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Department of Energy 
Richland Operations Office 

P.O. Box 550 
Richland, Washington 99352 

FEB ~ ti 2002 

0056696 

Ms. Rebecca Inman 
Environmental Coordination Section 
State of Washington 

;it~~~!,~® 
Department of Ecology 
P.O. Box 47600 EDMC 
Olympia, Washington 98504-7600 

Dear Ms. Inman: 

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS PROVIDED FOR THE DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL 
ASSESSMENT (EA) FOR TRANSURANIC DRUM RETRIEVAL IN THE 218-W-4B AND 
218-W-4C LOW-LEVEL BURIAL GROUNDS, HANFORD SITE, RICHLAND, WASHINGTON 
(DOE/EA-1405) 

The U.S. Department of Energy, Richland Operations Office (RL), has reviewed the comments you 
provided on the draft EA for Transuranic Drum Retrieval in the 218-W-4B and 218-W-4C 
Low-Level Burial Grounds, Hanford Site, Richland (DOE/EA-1405). Attached are responses to 
your comments. The comments were considered in the development of the final EA. RL appreciates 
you taking the time to provide the comments. 

Please direct any questions about these responses to Todd Shrader, Waste Management Division, on 
(509) 376-2725. Questions regarding the NEPA process may be directed to me on (509) 376-6667. 

WMD:TAS 

Attachment 

cc w/attach: 
C. M. Borgstrom, EH-42 
K. (Kim) R. Welsch, FRI 
Admin Record, H6-08 
T. Richards, Ecology 

Sincerely, 

/L.f__J.x. ~~~It , 
Paul F. X. Dunigan, Jr~ ; -- / '" 
NEPA Compliance Officer 
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General Comment: 

This EA needs to address in more detail the handling of hazardous, dangerous, or radioactive waste 
generated/discovered during retrieval operations. It is possible that during retrieval operations 
discoveries will be made of hazardous, dangerous, or radioactive wastes that have been released to 
the vadose zone. Please develop and/or describe a contingency plan for such discoveries. As well, 
please clarify how Investigative Derived Waste (IDW) will be handled. 

Response: 

The Low-Level Burial Ground (LLBG) currently has a contingency plan and emergency response 
procedures that meet the requirements of WAC 173-303-350 and WAC 173-303-360. All 
containers will be inspected to determine integrity. When breached containers are discovered, the 
operating organization has a spill response procedure that directs personnel to isolate the material 
and minimize contamination spread. For this project, when contamination is discovered in the soil, 
immediate actions will include performing radiological surveys to determine the extent of the 
contamination and stabilizing or covering the soil to prevent contamination spread. After these 
initial actions, soil will be cleaned up only to the extent that personnel safety is ensured. These 
actions will be governed by radiological control and waste packaging procedures (and will be 
performed in accordance with the Tri-Party Agreement Strategy for Management oflnvestigation 
Derived Waste, signed on July 26, 1995.) This project is not intended to remediate the LLBG, but 
only to retrieve TRU drums. Cleanup of extensive soil contamination is outside of the scope of this 
project. Evaluation of the vadose zone will be performed as part of the ongoing evaluation of the 
entire Hanford Site groundwater/vadose zone. 

Comment: 

Page 2-4, Section 2.3, Proposed Waste Container Disposition: In the fifth paragraph, beginning with 
"All retrieved containers would be inspected" the last sentence states: "LLBG operating procedures 
would be established to safely deal with these containers." Please explain the operating procedures 
that will be established with regards to safety for containers with questionable integrity. 

Response: 

The LLBG operating organization uses a procedure for overpacking breached containers or 
containers with questionable integrity. Personnel safety and environmental protection 
considerations are paramount when performing this type of operation. Personnel protective 
equipment is selected based on radiological and chemical constituents present as known through 
radiological surveys and container records. Detailed instructions for packaging are provided by 
procedure and a job hazard analysis is performed to identify all necessary controls. Overpack 
container preparation is performed in an area away from exposure to contaminants to keep exposure 
As Low as Reasonably Achievable. In addition, all hoisting and lifting equipment attachments are 
inspected to ensure that they can be safely utilized. The overpack process involves ensuring 
container/waste compatibility, radiological surveys, and contamination control on the breached or 
questionable container (e.g., wrap in plastic). An integral part of the overpack process is record 
keeping, with detailed instructions provided to ensure that the information for the contents of the 
container is transferred to the new overpack drum barcode number and cross referenced with the 
original barcode number. · 
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Comment: 

This EA does not adequately evaluate "long-term" impacts of the No Action Alternative. Rather, 
the EA identifies a deferral of impact analysis to a "future NEPA review". In Section 5.5.1, the 
following is provided: "The No Action Alternative would involve leaving the TRU waste in the 
LLBG in its current state, for now. This would result in little to no change in existing short-term 
conditions within the LLBG. In the long-term, DOE has committed to TRU retrieval that will be 
addressed at a later time in future NEPA review." This does not provide sufficient information on 
the long-term effects of the No Action Alternative to support decision-making. 

Response: 

This Environmental Assessment is analyzing a short-term operation that implements a portion of the 
preferred alternative of the Hanford Defense Waste Environmental Impact Statement (HDW-EIS) 
(DOE/EIS-0113). The HDW-EIS analyzes the long-term impacts of the No Action Alternative for 
this EA and the analysis is not repeated here. 
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