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Enclosed is a proposed response to the Colorado Departnent o f  Healtil 
(CDH) rezarding their July 2 5 ,  1988 insaection report. CDH's insgection 
regort described the probable findings resulting from their 
June 13-17, 1988 R C U  Compliance Inspection of the Rocky Flats Plant 
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Mr. David Shelton 
Director ,  Hazardous Materials 

Colorado Department o f  Health 
4210 East  1 1 t h  Avenue 
Denver, CO 80220 

and Waste Managelnent Division 

Dear Mr. Shelton: 

The U 5 .  Department of Energy, Rockj Flats  Area Off ice  (RFAO), is i n  
reczipt  of your l e t t e r  dated July 2 5 ,  1988, which transmitted the 
inspection report f o r  the June 1 3 - 1 7 ,  1988 Hazardous Waste Inspection 
periorne4 a t  the Rocky Flats Plant. actions were taken i n  response t o  
the i n s a e c t o r s ’  observations which were made a t  the time o f  the 
inspection and i n  t h e  J u l y  2 5 ,  1 9 3  l e t t e r  The RFAO i s  hepewith 
transmitt ing a documented summary o f  the actions which were takm in 
responss t o  the inspectors’  oosarvations and procaol e f i n d i n g s  

QuesticRs concerning the attached actions can be directed t o  
Ms. Candice C .  Jierree o f  my staff a t  966-4888. 

S i  nczrel y ,  

Albert E. Whitsaan 
Area Manager 

Encl osur2 

cc: 
R. L. Ouprey, €PA 

C.  C. J i e r r e e ,  RFAO w/o enc 
K. 6. McKinley, Rockwell w/o erlc 
A.  L. Scnubert, Rockwell w/o enc. 
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EUCLOSIJRE 1 

S I W R Y  OF ACTICNS 

FINOING 1 

The f a c i l i t y ' s  o p e r a t i n g  r e c o r d  d o e s  not  a c c u r a t e l y  t r a c t  hazardous 
waste .  S t o r a g e  l o g s  and the hazardous  waste  d a t a b a s e  do  not  a lways 
a g r e e .  The s t o r a g e  l o g s  do n o t  a lways  a c c u r a t e l y  r e c o r d  the w a s t a  in 
s t o r a g e  ( i . e . ,  the l o g  f o r  u n i t  I ,  c a r g o  c o n t a i n e r  no. 10) The 
c o m p u t e r i z e d  hazardous w a s t e  d a t a b a s e  does n o t  r e c o r d  the d a t e  o f  
s t o r a g e ,  c o m p a t i b i l i t y  c o d e s  o r  r a d i o a c t i v i t y  d a t a .  U n i t  15 had a c a r s o  
c o n t a i n e r  w i t h  drums of r o a s t a r  o x i d e ,  and one drum d i d  not  have a !4PR 
number on i t .  U n i t  I ,  c a r g o  c o n t a i n e r  no 6 had o n e  drum i n  the l o g  w i t h  
a d a t t  o f  7-29-88. 

RESPONSE 

The s t o r a g e  l o g s  f o r  U n i t  1 and U n i t  1 5  serve a s  the f a c i l i t , e s '  o f f i c i a l  
o p e r a t i n g  r e c o r d  f o r  t h o s e  uni t s  Tne c o r n p u t a ~ z e d  hazardous was:? 
d a t a b a s e  s e r v e s  o n l y  as a sunmary o f  a l l  the s t o r a g e  l o g s  Due t o  t?e  
time necassary t o  t r a n s i a r  the d a t a  frcn the s t o r a g s  l o g s  to the c m u i ~ r  
d a t a b a s e ;  the cornouter d a t a b a s s ,  the s t o r a a e  loss, and the storaae area 
contents may not a1war:- lare- dRbSune time. ~5 an asrae, a t  your 
inqector's s u g g e s t i o n ,  WC lldve aaaeu the a a f a  erecnents enumerated i n  the 
i n s p e c t i o n  r e p o r t  t o  the d a t a b a s a  

FINDING 2 

Some incampattble wastes were s t o r e d  t o g e t h e r  i n  the same cargo  c o n t a : n e r  
in Un i t  1 .  A drum of l e a d  a c i d  gel was marked w i t h  tne wronr; 
c m n a : ! D i l i t y  c a d e ,  and a drum o f  o x o u t  was a l s o  marked w i t h  a wrons 
c o r n o a t i b i l i t y  code.  In a d d i t i o n ,  a drum l a b e l e d  as "tritium' was keing 
s t a r &  in u n i t  1, a non-mixed wasta  s t o r a g e  a r e a .  

RESPONSE 

The i n d i v l d u a l s  r e s p o n s i b l e  f o r  a s s t y i n g  c o m p a t i b i l i t y  cedes t~ 
hazardous wastes when t h e y  are  r e c e i v e d  a t  a s t o r a g e  u n i t  have been 
r e t r a i n e d  i n  the p r o p e t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  o f  w a s t e s  and assignmelrt or' 
c m p a t i b i l i t y  codes .  A d d i t i o n a l l y ,  o u r  wegkly i n s p e c t i o n  o f  the s t g r a S 2  
units now includes a check of the assignmertt o f  the proper  c o r n p a t i o i l i t !  
codes  t o  hazardous wastes received and stared. Fur thennore ,  it Has 
detemined t h a t  the drum l a c e l e d  "tri t i u m "  d i d  indeed c o n t a i n  tri t I LT 
c o n t a m i n a t e d  l i q u i d  s c i n t i l l a t i o n  f l u i d s .  However, the s t o r a g e  of t 5 e s 2  
materials i n  U n i t  1 i s  a p p r o p r i a t e  sincs the c o n c e n t r a t i o n  of tritiuz in 
this  waste i s  c o n s i d e r a d  I n o n r a d i o a c t i v e "  f o r  the purpose o f  aiszosa? 
( s e e  lOCF?.ZO 2 p b l  



U n i t  13, B u i l d i n g  884 had drums i n  storass without accmulation start 
dates.  U p o n  c l o s e r  e x ~ ~ i n a t l o n ,  i t  was deternrned t h a t  these drums c a e  
from s a t t l l i t e  accumulation area i n  Suilding 442 and should have had 
accumulation s t a r t  dates marked on then when they reached the 55 gallon 
l e v e l .  

RESPONSE 

We do not b e l i e v e  the interim status regulations require the marking o f  
accumulation s t a r t  dates on s a t e l l i t e  c o l l e c t i o n  area  containers dest:ned 
for a s torage u n i t .  6 CCR 1007 3, Subpart 2 6 2 . 3 4 ( ~ ) ( 2 )  s tates  the 
"generator must mark the container wits the date  on which the container 
begins s torage under 262.34(a), which far  the pur;loses o f  t h i s  paragraph 
i s  the a a t e  on which the 55 gallons or one quart l i m i t  i s  exce(rde4." The 
containers t r a n s f e r r e d  f rom satell  i t e  c o l l e c t i o n  areas t o  storage arsas 
never exceed 55 gallons because i t ' s  pnysical ly impossible t o  p u t  $or2 
than 5: gal lons  i n . , a  55 g a l l o n  drzm, (6 CCZ 1007-3 262 3 4 ( c j ( 2 ) .  
Consequently we biLu not marked the accumulation s t a r t  d a h  on tnese 
c s n t 3 1 n e ~ s .  

. .  
FINllING 4 

Building ?fa, a 90 day storage area f o r  pondcrete, had containers of 
pondcrets dated over 90 days i n  storage. According t o  the f a c i l i t y  
personnel,  they had moved these containers o f  pondcretg from the 90: pad 
as  part  of the contingency plan action. 

RESWHSE 

H i s t o r i c a l l y ,  boxes of pondcreta were never storzd i n  Bui ld ing  785 f a r  
over 90 days.  However, when we discovered the pondcreta destabil  izattcn 
probleq on May 23, 1988, ne moved a number o f  boxes o f  destaci?lz?d 
pondcrete t o  788 f o r  evaluation and protection from the weather. We 
infamed you o f  t h i s  action on June 7, 1988 when we f i l e d  R C U  
Contingency Implementation Plan Report No. 88-001. 

On August 2, 1988 we reguestelf a change t o  intwim status t o  a ; l a w  
greater  than 90-day storage o f  pondcrett i n  Bui lding 788. 

FINOING 5 

Building 964 had 86d drums o f  vacuum f i l t e r  sludge in storage. The 
approval f o r  interim status storage was for containers  of s a l t c r e t e .  

RESPONSE 

In e a r l y  1?87, it ,das d e t a a i n e d  t h a t  iacuum filter sludge, or:gr:il?y 
thoqnt ;a ae transuranic mxea was-,;, das in f a c t ,  low-ievei ;:xec 
idaSt2 Tne decision rras ,Yaae t o  7iove tbess wastes '-3 3uriding :54 
Sincn tp,e ?art d 4opirctc;an a e s  qc; recutre 5 fac:iit/ i3 lnc-:::2 



where waste from a particular wasts stream will be stored and i n  wnicn 
p a r t i c u l a r  storage a r e a ,  we assumed that  as long as the wasta was storea 
i n  an approved interim status storage u n i t ,  i t  met interim staxus 
requ i relnen ts  . 
On August 2 ,  1988, we requested a change t o  interim status t o  allow the  
storage o f  vacuum f i l t e r  sludge i n  Euiiding 964 

FINOING 6 

Inspection records were not maintained on f i l e  for three years as 
required. Some locat ions  had records only back t o  April 1988 and other  
had records back t o  May 1987 wi th  some dates missing. 

RESPONSE 

Inspection records for a number o f  storage units were not  maintained for 
a period o f  three years.  However, a c c w d i n g  t o  the CDH inspectors ,  fi 
storage units were obsarved t o  have acequate inspection records a t  l e a s t  
several months pr ior  t o  the June 13-17, 1988 inspection. This i n d i c a t t s  
that  RF? has implemented the necessary controls t o  ensurs that  i n s ~ e c t ~ o n  
raczrds w i l l  be maintained in a proper fashion for the futurz 

FiNOlNG 7 

Buildings 964 and 884 may have inadequate a i s l e  space The a i s l e  spaci  
i s  the w i d t h  o f  a 55 gallon drum and may not be wide enough t o  g e t  
emergency equipment t o  a leaking container. 

RESPONSE 

We b e l i e v e  both E u i l d - n g  964 and $% have s u f f i c i e n t  a i s l e  spaca t o  
pernit  inspection of the drummed wasts and emergency equipment actgss  
All o f  the hazardous waszes stored i n  these buildings are s o l i d  and ar? 
protected from the weather Therefor? degradation o f  the containers due 
t o  i t s  contents or the weather i s  ntl. Contrary t o  your suggestion, 
"leaking" i s  n o t  a foreseeable hazard insofar as these drums contain 
sol i d  material .  Nevertheless, each bui lding i s  provided w i t h  
approximately a ten-foot  a i s l e  space t o  permit the use o f  a fork truck t o  
renove a s i n g l e  row o f  drums i n  the event that  one drum i n  the  row i n  
found t o  be i n  a degraded condition, (see the attached photograph) We 
continue t o  bel ieve the requirements o f  6 CCR 1007-3 Suopart 263.35 are  
being f u l l y  met. 



FINDING a 
Annual training 7s not accomolished as required. A spot cneck of 
training records by the inspectors found two persons who had not recaived 
the required annual training. 

RESPONSE 

The two individuals successfully completed this training by June 17, 
1988. Copies of the training computer print-outs were provide4 to the 
inspectors during the inspection close-out meeting. As of this date, 
approximately 8,800 individuals have received annual RCW refresher 
training with another 50 individuals due to be trained by 
September 30, 1988. 
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