and minimize false alarms by the leak detection elements.
18  The catch basins have conductivity leak detectors that alarm in the 242-A Evaporator control room.
19  Leaks into the catch basins drain back to the basin through a 5.1-centimeter drain on the floor of the catch
20 basin.
21 4.5.5.3 Certification
22 Although an integnity assessment is not required for piping associated with surface impoundments, an
23 assessment of the transfer liner was performed, including a hydrostatic leak/pressure test at
24 10.5 kilograms per square centimeter gauge. A statement by an independent, qualified, registered
25 professional engineer attesting to the integrity of the piping system is included in Integrity Assessment
26  Report for the 242-A Evaporator/LERF Waste Transfer Piping, Project W15 (WHC 1993), along with
27  the results of the leak/pressure test.
28 4.5.6 Double Liner and Leak Detection, Collection, and Removal System [806(4)(d)(ii)(D) and
29 650(2)(j(ib)]
30 The double-liner system for LERF is discussed in Section 4.5.2. The leachate detection, collection, and
31  removal system (Figures 4-17 and 4-18) was designed and constructed to remove leachate that might
32 permeate the primary liner. System components for each basin include:
33 « 30.5-centimeter layer of drainage gravel below the primary liner at the bottom of the basin
34 + Geonetbelow the primary liner on the sidewalls to direct leachate to the gravel layer
35 « 3.0-meter by 1.8-meter by 0.30-meter-deep leachate collection sump consisting of a 25 millimeter
36 high-density polyethylene flat stock, geotextile to trap large particles in the leachate, and 1.5-
37 millimeter high-density polyethylene rub sheet set on the secondary liner
38 « 10-inch and 4-inch perforated leachate high-density polyethylene riser pipes from the leachate
39 collection sump to the catch basin northwest of the basin
40 « Leachate collection sump level instrumentation installed in the 4-inch riser
41 « Level sensors, submersible leachate pump, and 1.5-inch fiberglass-reinforced epoxy thermoset resin
42 pressure piping installed in the 10-inch riser
43 .« Piping at the catch basin to route the leachate through 1.5-inch high-density polyethylene pipe back to
44 the basins. ‘
45 The bottom of the basins have a 2 percent slope to allow gravity flow of leachate to the leachate
46  collection sump. This exceeds the minimum of 1 percent slope required by WAC 173-303-650(j) for new
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surface impoundments. Material specifications for the leachate collection system are given in
Section 4.5.2.1.1.

Calculations demonstrate that fluid from a small hole (2 miflimeter) (EPA 1989, p. 122) at the furthest
end of the basin, under a low head situation, would travel to the sump in less than 24 hours (HNF 1997).
Additional calculations in indicate the capacity of the pump to remove leachate is sufficient to allow time
to readily identify a leak and activate emergency procedures (HNF 1997).

Automated controls maintain the fluid level in each leachate sump below 33 centimeters to prevent
significant liquid backup into the drainage layer. The leachate pump is activated when the liquid level in
the sump reaches about 28 centimeters, and is shut off when the sump liquid level reaches about

18 centimeters. This operation prevents the leachate pump from cycling with no fluid, which could
damage the pump. Liquid level control is accomplished with conductivity probes that trigger relays
selected specifically for application to submersible pumps and leachate fluids. A flowmeter/totalizer on
the leachate return pipe measures fluid volumes pumped and pumping rate from the leachate collection
sumps, and indicates volume and flow rate on local readouts. Other instrumentation provided is real-
time continuous level monitoring with a readout at the catch basin and the 242-A Evaporator control
room. A sampling port is provided in the leachate piping system at the catch basin. Leak detection is .
provided through inspections of the leachate flow totalizer readings. For more information on
inspections, refer to Chapter 6.0.

The stainless steel leachate pump is designed to deliver 110 liters per minute. The leachate pump returns
draws liquid from the sump via 1.5-inch pipe and discharges into the basin through 1.5-inch high-density
polyethylene pipe.

4.5.7 Construction Quality Assurance [806(4)(d)(ii}(F)}

The construction quality assurance plan and complete report of construction quality assurance inspection
and testing results are provided in 242-4 Evaporator Interim Retention Basin Construction Quality
Assurance Plan (KEH 1991). A general description of construction quality assurance procedures is
outlined in the following paragraphs.

For excavation of the basins and construction of the dikes, regular inspections were conducted to ensure
compliance with procedures and drawings, and compaction tests were performed on the dike soils.

For the soil/bentonite layer, test fills were first conducted in accordance with EPA guidance to
demonstrate compaction procedures and to confirm compaction and permeability requirements can be
met. The ratio of bentonite to soil and moisture content was monitored; lifts did not exceed

15 centimeters before compaction, and specific compaction procedures were followed. Laboratory and
field tests of soil properties were performed for each lift and for the completed test fill. The same suite
of tests was conducted for each lift during the laying of the soil/bentonite admixture in the basins.

Geotextiles and geomembranes were laid in accordance with detailed procedures and quality assurance
programs provided by the manufacturers and installers. These included destructive and nondestructive
tests on the geomembrane seams, and documentation of field test results and repairs.

4.5.8 Proposed Action Leakage Rate and Response Action Plan [806(4)(d)(ii)(G)]

An action leakage rate limit is established where action must be taken due to excessive leakage from the
primary liner. The action leak rate is based on the maximum design flow rate the leak detection system
can remove without the fluid head on the bottom liner exceeding 30 centimeters. The limiting factor in
the leachate removal rate is the hydraulic conductivity of the drainage gravel. An action leakage rate
(also called the rapid or large leak rate) of 20,000 liters per hectare per day was calculated for each basin
{WHC 1992b).

When it is determined that the action Jeakage rate has been exceeded, the response action plan will follow
the actions in WAC 173-303-650(11)(b) and (c), which includes notification of Ecology in

writing within 7 days, assessing possible causes of the leak, and determining whether waste receipt
should be curtailed and/or the basin emptied.
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1 4.5.9 Dike Structural Integrity Engineering Certification [806(4){d)(v)]

2 Written certification attesting to the structural integrity of the dikes, signed by a qualified, registered

3 professional engineer, is included in Appendix 4D.

4 4.5.10 Management of Ignitible, Reactive, or Incompatible Wastes [806(4)(d)(viii and ix)]

5 Although ignitible or reactive aqueous waste might be received in small quantities at LERF, such

6 aqueous waste is with dilute solutions in the basins, removing the ignitable or reactive characteristics.

7 For compatibility requirements with the LERF liner, refer to the waste analysis plan (Appendix 3A).

8§ 4.6 AIREMISSIONS CONTROL [D-8 and D-8a]

9  This section addresses the ETF requirements of Air Emission Standards for Process Vents, under
10 40 CFR 264, Subpart AA (incorporated by reference in WAC 173-303-690) and Subpart CC. The
11 requirements of 40 CFR 264, Subpart BB (WAC 173-303-691) are not applicable because aqueous waste
12 with 10 percent or greater organic concentration would not be acceptable for processing at the ETF.
13 4.6.1 Applicability of Subpart AA Standards [D-8a(1)]
14 The ETF evaporator and thin film dryer perform operations that specifically require evaluation for
15 applicability of WAC 173-303-690. Aqueous waste in these units routinely contains greater than 10
16  parts per million concentrations of organic compounds and are, therefore, subject to air emission
17 requirements under WAC 173-303-690. Organic emissions from all affected process vents on the
18  Hanford Facility must be less than 1.4 kilograms per hour and 2.8 megagrams per year, or control
19 devices must be installed to reduce organic emissions by 95 percent.
20  The vessel offgas system provides a process vent system. This system provides a slight vacuum on the
21  ETF process vessels and tanks (refer to Section 4.2.5.2). Two vessel vent header pipes combine and
22 enter the vessel offgas system filter unit consisting of a demister, electric heater, prefilter, high-
23 efficiency particulate air filters, activated carbon adsorber, and two exhaust fans (one fan in service while
24 the other is backup). The vessel offgas system filter unit is located in the high-efficiency particulate air
25  filter room west of the process area. The vessel offgas system exhaust discharges into the larger building
26  ventilation system, with the exhaust fans and stack located outside and immediately west of the ETF.
27  The exhaust stack discharge point is 15.5 meters above ground level.
28  The annual average flow rate for the ETF stack (which is the combined vessel offgas and building
29  exhaust flow rates) is provided in Radionuclide Air Emissions Report for the Hanford Site - Calendar
30 Year 1995 (DOE-RL 1996) as 220 cubic meters per minute with a total annual flow of approximately
31 1.2 E+08 cubic meters. During waste processing, the airflow through just the vessel offgas system is
32 about 23 standard cubic meters per minute,
33 Organic emissions occur during waste processing, which occurs less than 310 days each year (i.¢.,
34 85 percent operating efficiency). This operating efficiency represents the maximum annual operating
35  time for the ETF, as shutdowns are required during the year for planned maintenance outages and for
36  reconfiguring the ETF to accommodate different aqueous waste.
37 4.6.2 Process Yents - Demonstrating Compliance [D-8a(2)]
38  This section outlines how the ETF complies with the requirements and includes a discussion of the basis
39  for meeting the organic emissions limits, calculations demonstrating compliance, and conditions for re-
40 evaluation.
41  4.6.2.1 Basis for Meeting Limits/Reductions [D-8a(2)(a)]
42 The 242-A Evaporator and the 200 Area ETF are currently the only operating TSD units that contribute
43  to the Hanford Facility volatile organic emissions under 40 CFR 264, Subpart AA. The combined
44  release rate is currently well below the threshold of 1.4 kilograms per hour or 2,800 kilograms per year.
45 of volatile organic compounds [General Information Portion (DOE/RL-91-28)]. As aresult, the ETF
46  meets these standards without the use of air pollution control devices.
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The amount of organic emissions could change as waste streams are changed, or TSD units are brought
online or are deactivated. The organic air emissions summation will be re-evaluated periodically as
condition warrants. Operations of the TSD units operating under 40 CFR 264, Subpart AA, will be
controlled to maintain Hanford Facility emissions below the threshold limits or pollution contro] device(s)
will be added, as necessary, to achieve the reduction standards specified under 40 CFR 264, Subpart AA.

4.6.2.2 Demonstrating Compliance [D-8a{2)(b)]

Calculations to determine organic emissions are performed using the following assumptions:

"+ Maximum flow rate from LERF to ETF is 568 liters per minute.

+ Emissions of organics from tanks and vessels upstream of the UV/OX process are determined from
flow and transfer rates given in Clean Air Act Requirements, WAC 173-400, As-built Documentation,
Project C-018H, 242-4 Evaporator/PUREX Plant Process Condensate Treatment Facility
(Adtechs 1995).

« UV/OX reaction rate constants and residence times are used to determine the amount of organics
which are destroyed in the UV/OX process. These constants are given in 200 Area Effluent
Treatment Facility Delisting Petition (DOE/RL 1992). ,

+ All organic compounds that are not destroyed in the UV/OX process are assumed to be emitted from
the tanks and vessels into the vessel offgas system.

« No credit for removal of organic compounds in the vessel offgas system carbon adsorber unit is taken.
The activated carbon absorbers are used if required to reduce organic emissions.

The calculation to determine organic emissions consists of the following steps:

1. Determine the quantity of organics emitted from the tanks or vessels upstream of the UV/0X
process, using transfer rate values

2. Determine the concentration of organics in the waste after the UV/OX process using UV/0OX
reaction rates and residence times. If the ETF is configured such that the UV/OX process is not
used, a residence time of zero is used in the calculations (i.¢., none of the organics are destroyed)

3. Assuming all the remaining organics are emitted, determine the rate which the organics are emitted
using the feed flow rate and the concentrations of organics after the UV/OX process

4. The amount of organics emitted from the vessel offgas system is the sum of the amount calculated in
steps 1 and 3.

The organic emission rates and quantity of organics emitted during processing are determined using
these calculations and are included in the ETF operating record.

4.6.2.3 Reevaluating Compliance with Subpart AA Standards [D-8a(2)(d)]

Calculations to determine compliance with Subpart AA will be reviewed when any of the following
conditions occur at the ETF:

+ Changes in the maximum feed rate to the ETF (i.e., greater than the 568 liters per minute flow rate)

+ Changes in the configuration or operation of the ETF that would modify the assumptions given in
Section 4.6.2.2 (e.g., taking credit for the carbon adsorbers as a control device)

« Annual operating time exceeds 310 days.
4.6.3 Applicability of Subpart CC Standards [D-8¢]

The air emission standards of 40 CFR 264, Subpart CC apply to tank, surface impoundment, and
container storage units that manage wastes with average volatile organic concentrations equal to or
exceeding 500 parts per million by weight, based on the hazardous waste composition at the point of
origination (61 FR 59972). However, TSD units that are used solely for management of mixed waste are
exempt. Mixed waste is managed at the ETF and LERF and dangerous waste also could be treated and
stored at these TSD units.
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TSD owner/operators are not required to determine the concentration of volatile organic compounds in a
hazardous waste if the wastes are placed in waste management units that employ air emission controls
that are in compliance with the Subpart CC standards. Therefore, the approach to Subpart CC
compliance at the ETF and LERF is to demonstrate that the ETF and LERF meet the Subpart CC control
standards (40 CFR 264.1084 - 264.1086).

4.6.3.1 Demonstrating Compliance with Subpart CC for Tanks

Since the ETF tanks already have process vents regulated under 40 CFR 264, Subpart AA
(WAC 173-303-690), they are exempt from Subpart CC [40 CFR 264.1080(b){(8)].

4.6.3.2 Demonstrating Compliance with Subpart CC for Containers

Container Level 1 and Level 2 standards are met at the ETF by managing all dangerous and/or mixed
wastes in U.S. Department of Transportation containers [40 CFR 264.1086(f)]. Level 1 containers are
those that store more than 0.1 cubic meters and less than or equal to 0.46 cubic meters. Level 2
containers are used to store more than 0.46 cubic meters of waste which are in "light material service”.
Light material service is defined where a waste in the container has one or more organic constituents
with a vapor pressure greater than 0.3 kilopascals at 20 C, and the total concentration of such
constituents is greater than or equal to 20 percent by weight.

The monitoring requirements for Level 1 and Level 2 containers include a visual inspection when the
container is received at the ETF and when the waste is initially placed in the container. Additionally, at
least once every 12 months when stored onsite for 1 year or more, these containers must be inspected.

If compliant containers are not used at the ETF, alternate container management practices are used that
comply with the Level 1 standards. Specifically, the Level 1 standards allow for a "container equipped
with a cover and closure devices that form a continuous barrier over the container openings such that
when the cover and closure devices are secured in the closed position there are no visible holes, gaps, or
other open spaces into the interior of the container. The cover may be a separate cover installed on the
container...or may be an integral part of the container structural design...." [40 CFR 264.1086(c)(1)(ii)].
An organic-vapor-suppressing barrier, such as foam, may also be used [40 CFR 264.1086(c)(1)(iii)].
Section 4.3 provides detail on container management practices at the ETF.

Container Level 3 standards apply when a container is used for the "treatment of a hazardous waste by a
waste stabilization process” [40 CFR 264.1086(2)]. Because treatment in containers is not provided at
the ETF, these standards do not apply.

4.6.3.3 Demonstrating Compliance with Subpart CC for Surface Impoundments

The Subpart CC emission standards are met at LERF through the use of a floating membrane cover that
is constructed of very-low-density polyethylene that forms a continuous barrier over the entire surface
area {40 CFR 264.1085(c)). This membrane has both organic permeability properties equivalent to a
high-density polyethylene cover and chemical/physical properties that maintain the material integrity for
the intended service life of the material. The additional requirements for the floating cover at the LERF
have been met (Section 4.5.2.4).

4-38



Class 1 Modification: ' DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D
Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

Load-In

‘Nt' I I o) Station

3“ & 4“
Transfer
Lines

Eln?anﬁer LERF

242-A
Evaporator

-

[ H87040185.13R2

Figure 4-1. Liquid Effluent Retention Facility Layout.

F4-1



evd

K108, JUSUNES1], JUSNIJH BOIY 00T SUI JO MOIA URld ‘Z-p 2InB14

Vearification
Tank

Verification

Tank

Verification
Tank

Hydrogen
Peroxide Tank

Filled Container ‘_(ﬁ

Truck
Bay @ I Storage Area

| _

4

Container
Handling Room

PROCESS AREA

Surge
Tank

HEPA = High-efficiency particulate air

HVAC = Heating, ventilation, and air conditioning

Primary
Access |
ggz:’ﬂalntenance l Chemical
Pipe Feed
Trenches HEPAS Tanks
Pump
Carbon
Room Filters
HVAC | 4 A
Laboratory Maintenance
Area Shops
> <
Evap_orator Offices,
Cooling Locker Rooms,
Units Transformers Shops, etc. 0 10 25 50 Feet
!
1 1
0 10 Meters
H97040165.5R2

100Z/0£/6 Suipug Jauend
UOBJIPOW 1 SSBID

ao A9y ‘t0-L6-Td720d

1002/6



$/2001

DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D

Class 1 Modification:
Quarter Ending 9/30/2001

1HS810P006H

S2)|2]| Ul umoys
s3gsad0ud JofRy (JON

SINON S 0
: [IRENN]

T
199 57 0

. o, e ke S o il T e T e gy T S T Ak . L Wy g e T S M M A g i T M e S S e L S S gy e e i e f v T W o dma w e o o e ww e S e

uopepIxo JajojAzn = XO/AN e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e OB 2 'ON quE L dwing L__
S)S0WS0 8810A) = o) " SRR [aaabhbiecieib s *l llllllllllllllll I___|J|I..- llll - I"“""““u""“""._ llllllll =
Je syenopsed T _ P s
Kaugpaye-ybi = Vd3H seg HES:M:QMMM
QUUEZZOW U0 PAEIOT = ¢ sous || rosy . [ T sd
HUIULSY) souBvaUIEN hung
:o._Hﬂim I="1 hoiogey 200t toH | S 11 JA *omesi
$530014 \ i
oH o) 55800y f vadH | |} vaan B~ dwny
| = Aewyd J i sy
331007 [9fU N[0S
.yu%“.._w Ny vopeaseia) woelsAg sisowsO Istandy
maqweysy | NS %Z6 ¥l Sdang yuey s_%aﬂc Ui peed obelS OY un“uy scwng yue)
paRRuURIIOD ebrioyg  MeuRnieY _._.. : ' o:e.oﬂ_.ﬂm iy yueL pas | wsugsripy
O | === o SR
. . ! ._.uw._..é !
i L || |
& PG | '
yuR ] eprcaipAny : T . ¥ __ ¢ | .
WpOS 0% N ! yugyg
spixaipAy - XO/AN jususnipy
wnpos % Euﬁ;w ' N wany;3
yusy Jusuysnlpy xa cEa..ou _ NUe) pasjiueby ebmgoy el ! :
N =&~nu_c.qnuua peed  Buuza puossg peag oy ! .
e N mm—— bon Hep sasoduwozeq epixosad Om g (o] puodag
' PEng schiing qUK) BunRoay . e goremn,
..uﬁm 900D jou)  NEEM Arepuadag a!:h__»_.w_:u.uh.w snddoy w00y
sdwng 1oreodeas XOVAD | peay siokarog 5
el _ nsnom saurenod ufipuTH
aflng ot - souEiuay
oy it w..u:nﬁo& ﬁ| et
ybnoy . J///?/,% _
saksg
@ / wipd uny
SYURL buyaraday
1ojer0deAs Mo_mw M ATRpUCISG SHUR L BIRIUIIN0S Japof) ok , V/
||||.. ,,,,, [
1oN” m
yuez dung B3 Joereds
"ees - ..a.am Y -
ey @108 seupiua) pajitd
JueL posy
Duﬂdﬂ‘agu g = —

Figure 4-3. 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility Layout.

F4-3



Class 1 Modification: ' DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D
Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 . - 9/2001

Security Fence

- — iy — ——— —

Verification Tanks

-N-

——— e = —— el

3 Truck Bay
> Loading Areas

!
|
!
|
Paved — !l Container
Pi’ggg i Storage Area
1 Hydrogen
_—-‘\h Pyerox de
i : Tank

A |
| |
| |
| i
i Chemical I
: Storage .
'\, Tanks Load-in !
p Facllity I
(' Station H
L._I—I—U—C—I—I_-—I_.“._!

H97040165.9R1

Figure 4-4. 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility.

F4-4



S-vd

‘1 uoneIndyuo)) AfIoe JusUNEal] JUIN[IY BAY 00T - sidwiexqy '¢-p 21n3i

Primary Treatment Train

pH Peroxide
uv/oX Adj. Decomp.

S Rough
T:r':ge ]—[Fﬂt&g

t LERF }
| ERF J—
( 1
| LeRF ]

=

—
*
\—
P .
g .
224
_‘ p—

Tank

1st Stage 2nd Stage ]

Reverse Reverse

Osmosis QOsmosis J
SWRT EVAP CONC TFD

00
-OQ=

SecondaryTreatment Train

CONC Tank = Concentrate tank
Degas. = D;faslﬁcatlon column
Eff. pH Ad]. = Effiuent pH adjustment tank
Evap = ETF evaporator
=

DHAG. = ph adjustment tank
. = ustment tan
gwm" = !

ondary waste recelving tank

TFD = Thin film dryer

OO

Verification
O Tanks -

H97040165.11R1

100Z/0€/6 Sulpug Jouend

1002/6

1UONEIYIPOIN | SSBID

o AsY ‘€0-L6-Td/20d



9-vd

-z uoneangyuoy) Ajioe,] UsUNess ] Jusnijjg eary 00z - djdwexy 9-¢ sy

LERF

LERF @ Rough Filter Fine Filter

LERF

i

Primary Treatment Train
_Note 1
1st Stage 2nd Stage
Degas. Reverse Reverse IX
Osmosis Osmosis

Surge
Tan

H
uviox Ad).

Note 1

Peroxide

SWRT

EVAP

CONC

Tank

TFD

SecondaryTreatment Train

Notei: |X can bha In eithar location
CONC Tank = Concentrate tank

Degas. = asification column
Eff. pH Adj. = Effluent pH adjustment tank
Evap = ETF evaporator
)4 = lon exchange
gH Ag_]. = gzlcadjustment tank

WR = ondary waste receiving tank
TFD = Thin film dryer

Eff.

1

Verification
—O Tanks

HI7040186. 1271

100Z/0€/6 3uipuy 1auend)
‘HONEIYIPOI 1 SSBID

do A9y ‘€0-L6-T4/30d

1002/6



Class 1 Modification: : DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001
Configuration #1
Configuration #2
LERF
2nd RO Permeate - Load In-Station
Evaporator Distillate Potlisher
Thin Film Dryer Distillate Evaporator Distillate
' Dryer Distillate
Sump #2

Resin Dewatering

Chemical Reagent
Feed System

TR

Surge Tank

Heater > _H g Eductor—»>[ ]
e’

Recirculation Line

TO: Rough
Filter (Conf #1)

or .
UV/OX (Conf #2)

Surge Tank Pumps

H97040165.19
R1

Figure 4-7. Surge Tank.
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Figure 4-14. Container Handling System.
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Table 4-1. 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility Tank Systems Information.

Tank Description Material of Maximum Tank Inner diameter Height Shell Thickness2 Corrosion
Construction Capacityl meters meters centimeters Pratection3
liters
Load-in tanks (2) . 30488 37,900 316 47 0.64 Type 304 SS
Surge tank 304 85 461,820 7.9 92 048 Type 304 SS
pH adjustment tank 30488 16,660 3.0 25 0.64 Type 304 SS
First RO feed tank 304 88 20,440 3.0 3.2 0.64 Type 304 SS
Second RQ feed tank 304 8S 7.600 Nonround tank 1.5 0.48 wiib Type 304 S8
30mx15m stiffeners
Effluent pH adjustment 304 S8 14,390 24 3.6 0.64 Type 304 SS
tank
Verification tanks (3) Carbon steel 2,763,340 18.3 11.4 0.79 epoxy coating
with epoxy lining
Secondary waste 30488 75,700 43 5.7 0.64 Type 304 SS
receiving tanks (2)
Concentrate tanks (2) 316L 8S 24,980 30 38 0.64 Type 316 S§
ETF evaporator (Vapor Alloy 625 20,800 24 6.8 variable Alloy 625
Body)
Distillate flash tank 3048s 950 Horizontal tank Length 0.7 304 88
0.76 2.2
Sump tank 1 304 SS 4,160 1.5x 1.5 34 31s 304 SS
Sump tank 2 304 S5 4,160 1.5x1.5 34 316 304 SS
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Table 4-1. 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility Tank Systems Information.

(sheet 2 of 2)
Tank description Liner Pressure controls Foundation materials Structural support Seams | Connections
materials
Load-in tanks (2) None vent to atmosphere concrete slab SS skirt welded flanged
‘ balted to concrete ‘
Surge tank None pressure reinforced concrete ring | structural steel on concrete | welded flanged
indicator/vacuum breaker plus concrete slab base
valve
pH adjustment tank None pressure indicator/vent to concrete slab carbon steel skirt welded flanged
VOG
First RO feed tank None pressure indicator/vent to concrete slab carbon steel skirt welded flanged
VOG
Second RO feed tank None pressure indicator/vent to concrete slab carbon steel frame welded flanged
VOG
Effluent pH adjustment tank None pressure indicator/vent to concrete slab carbon steel skirt welded flanged
VOG
Verification tanks (3} Epoxy | pressure indicator/filtered | reinforced concrete ring | structural steel on concrete | welded flanged
vent to atmosphere plus concrete slab base
Secondary waste receiving None pressure indicator/vent to concrete slab carbon steel skirt welded flanged
tanks (2) VOG
Concentrate tanks (2) None pressure indicator/vent to concrete slab carbon steel skirt welded flanged
VvOG
ETF evaporator (vapor body) None pressure indicator/vapor concrete slab carbon steel frame welded flanped
vent - to DFT/VOG
Distillate flash tank None vent to VOG concrete siab carbon steel I-beam and | welded flanged.
cradle
Sump tank 1 None vent to VOG concrete containment reinforced concrete welded flanged
containment basin
Sump tank 2 None vent to VOG concrete containment reinforced concrete welded flanged o
containment basin 8
1. The maximum operating volume of the tanks is identified. For the load-in tanks and the second RO feed tank, the maximum operating E
volume is also the operating capacity. o
2. The nominal thickness of ETF tanks is represented. -
3. Type 304 SS, 304L, 316 SS and alfloy 625 provide corrosion protection. S
304 SS = stainless steel type 304 or 304L. ‘,U
316L SS = stainless steel type 316L. g e
DFT = distillate flash tank. S .
VOG = vessel offgas system. — O
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Table 4-2. Ancillary Equipment and Material Data. (sheet 1 of 2)

System Ancillary equipment Number Material
Load-in tanks Load-in/transfer pumps (2) P-103A/-103B 316 S8
Load-in filters (3) 59A-FL-001/-002/-003 304 S8
Surge tank Surge tank pumps (3) 2025E-60A-P-1A/-1B/-1C 304 S8
Rough filter Rough filter 2025E-60B-FL-1 304 S8
UVv/OX UV oxidation inlet cooler 2025E-60B-E-1 316 88
UV oxidizers (4) 2025E-60D-UV-1A/-1B/-2A/-2B 316 S8
pH adjustment pH adjustment pumps (2) 2025E-60C-P-1A/-1B 304 SS
Peroxide decomposer | Ho09 decomposers (2) 2025E-60D-CO-1A/-1B CS with epoxy coating
Fine filter Fine filter 2025E-60B-FL-2 304 S8
Degasification Degasification column inlet cooler | 2025E-60E-E-1 316 SS
Degasification column 2025E-60E-CO-1 FRP
Degasification pumps (2) 2025E-60E-P-1A/-1B _ 316 SS
RO Feed/booster pumps (6) 2025E-60F-P-1A/-1B/-2A/-2B/-3A/- | 304 88
Reverse osmosis arrays (21) 3(?255-60F-R0-01 through -21 Membranes: polyamide
Outer piping: 304 SS
IX/Polishers Polishers (3) 2025E-60G-1X-1A/-1B-1C CS with epoxy coating
Resins strainers (3) 2025E-60G-S-1A/-1B/-1C 304 SS
Effluent pH adjustment | Recirculation/transfer pumps (2) 2025E-60C-P-2A/-2B 304 SS/PVC
Verification tanks Return pump 2025E-60H-P-1 304 SS
Transfer pumps (2) 2025E-60H-P-2A/-2B
Secondary waste Secondary waste feed pumps (2) 2025E-601-P-1A/-1B 304 SS

receiving tanks
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Table 4-2. Ancillary Equipment and Material Data. (sheet 2 of 2)

System Ancillary equipment Number - Material
ETF evaporator system Feed/distillate heat exchanger 2025E-601-E-02 Tubes: 316 SS
, Shell: 304 §§
Heater (reboiler) 2025E-601-E-01 Tubes: alloy 625
Shell: 304 SS
Recirculation pump 2025E-601-P-02 316 88
Concentrate transfer pump 2025E-601-P-04 316 S8

Entrainment separator

2025E-601-DE-01

Tap section: 316 SS
Bottom section: alloy 625

Vapor.compressor {incl. silencers) 2025E-601-C-01 304 8§
Silencer drain pump 2025E-601-P-06 31688
Level control tank 2025E-601-TK-5 304 SS
Distillate flash tank pump 2025E-601-P-03 316 S8
Concentrate tanks Concentrate circulation pumps (2) 2025E-60J-P-1A/-1B 316 8S
Thin film dryer Concentrate feed pump 2025E-60J-P-2 316 S8
Dryer feed preheater 2025E-60J-E-3 316 88
Thin film dryer 2025E-60)-D-1 Intetior surfaces: alloy 625
Rotor and blades: 316 SS
Powder hopper 2025E-60J-H-1 316 SS
Spray condenser 2025E-60J-DE-01 316 S8
Distillate condenser 2025E-60]-CND-01 Tubes: 304 SS
Shell: CS
Dryer distillate pump 2025E-60]-P-3 316 88

Resin dewatering

Dewatering pump

2025E-80E-P-1

CS = carbon steel.

FRP = fiberglass reinforced plastic.
PVC = polyvinyl chloride.

RO = reverse osmosis.

UV = ultraviolet.

304 SS = stainless steel type 304 or 3041,
316 85 = stainless steel type 316 or 316L.
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Class 1 Modification:

DOE/RL-97-03, Rev. 0D

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001
Table 4-3 . Concrete and Masonary Coatings.
Coating Minimum wet film Percentage of film Minimum dry film
thickness (mil) forming solids per thickness {mil)
velume (%)
Concrete and masonry
Prime: Amercoat-187* [ 4.5 22.0 1.0
Second: Amercoat-33 6.4 23.46 1.5
Finish: Amercoat-33 6.4 23.46 1.5
Or
Prime: Amercoat-385 5-6 66 ' 3-4
Topcoat: Amercoat-
450HS 34 66 | 2-2.5
High traffic, container storage area
Filler: Ameron Nu- _ 100 _
Klad 114A**
Prime: Amercoat-105A | 2-3 100 2-3
Topcoat: Amercoat-120 | 20-30 100 20-30

* Amercoat is a trademark of Ameron, Incorporation.
**Nu-Klad is a trademark of Ameron, Incorporation.
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Class 1 Modification: A DOE/RL-97-03, Rev., 0D
Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001
Table 4-4 . Geomembrane Material Specifications.
Property Value

Specific gravity 0.932 to 0.950

Melt flow index 1.0 g/10 min., maximum

Thickness (thickness of flow marks shall not exceed 200% of the nominal 60 mil F10%

liner thickness) (1.5 mm F 10%)

Carbon black content 1.8 to 3%, bottom liner

2 to 3% top liner

Tensile properties (each direction)

Tensile strength at yield

21.5 kgf/em width,
minimum

Tensile strength at break

32.2 keffem width,
minimum

Elongation at yield

10%, minimum

Elongation at break

500%, minimum

Tear resistance

13.6 kef, minimum

Puncture resistance

31.3 kgf, minimum

Low temperature/brittleness

-40° C, maximum

Dimensional
(%change each direction)

F2%, maximum

Environmental stress crack

750 h, minimum

Oxidation induction time
(200 C/1 atm. O, '

Water absorption 0.1 maximum and
weight change

Hydrostatic resistance 316,000 kgf/m®
90 minutes

Reference: Construction Specifications (KEH 1990b). Format uses NSF 54 table for high-density
polyethylene as a guid (NSF 1985). However, RCRA values for dimensional stability and environmental
stress crack have been added.

% = percent max = maximum

g = gram kgf = kilograms force

min = minute m meters

h = hour mm = millimeters
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Table 4-5 . .Drainage Gravel Specifications.

Property

Value

Sieve size

25 millimeters

100 wt% passing

19 millimeters

80 — 100 wt% passing

9.5 millimeters

10 — 40 wt% passing

4.75 millimeters

0 — 4 wt% passing

Permeability

0.1 cm/sec, minimum

Reference: Sieve size is from WSDOT M41-10-88, Section 9.03.1(3)C for Grading No. 5
(WSDOT 1988). Permeability requirement is from WAC 173-303-650(2)(j) for new surface

impoundments.
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8.0 PERSONNEL TRAINING [H]

This chapter discusses personnel training requirements based on WAC 173-303 and the HF RCRA Permit
(DW Portion). In accordance with WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(xii), the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste
Part B Permit Application must contain two items: (1) "an outline of both the introductory and
continuing training programs by owners or operators to prepare persons to operate or maintain the TSD
facility in a safe manner as required to demonstrate compliance with WAC 173-303-330" and (2) "a brief
description of how training will be designed to meet actual job tasks in accordance with the requirements
in WAC 173-303-330(1)(d)." The HF RCRA Permit, (DW portion) Condition II.C (Personnel Training)
contains training requirements applicable to Hanford Facility personnel and non-Facility personnel.

Compliance with these requirements at the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent
Treatment Facility is demonstrated by information contained bath in Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28,
Attachment 33 of the HF RCRA Permit, and this chapter. This chapter supplements Chapter 8.0 of
DOE/RL-91-28.

8.1 OUTLINE OF INTRODUCTORY AND CONTINUING TRAINING PROGRAMS

The introductory and continuing training programs are designed to prepare personnel to manage and
maintain the TSD unit in a safe, effective, and environmentally sound manner. In addition to preparing
personnel to manage and maintain TSD units under normal conditions, the training programs ensure that
personnel are prepared to respond in a prompt and effective manner should abnormal or emergency
conditions occur. Emergency response training is consistent with the description of actions contained in
Chapter 7.0, Contingency Plan. The introductory and continuing training programs contain the following
objectives:

» Teach Hanford Facility personnel to perform their duties in a way that ensures the Hanford Facility's
compliance with WAC 173-303

* Teach Hanford Facility personnel dangerous waste management procedures (including
implementation of the contingency plan) relevant to the job titles/positions in which they are
employed, and

* Ensure Hanford Facility personnel can respond effectively to emergencies.
8.1.1 Introductory Training

Introductory training includes general Hanford Facility training and TSD unit-specific training. General
Hanford Facility training is described in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1, and is provided in accordance with
the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition I1.C.2. TSD unit-specific training is provided to Hanford
Facility personnel allowing those personnel to work unescorted, and in some cases is required for escorted
access. Hanford Facility personnel cannot perform a task for which they are not properly trained, except
to gain required experience while under the direct supervision of a supervisor or coworker who is
properly trained. Hanford Facility personnel must be trained within 6 months after their employment at
or assignment to the Hanford Facility, or to a new job title/position at the Hanford Facility, whichever is
later.

General Hanford Facility training: Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.

Contingency Plan training: Hanford Facility personnel receive training on applicable portions of the
Hanford Emergency Management Plan [ Attachment 4 of the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion)] in general
Hanford Facility training. In addition, Hanford Facility personnel receive training on content of the
description of actions contained in contingency plan documentation in Chapter 7.0 and Appendix 7.A fo
be able to effectively respond to emergencies. '
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1  Emergency Coordinator training: Hanford Facility personnel who perform emergency coordinator duties
2 in WAC 173-303-360 (e.g., Building Emergency Director) in the Hanford Incident Command System
3 receive training on implementation of the contingency plan and fulfilling the position within the Hanford
4  Incident Command System. These Hanford Facility personnel must also become thoroughly familiar
5  with applicable contingency plan documentation, operations, activities, location, and properties of all
6  waste handled, location of all records, and the unit/building layout.

7  Operations training: Dangerous waste management operations training (e.g., waste designation training,
8  shippers training) is determined on a unit-by-unit basis and considers the type of waste management unit
9 (e.g., container management unit) and the type of activities performed at the waste management unit

10 (e.g., sampling). For example, training provided for management of dangerous waste in containers is

11 different than the training provided for management of dangerous waste in a tank system, Common

12 training required for compliance within similar waste management units can be provided in general

13 training and supplemented at the TSD unit. Training provided for TSD unit-specific operations is

14 identified in the training plan documentation based on: (1) whether a general training course exists,

15 (2) the training needs to ensure waste management unit compliance with WAC 173-303, and (3) training

16  commitments agreed to with Ecology.

17 8.1.2 Continuing Training

18  Continuing training meets the requirements for WAC 173-303-330(1)(b) and includes general Hanford

19 Facility training and TSD unit-specific training,.

20  General Hanford Facility training: Annual refresher training is provided for genera! Hanford Facility

21  training. Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.

22 Contingency plaﬁ training: Annual refresher training is provided for contingency plan training. Refer to

23 description above in Section 8.1.1. _

24  Emergency coordinator training: Annual refresher training is provided for emergency coordinator

25  ftraining. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.

26  Operations training: Refresher training occurs on many frequencies (i.e., annual, every other year, every

27 3 years) for operations training. When justified, some training will not contain a refresher course and will

28  beidentified as a one-time only training course. The TSD unit-specific training plan documentation will
29  specify the frequency for each training course. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1,

30 8.2 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING DESIGN

31  Proper design of a training program ensures personne! who perform duties on the Hanford Facility related

32 to WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) are trained to perform their duties in compliance with WAC 173-303. Actual

33 jobtasks, referred to as duties, are used to determine training requirements. The first step taken to ensure

34  Hanford Facility personnel have received the proper training is to determine and document the waste

35  management duties by job title/position. The second step compares waste management duties to general

36  waste management unit training curriculum. If general waste management unit training curriculum does

37  not address the waste management duties, the training curriculum is supplemented and/or on-the-job

38  training is provided. The third step summarizes the content of a training course necessary to ensure that

39  the training provided to each job title/position addresses associated waste management duties. The last

40  step is to assign training curriculum to Hanford Facility personnel based on the previous evaluation. The

41  training plan documentation contains this process.

42  Waste management duties include those specified in Section 8.1 as well as those contained in
43 WAC 173-303-330(1)(d). Training elements of WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) applicable to the Liquid
44  Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility operations include the following:
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1 Surface Impoundment (Liquid Effluent Retention Facility)
2+ Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing emergency and monitoring equipment
3 * Key parameters for automatic waste feed cut-off systems
4 + Communications or alarm systems
5 + Response to fires or explosions
6 * Response to groundwater contamination incident
7 * Shutdown of operations.
8  Tank system (200 Arca Effluent Treatment Facility)
9 + Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing emergency and monitoring equipment
10+ Key parameters for automatic waste feed cut-off systems
11 + Communications or alarm systems
12+ Response to fires or explosions
13 + Shutdown of operations.
14  Containers (200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility)
15 + Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing emergency and monitoring equipment
16 + Communications or alarm systems
17 = Response to fires or explosions
18  Hanford Facility personnel who perform these duties receive training pertaining to their duties. The
19 training plan documentation described in Section 8.3 contains specific information regarding the types of
20  training Hanford Facility personnel receive based on the outline in Section 8.1.
21 83 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING PLAN .
22 Inaccordance with HF RCRA Permit (OW Portion), Condition I1.C.3, the unit-specific portion of the
23 Hanford Facility. Dangerous Waste Permit Application must contain a description of the training plan.
24  Training plan documentation is maintained outside of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part B
25  Permit Application and the HF RCRA Permit. Therefore, changes made to the training plan
26  documentation are not subject to the HF RCRA Permit modification process. However, the training plan
27  documentation is prepared to comply with WAC 173-303-330(2).
28  Documentation prepared to meet the training plan consists of hard copy and/or electronic media as
29  provided by HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition 11.C.1. The training plan documentation consists
30  of one or more documents and/or a training database with all the components identified in the core
31 document.
32 A description of how training plan documentation meets the three items in WAC 173-303-330(2) is as
33 follows:
34 1. -330(2)(a): "The job title, job description, and name of the employee fiiling each job. The job
35 description must include requisite skills, education, other qualifications, and duties for each position."
36 Description: The specific Hanford Facility personnel job title/position is correlated to the waste
37 management duties. Waste management duties relating to WAC 173-303 are correlated to training
38 courses to ensure training properly is assigned.
39 Only names of Hanford Facility personnel who carry out job duties relating to TSD unit waste
40 management operations at the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent Treatment
41 Facility are maintained. Names are maintained within the training plan documentation. A list of
42 Hanford Facility personne! assigned to the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent
43 Treatment Facility is available upon request.
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1 Information on requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for job titles/positions are
2 addressed by providing a reference where this information is maintained (e.g., human resources).
3 Specific information concerning job title, requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for
4 personnel can be provided upon request.
5 -330(2)(b): "A written description of the type and amount of both introductory and continuing
6 training required for each position."
7 Description: In addition to the outline provided in Section 8.1, training courses developed to comply
8 with the introductory and continuing training programs are identified and described in the training
9 plan documentation. The type and amount of training is specified in the training plan documentation
10 as shown in Table 8-1.
11 -330(2)(c): "Records documenting that personnel have received and completed the training required
12 by this section, The Department may require, on a case-by-case basis, that training records include
13 employee initials or signature to verify that training was received.”
14 Description: Training records are maintained consistent with DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.4.
15
16 Table 8-1. 200 Area Liquid Waste Processing Facilities Training Matrix.
Training Category*
DOE/MRL-91-28 General Contingency | Emergency Operations Training
o Hanford Plan Coordinator
Chapter 8 Training | ¢ G Teaining Training
Category Training
200 Area Liquid Orientation | Emergency Emergency General Container Tank System Surface
Waste Processing Program Response Coordinator Waste Management | Management | Impoundment
Facilities DWTP (cor:i:g)ency Training Management
implementing
category
Job title/position
Nuclear Chemical
Operators (NCOs) X X X X X X
Shift Technical
Advisor (STAs) X X
Shift Operations
Manager (SOMs) X X X
Env:ropmcntal X X
Compliance Officer
Resident Waste
Service Provider X X X
Non-Resident
Waste Service X X
Provider
17 * Refer to the 200 Area Liquid Waste Processing Facilities Dangerous Waste Training Plan for a
18  complete description of coursework in each training category. The 200 Area Liquid Waste Processing -
19 Facilities Dangerous Waste Training Plan address the 242-A Evaporator, the 200 Area Effluent Treatment
20  Facility, and the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit:
242-A Evaporator

Permit Part & Chapter:
Part IT1, Chapter S and Attachment 35

Description of Modification:

Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, Condition II1.5.A:
COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED PERMIT APPLICATION

IIL.5.A.

Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 7

Section 2.2

Section 3.2
Chapter 4.0
Chapter 6.0
Chapter 7.0

Chapter 8.0

Chapter 11.0
Chapter 12.0
Chapter 13.0
Appendix 2A
Appendix 3A

Appendix 4A
Appendix 4B
Appendix 7TA

Topographic Map, (non-enforceable sections in Chapter 2 were modified in Class 1 Modification)
quarter ending September 30, 2001 Mareh-34,2000

Waste Analysis, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 2001
Process Information, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending December 31, 1999
Procedures to Prevent Hazards, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 2001

Contingency Plan, dated May 1998, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending
September 30, 2000

Personnel Training, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 20010

Closure and Financial Assurance, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1998
Reporting and Recordkeeping

Other Federal and State Laws

Topographic Map

Waste Analysis Plan for 242-A Evaporator, from Class 1 Modification from quarter ending March
31,1998

Engineering Drawings, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending March 31, 2000

The 242-A Evaporator/Crystallizer Tank System Integrity Assessment Report

Building Emergency Plan for 242-A Evaporator, from Class 2 Modification dated February 2001.
Enforceable portions include Sections 1.5, 3.1,4.0,7.1,7.1.1, 7.1.2, 7.2, 7.2.1, 7.2.2, 7.2.3, 7.2.4,
7.2.5, 7251 73 8.2,8.3,84, 90 91 92 9.3, 94 9.5, 96 EIO 120 and 13.0.

Modification Class: *** Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: ~ A.I.
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and informatiormal changes.
Submltted by Co-Operatar, ﬁewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
o -
% ok, 9{/@/ R 2 6oy 02 700
T. L. Moore Dafe |. G. H. Sarfders Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

''Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a
formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the
proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
242-A Evaporator Part III, Chapter 5 and Attachment 35

Description of Modification:
Chapter 2.0, Section 2.1.2.2:

2.1.2.2 Steam Service Supply
Steam needed for the 242-A Evaporator process eurrently-is supphed by ﬂ*e%@&-Best—Ar-e&-pewerheese-

T —

hreapackage boilers

located in the,242-BA Annex west of the 242«A'B 'i-idmg A 610-mch steam llne supplles 4—5—5-6_69-kilopascals gauge
pressure steam and a 2 1/2-meh steam lme prov1des 620 kllepascals ‘gauge’ pressure steam to the 242 A Evapefete; -

5 The—284—E-—Be+lém-g%né—the package bo:lers and

242_;B:A Angex are not part of the 242-A Evaporatr.

Modification Class: '2* Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modiﬁ_cation: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions '
1. Administrative and informational changes.

Submitted by Co-Operator: yy RL Program Off_ief Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
7/ vk ‘A% s/ &//c
T. L. Moore Date _/6 H. Sanders Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

!'Class | modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class ', 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a
formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the
proposed modification should automatlcally be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to ', if approprlate
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
242-A Evaporator Part III, Chapter 5 and Attachment 35
escription of Modification:

Chapter 8.0: _
Remove Chapter 8.0 and replace with the attached Chapter 8.0.

Modification Class: '3 ' Class 1 Class 1 Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: X

—

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: A.l.

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A, General Permit Provisions
Admmlstratlve and informational changes. .

Submitted by Co-Operator ?’ wed by RL »fo’gram Office; Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
/7/! MJQ_Q/ 7 Ory 02 o
T. L. Moore Date- / G. H. Sanders Date F. Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

!Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a
formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the
proposed modification should automatlcaliy be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form '

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
242-A Evaporator , Part III, Chapter 5 and Attachment 35

Description of Modification:

Appendix 3A, Section 6.1.1:
6.1.1 Candidate Feed Tank Sample Collection

Candidate feed tank samples are obtained by using a grab sampling method (e.g. "bottle on a string method") specified
in ASTM E300, Standard Practices for Sampling Industrial Chemicals (ASTM 1986). The number of lateral
sampling locations in candidate feed tanks is limited by the availability of tank risers providing access into the tank.
Generally, only a few risers in each tank are actually available for sampling because the risers are dedicated to
instrumentation or other uses. Sampling within a vertical column is generally limited only by the depth of waste in the
tank. The criteria in Table 6-14- is-are used when determining the specific sampling locations.

Riser selection is made by numbering the available risers that are at least 4.6 meters (-5-feet) from each other and
using a random number generator to select which risers will be used. Sample depths are determined by dividing the
tank level into 1-foot increments and using a random number generator to determine a depth, which meets the criteria
given in Table 6-1-4,

Modification Class: '2*: Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: : X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions ‘
1. Administrative and informational changes.

Submitted by Co-Operator: R%jr by-RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
YL S
[7there_o/fidin S/ Y 0t 22 g \
T. L. Moore Date G. H. Sanders Date F. Jamison Date I..E. Ruud Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a
formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the
proposed modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: ~ Permit Part & Chapter:
242-A Evaporator Part IT1, Chapter 5 and Attachment 35

Description of Madification:

Appendix 3A, Section 6.1.2:
6.1.2 Candidate Feed Tank Sampling Quahty Assurance and Quality Countrol

Fleld and trlp blanks use the same types of sample bottleste actual samples and are ﬁlled wrth reagent-grade water
before shipment to the field.

Preservatives are not used with candidate feed tank samples because of concerns with high radiation exposure that would
result from additional handling of sample solutions, It is not practical to refrigerate the bulky, shielded sample pigs and -
shipping containers. Biological activity, generaily the largest problem in environmental samples, is unlikely in candidate
feed tank samples because of the high salt content, pH, and radioactivity.

The chain of custody is documented on a data sheet that includes a disorete [iE sample number, date and time sample
was taken, custody seal number, and signature of the sampler. When possession of the sample is transferred to other
persons, such as the shipper or laboratory, the signature of the relinquisher and receiver are recorded, along with date and
time of the transfer. The receiver at the laboratory also documents on the data sheet that the sample seal number is correct
and the seal is intact. The chain-of-custody data sheets are included in the operating record.

*Teflon is a trademark of E.I. DuPont de Nemours & Company

Modification Class: '?* Class | Class '1 Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:  A.1. (Incorporating Permit Condition IL.R., Equivalent material change)

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Admmlstratlve and informational changes .

Submltte b Co-Operator Revrew\eWram Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
004»2 9 / ({') OCT 02 rnot
T L. Moore Date G, H. Sanders Date | F.Jamison Date L.E. Ruud Date

'Class | modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class ', 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a
formal modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix |, then the
proposed modification should automatlcally be given a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the
Department of Ecology, or down graded to ', rf appropriate, :




Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification
Part lll, Chapter 5 and Attachment 35

242-A Evaporator
Replacement Sections
Index
Chapter 2.0
Chapter 8.0

Appendix 3A



D00 SO B WD

Class 1 Modification: DOE/RL-90-42, Rev. 1C

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 9/2001
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2.0  FACILITY DESCRIPTION AND GENERAL PROVISIONS [B AND E]

The 242-A Evaporator is an existing waste management unit located in the 200 East Area (Chapter 1.0).

The 242-A Evaporator treats mixed waste from the Double-Shell Tank Systermn (DST System) (DOE/RL-
90-39) by removing water and most volatile organics. The mixed waste is separated into a slurry stream
and a process condensate stream.

A more detailed discussion of waste types and manifesting, and the identification of the processes and
equipment, are provided in Chapters 3.0 and 4.0 respectively. Although the treatment, storage, and/or
disposal of radioactive waste (i.c., source, special nuclear, and by-product materials as defined by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954) are not within the scope of Resource Conservation and Recovery Act
(RCRA) of 1976 or WAC 173-303, information is provided for general knowledge.

2.1 242-A EVAPORATOR DESCRIPTION [B-l]

The following sections provide general descriptions of the 242-A Evaporator process components
(Figure 2-1). Detailed process information for each component is provided in Chapter 4.0.

2.1.1 Process Buildings

The principle process components of the 242-A Evaporator system are located in the 242-A and 242-
AB Buildings (Figure 2-2), along with supporting service and operating areas. These buildings enclose
the following areas that handle mixed waste:

Evaporator room

Condenser room

Pump room

Loadout and hot equipment storage room
Loading room

Ion exchange column room.

In addition, 242-A and 242-AB Buildings enclose the following areas that do not contain or handle mixed
waste. '

e Control room (242-AB Building)

¢  Aqueous makeup (AMU) room

s Heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) room

s Miscellaneous offices, lunch room, lavatories, and change rooms.

Figures 2-3 and 2-4 provide floor plans for the first and second floors of the 242-A and 242-AB Buildings
and Figure 2-5 provides building elevations.

2.1.1.1 Control Room

The new control room, located in the 242-AB Building, contains the centralized monitoring and control
system (MCS). The MCS computer monitors process parameters and controls the parameters where
required. Once the configuration parameters and other process control functions are set, the MCS
functions independently of the operator, maintaining process parameters within specified ranges by
sending output signals that operate specific pieces of equipment (e.g., control valves).

The control room also has instrurnentation that monitors alarms at 241-AW, 241-AN, 241-AP, 241-A,
and 242-AX Tank Farms, as well as computer terminals for the computer automated surveillance system
(CASS}) and the laboratory computer system (for access to sample results).
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2.1.1.2 Aqueous Makeup Room

The AMU room, located on the south end of the 242-A Building, is used for receiving and mixing
chemicals and transferring these into the process. The room contains the antifoam tank (E-102), a 378-
liter (100-gallon) tank used to hold antifoam added to the process, the eluant tank (E-101}, a 15,900-liter
tank that is no longer used, and the decontamination tank (E-104), a 2,350-liter tank used to hold
decontamination solutions, such as water or citric acid,

2.1.1.3 Evaporatoer Room

The evaporator room contains the vapor-liquid separator where evaporative separation and concentration
take place, and the reboiler, which heats process solution to the required temperature. The room is set 3.0
meters belowgrade and extends approximately five stories abovegrade with work platforms located at
each level.

Personnel entries to the evaporator room are made only for nonroutine maintenance and inspections,
Such entries require that the evaporator vessel be drained and flushed with water or decontamination
solution to reduce radiation exposure to personnel.

2.1.1.4 Condenser Room

The condenser room, like the adjacent evaporator room, is approximately five stories abovegrade, with
the floor set 3.0 meters belowgrade. Condensed vapors from three condensers drain by gravity to the
condensate collection tank located on the bottom floor. The condenser room also houses the vacuum
condenser system, process condensate pump, condensate recycle pump, process instrumentation, and
other equipment.

Also located in the condenser room is the vessel ventilation system. The vessel ventilation system is used
to filter and exhaust noncondensable vapors from the 242-A Evaporator process vessels. The system
consists of a deentrainment unit, prefilter, heater, high-efficiency particulate air (HEPA) filters, and an
exhauster,

2.1.1.5 Pump Room

The pump room is located directly south of the evaporator room and houses the recirculation pump and
slurry pump. Equipment in the pump room is designed to be maintained remotely using a bridge-type
service crane. Concrete cover blocks (that can be moved by the crane) cover the pump room to provide
confinement of contaminants.

A portion of the pump room floor is set 3.0 meters belowgrade to contain potential spills. Located in this
section of the floor is a 1.5-meter by 1.5-meter by 1.8-meter deep sump lined with stainless steel to collect
spills from various floor drains.

2.1.1.6 Loadout and Hot Equipment Storage Room

The loadout and hot equipment storage room is located adjacent to the pump room and is open to the
overhead crane gallery. Failed pump room equipment (pumps, jumpers, etc.) are placed here by crane,
decontaminated, and either repaired or packaged for disposal.

A shielded sampling enclosure is located within the-room along a portion of the wall that is common with
the pump room. Sampling lines run from the pump room to this enclosure. Valve handies outside the
enclosure and a shielded viewing window allows the remote collection of feed and slurry samples.
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2.1.1.7 Loading Room

The loading room is located in the southwest corner of the 242-A Building. The ceiling of the loading
room is formed by a rollup, nylon-vinyl curtain-type door enclosure that can be rolled open to allow
transfer of equipment between the loading room and the loadout and hot equipment storage room using
the overhead crane.

2.1.1.8 Heating, Ventilation, and Air Conditioning Room

The HVAC room is located on the second floor, directly above the AMU room. The HVAC room
contains the supply ventilation equipment for the 242-A Building.

2.1.1.9 Ion Exchange Column Room

The ion exchange enciosure is a small area that holds the ion exchange column for process condensate
treatment, The enclosure is located on the north wall of the condenser room.

2.1.1.10 Miscellaneots Offices, Lunich Room, Lavatories, and Change Rooms

The offices, lunch room, lavatories, and change rooms are located on the first floor away from
contaminated areas.

2.1.2 External Equipment and Structures

In addition to the equipment and structures housed within the 242-A and 242-AB Buildings, some
external equipment and structures are required for 242-A Evaporator operation. These external units
include the following: :

The 207-A retention basins

Steam service supply

Ventilation exhaust fans and HEPA filter housing
Raw water service building.

2.1.2.1 The 207-A Retention Basins

The 207-A retention basins consist of six basins constructed of reinforced concrete, each having about
265,000 liters capacity. The north three basins were used to temporarily store non-contact steam
condensate from the 242-A Evaporator for sampling before discharge. Subsequently, the steam
condensate was routed directly to the 200 Area Treated Effluent Disposal Facility (TEDF) and the
207-A retention basins are no longer used. The three north basins are included in the 242-A Evaporator
waste management unit. The three south basins previously held process condensate mixed waste for
sampling and discharge. These basins have been removed from service, emptied, and will be closed
under a separate closure plan.

2.1.2.2 Steam Service Supply

Steam needed for the 242-A Evaporator process is supplied by package boilers located in the

242-BA Annex west of the 242-A Building. A 10-inch steam line supplies 69 kilopascals gauge pressure
steam and a 2 1/2-inch steam line provides 620 kilopascals gauge pressure steam to the 242-A Building
The-package boilers and 242-BA Annex are not part of the 242-A Evaporator.

2.1.2.3  Ventilation Exhaust Fans and Filter Housing

The exhaust fans and the HEPA filter system are located north of the 242-A Evaporator. There is no
dangerous or mixed waste associated with this exhaust system, which ventilates the various rooms within
the building for contamination control.
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2.1.2.4 Raw Water Service Building

The raw water service building (242-A-81) houses the valves and strainers for routing raw process water
to the 242-A Evaporator. Columbia River water is supplied to the water service building from the 284-
E Water Supply Reservoir. Water used to backflush strainers in the water service building is routed to
TEDF. No dangerous or mixed waste is present in the raw water service building. The 284-E Water
Supply Reservoir is not considered part of the 242-A Evaporator.

2.1.3 Other Ehvironmental Permits

All environmental permits that are required to support operation of the 242-A Evaporator are identified in
the Annual Hanford Site Environmental Permitting Status Report (e.g., DOE/RL-96-63).

2.1.4 Construction Schedule

Any proposed new construction for mixed waste operations will be managed as described in the Hanford
Facility RCRA Permit.

2.2 TOPOGRAPHIC MAP [B-2]
A topographic map (Drawing H-13-000039) is located in Appendix 2A.
2.3 ROADWAY TRAFFIC TO THE 242-A EVAPORATOR [B-4]

General traffic information for the Hanford Facility is presented in the General Information Portion
(DOE/RL-91-28). Access to the 242-A Evaporator is provided by 4th Street to the south and Canton
Avenue to the east. These roads are constructed of bituminous asphalt that provides satisfactory all-
weather access. Paved parking areas are provided for 242-A Evaporator personnel.

24 RELEASE FROM SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNITS [E]

Information concerning releases from solid waste management units is discussed in the General
Information Portion (DOE/RL-91-28).
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8.0 PERSONNEL TRAINING [H]

This chapter discusses personnel training requirements based on WAC 173-303 and the HF RCRA Permit
(DW Portion). In accordance with WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(xii), the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste
Part B Permit Application must contain two items: (1) "an outline of both the introductory and
continuing training programs by owners or operators to prepare persons to operate or maintain the TSD
facility in a safe manner as required to demonstrate compliance with WAC 173-303-330" and (2) "a brief
description of how training will be designed to meet actual job tasks in accordance with the requirements
in WAC 173-303-330(1)(d)." The HF RCRA Permit, (DW portion) Condition I1.C (Personnel Training)
contains training requirements applicable to Hanford Facility personnel and non-Facility personnel.

Compliance with these requirements at the 242-A Evaporator is demonstrated by information contained
both in Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28, Attachment 33 of the HF RCRA Permit, and this chapter. This
chapter supplements Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28.

8.1 OUTLINE OF INTRODUCTORY AND CONTINUING TRAINING PROGRAMS

The introductory and continuing training programs are designed to prepare personnel to manage and
maintain the TSD unit in a safe, effective, and environmentally sound manner. In addition to preparing
personnel to manage and maintain TSD units under normal conditions, the training programs ensure that
personnel are prepared to respond in a prompt and effective manner should abnormal or emergency
conditions occur. Emergency response training is consistent with the description of actions contained in
Chapter 7.0, Contingency Plan. The introductory and continuing training programs contain the following
objectives:

* Teach Hanford Facility personnel to perform thelr duties in a way that ensures the Hanford Facility's
compliance with WAC 173-303

* Teach Hanford Facility personnel dangerous waste management procedures (including
implementation of the contingency plan) relevant to the job titles/positions in which they are
employed, and

* Ensure Hanford Facility personnel can respond effectively to emergencies.

8.1.1 Introductory Training

Introductory training includes general Hanford Facility training and TSD unit-specific training. General
Hanford Facility training is described in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1, and is provided in accordance with
the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition II.C.2. TSD unit-specific training is provided to Hanford
Facility personnel allowing those personnel to work unescorted, and in some cases is required for escorted
access. Hanford Facility personnel cannot perform a task for which they are not properly trained, except
to gain required experience while under the direct supervision of a supervisor or coworker who is
properly trained. Hanford Facility personnel must be trained within 6 months after their employment at
or assignment to the Hanford Facility, or to a new job title/position at the Hanford Facility, whichever is
later.

General Hanford Facility training: Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.

Contingency Plan training: Hanford Facility personnel receive training on applicable portions of the
Hanford Emergency Management Plan [Attachment 4 of the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion)] in general
Hanford Facility training. In addition, Hanford Facility personnel receive training on content of the
description of actions contained in contingency plan documentation in Chapter 7.0 and Appendix 7. A to
be able to effectively respond to emergencies. .

8-1
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Emergency Coordinator training: Hanford Facility personnel who perform emergency coordinator duties
in WAC 173-303-360 (e.g., Building Emergency Director) in the Hanford Incident Command System
receive training on implementation of the contingency plan and fulfilling the position within the Hanford
Incident Command System. These Hanford Facility personnel must also become thoroughly familiar
with applicable contingency plan documentation, operations, activities, location, and properties of all
waste handled, location of all records, and the unit/building layout.

Operations training: Dangerous waste management operations training (e.g., waste designation training,
shippers training) is determined on a unit-by-unit basis and considers the type of waste management unit
(¢.g., container management unit) and the type of activities performed at the waste management unit
(e.g., sampling). For example, training provided for management of dangerous waste in containers is
different than the training provided for management of dangerous waste in a tank system. Common
training required for compliance within similar waste management units can be provided in general
training and supplemented at the TSD unit. Training provided for TSD unit-specific operations is
identified in the training plan documentation based on: (1) whether a general training course exists,

(2) the training needs to ensure waste management unit compliance with WAC 173-303, and (3) training
commitments agreed to with Ecology.

8.1.2 Continuing Training

Continuing training meets the requirements for WAC 173-303-330(1)(b) and includes general Hanford
Facility training and TSD unit-specific training.

General Hanford Facility training: Annual refresher training is provided for general Hanford Facility
training. Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.

Contingency plan training: Annual refresher training is provided for contingency plan training. Refer to
description above in Section 8.1.1.

Emergency coordinator training: Annual refresher training is provided for emergency coordinator
training. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.

Qperations training: Refresher training occurs on many frequencies (i.e., annual, every other year, every
3 years) for operations training. When justified, some training will not contain a refresher course and will
be identified as a one-time only training course. The TSD unit-specific training plan documentation will
specify the frequency for each training course. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.

8.2 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING DESIGN

Proper design of a training program ensures personnel who perform duties on the Hanford Facility related
to WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) are trained to perform their duties in compliance with WAC 173-303. Actual
job tasks, referred to as duties, are used to determine training requirements. The first step taken to ensure
Hanford Facility personnel have received the proper training is to determine and document the waste
management duties by job title/position. The second step compares waste management duties to general
waste management unit training curriculum. If general waste management unit training curriculum does
not address the waste management duties, the training curriculum is supplemented and/or on-the-job
training is provided. The third step summarizes the content of a training course necessary to ensure that
the training provided to each job title/position addresses associated waste management duties. The last
step is to assign training curriculum to Hanford Facility personnel based on the previous evaluation. The
training plan documentation contains this process,

Waste management duties include those specified in Section 8.1 as wel) as those contained in
WAC 173-303-330(1)(d). Training elements of WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) applicable to the
242-A Evaporator operations include the following:
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* Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing emergency and monitoring equipment .
* Key parameters for automatic waste feed cut-off systems

+ Communications or alarm systems

* Response to fires or explosions

+  Shutdown of operations.

Hanford Facility personnel who perform these duties receive training pertaining to their duties. The
training plan documentation described in Section 8.3 contains spécific information regarding the types of
training Hanford Facility personnel receive based on the outline in Section 8.1.

83 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING PLAN

In accordance with HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition I1.C.3, the unit-specific portion of the
Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Permit Application must contain a description of the training plan.
Training plan documentation is maintained outside of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part B
Permit Application and the HF RCRA Permit. Therefore, changes made to the training plan
documentation are not subject to the HF RCRA Permit modification process. However, the training plan
documentation is prepared to comply with WAC 173-303-330(2). :

Documentation prepared to meet the training plan consists of hard copy and/or electronic media as
provided by HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition II.C.1. The training plan documentation consists
of one or more documents and/or a training database with all the components identified in the core
document. .

A description of how training plan documentation meets the three items in WAC 173-303-330(2) is as
follows:

1. -330(2)(a): "The job title, job description, and name of the employee filling each job. The job
description must include requisite skills, education, other qualifications, and duties for each position."

Description: The specific Hanford Facility personnel job title/position is correlated to the waste
management duties. Waste management duties relating to WAC 173-303 are correlated to training
courses to ensure training properly is assigned.

Only names of Hanford Facility personnel who carry out job duties relating to TSD unit waste
management operations at the 242-A Evaporator are maintained. Names are maintained within the
training plan documentation. A list of Hanford Facility personnel assigned to the 242-A Evaporator
is available upon request.

Information on requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for job titles/positions are
addressed by providing a reference where this information is maintained (e.g., human resources).
Specific information concerning job title, requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for
personnel can be provided upon request.

2. -330(2)(b): "A written description of the type and amount of both introductory and continuing
training required for each position."”

Description: In addition to the outline provided in Section 8.1, training courses developed to comply
with the introductory and continuing training programs are identified and described in the training
plan documentation. The type and amount of training is specified in the training plan documentation
as shown in Table 8-1.
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3. -330(2)(c): "Records documenting that personnel have received and completed the training required
by this section. The Department may require, on a case-by-case basis, that training records include
employee initials or signature to verify that training was received."

Description: Training records are maintained consistent with DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.4.

Table 8-1. 200 Area Liqﬁid Waste Processing Facilities Training Matrix.

Training Category*
DOE/RL-91-28 General Contingency { Emergency Operations Training
s Hanford Plan Coordinator
Chapter 8 Training Facility Training Training
Category Training
200 Area Liquid Orientation | Emergency Emcrg_ency General Container Tank System Surface
Waste Processing Program Res_ponsc Coorc.lmator Waste Management { Management | Impoundment
Facilities DWTP (contingency Training Management
plan)
implementing
category
Job title/position
Nuclear Chemical
Operators (NCOs) X X X X X X
Shift Technical X x
Advisor (STAs)
Shift Operations
Manager (SOMs) X X X
Environmental X X
Compliance Officer
Resident Waste
Service Provider X X X
Non-Resident
Waste Service X X

Provider

* Refer to the 200 Area Liquid Waste Processing Facilities Dangerous Waste Training Plan for 2
complete description of coursework in each training category. The 200 Area Liquid Waste Processing
Facilities Dangerous Waste Training Plan address the 242-A Evaporator, the 200 Area Effluent Treatment
Facility, and the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility.
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GLOSSARY

American Society for Testing and Materials
American Water Works Association

Code of Federal Regulations
total carbon

U. S. Department of Energy

data quality objective

data quality objective/decision error feasibility trials
differential scanning calorimeter

Double-Shell Tanks

Washington State Department of Ecology

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility

gas chromotography
high-density polyethylene

total inorganic carbon
infared

land disposal restriction
Liquid Effluent Retention Facility

mass spectrometry
not applicable

quality assurance
quality control

35 RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976

2 ASTM
3 AWWA
4
5 CFR
6 Cr
7
8 DOE -
9 DQO
10 DQO/DEFT
11 DSC
12 DST
13
I4  Ecology
15 EPA
16 ETF
17
18 GC
19
20 HDPE
21
221G
23 IR
24
25 LDR
26 LERF
27
28 MS
29
30 NA
31
32 QA
33 QC
34
36 RPD
37
38 TCLP
39 TOC
40 TSD
41
42 VOA
43
44  WAC
45 WAP

relative percent difference

toxicity characteristic leaching procedure
total organic carbon

treatment, storage, and/or disposal

volatile organic analysis

Washington Administrative Code
waste analysis plan
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METRIC CONVERSION CHART
Into metric units Out of metric units
If you know Multiply by To get If you know Multiply by To get
Length Length
inches 25.40 millimeters millimeters 0.0393 inches
inches 2.54 centimeters centimeters 0.393 inches
feet 0.3048 meters meters 3.2808 feet
yards 0.914 meters meters 1.09 yards
miles 1.609 kilometers kilometers 0.62 miles
Area Area
square inches 6.4516 square square 0.155 square inches
centimeters centimeters
square feet 0.092 square meters square meters 10.7639 square feet -
square yards 0.836 square meters square meters 1.20 square yards
square miles 2.59 square square 0.39 square miles
kilometers kilometers
acres 0.404 hectares hectares 2471 acres
Mass (weight) Mass (weight
ounces 28.35 _grams _grams 0.0352 ounces
pounds 0.453 kilograms kilograms 2.2046 pounds
short ton 0.907 metric ton metri¢ fon 1.10 short ton
Volume Volume

fluid ounces 29.57 milliliters milliliters 0.03 fluid ounces
quarts 0.95 liters liters 1.057 quarts
gallons 3.79 liters liters 0.26 gallons
cubic feet 0.03 cubic meters cubic meters 35.3147 cubic feet
cubic yards 0.76456 cubic meters cubic meters 1.308 cubic yards

Temperature Temperature
Fahrenheit subtract 32 Celsius Celsius multiply by | Fahrenheit

then 9/5ths, then

multiply by add 32

5/9ths

Force Force

pounds per 6.895 kilopascals kilopascals 1.4504 x pounds per
square inch 10* square inch

Source: Engineering Unit Conversions, M. R. Lindeburg, PE., Second Ed., 1990, Professional
Publications, Inc., Belmont, California.

APP 3A-vi



Class 1 Modification: ' ' DOE/RL-90-42, Rev. 1C
Quarter ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

)

OWOO b WN

—

11

12
13
14
15

16
17
18
19
20

21

22
23
24
25

26
27
28
29
30

31
32
33
34

35

1.0 INTRODUCTION

This waste analysis plan (WAP) addresses analysis necessary to manage the waste at the

242-A Evaporator according to Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) requirements included
in the Hanford Facility Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Permit for the Treatment, Storage, and
Disposal of Dangerous Waste (Ecology and EPA 1994), Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and
Consent Order (Tri-Party Agreement, Ecology et.al. 1996), Washington Administrative Code (WAC),
Chapter 173-303, and Part 264 of the Code of Federal Regulations.

The WAP is included as Appendix 3A of the 242-4 Evaporator Dangerous Waste Permit Application
{(DOE/RL-90-42). Modifications of the WAP require modifications of the permit. Permit modifications
are discussed in Section I.C of the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit and WAC 173-303-830.

1.1 PURPOSE

The purpose of the WAP is to ensure waste at the 242-A Evaporator is managed properly in accordance
with WAC 173-303-300. To ensure the waste analysis is comprehensive, a data quality objectives (DQQ)
analysis was performed on all streams at the 242-A Evaporator. Sampling and analysis identified in the
DQO analysis related to meeting RCRA requirements are included as an integral part of this WAP,

Regulatory and safety issues are addressed in the WAP by establishing boundary conditions for waste to
be received and treated at the 242-A Evaporator. The boundary conditions are set by establishing limits
for items such as reactivity, waste compatibility, and control of vessel vent organic emissions. Waste that
exceeds the boundary conditions would not be acceptable for processing without further actions, such as
blending with other waste.

1.2 SCOPE

This WAP discusses RCRA sampling and analysis of the waste in selected DST System tanks to
determine the acceptability of the waste for processing at the 242-A Evaporator. Sampling and analysis
of DST System waste for other reasons, such as preparation for tank-to-tank transfers, is included in the
waste analysis plan for the DST System.

RCRA sampling of the process condensate transferred to the Liquid Effluent Retention Facility (LERF)
can be performed at either the 242-A Evaporator or at LERF. A discussion of process condensate
sampling at the 242-A Evaporator is included in this WAP, while discussion of process condensate
sampling at LERF is included in the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Permit Application, Liquid
Effluent Retention Facility and 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility (DOE/RL-97-03, Appendix 3A).

Samples of other 242-A Evaporator waste streams, such as steam condensate, cooling water, and
242-A-81 backflush water, are taken as required for process control but are excluded from this plan
because these streams have been previously characterized and determined to be nondangerous waste
streams.

1-1



Class 1 Modification: . ' DOE/RL-90-42, Rev. I1C
Quarter ending 9/30/2001 9/2001

LV TN S P N R

This page intentionally left blank.

1-2



Class 1 Modification:
Quarter ending 9/30/2001

DOE/RL-90-42, Rev, 1C
9/2001

2.0 242-A EVAPORATOR PROCESS DESCRIPTION

The 242-A Evaporator, located in the 200 East Area of the Hanford Site, separates the incoming waste
from the DST System into two aqueous streams as described in the following paragraph. Also associated
with the 242-A Evaporator are utility waste streams such as cooling water and steam condensate, which
are not dangerous waste. Description of the waste processed by the 242-A Evaporator is described in
Section 3.0.

The 242-A Evaporator process uses a conventional forced-circulation, vacuum evaporation system to
concentrate mixed waste solutions from the DST System tanks. The incoming stream is separated by
evaporation into two liquid streams: a concentrated slurry stream and a process condensate stream. The
slurry contains the majority of the radionuclides and inorganic constituents. After the slurry is
concentrated to the desired amount, the slurry stream is pumped back to the DST Systemn and stored for
further treatment. Vapor from the evaporation process is condensed, producing process condensate,
which is primarily water with trace amounts of organic material and a greatly reduced concentration of
radionuclides. The process condensate is transferred to LERF for storage and treatment. Vacuum for the
evaporator vessel is provided by two steam jet ejectors, producing a gaseous vessel vent exhaust. The
242-A Evaporator vessel vent stream is filtered and discharged through an exhaust stack. Figure 2-1
shows a simplified schematic of the 242-A Evaporator process. A more detailed description of the
242-A Evaporator process is provided in Chapter 4.0 of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Permit
Application, 242-4 Evaporator (DOE/RL-90-42).
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Figure 2-1. 242-A Evaporator Simplified Schematic
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3.0 WASTE IDENTIFICATION

All of the waste accepted by the 242-A Evaporator comes from DST System. The waste in the DST
System tanks is received from onsite generators, which characterize the waste before transfer to the DST
System. Waste characterization is based on analytical data and/or process knowledge. Based on this
information, the waste in certain DST System tanks-are selected as 'candidates’ for processing in the
242-A Evaporator. The contents of these candidate feed tanks are subjected to closer scrutiny and
evaluated against 242-A Evaporator waste acceptance criteria before the final tank selection is made. To
meet waste acceptance criteria, the contents of several tanks could be blended together in the feed tank
(241-AW-102) prior to processing.

3.1 GENERAL CONSTITUENT DESCRIPTION

The only waste stream processed at the 242-A Evaporator is the DST System waste stream, which
consists of mixed waste received from various Hanford Site activities. The mixed waste is a radioactive
aqueous solution containing dissolved inorganic salts such as sodium, potassium, aluminum, hydroxides,
nitrates, and nitrites. The mixed waste in some tanks has detectable levels of heavy metals such as lead,
chromium, and cadmium. The radionuclide content includes fission products such as the Sr-90 and
Cs-137, and actinide series elements such as uranium and plutonium. Small quantities of ammonia and
organics, such as acetone, butanol, and tri-butyl phosphate, could also be present. Waste received in the
DST System has been chemically adjusted to ensure the waste is compatible with materials used for
construction of the waste tanks and the 242-A Evaporator. The consistency of the waste in the DST
System ranges from liquid supernate to thick sludge. Waste fed to the 242-A Evaporator is supernate
taken from the DST System; the sludge is not processed through the 242-A Evaporator.

The slurry is an aqueous solution containing the same components as the feed stream with increased
concentrations. Most of the volatile constituents are evaporated and transferred to the process condensate.
The process condensate is a dilute aqueous solution with ammonia, volatile organics, and trace quantities
of radionuclides and inorganic constituents.

3.2 CLASSIFICATION OF WASTE

The waste processed at the 242-A Evaporator is classified as a mixed waste because it contains
radioactive components and is a dangerous waste. The concentrated slurry produced by the evaporation
process is also a mixed waste because it contains the same mixed waste constituents as the waste feed.
The process condensate is classified as a mixed waste because it contains radioactive components and is a
listed waste. The process condensate is a listed waste because it is derived from a listed waste.

Analysis of utility streams which do not contact mixed waste solutions, such as cooling water and steam
condensate, are conducted per the requirements of the 200 Area Treated Effluent Disposal Facility, which
receives these streams. These analyses are not discussed in this plan because these streams are not
dangerous waste under WAC 173-303.

3.3 DANGEROUS WASTE NUMBERS

Waste transferred to the 242-A Evaporator could be assigned any of the dangerous waste numbers found
in the Part A, Form 3, given in Chapter 1.0 and in the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part A Permit
Application (DOE/RL-88-21). These numbers are identical to the ones in the Part A, Form 3 for the DST
System. Because of blending that occurs within the DST System, waste transferred to the
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1 242-A Evaporator usually does not display all the characteristics found in the Part A, Form 3s, for these
2 TSD units.
3 Process knowledge and historical data indicate that the slurry stream returning to the DST System
4  contains the same dangerous waste constituents as the waste feed, so the same dangerous waste numbers
5 are applicable to the feed and slurry.
6  Table 3-1 lists the dangerous waste numbers assigned to the process condensate. The process condensate
7  is designated with the dangerous waste numbers FQ0! to FOO0S because the process condensate is derived
8  from treatment of DST Systern waste assigned these numbers,
9 Table 3-1. Waste Designation For Process Condensate,

Waste number Characteristic/Source Basis for designation

F0O01 Spent halogenated solvents Derived from F001 waste

F002 Spent halogenated solvents Derived from F002 waste

F003 Spent nonhalogenated solvents Derived from F003 waste

FO04 Spent nonhalogenated solvents Derived from F004 waste

F005 Spent nonhalogenated solvents Derived from F005 waste

F039 Multi-source leachate from waste Future receipt of waste with the F039

disposal operations number, derived from F0O01 through
F005.
10
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4.0 WASTE ACCEPTANCE PROCESS

This section describes the actions performed before every campaign to determine if the waste in the DST
System tanks is acceptable for treatment at the 242-A Evaporator. This section also describes the actions
for sampling the process condensate stream at the 242-A Evaporator, if necessary, to determine if the
process condensate is acceptable for treatment at the 200 Area Effluent Treatment Facility (ETF).

4.1 CANDIDATE FEED WASTE ACCEPTANCE PROCESS

Candidate feed tank sampling performed for this WAP is done in the DST System before transfer of the
waste to the 242-A Evaporator. Certain DST System tanks are selected as “candidates’ for waste to be
processed in the 242-A Evaporator. This section describes the method for determining if the waste in a
candidate feed tank is acceptable for processing.

4.1.1 Selecting Candidate Feed Tanks

For each 242-A Evaporator campaign, DST System tanks are selected as candidate feed tanks based on
process knowledge of chemical properties with respect to waste acceptance criteria (Section 5.0). Aftera
candidate tank is selected, the waste in the tank is sampled and analyzed and the data evaluated to confirm
waste acceptability. Every candidate feed tank is sampied and analyzed to confirm waste acceptability. -

4.1.2 Determining the Number of Capdidate Feed Tank Samples

Once a candidate feed tank is selected, the number of tank samples to be taken is determined by statistical
analysis using existing tank data or data from similar waste in other tanks. Figure 4-1 illustrates the
decision logic used to determine the number of samples to be taken. Preliminary concentrations of
critical analytes are compared to the waste acceptability limits to statistically determine the number of
samples necessary to verify the composition of the waste. The statistical analysis accounts for how close
the concentrations of critical analytes are to the limits and the desired confidence level. The closer the
concentrations are to the limits, or the greater the desired confidence level, the more samples must be
taken. For regulatory compliance, acetone is used as the critical analyte because it is often present at
elevated levels. A 95% confidence level is specified for acetone. Critical analytes for process control are
also assessed. Acetone analysis is usually not available from preliminary data, so process control analytes
(such as nitrate and hydroxide) are often used. The statistical analysis includes the generation of power
curve calculations using Data Quality Objectives Decision Error Feasibility Trials (EPA 1994b) software
developed by the EPA. This software requires input of minimum and maximum expected values, action
levels, mean sample results, standard deviations of sample results, and upper and lower confidence levels.
The software outputs the minimum number of samples required. In general, three samples are taken as a
minimum because taking two samples would require resampling if one sample should be lost or
contaminated in the laboratory. A maximum of five samples generally is applied to minimize exposure to
sampling personnel.

4.1.3 Assessing Candidate Feed Tank Analysis

When results of the sample analysis are available (and before the waste is processed), a second statistical
analysis, similar to the first, is performed with the new analyte data to verify a sufficient number of
samples was taken (Figure 4-2).

Candidate feed tank sampling and analysis, in conjunction with acceptance criteria in Section 5.0, are
used to assess whether established limits would be exceeded. Based on the results, three possible options
are implemented:
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¢ The waste is acceptable for processing at the 242-A Evaporator without further actions.

¢ The waste is unacceptable for processing as a single batch, but is acceptable if blended with other
waste to be processed. '

e The waste is unacceptable for processing.

If the waste is suitable for evaporation, it will be transferred to the feed tank (241-AW-102) for
processing. '

4.2 PROCESS CONDENSATE WASTE SAMPLING PROCESS

RCRA sampling of process condensate is completed per the LERF/ETF WAP (HNF-SD-ENV-WAP-008)
before treatment at the ETF. Depending on programmatic needs, this sampling can be performed at the
242-A Evaporator during a campaign or at LERF after the campaign is completed.

Before the start of a 242-A Evaporator campaign, the decision whether process condensate sampling will
be performed at the 242-A Evaporator or at LERF is documented in the operating record. Planning for
process condensate sampling at the 242-A Evaporator (i.e., number of samples, when samples are taken,
etc.) is completed before starting the campaign.

4.2.1 Determining the Number of Process Condensate Samples

The purpose of sampling the process condensate stream at the 242-A Evaporator is to confirm that the
stream is acceptable for treatment at the ETF. Before starting a 242-A Evaporator campaign where
sampling will be performed at the 242-A Evaporator instead of LERF, characterization of the process
condensate will be developed based on process knowledge. Process knowledge includes previous
documented process condensate analysis, estimated concentrations based on documented candidate feed
tank analysis, etc. RCRA sampling of the process condensate stream at the 242-A Evaporator is
performed during the campaign to confirm the characterization is correct. Sampling frequency is
determined using the following equation:

Number of process condensate = N + 1 samples required (per campaign). Where N is the number
of candidate feed tanks to be processed during the campaign.

For example, a campaign processing waste from only one candidate feed tank would require two samples,
while a campaign processing waste from three candidate feed tanks would require four samples. Sampling
is spread approximately evenly through the campaign, allowing for operational events such as unexpected
shutdowns and planned maintenance outages. This sample frequency represents a confirmation rate of
about one sample every 5 to 8 days of processing. This is reasonable based on the extensive database of
previous process condensate analysis. A minimum of two samples are taken to allow averaging of results.

4.2.2 Assessing Process Condensate Analysis

The process condensate sample results are assessed against the requirement in the LERF/ETF WAP
(HNF-SD-ENV-WAP-008). The discussion of the waste management decision process for process
condensate sampling, including the reevaluation process, is also included in the LERF/ETF WAP,
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5.0 242-A EVAPORATOR ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA

Acceptance criteria for the 242-A Evaporator have been established from regulatory requirements,
operating experience, previous sample analyses, and engineering calculations. Processing criteria are
maximum and/or minimum values of a waste analyte that, if exceeded, alert the operator that management
of the waste requires further attention. The rationale for selecting a given analyte for inclusion in this
WAP, as required by WAC 173-303-300, is indicated in this section.

Additional analyses (such as specific gravity and radionuclide analysis) of the feed tanks, process
condensate, and other streamns are performed to ensure that the facility is operating within established
parameters. This process control sampling and analysis is outside the scope of this plan because it is not
used to assess compatibility of the waste with other waste and with the 242-A Evaporator tank systems.

5.1 CANDIDATE FEED TANK WASTE ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA

The following sections discuss waste acceptance criteria for candidate feed tanks to be processed in the
242-A Evaporator.

5.1.1 Exothermic Reactions

WAC 173-303-395 requires waste handling be conducted to prevent an uncontrolled reaction that could
damage the tank system structural integrity or threaten human health or the environment. To evaluate the
possibility of an uncontrolled reaction at the elevated temperatures in the evaporator vessel, a differential
scanning calorimeter (DSC) test is performed on sample of all candidate waste to be processed. DSC
measures the amount of heat absorbed or released by a sample as the temperature is increased. Waste
exhibiting exotherms below 168°C, or with an absolute value of the exotherm-to-endotherm ratio greater
than one, will not be processed in the 242-A Evaporator without further technical evaluation.

5.1.2 Compatibility

WAC 173-303-395 requires waste handling be conducted to prevent an uncontrolled reaction that could
damage the tank system structural integrity or threaten human health or the environment. To verify there
will be no adverse affects because of mixing the contents of different waste tanks in the feed tank and
evaporator vessel, a compatibility evaluation is performed on waste in the candidate feed tanks. As
samples from each of the planned waste sources are mixed, observations are made to note any changes in
color, temperature, clarity, or any other visually determinable characteristic. This would indicate an
unexpected chemical reaction that might have an impact on 242-A Evaporator operations. If such visible
changes are observed when mixing samples, the waste would not be processed in the 242-A Evaporator
without further technical evaluation.

51.3 Organic Constituents

The 242-A Evaporator performs distillation of waste containing organic concentrations greater than

10 parts per million by weight; therefore, organic air emissions are subject to WAC 173-303-690 (which
incorporates 40 CFR 264, Subpart AA, by reference). Organic emissions from TSD units on the Hanford
Site subject to 40 CFR 264, Subpart AA are controlled to ensure emissions to do not exceed

1.4 kilograms per hour and 2,800 kilograms per year. To ensure these requirements are met, the levels of
volatile organics in the 242-A Evaporator feed must be limited to prevent excessive organic emissions
during processing. Engineering calculations were used to determine the feed limits given in Table 5-1.
The limits include a modifier "(R-1)/R", which adjusts the limits based on the campaign's planned boiloff
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1  rate. Ris the ratio of feed flow rate to slurry flow rate. Typically, R is equal to 2, making (R-1)/R equal
2 to05. '
3 Inaddition analysis of the individual components in Table 5-1, total carbon {Cy) and total inorganic
4  carbon (ICy) analysis are performed as a screening tool to account for other organic species that might be
5  present in the waste. The value of C; minus ICy represents the total organic concentration in the waste. If
6  the Crminus ICy limit is exceeded, additional volatile organic species might be present and a more
7  detailed evaluation will be conducted to determine organic emissions out of the vessel vent. The limit for
8  evaluation is 174.4 milligrams per liter, based on the conservative assumption that all organic species
9  present in the waste are as volatile as acetone. Acetone was chosen because of its relatively high
10 volatility and low percentage of carbon.
11 The level of volatile organics in the feed must also be limited to ensure organic constituents that transfer
12 to the process condensate are compatible with the LERF liner. The high density polyethylene (HDPE)
13 liner used at the LERF is exposed to process condensate that could contain trace quantities of chemicals
14 that could cause degradation of the liner material. Based on the liner manufacturer's compatibility data,
15 the concentration limits in Table 5-2 are imposed on those classes of constituents that could potentially
16  degrade the liner. To ensure that these limits are not exceeded in the process condensate, the
17  concentration limits are applied to the candidate feed tanks as well, with the modifier "(R-1)/R". A
18  Cp minus ICy analysis, similar to the one described previously, is also applied to the LERF liner limits.
19  The strictest limit for organic species in Table 5-2 is 2,000 milligrams per liter. Assuming the organic is
20  acetone (with its low percentage of carbon), this converts to a carbon value of 1,240 milligrams per liter.
21  The calculations in Tables 5-1 and 5-2 require use of the ‘sum of the fractions' technique. A calculation is
22 performed where the analysis of each constituent is divided by its associated limit to produce a fraction of
23 thelimit. If the sum of these fractions is less than 1, the waste meets the requirements in the tables.
24 5.2 PROCESS CONDENSATE ACCEPTANCE CRITERIA
25  The waste acceptance criteria for process condensate sampling, including treatability, LERF liner
26  compatibility, compatibility with other waste, etc., is given in the LERF/ETF WAP
27

(HNF-SD-ENV-WAP-008).
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Table 5-1. Candidate Feed Tank Limits for Véssel Vent Organic Discharge *.

Feed constituent Limit
(milligrams per liter) ™

Acetone ' 174.4 ([R-1)/R)
1-Butanol 452 ([R-1}¥R)
2-Butoxyethanol 190.4 ([R-1}/R)
2-Butanone 116 ([R-1)/R)
Tri-butyl phosphate 2.03E+4 ([R-1)/R)
Total carbon and (Cr-ICy) < 174.4 ([R-1VR)
Total inorganic carbon _ (as acetone)

* Limits are based on a maximum continuous operating time equivalent to 6 months per year. If total
operating time is expected to exceed 6 months per year, the limits must be re-evaluated.

i( Cong, ) <1
n=1 LIMITn

® The limits are applied using the sum of the fractions technique: where i is the number of organic
constituents detected in analysis of the waste feed tank. Total carbon and total inorganic carbon analysis
are not part of the summation.

® R is the ratio of feed flow rate to slurry flow rate (typically R = 2).
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Table 5-2. Candidate Feed Tank Limits for LERF Liner Compatibility".

9/2001

Chemical family/parameter” Current target Limit
compounds (milligrams per liter)>
Alcohol/glycol 1-Butanol 500,000 ([R-1}/R)
Alkanone® Sum of acetone, 200,000 ([R-1])/R)
2-butanone
Alkenone* None targeted 2,000 ([R-1}/R)
Aromatic/cyclic hydrocarbon None targeted 2,000 ([R-1}/R)
Halogenated hydrocarbon None targeted 2,000 (JR-1}/R)
Aliphatic hydrocarbon None targeted 500,000 ([R-1}/R)
Ether 2-Butoxyethanol 2,000 ([R-1}R)
Qther hydrocarbons Tri-butyl phosphate 2,000 ([R-1J/R)
Oxidizers None targeted 1,000 ([R-1/R)
Acids, bases, and salts Ammonia 100,000 ([R-1)/R)
Total carbon and total onorganic carbon Not applicable (C1-ICr) < 1,240 ([R-1)/R)

(as acetone)

a If a chemical fits in more than one chemical family, the more restrictive limit applies.

b The limits are applied using the sum of the fractions technique: where i is the number of constituents
detected in analysis of the waste feed tank. Total carbon and total inorganic carbon analysis are not part

of the summation.

Z( Conca )<l
n=} LIM]T:!

c R is the ratio of feed flow rate to slurry flow rate (typically R = 2).

d Ketone containing only saturated alkyl group(s)

e Ketone containing unsaturated alkyl group(s)

f This table is used to ensure process condensate generated from candidate feed tank treatment is within

LERF liner compatibility limits
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6.0 SAMPLE COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS

This section discusses sampling and analysis, including sampling procedures, sample collection points,
sample quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC), and selection of analytes.

6.1 SAMPLE COLLECTION

This section describes collection of candidate feed tank and process condensate samples for RCRA
analysis. Candidate feed tank waste is sampled and analyzed before the start of each 242-A Evaporator
campaign. Process condensate samples are taken at the 242-A Evaporator only if the decision is made
before the start of the campaign that sampling will be done at the 242-A Evaporator instead of LERF.

6.1.1 Candidate Feed Tank Sample Collection

Candidate feed tank samples are obtained by using a grab sampling method (e.g. "bottle on a string
method") specified in ASTM E300, Standard Practices for Sampling Industrial Chemicals (ASTM 1986).
The number of lateral sampling locations in candidate feed tanks is limited by the availability of tank
risers providing access into the tank. Generally, only a few risers in each tank are actually available for
sampling because the risers are dedicated to instrumentation or other uses. Sampling within a vertical
column is generally limited only by the depth of waste in the tank. The criteria in Table 6-1 are used
when determining the specific sampling locations.

Riser selection is made by numbering the available risers that are at least 4.6 meters from each other and
using a random number generator to seiect which risers will be used. Sample depths are determined by
dividing the tank level into 1-foot increments and using a random number generator to determine a depth,
which meets the criteria given in Table 6-1,

6.1.2 Candidate Feed Tank Sampling Quality Assurance and Quality Control

For each candidate feed tank sample, a sample solution is drawn from the sample riser using one or more
sample bottles. All sample bottles are precleaned, amber-colored glass bottles sealed with Teflon* caps
or septum caps and lined septums; however, the sample bottle for VOA must be sealed with septum cap
and lined septum. '

For candidate feed tank sampling quality control, one field blank, consisting of one or more sample
bottles, is taken during the sample event. Field blanks are inserted approximately 1-foot into any one of
the sample risers used during the sample event. One trip blank, also consisting of one or more sample
bottles, is taken during each sample event. Trip blanks are analyzed as independent samples for VOA.
Field and trip blanks use the same types of sample bottles as the actual samples and are filled with
reagent-grade water before shipment to the field.

Preservatives are not used with candidate feed tank samples because of concerns with high radiation
exposure that would result from additional handling of sample solutions. It is not practical to refrigerate
the bulky, shielded sample pigs and shipping containers. Biological activity, generally the largest
problem in environmental samples, is unlikely in candidate feed tank samples because of the high salt
content, pH, and radioactivity.

The chain of custody is documented on a data sheet that includes a unique sample number, date and time
sample was taken, custody seal number, and signature of the sampler. When possession of the sample is

"Teflon is a trademark of E.I. DuPont de Nemours & Company
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1 transferred to other persons, such as the shipper or laboratory, the signature of the relinquisher and
2 receiver are recorded, along with date and time of the transfer. The receiver at the laboratory also
3  documents on the data sheet that the sample seal number is correct and the seal is intact. The chain-of-
4  custody data sheets are included in the operating record.
5 6.1.3 Process Condensate Sample Collection
6  Process condensate samples, when performed at 242-A Evaporator instead of LERF, are taken from the
7  process condensate transfer line in the condenser room of the 242-A Building. Grab sampling is
8  performed during the campaign on the transfer line downstream of the ion exchange column at the
9  SAMP-RC3-2 sampler or other sample port. Samples of process condensate are collected in a manner
10 consistent with SW-846 procedures (EPA 1986) as documented in sampling procedures, which are
11 maintained and implemented by unit personnel.
12 6.14 Process Condensate Sampling Quality Assurance and Quality Control
13 For information on process condensate sample collection, including the number and types of sample
14 bottles, sampling QA/QC, etc., refer to the LERF/ETF WAP (HNF-SD-ENV-WAP-008).
15 6.2 ANALYTE SELECTION AND RATIONALE
16  The DQO analysis for the 242-A Evaporator examined the data needs for sampling the candidate feed
17 tanks and deterrnined that the analyses in Table 6-2 should be conducted to satisfy WAC 173-303-300
18  requirements. Table 6-2 also contains the rationale for these parameters being selected. Section 5.0
19  provides additional detail on the rationale.
20  For information on process condensate sample analyte selection and rationale, refer to the LERF/ETF
21  WAP (HNF-SD-ENV-WAP-008).
22 Table 6-1. Candidate Feed. Tank Sample Point Selection.
Number of samples Location of sample points

Two samples One sample taken from the upper half of the waste from one riser and
the other sample taken from the lower half of the waste from another
Tiser.

Three samples Two Samples taken from one riser (one from the top half and the
other from the bottom half of the waste) and one sample from another
riser |

Four samples Two samples taken from each of two separate risers. One sample is
to be taken from the top half of the waste and one from the bottomn
half of the waste from each of the selected risers.

Five samples | Same as for four samples except one sample from either the top or
bottom half of the tank will be taken from a third riser

23
24
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Table 6-2. Analytes for Candidate Feed Tanks.

Parameter Test technique Analyte Rationale
Exotherm Differential scanning Temperature and Verify the waste will not undergo
calorimeter energy an exothermic reaction
(Section 5.1.1).
Compatibility | Mixing and Visual physical Verify the waste is chemically
test compatibility study changes compatible (Section 5.1.2).
Organic Gas chromatograph/ Acetone, Used in calculations to verify that
compounds mass spectrometer 1-Butanol, vessel vent emissions will not
1-Butoxyethanol, exceed regulatory limits and to
1-Butanone, prevent compatibility problems
Tri-butyl phosphate | with the LERF liner
(Section 5.1.3).
Carbon coulometric Total carbon, Used in calculations to verify that
detector Total inorganic vessel vent emissions will not
carbon exceed regulatory limits and to
: prevent compatibility problems
with the LERF liner
(Section 5.1.3).
Ammonia Ion selective Ammonia To prevent compatibility problems

electrode

with the LERF liner (Section
5.1.3).
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7.0 ANALYTICAL METHODS AND QUALITY ASSURANCE AND
QUALITY CONTROL

This section provides information on the analytical methods and QA/QC for candidate feed tank sampies,
including discussions concerning laboratory selection and analytical methods. For information on process
condensate analytical methods and QA/QC, refer to the LERF/ETF WAP (HNF-SD-ENV-WAP-008).

71 LABORATORY SELECTION

Because of the highly radioactive nature of the samples, it is anticipated that candidate feed tank sample
analyses will be conducted at the 222-8 Laboratory Complex. Other laboratories at the Hanford Facility
could be used provided they are equipped to handle such samples. Laboratory selection depends on
availability, analytical needs, and the ability of the laboratory to meet permit and quality assurance
requirements.

7.2 ANALYTICAL METHODS

The analytical methods that must be followed for RCRA sampling of the candidate feed tanks are
included in Table 6-2. Performance-based specifications rather than procedure-based specifications are
used for determining the appropriate analytical methods. This allows for necessary adjustments to the
methods for Hanford Facility-specific issues, related to high radioactivity of the sample matrix, while
ensuring acceptable data quality. Because of the high radioactivity, the analytical method will in some
cases deviate from those in national standards such as Test Methods For Evaluating Solid Waste, SW-846
(EPA 1986) and Standard Methods for the Examination of Water and Waste Water (AWWA 1989).

7.3 LABORATORY QUALITY ASSURANCE AND QUALITY CONTROL

Candidate feed tank analytical and sampling methods conducted as part of this plan meet the data quality
requirements contained in Table 7-2. Quality control check samples (i.e., calibration samples and/or
laboratory control samples) generally are performed once per sample event (e.g., once for all samples
from one candidate feed tank). Matrix spike and duplicate analysis are performed once per sample event
for all methods except differential scanning calorimetry (DSC). A duplicate analysis is performed for
DSC analysis to determine method precision. Accuracy for DSC is evaluated by using the laboratory
control standard.

The QA/QC progrém for sampling and analysis related to this unit must, at a minimum, comply with the
applicable Hanford Site standard requirements and the regulatory requirements. All analytical data will
be defensible and will be traceable to specific, related quality control samples and calibrations.
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Table 7-1. Analytical Methods for Candidate Feed Tank Stream Analytes.

Performance-based

Category | Analyte analytical methods Basis for method | Equipment/Method
Organics | Acetone Purge and trap SW-846 Method | A diluted sample is purged with nitrogen or helium and organic
2-Butanol and GC/MS (VOA) | 8260 vapors are trapped in an adsorbent column. The column is
2-Butanone ' desorbed at 180°C into a 30-m long wide- or narrow-bore
capillary column. The GC column is heated/desorbed into an
MS for analysis.
2-Butoxyethanol | Solvent extraction SW-846 Method | A diluted sample is adjusted to pH <2 {(pH <6 in some cases)
Tri-butyl and GC/MS 3520B and using sulfuric acid solution. The sample is placed in a
phosphate (semi-VOA) 8270A continuous liquid-liquid extractor using methylene chloride as
the extractant. The extractant is placed in an evaporator and
volume is reduced. The extractant is injected into a GC/MS for
analysis.

Inorganic | Ammonia Ion selective AWWA Method | The sample is preserved by the addition of hydrochloric acid
clectrode 4500-NH; solution to pH <2. For analysis, a diluted sample is made

alkaline by sodium hydroxide solution. The ammonia is
measured by an ammonia gas sensing electrode. A standard
ammontum chloride solution is added and measured by the
electrode in two stages. Based on the three readings, an
ammonia concentration is calculated.

Other Exotherm Differential N/A A sample is placed in the DSC unit and heated to 500°C. The
scanning differential heat flow between the sample and a reference pan is
calorimeter monitored by thermocouples. A duplicate sample is run on the

equipment, -
Mixing and Lab specific N/A Solution from each sample are mixed and visually checked for

compatibility
study

gas evolution, heat generation, precipitation, dissolution of
solids, color change, clarity, and any other observable
characteristics.
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Table 7-1. Analytical Methods for Candidate Feed Tank Stream Analytes.
Performance-based
Category | Analyte analytical methods | Basis for method | Equipment/Method
Total carbon Combustion Combustion and | A diluted sample is injected into a furnace heated to 800°C while
with ICy/TOC persulfate purged with oxygen. The furnace converts carbon to carbon
coulometric treatment: dioxide, which is carried by the oxygen. The gas sample passes
detection AWWA Method | through adsorbent columns to remove acid vapors, sulfur oxides
OR 5310. and nitrogen oxides. The carbon dioxide is absorbed in an
Persulfate organic solution and measured with a coulometric carbon
oxidation with Coulometry: analyzer.
ICY/TOC ASTM D4129 OR:
coulometric (AWWA A diluted sample is acidified with sulfuric acid, converting
detection approval inorganic carbon to carbon dioxide. The sample purged with
pending) oxygen, stripping the carbon dioxide. Then, persulfate is added
to the sample to oxidize the organic carbon. The sample is again
acidified with sulfuric acid and purged with oxygen. The gas
samples from both steps pass through an adsorbent column to
‘remove acid vapors, sulfur oxides and nitrogen oxides. The-
carbon dioxide is absorbed in an organic solution and measured
with a coulometric carbon analyzer. ‘
Total Inorganic Acidification Acidification: A diluted sample is acidified with sulfuric acid/sulfamic acid,
Carbon with IC+/TOC AWWA Method | converting inorganic carbon to carbon dioxide. The sample
coulometric 5310. purged with oxygen, stripping the carbon dioxide. The gas
detection sample passes through scrubbers to remove acid vapors, sulfur
Coulometry: oxides and nitrogen oxides. The carbon dioxide is absorbed in
ASTM D4129 an organic solution and measured with a coulometric carbon
(AWWA analyzer.
approval
pending)

GC/MS - gas chromatography/mass spectrometry
VOA - volatile organic analysis

ICy - total inorganic carbon
TOC - total organic carbon

Table 7-2. Quality Assurance Requirements for Candidate Feed Tank Stream Analytes,

100Z/0€/6 Burpud apend)
JUHONBMJIPOA | SSEID

D1 "3y ‘Tr-06-T4/400

100T/6



§-L

Precision Accuracy
Estimated quantitation (RPD between (recovery of
Category Analyte limit {matrix specific) duplicates), % matrix spike'), % Action level 2
Organics Acetone 28 mg/L <25 40-110 > 87 mg/L’
1-Butanol 20 mg/L <25 30-110 > 226 mg/L’
2-Butoxyethanol 30 mg/L <25 30-110 >95.2 mg/L’
2-Butanone 18 mg/L <25 40-110 > 58 mg/L’
{methyl ethyl ketone)
Tri-butyl phosphate 50 mg/L <25 40-125 > 1.015E+4 mg/L>
Inorganic Ammonia 400 pg/ml <20 75-125 > 50,000 mg/L
Other Exotherm None <20* Not applicable * | <168 °C or absolute
value of ratio of
exotherm to endotherm > 1
Mixing and Not applicable Naot Applicable Not Applicable Visual: unusual changes in
compatibility study color, temperature, clarity,
ete.
Total carbon 25 pg/ml <20 75-125 Cr-ICr > 87 mg/L
Total inorganic 25 pg/mL <20 75-125 Cr-ICr > 87 mg/L
carbon
I. Reserved.
2. In deriving the action levels, the ratio of feed flow rate to slurry flow rate (R) is assumed to be 2.
3. For organic species limits, sum of the fractions rule applies (refer Tables 5-1 and 5-2). Total carbon and total inorganic carbon are not

included in the summation of organics.

4. Precision for this method is evaluated by the deviation between sample (unsplkcd) and sample replicate. Accuracy for DSC is evaluated

by using the laboratory control standard.

RPD - relative percent difference
Cr - total inorganic carbon

IC; - total inorganic carbon
mg/L - milligram per liter

ug/L - microgram per liter
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit;
325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units

Permit Part & Chapter:
Part lll, Chapter 6 and Attachment 36

IIL6.A.

Chapter 2.2
Chapter 3.0
Chapter 4.0
Chapter 6.0

Chapter 7.0
Chapter 8.0
Chapter 11.0

Chapter 12.0

Chapter 13.0
Appendix 3A

Appendix 4A
Appendix 7A

Description of Modification:
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, Condition II1.6.A:
COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED PERMIT APPLICATION

The Permittees shall comply with all requirements set forth in Attachment 36, including the Amendments
- specified in Condition I11.6.B. Enforceable portions of the application are listed below. All subsections,
figures, and tables included in these portions are also enforceable, unless stated otherwise:

Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 4A, June 2000

Topographic Map from Class | Modification for quarter ending June 30, 1998
Waste Characteristics from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending December 31, 1998
Process Information from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 1999

Procedures to Prevent Hazards from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending

June 30, 1999

Contingency Plan, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending June 30, 2000
Personnel Training, from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending September 30, 2001
Closure and Financial Assurance from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending

March 31, 2000

Reporting and Recordkeeping from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending
December 31, 1998

Other Relevant Laws from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending December 31, 1998
325 HWTUs Waste Analysis Plan from Class 1 Modification for quarter ending

June 30, 1999

Engineering Drawings

Building Emergency Plan for the 325 HWTUs, from Class 1 Modification for quarter
ending June 30, 2000

Modification Class: '*? Class 1 Class'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: ) X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification:  A.L
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes
Submitted by Co-Oper'ator: Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
. ?=~(7-al =K uzé?% 10/2/e 1 ‘
A K. Ikenberry Date | R.F. Christensen Date F. Jamison Date | L.E.Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Pubhc Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix 1, then the proposed
modlﬁcatlon should automatically be gwen a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down

graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit:
325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units

Permit Part & Chapter:
Part i, Chapter 6 and Attachment 36

Description of Modification:
Chapter 8.0

Remove Chapter 8 and replace with the attached Chapter 8.

Modification Class: '2* " Class 1 Class'] Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes
Submitted by Co-Operator: {Reviewed by RL Program Office:!  Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
_ﬂkhbm_ 2 i3l TEF b lscar /o
A K. Ikenberry Date | R.F. Christensen Date F. Jamison Date | L.E.Ruud Date

' Class | modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a forrmal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down

graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: _ Permit Part & Chapter:
325 Hazardous Waste Treatment Units Part Itl, Chapter 6 and Attachment 36
Description of Modification:
Appendix 8A:
Remove Appendix 8A.
Modification Class: 123 Class 1 Class't Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes -
Submitted by Co-Operator: TRevicwed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecclogy: Reviewed by Ecology:
9 -12-01 '/Zf-fm o ,‘I /
A K. Ikenberry Date | R.F. Christensen Date F. Jamison Date | L.E. Ruud Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to ', if appropriate.
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8.0 PERSONNEL TRAINING [H]

This chapter discusses personnel training requirements based on WAC 173-303 and the HF RCRA Permit
(DW Portion). In accordance with WAC 173-303-806(4)(a)(xii), the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste
Part B Permit Application must contain two items: (1) "an outline of both the introductory and
continuing training programs by owners or operators to prepare persons to operate or maintain the TSD
facility in a safe manner as required to demonstrate compliance with WAC 173-303-330" and (2) "a brief
description of how training will be designed to meet actual job tasks in accordance with the requirements
in WAC 173-303-330(1)(d)." The HF RCRA Permit, (DW portion) Condition I1.C (Personnel Training)
contains training requirements applicable to Hanford Facility personnel and non-Facility personnel.

Compliance with these requirements at the 325 HWTUs is demonstrated by information contained both in
Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28, Attachment 33 of the HF RCRA Permit, and this chapter. This chapter
supplements Chapter 8.0 of DOE/RL-91-28.

8.1 OUTLINE OF INTRODUCTORY AND CONTINUING TRAINING PROGRAMS

The introductory and continuing training programs are designed to prepare personnel to manage and
maintain the TSD unit in a safe, effective, and environmentally sound manner. In addition to preparing
personnel to manage and maintain TSD units under normal conditions, the training programs ensure that
personnel are prepared to respond in a prompt and effective manner should abnormal or emergency
conditions occur. Emergency response training is consistent with the description of actions contained in
Chapter 7.0, Contingency Plan. The introductory and continuing training programs contain the following
objectives:

» Teach Hanford Facility personnel to perform their duties in a way that ensures the Hanford Facility's
compliance with WAC 173-303

* Teach Hanford Facility personnel dangerous waste management procedures (including
implementation of the contingency plan) relevant to the job titles/positions in which they are
employed, and

* Ensure Hanford Facility personnel can respond effectively to emergencies.
8.1.1 Introductory Training

Introductory training includes general Hanford Facility training and TSD unit-specific training. General
Hanford Facility training is described in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1, and is provided in accordance with
the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition I1.C.2. TSD unit-specific training is provided to Hanford
Facility personnel allowing those personnel to work unescorted, and in some cases is required for escorted
access. Hanford Facility personnel cannot perform a task for which they are not properly trained, except
to gain required experience while under the direct supervision of a supervisor or coworker who is
properly trained.” Hanford Facility personnel must be trained within 6 months after their employment at
or assignment to the Hanford Facility, or to a new job title/position at the Hanford Facility, whichever is
later. .

General Hanford Facility training: Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1,

Contingency Plan training: Hanford Facility personnel receive training on applicable portions of the
Hanford Emergency Management Plan [Attachment 4 of the HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion)] in general
Hanford Facility training. In addition, Hanford Facility personnel receive training on content of the
description of actions contained in contingency plan documentation in Chapter 7.0 and Appendix 7.A to
be able to effectively respond to emergencies.
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Class 1 Modification: DOE/RL-90-01, Rev. 1B-

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 09/2001
1 Emergency Coordinator training: Hanford Facility personnel who perform emergency coordinator duties
2 in WAC 173-303-360 (e.g., Building Emergency Director) in the Hanford Incident Command System
3 receive training on implementation of the contingency plan and fulfilling the position within the Hanford
4  Incident Command System. These Hanford Facility personnel must also become thoroughly familiar
5  with applicable contingency plan documentation, operations, activities, location, and properties of all
6  waste handled, location of all records, and the unit/building layout.
7 Qperations training: Dangerous waste management operations training (e.g., waste designation training,
8  shippers training) will be determined on a unit-by-unit basis and shall consider the type of waste
9  management unit (e.g., container management unit) and the type of activities performed at the waste
10 management unit (e.g., sampling). For example, training provided for management of dangerous waste in
11 containers will be different than the training provided for management of dangerous waste in a tank
12 system. Common training required for compliance within similar waste management units can be
13 provided in general training and supplemented at the TSD unit. Training provided for TSD unit-specific
14 operations will be identified in the training plan documentation based on: (1) whether a general training
15 course exists, (2) the training needs to ensure waste management unit compliance with WAC 173-303,
16  and (3) training commitments agreed to with Ecology.
17 8.1.2 Continuing Training
18  Continuing training meets the requirements for WAC 173-303-330(1)(b) and includes genera! Hanford
19 Facility training and TSD unit-specific training.
20  General Hanford Facility training: Annual refresher training is provided for general Hanford Facility
21  training. Refer to description in DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.1.
22 Contingency plan training: Annual refresher training is provided for contingency plan training, Refer to
23 description above in Section 8.1.1.
24  Emergency coordinator training: Annual refresher training is provided for emergency coordinator
25  training. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1,
26  Qperations training: Refresher training occurs on many frequencies (i.e., annual, every other year, every
27 3 years) for operations training. When justified, some training will not contain a refresher course and will
28  beidentified as a one-time only training course. The TSD unit-specific training plan documentation will
29  specify the frequency for each training course. Refer to description above in Section 8.1.1.
30 8.2 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING DESIGN
31 Proper design of a training program ensures personnel who perform duties on the Hanford Facility related
32 to WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) are trained to perform their duties in compliance with WAC 173-303. Actual
33 job tasks, referred to as duties, are used to determine training requirements. The first step taken to ensure
34  Hanford Facility personnel have received the proper training is to determine and document the waste
35  management duties by job title/position. The second step compares waste management duties to general
36  waste management unit training curriculum. If general waste management unit training curriculum does
37  not address the waste management duties, the training curriculum is supplemented and/or on-the-job
38  training is provided. The third step summarizes the content of a training course necessary to ensure that
39  the training provided to each job title/position addresses associated waste management duties. The last
40  step is to assign training curriculum to Hanford Facility personnel based on the previous evaluation. The
41  training plan documentation contains this process.
42  Waste management duties include those specified in Section 8.1 as well as those contained in
43  WAC 173-303-330(1)(d). Training elements of WAC 173-303-330(1)(d) applicable to the 325 HWTUs
44  operations include the following:
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Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 09/2001
1 e Procedures for using, inspecting, repairing, and replacing emergency and monitoring equipment
2 ¢ (Communications or alarm systems
3 e+ Response to fires or explosions
4 e Shutdown of operations.
5  Hanford Facility personnel who perform these duties receive training pertaining to their duties. The
6 training plan documentation described in Section 8.3 contains specific information regarding the types of
7  training Hanford Facility personnel receive based on the outline in Section 8.1.
8 83 DESCRIPTION OF TRAINING PLAN
9  Inaccordance with HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition I1.C.3, the unit-specific portion of the
10 Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Permit Application must contain a description of the training plan.
11 Training plan documentation is maintained outside of the Hanford Facility Dangerous Waste Part B
12 Permit Application and the HF RCRA Permit. Therefore, changes made to the training plan
13 documentation are not subject to the HF RCRA Permit modification process. However, the training plan
14  documentation is prepared to comply with WAC 173-303-330(2).
15 Documentation prepared to meet the training plan consists of hard copy and/or electronic media as
16  provided by HF RCRA Permit (DW Portion), Condition IL.C.1. The training plan documentation consists
17  of one or more documents and/or a training database with all the components identified in the core
18  document.
19 A description of how training plan documentation meets the three items in WAC 173-303-330(2) is as
20 follows:
21 1. -330{2)(a): "The job title, job description, and name of the employee filling each job. The job
22 description must include requisite skills, education, other qualifications, and duties for each position."
23 Description: . The specific Hanford Facility personnel job title/position is correlated to the waste
24 management duties. Waste management duties relating to WAC 173-303 are correlated to training
25 courses to ensure training is properly assigned.
26 Only names of Hanford Facility personnel who carry out job duties relating to TSD unit waste
27 management operations at the 325 HWTUs are maintained. Names are maintained within the training
28 plan documentation. A list of Hanford Facility personnel assigned to the 325 HWTUs is available
29 upon request,
30 Information on requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for job title/positions are addressed
31 by providing a reference where this information is maintained (e.g., human resources). Specific
32 information concerning job title, requisite skills, education, and other qualifications for personnel can
33 be provided upon request.
34 2. -330(2)(b): "A written description of the type and amount of both introductory and continuing
35 training required for each position."
36 Description: In addition to the outline provided in Section 8.1, training courses developed to comply
37 with the introductory and continuing training programs are identified and described in the training
38 plan documentation. The type and amount of training is specified in the training plan documentation
39 as shown in Table 8-1.
40 3. -330(2)c): "Records documenting that personnel have received and completed the training required
41 by this section. The Department may require, on a case-by-case basis, that training records include
42 employee initials or signature to verify that training was received.”
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DOE/RL-90-01, Rev. IR . . .

Quarter Ending 9/30/2001 09/2001
Description: Training records are maintained consistent with DOE/RL-91-28, Section 8.4.
Table 8-1. 325 HWTUs Training Matrix
Training Category*

DOE/RL-91-28 Chapter 8 General Contingency Emergency Operations Training
Training Category Hanford Plan Training Coordinator

Facility Training

Training
325 HWTUs Orientation Building Building Advanced Container Tank System

Program Emergency Emergency Waste Management Management

Plan Director Management
Training Training

Staff Position
HWTUs Task X X x! X X x!
Manager
HWTUs
Scientist/Engineering X X X! X X X'
Associate
Shielded Analytical
Laboratories X X X! X X X!
Scientist/Engineering
Associates

! Required for any staff that has been assigned these duties.

* Refer to the 325 HWTUs Training Plan for a complete description of coursework in each training

category.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: ' Permit Part & Chapter:

303-K Storage Facility Part V, Chapter 14 and Attachment 32

Description of Modification:
Section V.14.B.f:

V.14.B.f.  Due to lack of federal funding in 1998, the allowed time for closure of 303-K is hereby extended in
‘Accordance with WAC 173-303-610(4)(b)(i) and 173-303-815(3). The Permittees shall submit a
Certification of closure for 303-K no later than September-30,2001-November 29, 2001. In addition, the
Permittees shall submit to Ecology at least two (2) reports of progress toward completion of closure
(i.e., budgeting for building demolition, obtaining sufficient funding, scheduling the physical work). The
first report shall be submitted no later than September 30, 1999, and the second shall be submitted no
later than September 30, 2000.

Modification Class: '2* _ Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: A.l.

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation
A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes,

mitted by Co-Operator Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: ? wed by Ecplogy:
‘?\ / &‘ 3{ ol I-14-0f ZI[ b‘l
oyter Date D.T. Evans Date R. Bond Date L E. RuudE { Date

\m\,-

Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

T Thisis only an advanced notification of an intended Class 11, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a farmal modification request, and
consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed modification should
automaucaliy be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notificatlon Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility PartV, Chapter 16, Attachment 41 '

Description of Modification:
Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, V.16.A.:

V.16.A. COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED MODIFIED CLOSURE PLAN

. The Permittees shall comply with all requirements set forth in the 1325-N Closure Plan found in
Attachment 41 (DOE/RL-96-39, Rev—0;-Appendix A), including the Amendments specified in
Condition V.16.B. Enforceable portions of the Plan are listed below; all subsections, figures, and
tables included in these portions are also enforceable, unless stated otherwise:

Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 7, February 25, 1997
Section A1.0 Introduction; from Class 1 Modifications for quarter endirig June 30, 2001

Section A2.1 General | Description of Unit, from Class 1 Modifications for quarter ending
Tune 30,2001

Section A3.0 Ground Water Monitoring “from Class'1 Modifications for quarter ending
June 30,2001

Section A4.0  Closure;from Class . Modifications for quarter énding Juné'30,2001

Section A5.0  Post-closure Planfrom Class.i Modifications for quarter ending Tune 30,2001

e

Modification Class: 2 : Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

nter wording of the modification from 73-303-830 endix | citation:

A, General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Sybmiitted by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office:
%q Ore. WA. el
Date S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

!Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

% This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 11, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. .

> If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatmally be gwen a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit; Permit Part & Chapter;

1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41

Description of Modification:

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.

Appendix A, Section A1.1:

Al.l  REGULATORY BACKGROUND

The 1301-N and 1325-N units are operated by the U.S. Department of Energy {DOE), Richland Operations Office (RL), and co-
operated by Bechtel Hanford, Inc. Although the U.S. Government holds legal title to this facility, the RL, for purposes of regulation
under WAC 173-303, is considered the legal owner of the facility under existing U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)}
interpretive regulations (51 Federal Register 7722).

The Part A, Form 3, dangerous waste permit application documentation for 1301-N originally was submitted to the Washington State
Department of Ecology (Ecology) and the EPA in August 1986. Documentation for the 1325-N LWDF originally was submitted in
February 1987, Seven revisions of the Part A, Form 3, dangerous waste permit application documentation for these TSD units have
been submitted. The latest revision (Revision 7) of each unit Part A is attached to this appendix (Attachments A-1 and A-2). Also, a
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) checklist, pursuant to WAC 197-11-960, will be approved prior to incorporation of this
closure plan into the Permit. A draft SEPA checklist is attached 1o this appendix (Attachment A-3).

The Part A identifies the listed waste spent solvent, methanol (F003), as being disposed to 1301-N and 1325-N. Any media or debris
that came into contact with wastewaters disposed to these units may also, by definition, be considered to be a listed dangerous waste in
lieu of an approved contained-in determination. The reason this is not stated definitively is because, federally, FO03 spent solvents are
no longcr listed if they do not exhibit the charactcnsnc of 1gmtab1hty (40 CFR 261 3[a][2][m]), howcver, a samnlar "exclusnon" does
not exist in Statc rcgulatmn mey-be-de d ST : g 0 s-would

alues reporw_:’;

15 e %,-

32 1 resulte g;_:ls of methanol a,, 'E'i' 311 }gj
wcll elow,the Model To:ucs ControL e;h cleaniu gngOmgnc mpling'of the's 3
3 lt s, c%%;l;%red to‘l;%ﬂ,fl the 1. 3 S;N f;Tf%xcE ’,;In'December 20 és‘-*W as‘ﬁﬁ' 'S}gtc’g
Dep rtme ) Agranted Al contamed-m etcrmmatlon or __‘e sgtlg locaL,e_d w:thm the,lSZS-N and 1 1qu1,_w_aste
stposal Fgc:hncs‘
Modification Class: '2?_ Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

ed by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office:

Ao B e p s PLol0

an Date iglg McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

!'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.
? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to 'l, if appropriate. .
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facllity Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41 |

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Section A1.2:

Al2 CLOSURE PLAN AND CORRECTIVE MEASURES STUDY INTEGRATION

Closure of the 1301-N and 1325-N units will occur under the authority of WAC 173-303, These units are also
defined under the 100-NR-1 OU and are part of this TSD CMS. Integrated TSD and QU closure actions will be
necessary to remediate contaminated soil and groundwater. Actions taken to remediate these TSDs will comply
with the provisions of both CERCLA and RCRA. The CERCLA public involvement, including public notice and
opportunity to comment, has been enhanced to concurrently satisfy the RCRA closure process. The remedy
selected under CERCLA will be incorporated into the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit as the RCRA closure action
after issuance of the public notice and comment process.

Itis-anticipated-thai-¥The CERCLA ROD will-be Wa3 issued subsequent to the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit
modification. Should the CERCLA ROD contain provisions inconsistent with the approved RCRA modifications,
the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit will be again modified to reconcile these differences during the next permit
modification cycle.

Modification Class: '*° Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WA 3-303-830, Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Subrpitted by Co-Operator: ﬁewew Program Ofﬁce Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
)D : ﬂ

N:Ldol
Date %.J%McConmck Date J. B. Price Date L. E. Ruud Date .

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. .

* If the proposed modification does not match any miodification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be gwcn a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropnate
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permlt Modification Notification Form .

Unit: ' Permit Part & Chapter:
1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41
Description of Modification:

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A,
Appendix A, Section A2.1.10.;

Within the Hanford Site are operational areas, including 100-N, to which access is restricted. There is a staffed
checkpoint at the Wye Barricade (Figure 1-1 of this TSD CMS) through which access to the 100-N Area is allowed
only to authorized personnel. Authorized personnel are those individuals with a DOE-issued security identification
badge indicating the appropnate authonzatlon Such personnel are subject toa search of ltems carried into or out of
contro]ledarcas. kR i o-th a-i5-ad stre 2 160055-FOaE

Modification Class: '** - | Class1 Class '] Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X '

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Euter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

mitted by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office: | Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
) el (L 12hlo
. Logan Date M'IS' McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E. Ruud Date

!'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval,

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification hstcd in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the pmposed
modtﬁcatlon should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate, .
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

i Unit: Permit Part & Chapter; .
1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facllity Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A,
Appendix A, Section A4.1.:

The structures in 1301-N and 1325-N include concrete structures and earthen basms'end trenches, fenc ”g“ and
SiEnage SUTOURAINg the units, and Ancillary surface striciures such as.wvalve hoyises associated with piping. The
1301-N structures are discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the TSD CMS Figure 2-5 shows the earthen crib structure, and
Figure 2-6 shows the concrete weir box, Figures 2-8 and 2-9 illustrate the trench. Figures 2-10 through 2-13 show

the trench cover support beams and cover panel configuration.

Modification Class:T’lj Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: - A},
Enter wordi f the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix { citation:

A, General Permit Provisions ,
1. Administrative and Informational changes

brfjtted by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office:

‘“Q‘q Q.. Z@&V Lol [y

Date I\LI;%MCCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval,

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Pubhc Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix 1, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:
1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendlx A,

Appendix A, Section A4.3.1.:
Ad3.1  PastSoll _Chnracterlzation Data

Data used to characterize the vadose zone soils were obtained from six boreholes drilled and sampled to support the 1301-N and 1325-N limited field
investigation (LFI) (DOE-RL 1996¢). Figure 2-32 of the TSD CMS shows the locations of these borcholes. Two of the boreholes are adjacent to 1301-N
(199-N-107A and 199.N-108A), one is next ta 1325-N {199-N-109A), and three are located porthwest of 1301-N (199-N-75, 199-N-76, and 199-N-80)
between that facility and the river. Samples were obtained from near the surface to a depth of up to 30.2 m (99 ft). All of these data are presented in the LFI,

In addition to the borcholes, sediment samples were collected from the {16-N-1 Crib. Data from these samples were not used in this evaluation because of
insufficient QC associated with the sample collection process. Other soil samples have been collected from this vicinity, but most have only been analyzed for
radionuclides.

Data from the characterization samples are summarized in Appendix A of the 1301-N and 1325-N LF1. These data indicate that chromium is the only metal of
concem in vadose zone soils at 1301-N below 3.0/4.6 m (10/15 ft). Chromium exceeded background concentrations in data associated with 1301-N, Mercury
is the only other metal that is included in the contaminants of concern (COCs), but no data from the borehoies at 1301-N and 1325-N are available to evaluate
the presence or absence of this analyte in vadose zone soils. Therefore, it is retained as a COC in surface soils (0 to 3.0/4.6 m [10/15 R]). However, as
indicated in Appendix G of this TSD CMS, mercury will not reach groundwater in

1,000 years and therefore is not considered to be a constituent of concern for groundwater protection below 3.0/4.6 m (10/15 ft). Evaluation of nitrate
concentrations in the soil is similarly limited because of a paucity of data, so that substance has been retained as a COC. Nitrate is a mobile constituent, and a
nitrate plume exists in the groundwater. Thercfore, nitrate is considered 2 COC for both surface and subsurface soils.

Data from the three boreholes located outside of these facilities indicate that no metals are above background values. One sample from the 150- to 180-cm (5-
to 6-ft) interval in borehole 199-N-76 was analyzed for mercury, and its value is well below typical background concentrations. These data indicate that metals
depostted in the TSDs did not rmgrate faterally in the vadose zone any substantial distance.

P R alw T2}

; ; of-its -t PR phng dunng remédiation _jxd
not deg_ct'fhe ethangl in the sail. " The Wn;hmgton Sme De grunengpf Ecol@ﬁ Eﬂnted a contamed—in det_" mination for methanol in Decémber
2000, The LFI samplmg was not analyzed for the presence of methanol, and methano? was not listed as detected in &ny ather sampling efforts. Acetone,
however, was detected in three samples cotlected from borcholes outside of the facilities, at concentrations up to 51 ppb. Organic analytes were not analyzed in
samples collected within and adjacent to the TSD units; however, field screening using an organic vapor monitor did not detect any organic compounds.
Acetone is a common laboratory contaminant, and most of the data reported by the laboratory are either at detection limit or are associated with a blank that
contained detectable amounts of acctone. These circumstances cast doubt on the presence of detectable quantities of acetone in the wells outside the bounds of
the TSD unit. )
'A“ddmonalmlmg was perfqrmea in l99§ "and 'sr'aocumet‘lted din the Data ; Summary hg&rf (BHI'—@? aractertutton of the sites weré Conducted theo gh
samp‘lmg"in ac;ordancc with'the Sampling Analysis Plan for.the 100-NR-1 Treatment Storage, and Disposal Units During Rémegiation, Closeout
(DOE: 2000:)

g

Modification Class: '** Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830 e} dix [ citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1., Administrative and Informational changes

evie by RL Program Ofﬁce Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
ZD } cj

itted by Co-Operator:

Dol

Date

cCormxck Date ]. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

v ity

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Publlc Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix 1, then the proposed
modtficat:on should automatically be gwen a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropnate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Natification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Faclility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.

Appendix A, Section A4.3.2:
A4.3.2 Characterization Activities to Determine Closure Option

san_:plmg q;u? g_nabmis p?ag4®0E 2000a) has been ggyeloped to support sxte closure As prcsented in
Section A4.3.1 and in Table 4-17 of this TSD CMS, dangerous waste constituents are retained as constituents of
concern in both surface soils and subsurface soils. All alternatives (other than the No-Action Alternative) will result
in the removal of dangerous waste constituents above 3.0 m (10 ft) bgs for the modified CRCIA ranger/industrial
exposure scenario and 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs for the rural-residential scenario. This will result in removal of all soils that
could be contaminated at levels that present a direct exposure hazard as defined in MTCA. Verification sampling to
determine MTCA direct soil exposure standard compliance will therefore not be required unless some areas around
the units are not excavated and removed to the 3.0m and 4.6m level. Verification sampling will be performed on
contaminants that may be present below 3.0 m or 4.6 m for the purposes of determining compliance with

groundwater protection standards.

dsEd'(BHI ZOQQ) to deﬁne the 'extent ‘and type of sampl

effort will define samplmg issues which may include analytes of mterest sample Iocatlon nurber of samples
number and frequency of field QC samples (i.e., trip blanks, equipment blanks, splits, and duplicates), sampling
methodology, analytical methods, laboratory protocols, lé.boratory validation, data error tolerances, and data
evaluation methods. This DQO effort will culminate in an Ecology-approved sampling and analysis plan.

Alternative-specific sampling and analysis activities are as follows:

Modification Class: '*° . Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative'and Inf'ormational changes

uhmittpd by Co-Operator: Program Ofﬁce Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

| G GL ko]

Date | M. S, McCormick Date
u .o S Y

J. B. Price Date L. E. Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval,
? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modifi canon this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Pubhc Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modlﬁcatlon should automatically be given a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41

Description of Modification:

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.

Appendix A, Section AB.0:
A6.0 REFERENCES

fres o ey ARt e g S Sy

J.B. Price; 2000, Letter, Conramed'nn'“'_rgg‘unauan far, ‘1_16-N~I ‘and T16:N- Sotls Go
US. §Dg'ff‘arttnent of Energy, December 27, 2000 Department of Ecq@gy, Kemgmpk Wagl_ungto .

i

DOE/RL-2000—16 Remed:al | Design/Remedial Action Work Plar; € Current Revision, U.S. Department of Eneigy.
Rlchland aWashmgton

p-cvps WRAS s

. T

DOE-RL 29:0:0' §ampl:ng and’ Anaiyszs Plan for the 1 OO-NR I Tre_atm Storag“"‘and Di.sposa.’ Units Durmg
Remedm;gqr;‘_agd Gloseout, DOEJ’RL-2000 07 Rev.0,’U, S Departm of f Enercy, Richland, Washmgtqg

miedial R' Deqzs:pn fbrﬁh;éﬁo?()iﬂ

Coumy, ,Washmgton U8 "'*Envuonmenta] Protect]on Agengr, Region

Operable Unit, -'Har;ford Site, Benton

EPA 200057 r}nterzm
Seattle **Mashmgton

Modification Class: *° Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
X

Piease check one of the Ciasses:

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: . A.1.
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830., Appendix [ citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Reviewed by RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
A 2fo)

) M. S McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date
(4 ™ '

!Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Pubhc Involvement processes when required.

> If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix J, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facllity Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41 |

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendlx A,

Appendix A, Attachment A-4:
Records Retention

This training plan includes employee training records. The employee training records are maintained electronically
and are available on requestH-AN sofi-repesting. This training plan shall be kept at the Hanford Facility and be

readily retrievable, A hard copy of any site-specific training that is not recorded électronically-in-seftreporting
must be kept on file and be readily retrievable.

Modification Class: '*° Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al '

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

itted by Co-Operator:

Program Offi Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

iy

. S. McCormick Date

J. B. Price Date | L. E. Ruud Date

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.
2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modiﬁcation request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. .

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to 1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modiﬂcattdn Notification Form
Unit: . Permit Part & Chapter:

1325-N Liquld Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41 '

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Attachment A-4:

Revision
This ‘t;ammg Plan Ml be med whenever {raining requirements. i W AC- 173-393'-’330 or the Hanford Dangérous
Wasic Pérrnit &€ Févised, or asfiecded.

Modification Class: **° . Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: ALl
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830 endix [ citatjon:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Rev;ewe Program Office Reviewed by Ecology:
\0 3 0\

. McConmck Date J. B. Price Date

Reviewed by Ecology:

L. E. Ruud Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval,

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the requu‘ed Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix 1, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: ‘ Permit Part & Chapter:

1325-N LIqufd Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41 '

Description of Modification:

{ Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.

Appendix A, Attachment A-4:
Dangerous Waste Management Position Descriptions

This training plan applies only to employees who perform work at 1301-N and 1325-N or are 1301-N and 1325-N Coordinators. If
employees fit into more than one position, they shall be placed in the ¢ position that requn'es the higher level of tralm_gg -'I'he‘f_-l‘g_g;an
Resource Dmston mamtaiqs ‘ulrcd skllls educatlon, and ¢ er quahﬁcatlggs For. job tltleiposmons Speclﬁc mf h
concerning job title/position, required s shlls ‘education and other ¢ qughﬁca‘hon_s, fo r_pegs;gg_ngl, _cg_:;_"be_‘prowd_ed upon ,_re_qugs_t_

Job Title; Waste Handler

Dauties: Perform inspections, treat wastes, perform treatability tests, take samples, package and ship waste, and respond to emergencies

Duties: Perform inspections, respond to emergencies, provide maintenance services, operate equipment, and set up equipment

Job Title: Supervisors

Duties: Supervise waste handlers and general workers, assure personnel training, perform inspections, and respond to emergencies

sJob Title: Emergency Coordinators
Duties: Respond to emergencies per WAC 173-303-360

Modification Class; '“° Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: X :
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: ., A 1.

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Reviewed by RL Program Office:
AT

M. S. McCorraick Date

ed by Co-Operator: Reviewed by Ecclogy: Reviewed by Ecology:

Mols

Date

J. B. Price Date L. E. Ruud Date

'Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

% This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
mod:ﬁcanon should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to ‘1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facllity RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

‘i325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 16, Attachment 41

Description of Modification;
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached AppendEx A.

Appendix A, Attachment A-4:
Communications
There are no fixed communication systerns at 1301-N and 1325-N. Communication equipment may be obtained the

A T o ety

195-N-Shifi-Manager from SUpervisory personnel when deemed necessary.

Modification Class: "< Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Sybmited by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office: | Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
Uzl Qs 23— PHA0)
TE. L Date M, S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date
Ly

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 'I, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Pubhc Involvement processes when required.
3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modlﬁcatmn should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate. _
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility

Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 '

Permit Part & Chapter:

Description of Modification:

Section A1.0

Section A2.1

Section A3.0

Section A4.0

Section A5.0

Hanford Facility RCRA Permit, V.17.A.: _
V.17.A. COMPLIANCE WITH APPROVED MODJIFIED CLOSURE PLAN

The Permittees shall comply with all requirements set forth in the 1301-N Closure Plan found in

" Attachment 41 (DOE/RL-96-39, Rev—8;-Appendix A), including the Amendments specified in
Condition V.17.A. Enforceable portions of the Plan are listed below; all subsections, figures, and
tables included in these portions are also enforceable, unless stated otherwise:
Part A, Form 3, Permit Application, Revision 7, February 29, 1997

Introduction, from Class'1. Modifications for quarter ending September 30,2001

General Dcscn?ptlon of Unit;*from Class 1. Mddifications for qiarter eAding

September 30,2001

Ground Water Momtonng,»from ‘Class™1 :Modifications for quarter ending

chdl gl b

w-w

Closure, from Class 1M Modific ifications for quart

g

Post-Closure Plan, from m Class 1 'Modifications for quarter ending

Seniembar30°2001

arter ending’ Se_ptember 30,°9001

Modification Class:

73
Please check one of the Classes:

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Class 1

Class '1 Class 2 Class 3

X

A. General Permit Provisions
I. Administrative and Informational changes

Sybmgittediiby Co-Operator:

Reviewed by RL Program Office:

Noolo: @w@u 1 \0)

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation:

Reviewed by Ecology:

Reviewed by Ecology:

Date'| M. 8. McCormick Date

J. B. Price Date L. E. Ruud Date

J

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 'I, 2 or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix 1, then the proposed
modxﬁcatlon should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be mamtamed by the Department of Ecology, or down

graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: . Parmit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facllity PartV, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 -

escription of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A,
Appendix A, Section A1.1:
Al.l  REGULATORY BACKGROUND
The 1301-N and 1325-N units are operated by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE}), Richland Operations Office (RL), and co-
operated by Bechtel Hanford, Inc. Although the U.S, Government holds legal title to this facility, the RL, for purposes of regulation
under WAC 173-303, is considered the legal owner of the facility under existing U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
interpretive regulations (51 Federal Register 7722).
The Part A, Form 3, dangerous waste permit application documentation for 1301-N originally was submitted to the Washington State
Department of Ecology (Ecology) and the EPA in August 1986. Documentation for the 1325-N LWDF originally was submitted in
February 1987. Seven revisions of the Part A, Form 3, dangerous waste permit application documentation for these TSD units have
been submitted. The latest revision (Revision 7) of each unit Part A is attached to this appendix (Aitachments A-1 and A-2). Also,a
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA) checklist, pursuant to WAC 197-11-960, will be approved prior to incorporation of this
closure plan into the Permit. A draft SEPA checklist is attached to this appendix (Attachment A-3). _
The Part A identifies the listed waste spent solvent, methanol (F003), as being disposed to 1301-N and 1325-N. Any media or debris
that came into contact with wastewaters disposed to these units may also, by definition, be considered to be a listed dangerous waste in
lieu of an approved contained-in determination. The reason this is not stated definitively is because, federally, FG03 spent solvents are
no longer listed if they do not exhlb:t the charactcnsnc of 1gn1taballty (40 CFR 261 3[a][2][m]), however a S1m11ar "exclusmn" does
not exist in Statc rcgu!atmn e - atls-o - : d

_ - ;;
Yy me --\ ity c-'r-m Ao Pl “‘l"ﬂ' - "
samp}gg ﬁf" o #32 a ulted n-detectablc"i"évels ethanol iThe alu&ﬂ' pot 7--}’ ’7- T tectsmn
;Z;Q gg 2 ﬂmg/kg and \ﬁel ow?heM de "i‘o:ucs ControﬁmAc thodBcleanup 0of.400 mp/kg IS¢ u@g: the : Ql'-
38, n0t conducted slog 25-N Tre ilnn ccember 2000 aShingion Siat

Department of Ecologﬁ granted a éontamed-m detemunauon for the smls‘_lg‘ﬁ Ji:élﬁmtl'un the: 13“245“:,13 a_nd 15:91_@ gma M‘m
Disposal . Facnlmes

Modification Class: '*° . Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix ! citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

ubtrptted by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office: | Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
L. qﬂob, &.‘((Z\\QL‘\L \0‘\1\ )
T.E. Lddan Date | M. S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date
v

! Class | modifications requiring prior Agency approval,

? This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modlﬁcatlon should automatically be given a Class 3 status, This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to ', if appropriate,
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter: ‘
1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facllity PartV, Chapter 17, Attachment 41
Descripti ification:

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Section A1.2:

Al.2 CLOSURE PLAN AND CORRECTIVE MEASURES STUDY INTEGRATION

Closure of the 1301-N and 1325-N units will occur under the authority of WAC 173-303. These units are also
defined under the 100-NR-1 QU and are part of this TSD CMS. Integrated TSD and OU closure actions will be
necessary to remediate contaminated soil and groundwater. Actions taken to remediate these TSDs will comply
with the provisions of both CERCLA and RCRA. The CERCLA public involvement, including public notice and
opportunity to comment, has been enhanced to concurrently satisfy the RCRA closure process. The remedy
selected under CERCLA will be incorporated into the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit as the RCRA closure action
after issuance of the public notice and comment process.

L-is-antieipated-that+The CERCLA ROD will-be was issued subsequent to the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit
modification. Should the CERCLA ROD contain provisions inconsistent with the approved RCRA modifications,
the Hanford Facility RCRA Permit will be again modified to reconcile these differences during the next permit
modification cycle,

Modification Class: *** Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes; X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: . A.1.
nter wording of the ification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

mitted by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office: | Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
2 ¥ @b;%\kc “’11\0)
T. an Date | M. S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date
v :

! Class 1 modifications requiring ﬁrior Agency appfoval.

% This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. .

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given & Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate, '
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: ‘ Permit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility "PartV, Chapter 17, Attachment 41

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Section A.2.1.10.;

Within the Hanford Site are operational areas, including 100-N, to which access is restricted. There is a staffed
checkpoint at the Wye Barricade (Figure 1-1 of this TSD CMS) through which access to the 100-N Area is allowed
only to authorized personnel. Authorized personnel are those individuals with a DOE-issued security identification
badge indicating the appropnate authonzatlon Such personnel are sub_)ect toa search of i items camed into or out of
controlledareas. : g :Y: ative p 5OSHRSS-OR-206 T

Modification Class: *° Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ Modification: Al ‘ :

Enter wording of th ification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation;

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Sybm{tted by Co-Operator: | Reviewed by RL Program Office: | Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
Urofo O Bk e\l
T.E. Logan Date | M. S. McCormick Date | J.B.Price  Date | L.E.Ruud Date
| g

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class ', 2 or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modlﬁcatnon should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.



Page 6 of 13

i-iaﬁford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility ‘- Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 -

escrption of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Seclion A.4.1.:

The structures in 1301-N and 1325-N include concrete structuses and carthen basinsjend trenches‘?encm%g‘d
signage surrounding the units, x_a_qgl_g_qglllary Surface Stuctures Such as VAlve housss associated With piping. The
1301-N structures are discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the TSD CMS. Figure 2-5 shows the earthen crib structure, and
Figure 2-6 shows the concrete weir box. Figures 2-8 and 2-9 illustrate the trench. Figures 2-10 through 2-13 show

the trench cover support beams and cover panel configuration.

Modification Class; "> ' Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: ' X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation;

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Reviewed by RL Program Office:

Wiy

Date | M. S. McCormick Date J. B, Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

d by Co-Operator:

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class ', 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. -

¥ If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modlﬁcatlon should automatically be ngen a Class 3 status. This status may be mamtamed by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form .
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility PartV, Chapter 17, Attachment 41

scription of Modification;
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Section A.4.3.1:
AdLL Past Soil Characterfzation Data

Data used to characterize the vadose zone soils were obtained from six boreholes drilled and sampled to support the 1301-N and 1325-N limited field
investigation (LFI) {DOE-RL 1996¢). Figure 2-32 of the TSD CMS shows the locations of these boreholes. Two of the boreholes are adjacent to 1301-N
(199-N-107A and 199-N-108A), one is next to 1325-N (199-N-109A), and three are located northwest of 1301-N (199-N-75, 199-N-76, and 199-N-80)
between that facility and the river. Samples were abtained from near the surface to a depth of up to 30.2 m (99 f). All of these data are presented in the LFI.

In addition to the boreholes, sediment samples were coliected from the [ 16-N-1 Crib. Data from these sampfes were not used in this evaluation because of
insufficient QC associated with the sample collection process. Other soil samples have been collected from thls vicinity, but most have only been analyzed for
radionuciides.

Data from the characterization samples are summarized in Appendix A of the 1301-N and 1325-N LF[. These data indicate that chromium is the only metal of
concern in vadose zone soils at 1301-N below 3.0/4.6 m (10/15 fi). Chromium exceeded background concentrations in data associated with 1301-N. Mercury
is the only other metal that is included in the contaminants of concern {COCs), but no data from the boreholes at 1301-N and 1325-N are available o evaluate
the presence or absence of this analyte in vadose zone soils. Therefore, it is retained as 8 COC in surface soils (0 10 3.0/4.6 m {10/15 fi]). However, as
indicated in Appendix G of this TSD CMS, mercury will not reach groundwater in

1,000 years and therefore is not considered to be a constituent of concem for groundwater protection below 3.0/4.6 m (10/15 ft). Evaluation of nitrate
concentrations in the soil is similarly limited because of a paucity of data, so that substance has been retained as a COC, Nitrate is a mobile constituent, and a
nitrate plume exists in the groundwater, Therefore, nitrate is considered a COC for both surface and subsurface soils.

Data from the three boreholes located outside of these facilities fndicate that ne metals are above background values. One sample from the 130- to 180-cm (5-
to 6-ft) interval in borehole 199-N-76 was analyzed for mercury, and its value is well betow typical background concentrations. These data indicate that metals
deposited in the TSDs did not mtgmtc !atcral!y in the vadose zone eny substantial distance.

Y athas . d 3 . e ~ hee A A —_'ﬂw‘l w@vd'tc'ﬂt-'re"!nmhm’%
g";gt the_prescgce of m_edmn_é'l"ﬁ’ihe jOll : Washmgton Sute Depa'ﬂi'ueﬁﬁj‘_ﬁ&"logy mnted"i gontuned in d:temﬂn_"t_lgﬁ_f, frethaniol in, Decembe
2@9, The LFI samplmg was not analyzed for the presence of methanol, and methanol was not listed as detected in any other sampling efforts. Acetone,
however, was detected in three samples collected from borcholes cutside of the facilities, at concentrations up to 51 ppb. Organic analytes were not analyzed in
samples collected within and adjacent to the TSD units; however, field screening using an organic vapor monitor did not detect any organic compounds.
Acctone is & common laboratory contaminant, and most of the data reported by the laboratory are either at detection limit or are associated with a blank that
contained detectable amounts of acetone. These circumstances cast doubt on the presence of detectable quantities of acetone in the wells outside the bounds of
the TSD unit.

Addi W'”"Tfp_’;&’fm@a'ﬁ '1998 and Js documented 14 the Dald SJM@%& BHI 199 ).;gi"a?amnm OF the SiHes ere ¢ > Conducied through
sampling "’{1'1 311@_0_:41'{1_’&3 % With the Samipling Analysis Plan for the T00-NR-L Treatment, Storage.. _gr_gd_ Ysposal Units During Remediation Closeoit
(DOE 20003

Modification Class: '*° Class 1 Class ' Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Ciasses: X

I Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

nter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

Reviewed b( RL Program Office:

9 : (SN [, Jol

ate | M. S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E. Ruud Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

% This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Pubhc Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposcd
maodification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate,
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Parmit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility PartV, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 '

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.

Appendix A, Section A4.3.2:
A4.3.2 Characterization Activities to Determine Closure Qption

s

3
.

-m rm——

samplmg and analys;;pian (DOE; 2000a)jxas been developed to sgppon 51te closure As presented in
Section A4.3.1 and in Table 4-17 of this TSD CMS, dangerous waste constituents are retained as constituents of
concern in both surface soils and subsurface soils. All alternatives (other than the No-Action Alternative) will result
in the removal of dangerous waste constituents above 3.0 m (10 ft) bgs for the modified CRCIA ranger/industrial
exposure scenario and 4.6 m (15 ft) bgs for the rural-residential scenario. This will result in removal of all soils that
could be contaminated at levels that present a direct exposure hazard as defined in MTCA. Verification sampling to
determine MTCA direct soil exposure standard compliance will therefore not be required unless some areas around
the units are not excavated and removed to the 3.0m and 4.6m level. Verification sampling will be performed on
contaminants that may be present below 3.0 m or 4.6 m for the purposes of determining compliance with
groundwater protection standards.

S i is-duri atig ton- 'Ihe Data Quallty Objec'flv wpw as
{fé-‘eq_@m *209:0310 deﬁne the extent and tvpe pf samp'img and analysns equired during excavation and glosure, This
effort will define sampling issues which may include analytes of interest, sample location, number of samples,
number and frequency of field QC samples (i.e., trip blanks, equipment blanks, splits, and duplicates), sampling
methodology, analytical methods, laboratory protocols, laboratory validation, data error tolerances, and data
evaluation methods. This DQO effort will culminate in an Ecology-approved sampling and analysis plan.

Alternative-specific sampling and analysis activities are as follows:

Modification Class: '*° Class ! Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830 endix I citation;

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Sypbnpitted by Co-Operator: Rewemﬂtl’i Program Ofﬁce
9 g

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

Date | M. S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date L. E. Ruud Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval. :

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '}, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility ' Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 .

Description of Modification:

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Section A8.0:

- A6.0 REFERENCES

1.B; Phca;'zooo :Letter; Conlgined-in Defermination for.the 1 16:N-1-dnd 116N-8 Soils, to'Glént L Goldberg)
ﬁ 'afh“n‘ent of. Energy,’"Decem"ber-Z'T 2000, Departmept gﬁcglggy,i(_e_gn ewic k, Washmgton

Al

DOE/RL-2000-16 Remedtal ' Design/Remedial Action Work Plag, Current Revision. U.S. Department of Energy,
Richland, Washington.

s

OO—NR-j Op‘era Umt Ha forg Site Benton
Reglon”i_ Seat_ﬂg'ﬁm_hmgton

A§2000 iInterim "Remedial. Act;%;: Recprd of Dec c ionfor k‘
%m}g, PashingtonU.S Environtental Protection Agency

Modification Class: '** Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: ) X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830 endix I citation;

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Subhitted by Co-Operator: eviewed by, RL Program Office: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:
Alzolay] &W vl Ju)

Date | M. S. McCormlck Date’ [ J.B.Price = Date | L.E.Ruud Date

"Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
mod:ﬁcanon should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to 'L, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 ‘

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A,

Appendix A, Attachment A-4:
Records Retention

This training plan mcludes cmployee training records. The employee training records are maintained electronically
and are available on réquestHEAN seft reperting. This training plan shall be kept at the Hanford Facility and be
readily retrievable. A hard copy of any site-specific training that is not recorded electronically-in-seft-reperting
must be kept on file and be readily retrievable.

Modification Class; '¢* Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Avpendix [ citation:

A, General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Reviewed by RL Program Office:

(L h]a

M. 8. McCormick Date J. B, Price Date { L. E. Ruud Date

by Co-Cperator: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

A20]o1

Date

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. .

* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter: _
1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41
escripti Modification:

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Altachment A-4.

Records Retention

This training plan mcludes employee training records. The employee training records are maintained electronically
and are available on réquestHEAN-softreporting. This training plan shali be kept at the Hanf'ord Facility and be
readily retrievable. A hard copy of any site-specific training that is not recorded electronically-in-seftreporting
must be kept on file and be readily retrievable.

Modification Class: *¢ Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3
Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC -303-830, Appendix | citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Reviewed by RL Program Office:

Gl #hla

M. 8. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date L. E. Ruud Date

d by Co-Operator: Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

Y200

Date

¥ Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

% "This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class 1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with & formal
modification request, and consequently implement the requnred Publlc Involvement processes when required.
* If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be glven a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form

Unit: Permit Part & Chapter: _
1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facllity Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41
Description dification:

Remove and replace Appendix A with the attached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Attachment A-4:

Revision
This training plan will be revised whenever faining Tequirements In WAGA 13303-330 of the Hantord Dangerous

S g e

Waste Permit are Iewscd or as _peedcd

R Y

o—Training-eourses-change-hames-or-numbers;

Modification Class: ** Class 1 Class 1 Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Reviewed by RL Program Office:

Argloy| Do bl 11y

Date | M. S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. .

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix 1, then the proposed
modlﬁcanon should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Facility RCRA Permit Modiflcation Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility * Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 '

Description of Modification:

Remove and replace Appsndix A with the attached Appendix A.

Appendix A, Attachment A-4:

Dangerous Waste Management Position Descriptions

This training plan applies only to employees who perform work at 1301-N and 1325-N or are 1301-N and 1325-N Coordinators, If
employees fit into more than one position, they shall be placed in the position that requires the highet level of training FThe Huimad
Rescurce Division maintains required skills, education, and other qualifications for job title/positions.. Specifc information
concemiing job title/position, required skills, educatioh and othér qualifications for personel Giin bé provided upod request

Job Title: Waste Handler

Duties: Perform inspections, treat wastes, perform treatability tests, take samples, package and ship waste, and respond to emergencies

Other Required-Quatifications:—N
sJob Title: Emergency Coordinators
Duties: Respond to emergencies per WAC 173-303-360

Modification Class: *° Class 1 Class 'l Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: . X
Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al

Enter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830. Appendix I citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

Revierd by RL Program Office:

(0. )2

M. S. McCormick Date { J.B.Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

! Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval,

% This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required. .

3 If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modification should automatically be given a Class 3 status. This status may be maintained by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.
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Hanford Faclility RCRA Permit Modification Notification Form
Unit: Permit Part & Chapter:

4301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility Part V, Chapter 17, Attachment 41 |

Description of Modification:
Remove and replace Appendix A with the altached Appendix A.
Appendix A, Attachment A-4-1:

Communications

There are no fixed communication systems at 1301-N and 1325-N. Communication equipment may be obtained the

SO T

105-N-Shift Menager from supervisory personnel when deemed necessary.

Modification Class; '*° Class 1 Class '1 Class 2 Class 3

Please check one of the Classes: X

Relevant WAC 173-303-830, Appendix I Modification: Al
nter wording of the modification from WAC 173-303-830, Appendix [ citation:

A. General Permit Provisions
1. Administrative and Informational changes

: Rev:ew RL Program Office:
q_J}dm 14 j) {

"Date | M. S. McCormick Date J. B. Price Date | L.E.Ruud Date

Reviewed by Ecology: Reviewed by Ecology:

' Class 1 modifications requiring prior Agency approval.

2 This is only an advanced notification of an intended Class '1, 2, or 3 modification, this should be followed with a formal
modification request, and consequently implement the required Public Involvement processes when required.

? If the proposed modification does not match any modification listed in WAC 173-303-830 Appendix I, then the proposed
modlﬁcanon should automatically be given 2 Class 3 status. This status may be mamtamed by the Department of Ecology, or down
graded to '1, if appropriate.



Hanford Facility RCRA Permit

1325-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility
Part V, Chapter 16
and
1301-N Liquid Waste Disposal Facility
Part V, Chapter 17 '

Attachment 41

Replacement Section

Index

Appendix A



