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it can get 1tself up to speed and offer tirely, inforsed coasents on alsost \ (5 S
.- o ‘dless of technical content. ‘ / ‘S
je provided by governaent and regulators are the avenues, or
ch the public can infora itself. In this case, the =means
ation containing a brief description of each of the
e permit. ARlong with the description would be inforsmation r“/
olic could obtain access, for review purposes, to the
and regulations.
that the references in the general perwmit are the same ones
eferenced in the specific persits over the next three to
this is the case, a round of workshops briefing the public
ce should be conducted. )
Hs 1t stands now, the public's hands are tied. Even if folks can deal
with the volume and technical data found in the persit, they are
confronted with procedures and provisions which do not have descriptions or
nases, only numbers. Meabers of the public cannot be expected to give
comments on a number that represents they know not what. 1f they know

where to find information regarding that nuaber, the governsent,; the

public, the process, and the end product are all served. /@/6
The volume and technical data presented in the persit lead also to :

concerns as to the length of the comsent period. Because of the

extensiveness of this persit, HEAL requests that the comament period for _

this as well as the subsequent, related treatsent, storage, and disposal

unit bernits, be extended to a minimua of sixty days. '

docuuent that is accessible to the public., By accessible we mean a

document that the public feels comfortable with, in terss of understanding

and cosprehension, The persit, on the other hand, is not a particularly

accessible document. The voluame of the persit and its technical ’

information sake it a difficult docusent to get an understanding of, /}/ ;;1
A hefty, technical document the public is not that faailiar with takes {

precadence over a docusent that, by and large, the public understands and

has confidence in. Concern on the part of the public is understandable.

To deal with these concerns the state should convey to the public

specifically how the two documents relate and how the provisions of the TPA

w1ll be carried out under the peramit, '

The relationship of the perait to the TPR is a concern., The TPA is a "/\






existing and future DST System waste. What “"future" wastes are

included
here?

Several treatment systems for liquid wastes produced during the
vitrification process are written about but the final disposal solution s
not revealed. The title of one of the systems, Nonradioactive Liquid Waste
Collection, Treatment, and Disposal Systee, implies that the waste 1s
disposed of through this systea, but it 1s not addressed in the text,

Other liquid treatment systeas are included in this section but where the
waste will ultisately end up is not divulged. It is important to know how
such of a mess is going to be created by trying to clean up the existing
mess.

The “reference feed" dealt with in analyzing the effects of the waste
is the Neutralized Current Acid Waste. Analysis of this kind of waste
first is logical since it is planned to be the first to be vitrified.
However, the NCAW is less cosplex and very different than the other wastes
to be vitrified. The prevailing belief is that the NCAW will be less
troublesose than the other waste streams, this should be made clear.

Why is there no sention of either pretreatment systeas or tank
retrieval systems in the HWVP FPermit modification compliance schedule
(Table 1)? The vitrification plant depends on these questionable
technologies, they cannot legically be separated. .

In closing, [ would like to reiterate HEAL's support for the
peraitting of the Hanford site. DOE has been allowed to disobey
environsental laws and shun oversight for much too long. Recent actions
have shown that DOE is not fully cosmsitted to the TPA. Further authority
to regulate cleanup is necessaryj this permit is a step in that direction,
With diligence the state can now put itself in a position to further
=nsure, for the citizens of the northwest, the cleanup of the Hanford site.




