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Introduction

The Washington State Department of Ecology’s Nuclear Waste Program (Ecology) manages
dangerous waste within the state by writing permits to regulate its treatment, storage, and
disposal. When a new permit or a significant modification to an existing permit is proposed,
Ecology holds a public comment period to allow the public to review the change and provide
formal feedback. (See Washington Administrative Code [WAC] 173-303-830 for types of permit
changes.)

The Response to Comments is the last step before issuing the final permit, and its purpose is to:

e Specify which changes, if any, of a permit will become effective upon issuance of the
final permit, providing reasons for those changes.

e Describe and document public involvement actions.

e List and respond to all significant comments received during the public comment period
and any related public hearings.

This Response to Comments is prepared for:

Comment period Perma-Fix Northwest Mixed Waste Facility
Draft Permit Renewal, Jan. 27 — March 31,
2025

Permit Perma-Fix Northwest Permit

Permittees Perma-Fix Northwest

2025 Battelle Boulevard
Richland, WA 99354

Original Issuance date May 28, 1999

Effective date Dec. 31, 2025

To see more information related to the Perma-Fix Northwest Facility and nuclear waste in
Washington, please visit our webpage, Radioactive Waste Disposal®

3 https://ecology.wa.gov/waste-toxics/nuclear-waste/radioactive-waste-disposal
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Reasons for Issuing the Permit

The Perma-Fix Northwest (PFNW) Site is located on a 45-acre site at the southeast corner of
Logston Boulevard and Battelle Boulevard in Richland, Washington. The Mixed Waste Facility
(MWEF) is located within the 45-acre complex and is a mixed waste storage and treatment
facility. On May 28, 1999, an initial permit was issued by Ecology and the U. S. Environmental
Protection Agency for “Storage and Treatment of Mixed Waste and Mixed TSCA regulated PCB
Wastes”. Since the initial permit renewal application in April 2009 and Ecology’s completeness
determination in June 2009, PFNW has been operating under the initial permit while working
on the permit renewal.

The purpose of this permit renewal is to allow PENW to continue operating the MWF to treat
and store mixed waste under the final renewal permit in accordance with WAC 173-303.

Public Involvement Actions

We encouraged public comment on the Perma-Fix Northwest Dangerous Mixed Waste Permit
Renewal during a 45-day, extended to a 64-day, public comment period held Jan. 27 to March
31, 2025.

Ecology took the following actions to notify the public:

e Mailed a public notice announcing the comment period to 134 members of the public.

e Placed a legal classified notice in the Tri-City Herald on Jan. 26, 2025.

e Emailed a notice announcing the start of the comment period to the Commercial-Mixed-
Rad-Waste email list, which has 780 recipients.

e Posted the comment period notice on the Washington Department of Ecology —
Hanford’s Facebook and Twitter pages.

The following documents were available for public review:

e Focus sheet

e Transmittal letter

e Statement of Basis for the draft Perma-Fix Northwest permit renewal
e Draft Perma-Fix Northwest permit renewal

The following public notices for this comment period are in Appendix A of this document:

e Focus sheet

e C(lassified notice in the Tri-City Herald

e Notices sent to the Hanford-Info email list

e Notice posted on the Washington Department of Ecology — Hanford’s Facebook and
Twitter pages.

Publication 25-05-016 PFNW Draft Permit Renewal
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List of Commenters

The table below lists the names of organizations or individuals who submitted a comment on
the PFNW Permit renewal. The comments and responses are in Attachment 1.

Commenter Organization
Anonymous Citizen
Tom Sicilia Oregon Department of Energy
Simone Anter Columbia Riverkeeper
Nikolas Peterson Hanford Challenge
Darrel Sunday Perma-Fix Northwest
Publication 25-05-016 PFNW Draft Permit Renewal
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Attachment 1: Comments and Responses

Description of comments:

Ecology accepted comments from Jan. 27 to March 31, 2025. This section provides a summary
of comments that we received during the public comment period and our responses, as
required by RCW 34.05.325(6)(a)(iii). Comments are grouped by individual and each comment
is addressed separately.



1-1: ANONYMOUS CITIZEN
Comment I-1-1

Advance Notification Email December 27, 2024. The Advance Notification stated that the draft
Mixed Waste Permit Renewal would have a review concurrent with the supporting draft SEIS.
However, the draft SEIS was not released until February 6, 2025. | would appreciate if Ecology
will extend the review period for the DW Permit so that the reviews, as a minimum, end on the
same day (March 24, 2025). Since the SEIS is the umbrella for approving the permit, it doesn't
make sense to review the permit without the context and analyses provided in the SEIS. Please
note that The Fact Sheet for the Proposed Permit Renewal, Proposed Permit Renewal to the
Perma-Fix Northwest Mixed Waste Facility Dangerous Waste Permit WAR000010355, page 11,
states that the draft Supplemental EIS is available online during this DW Permit renewal public
comment period. Contrary to the Fact Sheet the draft supplemental EIS was not available until
1 O days after the DW draft permit was made available.

Response to I-1-1

Thank you for your comment. Ecology intended to issue the draft SEIS and draft renewal permit
concurrently at the time the advanced notification went out. However actual issuance date for
the draft SEIS was delayed due to technical issues. During the public comment period, Ecology
received two requests for holding a public meeting for the draft SEIS. In response to those
requests, Ecology held a public meeting on March 19, 2025 and extended both public comment
periods through March 31, 2025.

Comment |-1-2

Focus Sheet - Publication 25-05-001. The Focus Sheet states that the proposed permit is limited
to updates to existing, installed, and operable treatment units. This update is against the Permit
initially issued in 1999. | would appreciate if Ecology can make the current version of the 1999
permit publicly available on your web page. The lack of red line/strike outs in the review files
makes it hard to understand the nature of the "updates" performed in support of permit
renewal.

Response to I-1-2

When Ecology issued the draft renewal permit, the entire permit was completely re-written, not
as a modification based on the initial 1999 permit. For this reason, the entire proposed permit is
out for public review, and there are no redlines. The initial 1999 Permit contained outdated
information while the proposed permit has an updated information most applicable and
accurate to the current MWEF operation. While Ecology did not make the initial 1999 permit
available to review the proposed permit, any member of public could request for viewing the
initial 1999 permit through the NWP.

Comment I-1-3

Focus Sheet - Publication 25-05-001. Page 1 of the Focus Sheet states that there is a Mixed
Waste Thermal Area, but the DWMU list on page 2 does not include incineration in the Bulk
Processing Units (Mixed Waste Thermal Area). The public has not been fully informed that
PFNW is operating equipment that performs the exact same functions as an incinerator, even if



it has a euphemistic name. Ecology should use the more generally understood, and
appropriate, "incinerator" name. Tritium fed to this incinerator goes 100% up the stack to be
disposed to the air.

Response to I-1-3

In the past, PENW has GasVit Processing Unit, which was removed and certified closed in 2012.
There is currently no thermal unit permitted in the MWF. The GeoMelt® In Container
Vitrification System is located in the MWEF, but this system is not currently permitted to treat
any dangerous waste nor is it included in the proposed permit renewal. If PENW wishes to add
the GeoMelt system into the MWF permit, then after the permit renewal goes into effect, PFNW
will need to submit to Ecology a permit modification request pursuant to Permit Condition
1.2.1.2 prior to the initial processing of waste in the GeoMelt® system. There will be a public
comment period for the draft permit modification in accordance with WAC 173-303-830.
Ecology will make a final permit decision after reviewing all the public comments received.

Comment I-1-4

Nuclear Waste Program Response to Comments Publication 21-05-009. In Publication 21-05-
009, March 2021, Ecology noted that "Depending on the source of the treatment campaign,
powder or brine generated from the secondary treatment train [from WTP/ETF] may require
additional treatment (grout) to meet RCRA Land disposal Restrictions (LDRs), and waste
acceptance criteria for the RCRA disposal facility [e.g., Integrated Disposal Facility (/OF)]. DOE
stated to Ecology that two alternatives are being considered: (1) on- site treatment or (2) offsite
treatment at PER MA-FIX Northwest (PFNW). DOE has not submitted a permit modification
request to support either alternative. Ecology is separately preparing a SEPA evaluation (EIS
supplement) to support renewal of the PFNW RCRA permit. The PFNW permit renewal will
include Waste Acceptance Criteria that would address the potential hazards stated in this
comment. The WA State Department of Health separately imposes license limits for PFNW for
the radionuclides stated in this comment.

Of concern is that the WA State Department of Health continually receives poor results from
program reviews conducted by the NRC. On October 4, 2024, the NRG published a letter
regarding "Washington FY 2024 FINAL FOLLOW-UP IMPEP Report," (John Lubinski, NRC, to
Umair Shah, WA Secretary of Health.) Washington's DOH performance was found to be
"unsatisfactory for two performance indicators: Status of Materials Inspection Program and
Technical Quality of Incident and Allegation Activities." Other aspects were deemed to need
improvement. There is a synergy between radioactive and chemical exposure such that
exposure to both is worse than the sum of the parts. Ecology should be aware that reliance on
DOH for control of radioisotopes is a risk to the public.

Response to I-1-4

Ecology has the authority to regulate dangerous waste and the dangerous waste components of
mixed (radioactive and dangerous) waste, under 70.105 Revised Code of Washington (RCW) and
WAC 173-303. Ecology does not regulate waste that is solely radioactive. Washington State
Department of Health (WDOH) is a separate entity within the Washington State Government
that is responsible for comprehensive public health services and programs in the community.



WDOH has the authority to regulate radioactive materials and radioactive waste at PFNW and
PFNW is legally required to permit radiological and air emission activities through the WDOH.

This comment is out of scope for the renewal of the RCRA Dangerous Waste Permit and Ecology
encourages this type of comments be directed to WDOH.

Comment I-1-5

WA DOH has three licenses for PENW, one for low level radioactive materials, one for mixed
waste materials, and a radioactive air emissions license. PFNW has routinely and aggressively
requested increases in license limits. For example, on December 22, 2020, PFNW requested an
amendment to allow an individual isotopic limit of 2,000 Ci (74 TBq) of Tritium (Letter PFNW to
Cheryl Rogers, DOH). By the time PFNW submitted the 2022 license renewal application, this
value had morphed into a request for "2,000,000 Ci (74TBq)" or "60,000,000 Ci (74 TBq)". In
either case, the math in the application was wrong (see the attachment). There are about 29 Ci
in 1 TBg. Had DOH not caught this, PFNW would be allowed thousands of times more than the
limit proposed. Ecology should be aware of the PFNW Quality Assurance weakness in not
recognizing obviously wrong calculations. Similar errors could occur in the OW Permit draft and
in the draft SEIS.

Response to I-1-5

Ecology has the authority to regulate dangerous waste and the dangerous waste components of
mixed (radioactive and dangerous) waste, under 70.105 Revised Code of Washington (RCW) and
WAC 173-303. Ecology does not regulate waste that is solely radioactive. DOH has the
regulatory authority to process radioactive materials and radioactive waste at PFNW.
Responsibility Ecology encourages this type of comments be directed to DOH.

Additionally, including subject matter experts who check for calculation errors throughout the
documents as well as textual inconsistencies is part of the Ecology review process.

Comment I-1-6

Transmittal Letter, 25-NWP-001, from Ecology to Perm a-Fix Northwest, notes that Ecology has
found multiple areas of incompleteness and concern in the process of iterating the draft permit
for renewal (starting in 2019). The letter states that Ecology "worked with" PFNW to resolve the
deficiencies, with a final application received on August 28, 2024. For six years PEFNW has been
unable to produce a compliant application. PFNW was only able to create a compliant
application with coaching by Ecology. In fact, on Monday March 11, 2019, the Spokesman
Review newspaper reprinted an article from the Tri-City Herald, entitled "State is Taking a New
Look at this Richland Radioactive Waste Plant." The article states that in 2019 the permit was
already a decade overdue for renewal, and that PFNW had been submitting applications for
renewal beginning in 2009. Applications submitted in 2009, 2011, and 2015 were found by
Ecology to be deficient, in addition to the ones from 2019 and 2021 mentioned in the
Transmittal Letter. The Transmittal Letter is therefore incomplete because it omits prior failed
applications. Further, the Tri-City Herald Article quotes Ecology as having conducted workshops
with PFNW as "frequently as every week from 2015 to 2018" to help PFNW work through the
process. If Ecology has been working weekly with PFNW for what looks like 10 years, this has
the appearance of a conflict of interest, with Ecology now having ownership of this permit. An



independent review is needed before this draft permit can be approved. Ecology should not be
reviewing your own work, which is contrary to Quality Assurance requirements. With the long
history of incompleteness, this permit should have been revoked, to protect public safety.

Response to I-1-6

It is Ecology's responsibility to review permit applications in order to conduct a completeness
review and to prepare a draft Permit for public review in accordance with WAC 173-303. The
PENW MWF DWP renewal has been a high priority for Ecology for a number of years in order for
PFNW to continue the MWF operations. Ecology doesn't think our transmittal letter for the draft
renewal permit, 25-NWP-001, was incomplete for not listing previous revisions of incomplete
applications submitted by PFNW. Ecology acknowledges that the complexity of the PFNW
Permit led to a renewal process that was longer than anticipated. We identified the fact sheet is
the best place to explain the important context to help the members of public to review the
draft renewal permit. One example sentence from the Fact sheet explaining the previous permit
application submittals is as follows; "Since the completeness determination for the initial
renewal application in April 2009, Ecology and EPA have worked with PFNW's subsequent
revisions of renewal application." Working with the Permittees to fill gaps identified during
Ecology's reviews does not present a conflict of interest.

Comment I-1-7

Permit Conditions, page i. Page i has a "TBD" for the effective period for this permit. The
existing permit conditions (at least from May 28, 1999) show the effective period to be 1 O
years. Ecology should provide a definite effective period prior to public review. "TBD" is
unhelpful. This permit should be limited, as a minimum, to the period for which the equipment
is able to meet its design life. The facility is already well-used.

Response to I-1-7

For the draft renewal permit, "TBD" is an appropriate entry for the effective date and "TBD" will
not remain if/when a decision to proceed with finalizing the permit renewal is made after review
of the public comments. After the public comment period, Ecology will review and respond to all
public comments prior to making the final permit decision. If the final permit decision is to issue
the renewal permit, we will identify the issuance date, followed by anticipated effective date (30
days after issuance date) and the new expiration date (10 years after the effective date).

Comment I-1-8

Permit Conditions Change Control Log- this change control log is blank, but there have been
multiple changes. The last existing Permit Conditions section for this permit was issued on May
28, 1999, and it was identified as revision 9. The change control log should be edited to include
all prior changes. The permit renewal is renewal of the existing permit, not issue of a brand-
new permit.

Response to I-1-8

Ecology intends to gain full configuration control of the PFNW Permit through this permit
renewal. The Change Control Log is a part of the configuration process Ecology plans to
implement upon final permit issuance if that's our final permit decision after reviewing all public



comments. This log will be a helpful tool for Ecology to keep track of the version history of the
current permit files.

Comment |-1-9

Permit Conditions, page 8. Page 8 identifies 9 miscellaneous DWMUs for Mixed Waste. None of
the bullets listed seems to identify a thermal unit, despite the Mixed Waste Thermal Unit being
listed as a portion of the facility. Is a bulk processing mixed waste incinerator part of this
permit? If not, the permit conditions should clearly prohibit thermal treatment (incineration or
vitrification) of mixed waste. Does "stabilization" or "chemical oxidation/reduction" include
incineration?

Response to I-1-9

A bulk processing mixed waste incinerator does neither exist at the MWT Area nor permitted
under the initial 1999 permit or the renewal. There is no thermal unit being proposed for the
renewal permit.

No, these treatment processes (stabilization, chemical oxidation, and chemical reduction) do not
include incineration. For more information on these treatment types, please see Addendum C,
WAP and Addendum D, Process Information.

Comment I-1-10

Permit Condition 1.2.2.1. No part of this permit should be transferable to the "Geo melt®"
Vitrification System installed at PFNW, but belonging to a different company, Veolia. Geomelt®
is in the process of preparing an NOC at the Benton Clean Air Agency- and those actions affect
this permit. Veolia is preparing a nonRadiological emissions estimate. BCAA believes the
Geomelt® activities should be part of the PFNW permit.

Response to I-1-10

This comment is out of scope for the PENW permit renewal. As Ecology described in the fact
sheet, "the GeoMelt® In Container Vitrification System is also located in the MWF, but this
system is neither permitted under the initial 1999 permit to treat any dangerous waste nor
included in the proposed permit renewal. If PFNW wishes to add the GeoMelt® system into the
MWEF permit, then after the permit renewal goes into effect, PFNW will need to submit to
Ecology a permit modification request pursuant to Permit Condition 1.2.1.2 prior to the initial
processing of waste in the GeoMelt® system. There will be a public comment period for the draft
permit modification in accordance with WAC 173-173-830. Ecology will make a final permit
decision after reviewing all the public comments received."

The only portion in the draft permit renewal that refers to GeoMelt® is the closure plan because
this unit exists physically in the MWT area and therefore will need to be cleaned out during the
closure activities in accordance with WAC 173-303-610.

Comment I-1-11

Permit Condition 1.2.2.4. The Geomelt® Equipment should have financial assurance provided by
Veolia, and Guaranteed by PFNW, due to shared off-gas equipment.



Response to I-1-11

This comment is out of scope of the permit renewal. Under the proposed renewal, PFNW is the
only owner and operator for the proposed MWEF facility. The GeoMelt® In Container Vitrification
System, located in the MWEF, is neither permitted under the initial 1999 Permit to treat any
dangerous waste nor included in the proposed permit renewal.

Comment 1-1-12

Permit Conditions 2.2.3-2.2.5. Profiles for all waste streams should be publicly available.
Current waste stream profiles for the existing permit should be provided as part of the permit
renewal public review so that the public can have a better idea of what is to be treated. The
same profiles or profiles plus margin should be provided for public review in the draft SEIS, so
that the extent of SEIS coverage is obvious.

Response to I-1-12

Waste profiles are not a part of the current 1999 Permit or the proposed renewal permit. PFNW
maintains waste profiles in the MWF operating record until closure of the MWEF, as required by
Permit Condition 2.2.4 and Addendum C, Waste Analysis Plan in accordance with WAC 173-303-
380. Please see Addendum C, Waste Analysis Plan, for the waste profiles and other
requirements for the waste acceptance process. Waste profiles and other operating records are
reviewed by Ecology compliance inspectors at the biannual inspections of the facility.

Comment I-1-13

Permit Condition 2.8.1. This condition refers to a "local emergency plan" without identifying the
author. Can you specify whose plan this is and where it can be found?

Response to I-1-13

Condition 2.8.1 is a requirement to comply with WAC 173-303-145 for spills and discharges into
the environment. Apart from this condition, Addendum G Contingency Plan is the specific plan
covering the required actions for PFNW to respond to an emergency event, such as spill and
release of dangerous materials into the environment.

Comment I-1-14

Permit Condition Omissions - Permit Conditions omit conditions that are present in the May 28,
1999 permit (Modules | and Il). Missing is the requirement for shutting down waste
management operations if ventilation is lost, resulting in loss of negative air pressure. Also
missing is the requirement to not down-blend PCBs to meet concentration requirements. What
else has been deleted? The lack of a redline/strikeout on the permit conditions makes it hard to
understand what has been changed. How about required notifications for receipt of mixed
waste from foreign sources? Conditions are needed to limit maximum production and
equipment capacity.

Response to I-1-14

Ventilation is among the critical processing, meaning no waste processing is allowed if
ventilation is lost. Section 4.5.4 of the Contingency Plan states:



"Upon the shut-down of essential processes, the MWEF will be limited to operating critical
processes. ...Critical processing includes lighting, ventilation, security, and environmental
protection systems."

Please see Addendum G, Contingency Plan, Figure G-13, Filter Fan Failure Flow Chart, and
Section 4.5.4, Operational Controls in Response to Abnormal Conditions, for more information.

For the proposed renewal issued solely by Ecology, we drafted a new permit conditions (2.1.8
through 2.1.8.3) for Drum-Compactor which is the only miscellaneous Dangerous Waste
Management Unit (DWMU) that PFNW proposes to treat TSCA-regulated PCB-contaminated
waste only. Per EPA's Approval to Commercially Store PCB Waste (Approved September 27,
2023), EPA allows PFNW to process this waste through "shredding, compacting or repackaging”
while requiring that "The (Drum-) compactor that is dedicated to PCB waste must be labeled
with a PCB ML label." Ecology drafted conditions to ensure PFNW decontaminates the Dum-
Compactor if and prior to processing dangerous and/or mixed waste to prevent the waste from
becoming cross contaminated to become TSCA-regulated PCB-contaminated waste. No other
miscellaneous DWMU but the Drum Compactor (SB18-06) may be used to process TSCA-
regulated PCB-contaminated wastes at the MWF. Additionally, Ecology added a record keeping
requirement (Condition 2.11.1.20) for mixed waste treated in the Drum Compactor as specified
in Condition 2.1.8.

Please see Condition 2.1.9 for the proposed renewal for 4-week advanced notification for
receiving dangerous waste from foreign generator, in accordance with WAC 173-303-290(1).

Addendum A, Part A form and Addendum D, Process Information cover treatment and storage
capacities at the MWEF. Conditions 2.1.1 through 2.1.3 require PFNW to comply with those
addenda for the MWEF operation.

Comment I-1-15

Addendum A- Part A Form. The form issued for public review is identified as Revision 4, August
2024. However, this is not the correct revision. The prior PENW Dangerous Waste Part A Permit
Form is dated July 12, 2013, and it is identified as Revision 5. Ecology should check all sections
for the proper revisions and dates, to ensure good quality assurance. The change control log
should be updated accordingly.

Response to I-1-15

The "Revision 4" shown in the footer of the proposed renewal means it was the fourth revision
of the renewal permit application submitted by PFNW. The "Revision 5" located in the footer of
the Part A form, dated July 12, 2013, is the fifth revision of the Part A Form in the current 1999
Permit due to permit modifications. The permit renewal application and the current 1999 permit
are two different documents.

Once the permit renewal goes into effect, Ecology will gain configuration control of the PFNW
DWR Permit, allowing the permit to include a change control log for each permit file.
Additionally, the entire permit including change control logs will be available on our website as
was done during the public comment period for the draft PENW DWR Permit.


https://2.11.1.20

Comment I-1-16

Addendum A - Part A Form. | checked some of the changes between the existing Part A Permit
Application (Mixed Waste Facility Rev 5, dated July 12, 2013), and the currently proposed Part
A. There are huge differences between these forms. Ecology should provide an explanation for
all changes and a red line strike out copy. For example: The 8,000-gallon tank treatment
capacity was removed. Did it undergo closure? Estimated annual quantities of wastes with
codes D004 to D011 have been increased from less than a thousand metric tons per year to
10,000 metric tons per year. This is an increase by a factor of 10. Waste code F039 increased
from 42 metric tons per year to 10,000 metric tons per year. Waste Codes WT01 and WT02
increased from 1 metric ton per year to 10,000 metric tons per year. This is a major capacity
increase. It will help if Ecology can explain why the changes are made.

Response to I-1-16

We identified in the initial 1999 permit many treatment units that no longer exist or applicable
for the MWEF operation. Those units and any other outdated information have been removed for
the proposed permit renewal to ensure the proposed renewal permit contains true, accurate,
and complete information to permit the proposed MWF operation. For the proposed renewal
permit, Ecology made sure only contains existing, installed, and operable treatment units are
covered for the permit. Treatment capacities in the proposed renewal is based on the
engineering calculations (Appendix DA-2).

Comment 1-1-17

The existing Part A Application underpinned a City of Richland Substantial Development Permit.
With this new expansion, why is a new Substantial Development Permit not needed? The Part
A, Rev 5 total treatment capacity (in 2013) was 8.2 short tons/hour plus 8,000 gallons/day.
Assuming a density of 1 kg/L, the Part A Rev 5 mass capacity was 230 short tons per day.
Today's proposal is for 503.6 short tons per day. It is more than a doubling of capacity.

Response to I-1-17

Substantial Development Permit is to be issued by the City of Richland, not by Ecology under
WAC 173-303. Substantial Development Permit was required prior to initial construction of the
MWE. There is no additional construction associated with the proposed renewal.

Treatment capacities in the proposed renewal is based on the engineering calculations
(Appendix DA-2).

Comment I-1-18

Part A Form, Page 4. The last line on this page is for an unknown permit number Class V UIC
Well for Building 13-001, registered in 2000. Building 13 is the Mixed Waste Facility. Why is an
injection well located beneath this facility? Given that the facility is old, and its joints may be
deteriorated, can this well direct spills to the water table? How much of this facility is
approaching the end of its design life? These topics are omitted from the draft SEIS. These
topics should be covered in the draft SEIS before including the activities in this permit.



Response to I-1-18

Site Number 31425 (the Class V UIC Well for Building 13-001) is a storm water direction trench
and is the system that collects rainwater from Building 13, not a well. According to UIC
registration documents, this trench is a non-pollutant load stormwater drain to trench not
located in any ground water protection areas, not within 100 feet of a drinking water well or
spring, and not within 1000 ft of surface water.

Addendum A, Part A Form has been updated to include the name "Site Number 31425",
replacing the name "Unknown" to be consistent with Addendum J, Other Federal and State
Laws.

Additionally, Addendum A, Part A Form has been updated to correct a clerical error on SB-23, In-
Container Mixer.

Comment I-1-19

Part A Form. TableA-1, Miscellaneous DWMU Summary has units of tons/day capacity (this is
2,000 Ib/ton?) Sections XIl and XlIl use units of "N" for short tons per day. Section IX, however,
uses metric tons "M" to describe the estimated annual quantity of each type of dangerous
waste. The use of multiple units of measure makes it very difficult to determine how much of
each material will be handled annually. Can you make all the units the same? For example, the
estimated annual quantity of D003 waste (reactive/pyrophoric) is 69 Metric Tons treated (T04)
and/or stored. This is 69,000 kilograms to be drained, encapsulated, cut, or benchtop treated.
The process design capacity for T04 is 503.6 short tons per day. To compare the amount
allowed with the capacity for each waste means repeatedly converting units. 503.6 short tons
(2,000 Ib each) is 228.43 Metric Tons/day. And to do this you have to look up the Part A form
codes from EPA. The result here is that reactive waste is limited to about 1 /3 day's design
capacity. How are the processing limits verified? It's just hard to figure anything out.

Response to I-1-19

The Part A form is a permittee-owned document. PFNW filled out Section Xll through XIV per
Part A Form instructions (Ecology Publication #030-31). Treatment capacities for Table A-1 is
based on the engineering calculations (Appendix DA-2) with a unit measures consistent with
those in Section XIII.

Comment 1-1-20

The Part A Form clearly identifies Mixed Waste Thermal Treatment areas, but thermal
treatment is not identified as an option in the treatment codes. EPA specifies "H040" as the
code for incineration or thermal destruction of hazardous waste, excluding using it as a fuel.
H040 seems to be a match, which would make the Part A much clearer. H0O40 must also be used
on hazardous waste manifests, if the waste is to be thermally treated. Can you use the more
correct code, so the public knows about the incineration? Please see:
https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2022- 12/excerpt biennial report rcra subtitle C
forms and instructions updated on 12 28 22.pdf. Using T04, "Other Treatment" is too vague.
"X99" does not seem to be a valid process code for thermal treatment. H040 is a valid
management and treatment code.


https://www.epa.gov/system/files/documents/2022-12/excerpt

Response to I-1-20

There is currently no thermal unit permitted in the MWF. The GeoMelt® In Container
Vitrification System is located in the MWF, but this system is not permitted for treatment of
dangerous waste in the current Permit nor is it included in the proposed permit renewal.

Comment [-1-21

Part A Table IV calls out Dangerous Waste Codes and annual "Estimated" quantities. However,
many entries are for a range of codes. For example, U001 through U012 is allotted an estimated
guantity of 10 Metric Tons per year. This range is for several chemicals including acetonitrile
(Methyl Cyanide), which as a chemical product is U003, and acetone. Is the estimated amount a
sum for all, oris it intended to be a limit for each? The entries should be clear, because the
amount that can be held is very different if it is multiplied by 12. Is PFNW expecting to have 10
MT/year of the combined items? Who keeps track? What is the limit on the amount or
concentration of acetonitrile?

Response to I-1-21

The Estimated Amount in Table XIV is an estimate of each waste code that could come through
the facility in any given year, and this amount is not an enforceable limit set by Ecology.

Facilities decide these estimates based on previous years waste streams and the capacity and
capability of the facility for treatment and storage. When reviewing permit application
materials, Ecology reviews each estimated quantity for accuracy with capacity calculations and
input from subject matter experts (SMEs).

PFNW explained the basis for the estimated quantities as follows;

"The Listed dangerous waste codes quantities are intended as a processing limit of each specific
waste. Many waste streams are a combination of several waste codes handled at the facility.
Handled can imply stored, processed, generated or transferred, depending on the specific waste

type.

The quantities listed in Part A of Permit Renewal, Version 4, are estimated as accurate as
historical information and the anticipated projections of wastes to be processed in the
foreseeable future."

Each waste manifest, and all waste that comes through the facility is recorded in the facility
operating record, as laid out in Addendum F Preparedness and Prevention, Addendum C, WAP
and Permit Conditions Section 2.11. These records are reviewed by inspectors from Ecology as
well as other state and federal regulatory entities during inspections of the PFNW facility. For
example, an inspector may compare waste manifests with the waste codes in Table XIV to verify
PFNW complies with the waste acceptance in accordance with the Permit.

Comment 1-1-22

Figure A-28 in the Part A attachment is a photograph that shows the MWNT-11 area to be very
messy and to have what appears to be a big hose for ventilation. What is used to verify the
integrity of this equipment?



Response to I-1-22

Verification of equipment is done during internal inspections and recorded on inspection
records. Please see Addendum F, Procedures to Prevent Hazards for more information on
internal inspections.

In response to this comment, PFNW submitted to Ecology the updated Part A Attachment 1
including the updated photo for Figure A-28 in a certified letter (2025-LTR-03, dated July 28,
2025).

For final issuance, Ecology will incorporate the updated Figure A-28.
Comment 1-1-23

Addendum A, Attachment A to Part A form Figures A-29 -A-31 show seams in the concrete
floor. How are these verified to contain waste if there is a leak? Are there joints? How old are
the joints? What is done to check for deterioration?

Response to I-1-23

The floors of rooms WSB-1 (Figure A-29), WSB-2 (Figure A-30), WSB-3 (Figure A-31) are coated
with a waterproof sealant, NSP 100 epoxy concrete sealer (or equivalent), and/or NSP 122 (or
equivalent) floor coating, as described in Addendum B. The floor coatings used are designed to
resist direct contact with most acids, alkalis, and petroleum products and prevent infiltration of
any waste that could otherwise be released.

As discussed in Addendum D, special precautions are required when processing strong
corrosives or organics. The special precautions include thorough flushing of the floor after
exposure to a spill of strong corrosive or organics and would be identified in the work
authorization process. After flushing, the floor coating will be evaluated to determine if repairs
are needed. Manufacturer information can be found in Addendum D, Process Information.

The floors of these rooms are inspected daily to ensure they are free of deterioration, structural
defects, cracks, gaps, or corrosion as well as for the integrity of the floor coating in accordance
with Inspection Plan in Section F.3 of Addendum F, Procedures to Prevent Hazards. PFNW is
required to remedy problems revealed by the inspections as required in Section 3.3 in Addendum
F.

For clarity and consistency with Section B.3 in Addendum B, Ecology updated Section D.4.2 in
Addendum D for the type of floor sealants used at the MWF to also include NSP 100 epoxy
concrete sealer (or equivalent).

Comment I-1-24

Addendum B, page B.6. The document states that the Low-Level Thermal Facility uses thermal
processes (bulk processing unit incineration). Does the Mixed Waste Thermal Facility also use a
similar thermal process? Where is the Geomelt® equipment located? The BPUs? Note that
leaving unused but operable equipment out of the DW permit creates a risk that it will be
operated in error, creating a safety hazard. Ecology should check for all unused/abandoned
equipment to make sure it is removed/closed or locked and tagged out. If PFNW is planning to
add new wastes or equipment, these should be considered now, since there are potential



consequences to their simultaneous operation. The public should not be "surprised" with new
equipment and wastes in the future. The public should also be given a list of prior equipment
that has been removed.

Response to I-1-24
There is currently no thermal unit permitted in the MWF.

As described in the fact sheet, "the GeoMelt® In Container Vitrification System is located in the
MWEF, but this system is neither permitted under the initial 1999 permit to treat any dangerous
waste nor included in the proposed permit renewal. If PENW wishes to add the GeoMelt®
system into the MWF permit, then after the permit renewal goes into effect, PENW will need to
submit to Ecology a permit modification request pursuant to Permit Condition 1.2.1.2 prior to
the initial processing of waste in the GeoMelt® system. There will be a public comment period
for the draft permit modification in accordance with WAC 173-173-830. Ecology will make a
final permit decision after reviewing all the public comments received." The only portion in the
proposed permit mentioning GeoMelt® is in the closure plan because this unit exist physically in
the MWT area and therefore will need to be cleaned out during the closure activities in
accordance with WAC 173-303-610.

All equipment that is under Ecology authority is checked by compliance inspectors during
inspections, as well as the facility operating record.

Comment I-1-25
Addendum B, page B.8. Railcar unloading was not analyzed in the 1998 SEIS.
Response to I-1-25

The original 1998 EIS didn't consider Rail Loading Area (RLA) because it was not proposed for
construction of the MWF when the original 1998 EIS was drafted. After the entire MWF was
constructed, PFNW added the RLA through a class 2 permit modification which was approved in
2011. The RLA is discussed in Chapter 2 in the draft SEIS.

Comment I-1-26

Addendum B, page B.9 discusses chemical resistant water stops, but does not distinguish
between newer and older parts of the facility. How is water stop integrity verified as the stops
deteriorate over time? What is the design life of each part of the facility?

Response to I-1-26

The water stops over the floors of the MWEF are inspected by PFNW staff to ensure they are in
working condition in accordance with Section F.3 of Addendum F, Procedures to Prevent
Hazards. Items of daily inspection including the floors are detailed in Daily Inspection Checklist
in Addendum F.

Comment 1-1-27

Addendum B, page B.15 describes land use in the vicinity but omits many neighbors, such as the
adjacent Central Washington Corn Processors. This entry should be more complete. The map in



the PFNW Emergency Plan, filed with the DOH, has a much better list, although it also omits the
new apartments at the intersection of Highway 240 and Kingsgate.

Response to I-1-27
Addendum B, section B.8 has been updated to the following:

"Land use in the vicinity of the MWF includes the Framatome facility approximately 0.25 mile
northeast, DOE's laydown yard approximately 0.25 mile east, railcar transfer yard lands on the
south, and Ferguson Enterprises, Inc.'s plumbing fixtures, parts, and supplies storage building
approximately 0.3 mile west. Other neighboring entities include:

NE: Battelle Warehouse .6 mile; Cast Transportation .6 miles; PNNL Campus 1.1 miles;

NW: International Hearth Melting 1.0 miles; Hammer Training Facility 1.7 miles; Kingsgate
Apartment 1.3 miles;

S: Central Washington Corn Processors .29 miles; Horn Rapids Recreational Vehicle 1.3 miles;

SE: Washington State University Campus 1.7 miles; Hanford High School 1.7 miles ; North
Richland Kindercare 1.4 miles;

SW: Preferred Freezer Services .62 miles;
W: Plastic Injection Molding .72 miles;"
Comment 1-1-28

Addendum D - PFNW has been hosting the operations of Veolia's Geomelt® Vitrification
Equipment which is high temperature treatment (just like incineration} Addendum D does not
include the Geomelt® equipment, although Geomelt® is clearly called out by DOH licensees as
an intermittently operated Mixed Waste process. DOH Air License Attachment RAEL-012, "Air
Attachment to Radioactive Materials Licenses WN-10393-1 and 10508-1," states that the DOH
license covers temporary operations of the Geo melt® System. DOH identifies Geo melt® as a
Mixed Waste Thermal Unit comprised of melt box assemblies, hood removal, and monolith
packaging, with a connection to the PFNW Mixed Waste Thermal Unit Primary Exhauster. If this
equipment is installed, it should be identified in Ecology's DW permit, with a statement about
its status and plans for the future. This equipment vitrifies reactive, dangerous, mixed waste,
such as sodium. If unused, it's a tripping hazard and it should undergo closure. If unused, its
DOH license should be cancelled. If planned for use, it should not be omitted from this permit
application.

Note that the DOH Attachment calls out an assumed decontamination factor for the effluent
gas treatment system in the MWTU of 2000 (for the MWTH building filter train.} Except of
course, tritium, and other gas phase isotopes from Geomelt® are not captured and go straight
up the stack. Ecology should coordinate mixed waste scope with the other permits. An
integrated permit plan and configuration sheet would be helpful.

Response to I-1-28

As described in the fact sheet, "the GeoMelt® In Container Vitrification System is located in the
MWEF, but this system is neither permitted under the initial 1999 permit to treat any dangerous



waste nor included in the proposed permit renewal. If PENW wishes to add the GeoMelt®
system into the MWF permit, then after the permit renewal goes into effect, PFNW will need to
submit to Ecology a permit modification request pursuant to Permit Condition 1.2.1.2 prior to
the initial processing of waste in the GeoMelt® system. There will be a public comment period
for the draft permit modification in accordance with WAC 173-173-830. Ecology will make a
final permit decision after reviewing all the public comments received." The only portion in the
proposed permit mentioning GeoMelt® is in the closure plan because this unit exist physically in
the MWT area and therefore will need to be cleaned out during the closure activities in
accordance with WAC 173-303-610.

Comment 1-1-29

Addendum D, Page D. 7 identifies container storage units and miscellaneous DWMUs but omits
the storage of mixed waste in the railcar unloading area. What is its capacity for solids and
liguids? How long will waste be allowed to stay there? The railcar unloading area should be
identified as a container storage area.

Response to I-1-29

Rail cars are not currently in use at PENW. For both the current and proposed operation after
the permit renewal, any waste streams going to the MWEF will be shipped to the MWF through
trucks.

PFNW has not requested to permit the Rail Loading Area (RLA) as a container storage area. The
RLA could be used for loading and unloading waste shipments per WAC 173-303-395(4),
however it will not be permitted as a container storage area. A timeline for receiving, unloading
and transferring waste received via railcar from the RLA into the MWF is provided in Addendum
C, WAP.

Comment 1-1-30

Addendum D, Page D.10 Table D-2 has a total MW treatment capacity of 727.78 short tons per
day. How does this compare to SEIS alternatives? To past limits?

Response to I-1-30

Alternative 2 evaluated in the draft SEIS is the alternative specific to the proposed permit
renewal. Please see Table 13 in the draft SEIS identifying the list of treatment units and
processes with the treatment capacities, which matches with Table D-2 in Addendum D.

Comment 1-1-31

Addendum D, Page D.11, Table D-3 identifies waste codes accepted for treatment. However,
U003 (Acetonitrile} is not among the accepted wastes, except for decanting (a bad batch} or
storage. Is Acetonitrile a new waste to PFNW? How have the hazards been evaluated? Since
acetonitrile is part of an effluent mixture, is it WTO01 or WT02? What happens to it in the
ventilation system? At the connections to a rail car? At the connections to a transport tote?

Response to I-1-31

Acetonitrile (U003) is not included within the permit renewal for treatment, only storage and
decanting as mentioned in your comment. Since U003 has not been permitted for treatment



within the facility, information on treatment hazards have not been evaluated. All storage areas
are approved for storing all waste codes included in the Part A, as outlined in Table D-3,
included in Addendum D, Process Information. Information on container compatibility,
secondary containment compatibility, and container storage can be found within Addendum D,
Process Information and Addendum C, WAP. Information on Waste Acceptance Criteria and
Sampling is included in Addendum C WAP.

For DFLAW secondary waste streams containing acetonitrile, WTP's current certified waste
profile to ETF is the basis for waste codes and LDR requirements tracked through LERF/ETF. The
certified waste profile information documents waste codes FO01-FO05. No "D" waste codes are
applied to the certified WTP waste profile, and therefore no Underlying hazardous constituent
(UHC) evaluation applies to the waste stream. Normally, assignment of a "D" waste code is
required to trigger the UHC evaluation. Acetonitrile is not identified as an LDR organic in this
waste stream and is not subject to LDR treatment standards when received at ETF. To meet the
waste acceptance criteria for IDF, the acetonitrile distillate is solidified in grout likely at PENW
so it can be disposed at IDF. There are no off gas concerns with acetonitrile from DFLAW
secondary waste since it is not subject to LDR organic treatment requirements.

Hazards due to treatment of the U003 waste code have not been identified as this is not a
permitted action at the PFNW facility. PENW would need to submit a permit application in
accordance with WAC 173-303-830 for review and approval by Ecology in order to add a waste
code to be treated at the facility.

Rail is not being used at PFNW to transport waste at this time. If PENW would like to start using
the RLA to transport waste to and from the facility, PFENW would need to submit to Ecology for
review and approval a permit modification to their permit according to WAC 173-303-830.

Comment 1-1-32

Addendum D and Permit Conditions - It would help to note specifically which wastes are
prohibited from each piece of equipment. It's probably a short list, but it would be meaningful
for understanding the permit. Reactive and shock sensitive waste should not undergo
mechanical handling?

Response to I-1-32

Per Permit Condition 2.1.1, PFNW is authorized to accept dangerous and/or mixed waste at the
MWEF that are specified in Addendum A, "Part A Form," and that satisfy the waste acceptance
requirements described in Addendum C, "Waste Analysis Plan." Per Permit Condition 2.1.2,
PENW is authorized to treat dangerous and/or mixed waste at the MWEF that are specified in
Addendum A, "Part A Form," and satisfies the waste treatment requirements described in
Addendum D, "Process Information."

Please see Table D-3 in Addendum D for specific waste codes permitted for treatment by each
miscellaneous DWMU and using each treatment process.

Comment I-1-33

Addendum D, Page D-21 -this page provides that a maximum volume of 2 gallons liquid or 10 Ib
solid waste is treated in the bench scale waste treatment system at any time. Are liquids and



solids allowed to be mixed? Is the limit a sum of fractions rule or liquids-only and solids-only?
This limit would be helpful with a SHALL designation in the permit conditions. It would help to
do the same thing for all units so that the limits are easy to find and understand. For air
emissions, is there any emissions monitoring or treatment present for the exhaust system? Can
volatiles escape?

Response to 1-1-33

As detailed in Addendum D, Process Information, the Bench-Scale Waste Treatment System will
treat small volumes of liquid and solid waste that are not operationally feasible for treatment in
another treatment unit. This system can treat waste in liquid, solid, or sludge if satisfying Permit
Conditions 2.1.1 and 2.1.2. Liquids and solids can be mixed when being treated, if necessary.
These limits are based on treatment capacity calculations included in Addendum D, Process
Information, Appendix DA-2, Treatment Capacity Calculations. Regulations including WAC 173-
303 and all permit documents must be followed at all times when treating waste at the PFNW
facility.

Per Permit Condition 2.1.1, PFNW is authorized to accept dangerous and/or mixed waste at the
MWEF that are specified in Addendum A, "Part A Form," and that satisfy the waste acceptance
requirements described in Addendum C, "Waste Analysis Plan." Per Permit Condition 2.1.2,
PENW is authorized to treat dangerous and/or mixed waste at the MWEF that are specified in
Addendum A, "Part A Form," and satisfies the waste treatment requirements described in
Addendum D, "Process Information."

For both worker safety and contamination control, ventilation to this system is established and
confirmed prior to conducting treatment operations. A local differential pressure indicator
provides the operator with a positive indication that the ventilation system is operating. During
the treatment operation, Lab Hood Exhaust fan pulls from the hood and exhausts into the SB-02
Building Confinement Exhaust System.

Comment I-1-34

Addendum D, Page D.50 -what is the age of the MWF and its chemical stops? Has the design life
of the coatings and seals expired? How often does Ecology perform an inspection?

Response to I-1-34

The MWF was constructed in 2000. PFNW is required to conduct a weekly inspection for
containers which include conditions of secondary containment for scratches, cracks, or thinning
of the sealant/coating. In accordance with Addendum F, any problems found in the inspection
will be documented in the inspection checklist and addressed adequately to meet the secondary
containment requirement.

Ecology inspects the facility every other year, and all information on the life of the facility and
maintenance records are included in the PFNW Operating Record (See WAC 173-303-380 for
Facility Recordkeeping Requirements). That information is reviewed by Ecology's compliance
inspectors at each inspection.



Comment I-1-35

Addendum D, Page D.52- It looks like air emission standards for equipment leaks should apply
to the in-container mixer (plus other equipment) and not just the pump and hose, since the
mixer may also contact liquids with at least 10% organics. Rail cars? If PENW is relying on waste
streams being below 10 wt% organics, there should be a permit condition requiring analysis
before waste is shipped, and after waste arrives. Previous shipments received at PFNW have
violated acceptance criteria and should be prevented. See Hanford Challenge's report "Risky
Business at PFNW1".

Response to I-1-35

In accordance with Table C-2 in Addendum C, PFNW is not permitted to receive any waste with
greater than 10% total organic carbon if waste is to be stabilized in ICM. Subpart BB, Air
Emission Standards for Equipment Leaks, applies to equipment that contains or contacts
hazardous wastes with organic concentrations of at least 10 percent by weight. Therefore, this
subpart should only apply to stated equipment within Addendum D.

If there is a change in facility operations or accepted waste streams which could potentially
subject other equipment to Subpart BB, such as PFNW employing rail travel as a form of waste
shipment, Ecology will conduct a review for the applicability of Subpart BB through an
appropriate future permit modification.

See Permit Condition Section 2.2, Waste Analysis, for waste analysis requirements, waste profile
records requirements, and waste acceptance requirements for the PFNW facility.

Comment I-1-36

How are emissions prevented from railcars? Will the railcars contain ammonia or acetonitrile?
Ammonia and acetonitrile spills and releases to the air are not analyzed in the draft SEIS.

Response to I-1-36

Rail Cars are not currently in use at PENW. Any waste streams going to the MWEF, including
ammonia and/or acetonitrile will be shipped to the MWF through trucks.

Comment I-1-37

Addendum E, Page E.9-Addendum E, Page E.9 states that the MWF has not conducted
corrective actions. This is contradicted by Corrective Actions listed in PENW annual
Environmental Reports, submitted to the DOH. For example, the following required corrective
action:

February 6, 2023- pH too high, exposure to fumes while sampling treated waste. The reagents
generated a gas. Correction was to use a sampling tent.

lhttps://staticl.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981deb769d96b2/t/5fce533274a40730fbc928bf/1607357241
336/2020+12.04+PermaFix+Report+updated.pdf


https://1https://static1.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981deb769d96b2/t/5fce533274a40730fbc928bf/1607357241

July 19, 2023- Tote pressure excursion resulted in material rupturing out of the fill port.
Correction was to install pressure relief lids on the totes.

June 8, 2022- Brush fire, assumed to be caused by electrical failure of the environmental air
sample pump. (So, this pump was out of service? For how long?)

June 27, 2022- Tanker dragged with brakes locked.
June 6, 2021- Forklift ignited.

August 19, 2020- Loss of radioactive material during container offload. Loss of contamination
control.

April 1, 2019- Mixed Waste Facility Water Leak. Standing water pumped into totes. Secondary
containment insufficient?

May 17, 2019- Mixed Waste Facility Package FIRE.

June 13, 2019- Mixed Waste Facility Stack Sampling Filter Cross-Contamination. Exceeded the
investigation level for stack effluent air.

November 12, 2019- Mixed Waste Facility- Geomelt® Loss of Contamination Control.
Contamination with Uranium Oxide powder- spread of contamination. NOTE: Uranium Oxide is
a kidney toxin and is regarded as a hazardous waste. See
https://www.energy.gov/nnsa/articles/sds-uranium-oxide-u308. Decay products of uranium
include lead, which is also toxic.

December 16, 2019- Mixed Waste Facility- Depleted Uranium turnings microencapsulation
container fire. This is the ignition of a pyrophoric waste.

June 19, 2017- Mixed Waste Facility Drum Leak.

October 27, 2016- Process Off-gas Duct Breach - this resulted in a "temporary patch" for the
LLW Off-Gas duct. How vulnerable is the MWF ductwork?

April 13, 2015- Uncontrolled Material Rotation resulting in pinched supplied airline, Mixed
Waste Facility.

August 5, 2015- Portable gantry crane tip over and containment damage.

October 14, 2015- Rupture in Low Level Thermal Building Process Off Gas Line. This item had
been in service for 15 years.

November 23, 2015- Dry Spill in outdoor storage yard -forklift with sliding cover block.
"Environmental Impact - This is an area that was currently under investigation due to elevated
soil sample results. This event may have contributed to the problem but is well inside the
owner controlled boundary and "not expected" to spread outside the radiological controlled
area."

June 19, 2013- Release of Radioactive material from Package during container off- load. Mixed
Waste Facility Unloading Pad and Storage Bay. If radioactive material was released, dangerous
waste was probably released too.


https://www.energy.gov/nnsa/articles/sds-uranium-oxide-u3o8

MORE: Additional Corrective Actions are detailed in the reports at the following links (the
reports can be searched for "corrective actions.":

https://staticl.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981 deb769d96b2/t/5fbc6ed4b
7ee8e70758f05ba/1606184517426/Quick+Facts.pdf

https://staticl.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981deb769d96b2/t/5fce533274a40730fbc9
28bf/1607357241336/2020+12.04+PermaFix+Report+updated.pdf

Response to 1-1-37

These are examples of compliance corrective actions. Any compliance corrective actions for the
PFNW-Richland Facility have been reviewed by Ecology's compliance team. The corrective
actions included in Addendum E have to do with RCRA Section 3008(h), 7003, or 3013 order,
Model Toxics Control Act order, as an independent Model Toxics Control Act cleanup.

The "Interpretation of Section 3008(h) of the Solid Waste Disposal Act" document published by
EPA states:

"The trigger for issuing §3008(h) orders and initiating civil referrals is the existence of
information that there is or has been a release, which is a lower threshold than the showing of
'substantial hazard' under RCRA Section 3013 or 'immanent and substantial endangerment’
under RCRA Section 7003 or CERCLA Section 106. While the statute does not define the term
'release’, the Agency believes that, given the broad remedial purpose of Section 3008(h), the
term should encompass at least as much as the definition of release under CERCIA."

The sections of the PFNW facility that house and deal with RCRA Dangerous Mixed Wastes are
included within Building 13, which in its entirety is a Secondary Containment System due to floor
coating and berms (See Addendum D, Appendix DA-1 Secondary Containment Calculations).
Therefore, there is no possibility that any spills came in contact with the environment and
therefore would not trigger the Corrective Action mentioned in Addendum E. All other corrective
actions mentioned outside of Building 13 are not in the scope of this permit.

Comment 1-1-38

Appendix IA.b, Closure Cost Estimate. The inflation adjustment is only for the year 2022. The
inflation adjustment should be made to include 2025.

Response to I-1-38

PFNW has no plans to close at this point in time. This Addendum is meant to be an estimate and
would be updated with detailed information once closure of the facility is being considered.
Since prices of materials and equipment are similar in price this year to the year 2022, this
Addendum contains appropriate levels of detail for a facility with no closure plans at this time.
At such time that closure is considered for PFNW, they must submit a Class 2 or 3 permit
modification with detailed information on all closure activities and price estimates so Ecology
can ensure protection of human health and the environment.


https://static1.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981%20deb769d96b2/t/5fbc6e44b%207ee8e70758f05ba/1606184517426/Quick+Facts.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981%20deb769d96b2/t/5fbc6e44b%207ee8e70758f05ba/1606184517426/Quick+Facts.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981deb769d96b2/t/5fce533274a40730fbc928bf/1607357241336/2020+12.04+PermaFix+Report+updated.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/568adf4125981deb769d96b2/t/5fce533274a40730fbc928bf/1607357241336/2020+12.04+PermaFix+Report+updated.pdf

Comment 1-1-39

App DA-7, Process Flow Diagram -Omits the ventilation systems. The off-gas treatment systems
should be shown on a PFD with details for all unit operations. How are chemicals such as
ammonia and acetonitrile to be treated? How is the offgas monitored for noxious fumes?

Response to 1-1-39

As a general matter, RCRA requires monitoring and control of air emissions at hazardous waste
treatment, storage, and disposal facilities. See 42 U.S.C. § 6924(n). The RCRA regulations thus
specify specific standards for organic air emissions from specific DWMUs, listed in RCRA
Subparts AA, BB and CC (WAC 173-303-690 through 692). In addition, "miscellaneous units" that
treat, store, or dispose of dangerous waste but do not fit the definitions of a container, tank,
surface impoundment, or other defined DWMU must include those requirements in WAC 173-
303-690 through 692 that are appropriate for the miscellaneous units being permitted. See WAC
173-303-040 (defining "miscellaneous unit"); WAC 173-303-680. These included requirements to
prevent "any release that may have adverse effects on human health or the environment due to
migration of waste constituents in the air." WAC 173-303-680(2)(c).

WAC 173-303-690 (RCRA Subpart AA) applies to process vents associated with distillation,
fractionation, thin-film evaporation, solvent extraction, or air or steam stripping operations that
manage hazardous wastes with organic concentrations of at least 10 parts per million by weight
(ppmw).

WAC 173-303-691 (RCRA Subpart BB) applies to equipment that contains or contacts hazardous
wastes with organic concentrations of at least 10 percent by weight. The equipment must
contain or contact hazardous waste with organic concentrations of at least 10 percent
(including residues) for 300 hours or more per calendar year.

WAC 173-303-692 (RCRA Subpart CC) applies to tanks, surface impoundments, or containers
that treat, store, or dispose of dangerous waste. PFNW stores dangerous waste in containers
and treats dangerous waste in miscellaneous units.

The MWF does not have any vents that meet the definition of "process vent" as described by
WAC 173-303-690 [40 CFR 264.1031]. Therefore, there are no vents at the MWF that are subject
to Subpart AA. This subsection is not applicable.

Equipment at the MWEF potentially subject to Subpart BB includes the container pump (PMP-
2308) and hose associated with the In-Container Mixer, and the pump and associated
equipment that would be used to offload a tanker truck.

Waste management units that are used solely for the management of radioactive mixed waste
in accordance with all applicable requlations under the authority of the Atomic Energy Act and
the Nuclear Waste Policy Act are exempt from the requirements of Air Emission Standards for
Tanks and Containers WAC 173-303-692 [40 CFR 264, Subpart CC]. All dangerous wastes
permitted at the MWF are mixed waste and are managed in accordance with these regulations.
Therefore, Subpart CC is not applicable.



A process flow diagram of the entire ventilation system at PFNW would not be an appropriate
addition to the permit as most of the ventilation system does not fall under Dangerous Mixed
Waste regulations.

Comment 1-1-40

The Addendum C Waste Analysis Plan states that fingerprint testing parameters include
cyanides if the waste produces hydrogen cyanide upon acidification below a pH of 2. Cyanide
waste is to be stabilized and not treated with acid. Please note that the International
Programme on Chemical Safety has a report about Acetonitrile. The report points out that
Acetonitrile produces hydrogen cyanide when heated to decomposition or when reacted with
acids or oxidizing agents.

Further, Addendum F, Procedures to Prevent Hazards, contains requirements to inspect and log
data for dangerous material having total organics equal to or greater than 10%. Acetonitrile is
both an organic waste and a cyanide bearing waste. It would be helpful to have a section of
permit conditions specific to the acetonitrile concentrate from ETF. (Please note that
Addendum F refers to "Subpart BB" but does not define where Subpart BB is located. Is this
RCRA Subpart BB?)

Response to I-1-40

At the Effluent Treatment Facility (ETF) at Hanford's 200 East Area through DFLAW, which is
anticipated to begin in 2025, acetonitrile will be concentrated through the Steam Stripper and
the resulting vapors will be sent through the Vessel Off Gas System. The system includes a
moisture separator, duct heater, pre-filter, high-efficiency particulate air filters, carbon absorber
(when required to reduce organic emissions), exhaust fans, and ductwork. The concentrated
Acetonitrile may be shipped to PFNW for solidification (grouting) prior to the final disposition at
IDF.

WTP's current certified waste profile to ETF is the basis for waste codes and LDR requirements
tracked through LERF/ETF. The certified waste profile information documents waste codes FOO1-
FO05. No "D" waste codes are applied to the certified WTP waste profile, and therefore no
Underlying hazardous constituent (UHC) evaluation applies to the waste stream. Normally,
assignment of a "D" waste code is required to trigger the UHC evaluation. Acetonitrile is not
identified as an LDR organic in this waste stream and is not subject to LDR treatment standards
when received at ETF. To meet the waste acceptance criteria for IDF, the acetonitrile distillate is
solidified in grout so it can be disposed at IDF. For this reason, Ecology doesn't think there is a
need for a specific permit condition for waste acceptance of acetonitrile at the MWF.

Also, the requirements mentioned in Addendum F on inspecting and logging data applies to the
equipment in a facility, not to the waste itself. Please see 40 CFR 264 Subpart BB for more
information.

The Subpart BB included in Addendum F is 40 CFR 264 Subpart BB. Ecology will update the name
(40 CFR 264 Subpart BB Monitoring Program Manual) to be included in Addendum F for the final
permit.



Comment 1-1-41

Addendum E, Releases from Solid Waste Management Units, Page Addendum E.9, claims that a
Site Hazard Assessment by Jacobs Engineering in January 2000, concluded that "no further
action" was warranted, that the current property is the same as existed under ATG at the time
of the report writing in 2000. Yet there are "hot spots" and spills experienced. The Jacobs
Engineering January 2000 report should be made available for public review and compared to
today's site.

Response to I-1-41

The initial permit was issued to PFNW for the MWEF operation in 1999 prior to the wase storage
and treatment activities began in the MWEF. The sections of the PFNW facility that house and
deal with RCRA Dangerous Mixed Wastes are included within Building 13, which in its entirety is
a Secondary Containment System due to floor coating and berms (See Addendum D, Appendix
DA-1 Secondary Containment Calculations). Therefore, there is no possibility that any spills
came in contact with the environment. All other "hot spots" or spills that occurred at the PENW
site outside of Building 13 are not in the scope of this permit. Therefore, the initial Jacobs report
is accurate, true and supportive of Addendum E.

Ecology is not the owner of the Jacobs report, so we are not able to publish the document.

A-1: OREGON DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY (TOM SICILIA)
Comment A-1-1

Oregon appreciates the opportunity to provide comment on this permit. To begin with, we do
not have a position for or against Perma-fix, and have full faith in the WA department of
Ecology to regulate the safe operation of the facility through this permit. However, given the
important role that Perma-fix provides to cleanup progress at the Hanford site, we support the
timely renewal of this permit. Oregon understands that most material from Perma-fix
reportedly returns to the Hanford site: whether for disposal in a licensed landfill or staging in
preparation for off-site disposal. We are also confident that waste classified as transuranic and
mixed transuranic waste shipments destined for the WIPP facility in New Mexico will be
managed by the DOE Carlsbad field office, which has a well-established program to coordinate
safe transportation with states along the routes from Hanford to WIPP.

Our request pertains to waste materials other than those returning to Hanford — If low activity
waste or mixed low activity waste is destined to leave Perma-Fix and travel south through
Oregon, we would like a courtesy notification to ODOE. This coordination allows us to provide
accurate information to first responders and the public should incidents or inquiries arise.

Response to A-1-1
Thank you for your comment.

The PFNW MWF DWP renewal has been a high priority for Ecology for a number of years in
order for PENW to continue the MWEF operations.



The proposed renewal would include the MWEF operation supporting the near future DFLAW,
which anticipates beginning in 2025. A large-scale grouting and out-of-state disposal of
Hanford's 200 West Area low-activity tank waste is beyond the scope of the proposed renewal
because DOE has not selected the specific TSD facilities for grouting such waste at this point of
writing. However, Ecology is committed to continuing consultation and cooperation with ODOE
for matters concerning Hanford Cleanup, which includes, but not limited to Hanford tank waste
shipment through the state of Oregon.

O-1: COLUMBIA RIVERKEEPER (SIMONE ANTER)
Comment O-1-1

The public and stakeholders will require more information about nearby actions that
cumulatively impact the Columbia River and communities who live, work, and use resources—
including the River itself—near the Perma-Fix Building and the Hanford Site’s 300 Area. The
SEIS’ cumulative impacts section, 5.13, concludes that nearby sources and “LLF operation and
the continuous MWF operation under any action alternative, would contribute to cumulative
impacts on air quality and human health elements.” Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement, Perma-Fix Northwest Mixed Waste Facility Dangerous Waste Permit Renewal, 124
(2025) [hereinafter SEIS]. Nearby sources included the Hanford Site, along with the Columbia
Generating Station (located in Hanford’s 300-Area) as sources with potential radioactive and
nonradioactive air emissions. SEIS p. 123. Section 5.13 lacks significant discussion of how LLF
operation and continuous MWF operations will specifically contribute to impacts on air quality
and human health elements. What impacts? How will they contribute? What impacts are there
already in this area because of existing Perma-Fix operations and the other sources listed in this
section? What are the numeric increases expected?

Response to O-1-1

This comment is outside the scope of the PFNW Renewal but will be answered in the Response
to Comments associated with the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

Comment O-1-2

We urge caution regarding allowing Perma-Fix to continue expansion plans when DFLAW
operations may call on Perma-Fix for the handling of secondary waste. We are unsure which of
the alternatives capture the clearest picture of how Energy intends to proceed. Additionally,
now that the Draft Supplement Analysis is released for 200 West, we urge Ecology to consider
how these operations will overlap in time and space. How does this permit modification
interact with implementation of the Holistic Settlement agreement? Riverkeeper is concerned
that with these permit modifications, Ecology is setting the stage for Perma-Fix to be the de
facto choice for grouting of Hanford’s tank waste, something the SEIS does not discuss. It’s
taken since 2009 for this permit renewal and since 1998 for a new environmental review, the
state of Hanford has changed and by extension the facilities that Hanford cleanup plans to
utilize to adhere to the mission. If Perma-Fix Northwest is planning on being a part of this, the
permit modification and SEIS must address that.



Response to O-1-2

The proposed renewal would include the MWEF operation supporting the near future DFLAW,
which anticipates to begin in 2025. Alternative 2 evaluated in the draft SEIS is the alternative
specific to the proposed permit renewal.

A large-scale grouting and out-of-state disposal of Hanford's 200 West Area low-activity tank
waste is beyond the scope of the proposed renewal because DOE has not selected the specific
TSD facilities for grouting such waste at this point of writing. DOE will select the TSD facilities
after completing the required NEPA process (i.e., issuing the final SA with a Record of Decision).
If DOE selects PFNW as an off-site TSD facility to grout the waste prior to offsite disposal outside
the state of Washington, then Ecology is committed to fulfill the SEPA coverage in accordance
with WAC 197-11-650 to support our future agency action(s) for a future permit modification to
PFNW MWEF Permit. There will be a public comment period for the draft permit modification,
including an appropriate SEPA document, in accordance with WAC 173-173-830.

Comment O-1-3

The DNFSB has raised questions about the movement of materials close to the boundary of the
Hanford site. If we accept some conclusions from the SEIS, the DNFSB caution regarding a
positive unreviewed safety question, and the cumulative impact expectations implied in the
potential 200 West tank waste treatment alterations, then the potential exists for movement of
grouted or liquid material (diluted and/or treated, presumably) to cause risks close to the
boundary of Hanford.

SEIS p. 31-32. Will this number increase? Since 92 of 99 trucks originate from Hanford, how
might this number increase as DFLAW begins operations, if Perma-Fix is utilized? Where do the
other 7 trucks originate? If truck transportation is expected to increase at Perma-Fix and in the
surrounding areas, does Ecology plan on looking at the potential for increased 6PPD
contamination in stormwater runoffs and the impacts to the Columbia River? See generally,
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 6PPD-quinone, available at
https://www.epa.gov/chemical-research/6ppd-quinone.

Response to O-1-3

This comment is outside the scope of the PFNW Renewal but will be answered in the Response
to Comments associated with the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

Comment O-1-4

Additionally, the SEIS states “[c]urrently barge transportation is not used to transport waste to
or from the PFNW site. However, PFNW has expressed interest in this capability for LLW in the
future.” SEIS p. 39. Does Perma-Fix have the ability to utilize barge transportation without
additional environmental analysis or public input? If so, cumulative impacts of utilizing barge
transportation in the Columbia River watershed must be evaluated.

Response to O-1-4

When Ecology reviewed the PENW renewal permit application and while gathering information
for developing the draft SEIS, barge transportation was determined to be unlikely to occur
during this renewal period (i.e., 10 year after the final permit becomes effective) for several


https://www.epa.gov/chemical-research/6ppd-quinone

reasons. First, the majority of waste continues to come from and return to the Hanford Site by
trucks. Second, PFNW has not identified any waste stream or generator for which barge
transportation would be suitable.

In the future, if barge transportation becomes necessary or proposed by PFNW, a permit
modification would be needed to implement the change in the MWF operations and to
accommodate the storage and treatment of such new waste. A future modification of this type
would require a public comment period in accordance with WAC 173-173-830. If a separate
SEPA analysis was required, it would be done at that time. Ecology is committed to fulfill the
SEPA coverage in accordance with WAC 197-11-650.

Comment O-1-5

Is Perma-Fix currently considering treating PFAS at its Richland facility? Does it have any hope
of doing so in the future? How would this impact the overall environmental burden on the
area? What additional permiting and environmental analysis would Ecology require, should
Perma-Fix pursue the treatment of PFAS at the Richland facility?

Response to O-1-5

No, PFNW is not considering treating PFAS at the Richland facility. If they wanted to treat a new
waste stream in the future, sampling, testing and analysis would have to be presented to
Ecology for review and confirmed by a 3rd party Washington State Accredited Laboratory as
outlined in Addendum C, WAP, Addendum C, Appendix CA SAP, and Addendum C, Appendix CB
QAP. PFNW would also have to request a permit modification in accordance with WAC 173-303-
830 which would include associated public involvement prior to a decision by Ecology.

Comment O-1-6

If Perma-Fix is part of the DFLAW program, and operations will begin soon, when will Perma-Fix
provide a full assessment of when it expects full operations to begin? What will be the nature of
the material? Will it be effluent and/or contaminated equipment and/or secondary waste?

Response to O-1-6

The proposed renewal would include the MWEF operation supporting the near future DFLAW,
which is anticipated to begin in 2025. PFNW anticipates receiving DFLAW secondary waste from
Hanford's ETF for grouting prior to the final disposal at the IDF. The MWF operations must
comply with the DWP in place for storing and treatment of such waste.

Based on the Ecology's review of the initial 1999 permit, PFNW role for DFLAW is not dependent
on its DWP renewal. In other words, the current initial permit allows PFNW to support the MWF
operation for the DFLAW secondary waste until the permit renewal goes into effect. A readiness
assessment of the PFNW facility is unnecessary at this time, as it is not a new facility.

Comment O-1-7

What waste streams are intentionally left out that could be coming to Perma-Fix, and for what
reason? We ask the previous question because we want to understand Ecology’s assumptions
regarding how much waste would come to Perma-Fix in the future, including secondary waste



(not the tank waste itself, but rather the things that were used to handle or store the tank
waste)?

Response to O-1-7

No waste streams were intentionally left out of the permit. All waste codes that are currently
permitted to be treated and/or stored at the PFNW facility have been included in the RCRA
Dangerous Mixed Waste Permit renewal. The permit for the PENW facility speaks to current
waste streams, operations, and facilities on the PFNW site.

Ecology cannot make assumptions about where waste will be sent in the future and what those
future impacts would be when it comes to the RCRA Dangerous Waste Permit, that is for the
generators to decide. PFNW is required to comply with the permit in place for waste acceptance,
including waste codes specified in Addenda A and C. Their operation must also comply with the
treatment and storage capacity as shown in Addenda A and C.

Comment O-1-8

More data could be helpful regarding the concentration of contaminants within wastes, not just
waste volumes, being shipped to Perma-Fix. What wastes, how much, and how regularly are
they arriving, both in tonnage and volume? (For example if this is all averaged, you might
misunderstand the impact - a large piece of contaminated equipment in need of encapsulation
of some kind, which Perma-Fix does, could be voluminous and not that heavy. Other things
could be super heavy. All of them could be toxic, and so the concentration of things is also
helpful information.) In order to distinguish properly between alternatives, we must have a
clear understanding.

Response to O-1-8

Prior to waste acceptance, PFNW is required to conduct waste acceptance process which
includes, but is not limited to reviewing and verifying the waste profile and manifest provided by
the waste generator. As detailed in Addendum C, WAP, the waste profile is a document
completed by and signed by the customer (generator) that details the physical, chemical, and
regulatory description of the waste stream as needed by the MWEF to assist in determining the
acceptance of the waste stream. Each waste profile and manifest is among the operating
records PENW must maintain until closure of the MWF, as required in Addendum C, WAP and
the Permit Conditions. The operating record is reviewed by Ecology compliance inspectors at the
biannual inspections of the facility.

0-2: HANFORD CHALLENGE (NIKOLAS PETERSON)
Comment 0-2-1

First, the draft permit renewal lacks sufficient detail on the measures Perma-Fix Northwest
(PFNW) will implement to prevent and mitigate potential releases of hazardous substances.
Given the facility's history and the nature of the waste it handles, it is crucial that the permit
includes robust and specific requirements for spill prevention, emergency response, and
contamination control. We urge the Washington state Department of Ecology (Ecology) to



mandate comprehensive and transparent plans that detail how PFNW will address these critical
areas.

Response to O-2-1

All the measures PFNW will implement to prevent and mitigate potential releases of hazardous
substance are included within Addendum G, Contingency Plan and Addendum F, Procedures to
Prevent Hazards as well as the Permit Conditions that require compliance with those addenda
(See Conditions 2.3 through 2.5, and 2.7). Ecology worked with PENW to ensure the proposed
renewal permit has all the requirements necessary to prevent and mitigate potential releases of
hazardous substances while complying with WAC 173-303, including, but not limited to WAC
173-303-145, -340, -350, -360, and -806(4)(a)(v).

Comment 0-2-2

Second, we are concerned about the adequacy of the monitoring and reporting requirements
outlined in the draft permit. Continuous and rigorous monitoring is essential to ensure
compliance with environmental standards and to detect any deviations promptly. The permit
should specify more frequent and detailed monitoring protocols, including real-time data
reporting and public accessibility to monitoring results. This transparency is vital for
maintaining public trust and ensuring that any issues are swiftly identified and addressed.
Additionally, the draft permit does not sufficiently address the cumulative impacts of PENW's
operations on the surrounding community and environment. The facility's proximity to
residential areas and sensitive ecosystems necessitates a thorough assessment of potential
long-term impacts.

Response to O-2-2

Ecology understands that there are different monitoring requirements PFNW is required to
comply in accordance with applicable regulations, as follows;

-Radioactive air emission regulated by Washington State Department of Heath under USEPA's
National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants regulations in 40 CFR Part 61,
Subpart H, WAC 173-480, "Ambient Air Quality Standards and Emission Limits for
Radionuclides", and WAC 246-247, "Radiation Protection —Air Emissions".

-Non-radioactive air emission is regulated by Benton Clean Air Agency per WAC 173-460.
-Radiation dose for PFNW employees is monitored as required by USNRC under 10 CFR Part 20.

However, Ecology does not have an authority under the Dangerous Waste Regulations WAC
173-303 to require additional monitoring.

Comment 0-2-3

The Focus Sheet says that the proposed permit only updates the treatment units that are
already in place and working. This update is based on the permit first issued in 1999. We would
appreciate it if Ecology could make the current version of the 1999 permit available on its
website. Without redline/strikeout changes in the review files, it is hard to understand what
updates have been made for the permit renewal.



Response to O-2-3

When Ecology issued the draft renewal permit, the entire permit was completely re-written, not
as a modification based on the initial 1999 permit. For this reason, the entire proposed permit is
out for public review, and there are no redlines. The initial 1999 Permit contained outdated
information while the proposed permit has an updated information most applicable and
accurate to the current MWEF operation. While Ecology did not make the initial 1999 permit
available to review the proposed permit, any member of public could request for viewing the
initial 1999 permit through the NWP.

Comment 0-2-4

In 2020, the Washington Department of Health (DOH) had three licenses for PFNW and PFNW
frequently requests higher limits for these licenses. It appears that at least on one occasion,
DOH caught an error in which PENW submitted a request that would have allowed PFNW to
exceed the proposed limit by thousands of times. We mention this to make sure that Ecology
checks PFNW's math, calculations, data, etc.

Response to O-2-4

Ecology has the authority to regulate dangerous waste and the dangerous waste components of
mixed (radioactive and dangerous) waste, under 70.105 Revised Code of Washington (RCW) and
WAC 173-303. Ecology does not regulate waste that is solely radioactive. DOH has the
regulatory authority to process radioactive materials and radioactive waste at PFNW.
Responsibility Ecology encourages this type of comments be directed to DOH.

For the proposed renewal, Ecology reviewed the permit application materials including
engineering calculations and data.

Comment 0-2-5

PFNW has struggled for years to submit a compliant application. Their applications in 2009,
2011, and 2015 were all found deficient by Ecology. From 2015 to 2018, Ecology reportedly
worked with PEFNW almost every week to help them through the process. How many hours did
Ecology spend assisting PFNW to get the application to its current state? Did these meetings
continue after 2018? How much of the application was drafted by PFNW versus Ecology? This
situation raises concerns about a potential conflict of interest for Ecology. We recommend that
a neutral third party review this application drafting process between Ecology and PFNW.

Response to O-2-5

It is Ecology's responsibility to review the permit applications in order to conduct completeness
review and to prepare a draft Permit for public review in accordance with WAC 173-303.
Considering the initial permit issuance in 1999, PFNW MWF DWP renewal has been a high
priority for Ecology for a number of years if PENW is to continue the MWEF operations. Ecology
acknowledges that complexity of PFNW Permit renewal process which took longer than
anticipated. We appreciate all members of public providing public comments on the draft permit
to help Ecology make a final permit decision.

Additionally, including subject matter experts who check for calculation errors throughout the
documents as well as textual inconsistencies is part of the Ecology review process.



Comment O-2-6

There is reference to a “local emergency plan” in the documents, but we could not locate the
actual local emergency plan. Could Ecology please provide this plan or explain where it can be
found?

Response to O-2-6

Condition 2.8.1 is a requirement to comply with WAC 173-303-145 for spills and discharges into
the environment. Apart from this condition, Addendum G Contingency Plan is the specific plan
covering the required actions for PFNW to respond to an emergency event, such as spill and
release of dangerous materials into the environment.

Comment 0-2-7

We appreciate the inclusion of the stop work authority in the Quality Assurance Plan. This
provision is crucial for ensuring safety and compliance. However, we would like to know more
about the specific criteria and processes for invoking this authority. Are there any punishments
or fines for retaliating against an employee for using this stop work authority? How often has it
been used in the past, if at all?

Response to O-2-7

Stop work authority is a worker's right as required by OSHA.
https://www.osha.qov/workers/right-to-refuse

PFNW explains that their "Stop Work Authority" (Form PF-HS-POL-03-F1) is a corporate-wide
edict that has been implemented to provide a workplace free of known hazards and empowers
its employees with the right and obligation to report unsafe conditions and to stop work without
fear of reprisal. Perma-Fix employees are given the right and authority to stop work if they are
unsure about the tasks, when things do not go as planned, or if conditions change.

Stopping Work

If an employee believes an unsafe condition exists for ongoing work or if performing work would
result in a noncompliant condition, the employee must notify the person in charge (PIC) or their
supervisor of the unsafe condition and communicate that they believe the work activity should
be stopped.

Management Responsibilities
Once a supervisor/PIC has been requested to stop work, they must take action to suspend work
in a logical, safe manner.

Investigation/Corrective Actions/Resumption of Work

Once a stop work is initiated, work cannot be resumed without an investigation by the
supervisor/PIC and the HSR. Once all other actions have been confirmed as complete, the
supervisor/PIC, GM/PM, and HSR will approve resumption of work.

This program gives the employees full autonomy from repercussions and penalties and is strictly
adhered to. This procedure is used periodically as required by employees and or management
for the safety of the workers or environmental protection.


https://www.osha.gov/workers/right-to-refuse

Comment O-2-8

The plan mentions the use of contracted laboratories for various analyses. It is important to
ensure that these laboratories are selected through a rigorous and transparent process. Which
labs will be selected? Who owns the labs? Are they checked for any conflicts of interest? We
would like to see more details on the criteria used for selecting these laboratories and the
oversight mechanisms in place to ensure their compliance with quality standards.

Response to O-2-8

All laboratories that PFNW uses for sampling and conformation of treatment must be
Washington State Accredited Laboratories. WAC 173-50 outlines the process and regulations for
the accreditation of environmental laboratories that are used within Washington State. Please
see Ecology's website "Environmental laboratory accreditation”
(https://ecology.wa.qgov/Requlations-Permits/Permits-certifications/Laboratory-Accreditation)
for more information on Applying for laboratory accreditation, how to choose an analytical
laboratory, lab accreditation contacts, and more.

B-1: PERMAFIX NORTHWEST (DARREL SUNDAY)

Comment B-1-1

Appendix CA CA.6.1.1 “For containers not placed in an orderly fashion, options available are:"
Response

**Remove this statement as it does not apply.

RATIONALE

At Perma Fix Northwest mixed waste facility, all containers are profiled and registered
immediately and sample units identified in CB.3 Sampling Quality Control Requirement. The
samples are all administered using the proper chain of custody.

Response to B-1-1

Ecology accepts this comment. For final issuance, Ecology will delete the following language
from Section CA.6.1.1 in Appendix CA; " For containers not placed in an orderly fashion, options
available are:"

Comment B-1-2
Addendum G, Table G-7 The Two-way radio locations are labeled as "varies".
Response

Please update the location of the two-way radios, in Addendum G, Table G-7, to be specific.
There are two base station radios in building 6 and building 8. There are 37 hand-held radios
with key staff at all times during working hours. Site security has a radio 24 hours per day. This
should also be revised in section G.5.5 to read “Hand-held, two-way radios or cell phones are
carried by the EC, the EC alternates, unit supervisors, and security personnel.”


https://ecology.wa.gov/Regulations-Permits/Permits-certifications/Laboratory-Accreditation

Response to B-1-2

Ecology accepts this comment. For final issuance, Ecology will incorporate the suggested change
into Section G.5.5 and Table G-7 in Addendum G.

Comment B-1-3

Addendum G, G.7.10 The directions to the hospital here are inaccurate due to construction
changes.

Response

Add the updated directions to Addendum G, Section G.7.10 as follows:
. From Logston Rd
. Turn Right on Battelle Blvd
. Go east to Stevens Drive. 0.7 miles

. Turn right on Stevens

1

2

3

4

5. Go south for 2.4 miles.
6. Turn left to Jadwin Ave
7. Go south on for 2 miles
8. Turn right on Swift Blvd
9. Go west for 0.3 miles
Travel Time: 15 minutes
Response to B-1-3

Ecology accepts this comment. For final issuance, Ecology will incorporate the updated direction
in Section G.7.10 in Addendum G.

Comment B-1-4

Appendix IA.b, Table IA.b-5, H&S Officer title is not the current title used for the MWF
operation.

Response

In Appendix IAb, Table IA.b-5: change H&S Officer to H&S Manager. Remove Teresa McQueen’s
name and add Doug Carter.

Response to B-1-4

The suggested changes would impact multiple permit files requiring Ecology's further review.
Therefore, Ecology determined this comment is outside the scope for the permit renewal. After
the final issuance and when the permit becomes effective, Ecology recommends PENW submit
to Ecology a permit modification request pursuant to Permit Condition 1.2.1.2 to incorporate
the suggested change.



Comment B-1-5

Response

Please replace the drawing with the updated drawing with the corrected drawing number
MWNT-GA-SB18-01 (Attached). No additional changes made to the updated drawing.
Response to B-1-5

Ecology accepts this comment. This comment did not include the updated drawing in
attachment, however, PENW submitted to Ecology the updated drawing with the corrected
drawing number MWNT-GA-SB18-01 in a certified letter (2025-LTR-02, dated March 20, 2025).
Ecology reviewed the submitted drawing and verified that it was the correct drawing to replace.
For final issuance, Ecology will incorporate drawing replacement in Addendum K, Engineering
Drawings.

Comment B-1-6
Please add to Addendum H Personal training.
Table H-2 Required Training for Personnel Assigned to Work at the MWF

Ecology's note; Incomplete figure included. This comment is replaced by Comment # B-2-1.
Technical Manager

Job Duties

This position is responsible for managing waste acceptance and profiles, oversight of waste
sampling analysis and treatment, customer service,, and technical assistance with waste
shipping and receiving. As needed, fulfill on & off-site special project management duties.

Required Skill

B.S. degree in Chemistry or equivalent experience/education combination. Experience with
radioactive and hazardous waste shipping and related regulations. Experience with waste
sampling and treatment and sampling plans.

Response to B-1-6

This comment included an incomplete figure and therefore is superseded by Comment #B-2-1.
Please see Ecology's response to Comment #B-2-1.

B-2: DARREL SUNDAY
Comment B-2-1

Please add to Addendum H Personal training.



Table H-2 Required Training for Personnel Assigned to Work at the MWF

Technical Manager | X | X | X | X | X | X | X X

Technical Manager
Job Duties

This position is responsible for managing waste acceptance and profiles, oversight of waste
sampling analysis and treatment, customer service,, and technical assistance with waste
shipping and receiving. As needed, fulfill on & off-site special project management duties.

Required Skill

B.S. degree in Chemistry or equivalent experience/education combination. Experience with
radioactive and hazardous waste shipping and related regulations. Experience with waste
sampling and treatment and sampling plans.

Response to B-2-1

The suggested changes would impact multiple permit files requiring Ecology's further review.
Therefore, Ecology determined this comment is outside the scope for the permit renewal. After
the final issuance and when the permit becomes effective, Ecology recommends PFNW to
submit to Ecology a permit modification request pursuant to Permit Condition 1.2.1.2 to
incorporate the suggested change.



Appendix A. Copies of All Public Notices

Public notices for this comment period:

e Focus sheet

e (Classified notice in the Tri-City Herald

e Notice sent to the Hanford-Info email list

e Notice posted on Washington Department of Ecology — Hanford’s Facebook and Twitter

pages.



Nuclear Waste Program

-n DEPARTMENT OF
medl ECOLOGY

State of Washington

Perma-Fix Northwest Mixed Waste Facility

Draft Permit Renewal

y,

’ lok o Flres. 7

e Public comment period Jan. 27, 12:00am —
March 14, 2025, 11:59 pm.

e Renewal of the Dangerous Waste Permit initially
issued in 1999

Public comment invited

The Washington State Department of Ecology
(Ecology) is proposing a renewal of the Perma-Fix
Northwest (PFNW) Mixed Waste Facility (MWF)
Dangerous Waste Permit.

The permittee is:

Perma-Fix Northwest
2025 Battelle Boulevard
Richland, WA 99354

Facility Background

The PFNW Site is located on 45 acres at the southeast
corner of Logston Boulevard and Battelle Boulevard
in Richland, Washington. The PFNW Site contains a
MWEF and a Low-Level Facility (LLF). The MWF is
located within the 45-acre complex and is a mixed
waste storage and treatment facility. The LLF is also
located within the 45-acre complex and is a
radioactive-only facility which is regulated by
Washington State Department of Health (DOH). The
MWEF provides services for the treatment and storage

Figure 1. Perma-Fix Northwest

of mixed waste (waste that contains both a
dangerous waste and a radioactive hazardous
component) and radioactive Toxic Substance Control
Act-regulated Polychlorinated Biphenyls waste for
the U.S. Department of Energy and other commercial
nuclear facilities. The MWF resides in Building 13 and
consists of three areas: The Mixed Waste Non-
Thermal Area, the Mixed Waste Thermal Area, and
the Waste Storage Area.

Overview & Changes

This permit renewal would include updates to the
1999 PFNW Dangerous Waste Permit (Current
Permit) including information on the MWF structures,
organization, safety, training, and day to day
operations.

The proposed permit will update the current permit
to only contain existing, installed, and operable
treatment units for the waste storage and treatment
operation for the proposed renewal period.

The draft renewal permit includes the following
permit files:

e Permit Conditions
e Addendum A - Part A Form

Publication 25-05-001

January 2025

Page 1



Nuclear Waste Program

DEPARTMENT OF

mead ECOLOGY

State of Washington

e Addendum B - Facility Description and
General Provisions

e Addendum C - Waste Analysis Plan
e Addendum D - Process Information

e Addendum E - Releases from Solid Waste
Management Units

e Addendum F - Procedures to Prevent Hazards
e Addendum G - Contingency Plan
e Addendum H - Personnel Training

e Addendum | - Closure Plan and Financial
Assurance

e Addendum J — Other Federal and State Laws

e Addendum K — Engineering Drawings

Overview of the MWF Operations

The MWEF operations include treatment and storage.
In the proposed renewal permit, the MWF will be
permitted to operate 37 container storage dangerous
waste management units (DWMU) and nine
miscellaneous DWMUs for treatment including:

e Bench Scale Waste Treatment System
e Shredder System

e Two In-Barrel Compactors

e Drum Compactor

e Super Compactor

e Aerosol Can Puncturing Device

e Low-Capacity Mixer

e In-Container Mixer

Treatment operations by the miscellaneous DWMUs
may include stabilization, solidification,
neutralization, deactivation, chemical
oxidation/reduction, volume reduction, and
macroencapsulation. Additional treatment process
outside the permitted miscellaneous DWMUs above
include cutting and shearing, draining/decanting, and

! Ecology.wa.gov/Waste-Toxics/Nuclear-waste/Public-comment-
periods

microencapsulation. The treated waste may be
shipped off-site for further treatment, disposal or
returned to the generator. No waste is disposed of
on-site.

Figure 2. Perma-Fix Northwest

Reviewing the proposed changes

Ecology invites you to review and comment on this
proposed PFNW MWF Dangerous Waste Permit
renewal. See the last page for comment period dates
and information on how to submit comments.

Copies of the application for the proposed permit
renewal, the draft permit and fact sheet, and
supporting documentation will be available during
the public comment period online at Ecology’s
websitel.

Ecology will consider and respond to all significant
comments received during the public comment
period. We will document our responses and issue a
response to comments document when we make our
final permitting decision.

Publication 25-05-001

January 2025

Page 2
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DEPARTMENT OF

=l ECOLOGY

Nuclear Waste Program W 502 of Washington

PFNW information repository

Ecology Nuclear Waste Program
Resource Center

3100 Port of Benton Blvd.
Richland, WA 99354
509-372-7950

For information on other comment periods or ways to get involved, go to ecology.wa.gov/Hanford and click
“Public comment periods” on the left bar.

You can also follow us on social media.

n @EcologyWAHanford

X @ecyHanford

Figure 3: Nuclear Waste Program office - Richland

Publication 25-05-001 January 2025 Page 3
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__n DEPARTMENT OF
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State of Washington

Nuclear Waste Program
3100 Port of Benton Blvd
Richland WA 99354

PFNW permit renewal

Jan. 27, 12:00am — March 14, 2025,
11:59pm

1 Electronic submission (preferred):

Perma Fix Northwest permit renewal

A public hearing is not scheduled, but if there is
enough interest, we will consider holding one.

To request a hearing, mail or hand deliver
comments, or for more information, contact:

Daina McFadden

509 372 7950

3100 Port of Benton Blvd
Richland, WA 99354
Hanford@ecy.wa.gov

To request an ADA accommodation, contact Ecology by phone at 509-372-7950 or email at Daina.McFadden@ecy.wa.gov, or
visit ecology.wa.gov/Accessibility. For Relay Service or TTY call 711 or 877-833-6341.



https://ecology.wa.gov/About-us/Accessibility-equity/Accessibility
https://nw.ecology.commentinput.com/?id=Jx2NYMS7ap
mailto:Daina.McFadden@ecy.wa.gov
mailto:Hanford@ecy.wa.gov
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visa @

Housing Authority of the

City of Pasco and Franklin County
will accept a limited number of applications

online for its

Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Waitlist

All Unit Sizes

Beginning Monday, January 27, 2025, 10:00 a.m. Applica-
tions will be accepted until the goal is met or until no later
than Thursday, January 30, 2025, 4:30 p.m.
APPLY ONLINE AT www.hacpfc.org

If you don’t have internet access, please call the number
below to make an appointment to apply online at our office
2505 W. Lewis Street, Pasco, WA 99301

Questions? Call (509) 547-3581
Washington Relay Service (800) 833-6384

=

ECIUL FOLEIRD
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PASCO PUBLIC FACILITIES DISTRICT -
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL (RFP)
Developing a Comprehensive Branding Package for the
New Pasco Aquatics Facility Pasco, Washington

The Pasco Public Facilities District (PPFD) is soliciting proposals from qualified
and experienced professional branding firms to provide comprehensive place
branding for the Pasco Public Facilities District. The intent of this request for
proposals (RFP) is to partner with one or more branding firms to provide high
quality service, delivering a heavily researched and unique brand for the PPFD
at a competitive cost. This project is anticipated to be complete by April 2026.

The complete RFP may be obtained for no charge via the City of Pasco website
- http://www.pasco-wa.gov/Bids.aspx, starting Sunday January 19, 2025.
It is the sole responsibility of the Firm to obtain any RFP updates or addenda

from the City website.

For consideration, Vendors/Firms are required to submit an electronic their Pro-
posal up to the hour of 11:00am PST, Wednesday, February 5, 2025.
Submittal responses shall be transmitted to pfd-watkins @ pasco-wa.gov with the
title: PLACE BRAND - PROPOSAL and be a maximum size of 20mb.

Technical questions regarding the scope of this project should be put in writing
and directed to Matt Watkins, — Executive Director, Pasco Public Facilities Dis-
trict, PO Box 293, Pasco, WA 99301; email: pfd-watkins @ pasco-wa.gov.

The PPFD, in accordance with the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964 (78 Stat. 252,42 U.S.C. 2000d to 2000d-4) and the Regulations, hereby
notifies all bidders that will affirmatively ensure that any contract entered into
pursuant to this advertisement, disadvantaged business enterprises will be af-
forded full and fair opportunity to submit bids in response to this invitation and
will not be discriminated against on the grounds of race, color, or national origin

in consideration for an award.

Projects funded wholly or in part by Federal appropriations must comply with
Code of Federal Regulations; 24 CFR 570.502, 24 CFR 85.36, 2 CFR 200. All
federally-funded projects will be held to federal Equal Employment Opportunity
(EEO) requirements. The PPFD is an equal opportunity and affirmative action
employer. Small, minority, and women-owned businesses are encouraged to
submit bids. The PPFD in accordance with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act
and the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), commits to nondiscrimination on
the basis of disability, in all of its programs and activities. This material can be
made available in an alternate format by e-mailing Matt Watkins at pfd-watkins @

pasco-wa.gov or calling (509) 545-3447.

Those submitting Vendors/Firms determined to be best qualified to undertake
the services required under this Request for Proposal (RFP) may be invited to
make a presentation to the PPFD’s interview team.

The PPFD reserves the right to reject any and all responses and to waive tech-
nicalities or irregularities, and after careful consideration of all submissions and
factors involved make the award to best serve the interests of the PPFD.

Para mas informacién o para solicitar un intérprete, favor de co-
municarse con Juan Loyola al 509-544-4135 o loyolaj @pasco-wa.

gov.
DATED: January 13, 2025

PUBLISH: January 19, 2025 January 26, 2025

IPL0212590
Jan 19,26 2025

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION
TO MELBIN QUEZADA CAR-
RERA
United Financial Casualty Com-
pany v. Quezada Carrera
United States District Court for
the Eastern District of Washing-
ton
Case No. 2:23-cv-354-MKD

Pursuant to the Order Granting Plain-
tiff United Financial Casualty Com-
pany’s Renewed Motion for Leave
to Serve Defendant Melbin Quezada
Carrera by Publication, ECF Num-
ber 38, Defendant Melbin Queza-
da Carrera is hereby notified that a
lawsuit has been filed against you.

This summons was first published on
December 26, 2024. You are here-
by summoned to appear within sixty
(60) days after the date of the first
publication of this summons and de-
fend the above entitled action in the
United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Washington and
answer the complaint of the Plain-
tiff and serve a copy of your answer
upon the undersigned attorney for
Plaintiff at their office below stated.

If you fail to respond to this sum-
mons, judgment by default will be
entered against you for the relief
demanded in the complaint which
has been filed with the Clerk of
the United States District Court for
the Eastern District of Washington.

Brief Statement of the Object of the
Action: This is a Declaratory Judg-
ment Action seeking a declaration that
Defendant Melbin Quezada Carrera
and Jose Farias and Blanca H. Zepe-
da Amezcua, as Personal Represen-
tatives of the Estate of Oscar Farias
Zepeda, are not entitled to coverage
under the policy of insurance issued
by United Financial Casualty Com-
pany to Alfonso Hernandez for the
claims arising out of an automobile
accident that occurred on March
11, 2022 in Warden, Washington.

/s/ Eric J. Neal, WSBA #31863

/s/ Matthew Allinder, WSBA #61509
Lether Law Group

1848 Westlake Ave. N., Suite 100
Seattle, WA 98109

Attorneys for Plaintiff United Financial
Casualty Company

IPLO210647

Jan 5-6,12-13,19-20,26-27 Feb 2-3 2025

Tri-City Herald
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Superior Court of Washington,
County of Benton
Juvenile Court

Dependency of:
ALANNAH JOY KIDDER-SIMONS,
DOB: 05/02/2024
No: 24-7-00199-03
Notice and Summons by
Publication
(Dependency)(SMPB)
(Optional Use)
To: Chase Collie Doan and
TWIMC/Unknowns:
A Dependency Petition was filed on
November 27, 2024. A Fact-Finding
hearing will be held on this matter on:
February 11, 2025 at 1:30 p.m. at Ben-
ton/Franklin Juvenile Justice Center,
5606 W. Canal Place, Kennewick, WA
99336.
You should be present at this
hearing.
The hearing will determine if
your child is dependent as de-
fined in RCW 13.34.030(6).
This begins a judicial process,
which could result in per-
manent loss of your parental
rights. If you do not appear at
the hearing, the court may en-
ter a dependency order in your
absence.
To request a copy of the Notice, Sum-
mons, and Dependency Petition, call
DCYF at (509) 585-3000. To view in-
formation about your rights, including
right to a lawyer, go to
www.atg.wa.gov/DPY
Dated this 8th day of January 2025
Josie Delvin
Superior Court Clerk
/s/Shauna M. Brown DEPUTY CLERK
IPL0211982
Jan 12,19,26 2025

Private and Public School No-
tice of Surplus
Kennewick School District No. 17 is
hereby giving notice, according to
RCW 28A.335.180, of property de-
clared surplus by the Board of Di-
rectors. The surplus property will be
available for 30 days for purchase
by Private and Public Schools in the
area starting Wednesday, January 22,
2025. Visit our website for a general
list of surplus items: https://www.ksd.
org/departments/purchasing-ware-
house . Quana Billado, Purchasing

Manager
IPL0213805
Jan 26 2025

NEED FAST CASH?

Let Classifieds Help
Tri-City Herald

TRl CITYHERALD.COM

CITY OF RICHLAND,
WASHINGTON

CALL FOR BIDS
ITB # 25-0006, STEVENS DRIVE
RECONSTRUCTION
BIDS DUE: FEBRUARY 4, 2025,
2:30 PM, EXACTLY, PACIFIC LO-
CAL TIME

Public notice is hereby given that bids
will be received for the City of Rich-
land’s Stevens Drive Reconstruction
Project by the City of Richland Pur-
chasing Division until the date and
time specified above, at which time
bids will be opened and read public-
ly. This project includes the full depth
reconstruction of approximately 2100
linear feet of road along Stevens Drive
between Lee Boulevard and to (and
through the intersection) with Swift
Boulevard along with new curb, gutter,
and 8’ sidewalks (both sides) along
Mansfield Street between Stevens
Drive and the Columbia Playfields.
Work includes asphalt grinding, ADA
ramp improvements, concrete drive-
way improvements, RRFB foundations,
pavement markings, street signs, and
overall site restoration and other inci-
dental work.

Full notice and complete details of the
solicitation are available from www.
PublicPurchase.com. There is no
charge to register, receive notifications
or view and download the documents.
All bids shall be submitted electroni-
cally using the Public Purchase site.
Visit the City of Richland website at
www.ci.richlandwa.us under Depart-
ments/ Purchasing/Public Purchase
for information on how to register.
Contact Public Purchase directly if
unable to access documents online
at support @ publicpurchase.com. On-
line Chat is available from 7:00 a.m. to
4:00 p.m. MT at www.publicpurchase.
com top left corner. If unable to reach
Public Purchase, contact the City Pur-
chasing Division at 509-942-7710.

The City of Richland, in accordance
with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, (78 Stat. 252, 42 U.S.C. 2000d
to 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will
affirmatively insure that in any con-
tract entered into pursuant to this ad-
vertisement, disadvantaged business
enterprises will be afforded full and
fair opportunity to submit bids in re-
sponse to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds
of race, color, or national origin in con-
sideration for an award.

IPL0212679

Jan 19,26 2025

CITY OF RICHLAND,
WASHINGTON

CALL FOR BIDS
ITB # 25-0007, STREET LIGHT
REPLACEMENT PROJECT
BIDS DUE: FEBRUARY 5, 2025,
2:00 PM, EXACTLY, PACIFIC LO-
CAL TIME

Public notice is hereby given that bids
will be received for the City of Rich-
land’s Street Light Replacement
Project by the City of Richland Pur-
chasing Division until the date and
time specified above, at which time
bids will be opened and read public-
ly. This project includes the replace-
ment of street light foundations, the
breakaway mounting unit, street lights,
street light mast-arm, luminaire and
j-boxes at various locations, where
the street lights have been damaged.

Full notice and complete details of the
solicitation are available from www.
PublicPurchase.com. There is no
charge to register, receive notifications
or view and download the documents.
All bids shall be submitted electroni-
cally using the Public Purchase site.
Visit the City of Richland website at
www.ci.richland.wa.us under Depart-
ments/ Purchasing/Public Purchase
for information on how to register.
Contact Public Purchase directly if
unable to access documents online at
support@ publicpurchase.com. On-
line Chat is available from 7:00 am. to
4:00 p.m. MT at www.publicpurchase.
com top left corner. If unable to reach
Public Purchase, contact the City Pur-
chasing Division at 509-942-7710.

The City of Richland, in accordance
with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of
1964, (78 Stat. 252, 42 U.S.C. 2000d
to 2000d-4) and the Regulations,
hereby notifies all bidders that it will
affirmatively insure that in any con-
tract entered into pursuant to this ad-
vertisement, disadvantaged business
enterprises will be afforded full and
fair opportunity to submit bids in re-
sponse to this invitation and will not be
discriminated against on the grounds
of race, color, or national origin in con-
sideration for an award.

IPL0212904

Jan 19,26 2025

TRI CITYHERALD.COM

ROZA

IRRIGATION DISTRICT

REQUEST FOR STATEMENT OF
QUALIFICATIONS FOR
Aquifer Storage and Recovery
Services

Background:

The Yakima Basin, located in Central
Washington, continues to experience
impacts to our water supply — includ-
ing drought. Roza Irrigation District
(Roza) continually seeks opportunities
to become more resilient to drought
and low water supplies. Roza is in-
terested in receiving Statements of
Qualifications to conduct a pilot study
to determine the feasibility of a region-
al aquifer storage and recovery (ASR)
program that can provide supplemen-
tal irrigation water during drought
years, restore groundwater in the
Wanapum Aquifer and improve base-
flows to the Yakima River. The quali-
fied professionals will interact with our
district and our partners that work in
the Yakima Basin to determine if ASR
is a viable option to improve Roza’s
water supply during low water years
and improve baseflows in the Yakima
River by restoring groundwater in the
Wanapum Aquifer.

The District’s intent is to enter into an
agreement with a firm to provide the
above-stated services.

Presentation:

If you are interested in being consid-
ered for these services, please submit
by email (must be under 15 MB) your
statement of qualifications to include,
but not limited to, the following:

1. A summary of the firm’s experience
and expertise in the areas mentioned
above.

2. History of similar projects and con-
tacts from other irrigation districts or
similar agencies for which your firm
has completed projects in the last two
years.

3. The qualifications of key personnel.

The statement of qualifications shall
be limited to a maximum of eight
8-1/2” x 11” pages (one side only
and including cover letter). Questions
should be directed to Kristel Espino-
za at (509) 837-5141 or kespinoza @
roza.org.

Submittal of RFQ: SOQ’s must be
submitted by 2:00 PM on February
3, 2025. SOQ’s must be emailed to
Kristel Espinoza, kespinoza @roza.org
(Submittals must be equal to or less
than 15MB).

IPL0213153

Jan 19,26 2025

REQUEST FOR BIDS
City of Kennewick, Kennewick, Wash-
ington
RFB 25-004 Lawrence Scott
Playground Replacement

The City of Kennewick is requesting
bids for RFB 25-004 Lawrence Scott
Playground Replacement Project.

Proposals must be received by the
City at the location noted in the RFB
documents no later than 2:00 p.m.,
Pacific Standard Time, on Tuesday,
February 4, 2025.

Additional information about the proj-
ect and how to obtain or view RFB
Documents is available at www.go-
2kennewick.com under Business, Op-
portunities, Bid Opportunities.

Date(s) of Publication:
Sunday, January 19, 2025
Sunday, January 26, 2025
IPL0213206

Jan 19,26 2025

City of Pasco — Public Notice
The City of Pasco proposes to issue
seven Industrial Wastewater Dis-
charge Permits: Permit No. IDWP-
000-102. Permittee, Twin City Foods,
Inc., Permit No. IDWP-000-202. Per-
mittee, Simplot Frozen Vegetables,
LLC., Permit No. IDWP-000-303.
Permittee, Reser's Fine Foods, Inc.,
Permit No. IDWP-000-602. Permittee,
Pasco Processing, LLC., Permit No.
IDWP-000-502. Permittee, Grimmway
Enterprises, Inc., Permit No. IDWP-
000-701. Permittee, Freeze Pack, Inc.,
Permit No. IDWP-000-801. Permittee,
Darigold, Inc. The seven industries
permits are to allow the industries to
discharge pollutants subject to efflu-
ent limitations and other conditions
to Pasco’s POTWSs, pursuant to all
applicable pretreatment regulations,
standards, and requirements under
local, state, and federal laws, or laws
that may become effective during the
term of the permit. Public Comment/
Information: A public notice of the pro-
posed permits is published to allow
the public to submit written comments,
within 30 days of publish date. The
Permits can be found (https://www.
pasco-wa.gov/1182/Industrial-Pre-
treatment-Program). Comments can
be sent to: City of Pasco, Engineering
Dept., Attn: Michael Henao, PO. Box
293, Pasco, WA 99301 or in person
Mon-Fri, 8:00-5:00 p.m. at City Hall in
the engineering dept. 509-545-3454.
The Public Works Director may hold a
public hearing on the permit applica-
tion based on public interest. A Public
Hearing notice will be published 30
days in advance of such hearing.
IPL0213777
Jan 26 2025

CITY OF PASCO
SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
4754
AN ORDINANCE of the city of pas-
co, washington, Amending the Zoning
Classification of Certain Real Property
Located on the south side of Burns
Road, east of Road 112, North of San-
difur Parkway, and west of Road 108,
in pasco, franklin county, washington,
from R-T, Residential Transition, to

R-4, High Density Residential.

Ordinance Summary:

* Petitioner, The Walsh Group, seeks
to rezone Parcel Nos. 115210052 and
115210057, Pasco, Washington

* This ordinance shall take full force
and effect five (5) days after approval,
passage and publications required by
law.

The full text of the ordinance is avail-
able free of charge and will be mailed
(electronically or via postal service) to
any person who requests it from the
City Clerk of the City of Pasco (509)
544-3096, PO. Box 293, Pasco, Wash-
ington 99301-0293.

City Clerk’s Office
IPL0213821
Jan 26 2025

ORDINANCE NO. 2025-03
AN ORDINANCE of the City of Rich-
land, Benton County Washington, Es-
tablishing and Dedicating Additional
Right-of-Way for Polar Way.

Ordinance is available at the City
Clerk’s Office, 625 Swift Boulevard
MS-07, Richland, WA 99352 or 509-
942-7389.

IPL0214001

Jan 26 2025

CITY OF PASCO
SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
4755

Located on the west side of Road
south of Marie Street, in pasco, fran|
lin county, washington, from R-S-1
Suburban to R-1 Low-Density Re:
dential.

Ordinance Summary:
* Petitioner, Albert Marroquin, see
to rezone Parcel Nos. 11967002
119670021 and 119663053, locat
on Road 64, Pasco, Washington

* This ordinance shall take full for
and effect five (5) days after approv:
passage and publications required
law.

The full text of the ordinance is aval
able free of charge and will be mail
(electronically or via postal service)
any person who requests it from tl
City Clerk of the City of Pasco (50!
544-3096, PO. Box 293, Pasco, Wasl|
ington 99301-0293.

City Clerk’s Office
IPL0213822
Jan 26 2025

CITY OF PASCO

SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NG
4756

AN ORDINANCE of the city of pa:
co, washington, Amending the Zonil
Classification of Certain Real Prope
Located in the East Half of the Sout
east Quarter of Section 7, Township
North, Range 29 East of the Willame
Meridian, West of Road 108 right-
way, North of HARRIS ROAD, in pasc
franklin county, washington, from R
Residential Transition to MU, MIXE
USE.

Ordinance Summary:
* Petitioner, Matt Watkins, seeks to r
zone Parcel No. 115210219, locat
on Road 108, Pasco, Washington

* This ordinance shall take full for
and effect five (5) days after approv:
passage and publications required
law.

The full text of the ordinance is aval
able free of charge and will be mail
(electronically or via postal service)
any person who requests it from tl
City Clerk of the City of Pasco (50!
544-3096, PO. Box 293, Pasco, Was|
ington 99301-0293.

City Clerk’s Office
IPL0213860
Jan 26 2025

CITY OF PASCO
SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
4757
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
PASCO, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
PASCO MUNICIPAL CODE TITLE 25
“ZONING,” TO ALLOW FOR OVER-
NIGHT TRUCK PARKING AND HABITA-
TION AND CREATING A NEW CHAP-
TER 25.163 “OVERNIGHT TRUCK

PARKING AND HABITATION.”

Ordinance Summary:

* This Ordinance shall take full force
and effect five (5) days after approval,
passage and publication as required
by law.

The full text of the ordinance is avail-
able free of charge and will be mailed
(electronically or via postal service) to
any person who requests it from the
City Clerk of the City of Pasco (509)
544-3096, PO. Box 293, Pasco, Wash-
ington 99301-0293.

City Clerk’s Office
IPL0213862
Jan 26 2025

CITY OF PASCO
SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
4758
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
PASCO, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
PASCO MUNICIPAL CODE (PMC)
SECTION 3.35.050 “BUSINESS LI-
CENSES’; AND REPEALING PMC

CHAPTER 5.60 “RENTAL LICENSE.”

Ordinance Summary:

* This Ordinance shall take full force
and effect five (5) days after approval,
passage and publication as required
by law.

The full text of the ordinance is avail-
able free of charge and will be mailed
(electronically or via postal service) to
any person who requests it from the
City Clerk of the City of Pasco (509)
544-3096, PO. Box 293, Pasco, Wash-
ington 99301-0293.

City Clerk’s Office
IPL0213864
Jan 26 2025

BCPFD Meeting Notice
BENTON COUNTY PUBLIC FACILITIES
DISTRICT NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEET-
ING
Benton County Public Facilities District
will hold its quarterly board meeting
on Tuesday, January 28, 2025, at 4:00
PM. The meeting will be held in per-
son at 587 Stevens Drive in Richland,
WA 99352 & remotely by Zoom. If you
would like to attend remotely, email
FrontOffice @bfcog.us to request the
link. The agenda and minutes are
posted on the website www.bfcog.us/
benton-county-pfd.

IPL0O213869
Jan 26 2025

CITY OF PASCO
SUMMARY OF ORDINANCE NO.
4759
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF
PASCO, WASHINGTON, AMENDING
PASCO MUNICIPAL CODE SECTION
10.35.030 “SPEED LIMITS IN CER-
TAIN ZONES,” TO ESTABLISH A NEW
SPEED LIMIT ON COURT STREET
WEST OF ROAD 100, AND SYLVES-
TER STREET BETWEEN ROAD 54

AND ROAD 32.

Ordinance Summary:

* This Ordinance shall take full force
and effect five (5) days after approval,
passage and publication as required
by law.

The full text of the ordinance is avail-
able free of charge and will be mailed
(electronically or via postal service) to
any person who requests it from the
City Clerk of the City of Pasco (509)
544-3096, PO. Box 293, Pasco, Wash-
ington 99301-0293.

City Clerk’s Office
IPL0213874
Jan 26 2025

ORDINANCE NO. 2025-01
AN ORDINANCE of the City of Rich-
land, Benton County Washington,
Amending Chapter 13.06 of the Rich-
land Municipal Code related to Med-
ical and Ambulance Service Utility
Fees.
Ordinance is available at the City
Clerk’s Office, 625 Swift Boulevard
MS-07, Richland, WA 99352 or 509-
942-7389.
IPL0213970
Jan 26 2025

TOO MUCH
STUFF?

Let Classifieds Help
Tri-City Herald
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PFNW draft permit renewal
and the draft SEIS Public
comment period

Ecology will be holding two, concur-
rent 45-day public comment periods
from Jan. 27 12:00 a.am to March 14,
2025, 11:59 p.m. One will address the
Perma-Fix Northwest (PFNW) Mixed
Waste Facility Dangerous Waste draft
permit renewal. The second will ad-
dress a draft Supplemental Environ-
mental Impact Statement (SEIS) sup-
porting the PFNW draft permit renewal.
The permittee is Perma-Fix Northwest
Richland, Inc. PFNW is in southeast-
ern Washington, north of the City of
Richland.

Proposed changes

PFNW draft permit renewal

This proposed permit renewal would
include updates to the 1999 PFNW
Dangerous Waste Permit (current
Permit) to contain existing, installed,
and operable treatment units used in
waste storage and treatment opera-
tions for the proposed renewal period.

Draft SEIS

The focus of the SEIS is to address
additional or new impacts associated
with PFNW’s proposal to renew the
Dangerous Waste Permit for its Mixed
Waste Facility operation that were not
considered in the 1998 Final EIS.

How to comment

The proposed permit renewal and
draft SEIS are available for review on-
line at the Nuclear Waste Program’s
public comment page at https:/
ecology.wa.gov/Waste-Toxics/Nucle-
ar-waste/Public-comment-periods.
Please submit comments by March
14, 2025. Electronically (preferred)
PFNW proposed permit at https://
nw.ecology.commentinput.com/?id=-
JX2NYMS7ap or draft SEIS at https://
nw.ecology.commentinput.com/?id=-
4]W75ZF9Y or deliver to:

Daina McFadden
3100 Port of Benton Bivd
Richland WA 99354

Public meeting

A public hearing is not scheduled, but
if there is enough interest, we will con-
sider holding one. To request a hear-
ing or for more information, contact:
Daina McFadden

Hanford @ecy.wa.gov

509-372-7950

IPL0213993
Jan 26 2025

(o] . -
AN ORDINANCE of the City of Rich-
land, Benton County Washington,
Amending Richland Municipal Code
Section 12.03.040 related to Calcula-
tion of Impact Fees.

Ordinance is available at the City
Clerk’'s Office, 625 Swift Boulevard
MS-07, Richland, WA 99352 or 509-
942-7389.

IPL0213998

Jan 26 2025

1-23-2025
General Distribution and
Interested Parties

BENTON COUNTY WATER CON-
SERVANCY BOARD
The BCWCB will be holding a regular
meeting to review pending water right
change/transfer applications; general
operation/budget items; and an exec-
utive session to cover emerging legal
issues, if needed. This meeting is on
January 28, 2025. at 4:00 p.m., at the
office of Pacific NW Project, 3030 W.
Clearwater, Ste. 205-A, Kennewick,

/A (509-783-1623). Call-in contact
numbers will be provided upon re-
quest; additional information will be
provided upon request (a public hear-
ing may be requested for matters be-
fore the Board); or it can be accessed
at the Ecology website for published
water conservancy board decisions
and received applications.
IPLO214111
Jan 26 2025

Clubs & Organizations

Southeast Washington
Aging & Long Term
Care is recruiting new
members for its volun-

teer Advisory Council
in Benton and Franklin
Counties

Qualifications:

. Age 60+ or under 59 with a
disability or that represents a
special population

. Interested in helping make
decisions that impact older
adults and adult disabled

. Willing to advocate locally and
state-wide on issues that af-
fect older adults and disabled
adults

. Attend quarterly local and re-
gion-wide meetings (non-local
travel is reimbursed)

Apply online on our website
at:
www.altcwashington.com/adviso-
ry-council

AI:"C éga‘; o

Southeast Washington

Auctions

CASADAY BEE LINE TOWING
ABANDON VEHICLE AUCTION
PASCO CASADAY TOWING ABAN-
DON VEHICLE AUCTION THURSDAY
JAN. 30TH AT 1716 WEST LEWIS ST
PASCO WA @ 9:00AM, VEWING 1

HOUR PRIOR.

ABANDONED VEHICHLE
AUTION
ABANDONED VEHICLE AUCTION 512
WELLIAN WAY WA 99352 @ 11AM
VIEWING @ 10AM 1/28/25

Dogs

Maltese puppies Hi ready to rehome
Maltese puppies with 11 weeks shots
and very friendly with kids and hy-
giene free 208-971-1587

Service Directory

Cleaning & Janitorial

Residential & Commercial
Company is Bonded and Insured. Call
(509)492-8227 for free estimates

Junk/Trash/Debris Removal

Junk, Trash & Debris Removal.
BIG or small we HAUL it ALL!
Sr. Discount & Free Estimates

Call 509-851-0318 OR 509-205-5598

Lawn/Garden/Landscaping/Trees

Yard work. All types
We offer pruning, hauling, clean up
or just about anything that’s related
to yard work. 509 551-8039



https://pasco-wa.gov/1182/Industrial-Pre
https://www
https://2kennewick.com
mailto:kespinoza@roza.org
https://roza.org
www.publicpurchase
mailto:support@publicpurchase.com
www.ci.richland.wa.us
https://PublicPurchase.com
www.publicpurchase
mailto:support@publicpurchase.com
www.ci.richland.wa.us
https://PublicPurchase.com
https://www.ksd
www.atg.wa.gov/DPY
https://pasco-wa.gov
mailto:pfd-watkins@pasco-wa.gov
mailto:pfd-watkins@pasco-wa.gov
http://www.pasco-wa.gov/Bids.aspx

From: Washington Department of Ecology

To: McFadden, Daina (ECY)
Subject: PFNW draft permit renewal and the draft SEIS 30-Day Advance Notice
Date: Friday, December 27, 2024 11:01:14 AM

-_“ DEPARTMENT OF
ndl
ECOLOGY

State of Washington

The upcoming Perma-Fix Northwest draft permit renewal and

the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
public comment periods

PFNW draft permit renewal and the
draft SEIS 30-Day Advance Notice

Ecology will be holding two, concurrent 45-day public comment periods starting in late
January. One will address the Perma-Fix Northwest (PFNW) Mixed Waste Facility Dangerous
Waste draft permit renewal. The second will address a draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Statement (SEIS) supporting the PENW draft permit renewal. The permittee is Perma-
Fix Northwest Richland, Inc. PENW is located in southeastern Washington, north of the City of
Richland.

PFNW draft permit renewal

This permit renewal would include updates to the 1999 PFNW Dangerous Waste Permit
(Current Permit) to contain existing, installed, and operable treatment units used in waste
storage and treatment operations for the proposed renewal period.

Draft SEIS

The focus of the SEIS is to address additional or new impacts associated with PFNW’s proposal
to renew the Dangerous Waste Permit for its Mixed Waste Facility operation that were not
considered in the 1998 Final EIS.


mailto:waecy@public.govdelivery.com
mailto:dmcf461@ECY.WA.GOV

Public hearing

A public hearing is not scheduled, but if there is enough interest, we will consider holding one.

To request a hearing or for more information, contact:

Daina McFadden

Permit Communication Specialist

Hanford@ecy.wa.gov

509-372-7950

Subscribe/Unsubscribe Our Website Accessibility

Follow Us:

DOGOO06GO00

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a Web page.
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From: Washington Department of Ecology

To: McFadden, Daina (ECY)
Subject: PFNW comment period starts today!
Date: Monday, January 27, 2025 4:58:03 PM

-_“ DEPARTMENT OF
—andl
ECOLOGY

State of Washington

The Perma-Fix Northwest draft permit
renewal public comment period

Ecology is holding a 45-day public comment period from Jan. 27 to March 14, 2025,
addressing the Perma-Fix Northwest (PFNW) Mixed Waste Facility Dangerous Waste draft
permit renewal. The permittee is Perma-Fix Northwest Richland, Inc. PENW is located in
southeastern Washington, north of the City of Richland.

The separate draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement comment period will start
soon.

Comment period starts: Jan. 27, 2025, 12:00 a.m.
Comment period ends: March 14, 2025, 11:59 p.m.

Proposed changes

This proposed permit renewal would include updates to the 1999 PFNW Dangerous Waste
Permit (current Permit) to contain existing, installed, and operable treatment units used in
waste storage and treatment operations for the proposed renewal period.

How to comment

The proposed permit renewal is available for review online at the Nuclear Waste Program’s
public comment page.

Please submit comments by March 14, 2025. Electronically (preferred) or deliver to:

Daina McFadden


mailto:waecy@public.govdelivery.com
mailto:dmcf461@ECY.WA.GOV
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3100 Port of Benton Blvd
Richland WA 99354

Review documents

Public meeting

A public hearing is not scheduled, but if there is enough interest, we will consider holding one.
To request a hearing or for more information, contact:

Daina McFadden

Permit Communication Specialist

Hanford@ecy.wa.gov

509-372-7950

Subscribe/Unsubscribe Our Website Accessibility

Follow Us:

DOGOO06G0O00

Having trouble viewing this email? View it as a WWeb page.
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The Perma-Fix Northwest draft permit renewal public comment period is now open!
Check it out and get your comments in by March 14: Ecology.wa.gov/NWP-

comment-periods
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Ecology - Hanford
The Perma-Fix Northwest draft permit renewal public comment period is

now open!

Check it out and get your comments in by March 14:



https://Ecology.wa.gov/NWP

Perma-Fix Northwest draft permit renewal

Perma-Fix Northwest draft permit renewal
Jan. 27 12:00 a.m. to March 14, 2025 11:59 p.m.

We are holding a 45-day public comment period for the Perma-Fix Northwest (PFNW) Mixed
Waste Facility Dangerous Waste draft permit renewal. The permittee is Perma-Fix Northwest
Richland, Inc. PFNW is located in southeastern Washington, north of the City of Richland.

A separate public comment period for the draft Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement supporting the PFNW draft permit renewal will start soon.
Proposed changes

This proposed permit renewal would include updates to the 1999 PFNW Dangerous Waste
Permit (current Permit) to contain existing, installed, and operable treatment units used in
waste storage and treatment operations for the proposed renewal period.

How to comment
The proposed permit renewal documents are available for review below.

Please submit comments by March 14, 2025. Electronically & (preferred) or deliver to:

Daina McFadden
3100 Port of Benton Blvd
Richland WA 99354

Public meeting

A public hearing is not scheduled, but if there is enough interest, we will consider holding one.

To request a hearing or for more information, contact:

Daina McFadden
Hanford@ecy.wa.gov
509-372-7950

Documents

Transmittal letter &
Fact Sheet®
Permit Files
Conditions&
Addenda

A: Part A Forme

Part A form Attachment A

Focus Sheete

Change Control Log@

E: Procedures to Prevent
Hazards @

G: Contingency Plan &

B Facility Description@

C: Waste Analysis Plan @

H: Personnel Training @

HA-1: HP Technician
Qualification Card @

HA-2: MWNT Technician

CA: sampling & Analysis Plan@

CB: Quality Assurance Plan@

D: Process Information &

DA-1: Seondary_Containment
Calculations &

DA-2: treatment Capacity,

Qualification Card &

HA-3 Maintenance
Technician Qualification
Carde

HA-4: Material Control
Transfer Technician
Qualification Card &

HA-5: QC Qualification Card
e

HA-6: MWT Qualification

Calculations @

DA-3: Foundation Calculations &

DA-4: Rail Loading Area & Truck

Carde

I: Closure Plan & Financial
Assurance @

IA: Closure Plan

Loading Area Calculations &

DA-5: Equipment & Instrument

|A.a: Closure Plan SAP &

Lists, Technical Specifications &
Data Sheets@

DA-6: Chemical Resistance Guide
c

DA-7: Process Flow Diagram &

E: Releases from SWMU's &

IA.b: Closure Cost Estimate
c

J: Other Federal & State
Laws@

K: Engineering Drawings &
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