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Change Title 

Revise M-19 Milestones to Allow for Alternate Treatment and Direct Disposal Options for 
Low Level Mixed Wastes 
Description/Justification of Change 

This change request proposes an alternative to constructing and operating the WRAP 2A 
Facility on the Hanford Site. The revised strategy would employ several parallel paths 
to_cn:complish the WRAP 2A mission for treating Contact Handled LowJevel Mixed Waste . 
Th~ tiew milestones will require that waste treatment and/or direct Jisposal begin by 
the'~ame date planned for WRAP 2A and continue at a rate that equali- or exceeds the 
cumulative throughput previously planned for WRAP 2A. A new major milestone 
establishes this treatment/disposal rate as a requirement through 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2002. 

(continued) 

!~ct of Change 

This change request creates a new major milestone (M-l~-00) ~hich sets specific 
requirements for treating and/or disposing of at least 1,644 cubic .meters of Contact 
Handled Low Level Mixed Waste by the end of FY 2002. The previous major milestone, 
M-19-00, "Complete WRAP Module II Construction and Initiate Operations," due 
September 1999, is replaced by interim milestone M-19-01, which requires that treatment 
and/or direct disposal of waste be initiated by the same date, September 1999. The 
previous milestone M-19-01, "Complete WRAP Module II Construction, 11 is deleted. 
Additional interim milestones and target dates are established for the treatment and 
disposal of Contact Handled Low Level Mixed Waste. 
Affected Docunents 

Hanford Federal Facility Agreement and Consent Order, Fourth Amendment, January, 1994, 
Appendix D (Table D, pages 0-41 and D-42, and Action Plan Work Schedule, page 13 of 
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Description/Justification (cont.) 

The new strategy will utilize a combination of several different approaches as described 
below: 

l: Contracts with commercial firm(s} to provide stabilization of Contact Handled Low 
Level Mixed Waste (CH-LLMW) on a fixed unit price basis. These contracts will 
provide required treatment for all of the waste streams originally designated for 
WRAP 2A, except for four small waste streams which will constitute less than two 
percent of the CH-LLMW projected for treatment in WRAP 2A. These small streams will 
be treated onsite using laboratory scale equipment per approach 2 and/or via a 
second commercial contract for treating high mercury subcategory waste as discussed 
in approach 4. Contracts will be maintained (extended or recompeted) until no 
ij)nger needed to meet regulatory requirements. The stabilizatiAil contract will 

· r-equire that treatment begin during September 1999, and continue} for a base period 
'<ff five years with five optional one-year extensions. ..1: 

2. Onsite treatment in WRAP l, 2706-T or another permitted TSO facility using macro
encapsulation and/or a small scale deactivation/stabilization capability. Certain 
waste streams, such as radioactive elemental lead and debris, will be macro
encapsulated. However, the commercial contract option can be utilized for any or 
all of these waste streams ff regulator concurrence is not obtained or the 
commercial approach is d~termined to be more cost effective. 

3. Direct disposal of certain waste streams in compliance with applicable regulations, 
without any additional treatment. Three waste streams are candidates for this 
option. In each case additional sampling and analysis will be required to 
demonstrate that the streams meet LOR treatment requirements for disposal in the RMW 
landfill. Preliminafy testing has ·s hown that these streams, previously categorized 
as requiring additional treatment, will meet LOR treatment standards. Any of these 
waste streams that are found unsuitable for direct disposal by Ecology will default 
to the commercial contract for treatment. 

4. In addition, additional contracts may be let for treatment services for small 
quantities of waste not within the scope of the·WRAP 2A project or for high mercury 
waste (discussed in approach 1) which is not included in the stabilization contract. 

The revised M-19 milestones use the WRAP 2A treatment plan (Ref: WHC-SO-WlOO-R0-001 Rev-I, 
Waste Recei._ying and Processing Module 2A, Feed Specification, November 1994) as the basis 
for the type and volume of waste ·to be treated and/or disposed. This basis was used in 
the WRAP 2A requirements document (Ref: WHC-SO-WIOO-FDC-001 Rev-2, Functional Design I 
Criteria, Waste Receiving and Processing Facility Module 2A, Project W-100, October 1993) I 
to establish a treatment throughput rate of 822 cubic meters per year. Facility I 
implementation plans called for operating at 30% of capacity in the first year (FY 2000), I 
70% in the second, and 100% thereafter. Thus, the revised milestones are based upon I 
annual treatment and/or disposal rates of 246 cubic meters in FY 2000, 575 cubic meters in 

1

1 

FY 2001, and 822 cubic meters for FY 2002 and beyond until compliance is reached with the 
RCRA storage time limitation for land disposal restricted waste. The treatment and/or I 
disposal requirements are stated on a cumulative basis as shown in Milestone M-19-00 / 
below. 
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Description/Justification (cont.) 

______ ,_ .. 

This new strategy will be consistent with the site treatment planning approach prescribed 
by the Federal Facility Compliance Act and with offsite generator Site Treatment -Plans 
approved prior to October 6, 1995. 

Revised Milestones 

Delete existing Milestones M-19-00 and M-19-01 as follows: 

M-19-00 

.. 

- ~f '·· 

M-19-01 

Complete WRAP Module II Construction and Initiate 
Operations 

The WRAP Module II will include waste treatment capabilities to 
minimize land disposal of Low-Level Radioactive Waste anq f 
Radioactive Mixed Waste. The September 1999 completion date of 
WRAP Module II is critical to achieving compliance for the 
management of wastes that are prohibited from land disposal and 
extended storage. WRAP Module 2 wi 11 provide for .treatment of 
secondary solid waste resulting from treated effluent disposal 
systems. 

Complete WRAP Module II Construction 

Add revised Milestones M-19-00 and M-19-01 as follows: 

M-19-00 

M-19-01 
.._ 

Complete treatment/and or direct disposal of at least 
1,644 cubic meters of Contact Handled Low Level Mixed 
Waste already in storage as of October 1, 1995, as well 
as newly generated Hanford Site low level mixed waste. 

Cumulative treatment and/or direct disposal rates will be at 
least 246 cubic meters by the end of FY 2000, 822 cubic 
meters by the end of· FY 2001, and 1,644 cubic meters by the 
end of FY 2002. · ' 

For the purpose of these M-19 series milestones, direct 
disposal of low-level mixed waste as described below, will 
be considered equivalent to treatment . 

Initiate Treatment of Contact Handled 
Low Level Mixed Wastes 

Treatment of Contact Handled Low Level Mixed Waste will 
begin on or before September 30, 1999. 

Additional Target Oates and Interim Milestones are established as follows: 

M-19-01-TOl Complete the determination of the level of NEPA documentation 
that will be required for commercial treatment contractor(s). 

M-19-0l-T02 Award a commercial contract for stabilization of 
Contact Handled Low Level Mixed Waste. 

9/30/1999 

9/30/1998 

· 9/2002 

9/1999 

10/1996 

9/1997 
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Description/Justification (cont.) 

M-19-0l-T03 Complete all NEPA requirements related to the commercial 
contract for stabilization of Contact Handled Low Level 
Mixed Waste. 

M-19-02 

M-19-03 

Complete sampling and analysis to determine if 
Backlog Soils meet LOR treatment standards and/or 
MTCA risk based concentrations. 

If additional sampling and analysis demonstrates that 
backlog soils meet MTCA risk based concentrations, they 
will be disposed of in the non-regulated LLW landfill. 
If the soils fail MTCA risk based concentrations, but 
meet LOR treatment standards, they will be disposed in 
the RMW landfill. Otherwise, stabilization using the 
commercial contract will be required before disposing 
of the soils. 

Obtain Ecology decision on the acceptability of 
the existing solidification treatment of 183H 
Solidified Liquids as LOR treatment. 

/." . 

M-19-03A Submit justification for accepting existing solidification 
treatment of 183H Solidified Liquids to Ecology. 

Ongoing sampling and analysis of 183H Solidified _Liquids 
indicates that the existing grouted waste form meets 
applicable RCRA stabilization treatment standards and 
all TCLP requirements. Additional samplin~ and analysis 
will be utilized to determine if the waste stream meets 
applicable standards for direct disposal in the RMW landfill : 

9/1998 

12/1996 

12/1996 

COMPLETED 7 /1996 



,-------------- ------ - - ·- . - -------~--·· -·- -··--···· 

97 f3508. ~ 138 

TPA ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD 

M-19-00 AND 01 COMPLETE' WRAP MODULE II CONSTRUCTION AND INITIATE OPERATIONS 
CHANGE REQUEST FORM 

A draft change request form for the milestones M-19-00 and M-19-01 were 
submitted for public comment on April 22, 1996, through June 6, 1996. As a 
result of one comment received from the public and further _discussions between 
Ecology and RL, the following changes were made finalizing the change request 
form: 

~-1· ") - ·~- M-19-00: Reference to Ecology approval of a variance fr...am treatment 
standards for formic acid have been deleted. (See attacffed response to ~ ;. · 

't-· 

2) 

3) 

4) 

comment) . -~; 

M-19-0l-T02: Due date for awarding a commercial contract for 
stabilization of Contact Handled Low Level Mixed Waste has been changed . 
from July 1996 to September 30, 1996. (See attached Inter Agency 
Management and Integration Team meeting minutes June 25, 1996) ~ 

M-19-02 and M-19-02A: Milestones for submitting and obtaining a 
treatment variance from Ecology for formic acid have been deleted since 
an application to use an alternate treatment method has already been , 
applied for and granted by both EPA and Ecology. (See attached approval 
letters from EPA and Ecology). 

Numbering sequence of the milestones has been changed from the draft to 
reflect deletion of milestones in item 3 above. 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTE~TION AGENCY 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20460 

MAY. 2. l 1996 

Mr. Thomas K. Teynor 
Oirector, Wast.a ·Programs bi vision 

c,=;:t~OF 
SQ.JO WA:.7E >NO EMERUcNC'I' 

AESPCNSc 

_ ~O~part:nent ct Energy, Richland Operations Office 
:::-P. 0. Box 550 

- - .;.. 

~Richiand, Washington 99352 

Dear Mr. Teynor: 

EPA has r~viewed your request for a "deter::nination or 
equivalent treatnentu as authorized by 40 CFR 268.42(b) for the 
12,736 55-gallon drwns and 14 roll-off boxes of waste arising or 
de~ived from the closure of the 183-H so!ar evapcra~ion basins at 
the DOE Hanford Site (except miscellaneous ~aste l:hat is debris) 
which is c~rrently stored at the Central waste Complex of the 
Han£ord Site. 

Based on the information provided in your application and • 
conver·sations between your staff and mine, EPA is approving tb.e 
request for a "determination of equivalent ~eat:inent", The EP.~ 
agrees that combustion is not appropriace ror this waste, due to 
the significant metal content, low organic content (<0.74% TOC), 
and presence of radio nuclides in the vaste. The p~oposed 
treatment o! . stabilization and ·compliance i:.ith the-· concent::-ation
based treat.!nent s~andards ~or the applicable waste codes for 
which · nwnerical standards have ·been promulgated should · 
ef!ectively minimize tllreacs to human health and the environment. 
Compliance with these standards does not reiieve tha facilicy 
fr~ compliance with any cc.he~ applicable treatEent standards 
associated with this waste. This standard does not replace any 
other applicable !ederal, state, or locai requiremen~s as · 
speci~ied in the facili~y•s ~aste analysis plan. 

Post-a• brand tax transmiaal memo 7671 11°1 ?;" " 

RECEtVEO 
JUN a 4 1996 

QOE RL/CCC 
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Enclosed you will find our detennination on your request . 
If you need further assistance, plea·se contact Shaun McGarvey, 
Chemcal Engineer, Waste Trea~~ent Eran~h (703-308-8603) . 

f:·. 
;Enclosure 

cc: Jim. Thompson, Ow-PE 

. 
~incere.ly yours, 

J;:~q~~ 
Michael Shapiro, Direc~or 
office of Solid Waste :#: 

}' 

~V V J 
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F nolity Address: 

EPA F:icility lD I: 

---· , . .,. 
Phone: 

Date o{ Initi:ll Request: 

lTi\.:J.1.C. lllU.L JJ.L • 

Detcrmuwioa uf Equivalent Treaonent 
40 CFR 268..42(b} 

Notitic.tioa of A~pcmc:c 
Nooficuioa. Number. OSW-DE01~396A 

Uoiu:d St.aleS Departmcm of Energy 
Rjchland Opffltioas (Hanford Reservation) 

&2S J atlwin A venue: 
- Ric!:uand, WA 993S2 

WA78900089<i7 

R. F: Guctt:ia 

Waste D!scnption for Which Repls.~ment SUDd:i.rd is A;,i:,lic:i.ble: 
All waste arisiag or derived from the d=u-e of thi, 183-H Scil.ar Enpora.tion Ba:.--ios at the DOE Hanfotti S,ce, e;,;c:pj; 
cnisceihneQUS wasr.a tha.c ~ debru. The wa:sto consists of 12,136 SS~alloa. drums uxi 14 roil-off boxes of ~eri:u 
wfuch is c=rendy stored .l! the Cc:l!ru Wu;ra Complex o( the Hmiord Sice. Thi:: wast.a consists of iIIo~c ~alts (:zs 
mtu:h ~ 90~ sodiwn mcrnre) eo~g !3aioauclides and low organic: content (<0.74% TOC). See ;Ut;1eheci cable 1 
in me Peritioc. fur 2. swmm.ry c::uogorn-ari,,o. ·of llil wastes from c.be basm i:!osw'e. and ta.bits 3 for ~ 
coOO!:Otmions of <:01'lSWllazlts in the waste. 

The evaporuion basins were w:cd for valume reduc:tion 0£ .spent acid solwiam £rem IIUC:!ear fuci fabrication 
op.:ratioo.s. Approximately 2.5 million i:siloc:; of ma.ccrial were d~ed to the ba:iim. In u!dicioa. smwl amoums 
of uaused chemica.1.1 w~ discharged tll t.lld b11t:in.s 011 a llOC.•roUCiaa ~- Proc:CS:S lcn<:Jwledi:e iodica.ces that 2 pouods 
of formic a.cid were disc~ed to the, bas.im, aJm:ii; with v4tiow <:yamdcs iala aDd vamaium P.C-Qtoxido. Ail of the 
ioocgaaic U'oderlymg li.a.zMiOUS' Co~ (UHC.s} listed in the U1S t2ble ~ 40 CFR 268.48 excepc ~!eaiuw. 
d:wliUaJ • .iu:xi sulfide wen!I dis.c;barged to t±te baaiM "' .$0al0 time. 

B~ o( R.eqw::;c 
B«.lu:sc liquid wa.sto was ~cw,d from buin !0 bft:sia dtirulg ~. the ccixtur1' -IUld de:ived from rule:s result 

in wast.: c:ouc: r:arry tbro~. 11:lu.s. cha !2.rgo ~icy of wasu, "'Uic:h is primarily inccgll.0.ic ,alts from che 
evaporation a( spmt :acid solutioa.s ~~ tho waste codea and trelltmalC iwidazd n,,quu,:m=cs for the ,mail 
quantities of sp,:nt chemiali: which ,.,~ dischuged to rb• ~=- DlJ4 to tho c:iiahc:hug1' of 2 lbs of £mmic .acid 

• ·r,Na:u.e &e 01:23} to the bums, tbe combtutioa (CMBST) cnarmeat swxl.azd for t112J tlOtlW&SteWll!Cl':3 applies to 

the bulk w~. eveu though the formic .acid coat.em of the waste ia tmllima1 ( <7'-0 ppm). 

Tho 8:PPU~t .sates dl4t cowbustic11 is ill4pprapriate for this waste becaw11, this -.SU) con.si.aca of iIIorg~ sales 
coacniu.iog 't"ZldicaucUdes aod _cniaimai org:mic contl!IlC, combustioa ~ would result i.e. 3. n:3idtw matrix whicn 
is moca ~OU3 ta !:iuman ~th and the euvircomenc And would produce air ~ioa:; of ~ioac:".iva puticlc:::, 
o:Qdos of a.iuogca, am r.o::hnecium 99. 

The .ppucot proµuse:s to seoci che waste CO KD off.site vendor fo, .UAbili::uio11 with portiand cement l\0Q flyuh. prior 
to di.:Jpa.sal in the the 011:siu: Himfortl 100 West area. ~ioac:tivci Mixed W-a::sl.c Luldf'Ul. 

1 
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m..,;ous_iy Appiicilil~ T~e.nt SC1Ddard for Which Equivnlcncy is Gr.mud: . : 

W.lSte Code PhvsiC4l Form I !O CFR 268.40 Swxl.nrd 

Ul23 Nonwil!tewllter.s I C~ST 

~plaameat Tttatmeut St:md:1rds 
STAB!.. u.d compUanc.o with cho coocent~cioa-b-.sed treatmeilt ,~ (Of" the •pplic:2b!e '""Ute codes for 1111:iic:i 
numerical standanis have been pcomulgllced. See .ua.cbed tables 6 ~ 7 in the Ptticio~ for a. $U[Il.!JW)' of the 
treaimeot stJmds.t-d.~-~ch $till spply to this Waste. 

Compli.a.cce with th~e s~ does oot relieve the f.acilicy from coroplui.ru:~ with .tny other •pplicahle creaanenc 
. __:st.ai:,d;uds associstei:l with tbis wa.sr.e.. Thi.~ .standard does noc repl2ee 1DY o~r .applio.blc fede~. srne. or local 
-~~ems as ~ed in me fia.dity'S""iiaste,.ana.ly~u plan.. ' , · ~"¥ . ' 
~ - t 

'ii,· 

Ju.stifk:a.tion for the Equiva!~ T~ent St.mdard: •· ~; 
Tho E?A ~ that cambwtioa. ~ not apprcpri!ILO for thi:s wiute, due to the ::sigcificam metai coatent. low organic 
coatetlt ( < 0. 74.% TOC), IUlCl p-c,:::;c:occ o{ nidioaucticlc:i in <he ""1£5tc. Haz.iuuous orp.wc cca:st.i~CI. ~ o.uc ~i::nt 

Lil coae:otratioos .sufficicnc to lllliLkc q~~ivo <lc:rn-uctioa to:lmola~c:s 3Uc:h ~ combuseioa appt,,pri».c.e for tbc 
tream:1ecc of tb.is w~ee. The waste awst. still c:orc;7ly wicb. the ti-eamient. .s~ (01'" ail oui.:-r- applica.blc wa:ste 

code.s. STA.BL i:s already rcquu-cd for t1lC Vl!Dlll1ium P'=llt.cxi<lc (P12~ coc:scirucnt. within the waste. 

T.ae formic acid coat.cnt of the ~u.bilizcd ~tc will bf: mioirna I. The formic a.cicl caoc:cnCratiou of the W1l5t.c ( < 740 
ppm) i.3 appro~ly 200 times le= thaa the MTCA Mi::thcxi B St.iuJcla.tu of 160.000 ppm. Formic.; .c;iu is out 
c.uciaogen.ic; i, i.s re~!a.ced primarily fot'its cot'I'05ivc property. 

I 
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,. 

Authorities .and Rcfen:nc~: 
'I1m ~ou o( Equivalent Trc11tmcne ~ in.ac:.cordan<:e with 40 CPR 268.<i2('b) wb.ieh swes: • AJJ.y pc=oa 
!M.Y .rubmic 4ll 11ppliMtion to CM Adm.ini5mt.cor d~ci3~ tila.c m 11.itenultive ~enc meehod Clll1 achieve a. 
ro~ of periomwl.C8 equiv,tlem to that aclrievablo by tc,e•hocls $p'Cified in pxn.g?'!lpb.R (a),(c), .and (d) of this 
section. Th.a appliClllt mu.,n: 6Uhmit information demo~cmg tbat lux ~ :ncethod u: i.a c:cmpl..ianc:s <Mch 
fudenl. S"".aui. and loca.1 ~ am is protac.."ive ofhum.aJl oea1th and the enviro.omeot. On~ basis of ~ch 
infon:catioa. and my other available imcrmat.i0t1, the A.druin~r ma.y approve die usa oftti.e•~t=-m.tivc trcao:asnt 

method. jf ~ fuids that the a.lta-na.tive treamlent method pt"OvidCS a measure of petton:mm:e equivalent tc that 
achieved by mcdlods specified in paragmphs (a), (c)1 and (d) of this sectica. ArJ:y approval lilUSt be stated in writing 
am may conmin such prcvisiocs =c:i ctiociitiocs .as t.be Administr...tor deems approprize. The pe-rson to whom such 
approval~ issued must comply with ail limica.t.ioas ccctauled in such. & determinatioa. • This prevision was further 
cfariiied in tbe preamble for the LlDd Dispos:u Restric:iom fur Th.mi Th.mi Schc,tJul~ W~tt:15; Fmai Rule (SS FR 
22S36 (J'Wlc l. 1990)) u follows: "When EPA requires the uso of & tec.!moiogy (or tedmologios}, & g~etucr or 
treater ma.y demoastrate ttw -1.ll :ilternative tre&anetit madxod ~ ~c.bicvie the c,quivaleac !t:vel of peri°ol'lllJIJlce u di:,.t 

_ eft'.tht, ~ified ~em mcehod (40 CF:<. 268.42(b)], this demo~o11 is typiaily boch ~pecific ~ ·sice-
1F-5c and rm,..y ~ basei oa: ·c1) Th~ dev~!opaJellt of a <::JQCl!!Q(~cio11 ~ StAD:i.a.rd tfa.c u~· .. surm~ue Ot" 

indic::uor ctlmpound that ~tees effective t~cmeoc of tbe ~ow: c:onsrii:u.ems; (21 the developmem: of a. Ql!W 

analytia.1 method for qu,uicifying tho ha%,uclous c:oosti!l2nCS~ and (:3) odler democstr2liocs of equivalence for :m 
.a.ltl!rmtive ~ of rresaD<!~ ba.~ oa a. $tlrlsticsJ comparison of redmologies, induding-:.. c:ompari:ro11 of .Spcc'.iic 
design.and ope-raci.cg ~-. 

Att:achm,mts: 

Etrcd:ive D2t.e: Due of Signature. 

Dat.ed: 5' /.>l I '7' 

1-!J~if'?r-
Micll.:le! Sh:>.piro, Direaor 
Otfia al Solid W.:iste 

- - ... 
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JUL 16 

NMVvMP - H0nford 
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JUL 111996 

Kenriew·ick 
STATE Of WAS.HINCTON 

. .-QEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY . ~,· ·-
P.O. Bar 47600 • Olympi~ W~hington 98S(U_-7600 

(360) 4-07~00 • TDD Only (Hr:uing lmp.ir~dl (J{,O) 407-~006· 

July 10, 1996 

Post-It- 'Fax Note 7671 

Mr. James E. Rasmussen, Director . 
Environmental Assurance, Permits and Policy Division 
u.!: Department ofEnergy 
P,, O. Bax 550 MSIN: AS-15 
Richland., WA 99352 

Dear Mr . . RasrnuSS2n: 

To~ LI 
Co~uL 

Phone I# 

Fll)( # 

Re: Approval of the 183-H Basin Waste Equivaient Tn:annent Petition. 

} 

P. l/1 . 

• or • 
pa~ 

L)~J\l~ 
Co. 

Phone It 

Faxw 

The Washington State Departrne.'lt of Ecology (Ecology) has rCYiewcd your request for a 
"determination of equivalent treatment" as authorized by the Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 
173-303-140 (2) and WAC 173-303-045 for the 12.736 55-gallon drums and 14 roil-cffboxcs ofwaste 
derived from the ciosure of the 183-H solar evaporation b~ins at the Hanford Site (e:xeept 
miscellaneou-s waste that is debris). This waste is currendy being stored at the Hanford Central Waste 
Complex storage f.a.cility. · 

Your petition (96-EAP-D86) re·quested appro~l of an equivalent treatment for the formic acid (U123) 
combustion treatment .standard applicable to this waste. Based on the information provided-in your 
appucatio~ EGology concurs with the Environmental Protection Agency's appr~val of your request for 
a. .. determination of equivalent treaonem:... Ecology agrc::s that combustion is not appropriate for this 
waste due: to the low organic content (<0. 7 TOq, signifi~t metal conte."lt, and the presence of 
ra.dionuciides. The proposed stabilization treatment should effectively minimize threats to human health 

- · ~nd thG_enviromnent. Acceptance of this petition does not relieve the U.S. Department of Energy from 
compliance with othi:r applicable federal, state, or local treatment 51:anda.rds associated with this waste. 

· If you have any questions regarding the above dete.nnination, pl~ase call Laura Cusack at (5.09) 736-
3038, or Mose Jaraysi at (509) 736-3016. · 

Sincerciy, 

~~£ ,f (l_ l~L 
Mike Wilson. Manager 
Nuclear Waste Program 

MW:LC=mf 
c:::: Tom Teynor. USDOE 
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Afr~ 
Tri-.Party Agreement 

Mr. Anthony Miskho 
514 N. Hawaii Place 
Kennewick, WA 99336 

Dear Mr. Miskho: 
"fl:_ 

:1~· ~TPA MILESTONE COMMENT PERIOD FOR WRAP I I MILESTONES 
~ -- ~ 

'~he Washington State Department of Eco 1 ogy (Eco 1 ogy) and the u.;s. Department 
of Energy, Richland Operations Office (RL) have reviewed your comments on th~ 
WRAP II milestones and formulated this joint response: 

1. Comment: The 183-H Solar Evaporation Basin Waste discussions under 
milestone M-19-00, M-19-02, and M-19-02A incorrectly 
references a treatability variance found at 40 CFR 268.44. 
The correct regulatory provision for this waste is found at 
40 CFR 268·.42 (b). This provision is not a treatability 
variance but an "application to the Administrator 
demonstrating that an alternative treatment method can 
achieve a measure of performance equivalent to that . . . ". 
These milestones need to be modified to properly reflect the 
regulatory provision being utilized. 

Response: Ecology and RL both agree with your comment. The 
application suggested in your comment above was forwarded to 
the EPA Region 10 Administrator on October 17, 1995. EPA 
approval of the appl ·ication was granted on Mly 21, 1996. 
See Attachment 1. · , 

2 . Corranent : EPA has not delegated the authority in 40 CFR 268 to Ecology 
yet despite Ecology's incorporation _of these requirements 
into WAC 173-303-140. The milestones incorrectly state 
Ecology has the authority to make this determination on 
their own. To give the lead regulatory agency concept a 
chance, milestones M-19-00, M-19-02, and M-10-02A need to 
address alternate treatment. An approval usually implies a 
written determination by_ the agency having the authority. 
These milestones should be modified to indicate that a 
written determination from both EPA and Ecology will satisfy 
the regulatory requirements. 

Since the Memorandum of Understanding stated in 
Article XXIV, paragraph 89 of the TPA has not been placed 
out for publ ic comment, Ecology assuming the lead agency 
role on this matter is placing themselves at risk. It 

Washington Stace Department of Ecology A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency A U.S. Department of Energy 
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Mr. Anthony Miskho -2-

appears · that the Executive Summary of the TPA action plan under . 
Regulatory Authorities obligates both EPA and Ecology to issue written 
determinations on these matters. There will be no risk to Ecology if 
completion of these milestones involves a written determination by EPA 
and Ecology placed into the administrative record. 

Response: In addition to the written approval noted in response to 
your first comment, Ecology has formally approved RL's 
application for alternate treatment. See Attachment 2. 

As a result of receiving the approval for alternative 
treatment Ecology and RL have agreed to del~e milestones 
M-19-O2 and M-19-O2A from this change package. This change 
is documented in the TPA Administrative RectX'd. 

Our respective .agencies wish to extend our appreciation for your comments on 
this TPA change request package. 

T-:::::7 ~ a=: 5 ~ Mary(J<i vean~ itor 
State of Washington 
Department of Ecology 

Sincerely, 

D. Wagoner 
U.S . Oepartmen of Energy 
Richland Operations Office 




