
From: sachiko-w.mcalhany@nnsa.srs.gov 
Sent: Friday, February 29, 2008 12:34 PM 
To: Groome, Chadi D. 
Cc: drew.grainger ; Nigam, Hitesh; Dimarzio, John A. 
Subject: RE: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.) 
 
Attachments: Pit Disassembly and Conversion Facility Contract No. DE-AC02-99CH10903 NEPA 
Evaluation.pdf 
 
Attached is the B-PDCF-1-02-033 document that is referenced. In this document, it does refer to the 
change to the sand filter.  My apologies, since this document is a year old, I thought it was already 
provided to you.  
 
Sachiko  
 
 
 
 
"Groome, Chadi D."

02/29/2008 12:15 PM 

To <tom.cantey >, "Nigam, Hitesh" 
 <sachiko-w.mcalhany@nnsa.srs.

gov> 
cc "Dimarzio, John A."  <drew.

grainger  
Subject RE: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition 

Progress Status - MOX, etc.)

 
 

 
 
 
The PDCF described in the SPD SEIS does not include a sand filter.  That is the last public 
dissemination of design information for the PDCF.   DOE even referred the NRC to the SPD EIS for 
PDCF information.    
  

 

 
From: tom.cantey  
Sent: Friday, February 29, 2008 9:59 AM 
To: Nigam, Hitesh; sachiko-w.mcalhany@nnsa.srs.gov 
Cc: Dimarzio, John A.; Groome, Chadi D.; drew.grainger  
Subject: Re: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.)  
  

The PDCF was always going to use a sandfilter. That has been in the project scope since the 90's. 
 



The WSB uses HEPA's. We are not tied into the sandfilter. 
 
The WSB will not have a true hot startup prior to CD-4 for exactly the reason stated below.  It would not 
make sense to contaminate the facility years before MFFF is hot. But we can't leave the project open for 
years either. WSB is needed for cold chemical flushes and testing, which is years before MFFF goes hot. 
 
Tom 

 

 ----- Original Message ----- 
 From: "Nigam, Hitesh"  
 Sent: 02/28/2008 04:02 PM EST 
 To: Sachiko Mcalhany; Thomas Cantey 
 Cc: "Dimarzio, John A." ; "Groome, Chadi D." 

 Andrew (Drew) Grainger 
 Subject: RE: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.)  
   
Tom/Sachiko - can you address these questions below.  
   
Hitesh Nigam, Sr. Environmental Engineer  
Office of Fissile Materials Disposition, NA-26  
DOE/National Nuclear Security Administration  

  
   
  

 

 
From: Groome, Chadi D.   
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2008 2:51 PM 
To: drew.grainger  
Cc: Nigam, Hitesh; Dimarzio, John A. 
Subject: RE: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.)  
Drew,  
   
Thanks for sending.  These slides are definitely useful.  But I have 2 questions about their content -- 
not that I expect you would be the one with the answers.  
(1)     When did the project decide to use sand filters as shown in the PDCF and WSB layout slide (slide 
#7)?  I don’t remember seeing any data to that effect recently (or ever).  The NRC EIS did spend a lot 
of ink discussing a sand filter for the WSB, but only as a technology option.  
(2)     How can the WSB have hot start up in 2012 when the MOX facility won’t be hot until 2016? 



 Surely, there would be no point in contaminating the WSB 4 years ahead of being needed?  
   
Reviewing the data calls to see if I was asleep at the wheel re the sand filter led me to realize that we 
may have bigger data gaps than we thought.  We’ve been working on reviewing the data calls and 
compiling the issues for one response back to you.  But I noticed that there are a number of figures 
that are referred to as in the following excerpt from the Waste Solidification Building NEPA Evaluation 
provided to us as one of two files for the data call response earlier this month.   

Parameter Current Information 

-                      Features that control releases of airborne 
contaminants (include diagram of treatment train) 

See drawings M-M5-F2865 sheet 3, M-M5-F2865 
sheet 4, M-M5-F2867, and M-M5-F2891  
 

 
   
Also, we have a question now about the baseline for the PDCF response.  Hitesh prepared the MOX, 
PDCF, and WSB data calls so they could be worked while we were on hiatus.    
The first two column headings for the PDCF data call are: 

Information Requested  
( Note:  Original NEPA analysis is documented in DOE/

EIS-0283-SA-1 and MOX FFF EIS, NUREG-1767)

PDCF  
 

Update to Baseline Scope in Current 
NEPA Analysis (using B-PDCF-1-02-033 

as baseline)
 

 
   
Therefore, the delta appears to be from B-PDCF-1-02-033, whatever that is; not from the last 
completed NEPA as indicated in the first column.  Clearly, we need to figure out how to get from the 
existing NEPA baseline to the new facility design.    
   
Back to the sand filter issue, since that’s how I discovered this disconnect.  There is a single reference 
to a sand filter in this (PDCF) table on page 2 where the second column indicates, among other facility 
design changes: -Changed tiles at bottom of sandfilter.  
   
The NRC’s MOX EIS has a discussion of sand filter technology as an option for the WSB (Sections 
2.2.5 and 4.3.8), but indicated that DCS had selected HEPA filtration.  (Clearly there were some who 
advocated for sand filtration at that time.)  Even so, the WSB data call response does not refer to a 
sand filter, unless that is what is presented in the referenced figures.  
   
OK, I’ve probably thoroughly confused everyone.  We should probably talk about this even if we don’t 
have all the concerns wrapped up in a nice package at this point.  I feel like there may be a systemic 
problem that we need to resolve in addition to other holes and discrepancies that we are finding.  
   
Thanks,  



   
Chadi 

 

 
From: drew.grainger   
Sent: Thursday, February 28, 2008 12:54 PM 
To: Groome, Chadi D.; Dimarzio, John A. 
Subject: Fw: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.)  
   
 
You might find this slide package useful.    
 
Drew  
 
Andrew R. Grainger, NEPA Compliance Officer 
Office of the Assistant Manager for Closure Project 
Savannah River Operations Office 

 
 

 
----- Forwarded by Drew Grainger  on 02/28/2008 12:50 PM ----- 

David Hoel
 

02/28/2008 12:42 
PM 

 
To Js Bozzone  
cc Drew Grainger , Gary Hoover  Jim Bolen  

Subject Re: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.) Link
 
  

 
   
 

 
 
 
Thanks Joan.  Your slides address some of my comments.  Carl invited me to participate in your 
review of this briefing at TAC @ 1:45 PM. 

notes:/85256919006E0B21/38D46BF5E8F08834852564B500129B2C/54AF5C5F50257659852573FD00605AA1


Js Bozzone

02/28/2008 12:33 PM 

 
To David Hoel  
cc   

Subject SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.) 
 
  

 
   
 

 
 
 
David,  
I planned to introduce the permitting topics with the attached presentation.  
Joan Bozzone 

 
 
 
----- Forwarded by Js Bozzone on 02/28/2008 12:32 PM ----- 

David Hoel  

02/28/2008 10:02 AM 

 
To carl.mazzola  
cc Js Bozzone  

Subject Fw: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.) 
 
  

 
   
 

 
 
 
Carl,  
 
Per our conversation this morning, my comments are below. 
 
----- Forwarded by David Hoel on 02/28/2008 10:01 AM ----- 



David 
Hoel
Srs 

02/26/2008 
12:36 PM 

 
To Jim Bolen  
cc Anthony02 Towns  Armanda Watson , Arthurb Gould  

Avery Hammett  David-P Roberts , Dennis Ryan  Drew 
Grainger , Gail Whitney  Gary Hoover  Jim Bolen

, Lee Davis  Mary-M Baranek  Sherry Southern
, Stephen Danker , Terry Provost  

Subject Re: SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.) Link
 
  

 
   
 

 
 
 
Jim,  
 
I suggest the following be added to the briefing: 

●     Purpose of the briefing 
●     Description of NA-226 organization, highlighting key environmental managers 

        - Relationship to SRSO  
       - Integration of environmental compliance activities with DOE-SR and WSRC 

●     Describe the status of completion of the environmental training by NNSA environmental 
personnel 

●     In addition to slide #9, provide a brief overview of the purpose/function of the main facilities (i.e., 
MFFF, PAF, PDCF & WSB) 

●     Provide a brief schedule of facility construction and planned duration of operation 
●     Be prepared to discuss environmental permitting (if any) needed for Concrete Batch Plant 
●     Be prepared to discuss expectations for solid waste generation and disposition, especially 

hazardous and radioactive 

 
I strongly recommend it be dry run with SME's from EQMD acting as DHEC surrogates. 

notes:/852569970074BC62/DABA975B9FB113EB852564B5001283EA/248B9B9D1F19A9C4852573FB0054BF5D


Jim 
Bolen

02/26/2008 
10:32 AM 

 
To Mary-M Baranek  Jim Bolen  Lee Davis , Gary Hoover

, Terry Provost/  David-P Roberts , Dennis Ryan
, Anthony02 Towns  Gail Whitney  David Hoel
, Avery Hammett  Sherry Southern  Stephen Danker
, Drew Grainger  Armanda Watson  Arthurb Gould
 

cc   
Subject SCDHEC Presentation (on Plutonium Disposition Progress Status - MOX, etc.) 
 
  

 
   
 

 
 
 
[attachment "PDP PROGRESS BRIEFING_REV2.ppt" deleted by David Hoel  
 
 
Please return any comments by NLT Monday 3 March. (Please note, several permits are described 
herein). (Presentation to DHEC is scheduled currently for Wed the 5th)  
 
Thank you,  
 
jeb  
 
 
Jim Bolen 

   
 

US Department of Energy 
Environmental Quality Management Division  
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