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ENVIRONMENT DEPARTMENT

DOE OVERSIGHT BUREAU
P.O. Box 1663, MS/J-993
Los Alamos, New Mexico 87545 MARK E. WEIDLER
GARY E. JOHNSON ' SECRETARY

GOVERNOR

May 15, 1997

Mat Johansen, DOE AIP POC

U. S. Department of Energy

Los Alamos Area Office, MS A31l6
Los Alamos, New Mexico 87544

RE: Review of Los Alamos National Laboratories “Requests for
Permit Modification Units Proposed for NFA” Volumes I and II
dated September 1996.

Dear Mr. Johansen:

The DOE Oversight Bureau (DOE OB) has reviewed the subject
document. The attached comments are provided for the purpose of
communicating the results of the review. They are not provided
or intended for the purpose of representing the regulatory
position of the New Mexico Environment Department.

Only Solid Waste Management Units included in the Request are
included in this review. Comments on Areas of Concern included in
the Request will be transmitted in a subsequent letter.

The sites included in the specific comments are not considered by
the DOE OB to be suitable for NFA for the reasons stated. 1In
large part, sites were considered not suitable because documented
information or sampling results were not available in the
requests. In a some cases, it appeared that additional
investigation or sampling is warranted.

If there are any questions, please contact me at 505-672-0448 or
Chris Hanlon-Meyer of the DOE Oversight Bureau Technical Support
staff at 505-827-1536.

Sincerely,

" Stephen Yanicak, LANL POC (R
Department of Energy Oversight Bureau 15586
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Parker, NMED, Chief, DOE Oversight Bureau
w/ attachment:

Garcia, NMED, Chief, HRMB

Saums, NMED, Program Manager, SWQOB

Duran, NMED, Chief, USTB

Taylor, DOE, Program Manager, EM/ER, MS A316
Koch, DOE, FUl FPC, MS A31l6

Trollinger, DOE, FU2 & FU4 FPC, MS A316
Simeone, DOE FU4 FPC, MS A316

Gilgosh, DOE, FU5 FPC, MS A316

Mose, DOE, FU6 FPC, MS A 316

Jansen, LANL, Project Manager, EM/ER, MS M992
Glatzmaier, LANL, EM/ER, MS M992

Allen, LANL, FUl FPL, MS D462

Gould, LANL, FU2 FPL, MS G787

Martin, LANL, FU3 FPL, MS E525

Pratt, LANL, FU4 FPL, MS J521

Krier, LANL, FU5 FPL, MS D462

Salazar, LANL, FU6 FPL, MS M773
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Review of
Request for Permit Modification Units Proposed for NFA
Los Alamos National Laboratory, September 199¢

Specific comments
1. § SWMU 3-045(a), NPDES Permitted Outfall (

The attachments provided for this
not include confirmatory results
diesel oil spill referred to in £
the NMED SWQB to Bellows and Tielths
considers this letter as documenb b
on these spills"™ does not sugges SR WWMU 3-045 (a) was
remediated according to RCRA/HSWALERE Ih

report was "administratively conf &% itional
information should be provided g £

the installation of the oil
the canyon that may have pdt =
of the sump? The proposagd

discharges into

zne installation
@ of the

i#1 s detected in the

i Because the outfall

Jential Cs from this SWMU may

nt ofgfhe diesel oil spill.

canyon soil/sediment
was used for many :
extend further th

ed drain lines and outfalls the
g wved and any trenching should be
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§ SWMU 3-045(h), NPDES Permitted Outfall (Active).

Potential chemicals of concern resulting from cooling tower
water treatment should be investigated in the soil/sediment
below the outfall.

§ SWMU 3-049(c), Outfall, (Active).

Additional information should be
condensate outfalls mentioned in A&
B also mentions two outfalls, 20§
should clarify the location of
appear that this is a duplicate ¥
that there are two separate conde

g the twq

3-049(d).
Butfalls.

§ SWMU 3-049(d), Outfall, (Actidl
See comment #5.

§ SWMU 3-050(a), Potent ion From Active

Exhaust Stack Emissio

The request shouldg§ i tion and results of soil

g Contamination From Active

@¥(c) , One Time Release.

g #1 regarding the need for confirmatory sample
Ffter cleanup of the oil spill at 3-045(a).

3-54(a), Outfall (Decommissioned)

The request should include documented information showing
that chromates or other cooling tower water treatment
chemicals were not used. Also, documented information should
be included to show the location of the decommissioned
outfall pipe. The decommissioned outfall pipe should be
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removed.
12. § SWMU 3-54(d), Outfall (Active)

The request states that "there is no history of c

at the TA-3-16 and TA-3-19 cooling towers (& , 17-
932) ." The referenced document states that, ng to Bill
Radzinski of ENG-6, "it is highly u ' chromates

were used during cooling tower ope
is not available to fully suppor
chromates were not used at the s

collected to show that there wasf

13. § SWMU 3-55(a), Outfall (Active)

Additional information should b . egarding the use
of Room 68. The request states i nerator room
but does not discuss the typeas &

generator room? We sugges gy
drain in room 68.

14. § SWMU 3-56(a), Drum

construction and - A ig@Ory of the sump. Were
hazgrdous matggi g8 pged to the sump? Has the

15.

¥n should be included regarding the
€ sump. Does the sump discharge to the
@i scharges from the sump have occurred,
Woelow the point of discharge should be

sampling at
conducted.

plLly questions about this review, please contact
PR at 505-672-0448 or Chris Hanlon-Meyer of the DOE
sureau Technical Support staff at 505-827-1536.

Document reviewed by: Steve Yanicak, Martyne Kieling, Chris
Hanlon-Meyer, and Ralph Ford-Schmid.
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