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HSE7-88-184

HAZARDOUS WASTE OIL STORAGE FACILITY-HSE CRITERIA REVIEW

Group HSE-7 is planning the construction of a hazardous
waste oil storage facility that will be used to bulk organic
hazardous waste liquids for offsite incineration. A
conceptual design for the facility was completed in the
first quarter of this FY, a copy of which is attached for
your information. I have been asked to expedite the
project and have approached Engineering requesting a Title 2
design. I understand now that the design criteria must
undergo an HSE criteria review. This memo and the attached
information explain the current status of the project and
provide the project criteria.

The justification for installing the facility is based on a
reduction of waste analytical costs, a reduction of waste
incineration costs, and the need to increase waste storage
capacity. Of these justifications, the need to reduce
analytical costs is the most persuasive. Based on the
historical analytical cost of $1500 per sample, the planned
facility would save over $1,000K per year in analytical
costs. The annual savings are expected to increase as the
RCRA land ban list grows, requiring more extensive analysis.

A meeting was held with Engineering representatives on April
29 at which the conceptual design and a draft memo
describing changes needed in the conceptual design were
handed over to be used as the design criteria. A copy of
the draft memo is included in the conceptual design binder.
Engineering will prepare a cost of services estimate for the
Title 2 design in two weeks. The project is scheduled for
completion of the Title 2 design by the end of July. HSE-7
will then have an offsite independent engineer prepare the
assessment required by the RCRA regulations. A RCRA Part B
permit modification package will be prepared. At this time
the schedule becomes dependant on the New Mexico
Environmental Improvement Division’s (NMEID’s) handling of
the permit modification. HSE-7 has recently requested a
determination from HSE-8 on the probable impact of the
NMEID’s review of the modification on the project schedule.
Under the most optimistic circumstances, it may be possible
to start construction in the fall of this year with the
facility completed and operational next summer.
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The proposed site is the TA-50 area currently occupied by
the solar collectors and the meteorological tower. Plans are
underway to remove the solar collectors and to move the
meteorological tower. Two sketches are included in the
front of the conceptual design binder; one showing the
current site configuration, the second showing a possible
long term scheme for the development of the area. The
second sketch is preliminary and was prepared to show a
possible location of the o0il storage facility that could
compliment further development of the area. The hazardous
0il storage facility and the storage pads are the only
planned near term construction. The other facilities are
future requirements that are not well defined at this time.
The HSE-7 Section Leaders will meet this week to go over the
sketch and set the exact location of the waste o0il facility.
ENG-2 has been contacted and has no objection to the
expansion of waste treatment facilities in this area. I
realize that the landfill pits in the area may need remedial
action. The facilities are sited away from the pits to
minimize their impact should future remedial action be
necessary.

It is my perception that HSE-7 needs to build quality
hazardous waste storage and treatment facilities to reduce
risks to personnel and the environment and to improve the
Laboratory’s capability for complying with environmental
regulations. The conceptual design of the waste oil storage
facility arose out of several false starts at designing
waste bulking facilities. As manager of this project, I am
attempting to move the project as rapidly as possible while
meetlng all safety and environmental rules and regulations.
My omission of an HSE criteria review before contacting
Englneerlng is the result of my lack of knowledge that such
a review was required. I apologlze and request that you use
the attached information to initiate the review and do
whatever is necessary to expedite the review process.

cc: (without attachments)
T. Gunderson, HSE-DO deputy Division Leader, MS K490
R. Koenig, HSE-7 Group Leader, MS E518




