
DOE/EIS-0226-D (Revised)
November 2008

Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement for

Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship at the
West Valley Demonstration Project and
Western New York Nuclear Service Center

Vaume 2 Book T
(Appendices A through F)



;AVAILAB I LITY OF.TH E"".

REVISED DRAFT EIS FOR DECOMMISSIONING AND/OR

LONG-TERM STEWARDSHIP AT THE WEST VALLEY
DEMONSTRATION PROJECT AND WESTERN NEW YORK

NUCLEAR SERVICE CENTER

For further information on this Draft EIS, or to request a copy,
please contact:

Catherine Bohan, EIS Document Manager
West Valley Demonstration Project
U.S. Department of Energy
Ashford Office Complex
9030 Route 219
West Valley, NY 14171
Telephone: 716-942-4159
Fax: 716-942-4703
E-mail: catherine.m-.bohan@wv.doe.gov

• Printed with syink on recycled paper



COVER SHEET

Co-Lead Agencies:

Cooperating Agencies:

Involved Agency:

U.S. Department of Energy (DOE)
New York State Energy Research and Development Authority (NYSERDA)

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)

New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH)

Title: Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship at the West Valley Demonstration Project and Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (DOE/EIS-0226-D [Revised])

Location: Western New York Nuclear Service Center, 10282 Rock Springs Road, West Valley,
New York 14171-0191 (Erie and Cattaraugus Counties)

For additional information on this Revised Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), contact:

Catherine Bohan, EIS Document Manager
West Valley Demonstration Project
U.S. Department of Energy
Ashford Office Complex
9030 Route 219
West Valley, NY 14171

Telephone: 716-942-4159
Fax: 716-942-4703
E-mail: catherine.m.bohan@wv.doe.gov

For general questions and information about
NYSERDA, contact:

Paul J. Bembia, Program Director
West Valley Site Management Program
New York State Energy Research and Development

Authority
Ashford Office Complex
9030 Route 219
West Valley, NY 14171

Telephone: 716-942-9960 x4900
Fax: 716-942-9961
E-mail: pjb@nyserda.org

For general information on the DOE National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process, contact:

Carol M. Borgstrom, Director
Office of NEPA Policy and Compliance
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, DC 20585-0103

Telephone: 202-586-4600, or leave a message
at 1-800-472-2756

For general information on the State Environmental
Quality Review Act (SEQR) process, contact:

David A. Munro, Deputy Counsel
New York State Energy Research and Development

Authority
17 Columbia Circle
Albany, NY 12203

Telephone: 1-866-697-3732
Fax: 518-862-1091
E-mail: dam@nyserda.org

Abstract: The Western New York Nuclear Service Center (WNYNSC) is a 1,352-hectare (3,340-acre) site
located 48 kilometers (30 miles) south of Buffalo, New York and owned by NYSERDA. In 1982, DOE
assumed control but not ownership of the 66.4-hectare (164-acre) Project Premises portion of the site in order
to conduct the West Valley Demonstration Project (WVDP), as required under the 1980 West Valley
Demonstration Project Act. In 1990, DOE and NYSERDA entered into a supplemental agreement to prepare a
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joint EIS to address both the completion of WVDP and closure or long-term management of WNYNSC.
A Draft EIS was issued for public comment in 1996: the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
Completion of the West Valley Demonstration Project and Closure or Long-Term Management of Facilities at
the Western New York Nuclear Service Center, also referred to as the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS,
DOE/EIS-0226D, January 1996. The 1996 Draft EIS did not identify a Preferred Alternative.

Based on decommissioning criteria for the WVDP issued by NRC since the publication of the 1996 Draft EIS
and public comments on the Draft EIS, DOE and NYSERDA prepared this Revised Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship at the West Valley Demonstration
Project and Western New York Nuclear Service Center (also referred to as the Decommissioning and/or Long-
Term Stewardship EIS), revising the 1996 Draft EIS. This EIS has been prepared in accordance with NEPA
and SEQR to examine the potential environmental impacts of the range of reasonable alternatives to
decommission and/or maintain long-term stewardship at WNYNSC. The alternatives analyzed in this Draft
EIS include the Sitewide Removal Alternative, the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the Phased
Decisionmaking Alternative (Preferred Alternative), and the No Action Alternative. The analysis and
information contained in this EIS is intended to assist DOE and NYSERDA with the consideration of
environmental impacts prior to making decommissioning or long-term management decisions.

Phased Decisionmaking Alternative (Preferred Alternative): Under the Preferred Alternative,
decommissioning would be accomplished in two phases: Phase 1 decisions would include removal of all
Waste Management Area (WMA) 1 facilities, the source area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, and
the lagoons in WMA 2. Phase I activities would also include additional characterization of site contamination
and studies to provide additional technical information in support of the technical approach to be used to
complete site decommissioning. Phase 2 would support the completion of decommissioning actions or long-
term management. In general, the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative involves near-term decommissioning
and removal actions where there is agency consensus and undertakes characterization work and studies that
could facilitate future decisionmaking for the remaining facilities or areas.

Public Comments: On March 13, 2003, DOE issued a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register
soliciting public input on development of this Draft EIS. Public comments received during the scoping period
(March 13 through April 28, 2003) and comments received on the 1996 Draft EIS have been considered in the
preparation of this Draft EIS. Comments on this Draft EIS will be accepted for a period of 6 months following
publication of EPA's Notice of Availability (NOA) in the Federal Register, and will be considered in the
preparation of the Final EIS. Any comments received after the comment period closes will be considered to
the extent practicable. The locations and times of public hearings on the Draft EIS will be identified in the
Federal Register and through other media such as local press notices. In addition to the public hearings,
multiple mechanisms for submitting comments on the Draft EIS are available:

Website: westvalleyeis.com

U.S. mail: Catherine Bohan, EIS Document Manager
West Valley Demonstration Project
U.S. Department of Energy
P.O. Box 2368

Germantown, MD 20874

Toll-free fax: 866-306-9094
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degrees Celsius
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Acronyms, Abbreviations, and Conversion Charts

CONVERSIONS
METRIC TO ENGLISH ENGLISH TO METRIC

Multiply

Area
Square meters
Square kilometers

• Square kilometers
*Hectares

Concentration
• Kilograms/square meter

Milligrams/liter
Micrograms/liter
Micrograms/cubic meter

Density
Grams/cubic centimeter
Grams/cubic meter

Length
Centimeters
Meters
Kilometers

Temperature
Absolute

Degrees C + 17.78
Relative

Degrees C

Velocity/Rate
Cubic meters/second
Grams/second
Meters/second

Volume
Liters
Liters
Liters
Cubic meters
Cubic meters
Cubic meters
Cubic meters

Weight/Mass
Grams
Kilograms
Kilograms
Metric tons

by

10.764
247.1
0.3861
2.471

0.16667
1 a
1a
1a

62.428
0.0000624

0.3937
3.2808
0.62137

1.8

1.8

2118.9
7.9366
2.237

0.26418
0.035316
0.001308
264.17
35.314
1.3079
0.0008107

0.035274
2.2046
0.0011023
1.1023

To get

Square feet
Acres
Square miles
Acres

Tons/acre
Parts/million
Parts/billion
Parts/trillion

Multiply

Square feet
Acres
Square miles
Acres

Tons/acre
Parts/rmIlion
Parts/billion
Parts/trillion

by

0.092903
0.0040469
2.59

.0.40469

0.5999
,a
1a
1a

To get

Square meters
Square kilometers
Square kilometers
Hectares

Kilograms/square meter
Milligrams/liter,
Micrograms/liter
Micrograms/cubic meter

Pounds/cubic feet Pounds/cubic feet
Pounds/cubic feet Pounds/cubic feet

0.0160'18 Grams/cubic centimeter
16,025.6. Grams/cubic meter

Inches
Feet
Miles

Degrees F

Degrees F

Cubic feet/minute
Pounds/hour
Miles/hour

Gallons
Cubic feet
Cubic yards
Gallons
Cubic feet
Cubic yards
Acre-feet

Ounces
Pounds
Tons (short)
Tons (short)

Inches
Feet
Miles

2.54
0.3048
1.6093

Centimeters
Meters
Kilometers

Degrees F - 32

Degrees F

Cubic feet/minute
Pounds/hour
Miles/hour

Gallons
Cubic feet
Cubic yards
Gallons
Cubic feet
Cubic yards
Acre-feet

Ounces
Pounds
Tons (short)
Tons (short)

0.55556 Degrees C

0.55556 Degrees C

0.00047195
0.126
0.44704

3.78533
28.316
764.54
0.0037854

.,0.028317,
0.76456
1233.49

28.35
0.45359
907.18
0.907189

Cubic meters/second
Grams/second
Meters/second

Liters
Liters
Liters
Cubic meters
Cubic meters
Cubic meters
Cubic meters

Grams
Kilograms
Kilograms
Metric tons

ENGLISH TO ENGLISH

Acre-feet 325,850.7 Gallons Gallons 0.000003046 Acre-feet
Acres 43,560 Square feet Square feet 0.000022957 Acres
Square miles 640 Acres Acres 0.0015625 Square miles
a. This conversion is only valid for concentrations of contaminants (or other materials) in water.

METRIC PREFIXES
Prefix Symbol Multiplication factor
exa- E 1,000,000,00 0,000,000,000 = l0ol
peta- P 1,000,000,000,000,000 =. 0o5
tera- T 1,000,000,000,000 = l0o
giga- G . 1 ,000,000,000 109

mega- M 1,000,000 = 106

kilo- k 1,000 = 103

deca- D 10 = 10o
deci- d 0.1 = 10.1
centi- c 0.01 = 10.2
milli- m 0.001 = 10-
micro- * I 0.000001 = 10-6
nano- n 0.000000 001 = 109

pico7 p 0.000 000 000 001= 10-12
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APPENDIX A
SUMMARY OF COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE 1996 DRAFT

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT FOR COMPLETION OF THE
WEST VALLEY DEMONSTRATION PROJECT AND CLOSURE OR

LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT OF FACILITIES AT THE WESTERN NEW
YORK NUCLEAR SERVICE CENTER

A.1 Background

In March 1996, the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) published the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
for Completion of the West Valley Demonstration Project and Closure or Long-Term Management of
Facilities at the Western New York Nuclear Service Center (hereafter referred to as Cleanup and Closure
Draft EIS) (DOE/EIS-0226-D) (DOE 1996a). In accordance with the provisions of the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42 United States Code [U.S.C.] 4321 et seq.) and the related Council on
Environmental Quality (CEQ) implementation regulations (40 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 1500
through 1508), DOE and the New York State Energy Research and Development Authority (NYSERDA) and
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) announced the availability of the document in Federal
Register (FR) notices (61 FR 11620 [DOE 1996b] and 61 FR 11836 [EPA 1996]) and invited interested
parties to provide comments. NYSERDA issued a notice of completion for the 1996 Cleanup and Closure
Draft EIS in the New York State Environmental Notice Bulletin, pursuant to the regulations implementing the
New York State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR).

A.2 The Public Comment Process

The 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS was distributed to interested individuals and organizations,
including appropriate state clearinghouses, regulatory agencies, and American Indian Tribes. NEPA
regulations mandate a minimum 45-day comment period after the publication of the EPA's Notice of
Availability of a draft environmental impact statement (EIS) to provide an opportunity for the public to
comment. The comment period on the Draft EIS was 6 months long and began on March 21, 1996. During
the public comment period, four information sessions were held in late April during which DOE and
NYSERDA were available to explain and discuss topics and issues that pertained to the Draft EIS. Sessions
were held in Hamburg and Ashford, New York for the public, and similar sessions were held in Irving and
Salamanca, New York expressly for members of the Seneca Nation of Indians. During the 6-month comment
period, DOE received 113 letters from individuals and organizations. Further, there were three public
meetings held in August 1996 in the West Valley area to receive oral comments, which were transcribed by a
registered stenographer. Approximately 1,170 comments were identified in the letters and transcripts.

Over a decade has passed since the comments were received, during which actions have been taken either in
response to the public comments on the Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS or, while not directly in response to
the comments, to help answer some of the issues raised by them. These activities included the development of
additional waste characterization information; clarification of some of the regulatory requirements, most
notably, the issuance of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission's (NRC' s) Decommissioning Criteria for the

West Valley Demonstration Project (WVDP) at the West Valley Site: Final Policy Statement (hereinafter
referred to as the WVDP Policy Statement) and the New York State Part 373/RCRA regulations as they apply
to units on the site; issuance of Records of Decision (RODs) by DOE related to disposal options for various
classes of DOE radioactive waste; revision of decommissioning and long-term stewardship EIS alternatives;
and revision of analytical methods and models. A Citizen Task Force was established to provide input to DOE
and NYSERDA regarding the Preferred Alternative. The West Valley Citizen Task Force Final Report
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(CTF 1998) was issued July 28, 1998. In July 2000 DOE and the Seneca Nation of Indians signed ,a
Memorandum of Agreement concerning the shipment of high-level radioactive waste and spent nuclear fuel
across their lands (Seneca Nation 2000). Since the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS was published, there
has been ongoing interaction with the local population surrounding the site.

In March 2003, DOE and NYSERDA issued Notices in the Federal Register and the New York State
Environmental Notice Bulletin, respectively of their intent to prepare this Revised Draft Environmental Impact
Statement for Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship at the West Valley Demonstration Project and
Western New York Nuclear Service Center (DOE/EIS-0226-D) (Revised) (hereafter referred to as the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS), which would revise the 1996 Cleanup and Closure
Draft EIS (DOE 2003).

Following the 2003 NOI and scoping meetings, DOE, with input from NYSERDA and the cooperating
agencies (EPA, NRC, and New York State Department of Environmental Conservation [NYSDEC]), refined
the definition of five alternatives and prepared a preliminary internal Draft EIS in September 2005 that
analyzed the environmental impacts of the five alternatives. This preliminary Draft EIS did not present a
Preferred Alternative and did not address the issue of who is responsible for what portions of the site. This
preliminary Draft EIS was reviewed by the co-lead (DOE and NYSERDA) and cooperating agencies, and their
comments revealed different expectations about the purpose and content of the EIS. To resolve differences
about alternatives to be analyzed and the type of analysis, and to help identify a Preferred Alternative, DOE
established a core team comprised of the co-lead and cooperating agencies to discuss and,.where practical,
resolve the issues raised by the review of the September 2005 preliminary Draft EIS. This Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS reflects discussions with the core team regarding .alternatives to be
analyzed, the nature of the analysis, and the nature of the Preferred Alternative.

The Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS has revised alternatives, including a Preferred
Alternative, and builds upon a clearer understanding of the major regulatory requirements, including criteria
applied by NRC for decommissioning of the WVDP and for license termination, along with Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) regulations as they apply to units on the site. The Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS utilizes updated long-term performance assessment models for
groundwater and erosion releases, and analyzes updated closure designs that include waste isolation barriers. It
analyzes short-term and long-term impacts, local impacts, and impacts associated with transpolriation. The
analysis is intended to provide the decisionmakers 'and the public with a fuller understanding of the
environmental impacts of each alternative.

Comments received during the public comment period on the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS will be addressed and considered in preparation of the Final EIS. The Final EIS will identify
specific changes made in response to public comments.

This Appendix summarizes the oral and written comments that were received on the 1996 Cleanup and

Closure Draft .EIS. For the comments that relate to the scope and analysis of this Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS, this Appendix summarizes how the EIS has been changed relative to the
comments and, where practical, identifies where the relevant information is presented in the document.
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Summary of Comments Received on the 1996 Draft EIS for Completion of the West Valley Demonstration Project and Closure

or Long-Term Management of Facilities at the Western New York Nuclear Service Center

A,3 Categorization of Issues Raised During the 1996 Public Comment Period

All of the documents received during the public comment period on the Cleanup and Closure Draft E1S, as
well as the transcripts from the formal hearings, were reviewed, and specific comments were delineated and
organized into 13 major categories:

1. Inadequate or inaccurate characterization of the site, waste, contamination or presentation of data in
the EIS

2. Reasonableness of alternatives

3. Design or operational details

4. Near-term impact analysis issues

5. Long-term erosion analysis issues

6. Long-term hydrologic transport analysis issues

7. Erosion, control strategies

8. Long-term performance assessment issues

9. ' Preferences for or against a particular alternative

10. Specific recommendations for the Preferred Alternative

11. Regulatory compliance

12. Understanding the purpose and content of the EIS and its relationship to' decisionmaking and agency
involvement

.13, Out of scope comments

The following sections of this Appendix summarize how these categories of comments and responses have
been considered in the development of the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS. For each
category, examples or a summary of the comments received are provided and then a response is provided to
that category of comments. For the out of scope comments, an explanation is provided as to why they were
placed in that category.

A.4 Summary of, and Response to, Comments by Category

A.4.1 Inadequate or Inaccurate Characterization of the Site, Waste, Contamination, or Presentation
of Data in the Environmental Impact Statement

Specific aspects of characterization discussed in the comments include contamination levels for soils,
sediments, vegetation and animals; characterization of facilities and buried waste; geologic characterization;
including bedrock and till fractures; structural geology fault data and unresolved geology issues; seismic
characterization; and understanding of hydrologic and erosion processes that could move contamination from
its existing location to potential receptors. Some comments stated that full characterization and categorization
of wastes was needed for a thorough analysis of regulatory compliance. Other comments questioned the
accuracy or presentation of data in the EIS.
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Response: More than a decade of additional scientific study, environmentalmonitoring, and characterization
of the environment and conditions at the Western New York Nuclear. Service Center (WNYNSC) and the
surrounding region have been taken into consideration in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS, and have contributed to the understanding of the impacts of natural phenomena on the site
area. Studies were performed to improve characterization of chemical and radiological contamination levels
for soils, sediments, vegetation, and animals,; to characterize facilities and buried waste; and to improve the
understanding of hydrologic, hydrogeologic, and erosion processes capable of transporting contamination to
potential receptors. Revised estimates of the radiological and hazardous chemical inventories for major
facilities on the -site were made. The West Valley Nuclear Services Company, Inc. (WVNS) Ený'ironmental
Information Documents also provided more recent information that was added to this Draft EIS. Geologic
characterization, including bedrock and tillfracture data and more recent seismic characterization data, have
been reviewed, analyzed, and added as appropriate. For example, the following reference documents were
used to enhance geologic and seismologic characterization at the site.- Jacobi and Fountain 2002;' Gill 2005;
Ouassaa and Forsyth 2002; Tuttle, Dyer-Williams, and Barstow 2002; USGS 2002; USGS 2008; URS 2002;
URS 2004; and Fakundiny and Pomeroy 2002.

This Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS includes a specific discussion of incomplete and
unavailable information and its effect on the environmental impact analysis (see Chapter 4; Section 4.3). The
state of characterization of the site, waste, and contamination would have to be considered by the co- lead
agencies when they make their decisions, and would also have to be considered by the regulatory authorities
prior to their approval of any actions.

The comments on the 1996 Draft that identified inconsistent, incomplete; or inaccurate presentation of data
have been reviewed, and changes or clarifications have been made, as' appropriate. These comments are
reflected in revised descriptions of the affected environment in Chapter 3 and in the descriptions of impact
methodologies in the various appendices associated with Chapter 4 of this EIS.

A.4.2 Reasonableness of Alternatives

Somre commnentors did not consider the EIS alternatives to be reasonable, or questioned assumptions underlying
alternatives. In particular, some felt the EIS did not offer any realistic alternative for the disposal of radioactive
waste at the West Valley Site or that the proposed alternatives were overly simplistic and did not adequately
protect the public and environment.

Some comments called for specific detail and/or description of the various alternatives, requesting clarification
or additional information on how (or why) a particular alternative would be implemented in the manner
described. In some instances, the comments suggested variations on the alternatives to make them more
protective of people and the environment. Comments were received questioning or requesting clarification on
the specific short-term actions proposed for the alternatives to manage the North Plateau Groundwater Plume.
Other comments included the following:

1. Questioning why the reservoirs would be removed for Alternatives I (Removal) and II (Removal and

Decay), which would destroy rose pink habitat.

2. Questioning why onsite permanent disposal as an option under Alternative II was not considered.

3. Suggesting the use of existing vitrification and cement solidification facilities for treatment of sludge
and liquids generated during decontamination and decommissioning under Alternatives I and II, or for
other identified wastes currently on site.
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4. Suggesting that the description, design, and method of waste removal, storage and disposal needed
clarification or updating to ensure protection of the population and environment.

5. Defining ownership of the wastes, and identification and timing of potential offsite disposal facilities
for each identified waste type.

6. Questioning how the mitigation measures could be generally the same for all alternatives.

7. Questioning why the Draft EIS does not evaluate alternatives for the remediation of groundwater
contamination on the North Plateau, as the present operating system does not adequately.capture the
contamination plume or efficiently remove radionuclides from the groundwater.

8. Questioning potential locations for new waste storage and treatment facilities in relation to floodplains
and long-term erosion considerations.

9. Suggesting that waiting 100 years for decommissioning may be appropriate for some Waste
Management Areas (WMAs), though the beta plume (North Plateau Strontium-90 Plume) should be
remediated immediately.

Response: Following the NOI and scoping meetings of early 2003, DOE, with input from NYSERDA and the
cooperating agencies identified differences among the agencies regarding their expectations about the
purpose and content of the EIS. To resolve the differences about alternatives to be analyzed and the type of
analysis, and to help identify a Preferred Alternative, DOE established a core team comprised of the co-lead
and cooperating agencies to discuss and, where practical, resolve the issues. This Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS reflects discussions with the core team regarding alternatives to be analyzed, the
nature of the analysis, and the nature of the Preferred Alternative.

The alternatives evaluated in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS include the Sitewide
Removal Alternative that would allow unrestricted release of the entire WNYNSC; the Sitewide Close-In-Place
Alternative, under which all existing facilities and contamination would be managed in their current locations,
and engineered barriers would be used to control contamination in areas with higher levels of long-lived
contamination; the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative, under which there would be initial (Phase 1)
decommissioning actions for some facilities and a variety of activities intended to expand the information
available to support later additional decommissioning decisionmaking (Phase 2)for those facilities/areas not
.addressed in Phase 1; and the No Action Alternative.

The comments on the 1996 Draft; which included comments from the public as well as the agencies involved.in
the core team discussions, have helped to inform the development and clarification of the approaches,
analyses, and description of alternatives presented in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship
EIS. For example, comments about long-term performance assessment were among the factors leading to the
establishment of a Phased Decisionmaking Alternative. Potential short- and long-term impacts from
implementation of the alternatives have been analyzed and results updated in the Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS. For example, details on managing the North Plateau Groundwater Plume are
provided in Appendix C of this EIS and technical reports for each of the alternatives. The description,
proposed design, and method of waste removal, storage, and disposalfor each alternative has been updated
and revised for clarity. The alternatives presented and analyzed in thisDecommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS are considered to represent reasonable alternatives consistent with the guidance of NEPA
and the State Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQR).
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A.4.3 Design or Operational Details

Comments were submitted related to design or operational details of the proposed decommissioning actions. A
commentor suggested the use of an existing facility rather than the construction of a new facility. Another
comment questioned the basis for the cost estimate and the discussion of the cost differences, and another
comment requested more information on how a specific alternative would be implemented. In other instances,
comments asked for more information on the monitoring and maintenance activities that would occur if waste
remains on site, or what the consequences of an accident during operations would be. Conimentors called for
site management, including visible markings, to ensure protection of humans and the environment.

Some commentors called for additional information on the institutional controls that would be in place if waste
remained on site, including identification of mechanisms for implementing long-term controls and monitoring
plans. Some questioned the effectiveness of and reliance on long-term institutional controls. Others
questioned whether long-term institutional controls could be guaranteed, especially in light of past failures to
prevent releases of radioactive materials into the environment. Some commentors called for modification or
restructuring of the environmental monitoring plan. Others stated an opinion on how a particular portion of the
site, such as the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, should be managed or maintained. In particular, some
questioned the strategy that relies on dilution to bring, contamination to within acceptable limits.

Response: Comments on the 1996 Draft related to the proposed design elements and operational aspects
associated with implementation of the alternatives were reviewed and considered in the development and
clarification of the approaches, analyses, and description of design and operational details presented in the
2008 Draft EIS, including environmental monitoring programs in technical reports for each of the
alternatives, potential accidents during operations, and the design and effectiveness of long-term institutional
controls.

The purpose of the engineering documents that support the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship
EIS (i. e., technical reports) is to provide a basis to estimate environmental impacts, which includes providing
a preliminary estimate of the cost for monitoring systems. The engineering data contained in them• is
preliminary. After an alternative is selected, more detailed engineering would be performed, and detailed
monitoring plans would be developed after interactions with the various regulators. The technical reports
explain the need for the construction of new facilities, particularly if there is an existing facility that does or
could perform the same service. The technical reports also have a more extensive discussion and
characterization of the monitoring and maintenance activities than is contained in the Draft EIS, and have an
expanded discussion of the implementation actions, particularly if the information. is relevant, to the
environmental impact analysis. The technical reports also provide the basis for the cost estimates presented in
the Draft EIS. They are available in public reading rooms, on the DOE West Valley Website, and upon
request.

A.4.4 Near-term Impact Analysis Issues

Some comments requested additional explanation of the assumptions, assessment methods, models, and
parameters used for the near-term impact analysis. Specific comments were made on the transportation
analysis, including the concern that the impact analysis (e.g., accident risk models, radiation exposure
pathways, latent and acute cancer fatalities) was much more conservative than the nontransportation
radiological impact analysis. Other comments questioned the adequacy of the socioeconomic impact analysis
or the environmental justice analysis, or requested a more detailed assessment of airborne emissions. Still
other commentors recommended different measures of consequences, requested a discussion of impacts on fish
and wildlife resources or their habitats, and an evaluation in an Ecological Risk Assessment. Comments were
also made on the evaluation of radiological doses and their associated health effects.
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Response: The near-term impact analysis in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS is
based on the revised description of the proposed project and alternatives, new data, and standard NEPA
analytical tools and methods. Assumptions, assessment methods, and models used for analysis of near-term
impacts are presented in Chapter 4 and applicable appendices of the EIS. Section 4.3 contains a discussion of
incomplete and unavailable information and its relevance to the evaluation of transportation and
environmental impacts. The current version of the transportation impact analysis code, RADTRAN 5, was
used. The impacts of air emissions, both radiological and nonradiological, were analyzed. Both the methods
and results of these analyses are discussed in the EIS body, as well as appropriate appendices. The
socioeconomic impact analysis has been updated to reflect current data from the Department of Commerce
about economic multipliers and the location of low-income and minority populations. The dose to the public
and workers for each of the four alternatives analyzed is included in Chapter 4, Section 4.1.9, of this EIS. The
level of detail for presentation of impacts in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS is
consistent with CEQ and DOE guidance to discuss impacts "in proportion to their significance, "focusing
attention on significant environmental issues.

A.4.5 Long-term Erosion Analysis Issues

Comments called for the erosion analysis to recognize the uncertainty in such analysis. Other comments called
for the EIS to identify specific erosion processes, such as gully advancement and the potential for stream
capture, and the inclusion of Buttermilk Creek erosion issues. Several commentors called for analysis of the
impacts of erosion on downstream populations. Still other comments called for a specific duration of the long-
term performance assessment in the context of erosion, or questioned the timeframe used in the analysis. Some
comments questioned the appropriateness of the use of average precipitation rates in the development of
erosion predictions. One comment offered a Monte-Carlo-based erosion model. Multiple comments expressed
concern regarding impacts from the erosion collapse scenario or the reasonableness of the erosion assumptions,
estimates, and modeling efforts.

Response: This Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS uses different erosion models. The
SIBERIA and CHILD models are landscape evolution models recognized by geomorphology professionals.
The models were calibrated using longer-term data consistent with recommendations from erosion experts.
The landscape evolution models are supplemented by gully advancement models that are used for the long-
term performance assessment. The erosion models are discussed in Appendix F of this EIS. The dose
consequences of long-term erosion predictions (erosional collapse) are presented in Chapter 4, Section 4.1.10
and Appendix H. This long-term analysis estimates timing and magnitude of peak annual dose commitment
for various receptors including downstream populations. The EIS acknowledges the uncertainty in the long-
term dose estimates in a discussion of incomplete or unavailable information (see Chapter 4, Section 4.3),
consistent with NEPA and SEQR requirements. This discussion also lists the factors that contribute to the
conservatism in the long-term dose estimate.

A.4.6 Long-term Hydrologic Transport Analysis Issues

Specific comments raised concerns about the effects of till fractures and bedrock hydrology on the hydrology
of contaminant transport. Comments also pointed out the potential for sediment transport to be an element of
hydrologic contaminant transport. Some comments called for consideration of the "bathtub" scenario, as
occurred in the past. Other comments requested a mass balance as part of the hydrologic analysis.

Response: The Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS uses groundwater models (numerical
and analytical) both for flow and transport analyses. The revised analysis makes use of available hydrologic
and contaminant transport information. A description of the updated groundwater modeling effort is provided
in Appendix E of this Draft EIS. Water balances were performed as part the modeling and comparisons made
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to existing data. Sensitivity analyses were conducted in order to provide insight into the uncertainty in the
long-term impact estimates. Geohydrological analysis of a bathtub scenario was not specifically performed,
but in the long-term performance assessment, lateral transport through a weathered Lavery till saturated zone
was modeled using groundwater velocities estimated in the geohydrological modeling.

A.4.7 Erosion Control Strategies

Several comments questioned the erosion control strategies, and some viewed the global erosion strategy,
which was intended to be maintenance free, as not being practical and potentially harmful. Comments stated
that erosion control measures should be justified, and there should be backup systems to prevent the possible
release of contaminants.

Response: The Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS relies on a strategy consistent with what
was termed local erosion control in the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS. The Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS considers only a local erosion control strategy and no longer proposes or
evaluates the global erosion strategy that was discussed in the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS. The
revised erosion control features on the engineering covers that would be used for the Close-In-Place
Alternative have been developed consistent with NRC guidance.

A.4.8 Long-term Performance Assessment Issues

Some comments requested additional explanation of the assumptions, models, and parameters used for the
long-term impact analysis. Comments called for the EIS to consider the impacts on all users of potentially
contaminated surface drinking waters. Other comments stated that a 1,000-year analytical timeframe was too
short, and a 10,000-year timeframe should be used. Comments also requested a discussion on long-term
environmental and health and safety impacts should the institutional controls fail immediately. Several
comments called for an analysis of the effects of erosion on downstream water users. Other comments called
for the long-term performance assessment to analyze the impact of hazardous material releases. One comment
discussed the sensitivity of the dose predictions to the solubility of radionuclides.. Several comments
questioned the groundwater and surface water flow paths and hydrologic properties. Other comments called'
for additional explanation of natural phenomena expected over the long term, such as loading due to high
winds and earthquakes. Other comments raised concerns on the long-term structural performance analysis of
selected reinforced concrete structures.

Response: The Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS has an updated long-term performance
assessment. The analysis examines the effect of short-term and long-term releases on a spectrum of
downstream water users including Lake Erie and Niagara River water users. The analysis also identifies the
year of peak annual exposure for each receptor regardless of whether that peak occurs in the early years or
more than 10,000 years in the future. The Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS also includes
an analysis of the impacts from the release of hazardous materials. An assessment of high winds and
earthquakes is presented in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS. With respect to the
long-term performance assessment, high winds are not expected to have a significant role, while the influence
of earthquakes on erosional processes is implicitly addressed in the revised calibration of the erosion model
covering the entire post-glacial period. Also, given the revised alternatives, the long-term structural
performance of reinforced concrete structures is no longer an issue. The level of presentation for the impacts
in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS is consistent with CEQ and DOE instructions to
discuss impacts "in proportion to their significance."

All available data were reviewed, including the identification of potential contaminant flow paths and path
properties. In addition, DOE and NYSERDA solicited the technical assistance of the cooperating agencies in
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the review. of the long-term performance assessment methods and results. DOE and NYSERDA also solicited
input from independent technical experts who assessed several other aspects of the EIS. The long-term'human
health impacts are presented in Chapter 4, Section 4.1.10, and the methods, models, and results of this
assessment are discussed in detail in Appendixes D, E, F, G, and H of this Draft EIS. As discussed above, the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS involves the use of revised models and includes long-
term performance assessment of the alternatives where residual radioactivity remains on site. The long-term
performance assessment estimates impacts out to year of peak impact for both radioactive and hazardous
constituents. A number of different scenarios were analyzed for different offsite receptors, possible intruders,
and the general population.

A.4.9 Preference For or Against a Particular Alternative

In some instances, a preference was expressed for a specific alternative analyzed in the 1996 Cleanup and
Closure DraftEIS. A number of comments expressed a preference for either the Removal or the On-Premises,
Storage Alternative. In other instances, the comments stated an opposition to the Sitewide Close-In-Place
Alternative or the No Action Alternative. Some stated in general terms that the Preferred Alternative could
involve a "combination" alternative that treated different portions of the site differently. Many comments were
received expressing a preference for, or opposition to, one or more of the alternatives.. : 1 ,

A number of commentors supported Alternative I (Removal) over Alternative II (On-Premises Storage), while
some expressed support for a combination of the two alternatives to address the responsibility of stewardship
and to avoid the risk of transporting wastes off site into somebody else's backyard. Some favored safely
exhuming and packaging all radioactive and mixed waste and storing it so that it can be easily retrieved and,
monitored, while others just wanted the wastes properly packaged and transported off site as soon as possible
to a less-populated and more geologically stable location. Other cited reasons for favoring initial on-premises
storage were to provide protection of the surrounding communities, allow time for the radioactive wastes to
further decay, and use the time to'further explore technology that would eventually solve the contamination
problem. There was also a preference for Alternative IV (No Action), as it was believed by some to afford the
highest. level of protection. A number of comments specifically opposed Alternative III (In-Place
Stabilization), while others supported either Alternative I or II. Many were opposed to the idea of backfilling
contaminated facilities and leaving radioactive wastes buried. The most frequently cited reasons for opposition
included concerns about:

I. Human health risks posed by the radioactive waste left in the ground without the option of retrieval
and exacerbated by long-term erosion, loss of institutional control, and seismic activity;

2. Long-term consequences for downstream communities and the risk to drinking water;

3. Cost being the primary factor in selecting a Preferred Alternative; and

4. Unacceptable, adverse, and irreversible effects on the environment.

Other commentors voiced opposition to Alternative IV (No Action) because of unacceptable risks to the.health
and safety of present and future generations. Many others opposed Alternative V (Discontinue Operations),
citing that it was not considered a viable alternative by DOE or NYSERDA.

Response: The comments on the 1996 Draft, which included comments from the public as well as the agencies
involved in the core team discussions, have helped to inform the development and clarification of the
approaches, analyses, and description of alternatives presented in. the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS. For example, comments about long-term performance assessment were among the factors
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leading to the establishment of a Phased Decisionmaking Alternative. Potential short- and long-term impacts
from implementation of the alternatives have been analyzed and the results updated in the Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS. For example, detail on managing the North Plateau Groundwater Plume.
is provided in Appendix C and technical reports for each of the alternatives. The description, proposed
design, and method of waste removal, storage, and disposalfor each alternative has been updated and revised
for clarity. The alternatives presented and analyzed in this EIS are considered to represent reasonable
alternatives consistent with the guidance of NEPA and SEQR.

A.4.10 Preferred Alternative

Some comments called for more than one Preferred Alternative. Many commentors believe a Preferred
Alternative should be presented in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS in order to.give
interested parties ample opportunity to review and comment on the methodology and data used to determine it.
A commentor stated that New York State law and regulations require description of the Proposed Action, and
identification of the Preferred Alternative is needed prior to issuance of the ROD and SEQR findings.

Response: At the time the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS was written, the Preferred Alternative had not

been determined by the lead agencies. Since then the lead agencies have reviewed the various comments,
suggestions, and recommendations on what actions should be taken at the West Valley Site, including
recommendations of the Citizen Task Force. This information was considered as they developed the
alternatives that are analyzed in this Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS. To resolve the
differences about alternatives to be analyzed and the type of analysis, and to help identify a Preferred
Alternative, DOE established a core team comprised of the co-lead and cooperating agencies to discuss and;
where practical, resolve these issues. The Preferred Alternative is described (see Chapter 2, Section 2.4) and
analyzed in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS.

A.4.11 Regulatory Compliance

Several commentors made statements about whether a specific alternative complied with the regulations based
on the information in the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS and the commentor's assertion of applicable
regulations. Other commentors asked for clarification on how specific alternatives would comply with RCRA
regulations, while others still pointed out the uncertainty of compliance given lack of West. Valley
decommissioning criteria as called for in the WVDP Act. Many commentors used information in the EIS to
support a position about how a specific alternative complied with regulations that they thought were applicable.
Two of the regulations frequently discussed were 10 CFR Part 60 (NRC requirements for disposal of high-
level radioactive waste) and 10 CFR Part 61 (NRC requirements for disposal of low-level radioactive waste).
Comments were made on State-licensed Disposal Area (SDA) and NRC-licensed Disposal Area (NDA) issues
and meeting existing NRC regulations regarding site suitability requirements for land disposal of radioactive
material. Other commentors based their assessment of acceptability on RCRA regulations or the 15 millirem
per year standard in the proposed NRC Decontamination and Decommissioning Rule that was available at the
time of the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS. Others pointed out that some of the alternatives may not
comply with all applicable guidance, laws, regulations, and settlements, including the WVDP Act
(Public Law 96-368), Safe Drinking Water Act, and New York standards for fresh groundwater, while others
were concerned that not all applicable Federal and State regulatory and permit requirements were identified.

Response: The NRC has issued decommissioning criteria for the WVDP since the 1996 Cleanup and Closure
Draft EIS was issued. The NRC WVDP Policy' Statement and the NRC License Termination Rule allow for
several options for decommissioning and, if appropriate, license termination. Appendix L of, this
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS discusses compliance against the dose standards in the
License Termination Rule, as prescribed in. the WVDP Policy Statement. ' The NRC's assessment of
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compliance with the WVDP Policy Statement/License Termination Rule would occur only when the entire plan
for completing the WVDP is established and the actions to implement that plan are documented in a
Decommissioning Plan. Currently; a Decommissioning Plan is being written for Phase ] of the Preferred
Alternative identified in this E1S.

Appendix L also discusses compliance with RCRA. Official determination of compliance would occur through
the regulatory review process, which would occur as part of the implementation of the selected alternative.
It is possible that the regulatory review process would identify additional information needed to support
regulatory determinations for the selected alternative. If this is the case, the additional information would be
collected and provided to the regulatory authority.

A.4.12 Understanding the Purpose and Content of the Environmental Impact Statement. and Its
Relationship to Decisionmaking

A commentor asked who chose the five alternatives, and others say the EIS process,should be slowed down,.
with more time for commenting. A commentor asked who would issue the Final EIS as well as the ROD and
SEQR findings, and another expressed a.concern that a decision had already been made. One commentor
included requests for clarification of. the responsibilities ,of DOE and NYSERDA. as they- relate to
decisionmaking at the site and -funding of the decommissioning work. A commentor suggested DOE should
establish criteria to address the safe hand-off of responsibility for the site from DOE to NYSERDA. Another
requested that DOE and NYSERDA work together to share in the cost and expertise required to effectively
clean up: the site. Commentors expressed concern about the criteria that the agencies would use in their
decisionmaking. Concern was expressed that decisions would be made to minimize near-term cost or offset
cost by accepting offsite wastes and would not adequately consider lonig-term hazards. Some wanted NRC's
role in the decisionmaking process clearly stated. Others want to be involved or kept informed about actions
and decisions concerning the site.

Response: DOE, with input from NYSERDA and the cooperating agencies, has refined thedefinition of the
alternatives. A sequence of steps is prescribed by NEPA and SEQR, including public involvement and
comment periods that are of prescribed lengths (see Chapter 1, Figure 1-2). DOE and NYSERDA have
agreed to a 6-month public comment period for the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS,
which. greatly exceeds the normal 45-day comment period provided for in CEQ regulations.'

As the EIS process has progressed, the various agencies involved in EIS preparation have a clearer
understanding of the major regulatory requirements, including the criteria prescribed by NRC for
decommissioning of the. WVDP and for license termination, along withRCRA regulations as they apply to the
site.. Chapter ] of the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship 'EIS contains information that
clarifies the purpose of the EIS and the relationship between the Final EIS and agency decisionmaking.

The leadagencies have noted the concerns, expressed in the comments, will keep the public informed through
the EIS process, and will consider the comments expressed on impacts on the public, workers, and the
environment in their decisionmaking.

A.4.13 Out of Scope Comments

Comments on the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS that Were considered "out of. scope" were not
addressed specifically in the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS. The term "out of scope".
refers to comments that do not directly affect or pertain to the alternatives, affected environment or analysis
being performed as. part of the preparation of the EIS. Comments related to the lead agencies' decision
processes or the basis for selecting an alternative are considered out of scope of the EIS because they are
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addressed.in the decision documents (i.e., in the ROD or the Findings Statement) that follow the completion of
the EIS. Comments relating to the funding or operation of the WNYNSC were also categorized as.out of
scope., The. following comments were considered out of scope.. Responses are provided . r "

1. Concerns were expressed about the criteria for decisionmaking and how alternatives could be
evaluated or selected without fully understanding regulatory requirements and how the alternatives
compared to the requirements.

Response: ' The 'EIS is one of severalfactors used by decisionmakers when the ROD or Findings Statement
is prepared. The basis for the decision would be explained in those documents. The EIS provides a
preliminary discussion of compliance with regulations in Appendix L to assist the decisionmakers, but the

"official determination of regulatory compliance is made by thetregulators after the lead agencies have
' selected an alternative to implement.'.

2. Concerns were expressed about the availability of funding, about the Federal Government unfairly
burdening the State of New York, and requests were made for -financial assistance!, to local
communities.

Response: Funding decisions for activities at the WNYNSC :are, made through Federal and New York
State budget processes. While the analyses and results in this EIS may be used by the agencies to support
the budget processes; discussion' of' those processes is not within thepurpose of' an EIS; which is a

''document focused on identifying the environmental impacts associated with the ProposedAction and the
alternativesfo'r accomplishing'that action.

3. Request was made for funding for an unbiased technical consultant to'serve on'a citizen's committee.

Response. While funding and technical assistance are not within the scope of the EIS analysis, both-DOE
and NYSERDA have involved independent technical experts in the development and review of the

* Decommissioning and/orLong-Term Stewardship EIS and have met routinely through the. course Of the
development of this draft with the cooperating agencies,. the Citizen Task Force and the: general public in
the vicinity of theWNYNSC.

4. - Request was made&for a comprehensive operational plan and Program Evaluation ReviewTechnique
chartrevery,2 years.

Response: A request for a periodically updated and published schedule of activities related to the

implementation of the decision(s) coming out of the EIS process is not within the scope of the EIS
analysis. As part of their ongoing site management responsibilities, DOE and NYSERDA willaddress
mechanisms to involve and communicate with the public during implementation of the EIS decision(s).

5. Request was made for DOE to analyze compliance with treaty rights of the Seneca Nation of Indians.

Response: The site is not on Seneca Nation of Indians' land, so discussion of compliance with Seneca
'Nation of Indians treaty rights is not within: the scope of this EIS. However, DOE does have a
Memorandum of Agreement with the Seneca Nation of Indians regarding transportation of high-level
radioactive waste and spent nuclear fuel across their land. In addition, letters were sent to the Seneca
Nation of Indians regarding planning, issues, and concerns.

6. Request was made for the Seneca Nation of Indians to be included in cultural resource and traditional
use surveys and cultural resource planning.
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Response: The State Historic Preservation Office will be consulted concerning specific compliance
requirements and cultural resource preservation planning. Consultation with the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation also may be required and extended to appropriate local historical organizations,
interested individuals, and American Indian Tribes. This process is not a specific function of this EIS,
however, the requirement for and status of such consultations is discussed in Chapter 5 of this EIS.
Potential impacts on cultural resources from the proposed decommissioning alternatives are discussed in
Chapter 4, Section 4.1.7, of this EIS.

S.7. A commentor suggested that clean-up criteria for radiological contamination should be set at
background radiation levels.

Response: The EIS does not set clean-up or decommissioning criteria. They are set by the responsible
regulatory agencies. For example, dose criteria for decommissioning at West Valley are set by the NRC
in the License Termination Rule (10 CFR 20, subpart E) and the WVDP Decommissioning Policy
Statement. DOE is currently preparing a Decommissioning Plan for the Preferred Alternative that will be
submitted to the NRC for review.

8. A request was made for a low-income population representative to be added to a working group of
agencies and be provided with technical assistance to participate.

:Response: While funding and technical assistance are not within the scope of the EIS analysis, both DOE
and NYSERDA have involved independent technical experts in the development and review of the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS and have met routinely through the course of the
development of this draft with the cooperating agencies, the Citizen Task Force and the general public in'
the vicinity of the WNYNSC. The NEPA process requires and incorporates public involvement through
scoping and public meetings, and allows for comment submittal (both verbal and written) and.
consideration of those comments in preparing the Draft and Final EISs.

9. It was suggested that disposition of radioactive wastes become a national program in which all
appropriate state and Federal agencies work together as one organization to isolate nuclear waste as
long as possible, and to eliminate duplication of effort and avoid spending money needlessly.

Response: The focus of this EIS remains on the environmental impacts of decommissioning of the WVDP
and the long-term management or stewardship of the WNYNSC. Suggestions for different approaches to
the issue of radioactive waste disposition are best suited to local, state, or national political processes.

10. It was suggested that after the site has been cleaned up that the land be developed into a tourist
attraction with a national park and museum that focuses on the atomic age.

Response: Future potential land uses for the site are being explored by NYSERDA.

11. It was suggested that safe disposal is not possible, and we should stop making nuclear waste.

Response: This question is beyond the scope of this EIS. National policies regarding nuclear waste are
decided through national policy processes.
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12. A commentor suggested preparation of a supplement to the Draft EIS after the Preferred Alternative is
selected, and then an Ecological Risk Assessment to address ecological impacts in more detail.

Response: Since this'Draft Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS describes and analyzes
a Preferred Alternative, there is no longer a question of or need to supplement the Draft EIS after the
Preferred Alternative is identified. In addition, the description of the Preferred Alternative (see
Chapter 2, Section 2.4), Phased Decisionmaking, specifically defines the circumstances under which the
Final EIS may be supplemented if that Alternative was selected.

13. 'It was suggested that DOE and NYSERDA identify any short-term activities which, if not performed,
could significantly increase the difficulty of site closure. For example, immediate efforts needed to
prevent the spread of contamination in the strontium-90 groundwater plume.

Response: As reported at Citizen Task Force and Quarterly Public Meetings, DOE and NYSERDA are
undertaking actions to contain the spread of the groundwater plume. Since the near-term activities are
ongoing, near-term actions relating to the plume are not evaluated in this EIS.

14. Transportation-related comments were made on: (1) when and how the first "test" shipment of low-
level radioactive waste via truck is going to take place, what prior involvement local representatives
are going to have, and what advance notification will be made; (2) the need for inclusion of design and
safety detail on the high-level radioactive waste transportation containers; and (3) selection of a
transportation method and route.

Response: Transportation is covered in this EIS in Chapter 4, Section 4.1.12. As indicated in Chapter 1,
Section 1.6, of this EIS, transportation of high-level radioactive waste containers has been addressed
previously in the following NEPA documents: (1) Final Environmental Impact Statement for a Geologic
Repository for the Disposal 'of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain,
Nye County, Nevada (DOE/EIS-0250F), February 2002; (2) Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement for Geologic Repository for the Disposal of Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive

Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada (DOE-0250F-S1) (Final Repository SEIS), June 2008;
(3) Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement for Geologic Repository for the Disposal of
Spent Nuclear Fuel and High-Level Radioactive Waste at Yucca Mountain, Nye County, Nevada - Nevada
Rail Transportation Corridor and Final Environmental Impact Statement for a Rail Alignment for the
Construction and Operation of a Railroad in Nevada to a Geologic Repository at Yucca Mountain, Nye
County, Nevada (DOE/EIS-0250F-S2 and DOE/EIS-0369) (Final Nevada Rail Corridor SEIS and Final
Rail Alignment EIS), June 2008).

15. Commentors requested that DOE make a commitment that the site will not become a dumping ground
for other DOE, commercial, or imported radioactive or hazardous wastes. There were also inquiries
about the availability of (and need for selection of) an offsite waste disposal area and removal of the
WVNS (sic) from the Federal list of possible sites for a mixed waste repository.

Response: From a DOE perspective, these concerns were addressed in the Final Waste Management
Programmatic EIS (DOEIEIS-0200-F, May 1997). Table 1.6.1 of that document states that West Valley is
designated as a waste site, but wastes from other sites will not be shipped to West Valley for treatment or
disposal.
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16. A request was made for setting required timeframes for regular inspections of site storage and
temporary weather structures over excavation areas.

Response: Official determination of timeframes for compliance inspections will occur through the
regulatory review process, which would occur as part of the implementation of the selected alternative.

17. Commentors requested that DOE consider the special concerns and needs (including legal assistance,
technical training, and managing potential problems related to waste) of the local communities.

Response: Partially in response to these types of comments, NYSERDA established the Citizen Task
Force, which has served both as a source of community input to the NEPA process and as a venue for
DOE and NYSERDA to convey updated technical and status information related to the Draft EIS. DOE
and NYSERDA continue to provide financial assistance to help the Task Force review and comment on
the information provided.

Some of these issues (e.g., clarification of responsibilities, considerations in decisionmaking, and review
frequencies) may be addressed in the DOE ROD or the NYSERDA Findings Statement for the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS.

Table A-i, Index of Commentors, lists the comment documents that were received, including the hearing
transcripts, and correlates them to the various summary categories.
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Table A-1 Index of Commentors
Comment

Source Document No. Comment Categories
- IXFederal Agencies*

U.S. Department of the Interior 37 4.4, 4.9, 4.10, 4.11, 4.13
Andrew L. Raddant

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 2 106 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.41 4.2(7), 4.9,.4.9(1)(4), 4.10, 4:11,
Robert W. Hargrove 4.13(5) •

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission 113 4.1, 4.2, 4.2(4)(8),4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 4.8, 4.9, 4.10, 4.11
Gary C. Comfort, Jr.

'44teatend Local Offlicials, State Agencies, Native Am nerican Tribal.C ( ireinments, and Non'governnmeiitl Or;ga1ifizaios
Allegany County Board of Health, Ronald Truax 40 4.9

Ashford Concerned Citizens, Machias, New York 72 4.1, 4.2, 4.2(4),.4.2(5), 4.3, 4.5, 4.9, 4.11, 4.12,
4.13(2)(3) .

Biomedical Metatechnology, Inc., Irwin D. Bross 23 4.1, 4.2, 4.8, 4.9

Buffalo, New York, City Clerk's Office 38 4.5, 419..

Cattaraugus County Legislature (New York) 32 4.9, 4.13(2)
Donald E. Furman &Messrs. Felton, Fitzpatrick,
Gowan, Haberer, Hall, Zimbardi, Ellis, Mack,
Williams, Anastasia, Eade; Mrs. McLaughlin,
Ms. Blake; and Ms. Ginter

Cattaraugus County Legislature, Little Valley, 107 4.1, 4.2, 4.8, 4.9, 4.13
New York, D. John Zimbardi

Cattaraugus County Legislature, Little Valley, 83 4.9(3), 4.13(2)
New York, Richard E. Haberer

Chenango North Energy Awareness Group 44 4.3, 4.9, 4.13
(Chenango North) South Plymouth, New York,
Susan B. Griffin

Citizens Against Radioactive Dumping, Cincinnatus, 91'. 4.2, 4.3, 4'.9
New York, Jim Weiss

Citizens' Environmental Coalition, Albany, 64 4.3, 4.9
New York, Anne Rabe and Michael Purcell

Coalition on West Valley Nuclear Wastes, 66 4.9, 4.13(4)
Raymond C. Vaughan, Carol Mongerson,
Betty J. Cooke, James L. Pickering

Coalition on West Valley Nuclear Wastes, 78 4.1, 4.2, 4.2(1) 4.3, 4.4, 4.6, 4.7, 4.9, 4.9(3), 4.11:
East Concord, New York, Carol Mongerson 4.13(9)

Coalition on West Valley Nuclear Wastes, 98 4.1, 4.21 4.4, 4.5, 4.6, 4.7, 4.8, 4.11
Raymond C. Vaughan

Coalition on West Valley Nuclear Wastes, 8- 4.1, 4.5,-4.6, 4.9, 4.11, 4.12
Raymond Vaughan

Coalition on West Valley Nuclear Wastes, 76 4.1, 4.2, 4.4, 4.9, 4.9(3), 4.11, 4.13, 4..13(2)
James Rauch

Concerned Citizens of Clarence, Inc., 17 4.9(1)(3)
Pat Melancon, Lois Bono, Robert McLean,
Aldine Tarbell, Calvin Tarbell

Environmental Coalition on Nuclear Power, State 108 4.2, 4.3, 4.9, 4.12, 4.13, 4.13(2)
College, PA

Great Lakes United, Margaret Wooster 42 4.3, 4.8, 4.9, 4.13

New York State Department of Environmental 94 4.1,4.2, 4.2(4)(6)(7)(9), 4.3, 4.4, 4.5(4), 4.7, 4.8,
Conserv•ation 1 4.10, 4.11, 4.12, 4.13 •

Niagara Swim League, Colin J. Adams 89 4.9
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Comment
Source Document No. Comment Categories

Nuclear Awareness Project, Ontario, Canada, 22 4.2, 4.3, 4.5, 4.13(4)
Irene Kock- •

Nuclear Information and Resource Service, 80 4.3, 4.9, 4.9(1)(3), 4.13.
Diane D'Arrigo

Presbyterian'Women, Presbytery of Western 82 4.9
New York, Ruby Sentman

Seneca Nation of Indians, Michael W. Schindler 109 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.5, 4.7, 4.9, 4.9(1)(2), 4. 10,
4.11, 4.12,4.13, 4.13(2)(6)

Spiingville Youth, Inc., Springville, New York, 68 4.9.
E. Joseph Giroux, Jr.

Square Y Consultants; Lynn C. Yuan 67 4.1, 4.4, 4.6

State of New York Environmental Protection Bureau, 99 4.11, 4.12
William S. Helmer

State of New York, Office of the Attorney General, 112 4.3, 4.11
WilliamS. Helmer (with comments from the New
York State Law Department) ......

SUNY at Buffalo, Fred M. Snell 39 4.3

SUNY at Buffalo, New York, Department of 93 4.1, 4.4
Ecology, Robert Jacobi, John Fountain

Town of Ashford, William King, 75 4.1, 4.12, 4.13(2)

Town of Concord, Springville, New York 63 4.9

Town of Ellicottville, New York, John Widger .104 4.9, 4.12, 4.13(2)

Town of Ellicottville, New York, Rodney G. Sergel, 69 4.9
Cathy Stokes

Village of Springville, New York, Deborah A. 31 4.9
.Murphy

Betty J. Cooke 10 4.9

Betty Stephan 74 4.9

Beverly Horozko 19 4.3, 4.9, 4.9(1)

Beverly Spross 96 4.2, 4.9

Brenda Ticen Runk 25 4.9

Charles Couture 34 4.13(2)

Cynthia Dayton 79 4.1,4.2, 4.3, 4.9

Delone Scharf 15 4.9

Dennis and Violet Dick. 9 4.9, 4.9(1)(2), 4.13

Dennis and Violet Dick 35 4.9, 4.13
Norbert and Gladys Kruse
Donald and Vivian Mosher
.Jeff Dick
Sonya Vura
Norman Uliedeman
Robert Kruse
Susan Dick

Donna Ebel 30 4.9

Elizabeth A. Obad 29 4.9

Elizabeth and Dave Buckley 70 4.2, 4.9, 4.11

Elizabeth Kay Keffe * 4 4.9(4)

Emil and Dorothy Lacs 14 4.9
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Comment
Source Document No. Comment Categories

Emil Zimmerman 101 4.8,4.9

Gail Hall 5 4.8,4.9

Gary R. And Sharon J. Mathe 71 4.2, 4.9

Gary W. Bauer 2 4.9,4.9(1)

H. M. Gerwitz 97 4.3, 4.7, 4.9, 4.13(2)

Helen Feraldi 28 4.9, 4.13(11)

Ivan S. Fifield 65 4.9

James L. Pickering 62 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.4, 4.9, 4.1 1, 4.12, 4.13

James R.Wolf 18 4.11, 4.12

Janis J. Lathrop 33 4.9(3)

Jenny Weide and Craig R. Wiede 26 4.9(1)

Jerry S. Helfer 3 4.9, 4.9(3)

Joanne E. Hameister 85 4.1,4.9

John A. Pfeffer 84 4.1, 4.2, 4.2(5), 4.9, 4.12, 4.13(2), 4.13

John M. Burn 24 4.3

John M. Cairns and Dorothy Cairns 61 4.5, 4.9

John T. Thompson 20 4.13

John T. Thompson 21 4.13

Kathleen Duwe 105 4.9

Kathy Hussein 27 4.2, 4.9

Kathy Kellogg 81 4.1, 4.13(8), 4.5, 4.9

Kim Labarbera 59 4.9

Linda Spors 60 4.9

M. John Winston 92 4.9

Marianne Isbister and David Isbister 110, 111 4.9

Mary Plonka 43 4.2, 4.9, 4.12

Maureen Kelley 16 4.9(3)

Michael Kelly 1 4.3

Michael P. Wilson 95 4.4, 4.5, 4.7, 4.9, 4.9(1)

Nancy E. Ryther 13 4.9, 4.9(1)(2)

Philip D. Feraldi 41 4.9

Phyllis J. Hanson 6 4.9, 4.13(11)

Richard Steinberg 11 4.2,4.9

Robert C. Hurd 102 4.2, 4.3, 4.5, 4.8, 4.9, 4.9(1)(3)(4)

Robert L. Potter 73 4.1, 4.9, 4.10, 4.12, 4.13(2)

Robert W. and Barbara M. Engel 90 4.9

Ruth M. Stratton 100 4.9

Sally Coleman and Sara B. Coleman 49 .4.9

Sharon Myers 36 4.9

Stephen Koscherak 7 4.9, 4.9(1)

Suzanne M. Pfleger 12 4.2, 4.9(1)(2)

The Dunbar Family 114 4.9
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Comment
Source - Document No. Comment Categories

Strongly Oppose Alternative III 4.9, 4.9(1)

Margaret J. Leyonmark 58
Glenda Leyonmark and Pete Leyonmark 46
Margaret E. Woolley 47
Mary Stalskesky 48
Elizabeth E. Winegar 50
Gordon (last name illegible) 51
Marilyn Monckton 52
Dorothy F. Harrington 53
Kase D. Danforth 54
Wayne F. Nolan 56
Donald W. Robinson 57
Timothy Miller 45

Support for Alternative I 4.9, 4.13(4)
Coalition on West Valley Nuclear Wastes

Nelson W. Hegeman 86
Thomas P. O'Conner 87
Roberta Hegeman 88
Sandra P. Galac 103

10:00 Session 115

Bauer, Gary H. 115 4.9, 4.13(9)(15)

Dibble, Bill 115 4.9, 4.13(10)

Margrey, Kenneth 115 4.9, 4.13, 4.13(15)

Snell, Fred 115 4.3, 4.13(9)

2:00 Session 116

Burlingham, Gilly 116 4.9

Gifford, Gladys 116 4.1,4.11

Keil, Angelici 116 4.9

Kennedy, Elizabeth 116 4.9

Lambert, Leonore 116 4.9

Mongerson, Carol 116 4.1, 4.2, 4.2(1), 4.3, 4.7, 4.9

7:00 Session 117

Blake, Karen 117 4.9

Chisolm, Larry 117 4.9

Dibble, Bill 117 4.9, 4.13(14)

Gilpin, George 117 4.5, 4.6, 4.8, 4.9

Goldstein, Andrew 117 4.13(11)

Kaiser, Sam 117 4.9

Lercher, Aaron 117 4.9

Mongerson, Carol 117 .4.9

Pfleger, Sue 117 4.6,4.9

Vaughan, Ray 117 4.1, 4.5, 4.7, 4.9, 4.13(1)

Vaughan, Ray 117 4.9

Shelly, Patricia 117 4.9
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The project is located immediately west of NYS Route
242 between Sunset Hill Road and Maple Valley Road.
The dike for the Bundle Wildlife Marsh will be 65 feet
north of, and parallel to, Sunset Hill Road.
Contact: Jeffrey E. Dietz, Environmental Analyst 1,
NYSDEC - Region 9, 270 Michigan Ave., Buffalo,
NY 14203-2999, (716)851-7165

Positive Declaration and
Public Scoping Session

Erie County - The Town of Amherst, as lead agency,
has determined that the proposed Boulevard Con-
sumer Square may have a significant environmental
impact and a draft Environmental Impact Statement
must be prepared.
The action involves a rezoning of 37.2 acres of land
from Research Development (RD) to General Business
(GB) to allow construction of 445,893 sq. ft. of retail
space and 2026 parking spaces. This area is proposed to
be developed in conjunction with a 10.8 acre parcel lo-
cated adjacent westerly that fronts on Niagara Falls
Blvd. Proposed totals for entire development are as fol-
lows: 48 acres, eleven buildings, 554,860 gross square
feet ofretail space and 2816 parking spaces. The pro-
posal also includes an easterly extension of existing
Romney Dr. to North Bailey Ave.
The project is located at 1621 Niagara Falls Blvd. Town
of Amherst, Erie County.

Final date for written comments is March 28, 1996.
The Draft Scope is available for review at the Town of
Amherst Planning Department, 5583 Main St., Wil-
liamsville, NY 14221.
Contact: Joseph J. Gillings, Planning Director,
Town of Amherst Planning Dept., 5583 Main St.,
Williamsville, NY 14221, (716)911-7051

Draft EIS

Cattaraugus County - The NY State Energy Research
and Development Authority, as lead agency, has ac-
cepted a draft EIS oui the proposed Completion of West
Valley Demonstration Project and Closure or Long-
Term Management of the Facilities at the Western
NY Nuclear Service Center. Comments are requested
on the Draft EIS and will be accepted by the contact
person until September 22, 1996.
The action involves the Western New York Nuclear
Service Center (Center) is the site of a former spent
nuclear fuel reprocessing facility and other radioactive
materials management facilities. The NY State Energy
Research and Development Authority (NYSERDA)
holds title to the site on behalf of the people of the State
of NY. A central 200-acre portion of the site hicludes
the reprocessing building and associated facilities, tanks
containing high-level radioactive waste from reprocess-
ing operations, waste storage facilities, and two radio-
active waste disposal areas. the West Valley Demon-

stration Project is a joint federal-state cleanup under
which the United State Department of Energy (DOE).
in cooperation with NYSERDA, will solidify the high-
level radioactive waste, transport the solidified waste
for disposal at an appropriate federal repository, dis-
pose of the low-level and transuranic waste produced by
tie solidification of the high-level waste and decontamni-
nate and decommission all facilities used in solidifying
the high-level waste. in 1982, a Final EIS was issued by
DOE concerning Long-Term Management, of the Liq-
uid High-Level Wastes.

This Draft EIS addresses the completion of the West
Valley Demonstration Project by; DOE and long-term
management of the balance of the site by NYSERDA
and was prepared jointly by the two agencies. DOE is
the lead agency for review under the National Environ-
mental Policy Act. NYSERDA is the lead under the
State Environmental Quality Review Act.

This Draft EIS analyzes the impacts of five alternatives
for completion of the Demonstration Project and clo-
sure or long-term management of the facilities at the
Center.

The project is located, on' Rock Springs Road in the
Town of Ashford, Cattaraugus County, with a small
portion extending into the Town of Concord, Erie
County. The Center is located with Region 9 of the
NYS DEC:.

Contact: Tom Attridge, NYS Energy Research &
Development Authority, PO Box 191, WV-17, West
Valley, NY 14171-0191, (716)942-2453

PUBLIC NOTICE

Chautauqua County - The Department of Environ-
mental Conservation has determined that the Registry
of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites in New
York State needs to be amended to delete site number
907012, known as the J & S Auto Supply. The reason
for this deletion is as follows:

A site investigation was'conducted in 1994 which in-
cluded sampling of soils, groundwater and soil gas' No
hazardous waste found during this investigation. No
further action is fecessary at this site.

The site is located in the City of Jamestown in the
County of Chautauqua and is located at 1084 East Sec-
ond Street.Written'comments on this proposed deletion
are welcome, and must be received by the contact per-
son by April 20, 1996. A summary of all written Com-
ments will be assembled and a summary will be avail-
able for viewing at the Region 9 Headquarters : 270
Michigan Ave., Buffalo, NY 14203-1299.

Contact:- Gerard Pietraszck, NYSDEC, Region 9,
270 Michigan Ave., Buffalo, NY 14203-1299

4
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ENB - STATEWIDE NOTICES

Conmpleted AppJications
Consoli~dated_ S.PD.ES .Re.new.al!s'

Public Notice

Availability of Notice of Intent to Prepare an Environmental Impact
Statement for Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship at
the West Valley Demonstration Project and Western New York
Nuclear Service Center

SUMMARY:. The U.S. Department of Energy, (DOE) and the New York State Energy
Research and Development Authority (NYSERDA) are announcing their.intent to
prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for Decommissioning 'and/or
Long-Term Stewardship at the West Valley Demonstration Project .(WVDP) and
Western New York Nuclear Service Center (also known as the "Center"). The U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), and, the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) will participate as:.cooperating agencies under the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA, 42 USC 4321.et seq.)r.. In addition, NYSDEC will
participate as an involved agency. under the New York State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA).with respect to NYSERDA's proposed actions. DOE, under
NEPA, and NYSERDA, under SEQRA, plan to evaluate the range of reasonable
alternatives in this EIS to address their respective. responsibilities at, the.Center,
including those under the West Valley Demonstration Project Act (Public Law 96-
368), Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as amended), and all other applicable" Federal
and State statutes.

This EIS will revise the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Completion of
the.West Valley Demonstration Project and Closure or Long-Term Management of
Facilities at the Western New York Nuclear Service Center (DOE/EIS-0226-D,
January 1996, also referred, to as the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS). Based
on decommissioning criteria for the WVDP issued by NRC since-the Cleanup and
Closure EIS was published, DOE and NYSERDA propose to evaluate five
alternatives: Unrestricted Site Release, Partial Site Release 'without Restrictions,
Partial Site Release with Restrictions, Monitor and Maintain under Current
Operations, and No-Action.

DATES: DOE and NYSERDA are inviting public comments on the scope and
content of'the Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS. Comments
must be received by April 28,,2003. DOE and NYSERDA will hold two publiC'
scoping meetings on the EIS at the Ashford Office Complex, located at 9030 Route
219 in the Town of Ashford, NY, from 7:00 to 9:30 p.m. on April9, 2003,8ind April
10., 2003.

http://www.dec.ny. aov/e~nb20O3/2OO3O319/notO.html 9/4/2008
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ADDRESSES: Address, comments on the scope of the Decommissioning and/or,
Long-Term Stewardship EIS to the DOE Document Manager:

Mr. Daniel W. Sullivan
West Valley Demonstration Project
U.S. Department of Energy, WV-49
10282 Rock Springs Road
West Valley, New York 14171
Telephone: (800) 633-5280
Facsimile: (716) 942-4199

. E-mail: sonja.allen@wvnsco.com

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: For information regarding the WVDP or
the EIS, contact Mr. Daniel Sullivan as described above. Those seeking general.
information on DOE's NEPA process should contact:

Ms. Carol M. Borgstrom, (EH-42)
Director
Office of NEPA Policy, and Compliance
U.S. Department of Energy
1000 Independence Avenue, SW
Washington, D.C. 20585
Telephone: (202) 586-4600
Facsimile: (202) 586-7031:
or leave a message at 1-800-472-2756, toll-free.

Questions for NYSERDA should be directed to:

Mr. Paul J. Bembia
New York.State Energy Research and Development Authority
10282 Rock Springs Road
WestValley, New York 14171
Telephone: (716) 942-4900
Facsimile: (716) 942-2148
E-mail: pjb@nyserda.org

Those seeking general information on.the SEQRA process should contact:

Mr. Hal Brddie
Deputy Counsel
New York State Energy Research and Development Authority
17 Columbia Circle
Albany, New York 1220316399
Telephone: (518) 862-1090, ext. 3280
Facsimile: (518) 862-1091
E-mail: hbl@nyserda.org

httn://www-dee.nv.gov/enh2003/20030319/notO.html/40 ,9/.4/2008
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DOE and. NYSERDA have prepared a detailed Notice of Intent forthe
Environmental Impact Statement which is available on the internet at
www.nyserda.o rg/prograrns/ and at httpf/!tis. eh. doe.gyvlnepa under "What's

New."'

Additional information about NYSERDA's West Valley Site Management Program is
available on the internet at www._nyserda.org/program.s/ Additional information.

about the WVDP is available on the internet at
www.wv. doe. gov/lin kingp~ages/insidewestvalley ..htmn

6 NYCRR Part 205, Architectural and Industrial Maintenance (AIM)
Coatings, and amend Part,200, General ProvisionS.

The Department proposes to amend Part 205 to revise the architectural coatings
volatiles organic compound (VOC) limits that are found in New York State',
regulation. It will set specific VOC limits (in grams per liter) for 52 AIM coating,
categories and require compliance with those limits by January: 1, 2005. Also being
amended is Part 200, General Provisions, and New York's State Implementation
Plan.

Pursuant to Environmental Conservation Law (ECL) Sections 1-0101, 3-0301, 19--
0103, 19-0105, 19-0301, and 19-0305, the Department hereby gives notice of the
following joint hearings for the proposed rulemaking and State Implementation
Plan at the following locations and times:

April 28, 1 p.m. NYSDEC Annex, Region 2, 11 - 15 47th Avenue, Hearing Room
2003 106, Long Island City NY 11101
April 30, 1 p.m. Mahoney State Office Building, 65 Court Street, Hearing Room*
2003 Part 1, Buffalo NY 14203
May 2, 1 plm. NYSDEC, 625 Broadway, Public Assembly Rooms 129A &B,
2003 Albany NY 12233

The hearings are scheduled in places that are reasonably accessible to persons
with impaired mobility. At the: hearings, the Department will provide interpreter
services for deaf persons at no charge. Written requests are required and should
be submitted by April 14, 2003 to Stephanie Liddle, NYSDEC, 625 Broadway,
Albany NY 12233-3251, sxliddle@gw.dec.state.ny.us 518 402-8396.

Pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations for the State Environmental
Quality Review Act, the Department has prepared a Negative Declaration stating
that the proposed action will not have an adverse effect on the environment.

The Department invites all persons, organizations, corporations, and government
agencies that may be affected by the proposed revisions to attend the hearings. At

http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb2003/20030319/not0.html 9/4/2008
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each hearing, persons who wish to make a statement will be invited to speak. It is
requested that oral statements also be submitted in writing. The Department will
give equal weight to written and oral statements, and since a cumulative record
will be compiled it is not necessary for interested parties to attend each hearing.

Information may be obtained from Daniel S. Brinsko, NYSDEC Division of Air
Resources, 625 Broadway, Albany NY 12233-3251, telephone: 518 402-8396;
email, dsbrinsk@gw.dec.state.ny.us. Written statements will be received until 5
p.m., May 12, 2003.

The proposed regulation may be obtained from any of the following Department
offices:

Region 1, Building #40, State University of New York, Stony Brook, NY 11790,
Attention: Ajay Shah

Region 2, Hunters Point Plaza, 47-40 21st Street, Long Island City, NY 11101,
Attention: Sam Lieblich

Region 3, 21 South Putt Corners Road, New Paltz, NY 12561, Attention: Robert

Stanton

Region 4, 1150 North Westcott Rd., Schenectady, NY 12306, Attention: Rick Leone

Region 5, Hudson Street Extension, Box 220, Warrensburg, NY 12885, Attention:
Michael Stawarz

Region 6, Watertown State Office Bldg , 317 Washington St, Watertown, NY
13601, Attn: Tom Morgan

Region 7, 615 Erie Boulevard West, Syracuse, NY 13204-2400, Attention: Reginald
Parker

Region 8, 6274 East Avon-Lima Road, Avon, NY 14414, Attention: Thomas
Marriott

Region 9, 270 Michigan Ave., Buffalo, NY 14202, Attention: Larry Sitzman

Meeting Notice

Stakeholders Group for the Distributed Generation Rule Making
Project

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation hereby gives
notice that a meeting of the Stakeholders Group for the Distributed Generation
Rule Making Project will be held on:

http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb2003/20030319/not0.html9/ 9/4/2008
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April 8, 2003 9:30 AM Public Assembly Room 129A
NYS DEC Main Office
625 Broadway'
Albany, New York 12233

The purpose of the Stakeholders Group is to provide guidance to the Department
as it prepares rules for regulating distributed generation sources. Distributed
generation.(DG) sources are those that are used to produce electricity and/or
heating at the facility where the DG sources are located. The purpose of the
meeting to be held on April 8, 2003 is to discuss the Department's initial proposal
for emission limits which would apply to DG sources. These proposed standards
will be made available to the members of the Stakeholders Group on or about
March 25, 2003 and may be obtained by contacting John Barnes, P.E. of the
NYSDEC Division of Air Resources at (518) 402-8396, or via e-mail at
jd barnes@gw. dec. state. ny. us

The meeting is open to the public.

Revised PUblic Notice

Environmental Board Meeting

The State Department of Environmental Conservation hereby gives. notice that a
meeting of the Environmental Board will be held at 2:00 p.m., March 26,,2003 in
Room 129B of the Department's main offices at 625 Broadway, Albany, New York.

The Environmental Board will consider the following rulemaking action of the
Department of Environmental Conservation:

6NYCRR Part 237: Acid Deposition Reduction Nox, Budget Trading Program
and Part 238: Acid Deposition Reduction S02 Budget Trading Program

This meeting is open to the public.

Notice of Availability

Notice of Availability of Commissioner Policy on Environmental
Justice and Permitting

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC).has .issued
a Commissioner Policy on Environmental Justice and Permitting (Policy). The policy
contains groundbreaking elements which will lead the nation in environmental
justice. The policy incorporates environmental justice concerns into its
environmental permit process and amends the DEC environmental permit process

http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb2003/20030319/not0.html 9/4/2008
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by: among other things, identifying potential environmental justice areas;
providing information on environmental justice to applicants with 'proposed
projects in those communities; enhancing public participation requirements for,
proposed projects in those communities; establishing requirements for projects in
potential environmental justice areas with the potential for at least one significant,
adverse environmental impact; providing alternative dispute resolution
opportunities to allow communities and project sponsors to resolve isslues of
concern to the community, and establishing a technical assistance grant program
to enable community groups in potential environmental justice areas to more
effectively participate in the environmental permit review process.

Pursuant to Environmental Conservation Law 70-0105, the policy shall-become
effective 30 days after this notice has been published in the Environmental Notice
Bulletin. The policy can be obtained at www.dec staate.ny._us/websteej/index.html
or by writing, faxing or e-mailing the contact person.

Contact: Monica L. Abreu, Esq.
Environmental Justice Coordinator
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
625 Broadway, Albany, NY 12233-1500
Phone (518) 402-8556
Toll Free 1 (866) 229-0497
Facsimile (518) 402-9018
Email: ej,@gw sdecstate.ny.s

Notice of Emergency Adoption

Pursuant to the Environmental Conservation Law, sections 1-0101(3)(b), 1-0101
(3)(d), 3-0301(1)(d), 3-0301(1)(i), 3-0301(2)(m) and 9-0105(1) the Department
of Environmental Conservation hereby gives notice of the following:

Adoption of Emergency Regulations to amend 6NYCRR' Section 196.4, Operation of
Mechanically Propelled Vessels and Aircraft in the Forest Preserve

For further information contact: Peter Frank, Bureau of Forest .Preserve,
Management, NYS DEC, 625 Broadway, Albany, New York 12233-4254, phone:
(518) 473-9518.

http://www.dec.ny.gov/enb2003/20030319/notO.html //209/4/'2009
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Draft Environmental Impact Statement:
for Completion of the West Valley ,
Demonstration Project and Closure or
Long-Term. Management. of Facilities at
the Western New.York Nuclear Service
Center

AGENCY: United StatesbDepartment of
Energy.
ACTION: Notice of availability and notice
of wetlands ihvolvement.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) and the New York State
Energy Research and Development
Authority (NYSERDA) announce the
availability for public review and
comment of the Draft, Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for Completion
of the West Valley Demonstration
Project (Project) and Closure or'Long-
Term Management of Facilities at the
Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (Center). DOE also gives public
notice that the alternatives analyzed in
the EIS include proposed actions that
would occur in wetlands. The EIS
evaluates alternatives for integrated
sitewide actions to complete DOE
decontamination and decommissioning
activities and provide for NYSERDA's
closure or long-term management of
facilities at the Center. This joint EIS
supports the selection of the site
management strategy and will assist
NYSERDA and DOE in making
decisions for future site closure or
management activities. DOE and
NYSERDA will identify the selected site
management strategy in a National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
Record of Decision and in State
Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA) Findings, respectively. If
necessary, additional NEPA or SEQRA
documents will be prepared for DOE
and NYSERDA actions not specifically
addressed in this document. t .
DATES: The comment period on the Draft,
EIS will continue until September 22,
1996. Comments postmarked after that
date will be considered to~the extent.
practicable. Public meetings will be
held at the locations aand dates listed in
the supplementary information section
of this notice.
ADDRESSES: Requests for information
about, and'copies of, the Draft EIS
should be directed to the Community
Relations Department of the West Valley
Demonstration Project, P.O. Box 191,
West Valley, NY 14171-0191, or by
calling (800) 633-5280 or (716) 942-
2152.

Written comments on the Draft EIS
should be mailed to the following
address:
Draft EIS, Community Relations Dept./

MS-A, West Valley Demonstration

Project; P.O. Box 191, West Valley,
New York 14171. Fax: (716) 942-
4703, Internet: http://
freenet.buffalo.edu/wvdp/eisform.htp
For general information on the DOE

NEPA process: call (800) 472-2756 td
leave a message, or contact:

Carol Borgstrom, Director, Office of
NEPA Policy and Assistance (EH-42),

* U.S. Departmenrt of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585-0119, (202)
586-4600
For general information on the New

York State Environmental Quality
Review Act (SEQRA) process, call (518)
457-2224 to leave a meisage or contact:
Jack Nasca, Regulatory Services, New

York State Department of
Environmental Conservation, 50 Wolf
Road, Room 538, Albany, NY 12233-
1750
Availability of the Draft EIS: Copies of

the Draft EIS have been distributed to
federal, state, tribal and local officials,
as well as agencies, organizations and,
individuals who may be interested or
affected. Copies of the Draft EIS are also
available for public review at the
locations listed at the end of this Notice.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On December 27, 1988, DOE issued a
Notice of Intent (53 FR 53052) to
prepare the Environmental Impact
Statement for Completion ofthe West
Valley Demonstration Project and
Closure or Long-Term Management of
Facilities at the Western New York
Nuclear Service Center. The Notice of
Intent stated that the EIS would evaluate
alternatives for completing the Project
and closure or long-term management of
facilities at the Center which is located
near Buffalo, New York. The public
comment period on the Notice of Intent
extended from December 27, 1988 to
February 23, 1989, with two public
sc.oping meetings.
. DOE issued an Implementation Plan
in March 1995 that recorded the results
of the scoping process.

The Center is the site of a former
spent nuclear fuel reprocessing facility.
NYSERDA holds title to the site on
behalf of the people of the State of New
York. The site includes the process
building and associated facilities, waste
storage facilities, two radioactive waste
disposal areas, and tanks containing
liquid high-level radioactive waste from
past reprocessing operations. The West
Valley Demonstration Project is a joint
federal-state cleanup under which DOE,
in cooperation with NYSERDA, will
solidify the high-level radioactive waste,

transport the solidified, waste for
disposal at an appropriate federal
repository, dispose of the low-level and
transuranic waste produced by the-
solidification of the high-level waste,
and decontaminate arid decommission
all facilities used in solidifyingt the. high-
level waste. In 1982, a Final EIS was
issued by DOE concerning long-term
management of the liquid high-level
wastes. On the basis of that earlier EIS,
DOE decided to concentrate, chemically
treat, and convert the liquid high-level
wastes to a solid terminal waste form.
suitable for transportation offsite and
eventual disposal in a federal geologic
repository.

The current EIS evaluates alternatives
for integrated sitewide actions to
complete DOE decontamination and
decommissioning activities and provide
for NYSERDA's closure or long-term
management of facilities at the Center.
This. EIS evaluates the treatment,
storage, and disposal of high-level, low-
level, low-level mixed, hazardous, and.
industrial waste and contaminated soil.
This EIS is being prepared in
accordance with the requirements of
NEPA.of 1969; with Council on :
Environmental Quality regulations
implementing NEPA (40 CFR Parts
1500-1508), and DOE NEPA
Implementing Procedures (10 CFR Part
1021); and with the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA)., This joint EIS provides
environmental informaition to support
the selection of the site management
strategy and will assist NYSERDA and
DOE in making decisions for future 'site
closure or management activities. The
Nuclear Regulatory Commission is a
cooperating agency in the preparation of
this EIS. DOE and NYSERDA will
identify the selected site management
strategy in a NEPA Record of Decision'
and in SEQRA Findings, respectively. If
necessary, additional NEPA or SEQRA
documents will be prepared for DOE
and NYSERDA actions not specifically.
addressed in this document.

Alternatives Considered

Five alternatives for Project
completion and closure or long-term
management of the facilities at th&e"
Center are analyzed in this EIS. These
five alternatives were identified after
considering comments received during
the scoping process. The five
alternatives are:

Alternative I: Removal and Release to
Allow Unrestricted Use. Alternative I is the
removal of existing facilities including buried
waste so there are minimal remnants of
nuclear operations. All waste would be
disposed of offsite.
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Alternative II: Removal, On-Premises.
Waste Storage, and Partial Release to Allow
Unrestricted Use. Alternative II is the
removal of existing facilities including buried
waste so there are minimal remnants of
nuclear operations, with the exception of on-
premises storage of high-level, low-level, and
low-level mixed waste. Hazardous and
industrial waste would be disposed of offsite.

Alternative III: In-Place Stabilization and
On-Premises Low-Level Waste Disposal
Alternative IlLis the in-place stabilization of
contaminated structures and buried waste.
Uncontaminated structures would be
removed. Low-level waste would be disposed
of onsitel All other waste would be disposed
of offsite.

Alternative IV: No Action: Monitoring and
Maintenance. Alternative IV is the
management of the site in its current
configuration. There would be long-term
monitoring and maintenance. Only
hazardous waste would be disposed of
offsite.

Alternative V: Discontinue Operations.
Alternative V is the discontinuation of
operations; the site would beleft in its
current configuration. No closure actions
would be taken. All waste would be left
onsite.

Alternative IV (No Action: Monitoring and
Maintenance) is required by NEPA and
SEQRA regulations to be considered in order
to establish a baseline for comparison with
the environmental effects of the "action"
alternatives. Alternatives II (On-Premises
Storage) and V (Discontinue Operations)
were evaluated in the EIS in response to
comments received during the scoping
process. Although Alternative V is not
considered a reasonable alternative by either
DOE or NYSERDA, it provides an
environmental baseline for evaluating
impacts. The long-term performance
assessment (an analysis of the effects that
contaminated facilities would have on
human health and the environment over the
long term) of Alternative V gives an
understanding of the long-term public hazard
and contribution of natural processes, such
as surface water flow or erosion, to that
hazard. Table S-1 in the EIS summarizes the
actions for each alternative, including the
disposition of newly generated and stored
waste. Neither DOE nor NYSERDA has
identified a preferred alternative.

The alternatives include proposed
actions that would occur in wetlands.
Pursuant to 10 CFR Part 1022, the Draft
EIS includes an assessment of the
potential impacts to wetlands.

Invitation to Comment

The public is invited to submit
written and oral comments on any or all
portions of the Draft EIS. Public
information sessions on the Draft EIS
will be held in the Western New York
area in April 1996, including sessions
planned specifically to share EIS
information with-members of the Seneca
Nation of Indians. The dates, times and
locations of the public information
sessions are as follows:

Tuesday, April 23, 1996, 1:00-9:00 p.m.,
Seneca Nation Reservation, Irving, NY

Wednesday; April 24, 1996, 1:00-9:00
p.m., McKinley Park Inn, McKinley
Parkway, Hamburg, NY

Thursday, April 25, 1996, 1:00-9:00
p.m., Seneca Nation Reservation,
Salamanca, NY.

Friday, April 26, 1996, 1:00-9:00 p.m.,
Ashford Office Complex, Route 219,
Ashford, NY

These sessions will also be
announced through public notices in
area newspapers, press releases, Internet
notifications and through Seneca Nation
advertising media. These sessions will
be conducted as "poster presentations"
with the DOE, NYSERDA, and EIS
contractor personnel available to
explain and discuss topics and issues
related to the Draft EIS.

In addition, DOE and NYSERDA are
planning to hold one public hearing, on
August 6, 1996, to receive oral and
written comments on the Draft EIS.
Further information regarding the EIS
will be available by calling (800) 633-
5280 (toll free), or, for those who receive
a copy of the EIS, by contacting the
personnel identified in the Summary of
the Draft EIS.

Written comments on the Draft EIS
will be accepted until September 22,
1996, at the New York address at West
Valley (provided above). DOE and
NYSERDA will consider these public
comments in preparing the Final EIS.

Persons Who wish to speak at the
public hearing are asked to register in
advance by Calling the following toll-
free number: (800) 633-5280. Requests
to speak that have not been submitted
before the hearing will be handled in
the order in which they are received.
DOE's and NYSERDA's responses to
comments received during the public
hearing or in writing will be included in
the Final EIS.

WVDP Public Reading Rooms

The following is a list of public
reading rooms where the Draft EIS and
supporting technical documents are
available:

Central Library, Lafayette Square, Buffalo,
NY 14203, Phone: (716) 858-7098

Concord Hulbert Library, 18 Chapel Street,
Springville, NY 14141, Phone: (716) 592-
7742

Olean Public Library, 134 North 2nd Street,
Olean, NY 14760, Phone: (716) 372-0200

West Valley Central School Library, West
Valley, NY 14171, Phone: (716) 942-3293

Ashford Office Complex, 9060 Route 219,
West Valley, NY 14171 Phone: (716) 942-
4555

Issued in Washington, D.C., March 18,
1996.
Stephen Cowan,
DeputyAssistant Secretaiyfor Waste
Management.
[FR Doc. 96-6836 Filed 3-20-96; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6450-01-P
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1996. Under the revised strategy, DOE
will prepare and issue a revised draft
EIS for public comment focusing on
DOE's actions to decontaminate West
Valley Demonstration Project (WVDP)
facilities and manage WVDP wastes
controlled by DOE under the West
Valley Demonstration Project Act
(WVDP Act; Public Law 96 -368).
NYSERDA will not be a joint lead
agency but will participate as
envisioned under Section 6.03 of the
Cooperative Agreement between United
States Department of Energy and New
York State Energy Research and
Development Authority on the Western
New York Nuclear Service Center at
West Valley, New York (October 1,
1980, amended September 18, 1981) and
as appropriate under the New York
State Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA). Further, DOE intends to issue
soon a Notice of Intent for a second EIS,
with NYSERDA as a joint lead agency,
on decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship of the WVDP and the
Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (WNYNSC). This approach is
expected to facilitate decisions in a
more tractable and timely fashion.
DATES: Although this notice expresses
DOE's intent to prepare the revised Draft
EIS, DOE welcomes, as part of the
scoping process, comments on the plan
for revising the strategy for completion
of the 1996 Completion and Closure
Draft EIS. Please provide comments on
the plan and on the scope of the revised
Draft EIS on WVDP Decontamination
and Waste Management to DOE by April
25, 2001. Written comments
postmarked, faxed, or e-mailed by that
date will be considered in the
preparation of the revised Draft EIS.
Late comments will be considered to the
extent practicable.

Also, DOE will hold a public scoping
meeting at the Ashford Office Complex,
located at 9030 Route 219 in the Town
of Ashford, NY, from 7:00 to 9:30 p.m.
on April 10, 2001. Make requests to
speak at the public meeting by calling
or writing the DOE Document Manager.
(See ADDRESSES, below.)
ADDRESSES: Address comments on this
plan for revising the strategy for
completion of the 1996 Completion'and
Closure EIS and on the scope of the
revised Draft EIS to the DOE Document
Manager: Mr. Daniel W. Sullivan, West
Valley Area Office, UýS. Department of
Energy, 10282 Rock Springs Road, West
Valley, NY 14171. Telephone: (716)
942-4016, facsimile: (716) 942-4703, or
e-mail: daniel.w.sullivan@wv.doe.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
information regarding the West Valley
Demonstration Project or the EIS,

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Revised Strategy for the
Environmental Impact Statement for
Completion of the West Valley
Demonstration Project and Closure or
Long-Term Management of Facilities at
the Western New York Nuclear Service
Center and Solicitation of Scoping
Comments

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) and the New York State
Energy Research and Development
Authority (NYSERDA) announce their
intent to revise their strategy for
completing the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for Completion
of the West Valley Demonstration
Project and Closure or Long-Term
Management of Facilities at the Western
New York Nuclear Service Center (DOE/
EIS-0226-D) (also referred to as the
1996 Completion and Closure Draft EIS)
issued for public comment in March



16448 Federal Register/Vol. 66, No,. 58/Monday, March 26, 2001/Notices,

contact Mr. Daniel Sullivan as described
above. Those seeking general
information on DOE's National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
process should, contact: Ms. Carol M.
Borgstrom, Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance, U.S.,
Department of Energy, 1000
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20585. Telephone:
(202) 586-4600, facsimile: (202) 586-
7031, or leave a message at 1-800-472-
2756, toll-free.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The DOE
and NYSERDA announce their intent to
revise their strategy for completing the
Draft EIS 'for Completion of the West
Valley Demonstration Project and
Closure or Long:Termn Management of
Facilities at the Western New York
Nuclear Service Center'(DOE/EIS -0226-
D) (also referred to as .the 1996
Completion and Closure Draft EIS). The
Draft EIS was prepared by DOE and
NYSERDA as joint lead agencies and
issued for public comment in March
1996.

I. Revised NEPA Review Strategy

Under the revised strategy, DOE will
prepare and issue for public comment a
revised Draft EIS focusing on DOE's
actions to decontaminate WVDP
facilities and manage WVDP wastes
controlled by DOE under the WVDP
Act. The analyses and subsequent
decision making With respect'to this
Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS Will focus exclusively
on WVDP activities conducted by DOE
and will not involve any decision
making on the balance of the property
at the WNYNSC. NYSERDA will not be
a joint lead agency but will participate
as envisioned under Section 6.03 of the
Cooperative Agreement between United
States Department, of Energy and New
York State Energy Research and
Development Authority on the Western
New York Nuclear Service Center at
West Valley, New York (October 1,.
1980, amended September 18, 1981) and
as appropriate under SEQRA. The
Nuclear Regulatory Commission does
not intend td be a Cooperating Agency
on the Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS, because the ,
Commission is not prescribing criteria
for the activities to be considered in this
revised EIS. DOE will inform the
Commission of WVDP activities and
progress as required under the WVDP
Act and the M6eioranidum of
Understandingbetween DOE and the
Commission.

In accordance W•ith Council on
Environmental Quality regulations for
implementing NEPA (40 CFR 1508.25)

DOE has determined that the
decontamination and waste
management actions will not be
connected within the meaning of'the
regulations to decommissioning and/or
long-term stewardship actions because
decontamination and waste disposal
actions can be implemented without
previous or simultaneous actions being
taken, are not an interdependent part of
a larger action, and .do not depend on
a larger action for their justification..,
Further, the WVDP decontamination
and waste management actions being
proposed by DOE do not limit or
prejudge the range of alternatives to be
considered or the decisions to be made
for eventual decommissioning of Project
facilities and/or long-term, stewardship,
of the site, which would be the focus of
a second EIS (described below in
Section VI).

The decontamination and waste
management actions being proposed,
merit evaluation in an EIS, however,
including adequate analysis of
cumulative impacts. While the
decontamination and waste
management actions will share common
geography with subsequent
decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship actions, the regulatoiy and
physical nature of the two'categories of
actions are different, as are the timing
needs for decisions. This approach is
expected to facilitate decisions in a
more tractable and timely fashion.

Under the revised strategy, the 1996
Draft EIS will be reissued in part as a
revised Draft EIS retitled the West
Valley Demonstration Project
Decontamination and Waste,
Management Environmental Impact
Statement. The analysis in the revised
Draft EIS will support only those DOE..
decisions on WVDP facility
decontamination and waste
management alternatives. The revised
Draft EIS will include updated baseline
environmental data and new EIS
alternative descriptiohs and use new
analytical techniques developed' at West
Valley since publication of the 1996
Completion and.Closure Draft EIS.
Relevant comments received on the
1996 Completion and Closure Draft EIS
will be considered in the preparation of
the revised Draft EIS.

In the course of quarterly public
meetings and Citizen Task Force
meetings held since the issuance of the
1996 Completion and Closure Draft EIS,.
stakeholders have had considerable
opportunities to discuss pertinent issues
with DOE. DOE-is now formally
soliciting scoping comments, which
DOE will consider in preparing the Draft
Decontamination and Waste .
Management EIS. During preparation of

this EIS, DOE intends. to maintain
informal communications with -

stakeholders-through ongoing quarterly
meetings, at a minimum, to ensure that
interested individuals, organizations, .,
and agencies are aware of the status of •
EIS preparation and have a continuing.
forum to ask questions and provide, .
feedback.to the. Department. The revised
Draft EIS, when completed, will be
issued to the-public for review and
comment in accordance with Section V
of this notice. , I .. I

II. DOE Responsibilities

DOE is required by Public Law. 96 -

368, the WVDP Act, to perform a'
number of actions involving-facilities.
and wastes at the West Valley site,.
Section 2(a)(1-5) of the Act articulates*
the five actions that embody the WVDP.,
Actions 1 and 2 address high-level,
waste (HLW) solidification and
development of appropriate containers
for the solidified wastes. Action 3
requires DOE to transport the solidified
HLW to a Federal geologic repository for
permanent disposal. Action 4 requires
DOE to dispose of low-level and
transuianic wastes generated by HLW
solifidification and in connection with
the WVDP. Action 5 requires DOE to
decontaminate and decommission the
tanks, facilities, material, and hardware
used-in the solidification of HLW and in
connection with the WVDP.

Actions 1 and 2 were the focus of the
1982 Final EIS (DOE/EIS -0081) and
Record of Decision (47 FR 40705,..
September 15, 1982) on the HLW.
solidification. The 1996 Completion and
Closure Draft EIS (DOE/EIS -0226-D)
comprehensively.examined the.,
remaining actions, 3, 4, and 5. Based on
the comments received on the 1996
Completion and Closure Draft EIS,
feedback from the Citizen Task Force,
and ongoing discussions between the
joint lead agencies (DOE and
NYSERDA) and the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, .the DOE now intends to
conduct the NEPA process for actions 3,
4, and 5 in two separate EISs. I

For action 3, DOE will evaluate on-.
site activities related to transportation of
the New York State-owned solidified
HLW to a federal geologic repository in
the Decontamination and 'Waste,
Management EIS. Off-site activities
related to HLW transportation were
evaluated in the Final Waste
Management Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement (WM
PEIS, DOE/EIS -0200-F, May 1997). For,
action 4, DOE, will evaluate on-site -
activities for transportation of low-level.
waste generated in connection with the
WVDP in the Decontamination and
Waste Management EIS; off-site
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transportation activities were evaluated
in the WM PEIS. DOE also will evaluate
on-site and off-site transportation
activities for transuranic waste
associated with the WVDP in the
Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS.

For action 5, DOE will evaluate the
decontamination of facilities, material,
and hardware Used in the solidification
of HLW in the Decontamination and
Waste Management EIS. DOE intends to
analyze the decommissioning of the
HLW tanks, facilities, material, and
hardware used in connection with the
WVDP in the EIS for decommissioning
and/or long-term stewardship of the
WVDP and WNYNSC,;with NYSERDA
as a joint lead agency.

III. Proposed Scope of the
Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS

A. Purpose and Need for Agencjz'Action

Facility decontamination and waste
disposal are the next DOE actions
mandated by the WVDP Act that are
ripe for evaluation and decision making.
By implementing these actions in the
near term, DOE may continue toward
completion of the WVDP while
decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship issues are being evaluated
in a separate EIS, which DOE intends to
develop jointly with NYSERDA in the
near future (described below in Section
VI).

The DOE needs to decide upon
decontamination and.waste
management actions that are described
below for facilities that ate either'no
longer necessary or where
decontamination will support the safer
and more efficient continuation of
WVDP site operations. DOE's primary
objectives in this regard include both -
reducing risks posed to human health or
the environment by removing and
containing contamination and reducing
the site management costs incurred by
continuing to maintain unneeded
facilities in a safe and operational
condition.

B. Facilities and Waste Storage Areas To
Be Evaluated

Potential decontamination of up to
four facilities at the WVDP will be
evaluated in the Decontamination and
Waste Management EIS. The evaluation
will include such activities as removal
of loose 'radioactive contamination;
removal of'hardware and equipment;
nonstructural decontamination of walls,
ceilings, and floors; and flushing and/or
removal of vessels and piping. The
WVDP facilities that will be evaluated
are:

-Vitrification Facility -Houses the
HLW melter and supporting systems
for combining liquid HLW with
borosilicate glass formers, pouring the
molten glass into stainless steel
canisters, and transporting those
canisters to the Process Building for
storage.

-01-14 Building-Houses the Cement
Solidification System, used to
combine low-level liquid wastes from
HLW pretreatment into a cement
blend, which was then placed into
drums and removed to an on-site
storage facility. The 01-14 Building
also houses the Vitrification Off-Gas
System.

-HLW Storage Area -Includes the
underground HLW storage tanks,
along with supporting systems for
maintenance, surveillance, and waste
transfer.

-Process Building -Includes
approximately 70 rooms and cells that
comprised the original NRC-licensed
spent nuclear fuel reprocessing
operations in the late 1960s and early
1970s. Parts of this building have
been decontaminated and modified to
support WVDP operation, while other
parts remain highly contaminated
from fuel reprocessing operations.
One of the large cells in the Process
Building also serves as the storage
facility for vitrified HLW canisters.
The WVDP storage areas that contain

the Project's low-level radioactive
wastes, which will be evaluated for
removal and offsite disposal, are:
-Lag Storage Area -Includes several

facilities used to store and manage the
radioactive wastes generated from
WVDP activities. Wastes currently in
storage include Class A, B, and C low-
level wastes, transuranic waste, and
greater-than-Class C wastes.

-Radwaste Treatment System Drum
Cell-Stores cement-filled drums of
stabilized low-level waste produced
by the Cement Solidification System.

-Various Other Locations -Soils
estimated to contain very low levels
of radioactive contamination are
stored in large containers in various
locations.

C. Proposed Action

DOE's Proposed Action under the
Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS will be to
decontaminate the four Project facilities
described above and to dispose of
Project-generated low-leveliwaste
controlled by DOE under the WVDP
Act. The remaining facilities for which
the DOE is responsible, along with all
final decommissioning and/or long-term-
stewardship actions to be taken by the

DOE and NYSERDA, will be evaluated
in a new E1S for decommissioning and/
or long-term stewardship described in
Section VI.

'The WVDP Decontamination and,".
Waste Management EIS will
incorporate, as needed, analysis of
environmental impacts at West Valley
associated with implementing DOE's
records of decision for the WM PEIS.
Under those decisions, DOE will
dispose of the Project low-level and
low-level mixed waste in storage, and
generated by decontamination, activities,
at either the Nevada Test Site or the
Hanford Reservation near Richland,
Washington (65 FR 10061, February 25,
2000), continue to store transuranic
waste at West Valley (63 FR 3629,
January 23, 1998), and continue to store
the New York State-owned HLW at West

Valley pending availability of a Federal
geologic repository (64 FR 46661;
August 26, 1999).

The WM PEIS LLW Record of
Decision does not preclude DOE 's use of
commercial disposal facilities,
consistent with current DOE Orders and
appropriate site-specific NEPA analysis.
Therefore, the revised Draft EIS will also
assess shipment of WVDP low-level
waste to the Envirocare commercial
low-level waste disposal facility, near
Tooele, Utah.

Any hazardous or mixed wastes
generated as a result of decontamination
activities will be ianaged in accordance
with the Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) and the WVDP
Site Treatment Plan, respectively. 1

D. Preliminary Alternatives To Be
Evaluated

In the Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS, DOE intends to
evaluate the range of alternatives for
decontamination of Project facilities.
These include a "no action ' alternative,
which will evaluate continued current
decontamination and waste
management operations at the WVDP.
The other alternatives will evaluate

Any decontamination activities that may be
performed following issuance of the Record of
Decision for the Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS will also provide information
associated withRCRA hazardous wastes and mixed
wastesa as well as potential future measures that
may be needed to manage these wastes.
Management of RCRA wastes identified and/or
generated during these activities may be performed
in accordance with the provisions of the RCRA *
3008(h) Administrative Order on Consent between
the DOE and NYSERDA, and theNew York State
Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC)
and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).
This information will also be factored into long-
term decision making associated with the
decommissioning and/or long-term stewardship
EIS, which will be coordinated with the DEC and
EPA to meet the requirements of the RCRA 3008(h)
Consent Order.
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decontaminating different sets of WVDP
facilities and areas within them. The
three alternatives DOE is proposing to
evaluate are summarized below. DOE
will identify its Preferred Alternative in
the Draft EIS.

No Action Alternative -Minimum
Decontamination and Off-Site Waste
Disposal Alternative

This alternative is considered the "no
action" alternative required to be
analyzed under Council on
Environmental Quality and DOE NEPA
regulations, and involves no change
from the current in-progress or planned
decontamination activities for WVDP
facilities and waste management
activities currently in progress.

These ongoing decontamination and
waste management activities have
already been considered under NEPA,
as follows:
-1982 Final Environmental Impact

Statement for Long-Term Management
of Liquid High-Level Radioactive
Wastes Stored at the Western New
York Nuclear Service Center, West
Valley (DOE/EIS -0081), Record of
Decision (47 FR 40705, September 15,
1982), and two Supplement Analyses
(DOE/EIS-0081-SA1, September 24,
1993; DOE/EIS-0081-SA2, June 23,
1998).

-Environmental Checklist for Removal
of Class A Low-Level Radioactive
Waste for Commercial Disposal (OH -
WVDP-96-01), an action that was
categorically excluded from further
NEPA review in October 1997.

-Environmental Checklist for
Decontamination Activities for the
Main Plant (OH-WVDP-2000-05), an
action that was categorically excluded
in November 2000.

Project Facility Decontamination and
Off-Site Waste Disposal Alternative

This alternative involves extensive
decontamination of the Vitrification
Facility, 01-14 Building, HLW Storage
Area, and Process Building. Activities
would include: (1) Removing any
nonessential vessels, hardware, piping,
and components, (2) cleaning surfaces
to remove loose contamination, (3)
treating or otherwise fixing-in-place
remaining contamination on surfaces, as
appropriate, (4) deactivating and/or
removing all support systems
(ventilation and utilities) no longer
necessary for safe operations and
maintenance, and (5) collecting and
treating for disposal any effluent from
the decontamination activities.

Wastes currently in storage and
wastes generated by decontamination
activities would be processed as
necessary and shipped offsite for

disposal under this alternative. A
combination of truck and rail shipment
modes would be used, depending on the
type and amount of waste, and the
intended disposal site. Any wastes for
which there currently are no suitable
disposal sites, such as greater-than-Class
C waste, HLW, and transuranic waste,
would be retained in on-site storage
pending the availability of an off-site
disposal location. DOE will evaluate
shipment of these wastes from West
Valley, as appropriate, however, so that
the environmental impacts would have
already been evaluated in case an
opportunity to move these wastes off-
site should arise.

High Activity Waste Removal and Off-
Site Waste Disposal Alternative

This alternative is similar to the
alternative for Project Facility
Decontamination and Off-site Waste
Disposal in terms of the types of
decontamination activities that would
be performed, but only those areas of
WVDP facilities that present high health
and safety risk would undergo interim
decontamination. Under this alternative,
selected areas in the Vitrification
Facility, HLW Storage Area, and Process
Building would be decontaminated,
namely, those that are estimated to
contain high concentrations of long-
lived radionuclides. The 01 -14 Building
would not be decontaminated under
this alternative, however, because it
does not contain substantial quantities
of long-lived radionuclides and does not
pose a health and/or safety risk
comparable to the Vitrification Facility,
HLW Storage Area, and Process
Building. Waste management activities
to be evaluated will be comparable,
however, to those under the previous
alternative.

E. Preliminary Impacts To Be Analyzed

* DOE has identified the following
impacts for analysis in this EIS.
Additional issues may be identified as
a result of public comments.
* Potential impacts to the general

population and on-site workers from
radiological and nonradiological
releases from decontamination and
waste management activities

" Potential environmental impacts,
including air and water quality
impacts, from decontamination and
waste management activities

* Potential transportation impacts from
shipments of radioactive or hazardous
material or radioactive, hazardous, or
mixed waste generated during
decontamination and waste
management activities

" Potential impacts from postulated
accidents

" Short-term land use impacts
" Disproportionately high and adverse

effects on low-income and minority
populations (environmental justice)

" Irretrievable and irreversible
commitment of resources

" Native American concerns
B

0

Unavoidable adverse impacts
Compliance with Federal, state, and
local requirements

e Cumulative impacts

IV. Public Scoping Meeting

DOE will hold a public scoping
meeting on the decontamination and
waste management EIS at the Ashford
Office Complex, located at 9030 Route
219 in the Town of Ashford, NY, from
7:00 to 9:30 p.m. on April 10, 2001.
Requests to speak at the public meeting
should be made by calling or writing the
DOE Document Manager (see
ADDRESSES, above). Speakers will be
scheduled on a first-come, first-served
basis. Individuals may sign up at the
door to speak and will be
accommodated as time permits. Written
comments will also be accepted at the
meeting; Speakers are encouraged to
provide written versions of their oral
comments for the record.

The meetings will be facilitated by a
moderator. WVDP personnel and the
moderator may ask speakers clarifying
questions. Individuals requesting to
speak on behalf of an organization must
identify the organization. Each speaker
will be allowed five minutes to present
comments unless more time is requested
and available. Comments will be
recorded by a court reporter and will
become part of the scoping meeting
record.

V. Schedule

The DOE intends to issue the draft
Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS in Fall 2001. A 45-day
public comment period will start upon
publication of the Environmental
Protection Agency's Federal Register
Notice of Availability. DOE will
consider and respond to comments
received on the draft Decontamination
and Waste Management EIS in
preparing the final EIS.

Comments received during the 1989
scoping process and from the public
comment period on the 1996
Completion and Closure EIS (DOE/EIS -
0226-D) will be addressed in either the
draft Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS or the planned EIS for
decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship, depending on the nature of
the specific comments received.
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VI. EIS for Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship

DOE anticipates a separate
announcement soon in both the Federal
Register and the New York State
Environmental Notice Bulletin
providing notice of a second EIS to be
prepared by DOE and NYSERDA for
decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship of the WVDP and WNYNSC
and a public scoping process pursuant
to NEPA and SEQRA.

DOE anticipates that it will be the
lead Federal agency for purposes of
compliance with NEPA, and NYSERDA
will be the lead agency for purposes of
compliance with SEQRA. DOE also
anticipates that the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission will participate as a
cooperating agency under NEPA, and
the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation will be an
involved agency under SEQRA.
Although DOE envisions that DOE and
NYSERDA will jointly prepare this EIS
for decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship, either agency may decide
to proceed independently in support of
its independent mission. The Notice of
Intent will provide further information
on this second EIS, including the
alternatives proposed to be evaluated
and the opportunities for stakeholder
involvement.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on March 21,
2001.
Steven V. Cary,
ActingAssistant Secretary, Office of
Environment, Safety and Health.
[FR Doc.,01-7370 Filed 3-23-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY

Advance Notice of Intent to Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement To
Evaluate Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship at the West
Valley Demonstration Project and
Western New York Nuclear Service
Center

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Advance notice of intent.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) is announcing in advance
its intent to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship at the West Valley
Demonstration Project (WVDP) and
Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (the Center). DOE has prepared
this advance notice in accordance with
the Department's regulations for
implementing the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) [10
CFR 1021.311(b)], which state that DOE
may publish an Advance Notice of
Intent to provide an early opportunity to
inform interested parties of a pending
EIS or to solicit early public comments.
DOE anticipates that the New York State
Energy Research and Development
Authority (NYSERDA) will participate
in the preparation of the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS as a joint lead agency,
that the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) will participate as a
cooperating agency, and that the New
York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)
will participate as an involved agency
under the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA).

DOE and NYSERDA plan to evaluate
the range of reasonable alternatives in
this EIS to address their respective
responsibilities at the Center, including
those under the West Valley
Demonstration Project Act (Public Law
96-368) and other applicable
requirements, including
decommissioning criteria that may be
prescribed by NRC in accordance with
the Act.

DOE invites early public comment on
the range of environmental issues and
alternatives to be analyzed. DOE and
NYSERDA will consider the comments

received and other relevant information
in developing a preliminary scope of the
EIS for publication in a subsequent
Notice of Intent, which would initiate a
public scoping process in accordance
with DOE's NEPA implementing
regulations and those of SEQRA.

This Advance Notice of Intent is
consistent with DOE's March 26, 2001,
Notice of Intent (66 FR 16447) to revise
the strategy for completing the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
Completion of the West Valley
Demonstration Project and Closure or
Long-Term Management of Facilities at
the Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (DOE/EIS-0226-D, March 1996,
also referred to as the 1996 Cleanup and
Closure Draft EIS), which was issued
jointly by DOE and NYSERDA. The
March 2001 Notice of Intent announced
that DOE intends to prepare a separate
EIS on its decontamination of WVDP
facilities and related waste management
activities.
ADDRESSES: Address early comments on
the preliminary scope of the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS to the DOE Document
Manager: Mr. Daniel W. Sullivan, West
Valley Demonstration Project, U.S.
Department of Energy, 10282 Rock
Springs Road, West Valley, New York
14171, Telephone: (716) 942-4016,
facsimile: (716) 942-4703, e-mail:
daniel. w.sullivan@wv. doe.gov.

The "Public Reading Rooms " section
under SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION lists
the addresses of the reading rooms
where documents referenced herein are
available.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: For
information regarding the WVDP or the
EIS, contact Mr. Daniel Sullivan as
described above. Those seeking general
information on DOE's NEPA process
should contact: Ms. Carol M. Borgstrom,
Director, Office of NEPA Policy and
Compliance, U.S. Department of Energy,
1000 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20585, Telephone:
(202) 586-4600, Facsimile: (202) 586-
7031, or leave a message at 1-800-472-
2756, toll-free.

Questions for NYSERDA should be
directed to: Mr. Paul J. Bembia, New
York State Energy Research and
Development Authority, 10282 Rock
Springs Road, West Valley, New York
14171, Telephone: (716) 942 -4900,
Facsimile: (716) 942 -2148, email:
pjb@nyserda.org.

Those seeking general information on
the SEQRA process should contact: Mr.
Hal Brodie, Deputy Counsel, New York
State Energy Research and Development
Authority, Corporate Plaza West, 286
Washington Avenue Extension, Albany,
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New York 12203'-6399, Telephone:
(518) 862-1090, ext. 3280, Facsimile:
(518) 862-1091, email:
hhb @nyserda.org.

This Advance Notice of Intent will be
available on the internet at http://
tis.eh.doe.gov/nepa, under "NEPA
Announcements". Additional
information about the WVDP is also
available on the internet at http://
www.wv. doe.gov/LinkingPages/
insidewestvalley.htm.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: DOE
announces its Advance Notice of Intent
to prepare an EIS for Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship at the
WVDP and the Center. DOE has
prepared this Advance Notice of Intent
in accordance with the Department's
regulations for implementing NEPA [10
CFR 1021.311(b)], which state that DOE
may publish an Advance Notice of
Intent to provide an early opportunity to
inform interested parties of a pending
EIS or to solicit early public comments.

DOE intends to prepare this EIS
jointly with NYSERDA, although either
agency may, at any point, determine the
need to proceed independently in
support of their independent missions.
In preparing this Advance Notice of
Intent, DOE anticipates that the
Department would be the lead Federal
agency for purposes of compliance with
NEPA, while NYSERDA would be the
lead State agency for purposes of
compliance with SEQRA. DOE also
anticipates that NRC would participate
as a cooperating agency under NEPA
and that NYSDEC would be an involved
agency under SEQRA.

Invitation to Comment

DOE invites the public to provide
early assistance in identifying
significant environmental issues and
alternatives to be analyzed in the
forthcoming Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS. DOE and
NYSERDA will consider public
comments and other relevant
information as the agencies jointly
develop a Notice of Intent for
publication in the Federal Register and
a notice for publication in the New York
State Environmentol Notice Bulletin.
DOE and NYSERDA expect the Notice
of Intent to contain a preliminary range
of reasonable alternatives proposed for
analysis as agreed to by DOE and
NYSERDA. Further, DOE and
NYSERDA expect to publish the Notice
of Intent within approximately a year of
publishing this-advance notice.
Although a public scoping meeting will
not be held until the public scoping
process required by NEPA has been
initiated, DOE and NYSERDA would

give equal weight to written comments
submitted in response to this Advance
Notice of Intent and comments received
during the public scoping process.

Background

The Center consists of a 3,345-acre
reservation in rural western New York
that is the location of the only NRC-
licensed commercial spent nuclear fuel
reprocessing facilities to have ever
operated in the United States.
NYSERDA holds title to the Center on
behalf of the people of the State of New
York. Pursuant to the WVDP Act, DOE
and NYSERDA entered into a
Cooperative Agreement effective
October 1, 1980,. that specifies the
responsibilities and conditions agreed
upon by each for the purpose of carrying
out the WVDP. Under the agreement,
NYSERDA has made available to DOE,
without transfer of title, an
approximately 200-acre portion of the
Center, known as the "Project
Premises," which includes a formerly
operated spent nuclear fuel reprocessing
plant, spent nuclear fuel receiving and
storage area, liquid high-level waste
(HLW) storage tanks, a liquid low-level
waste treatment facility with associated
lagoons, and a radioactive waste
disposal area licensed by the NRC.
Adjacent to and in the vicinity of the
Project Premises is an area referred to as
the State Licensed Disposal Area, for
which NYSERDA has responsibility.

The WVDP Act authorizes NRC to
prescribe decommissioning criteria for
the WVDP. At this time, DOE
anticipates that the NRC would resume
regulatory oversight of the Center, with
the exception of the State Licensed
Disposal Area, following DOE's
completion of the WVDP.

Section 2(a)(1-5) of the WVDP Act
articulates the five actions required of
DOE. Actions 1 and 2 address HLW
solidification and development of
appropriate containers for the solidified
wastes. Action 3 requires DOE to
transport the solidified HLW to a
Federal geologic repository for
permanent disposal. Action 4 requires
DOE to dispose of low-level and
transuranic wastes generated by HLW
solidification and in connection with
the WVDP. Action 5 requires DOE to
decontaminate and decommission the
tanks, facilities, material, and hardware
used in the solidification of HLW and in
connection with the WVDP.

Actions 1 and 2 were the focus of a
1982 Final EIS (DOE/EIS -0081) and
Record of Decision (47 FR 40705,
September 15, 1982) on HLW
solidification. The 1996 Cleanup and
Closure Draft EIS examined the
remaining actions; 3, 4, and 5.

Considering the comments received on.
the 1996 Cleanup and Closure Draft EIS,
ongoing discussions between the joint
lead agencies (DOE and NYSERDA), and
discussions with NRC, DOE now
intends to conduct the NEPA process for
actions 3, 4, and 5 in two separate EISs.
Accordingly, DOE announced its intent
to prepare a Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS on March 26, 2001 (66
FR 16447), which will only address
DOE's decision-making with respect to
managingProject wastes and
decontaminating Project facilities as
stipulated in actions 3 and 4 and
decontamination activities for Project
facilities stipulated in action 5. DOE
will need to conduct these activities
regardless of future decommissioning
and/or long-term stewardship decisions.

DOE expects the Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS
announced herein to address DOE's
remaining activities under the WVDP
Act as stipulated in action 5, any waste
management activities under action 4
that could arise as a result of
decommissioning activities, and
NYSERDA's activities relative to
decommissioning or long-term
stewardship of land and facilities under
its purview. DOE believes that the
activities identified for the
Decontamination and Waste
Management EIS and for the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS are separate and
distinct and are thus appropriate for
analysis in two EISs, consistent with
NEPA and its implementing regulations.

Purpose and Need for Action

DOE needs to determine the manner
that facilities for which the Department
is responsible under the WVDP Act are
decommissioned, in accordance with
the criteria yet to be prescribed by the
NRC. NYSERDA needs to develop a
strategy for decommissioning or long-
term stewardship for land and facilities
under its purview. To this end, DOE and
NYSERDA would determine what, if
any, material or structures would
remain on the site and what, if any,
institutional controls would be required,
in accordance with their respective
agency responsibilities.

Potential Range of Alternatives

DOE anticipates, at this time, .that its
alternatives to be, proposed for analysis.
in the Decommissioning and/or Long-
Term Stewardship EIS would range
from complete removal of Project waste
and facilities to in-place closure of
Project facilities, including a No Action
Alternative as required by NEPA, and
that NYSERDA would propose .a similar
range of decommissioning and/or long-
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term stewardship alternatives to those
proposed by DOE, for the facilities and
areas for which NYSERDA is
responsible. Additional alternatives may
also be presented after consultation with
NRC, NYSERDA and the public.
However, DOE and NYSERDA expect
the potential alternatives to be
sufficiently consistent in concept with
those identified in the1996 Draft
Cleanup and Closure EIS to allow the
use of technical information presented
therein, supplemented as needed.

New Information To Be Evaluated

NRC has indicated that it intends to
publish a draft policy.statement on
prescribing decommissioning criteria for
the WVDP for- public comment and
subsequently issue a final statement that
would include its response to
comments. Based upon ongoing
discussions with the Commission, DOE
and NYSERDA intend at this time to
apply the NRC's License Termination
Rule (10 CFR 20.1401 et seq. ) as draft
decommissioning criteria in assessing
the health and environmental impacts of
decommissioning the WVDP facilities,
pending NRC issuance of its final Policy
Statement on decommissioning criteria
for the WVDP. If the final
decommissioning criteria are issued
before completion of the EIS, the results
in the EIS will reflect any changes in
criteria.

In 1997, the NRC published the,
Generic. Environmen to] Impact
Statement in Support of Rulemaking on
Radiological Criteria for License
Termination of NRC-Licensed Nuclear
Facilities (NUREG-1496)-to support its
decision-making on establishing explicit
radiological criteria for
decommissioning various types of
facilities, including nuclear power
plants, non-power reactors, fuel
fabrication plants, uranium hexaflouride
production plants, and independent
spent fuel, storage installations. This EIS
analyzed courses of action that NRC
would take in establishing radiological
criteria for decommissioning and the
cost and environmental impacts
associated with those alternatives.
Based on this analysis, the NRC
promulgated its Final .License
Termination Rule (62 FR 39086, July 21,
1997). Although this EIS did not
evaluate a reference spent fuel
reprocessing facility, DOE and
NYSERDA intend to use those aspects of
NRC's EIS that may have specific
relevance to the West Valley site.

Further, DOE and NYSERDA also
intend to evaluate other available NRC
NEPA documents to identify elements
that would be applicable to
decommissioning activities at the

WVDP and the Center. NRC issued the
Final Generic Environmental Impact
Statement on Decommissioning of
Nuclear Facilities (NUREG-0586) in
1988 to assist it in reevaluating its
regulatory requirements for
decommissioning of nuclear facilities.
In this EIS, the NRC evaluated the areas
of decommissioning alternatives,
financial assurance, planning, and
residual radioactivity levels. This EIS
was prepared to support the General
Requirements for Decommissioning of
Nuclear Facilities, Final Rule (53 FR
24018, June 27, 1988) and analyzed a
number of reference licensed facilities,
including the-Barnwell spent fuel
reprocessing design, which was never
demonstrated. The Barnwell facility,
unlike the West Valley reprocessing
facility, was designed for short-term
liquid HLW storage and subsequent
near-term HLW vitrification. The NRC is
currently supplementing this EIS (65 FR
25395, May 1, 2000) to evaluate certain
decommissioning alternatives for power
reactor facilities in more detail.

For the 1996 Draft WVDP Cleanup
and Closure EIS, DOE developed or
modified a variety of analytical tools
specifically for that document. DOE has
continued to refine many of these
analytical tools as a result of public
comments received on the 1996 Draft
Cleanup and Closure EIS and ongoing
interactions with stakeholders and
regulatory agencies such as the NRC.
DOE intends to apply these improved
analytical tools to the preparation of the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS. To address significant
issues such as erosion, for example,
DOE has continued to develop a site-
specific erosion model, with ongoing
advice from NRC, and integrated that
model into a revised performance
assessment methodology, incorporating
the use of sensitivity and uncertainty
analyses.

There are also some additional areas
where new information will be obtained
specifically for the Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS.
This work includes updated site
characterization and census data and
the performance of a seismic reflection
survey in the vicinity of the WVDP. This
seismic reflection survey, to be
performed in consultation with
academic, government, and industry
participants, will contribute to
knowledge about the regional structural
geology as it may relate to the VVVDP
and the Center.

Additional information that has
become available since publicationi of
the 1996 Draft Cleanup and Closure EIS
includes DOE's Waste Management
Programmatic Environmental Impact

Statement (WM PEIS, DOE/EIS -0200-F)
and its associated Records of Decision.
The WM PEIS analyzed on a national
scale the centralization, regionalization,
or decentralization of managing HLW,
transuranic waste, low-level radioactive
waste, mixed radioactive low-level
waste (containing hazardous
constituents), and non-wastewater
hazardous waste. The Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term EIS will incorporate,
as appropriate, analyses from the WM
PEIS so as to analyze site-specific
activities necessary to implement the
pertinent parts of the Records of.
Decision that apply to West Valley. The
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS will also incorporate,
as needed, information made available
as a result of the Decontamination and
Waste Management EIS.

Potential Environmental Issues for
Analysis

DOE has tentatively identified the
following issues for analysis in the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS. The list is presented to
facilitate early comment on the scope of
the EIS. It is not intended to be all-
inclusive nor to predetermine the
alternatives to be analyzed oi their
potential impacts.

* Potential impacts to the general
population and on-site workers from
radiological and non-radiological
releases from decommissioning and/or
long-term stewardship activities.

* Potential environmental. impacts,
including air and water quality impacts,
caused by decommissioning and/or
long-term stewardship activities.

* Potential transportation impacts
from shipments of radioactive,
hazardous, or mixed waste generated
during decommissioning activities..

a Potential impacts from postulated
accidents.

* Potential disproportionately high
and adverse effects on low-income and
minority populations (environmental
justice).

9 Potential Native American
concerns.

* Irretrievable and irreversible
commitment of resources.

o Short-term and long-term land use
impacts.

* Decommissioning criteria for the
WVDP.

* Compliance with Federal, State,
and local requirements... ,

* The influence of, and potential
interactions of, any wastes remaining at
the Center after decommissioning.

" Unavoidable adverse impacts.
" Issues associated with

decommissioning and long-term site
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stewardship, ifircluding regulatory and
engineering considerations.

0 Long-term site stability; including
erosion and seismicity.

Other Agency Involvement

NYSDEC and the U:S. Environmental
Protection Agency entered into an
Administrative Order on Consent with
DOE and NYSERDA in March 1992,
pursuant to section 3008(h) of the
Hazardous and Solid Waste
Amendments of 1984 under the
Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act. The purpose of the Order is to
protect human health and the
environment from releases of hazardous
waste and/or hazardous constituents.
DOE and NYSERDA expect to continue
ongoing work with NYSDEC and the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
to integrate the requirements of the
Order with the EIS process. DOE
anticipates that NYSDEC therefore
would participate in the
Decommissioning and/or Long.Term
Stewardship EIS to the extent required
to address its regulatory responsibilities
for the WVDP and the Center, including
the State Licensed Disposal Area, as an
involved agency under SEQRA.

Future Public Involvement

This Advance Notice of Intent does
not serve as a substitute for the Notice
of Intent that would initiate the public
scoping process for the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS. After that Notice of
Intent is published, DOE and NYSERDA
expect to conduct the public scoping
process in accordance with NEPA, the
Council on Environmental Quality
NEPA implementing regulations (40
CFR 1500-1508), the DOE's
implementing regulations (10 CFR part,
1021), and with New York's SEQRA and
its implementing regulations (6 NYCRR
617). The scoping process will include
a public meeting and a public comment
period on the scope of the EIS.

Public Reading Rooms

Documents referenced in this
Advance Notice of Intent and related
information are available at the
following locations.

Central Buffalo Public Library Science
and Technology Department,
Lafayette Square, Buffalo, New York
14203, (716) 858-7098

The Olean Public Library, 134 North
2nd Street, Olean, New York 14760,
(716) 372-0200 ,

The Hulbert Library of the Town of
Concord, 18 Chapel Street,
Springville, New York 14141, (716)
592-7742

West Valley Central School Library,
5359 School Street, West Valley, New
York 14141, (716) 942-3261

Ashford Office Complex, 9030 Route
219, West Valley, New York 14171,
(716) 942-4555 -
Issued in Washington, DC, on October 31,

2001.

Steven V. Cary,
Acting Assistant Secretary, Office of
Environment, Safety and Health.
[FR Doc. 01-27841 Filed 11-5-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P

I
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DEPARTMENT.OF ENERGY

Notice of Intent to Prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement for
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship at the West Valley
Demonstration Project and Western
New York Nuclear Service Center

AGENCY: Department of Energy.
ACTION: Notice of Intent.

SUMMARY: The U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE) and the New York State
Energy Research and Development
Authority (NYSERDA) are announcing
their intent to prepare an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship at the West Valley
Demonstration Project (WVDP) and
Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (also known as the "Center").
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC), the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), and the New York State
Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) will participate
as cooperating agencies under the
National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). In
addition, NYSDEC will participate as an
involved agency under the New York
State Environmental Quality Review Act
(SEQRA) with respect to NYSERDA 's
proposed actions. DOE, under NEPA,
and NYSERDA, under SEQRA, plan to
evaluate the range of reasonable
alternatives in this EIS to address their
respective responsibilities at the Center,
including those under the West Valley
Demonstration Project Act (Pub. L. 96 -
368), Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as
amended), and all other applicable
Federal and State statutes.

This EIS will revise the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for
Completion of the West Valley
Demonstration Project and Closure or
Long-Term Management of Facilities at
the Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (DOE/EIS-0226-D, January 1996,
also referred to as the 1996 Cleanup and
Closure Draft EIS). Based on
decommissioning criteria for the WVDP
issued by NRC since the Cleanup and
Closure EIS was published, DOE and
NYSERDA propose to evaluate five
alternatives: Unrestricted Site Release,
Partial Site Release without Restrictions,
Partial Site Release with Restrictions,

Monitor and Maintain under Current
Operations, and No-Action.
DATES: DOEand NYSERDA are inviting
public comments on the scope and
content of the Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS during a
public comment period commencing
with the date of publication of this
Notice and ending on April 28, 2003.
DOE and NYSERDA will hold two
public scoping meetings on the EIS at
the Ashford Office Complex, located at
9030 Route 219 in the Town of Ashford,
NY, from 7 to 9:30 p.m. on April 9, 2003
and April 10, 2003.
ADDRESSES: Address comments on the
scope of the Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS to the DOE
Document Manager: Mr. Daniel W.
Sullivan, West Valley Demonstration
Project, U.S. Department of Energy,
WV-49, 10282 Rock Springs Road, West
Valley, New York 14171, Telephone:
(800) 633-5280, Facsimile: (716) 942 -
4199, E-mail: sonla.allen@wvnsco.com.

The "Public Reading Rooms" section
under SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION lists
the addresses of the reading rooms
where documents referenced herein are
available.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION, CONTACT: For
information regarding the WVDP or the
EIS, contact Mr. Daniel Sullivan as
described above. Those seeking general
information on DOE's NEPA process
should contact: Ms. Carol M. Borgstrom,
(EH-42), Director, Office of NEPA
Policy and Compliance, U.S.
Department of Energy, 1,000
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20585, Telephone:
(202) 586-4600, Facsimile: (202) 586-
7031, or leave a message at 1-800-472-
2756, toll-free.

Questions for NYSERDA should be
directed to: Mr. Paul J. Bembia, New
York State Energy Research and
Development Authority, 10282 Rock
Springs Road, West Valley, New York
14171, Telephone: (716) 942-4900,
Facsimile: (716) 942-2148, E-mail:
pjb@nyserdo.org.

Those seeking general information on
the SEQRA process should contact: Mr.
Hal Brodie, Deputy Counsel, New York
State Energy Research and Development
Authority, 17 Columbia Circle, Albany,
New York 12203 -6399, Telephone:
(518) 862-1090, ext. 3280, Facsimile:
(518) 862-1091, E-mail:
hbl @nyserda. org.

This Notice of Intent will be available
on the internet at http://tis.eh.doe.govl
nepa, under "What's New." Additional
information about the WVDP is also
available on the internet at http:/.
www.wv. doe.gov/linkingpages/
insidewestvalley.htm.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: DOE and
NYSERDA intend to prepare a revised
draft Environmental Impact Statement
(EIS) for Decommissioning and/or Long-
Term Stewardship at the WVDP and
Western New York Nuclear Service
Center to examine the potential
environmental impacts of the proposed
action to decommission and/or maintain
long-term stewardship at the Center.
The NRC, the EPA, and NYSDEC will
participate as cooperating agencies
under NEPA. NYSDEC will also
participate as an involved agency under
SEQRA with respect to NYSERDA's
proposed actions. DOE, under NEPA,
and NYSERDA, under SEQRA, plan to
evaluate the range of reasonable
alternatives in this EIS to address their
respective responsibilities at the Center,
including those under the WVDP Act,
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 (as
amended), and all other applicable
Federal and State statutes.

Background
The Western New York Nuclear

Service Center consists of a 3,345-acre
reservation in rural western New York
that is the location of the only NRC-
licensed commercial spent nuclear fuel
reprocessing facility to have ever
operated in the United States.
Reprocessing operations resulted in the
generation of approximately 600,000
gallons of liquid high-level waste
(HLW), which was stored in large
underground tanks adjacent to the
reprocessing facility. NYSERDA holds
title to the Center on behalf of the
people of the State of New York. (See H.
Rep. No. 96-1000 at 4 (1980) reprinted
in 1980 U.S.S.C.A.N 3102, 3103.)

The WVDP Act of 1980 required DOE
to solidify the HLW, transport it to a
Federal geologic repository, dispose of
the low-level waste (LLW) and
transuranic (TRU) waste generated from
Project activities, and decontaminate
and decommission the facilities used for
the Project. The Act also authorized
NRC to prescribe decommissioning
criteria for the WVDP. The NRC has
placed NYSERDA's NRC site license in
abeyance during DOE's fulfillment of its
WVDP Act requirements.

Pursuant to the WVDP Act, on
October 1, 1980, DOE and NYSERDA
entered' into a Cooperative Agreement
(amended September 19, 1981) that
established a framework for the
implementation of the Project. Under
the agreement, NYSERDA has made
available to DOE, without transfer of
title, an approximately 200-acre portion
of the Center, known as the "Project
Premises," which includes a formerly
operated spent nuclear fuel reprocessing
plant, spent nuclear fuel receiving and
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storage area, underground liquid HLW
storage tanks, ard a liquid LLW
treatment facility with associated
lagoons, as well as other facilities. Most
of the facilities on the Project premises
were radioactively contaminated from
reprocessing operations and are located
on a geographic area of the Center
known as the North Plateau. Among the
other facilities located within the
Project Premises is a radioactive waste
disposal area known as the NRC-
licensed disposal area (NDA). Adjacent
to the Project Premises is a radioactive
waste disposal area known as the State
Licensed Disposal Area (SDA) for which
NYSERDA has operational
responsibility. Both the NDA and SDA
are located on the South Plateau
geographic area of the Center.

In 1987, DOE agreed, in a Stipulation
of Compromise settling a lawsuit filed
by local citizens; to evaluate the
feasibility of onsite disposal of LLW
generated as a result of Project activities
in a Cleanup and Closure EIS, and to
initiate the EIS process by the end of
calendar year 1988. DOE and NYSERDA
jointly issued the resulting Draft EIS for
Completion of the West Valley
Demonstration Project and Closure or
Long-Term Management of Facilities at
the Western New York Nuclear Service
Center (DOE/EIS -0226-D, also known as
the "Cleanup and Closure EIS ") in 1996.
The Cleanup and Closure draft EIS
evaluated a range of alternatives that
included a broad scope of waste
management and decontamination/
decommissioning activities. However,
the draft EIS did not identify a preferred
alternative.

In 2001, DOE revised its NEPA
strategy to continue its EIS process in
order to complete its obligations under
the WVDP Act. DOE announced that it
would prepare a separate EIS to address
decontamination and near-term waste
management activities for which it is
solely responsible under the Act (66 FR
16647, March 26, 2001). In addition,
DOE and NYSERDA would jointly
prepare a second EIS for

decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship to address activities for
which each party is responsible. After
considering public comments on the
March 26, 2001, NOI and new
information identified under "New
Information to be Evaluated" below,
DOE believes the scopes of both EISs
should be further modified as follows.
The first EIS, the West Valley Waste
Management EIS, would address actions
pertaining to waste accumulated in
storage on site as a result of past Project
activities as well as waste to be
generated in the near term. The second
EIS, this decommissioning and/or long-

term stewardship EIS, would analyze
various decommissioning and/or long-
term stewardship alternatives and
would include decontamination as well.
It would also include the management
of wastes generated by'
decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship actions. Because this
second EIS addresses strategies that may
be used to complete the WVDP and
disposition the Center, DOE now
intends that this EIS would replace the
1996 Cleanup and Closure EIS. (DOE
issued an Advance Notice of Intent
inviting preliminary public input to the
scope of this EIS on November 6, 2001
[66 FR 56090].)

On February 1, 2002, the NRC
published in the Federal Register (67
FR 5003) its Decommissioning Criteria
for the West Valley Demonstration
Project (M-32) at the West Valley Site;
Final Policy Statement. The NRC
decided that it would apply its License
Termination Rule (10 CFR 20, Subpart
E) as the decommissioning criteria for
the WVDP and the decommissioning
goal for the entire NRC-licensed site.
The NRC intends to use this West Valley
EIS to evaluate the environmental
impacts of the various alternatives
before deciding whether to accept the
preferred alternative as meeting the
criteria permitted by the License
Termination Rule.

Purpose and Need for Action

DOE is required by the WVDP Act to
decontaminate and decommission the
tanks and facilities used in the
solidification of the HLW, and any
material and hardware used in
connection with the WVDP, in
accordance with such requirements as
the NRC may prescribe. The NRC has
prescribed its License Termination Rule
as the decommissioning criteria for the
WVDP. Therefore, DOE needs to
determine the manner that facilities,
materials, and hardware for which the
Department is responsible are managed
or decommissioned, in accordance with
applicable Federal and State
requirements. To this end, DOE needs to
determine what, if any, material or
structures for which it is responsible
will remain on site, and what, if any,
institutional controls, engineered
barriers, or stewardship provisions
would be needed.

NYSERDA needs to determine the
manner that facilities and property for
which NYSERDA is responsible,
including the State-Licensed Disposal
Area, will be managed or
decommissioned, in accordance with
applicable Federal and State
requirements. To this end, NYSERDA
needs to determine what, if any,

material or structures for which it is
responsible will remain on site, and
what, if any, institutional controls,
engineered barriers, or stewardship
provisions would be needed. It is
NYSERDA's intent to pursue
termination of the existing 10 CFR Part
50 license for the Western New York
Nuclear Service Center (currently held
in abeyance) upon DOE's completion of
decontamination and decommissioning
under the WVDP Act in accordance
with criteria prescribed by the NRC.
NYSERDA plans to use the analysis of
alternatives in the Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS to
support any necessary NRC or NYSDEC
license or permit applications.

Areas of Disagreement With Respect to
Responsibilities

DOE and NYSERDA currently do not
agree on their respective
responsibilities, including whether DOE
is required under the WVDP Act to
remediate the North Plateau
groundwater plume and decommission
the NDA, and which party is
responsible for any long-term
stewardship following the
decommissioning actions required
under the WVDP Act.

In accordance with their respective
applicable legal requirements, DOE and
NYSERDA each have unilateral
decision-making authority for those
actions for which they are responsible.
DOE will determine. the manner in
which it will decommission Project
facilities as required under the WVDP
Act. NYSERDA will determine the
manner in which non-Project facilities,
not required to be decommissioned
under the WVDP Act, will be managed.

Potential Range of Alternatives

DOE and NYSERDA intend to use the
NRC's License Termination Rule and
associated guidance provided in the
NRC's Final Policy Statement as the
framework to evaluate possible
alternatives for decommissioning and/or
long-term stewardship actions involving
WVDP facilities, as well as
decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship actions involving
NYSERDA-controlled facilities and
areas on the Center. In the Final Policy
Statement, the NRC recognized that it
does not have the regulatory authority to
apply the License Termination Rule to
the SDA, and said that a cooperative
approach with the State will be utilized
to the extent practical to apply the
License Termination Rule in a
coordinated manner.

As required by NEPA, the EIS will
present the environmental impacts
associated with the range of reasonable
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alternatives to meet DOE's and
NYSERDA's purposes and needs for
action, and a no-action alternative. This
range encompasses release of the Center
for re-use under unrestricted and
restricted conditions as allowed under
the License Termination Rule. The EIS
will present the health and
environmental consequences of the
alternatives in comparable form to
provide a clear basis for informed
decision making. DOE's and
NYSERDA's preferred alternative will
be identified in the Draft EIS. This Draft
EIS will also include an evaluation of
whether the alternatives would meet the
NRC decommissioning criteria and
other applicable requirements.

Alternative 1 -Unrestricted Site Release

DOE and NYSERDA intend to I
evaluate an alternative that could satisfy
the License Termination Rule criteria
and permit termination of NYSERDA 's
NRC license without restrictions. DOE
and NYSERDA are proposing that this
alternative involve removal of WVDP
and non-WVDP wastes, structures, and
contaminated soils to the extent
required so that the radiological criteria
specified in 10 CFR 20.1402 can be met
for Project and non-Project facilities and
the balance of the 3,345-acre Center.
This alternative includes exhumation
and offsite disposal of waste and
contaminated soils from the NDA and
SDA on the South Plateau.

DOE and NYSERDA intend to
evaluate the need for new onsite interim
waste storage capacity under Alternative
1 for some waste types, such as Greater-
Than-Class C waste, that may not be
able to be disposed of in a time frame
that would support timely
implementation of this EIS alternative.
Such an interim storage facility would
remain under institutional control until
the waste it contains is removed from
the site. Following implementation of
this alternative, including removal of
any wastes in interim storage, the Center
could be released without restrictions.

Alternative 2 -Partial Site Release
without Restrictions

DOE and NYSERDA intend to
evaluate an alternative that could satisfy
the radiological criteria specified in 10
CFR 20.1402 for facilities and areas on
the North Plateau geographic area of the
Center, including the North Plateau
groundwater plume, as well as the
balance of the 3,345-acre Center, with
the exception of the NDA and SDA. This
would include removal of WVDP and
non-WVDP wastes, structures, and
contaminated soils to the extent
required so that the radiological criteria
specified in 10 CFR 20.1402 can be met

for the North Plateau. Appropriate
infiltration controls would be evaluated
for the NDA and the SDA. The NDA and
SDA on the South Plateau would not be
released but would be managed,
monitored, and maintained under
permit, license, or other appropriate
regulatory oversight. With the exception
of the NDA and SDA, the WVDP Project
Premises and Center could be released
without restrictions. DOE and
NYSERDA also intend to evaluate the
need for new onsite interim waste
storage that may be required to support
timely completion of this alternative.

Alternative 3 -Partial Site Release with
Restrictions

DOE and NYSERDA intend to
evaluate an alternative that may permit
release with restrictions of portions of
the North Plateau geographic area and
the balance of the 3,345-acre Center,
with the exception of the NDA and
SDA. DOE and NYSERDA are proposing
that this alternative involve removal of
wastes and structures to the extent
technically and economically practical
so that the radiological criteria specified
in 10 CFR 20.1403 can be met for the
North Plateau. This would involve in-
place closure of the Process Building,
Vitrification Facility, HLW Tank Farm,
wastewater treatment facility lagoons,
and the North Plateau contaminated
groundwater plume in a manner that is
protective of public health, safety, and
the environment. Other ancillary North
Plateau facilities would be removed.
Appropriate infiltration controls would
be evaluated for the NDA and the SDA.
The application of institutional controls
and engineered barriers would be
required and evaluated. The NDA and
SDA on the South Plateau would not be
released but would be managed,
monitored, and maintained under
permit, license, or other appropriate
regulatory oversight. With the exception
of the NDA and SDA, the end state
would be the release of the WVDP
Project Premises and Center under
restricted conditions. However,
unimpacted and/or remediated areas of
the Center could be considered for
release without restrictions. DOE also
intends to evaluate the need for new
onsite interim HLW storage that may be
required to support timely completion
of this alternative.

Alternative 4 -Monitor and Maintain
under Current Operations

This alternative involves the
continued management and oversight of
the Center and all facilities located upon
the Center property, including the
WVDP, after DOE's implementation of
its Record of Decision for the WVDP

Waste Management EIS. No
decommissioning decisions would be
made nor actions taken to make progress
toward decommissioning, including
decontamination beyond the scope that
DOE is currently performing. No
facilities would be closed in place, but
would be left in their current
configuration and actively monitored
and maintained as required by existing
regulations to protect public, worker,
and environmental health and safety.
When required, remedial actions would
be taken in response to any releases of
contamination into the environment
that may present a health and safety
risk, such as would be experienced from
the eventual failure of the underground
HLW storage tanks. Under this
alternative, no portion of the Project
Premises or the Center would be
released for any present or future use.

Alternative 5 -No Action (Walk Away)

This alternative involves the cessation
of all management and oversight of the
Center and all facilities located upon the
Center property, including the WVDP,
immediately after implementation of
DOE's Record of Decision for the WVDP
Waste Management EIS. The Process
Building, Waste Tank Farm,
Vitrification Facility, North Plateau
groundwater plume, NDA, SDA, and
other smaller facilities would remain
and would not be monitored or
maintained. Unmitigated natural
processes, including erosion,
groundwater transport of contamination,
and concrete degradation, would be
assumed to occur. The purpose of
evaluating this alternative is to establish
the basis against which the
environmental impacts from all other
decommissioning and/or long-term
stewardship alternatives are compared.

Alternatives Considered But Eliminated
From Further Evaluation

DOE does not consider the use of
existing structures or construction of
new aboveground facilities at the WVDP
for indefinite storage of Project and non-
Project LLW and mixed low-level waste
(MLLW) to be a reasonable alternative
for further consideration. Under the
Waste Management Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement
(WMPEIS, DOE/EIS -0200-F) Record of
Decision, DOE decided that sites such as
the WVDP would ship their LLW and
MLLW to other DOE sites that have
disposal capabilities for these wastes.
(This decision did not preclude the use
of commercial disposal facilities as
well.) The construction, subsequent
maintenance, and periodic replacement
over time of new facilities for indefinite
onsite waste storage at West Valley
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would be impractical from a cost,
programmatic, health, and
environmental standpoint. Thus, given.
the capacity to safely and permanently
disposition LLW and MLLW in
available off site facilities, DOE would
not consider indefinite onsite waste
storage in new or existing facilities to be
a viable waste management alternative
for its decommissioning actions at the
WVDP. For similar reasons, NYSERDA
would use available commercial
facilities for disposal of any non-Project
LLW and MLLW that it may generate, in
lieu of incurring the costs of new
con stru ction . .: ' "

New Information To Be Evaluated

As discussed above, the NRC
published its Final Policy Statement
prescribing decommissioning criteria for
the WVDP on February 1, 2002, stating
that NRC intends to apply its License
Termination Rule (10 CFR 20.1401 et
seq.) as decommissioning criteria in
assessing the health and environmental
impacts of decommissioning the WVDP
facilities. DOE and NYSERDA will
utilize the NRC's Final Policy Statement
and the License Termination Rule as the
benchmark to develop and analyze their
decommissioning alternatives in the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS.

For the 1996 Draft Cleanup and
Closure EIS, DOE and NYSERDA
developed or modified a variety of
analytical tools specifically for that
document. DOE has continued to refine
many of these analytical tools as a result
of public comments received on the
1996 Draft Cleanup and Closure EIS and
ongoing interactions with stakeholders
and regulatory agencies such as the
NRC. DOE and NYSERDA intend to
apply these improved analytical tools to
the preparation of the Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS. To
address significant issues such as
erosion, for example, DOE and
NYSERDA have developed a site-
specific erosion model, with ongoing
advice from NRC, and integrated that
model into a revised performance
assessment methodology, incorporating
the use of sensitivity and uncertainty
analyses.

There are also some additional areas
where new information has or will be
obtained specifically for the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS. This work includes
updated site characterization and
census data and the performance of a
seismic reflection survey in the vicinity
of the Center. This seismic reflection
survey, performed in consultation with
academic, government, and industry
participants, will contribute to

knowledge about the regional structural
geology as it may relate to the WVDP
and the Center.

Additional information that has
become available since publication of
the 1996 Draft Cleanup and Closure EIS
includes DOE's WM PEIS and its
associated Records of Decision. The WM
PEIS analyzed on a national scale the
centralization, regionalization, or
decentralization of managing HLW,
transuranic waste, low-level radioactive
waste, mixed radioactive low-level
waste (containing hazardous
constituents), and non-wastewater
hazardous waste.

Potential Environmental Issues for
Analysis

DOE has tentatively identified the
following issues for analysis in the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS. The list is presented to
facilitate early comment on the scope of
the EIS. It is not intended tobe all-
inclusive nor to predetermine the
alternatives to be analyzed or their
potential impacts.

e Potential impacts to the general
population and on-site workers from
radiological and non-radiological
releases from decommissioning and/or
long-term stewardship activities.

9 Potential environmental impacts,
including air and water quality impacts,
caused by decommissioning and/or
long-term stewardship activities.

* Potential transportation impacts
from shipments of radioactive,
hazardous, mixed, and clean waste
generated during decommissioning
activities.

0 Potential impacts from postulated
accidents.

e Potential costs for implementation
and long-term stewardship of
alternatives considered.

e Potential disproportionately high*
and adverse effects on low-income and
minority populations (environmental
justice).

* Potential Native American
concerns.

e Irretrievable and irreversible
commitment of resources.

9 Short-term and long-terfin land use.
impacts.

• Ability of alternatives to meet the
Comprehensive Environmental
Response, Compensation and Liability
Act risk range.

* Ability of alternatives to satisfy
WVDP decommissioning criteria.

e Compliance with applicable
Federal, State, and local requirements.

* Identification of Derived
Concentration Guideline Limits, where
appropriate.

e The influence of, and potential
interactions of, any wastes remaining at
the Center after decommissioning.

" Unavoidable adverse impacts.
" Issues associated with long-term

site stewardship, including Legulatory
and engineering considerations,
institutional controls, and land use
restrictions, including the need for
buffer areas.

e Long-term health and
environmental impacts, including
potential impacts on groundwater
quality.

* Long-term site stability, including
erosion and seismicity.

* Waste Incidental to Reprocessing.
" Disposition of wastes generated as a

result of decommissioning and/or long-
term stewardship activities.

Other Agency Involvement

Nuclear Regulatory Commission: NRC
has the regulatory responsibility under
the Atomic' Energy Act for the Center,
which is the subject of the NRC license
issued to NYSERDA pursuant to 10 CFR
part 50, with the exception of the SDA.
The NRC license is currently in
abeyance pending completion of the
WVDP.

The WVDP Act specifies certain
responsibilities for NRC, including: (1)
Prescribing requirements for
decontamination and decommissioning;
(2) providing review and consultation to
DOE on the Project; and (3) monitoring
the activities under the Project for the
purpose of assuring the public health
and safety. NRC will. participate as a
cooperating agency under NEPA on the
West Valley Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS. NRC may
adopt this EIS for determining that the
preferred alternative meets NRC's
decommissioning criteria, assuming that,
NRC will find the preferred alternative
acceptable.

Notwithstanding the WVDP, NRC
retains the regulatory responsibility for
the non-DOE activity in the non-Project
area and non-SDA area to the extent that
contamination exists both on and offsite
resulting from activities performed
when the facility was' operating under
its NRC 10 CFR part 50 license.
Following completion of the WVDP and
reinstatement of the license, NRC will
have the regulatory responsibility for
authorizing termination of the license,
should NYSERDA seek license
termination..,

United States Environmental
Protection Agency: The United States
Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) will participate as a
cooperating agency under NEPA on the
West Valley Decommissioning and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS. As a
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cooperating agency, EPA will review the
EIS and other documents developed by
DOE in conjufiction with NYSERDA to
provide early input on the analyses of
environmental impacts associated with
the decommissioning alternatives to be
analyzed.

New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation: With
respect to DOE proposed actions,
NYSDEC will participate as a
cooperating agency under NEPA on the
West Valley Decommissionling and/or
Long-Term Stewardship EIS. As a
cooperating agency, NYSDEC will
review the EIS and other documents
developed by DOE in conjunction with
NYSERDA to provide early input on the
analyses of environmental impacts
associated with the decommissioning
alternatives to be analyzed, and as part..
of their regulatory responsibilities.
NYSDEC will participate as an involved
agency under SEQRA with respect to
NYSERDA's proposed actions.

NYSDEC regulates the SDA through
issuance of permits under 6 New York
Codes, Rules and Regulations (NYCRR)
Part 380 Rules and Regulations for
Prevention arid Control of
Environmental Pollution by Radioactive
Materials. NYSDEC also regulates
hazardous and mixed waste at the
Center pursuant to 6 NYCRR Part 370
Series. This includes permitting
activities under Interim Status for RCRA
regulated units and Corrective Action
Requirements for investigation and if
necessary, remediation of hazardous'
constituents from Solid Waste
Management Units.

NYSDEC is also responsible for
ensuring compliance with the 1992 joint
NYSDEC/USEPA 3008 (h) [New York'
State Environmental Conservation Law,
Article 27, Titles 9 and 13] Order issued
to the DOE and NYSERDA. The Order
required investigation of solid waste
management units, performance of
interim corrective measures, and
completion of Corrective Measures
Studies, if necessary. NYSDEC and EPA
intend to accommodate the DOE's 'and
NYSERDA'5' efforts to coordinate and
integrate' the EIS process pursuant to the
Order.

Public Scoping Meetings

DOE and NYSERDA will hold two
public scoping meetings on the
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS at the Ashford Office
Complex, located at 9030 Route 219 in
the Town of Ashford, NY, from 7 to'9:30
p.m. on April 9 and April 10, 2003. The
purpose of scoping is to encourage
public involvement and solicit public
comments on the proposed sbope and
content of the EIS. Requests to speak at

the public meeting should be made by
calling or writing the DOE Document
Manager (see ADDRESSES, above).
Speakers will be scheduled on a first-
come, first-served basis. Individuals
may sign up at the door to speak and
will be accommodated as time permits.
Written comments will also be accepted
at the meeting. Speakers are encouraged
to provide written versions of their oral
comments for the record.

The meetings will be facilitated by a
moderator. Time will be provided for
meeting attendees to ask clarifying
questions. Individuals requesting to
speak on behalf of an organization must
identify the organization. Each speaker
will be allowed five minutes to present
comments unless more time is requested
and available. Comments will be
recorded by a court reporter and will
become part of the scoping meeting
record.

These two public scoping meetings
will be held during a public scoping
comment period. The comment period
begins with publication of this NOI and
will formally close on April 28, 2003.
Comments received after this date will
be considered to the extent practical.
Comments provided during scoping will
be addressed in the revised draft
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS. Written comments
will be received during the scoping
period either in writing, by facsimile, or
by email to Mr. Daniel Sullivan, DOE
Document Manager (see ADDRESSES,
above, for contact information).

Schedule

The DOE intends to issue the draft
Decommissioning and/or Long-Term
Stewardship EIS as early as December
2003. A public comment period of up to
180 days will start upon pflblication.of
the EPA's Federal Register Notice of
Availability. DOE will consider and
respond to comments received on the
draft Decommissioning and/or Long-.
Term Stewardship EIS in preparing the
final EIS.

Comments received during the 1989
scoping process and from the public
comment period on the 1996 Cleanup
and Closure EIS (DOE/EIS -0226-D) will
be considered in the Decommissioning
and/or Long-Term Stewardship EIS.

Public Reading Rooms

Documents referenced in this Notice
of Intent and related information are
available at the following locations:
Central Buffalo Public Library Science
and Technology Department, Lafayette
Square; Buffalo, New York 14203, (716)
858-7098; The Olean Public Library,
134 North 2nd Street, Olean, New York
14760, (716) 372-0200; The Hulbert

Library of the Town of Concord, 18
Chapel Street, Springville, New York
14141, (716) 592-7742; West Valley
Central School Library, 5359 School
Street, West Valley, New York 14141,
(716) 942-3261; Ashford Office
Complex, 9030 Route 219, West Valley,
New York 14171, (716) 942 -4555.

issued in Washington, DC on March 7,
2003.
Beverly A. Cook,
Assistant Secretary, Environment, Safety and
Health.
[FR Doc. 03-6055 Filed 3-12-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6450-01-P
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APPENDIX C
DESCRIPTIONS OF FACILITIES/AREAS, DECOMMISSIONING

ACTIVITIES, AND DESCRIPTION OF NEW CONSTRUCTION

C.1 Introduction

This appendix presents a description of the facilities and waste disposal areas associated with the 12 Waste
Management Areas (WMAs) at the Western New York Nuclear Service Center (WNYNSC), including the
North Plateau Groundwater Plume and Cesium Prong, that are being considered as part of the
decommissioning and/or long-term stewardship of the West Valley Demonstration Project (WVDP) and the
WNYNSC. The descriptions are included in Section C.2. A summary of these descriptions is presented in
Chapter 2, Section 2.3, of this environmental impact statement (EIS). The starting point of the EIS is discussed
in Chapter 2, Section 2.3.1. Chapter 2 also includes summary information on the status of the Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) units on the site.

Unless otherwise referenced, the information in this appendix was obtained from the WNYNSC technical
reports (WSMS 2008a, 2008b, 2008c, 2008d, 2008e).

Section C.3 of this appendix presents a description of the decommissioning activities for each action alternative
evaluated in this EIS. The descriptions of the alternatives and summaries of the decommissioning activities for
each alternative are presented in Chapter 2, Section 2.4, of this EIS.

Section C.4 provides descriptions of the proposed new construction that would be required to support the
decommissioning activities at the WNYNSC under each action alternative.

C.2 Buildings, Facilities, and Waste Disposal Areas Analyzed in this Environmental Impact
Statement

Section C.2 provides detailed descriptions of the facilities and areas at the WNYNSC that are analyzed in this
EIS. The descriptions include historical information, dimensions, status of radioactive and hazardous
contamination, as well as radioisotopic and chemical material inventories for such contamination.

C.2.1 Waste Management Area 1: Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification Facility Area

WMA I encompasses approximately 1.7 hectares (4 acres). Key facilities standing in WMA 1 at the starting
point of this EIS include the Main Plant Process Building, Vitrification Facility, 01-14 Building, Load-
In/Load-Out Facility, Utility Room and Utility Room Expansion, Fire Pumphouse and Water Storage Tank,
Plant Office Building, Electrical Substations, underground tanks and the Off-Gas Trench. They are shown on
Figure C-1. Also included in WMA 1 are underground pipelines and the source area of the North Plateau
Groundwater Plume. The plume extends through WMAs 1 through 6. The North Plateau Groundwater Plume
is described in Section C.2.13.

At the starting point of this EIS, WMA 1 facilities, including the Fuel Receiving and Storage Building, Fuel
Receiving and Storage High Integrity Container (HIC) Storage Area, Radwaste Process (Hittman) Building,
Laundry Room, Cold Chemical Facility, Emergency Vehicle Shelter, and Contact Size-Reduction Facility
including the Master Slave Manipulator Repair Shop, would have been removed to grade. The disposition of
the remaining concrete foundations and slabs is analyzed in this EIS.
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Figure C-i Waste Management Area 1 - Main Plant Process Building and
Vitrification Facility Area
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Appendix C - Descriptions of Facilities/Areas,
Decommissioning Activities, and Description of New Construction

C.2.1.1 Main Plant Process Building

With the exception of the area where the vitrified high-level radioactive waste canisters are stored, most of the
Main Plant Process Building would have been decontaminated at the starting point of this EIS to a point where
it could be demolished without containment. Areas still operational in support of high-level radioactive waste
canister storage would include the Chemical Process Cell Crane Room, Equipment Decontamination Room,
Ventilation Supply Room, Ventilation Exhaust Cell, and Head-End Ventilation Building, along with
supporting plant utilities. Other equipment remaining in the Main Plant Process Building is located in the
Liquid Waste Cell, Acid Recovery Cell, Ventilation Wash Room, and Off-Gas Blower Room. Figure C-2
depicts the general arrangement of the building.

CPC = Chemical Process Col PPC - Product Purification Cell
EDR - Equipment Decontaminaltion Room SRR , Scrap Removal Room
G0A a General Purpose C.l Operating Aisle UPC - Uranium Product Cel
GPC - General Purpose Cal UV~ - Upper VWarm Aisle
MC a Miniature Con VEC - Ventilation Exhaust Cell
MSM a Mader-Slave Manipulator XC 1 - Extraction Cell 1
PCR a Process Chemical Room XC 2 - Extraction Cell 2
PMC a Process Mechanical Cell XC 3 a Extraction Cell 3

* The Contact Size-reduction Facility
is now located In this area.

Figure C-2 General Arrangement of the Main Plant Process Building

The Main Plant Process Building was built between 1963 and 1966, and was used by Nuclear Fuel Services,
Inc. (NFS) to recover thorium, uranium, and plutonium from irradiated nuclear fuel from 1966 to 1971. This
multi-storied building is approximately 40 meters (130 feet) wide, 82 meters (270 feet) long, and extends
approximately 24 meters (79 feet) above the ground surface at its highest point. The major plant structure is
founded on driven steel H-piles, which were used to limit differential settlements between cells. The building
is composed of a series of cells, aisles, and rooms that are constructed of reinforced concrete and concrete
block. The bottoms of the Main Plant Process Building cells are located in the sand and gravel unit. The
reinforced concrete walls, floors, and ceilings are 0.3 to 1.8 meters (1 to 6 feet) thick. The reinforced concrete
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walls are surrounded by lighter concrete and masonry wall construction, Withmetal deck flooring. -Most of the
facility was constructed above-grade. However, a few of thd cells extend below the reference ground surface
elevation for theý Main Plant Process Building. The deepest one, the General Purpose Cell, extends to
approximately 9 meters (30 feet) below reference ground elevation. The Cask Unloading Pool and the Fuel
Storage Pool, located in the Fuel Receiving and Storage area on the east side of the building, were used to
receive and store spent fuel sent for reprocessing, and extend approximately 1*5 and 10 meters (49 and 34 feet)
below the reference ground elevation, respectively.

Cells such as the Process Mechanical Cell, the Chemical Process Cell, and the extraction cells were constructed
of reinforced high-density concrete 0.9 to 1.5 meters (3 to 5 feet) thick. These thicknesses were needed to
provide radiation shielding for the remote mechanical and chemical processing of spent fuel or management of
radioactive liquid waste. The operations performed in the cells were remotely controlled by individuals
working in the various aisles of the Main Plant Process Building, which were formed by adjacent walls of the
cells: The aisles contained the manipulators and valves needed to support operations in the cells. Rooms not
expected to contain radioactivity, such as the'Control Room, Ventilation Supply Room, ,and Extraction
Chemical Room, were typically constructed with concrete blockand structural-steel framing. Such rooms were
designed to support the reprocessing operations and typically were notshielded.

Portions of the Main Plant Process Building were modified to support the primary mission of solidifying high-
level radioactive waste. Fuel reprocessing equipment was removed from the Chemical Process Cell to allow its
use for storage of canisters of vitrified high-level radioactive waste. Currently, 275 vitrified high-level
radioactive waste canisters are stored in the Chemical Process Cell. Fuel reprocessing equipment in Extraction
Cell 3 and the Product Purification Cell was removed and replaced with equipment used to* support the Liquid
Waste Treatment System. The Liquid Waste Treatment System was used to treat supernatant and sludge wash
solutions from Tank 8D-2, which Contained high-level radioactive waste that was also a RCRA characteristic
hazardous waste based on the concentration of several metals.

An estimate of the 'total amount of residual radioactivity for both the above-grade and below-grade portions of
the Main Plant Process Building at the starting point- of this EIS is provided in Table C-1.

Table C-i Estimated Total Activity in the Main Plant Process Bilding (above- and below-grade)
Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a 'Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a.

Carbon-14 12.7 Uranium-234 0.196' Plutoniu'm-240 '46.6

Strontium-90 1,890 Uranium-235 0.0295 Plutonium-241 1,110

Technetium-99 4.85 Neptunium-237 0.567 Americium-241 272

Iodine-129 0.627 Uranium-238 0.0869 Cdrium-243 0.276

i2esium-137 ' 2,570 Plutonium-238 202 Curium-244, 6.33

Uranium-233 0.410 Plutonium-239 63.4

a Decayed to 2011.
Source: WVES 2008a.

The Main Plant Process Building also contains a residual chemical inventory that is regulated under RCRA.
This chemical inventory includes lead used for shielding purposes and in lead-based paints, mercury
compounds used during fuel reprocessing and in mercury switches, and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)' in
some electrical equipment. Several areas of the Main Plant Process Building are used for mixed waste
treatment and mixed waste storage.

The amounts of hazardous chemical materials conservatively estimated to be present in both the above-grade
and below-grade portions of the Main Plant Process Building are provided in Table C-2.
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Table C-2 Estimated Chemical Contamination Above- and Below-Grade in the Main Plant
Process Building

Contaminant Contamination (kilograms) Contaminant Contamination (kilograms)

Antimony (Sb) 9.9 Lead (Pb) 187

Arsenic (As) 28 Mercury (Hg) 0.45

Barium (Ba) 39 Nickel (Ni) 254

Beryllium (Be) 2.8 Selenium (Se) 16

Cadmium (Cd) 9.4 Silver (Ag) 14

Chromium (Cr) 80 Thallium (TI) 3.3

Note: To convert kilograms to pounds, multiply by 2.2046.
Source: URS 2008a.

Asbestos is generally present around pipe penetrations in the walls of the Main Plant Process Building, in floor
tiles, and in ceilings and other places where needed as insulation. While some of this material may be removed
during the starting point of the EIS, it is expected that much of it will remain and will have to be removed as.
part of the scope of this EIS. Asbestos volume is reflected in waste generation estimates for construction and
demolition debris for the different alternatives.

C.2.1.2 .. Vitrification Facility

At the starting point of this EIS, the Vitrification Facility will be in place, and will be decontaminated to allow
uncontained demolition.

The Vitrification Facility is a structural steel-framed and sheet-metal building that houses the Vitrification Cell,
operating aisles, and a control room. The Vitrification Cell is 10.4 meters (34 feet) wide, 19.8 meters (65 feet)
long, and 12.8 meters (42 feet) high. At the north end of the Vitrification Cell is the melter pit. The pit is
10.4 meters (34 feet), wide by 7.6 meters (25 feet) long. The bottom of the melter pit is about, 4.3 meters
(14 feet) below-grade. The Vitrification Cell is lined with a 0.32-centimeter- (0.125-inch-) thick stainless-steel
liner up to 6.7 meters (22 feet) above-grade. High-level radioactive waste transferred from high-level waste
Tank 8D-2 was mixed, with glass formers and vitrified into borosilicate glass within the Vitrification Cell.
The Vitrification Cell contained the Concentrator Feed Makeup Tank,. Melter Feed Hold Tank,
Slurry-Fed Ceramic Melter, Turntable, Off-Gas Treatment Equipment, Canister Welding Station, and the
Canister Decontamination Station. The Vitrification Cell is a mixed waste treatment and storage unit.
Vitrification operations were performed remotely by operators in the operating aisles or in the control room.
The Vitrification Cell is expected to be radiologically contaminated based on decomnmissioning activities
performed during the removal of the treatment system equipment. It would have been decontaminated,
however, and made "demolition-ready," prior to the start of the EIS activities. The operating aisles and control
room are not contaminated. The bulk chemical storage tank in the Vitrification Facility would require closure
under 6 New York Code of Rules and Regulations (NYCRR) Part 598 regulations. At the starting point of this
EIS, the Vitrification Cell will be set up for use as a containment building to perform remote-handled size
reduction of equipment removed from the Main Plant Process Building.

An estimate of the total amount of residual radioactivity and chemical contamination present in the
Vitrification Facility at the start of decommissioning is provided in Table C-3 and Table C-4.
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Table C-3 Estimated Total ActiVity in the Vitrification Facility
Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a

Carbon-14 0.000216- Uranium-234 0.000621 Plutonium-240 0.347

Strontium-90 909 Uranium-235 0.0000171 Plutonium-241 8.66.
Techhetium-99 0.0376 Neptunium-237 0.00905 Americium-241 14.0

Iodine-129 1.76 x 10-7 Uranium-238 0.000150 Curium-243 0.0865

Cesium-137 957 Plutonium-238 1.61 Curium-244 1.90
Uranium-233 0.00160 Plutoniim-239 0.486.
a Decayed to 2011.
Source: WVES 2008b.

The amounts of hazardous chemical materials conservatively estimated to be present in the Vitrification
Facility at the starting point of this EIS are provided in Table C-4.

Table C.-4 Estimated Chemical Contamination in theVitrification Facility
Contaminant Contamination (kilograms) Contaminant Contamination, (kilograms)

Antimony (Sb) 3.5 Lead (Pb) 66

Arsenic (As) 10 Mercury (Hg) 0.16

Barium (Ba) 14 Nickel (Ni) 90

Beryllium (Be) 1.0 Selenium (Se) 5.6

Cadmium (Cd) 3.3 Silver (Ag) 5

Chromium (Cr) 28 Thallium (TI) . .1.2,

Note: To convert kilograms to pounds, multiply by 2.2046.
Source: URS 2008b.

C.2.1.3 01-14 Building

At the starting point of this EIS, the 01-14 Building will be in place and decontaminated to allow uncontained
demolition.

The 01-14 Building is a four-story 18-meter (60-foot) tall concrete and steel-framed building located next to
the southwest comer of the Main Plant Process Building. This building was built by NFS in 1971 to-house an
offrgas system. and acid recovery system, .which were to be located in the off-gas treatment cell. and acid
fractionator cell portions of the building. However, the building was never used to support NFS operations.
The 01-14 Building currently houses the Vitrification Off-Gas System and the Cement Solidification System.
The Vitrification Off-Gas System is located in the northeast section of the building, and was used to treat off-
gases generated from the Melter in the WVDP Vitrification Facility. The Cement Solidification System was
used to stabilize radioactive mixed waste generated from the Low-Level Waste Treatment System in a cement
matrix and to package this mixture in 270-liter (71-gallon) square drums that were stored in the Radwaste
Treatment System Drum Cell.

An estimate of the total amount of residual radioactivity present in the 01-14 Building at.the starting point of
this EIS is provided in Table C-5. *. .
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Table C-5 Estimated Total Activity-in the 01-14 Building
Radionuclide Estimate -(curies) a -Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a Radionuclide Estimate (curies) a

Carbon-14 '0.0000410 Uranium-234 0.00561' Plutonium-240 0.0642'
Strontium-90 165 . Uranium-235 0.00540 Plutonium-241 1.50

Technetium-99 0.170 Neptunium-237 0.00381 Americium-241 2.69

Iodine-129 3.20 x 1'0-8 Uranium-238 0.00520 Curium-243 0.0156
Cesium-137 174 Pliitonium-238 0.296 4Cirium-244 0.334

Uranium-233 0.0120 Plutonium-239 0.0910
a Decayed to 2011.

Source: WVES 2008a.

C.2.1.4 Load-In/Load-Out Facility

The facility is located adjacent to the west wall of the Equipment Decontamination Room of the Main Plant
Process Building. The Load-In/Load-Out Facility is. a structural steel .and steel-sided .building that is
24.2 meters (80 feet) long, '16.9 meters (55 feet). wide, and 16.5 meters (54 feet) tall. The floor, is poured
concrete and the roof is metal sheeting with insulation. This facility was used to move empty canisters and
equipment into-and out of the Vitrification Cell. The Load-In/Load-Out Facility has a truck bay and a
13.7-metric -ton (15-ton) overhead crane that is used to move canisters and equipment. The facility is not
radioactively contaminated.,

C.2.1.5 Utility Room and Utility. Room Expansion ....

The Utility Room is a concrete block and steel-framed building located on the south end of the Main Plant
Process Building. The Utility Room consists of two adjoining buildings that were built at different times, the
original Utility Room and the Utility Room Expansion. The original Utility Room, which.was built during
construction of the Main Plant Process Building, makes up the western portion of the Utility Room and is
24 meters (80 feet) wide, 27 meters (88 feet) long,, and 6 meters (20 feet) high: The Utility Room contains
equipment that supplies steam, compressed air, and various types of water to the Main Plant Process Building
and the Waste Tank Farm. Based on process history and the results of routine radiological surveys, the Utility
Room is not expected to have significant radiological contamination. However, the pipe trench in the original
Utility Room is reported to be radioactively contaminated and may have chemical contamination. Chemicals,
such as mercury, acids, oils, biocides, and water treatment chemicals, have been used and stored in the Utility
Room, ýsome of which were spilled and subsequently cleaned up'. The Utility Room also contains asbestos and
polychlorinated biphenyls-containing equipment.. .'

An aboveground 37,850-liter (10,000-gallon) No. 2 fuel oil tank is located outside the Utility Room. The
aboveground fuel oil tank would require closure. under 6 NYCRR Part 613 regulations. Asbestos-containing
material associated with.the fuel oil tank would be managed as asbestos-containing waste, in accordance with
New York State and Toxic Substances Control Act requirements.

The.Util•ity Room Expansionwas builtin the early 1990s by the WVDP immediately adjacent and connected to
the original Utility Room. The Utility Room Expansion is approximately 26 meters (85 feet) long, 17 meters
(56 feet) wide, and 7.6 meters (25 feet) high. Because this building is new, and because radioactive waste
processing operations were not performed in it, the Utility Room Expansion is not expected to be
contaminated. Routine radiological surveys have not detected any radiological contamination in this area.
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C.2.1.6 Fire Pumphouse and Water Storage Tank

The Fire Pumphouse was constructed when the Main Plant Process Building was built in 1963. The footprint
of the Pumphouse is 6 meters (20 feet) wide by 7.3 meters (24 feet) long. It is 2.4 meters (8 feet) high along
one length, and 3 meters (10 feet) high at the peak. It is supported on a concrete foundation wall
20 centimeters (8 inches) thick that extends 1.2 meters (4 feet) below-grade. The flooring is a concrete slab
10 centimeters (4 inches) thick. Construction materials include a steel-beam frame, metal siding with
insulation, and a light metal roof. The Pumphouse contains two pumps on concrete foundations. One is driven
by an electric motor with a diesel engine backup, and the other is driven by a diesel engine. A 1,098-liter
(290-gallon),. double-wall, carbon-steel, diesel fuel day tank with No. 2 fuel oil is also located in the
Pumphouse. The fuel oil tank would require closure under 6 NYCRR Part 613 regulation. A light metal
storage shed about 1.5 meters (5 feet) long and 0.9 meters (3 feet) wide rests on a concrete slab that is 2 meters
(7 feet) long, 1.8 meters (6 feet) wide, and 20 centimeters (8 inches),thick. The shed is used to store fire hoses
and fire extinguishers.

A 1.8 million-liter (476,000-gallon) Water Storage Tank stores water for firefighting purposes. The Fire
Pumphouse and the Water Storage Tank are not expected to be radioactively contaminated based on process
knowledge and routine radiological surveys.

C.2.1.7 Plant Office Building

The Plant Office Building is a three-story concrete block and steel-framed structure located adjacent to the west
side of the Main Plant Process Building. The Plant Office Building is approximately 12 meters (40 feet) wide,
29 meters (95 feet) long, and 13.4 meters (44 feet) high, and contains offices and men's and women's locker
rooms. The Plant Office Building is designated as an unrestricted occupancy area. However, an undetermined
amount of radiological contamination is present beneath the floor in the men's shower room., This
contamination originated during NFS operations from releases of radioactive acid from the Acid Recovery
System during 1968 to 1970. Those releases and other.leaks and spills are described in :Chapter,3,
Section 3.11.5.1. This system was housed in the southwest corner of the Main Plant Process Building. The
leaking acid flowed down the walls of the off-gas cell and the adjacent southwest stairwell into the sand and
gravel unit underlying the Main Plant Process Building.

C.2.1.8 Electrical Substation,

The Electrical Substation is located adjacent to the southeast corner of the Main Plant Process Building. A
34.5-kilovolt/480-volt transformer rests on a concrete foundation behind a steel-framed structure. The
transformer contains 2,220 liters (586 gallons) of oil containing, polychlorinated biphenyls at 292 parts per
million. Disposition of polychlorinated biphenyls would be in accordance with 40 CFR Part 761 and
6 NYCRR Parts 370 to 376. No radiologically contaminated areas have been identified at the Electrical
Substation (DOE 1996a). . .

C.2.1.9 Underground Tanks

Tanks 35104, 7D-13, and 15D-6 are located underground in the vicinity of the Main Plant Process Building.

Tank 35104 is a 22,300-liter (5,900-gallon) stainless steel tank located in an underground concrete vault
connected to the west end of the General Purpose Cell Crane Room. The tank serves as a collection and hold
tank for liquid from drains in the Equipment Decontamination Room, Chemical Crane Room, and other
contaminated areas. The tank also received liquid waste from the Supernatant Treatment System (STS). It
contains mixed radioactive liquids (containing both radiological and RCRA components).
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Tank 7D-13 is a 7,600-liter (2,000-gallon) stainless-steel horizontal underground tank located'southwest of the
Main Plant Process Building. The bottom of the tank lies 4.3 meters (14 feet) below grade. The tank was used
as a holding tank for liquid waste from the laundry and the laboratories prior to transfer to the Low-Level
Waste Treatment Facility: Due to an accumulation of solids in the bottom of the tank, it was taken out of
service in 1988. Part of the contents, consisting of water and concrete fines characterized as transuranic waste,
was removed. An inspection in 2000 disclosed that an estimated 568 liters (150 gallons) to 1,140 liters
(300 gallons) of cement solids remained at the bottom of the tank.

Tank 15D-6 is a 5,700-liter (1,500-gallon) vertical underground stainless-steel tank located in an earthen and
gravel vault outside the east wall of the Contact Size Reduction Facility. It is approximately 1.8 meters (6 feet)
in diameter by 2.4 meters (8 feet) high, with the bottom of the tank lying 4.7 meters (16 feet)'below grade. :The
tank was the' waste catch tank for the Master Slave Manipulator Repair Shop and Contact Size Reduction
Facility. The tank level recorded in April 2004 indicated a content of approximately 860 liters (22.7 gallons)
containing radioactivity. .

C.2.1.10 Off-Gas Trench

The Off-Gas Trench is an underground shielded concrete transfer trench located on the west side of the Main
Plant Process Building between the Vitrification Facility and the 01-14 Building. The final treatment of the
off-gas that was generated by the vitrification cell melter and vessel vent system was performed ini the
01-14 Building because it contained off-gas equipment and allowed access to the Main Plant Process Building
stack. The off-gas generated by vitrification was scrubbed and passed through high-efficiency particulate air
(HEPA) filters. The filtered'off-gas stream was transferred to the 01-14 Building for further processing via an
insulated 25-centi 'Meter (10-inch) diameter duct'in the Off-Gas Trench.

C.2.1.11 Underground Lines

At the starting point of this EIS, the underground pipelines within WMA 1 will still be in place. During
construction of WMA 1 facilities, approximately 125 underground pipelines designed to convey radioactive
liquids were installed in the vicinity of the Main Plant Process Building. These lines are buried at depths
ranging from 1.4 to 3.7 meters (4.5 to 12 feet) below grade. -

C.2.2 Waste Management Area 2: Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility Area

WMA 2, the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility Area, is shown on Figure C-3. WMA 2 encompasses
approximately 5.5 hectares (14 acres). It was used by NFS and the WVDP to treatlow-level radioactive
wastewater generated onsite. Facilities and areas analyzed in this EIS include the Low-Level Waste Treatment
Facility, inactive filled Lagoon 1, active Lagoons 2, 3, 4, and 5, Neutralization Pit, New and Old Interceptors,
Solvent Dike, Maintenance Shop Leach Field, and Fire Brigade Training Area. Included in WMA 2 is a
portion of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, which also extends through WMAs 1, 3; 4, 5, and 6.

At the starting point of this EIS, the 02 Building, Test and Storage Building, Vitrification Test Facility,
Vitrification Test Facility Waste Storage Area, Maintenance Shop, Maintenance Storage Area, Vehicle
Maintenance Shop, and Industrial Waste Storage Area will have been removed to grade. The disposition of the
concrete foundations and slabs is analyzed in this EIS.

The Solvent Dike, Neutralization Pit, Interceptors, and Lagoons are radiologically contaminated and are-known
to contain chemical constituents originating from the management of wastewater containing chemical
contaminants.
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C.2.2.1 Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility

The Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility is located southwest of Lagoon 4, and is a pre-engineered, single-
story, metal-sided building on a concrete wall foundation measuring 12 meters (40 feet) by 18 meters
(60 feet). The 6-meter by 6-meter (20-foot by 20-foot) Packaging Room, which is typically used for resin
handling, includes a 3,400-liter (900-gallon) sump and is HEPA ventilated. The Low-Level Waste Treatment
Facility houses two skid-mounted process equipment modules. One skid processes wastewater from the Main
Plant Process Building, the Waste Tank Farm Area (WMA 3), and the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC)-licensed Disposal Area (NDA) and its associated facilities (WMA 7). The second skid is used to
process radiologically contaminated groundwater from the North Plateau Groundwater Plume. The equipment
in the facility is radiologically contaminated, including in the Packaging Room.

C.2.2.2 Lagoon 1

Lagoon I was an unlined pit excavated into the sand and gravel unit. It was fed directly from the Old and New
Interceptors, and had a storage capacity of approximately 1,140,000 liters (300,000 gallons). This lagoon was
removed from service in 1984, after a determination was made that it was the source of tritium contamination
to nearby groundwater. The liquid and a majority of the contaminated sediment were transferred to Lagoon 2.
Lagoon I was filled with approximately 1,300 cubic meters (1,700 cubic yards) of radiologically contaminated
debris from the Old Hardstand, including asphalt, trees, stumps, roots and weeds. It was capped with clay,
covered with topsoil, and revegetated. Groundwater immediately downgradient of the Lagoon 1 area is
routinely monitored with wells as part of a Sitewide Environmental Monitoring Program.

At the starting point of this EIS, Lagoon 1 is estimated to contain approximately 550 curies of cesium-137 and
also significant quantities of transuranic radionuclides, predominantly in the sediment. Table C-6 presents the
radionuclide inventory that is estimated to be present in Lagoon I at the starting point. In addition, a corrective
measures study is being prepared to investigate hazardous chemical contamination (see Chapter 3,
Section 3.3.2).

Table C-6 Residual Activity in Lagoon 1
Radionuclide Activity a (curies) Radionuclide Activity a (curies)

Carbon-14 0.0529 Uranium-238 0.025

Strontium-90 18.8 Neptunium-237 0.00315
Technetium-99 0.204 Plutonium-238 6.55
Iodine-129 0.0285 Plutonium-239 3.78
Cesium-137 547 Plutonium-241 156
Uranium-233 0.225 Americium-241 10.9
Uranium-234 *0.0118 Curium-244 0.216
Uranium-235 0.0027
a Activity from WVNS 1995 decayed to year 2011.
Source: WVNS 1995.

C.2.2.3 Lagoons 2, 3, 4, and 5

Lagoon 2 is an unlined pit that was excavated through 3 to 4.6 meters (9.8 to 15 feet) of sand and gravel and
0.6 to 2.1 meters (2 to 6.9 feet) into the Lavery till. Water levels are maintained 0.9 meters (3 feet) below the
sand and gravel/till interface. It has a storage capacity of 9.1 million liters (2.4 million gallons). It is used as a
storage basin for wastewater discharged from the Old and New Interceptors before its contents are transferred
to the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility for treatment. Prior to installation of the Low-Level Waste
Treatment Facility, wastewater was routed through Lagoons 1, 2, and 3, in series, before discharge to Erdman
Brook. Lagoon 2 became the initial receiving lagoon for the wastewater treatment system after closure of
Lagoon 1. Radioactive contamination is known to be present in Lagoon 2 sediment. A French drain is located
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on the northwest sides of Lagoons 2 and 3 and the northeast side of Lagoon 3. The'drain was installed to
prevent groundwater in the sand and gravel unit from flowing into Lagoons 2 and 3. The French drain was
used to collect groundwater and discharged to Erdman Brook through a permitted outfall. The French drain
was temporarily plugged in the 1980s due to elevated levels of lead and with a lack of discharges to Erdman
Brook.

Lagoon 3 is an unlined pit with a storage capacity of 12.5 million liters (3.3 million gallons) that was excavated
through 3 to 4.6 meters (9.8 to 15 feet) of sand and gravel and 2.7 to 4.3' meters (8.9 to 14 feet) into the Lavery
till. Water levels were maintained 1.5 to 2.4 meters (4.9 to 7.9 feet) below the sand and gravel/till interface.
After installation of the 02 Building, which was subsequently reduced to its floor slab, Lagoon 3 was
disconnected from Lagoon 2, emptied, and sediment was removed and buried in the NDA in WMA 7.
Presently, Lagoon 3 only receives treated water from Lagoons 4 and 5. Treated wastewater in Lagoon 3 is
periodically batch discharged to Erdman Brook through a State Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(SPDES)-permitted outfall. Process knowledge and available data indicate that Lagoon 3 contains much less
radioactivity than Lagoon 2 (WVNS 1995).

The upgradient part of Lagoon 4 was excavated into the sand and gravel and the excavated material was used
to create berms in the downgradient end. The lagoon is lined with a hypalon membrane with a capacity of
772,000 liters (204,000 gallons). The liner was added after the first few years of operation as the lagoon was
considered a potential source of contamination. It receives treated water from the Low-Level Waste Treatment
Facility and discharges it to Lagoon 3. Low levels of radioactive contamination are expected both above and
below the lagoon liner.

The upgradient part of Lagoon 5 was also excavated into the sand and gravel and the excavated material was
used to create berms in the downgradient end. The lagoon is lined with a hypalon membrane with a capacity of
628,000 liters (166,000 gallons). The liner was added after the first few years of operation as the lagoon was
considered a potential source of contamination. It receives treated water from the Low-Level Waste Treatment
Facility and discharges it toLagoon 3., Low levels of radioactive contamination are expected both aboye and
below the lagoon liner.

The. residual radionuclide inventory in Lagoon 2 is estimated to be approximately two orders of magnitude
lower than that in Lagoon 1, and the inventory in Lagoons 3 through 5 is expected to be one or more orders
of magnitude lower than the Lagoon 2 inventory. The residual radioactivity in Lagoons 2 and 3 is expected to
be located in the top several inches of the bottom sediment; in Lagoons 4 and 5 it is expected to be in sediment
on and under the lagoon liners. The projected radionuclide inventory of Lagoon 2 at the starting point of this
EIS is presented in Table C-7. The inventory is not presented for Lagoons 3 through 5 because the
inventories would be three or more orders of magnitude lower than the Lagoon 1 inventory (DOE 1996a,
WVNS 1995).

Table C-7 Residual Activity in Lagoon 2
Radionuclide Activity a (curies) Radionuclide Activity a (curies)

Tritium Not reported Uranium-235 0.00599
Carbon- 14 0.000548 Neptunium-237 0.0000326
Strontium-90 4.48 Uranium-238 0.000719
Technetium-99 0.00211 Plutonium-238 0.0464
Iodi'ne-129 4.41 x 10.6 Plutonium-239 0.0425
Ceiium- 137 4.76 Plutonium-241 1.61
Uranium-233 0.00233 Americium-241 0.124
Uranium-234 0.00185 Curium-244 0.00224
a Decayed to 2011.
Source: WVNS 1995, DOE 1996a.
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C.2.2.4 Neutralization Pit and Interceptors

The Neutralization Pit is a 2.7-meter by 2.1-meter by 1.7-meter (9-foot by 7-foot by 5.5-foot)below-grade tank
constructed with 15.2-centimeterr (6-inch-) thick concrete walls and floor. The tank initially had an acid-
resistant coating which failed and was replaced with a stainless-steel liner. The pit is radiologically
contaminated and may contain chemical constituents such as mercury derived from the management of low-
level radioactive wastewater. The Neutralization Pit receives liquid low-level radioactive waste from floor
drains in. the Main Plant Process Building. Sodium hydroxide or potassium hydroxide is. added to the
wastewater through floor drains in the Utility Room to maintain a pH of greater than 10 for insect larvae
control. The liquid is subsequently transferred to Lagoon 2. The Neutralization Pit is radiologically
contaminated.

The Old Interceptor is a 12-meter by 7.6-meter by 3.5-meter (40-foot by 25-foot by 1 1.5-foot) unlined concrete
liquid waste storage tank located below-grade. The floor was initially 30.5 centimeters (12 inches) thick,. and
an additional 30.5 centimeters (12 inches) of concrete was subsequently added to provide radiation shielding
after some wastewater with higher levels of contamination than normal was inadvertently sent to it. The walls
are 30.5 centimeters (12 inches) thick. The roof is made of steel. The Old Interceptor received low-level
liquid waste generated at the Main Plant Process Building from the time of initial operation until the New
Interceptors were constructed. The Old Interceptor is currently used for storing radiologically contaminated
liquids that exceed the effluent standard of 0.005 microcuries per milliliter gross beta activity. It is
radioactively contaminated. After verification of acceptable radiological contamination concentrations, the
contents are transferred by steam jet to the New Interceptors. ,

The New Interceptors were constructed and placed into operation between July 1, 1967, and
September 30, 1967. The interceptors aretwin (north and south) concrete storage tanks, 6.7 meters (22 feet)
by 6.1 meters (20 feet) by 3.5 meters (11.5 feet), located beliw-grade. The walls and floor are 35.6 centimeters
(14 inches) thick, and are lined with 14-gauge Type 304L stainless steel. The New Interceptors are open-
topped but have a sheltering steel roof several feet above the open tops. The New Interceptors replaced the Old
Interceptor and are used as liquid sample points before transfer of the liquid' to Lagoon'2.' 'The New
Interceptors are radiologically contaminated.

Relatively small amounts of residual radioactivity (less than 0.01 curie) are expected to ,be present in. the
Neutralization Pit and the Interceptors, except for the Old Interceptor. Fixed contamination is expected in the
concrete walls and floor and on the stainless steel liner in the Neutralization Pit. Most of the inventory in the
Old Interceptor is encapsulated by concrete poured into the lower portion of the interceptor. There is no
estimate for the encapsulated inventory. Most of the contamination in the New Interceptors is expected on the
stainless-steel liner. Strontium-90 and cesium-137 dominate the residual radioactivity in the Neutralization Pit
and Interceptors.,

C.2.2.5 Solvent Dike

The Solvent Dike is located about 90 meters (300 feet) east of the Main Plant Process Building: It was an
unlined basin, 9 meters by 9 meters (30 feet'by 30 feet), excavated in the sand and gravel layer. It received
rainwater runoff from the Solvent Storage Terrace, which formerly housed an acid storage tank and three
storage tanks containing a mixture of used n-dodecane and tributyl phosphate. Because of elevated radiation
fields measured during a 1986 field gamma radiation survey, the solvent dike was excavated. Soil sampling
and' analysis detected elevated radionuclide concentrations, including strontium-90, cesium-137,
americium-241, and uranium and plutonium isotopes. Contaminated soil was removed from the dike and
placed in appropriate drums with sorbent material and moved to Lag Storage. The excavation was backfilled
with clean topsoil, graded and seeded; however, the Solvent Dike still contains radiologically contaminated
soil.
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C.2.2.6 Maintenance Shop Leach Field

The Maintenance Shop Leach Field occupies an area of 140 square meters (1,500 square feet) and consists of
three septic tanks, a distribution box, a tile drain field, and associated piping. The Leach Field served the
Maintenance Shop and the Test and Storage Building before these buildings were connected to the sanitary
sewer system in 1988. RCRA hazardous constituents were detected in the sediment of one septic tank, but
none of the concentrations exceeds RCRA hazardous waste criteria or action levels prescribed by New York
State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC). All three tanks are out of service and have been
filled with sand.

C.2.2.7 Fire Brigade Training Area

The Fire Brigade Training Area is a 6.1-meter (20-foot) by 6.1-meter (20-foot) area north of Lagoon 4 that was
used two to four times a year between 1982 and 1993 for several types of fire training exercises. Piles of wood
coated with kerosene or diesel fuel were ignited and then extinguished with water and/or foam. Other
exercises involved diesel fuel and water mixtures placed in a shallow metal pan that were ignited and
extinguished using a steady stream of water and/or foam. These training exercises were conducted pursuant to
the Restricted Burning Permits issued for the training area. Wastes managed in the Fire Brigade Training Area
would have included wood ash, residual kerosene or diesel fuel, and fire extinguishing water and/or foam.

C.2.2.8 Underground Pipelines

At the starting point of this EIS, the underground pipelines within WMA 2 will still be in place. Of these,
47 wastewater pipelines are: known to be radioactively contaminated. Other pipes contain insignificant
amounts of residual radioactivity.

C.2.3 Waste Management Area 3: Waste Tank Farm Area

WMA 3, the Waste Tank Farm Area, is shown on Figure C-4. It encompasses approximately 0.8 hectares
(2 acres). It includes the waste storage tanks (8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3,. and 8D-4), and associated vaults, High-Level
Waste Transfer Trench, Permanent Ventilation System Building, STS, STS Support Building, Equipment
Shelter and Condensers, the Con-Ed Building, and underground pipelines. A Tank and Vault Drying System
will be added to Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2 that will dry the waste in the tanks as part of the starting point of the
EIS. Included in WMA 3 is a portion of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, which also extends through
WMAs 1, 2, 4, 5, and 6.

C.2.3.1 Waste Storage Tanks and Vaults

Waste Storage Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4 were built to store liquid high-level radioactive waste
generated during spent nuclear fuel reprocessing operations. Tanks 8D-2 and 8D-4 were used to store PUREX
and THOREX wastes, respectively, from reprocessing operations. Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-3 were maintained as
companion spare tanks. These tanks were subsequently modified to support treatment of high-level radioactive
waste. Modifications included constructing a fabricated steel truss system over the tanks to carry the weight of
sludge mobilization and transfer pumps and installation of treatment equipment in Tank 8D- 1.

C-14



Appendix C - Descriptions of Facilities/Areas,
Decommissioning Activities, and Description of New Construction

+E

30 30

S=a m8 Min rs
100 0 100

Scale in Feet

bn-Ed

rWas Ml ?ange-"Z't

Wage Management Areas

Buldings

SConcrete Foundation

LNN] Waterbodass

Streams/Stornnwater
Drainage Ways

Fence M Gravel RoadPad

-I-- Rallopur [J Asphalt Road

Figure C-4 Waste Management Area 3 - Waste Tank Farm Area

C-15



Revised Draft E1S for Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship at the West Valley Demonstration Project
and Western New York Nuclear Service Center

Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2

Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2 are similar in size and construction, and each tank is housed within its own cylindrical'
concrete vault. Each tank is 8.2 meters (27 feet) high by 21.3 meters (70 feet) in diameter, with a storage
capacity of 2,840,000 liters (750,000 gallons). The tanks were constructed from reinforced carbon steel plate.
The roof of each tank is supported internally by forty-five 20.3-centimeter- (8-inch-) diameter vertical pipe
columns that rest on a horizontal gridwork of wide flange beams and cross members in the bottom 0.6 meters
(2 feet) of each tank. Each tank rests on two 15.2-centimeter- (6-inch-) thick layers of perlite blocks that rest
on a 7.6-centimeter (3-inch) layer of pea gravel. The tank, perlite blocks, and pea gravel are contained within a
carbon steel pan that rests on a 7.6-centimeter (3-inch) layer of pea gravel that separates the pan from the floor
of the vault.

Each tank and its associated pan are housed within a cylindrical reinforced concrete vault that has an outside
diameter of 23.9 meters (78.6 feet). The walls of each vault are 45.7 centimeters (18 inches) thick and extend
nearly 11 meters (36 feet) above the floor of the vaults. The floor'of the vault is 68.6 centimeters (27 inches)
thick, except under the six 76.2-centimeter- (30-inch-) diameter vertical concrete columns that support the
vault roof, where the floor is thicker. These columns pass upward from the floor of the vault through the tanks
and are encased in steel pipes that are welded to the top and bottom of each tank. The columns are located
approximately 4.9 meters (16 feet) from the center of the tank. The floor of each vault is underlain by a
1.2-meter- (4-foot-) thick bed of gravel. The concrete vault roof is 0.6 meters (2 feet) thick and is supported by
six concrete columns. The top of the vault is 1.8 to 2.4 meters (6 to 8 feet) below-grade. Tanks 8D-1
and 8D-2 will be emptied of any residual liquids by accelerated evaporation during the starting point of the EIS
(WVES 2008c). The estimated residual activity and hazardous chemical inventories in Tanks 8D-I and 8D-2
at the starting point of this EIS are shown in Table C-8 and Table C-9.

Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4

Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4 are identical in size and construction, and both are housed within a single concrete vault.
Each tank is constructed from Type 304L stainless steel and is 3.6 meters (12 feet) in diameter, 4.8 meters
(15.67 feet) high, and has a nominal volume of 56,800 liters (15,000 gallons). The shell of each tank and its
associated piping were constructed from 304L stainless steel. The associated concrete vault is 9.75 meters
(32 feet) long, 5.8 meters (19 feet) wide, and 7.6 meters (25 feet) tall. The walls, floor, and roof of the vault
are 0.53 meters (1.75 feet) thick. The bottom of the vault is lined with stainless steel to a height of
46 centimeters (18 inches) above the floor. The floor contains a stainless-steel-lined sump that was designed to
collect any liquid that could leak from the tanks and piping. The top of the vault is 1.8 to 2.4 meters (6 to
8 feet) below-grade.

In achieving the starting point of the EIS, the radiologically contaminated residual liquids in Tanks 8D-3 and
8D-4 will be processed by drying and treatment. Titanium-treated zeolite will be used to absorb cesium-137 in
the Tank 8D-4 liquid and trap a portion of the plutonium content. The titanium-treated zeolite will be
packaged for offsite disposal before the starting point of this EIS (WVES 2008c). The estimated residual
radioactivity and hazardous chemical inventories in the tanks at the end of the accelerated evaporation are
shown in Table C-8 and Table C-9.

Hazardous chemical inventories have been estimated for the Waste Tank Farm, including the four waste
storage tanks and underground process lines (URS 2005, WVES 2008d). These inventories are summarized in
Table C-9.
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Table C-8 Total Estimated Residual Activity in the Waste Tank Farm (curies) -
Conservative Case a

Radionuclide b Tank 8D-1 Tank 8D-2 Tank 8D-3 Tank 8D-4 Total

Carbon-14 0,020 0.00546 0.0000147 0.00999 0.0355

Strontium-90 " 1,950 29,000 0.691 4,440 35,400

Technetium-99 5.40 5.85 0.0156 0.240 11.5

Iodine-129 0.0068, 0.00768 0.0000196 0.0032 0.0177

Cesium-137 C 213,000 85,900 0.176 1,690 301,000

Uranium-233 0.260 0.0873 0.00214 0.044 0.393

Uranium-234 0:100 0.0361 0.000770 0.00328 0.140

Uranium-235 0.00340 0.00 134 0.0000211 0.000140 0.0049

Uranium-238 0.0310 0.00815 0.000206 0.0000560 0.0394

Neptunium-237 0.0230 0.517 0.000258 0.0120 0.552

Plutonium-238 5.30 139 0.0100 19.2 164

Plutonium-239 1.50 36.8 0.00267 0.630 38.9

Plutonium-240 1.10 26.8 0.00192 0.310 28.2

Plutonium-241 31.4 -"535 0.0709 11.8 578

Americium-241 0.793 387 0.0197 2.78 391
a In the first of the two references cited below (the primary reference), three estimates are provided for the curie content as

follows: Best Estimate Case (typically presents the lowest values); Worst Estimate Case (highest values); and th&
Conservative Case (values somewhere in between). The latter case was assumed. Inventory estimates include the
Supernatant Treatment System. •

b Decayed to 2011.
' Activity excludes progeny.
Sources: WVNSCO 2005, WVES 2008c.

Table C-9 Total Hazardous Chemical Inventory Summary in the WasteTank Farm
Tank 8D-1 Tank 8D-2 Tank 8D-3 Tank 8D-4 . Lines Total

Chemical, (kilograms) (kilograms) (kilograms) (kilograms) (kilograms) '(kilograms)

Silver. 1.98 1.13 0.00318 0.287 0.000398 3.40

Arsenic 3.92 2.21 . 0.00795 0.354 0.000795. -6.49

Barium 17.5 9.73 0.00636. 0.287 0.00360 27.5

Beryllium 0.608 0.372 0.00757 * 0.332 * 0.00011.5 1.32

Cadmium 1.66 0.884 0.00159 0.0710 0.000324 2.62

Chromium 85.6 47.8 0.0401 0.934 0.0172 134

Mercury 1.15 0.640 0.000320 0.0210 0.000241 1.81

Nickel 85.9 47.7 0.0300 * 2.79 * 0.0177 136

Lead 14.2 .7.97 0.0159 0.708 0.00291 22.9

Antimony 9.76 5.47 0.0151 * 0.890 * 0.00199 16.1

Selenium 4.87 2.73. 0.00636 . 0.261 0.000993 7.87

Thallium 9.68 5.38 0.00379 0.415 * 0.00199 . 15.5

Note: To convert kilograms to pounds, multiply by 2.2046.
Source: WVES 2008c, 2008d for all values given in the table~except for those with a *. The values with the * were taken

from URS 2005 because no data were given in the other references. Inventory estimates include the Supernatant Treatment
System.
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Waste Tank Pumps

Tank 8D-1 contains five waste mobilization pumps and Tank 8D-2 contains four. Each pump is approximately
2.4 meters (8 feet) long and is supported by a 25.4-centimeter (10-inch) stainless-steel pipe column that is
15 meters (50 feet) long. Each pump was operated by a 150-horsepower electric motor located at the top of the
pipe column. Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4 also each contain a waste transfer pump. These centrifugal
multistage turbine type pumps are each supported by a 36-centimeter (14-inch) pipe column. The pipe
columns for Tanks 8D-I and 8D-2 have an overall length of more than 15 meters (50 feet); for Tanks 8D-3 and
8D-4 the length of the pipe column is approximately 6 to 8 meters (20 to 25 feet). Similar to the mobilization
pumps, the transfer pumps were driven by 150-horsepower electric motors.

The pumps contain radioactive contamination. An order of magnitude estimate of the residual radioactivity in
a removed pump in 1998 was approximately 220 curies, with about 90 percent of this amount in the lower
2.4-meter (8-foot) section, that is, the pump itself.

The mobilization pumps remaining in the tanks will likely be similarly contaminated. The transfer pumps will
likely have more contamination, since high-level radioactive waste passed through the entire length of the
pump, rather than impacting only the lower portion, as with the mobilization pumps.

Tank and Vault Drying System

The system will be installed before the starting point of this EIS to dry the residual liquids present in the waste
tanks. Equipment for the Tank and Vault Drying System would include a dehumidifier and heater for air
forced into the vaults. The exhaust air leaving the vaults would pass through HEPA filters. An additional
enhancement to reduce corrosion inside the tanks would be to reconfigure the Tank and Vault Drying System
to dry both inside the vaults and inside the tanks.

Dewatering Well

A dewatering well was installed during the construction of the Waste Tanks and has been used on a nearly
continual basis to maintain the static groundwater levels in the Waste Tank Farm Area in a depressed
condition. The location of the dewatering well is approximately between Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2, adjacent to the
Permanent Ventilation System Building. Low levels of radiological contamination are present and the water
that is removed is sent to the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility.

C.2.3.2 High-Level Waste Transfer Trench

The High-Level Waste Transfer Trench is a long concrete vault containing double-walled piping that was
designed to convey waste between the Waste Tank Farm and the Vitrification Facility in WMA 1. It is
approximately 152 meters (500 feet) long, extending from the Tank 8D-3/8D-4 vault along the north side of
Tanks 8D-I and 8D-2, before turning to the southwest and entering the north side of the Vitrification Facility.
The trench is 1.8 to 6.1 meters (6 to 20 feet) wide and its height ranges from 1.8 to 2.7 meters (6 to 9 feet).
The High-Level Waste Transfer Trench was constructed of reinforced concrete walls and precast concrete
covers. The walls of the trench are 45.7 to 61 centimeters (18 to 24 inches) thick, and the precast roof is
0.6 meters (2 feet) thick. The floor slab of the trench is 0.3 meters- (1-foot-) thick concrete. The Transfer
Trench contains between two and six stainless steel lines, comprising approximately 915 linear meters
(3,000 linear feet) of piping. These process lines are either 5.1 or 7.6 centimeters (2 or 3 inches) in nominal
diameter and are encased within an outer containment pipe. The containment pipe is either 10.2 or
15.2 centimeters (4 or 6 inches) in diameter depending on the location and the size of the enclosed pipe.
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Stainless-steel lined concrete pump pits that house the upper sections of waste transfer pumps are located on
top of each of the tank vaults. The walls of the pump pits are constructed of 0.6-meter (2-foot-) thick
reinforced concrete, the floors are constructed with concrete 0.3 meter (1-foot) thick, and the roofs are precast
concrete covers.

The Transfer Trench is not expected to be radiologically contaminated because high-level radioactive waste
was conveyed in double-walled piping that did not leak during operations. Precipitation that infiltrates the
Transfer Trench is collected at two low points along the trench and is sampled and analyzed. Contamination
has not been detected in any of the water collected in the Transfer Trench. A leak detection system is located
between the walls of the double-walledhigh-level radioactive waste transfer piping. This system has not
detected any releases of high-level radioactive waste from the piping. However, the pump pits and piping used
to convey high-level radioactive waste are radiologically contaminated. It was estimated in 2004 that the
piping within the Trench contained approximately 235 curies of residual radioactivity, with the pump pits
containing approximately twice that amount (WSMS 2008a).

C.2.3.3 Permanent Ventilation System Building

The Permanent Ventilation System Building is located approximately 15.3 meters (50 feet) north of
Tank 8D-2. This steel-framed and -sided building is 12.2 meters (40 feet) wide, 23 meters (75 feet) long, and
4.9 meters (16 feet) tall. It contains four rooms: the Permanent Ventilation System Room, Electrical Room,
Mechanical Room, and Control Room. The steel structure is attached to the concrete floor of the building.
The concrete floor is 0.30 meters (1 foot) thick, and the entire structure is supported by concrete footings. The
Permanent Ventilation System Building has a sheet metal roof that supports the Permanent Ventilation System
Discharge Stack. The Permanent Ventilation System is designed to provide ventilation to the STS Support
Building, STS Valve Aisle, STS Pipeway, and Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4. Airflow from these
facilities is directed to the Permanent Ventilation System, where it passes through a mist eliminator, heater,
roughing filter, and two sets of HEPA filters before being discharged through the Permanent Ventilation
System Stack to the atmosphere.

A small, recently built, skid-mounted Permanent Ventilation System Stack Monitoring Building is located near
the east end of the Permanent Ventilation System Building. Insulated sampling lines lead to and from the
Permanent Ventilation System Stack.

The Permanent Ventilation System Building contains an aboveground and an underground petroleum storage
tank that would require closure under 6 NYCRR Part 613 regulations.

The Permanent Ventilation System Building is divided into four main rooms, none of which contain surface
contamination. Most of the residual contamination in this building is in the two HEPA filters, which could
contain as much as 7.5 curies of cesium-137 and much smaller activities of other radionuclides. No hazardous
contamination is expected.

C.2.3.4 Supernatant Treatment System and Supernatant Treatment System Support Building

The STS was installed to support the solidification of the liquid high-level radioactive wastes in Tanks 8D-2
and 8D-4. The STS was installed in and adjacent to Tank 8D-1. The STS was a zeolite molecular sieve
system designed to strip cesium, the principle radioactive species, from the PUREX/THOREX supernatant and
sludge-wash solutions and high-activity wastewaters from the Liquid Waste Treatment System. It also
removed lesser quantities of strontium and plutonium. During 2003, the STS was also used to process sodium
bearing wastewater from Tanks 8D-l and 8D-2. The STS equipment installed in Tank 8D-1 (and the only STS
equipment coming in contact with high-level radioactive waste) includes an STS prefilter, supernatant feed
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tank, supernatant cooler, four zeolite columns, STS sand post filter, sluice lift tank, and associated transfer
piping.

At the starting point of this EIS, the STS Support Building will be operational. The STS Support Building is
located adjacent to.Tank 8D-1. It is a two-story structure that contains equipment and auxiliary support
systems needed to operate the STS. The upper level of the STS Support Building, extending from a site
reference elevation of 32.6 meters (107 feet) to the roof peak at 39.3 meters (129 feet), is a steel-framed work
structure covered with steel siding. The lower level of the STS Building, extending from 28 to 32.6 meters (92
to 107 feet), was constructed with reinforced concrete walls, floor, and ceiling. - This building, with the
exception of the Valve Aisle, is a radiologically clean structure that contains a Control Room; heating,
ventilation and air conditioning equipment; utilities; and storage tanks for fresh water and fresh zeolite to
support STS operations. The STS Support Building was built on 68 cast-in-place concrete piles. Each pile
was installed to a minimum depth of 4.6 meters (15 feet) into the Lavery till unit. These piles were installed to
provide additional structural support to the STS Support Building because the backfill soil around Tanks 8D-1
and 8D-2 was not compacted after the tanks were built.

A shielded Valve Aisle is located on the first floor of the STS Building, adjacent to Tank 8D-1. This Valve
Aisle contains remotely-operated valves and instrumentation used to control operation of the STS. The shield
walls of the Valve Aisle were constructed of 30.5-centimeter- (12-inch-) thick carbon steel, and the ceiling was
made from 35.6-centimeter- (14-inch-) thick carbon steel. The shield walls and ceiling are composed of three
individual steel plates that are bolted together. The Valve Aisle is radiologically contaminated. Removable
hatches above the Valve Aisle provide access to the aisle for removal of large items.

The STS Pipeway is located on top of the Tank 8D-1 Vault. This concrete and steel structure contains STS
piping and structural members that support the STS equipment in Tank 8D-l.

C.2.3.5 Equipment Shelter and Condensers

The Equipment Shelter is a one-story concrete-block building located immediately north of the Vitrification
Facility. The Equipment Shelter is 12.2 meters (40 feet) long, 5.5 meters (18 feet) wide, and 3.6 meters
(12 feet) high, and has a concrete floor 15.3 centimeters (6 inches) thick. A small extension on the west side of
the Equipment Shelter is approximately 2.7 meters (9 feet) long, 2.1 meters (7 feet) wide, and 1.5 meters
(5 feet) high, with a 0.30-meter- (1-foot-) thick concrete floor. The roof decking covering this structure is
10.2 centimeters (4 inches) thick.

The Equipment Shelter houses the Waste Tank Farm Ventilation System that was formerly used to ventilate the
four.Waste Storage Tanks (8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4) and the STS Vessels in'Tank 8D-1 before the
Permanent Ventilation System Building began operations. Air from these tanks formerly passed through a
condenser, a knockout drum, a heater, and two sets of HEPA filters before being discharged through the Main
Stack of the Main Plant Process Building. Most of the radiological inventory in the Equipment Shelter is
expected to be present in the ventilation system equipment.

Airflow from Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4.is currently piped to the Equipment Shelter where it passes through the
Waste Tank Farm Caustic Scrubber, the Waste Tank Farm Condensate Tank, and is then directed back through
the condensers to a line where it continues to the Permanent Ventilation System Building for treatment.

The condensers are located west of the Equipment Shelter and were originally designed to condense the
overheads from Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2, which were designed to be in a self-boiling condition during
operations. The condensed overheads were directed to the Waste Tank Farm Condensate Tank and to an ion
exchange unit in the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility for additional treatment before discharge to Erdman
Brook. The condensers are contaminated with small amounts of radioactivity.
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C.2.3.6 Con-Ed Building.

The Con-Ed Building is a concrete-block building located on top of the concrete vault containing Tanks 8D-3
and 8D-4. This building, which is 3 meters (10 feet) wide, 4 meters (13 feet) long, and 3:4 meters (11 feet)
high, houses the 'instrumentation and valves used to monitor and control the operation of Tanks 8D-3
and 8D-4. The Con-Ed Building is radiologically contaminated. The majority of the radiological inventory is
believed to be contained in the piping and equipment inside the building.

C.2.3.7 Underground Pipelines

.At the starting point of this EIS, the underground pipelines within WMA 3 will still be in place. The pipes
were used to carry radioactive liquids, PUREX and THOREX wastes, and ventilation exhaust air. Most of the
pipes are expected to be radioactively contaminated.

C.2.4 Waste Management Area 4: Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill

WMA 4, shown on Figure C-5, is a 4-hectare (10-acre) area in the northeast portion of the North Plateau of
the WVDP. It includes the Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill (CDDL), which is the only waste
management unit in WMA 4. WMA 4 is located in the path of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, which
also extends through WMAs 1, 2, 3, 5, and 6. The plume is described in Section C.2.13. The westernpart of
WMA 4 was. impacted by the stack releases that, produced the Cesium Prong, which is discussed in
Section C.2.14.

The CDDL.covers a 0.6-hectare (1.5-acre) area approximately 305 meters (1,000 feet) northeast of the Main
Plant Process Building. The CDDL was initially used by Bechtel Engineering from 1963 to 1965 to dispose of
nonradioactive waste generated during Bechtel's construction of the Main Plant Process Building. The NFS
used the CDDL from 1965 to 1981 to dispose of nonradioactive construction, office, and facility-generated
debris, including ash from the NFS incinerator. The CDDL was used by DOE from 1982 to 1984 to dispose of
nonradioactive waste. Typically, the wastes were placed on existing grade in 0.9- to 1.5-meter- (3- to 5-foot-)
thick lifts, covered with soil, and compacted with bulldozers or trucks. The CDDL is estimated to contain a
total volume of 12,000 cubic meters (425,000 cubic feet) of waste material and soil.

Disposal operations in the CDDL were terminated in December 1984 and the landfill was closed in accordance
with New York State regulations in effect at the time of closure. The final cover on the CDDL consists of a
minimum of 45.7 centimeters (18 inches) of compacted soil, which was covered with at least 15.2 centimeters
(6 inches) of topsoil capable of sustaining plant growth. The entire cover was graded to achieve a minimum
slope of two percent. During October 1986, the NYSDEC approved and certified the closure of the CDDL.
The CDDL is identified as a solid waste management unit (SWMU) subject to corrective action requirements
-pursuant to the RCRA 3008(h) Consent Order.

The CDDL is located in the flow path of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, described in Section C.2.13.
Radioactively-contaminated groundwater in the plume is assumed to have come in contact with the waste
buried in the CDDL.. Therefore, the buried wastes are assumed to require handling as radioactivewastes.'

C.2.5 Waste Management Area 5: Waste Storage Area

WMA 5, the Waste Storage Area, is shown on Figure C-6. It encompasses approximately 7.6 hectares
(19.acres). Facilities in WMA 5 that will be operational or standing at the starting point of this EIS are the
Remote-Handled Waste Facility, Lag Storage Addition 41 with the associated Shipping Depot, and the
,Construction and Demolition Area. Included in WMA 5 is a portion of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume,
which also extends through WMAs 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6. It is described in Section C.2.13. ,
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Figure C-6 Waste Management Area 5 - Waste Storage Area
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At the starting point of this EIS, the Lag Storage Building, Lag Storage Additions 1, 2, and 3, Hazardous
Waste Storage Lockers, and Chemical Process Cell Waste Storage Area, will have been removed to grade. The
disposition of the remaining concrete foundations and slabs is analyzed in this EIS. In addition, the Cold
Hardstand near the CDDL, Vitrification Vault and Empty Container Hardstand, Old/New Hardstand Area,
Waste Packaging Area, Lag Hardstand, High-Level Waste Tanks Pump Storage Vaults, and Container Sorting
and Packaging Facility will have been completely removed. However, the ground underneath these facilities
could be radioactively contaminated and would be subject to decommissioning activities.

C.2.5.1 Remote-Handled Waste Facility

At the starting point of this EIS, the Remote-Handled Waste Facility will have been decontaminated to a point
where it could be demolished without containment.

The Remote-Handled Waste Facility was included as a containment building in the RCRA Part A Permit
Application for the West Valley Demonstration Project (Revision 3, June 29, 2001). In accordance with
6 NYCRR Subpart 373-1.5, this updated interim status permit application was transmitted to NYSDEC. for
review. The NYSDEC subsequently approved this permit revision in a November 13, 2001, correspondence..
In June 2004, the Remote-Handled Waste Facility became operational as a containment building and subject to
the operational requirements specified in 6 NYCRR Subpart 373-3.30. The Remote-Handled Waste Facility is
comprised of a Receiving Area, Buffer Cell, Work Cell, Waste Packaging Area, Operating Aisle, and Load-
out/Truck Bay. The Receiving Area includes a 18 metric ton (20-ton) bridge crane that also provides access
into the adjacent Buffer Cell.

The Buffer Cell is an air lock between the Receiving Area and the contaminated Work Cell. The floor in the
Buffer Cell is at the same height as the floor in the Work Cell. Power rollers move waste containers from the
Buffer Cell into the Work Cell. A shield window is located in the wall, allowing direct observation into the
Buffer Cell. Both ends of the Buffer Cell have sliding shield doors and horizontal swinging contamination
control doors.

The Work Cell is the primary work zone within the Remote-Handled Waste Facility, with provisions for
remote-handling, surveying, segmenting, decontaminating, and repackaging operations. The shielded space is
16.8 meters (55 feet) by 6.7 meters (22 feet) by 7.9 meters (26 feet) high, and is served by a 27-m'etric ton
(30-ton) bridge crane. Two powered dexterous manipulator arms are supported by bridge crane trolleys. One
jib crane with powered dexterous manipulators is mounted on rails along the long wall over the shield
windows. Spent decontamination solutions containing radiological and chemical contamination are transferred
to below-grade wastewater storage tanks for management before treatment. Workstations are located at.each
shield window. The Work Cell, equipment within it, and the wastewater tanks are expected to be
radiologically and chemically contaminated from operations performed within the cell.

The Waste Packaging Area includes the capability to load both waste drums and boxes. The area is expected
to be kept radiologically clean, but due to the fact that filled waste containers are handled in this area, low
levels of radioactive contamination are possible.

The Operating Aisle houses two waste processing and packaging workstations and one waste sampling transfer
workstation. Each workstation includes a 55.9-centimeter- (22-inch-) thick oil-filled, shield window in the
shield wall and controllers for remote operation of facility equipment. The Operating Aisle is expected to be
kept radiologically clean, but because filled waste containers are handled in this area, 16w-level contamination
is possible.
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C.2.5.2 Lag Storage Addition 4

The Lag Storage Addition 4 includes a Shipping Depot and a covered 'passageway between Lag Storage
Addition 3 and Lag Storage Addition 4. The Shipping Depot is connected to Lag Storage Addition 4 and is a
28-meter (91-foot) by 26-meter (85-foot) metal-frame structure. Lag Storage Addition 4 is potentially
contaminated. Low levels of radioactive contamination are expected in soil beneath the building from
historical activities and the North Plateau Groundwater Plume. If contamination is encountered in Lag Storage
Addition 4, it is expected to be minimal due to packaging requirements and storage practices. Lag Storage
Addition 4 is used for storage, sorting, and repackaging of low-level radioactive waste and mixed waste.

C.2.5.3 Construction and Demolition Area

The Construction and Demolition Area is a 7.6-meter (25-foot) by 7.6-meter (25-foot). shallow ground
depression located southwest of the Remote-Handled Waste Facility, approximately 91 meters (300 feet) west
of the STS Building. This area is also known as the Concrete Washdown Area. From 1990 to June 1994,
waste concrete was deposited in this area during the cleanout of concrete mixing trucks that transported
concrete from offsite sources to support WVDP construction projects such as the Vitrification Facility. The
waste concrete generated during truck washing was staged in this area until it hardened, after which it was
placed in a dumpster for offsite disposal. Residual concrete is the only waste that was managed in this area, as
the Construction and Demolition Area Was not used for any other type of waste treatment or management.

C.2.6 Waste Management Area 6: CentralProject Premises

WMA 6, the Central Project Premises, is shown on Figure C-7. It encompasses approximately 5.7 hectares
(14 acres). Facilities standing, operable, or operational at the starting point of this EIS in WMA 6 include the
Rail Spur, two Demineralizer Sludge Ponds, Equalization Basin, Equalization Tank, Low-Level Radioactive
Waste Rail, Packaging and Staging Area, Sewage Treatment Plant, and South Waste Tank Farm Test Tower.
Included in WMA 6 is a portion of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, which also extends through
WMAs I through 5.

At the starting point of this EIS, the Old Warehouse, Cooling Tower, North Waste Tank Farm Test Tower,
Road Salt and Sand Storage Shed, and Product Storage Area will have been removed to grade. The disposition
of the remaining concrete foundations and slabs is analyzed in this EIS. Any radioactively contaminated
ground underneath these facilities would be subject to decommissioning.

C.2.6.1 Rail Spur

The Rail-Spur runs about 2,440 meters (8,000 feet) from the south side of the Main Plant Process Building to
where it connects to the main line of the railroad. The rails are cast iron and the ties are creosote pressure-
treated wood. Low-level radiological soil contamination, measuring 13 picocuries of cesium-137 per gram, has
been detected in a 9.1-meter by 30.5-meter (30-foot by 100-foot) area along a section of dual track east of the
Old Warehouse. The volume of the contaminated soil has been estimated at about 105 cubic meters
(3,700 cubic feet).

C.2.6.2 Demineralizer Sludge Ponds

The Demineralizer Sludge Ponds were built between 1964 and 1965 during construction of the Main Plant
Process Building on the North Plateau. The Sludge Ponds are two unlined rectangular basins located southeast
of the Main Plant Process Building. Each pond -is 15 meters (50 feet) by 30 meters. (100 feet) and
approximately 1.5 meters (5 feet) deep. The ponds were designed to discharge through a weir box and
underground piping to an SPDES-permitted outfall.

C-25



Revised Draft EIS for Decommissioning and/or Long-Term Stewardship at the West Valley Demonstration Project

and Western New York Nuclear Service Center

\C
W+E

30 0 30

Scale i Moetas
100 0 100

Scale in Foe

I

/I

"WMýflUWUUTIJ ;I_,runuWI FLMV9WuI

e Ufld e

Concrete Foundadon

Waleebodift

Gravel Road/Pa-*- Fence

-+-- Railepur = A-W Road

Figure C-7 Waste Management Area 6 - Central Project Premises

C-26



Appendix C - Descriptions of Facilities/A reas,
Decommissioning Activities, and Description of New Construction

The Demineralizer Sludge Ponds were designed to receive discharge solutions backflushed from the process
water demineralizer and water softener, and sludge from the raw water clarifier. During 197 1, radioactive
solutions backflowed into the demineralizer. Although the demineralizer units were replaced and effluent
routed to the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility, this episode contaminated sediments in the sludge ponds.
Until 1985, only the North Pond was used when the effluent mixing basin was brought on line. From 1985 to
1994, only the South Pond was used to receive water softener regenerationi and clarifier blowdown. The
Demineralizer Sludge Ponds have remained inactive since June 1994 (WVNS 1993, WVNSCO 2004).

Both ponds are radiologically contaminated. Cesium-137 has been detected in the top 0.9 meters (3 feet) of
sediment in the North Pond and in the top 0.6 meters (2 feet) of the South Pond. Nine semi-volatile chemicals
were detected in sediment in the North Demineralizer Sludge Pond at concentrations below regulatory levels
and a corrective measures study is being prepared (refer to Chapter 3, Section 3.3.2).

C.2.6.3 Equalization Basin

The Equalization Basin is a lined basin that is 22.9 meters (75 feet) wide, 38.1 meters (125 feet) long, and
3 meters (10 feet) deep, that is excavated into the sand and gravel layer and underlain with a sand drain.
Originally, the basin was called the Effluent Mixing Basin when it received effluents from the Sanitary Sewage
Treatment Plant, some Utility Room discharge, and cooling water blowdown. Later it received effluents from
the Sludge Ponds. The basin currently is used as an excess capacity settling pond for discharges from the
Utility Room. Based on sludge sampling, no hazardous or radiological contamination is present in the
Equalization Basin.

C.2.6.4 Equalization Tank

The Equalization Tank was installed in 1997 to work in parallel with the existing Equalization Basin. The
Equalization Tank is an in-ground concrete tank that was designed with a total capacity of 75,700 liters
(20,000 gallons) and a maximum working capacity of 56,800 liters (15,000 gallons). The tank is sloped to the
east to provide for gravity flow through the tank. The function of the tank is identical to the Equalization
Basin, except that the Equalization Tank would be less affected by the rapid cooling of wastewaters during
rapid temperature drops.

C.2.6.5 Low-Level Radioactive Waste Rail Packaging and Staging Area

The Low-Level Radioactive Waste Rail Packaging and Staging Area covers approximately 2,510 square meters
(27,000 square feet) east of and adjacent to the railroad tracks at the south end of WMA 6. The area contains
two 20-centimeter- (8-inch) thick reinforced concrete pads. The concrete loading dock measures 7.3 meters
(24 feet) by 27.4 meters (90 feet), and the concrete preparation area measures 7.3 meters (24 feet),by
18.3 meters (60 feet). The remaining area is covered with upwards of 0.9 meter (3 feet) of crushed limestone.
The Low-Level Radioactive Waste Rail Packaging and Staging Area was used to package and •ship
contaminated soil stored in roll-off containers and to stage and ship Drum Cell waste drums. This area is not
expected to be radiologically contaminated based on its operational history. Waste materials were not typically
removed from waste packages.

C.2.6.6 Sewage Treatment Plant

The Sewage Treatment Plant is a wood-framed structure 12.5 meters (41 feet) by 13.4 meters (44 feet) by
4.7 meters (15 feet) high with metal siding and roofing. The base of the facility is concrete and crushed stone.
Eight tanks are associated with the plant: six inground concrete tanks, one aboveground polyethylene tank; and
one aboveground stainless-steel tank. It is used to treat sanitary waste generated by the WVDP. Water
treatment chemicals, such as sulfuric acid, sodium hypochlorite, sodium bisulfite, and sodium bicarbonate have
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been used at the plant. The Sewage Treatment Plant also previously contained a satellite accumulation area
that stored mercury-bearing RCRA hazardous waste from the Process Building. No hazardous or radiological
contamination is known to exist there. Treated wastewater from the Sewage Treatment Plant is discharged to
Erdman Brook through an SPDES-permitted outfall.

C.2.6.7 Waste Tank Farm Test Towers

The Waste Tank Farm Test Towers, also known as training platforms, consist of two test towers. The North
Test Tower will have been removed at the starting point of this EIS. The South Test Tower is the decant pump
and heat exchanger platform. It is a pre-engineered structure erected as a stack of six modules including
ladders, handrails, and grating. Structural shapes and plates are carbon steel. The exterior "skin" is fabric.
The tower is not radiologically or chemically contaminated.

C.2.7 Waste Management Area 7: NRC-licensed Disposal Area (NDA) and Associated Facilities

The NDA, located in WMA 7, is shown on Figure C-8 with burial areas shown on Figure C-21. The NDA
encompasses approximately 3.3 hectares (8 acres) and includes a radioactive waste disposal area and ancillary
structures. The NDA is about 122 meters (400 feet) wide and 183 meters (600 feet) long on the South
Plateau. It is divisible into three distinct areas: the NFS disposal area, known as special holes and deep burial
holes; the WVDP disposal trenches and caissons; and the area occupied by the Interceptor Trench and the

associated Liquid Pretreatment System structures. Other ancillary structures in the NDA include a Leachate
Transfer Line and a former lagoon.

At the starting point of this EIS, the NDA Hardstand Staging Area will have been removed to grade. It is
assumed for this EIS that radiological contamination is present based on past usage. The removal of the
remaining gravel foundation is analyzed in this EIS.

In addition, infiltration mitigation measures will have been implemented at the NDA prior to the starting point
of this EIS. This involves the installation of an upgradient slurry/barrier wall and the placement of a
geomembrane cover over the NDA. The design will be similar to that installed over the State-licensed
Disposal Area (SDA) in 1995. The decommissioning of the slurry/barrier wall and the geomembrane cover is
analyzed in this EIS.

The NDA was operated by NFS, under license from the NRC (formerly the U.S. Atomic Energy Commission)
for disposal of solid radioactive waste generated from fuel reprocessing operations. Beginning in 1966, solid
radioactive waste materials from the nearby Main Plant Process Building exceeding 200 millirad per hour, and
other materials not allowable in the SDA, were buried in holes and backfilled with clean fill, clean soil, and
other clean' material.

Between 1966 and 1981, NFS disposed of a variety of wastes in a U-shaped area along the eastern, western,
and northern boundaries of the NDA. A total of approximately 4,620 cubic meters (163,000 cubic feet) of
wastes were disposed of in the NDA by NFS (URS 2000). After establishment of the WVDP, approximately
5,660 cubic meters (200,000 cubic feet) of low-level radioactive waste generated from decontamination and
decommissioning activities was disposed in the NDA between 1982 and 1986 (URS 2000). Most of these
wastes were placed in trenches located in the unused parcel of land located interior to the U-shaped disposal
area used by NFS. Contaminated wastes were confined to the NFS and WVDP disposal area and the Interim
Waste Storage Facility. That facility has been clean-closed and removed. No waste has been buried at the
NDA since 1986.
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Several aspects of the NDA would need to be addressed during decommissioning: NFS and WVDP:buried
wastes in the disposal area; leachate in the disposal areas; contaminated soil within the NDA; and contaminated
groundwater under the NDA.' Leachate is believed to exist in the NDA disposal holes and trenches. It would
consist of water contaminated with both radiological and chemical constituents leached from the buried
wastes. It is estimated that approximately 3.8 million ýliters (1 million gallons) of leachate would require'
treatment for the NDA buried waste to be either exhumed or stabilized (WSMS 2008a). A corrective measures
study is being prepared for the NDA (refer to Chapter 3, Section 3.3.2).

C.2.7.1 Disposal Areas within the NRC-licensed Disposal Area

Nuclear Fuel Services Deep Holes

About 187 cubic meters (6,600 cubic feet) of leached cladding, also known as hulls, from reprocessed fuel are
in approximately, 100 deep disposal holes located in the eastern portion of the U-shaped area. *Many of these
holes are 0.8 meters (2.7 feet) by 2 meters (6.5 feet) by 15 to 21 meters (50 to 70 feet) deep'. Generally, the
hulls are in 113-liter (30-gallon) steel drums and are stacked three abreast in deep narrow holes. Three of the
113-liter (30-gallon) drums contain irradiated unreprocessed New Production Reactor fuel with damaged
cladding. The three drums containing this fuel are in concrete at the bottom of one of the deep holes.

Because the NDA was licensed, to permit burial of 'all waste generated. as. a result of the" -operation and.
maintenance of the reprocessing plant, other plant wastes, including low-level solid wastes, were disposed of in
the' leached hull disposal'area. "

The NRC imposed a requirement that the top of each stack of hull cans be limited to a height of 1.2 meters'
(4 feet) below the top of the weathered Lavery till.

The waste inventory in theNFS deep holes consist's of-approximately 1,840 cubic meters (65,000 cubic feet) of
waste (URs2000).

Nuclear Fuel Services Special Holes

Aplproximately 230 NFS special holes are located in the northern and western portions of the U-shaped NFS
burial area. The special holes are typically about 6 meters (20 feet) deep, but have various lengths and widths.
Most of the special holes, are about 3.6 meters (12 feet) wide and 6 to 9 meters (20 to 30 feet)long. 'The
lengths and widths of each special hole were varied according to the quantity of waste requiring disposal 'at
each disposal event and the dimensions of large waste items, such as failed equipment. Miscellaneouswastes,'
other than leached hulls or related spent fuel debris, are in several types of containers, including steel drums,'
wooden crates, and cardboard boxes.

During 1983, a mixture of n-dodecane and tributyl phosphate was obseryed in a monitoring well at the
perimeter of the NDA. It contained slight amounts of radioactivity, indicating that it was spent extractant from
the fuel reprocessing operations conducted by NFS. An investigation revealed that the contamination source
was eight 3,790-liter (1,000-gallon) tanks containing an absorbed mixture of n-dodecane and tributyl phosphate
previously disposed of in NDA Special Holes 10 and 11. During .1986, Special Holes 10 and 11 were
excavated, the 8 tanks were dismantled and either disposed offsite or are awaiting disposal offsite, and the
holes, were, backfilled. ..

The waste inventory in the NFS special. holes consists of approximately 2,750 cubic meters (97,000 cubic feet)
of waste (URS 2000). '
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West Valley Demonstration Project Trenches

The 12 WVDP ,trenches contain approximately 5,660 cubic meters (200,000 cubic feet) of low-level
radioactive waste resulting from decontamination activities performed between 1982 and 1986. Most of these
wastes are in the parcel of land located interior to the U-shaped disposal area used by NFS.

The WVDP trenches are typically about 9 meters (30 feet) deep and about 4.6 meters (15 feet) wide. The
lengths vary from 9 meters to 76 meters (30 to 250 feet). Trenches 9 and 11 have composite liners and caps.
All other WVDP trenches are capped with clay.

West Valley Demonstration Project Caissons

Four steel-lined concrete caissons, cylindrical concrete vaults 2.1 meters (7 feet) in diameter and 18.3 meters
(60 feet) deep, were constructed by the WVDP near the eastern and southern comers of the NDA. The WVDP
disposal records indicate approximately 23.3 cubic meters (823 cubic feet) of waste in drums was placed in
Caisson 1 (URS 2000). However, WVDP disposal records do not indicate that any waste was placed in the
other three caissons. The caissons are plugged with concrete for shielding and covered with a plastic shield to
prevent rainwater infiltration.

Radionuclide and. Chemical Inventories in the Entire NRC-licensed Disposal Area'.

The estimated radionuclide inventory of the buried waste associated with NFS and WVDP disposal operations
at the starting point of this EIS is provided in Table C-10.

Table C-10 Estimated Radionuclide Inventory of the Buried Waste at the NRC-licensed
Dis osal Area

Radionuclide Activity a (curies) Radionuclide Activity a (curies) Radionuclide "Activity "(curies),

Tritium 35.1 Cesium-137 28,500 Plutonium-238 347

Carbon- 14 516 Radium-226 0.00000420 Plutonium-239 579
Cobalt-60 6,990 Uranium-233 11.3 Plutonium-240 398

Nickel-63 107,000 Uranium-234 0.588 Plutonium-241 9,010.

Strontium-90 22,200 Uranium-235 0.120 Americium-241 1,960
Technetium-99 .10.3. Uranium-238 1.46

Iodine-129. 0.0215 Neptunium-237 0.167.
a Decayed to 2011.
Source: URS 2000.

An estimate of the hazardous chemical inventory associated with NFS and WVDP disposal operations was
prepared (SAIC 2005a), with emphasis on the chemicals that are important for estimating -risk to receptors
downgradient of the .NDA; Table C-11 presents the estimated inventories of the organic chemicals and
metals.

C.2.7.2 Infterceptor Trench and Liquid Pretreatment System

The Interceptor Trench and associated Liquid Pretreatment System were installed after groundwater
contaminated with tributyl phosphate, n-dodecane, and several radionuclides was detected in a well
downgradient of the NDA. The Interceptor Trench was designed to intercept potentially contaminated
groundwater migrating from the NDA.
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Table C-11 Estimated Chemical Contamination in the NRC-licensed Disposal Area
Chemical Amount (kilograms) . Chemical Amount. (kilograms),

Phenol 0.030 2-methylnaphthalene 6.7

1,4 dioxane 1.6 Isobutyl alcohol 127

Bis (2-ethylexyl) phthalate 110 1,2-dibromo-3-chloropropane 3.2

Di-n-butyl phthalate 0.015 Lead 980
I1-butanol 150 Mercury 8.6

Acetone 1.1 Arsenic 160
2-hexanone 1.6 Cadmium 1.8

Note: To convert kilograms to pounds, multiply by 2.2046.
Source: SAIC 2005a:

The trench is located on the northeast and northwest boundaries of the disposal area. The depth of the trench is
approximately 3.3 to 4.3 meters (1 I to 14 feet) below ground surface over its entire'length. The base of the
trench extends to a minimum of 0.30 meters (1 foot) below the interface of the weathered till with the
unweathered till. The trench is drained by a pipe that directs accumulated water to a collection sump. The
collection sump has a submersible, pump to transfer groundwater to the Liquid Pretreatment System. Liquid
that collects in the sump is routinely sampled, analyzed, and transferred to the Low-Level Waste Treatment
Facility in WMA 2 for treatment and release. Treated wastewater is discharged from Lagoon 3 in WMA 2 to
Erdman Brook through an SPDES-permitted outfall.

The Liquid Pretreatment System consists of seven tanks made of carbon steel: one 18,900-liter (5,000-gallon)
holding tank, two 3,790-liter (1,000-gallon) prefiltration holding tanks, two 2,650-liter (700-gallon) tanks
containing granular activated carbon, and two 3,790-liter (1,000-gallon) post-filtration holding tanks. The
granular activated carbon tanks are housed in a wooden shed 3.7 meters (12 feet) long by 3 meters (10 feet)
wide. The other five tanks are in a Quonset-style building. The Liquid Pretreatment System has not been used
for its intendedipurpose (i.e., the collection and treatment of chemically impacted groundwater) and is not
radioactiyely contaminated.

The trench subsurface is radiologically contaminated and organic constituents have been measured that slightly
exceed TAGM criteria (refer to Chapter 3, Section 3.3.2).

C.2.7.3 Leachate Transfer Line

The Leachate Transfer Line, which based on its function could be called the Leachate and Interceptor Trench
Line, is a 5.1 -centimeter- (2-inch-) diameter black polyvinyl chloride pipeline that runs along the northeast and
northwest sides of the NDA, continues northward across. WMA 6, and terminates at Lagoon 2 in WMA 2. The
line converts from polyvinyl chloride to galvanized steel east of the Equalization Basin. TheTransfer Line was
oniginally used to transfer liquids from the SDA lagoons via a purnphouse next to the NDA Handstand to
Lagoon 1. The total length of the line~is 1,220 meters (4,000 feet). It is radiologically contaminated and may
be chemically contaminated....

The section of the Transfer Line from the SDA to the Interceptor Trench sump is inactive and the two ends are
capped. The section of*line, from the northeast corner of the NDA to Lagoon 2 is currently used to transfer
groundwater from the NDA Interceptor Trench sump.

C.2.7.4 Former NRC-licensed Disposal Area Lagoon

godn used for collecting surface water runoff was located in the northeastern portion of the NDA. Around
1972, it was filled with radiologically contaminated soil from cleanup after a HEPA filter was dropped at the
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NDA during disposal operations. The lagoon could have contributed to surface runoff-contamination, but
other nearby disposal holes and shallow disturbed soils within the disposal area could have contributed as well.

C.2.8 Waste Management Area 8: State-licensed Disposal Area (SDA) and Associated Facilities

Facilities in WMA 8 are shown on Figure C-9, and include the North Disposal Area, the South Disposal. Area,
the Mixed Waste Storage Facility, and three former filled lagoons. The SDA is approximately 6.1 hectares
(15 acres) in size and is covered with an impermeable geomembrane to prevent infiltration of precipitation.

From 1963 to 1975, approximately 68,000 cubic meters (2.4 million cubic feet) of wastes were received at the
SDA for burial from special purpose reactors, commercial power reactors, nuclear fuel cycle facilities,
institutions, isotope production, and industries. The wastes were disposed of in their shipping containers
including 18.9-liter (5-gallon) steel drums, 114-liter (30-gallon) steel drums, 208-liter (55-gallon) steel drums,
wooden crates, cardboard boxes, fiber drums, and plastic bags. Leachate is known to exist in the disposal
holes and trenches. It consists of infiltration water contaminated with both radiological and hazardous
chemical materials leached from the buried wastes.

Following cessation of disposal operations and issues with water accumulation in: the trenches, efforts to
manage infiltration were undertaken. Initially, the northern trenches (1 through 5) were capped with a single,
minimum 1.2-meter (4-foot) lift of silty till soil. Based on experience gained from the initial trenching and
capping activities, each southern trench (8 through 14) was capped with a single, minimum 2.4-meter (8-fo6t)
lift of silty clay soil,. The compaction of the silty clay trench caps was performed using multiple passes by, a
bulldozer over each cap. In 1978, an additional 1.2-meter (4-foot) lift of silty clay soil was placed and
compacted upon each individual northern trench to minimize the infiltration of water. In 1980, the caps
associated with Trenches 11 through 14 were addressed in a corrective action plan. This plan detailed the
removal of 0.6 meters (2 feet) of silty till and 0.15 meters (0.5 feet) of topsoil followed by the replacement with
0.7 meters (2.3 feet) of compacted till and 0.3 meters (1 foot) of topsoil, which was then graded, seeded, and
mulched. In response to increasing leachate levels in Trench 14, a concrete barrier was installed upgradient of
this trench. The barrier wall was 1.2 meters (4 feet) thick, 40 meters (130 feet) long, and the depth was
variable. After installing this barrier, sand and gravel west of this barrier was removed. and replaced with
compacted silt and clay from the WNYNSC.

As leachate levels continued to increase within Trenches 13 and 14, New York State Energy Research and
Development Authority (NYSERDA) implemented a series of Interim Measures that included the subsurface
installation of an upgradient vertical barrier (i.e., slurry wall) followed by the placement of a low-density
polyethylene membrane cover to divert precipitation. In September 1992, NYSERDA installed a soil-
bentonite slurry wall along the western side of Trench 14 to divert groundwater flow away from the south
trenches (8 through 14). The membrane cover, which extended from the centerline of Trench 12 across
Trenches 13 and 14, was completed in June 1993. These barriers have effectively minimized the infiltratioii of
groundwater and precipitation into Trenches 13 and 14. In September 1993, NYSERDA installed'a
bioengineered cover on Trench 9 as a pilot test. This cover was composed of an impermeable ground cover
(i.e., fiberglass panels) over most of the trench in combination with junipers. The fiberglass panels proVided
for minimal infiltration of precipitation and the junipers provided for a high rate of evapotranspiration. Upon
evaluation of the leachate levels, soil moisture data, and vegetative data, it was determined that a low-density
polyethylene geomembrane cover would provide comparable control of infiltration. In .1995, NYSEROA
installed a reinforced geomembrane cover over Trenches 1 through 8, 10, 11, and the remainder of 12.'A
stormwater management system consisting of five reinforced geomembrane-lined stormwater basins was
designed and installed to detain precipitation and release it in a controlled manner that does not increase peak
runoff. The geomembrane has effectively minimized the' infiltration of precipitation into these trenches. In the
fall of 1999, an additional low-density polyethylene membrane cover was placed over Trench 9, completing the
Interim Measure to limit'infiltration into the SDA trenches.
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Figure C-9 Waste Management Area 8 - State-licensed Disposal Area and Associated Facilities
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C.2.8.1 Disposal Areas

Nor'th Disposal Area

The North Disposal Area includes Trenches 1 through 7. Trenches I through 5 were about 10.7 meters
(35 feet) across, and were excavated to a depth of 6.1 meters (20 feet). These trenches were used to dispose of
solid wastes having contact surface readings of 200 millirad per hour or less. The wastes were disposed of in
the same packages that were used to contain and transport them.

Trench 6 is actually a series of 19 special purpose holes that were used to dispose of wastes having contact
surface readings of more than 200 millirad per hour. These holes were 0.6 to 1.8 meters (2 to 6 feet) wide,
1.2 to 3.6 meters (4 to 12 feet) long, and 2.4 to 3.6 meters (8 to 12 feet) deep. The wastes disposed of in these
holes consisted primarily of irradiated reactor parts.

Trench 7 consists of a concrete slab with wastes placed on top of the slab with concrete poured over the wastes
to encase them. The wastes were similar to those placed in Trenches 1 through 5.

The unweathered till below Trenches 4 and 5 is contaminated with tritium to a depth of 3 meters (10 feet), and
other radionuclides to a depth of 0.9 meters (3 feet) or less (Prudic 1986). It is assumed that Trenches 1, 2,
and 3 in the North Disposal Area exhibit a similar vertical contamination profile. The waste inventory in the
North Disposal Area trenches, based on available burial records, consists of approximately 26,400 cubic meters
(932,000 cubic feet) (URS 2002).

South Disposal Area

The South Disposal Area includes Trenches 8 through 14. The trenches were about 10.7 meters (35 feet)
across, and were excavated to a depth of about 6.1 meters (20 feet). These trenches were used to dispose of
solid wastes having contact surface readings of 200 millirad per hour or less. The wastes were disposed of in
the .same packages that were used to contain and transport them.

Unweathered till below Trench 8 is contaminated with tritium to a depth of 3 meters (10 feet), and other
radionuclides to a depth of 0.9 meters (3 feet) or less (Prudic 1986). It is assumed that the other trenches in the
South Disposal Area exhibit a similar vertical contamination profile.

The waste inventory in the South Disposal Area trenches, based on available burial records, consists of
40,500 cubic meters (1,430,000 cubic feet) (URS 2002).

Radionuclide and Chemical Inventories in the Entire State-licensed Disposal Area

The estimated radionuclide inventory of the buried waste at the North and South Disposal Areas of the SDA at
the starting point of this EIS is provided in Table C-12.

An estimate of the hazardous chemical inventory for the entire SDA was prepared (SAIC 2005b), with
emphasis on the chemicals that are important for estimating risk to receptors downgradient of the SDA.
Table C-13 presents the inventories of the organic chemicals and metals.
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Table C-12 Estimated Radionuclide Inventory of the Buried Waste at the State-licensed
Disposal Area

Radionuclide Activity a (curies) Radionuclide Activity a (curies)

'Tritium .22,306 Uranium-235 3:53

Carbon-14 306 Uranium-238 192

Cobalt-60 1,250 Plutonium-238 24,300

Nickel-63 19,100 Plutonium-239. 184

Strontium-90 135 Plutonium-240 109

Technetium-99 1.49 Plutonium-241 2,290

Iodine-129 3.32 Americium-241 484

Cesium-137 11,300 Neptunium-237 0.00165

Uranium-233 2.46 Radium-226 27.2

Uranium-234 98'.30
.a Decayed to 201 1.

Source: URS 2002.

Table C-13 Estimated Chemical Contamination in the State-licensed Disposal Area
Chemicala Amount (kilograms)

Toluene, 2,500

Xylene 170

Arsenic 650

Cadmium 90

1,1-dichloroethane 20

1,4-dioxane 5,900

* 2-chlorophenol 72

2,4-dichlorophenol 91

Benzene 41

Chloroform 13

Cresol (3&4-methylphenol) 90

Methylene chloride 100
a Additional chemical contaminants were identified but are not listed in this table because they Would add

relatively small contributions to the risk to downgradient receptors..
Note:. To convert kilograms to pounds, multiply by 2.2046.
Source: SAIC 2005b.

Below-Grade Walls

A subsurface concrete wall was installed during 1987 immediately west of Trench 14. The concrete wall
supported NYSERDA's efforts to remove the sand and gravel unit adjacent to Trench 14 and replace it with
compacted till. It is a minimum of 1.2 meters (4 feet) thick, 39.6 meters (130 feet) long, and contains
approximately 320 cubic meters (1.1,300 cubic feet) of concrete.

A, slurry wall located along the west side of Trench 14 was installed during 1992 to control groundwater
infiltration into the SDA. It is 9.1 meters (30 feet) deep, 0.76 meters (2.5 feet) wide, 259 meters (850 feet)
long, and was made from a mixture of native clay and at least one percent bentonite clay. No radioactive or
hazardous chemical contamination of the slurry wall is expected.
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C.2.8.2 Mixed Waste Storage Facility

The Mixed Waste Storage Facility consisting of two aboveground buildings near the southern endof the SDA
houses three leachate storage tanks. These structures, the T-1 Tank Building and the Frac Tank Building, are
also used to store some solid, radioactive, and potentially mixed wastes. Residing radioactive and chemical
contamination are expected to be found in this facility.

The T-1 Tank Building is the smaller of the two buildings. It is a heated weatherproof building that houses
Tank T-1, a' 34,800-liter (9,200-gallon) fiberglass-reinforced-plastic leachate collection tank. The lower,
portion of thle building is built of concrete' to provide secondary containment for the tank that is used to
store approximately 28,400 liters (7,500 gallons) of untreated leachate that was pumped from Trench 14
during 1991:'

The Frac Tank Building is the larger of the two buildings. It is a nonheated weatherproof building that houses
two 79,500-liter (21,000-gallon) stainless-steel frac tanks, T-2 and T-3. The tanks are installed in a steel-
supported synthetic berm. These tanks have never been used and provide contingency storage capacity for
SDA leachate.

C.2.8.3 Former Filled Lagoons'

Three lagoons were built in the SDA. All three have been filled. The Northern Lagoon and Southern Lagoon
were associated with the North Disposal Area. The third lagoon, called the Inactive Lagoon, was associated
with the South Disposal Area. Based on samples collected and analyzed as part of the RCRA Facility
Investigation, these three lagoons contain RCRA hazardous constituents, including, but not limited to, benzene,
ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylene. All were found to be below NYSDEC recommended cleanup goals
(Ecology and Environment 1994); however, a corrective measures study is being prepared.

The Northern Lagoon is 10.7 meters (35 feet) wide, 31.7 meters (104 feet) long, is unlined, and was 'used to
store water pumped from the North Disposal Area trenches. The accumulated water was either treated or
discharged, depending on its chemical and radiological characteristics. During 1971, it was connected by a
pipeline to the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility in WMA 2. The unweathered till beneath the lagoon is
radiologically contaminated.

The Southern Lagoon is unlined. It was used to ,store water .pumped from the North Disposal Area trenches
and from the NDA Hardstand. The accumulated water was either treated or discharged, depending on its
chemical and radiological characteristics. During 1971, it was connected by a pipeline to the Low-Level Waste
Treatment Facility in WMA 2. About 170 cubic meters (6,000 cubic feet) of weathered till beneath the
Southern Lagoon became contaminated with tritium. The unweathered till beneath the Southern Lagoon is
believed to be radiologically contaminated from past operations.

The Inactive Lagoon, is located approximately 15.2 meters (50 feet) west of Trench 14. The unweathered till
beneath the Inactive Lagoon is believed to be radiologically contaminated, from past operations.

The Inactive Lagoon was closed by removing liquids,followed by the installation of a vinyl liner., Native till
soil was placed above the vinyl liner and compacted, followed by a cap layer of compacted clay till. The
Northern and Southern Lagoons were closed by removing accumulated liquids, followed by the placement of
adsorbent material and compacted native soil.
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C.2.9 Waste Management Area 9: Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell

WMA 9, shown on Figure C-10, includes 5 hectares (12.4 acres) on the South Plateau adjacent to the NDA
and SDA. The Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell (Drum Cell) is the only facility in WMA 9, and will be

standing at the starting point of this EIS. WMA 9 includes the Subcontractor Maintenance Area.

The Drum Cell was built during 1986 and 1987 (Landau et al. 1989) to receive and store radioactive waste
solidified in cement and packaged in square 270-liter (71-gallon) drums. The drums of the cement-solidified
waste were removed in 2007 and shipped to offsite low-level radioactive waste facilities. The Drum Cell is
enclosed by a temporary weather structure, which is a pre-engineered metal building 114 meters (375 feet)
long, 18.3 meters (60 feet) wide, and 7.9 meters (26 feet) high. The facility consists of a base pad, shield
walls, remote waste handling equipment, container storage areas, and a Control Room within the weather
structure. The shield walls at the Drum Cell perimeter are 4.6 meters (15 feet) high and 51 centimeters
(20 inches) thick. The base pad consists of concrete blocks set on a layer of compacted crushed stone,
underlain by geotextile fabric and compacted clay, which is designed to enhance water drainage. Concrete
curbs to support the drum stacks are on top of the base pad. The Drum Cell can hold up to 21,000 drums. The

Drum Cell itself is not expected to be significantly contaminated.

The Subcontractor Maintenance Area is an area approximately 6 meters (20 feet) wide by 9 meters (30 feet)
long located on the south plateau portion of the WVDP. The area is flat, covered with compacted stone, and is

adjacent to a paved highway. Prior to 1991, a WVDP construction contractor.had used this area to clean
asphalt paying equipment by spraying the equipment with diesel fuel. During this operation, some of the diesel
fuel and asphalt material dripped off the equipment and fell onto the ground surface. Following remediation of
the area in 1991, it has been used as a staging area for heavy equipment and inert construction -materials
including stone and gravel.

At the starting point of this EIS, the Trench Soil Container Area will have been reduced to grade.

C.2.10 Waste Management Area 10: Support and Services Area

WMA 10, the Support and Services Area, is shown on Figure C-11. WMA 10 encompasses approximately
12.3 hectares (30 acres) on the North Plateau and South Plateau. Facilities in WMA 10 subject to
decommissioning include the New Warehouse, Meteorological Tower, and Security Gatehouse and fences.

At the starting point of this EIS, the Administration Building, Expanded Environmental Laboratory,
Construction Fabrication Shop, and Vitrification Diesel Fuel Oil Storage Tank and Building will have been
removed to grade. The disposition of the remaining concrete foundations and slabs is analyzed in this EIS.

C.2.10.1 New Warehouse

The New Warehouse was built during the 1980s and is located east of the Administration Building. It is a pre-
engineered steel building, 24.4 meters (80 feet) wide, 76.2 meters (250 feet) long, and 6.6 meters (21.5 feet)
high at the roof peak, resting on about 40 concrete piers and a poured concrete foundation wall. The concrete
piers are 0.76 meter (2.5 feet) square, 0.9 meter (3 feet) high, and rest on concrete footings 1.5 meters (5 feet)
square and 0.4 meter (1.3 feet) thick. The concrete floor is underlain with a gravel base. - The average
thickness of the concrete floor is 15.2 centimeters (6 inches). The foundation wall is 20.3 centimeters

(8 inches) wide and 1.8 meters (6 feet) high. A concrete block firewall divides the Warehouse into two
sections, separating the Former Waste Management Staging Area from the general storage/warehouse section.
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C.2.10.2 Meteorological Tower

The Meteorological Tower is located south of the Administration Building. It is constructed from steel, is
approximately 60.9 meters (200 feet) high, and is supported by-a concrete foundation. It has three
3.3-centimeter- (1.25-inch-) diameter main support columns with interior trusses. It is anchored down at three
deadman locations with five support cables attached. Monitoring equipment is located on the towers at
9.7 meters (32 feet), 60.4 meters (198 feet), and 60.9 meters (200 feet) above the ground. A standby generator
and electrical boxes rest on a concrete pad 1.5 meters (5 feet) wide, 1.8 meters (6 feet) long, and
15.2 centimeters (6 inches) thick.

C.2.10.3 Security Gatehouse and Fences

The Main Security Gatehouse is located adjacent to the Administration Building. This gatehouse was
constructed when the Main Plant Process Building was built in 1963. During the early 1980s, the Main
Gatehouse was renovated and a large addition was added. The gatehouse is 10.4 meters (34 feet) long,
6.1 meters (20 feet) wide, and 2.7 meters (9 feet) high at the edge-of the roof. Construction materials include a
concrete foundation, concrete block walls, a concrete slab floor- 15.2 centimeters (6 inches) thick, and a built-
up roof with metal deck.

A barbed-wire security fence runs along the perimeter of the WNYNSC property line. This fence consists of
three strands of barbed wire supported by metal posts, with spacing of 6.1 meters (20 feet). The fencing has a
total running length of approximately 38,100 meters (125,000 linear feet).

A steel security fence surrounds the WVDP, the SDA., and miscellaneous other locations. It is made of
galvanized chain link with galvanized steel pipe posts, with a spacing of 3 meters (10 feet). The fence is
2.1 meters (7 feet) high with a total length of 7,620 meters (25,000 feet). Three strands of barbed wire are
stretched across the top of the fence. The posts are set in concrete footings 15.2 centimeters (6 inches) in
diameter and 1.5 meters (5 feet) deep.

C.2.11 Waste Management Area 11: Bulk Storage Warehouse and Hydrofracture Test Well Area

WMA 11, located in the southeast corner of the WNYNSC outside the 81 hectares (200 acres) of the Project
Premises and the SDA, is shown on Figure C-12. The only facility in this WMA analyzed in this EIS is the
Scrap Material Landfill. The Bulk Storage Warehouse and the Hydrofracture Test Well Area will be
decommissioned before the starting point of this EIS.

The Scrap Material Landfill is located approximately 30.5 meters (100 feet) south of the Bulk Storage
Warehouse. The surface expression of the Scrap Material Landfill is a noticeable low mound that rises 1.2 to
1.5 meters (4 to 5 feet) above the surrounding natural grade. During 1982, NYSERDA removed scrap
equipment consisting of an aluminum transfer hood and 326 empty steel and concrete containers, from the
Bulk Storage Warehouse and buried them in a 3-meter- (10-foot-) wide, 36.6-meter- (120-foot-) long,
4.3-meter- (14-foot-) deep trench in the Scrap Material Landfill. This waste material was radiologically
surveyed, decontaminated as necessary, and released for unrestricted use before it was buried in the trench. *No
radioactive or hazardous waste was buried in the Scrap Material Landfill. The trench was backfilled with Soil
and capped with a 12.2-meter- (40-foot-) wide, 39.6-meter- (130-foot-) long, 1.5-meter- (5-foot-) high soil
cover. Two concrete markers identify the ends of the burial trench.
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C.2.12 Waste Management Area 12: Balance of Site

WMA 12, Balance of Site, is shown on Figure C-12. Facilities analyzed in this EIS consist of the two earthen
dams and reservoirs, and parking lots. All are located outside the chain-link fence which surrounds the
WVDP. WMA 12 also includes Buttermilk Creek, Erdman Brook, and Franks Creek, which contain
radiologically contaminated sediments resulting from regulated releases of treated process wastewater from the
Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility by way of Lagoon 3.

C.2.12.1 Dams and Reservoirs

The two water supply reservoirs, the South Reservoir and the North Reservoir, were constructed during 1963
about 2.4 kilometers (1.5 miles) southeast of the Process Building. The South Reservoir has an earthen dam
22.9 meters (75 feet) high with piling to prevent seepage. The South Reservoir drains through a short canal to
the North Reservoir. The North Reservoir has an earthen dam 15.2 meters (50 feet) high. It also has a control
structure and pumphouse to regulate water level. This reservoir drains into Buttermilk Creek.

The control structure has reinforced concrete walls 38.1 centimeters (15 inches) thick, and an 88.9-centimeter-
(35-inch-) thick concrete slab floor supported by pilings. Two pumps in the control building discharge into a
20-centimeter (8-inch) cast iron line that directs water to a storage tank near the Process Building. The
Pumphouse has a 20-centimeter- (8-inch-) thick floor. The outflow barrel is a 91.4-centimeter (36-inch)
corrugated metal pipe.

C.2.12.2 Parking Lots and Roadways

Two parking lots are located off Rock Springs Road. They are designated as the Main Parking Lot and the
South Parking Lot.

The original Main Parking Lot was constructed during the mid-1960s. Two extensions were added during the
1980s: It has a total paved surface area of 16,700 square meters (180,000 square feet). The south driveway
into the lot is 7.3 meters (24 feet) wide and 64.6 meters (212 feet) long. The north driveway is 7.3 meters
(24 feet) wide and 69.5 meters (228 feet) long. Two aluminum utility poles, 15-25 centimeters (6-10 inches) in
diameter and 9 meters (30 feet) tall rest on concrete fouridations that are 0.6 meters (2 feet) square and
0.8 meters (2.5 feet) thick. Six wooden utility poles, 30.5 centimeters (12 inches) in diameter and 9 meters
(30 feet) tall, are also there.

The South Parking Lot is an irregularly-shaped area constructed during 1991. It has approximately
7,430 square meters (80,000 square feet) of parking area, and approximately 595 square meters (6,400-square
feet) of driveways, covered with 20.3 centimeters (8 inches) of asphalt. A guardrail approximately 366 meters
(1,200 feet) long borders the lot along its southern, eastern, and western sides. The guardrail is one rail high
with 120 posts. Eight wooden poles run through the western side of the lot. Each pole is approximately
9.1 meters (30 feet) high.

Roadways are constructed of a stone sub-base approximately 20.3 centimeters (8 inches) thick, covered with
asphalt approximately 10.2 centimeters (4 inches) thick. The total area of pavement is approximately
120,000 square meters (1,300,000 square feet). Although paved roadways are located in most of the
designated WMAs, they are addressed here collectively, for convenience.

C.2.12.3 Railroad Spur

The Railroad Spur runs from the Fuel Receiving and Storage Building to a rail line junction, northeast of
Riceville Station. It serviced the Project Premises site.
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C.2.12.4 Soils and Stream Sediments

Available radiological sampling and survey data provide information to estimate areas of surface soil
contamination. Additional data from subsequent characterization programs would supplement the currently
available information.

Contaminated stream sediments in WMA 12 include sediments in Erdman Brook and in Franks Creek between
the Lagoon 3 outfall and the confluence of Franks Creek and Quarry Creek inside the Project Premises fence.

C.2.12.5 Other Potentially Contaminated Areas

Several other areas are known or believed to contain contamination. These areas consist of the Lag Storage
Addition 2 Hardstand, the area adjacent to Lag Storage Addition 3, the overgrown area south of the Solvent
Dike, and area east of Lagoons 2 and 3, the railroad tracks by the old warehouse, the ditch south of the old
warehouse, and several areas near but outside the NDA.

C.2.13 North Plateau Groundwater Plume

Groundwater in portions of the sand and gravel unit in the North Plateau of the WVDP is radiologically
contaminated as a result of past NFS operations. The most significant area of'groundwater contamination is
associated with the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, which extends from WMA 1 into WMAs 2 through 6,
as shown on Figure C-13. The plume boundary shown on Figure C-13 represents the boundary of the
10 picocuries per liter gross beta concentration in groundwater as found in 2002. It discharges from
groundwater to surface water in WMA 4. This contaminated surface water then flows from WMA 4.to
WMA 12 to Cattaraugus Creek, where it leaves the WNYNSC.

The North Plateau Groundwater Plume is a 200-meter- (656-foot-) wide by 500-meter- (1,640-foot-) long zone
of groundwater contamination that extends northeastward from the Process Building in WMA 1 to the CDDL
in WMA 4. Strontium-90 is the principal radionuclide in this plume, with it and its daughter radionuclide,
yttrium-90, contributing equal amounts of beta activity. An estimate of the amount of residual radioactivity
present in the North Plateau Groundwater Plume at the start of the decommissioning is given in Table C-14.

The source of the plume is generally considered to be an acid recovery line that leaked in the southwest comer
of the Main Plant Process Building. During the late 1960s, the NFS Acid Recovery System, which was housed
in the southwest comer of the Main Plant Process Building, leaked an unknown volume of radioactive nitric
acid that contained various radioactive fission products. The leaking acid flowed down the walls of the off-gas
cell and the adjacent southwest stairwell and migrated into the sand and gravel unit underlying the Main Plant
Process Building through an expansion joint in the floor of the off-gas cell. After entering the sand and gravel
unit, the radiologically contaminated acid was able to mix with groundwater. To varying degrees, mobile
radionuclides such as tritium, strontium-90, and technetium-99 were able to migrate with the groundwater
along the northeast groundwater flow path in the North Plateau. Presently, the highest strontium-90 activities
in groundwater are estimated to exist 46 meters (150 feet) downgradient from the original release point under
the Main Plant Process Building. Less-mobile radionuclides, such as cesium-137, are expected to have
remained beneath the immediate source area because of the high cesium sorptive capacity of the minerals in the
sand and gravel unit. The eastern edge of the smaller southeastern lobe shown on Figure C-12 is generally
considered to have originated from Lagoon 1.
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Table C-14 Estimated Total Activity in the North Plateau Groundwater Plume
Radionuclide Activity a (curies) Radionuclide Activity a (curies)

Carbon-14 0.00127 Uranium-235 8.89 X l07.

Strontium-90 36.7 Uranium-238, 7.88 x 10-6

Yttrium-90 36.7 Neptuhium-237 0.00025

Technetium-99 0.015 Plutonium-238 0.051
Iodine-129 1.95 x 10-6 Plutonium-239 0.016

Cesium-137 39.7 Plutonium-240 0.013

Uranium-233 0.0000688 Piutonium-241 0.253

Uranium-234 0.0000465 Americium-241 0.662
Decayed to 2011.

Source: URS 2002.

For.the purpose of analysis in this EIS, the North Plateau Groundwater Plume is divided into two areas: a
source area directlyunderneath the Main Plant Process Building and the nonsource area that encompasses the
rest of the Plume.

C.2.13.1 Groundwater Recovery System

During 1995, a pump and treat system (Groundwater Recovery System) was established in WMA 2 to control
the western lobe of the plume. Groundwater is pumped from three wells to the Low-Level Waste Treatment
Facility, where strontium-90 is removed by ion exchange, The treated groundwater is transferred to Lagoons 4
or 5 and then to Lagoon 3, from which it is eventually discharged through an SPDES-regulated discharge point
to Erdman Brook. As of October 5, 2007, the pump and treat system had pumped approximately 182 million
liters (48 million gallons) of groundwater and recovered approximately 7.8 curies. of strontium-90
(WVES 2007).

C.2.13.2 Permeable Treatment Walls

During 1,999, a pilot-scale permeable treatment wall was installed in WMA 2 within the leading edge of the
eastern lobe of the plume to evaluate the effectiveness of this type of system in treating groundwater

contaminated with strontium-90. The bottom of the pilot-scale permeable treatment wall is in the Lavery till,
and, the wall extends above the water table level. The wall is about 9.1 meters (30 feet) wide, 1.8 meters
(6 feet), thick, and 8.5 meters (28 feet) deep, and is filled with a natural zeolite ion exchange material, known as
clinoptilolite. An 0.30-meter- (1 -foot-) thick vertical layer of pea gravel was placed on the upgradient side of
the wall to reduce clogging and provide a porous inlet for groundwater to enter the 1.5-meter- (5,foot-) thick
vertical layer of natural zeolite. Soil was placed over the permeable treatment wall, and it was seeded .with
vegetation to prevent erosion. As groundwater flows through the permeable treatment wall, the strontium-90 is
removed from groundwater onto the natural zeolite by ion exchange. Wells were installed upgradJent of, and
downgradient from, the permeable treatment wall for the purpose of sampling the groundwater to monitor the
effectiveness of the permeable wall for capturing strontium-90 in this application. Concentration reductions
exceeding three orders of magnitude have been indicated by. groundwater monitoring data.. While some
groundwater passes through the permeable treatment wall, test results indicate that groundwater also flows
around the permeable treatment wall due to subsurface heterogeneity in the immediate vicinity.

An evaluation of monitoring data indicates that the permeable treatment wall is effective in removing
strontium-90 from groundwater inside the permeable treatment wall through ion exchange although the pilot
system is too short in length to mitigate the advance of strontium-90 in the east lobe. Evaluations also indicate
some operational and construction improvements can be made to increase the effectiveness of the technology

C-46



Appendix C - Descriptions of Facilities/Areas,;
Decommissioning Activities, and Description of New Construction

application at the WVDP when applied at full-scale. Because the pilot program successfully showed that
strontium-90 can be removed in-situ using a permeable treatment wall, and also provided information on
construction and design issues that can be overcome (Geomatrix 2007), this technology is seen as a potential
full-scale remedy for. managing str6ntium-90 affected groundwater at the site and a full-scale
system, approximately 120 meters (400 feet) long, is .assumed to be implemented, in WMA12 before the
EIS starting point.

C.2.13.3 Permeable Reactive Barrier

Evaluations also show that the permeable reactive barrier technology should be applied at the drainage swale,
known as the swamp ditch, seepage face as a means to reduce strontium-90 concentrations in the discharge to
surface water without forcing impacted groundwater to downgradient seeps. For this EIS, it is assumed that
the permeable reactive barrier at the seepage face is installed in WMA 4 before the EIS starting point. By
using a dual approach with this technology, both groundwater and surface water seepage can be addressed and
more effectively prevent strontium-90 migration associated with the North Plateau Groundwater Plume. The
permeable treatment wall/permeable reactive barrier are shown on Figure C-I 3. The disposition of the full-
scale permeable treatment wall and permeable reactive barrier are analyzed in this EIS.

C.2.14 Cesium Prong

The Cesium Prong, shown on Figure C-14, is the result of emissions of cesium in 1968 that contaminated
portions of the WNYNSC. The primary contaminant is cesium-137.

Studies have shown that contamination concentrations may decrease with depth. Seventy-five percent of the
activity is in the upper 5 centimeters (2 inches) of soil, and 20 percent is in the layer between 5 centimeters
(2 inches) deep and 10 centimeters (4 inches) deep. In other words, 95 percent of the activity may occur in the
upper 10.2 centimeters (4 inches) of soil.

C.3 Decommissioning Activities

Section C.3 provides detailed descriptions of the decommissioning activities proposed under each action
alternative for each WMA. The descriptions include methods of demolition or closure, proposed" 'rea
remediation as applicable, and discussions on the type and quantity of waste thatis estimated to be genierated.
The various types of waste that would be potentially generated are defined in Chapter 2, Section 2.4 of this
EIS. The section is structured on an alternative basis. Section C.3.1 describes the proposed activities under the
Sitewide Removal Alternative, Section C.3.2 describes the proposed activities under the Sitewide Close-In-
Place Alternative, and Section C.3.3 describes the proposed activities under Phase 1 of the, Phased
Decisionmaking Alternative. Summaries of the decommissioning activities arepresented in Sectilons 2-4.1,
2.4.2, and 2.4.3 of this EIS.

C.3.1 .Sitewide Removal Alternative .

Under the Sitewide Removal Alternative, all site facilities would be removed, environmental media would be
decontaifinated, and all radioactive, hazardous, and mixed waste would' be characterized, packaged-as
necessary, and shipped offsite for disposal..
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This alternative also involves the use of storage facilities to provide for interim storage of orphan waste having
no currently permitted disposal site/repository. The new Container Management Facility which:would be
constructed primarily for the processing of the exhumed waste from the NDA and SDA would be used for this
purpose. The Container Management Facility is discussed in Section C.4.4.

Unless otherwise noted, information presented in Section C.3.1 is from the Sitewide Removal Alternative
Technical Report (WSMS 2008b).

C.3.1.1 Waste Management Area 1: Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification Facility Area

Under the Sitewide Removal Alternative, the high-level radioactive waste canisters stored in the Main Plant
Process Building would be relocated. All facilities, including underground structures and remaining floor slabs
and foundations would be removed, including the Main Plant Process Building, Vitrification Facility,
01-14 Building, Load In/Load Out Facility, Utility Room and Utility Room Expansion, Plant Office Building,
Fire Pumphouse and Storage Tank, Electrical Substation, Off-Gas Trench, Underground Tanks (7D-13, 15D-6,
35104), and underground process, wastewater, and utility lines. The source area of the North Plateau
Groundwater Plume would be removed.

C.3.1.1.1 Relocation of the High-Level Radioactive Waste Canisters

Preparations to move the vitrified high-level radioactive waste canisters from the Main Plant Process Building
to the new onsite Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) would include modifying the Equipment
Decontamination Room to handle the high-level radioactive waste canisters; modifying the Load-In/Load-Out
Facility for this purpose, that is, converting it into a Load-Out Facility, and establishing the new Interim
Storage Facility, which would be located on the South Plateau near the Rail Spur. The new onsite Interim
Storage Facility (dry cask storage area) to be constructed is discussed in Section C.4. 1.

Modifications to the Equipment Decontamination Room would include installation of new equipment such as a
crane to remove the canisters from the transfer cart and to position the canisters for transfer into the Load-Out
Facility, along with a storage rack and a canister tilting fixture to be used to prepare the canisters for horizontal
transfer into the Load-Out Facility. Equipment to weigh the canisters and verify their dimensions Would also
be installed.

Modifications would also include installation of equipment such as a shielded transfer cell, a canister handling
system, and a new high-capacity, crane. The transfer cell would provide the capability to remotely
decontaminate and survey the outside surfaces of the canisters and include features such as a shielded viewing
window(s) and a remotely operated manipulator. The cell walls and roof would be constructed of carbon steel
36 centimeters (14 inches) thick to provide radiation shielding. A HEPA-filtered ventilation exhaust system
would be included.: The Load-Out Facility design concept is based on use of a truck-mounted transportation
and storage cask that would hold four vitrified high-level radioactive waste canisters.

The new onsite Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) that would be located in WMA 6,4would be
similar in design to NRC-licensed dry cask storage facilities at nuclear power plants. It would consist of a
reinforced concrete pad where 69 dry storage and transportation casks would be temporarily stored inside
individual' concrete storage modules that would provide radiation shielding and mechanrical protection:

After the preparations to move the high-level radioactive waste canisters, including the appropriate readiness
reviews, are completed, the canisters would be decontaminated, loaded in their storage Casks,' and transported
to the new Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area). They would remain. in this facility until the
Federal geologic repository becomes available.
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C.3.1.1.2 Demolition of the Main Plant Process Building

For demolition purposes, portions of the Main Plant Process Building would be divided into five categories,
based upon design, construction, and location: (1) the plant stack, (2) framework cells, (3) reinforced concrete
framework cells, (4) tower cells, and (5) below-grade cells. Demolition of the Main Plant Process Building
would also follow this general sequence.

The plant stack, which is 41 meters (160 feet) tall, 1.4 to 3 meters (4.5to 10 feet) in diameter, and is made of
Type 304L stainless steel, is located on the roof of the Main Plant Process Building. It would be removed
before demolition of the building itself is started. The stack was originally assembled in five sections and
would be removed in sections. The pieces would be lowered to the ground by crane, where they would then be
wrapped to prevent the spread of contamination. The pieces would be size reduced and packaged and would
likely be disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste.

Removal of Remaining Equipment

Prior to demolition, remaining equipment, including piping and vessels, would be removed. Some of this
material may be transuranic waste.

Removal of Viewing Windows

The Main Plant Process Building contains 32 lead glass viewing windows, which together contain
approximately 10,000 kilograms (22,000 pounds) of lead in their frames. These viewing windows would be
removed before demolition of the building begins, and some portion would likely be managed as hazardous
waste.

Demolition of the Framework Cells

The framework cells were designed and constructed with masonry or concrete walls, floors, and ceilings that
are supported by a structural steel framework. The walls of the framework cells are constructed from concrete
block. Floors are concrete on steel decking. In demolishing the framework cells, asphalt roofing material,
some of which contains asbestos, would be removed first using small electrically operated skid steer loaders
and handheld equipment. The debris would be removed from the working area in containers. Asbestos-
containing material would be managed separately.

The steel roof decking underlying the asphalt roofing would be removed and size reduced with a~mobile shear
attached to a small, track-mounted, electric powered, hydraulic demolition mhchirie. The shear attachment
could cut through the roof decking, size reduce this material, and place it into boxes.

The masonry and concrete walls in the framework cells would be demolished with a demolition machine
equipped with either a shear or demolition hammer operated under a fog spray. The hammer would break
through the concrete, and the shear would be used to cut through the steel reinforcement in the concrete, as
vwell as the steel members comprising the skeleton of these cells. A skid steer loader would be Used to place
rubble into the transfer boxes, which would be lowered to ground level with a street crane. The deniolition
debris is assumed to be managed as low specific activity waste and disposed of offsite at a low-level
radioactive waste disposal facility.

Demolition of the Reinforced Concrete Framework Cells

The reinforced concrete framework cells were constructed using reinforced high-density concrete up to 1 meter
(3 feet) thick to provide radiation shielding while high-activity samples were being analyzed within them.
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These cells are situated within and above the framework cells of the Main Plant Process Building, and they
would be demolished in conjunction with the framework cells.

The reinforced concrete framework cells include Analytical Cells I through 5, the Sample Cell, and the Sample
Storage Cell, which are located at a plant elevation of 40 meters (131 feet). These cells would be demolished
with demolition machines. A skid steer loader would place the demolition debris into transfer boxes which
would be lowered to ground level using a street crane. This debris is assumed to be managed as low specific
activity waste and disposed of offsite at a low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

Demolition of the Tower Cells

The tower cells are constructed entirely of reinforced concrete. Their construction would allow these cells to
be free-standing structures if they were physically segregated from other portions of the Main Plant Process
Building. The walls, floors, and ceilings of these cells typically consist of either high-density (3,800 kilograms
per cubic meter [235 pounds per cubic foot]) or standard density (2,400 kilograms per cubic meter [150 pounds
per cubic foot]) reinforced concrete that is up to 1.7 meters (5.5 feet) thick. The tower cells would be
demolished in a controlled manner by segmenting the walls and ceilings with diamond-wire saws.

The first step in the demolition of the tower cells would be segmentation and removal of the ceilings. A series
of holes would be drilled through the ceiling through which the diamond wire would be passed, and to which
lifting bales would be attached. The diamond wire would cut through the concrete and any rebar or
penetrations. The ceiling segment would be supported by an appropriate sized gantry crane that would remove
the ceiling segment when cut.

The walls would be segmented into similar fashion using diamond-wire cutting. The ceiling and wall segments
would be sized to fit into waste packages. Conventional demolition equipment would be used to remove the
floor slabs once the walls were removed. The demolition debris from the tower cells is assumed to be
classified as low specific activity waste and would be disposed of offsite at a low-level radioactive waste
disposal facility.

Demolition of Below-Grade Cells

The demolition of the below-grade cells is addressed in Section C.3.1.1.8 of this EIS with the discussion of the
removal of underground structures.

C.3.1.1.3 Demolition of the Vitrification Facility

The Vitrification Facility contains nine lead glass viewing windows having approximately 1,360 kilograms
(3,000 pounds) of lead in their frames. These windows would be removed from the building before demolition
of the structu're and managed separately.

The Vitrification Facility would be demolished to grade level using methods such as those described for the
Main Plant Process Building. Considering the construction of the building, the steel frame and sheet metal part
of the structure would be demolished first and than the reinforced concrete Vitrification Cell. The thick
reinforced concrete wails and roof structures would be segmented as necessary using a. technique such as
diamond-wire cutting. The steel shield doors would also be segmented as necessary for disposal.

Demolition waste would be removed from the area and disposed of offsite. The debris from the Vitrification
Cell would be managed as Class A low-level radioactive waste and the rubble from the rest of the. structure, as
low specific activity waste.
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Demolition of this building would be coordinated with demolition of the Main Plant Process Building since the
two stnictures are connected.

C.3.1.1.4 Demolition of the 01-14 Building,

The 01-14 Building contains a single lead glass viewing window with approximately 225 kilograms
(500 pounds) of lead in the frame. This window would be removed from the building before demolition of the
structure and managed separately. ..

In demolishing the structure, the corrugated steel structure would be removed first. It is not expected to be
radioactively contaminated, and it is assumed that the materials would be disposed of as construction and
demolition debris.

Removal of the concrete building structure would involve use of methods similar to those used with the Main
Plant Process Building. It isassumed that the building debris would be handled as low specific activity waste.

C.3.1.1.5 Demolition of the Load-Out Facility

The Load-Out Facility (converted from Load-In/Load-Out Facility) would be demolished once all of the high-
level radioactive waste canisters had been removed from the Main Plant Process Building. The shielded
transfer cell, canister handling system, and. high-capacity crane would be dismantled, packaged, and disposed
of as Class A low-level radioactive waste at an offsite disposal facility.

A characterization survey would be performed to quantify the contamination and radiation fields in various
parts of the building, and a spray fixative applied to the interior, surfaces of the building. All of the utilities
would be isolated. Any equipment remaining in the Load-Out Facility would be removed, including electrical
equipment, such as generators and pump motors. All the drains and sumps would be sealed,

Standard construction equipment would be used to demolish the Load-Out Facility, as the internal wall
surfaces of the structure are not expected to be contaminated. All waste would be characterized, packaged, and
disposed of as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris at appropriate offsite disposal facilities.

Using. an excavator equipped with a shear, a grapple, and a hammer, the building and slab would be
demolished. The equipment and debris would be size reduced .as necessary, and disposed of offsite.

The excavation surface would be surveyed to determine if it meets established Derived Concentration
Guideline Levels (DCGLs). If not, excavation would continue until the DCGLs are met. Any contaminated
soil would be shipped to an offsite disposal facility as low-level radioactive waste.

The excavation would be backfilled with clean material similar to the natural surrounding material.

C.3.1.1.6 * Demolition of Other Waste Management Area 1 Facilities

The Utility Room, Utility Room Expansion, Fire Pumphouse, Water Storage Tank, Electrical Substation, and
Plant Office Building are relatively simple structures that would be demolished to grade using conventional
demolition equipment at an appropriate point in the Main Plant Process Building demolition. The rubble from
the Utility Room and Utility Room Expansion would be managed as low specific activity waste and the Plant
Office rubble as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

Equipment and piping in the Fire Pumphouse would be removed and disposed of offsite as uncontaminated
construction and demolition debris. The Pumphouse would be demolished by conventional methods and the
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rubble managed as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris. The Water StorageTank would be
drained and the water released to the storm sewer in accordance with the existing SPDES permit. The steel
tank would be segmented using conventional steel cutting equipment. The tank segments would be disposed
of offsite as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.'

C.3.1.1.7 Excavation and Hydraulic Barrier Wall Installation

To facilitate removal of the underground structures of the Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification
Facility, along with the source area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, an area larger than the footprint
of both buildings would be excavated. This area is shown in Figure C-15.

As can be seen on Figure C-15, the western edge of the excavation would lie near the road in front of the Plant
Office Building. Reference should also be made to Figure C-1. The northern edge of the excavation would
follow the walkway between the Vitrification Facility: and the Waste Tank Farm. The eastern edge would
follow the road between the Main Plant Process Building area and the Interceptors. The southern edge would
correspond with a line running immediately south of the 01-14 Building, the Utility Room, and the Utility
Room Expansion. The footprint of the excavation would comprise approximately 1.2 hectares' (3 acres).

To control groundwater, a vertical hydraulic -barrier would be installed around the area to beexcavated as
shown on.Figure C-15. The upgradient portion would be constructed of sheet pile-The downgradient portion
would consist* of a soil-cement-bentonite slurry wall. Both would extend approxirriately'0.6 meter (2 feet) into
the Lavery till, and the slurry wall would remain inplace after the excavation is backfilled.

The total length of the slurry wall would be approximately 230 meters (750 feet), with approximately
160 meters (525 feet) of this length directly adjacent to the WMA 1 area to be excavated: The 160-meter
(525-foot) portion of the slurry wall adjacent to the area to be excavated would be 4 meters (13 feet)'wide, with
the remainder a more typical 0.6-meter (2-foot) wide. The extra width of the main portion of the slurry wall
and the inclusion of cement in the mixture would provide the stability necessary to accommodate the nearby
excavation'.'

Construction of the soil-cement-bentonite slurry wall would involve activities such as the following:

0 Preparationswould be made to handlethe approximately5,600 cubic meters (198,000 cubic feet) of
soil to ,be excavated, 5,000 cubic meters (176,000 cubic feet) of which would be assumed to be
radioactively contaminated, with approximately half assumed to be saturated.

. • A hydraulic excavatorwould be used to.dig the trench for installation of the slurry wall. , -

* The slurry and backfill mixtures would be prepared in contained areas that'would be constructed near
the slurry wall.

- During the excavation process, the trench would be kept filled with slurry to help support the walls of
the trench.

• .: . :. . ¶ -• ,:
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C.3.1.1.8 Removal of the Plume Source Area, Underground Structures, and Equipment

Removal of the underground structures and equipment would be coordinated with soil removal because the
North Plateau Groundwater Plume source area lies beneath the Main Plant Process Building.

Removal of Contaminated Soil and Groundwater

In addition to installation of the hydraulic barrier wall, preparations would include installation of
fifteen 15-centimeter- (6-inch-) diameter extraction wells, design -and fabrication of a skid-mounted
groundwater treatment system, and design and erection of a pre-engineered confinement structure.

The extraction wells would be similar to the extraction wells presently in use in the North Plateau Groundwater
Recovery System. This system would include two skid-mounted treatment units having a combined capacity
for treating contaminated water of 379 liters (100 gallons) per minute.

The conceptual design. of the confinement structure tO be used during excavation of the higher activity
materials near the original release is described in Section C.4.6.7. This single-span structure would extend
over the portion of the excavation near the release in the southwest comer of the Main Plant Process Building
to provide for weather protection and control .of airborne radioactivity.

Before excavation would begin, the hydraulic barrier wall would be installed, the groundwater pretreatment
system set up, the dewatering wells installed and placed in operation, and the confinement structure installed.
The excavation process would be accomplished in two phases using conventional excavation equipment.

The first phase would involve removal of soil in the -Vadosezone and offsite shipment as low specificý activity
waste. If characterization and remedial~actjion sirveys (i.e., in-process radiological surveys) were to confirm
that some of this soil is less than the DCGLs for unrestricted release, then that soil could potentially be set
aside and used in backfilling the excavation.

Excavation of soil in the saturated zone would begin after the deWatering wells have removed -girundwater in
the confined~area to the extent practical. The groundwater would be treated using ion exchange and discharged
directly to Erdman Brook through an SPDES-permitted outfall after confirmation that radioactivity
concentrations are acceptably low. As the excavation progresses deeper into saturated soils, the excavation
crew would'construct common sumps to remove free liquid.

Additional soil would be excavated as necessary to remove essentially all of the soil impacted by radioactivity.
The extent of soil removed would be determined by the use of DCGLs specified in the Decommissioning Plan.
Remedial action surveys would be performed during the course of the work to identify those areas that contain
contaminated soil above the DCGLs and those that do not. Soil with radioactivity concentrations exceeding
the DCGLs would be removed. a

For estimating purposes, it has been assumed that:

" The excavation would extend 0.3 meters (1 foot) into the Lavery till, or more in those cases where the
underground structure extends into the Lavery till;

" All of the soil to be excavated would be radioactive and processed through a Soil Drying Facility (see
Section C.4.3) and disposed of offsite;

" Soil in the North Plateau Groundwater Plume source area and immediately downgradient would be
disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste; and

" The remainder of the soil would be disposed of as low specific activity waste and placed in containers
for transportation to the disposal facility.
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Removal of Underground Structures

The design and construction of the below-grade cells are similar to the tower cells, and they also would be
freestanding structures if they were physically segregated from the remainder of the Main Plant Process
Building. The walls, floors, and ceilings of these cells are composed of either high-density (2,400 kilogramsý
per cubic meter [235 pounds per cubic foot]) or standard density (3,800 kilograms per cubic meter [150 pounds
per cubic foot]) reinforced concrete that is up to 1 meter (3 feet)'thickl

The demolition of below-grade cells and structures would be coordinated with the-removal of the three
underground tanks, the underground piping, and contaminated soil associated with the source area of the North
Plateau Groundwater Plume. :After soil is excavated to expose their structures, the below-grade'cells would be
demolished with conventional demolition equipment operating' under a fog spray as rnecessary' and with
diamond-wire saws.

The ceilings would be segmented and removed using diamond-wire saws and cranes. The walls would be'
segmented'and removed using diamond-wire saws. The cut segments would-be sized to fit into appropriate
containers. 'Once the walls have been removed, conventional demolition equipment would be used to remove
the floor slabs and foundations.

All remaining concrete floor slabs and foundations in the area, including those outside of the excavation,
would also be removed. It should be noted that the vertical excavation limit would. be the Lavery till contact,
or deeper in portions of the Plant where the building extends below the till layer. The nearly 500 foundation
pilings supporting the Main Plant Process Building wouldbe cutjust below the limit of excavation. Additional
piling removal would'be considered if contaminants'are found' to have transported ftirther'downthe pilings.
The potential for additional piling removal would be considered if additional contamination is found to have
preferentially moved down the piling. Assumptionshave been' made regarding the pile removal that involve
potentially numerous work crews working together productively in a small space' (excavationi-nd-concrete
demolition would be proceeding at the same time as the pile removal). This working arrangement might cause
reductions in work productivity to occur, increasing cost and decreasing the level of safety against worker
injury. The work involved in this tank is relatively common; however, coordination among the work crews
would need close attention. ' ...
All demolition debris would be managed as low specific activity waste and'disposed of'offsite at'fv low-level

radioactive waste disposal facility.

Removal of Underground Tanks and Piping

The three underground tanks and underground, piping within the excavated area would:. be removed and
disposed of as radioactive waste as appropriate. Planning for underground line removal would take into
account two lines of particular interest: Waste Transfer Line 7P120 and-the off-gas line running between the
Vitrification Facility and the 01-14 Building. Waste Transfer Line 7P120, which is shown on.Figure C-15,
has been estimated to contain more than 90 percent of the radioactivity in the underground lines in the Main
Plant Process Building area. The off-gas line, which runs in the Off-Gas Trench just below-griade with other
lines, is also expected to contain high levels of residual radioactivity.- The Off-Gas Trench would be removed
along with the pipelines it contains. Rubble from the Trench is expected to be disposed of offsite as
construction and demolition debris. Soil beneath the underground structures would be excavated 0.3 meter
(1 foot) into the Lavery till. -

The wastewater piping under the Main Plant Process Building would be removed and disposed of as Class A
low-level waste and the surrounding soils as low specific activity waste. All contaminated piping running into
other WMAs would be removed. This process would apply to radioactive lines only. Nonradioactive sanitary
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lines and utility lines would remain in place in cases where*this is practicable because it would,involve
extensive excavation and they would not need to be maintained. Parking lots and roadways would be removed
because they would otherwise need to be maintained.

C.3.1.1.9 'Site Restoration.

Once the below-grade structures of the Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification Facility, the three
wastewater tanks, the underground piping, and the remaining concrete floor slabs and foundations have been
removed,. and the underlying contaminated soils associated with the source area of the North Plateau
Groundwater Plume have been removed, a final status survey, would be performed in the excavation to verify
that residual radioactivity levels do not, exceed the DCGLs specified in the Decommissioning Plan.
Arrangements would also be made for an independent verification survey. . Confirmatory sampling of
constituents of concern would be performed, and remedial actions would be based on the results.

After the verification survey is completed, the area would be backfilled with clean fill,, clean soil, and other
clean material, and then graded as necessary to restore to it a near natural appearance. It is assumed in the.
estimates that the backfill would be composed entirely of clean earth brought in for this purpose. However, if
some of the soil removed in excavating the area were determined to be less than DCGLs, that soil would be:
used as part of the backfill to help reduce costs.

C.3.1.1.10 Disposition of SupportFacility Materials

The sheet pilings installed on the upgradient sides of the excavation would be removed as the excavation is,,
backfilled and disposed of as low specific activity waste, as would the groundwater. extraction wells. It is,
assumed- that the components -of the groundwater treatment system would be disposed of as low specific,
activity waste, with the ion exchange media disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste. It is assumed,
that .the ventilation exhaust equipment associated with the confinement structure would be disposed of as low
specific activity waste, with the confinement structure itself being disposed of as uncontaminated construction;
and demolition debris.

C.3.1.1.11 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 1 are
presented in Table C-I1. The estimate includes the modification of the Load-In/Load-Out Facility and the
operation and demolition of the Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) associated with the high-
level waste canister removal. •

-Table C-15 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Areal '

- ,, , ... F , * .Waste Type. I . Waste Volume (cubic feet). "

,Construction and Demolition DebrisI 440,000
Hazardous Waste 83J. 8
Radioactive Low-level Waste

. Low Specific Activity . 3,500,000
Class A , . 280,000,
Class B 3,100
Class C .... 9,000

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-level Waste 1,400
Transuranic Waste 24,000
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
a6curacy. To conve'rt cubic feet to'cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317T.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

'I
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C.3.1.2 Waste Management Area 2: Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility Area

The Sitewide Removal Alternative approach to closing WMA 2 is removal of all remaining surface structures
and concrete floor slabs, removal of all below-grade piping, removal of the contaminated waste and sediment
contained in Lagoon 1, excavation of all contaminated sediment from Lagoons 2 and 3, removal of liners from
Lagoons 4 and 5 and excavation of any underlying contaminated soil, and restoration of the surface to a natural
contour.

C.3.1.2.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility

The contents of skid-mounted wastewater processing modules, ion exchange media, and activated carbon
would be flushed to the waste packaging area, where they would be packaged for transport offsite and disposal
as low specific activity waste. The wastewater processing equipment and piping from the building would be
removed and size reduced, as appropriate, packaged, placed into containers, and transported offsite for disposal
as low specific activity waste.

The waste packaging area would be demolished using appropriate controls such as fog spray, with the debris,
including the sump liner, being placed into containers for disposal offsite as low specific activity waste. The
remainder of the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility and its floor slab would then be demolished by
conventional methods without confinement and the building footprint excavated up to 0.6 meter (2 feet)
below-grade, with the debris and removed soil being handled as low specific activity waste, placed into
containers, and transported offsite for disposal.

A final status survey would be performed in the excavated area, and arrangements made for an independent
verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and any necessary confirmatory sampling of
constituents of concern has been performed, the excavation would be filled with appropriate backfill material
and contoured to grade.

Neutralization Pit

The liner, concrete walls, and floor of the Neutralization Pit, and the underground lines in the immediate area,

would be demolished and removed with the debris being disposed of as low specific activity waste.

After completion of this work, a larger encompassing excavation would be performed as part of the WMA 2
remediation. Following that, a final status survey would be performed in the Neutralization Pit excavated area,
and arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and
any necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been performed, the excavation would be
filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

Old Interceptor

The Old Interceptor would be demolished using a process similar to that used for the Neutralization Pit, with
appropriate radiological controls. The concrete rubble would be managed as low specific activity waste and
placed in lift liners for offsite disposal. The valve pit and underground lines in the immediate area would be
removed and disposed of as low specific activity waste.

After completion of this work, a larger encompassing excavation would be performed as part of the WMA 2
remediation. Following that, a final status survey would be performed in the Old Interceptor excavated area,
and arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and
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any necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been performed, the excavation would be

filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

New Interceptors

The New Interceptors and the valve pit would be demolished using a process similar to that used for the
Neutralization Pit, with the rubble being disposed of as low specific activity waste. Underground lines in the
immediate area would also be removed and disposed of as low specific activity waste.

After completion of this work, a larger encompassing excavation would be performed as part of the WMA 2
remediation. Following that, a final status survey would be performed in the New Interceptors' excavated area,
and arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and
any necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been performed, the excavation would be
filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

Fire Brigade Training Area

Surface and subsurface soils that have been impacted by past operations at the Fire Brigade Training Area
would be excavated and disposed of offsite. The excavated material would be packaged and characterized for
disposal, and is assumed to be classified as low specific activity waste.

Sometime after completion of the excavation of impacted soils, a larger encompassing excavation would be
performed as part of the WMA 2 remediation. Following that, a final status survey would be performed in the
Fire Brigade excavated area, and arrangements would be made for any independent verification surveys. After
the surveys have been performed and any necessary sampling and analysis for constituents of concern have
been completed, the excavation would be filled with backfill material and contoured to grade.

C.3.1.2.2 Concrete Floor Slabs and Foundations

The concrete floor slabs of the 02 Building, Test and Storage Building, Vitrification Test Facility, Maintenance
Shop, Maintenance Storage Area, Vehicle Maintenance Shop, and Industrial Waste Storage Area would be
demolished by conventional means with the building footprints excavated up to 0.6 meter (2 feet) below-grade.
The demolition debris would be disposed of as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

A final status survey would be performed in the excavated areas, and arrangements made for an independent
verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and any necessary confirmatory sampling of
constituents of concern has been performed, the excavations would be filled with appropriate backfill material
and contoured to grade.

C.3.1.2.3 Decommissioning of the Lagoons

Lagoon 1

Preparation for decommissioning of Lagoon 1 would include fabrication of a confinement structure.
Section C.4.6.6 describes the conceptual design of this structure, which would consist of a single-span metal
building large enough to cover the lagoon area excavation and accommodate heavy equipment.

The confinement structure would be erected over the Lagoon 1 area to prevent any airborne releases during
excavation. The clay cap, Old Hardstand waste, and contaminated sand and gravel underlying Lagoon 1 would
be excavated and evaluated for waste characterization.
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The excavation is expected to encompass a 30.4-meter by 30.4-meter (100-foot by 100-foot) areaand extend
approximately 0.6 meters (2 feet) into the Lavery till, with a total depth of approximately 4.3 meters (14 feet).
Sheet piling would be installed around the excavation to limit groundwater intrusion. As with removal-ofthe
North Plateau Groundwater Plume source area in WMA 1, DCGLs specified in the Decommissioning Plan
would be used to determine the extent of contaminated sediment and soil removal.

The excavated Old Hardstand waste is assumed to be disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste. It is
assumed that the underlying sand and gravel would be disposed of as Class C low-level radioactive waste.

Following removal of Lagoon 1 within the confinement structure, additional surrounding soils would also be
removed. This area extends from about theInterceptors to Lagoon 2 and is approximately 5,800 square meters
(64,000 square feet) in size. Soils would be excavated down to about 4.3 meters (14 feet) and disposed of
offsite as low specific activity waste. By removing the larger area around Lagoon 1 all the way from Lagoon 2
to the~interceptors,. the areas of secondary contamination would be effectively remediated.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the excavated area, and
arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and any
necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been performed, the excavation would be
backfilled... ... ..

It is assumed that the ventilation exhaust equipment associated with the confinement structure would be
disposed of as low specific activity waste, with the confinement structure itself being disposed..of as
uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

Lagoon 2

Lagoon 2 was, excavated through the sand, and gravel unit into the underlying Lavery till. There is little to no
groundwater flow from.the sand and gravel unit into the lagoon. Groundwater~flow in the Lavery till is
vertically downward towards the underling Kent Recessional Unit. Before excavation activities associated
with decommissioning would begin, aqueous waste remaining in Lagoon 2mwould be pumped to the Low-level
Waste Treatment Facility for treatment.

As part of the decommissioning process, equipment and piping would be removed from the pump shed, the
shed would be demolished, and buried piping and conduit would be removed using appropriate radiological
controls. The resulting equipment and building debris would be disposed of as low specific 'activity waste.
The' buried piping would be managed ,as Class A low-level radioactive waste. The stairways would be
removed, cut into manageable sizes, and disposed of as low specific activity waste.

Using appropriate radiological controls and conventional excavation methods, contaminated lagoon sediment
and a limited thickness of the underlying Lavery till would be removed. As with Lagoon 1, DCGLs specified
in the Decommissioning Plan would be used to determine the extent of contaminated sediment and soil.
removal. It is expected that the upper 0.6 meters (2 feet) of the underlying Lavery till would be excavated. It
is assumed that the removed sediment and soil would be disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in 'the excavated area, and
arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and any.
necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been completed, the excavation would be
backfilled.
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Lagoon 3

Similar to Lagoon 2, Lagoon 3 was excavated through thesand and gravel unit into the underlying Lavery till.
There is little to no groundwater flow from the sand and gravel unit into the lagoon. Groundwater flow in the
Lavery till is vertically downward toward the underlying Kent Recessional Unit. Before excavation activities
associated with decommissioning would begin, aqueous waste remaining in Lagoon 3 would be discharged to
Erdman Brook through the SPDES-permitted discharge.

The Lagoon 3 decommissioning process would be similar to the Lagoon 2 process. The stainless-steel liner
would be removed from the discharge weir and would be disposed of as low-level radioactive waste. Using
appropriate radiological controls and conventional excavation methods, contaminated lagoon sediment and a
limited 'thickness of the underlying Lavery till would be removed. The DCGLs -specified in the
Decommissioning Plan would be used to determine the extent of contaminated sediment and soil removal.- It is
expected that the upper 0.6-meter (2-foot) of the underlying Lavery till would be excavated. It is assumed that
the removed sediment and soil would be disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the excavated area, and
arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed, and- any
necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been completed, the excavation would befilled
with compacted clay.

Lagoons 4 and 5

Lagoons 4 and 5 were excavated into the vadose zone of the sand and gravel unit and an impermeable liner
was installed after their construction to limit releases to the sand and gravel unit.

During decommissioning, the liners in Lagoons 4 and 5 would be removed% Radioactively contaminated soil
beneath the liners would be removed with DCGLs specified in the Decommissioning Plan used to determine
the extent of soil removal. For estimating purposes, it is assumed that 0.5 meters (1.5 feet).of underlying soil-is
contaminated above the DCGLs and that the removed sediment, soil, and liners would be disposed of as
Class A low-level radioactive waste. Because Lagoons 4 and 5 and their liners are in the vadose zone of the
sand and gravel unit, groundwater would be successfully managed.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the area, and arrangements made for
an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and. any necessary confirmatory
sampling of constituents of concern have been completed, the excavation would be filled with compacted'clay.

C.3.1.2.4 Solvent Dike

The Solyent Dike would be excavated. The excavated material is assumed. to be disposed of offsite as. low
specific activity-waste.,.

After completion of this work, a larger encompassing excavation would be performed as part of the WMA 2
remediation. Following that, a final status survey would be performed in the excavated area, and arrangements
made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys and any necessary confirmatory sampling of
constituents.of concern have been completed, the excavation would be filled with appropriatebackfill material
and contoured to grade.
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C.3.1.2.5 Maintenance Shop Leach Field

The leach field components would be exhumed by conventional means without confinement. This material
would be disposed of as low-level radioactive waste because it is assumed that this area has been impacted by
the North Plateau Groundwater Plume although it is unclear whether the depth to be excavated would
encounter the saturated zone.

After completion .of this work, a final status, survey would be performed in the excavated area, and
arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the surveys and any confirmatory sampling
of constituents of concern have been completed, the excavation would be filled with appropriate backfill
material and contoured to grade.

C.3.1.2.6 Remaining Underground Piping

All underground wastewater lines within WMA 2 that remain after facility removal and lagoon excavations
would be removed and disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste. A final status survey would be
performed in each excavated area, and arrangements made for an independent verification survey. After the
surveys have been completed and any necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been
performed, the excavated areas would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

C.3.1.2.7 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 2 are
presented in Table C-16.

Table C-16 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 2
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 50,000
Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste
Low Specific Activity 1,400,000

Class A . 340,000

Class B 0
Class C 33,000

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-level Waste 0
Transuranic Waste 0

Note: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.3 Waste Management Area 3: Waste Tank Farm Area

The Sitewide Removal Alternative closure approach for WMA 3 includes the removal of all facilities including
Tanks 8D- 1, 8D-2, 8D-3, 8D-4, and their associated vaults, the high-level radioactive waste mobilization and
transfer pumps, the High-Level Waste Transfer Trench, the Permanent Ventilation System Building, the STS
and STS Support Building, the Equipment Shelter and Condensers, the Con-Ed Building, the underground
process and STS, wastewater and utility lines, and all remaining concrete slabs and foundations. All
contaminated soil and groundwater would be remediated to levels supporting unrestricted release.
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C.3.1.3.1 Demolition of the Supernatant Treatment System Support Building, Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2,
8D-3, 8D-4, and their Associated Vaults

The closure:of the Waste Tank Farm area in WMA 3 would be performed within the confinesof theWaste
Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility (Waste Tank Farm Confinement Area), which. is described in
Section C.4.2. Closure activities would include a number of separate tasks including, but not limited .to,
removal and processing of any mobile radionuclide inventory from the tanks, demolition of the tanks and
associated vaults and the processing and packaging of this waste, decontamination and characterization of
waste packages,, and loading and offsite shipment of packaged waste.

Supernatant Treatment System Support Building

The STS Support Building would be demolished under the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility
enclosure. Most of the second floor of the STS Support Building is uncontaminated and would be demolished
in a hands-on manner. The equipment and structural surfaces onthe second floor of the STS Support Building
would be surveyed and a spray fixative applied, if necessary. The equipment would beremoved; characterized,
packaged, and disposed of at appropriate offsite disposal facilities. After the equipment has been removed, the
second floor of the structure would be demolished using a demolition machine equipped with a demolition
hammer and shear. The sheet metal and structural steel would be removed, size reduced, packaged, and
disposed of at appropriate offsite disposal facilities.

The first floor of the STS Support Building includes the STS Valve Aisle, which was contaminated during
STS operations. The noncontaminated portions of the first floor outside of the STS Valve Aisle would be
demolished using manned demolition machines. The STS Valve Aisle would be demolished remotely. All
equipment located outside of the STS Valve Aisle would be removed, packaged, and disposed of as low
specific activity waste at an offsite disposal facility.

A spray fixative would be applied to the interior of the STS Valve Aisle. The steel shield walls and roof of the
STS Valve Aisle would be removed remotely using a telescoping mast equipped with cutting, grappling, and
lifting end-effectors. The telescoping mast is a tool that works mainly in the vertical direction which employs a
series of tubes that fit inside each other, and when extended, form a mast longer than any of the individual
tubes. The mast is operated hydraulically (remotely if necessary), and would be able to operate the various end
attachments discussed above. The steel shielding would be transferred to the Remote-Handled Work Cell of
the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility for size reduction and packaging before being disposed of at
an offsite low-level radioactive waste disposal facility. The concrete floor of the STS Valve Aisle would be
demolished using the remotely operated demolition hammer attached to a telescoping'mast. All demolition
debris would be packaged in containers, and disposed of as low specific activity waste at an offsite disposal
facility.

Removal of Supernatant Treatment System Equipment in Tank 8D-1

An estimated 2.5 meters (8 feet) of soil overlies the vaults of Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2 which would be removed
using both manned and remotely operated excavation equipment. The soil would be packaged and disposed of
as low specific activity waste at an offsite disposal facility. Once the soil has been removed from above the
Tank 8D- I vault, the STS equipment in Tank 8D- 1 would be removed, processed, and packaged for disposal.

The four ion exchange columns contain radioactively-contaminated zeolite. The zeolite in the ion exchange
columns would be back flushed through the column J-nozzles to the Liquid Waste Process Cell of the Waste
Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility for processing and stabilization with grout. The zeolite/grout mixture
would be placed into 208-liter (55-gallon) drums for curing. Once the mixture has cured, the drums would be
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transferred tothe decontamination station in the Remote-Handled Work Cell. It is assumed that the stabilized
zeolite will be disposed of as transuranic radioactive waste.

The STS equipment in Tank 8D-1 would be removed using a telescoping mast system. A 27-metric ton
(30-ton) hoist and trolley' would transport the equipment to theý Remote-Handled Work Cell where the
telescoping work arm platforms equipped with cutting torches would size reduce the equipment for waste
packaging. The packaged waste would be decontaminated in the Waste Package Decontamination Area; after
which they would be transferred to the Non-Destructive Assay Cell for waste characterization as required by
the waste acceptance criteria of the disposal facility. After the packages have been characterized, they would
be transferred from the Non-Destructive Assay Cell to the Remote-Handled Cask Loading Cell and packaged
into appropriate. transportation casks as required. The loaded casks would be transferred to the Transport
Loading Area where they would be loaded onto an appropriate transport trailerfor shipping to a waste disposal
facility. . I

It is assumed that the processed STS equipment would be disposed of as Class C low-level radioactive waste.
Residual ion exchange and filter media in the equipment would be transferred into waste containers for
disposal.

Removal of Residual Waste from Tank 8D-1

The vault roofs and tops of Tanks 8D- 1 and 8D-2 would be removed remotely before the residual inventory is
removed from these tanks: The tanks would be accessed byremotely demolishing the vault roofs with the
telescoping. mast equipped with a demolition hammer end effector. Grapples would be used to remove the
vault debris, after which it would be packaged for offsite disposal as low specific activity waste. The risers
would be segmented, packaged, and characterized for offsite disposal. The waste class of the riser segments is
expected'to range from Class A low-level radioactive to transuranic waste, depending on its location.

The carbon steel tank tops would be cut away by rigging sections of the tank tops to the gantry; cranes and
cutting the sections using the telescoping mast arms with torch end effectors to free the rigged section. The cut
section would be transferred to the Remote-Handled Work Cell for additional size reduction using the two
telescoping work arm platforms equipped with grappling equipment, torch, and saw end effectors to segment
and package waste.

Any residual mobile radionuclide inventory in Tanks 8D-l and 8D-2 would be removed. using a Waste
Dislodging and Conveyance System. The zeolite and solids in the bottom of Tank 8D-1 would be transferred
to the liquid waste storage tanks in the Liquid Waste Process Cell using the transfer pumps and associated
piping. This waste would be pumped from the storage tanks to the centrifugal dewatering system where the
solids would be separated. The solids would be transferred to the Container Fill Area of the Liquid Waste
Process Cell, where the solids would be mixed with'grout produced in the Grout Batch Plant. The solids/grout
mixture would be placed into 208-liter (55-gallon) drums for curing. Once the mixture has cured, the drums
would be transferred to the decontamination station in the Remote-Handled Work Cell. It is assumed that the
stabilized solids would-be disposed of as transuranic waste.

Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2

Once the STS equipment and mobile waste have been removed from Tanks 8D- I and 8D-2, the tanks would be
segmented using a telescoping mast system and dual arm work platform equipped with torch cutting end
effectors. The residual radionuclide inventory associated with the tank shells of Tanks 8D-l, 8D-2, and 8D-4
would require this waste to be packaged in 208-liter (55-gallon) drums: This would require initial
segmentation within the tanks, followed by additional size reduction to allow placement within the 208-liter
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(55-gallon) drums. After initial cutting, the tank segments would be transferred to the Remote-Handled Work
Cell using the hoist and trolley system.

The tank walls, supporting columns, horizontal gridwork, and the tank floor would be ,segmented and
processed in a similar manner to the tops of the tanks as described above. The tank segments would be
transferred to the Remote-Handled Work Cell for size reduction and packaging using the two telescoping work
arm platforms equipped with grappling equipment, torch, and saw end effectors to segment and package the
waste. The waste packages would be. decontaminated in the Waste Package Decontamination Area and then
characterized for waste disposal in the Non-Destructive Assay Cell. The waste class of the tank -segments
would range from Class C low-level radioactive waste (Tank 8D-1) to transuranic waste (Tank 8D-2). The
waste packages would be transferred to the Remote-Handled Cask Loading Cell for loading into shippingcasks
followed by transfer to the Transport Loading Area, where the casks would be loaded onto trailers for
shipment.

Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4

The soil overlying the vault would be removed using the Waste Tank Farm Confinement Area telescoping mast
system with appropriate end effectors. The soil would be packaged and disposed of as low specific activity
waste. The Waste Tank Farm Confinement Area telescoping mast system would then be usedto demolish the
valve pit, pump pit, and the 0.6-meter- (2-foot-) thick vault roof using demolition hammers or similar types of
equipment. The debris would be packaged and disposed of as low specific activity waste. The, top of
Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4 would be removed using the Waste Tank Farm Confinement Area telescoping mast
system with a work arm equipped with a torch cutting end effector. The tank tops wouldbe transferred into the
Remote-Handled Work Cell for additional segmentation as necessary for packaging.

The telescoping vertical mast would be used to deploy the Waste Dislodging and Conveyance System inside
Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4 to remove the mobile waste in the tanks and transfer it to the Liquid Waste Process Cell
for processing and stabilization with grout. The cooling coils contained in Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4 would then
be removed using grapples and/or mechanical shear end effectors as required. The tank shells would be
segmented with the telescoping vertical mast and dual work arm platform equipped with torch and shear
cutting end effectors. The tank segments would be transferred into the Remote-Handled Work Cell for
additional size reduction and packaging. Tank 8D-3 is assumed to be Class B low-level radioactive waste
based on its current estimated radionuclide inventory. Tank 8D-4 is assumed to be transuranic waste based on
its current estimated radionuclide inventory.

Vaults of Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4

After Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4 have been removed, radiological surveys would evaluate dose rates
and levels of contamination remaining in the vaults. Depending upon the results, it may be: possible to
demolish the vaults using manned demolition equipment.

The perlite blocks and gravel underlying Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2 are assumed to be removed with manned
equipment such as long reach hydraulic excavators, packaged, and disposed of as low specific activity waste at
an offsite disposal facility. The telescoping arm and dual work arm platform equipped with torch cutting end
effectors would be used to segment the pans in the vaults in Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2. The pan segments would
be transferred to the Remote-Handled Work Cell for additional size reduction and packaging. The tank pans
are expected to be disposed .of as Class A low-level radioactive waste. .

Sheet piling would be driven around the tank vaults to stabilize the surrounding soil before the tank vaults are
removed. The tank vaults would be demolished using either manned hydraulic excavators or a remotely
telescoping arm and dual work arm platform equipped with demolition hammer end effectors. The vault debris
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would be packaged and disposed of as low specific activity waste at an offsite disposal facility. The soil
beneath the vaults would be surveyed, and any contaminated soil exceeding the established DCGLs or other
applicable criteria would be removed.

C.3.1.3.2 Removal of Waste Tank Pumps and Pump Support Structures

Several pumps have been removed from the High-Level Waste Tanks and stored on site in Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2,
and 8D-4. The remaining pumps would also be removed.

Tank 8D-l contains five high-level radioactive waste mobilization pumps, and Tank 8D-2 contains four of
these centrifugal pumps. Each pump is approximately 2.4 meters (8 feet) long and is supported by a
25.4-centimeter (10-inch) stainless-steel pipe column that is 15.2 meters (50 feet) long.

Tanks' 8D-l, 8D-2, and 8D-4 also each contain a transfer pump. These centrifugal multi-stage turbine type
pumps are each supported by a 35.6-centimeter (14-inch) pipe column, with an overall length of more than
15.2 meters (50 feet) for tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2 and approximately 6 to 8 meters (20 to 25 feet) in length for
Tanks 8D-3 and 8D-4. Like the mobilization pumps, the transfer pumps were driven by 150-horsepower
electric motors.

The mobilization and transfer pumps are radiologically contaminated. The transfer pumps will likely have
more contamination, since high-level radioactive waste passed through the entire length of the pump, rather
than impacting only the lower portion as with the mobilization pumps.

Each one of the pumps would be removed using appropriate radiological controls. The pumps would be cut
into sections during removal and packaged for disposal in the field. It is assumed that portions of the pumps
would be classified as low-level radioactive waste and other portions classified as transuranic waste.

The methods and controls needed for safe removal of the pumps have been demonstrated with the previous
pump removals; however, the segmenting methods and controls have not been demonstrated. The pumps
would have to be segmented to fit inside of waste containers for eventual offsite disposal.

The pump support structures would be removed in connection with removal of the pumps and the material
disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris.

C.3.1.3.3 Removal of High-Level Radioactive Waste Transfer Trench Piping

The Transfer Trench itself is not expected to be radiologically contaminated because the piping did not leak
and contamination has not been detected in water collected in the trench.

Using appropriate radiological controls, the piping would be cut into sections, packaged, and transported to an
offsite low-level radioactive waste disposal facility for disposal as Class A low-level radioactive waste. The
piping and other equipment in the pits would also be cut into sections and disposed of in this manner,
coordinated with removal of the waste tank pumps.

After the piping has been removed, radiological surveys would be performed in the empty Transfer Trench and
the trench would be demolished and disposed of offsite as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

C.3.1.3.4 Demolition of the Permanent Ventilation System Building

The equipment inside the building would be removed, packaged, and disposed. The building would be
demolished through the use of a front-end loader and other concrete demolition equipment. Demolition would
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include both the superstructure and all concrete slabs and foundations associated with it. All demolished
equipment would be disposed of as low specific activity waste, with the exception of the ventilation system
media, which would be packaged and disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste.

Upon completion of the foundation demolition and removal of any remaining waste materials, a final status
survey would be performed over the footprint of the building, and arrangements would be made for any
necessary independent verification surveys. After the surveys have .been performed, and any necessary
sampling and analysis for constituents of concern have been completed, the disturbed area would be graded
and filled with backfill material as needed.

C.3.1.3.5 Demolition of the Equipment Shelter and Condensers

Any remaining liquid would be drained from the system. The equipment would be removed, packaged, and
disposed of offsite as Class A low-level radioactive waste. The structure would be demolished -without
containment using conventional methods, with the floor slab and underlying soil removed to 0.6 meter (2 feet)
below-grade. The demolition debris would be disposed of offsite as uncontaminated construction and
demolition debris.

Arrangements would be made for any necessary independent verification surveys. After the surveys have been
performed, and any necessary sampling and analysis for constituents of concern have been completed, the
excavation would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

C.3.1.3.6 Demolition of the Con-Ed Building

The structure would be demolished without containment using conventional methods, with the floor slab and
underlying soil removed to 0.6 meters (2 feet) below-grade. The demolition debris would be disposed of
offsite as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

Arrangements would be made for any necessary independent verification surveys. After the surveys have been
performed, and any necessary sampling and analysis for constituents of concern have been completed, the
excavation would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

C.3.1.3.7 Decontamination and Demolition of the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility

Portions of the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility and its associated equipment would become
contaminated while supporting the closure of the Waste Tank Farm Area. The interior of the Waste Tank Farm
Waste Processing Facility would be surveyed to assess contamination levels associated with building surfaces
and equipment. A spray fixative would be applied to the external surfaces of equipment and the internal
surfaces of the walls and ceiling of the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility. Equipment and stainless-
steel liners would be dismantled, size reduced, packaged, and disposed of at an offsite radioactive waste
disposal facility.

The Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility would be demolished after the post-excavation survey has
been completed, and the excavation backfilled with clean material. The enclosure would be demolished using
conventional demolition equipment, such as hydraulic excavators equipped with demolition hammers and
shears. The demolition debris would be packaged as low specific activity waste and transported to an offsite
radioactive waste disposal facility.

Once the facility has been removed, any contaminated soil generated during demolition would be removed and
disposed of as low specific activity waste. A final status survey would be performed in the area impacted by
demolition of the enclosure to establish that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs.
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After the survey is complete, additional clean soil backfill would be placed and the area graded to a near
natural, appearance.

C.3.1.3.8 Site Restoration

Removal of Tanks 8D-l, 8D-2, 8D-3, 8D-4, and their associated vaults would result in a large excavation
under the Waste Tank Farm Confinement Area. A post-excavation survey would be performed before the
Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility is demolished to verify that residual radioactivity levels do not
exceed the established DCGLs and that concentrations of RCRA hazardous constituents are below guidance
limits. After the survey is complete, the excavation would be backfilled with clean soils under the confinement
provided by the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility.

C.3.1.3.9 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 3 are
presented in Table C-17. The estimate includes the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility construction,
operation, and demolition.

Table C-17 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 3
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 160,000

Hazardous Waste " 0
Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity. 2,100,000

Class A 71,000

Class B 1,200

Class C 9,000
Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 11,000
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.4 Waste Management Area 4: Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill

The Sitewide Removal Alternative closure approach for WMA 4 is exhumation of the CDDL and restoration
of the surface to a natural contour.

C.3.1.4.1 Exhumation of the Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill

The overburden of the CDDL would be excavated and the wastes exhumed with a hydraulic excavator. Soil
would. be transported to a new Soil Drying Facility described in Section C.4.3 for processing before being
sampled for characterization, packaged into containers, and transported as low specific activity waste to an
offsite disposal facility.

Buried wastes would be exhumed in a slow deliberate manner, paying close attention to the characteristics of
the wastes being unearthed. Wastes deemed to be free of hazardous constituents, such as construction debris,
typically would be placed into appropriate containers, sampled, and transported as low specific activity waste
for disposal. When oversized materials are encountered, a hydraulic excavator equipped with a shear would be
used within the excavation to size reduce pieces, as necessary, to prepare them for packaging.
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Wastes which could contain hazardous waste, such as paint cans and batteries, would be segregated from the
other wastes, characterized and packaged in 208-liter (55-gallon) drums for disposal. Some of this waste is
assumed to be disposed of as mixed waste.

Site restoration work would occur after the North Plateau Groundwater Plume has been excavated. After the
waste and any contamination have been removed from WMA 4, a final status survey would be performed to
verify that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs. An independent verification
survey may also be required. After the verification survey is complete and any necessary confirmatory
sampling of constituents of concern has been performed, the area would be backfilled with clean soils and
graded, as necessary.

C.3.1.4.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 4 are
presented in Table C-18.

Table C-18 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 4
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris -0

Hazardous Waste 0'

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 800,000

Class A 2,900

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 2,000

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet-to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.5 Waste Management Area 5: Waste Storage Area

The Sitewide Removal Alternative approach to closing WMA 5 includes the demolition of Lag Storage
Addition 4 and the associated Shipping Depot, Remote-Handled WasteFacility, Construction and Demolition
Area and the removal of all remaining concrete floor slabs with disposal at appropriate offsite disposal
facilities.

C.3.1.5.1 Demolition of Lag Storage Addition 4

The structures would be demolished without confinement and the floor slabs and foundations and underlying
soil removed to approximately 0.6 meter (2 feet) below-grade, with the demolition debris and removed soil
disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris. After completion of this work, a final status survey
would be performed in the excavated area, and soil exceeding DCGLs specified in the Decommissioning Plan
would be removed and disposed of offsite as low specific activity waste. After completion of removal of any
contaminated soil found and the associated resurveys of the area are performed, arraingem~nts would be made
for an independent verification survey. After the surveys have been completed and any necessaiy confirmatory
sampling of constituents of concern have been performed, the excavations would be filled with clean fill, clean
soil, and other clean material and then contoured to grade.
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C.3.1.5.2 Demolition of the Remote-Handled Waste Facility

Closure of the facility under a NYSDEC-approved RCRA Closure Plan would be coordinated with!its
demolition under the Decommissioning Plan. The Remote-Handled Waste Facility would be demolished by
conventional methods without confinement after it has completed processing of all equipment and waste
requiring remote handling and characterization. Demolition of the structure would include removal of the
underground tank vault, with the rest of the building being taken down to approximately 0.6 meter (2 feet)
below-grade.

The majority of the Remote-Handled Waste Facility would be classified as low specific activity waste. The
office structure would be characterized as construction and demolition debris. The underground waste transfer
lines to Tank 8D-3 in WMA 3 would be grouted, removed and disposed of as Class A 16w-level radioactive
waste.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the excavated area and
arrangements made for any independent verification survey. After completion of the surveys, the excavated
area would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

Removal of the Construction and Demolition Area

Surface soils, as well as any remaining concrete debris, would be excavated and removed from the construction
and demolition area, and disposed of offsite. The excavated material would be packaged and characterized for
disposal. It is assumed to be classified as construction and demolition debris, and would be disposed of at a
local sanitary landfill or construction and demolition debris landfill.

Upon completion of the .excavation, a final status survey would be performed. in the excavated area, and
arrangements would be made for any.necessary independent verification surveys. After the surveys have been
performed and any necessary sampling and analysis for constituents of concern have been completed, the
excavation would be filled with backfill material.

C.3.1.5.3 Removal of Remaining Floor Slabs, Foundations, and Gravel Pads

All remaining concrete floor slabs and foundations would be removed, including those associated with theLag
Storage Building, Lag Storage Addition 1, and Lag Storage Addition 3. The Lag Storage Addition 2
Hardstand would also be removed, along with the gravel pads associated with the Chemical Process Cell Waste
Storage Area, hazardous waste storage lockers, the Cold Hardstand Area, Vitrification Vault and Empty
Container Hardstand, Old/New Hardstand Area, and Lag Hardstand.

The floor slabs, foundations, Hardstands, and gravel pads would be demolished by conventional means with
the footprints excavated approximately 0.6 meters (2 feet) below-grade. The demolition debris would be
disposed of as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

A final status survey would be performed in the excavated areas. Soil exceeding the DCGLs specified in the
Decommissioning Plan would be removed and disposed of as low specific activity waste and the areas
resurveyed. Arrangements would be made for independent verification, surveys. After all of the surveys have
been completed and any necessaryconfirmatory sampling of constituents of concern has been performed, the
excavations would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade..
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C.3.1.5.4 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal.Alternative in WMA 5 are
presented in Table C-19.

Table C-19 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 5
r Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 190,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 100,000.

Class A 32,00 0

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are'presented to two-figure`
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.6 Waste Management Area•6: Central Project Premises

Under the Sitewide Removal Alternative, the Rail Spur, Demineralizer Sludge Ponds, Equalization Basin,
Equalization Tank, Low-Level Waste Rail Packaging and Staging Area, Sewage Treatment Plant, and South
Waste Tank Farm Area Test Tower would be removed, along with the remaining concrete floor slabs and
foundations, asphalt pads, and gravel pads. Any contaminated soil, sediment, and groundwater in the area
would be remediated to levels supporting unrestricted release.

C.3.1.6.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

Rail Spur

The Rail Spur rail and ties would be removed and disposed of as construction and demolition debris. A small
portion of the Rail Spur ballast would be disposed of as low specific activity waste. The remaining
uncontaminated ballast (approximately 92 cubic meters [3,290 cubic feet]) would be disposed of as
construction and demolition debris.

Demineralizer Sludge Ponds

The ponds would be excavated to a total depth of approximately 1.6 meters (5 feet), with the material removed
being disposed of offsite as low specific activity waste. After completion of this work, a final status survey
would be performed in the excavated areas. Soil having radioactivity concentrations exceeding the DCGLs
specified in the Decommissioning Plan would be removed and the areas resurveyed. Arrangements would be
made for any necessary independent verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the excavated areas
would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.
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Equalization Basin

The liner and approximately 0.6 meter (2 feet) of underlying soil would be removed and disposed of offsite as
construction and demolition debris. After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in
the area and arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the
area would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

Equalization Tank

The Equalization Tank would be demolished using conventional methods and 0.6 meter (2 feet) of underlying
soil removed, with this material disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris. After completion of
this work, a final status survey would be performed in the area and arrangements would be made, for any
independent verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the excavated area would be filled with
appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

Low-Level Waste Rail Packaging and Staging Area

The Low-Level Waste Rail Packaging and Staging Area would be removed with the demolition debris being
disposed of offsite or staged onsite for beneficial use. The concrete pads of the loading dock and preparation
area would be demolished, and the demolition debris would be directly packaged for offsite transport and
disposal. Although radioactive materials were managed in these areas, the concrete debris is not expected to be
radiologically contaminated. It is assumed that the debris would be classified as constructi6n and demolition
debris and would be disposed of at a construction and demolition debris landfill or sanitary landfill.

The stone base below the concrete is also not expected to be contaminated and would be staged onsite to be
used for beneficial purposes (temporary haul road construction, etc.) or used as backfill for nearby excavation
areas.

Upon completion of the pad demolition and excavation and removal of the stone base, a final status survey
would be performed in the excavated area, and arrangements would be made for any necessary independent
verification surveys. After the surveys have been performed and any necessary sampling and analysis for
constituents of concern have been completed, the disturbed area would be graded and filled with backfill
material as needed.

Sewage Treatment Plant

This facility- would be completely removed, including the underground concrete tanks, using conventional
demolition methods. The concrete foundation and underlying soil would be removed approximately 0.6 meter
(2 feet) below-grade. It is assumed that the demolition debris and excavated soil would be disposed of offsite
as construction and demolition debris.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the, excavated area and
.arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of the surveys and any
necessary confirmatory sampling of constituents of concern, the excavated area would be filled. with
,appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

South Waste Tank Farm Test Tower

This Test Tower' would be removed using conventional demolition methods, with the debris disposed of offsite
as construction and demolition debris. After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed
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in the excavated area and arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of
the surveys, the excavated area would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

C.3:1.6.2 Removal of Remaining Floor Slabs and Foundations

The remaining floor slabs and foundations in the area, including the underground structure of the Co01ing
Tower, would be removed and disposed of as low specific activity waste, with the underlying soil removed to
up to 0.6 meter (2 feet) below-grade. After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed
in each excavated area and arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of
the surveys, the excavated areas would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

C.3.1.6.3 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 6 are
presented in Table C-20.

Table C-20 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 6
- Waste Type Waste Volume (cubicfeet)

Construction and Demolition Debris .160,000:

Hazardous-Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 42,000

Class A 100'

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste .0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented-to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.7 Waste Management Area'7: NRC-licensed Disposal Area (NDA) and Associated Facilities

The Sitewide Removal Alternative closure approach for WMA 7 would include exhumation of all buried
wastes in the NDA, removal of the Liquid Pretreatment System and the Interceptor Trench, along with the
buried leachate transfer line, former lagoon and the remaining -concrete slabs and gravel pads associated with
the NDA Hardstand Staging Area. All contaminated soil,' sediment, and groundwater in 'the area would be'
remediated to levels supporting unrestricted release. ,

A new Leachate Treatment Facility; as described in Section C.4.5, would be designed and constructed on the
South Plateau near SDA Trench 14, to process the aqueous leachate in the holes and trenches in the NDA, and
also from the trenches in the SDA. It would be capable of accepting the leachate, removing organic chemicals
that might be present by biological degradation and adsorption, removing entrained solids by filtration, and
removing dissolved radionuclides by ion exchange, before transferring the treated water to the Low-Level
Waste Treatment Facility for final treatment and discharge. - '

A new Container Management Facility, as described in Section C.4.4, would be designed and constructed' to
process the wastes excavated from the NDA and the SDA. It would be capable of receiving the wastes in an
"as excavated" form, drying them, sorting them, size reducing the larger items, recompacting wastes that were
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"bulked-up" during excavation, packaging them, decontaminating the packages, classifying them, and
temporarily storing them. This facility may require a RCRA treatment and storage permit because some of the
excavated wastes may be mixed waste.

C.3.1.7.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

The NDA Interceptor Trench would be excavated with the excavated soil and stone being packaged for
transport offsite for disposal as low specific activity waste.

The Leachate Transfer Line could be excavated any time after a decision is made that the Liquid Pretreatment
System of the Interceptor Trench Project is not needed or would no longer be needed to support treatment of
leachate from the NDA. The debris would be characterized and shipped offsite for disposal as low specific
activity waste. The filled lagoon would be excavated when the special holes surrounding it are excavated.

C.3.1.7.2 Exhumation of Nuclear Fuel ServicesDeep Holes

The NDA deep holes and special holes contain high-activity waste that would be classified as Class C low-
level radioactive waste or Greater-Than-Class C waste. A confinement structure, called the NDA
Environmental Enclosure, would be constructed over all waste burial holes in WMA 7 suspected of containing
wastes classifiable as being greater than Class A low-level radioactive waste. Therefore, it would be
constructed over the NFS deep holes, the NFS special holes, and WVDP Trenches I through 7. The
conceptual NDA Environmental Enclosure is discussed in Section C.4.6. 1.

The upper layer of weathered overburden, approximately 1.2 meters (4 feet), would be excavated. This soil
would be stockpiled inside the NDA Environmental Enclosure to be used as temporary backfill material for the
excavated deep holes.

As each deep hole is being prepared for excavation, sheet piling would be driven around it using a drop
hammer or single-acting diesel hammer to a depth of approximately 3 meters (10 feet) below the base of the
planned excavation. The sheet piling would provide structural support for the surrounding till during the
excavation process. A crane would then be used to position the specially-designed Modular Shielded
Environmental Enclosure over the sheet piling. The Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure is further
described in Section C.4.6.8.

The Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would be equipped with a HEPA-filtered ventilation system,
operated at a slight vacuum compared to the ambient atmosphere within the NDA Environmental Enclosure,
and serve as the primary confinement structure for excavation work. The Modular Shielded Environmental
Enclosure would control airborne emissions and shield against high-radiation fields. The NDA Environmental
Enclosure would provide the secondary confinement.

Excavation of the deep holes and exhumation of the wastes would be accomplished using a telescoping Z-mast
from a gantry-style remotely operated crane system. Visibility would be provided by closed-circuit television
cameras. Hoisting equipment, independent from the remotely operated crane system, would be used within the
Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure. This equipment would include a bridge, trolley, and hoist to
provide three-dimensional movement of materials within the Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure and
the hole over which it is located. Using the remotely-operated crane system and the Modular Shielded
Environmental Enclosure hoist, all the material bounded within the sheet piling would be systematically
excavated.

Soil that was backfilled over the waste would be removed, to the extent possible, using an excavation bucket.
Loose soil would be removed, whenever possible, by use of a vacuuming system. As the soil is brought to the
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surface, it would be placed into appropriate containers. Contaminated overburden soil would be placed into lift
liners and sealand containers or railcars and managed as low specific activity waste. Interstitial soil and soil
removed from the sides of the holes would be placed into 208-liter (55-gallon) drums because subsequent assay
work could determine that they are Greater-Than-Class C wastes. To prevent accumulation of any liquid water
in the drums, an absorbent or cementitious material, such as calcium oxide, would be placed into the bottoms
of the drums and would be intermingled with the wastes as they are placed into the drums. The drums would
be remotely closed, wiped down usingthe master-slave manipulators, and removed from the Modular Shielded
Environmental Enclosure through a sealed load-in/load-out system. The loaded drum would then be
transported to the Container Management Facility for characterization, interim storage, and shipment offsite for
disposal.

Leachate encountered during the exhumation process would be pumped to the Leachate Treatment Facility for
treatment.

Buried waste would be removed using a manipulator or grapple on the Z-mast, together with a bucket and hook
on the chain hoist. The retrieved wastes would be packaged in 208-liter (55-gallon) drums before being
removed from the Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure.

Whenever radiation fields immediately outside the Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure become greater
than 50 millirem per hour, operations would be performed remotely. To keep radiation exposures as low as
reasonably achievable (ALARA), remote operation could be performed until less intense radiation fields are
encountered. Conceptually, the Control Room for the remote operations would be located in the Container
Management Facility, with observation capabilities being provided by closed-circuit television camerasinside
the Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure and on excavation equipment lowered into the hole or trench.

-After all the waste has been retrieved from a hole, contamination on the interior surfaces of the Modular
Shielded Environmental Enclosure would be removed by remote wiping or-immobilized with a spray-on
fixative. The Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would then be removed from over the hole and
positioned over the next hole to be excavated. After the ModularShielded Environmental Enclosure has been
removed, the sheet piling would be extracted for re-use and some of the stockpiled weathered till would be
used to temporarily backfill the hole.

C.3.1.7.3 Exhumation of Nuclear Fuel Services Special Holes

Exhumation of the NFS special holes would be done under confinement provided by the NDA Environmental
Enclosure. Each special hole would be excavated under a HEPA-filter ventilated confinement structure within
the NDA Environmental Enclosure. This temporary confinement structure would provide the primary
confinement for the excavation work. The NDA Environmental Enclosure would provide secondary
confinement. Special holes containing Greater-Than-Class C wastes would be excavated under an Modular
Shielded Environmental Enclosure as described above for the deep holes. For those special holes that do not
contain Greater-Than-Class C wastes, a tent-like containment structure would be erected over the hole or group
of holes.

The upper layer of weathered overburden, approximately 1.2 meters (4 feet), would be excavated. This soil
would be placed into appropriate containers, sampled for characterization purposes, and transported to a low-
level radioactive waste disposal facility for disposal as low specific activity waste.

The first special hole would be opened by excavating a vehicle access ramp at the end of the special hole down
to the floor level of the hole. Leachate, as encountered, would be transferred to the Leachate Treatment
Facility for treatment and discharge.
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The first special hole or trench under the temporary confinement structure would then be excavated from the
side usingappropriate excavation equipment. Whenever radiation fields greater than 50 millirem per hour are
encountered, remotely operated excavation equipment would be used.

Depending upon moisture content, the bucket loads of soil would be transported to the Container Management
Facility to be dried, or would be sampled and placed directly into appropriate containers.

The bucket loads of exhumed waste, or exhumed waste commingled with soil, would be placed into covered
transfer boxes. The boxes would be wiped down and transported to the Container Management Facility. At
the Container Management Facility, the waste would be unloaded, dried, sorted, size reduced, volume reduced,
and packaged. The packages would be decontaminated, characterized, and prepared for shipment.

Items of waste that are too large to be exhumed using an excavator bucket would be unearthed as much as
possible and segmented with an oxygen lance-style cutting torch. During cutting operations, a localized
roughing filter and HEPA filter ventilation system would be applied to prevent spread of airborne
contamination. Should the radiation field be greater than 50 millirem per hour, segmenting would be
performed remotely using an oxygen lance-style cutting torch mounted on a roving robot:

For items expected to be classified as Greater-Than-Class C waste that could not be processed within a
modular shielded environmental enclosure, the segments would be placed into 208-liter (55-gallon) drums,
which would be closed, remotely wiped down using the roving robots, then transferred to the Container
Management Facility, where the drums would be characterized and stored until an appropriate repository
becomes available. For other large items, such as the railroad car in Special Hole 72, the segments would be
placed into appropriate containers which would subsequently be closed, wiped down, and transferred-to the
Container Management Facility, where the containers would be characterized and prepared for shipment.

Leachate encountered during the exhumation process would be pumped to the Leachate Treatment Facility for
treatment followed by transfer to the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility for final treatment and discharge.

After each special hole or trench has been excavated, the wall between it and an adjacent special hole or trench
would be excavated with the soil handled as contaminated -soil or potentially contaminated soil. The same
access ramp would therefore be used for all special holes and trenches excavated within the temporary
confinement structure.

After all the special holes under the temporary confinement structure have been excavated, the temporary
confinement structure would be dismantled then re-erected over the next series of special holes to be
excavated.

C.3.1.7.4 Exhumation of West Valley Demonstration Project Burial Trenches

Since WVDP Trenches 1 through 5 contain wastes classifiable as being greaterthan Class A low-level
radioactive waste, these trenches would be excavated under the NDA Environmental Enclosure. The
configuration of the NDA Environmental Enclosure would also cover WVDP Trenches 6 and 7, which are in
close proximity to Trenches I through 5. The WVDP Trenches 8 through 12 would be excavated under a less
robust structure called the WVDP Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure discussed in Section C.4.6.2.

The wastes in WVDP Trenches 1 through 7 would be exhumed in the same manner as the NFS special holes,
as described above.

After all the trenches have been excavated, the remaining surrounding till would be excavated. Anticipating
that this soil would be classified as low specific activity waste, it was assumed to be sampled and placed into
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appropriate containers.. The samples would be analyzed to verify and, document the waste classification. All
waste generated would be disposed of as described in Chapter 4, Section 4.1.11. Transuranic and:Greater-
Than-Class C waste volumes are shown in Table C-21.

After all the adjacent trenches have been excavated, one large excavation cavity would remain. A finalstatus
survey would be performed in this excavation before it is backfilled with clean fill. The WVDP DisposalArea
Environmental Enclosure would be decontaminated and dismantled, the foundations would be demolished, and
the debris would be disposed of as low7level radioactive waste.

C,3.1.7.5 Exhumation of West Valley Demonstration Project Caissons

Any leachate present in the WVDP caissons would be pumped to the Leachate Treatment Facility for treatment
and discharge before any exhumation activities would begin.

The WVDP disposal records indicate approximately 23 cubic meters (823. cubic feet) of waste in drums is
present in Caisson 1. The disposal records do not indicate that waste was placed in Caissons 2 through 4. If
possible, the drums .of waste would be removed intact using a crane and associated grappling attachment.
If necessary, the waste would be removed using a crane and associated proclain bucket. As the waste is
brought to the surface, the drums would be inspected. If intact, they would be.decontaminated and transported
to the Container Management Facility for classification and shipment for disposal. If not intact, the drums and
waste soil would, be.. placed into appropriate containers, which would be closed,, decontaminated, and
transported to the Container Management Facility for classification and shipment for disposal. Afterthe waste
has been removed from a caisson, the floor of the caisson would be inspected using a closed-circuit television
camera lowered by the crane.. If wasteis found to be present in Caissons 2 through 4, it would be removed and.
managed in a similar manner.. After all .the waste has been retrieved from a caisson, the caisson would be
demolished and would be disposed of offsite as low specific activity waste.

C.3.1.7.6 Site Restoration

Large excavations would remain after. the deep holes, special holes, trenches, and caissons have been
exhumed. As.a final step, all of the contaminated soil from the vicinity of the holes, as well as the cap material
used for the temporary, barrier, would be excavated and disposed of as low specific activity waste. The
resulting "crater" would then be surveyed and filled. A final status survey would be.performed in. these
excavations to verify that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs. Similarly,
chemical sampling would be performed to verify all hazardous constituents are below acceptable regulatory
guidance values. An independent verification survey may also be performed. After the verification survey is
complete, the area would be backfilled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade..

C.3.1.7.7 Closure of Environmental Enclosures and Hydraulic Barriers .

Demolition of NRC-licensed Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure and West Valley
Demonstration Project DisposalArea Environmental Enclosure

The HEPA filters from the ventilation system of the NDA Environmental Enclosure and the WVDP Disposal
Area Environmental Enclosure would be removed by -bag-out procedures, wrapped in polyethylene, or
equivalent material, and loaded into a container as radioactive waste. The ventilation system equipment would
then be selectively demolished, loaded into appropriate containers, and transferred to the Container
Management Facility for characterization and shipment for disposal as low specific activity waste. -

The.interior surfaces~of the NDA Environmental Enclosure and the WVDP Disposal Area Environmental
Enclosure would be expected to be slightly contaminated. Therefore, they would be thoroughly surveyed and a
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spray fixative applied as necessary to allow demolition of the structure without confinement.. The enclosure
would be manually demolished with conventional equipment such as hydraulic hammers and backhoes. The
debris would be surveyed and sampled for characterization purposes, placed into appropriate containers, then
shipped offsite for disposal as low specific activity waste.

Verification Surveys, Backfilling, and Landscaping

Once the enclosures and below-grade hydraulic barriers have been removed, any contaminated soil generated
during demolition would be removed and disposed of as low specific activity waste. A final'status survey
would be performed in the area impacted by demolition of the enclosure and excavation of below-grade
hydraulic barrier to establish that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs. Because
there is a possibility of removing mixed waste from the NDA burial areas,, confirmatory soil samples would
likely be collected and analyzed for constituents of concern. Once all the required surveys have been
completed, clean soil backfill would be placed and the area graded to a near natural appearance.

C.3.1.7.8 Disposal of Equipment

The used equipment would include, among other items, the Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosures,
manually- and remotely-operated excavators; two or more remotely operated roving robots with closed-circuit
television cameras, or cutting torch, or both; and multiple overhead crane systems. This equipment would be
size reduced; boxed, and disposed of at an offsite low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

C.3.1.7.9 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 7 are
presented in Table C-21. The estimate includes the construction and demolition, of all structures other than
the Leachate Treatment Facility and the Container Management Facility supporting the exhumation activities
in WMA 7. Table C-22 provides the estimated waste to be generated from the construction, operation, and
demolition of the Leachate Treatment Facility and the Container Management Facility which would be
constructed to support the waste processing activities in the NDA and SDA.

Table C-21 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 7
Waste Type' Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 160,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 7,700,000

Class A 400,000

Class B 55,000

Class C 23,000

Greater-Than-Class C Waste "'75,000

..Mixed Low-level Waste 310

Transuranic Waste 1,100

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.
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Table C-22 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Leachate Treatment Facility plus
the Container Management Facility

Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 150,000
Hazardous Waste 0
Radioactive Low-Level Waste

Low Specific Activity 370,000

Class A 200,000
Class B 0

Class C 1,100
Greater Than Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-Level Waste 14,000

Transuranic Waste 0
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure.
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.8 Waste Management Area 8: State-licensed Disposal Area (SDA) and Associated Facilities

Removal of WMA 8 would be performed under a negotiated closure plan approved by .the NYSDEC
Hazardous Waste and Radiation Programs. This Closure Plan would satisfy RCRA closure and corrective
action requirements and radiation program requirements under 6 NYCRR Part 380. Preparatory
characterization and design work would be performed and applications would be made for the necessary
regulatory approvals.

The Sitewide Removal Alternative closure approach for WMA 8 would be similar to that for the NDA. The
buried waste in the SDA would be removed, the Mixed Waste Storage Facility would be removed, and all
contaminated soil, sediment, and groundwater in the area would be remediated to levels supporting unrestricted
release.

A new Leachate Treatment Facility, as described in Section C.4.5, would be constructed on the South Plateau
near SDA Trench 14 to process theaqueous leachate in the trenches in the SDA and also from the holes and
trenches in the NDA.. A new Container Management Facility would be constructed, as described in
Section C.4.4, on the South Plateau near the Rail Spur to process the wastes excavated from the
SDA and NDA.

C.3.1.8.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

Mixed Waste Storage Facility

Tanks T-1, T-2, T-3, and associated equipment in the Mixed Waste Storage Facility would be size-reduced and
disposed of at an offsite radioactive waste disposal facility in accordance with an approved hazardous waste
Closure Plan, per 40 CFR Subpart G and 6 NYCRR 373-2.7. Although it is assumed that Tanks T-2 and T-3
would be disposed of as low specific activity waste, it is likely that these two tanks are uncontaminated and
could be disposed of as construction and demolition debris. A spray fixative would be applied to the interior
surfaces of the Mixed Waste Storage Facility and it would be demolished with the debris packaged,
characterized, and shipped offsite for disposal as low-level radioactive waste.
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C.3.1.8.2 Exhumation of Southern State-licensed Disposal Area Trenches

Removal of the Southern SDA trenches would include the following activities: (1) construction of an
environmental enclosure over the Southern SDA Trenches; (2) leachate management and treatment using the
Leachate Treatment Facility; (3) management, treatment, packaging, and characterization of excavated waste in
the Container Management Facility; -and (4) demolition and disposal of support facilities used during the
removal. These activities are discussed in greater detail in the following paragraphs. .

The South SDA Environmental Enclosure would be constructed over Trenches 8 through 14,,which are known
to contain wastes classifiable as greater than Class A low-level radioactive waste. This structure is discussed in
Section C.4.6.3.

The existing fabric geomembrane, approximately 1.2 meters (4 feet), of earthen cap material,: and
approximately 1.2 meters (4 feet) of adjacent weathered till, would be excavated. This soil would be placed
into appropriate containers, sampled for characterization purposes, and transported to a commercial low-level
radioactive waste disposalt facility: Generally, this material would be expected to be classified as low specific
activitywaste.

As each trench is being prepared for excavation, sheet piling would be driven around it to a depth .of
approximately 3 meters (10 feet) below the base of the planned excavation, using a drop hammer or
single-acting diesel hammer. A crane would then be used to position each of the panels of the
specially-designed SDA Exhumation Enclosure onto the sheet piling and over the trench to create the enclosure
as described in Section C.4.6.8.2:

Excavation-of the trenches and exhumation of the wastes would be accomplished using a remotely-operated,
gantry-crane-mounted excavator arm system, called a gantry excavator. Visibility would be provided using
closed-circuit television cameras. An end effector appropriate for the work to be performed would be attached
remotely to the excavator arm. The end effectors available for use would include, but would not necessarily be
limited to, a standard bucket, a proclain bucket, grapple, parallel jaw grippers, and shear. The standard bucket
and proclain bucket would be used, as appropriate, to remove cap and overburden material from over the
trenches. The standard bucket would be used to remove loose materials from the trenches. The grapple would
be used to remove objects from the trenches. The shear would be used to size reduce objects within the
trenches to facilitate removal. The gantry excavator would be able to extend to the bottom of the 6-meter-
(20-foot-) deep trenches and would be able to operate effectively when the arm is fully extended.

Using:the gantry excavator, all the material bounded within the sheet piling would be systematically
excavated. Material brought to the surface would be placed into appropriate containers and transferred to the
Container Management Facility for processing, packaging, characterization, and transportoffsite.

Leachate encountered during the exhumation process would be pumped to the Leachate Treatment Facility.
The treated leachate would be directed to the existing Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility for final treatment
and discharge at the permitted outfall from Lagoon 3 to Erdman Brook.

Because leachate would be expected to have transferred some contaminants slightly into the surrounding till,
the'excavations would extend both laterally to the sheet piling placed around the trench, and down a short
distance below the original bottom of the trench.

Whenever radiation fields immediately outside the Exhumation Enclosure become greater than 50 millirem per
hour, operations would be performed remotely. To keep radiation exposures ALARA, remote operation would
be performed until less intense radiation fields are encountered. Conceptually, the Control Room for the
remote operations would be located in the Container Management Facility, with observation capabilities being
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provided by closed-circuit television cameras inside the Exhumation Enclosure and on excavation equipment
lowered into the trench.

After all the waste has been retrieved from a trench, the interior surfaces of the Exhumation Enclosure would
be decontaminated to the maximum reasonable extent by remote wiping. The ExhumationEnclosure would be
removed from over the trench and positioned over the next trench. to be excavated. After the Exhumation
Enclosure has been removed, the sheet piling would be extracted and retained for re-use.

The soil between the trenches would be excavated and disposed of as low specific activity waste at a
commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

The South SDA Environmental Enclosure would remain until all excavation and exhumation work in the
South Disposal Area has been completed.

A large excavation would exist after the waste and contaminated soil was removed from the South Trenches.,
A final status survey would be performed in the excavation to verify that residual radioactivity. levels do not
exceed the established DCGLs. An independent verification survey may also be required., After the
verification survey is complete, the area would be backfilled with appropriate backfill material and contoured
to grade.

C.3.1.8.3 Exhumation of Northern State-licensed Disposal Area Trenches

Similar to the process described for the Southern SDA trenches, a confinement structure called the North SDA
Environmental Enclosure would be constructed over Trenches 1 through 7, which are known to contain wastes
classifiable as greater than Class A.. The North SDA Environmental Enclosure is discussed in Section C.4.6.4.

The northern SDA trenches would be exhumed in the same manner as exhumation of the southern SDA
trenches. A final status survey would be performed in the excavation.

The North SDA Environmental Enclosure would remain until all excavation and exhumation work in the North
Disposal Area has been completed.

C.3.1.8.4 Exhumation of Filled Lagoons

A pre-engineered, sheet metal confinement structure called a SDA Lagoon Environmental Enclosure would be
constructed over each of the three filled lagoons as described in Section C.4.6.5. Once the lagoons have been
excavated and confirmed to be in compliance with applicable regulatory requirements, the confinement
structures, which are expected to become slightly contaminated during excavation, would be dismantled and
disposed of as low specific activity waste to a commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

The upper layer of weathered overburden over each of the three lagoons, approximately 1.2 meters. (4 feet)
thick, would be excavated. This soil would be placed into appropriate containers.. and sampled for
characterization purposes. This material would be expected to be low specific activity waste.

The fill within the filled lagoons would be excavated using a hydraulic excavator. High radiation fields are not
anticipated and, for purposes of this EIS, an assumption was made that remotely-operated equipment would not
be needed for excavation of the filled lagoons.

After the lagoons have been excavated, the lagoon confinement structures would be sprayed with fixative and
demolished. The demolition debris would be disposed of as low specific activity waste at a commercial low-
level radioactive waste disposal facility.
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After the waste material has been removed from the lagoons, any impacted material surrounding the lagoons
would be removed. Additionally, once the waste material has been removed and the enclosures were deemed
to be no longer necessary, demolition of the enclosures would begin. Removal of the enclosures would allow
the excavation to expand beyond the limits of the enclosures if necessary. A water mist would be applied, as
necessary, to prevent the generation of airborne dust. Since this soil is expected to be contaminated and
classified as low specific activity waste, it would be placed into appropriate containers or railcars. However,
excavated material that is found to be below the DCGLs, based on screening, would be staged on site for reuse
as backfill. The material would be transported to a commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

C.3.1.8.5 Site Restoration

Demolition of State-licensed Disposal Area Environmental Enclosures

The North SDA Environmental Enclosure and the South SDA Environmental Enclosure could be demolished
at different times, but both would be demolished in the manner described in the following paragraphs.

The HEPA filters from the ventilation system of the SDA Environmental Enclosure would be removed by bag-
out procedures, wrapped in polyethylene or equivalent material, and loaded into an appropriate container as
radioactive waste. The ventilation system equipment would then be selectively demolished, loaded into the
containers, and transferred to the Container Management Facility for characterization and shipment for
disposal as low specific activity waste at a commercial radioactive waste disposal facility.

The interior surfaces of the SDA Environmental Enclosures would be expected to be slightly contaminated.
Therefore, they would be thoroughly surveyed, and contamination would be spray fixed, as necessary to allow
demolition of the structure without confinement. The Environmental Enclosures would be manually
demolished using hydraulic excavators equipped with demolition hammers. The debris would be surveyed and
sampled for characterization purposes, placed into lift liners, and then shipped offsite for disposal as low
specific activity waste at a commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

Removal of the Below-Grade Walls

To restore natural groundwater flow, the below-grade concrete wall and the below-grade slurry wall would be
excavated, and the excavated material would be appropriately packaged for shipment. For estimating purposes,
the excavated material was assumed to be managed as low specific activity waste and disposed of at a
commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

Once the enclosures and below-grade hydraulic barriers have been removed, any contaminated soil generated
during demolition would be removed and disposed of as low specific activity waste. A final status survey
would be performed in the area impacted by demolition of the enclosures and excavation of below-grade
hydraulic barrier to establish that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established .DCGLs. A
chemical survey would also be performed to verify that all hazardous constituents are below appropriate
regulatory guidance values. After the surveys are completed, additional clean soil backfill would be placed and
the area graded to a near natural appearance.

C.3.1.8.6 Disposal of Equipment

The used equipment would include, among other items, the Exhumation Enclosures, a manually-operated
excavator, gantry excavators, and overhead crane systems. Items would be size reduced, as necessary,
packaged, and shipped to a commercial low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.
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C.3.1.8.7 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 8 are
presented in Table C-23. The estimate includes the construction and demolition of all structures supporting
the decommissioning activities in WMA 8 except the Leachate Treatment Facility and the Container
Management Facility which were included in the discussion of WMA 7 activities and presented in Table C-2 1.

Table C-23 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 8
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 310,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Low-level Radioactive Waste

Low Specific Activity 14,000,000

Class A 2,800,000

Class B 31,000
Class C 65,000

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 74,000
Mixed Low-level Waste 2,500
Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.,
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.9 Waste Management Area 9: Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell

C.3.1.9.1 Removal of the Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell

The Drum Cell would be demolished by conventional means and the floor slab and foundation removed, along
with the underlying gravel base. It is assumed that the demolition debris would be disposed of offsite as
construction and demolition debris.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the excavated area and
arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the excavated
area would be filled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean material.

C.3.1.9.2 Removal of the Subcontractor Maintenance Area

The subcontractor trailers would be demolished using standard means and methods. The demolition debris
would be managed as construction and demolition debris waste as would the gravel pad.

In addition to the above, the NDA Trench Soil Container Area's gravel pad would be removed.

C.3.1.9.3 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 9 are
presented in Table C-24.
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Table C-24 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 9
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 250,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 0

Class B 0

Class C 0
Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.10 Waste Management Area 10: Support and Services Area

The Sitewide Removal Alternative closure approach for WMA 10 is demolition and removal of existing
facilities, along with the remaining concrete floor slabs and foundations. Any contaminated soil, sediment, and
groundwater in the area Would be remediated to levels supporting unrestricted release.

C.3.1.10.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

The New Warehouse (including the former Waste Management Staging Area), Meteorological Tower, Security
Gatehouse and security fences would be demolished and the debris would be disposed of offsite as
uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

The remaining floor slabs and foundations in the area, including those for the Administration Building,
Expanded Environmental Laboratory, Construction and Fabrication Shop, and Vitrification Diesel Fuel Oil
Storage Tank and Building would be removed. After completion of this work, a final status survey would be
performed in each excavated area and arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After
completion of the surveys, the excavated areas would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured
to grade.

C.3.1.10.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 10
are presented in Table C-25.
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Table C-25 EStimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 10
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 96o00o

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 0

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.11 Waste Management Area 11: Bulk Storage Warehouse and Hydrofracture Test Well Area

Under the Sitewxide Removal Alternative" the Scrap Material Landfill would be exhumed. Any contaminated
soil,'sediment, and groundwater would be remediated to levels supporting unrestricted release.

C.3.1.11.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

Scrap Material Landfill

The overburden above the Scrap Material Landfill would be excavated and staged nearby. The contents of the
Scrap Material Landfill would be exhumed and disposed of as construction and demolition debris waste at an
offsite disposal facility. The excavation would be backfilled with clean material, after which the overburden
material that had been removed would be replaced over the top.

Although no radioactiye contamination is expected,0once closure activities havebeen completed, a final status
survey would be performed to verify that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs.
An independent verification survey may also be required. After the verification survey is complete, the area
would be backfilled with clean soils and graded, as necessary, to restore to a near natural appearance.

C.3.1.11.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in' WMA 1I
are presented in Table C-26.
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Table C-26 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 1,1
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 33,000
Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste
Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 0
Class B 0
Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0
Transuranic Waste 0
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.12 Waste Management Area 12: Balance of Site

Under the SitewideRemoval Alternative, the dams and reservoirs, and parking lots and roadways would be
removed. Contaminated soil across the Project Premises would be removed as necessary to levels supporting
unrestricted release. In addition, contaminated stream sediments would also be removed to levels supporting
unrestricted release.

C.3.1.12.1 Dams and Reservoirs

The dams and reservoirs would be removed in accordance with applicable State and Federal regulations and
approvals from the NYSDEC, New, York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), and U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA). The reservoirs would bedrained slowly to prevent unnecessary disturbance of
sediment downstream. After the water level has been, lowered, the Control Building, Pumphouse, and pipe
would be demolished with the debris being sent to an offsite disposal facility.

Dam 1 would be excavated first. An excavator would be used to excavate the soil and load it into dump trucks
for transport over Dam 2 to a nearby laydown location. Dam 2 would then be excavated, with the soil being
transported to the same laydown location. The soil may be made available for use as clean fill in support of
closure of other waste management areas but it is assumed it will be managed as construction and demolition
debris.

The steel bridge that spans across Reservoir 2 and the bridge crossing the southern reservoir would be
removed. The bridges would be sectioned using a cutting torch and the sections would be collected and
disposed of as construction and demolition debris.

C.3.1.12.2 Parking Lots and Roadways.

The parking lots and roadways associated with the Project Premises would be removed.

Since the parking lots and roadways were never suspected-of radiological or chemical contamination, and no
such materials were handled in these areas, final status surveys would not be necessary. Visual inspections to
confirm the removal of all areas would serve as the primary confirmation that the Decommissioning Plan
requirements have been met. .I . ; I:1
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C.3.1.12.3 Railroad Spurs

The railroad spur that serviced the WVDP Site would be dismantled and removed. The length of thespur to be
removed is approximately 2,000 meters (6,500 feet). The removed rails and tracks would be disposed of as
construction and demolition debris.

C.3.1.12.4 Remediation of Surface Soil and Sediment

Surface soil and sediment with radioactivity concentrations in excess of the DCGLs specified in the
Decommissioning Plan would be remediated during closure activities. The general strategy would be as
follows.

Available data on radioactive contamination in surface soil and sediment and additional data from the
characterization program would be evaluated considering the DCGLs for surface soil and sediment specified in
the Decommissioning Plan. Soil and sediment exceeding DCGLs would be removed and disposed of offsite as
low specific activity waste. Final status surveys would be performed in areas where impacted soil or sediment
was removed.

Because the available data on surface soil contamination are limited, estimates of the amounts of contaminated
soil to be removed in different WMAs are based on the size of the posted soil radiation areas: twithin-,those
WMAs. Estimates for the volume of contaminated sediment to be removed are based on available radiation
levels and radioactivity concentration data.

C.3.1.12.5 Remediation of Streambed Sediments

Streambed sediment in Erdman Brook and in Franks Creek between the Lagoon 3,outfall and the confluence of
Franks Creek and Quarry Creek inside and outside the Project Premises fence would be remediatedto DCGLs
specified in the Decommissioning Plan. Planning for removal of contaminated sediment would be based on
consideration of available sediment data and additional data collected during the characterization program.

A process such as the following would be used:

* An access route for heavy excavation equipment would be established by removing selected trees
between the road, that passes Lagoon 3 and Erdman Brook, removing vegetation as necessary, and
placing gravel to provide support for the equipment.

Streamflow would be temporarily diverted to bypass sections of streambeds to be excavated.

Runoff controls would be installed to prevent the migration of disturbed sediment downstream of the,
excavation.

* An excavator would be used to remove contaminated sediment. .

* Sediments would be transferred to the Soil. Drying Facility (see Section C.4.3).

* The sediment would be placed in appropriate containers containing absorbent material, which would
be shipped offsite for disposal as low specific activity waste, and "

* Subsequent to excavation, radiological remedial action surveys would be performed in the streambeds,
with additional sediment removed as necessary, and a final status survey performed.
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For estimating purposes, it was assumed that streambed sediment would be removed from the Erdman Brook
and Franks Creek section between the Lagoon 3 outfall and the confluence of Franks Creek and Quarry Creek.

C.3I.112.6 Other Potentially Contaminated Areas

The areas identified in Section C.2.12.5 are known or believed to contain contamination. They would also be
evacuated and processed.

C.3.1.12.7 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative in WMA 12
are presented in Table C-27. The estimate includes existing facility maintenance.

Table C-27 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 12
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubicfeet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 2,100,000

Hazardous Waste . 540

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 250,000

.Class A . 200,000

Class B 0.

Class C .A.0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste " 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.13 North Plateau Groundwater Plume

C.3.1.13.1 Excavation of North Plateau Groundwater Plume

Decommissioning activities associated with the source area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume are
described in Section C.3.1.1.8. Soil and water within the nonsource area of the North Plateau Groundwater
Plume would be removed to levels allowing for unrestricted use of the North Plateau area. To achieve this, the
10 picocuries per liter gross beta isopleth has been used to define the area of excavation. The vertical boundary
is based. on the.depth of the Lavery till. The excavation would include the following steps: (a) install a curtain.
of sheet pilings around the perimeter of the plume beyond the 10-picocurie per liter isopleth, (b) remove and
treat the contaminated groundwater to the extent feasible, (c) place a cover over the area not being actively
excavated to minimize infiltration, (d) excavate the soil down to a depth of 0.6 meters (2 feet) into the Lavery

till, and (e) process the soil as needed in the Soil, Drying Facility and package for disposal'as low-level
radioactive waste.

After the .source(s) of contamination are removed, a final status survey would be performed to, verify that
residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs. An independent verification survey may.
also be required. After the verification survey is complete, the area would be backfilled with clean soils and
graded, as necessary, to restore to a near natural appearance.

The Soil Drying Facility would be demolished and removed after all site soil is processed. Additional
remediation and closeout activities include (a) the demolition by conventional methods of the paved waste and
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railcar/staging areas with the debris generated being managed .as low specific activity waste,
(b) decontamination of the skid mounted treatment system, as necessary, and return of the system to the vendor
for recycling/reuse, (c) packaging of spent ion-exchange media to be sent offsite for disposal as Class B waste,
and (d) removal of the perimeter fencing (used to control access to the remediation site) and disposal off site as
construction debris.

C.3.1.13.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the. Sitewide Removal Alternative for the
management of the nonsource area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume are presented in Table C-28.
The estimate also includes waste from the construction, operation, anddemolition of the Soil Drying Facility.
The estimated waste to be generated from the source area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume is included
within the estimate for the closure of WMA 1 shown in Table C-15.

Table C-28 Estimated Waste to be Generated: North Plateau Groundwater
Plume (Nonsource)

Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 74,000

Hazardous Waste 0
Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 16,000,000
Class A 26,000
Class B 820
Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0-
Mixed Low-level Waste 0
Transuranic Waste 0
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-
figure accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.14 Cesium Prong

Areas within the Project Premises and the WNYNSC exceeding DCGLs for unrestricted release would be
excavated typically to a depth of about 15.2 centimeters (6 inches). The excavated material would be packaged
into appropriate containers and transported as low specific activity waste to an offsite low-levelradioactive
waste disposal facility. Based on the shallow excavation depth, it is assumed that the excavated soil would
meet the soil moisture requirements of the designated waste disposal facility. In the unlikely event that some of
the soil exceeds soil moisture requirements, it would be left to dry or sorbent material would be added.

After the source(s) of contamination are removed, a final status survey would be performed in the Cesium
Prong to verify that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs. An independent
verification survey may also be required. After the verification survey is complete, the area would be
backfilled with clean soils and graded, as necessary, to restore to a near natural appearance.

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Removal Alternative for thý
management of the Cesium Prong are presented in Table C-29.
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Table C-29 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Cesium Prong
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 0
Hazardous Waste 0
Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 2,100,000
Class A 7,000
Class B 0
Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-level Waste 0
Transuranic Waste 0
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-
figure accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008b.

C.3.1.15 Removal of Environmental Monitoring Equipment

Preparation and planning for removal of the onsite and offsite environmental monitoring equipment and
groundwater monitoring wells would include the following activities:

* Obtain regulator approval as appropriate;

* Secure the required work permits, land access agreements, transportation and disposal manifests, etc.;

* Conduct radiological 'screening of the structures to ensure that the workers and the environment are
appropriately protected; and

* Notify the appropriate utility companies (e.g., electric, telephone/instrumentation) of discontinued
power needs.

C.3.1.15.1 Demolition of Monitoring Structures

The air and surface water monitoring stations are all assumed to consist of a prefabricated fiberglass or plastic
shelter that contains sampling equipment, electrical service, instrumentation systems, and other ancillary items.
The equipment shelters sit on a concrete pad.

Demolition would begin with removal of the electrical service and instrument wiring. All aboveground
structures and equipment remaining would then be removed and size reduced by hand, using hand tools and
portable demolition saws. Crew productivity is estimated to be approximately one structure per day. The
demolished monitoring equipment would be disposed of as construction and demolition debris. Concrete pads
would be removed and disposed of as construction and demolition debris. The estimated waste volumes to be
generated from these activities are included in the estimate for WMA 12 shown in Table C-27.

C.3.1.15.2 Groundwater Well Removal

Following excavation of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, NDA, SDA, and remainder of the excavation
projects involved with the Sitewide Removal Alternative, all remaining groundwater monitoring wells would
be removed using overdrilling and borehole grouting techniques. The overdrilling would be done using a
hollow-stem auger drill rig. Once the wells are removed, the boreholes would be filled with a nonshrink,
cement-Bentonite grout.
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C.3.2 Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the major facilities would be closed in place. The residual
radioactivity in facilities using long-lived radionuclides would be isolated using specially-designed closure
structures and engineered barriers. A small number of aboveground structures such as the Lag Storage
Addition 4 and the Remote-Handled Waste Facility in WMA 5 and the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility
in WMA 2 would be torn down to the concrete pads to eliminate maintenance costs, and the demolition debris
would be shipped offsite. The waste classification and disposal facilities anticipated for final disposition of
these material would be the same as those described for the Sitewide Removal Alternative discussed in
Section C.3.1. Some of the debris in WMAs 1, 3, 7, and 8 would remain onsite and be covered by several
caps. Further discussions of this alternative are presented below.

This decommissioning approach would allow large portions of the WNYNSC to be released for unrestricted
use. The remaining portions of the WNYNSC could remain under long-term license or permit. It is also
conceivable that the NRC-regulated portion of the WNYNSC could have its license terminated under restricted
conditions.

Unless otherwise noted, information presented in Section C.3.2 is from the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative
Technical Report (WSMS 2008c).

C.3.2.1 Waste Management Area 1: Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification Facility Area

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the high-level radioactive waste canisters stored in the Main
Plant Process Building would be relocated. All structures within WMA 1 would be demolished to grade level.
The demolition debris of the above-grade portions of the structures would be used as backfill for the
underground portions of the Main Plant Process Building and the Vitrification Facility. The backfilled below-
grade portions of the Main Plant Process Building, Vitrification Facility, and North Plateau Groundwater
Plume source area would all be closed in an integrated manner with the Waste Tank Farm (WMA 3) within a
common hydraulic barrier and beneath a common multi-layer cap. The underground storage tanks,
underground lines, and the Off-Gas Trench would remain in place.

C.3.2.1.1 Relocation of the High-Level Radioactive Waste Canisters

The high-level radioactive waste canisters would be relocated from the Main Plant Process Building to a new
Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area). The activities associated with the high-level waste canister
removal are the same as those for the Sitewide Removal Alternative, discussed in Section C.3.1. 1.1.

C.3.2.1.2 Approach to Facility Demolition

All structures within WMA 1 would be removed to grade level. The general approach to demolition would be
as follows:

" Tanks 35104, 15D-6, and 7D-13 would be filled with grout.

* Underground process lines would be filled with grout or flowable fill and left in place and contained
within the circumferential hydraulic barrier wall around WMA I and WMA 3 (see Section C.4.8).

* Removal of the equipment and piping from the Fire Pumphouse, and demolition of the superstructure
itself, would be accomplished by conventional methods. The Water Storage Tank would be drained,
segmented using conventional cutting equipment, and placed within the area to be covered by the
multi-layered, engineered cap.
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The transformer within the electrical substation would be disconnected and removed by the electrical
utility company, and the remaining structure and foundation would be demolished. The demolition
debris would be placed within the area to be covered by the multi-layered, engineered cap. Waste oil
removed from the transformers would be characterized as hazardous waste and would be disposed of
at an appropriately licensed facility. In addition, the bulk oil storage tank would be disposed of offsite
as construction and demolition debris.

The Main Plant Process Building, 01-14 Building, Utility Room, Utility Room Expansion, and Plant
Office Building would be demolished down to their concrete floor slabs, and the debris and pieces of
remaining equipment placed within the subgrade portions of cells of the Main Plant Process Building
or:retained for the engineered rubble pile. Because the roof over the Main Plant Process Building is
expected to be classified as asbestos-containing material, the waste generated from the, roof removal
would be disposed of offsite at a disposal facility licensed to accept asbestos-containing material. It is
likely that the waste would be disposed of at a local sanitary landfill.

* The Vitrification Facility and the Load-In/Load-Out Facility would be demolished to their concrete
floor slabs in conjunction with demolition of the Main Plant Process Building, and the debris placed
within the melter pit or subgrade portions of the building, or retained for the engineered rubble pile.

* A concrete crusher would be employed to size reduce large pieces of concrete rubble to make them
suitable for filling subgrade portions of the Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification Facility,
creating'the engineered rubble pile..

* A vertical subsurface circumferential hydraulic barrier wall would be constructed around WMA I and
WMA 3. The barrier would be a soil-bentonite slurry wall extending to sufficient depth to seat it at
least 1 meter (3 feet) into the unweathered Lavery till. This slurry wall would be constructed to
channel groundwater around the closed facilities -and help minimize the possibility of an excessive
hydraulic head developing within the closed facilities. A second chevron-shaped hydraulic barrier
wall would be located upgradient of the-closed facilities to prevent mounding of groundwater against
the circumferential slurry wall.

• A multi-layer closure cap would be constructed over the closed facilities to minimize infiltration of
precipitation into the stabilized facilities. The lateral limits of the closure cap would extend over both
the chevron-shaped and circumferential slurry walls. The edge of the cap would be bounded by a rock
apron and a circumferential ring of large boulders.

The same hydraulic barriers and engineered cap would also enclose and cover the Waste Tank' Farm in
WMA 3. The hydraulic barriers and engineered cap are discussed in Section C.4.8.

C,3.2.13. Demolition of Main Plant Process Building

For demolition purposes, portions of the aboveground Main Plant Process Building would be divided into four
categories based upon design, construction, and location: the plant stack, framework cells, reinforced concrete
framework cells, and tower cells. Demolition of the Main' Plant Process Building would also follow this
general sequence (the general arrangement of the building was discussed earlier in Section C.3.1.1.2).

The plant stack, which is 41 meters (160 feet) tall, 1.4 to 3 meters' (4.5 to 10 feet) in diameter, and is made of
Type 304L stainless steel, is located on the roof of the Main Plant Process Building. It would be removed
before demolition of the building itself is started. The stack was originally assembled in five sections and
would be removed in sections. The pieces would be lowered to the ground by crane, where they would be
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segmented as necessary for handling purposes and placed within an underground building cavity such as the
Fuel Storage Pool.

Removal of Remaining Equipment

Prior to demolition, the remaining equipment, including piping and vessels, would be removed. Some of this
material has the potential for being transuranic waste.

Removal of Viewing Windows

The, Main Plant Process Building contains 32 lead glass viewing windows, which together contain
approximately 10,000 kilograms (22,000 pounds) of lead in their frames. These viewing windows would be
removed before demolition of the building begins, and would likely be managed as hazardous waste.

Demolition of the Framework Cells

The framework cells were designed and constructed with masonry or concrete walls, floors, and ceilings that
are supported by a structural steel framework. The walls of the framework cells are constructed from concrete
block. Floors are concrete on steel decking.

In demolition of the framework cells, asphalt roofing. material, some of which contains asbestos, would be
removed first using small electrically operated skid steer loaders and handheld equipment... Asbestos-
containing material would be identified and disposed of offsite as asbestos-containing waste.

The steel roof decking underlying the asphalt roofing would be removed and size reduced with a mobile shear
attached to .a small; track-mounted, electric powered, hydraulic demolition machine. The shear attachment
could cut through the roof decking and size reduce this material, which would be disposed of offsite as low
specific actiyity waste.

The masonry and concrete walls in the framework cells would be demolished using the demolition machine
equipped with either a shear or a demolition hammer operated under a fog spray. The hammer would break
through the concrete, and the shear would be used to cut through the steel reinforcement in the concrete, as
wellas the steel members comprising the skeleton of these cells. A skid steer loader would be used to place
rubble into the transfer boxes which would be lowered to ground level using. a street crane. The demolition
debris would be placed within a building cavity or staged for incorporation into the engineered rubble pile.

Demolition of the Reinforced Concrete Framework Cells

The reinforced concrete framework cells were constructed using reinforced high-density concrete up to 1 meter
(3 feet) thick to provide radiation shielding while high-activity samples were being analyzed within them.
These cells are situated within and above framework cells of the Main Plant Process Building, and they would
be demolished in conjunction with the framework cells. .

The reinforced concrete framework cells include Analytical Cells 1 through 5, Sample Cell, and the Sample
Storage Cell, which are located at a plant elevation of 40 meters (131 feet). These cells Would be demolished
using demolition machines. A skid steer loader would place the demolition debris into transfer boxes which
would be lowered to ground level with astreet crane. This demolition debris would also be placed within a
building cavity or staged for incorporation into the engineered rubble pile.
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Demolition .of the Tower Cells

The tower cells are constructed entirely of reinforced concrete. Their construction would allow these cells to
be freestanding structures if they were physically segregated from other portions of the Main Plant
Process Building. The walls, floors, and ceilings of these cells typically consist of either high-density
(3,800 kilograms per cubic meter [235 pounds per cubic foot]) or standard density (2,400 kilograms-per cubic
meter [150 pounds per cubic foot]) reinforced concrete that is up to 1.7 meters (5.5 feet) thick.

The tower cells would be demolished in a controlled manner by segmenting the walls and ceilings using
diamond-wire saws. The first step in the demolition of the tower cells would be segmentation and removal of
the ceilings.

A series of holes would be drilled through the ceiling through which the diamond wire would be passed and to
which liftinglbales would be attached. The diamond wire would cut through the concrete and any rebar or
penetrations. The ceiling segment would be supported by an appropriately sized gantry crane that would
remove the ceiling segment when cut.

The walls would be-segmented into similar fashion using diamond-wire cutting. The ceiling and wallsegments
would be reduced into small pieces and placed within a building cavity or staged for incorporation into the
engineered rubble pile.

C.3.2.1.4 Demolition of the Vitrification Facility.

The Vitrification Facility would be demolished to grade level using methods such as those described for the
Main Plant Process Building. Considering the construction of the building, the steel frame and sheet metal part
of the structure would be demolished first followed by. the reinforced concrete Vitrification Cell.

The thick reinforced concrete walls and roof structures would be segmented as necessary using a technique
such as diamond-wire cutting. The steel shield doors would also be segmented as necessary for disposal, after
removing them from the building if that would be more efficient.

All demolition waste would be placed in the melter pit or staged in the area for incorporation into the
engineered rubble pile.

Removal of the concrete building structure would involve use of methods similar to those used with the Main
Plant Process Building. This demolition debris would be placed within a Main Plant Process Building cavity
or staged for incorporation into the engineered rubble pile. ,

C.3.2.1.5 Demolition of 01-14 Building

In demolition of-the structure, the corrugated steel structure would be removed first. It is not expected to be
radioactively contaminated,- and it-is assumed that the materials would be included in the rubble pile under the
cover... :

C.3.2.1.6 Demolition of the Load-In/Load-Out Facility

The Load-In/Load-Out Facility would be demolished once all of the high-level radioactive waste canisters had
been removed from the Main Plant Process Building. The shielded transfer cell, canister handling system, and
high-capacity crane, and other equipment would be dismantled, removed and would be included in the rubble
pile under the cover.
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A characterization survey would be performed to quantify the contamination andradiation fields in various
parts of the building, and a spray fixative applied to the interior surfaces of the building. All of the utilities
would be isolated. All the drains and sumps would be sealed.

Standard construction equipment would be used to demolish the Load-Out Facility, because the internal wall
surfaces of the structure are not expected to be contaminated. The building and slab would be demolished
using an excavator equipped with a shear, a grapple, and a hammer; All demolition debris would be included
in the rubble pile under the cover.

C.3.2.1.7 Demolition of the Other Waste Management Area 1 Structures

The Utility Room, Utility Room Expansion, and Plant Office Building are relatively simple structures that
would be demolished to grade using conventional demolition equipment at an appropriate point in the Main
Plant Process Building demolition sequence. The rubble would be placed in an underground part of the
building or staged for incorporation into the engineered rubble pile..

Equipment and piping in the Fire Pumphouse would be removed if deemed valuable in terms of reuse or
recycle: Then the Fire Pumphouse would be demolished by conventional methods, and the demolition debris
would be incorporated into the engineered rubble pile.

The Water Storage Tank would be drained and the water released to the storm sewer in accordance with
appropriate SPDES permits. The steel tank would then be segmented using conventional steel cutting.
equipment, such as acetylene torches. The tank segments, although might be recycled, would be
conservatively assumed to be added to the engineered rubble pile and thus disposed of onsite.

The Electrical Substation and the bulk oil storage tank would be both drained of oil, and the oils handled
according to regulations. The transformer oils are assumed to be characterized as hazardous waste due to PCB
concentrations. The fuel oil from the tank is~expected to be recycled or reused without disposal costs.

Once the bulk oil storage tanks are empty, they would be segmented as appropriate, and removed from the site
for offsite disposal. The tanks are assumed to be classified as clean construction and demolition debris and
would be disposed of at a local sanitary landfill or construction and demolition debris landfill.

C.3.2.1.8 Placement of Building Rubble

The debris from demolition of the aboveground Main'Plant Process Building and other WMA 1 structures
would be placed within the underground areas of the building to the extent practicable: These areas would be.
completely filled with debris.

The total volume of the underground portions of the Main Plant Process Building and the Vitrification Facility
available for demolition debris is approximately 5,000 cubic meters (175,000 cubic feet), with approximately
3,400 cubic meters (120,000 cubic feet) of-this amount in the Fuel Receiving and Storage Area. The estimated
volume of rubble from demolition of the above-grade portions of the Main Plant Process Building. and
Vitrification Facility is approximately 14,000 cubic meters (500,000 cubic feet).

Some underground areas, such as the three areas in the Fuel Receiving and Storage Area, melter pit, soaking
pit, and Liquid'Waste Cell, have the advantage of being readily accessible.' Others have thick reinforced
concrete ceilings that form part of the ground floor of the Main Plant Process Building.
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The general process'for establishing a building rubble pile would include steps such as the following:

* Placing rubble into the Fuel Storage Pool, Cask Unloading Pool, and Water Treatment Area until these
spaces are filled to grade level;

* Placing rubble into other areas that do not have grade-level ceilings such as the melter pit, soaking pit,
and Liquid Waste Cell until these spaces are filled to grade level;

* Demolishing the ceilings (the grade-level floor slabs) above areas such as the General Purpose Cell,
General Purpose Cell Crane Room, the Miniature Cell, and the General Purpose Cell Crane Room
'Extentsion'atid filling these spaces with rubble; and

* Spreading the remaining rubble, approximately 9,000 cubic meters (325,000 cubic feet) evenly over

the WMA 1 area, which would produce an average pile height of approximately 1 meter (3 feet) high.

C.3.2.1.9 Installation of the Circumferential Hydraulic Barrier Wall and the Closure Cap

The WMA 1 and WMA 3 hydraulic barrier wall and the closure cap would be installed after completion of
preparations to close the Waste Tank Farm and after receiving regulatory approval. The hydraulic barrier wall
and multi-layer cap are discussed in Sections C.3.2.3.8, and C.4.8.

C.3.2.1.10 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 1 are presented in Table C-30. The estimate includes the modification of the Load-In/Load-Out
Facility and the operation and demolition of the Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) associated
with the high-level waste canister removal.

Table C-30 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area .1
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 210,000

Hazardous Waste 83

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 39,000

Class A 46,000

Class B

Class C .0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 1,400

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated, waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.2.2 Waste Management Area 2: Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility Area

The approach to closing WMA 2 under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative involves enclosing Lagoon 1
within a vertical hydraulic barrier wall, filling Lagoons 2 and 3 with compacted earth, removing the membrane
liners and underlying berms from Lagoons 4 and 5 and regrading the area so that no perched water can form in
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this area, and then covering the area of all five lagoons with a multi-layer cover. The permeable treatment wall
installed for the starting point of the EIS would be periodically replaced. Other activities in WMA 2 include
backfilling the Neutralization Pit and the Interceptors after breaking up their bottoms, and removing the Low-
Level Waste Treatment Facility to grade (WSMS 2008c).

C.3.2.2.1. Removal of Structures/Facilities

The closure of WMA 2 facilities would be coordinated to facilitate removal of the water in the Neutralization
Pit and the Interceptors and transfer of the water to the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility for processing
before the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility and the lagoons would be taken out of service. The lagoons
would be closed in a sequence that would permit discharge of the water through the permitted outfall to
Erdman Brook. Decommissioning activities associated with the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility,
Neutralization Pit, and Old and New Interceptors are described below. No action would be taken on the
Solvent Dike, Maintenance Shop Leach Field, Fire Brigade Training Area, or the remaining floor slabs and
foundations.

Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility

The contents of skid-mounted wastewater processing modules (ion exchange media and activated.carbon)
would be flushed to the waste packaging area, where they would be packaged for transport off'site and disposal
as low specific activity waste. The wastewater processing equipment and piping from the building would be
removed and size reduced, as appropriate, packaged, placed into appropriate containers, andtransported offsite
for disposal as low specific activity waste.

The waste packaging area would be demolished to its floor slab using appropriate controls such as fog spray,
and the sump liner removed. The resulting debris would be packaged for disposal offsite as low specific
activity waste. The remainder of the Low-Level.Waste Treatment Facility would then be demolished to its
floor slab by conventional methods without confinement, with the debris being handled as low specific activity
waste, placedinto appropriate containers, and transported offsite for disposal.

A final status survey would be performed on the remaining floor slab and in the sump cavity, and arrangements
made for any independent verification surveys. After the surveys have been completed, the sump cavity would
be filled with clean soil.

Neutralization Pit

The water in the pit would be pumped out. A final status survey of the pit would be performed, and
arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After the surveys have been completed, the
bottom of the pit would be broken up to prevent water retention, and it would be backfilled with clean soil.

Old Interceptor

The water would be pumped out. A final status survey of 'the Interceptor would be performed, and
arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After the surveys have been completed, the
Interceptor bottom would be broken up and backfilled with clean soil. The steel roof would be disposed of
offsite as low specific activity waste.
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New Interceptors

The water would be pumped out. A final status survey of the Interceptors would be performed, and
arrangements made as needed for independent verification surveys. After the surveys have been completed,
the Interceptor bottoms would be broken up and then backfilled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean
material. The steel roof would be disposed of offsite as low specific activity waste.

C.3.2.2.2 ý Decommissioning of the Lagoons

A common engineered multi-layer cover would be installed over Lagoons 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 as part of the
Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative. The cover is discussed in Section C.4.9. It is assumed that the Lagoons
would be dewatered prior to the start of work. As part of the cover installation, the sediments of Lagoons 1
and 2 would be stabilized and a circumferential barrier wall would be placed around Lagoon 1.

Lagoon 1 Sediment Stabilization

It is assumed that approximately 1.5 meters (5 feet) of sediment/debris would be stabilized in Lagoon 1 using a
shallow-soil mixing method, such as a hollow stem mixing/drilling tool. This usually consists of fixed rotating
large-diameter blades, with injection ports located along the base of the tool. As the tool is pushed into the
ground, a slurry mixture is injected. Once the final depth is reached, the tool is raised and lowered in a
predetermined mixing pattern, to ensure a homogenous mix over the entire area. For this case, a 6 percent
Portland cement mixture was selected as the grouting material.

Lagoon 1 Slurry Wall

A soil-bentonite barrier wall would be installed to divert groundwater around the portion of the Lagoon 1 that
is below the groundwater table. The wall would be keyed into the underlying till, and would be installed such
that water would be directed around the Lagoon 1 area.

An 0.6-meter-(2-foot)-wide by approximately 125-meters-(408-feet)-long trench would be excavated around
the perimeter of Lagoon 1. The trench would be 5.2 meters (17 feet) deep, and would extend 1 meter (3 feet)
into the Lavery Till. A hydraulic excavator would be used to excavate the slurry trench for eventual
installation of the soil bentonite backfill material. Liquid bentonite slurry would be prepared using a shear
mixer and contained in earthen containment berms until such time that it is needed for trench construction.
During the excavation process, the trench would be kept filled with bentonite slurry to provide the necessary
stability of the trench walls.

The bentonite slurry wall would contain approximately 38.5 kilograms (85 pounds) of bentonite per 378 liters
(100 gallons) of water. The backfill in the circumferential barrier wall would contain 7 percent bentonite, and
the down gradient portion of the wall would also contain 25 percent phosphatic ore that contains apatite. The
remaining volume of backfill would be made up of a specified soil having sufficient fines.

The soil-bentonite backfill material would be mixed using heavy equipment (excavator, bulldozer, or loader)
on a concrete mixing pad. During the mixing process, the dry ingredients and dry bentonite would be mixed
together, and then the hydrated bentonite slurry would be pumped in and mixed to create a thick mud-like
consistency. Prepared backfill material would then be loaded into dump trucks, or moved directly to the trench
site using loaders or cranes, and finally placed in the trench. The backfill would displace the slurry, which
would then be used to continue the trench excavation.
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Once the wall is complete and begins to set up, the upper 1-meter (3-foot) section would be backfi'led. Traffic
areas would be backfilled with stone to allow heavy equipment to bridge the wall. The resulting slurry
wall would have an in-place saturated hydraulic conductivity of approximately 1.0 x 10-8 centimeters
(4.0 X i0-9 inches) per second.

Lagoons 2 and 3

Lagoons 2 and 3 would be solidified with Portland Cement using standard excavation equipment. The
sediment solidification task would be accomplished using standard equipment (hydraulic excavator). Once the
sediment in the vicinity of the excavator is solidified, the working platform would be extended and
solidification would continue into a nearby area. Backfilling of the lagoon would be performed after sediment
solidification is complete.

Lagoons 4 and 5

Lagoons 4 and 5 are lined lagoons, with little or no accumulated sediments. Demolition of the liners in these
lagoons would involve using heavy equipment to destroy the integrity of the liners and mix the liner fragments
with solidified sediments, ensuring that there will be no future likelihood of perched water in the lagoon area.

C.3.2.2.3 Completion of Final Status Surveys in Waste Management Area 2

After completion of decommissioning activities within WMA 2, a final status survey of the area would be
performed in accordance with a Final Status Survey Plan. Arrangements would also be made as needed for
independent verification surveys.

The results of the final status survey, combined with information such as groundwater monitoring data,
historical subsurface soil sample data, the results of the initial surface soil and sediment characterization
surveys, and data from the final status surveys of those facilities closed in place, would describe the
radiological conditions within WMA 2.at the completion of all deconmmissioning activities. This information
would be used to confirm that the conditions of the Decommissioning Plan have been met.

C.3.2.2.4 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 2 are presented in Table C-31.

Table C-31 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 2
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 550
Hazardous Waste 0
Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 33,000
Class A 1,700

Class B 0
Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-level Waste 0
Transuranic Waste 0
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.
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C.3.2.3 Waste Management Area 3: Waste Tank Farm Area

The following closure activities would be implemented in WMA 3 under the Sitewide Close-In-Place
Alternative. These activities are described in more detail in the sections that follow.

0 Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, 8D-4, and their associated vaults would be backfilled with controlled low
strength material and strong grout. Controlled low strength material is a self-compacted, cementious
material used primarily as a backfill in lieu of compacted backfill. It is defined as a material that has a
compressive strength of 84 kilograms per square centimeter (1,200 pounds per square inch) or less,
although most controlled low strength material applications require unconfined compressive strengths
of 14 kilograms per square centimeter (200 pounds per square inch) or less. This lower strength
requirement is necessary to allow for future excavation of the controlled low strength material. The
sorbent capabilities of controlled low strength material would significantly retard the mobilization and
migration of residual radionuclides in groundwater. The controlled low strength material would also
serve to structurally stabilize the tanks by replacing the void space with a structurally stable material.
The strong grout would serve as an intruder barrier.

* The STS equipment would remain and be closed within Tank 8D-1. The spent zeolite would remain
in the columns and the isotope exchange unit columns. The supernatant feed tank and the sluice feed
tank would be filled with grout.

* The underground lines within WMA 3 would remain in place, including lines running from the
Tank 8D-2 pump pit to the STS Support Building, as would the dewatering well.

* The high-level radioactive waste mobilization and transfer pumps would be removed and pieces of the
pumps disposed of offsite as low-level radioactive waste or transuranic waste.

" YThe high-ievel radioactive waste pump support structures would be removed and incorporated into a
engineered rubble pile beneath a multi-layer cap that would be constructed.

* The High-Level Waste Transfer Trench piping would be grouted and left in place within the Transfer
Trench.

* The Equipment Shelter and Condensers, Con-Ed Building, Permanent Ventilation System Building,
and STS Support Building, including the STS Valve Aisle, would be demolished down to their
concrete floor slabs after all equipment has been removed. The slabs would remain in place.

* The Tank and Vault drying equipment installed as part of the starting point of the EIS would be
removed.

* A vertical circumferential hydraulic barrier would be constructed around WMA 1 and WMA 3. The
barrier would be a slurry wall extending to sufficient depth to seat it at least 1 meter (3 feet) into the
unweathered Lavery till. This slurry wall would be constructed to channel groundwater around the
closed facilities and help minimize the possibility of an excessive hydraulic head developing within
the closed facilities. A second chevron-shaped hydraulic barrier would be located upgradient of the
closed facilities to prevent mounding of groundwater against the circumferential slurry, wall. The
circumferential hydraulic barrier is discussed in Section C.4.8.

A multi-layer closure cap would be constructed over the closed facilities to minimize infiltration of
precipitation into the stabilized facilities. The lateral limits of the closure cap would extend over both
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the upgradient and circumferential slurry walls. The selected closure cap slope is consistent with the
maximum slope allowed for in-place closure of uranium mill tailing piles. This criterion was
-developed to provide an optimal balance between the~objectives of promoting drainage, minimizing
erosion, and assuring slope stability. The multi-layer closure cap is described in Section C.48.

. A final status survey would be performed in the area to be covered by the cap.

Thesei activities would be accomplished in an. appropriate sequence to maintain Tank and Vault drying
capability as, long as practicable.

C.3.2.3.1 Stabilization of Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4 and Associated Vaults

Tanks 8D-I, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4, and their associated vaults, would be closed in place. The tanks would
first be filled with controlled low strength material containing sorbents and reducing materials to retard
radionuclide migration. The tank vaults would be filled with controlled low strength material to a level
coincident with the top of the tanks. The headspace between the top of the tank and the vault roof, and any
tank and vault penetrations, would be filled with strong grout having a compressive strength in excess of
141 kilograms per square centimeter (2,000 pounds per square inch) to serve as an intruder barrier.

The controlled low strength material mixture would consist of Portland cement, fly ash, ground granulated
blast furnace slag, phosphatic ore, and water. The blast furnace slag and phosphatic ore, which contains the
mineral apatite, would improve the ability of the controlled low strength, material to limit the mobilization and
migration of long-lived radioactive isotopes.

C.3.2.3.2 Removal of Waste Tank Pumps and Pump Support Structures

The Waste Tank Pumps were described earlier in Section C.3.1.3.2. Each pump would be removed using
appropriate radiological controls. The pumps would be cut into sections during removal and packaged for
offsite disposal. It is assumed that the pumps would'be classified as either transuranic waste or low-level
radioactive waste.

The pump support structures would be removed in connection with removal 'of the pumps and the material
incorporated into the cover over WMA 3.

C.3.2.3.3 High-Level Radioactive Waste Transfer Trench Piping

The Transfer Trench itself is not expected to be radiologically contaminated because the piping did not leak
and contamination has not been detected in water collected in the trench.

Using appropriate radiological controls, the piping would be filled with grout and left in place. The piping and
other equipment in the pits would also be managed in this manner, with this effort coordinated with removal of
the waste tank'pumps and grouting of the tanks 'and vaults'.

C.3.2.3.4 Demolition of the Permanent Ventilation System Building

The building would remain in operation until no longer needed for Waste Tank Farm closure work, such as
filling the underground waste tanks with controlled low strength material, as'defined in' Section C.3.2.3. 1.

The ventilation system equipment in the Permanent Ventilation System Building, which contains the majority
of the radionuclide inventory in the' structure, would be incorporated into the cover over WMA 3 -after the tanks
in the Waste Tank Farm had been stabilized. Once the ventilation system equipment is removed, the
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Permanent Ventilation System Building would be demolished by conventional methods without the need of
confinement using a demolition machine equipped with a demolition hammer and shear. A spray fixative
would be applied to the interior surfaces of the structure,' including thePermanent Ventilation System stack,
before demolition.,

The Permanent Ventilation System stack would be removed and sectioned using the shear attachment of the
demolition machine. The shear would be used to section, remove, and' size reduce the metal walls and roof of
the building. After the metal walls' have been removed, the 'demolition machine equipped with a demolition

hammer would be used to demolish and remove the concrete walls to the floor slab. The demolition debris
would be incorporated into the cover over WMA 3.

C.3.2.3.5 Demolition of the Supernatant Treatment System Support Building

An approach similar to the following would be used to remove this building to the floor slab and foundation:

" Perform characterization surveys;

* Install suitable radiological containment with HEPA-filtered ventilation 'exhaust for removal of the
Valve Aisle;

* Remove equipment and waste from the Valve Aisle;

* Decontaminate the interior of the Valve Aisle as appropriate to facilitate dismantlement and apply a
suitable fixative to interior surfaces;

' Cut the structure of the Valve Aisle into sections suitable for handling and disposal using equipment
appropriate for cutting thick; contaminated steel plate, such as a diamond-wire saw operated inside a
containment tent with HEPA-filtered ventilation exhaust;

*Complete removal of the Valve Aisle;

Decontaminate the building structure and apply fixatives to contaminated areas as appropriate prior to
demolition;

Perform characterization surveys of contaminated embedded piping that will remain in the floor slab
so the results can be considered in the refined performance assessment, and cap this embedded piping;
and

* Dismantle the structure to the floor slab using conventional demolition methods without confinement.

All of the waste and demolition debris would be incorporated into the cover over WMA 3.

C.3.2.3.6 Demolition of the Equipment Shelter and Condensers

The demolition of the Equipment Shelter and Condensers would be performed the same way as the Sitewide
Removal Alternative described in Section C.3.1.3.5, with all of the waste and demolition debris incorporated
into the cover over WMA 3.
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C.3.2.3.7 Demolition of the ConEd Building

The demolition ofthe Con-Ed Building would be performed the same way as, in the Sitewide Removal
Alternative discussed in Section C.3.1.3.6, with all of the waste and demolition debris incorporated into the
cover over WMA 3.

C.3.2.3.8 Installation of the Waste Management Area 1 and Waste Management Area.3
Circumferential Hydraulic Barrier Walls and Multi-layer Cap

A single subsurface circumferential barrier wall would be constructed around the partially demolished and
stabilized facilities in WMA 1 and WMA 3. In addition to this circumferential barrier wall, a separate,
chevron-shaped, subsurface barrier wall would be constructed hydraulically upgradient of the.circumferential
barrier wall. This upgradient barrier wall would be oriented transverse to the direction of groundwater flow to
divert groundwater flow and to help prevent groundwater mounding from occurring against the.upgradient side
of the circumferential barrier wall.

A laterally continuous multi-layer cover system would be constructed over these facilities and the subsurface
barrier walls. The top-slope portion of the multi-layer cover system would extend laterally to just beyond the
top of the barrier walls, and the side-slope portions of the cover system would be located outside the limits of
the barrier walls.

The hydraulic barrier wall and the multi-layer cap are discussed in Section C.4.8.

C.3.2.3.9 Site Restoration

After completion of slurry wall installation, a final status survey of the area would be performed in accordance
with a Final Status Survey Plan. Arrangements would also be made for independent verification surveys.

The results of the Final Status Survey, combined with information such as groundwater monitoring data,
historical subsurface soil sample data, the results of the initial surface soil and sediment characterization
surveys, and the estimated radioactivity inventories of the underground waste tanks and their associated vaults,
would describe the radiological conditions within WMA 1 and WMA 3 at the time of the installation of the
multi-layer cap. This information would be used to confirm that the conditions of the Decommissioning Plan
have been met.

C.3.2.3.10 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 3 are presented in Table C-32. The estimate includes the surface structures removal, grouting
operations, and the construction of the North Plateau Cap.
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Table C-32 Estimated Waste to be Generated: WasteManagement Area 3
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 0

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 56,000

Class A 7,500

Class B 200

Class C 1,400

Greater-Than-Class C Waste "0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 1,400

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.2.4 Waste Management Area 4: Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill

The Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill would continue to be monitored and maintained under the
Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative. However, characterization surveys of surface soil and sediment in the
area would be performed. The results of these surveys would establish the baseline conditions for surface soil
and sediment in WMA 4 as decommissioning work begins elsewhere on the Project Premises.'

After completion of decommissioning activities in other WMAs, a final status survey of WMA 4 would be
performed in accordance with the Final Status Survey Plan. Arrangements would also be made for
independent verification surveys.

The results'of the finai status survey, combined with other information such as groundwater monitoring data,
historical subsurface soil sample data, and the results of the initial surface soil and sediment characterization
surveys, would describe the radiological conditions within WMA 4 at the completion of all decommissioning
activities.

C.3.2.5 Waste Management Area 5: Waste Storage Area

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, Lag Storage Addition 4 and the associated Shipping Depot and
Remote-Handled Waste Facility would be demolished to grade. The underground portion of the Remote-
Handled Waste Facility would be filled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean material, and the remaining
concrete floor slabs and foundations would remain in place.

C.3.2.5.1 Demolition of the Lag Storage Addition 4 and Shipping Depot

The structures would be demolished without confinement to their floor slabs and foundations, with the
demolition debris disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris. The disposal facilities assumed for
final disposition of these types of wastes are local construction and demolition debris -landfills or sanitary
landfills.
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C.3.2.5.2 Demolition of the Remote-Handled Waste Facility

Closure of this facility under an NYSDEC-approved RCRA Closure Plan would be coordinated with its
demolition under the Decommissioning Plan. The Remote-Handled Waste Facility would be demolished to
grade level by conventional methods without confinement.

Equipment would be disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste. The office building demolition debris
would be disposed of as construction and demolition debris. The underground decontamination waste transfer
lines from the Batch Transfer Tank to Tank 8D-3 in WMA 3 would be grouted and remain in place.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the underground, Vault and
arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of these surveys, the vault
would be filled with earth.

C.3.2.5.3 Completion of Final Status Surveys in Waste Management Area 5

After completion of decommissioning activities within WMA 5, a final status survey of the area would be
performed in accordance with the Final Status Survey Plan., Arrangements would also be made for
independent verification surveys.

The results of the final status survey, combined with information such as groundwater monitoring, data,
historical subsurface soil sample data, the results of the, initial surface soil and sediment characterization
surveys, and data from the final status survey of the Remote-Handled Waste Facility vault, would describe the
radiological conditions within WMA 5 at the completion of all decommissioning activities. This information
would be used to confirm that the conditions of the Decommissioning Plan have been met.

C.3.2.5.4 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 5 are presented in Table C-33.

TableC-33 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 5
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 24,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 51,000

Class A 34,000

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

" Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.
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C.3.2.6 Waste Management Area 6: Central Project Premises

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the Rail Spur and Low-Level Waste Rail Packaging and
Staging Area would remain in place. The Demineralizer Sludge Ponds, Equalization Basin, and Equalization
Tank would be filled with earth. The Sewage Treatment Plant and South Waste Tank Farm Test Tower would
be filled with earth.

C.3.2.6.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

Demineralizer Sludge Ponds

A final status survey would be performed in both ponds. Arrangements would be made for independent
verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the ponds would be filled with earth.

Equalization Basin

To eliminate the future potential for perched water in the Equalization Basin, the liner would be removed and
disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris and the influent line would be filled with concrete.
After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the area and arrangements made as
needed for independent verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the area would be filled with
compacted soil.

Equalization Tank

The Equalization Tank would be partially demolished using conventional methods to prevent accumulation of
water. A final status survey would be performed in the area and arrangements made as needed for independent
verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the tank would be filled with earth.

Sewage Treatment Plant

The facility would be removed to its concrete slab using conventional demolition methods. It is assumed that
the demolition debris would be disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris. The underground
concrete tanks associated with the plant would remain in place. However, they would be partially demolished
to prevent accumulation of water and backfilled with earth.

South Waste Tank Farm Test Tower

This TestTower would be removed to its concrete foundation using conventional demolition methods, with the
debris disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris.

C.3.2.6.2 Completion of Final Status Surveys

After completion of decommissioning activities within WMA 6, a Final Status Survey of the area would be
performed in accordance with the Final Status Survey Plan. Arrangements would also be made as needed for
independent verification surveys.

The results of this final status survey, combined with information such as groundwater monitoring data,
historical subsurface soil sample data, the results of the initial surface soil and sediment characterization
surveys, and data from the Final Status Surveys of the Equalization Basin, Equalization Tank, and
Demineralizer Sludge Ponds, would describe the radiological conditions within WMA 6 at the completion of
all decommissioning activities. This information would be used to confirm that the conditions of the
Decommissioning Plan had been met.
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C.3.2.6.3 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 6 are presented in Table C-34.

Table C-34 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 6
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 7,300

Hazardous Waste 0
Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 1,200

Class A 1,600

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.2.7 Waste Management Area 7: NRC-licensed Disposal Area (NDA) and Associated Facilities

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the existing NDA geomembrane cover would be replaced with
a robust multi-layer cap similar in.design to the North Plateau Groundwater Plume cap. Leachate would be
removed from some of the disposal holes and trenches and grout injected to stabilize them. A new standalone
Leachate Treatment Facility, discussed in Section C.4.5, would be constructed for this purpose. This facility
would also be used to support decommissioning activities at the SDA. The Liquid Pretreatment System would
be removed. The Interceptor Trench would be emptied of leachate and filled with material such as cement
grout. The buried Leachate Transfer Line, existing outside of the WMA 2 excavations, would be abandoned in
place. The former lagoon would also remain in place.

C.3.2.7.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

Liquid Pretreatment System

The equipment in the Liquid Pretreatment System would be size reduced as necessary and transported offsite
for disposal as construction and demolition debris. The structures'would be demolished by conventional means
with the rubble being disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris.

Interceptor Trench

Water would be drained from the trench and the sump. The trench would then be grouted using either a dilute
Portland cement-sand slurry or a silicate grout mixture that would be introduced into the trench backfill
through a series of injection lances either driven vertically into, or excavated directly alongside, the trench. A
surface-based pressure grouting apparatus would be used for injecting grout into the injection lances. The
seven associated manholes would also be grouted using a tremie pipe technique.
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C.3.2.7.2 Leachate Removal and Grouting of Holes, Trenches, and Caissons

Prior to constructing the multi-layer cover system, selected disposal holes and trenches within the NDA would
be grouted to mitigate the potential effects of future long-term subsidence. An area-based criterion would be
used for selecting disposal holes and trenches to be grouted. Leachate would be removed as necessary from
these areas before they are grouted.

Portions of the geomembrane cover would be removed as necessary to support leachate removal and grouting
work. These portions would be reinstalled' after the work was completed so the geomembrane would remain
essentially intact until installation of the multi-layer cap begins.

Those disposal holes and trenches having any surface dimension greater than 6.1 meters (20 feet) in length
would be grouted based on the area-based criterion. For conceptual design purposes, it has'been assumed that
the disposal trenches and holes selected for grouting would be grouted from approximately 1.2 meters (4 feet)
below the ground surface to their bottoms.

Removal and Treatment of Leachate

Before initiating grouting, leachate may need to be extracted from disposal holes or trenches that contain
significant amounts of leachate. The leachate would be treated in the Leachate Treatment Facility, with the
treated effluent being released though an SPDES-permitted outfall.

Installation of Grout

Grout injection pipes would be driven into the NDA disposal holes and trenches selected for grouting to inject
grout to fill void spaces present within the disposal holes and trenches. The pipes would be installed in an
appropriate pattern at a grid spacing designed to be sufficient to promote a very high percentage of void space
infilling. An estimated 6,700 cubic meters (235,000 cubic feet) of grout would be injected to fill the void
spaces within these holes and trenches.

Caissons

The caissons would be filled and covered by the multi-layer caps.

C.3.2.7.3 Installation of Engineered Multi-layer Cover System

The design and installation of the NDA multi-layer cap would be similar to the North Plateau Cap. It is
discussed in Section C.4.10.

C.3.2.7.4 Erosion Control Features

Installation of the erosion control features discussed in Section C.4.12 would'be coordinated with construction
of the NDA cap so the features that support surface water drainage in the cap area would be in place when cap
installation is completed.

C.3.2.7.5 Final Conditions

After the NDA closure system is in place and as other decommissioning work associated with this alternative is
being completed, the NDA area would be monitored and maintained in accordance with the requirements of
the NRC license. A security fence would be installed around the NDA and the portion of the Project Premises
to provide for access control. The environmental monitoring program would include monitoring the
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effectiveness of the cover system and slurry wall in limiting infiltration of precipitation and groundwater into
the burial area.

C.3.2.7.6 Estimated, Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 7 are presented in Table C-35. The estimates include the construction and operation of all structures
other than the Leachate Treatment Facility supporting the exhumation activities in WMA 7. The.estimated
waste volumes estimated for the construction, operation, and closure of the LeachateTreatment Facility, which
would be constructed to support the waste processing activities in the NDA and SDA, are presented in
Table C-36.

Table C-35 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 7
WasteType• Waste Volume (cubic feet) a

Construction and Demolition Debris 15,000
Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste ..

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A .740
S Class B •., 0

Class C .. .0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Tramsuranic Waste 0
The, waste volumes do not include those associated with the Leachate Treatment Facility.

Note: The estimated Waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure

accuracy. *To convert cubib f~et to cubic meters, multiply by 6.028317. "
'Source:' WSMS 2008c."

Table C-36 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Leachate Treatment Facility

Waste Type Waste Volume (cubie feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 2,200 . .,

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste ....

Low Specific Activity 12,000

.Class A . ., •. ".•35,000. :

Class B 0 ".'.

Class C 980

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0"

Mixed Low-level Waste 13,000

' " Transuranic Waste 0

' ~0

Note: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure

accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.
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C.3.2.8 Waste Management Area 8: State-licensed Disposal Area (SDA) andAssociated Facilities

The following activities would take place under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative:

e The three tanks and associated equipment in the Mixed Waste Storage Facility would be removed and
the facility demolished to grade.

* The Leachate Treatment Facility, described in Section C.4.5, would be used to pump out and treat
leachate from the SDA trenches.

* 'The SDA burial trenches would be grouted to mitigate potential subsidence.

* An engineered multi-layer cap similar to those used for the NDA and the North Plateau would be
installed over the SDA.

* The SDA lagoons would be left in place.

The SDA would be closed in accordance with a Closure Plan approved by the NYSDEC Hazardous Waste and
Radiation Programs.

C.3.2.8.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

Mixed Waste Storage Facility

Characterization surveys would be performed in the facility. Any remaining leachate in the tanks would be
removed and processed in the Leachate Treatment Facility. The tanks and other equipment would be removed,
and size reduced as necessary. Tank T- 1 would be disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste while
Tanks T-2 and T-3 would be disposed of as low specific activity waste. The structures would be demolished
by conventional means, with the rubble being disposed offsite as low specific activity waste.

C.3.2.8.2 Leachate Removal and Trench Grouting

Prior to constructing the multi-layer cover system, burial trenches within the SDA would be grouted to mitigate
the potential effects of long-term subsidence within these trenches on the cover system. Portions of the
geomembrane cover would be removed as necessary to facilitate this work.

Leachate would be pumped from the SDA trenches and treated at the Leachate Treatment Facility before the
trenches would be grouted.

C C.3.2.8.3 Installation of Engineered Multi-layer Cover System

The design and installation of the SDA multi-layer cap would be similar to the North Plateau Cap. It is
discu§ýed in Section C.4.10.

C.3.2.8.4 Erosion Control Features

Installation of the erosion control features described in Section C.4.12 would be coordinated with construction
of the SDA cap so the features that support surface water drainage in the cap area would be in place when cap
installation is completed.
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C.3.2.8.5 ,, Final Conditions

After the SDA closure system is in'place, and as other decommissioning work associated with this alternative is
being completed, the SDA area would be monitored and maintained in accordance with the requirements of the
State license. A security fence would be installed around the SDA to provide access control. The
environmental monitoring program would include monitoring the effectiveness of the cover system, the slurry
wall, and the French drain in limiting infiltration of precipitation and groundwater into the burial area.

C.3.2.8.6 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes 'expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 8 are presented in Table C-37. The estimated waste to be generated from the construction, operation,
and demolition of the Leachate Treatment Facility is given in Table C-36.

Table C-37 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 8
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 70,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 10,000

Class A 3,400

Class B 0.

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

'Mixed Low-level Waste ' 0•

Transuranic Waste 0

Note: The estimated Waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to' two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic nieters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.2.9 Waste Management Area 9: Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell would be removed,
along with its associated Monitoring Shed.

C.3.2.9.1 Removal of the Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell

Before decommissioning activities begin in WMA 9, characterization surveys of surface soil and sediment in
the area and inside the Drum Cell would be performed. The 'Drum Cell would be demolished using
conventional means to its gravel pad and foundation. It is assumed that the demolition debris would be
disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris. The disposal facilities assumed for final disposition
of these types of waste are local construction and demolition debris landfills or sanitary landfills.

After completion of this work, final status surveys of the area would 'be performed. Arrangements would also
be made for independent verification surveys. The results of the surveys, combined with information such as
groundwater monitoring data, historical subsurface soil sample data, and the results of the initial surface soil
and sediment characterization surveys, would describe the radiological conditions within WMA 9 at the
completion of all decommissioning activities. This information would be used to confirm that the conditions of
the Decommissioning Plan had been met.
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C.3.2.9.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 9 are presented in Table C-38.

Table C-38 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 9
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 89,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 0

Class B 0

Cfass C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0.

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.2.10, Waste Management Area 10: Support and Services Area

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the New Warehouse would be demolished, to grade. The
Meteorological Tower and the Security Gatehouse and fences would remain in place. The remaining floor
slabs and foundations would also remain in place.

C.3.2.10.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

New Warehouse

The New Warehouse would be demolished using conventional means to its concrete slab, with the demolition
debris being disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris.

After completion of this work, final status surveys of the area would be performed. Arrangements would also
be made for independent verification surveys. The results of the surveys, combined with information such as
groundwater monitoring data, historical subsurface soil sample data, and the results of the initial surface soil
and sediment characterization surveys, would completely describe the radiological conditions within WMA 10
at the completion of all decommissioning activities., This information would be used to confirm that the
conditions of the Decommissioning Plan had been met.

C.3.2.10.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 10 are presented in Table C-39.
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Table C-39 Estimated Waste to be Generated: 'Waste Mana2ement Area 10
Waste Type. Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris " 23,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 1,500

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.2.11 Waste Management Area 11: Bulk Storage Warehouse and Hydrofracture Test Well Area

No decommissioning activities would take place in WMA 11 under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative.
As a result, no waste would be generated. The results of the final status survey, combined with information
such as groundwater monitoring data, historical subsurface soil sample data, the results of the initial surface
soil and sediment characterization surveys, and data from the final status survey of the Remote-Handled Waste
Facility vault, would describe the radiological conditions within WMA 11 at the completion of all
decommissioning activities. This information Would be used to confirm that the conditions of the
Decommissioning Plan have been met.

C.3.2.12 Waste Management Area 12: Balance of Site

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the dams and reservoirs would be taken out of service in
accordance with applicable State and Federal regulations. The streambeds of Erdman Brook, Franks Creek,
and Buttermilk Creek downstream of its confluence with Franks Creek, which have been impacted by releases
of treated radioactive effluent or unintentional releases' would be subject to characterization surveys. These
surveys would focus primarily on the' known impacted areas. 'Parking lots and roadways would 'remain
in place. The removal of the dams and reservoirs would proceed in the same manner as for the Sitewide
Removal Alternative discussed in SectionC.3.1.12.1 except that only the middle third of the dams Would be
removed.

Much of the data collected would be''intended to serve final status survey purposes as well, because
remediation of any areas exceeding DCGLs would not be undertaken for this alternative. Given this situation,
arrangements would be made for any independent verification surveys to be performed in conjunction with or
following the characterization surveys.

At the conclusion of all site decommissioning activities, final status surveys of WMA 12 would be performed.
These surveys would focus on areas that may have been impacted during decommissioning activities,' takirig
into account the scope and results of the characterization surveys. Arrangements would' also be made' as
needed for independent verification surveys. The results of these surveys, combined with information such as
the results of the initial surface soil and sediment characterization surveys, and the results of the site
environmental monitoring program, would be used to confirm that the conditions of the Decommissioning Plan
have been met.
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Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative in
WMA 12 are presented in Table C-40. The estimate includes miscellaneous sitewide generation of waste
from activities including existing facilities maintenance, security, environmental monitoring installations,
security installations, erosion control installations, and long-term monitoring and maintenance. Although
portions of these wastes could be generated in other areas of the site, they are included in the WMA 12 totals.

Table C-40 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 12
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 110,000

Hazardous Waste 35

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 5,300

Class A 34,000

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Note: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.2.13 North Plateau Groundwater Plume

As discussed in Section C.2.13, a pump and treat system (Groundwater Recovery System), a pilot-scale
permeabletreatment wall, a full-scale permeable treatment wall, and a permeable reactive barrier would have
been installed at the starting point of this EIS for groundwater mitigation and remediation of the North Plateau
Grobndwater Plume.

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, the Groundwater Recovery System would be decommissioned.
The permeable treatment wall would be periodically replaced approximately every 20 years and the permeable
reactive barrier would eventually be removed.

The circumferential hydraulic barrier wall that would be installed around WMAs 1 and 3 under this alternative
would provide containment of the upgradient portions of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume. The
remainder of the Plume would be allowed to decay in place.

The estimated waste volumes to be generated under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative from the
maintenance of the nonsource area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume are presented in Table C-41.
The waste volumes are entirely due to the periodic replacement of the permeable treatment wall.

C.3.2.14 Cesium Prong

The Cesium Prong would be managed by implementing restrictions on use for a nominal period of 100 years
until in-place decay results in levels allowing for unrestricted use. As a result, no waste would be generated.
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Table C-41 Estimated Waste to be Generated: North Plateau Groundwater Plume
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 0

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste
Low Specific Activity 220,000

Class A 1,500

Class B 0
Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008c.

C.3.3 Phased Decisionmaking Alternative

Under the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative, decommissioning would be carried out in two phases:

Phase 1

0 Phase 1 would include removal of all WMA 1, 2, 5, and 9 facilities, the WMA 2 lagoons, the source
area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, and all facilities other than the Rail Spur in WMA 6.
No WMA 4, 8, or 11 facilities or areas would be removed.

In WMA 3, mobilization and transfer pumps associated with Tanks 8D-I through 8D-4 and the piping
associated with the High-Level Waste Transfer Trench would be removed, as would the Waste Tank
Farm Equipment Shelter and Condensers, and the Con-Ed Building. The NDA HardStand Staging
Area would be removed in WMA 7 and the New Warehouse would be removed in WMA 10. The
permeable treatment wall in the North Plateau Groundwater Plume Area would be periodically
replaced.

Various floor slabs, gravel pads, and foundations in WMAs 1, 2, 5, 6, 9, and 10 would be removed
during Phase 1. Parts of all of WMAs 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12, the North Plateau Groundwater Plume
Area, and the Cesium Prong would be monitored and maintained.

Activities would also include additional characterization of site contamination and studies to provide
information to support additional evaluations to determine the technical approach to be used to
complete the decommissioning.

Phase 2

* Phase 2 would complete decommissioning, following the approach determined through evaluations
from the studies and site characterization to be conducted during and subsequent to Phase 1.

Following implementation of Phase I of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative, the site would undergo an
operations, monitoring, and maintenance program that is similar in concept but lesser in magnitude to what is
currently in place at the site. Because the Main Plant Process Building and lagoons would have been removed,
these facilities would no longer require operations support, and monitoring and maintenance requirements
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would be significantly reduced. However, the current environmental monitoring program, modified as needed
to better fit the remaining waste management areas, would continue at a magnitude similar to the current
program. Environmental monitoring, modified as necessary, would ensure that unforeseen adverse impacts
resulting from Phase 1 remedial activities or recontamination of Phase 1 sources are evaluated. Additionally,
inspections and subsequent maintenance activities that are undertaken currently (i.e., erosion inspections,
monitoring and maintenance, stormwater monitoring, cap maintenance, etc.) to safely operate the site would be
continued until the final disposition of the remaining WMAs is selected and implemented.

The following sections discuss in more-detail the decommissioning activities that would take place under
Phase I of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative for each Waste Management Area.

Unless otherwise noted, information presented in Section C.3.3 is from the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative
Technical Report (WSMS 2008d).

C.3.3.1 Waste Management Area 1: Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification Facility Area

During Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative, the high-level radioactive waste canisters stored in
the Main Plant Process Building would be relocated. All facilities including underground structures and
remaining floor slabs and foundations would be removed. These facilities include the Main Plant Process
Building, Vitrification Facility, 01-14 Building, LoadIn/Load-Out Facility, Utility Room, and Utility Room
Expansion, Plant Office Building, Fire Pumphouse, Water Storage Tank, Electrical Substation, Off-Gas Trench
Underground Tanks (7D-13, 15D-6, 35104), and underground process, wastewater, and utility lines. The
source area of the'North Plateau Groundwater Plume would be removed.

C.3.3.1.1 Relocation of the High-Level Radioactive Waste Canisters

Activities associated with relocation of the high-level radioactive waste canisters under Phase 1 of the Phased
Decisionmaking Alternative are the same as for the other two alternatives. They are discussed in
Section C.3.1.1.1.

C.3.3.1.2 Demolition of the Main Plant Process Building

The process for demolition of the Main Plant Process Building under this alternative would be the same as the
process under the Sitewide Removal Alternative discussed in Section C.3.1.1.2.

C.3.3.1.3 Demolition of Other Waste Management Area 1 Structures

The process for demolition of all the remaining structures under this 'alternative would be the same as the
process under the Sitewide Removal Alternative discussed in Sections C.3.1.1.2 through C.3.1.1.6.

C.3.3.1.4 Excavation and Hydraulic Barrier Wall Installation

To facilitate removal of the underground structures of the Main Plant Process Building and Vitrification
Facility, along with the source area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, an area larger than thefootprint
of both buildings would be excavated, as under the' Sitewide Removal Alternative. The discussion of the
excavation and the hydraulic barrier' wall installation is included in Section C.3.1.1.7.
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C.3.3.1.5 Removal of the Plume Source Area, Underground Structures, and Equipment

The process for the removal of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume source area and the underground
structures and equipment under this alternative would be the same as that for the Sitewide Removal Alternative
discussed in Section C.3.1.1..8.

C.3.3.1.6 Site Restoration

The process for the site restoration of WMA 1 would be the same as that discussed for the Sitewide Removal
Alternative discussed in Section C.3.1.L9.

C.3.3.1.7 Disposition of Support Facility Materials

The disposition of support facility material would be the same as that for the Sitewide Removal Alternative
discussed in Section'C.3.1.1.10. .

C.3.3.1.8 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative in
WMA 1 are presented in TableC-42. The estimate includes the modification of the Load-In/Load-Out
Facility and the operation and demolition of the Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) associated
with the high-level waste canister, removal.

Table C-42 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 1
Waste Type , Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 440,000

Hazardous Waste 83

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 3,500,000

Class A 280,000.

Class B 3,100
Class C 9,000

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0
Mixed Low-level Waste 1,400
Transuranic Waste 24,000

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.2 Waste Management Area 2: Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility Area

The Phased DecisionmakingAlternative approach .to closing WMA 2 is removal of all remaining surface
structures and concrete floor slabs, exhumation of the contaminated waste and sediment contained in Lagoon 1,
excavation of all contaminated sediment from Lagoons 2 and 3, removal of liners from Lagoons,4 and 5, and
underlying contaminated soil and restoration of the surface to a natural contour. The permeable treatment wall
installed for the starting point of the EIS would be periodically replaced.

The difference between the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative and the Sitewide Removal Alternative for
WMA 2 is the construction of a subsurface soil-cement-bentonite barrier wall. This barrier wall would be
installed under the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative to prevent migration of the North Plateau Groundwater
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Plume back into the remediated source area and Main Plant Process Building excavation. Other than this:
difference, the decommissioning activities in WMA 2 for Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative
are the same~as those discussed in Section C.3.1.2 for the Sitewide Removal Alternative.

Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 2 are presented in Table C-43.

Table C-43 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 2
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubicfeet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 50,000

Hazardous Waste 0

-Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 1,400,000

Class A 340,000

Class B 0

ClassC, 33,000

Greater-Than-Class C Waste . 0

Mixed Low-level Waste .0
Transuranic Waste 0
Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.3 Waste Management Area 3: Waste Tank Farm Area

Under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative, Waste Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, and 8D-4 would
remain in place, as would the Permanent Ventilation System Building, STS Support, Building, and
underground piping in the area. The tanks would continue to be monitored and 'maintained with the Tank and
Vault Drying System as necessary. However, the high-level waste mobilization and transfer pumps would be
removed from the tanks. The Equipment Shelter and Condensers, the Con-Ed Building, and piping in the
High-Level Waste Transfer Trench would be removed.

C.3.3.3.1 Removal of Waste Tank Pumps and Pump Support Structures

The process of removing the Waste Tank Pumps and the Pump Support Structures would be the same as that
for the Sitewide Removal Alternative. The description of the pumps, support structures, and removal process
are included in Section C.3.1.3.2.

C.3.3.3.2 Removal of High-Level Radioactive Waste Transfer Trench Piping

The process of removing the High-Level Radioactive Waste Transfer Trench piping would be the same as that

for the Sitewide Removal Alternative described in Section C.3.1.3.3.

C.3.3.3.3 Demolition of Equipment Shelter and Condensers

The demolition of the Equipment Shelter and Condensers would be performed the same way as in the Sitewide
Removal Alternative discussed in Section C.3.1.3.5.
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C.3.3.3.4 Demolition of the Con-Ed Building

The demolition of the Con-Ed Building would be performed the same way as in the Sitewide Removal
Alternative discussed in Section C.3.1.3.6.

C.3.3.3.5 Monitoring and Maintenance

Monitoring and maintenance of the Waste Tank Farm would continue during Phase 1 of the Phased
Decisionmaking Alternative. The Tank and Vault Drying System installed in achieving the starting point of
the EIS would remain in operation. Decommissioning of the•Waste Tank Farm would beconducted during
Phase 2. Status surveys, and independent verification surveys would be performed where removal and
demolition have occurred to confirm that the criteria in the Decommissioning Plan have been met.

A dewatering well was installed during the construction of the Waste Tanks and has been used on a nearly
continual basis to maintain the static water levels in the Waste Tank Farm Area in a depressed condition. The
location of the dewatering well is approximately between Tanks 8D-1 and 8D-2, adjacent to the Permanent
Ventilation System Building.

The dewatering well would continue to be used to lower the water table to minimize in-leakage of groundwater
into the tank vaults. After the Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility is taken out of operation, it is assumed that
the water would be collected, sampled, and released to Erdman Brook through a new SPDES-permitted outfall.
Once the Low-Level Waste Treatment- Facility would be taken out of service and remediation would be
undertaken in this area, a groundwater holding tank would be required to complement. the dewatering well
process. It is estimated that a 76,000-liter (20,000-gallon) tank.would be required for this purpose.

C.3.3.3.6 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase 1 of ýthe Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 3 are presented in Table C-44.

Table C-44 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 3
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubicfeet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 88,000
Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 3,500

Class A 5,300

Class B 810.

Class C 1,400
Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste. 0.

Transuranic Waste 1,400

Notes: The estimated Waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure,
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by.0.028317..
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.4 Waste Management Area 4: Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill

The Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill would continue to be 'monitored and maintained during
Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative. No waste would be generated.
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C.3.3.5 Waste Management Area 5: Waste Storage Area

Under Phase I of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative, Lag Storage Addition 4 and the associated Shipping
Depot and the Remote-Handled Waste Facility would be removed. The remaining concrete -floor slabs and
foundations would also be removed.

C.3.3.5.1 Demolition of Lag Storage Addition 4

The structures would be demolished without confinement and the floor slabs and foundations removed, with
the demolition debris disposed of offsite as construction and demolition debris.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the excavated, area, and soil
exceeding DCGLs specified in the Decommissioning Plan would be removed and disposed of offsite as low
specific activity waste. After completion of removal of any contaminated soil found and the associated
resurveys of the area, arrangements would be made as needed for independent verification surveys. After the
surveys have been completed, the excavations would be filled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean
material and-then contoured to grade. If surveys show that additional excavation is requiredto meet DCGLs,
then this would be addressed as part of Phase 2.

C.3.3.5.2' Demolition of the Remote-Handled Waste Facility

Closure of this facility under an NYSDEC-approved RCRA Closure -Plan would-be coordinated with its
demolition under the Decommissioning Plan' The Remote-Handled Waste Facility would.be demolished by
conventional methods without confinement after it had completed processing of all equipment and waste
requiring remote-handling and characterization. Demolition of the structure would include removal of the
underground tank vault, with the rest of the building being taken down to 0.6 meter (2 feet) below-grade.

The demolition debris would be handled as low specific activity waste (except the office building debris would
be handled as construction and demolition debris) and disposed offsite. The underground decontamination'
waste transfer lines from the Batch Transfer Tank toTank 8D-3 in WMA 3 would be cut off and characterized
and disposed of as Class A low-level radioactive waste.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would, be performed. in •the -excavated area and'
arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of these surveys, the excavated
area would be filled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean material. If surveys show that additional
excavation is required to meet DCGLs, then this would be addressed as part of Phase 2. .

C.3.3.5.3 Removal of Remaining Floor Slabs, Foundations, and Gravel Pads

All remaining concrete floor slabs and foundations would be removed, including those associated with the Lag
Storage Building; Lag Storage Addition 1, and Lag Storage Addition 3. The Lag Storage Addition 2
Hardstand would, also be removed, along with the gravel pads associated with the ChemicalProcess Cell Waste
Storage -Area, Hazardous Waste Storage Lockers,, Cold Hardstand Area, Vitrification Vault and Empty
Container Hardstand, Old/New Hardstand Area, and Lag Hardstand. -

The floor slabs, foundations, hardstands, and gravel pads would be demolished by conventional means. The
demolition debris would be disposed of as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris..

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed in the excavated area and
arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of these surveys, the excavated
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area would be filled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean material. If surveys show that additional

excavation is required to meet DCGLs, then this would be addressed as part of Phase 2.

C.3.3.5.4 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase I of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 5 are presented in Table C-45.

Table C-45 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 5
Waste Type . . Waste Volume (cubic feet).

Construction and Demolition Debris 190,000
.Hazardous Waste .0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 100,000

Class A 32,000

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

'Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-
figure accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.6 Waste Management Area 6: Central Project Premises

Under Phase 1, of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative the Rail Spur would remain in place. The
Demineralizer Sludge Ponds, Equalization Basin, Equalization Tank, SewageTreatment Plant, South Waste
Tank Farm Test Tower, and the Low-Level Waste Rail Packaging and Staging Area would be removed, along
with the remaining pads, concrete floor slabs and foundations.'

C.3.3.6.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

The removal of structures other than the Rail Spur,.under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative,
would be the same as that for-the Sitewide Removal Alternative. The process of removing the structures in
WMA 6 is described in Section C.3.1.6.1.

C.3.3.6.2 Removal of Remaining Floor Slabs and Foundations

Other than the pad for the Vitrification Hardstand, the remaining floor slabs and foundations in the area,
including underground structures of the Cooling Tower, would be removed, with underlying soil removed to
0.6 meter,(2 feet) below-grade. The Vitrification Hardstand Pad would be removed to a depthof.0. 15 meters
(6 inches) which is the thickness of the pad. After completion of this work, a final status survey would be
performed in each excavated area and arrangements made as needed for independent verification surveys.
After completion of the surveys, the excavated areas would be filled with clean fill, clean material, and other
clean material.
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C.3.3.6.3 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 6 are presented in Table C-46.

Table C-46 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 6
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubicfeet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 130,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 37,000

Class A 520

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.7 Waste Management Area 7: NRC-licensed Disposal Area (NDA) and Associated Facilities

The NDA would continue to be monitored and maintained during Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative. No decommissioning actions related to the NDA itself would take place in this phase of the
alternative. The only Phase 1 decommissioning actions would involve removal of the remaining concrete slab
and gravel pad associated with the NDA Hardstand.

The footprint of the NDA Hardstand Area would be excavated (0.3 meter [1 foot] below-grade), with the
excavated materials disposed of offsite as low specific activity waste. Final status surveys would be performed
in the excavated area and arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of
the surveys, the area would be filled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean material. Sampling would also
be performed to verify that hazardous constituents are below appropriate regulatory guidance levels
(WSMS 2008d). If surveys show that additional excavation below 0.6 meter (2 feet) is required to meet
DCGLs, then this would be addressed as part of Phase 2.

The disposition of the NDA and any related decommissioning actions would be reflected in the Phase 2
Decommissioning Plan.

Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 7 are presented in Table C-47. The estimate includes wastes generated from
maintenance activities only.

C.3.3.8 Waste Management Area 8: State-licensed Disposal Area (SDA) and Associated Facilities

Under this alternative, active management of the SDA in place would continue for up to 30 years as required
by applicable State and Federal regulations. The associated Mixed Waste Storage Facility would remain
operational. The performance of the SDA would also be assessed annually, to confirm that management
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activities would continue to protect public health and safety and the environment. Like the NDA, the SDA
would continue to be monitored and maintained during Phase 1. No action would be taken for the Waste
Storage Facility. The disposition of the SDA and any related decommissioning actions would be reflected in
the Phase 2 Decommissioning Plan.

Table C-47 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 7
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 2,100

Hazardous Waste 3

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 22,000

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 8 are presented in Table C-48. The estimate includes waste generated from maintenance
activities and geomembrane replacement.

Table C-48 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 8
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 900

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 4,800

Class A 900

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 3

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.
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C.3.3.9 Waste Management Area 9: Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell

C.3.3.9.1 Removal of the Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell

The Drum Cell would be demolished by conventional means and the floor slab and foundation removed. It is
assumed that the majority of demolition debris would be disposed of offsite as construction and demolition
debris. .

The gravel pad associated with the Trench Soil Container Area would be removed to its 0.3-meter (f-foot)
depth.

After completion of this work, a final status survey would be, performed in. the excavated area and
arrangements made for any independent verification surveys. After completion of the surveys, the excavated
area would be filled with clean fill, clean soil, and other clean material., If surveys show that additional
excavation below 0.6 meter (2 feet) is required to meet DCGLs, then this will be addressed as part of Phase 2.

The trailers in the Subcontractor Maintenance Area would be demolished by conventional means and the
debris managed as construction and demolition debris waste. The gravel pad in the area would also be
managed as this type of waste.

C.3.3.9.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase l of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 9 are presented in Table C-49.

Table C-49 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 9
Waste Type Waste Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 250,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 0

Class B 0

Class C . .0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial. disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.10 Waste Management Area 10: Support and Services Area

The Phased Decisionmaking Alternative closure approach for WMA 10 is demolition and removal of the New
Warehouse, along with the remaining concrete floor slabs and foundations during Phase 1. The Meteorological
Tower,, Security Gatehouse, and security fence would remain in place and operational.
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C.3.3.10.1 Removal of Structures/Facilities

The New Warehouse and former Waste Management Staging Area, including the floor, slabs, would be
demolished and the debris would be disposed of offsite as uncontaminated construction and demolition debris.

The remaining floor slabs and fouridations in the area, including those for the Administration Building, the
Expanded Environmental Laboratory, the Vitrification Diesel Fuel Storage Building, and the Construction
Fabrication Shop, would be removed. After completion of this work, a final status survey would be performed
in each excavated area and arrangements made for any independent verification surveys.'After completion of
the surveys, the excavated areas would be filled with appropriate backfill material and contoured to grade.

C.3.3.10.2 Estimated Wasteto be Generated

'The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 10 are presented in Table C-50.

Table C-50 Estimated Waste to be Generated:: Waste Management Area 10
Waste'Type ' Waste Volume (cubicfeet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 59,000

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 0

Class A 0

Class B 0

ClassC - 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste ... 0

Mixed Low-level Waste .0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.11 Waste Management Area 11: Bulk Storage Warehouse and Hydrofracture Test Well Area

No decommissioning activities would take place in WMA 11 under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative. As a result, no waste would be generated.

C.3.3.12 Waste Management Area 12: Balance of Site

Under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative, the dams and reservoirs would continue to be
monitored and maintained. Parking lots and roadways would remain in place. Surface soils and sediments
would be remediated as needed.

C.3.3.12.1 Remediation of Surface Soils and Sediments

Surface soil and sediment having radioactivity concentrations in excess of the DCGLs specified. in the
Decommissioning Plan may be remediated during Phase I decommissioning work. This includes soils and
sediments outside those areas being removed or maintained during Phase 1 decommissioning (e.g., Main Plant
Process Building, Waste Tank Farm, North Plateau Groundwater Plume, Low-Level Waste Treatment Facility,
NDA, and SDA). An initial action during Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative would be
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additional radiological characterization of soil contamination. The characterization data would allow more
precise decisionmaking regarding the location of contaminated soils and the extent of removal.

During Phase 1, surface soils and stream sediment to be addressed may be remediated to meet criteria for
unrestricted release either immediately or after a period of decay. The determinations would be consistent with
NRC License Termination Rule criteria and State and Federal cleanup criteria, as applicable. For analysis
purposes, an estimate of soil, volume to be -removed has been made, but the estimate is based on limited
characterization data and is considered to be conservative. The estimate was based on a removal depth of
0.6 meter (2 feet).

C.3.3.12.2 Estimated Waste to be Generated

The estimated waste volumes expected to be generated under Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking
Alternative in WMA 12 are presented in Table C-51. The estimate includes waste that would be generated
from miscellaneous sitewide activities including environmental monitoring installations, security installations,
annual environmental monitoring, and existing facility maintenance. Although portions of these wastes could
be generated in other areas of the site, they are included in the WMA 12 totals.

Table C-51 Estimated Waste to be Generated: Waste Management Area 12
Waste Type Waste.Volume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demo'lition Debris 33,000

Hazardous Waste 170

Radioactive Low-level Waste

Low Specific Activity 240,000

Class A .74,000

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 01

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0

Notes: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuracy. To convert cubic feet to cubic meters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.3.3.13 North Plateau Groundwater Plume

Decommissioning activities associated with the source area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume would be
the same as those described for the Sitewide Removal Alternative. They are described in Section C.3.1.1.8.
The nonsource area of the Plume would be contained by the permeable reactive barrier and permeable
treatment wall installed for the starting point of the EIS. The estimate of the waste that would be generated
from the source area of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume is included in the estimate for WMA 1. The
estimated waste volumes to be generated from the maintenance of the non-source area of the North Plateau
Groundwater Plume are presented in Table C-52. The waste volumes are entirely due to the periodic
replacement of the permeable treatment wall.

C.3.3.14 Cesium Prong

The Cesium Prong would be managed in place during Phase 1 of the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative. As
a result, no waste would be generated from the management of the Cesium Prong.
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Table C-52 Estimated Waste to be Generated: North Plateau Groundwater Plume
Waste Type WasteVolume (cubic feet)

Construction and Demolition Debris 0

Hazardous Waste 0

Radioactive Low-Level Waste

Low Specific Activity 73,000

Class A 310

Class B 0

Class C 0

Greater-Than-Class C Waste 0

Mixed Low-level Waste 0

Transuranic Waste 0
Note: The estimated waste volumes are based on commercial disposal and are presented to two-figure
accuiracy. To convert cubic feet to cubicmeters, multiply by 0.028317.
Source: WSMS 2008d.

C.4 Construction of New Facilities/Structures

Section C.4 provides'detailed descriptions of facilities and structures that would need to be constructed or
installed to support decommissioning activities for various EIS alternatives. An overview of the
facilities/structures needed to support each alternative is provided in Table C-53.

Table C-53 Proposed New Construction for Each Action Alternative
Phased

Sitewide Sitewide Decisionmaking
Removal Close-In-Place Alternative

Facility/Structure Section Alternative Alternative (Phase 1)

Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) in C.4.1 x x x
WMA 6

Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility in WMA 3 C.4.2 x

Soil Drying Facility in WMA 6 C.4.3 x

Container Management Facility in WMA 9 C.4.4 x

Leachate Treatment Facility in WMA 9 C.4.5 x x

Environmental Enclosures and Confinement Structures for C.4.6 x
Exhumation of NDA, SDA, Lagoon 1 in WMA 2, and the
North Plateau Groundwater Plume Source

WMA 1 Main Plant Process Building Excavation C.4.7 x *x
Downgradient Barrier Wall.

Circumferential.Hydraulic Barrieraround WMA 1 and C.4.8 x
WMA 3.and a Multi-layer Cap

Barrier Wall in WMA 2!1 C.4.9 x

Multi-layer Cover over WMA 2 lagoons C.4.10: x

Multi-layer Covers over NDA and SDA C.4.11 x

Circumferential Barrier Wall in WMA 2 for Lagoon I C.4.12 x'

Erosion Control Structures C.4.13 x

NDA = NRC-licensed Disposal Area; SDA = State-licensed Disposal Area; WMA = Waste Management Area.
Sources: WSMS 2008a, 2008b, 2008d.
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The modification of existing facilities was considered in lieu of new construction for the Interim Storage
Facility (dry cask storage area), the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility, the Soil Drying Facility, the
LeachateTreatment Facility, and the Container Management Facility. The rationale for the new construction
are provided below. Detailed descriptions of the proposed new facilities and other construction necessary to
support the implementation of the alternatives are presented in Sections C.4.1 through C.4.13.

Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) in WMA 6

A facility would be constructed to safely and securely store the high-level waste canisters until they could be
disposed of in a Federal repository. The facility would be constructed under the Sitewide Removal, Sitewide
Close-In-Place, and the Phased Decisionmaking Alternatives.. To tear down the Main Plant Process Building
and the Vitrification Facility, the canisters need to be removed and placed elsewhere onsite. The storage
concept is patterned on spent nuclear fuel dry storage installations licensed by the NRC. In order.to provide
the necessary space, a concrete pad just under 0.4 hectares (1 acre) in size would be needed.

One existing facility that appeared to be a candidate for the long-term storage of the vitrified high-level
radioactive waste canisters was the Vitrification Facility Cell. It was not used in order to provide flexibility for
decommissioning that portion of the site and provide access to the North Plateau GroundwaterPlume source
area. Use of the Radwaste Treatment System Drum Cell would require major work on the pad, and the
layout/dimensions are not the most efficient. . '

The facility would be placed on the South Plateau within WMA 6 to be closer to the rail line and away from
the facilities and decommissioning activities on the North Plateau. There are no existing facilities that could be
,used without significant upgrades/additions, so it is believed that a new storage area is the most efficient way to
operate at.this time.

Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility in Waste .Management Area 3

A facility would be constructed under the Sitewide Removal Alternative to be used for the ,treatment,
stabilization, packaging, and characterization of the residual radionuclide inventory in the Waste Tank Farm
Area tanks.

The Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility would be a robust shielded structure built over the Waste
Tank Farm Area (WMA 3) equipped with all the required components to complete the removal of the highly
radioactive waste tanks. • Based on the form and amount of radioactive material that would be handled,
processed, and packaged for disposal, and potential impacts to workers and the public, a single robust structure
where all the closure, processes would be performed in an integrated manner would be most efficient in
protecting the health and safety of the workers and the public.

Estimates have shown that removing the surface soil and the top of the vaults from above the tanks would
result in unacceptably high exposure rates in the Waste Tank Farm area. The thickness of the concrete walls
and roof of the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility have been selected to reduce the Waste Tank Farm
area exposure rate, due to the residual tank activity, to unrestricted access levels (e.g., less than 5 millirem per
hour). In addition to providing shielding, the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility must function as a
confinement structure to contain airborne material expected to be generated during the cutting of the tanks.

Consideration was also given to using an existing facility like the Remote-Handled Waste Facility for the
packaging portion of the Waste Tank Farm mission. Usage of the Remote-Handled Waste Facility for this
partial mission would require the construction of a processing facility at the tank disassembly site. Performing
the entire mission, including packaging, at the tank site is considered to be more cost effective and safer than
separate facilities for tank removal and waste packaging.
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Soil Drying Facility in Waste Management Area 6

A facility would be constructed under the Sitewide Removal Alternative to support packaging of contaminated
soil and sediment to be excavated from the North Plateau Groundwater Plume and to support packaging of
contaminated soil resulting from the CDDL and WMA 12 stream sediment removal. This facility is not
required for the Phased Decisionmaking Alternative due to the lower volume of excavated soils; high capacity
absorbent materials would be added to the disposal containers instead...

Due to the large volume of contaminated soils that would be generated during .excavation of the entire North
Plateau Groundwater Plume and other miscellaneous areas on the North Plateau, there is an advantage in
locating the new Soil Drying Facility near the Rail Spur. The area selected is located just south of the southern
portion of the Plume, thereby providing a single area for staging, processing, and loading soils that is outside of
contaminated areas and adjacent to the Rail Spur. Using an existing facility like the Remote-Handled Waste
Facility would require transporting soils to several areas for processing and loading or extending the Rail Spur.
Therefore, no existing facility was given further consideration as it is considered more efficient to construct a
new facility where all the functions could be performed at a single location.

Container Management Facility in Waste Management Area 9

A facility would be constructed under the Sitewide Removal Alternative to accommodate the processes needed
to support .the excavation of the NDA and SDA. The facility would also be used for storage of potential
orphan wastes.

The purpose of the Container Management Facility is to provide a facility where all the processes needed to
support the complete excavation of the NDA and SDA, including storage of potential orphan wastes, could be
performed in a single location. To minimize the distance that excavated wastes from the NDA and SDA would
need to be transported and to provide easy, direct access to the rail spur, the Container Management Facility
would be located adjacent to the Rail Spur in the area presently occupied by the Drum Cell. The Drum Cell is
not large enough to house all the functional needs of the Container Management Facility and would require
significant modification and upgrades to the already 20-year old facility in order to use it to support the
functions of the Container Management Facility.

*Under the Sitewide Removal Alternative, it would be advantageous to have a single location to consolidate all
wastes which might require interim storage. This would make monitoring and maintenance activities the most
efficient. Because the greatest quantities of such wastes would come from the NDA and the SDA, and because
a single location on the South Plateau would allow all facilities and operations to be removed from the North
Plateau, using a single new facility on the South Plateau would be the most efficient approach.,

Leachate Treatment Facility in Waste Management Area 9

A facility would be constructed to treat the leachate that would be pumped from the NDA and SDA disposal
areas to support both the Sitewide Removal and Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternatives. Available information
indicates that the facility would need to provide treatment for both radiological and hazardous constituents
before the effluent could be discharged. To minimizetransfer distances and the potential for environmental
impacts, a new facilitylocated between the NDA and SDA is the preferred option. No existing facility has all
the components needed for performing the treatment that would be required. The Low-Level Radioactive
Waste Treatment Facility on the North Plateau is designed to treat certain radionuclides, but is not large
enough to house all the components needed to treat leachate from the, disposal areas. Use of this facility to
support SDA and NDA removal would require transferring the highly contaminated liquids a much greater
distance. It is conceivable that some components of the NDA liquid pretreatment system could be used,
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however, these components are nearly 30 years old and may not be easily compatible with the currently

envisioned leachate treatment system.

C.4.1 Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) in Waste Management Area 6

The Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) would be used to temporarily store the 275 vitrified
high-level radioactive waste canisters from WMA 1 until an offsite Federal repository becomes available for
their disposal. The Load-In/Load-Out Facility in WMA 1 would be converted to a Load-Out Facility to
support the removal of the vitrified high-level radioactive waste canisters from the Main Plant Process Building
to the Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area). The equipment to be installed in the facility would
include a shielded transfer cell, a canister handling system to extract the canisters from the shielded transfer
cell and to place them into storage casks, and a new high-capacity crane. The Load-Out Facility would be
demolished once all the vitrified high-level radioactive waste canisters have been removed from the Main Plant
Process Building (WSMS 2008a).

The design of the Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) would be patterned on the 26 spent nuclear
fuel dry storage installations currently licensed by the NRC. The storage area would measure approximately
113 meters (370 feet) by 33.5 meters (110 feet). The vitrified high-level radioactive waste canisters would be
transferred into NRC-approved metal casks, which would be placed into horizontal storage modules ensuring
adequate shielding and mechanical protection. The Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) would be
located in WMA 6 on the South Plateau adjacent to the southwest side of the NDA as shown on Figure C-16.

It is estimated that one high-level radioactive waste canister could be removed from the Load-In/Load-Out
Facility, transferred to the Interim Storage Facility (dry cask storage area), and unloaded into a storage unit in
an 8-hour shift. This estimate is based on experience gained during the removal and placement of high and
very high dose rate material (greater than 100 milliroentgen per hour) contained in lead shielded containers at
Brookhaven National Laboratory and Oak Ridge National Laboratory and compares favorably with the Diablo
Canyon Independent Spent Fuel Storage Installation Safety Analysis Report (PG&E 2002) estimate of time
required for similar activities (17 hours for transferring a loaded cask to the Independent Spent Fuel Storage
Installation). While these events are similar to those proposed for the high-level radioactive waste canister
transfer, there are differences in loading configuration and waste disposition that could affect duration and cost
estimates.

For security purposes, two fences, one of chain link and one of razor wire, would be constructed around the
perimeter of the area. Additional lighting and remote monitoring.would be installed as necessary. The Interim
Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) would be decontaminated and demolished after the high-level
radioactive waste canisters are removed.

C.4.2 Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility in WMA 3

Under the Sitewide Removal Alternative, decommissioning of WMA 3 would require the removal of a residual
radionuclide inventory from the tanks, followed by the demolition and removal of the contaminated tank shells
and their associated vaults. The removed inventory would need to be treated, stabilized, packaged, and
characterized before disposal. The tank shells would need to be size reduced, packaged, and characterized
before disposal. These operations would be performed in the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility, a
120-meter by 45-meter (400-foot by 150-foot), robust, shielded structure built over the Waste Tank Farm Area
(WMA 3) that would be equipped with the required infrastructure to complete the proposed closure activities.
The location of the Waste Tank Farm within WMA 3 is shown on Figure C-3.
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Figure C-16 Location of the Interim Storage Facility (Dry Cask Storage Area) in Waste
Management Area 6
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Guidance for the design of facilities used to process radioactive materials is provided in the DOE Standard
Natural Phenomena Hazards Performance Categorization Guidelines for Structures, Systems, and
Components (DOE-STD-1021-93) (DOE 1996b). Based on the form and amount of radioactive material to be
processed in the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility and on the likely consequences to workers and
members of the public in the event of an accident in the facility, it is expected that the Waste Tank Farm Waste
Processing Facility would be categorized as a Performance Category 2 facility using the guidance in
STD-1021. In general, Performance Category 2 facilities are designed to conform to the requirements of the
International Building Code. However, certain elements of facility design may be enhanced to provide a
greater degree of hazard protection. Enhancements, where necessary, are discussed below.

The Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility would be designed to withstand the WVDP Design Basis
Earthquake, which has a horizontal peak ground acceleration of 0.10 g (g is the acceleration of gravity).
Earthquake loads and evaluation methods used in the design would be, at a minimum, in accordance with the
International Building Code, modified with an importance factor of 1.25, as required for Performance
Category 2 facilities.

Pressure differentials would be maintained between each confinement zone so that airflow travels from zones
of lesser contamination potential to zones of greater contamination potential. The Waste Tank Farm Waste
Processing Facility ventilation system would ensure positive confinement of airborne radioactive material.

The air from all spaces would be filtered using a minimum of two fire-resistant HEPA filters in series before
discharge to the environment. Redundant exhaust blower capability would be provided, and additional HEPA
filter train(s) would be provided to allow for the maintenance and testing of a given HEPA filter train. The
Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility would be equipped with diesel generators housed in the
warehouse to provide emergency standby electrical power to the appropriate motor control center(s) to ensure
that power to Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility ventilation system components could be provided in
the event of a loss of offsite power.

The Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility would be designed to the following radiological protection
requirements:

The maximum radiation dose rate for a full-time occupancy area would be 0.25 millirem per hour. A
full-time occupancy area is one in which individual(s) may be expected to spend all or most of a
workday. The Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility Control Room and operating aisles, where
control stations are located, would be defined as full-time occupancy areas.

* The maximum radiation dose rate for a full-time access area would be 4.5 millirem per t, where "t" is
the maximum average time in hours a day that the area is expected to be occupied by any one
individual. A full-time access area is one in which no physical or administrative control of entry
exists.

The Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility would be a freestanding reinforced concrete and steel
structure enclosed Within an exterior sheet metal weather structure providing approximately 3,716 square
meters (40,000 square feet) of confinement over Tanks 8D-1, 8D-2, 8D-3, 8D-4, and their associated
structures. The Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility also includes 1,100 square meters (12,000 square
feet) of office/project support space, and a 3,070-square-meter (33,000-square-foot) loading and transport
wing.' The maximum overall dimensions would be approximately 104 meters (340 feet) in length and
84 meters (275 feet) in width. The facility would be 26 meters (87 feet) high at its roof peak. The facility
would be constructed primarily of cast-in-place reinforced concrete up to 1.5 meters (5 feet) in thickness for

C-132-



• Appendix C - Descriptions of Facilities/Areas,

Decommissioning Activities, and Description of New Construction

radiological shielding purposes, and would be supported by a foundation on H-piles driven to a depth of at.
least 15.2 meters (50 feet) into the underlying geologic material.

Demolition and waste processing, packaging, and shipping activities would be performed or supported in the
following areas Within the Waste Tank Farm Waste Processing Facility:'

* Waste Tank Farm Confinement Area

0 Liquid Waste Process Cell

* Remote-Handled Work Cell

* Sampling and Observation Aisle

* Waste Package Decontamination Area

* Nondestructive Assay Cell

* Remote-Handled Cask Loading Cell

* Transport Loading Area

* Shipping Depot

o Control Room

* Facility Support Areas

The Waste Tanký Farm Waste Processing Facility would be demolished after the post-excavation survey was
completed,.and the. excavation would be backfilled with clean material. The enclosure would be demolished
by conventional demolition equipment, such as hydraulic excavators equipped with demolition hammers and
shears. The demolition debris would be packaged as low specific activity waste and transported to an offsite
low-level -radioactive waste disposal facility. The equipment would be packaged as Class A low-level
radioactive waste and also disposed offsite.

Once the facility has been removed, any contaminated soil generated during demolition would be removed and
disposed of as low specific activity waste. A final statussurvey would be performed.in the area impacted by
demolition of the enclosure to establish that residual radioactivity levels do not exceed the established DCGLs.
Additional clean soil backfill would be placed and the area graded to a near natural appearance.

C.4.3 Soil Drying Facility in Waste Management Area 6

The Soil Drying Facility would support packaging of contaminated soil and sediment excavated from the North
Plateau Groundwater Plume. It would be a new facility located just south of the southern portion of the North
Plateau Groundwater Plume, near the Rail Spur. The Soil Drying Facility would consist of a
3,700-square-meter (40,000-square-foot) pad housing the process equipment, an 8,200-square-meter
(88,000-square-foot) Dry Soil Shelter Building, and 1,800 linear meters (6,000 linear feet) of rail spur tracks
and. gondola car storage. A

The major items of process equipment in the Soil Drying Facility would include a feed bin, conveyor, rotary
dryer, soil cooler, radial soil stacker, off-gas baghouse, HEPA filters, thermal oxidizer, and stack. The system
would be housed within a sheet metal confinement structure.
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The Soil Drying Facility would be demolished and removed after the North Plateau Groundwater Plume, the
Construction and Demolition Deb-ris Landfill, the Main Plant Process Building, and the source areas have been
excavated. The debris generated from the demolition would be packaged as low specific activity waste and
disposed of offsite at a low-level radioactive waste disposal facility.

C.4A Container Management Facility in Waste Management Area 9

The Container Management Facility would be a new facility, as shown on Figure C 17, and would be located
along the Rail Spur on the South Plateau, as shown on Figure C-18. It would be capable of receiving the
wastes in an "as excavated" form, drying them, sorting them, size reducing the larger items, recompacting
w&astes that were "bulked-up" during excavation, packaging them, decontaminating the packages, classifying
them, temporarily storing them, and loading them onto trucks or railcars for offsite transport. It would al'o be
capable of receiving wastes in packaged form, decontaminating the packages, if necessary, classifying them,
temporarily storing them, and loading them onto trucks or railcars for offsite transport. The Container
Management Facility would also contain an area for the stor-age of potential orphan waste including Greater-
Than-Class C waste, pre-project Class B and C low-level radioactive waste, and transuranic waste generated
under the Sitewide Removal Alternative. Pre-project waste is waste that was buried before DOE assumed
control of a portion of the site and would, therefore, not be disposed of at a DOE disposal facility such as the
Nevada Test Site.

The Container Management Facility considered in the Sitewide Removal Alternative was designed with
sufficient open storage space to adequately store all Greater-Than-Class C waste, and Class B and C low-level
radioactive waste generated from the NDA and SDA. The conceptual Container Management Facility is'also
adequately sized to allow temporary storage of the transuranic wastes generated during the WMA 3 removal
and high-level waste tank dismantlement. An alternative Container Management Facility design was also
considered under the assumption that there would be no need to store the Class B and C low-level radioactive
waste; only the Greater-Than-Class C waste would need to be stored.

The Container Management Facility would be a radiological facility having reinforced concrete shield walls
around processing and storage areas and a steel frame and steel cladding minother areas. The floors and
foundations would be constructed of reinforced concrete, and the roofs Would be constructed of-concrete with
asphalt roofing. The conceptual layout of the facility was created with a portion of the building in a two-story
configuration; the processing, containerizing, and characterization areas on the-first floor and office space on
the second floor. The footprint of this section of the building was designed to. beapproximately 1,560 square
meters (20,000 square feet).

The remainder of the conceptual facility was designated for interim storage of Class B and C low-level
radioactive waste, Greater-Than-Class C waste, and transuranic waste. This portion of the building was
designed as asingle story warehouse-type structure that contained a floor area of 7,400 square meters (80,000
square feet).

Considering the case where Class B and C low-level radioactive waste would be shipped when packaged and
no interim storage.is necessary, the Container Management Facility storage area needs are somewhat smaller.
The storage area of this conceptual facility would be adequately sized . for interim storage of
Greater-Than-Class C waste only. This portion of the building would still be a single-story warehouse-type
structure; but, due to the smaller storage volume, the floor area could be reduced to an area of 3,900 square
meters (42,000 square feet). The process cell would be constructed identical to the larger Container
Management Facility.
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The building would enclose the processing equipment and workstations needed to process all the wastes
exhumed from the NDA and SDA. It would also include a Control Room to support remote exhumation
operations, counting room, office space for support personnel, lunch room, lavatories, and locker rooms.
Because of its relative isolation from other facilities at the WNYNSC and the length of time it would be
expected to operate, it would have an'independent water supply and septic tank systems. For shipment, a
shipping dock with both railroad and truck access would be provided. A receiving dock, separate from the
shipping dock would also be provided for reception of process materials,, such as empty boxes and drums, and
prepackaged wastes.

A' remotely-operated work. area would be provided with space for a rotary dryer, shaker workstation, sorting
workstation, size-reduction workstation, volume reduction workstation, boxing station, and drumming station
for processing wastes. Additional rooms would be provided for decontamination, waste characterizati6n, cask
loading, and interim storage.

The inside surfaces of the shielded work area would be lined to facilitate decontamination. The floor and
lower levels of the walls subjectto impact from crane carried loads would be lined with stainless steel. The'
upper levels of the walls and the ceilings would be covered with a strippable paint.

The building would be equipped with a HEPA-filtered ventilation system, independent from the process off-
gas system. *This ventilation system would be designed for heating, ventilation, air conditioning, and
contamination control'. The ventilation system would discharge to the same stack as the off-gas treatment
system.

Because the Container Management Facility would be used to process waste that would contain fission product
and transuranic radionuclides, the facility would be designed and built to meet the requirements of a
Performance Category 3 structure. It would be capable of withstanding design-basis natural hazards, such as
earthquakes, high winds, and snow loading (DOE 1996b).

The facilitywould contain a waste dryer, off-gas treatment equipment, dry waste processing equipment, waste
characterization equipment, and waste loading and transport equipment. An Interim Waste Storage Area
would be sized to provide temporary storage for all Greater-Than-Class C wastes expected to be exhumed from
the NDA and SDA. The facility also contains adequate storage space for the pre-project Class B and Class C'
waste removed from the NDA and SDA. These wastes would be stored in this facility until a disposal facility
becomes available to accept them.

The Container Management Facility waste processing areas would be decommissioned and decontaminated
after the NDA and SDA have been remediated. The building would be demolished after all wastes have been
removed from the Interim Waste Storage Area.

The exterior surfaces of the waste handling equipment and the interior surfaces of the rotary drum dryer would,
be decontaminated using. mechanical decontamination methods, such as carbon dioxide pellet
decontamination. A spray fixative would be applied after decontamination. The equipment would be
dismantled and size reduced, as necessary. The dryer, shaker table, and sorting tables would be size reduced in
place using cutting equipment, such as plasma arc torches. The resulting equipment segments and the.
stainless-steel liner would be packaged and transported offsite for disposal as Class A low-level radioactive
waste.

The interior surfaces of the building would be sprayed with fixative to allow for demolition without
confinement. The structure would be demolished by conventional methods. The debris would be packaged as
low specific activity waste and transported offsite-for disposal.
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The conceptual Container Management Facility proposed for NDA and SDA remediation are considered "first
of a kind." There are no full-scale field examples of -waste retrieval and processing operations of this
magnitude and involving the waste classes that would be dealt with under the Sitewide Removal Alternative.
The anticipated wastes have been listed based on historic documentation. However, there exists a significant
potential to discover wastes and types that are unexpected or unplanned. The costs of construction of the
facilities would be fairly reliable (within the contingency specified in the estimates), as the structural and
equipment components are readily available and have been used in some capacity in the past. However, the
project productivity and safety are items of uncertainty that cannot be easily estimated.

One component of the waste retrieval process that involves a high level of uncertainty is the retrieval of wastes
from the Nuclear Fuel Services. deep holes, using primarily a telescoping boom with various end effectors.
Conceptually, this equipment would be able to work vertically at depth, using different end attachments to
scan, excavate, cut, and vacuum the waste materials and bring the wastes to the surface. However, this process
has not been demonstrated in a full-scale field environment.

C.4.5 Leachate Treatment Facility in Waste Management Area 9

A Leachate Treatment Facility would be designed and constructed to treat leachate found in the NDA and SDA
burial areas and the 28,390 liters (7,500 gallons) of leachate stored in the Mixed Waste Storage Facility. The
Leachate Treatment Facility is expected to include a 37-square-meter (400-square-foot) leachate storage
building, a 176-square-meter (1,900-square-foot) shielded treatment building, and a 209-square-meter
(2,250-square-foot) treated water storage building/laboratory.

A building would be constructed near the new Container Management Facility to house the treatment
equipment (refer to Figure C- 18). The Leachate Treatment Facility would be operated on demand and would
be able to process up to 57 liters (1,000 gallons) of leachate per day. The treatment process would include a
leachate hold tank, bioreactor, mechanical filter, activated carbon polisher, and ion exchange columns. The
facility would be able to treat organic chemicals and dissolved radionuclides in the leachate. However, it
would not be able to remove or treat tritium in the leachate. A plan view of the facility is shown on
Figure C-19.

Overhead Door Overhead Door

Note: To convert gallons to liters, multiply by 378533; feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048.

Figure C-19 Conceptual Leachate Treatment Facility in Waste Management Area 9 - Plan View
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As shown in Figure C-18 the Leachate Treatment Facility would be located between the disposal areasand the
Container Management Facility to minimize liquid transfer distances. It would be located about equal distance
from both the North Disposal Area and South Disposal Area to be able to serve both areas simultaneously.

The leachate hold tank would be a 34,000-liter (9,000-gallon) tank. A bioreactor would beused to treat the
organic chemicals in the leachate. The reactor would be operated on a batch basis and would employ aeration
with agitation, settling, and decanting. Each batch would require .a 1-day cycle. Aeration and nutrient
additions would promote biological degradation of organic chemicals. Aeration would also strip volatile
organic compounds into the off-gas stream. Thesludge from the bioreactor would be transferred to a sludge
hold tank. The sludge would be dewatered, then prepared for disposal as low-level radioactive waste or as
mixed waste. The treated leachate would be pumped to a hold tank. Liquid from sludge dewatering would
also be directed to the hold tank. The purpose of the hold tank would be to decouple the batch operation of the
bioreactor from the continuous operation of the carbon bed polisher and ion exchange columns.

The decanted leachate in the hold tank would be passed through filters to remove entrained solids prior to
introduction of the leachate into the activated carbon polisher beds, thereby preventing plugging of the beds.
The activated carbon polisher would be used to remove any remaining organic material that was not removed
by operation of the bioreactor. Two carbon columns would be piped for operation in series, and would be
sized to handle filtered leachate containing about 50 milligrams per liter of organic materials. The carbon bed
would be loaded to about 50 milligrams per gram.

The ion exchange columns would be used to remove most dissolved radionuclides from the leachate, and
would employ an inorganic ion exchange material to remove the two principal radionuclides of concern,
cesium-137 and strontium-90. The design-basis ion exchange material is zeolite. The design is based upon
radionuclide concentrations of 180 nanocuries of cesium- 137 per liter and 64 nanocuries of strontium-90 per
liter.- The predicted loadings on the zeolite are 468 nanocuries of cesium-137 per gram and 46.8 nanocuries of
strontium-90 per gram. This facility would not be able to treat or remove tritium from the leachate.

The effluent from the ion exchange columns would be-directed to the treated water storage tanks. The treated
leachate in these tanks would be sampled and analyzed before being directed either to the Low-Level Waste
Treatment Facility for final treatment and discharge, for direct discharge through an SPDES-permitted
discharge, or back into the Leachate Treatment System to be "reworked."

Off-gases from the bioreactor would be treated by: (1) mist elimination to remove entrained droplets,
(2) heating to reduce the relative humidity for purposes of protecting downstream equipment, (3) HEPA
filtration to remove radiologically contaminated particulate matter, and (4) carbon adsorption to remove
organic vapors. An off-gas blower would keep the process under negative pressure for contamination control.

After the leachate has been removed from both the NDA and SDA, the facility would be demolished. In
general, scabling waste and demolished equipment would be packaged and disposed of as Class A low-level
radioactive waste. All other debris would be classified as low specific activity waste.

Difficulties in leachate management and treatment might eventually cause disruption of work progress in the
NDA and SDA. Handling and treatment process are based on currently available technologies that have been
tested. The conceptual Leachate Treatment Facility would not provide any reduction in the tritium in leachate
or groundwater.

Management of the wastes that are generated during the leachate treatment process are problematic. Waste
types, leachate volumes, and waste products are assumed based on the current leachate characterization data.
Significant changes to the leachate quality or quantity might trigger significant reduction in NDA and SDA
productivity.
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C.4.6 Environmental Enclosures and Confinement Structures

Environmental enclosures and confinement structures would be constructed over the NDA and SDA, Lagoon 1
in WMA 2, SDA'Lagoons, and the North Plateau Groundwater Plume source area to support exhumation of
buried waste' or contaminated soils. They are described in the following subsections.

C.4.6.1 NRC-licensed Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure

A confinement structure, called the NDA Environmental Enclosure, would be constructed over all waste burial
holes in WMA 7 suspected of containing wastes classifiable as being greater than Class A low-level radioactive
waste. It would be constructed over the NFS deep holes, NFS special holes, and WVDP Trenches 1
through 7. It would be designed to withstand design-basis natural hazards, such as earthquakes, high winds,
and snow loading (DOE 1996b). The conceptual NDA Environmental Enclosure is shown on Figure C-20.
The WVDP Trenches 8 through 12 would be excavated under a less robust structure called the WVDP
Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure.

470.0' 0 1

Standing Seam

50.0' Aluminum Roof A

NFS = Nuclear Fuel Services, Inc.

WVDP West Valley Demonstration Project

Note: To convert feet to meters. multiply by 0.3048.

Steel Sided Gable
bove Elevation 35'

I I I I

Figure C-20 Conceptual NRC-licensed Disposal Area Environmental
Enclosure - Plan and Elevation

The conceptual NDA Environmental Enclosure would be a single-span, steel-framed building having 1-foot-
thick reinforced concrete exterior walls, and a metal roof with gutters. The foundations would be placed
outside the perimeter of known waste burials. The structure's barrier wall and the surrounding French drain
are shown in Figure C-21. The enclosure would be large enough to allow use of heavy equipment and
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Figure C-21 Conceptual NRC-licensed Disposal Area Barrier Wall and French Drain Layout
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erection of localized confinement structures within it. It would be well ventilated to prevent accumulation of
exhaust fumes from operation of heavy equipment. The ventilation air discharge would be HEPA-filtered to
limit the release of airborne radionuclides to the atmosphere and permitted to meet Clean Air Act
requirements. Fire protection equipment would be included. A heating system and insulation would be
included to provide freeze protection for the fire protection system and other items inside the structure.
Electrical lighting, a closed-circuit television system, and a gantry crane system would be included to support
the work to be performed inside.

Exhumation of wastes within the NDA Environmental Enclosure would primarily be performed remotely using
a combination of techniques including cranes, masts with various end effectors, and remotely operated
excavators. Factors determining the excavation technique include the depth to the waste type, size of waste,
and estimated activity associated with the waste. Secondary containment within the NDA Environmental
Enclosure would be used for exhumation of higher activity wastes to prevent unnecessary spread of
contamination within the enclosure.

The HEPA filters from the ventilation system of the NDA Environmental Enclosure would be removed by bag-
out procedures, wrapped in polyethylene or equivalent material, and loaded into containers as radioactive
waste. The ventilation system equipment would then be selectively demolished, loaded into containers, and
transferred to the Container Management Facility for characterization and shipment for offsite disposal as low
specific activity radioactive waste.

The interior surfaces of the NDA Environmental Enclosure would be expected to be slightly contaminated.
Therefore, it would be thoroughly surveyed and a spray fixative applied as necessary to allow demolition of the
structure without confinement. The enclosure would be manually demolished using conventional equipment
such as hydraulic hammers and backhoes. The debris would be surveyed and sampled for, characterization
purposes, placed into containers for offsite disposal as low specific activity waste.

C.4.6.2 West Valley Demonstration Project Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure

A pre-engineered sheet-metal confinement structure, called the WVDP Disposal Area Environmental
Enclosure, would be constructed over WVDP Trenches 8 through 12, known to contain Class A low-level
radioactive waste. It would be located in the "courtyard" area of the NDA Environmental Enclosure.

The conceptual WVDP Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure would be a single-span, steel-framed building
having sheet-metal walls, and roof with gutters. The foundations would be placed outside the perimeter of
known waste burials. The structure would be about 79 meters (260 feet) by about 61 meters (200 feet), withan
eave height of about 10.6 meters (35 feet), large enough to allow use of heavy equipment inside. It would be
well ventilated to prevent accumulation of exhaust fumes from operation of heavy equipment. The ventilation
air discharge would be HEPA-filtered to prevent migration of any airborne radionuclides to the atmosphere and
permitted to meet the Clean Air Act requirements. Electrical lighting would be included to support the work to
be performed inside.

C.4.6.3 South State-licensed Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure

Under. the Sitewide Removal Alternative, a confinement structure called the South SDA Environmental
Enclosure would be constructed over Trenches 8 through 14 of the SDA, which are known to contain wastes
classifiable as greater than Class A low-level radioactive waste. This structure would be designed to withstand
design-basis natural hazards, such as earthquakes, high winds, and snow loading (DOE 1996b). The footprint
of the conceptual South SDA Environmental Enclosure is shown on Figure C-22.
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Note: To convert feet to meters, multiply by 0.3048. 1 t

Figure C-22 Conceptual South State-licensed Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure Footprint

The conceptual South SDA Environmental Enclosure would be a tri-span steel-framed building with
0.30-meter- (1-foot-) thick reinforced concrete exterior walls and a metal roof with gutters. The perimeter
foundations would be placed outside the perimeter of known waste burials. Pile foundations would be required
to support the interior column lines. The pile foundations would be located between Trenches 9 and 10 and
between Trenches 12 and 13. Thepiles would be driven to approximately 9 meters (3.0 feet) below-grade., The
structure would be about 216 meters (710 feet) long by about 105 meters (345 feet) wide, with an eave height
of about 10.7 meters (35 feet), large enough to allow use of heavy equipment and erection of confinement
structures within it.

As for the NDA Environmental Enclosure, the enclosure would include a ventilation system with HEPA
filtration, fire protection system, heating system, electrical lighting, closed-circuit television system, and a
gantry crane system.

The demolition of the South Environmental Enclosure would be performed in the same manner as the
demolition of the NDA Environmental Enclosure described earlier.
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C.4.6.4 North State-licensed Disposal Area Environmental Enclosure

A confinement structure, called the.North SDA Environmental Enclosure, would be. constructed over
Trenches 1. through 7 of the SDA, which are known to contain wastes classifiable as greater than Class A low-
level radioactive waste. It would be designed to withstand design-basis natural hazards, such as earthquakes,
high winds; and snow loading (DOE 1996b). The footprint of the conceptual North SDA Environmental
Enclosure is shown on Figure C-23.

The conceptual North SDA Environmental Enclosure would be a single-span, steel-framed building having
0.3-meter- (1-foot-) thick reinforced concrete exterior walls and a metal roof with gutters. The foundations
would be placed outside the. perimeter of known waste burials. The structure would be about 232 meters
(760 feet) long byabout 62.5 meters (205 feet) wide, with an eave height of about 10.7. meters (35 feet), large
enough to allow use of heavy equipment inside.

"Double R64-_.) t . ..
J!

, jN7.,\.N•---

f tGabio'n 13iý A pprox ma;- ~< '1 -

S"_inj i .D f _ 8-uilding ý-

P.- F!e

-1 20051ca

re ipsl raTenh r-

• .• ! ',' • X .[( )!, ,::• .. .E n v iro n~m enita l E n d o u e -_- -_-: " ' -: - = - -,. ! ' • . - '

2 0 - -

'.. • 6iý''e s' ý,..I " . ' en ýed - -

AMur C-23 , CocptaNrhStoatAea-licensdf_ CipslAe niomna nlsr otrn
A s for th e N D A E nviron m ental *Encl s r ,th-e-h M en losure w u d i c u e a e tl t o ys e i h H P

A d

gantry.crane system.

The demolition of the North Environmental Enclosure would be performed in the same manner as the
demolition of the NDA Environmental Enclosure described above.
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C.4.6.5 State-licensed Disposal Area Lagoon Confinement Structures

Three pre-engineered sheet metal confinement structures, called the SDA Lagoon Confinement Structures,
would be constructed over each of the three filled lagoons in WMA 8. The confinement structures would be
single-span, steel-framed buildings having sheet metal interior walls, concrete exterior walls, steel roof with
gutters, and roll-up doors. They would each be approximately 1,580 square meters (17,000 square feet) in size,
and high enough to allow use of heavy equipment inside.

C.4.6.6 Lagoon 1 (Waste Management Area 2) Confinement Structure

A pre-engineered sheet metal confinement structure, called the Lagoon 1 Confinement Structure, would be
constructed over Lagoon 1 in WMA 2 before excavation of the closed lagoon. The Confinement Structure
would be a single-span, steel-framed building with sheet metal interior walls, concrete exterior walls, steel roof
with gutters, and roll-up doors. It would be approximately 2,090 square meters (22,500 square feet) in size,
and high enough to allow use of heavy equipment inside.

C.4.6.7 North Plateau Groundwater Plume Source Confinement Structure

A pre-engineered sheet metal confinement structure, called the North Plateau Groundwater Plume Source
Confinement Structure, would be constructed over the North Plateau Groundwater Plume source area in
WMA 1, where the Main Plant Process Building previously stood. The confinement structure would be a
single-span, steel-framed building With sheet metal walls, roof with gutters, and roll-up doors. It would be
approximately 930 square meters (10,000 square feet) in size, and high enough to allow use of heavy
equipment inside.

C.4.6.8 Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure

These enclosures would be used to support exhumation of. wastes from the NDA and the SDA that are
expected to have characteristics that would exceed those of Class C low-level waste. TheModular Shielded
Environmental Enclosures proposed for NDA and SDA remediation are considered "first of a kind."• There are
no full-scale field examples of waste retrieval and processing operations of this magnitude and involving the
waste classes that would be dealt with under the Sitewide Removal Alternative. The anticipated wastes have
been listed based on historic documentation. However, there exists a significant potential to discover wastes
and types that are unexpected or unplanned. The costs of construction of the facilities would be fairly reliable
(within the contingency specified in the estimates), as the structural and equipment components are readily
available and have been used in some capacity in the past. However, the project productivity and safety are
items of uncertainty that cannot be easily estimated.

One component of the waste retrieval process that involves a high level of uncertainty is the retrieval of wastes
from the Nuclear Fuel Services deep holes, using primarily a telescoping boom with various end effectors.
Conceptually, this equipment would be able to work vertically at depth, using different end attachments to
scan, excavate, cut, and vacuum the waste materials and bring the wastes to the surface. However, this process
has not been demonstrated in a full-scale field environment.

C.4.6.8.1 NRC-licensed Disposal Area Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure

The NDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would be designed and procured to support exhumation
of wastes from the NDA that are expected to have characteristics that would exceed those of Class C low-level
waste. This enclosure would control airborne emissions, shield against high-radiation fields, and permit
exhumation of wastes from holes up to 16.8 meters (55 feet) deep.
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The NDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would provide the primary confinement for the
radiological and hazardous material releases that are expected during the excavation and retrieval activities to
be performed. The Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would be designed to accommodate remote
excavation, retrieval, and maintenance operations. It would be of modular design so that it could be
customized to accommodate holes and trenches of various sizes. Individual modular panels would lock
together to provide an airtight enclosure. It would be maintained under negative pressure using a HEPA-
filtered ventilation system. It would be equipped with a carbon dioxide fire suppression system for
conventional fires, and a metal-halide fire suppression system for pyrophoric metal fires.

The NDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure, being of modular design, would enable the user to add
to the overall length by adding either a roof panel or a wall panel. Several of the modules would have
apparatus attached for ventilation systems, shield window atriums, and glovebox panels, or equipment and
waste container passages.

The NDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would house an internal chain hoist system. The
electric-motor driven chain hoist would be on a bridge-and-trolley system mounted on rails within the NRC-
Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure, and would be able to reach to the bottom of the 18-meter-
(60-foot-) deep holes. It would be sized to lift the heaviest package of waste that was buried in the deep holes
with excess capacity, and would be designed to work together with the manipulator on the Z-mast to pick up
loads. After lifting a load from a hole, it would be able to move it to the side and place it in front of an
appropriate workstation.

The NDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would be equipped with a soil handling workstation.
This station would include a soil vacuum system that would be used to remove loose soil and collect it in
appropriate containers, depending upon known characteristics of the holeor trench from which the waste was
being exhumed. This station would include shielding, a shield window, master-slave manipulators, and a
waste container transfer system.

The NDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure also would be equipped with a Material Handling
Workstation. This station would include shielding, a shield window, a console for operating the chain hoist
system, master-slave manipulators, and a waste container transfer system.

Three NDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosures could be used at one time, one in each hall of the U-
shaped NDA Environmental Enclosure. Because they would be frequently dismantled and reassembled, each
would likely need to be replaced once during the duration of the project, so. six would likely need to be
purchased.

C.4.6.8.2 State-licensed Disposal Area Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure

The SDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would be designed and procured to support exhumation
of wastes from the SDA that are expected to have characteristics that would exceed those of Class C low-level
waste. This enclosure would be similar in construction to the system described in Section C.4.6.8.1 for NDA
exhumation.

The SDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would provide the primary confinement for the
radiological and hazardous material releases that are expected during the excavation and retrieval activities to
be performed. The Exhumation Enclosure would be designed to accommodate remote excavation, retrieval,
and maintenance operations. It would be of modular design so that it could be customized to accommodate
trenches of various sizes. Individual modular panels would lock together to provide an airtight enclosure. It
would be maintained under negative pressure by a HEPA-filtered ventilation system. It would be equipped
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with a carbon dioxide fire suppression system for conventional fires, and a metal-halide fire suppression system
for pyrophoric metal fires.

The SDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure would house a Gantry Excavator System. The gantry
excavator would be mounted on rails within the Exhumation Enclosure, and would be able to reach to the
bottom of the trenches. After lifting a load from a trench, the system would be able to move the load to the
side and place it in front of an appropriate workstation. The Gantry Excavator System would include crane
rails, side supports, overhead bridge, carriage, excavating arm, end effector head, and end effectors.

The SDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosure Soil Handling Workstation would include shielding,
shield window, master-slave manipulators, and waste container transfer system. The Exhumation Enclosure
Material Handling Workstation would include shielding, shield window, console for operating a chain hoist
system, master-slave manipulators, and waste container transfer system.

Multiple SDA-Modular Shielded Environmental Enclosures could be used at one time within either of the
large Environmental Enclosures.

C.4.7 Waste Management Area 1 Main Plant Process Building Excavation Downgradient
Barrier Wall

To facilitate removal of WMA 1 underground structures and the contaminated soil beneath the Main Plant
Process Building (i.e., North Plateau Groundwater Plume source area), a barrier wall would be installed around
the footprint of the WMA 1 buildings. The wall would extend approximately 0.6 meters (2 feet) into the
underlying Lavery till to isolate the subsurface structures and contamination from groundwater outside the
source area. The upgradient and crossgradient portions of the barrier wall would be constructed of sheet pile,
while the downgradient section would consist of a soil-cement-bentonite backfill mixture that would remain in
place after remediation of WMA 1 is completed.

The total'length of the barrier wall would be approximately 690 meters (2,250 feet), 230 meters (750 feet) of
which would be soil-cement-bentonite and 460 meters (1,500 feet) of which would consist of sheet pile. The
section of soil-cement bentonite wall adjacent to the excavation (approximately 150 meters [500 feet]) would
be approximately 4 meters (13 feet) wide, while the remainder would be a typical three feet in width. The
thicker wall with cement, adjacent to the excavation, would provide the stability necessary to accommodate
excavation up to the wall.

Construction of the barrier wall would involve use of a conventional pile driver for the sheet pile section and a
hydraulic excavator for the soil-cement-bentonite wall section. Approximately 5,600 cubic feet (7,300 cubic
yards) of soil would be excavated for the soil-cement bentonite wall, 5,000 cubic meters (6,500 cubic yards) of
which is assumed to be contaminated and half of that volume is assumed to be saturated. The slurry and
backfill mixtures for the soil-cement-bentonite wall would be prepared in contained areas, and the trench
would be kept filled with slurry to support the wall of the trench during excavation.

C.4.8 Installation of the Waste Management Area 1 and Waste Management Area 3 Circumferential
Hydraulic Barrier Walls and Multi-layer Cap

This section begins by describing the general concept for the WMA I and WMA 3 closure system. It describes
the design features of the multi-layer cap in more detail. It then describes the approach that would be used to
construct the hydraulic barrier wall and the multi-layer cap. -t
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C.4.8.1 Conceptual Design of the Closure System

A single subsurface circumferential barrier wall would be constructed around the partially demolished and
stabilized facilities in WMA 1 and WMA 3. In addition to this circumferential barrier wall, a separate,
chevron-shaped, subsurface barrier wall would be'constructed hydraulically upgradient of the circumferential
barrier wall. This upgradient barrier wall would be oriented transverse, to the direction of groundwater flow to
divert groundwater flow and to help prevent mounding from occurring against, the upgradient side of the
circumferential barrier wall.

A laterally continuous, multi-layer cover system would be constructed over these facilities and the subsurface
barrier walls. The top-slope portion of the multi-layer cover system would extend laterally tojust beyond the
top of the barrier walls, and the side-slope portions of the cover system would be located outside the limits of
the barrier walls.

The actual configuration of the cover system would be based on the surrounding topography, the final height of
the closed in-place facilities, and surface slopes required for providing- adequate lateral drainage and for
limiting infiltration, and for satisfying' slope stability and erosion control requirements. The final cover
configuration would be designed to preclude subsequent surface water ponding, minimize infiltration, exhibit
stability under normal and stressed conditions, and protect the closure cap from excessive erosion.

The conceptual cover system and the subsurface barrier walls incorporate features that are designed to
minimize degradation due to long-term exposure to environmental and geomechanical processes. Potential
degradation processes include wind and/or water erosion, biological disruption by plants and animals,
geochemical processes, seismic events, and inadvertent human intrusion. The cover design therefore includes
redundant barrier components to help preserve long-term effectiveness. The barrier walls and low-permeability
hydraulic barrier components of the multi-layer cover system are designed to meet the following objectives:

" Resist degradation due to erosional forces from wind and water, damage due to frost penetration, and
potential damage by geochemical processes;.

" Limit infiltration of precipitation into the stabilized structures by restricting the rate of infiltration
through the closure cap and limiting the "rate of lateral inflow of groundwater through the slurry wall;

* Withstand intrusion by plants, animals, and humans;

* Exhibit slope stability under static, seismic, and seepage conditions; and

* Be cost effective to construct, and require a minimum of maintenance.

A conceptual plan view drawing depicting the approximate areal extent of the multi-layer cover system is
shown on Figure C-24.

The entire multi-layer cover system would occupy a total area of approximately 41,000 square meters
(441,000 square feet), approximately 4 hectares (10.1 acres). The cover would have a maximum elevation of
approximately 439 meters (1,440 feet) above mean sea level or 3 to 9 meters (10 to 30 feet) above the existing
ground surface. The flatter top-slope of the cover system would have a true surface area of approximately
23,000 square meters (246,000 square feet), approximately 2.3 hectares (5.7 acres). The steeper rip-rap
covered side-slopes would have a true surface area of approximately 18,000 square meters (195,000 square
feet), approximately 1.8 hectares (4.5 acres).
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Figure C-24 North Plateau Closure Cap Conceptual Plan View
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C.4.8.2 Construction of the Hydraulic Barrier Walls

The subsurface barrier walls would be vertical soil-bentonite slurry walls. This technology was selected
because it has been used extensively and successfully elsewhere and has the longest history of use of any of the
barrier technologies'considered for the project.

The slurry walls are designed to divert groundwater flow around the stabilized facilities. The upgradient
chevr6n-shaped barrier wall would be a low-permeability soil/bentonite slurry wall that would reduce
groundwater flow into the closed facilities area by laterally diverting groundwater flow around the
circumferential slurry wall surrounding WMA 1 and WMA 3. The circumferential slurry wall would be bi-
modal in its composition and hydraulic properties, consisting of two distinct portions:*

* The upgradient segment of the wall would be a soil/bentonite slurry wall of similar composition and
hydraulic properties as the chevron-shaped slurry wall.

* The portion of the wall downgradient of the closed facilities would be a mixture of soil, bentonite, and
a sorbent material such as a granular apatite.

The soil/bentonite/sorbent material slurry mixture incorporated into the downgradient segment of the
circumferential slurry wall would provide sorptive capability for sequestering selected radionuclides that might
be dissolved in groundwater. This portion of this slurry wall would be designed to be slightly more permeable
than the very low permeability layer of the closure cap to minimize the possibility of groundwater mounding
within the circumferential slurry wall. The downgradient segment of the slurry wall would be constructed to
achieve a hydraulic conductivity of 1.0 x 10-7 centimeters (4.0 x 10-8 inches) per second. The upgradient
segment would be constructed with a hydraulic conductivity of 1.0 x 10-8 centimeters (4.0x 10-9 inches) per
second.

The chevroh-shaped and circumferential slurry walls would be constructed in the sand and gravel unit and
underlying Lavery till with the base of each wall keyed at least 1 meter (3 feet) into the underlying
unweathered Lavery till, to minimize leakage of groundwater through the bottom of the walls.

C.4.8.3 Multi-layer Closure Cap Design

The multi-layer closure cap cover system includes top-slope and side-slope portions of differing construction.
Notable design features include:

* Thirteen separate layers in the top-slope portion, with a total thickness of approximately 3.7 meters
(12.3 feet), with a 5-degree slope toward the eastward;

* Two layers in the side-slope portion, which would have a 20-percent slope, along with a 5.2-meter-
(19-foot-) wide rock apron to provide added protection against gullying and erosion; and

* A perimeter barrier formed of large boulders intended to prevent access by construction equipment.

The top-slope portion of the cover would consist of the following components, from top to bottom:

* Rip-rap - 0.77 *meters (2.5 feet) thick with an average stone size (D50) of approximately
7.6 centimeters (3 inches) - to provide erosion protection and function as a barrier from bio-intrusion;
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" Rock Filter/Bedding - 0.38 meters (1.3 feet) thick with a D50 of approximately 3.8 centimeters
(1.5 inches) - to function as bedding to rip-rap and a filter to underlying layers and'to provide
additional erosion protection;

* Coarse Sand Filter - 15 centimeters (6 inches) thick - to serye as granular filter to prevent degradation
of underlying loam layer;

* Compacted Loam - 0.6 meters (2 feet) thick sandy clay soil -to provide water storage and freeze/thaw
protection;

" Coarse Sand Filter - 15 centimeters (6 inches) thick - to prevent clogging of underlying drainage
layer;

* Clean Gravel Drainage Layer - 0.30 meters (1 foot) thick with a hydraulic conductivity of
approximately 0.010 centimeters per second (0.0039 inches per second) - to serve as the primary drain
for removing water that percolates into the cap;

* Geotextile - marginal thickness, non-woven cushion, - to protect the underlying geomembrane from
puncture and excessive wear from drainage gravel;

* Geomembrane Liner - 40-60 millimeter (1.5-2.5 inches) of linear low7 or high-density polyethylene -
to serve as an infiltration barrier in the short term;

* Bentonite/Additive Mixture - a 0.6 meter- (2 foot-) thick bentonite sand mixture with a hydraulic
conductivity of approximately 5.0 x 10-9 centimeters per second (2.0 x 10-9 inches per second) -7 to
function as a low-permeability barrier layer in the long term;

* Sandy Clay Loam - a 0.3 meter- (1 foot-) thick compacted layer - to provide structural support for the
bentonite layer and to function as secondary water storage and freeze/thaw protection;

* Geocomposite - a marginal thickness, geonet with geotextile fabric to serve as a leak detection layer in

the short term;

* Geomembrane Liner - same as above - to function as a secondary infiltration barrier; and .

*Compacted Clay - 0.45 meters (1.5 feet) thick with a hydraulic conductivity of approximately
7.0 x 10-7 centimeters per second (2.8 x 10-7 inches per second) - to provide foundation and structural
support in addition to redundant infiltration protection.

Since the side-slope portion of the closure cap would be located outside the limits of the slurry wall, it would
overlie the ground located outside of the WMA 3 area. The side-slopes of the cover would be graded at
approximately 20 percent, and would consist of the following components, from top to bottom:

* A rock rip-rap layer-approximately 0.6 meter (2 feet) thick and designed to provide erosion protection
and minimize animal and human intrusion;

*. A granular bedding/filter layer-approximately 0.3 meter (1 foot) thick and designed to provide a
uniform, competent layer for rip-rap placement and to mitigate internal soil erosion.
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'The proposed closure cover has been evaluated for veneer (layer) stability under static, seepage, and'seismic
conditions. Evaluation results indicate that the proposed materials would provide the necessary shear strength
to maintain stability under static conditions with a safety factor of at least 1.5, and to ýsurvive an earthquake
inducing a theoretical maximum horizontal ground acceleration equal to 0.20 g with a safety factor of at
least 1.1 (URS 2004).

The closure cover would be designed in accordance with criteria established by the NRC to protect cover
systems from damage due to long-term erosion (NRC 2002) and RCRA requirements. The top-slope and side-
slope portions of the cover would be sloped at approximately 5 percent and 20 percent or less, respectively.
The top-slope and side slope rip-rap layers are designed to withstand the -erosive effects expected from a
probable maximum precipitation event at the site. The height of the cap would be approximately 5 to 6 meters
(15 to 20 feet) above the existing grade.

C.4.8.4 Performance of Permeable Treatment Walls, Hydraulic Barrier Walls, and Covers-

Engineered hydraulic barriers and covers are described in Sections C.2.13 and C.4.7. Performance of the
permeable treatment wall would be predicated on the effectiveness of the zeolite material on contaminant
removal and its duration. To reduce uncertainties associated with the performance of the permeable treatment
wall (and permeable reactive barrier), a study was conducted that evaluated the performance of the pilot-scale
permeable treatment wall (WVNSCO 2002). While the study showed where construction and operational
improvements could be made6in a full-scale system, other factors could influence the performance of the
technology. These include both hydraulic factors such as groundwater bypass around the system, and dispersal
of "treated" groundwater, and operational factors such as the logisticsand practicality of replacing the zeolite
approximately every 20 years.

There is uncertainty about the long-term performance of other engineered barriers, including multi-layered
covers, waste grout, and slurry walls. Hydraulic factors such as mounding and groundwater bypass, and other
aspects such as long-term durability, potentially impact the long-term performance of slurry walls designed to
-keep subsurface contaniinants from migrating off the site. Long-term performance of closure caps can be
affected by erosion and differential settlement that increases the permeability of the engineered covers. These
hydraulic factors are mitigated in the analysis by'use of conservative assumptions. The performance of the
hydraulic barriers as incorporated into the sensitivity'analysis, as presented in Appendix H, of this EIS.

C.4.9 Barrier Wall in Waste Management Area 2

To facilitate the long-term performance of the remedial work at WMA 2, a subsurface soil-bentonite barrier
wall would be installed. The assumed location of the barrier is shown in Figure C-25. The wall would extend
approximately two feet into the underlying Lavery till to create a vertical hydraulic barrier, reducing the
likelihood of the North Plateau Groundwater Plume cross-contaminating the backfilled lagoons. The barrier
wall would consist of a soil-bentonite backfill mixture that would remain in place after remediation of WMA 2
is. completed. Construction of this wall would be similar to the process described in Section C.4.7 for WMA I.

The soil-bentonite barrier wall would be approximately 320 meters (1,050 feet) in length and would be'a
typical three feet in width.

C.4.10 Waste Management Area 2 Lagoons Engineered Multi-layer Cover

An engineered multi-layer cover would be installed over Lagoons 1 through 5 in WMA 2, as part of the
Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative. The cover would consist of the following layers:
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Sand and Gravel Backfill: Backfill would be placed in all of the lagoons to fill them to the surrounding
ground surface. The sand and gravel backfill would be filled using a bulldozer. As the lagoons are being
filled,. the backfill would be watered and compacted by a sheepsfoot roller.

Compacted Clay Layer: A minimum of 1-meter (3-foot) thick clay would be installed over the entire
proposed multi-layer cap (see Figure C-25). This liner would be spread by a bulldozer. As the liner is being
spread, water would be applied, and the laid liner would be compacted with a sheepsfoot roller. The liner
would also be tested to ensure it meets the required placement specifications.

Geosynthetic Liner: A 60-millimeter (2.5-inch) low-density polyethylene membrane would be installed over
the entire compacted clay layer.

Drainage Layer: An 0.6-meter- (2-foot-) thick drainage layer would be installed over the geosynthetic liner.
The drainage layer would.consist of screened and clean, washed gravel. This layer would be placed by
bulldozer and compacted through the use of a sheepsfoot roller.

Intruder Barrier: A 1-meter-,(3-foot-) thick intruder barrier would be installed over the drainage layer. This
barrier would consist of cobbles and would be placed over the drainage layer by a front-end loader.

Vegetation Layer: A 46-centimeter (18-inch) layer of topsoil would be placed on top of the entire landfill
cover. Seed and mulch would be applied over the topsoil, to provide erosion protection.

C.4.11 NRC-licensed Disposal Area and State-licensed DisposalArea Engineered Multi-layer Covers

Engineered multi-layer covers would be used to replace the geomembranes and isolate buried wastes at the
NDA and SDA under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative.

The conceptual design and construction methodology of the engineered multi-layer covers over the NDA and
SDA are the same as those described for the engineered multi-layer cover proposed for the isolation of WMA I
and WMA 3 described in Section C.4.8. However, due to the limited groundwater flow in the South Plateau, it
was, determined that downgradient barrier walls would serve no purpose. For this reason, the barriers designed
for the South Plateau disposal areas would be constructed on the upgradient side of the NDA and SDA.

The NDA cover footprint would be approximately 4 hectares (10 acres).

The SDA cover footprint would, be approximately 11 hectares (28 acres).

C.4.12 Circumferential Barrier Wall in Waste Management Area 2

A subsurface soil-bentonite barrier wall would be used to divert groundwater around the portion of Lagoon 1
that is below the groundwater table. The wall would extend .around the perimeter of the lagoon. In-place soil
mixing barrier would be used to help stabilize the remaining contaminates. The barrier wall would be keyed
into the underlying till by approximately 0.9 meters (3 feet) and would extend vertically at least above the
seasonal high groundwater table elevation in that area.... .
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Figure C-25 Plan View of Cap and Slurry Wall in Waste Management Area 2
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C.4.13 Erosion Control Structures

Under the Sitewide Close-In-Place Alternative, long-term erosion without mitigation may negatively impact
several waste management areas. Successful in-place closure and long-term management of these WMAs
would therefore depend on methods to control erosion over time.

The strategy for controlling erosion would include use of the following measures:

* Diversion berms,

* Diversion ditches,

" Water control structures, and

* Streambed armoring.

The location of these features and the general conceptual design for long-term erosion control are shown on
Figure C-26. The primary objectives of these measures would be to control surface water runoff to mitigate
gully erosion progress and to reduce streambed erosion. The conceptual design provides an integrated
approach to controlling erosion on both the North Plateau and the South Plateau, especially around the closed
in-place facilities.

Erosion controls would be designed to accommodate the probable maximum flood consistent with guidance in
NUREG-1 623, Design of Erosion Protection for Long-Term Stabilization (NRC 2002). Designs would be
intended to function without long-term maintenance, although it is assumed periodic inspections would be
performed. The strategy for controlling erosion at the site would be implemented in three general terrain areas:
flat-sloped plateaus where unconcentrated sheet flow occurs; steeper-sloped areas where sheet flow becomes
concentrated; and streambed areas where concentrated flows are fully developed.

Conventional construction methods would be used, with bulldozers and excavators used to remove soil for
installation of the erosion control structures. Some of the removed soil would be used as fill to establish the
pregrade for the closure cap installations.

Diversion Berms

Diversion berms would be provided on the North Plateau to direct stormwater and sheet flow to water control
structures located at strategic points, thereby preventing runoff from flowing down unprotected slopes and
deepening existing gullies and cutting new ones. The berms would consist of trapezoidal-shaped channels
having a supporting ridge on the lower side as shown on Figure C-27. The tops of the ridges would be
approximately 3-6 meters (10-20 feet) wide as shown in the figure.

To minimize long-term erosion of the berms themselves, they would be constructed in three layers. Coarse
sand at the base would serve as a filter layer to create stability between the soil and the bedding layer. The
sand would be covered with a layer of rock bedding, which would be topped with a layer of rip-rap.
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Depth of Flow-J

Freeboard

Note: Not to 'caIe.

Figure C-27 Typical Diversion Berm

Diversion Ditches.

Diversion ditches would be provided as shown on Figure C-26. These ditches would be constructed in the
same manner as the diversion berms to minimize long-term erosion. That is, they would be lined with a coarse
sand filter layer and covered with rock bedding topped with rip-rap. Their depth and size would be based on
accommodating the maximum probable flood.

Water Control Structures

Water control structures would be provided at the locations shown on Figure C-26. The arrangement of each
structure would be similar to that shown on Figure C-28.

These water control structures would channel flow from the plateau surface down to the creek bottom in a
manner that would produce no erosion, being designed so that surface water runoff from events up to the
100-year rainfall would pass though concrete piping instead of running down the slope. Concrete fill would be
poured around the piping to promote long-term durability.

A broad-crested weir and an armored overflow spillway would be provided to accommodate the maximum
probable flood. Both the spillway and pipe discharges would be protected using discharge aprons. These
structures would be reinforced with rip-rap/rock armoring.

Streambed Armoring

Stone armoring would be installed in the beds of Quarry Creek, Erdman Brook, and Franks Creek from
upstream of the SDA to its confluence with Buttermilk Creek to provide protection again the erosive forces of
water flowing downstream. This armoring would 'ensure that erosive forces do not continue to lower the
streambed elevation.

The total armored length of these streams would be approximately 1,310 linear meters (4,300 linear feet).

Planning for excavation of streambed material for installation of the rip-rap armor would take into account the
results of the streambed characterization surveys. Excavation necessary to install the rip-rap armor would
include removal of contaminated streambed sediment along with other uncontaminated material.
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The process to be used for each stream would begin with clearing trees and undergrowth from both sides of the
stream and establishing a temporary haul road along each side. Excavation would be accomplished using
conventional equipment.such as excavators and bulldozers to provide uniform streambed geometry and slope.
The streambed may be straightened in some cases as the new bed is shaped.

After clearing and excavation, a filter layer consisting of coarse sand would be laid in the excavated
streambed. A layer of rock bedding would be laid on top of the sand. Then a layer of rip-rap would be placed
over the rock bedding to form a dense, well-graded mass of stone with minimum voids. Finally, the stream
flow would be rediverted back to the armored streambed.
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