
Communities for Clean Water
A Northern New Mexico Network

December 6, 2013

Mr. Jerry Schoeppner, Bureau Chief
Ms. Jennifer Fullam, Environmental Scientist
Ground Water Quality Bureau
New Mexico Environment Department
P.O. Box 5469
Santa Fe, NM 87502-5469
Via email to: Jerry.Schoeppner@state.nm .us

Jennifer.Fullam@state.nm.us

Re: Comments and Hearing Request of the Communities for Clean Water, Tewa Women
United and three individuals on the proposed permit DP-1132 for the Radioactive Liquid
Waste Treatment Facility ("RLWTF") at Los Alamos National Laboratory

Dear Mr. Schoeppner and Ms. Fullam:

Following below are the first set of Comments and the Hearing Request of Communities
for Clean Water ("CCW"), Tewa Women United ("TWU") and individuals Kathy
WanPovi Sanchez, J. Gilbert Sanchez and Robert H Gilkeson , Independent Registered
Geologist, as referenced above. We will submit a second set of Comments before the
close of the public comment period on December 12,2013.

Our Comments and Hearing Request are introduced by a section entitled "Background
Information" which provides a brief description of the history and composition of CCW,
TWU, and the individual commenters, so that your agency and the Secretary-Designate
understand the basis and existence of the substantial public interest in the RL WTF
permit. In the event that final terms of the permit cannot be negotiated by the
commenters, your agency and Los Alamos National Laboratory ("LANL"), there is
substantial public interest sufficient to warrant a public hearing-sand we specifically
request that a public hearing be held.

Additionally, we have divided our comments into two other sections: general and
specific permit comments. The general comments raise long-standing issues in relation
to the issuance of this permit. The specific comments address what we view as
necessary, substantive changes in the permit.



I. BACKGROUND INFORMATION

A. . Organizations and Persons Coinmenting and Requesting A Hearing;

1. CCW, Te a Women United and Kathy WanPovi Sanchez, J.
.Gilbert Sanchez and Robert H. Gilkeson.

CCW is a network of non-governmental organizations comprised of
Amigos Bravos, Concern ed Citizens for Nuclear Safety (CCNS), Honor Our Pueblo
Existence (H.O.P.E.). Tewa Women United and individuals, Kathy WanPovi Sanchez, 1.
Gilbert Sanchez and Robert H. Gilkeson, Independent Registered Geologist, join CCW in
submitting this first set of comments. Collectively, our members live downwind and
downstream ofLANL and are concerned about the discharge of up to 40,000 gallons per
day of effluent from Technical Area 50 ("]'A-SOli) into Mortandad Canyon and the
evaporation of radioactive tritium and other pollutants into the atmosphere, the subject of
the draft permit. The members of CCW and TWU, along with the individuals, represent
a significant number of persons who are interested in the determinations on this permit.

CCW History. After the catastrophic Cerro Grande fire in 2000,
Concerned Citizens for Nuclear Safety (CCNS) became alarmed about the transport of
toxic materials off the LANL site into the Rio Grande watershed. CCNS organized a
conference that summer that drew over 450 participants. Amigos Bravos joined the effort
in 2003, investigating stormwater discharges at LANL. The Embudo Valley
Environmental Monitoring Group, which investigated downwind LANL impacts to their
watershed, began collaborating in 2005. Honor Our Pueblo Existence (H.O.P.E.), a
Pueblo Nation community-based organization, later joined the effort with a particular
concern for the cultural impacts of LANL toxics. These groups formed the core that in
early 2006 became CCw.

Starting in 2006, CCW pursued two independent, but related activities: (a)
a campaign to prevent migration of LANL toxics to the Rio Grande watershed; and (b) an
outreach campaign directed at impacted communities, the media, and public officials.
CCW began questioning the adequacy ofLANL's Environmental Management ("EM").
When it became clear that LANL's EM activities were inadequate and not likely to
improve, members of CCW joined with other community-based organizations, including
TWU and individuals, Kathy WanPovi Sanchez and J. Gilbert Sanchez, in March 2008 to
file a Clean Water Act citizen complaint against United States Department of Energy
("DOE") and LANL for wide-ranging and chronic stormwater-related violations. Filing
the lawsuit won CCWan invitation in late 2009 to participate in LANL's first Individual
Stormwater Permit ("ISP"), issued by the Environmental Protection Agency ("EPA").
When the draft ISP failed to provide enough assurances, CCW filed an administrative
appeal with the EPA, which led to another year of negotiations. In 20 10, EPA approved
what they have said is one of the strongest individual stormwater permits in the country.
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With many of the stormwater issues resolved in the ISP, the litigation was settled in April
2011, after two years of negotiation resolved many of the remaining issues , especially
providing for greater public input and financial support for technical experts to support
that public input.

In order to protect public health, welfare, safety and the environment, the
goals of CCWare to:

• Create a broad community-based movement.

• Protect precious water resources from contamination now and for the benefit of
future generations.

• Hold local , state and federal regulators accountable to use their regulatory and
enforcement powers and fulfill their public trust responsibilities.

• Hold LANL and those degrading the environment accountable for water
contamination.

• Ensure the highest possible level of clean up at contaminated sites.

Tewa Women United ("TWU") History. TWO is a collective intertribal
women's voice in the Tewa homelands of Northern New Mexico . The name Tewa
Women United comes from the Tewa words wi don gi muwhich translates to "we are
one."

TWU was started in 1989 as a support group for women concerned with the
traumatic effects of colonization leading to issues including alcoholism, suicide, terricide,
environmental violence and domestic and sexual violence. In the safe space women
created, we transformed and empowered one another through critical analysis and the
embracing and re-affirming of our cultural identity.

In 200 1 TWO transitioned from an informal , all volunteer group to a formal
50I(c)3 non-profit organization.

Tewa Women United was incorporated for educational, social and
benevolent purposes, specifically for the ending of all forms of violence against Native
Women and girls, Mother Earth and to promote peace in New Mexico.

The Vision of Twu. Sovereignty is living the truth from the heart. TWO 's
vision is embodied in the Tewa words wo watsi the breath of our work. In other words,
our path of life follows us into daily work.
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The Mission ofTWO. The mission of TWU is to provide safe spaces of
Indigenous women to uncover the power, strength and skills they possess to become
positive forces for social change in their families and communities.

Kathy Wanpovi Sanchez resides at the Pueblo de San Ildefonso. She is
not representing the Pueblo de San Ildefonso in this matter. She is a fourth generation
potter of the Julian and Maria Martinez family lineage. She has had direct contact with
her great grandmother, Maria. The oral tradition wisdom and life narratives transmitted
to her go back a very long, long time. What she refers to as sacred is where Los Alamos
National Laboratory is located. It is her ancestral homeland. It is a sacred place that
holds the present and ancestral energy of being.

J. Gilbert Sanchez resides at the Pueblo de San Ildefonso. He is a former
Governor of the Pueblo. He created the Pueblo's Environmental Protection, Cultural
Preservation and Land Management Offices. He served as Director of the Los Alamos
Pueblos Project. In this matter, he does not represent the Pueblo de San Ildefonso. He
sat on the State and Tribal Working Group at the Department of Energy Secretarial level
for 12 years and on the Board of Scientific Counselors as a Community Representative
for over 12 years.

Robert H. Gilkeson, Independent Registered Geologist, is a former
contractor at LANL, specializing in the Environmental Remediation Programs and
Groundwater Protection Programs. He was a research scientist at the University of
Illinois for 17 years. Over the past decade, he has provided pro bono technical expertise
to CCW, TWU and the individuals Kathy WanPovi Sanchez and 1. Gilbert Sanchez about
the seismic, groundwater protection and waste remediation issues at LANL.

B. The Permit History And Need For Additional Time And Documents.

1. The Permit First Drafted In the 1990s. NMED first released a draft
permit for public comment in the mid-1990s. CCNS, through its staffer, Susan Diane,
asked for a public hearing. There were delays, until 2005, when NMED released a draft
permit for public comment. On August 4, 2005 Amigos Bravos, represented by the New
Mexico Environmental Law Center, submitted comments and requested a public hearing.
Letter to William C. Olson, NMED, from Attorney Douglas Meiklejohn (August 4,
2005), attached hereto as Exhibit 'A'.

For the third time, the public provides these public comments. We
appreciate that NMED provided a 90-day public comment period given the amount of
public interest in the RLWTF. We incorporate our previous comments by reference in
order to demonstrate the longstanding significant public interest in this permit.
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2. Requests for extension of time to submit comments and obtain
necessary background documents have been denied. We made a request to NMED for
an extension of time to submit these comments due to the October 2013 federal
government shutdown, which was denied. Further, we have requested data and
documents from the Permittees and the EPA, which responses have been incomplete.
Additional effort was required to obtain the needed information in order to provided
informed comments to NMED. On November 27,2013 we filed Freedom ofInformation
Act requests with the DOE and EPA in order to obtain data and additional information
from both the DOE/LANL and EPA about tritium emissions from both evaporation units.
If there are additional delays in obtaining the data and documents, we request the
opportunity to provide additional comments following the completion of the comment
period on December 12,2013. We believe additional time should be provided.

II. GENERAL COMMENTS ON THE PERMIT.

A. Introduction: Acknowledging Our Government's Occupation and
Pollution of Sacred Places. We begin by acknowledging the sacred place where the
discharges are occurring. LANL is discharging into the ground and making emissions
into the air in the Sacred Mountains of the Pueblo Peoples who were told by the U.S.
Government that the Pajarito Plateau would be used for a short time and then it would be
returned to the People. The Plateau has been used, and projected for use, by the U.S.
Government for at least the next 50 years. One hundred and twenty years is not a short
amount of time.

1. Section 43. Need for Closure and Post-Closure Plans for TA-50
Now - Not 180 Days Following the Issuance of the Permit. NMED must require the
DOE and LANL (the "Permittees") to provide the closure and post-closure plans for the
RLWTF as part of their application for groundwater discharge permit DP-1132. See
20.6 .2.3107(A)(lI) NMAC (closure plan required that will "prevent the exceedance
[water quality] standards ... in ground water or abate such contamination"). The draft
permit allows for DOE and LANL to submit the closure plans 180 days following the
issuance of the permit. This creates a situation that places both the public and NMED at
a distinct disadvantage and creates a substantially increased cost of the permitting process
at a time when state resources are scarce. Both the public and the Ground Water Quality
Bureau need to see both the plans for operation and closure of the 50-year old facility
now in order for the agency to craft an appropriate permit and the public to provide
informed public comments. By bifurcating the permitting process from the closure
process there will have to be two permit proceedings which will cost NMED and the
public time , resources and money. By including the closure and post closure plans with
the permit - as required -- both public and agency resources are appropriately conserved
and a higher level of informed decision-making can be achieved. That is a benefit to
NMED, and the public it serves. Moreover, requiring the closure plan before the time of
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permit issuance will also conserve federal tax dollars , as LANL, a federally funded '
facility , will only have to undergo one ground water permitting process for the RLWTF.

DOE and LANL have already had more than ample time to prepare the
closure and post-closure plan for this facility. A draft of discharge permit DP-1132 was
issued in 1995 and on June 10,2005. In response to the draft permits , public comments
were submitted that raised the requirement for the inclusion of a closure and post-closure
plan. Seventeen years and eight years of notice is more than a reasonable amount of
time for LANL to fulfill the legal requirement that it provide its closure and post closure
plans with its permit application for the RLWTF.

Please carefully consider this conservative approach to the permitting of
TA-50 in which all sides save money and time. The Ground Water Quality Bureau
should require DOE/LANL/LANS to submit the closure and post closure plans for
agency review now and before issuance of a revised permit.

2. We note that the Outfall 051 discharge pipe is surrounded by the
Los Alamos County drinking water wells. NMED states in the draft permit:

The discharge from the Facility is within or into a place of withdrawal of ground
water for present or reasonably foreseeable future use within the meaning of the
[Water Quality Act], NMSA 1978, § 74-6-5 .E.3, and the [Water Quality Control
Commission] Regulations at 20.6.2.3103 NMAC. Section IV. Findings , p. 9.

Los Alamos County residents rely upon the regional aquifer for 100 percent
of their drinking water. The ground water of TA-50 is a present and future source of
drinking water: a place of withdrawal of ground water for present and reasonably
foreseeable future use within the meaning of the Water Quality Act, id. at, § 74-6-5.E.3
and Water Quality Control Commission Regulations at 20.6.2.3103 NMAC. We have a
special concern about protecting the present and future use of the drinking water supply
as required by the New Mexico Water Quality Act (WQA) and regulations adopted
pursuant to the WQA .

At issue are numerous radioactive and other hazardous contaminants that
have been, and continue to be, discharged by LANL into Mortandad Canyon. These
pollutants - including known carcinogens - are migrating into the regional aquifer.
Besides the detrimental effects of such discharges on human and environment health, it is
feared that some of these pollutants will enter the drinking water supply of Los Alamos
and communities downstream of LANL.
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3. LANL has several reports going back to the 1970s of its studies on
the need and efficacy of turning the RLWTF into a "zero discharge" facility.' In its
application, as well previous studies of the RLWTP, LANL points to the fact that its
discharges from the facility are already extremely minimal. Given the data that LANL
has provided, it is questionable as to whether this facility should receive an NPDES
permit or should be permitted as a RCRA hazardous waste processing facility. NMED
in consultation with Region 6 of the EPA should make a determination regarding the
correct regulatory fit, given the fact that there are minimal discharges and the facility has
the capacity to be a "zero discharge" facility according to the applicant. Were the facility
equipped with an emergency storage tank capable of holding a day of maximum capacity
discharge plus necessary "freeboard", it would be able to operate without discharging
under an NPDES permit.

The draft permit states:

The discharge may contain water contaminants with concentrations above the
standards of 20.6.2 .3103 NMAC and may contain toxic pollutants as defined in
20.6 .2.7 WW NMAC. Section III, page 8.

We fully support NMED having reserved, in the permit, the right to require
a Discharge Permit Modification in the event NMED determines that the requirements of
20.6.2 NMAC are being or may be violated or that the standards of 20.6.2.3103 WW
NMAC is present. See id. Additionally, the permit should reference and provide as an

I Collins, K., Rife, J., Rae, S. and Hanson, S., "Los Alamos National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System Permit Compliance and Outfall Reduction Strategy," LA-UR-07-8312
(December 20,2007) ("Collins et al."). See, for example, zero discharge project described at 3­
6; description of declining output from facility at 7-16 to 7-17.

Moreover, this is not a new consideration for LANL. The Collins et al. report states that,
"Zero liquid discharge of effluent was considered in 1977 with the proposed construction of 14
acres of evaporative ponds on Sigma Mesa." Id. at 7-17. Furthermore, a "1998 a report entitled
Elimination ofLiquid Discharge to the Environmentfrom the TA-50 Radioactive Liquid Waste
Treatm ent Facility (Moss et al., 1998) again recommended zero discharge of effluent from the
TA-50 RLWTF. In 2003 , a new working group was formed and completed a second report.
These two reports provide the basis for the current Zero Liquid Discharge (ZLD) Project which
is scheduled as a design/build project for FY08 or FY09." at 7-17. See also the Collins report
recommendations which support the notion that the current facility should, by now, be a zero­
discharge facility. Recommendations at 7-17 through 7-20; 8-3 to 8-4, and, at 8-4 to 8-5, see
"Recommendations for FY08 Scope .to Implement the NPDES Permit Compliance and Outfall
Reduction Strategy."

Of course, were LANL to actually implement the recommendations of its scientists and
technicians over the last thirty six (36) years, it would be seeking a RCRA permit for the
hazardous waste treatment facility rather than relying upon discharging, as needed, its toxic,
radioactive wastes into the human and natural environment.
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appendix the information LANL provided to EPA concerning air emissions of tritium
from the evaporation units . While we recognize that the permitting is being done under
the Water Quality Act by the Ground Water Quality Bureau, LANL has long recognized
that the use of the evaporation units triggers the need for air quality approvals from EPA
and the state of New Mexico. 2

III. COMMENTS ADDRESSED TO SPECIFIC PORTIONS OF THE PERMIT.

A. Specific Portions Of The Permit Need To Be Changed.

1. Section I. Acronyms, Definitions and Tables, at page 4.
COMNIENT: Reference to and the standard for Total Residual Chlorine (TRC) was

removed is not present in? from the acronym list, definitions and Tables. TRC should
have an effluent limit and be required for sampling, analysis and reporting under this

permit.

2. Section II. Definitions, at page 5. COMMENT (1) The definition of
'calibration' should appear in the Definitions section of the permit; (2) "Practice of

Engineering" does not appear in the definitions section-sunless it is reinstated, the
definition of 'Record Drawings' should include the statement that the official record of the

actual as-built conditions of the completed construction "are certified and bear the seal
and signature of a Professional Engineer licensed to practice engineering in the State of
New Mexico."

3. Section II.BB. Definition of Total Polychlorinated Biphenyls
(PCBs), at page 7. COMMENT: The EPA stormwater permit for LANL requires that
the Permittees use Method 1668 Revision A, or the most current revisions of the
Congener Method, for PCB analysis. See Part I.C, footnote (*4). This is also a
requirement of the industrial surface water NPDES permits. For purposes of analytic
consistency, NMED should require the use of Method 1668 Revision A for PCB analyses
done under the draft RLWTP permit.

Additionally, the permit should be corrected to reference Method 1668C Chlorinated

2 Id. at 2-9 ("[E]missions from mechanical evaporators and evaporation ponds must be
addressed when evaluating options for permit compliance and outfall reduction") ; also at 5-1,
LANL anticipated that NMED would impose requirements, under it ground water permitting of
the evaporation facilities that are more comprehensive than the current permit requirements
("Evaporation basins or tanks may require Groundwater Discharge Permits that specify design
items such as liner materials, lining requirements, monitoring, recordkeeping, operation and
maintenance requirements, and performance standards") (emphasis added).

CClIv, TWU and Individual Public Comments and Hearing Request on DP-1132 for RL\!VfF at LANL (12/6/2 013) Page 8



Biphenyl Congeners in Water, Soil, Sediment, Biosolids, and Tissue by HRGC/HRMS in
§IV.B.19.3

4. Section III. Introduction, at page 8. COMMENT: The first paragraph
should include language that the permit is for operations at Los Alamos National
Laboratory (LANL).

5. Section V.D. Authorization to Discharge, at page 10. COMMENT:
(a) Influent Collection System conveyance lines should be double walled; (b) the type of
gas used in the Mechanical Evaporator System should be disclosed in the permit; (c) the
Solar Evaporative Tank System should not be a "unsealed subgrade concrete structure"
rather is should be sealed , especially considering that the leak detection is a single rather
than a double leak detection system.

6. Section VI.A.3(g) Submittal of Plans and Specifications, at page 13.
COMMENT: The same concern regarding DOE Standard 1020-2012 applies here. The
Standard requires that all facilities meet seismic qualification. Given that DOE
requirement and that the terminus of the Guaje Mountain Fault is in the area ofTA­
50/TA-55 , the permit should require that the RLWTF be in compliance with all federal
regulations, including DOE seismic qualification under Standard 1020-2102.

7. Section VI.A.3U). Submittal of Plans and Specifications, at page 13.
COMNIENT: This provision, at either j or k, should include requiring installation of a
camera as part of the detecting the failure of either primary or secondary containment or
the presence of a release.

8. Section VI.A.6. Signs, at page 14. COMMENT: Honor Our Pueblo
Existence requested the provision of warning signs in Tewa in the NMED Hazardous
Waste Permit for LANL. See §2.5.1 ofthe Hazardous Water Permit. In this permit,
LANL and NMED should be required to contact Santa Clara Pueblo, as well as the other
three Accord Pueblos , about what type of signs each Pueblo requires and put those
requirements in the permit.

9. Section VI.A.8. Water Tightness Testing, at page 15. COMMENT:
There is no human health and safety benefit in allowing an infiltration or infiltration rate
of up to 50 gallons per mile per consecutive 24-hour period. No regulation allows such
an excess amount of leakage and there is no lawful justification for doing so. The permit
should be changed to disallow this level of leakage. Moreover, it is inconsistent with the
permit requirements at Section 30, Water-Tightness, which require leak testing in every

3 Collins et ai., "Los Alamos National Pollution Discharge Elimination System Permit
Compliance and Outfall Reduction Strategy," id., acknowledged the need to use (and
recommended) this methodology. See 7-20, 7-22.
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piping segment rather than a calculation of the average rate of leakage. A maximum for
leakage should be specified "as low as reasonably achievable" (ALARA) with some
threshold that will be protective of human health.

10. Section VI.A.9. Settled Solids, at page 16. COMMENT: This
section should specify where the settled solids will be measured. It is unclear whether
measurements will be taken at the Solar Evaporative Tank (SET) System and/or the
Mechanical Evaporator System (MES). The permit should explain the depth of the SETs
in "Section V. Authorization to Discharge," at page 9.

11. Section VI.A.I0.b. Facility Inspections, at page 17. COMMENT:
The term for inspection (weekly, monthly) of "visual portions of all synthetic liners used
to store or dispose of liquids or semi-liquids" should be stated in the permit. Moreover, as
the terms of inspection are stated for other portions of the facility, it is inconsistent for the
permit to fail to specify terms of inspection for all portions of the facility.

12. Table 1. Effluent Quality Limits for Discharges to Outfall 051, at
page 19: COMMENT: Effluent limits for perchlorate are nearly three times as high as in
the draft 2005 permit and nearly twice the current California standard. The limitations
for perchlorate should be about one tenth of those in Table 1. Moreover, in 2006, LANL
published a graph in a briefing paper written by the Nuclear Waste and Infrastructure
Services Division, Radioactive Liquid Waste Group, "Radioactive Liquid Waste
Treatment Facility, Los Alamos National Laboratory, TA-50" (May 17,2006). The
graph shows that, excepting a single spike in a three-month period, perchlorate, close to
the end of2004, had been reduced to near zero. Surely, in 2013, LANL should be able
to reduce its perchlorate discharge to at least the California standard, if not to zero.

13. Table 1. Effluent Quality Limits for Discharges to Outfall 051, at
page 19. COMMENT: The 2005 draft permit had a permit limit of .00077 mg/L for
mercury. The current draft has a limit of .0022 mg/L for mercury. If anything the limit
today should be more, not less stringent and protective of occupational and public health
and safety than it was eight (8) years ago.

14. Table 1. Effluent Quality Limits for Discharges to Outfall 051, at
page 19. COMNIENT: The 2005 draft had a zinc effluent limit of 4.37 mg/L. Again,
the current revised draft permit has a less protective, less stringent limit set at 10 mg/L.
The current limitation should be more protective of occupational and public health and
safety than that proposed eight (8) years ago. The limits set in the revised draft permit
should be at least as protective as they were before, absent some scientific justification
for setting less protective and stringent limits.

15. Table 1. Effluent Quality Limits for Discharges to Outfall 051, at
page 20. COMMENT: The limit for "Radioactivity" is higher than parties to the draft
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permit wanted in 2005. It is currently set at 30 pCi/L. That limit should be 15 pCi/L.
Given the teclmological advances in remediation teclmologies since the 2005 draft
permit, it is reasonable and achievable--and properly protective of public health and
safety--to limit tritium emissions to 15 pCi/L in this permit aspart of the radioactivity
limits in this permit. The briefing paper cited above also contains a graph showing that
LANL , between January 2004 and September 2004 had reduced the amount of
radioactive material discharged to the environment to near zero. Surely, in 2013, it is not
unreasonable for LANL to accept a limit of 15 pCi/L for Radioactivity.

16. Tables 1 and 2. Effluent Quality Limits for Discharges to Outfall
051 and Effluent Quality Limits for Discharges to the MES and SET, at pages 19-21.
COMMENT: In the 2005 draft permit there was a tritium limit of20 nCi/L. There is no
tritium limit in this current draft permit, despite the fact that Los Alamos National
Security, LLC, ("LANS") stated that it was intending to achieve "zero discharge" for
tritium. Again, both the goal of "zero discharge" and, in the event that goal is not
achieved, a tritium limit of 20 nCi/L should be inserted into the permit in order to be
adequately protective of occupational and public health and safety. Tritium evaporation
capabilities at LANL have, theoretically, been enhanced as part of the plan to achieve a
"zero discharge" RLWTF. For this purpose, LANL now has both a "synthetically lined
Solar Evaporative Tank system (SET)" and the Mechanical Evaporator System (MES) at
TA-52. Given the additional facility for tritium evaporation, there should be limits in this
permit that are consistent with LANL's supplemental treatment equipment for tritium.
There should also be a deadline in the permit for the Permittees to achieve "zero
discharge" given that LANL has been working on this since the 1970s.4

17. Section VI.A.13. Effluent Limits: Outfall 051, at page 20.
COMMENT: There is no justification for the permit providing that "constituents that are
subject to effective and enforceable limitations under NPDES Permit NM0028355 for
discharges to Outfall 051, that are lower than the effluent limits under this Discharge
Permit are exempt." The permit should be consistent with state and federal law in the
level of protection of water quality and human health and safety. This requires using
language in the permit that specifies the more protective standard (be it state or federal)
as the one applying to any and all discharges.

18. Section VI.A.17. Installation of Flow Meters, at page 22.
COMMENT: Considering the public has been waiting for almost two decades for this
permit and that LANL has been working on making the existing facility a zero discharge
facility since 1977, CCNS requests that the Permittees be required to install the flow
meters within 30 days of the effective date of the GWDP. It is outrageous to provide six
additional months after the effectiveness date of the permit for the implementation of

4 Supra note 1 (discussing the history of LANL studies recommending that the RLWTF be a
"zero discharge" facility and indicating the capacity to achieve that objective).
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flow metering within the RLWTF.

19. Section VI.A.lS. Calibration of Flow Meters, at page 23.
COMlVIENT: The calibration of flow meters should also be done within 30 days of the
effective date of the permit as flow meter calibration is not very difficult to perform.
Additionally, there is no engineering justification for a calibration rate of plus or minus
10% of actual flow when the standard is plus or minus 5%.

20. Section VI.B. 24.b. Waste Tracking, at page 26. COMMENT:
Regardless of whatever lag time there may be between approval and conveyance of waste
to TA-50, it is important to know when the waste stream is conveyed as well as when it
was approved. The permit should be changed to clearly state when the waste stream is
conveyed as well as when it was approved.

21. Section VI.B.25. Effluent Sampling, at page 26. COMMENT: The
permit should require sampling for PCBs at Outfall 051, the MES and SET in the
monthly and quarterly sampling events. See 20.6.2.3103 (A)(l5) and 20.6.2.7.WW (39),
NMAC (requirements for monitoring and limitations on PCBs in discharges). The type
of discharge expected from the MES and SET should be specified so the reason for a
quarterly sampling requirement is readily apparent. In addition, there should be a
specification of the flow path for such discharges.

22. Section VI.C.29. Containment, at page 30. COMMENT: The
language in the paragraph at the end of this section with respect to "long-term actions" to
maintain the integrity of the secondary containment raises concerns. The nature, extent
and limitations on what constitutes appropriate actions should be specified in the permit.
The permit should require any proposal be noticed to the public for comment as well as
the opportunity to request a public meeting; and that any proposal be posted promptly on
LANL's Electronic Public Reading Room--not at the end of the process as the permit
appears to allow.

23. Section VI.C.32. Damage to Structural Integrity, at page 33.
COMMENT: This section should include a requ irement for the Permittees to provide
NMED with an oral 24-hour notice about any significant damage to the structural
integrity of any unit or system.

24. Section VI.D.4l. Cessation of Operation of Specific Units, at page
40. COMMENT: The permit needs to include the workplan for stabilization of five units
that are required to be closed within 60 days of the effective date of the permit,

25. Section VI.D.42. Stabilization of Individual Units and Systems, at
page 40. COMMENT: This section should include the pipes that have been used to
move waste from TA-50 to the TA-53 evaporation tanks or similar structures.

CCW, TWU and Individual Public Commen ts and Hearing Request on DP-1132 for RLWTF at LA NL (12/6/2013) Page 12



We plan to submit, as noted above, additional comments supplementing the above
as part of our Comments and Request for Public Hearing on the RLWTP permit.

We thank you for your careful consideration of these comments and our request
for a hearing on this permit.

on Block, Staff Attorney,
New Mexico Envirorunental Law Center
1405 Luisa Street, Ste. 5
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505
Phone: (505) 989-9022, Ext. 22
Fax: (505) 989-3769
E-mail: jblock@runelc.org
Counsel for Communitiesfor Clean Water, rewa Women,
Kathy WanPovi Sanchez, J Gilbert Sanchez and Robert H. Gilkeson
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• i'EWMEXCO
ENVID\fv'B\JTAl LAWCtK1

AU(lIJ" 4. 2005

Wilh. m C. 0 1"",
BUf_Chief
Gr""nd W..... Burnu
N.,.. MO'<ioo Envi" m m<1ll Oepan"",",
II"'! $I Franci . Dri"
Sam. Fe. New "'O'<ioo

R. Appl_ion of,he U.S Oepanm<nl of
E....-,yand tI,. Uni""';ty of C.liforni.
for_.1of diochorg. ptlTllrt Of- l In
for , i>< Rod"";' . L"", id W..,.T_ment
Facilrty .. Los Alomos N..lono1 l0b0ratory

I Wfi1 """noel for Amigos Bra"",. '" 'oqu. ... public hearing . nd 10 oomm<1ll ""
the draft (l;oc ge pernlrt 1)1'· 1132 i_by tile Groundw..... Bu..... of,he !'<ew MO'<ico
En"';'""....... Dq>anmenlon Apri l l l , 2005 . nd re-i_ "" Juno 10.2005

The Ground W..... Bu ("tile Bu...... ") of ,he Now "'O'<ioo Environmem
DeplI1mem ("NMED") indi 0<1 in i,. Ap" l I I, 2005 _ic.of i..uance, and iu June 10,
2005 notice of re- i.....r>ce. of,he dn.fl of dil<~permrt D1'_l lJ2 th., rt JH'01'O'<O 10 i."""
01'- 1132 '" 1lIt U S. Ooponmont of Energy ("DOE") Ilnd ,he Uni....,..;,y of C.liforni. (",he
l'ni" rsity") Cm tile U. Al.mos Notional Lobor..ory Rodioocti"" Liquid W.... T.............
fldlny .. Todlni• • 1Ana 5(1 ("Ille Faci lily") ""'hin ,he los Al.mos N.tlOl1l.l LaIio<otory
("LANL") The , .."" 'enth ,~......nee _ "oto<l,!>at puhlic oommen".nd reqU<Sl' fot •
public heori"ll ",">I he ..bmiued OIl or before Augu" 4. 2005

Thi . req...... for I p,lblic lleoring . nd , romm........ ""'mined by Amigo>
B,""OS. • ""....,...,rn oom.....ni'y baoed orgoni ion ,!>at i. "" 000' ned . hoot , lie impoct. of
the FlCilrty OIl 8"",nd .nd lUff""" water in New l.l . , ico. Ami[lOl Bra__eei.... tile
elfOIl by ,lie Bu...... '" oddr... ,he di"'lwll<S from , lie Focility I\m,1l<" Bromo .J""_""teo"•• opponunity '0 be involved in tile Bu......'. coo llidemion of tile i.""".
~_ed by 1hooe diocllorgn This r"lUO'l for I publi. hearing and I..... rommen! ....
IlIbm,ned puNuOnl to tile New M" iro Wat... Quali'y 1\<:1 .0<1 ,h. "ow M""ioo W ..
Qoalrty Con,roI Commin ion Regulotion.

1405 lul$O Slreet
l'tI<:>n9 l5051 989 -9022

SUil& 5, scntc ,e, New Mexico 87505
1'0' 15051989-3769 nm&k;@f1me1C,OIO

-~-------._-
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' ... nb 'f karl_

~_ Ilr_·_ ,.". . pooWo<-"'_"'._b .....r_ F....
_ •• « _io .........,.-" .~ s.-._~•,__.._ "' '~_ (,.~._iofiorol ......

ne__ lIl'_ QIoo/it)' Ac1. I'o"MSA ''''11_' ("dIe _.,
p.- _ .... 11:'_ CI-kl: c_ c: ("WQ(C') _ -.'11_
~"_"lhIJ1"1>k. ,Ir ..- ""YS,~ I'"
f'.-6-S f "'"'_____.- 4" ... . ponniI __
__ II ,b.polIi<-..._.. __ 1__"",_
... __.;-....-........__• • 1'""" dby_

-~
neW_()urI;rye-rdC__ It . I ~It,,'1 ......, .....od""

,,.' •• _",,,, thrNMED_I poobhc-,. ..
- ion; rf..~ _",i"., __.. ,;.,.,;r.o- p..trIie __ !'>"MAC
UO.U.4100 0 n..re irr " 8NCK:anl publM: ....... iftlh< .....-_8< p<nIOio _ ..
l~ oubjoo<I <L'b<, prnceedong

Th, .......... i, mad< by 1Ilt _ oJ d............. IUIT• ..", ,he """,ber. of AmillO'
11'........ """,,,,,,ooy based non-profo o<pIii"'''''' The miooioft <LAmijO! Elf._ incbl<o
... . mpl\oli. on prol«'io. of1llt Rio (Kondo w nd Am Oro",," hu. ponjcgl",
rnteretl i.,~;. P',,««hog \10"'''''''', Am'BOO Bra_' __slOp ..dud.......,
""''''" .. ....... h• • ""'" ..,.,.... .nd down ..... ...... ft'ooo LAN!.. ud w!>o ,herefufe 11 "'lok
11_~ <li!clwged by ,~ f o<ilil, , Iloo is ,110 !UIl;ed <L di!clw..
I"""iI UP·' UI

ljo Me tIlIlItt-r .&,••_..·,••·.,'liw~......C_m...· ,....."....J..U·'h••~.~~.._'"'

Tbo_olAaii.._ ...._.,...,.t\c... '1-. .... II.,
__MeUco'.';~""'Rr>~ • ".,__.....,..Ioer...
j 'I ......-.co..-,. .,u, _ 'II .. _ ..-...-. ................_-- ..,- ..._- ....,.-
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",,,,,1..«1 '0 proIOCI and """'01 the ,iv., """"y....... by OW'0, imoting ,,",urol 110".." . nd J)
to p"'~..-.l r~"",o ,00 na,i"" ,i~i.n and n..nt>< Oiodiveni'y Amigo. B" "". "WO"!'
,he ",,,,iroom,,,,,,lIy .....no, ", . taioabl. lradilionaJ ...ay. 0( lifo <>f indig<nou. cultur<• • nd
hold. ,Oot ..viroo"",n,,1 ;u""" ..-.l soc i. 1Ju..i"" (lO hond in haod

Amigo, Brav",' Boaro ofDi.-..;'",. adopted ,00 Ami!lO" ara".". ~""egic PI.n in Jul y
2f)f1J Tho' St,,,e!!,, PI,n i<le" t ifi." tOo U," 0( ",oe .nd fedt<.l ",!!" I,,"'Y p....,.;;e,..,,, ' 0 "op
groond and ",rtiooe poIlu'ion millJ"ing from LANL ta<;l~ia ... key co mpor>Om of AmIS'"
Bra.o, ' ..ork , pOf1i""loril ,"" "'g.ni,.,","' , worillO prooOCl and _ore ...Ole< qu,l"y . nol
"""n'''y,nWhit~ Rod< C,")")"

Ami~ a ro"", ~;ev« , , ..... Found wate< di"ho,1"" ptrrni.. rrov>k ,h. public
with , unique 0l'l'"",,"~y lO Ivi'h 1ho S,.... and 'Ool"'!lu!ing r.c;h'Y . lO <I<V<lop ,00
".., """,ble prolOClion f", lIfOll"" ....... in both ,"" .IIotl ...... anol .ft..- <10...,." of 'Oo
f.em,y By rr"".n''''11 ....;'ionoI poll"';"" "om be-ing ""'.,0«1, .od by r«jU;nny <1••0 up of
"'"ori< me.- ''''' public' . nllht to <Inn -..- lvill be p<"'OCIed. 'Tho prop:>oed i..........,.
of di"....II. perm~ OP _I Il2 lO LAN!. pro>'ide. ,0,01;8'" Bro"", i,h OIl opportu ni'y lO ><fV.

Now Mn ico ' . d,i",n, by~ng ' '''' ....~.• fulu,o dnnl:,n8 " ... """""'" ..hil~
"'tllIer;ng ~. mi.lion

Amilwo BrlVO" , ".,,!,sive mom~ip i""IuOeo , """'ooti~mlx<~k.M>o
~lfecled b. rorumi"I~", lbe f) d lity

Amigo. 8,.",, ' moml>e<>hip of mo'" ,lion 1.600 people reflect..he SeoSfilphy ofn.
<OII"itu<ncy, wit~ obool W percent ",idinJ in-""• . Within Now Mexi"" , mMtont;,1
oomber of,Oo memba. Ii•• in loo AI.Im., SOIlI. Fe, and Albuquerque. a~
con",m,,,,n" dill<horged by I"" f.d lny m.y reach ground ...01.... ,he Amig"" a """,
momben who hV< in loo AI."",. ore .. riok from corrum'n..ion diJClwged by ,ho, Foe;I"y
Si"", diaclw_ from I Facili'y . 1", 110... ,1>< po<entiol '0 ,each ,he Rj" Grood<, Ami~",
B,..OI "",mbon in S f. and Alhuqu<rquo are II nok from con"mi"";on "leased by
,.... h d ljty There ore , efor. , ,."bot"" I" ""01.... of Am;!lO" Sravo, """"ben who moy
be . ffect ed by d;1Chorge, governod by propoO«l diJCh ar~o penni' DP·1 1J2

00 ,he l>o... or,he in'ero", of Ami"" Sri"'" memOor.hip .Ione, ,....... i, ' ;8nifi",",
pobli, in' ...." in ,be rr"l""ed <tiochorge pion UP_l in M~, Ami~OI Brovo> i, not ,he
onty "'ltI"'i<llion , hot i. requ...ing , public heari"S concernins P'''I''''ed diJChorge pl,n DP·
1132 A .imilar 'equo" i, being made by Coocemed C~iz< n, for Nuclear S,fOly, '1\O<1­
1"0fl1 "'S>JIjzo'ion b.oed in S...a f. ,ho' ho, , IonS ..andi'lil i ...,..., i" ,00 "I'"'""io", of lllo
LANt. •nd who.. req...... is bock«l by thst i'oop', Boord ofD"OCI"''' SWT. and
membership
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The dillChorge ocrm,' .hould ["'l\Iirc LbIl.LANL~'lul1f ' ~<rDlli ve1 ]Q di..balll£!'
filmUlll: Fa<;fu

The R"l'.ul, ' ;on, f'l"vilk tN " he M-IED m,. requ;'" inform.. ;". ,hal mol" be
nee.,,1l)' to d ·.',,.lrlll..bat , di!ICha.g. ..,II "'" "'....Min , n ..ceedence of.., _ d... "").
pll« wlle<ew., moy be w;,Iid",wn ""'w <J< in tile ''''lOMb!>' fo<.--"I. futu", »;MAC
~20 <; 1 ,I [)f, ((1) Boo.us< con"min,n.. di.d ~<d 1t<J .. the F",i l;!y nIIy """......h , n
e.cee<lrnce of"andltd. in groond 0< ",ofice ,hal ;. down ~;.m or>d down "ream
fmm ,b. Focilily. the propOOe<I mocl\arg. p"n should fWlUi", L.o.NL to ......1..... whethe.­
d;>chatge. from the Faci li'y ar. r.ccc:,wy

Elim,na';". '" mi.im;''''''''' of diocharB" from ,he Foc;l;,y """'d b. IC«Impli.hed
through Id"nced !fUlmen' ' oohook>gie. whkh "",,1<1 0'<'t0;l", ..... p"....OIl d'oohatge> free of
"""'.m;no"'••nd " ..I. bI. Co, ",""s< by LANL. Even if on <V,luation demon"",' .. th.t
diocha.-g• • an ........ory. ,he d;OCMrH' p<mIil """'1<1 ...ndat. ,hal LANL ,""yd. wat...
".ated in the Fac;li ty 'O!1Ie ...,;mum ...ent I"'"ibl.

The ern""n, !imil COl 8'0" . Ipba .....iel. OClivily in ,he dr.ft dioch''l!' p<mIn ;. )0
pCiIL (droll di>chalge petmn. lntrodunion). \out ,bat i. twice ,he U.S. En, iro.u""ntal
l'r\lIoction Agency'. dlinki'lil w..... sundard of'S pCifL The d;och",ge petmW . limit
"""'ld I>< r<duc«l to I>< con . i,,"'" wit b thal <Iri'*,'IiI ..Ol... " ,"""" In Id<lition. the eflluen!
limil foT pet<hk>r... i. ""WI- (iii)~ 'lloogb L.o.1'<'L cl, im. ,bat the Fac ilily 0.. ,ed"""';
pe<chk>.... ron<:enI"""" to 'Nn I "&'I-. The diochatge pesmit 1hoo.ld refloe! the lowe<
oon<ent'aIion ,hat LANL hall e<! i. being ochie-e<! TI>< drocb"'8'O petm il , l", oI>oo ld ..,
lim;" on di!IChatB" of vol..ile "'lI"nic compound. and ><1Jli·voIo/il. "'lI""i< ""'"1""'00'

The BWD\I mml. won: jnfQ!C~ "'ioo befwe !l ~.):..L~i''Ml~~<>m

Ittcfujrty

The Bur.... d"". "'" ba"" ad"""",,, illfO!mllion about tile impact ofl"''' di!Cba'B"
from ,he Focilily on ""f_ , nd groutKI _ ... in Mortmdad C,n)'On . nd funllcr down
~icnl to I>< .M. to determin. occu,",dy the .lfcco. ,hal di!ChorSC' from the F"" ility ....It
In"". StOOi.. .,.. needed to d....-min. w....... di!Clwg.. from tttc Fodliry ,.."..1 and ..bat
tllei. efToe! i. on ,b. existing <on'.m inllion in the groum "'"'... and "';1. F", t...... and 0I1lcr
r...._ DI'-llJ2 >hoold ;""ludc flex ibiliry ,hal .n..... . IDr . ppropriate modification of the
pe<m~ .. informolioo~m,,, , ,,,,il, ble, poTti<ul. rty ''''oogb ,Ile inv."ig", ions <.lIed IDr DY
the C<>mpli. "". o.-dcr Any modificotioo . ,hat an propooed '"out<! be con..de<ed in .
~roce" ,lilt inc '''"''' p<lblic inV<llv.m< "t.•1'<. ""MAC §20 6 2 3108..0.
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The Bu,......ho l.d. no«<"'Y onf",,,,,i,,,,,.,,,,,,, ,110 w..... "'"08 " ..ted at ,"':
, oeilo" , ~or=mpk ,he Bu",au IhouIJ know whel .... iI W<lU'l b< p"'."ble '0 _Ol•
....<t. tl>at iocl'.... ta<l">oo<IKIe< lTom ". Ibo! "'- no< "-"" to ohipmenl '" '"o,fer of'he
....". '0 the Facili' y. The BUf_ . "" , kno _ OOO""O,og fO<liooo<lideo
<an be _ ..ed from _ ... 'i0oi <10< ooo , O<I,oweh p<"" to disel>at8' of1l>e
w.... from , .. F..il~y In oddilion. \lie B..- noxd. In kno ,be cIIon,," 'Y ofetCh of'be
.mu.m llreau" to betreored lbi. ,houkl include iof",,,,.,ion on ,,,,.1.J><! di,,,",ed
concen1Jatiof'l. of oil oon.,~uen," .....Iated by t .... WQ<T It 0100 o.l><>ukl i""lude 'ofo''''''i''''
00 ,he .......iiRry of _ , , "";ve d,se,,-<geo from <he Facili' y. Ifw other LA"IL
'echni.oI .,e.. receive di ~.. from tile Facili' y. ,he Bu,eau .bould ~no til< .lI<mi"'Y of
,t.:- ...ater......ell • • ,heir d<p<h

DP=1jJ2 .oo.dd ... fonh rcquitm\l;m. """""",in" lhe w'i<gJhM an: tr4"'I'!![WH"
lho.f""tlj'urd P""""..... lhere

II " ' P,.-"l"i'" '" includ. io , he draft permtt , ,,,: I""vWon I"" ....riet. t he facj1~i..
[1m may I"'mp liqn id ....<t. to TA·SO ' brongll t.... ll4d","", ive Liquid W. " . Coli". " ""
Sy>t.", iRLWe S) vi' """"'ttfI«~ f"P<' (rt 1I0n0p0rt liqui d ....sI. to TA_16 by lrock. The
permi JIlouId specify ,hat any modifi""lon or ,hi. I"",i•.,., thoold re<JUi, . approv.' by
t he Bu[ ft.. . p<oceso io.-of'ing inpul lfom the pub lic

The prop<>5'Od di",l'Iarg. permil i, O<I......oed '" DOE IDol 'II< lJni,....'y. bu' it~
not indi"",. which of 'I>o.. ...,~ieo i. ",,,,,,,,,, Die fot ......, octiono und« ,he perm~ In otd...
'" mo\;••Ie.. ,hot eoc!I ofthe permi"..,. .. ""I"'f'Sible fo< <><rytlUog ",lied for by 'II<
penni•• it """'-Id 'fI«'ify IhOlI"': two pottIeS "e,;o;"'y and """""Ily liabl. rot .nof ,he
oetioo' '" be I'""fo" ,.... nodor III<permit

The di..,lwgc pi' " should odd'e<!! ,.... ..Me llClltnCJlL.tN di,ooy! pf!!O[l-liQujd
W..... !bal " o • •nouted M Ftci l'tv

In ...d.. '" in"'''' ,hat h""id ........ I.... are S.....oted OIlhe h .ility do not COU..
• • <cedeoces of...r.dord••Ioe he[e, ,he diicllacge per..., """'k1 specify the Ifcal",.",

pro=!' at Toehni",,' Area Sl fo< ev.por",or di..ill.,e IDol [......... 0",""", permeate t .... do
001 meet ,be en'..... rot dioo:;lwge '" Monandod ''''''YO. The perm;' ol... """'k1 'pe<if)'
""heth ... timber treatment .. required if,he.. w do not ....... the aiteri.o fur d,,,,,harge at
Tmn'''''' Ar.. Sl••J><! """'ld ,1'1<1",,1< where ,lie or'!f'aled and dl'P<"<d
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In addi'ion. ,he '""'WI;< permi' . Ooold oOdreoo ooIfd. ro"""'''' from ,he I"imory
cw-ifi....nd TUF unit.. wnich rof<rnd to in Op«.tionol Plan Condit"", No. J, .. ""II ..
the m.nag.m.nt of ""lid> ~e " od l>~ trea, ...m .nd 1""1'01«1 '0 he di'POoed of AI T¢ChoicoJ
"'... S4 no< ~,ochu~. permi' oj", Ih.>uld """'"' oonI.inm<'" of ,he...... ,,"". w......... , .....
i•• oonting<TlC)' pion (0< ,hem. IIIId whOl. if ony, ri'" their SIOf"!'••nd di'PO..II""e '"
ground Of •.,foe< w...... The ..m< OOJ\.iderot"",. Ihould be addr.....J fo' .....ponror
bonorru ,hat or< ul«l in conoectioo witll ()per"i<Jn P'.n ("oM"",n No J

The dioct.arg< permit '''0 Ihould~ ,...... i, ..... tior ,he ot"'" ww"" do""'bood
'" Op<rotlOoW PI.n Cond it"'" So J n.. di.d....8e permit should incllde rnanag"""'"
plan. on<! treat"",,,, fo< s1udgeo, ocale on<! other IOIfd.g<:r><rot«l by treatm<nt proce.... "
TectmlCO' Ar.. S6. ,"<h .. clorifi..- undedlow. foItr""", W'''''' re........ o.mo".
~..r_ pip< ocale. de. The.. w.<tOl .... likely '" include rool"""'Chdoes, .......h.nd
or8Oflico '<mov«l from ,....... w.ste st,_ on<! ,he rJ;.etIU!!" permi' ,"""1<1 pr""fde for
lhoi, manage""," on<! di_1 "" ,hat they do "'" ...... grooorl w01« oo","",in"Ooo

1l>cdilCba,lIO plIlI_M""k! iocJuo:!c odditiooaJ pr""siontr~~'OllIlll ond
<<IlOIl,ng

n.. droll dioct.ar!!" permo'" provioion. Ql) Moni,..ifill. Reporti"" .nd OIher
Requirement. mandale """'iton"l! of etIl""", qno!ity tior ...h effluent bo'ch l Mon" Oll"l!­
Reportin8. aM Other Requirement•. 1.1 J~ bolt ir>dicat.. thal 'eouh' ","01 be """",«I onI~ Ql)

o q..."erty booi.. The dllCt.ar8e perm,t ,..,..1<1 be chan8ed '" re.quire,bat OO~ e.oeerIe...,..
tbat .ro ""'nod . I\o<ll<l be reported immedi"d~

n.. Monitooog. Reportinll. .nod Otl>er Require""'"" ponioo of'he draft di""bargepet"'., . 1.., call, fa< mooi'oong at lC"<tol orWf,ed ....11. Moniloo ng, Report i"ll . ond0.....
Requirement•. ~ 14 T"", o('ho.. monitoring well.. MCOBT-4.4 . nd TW_8 are bein8
r"l'loced, ho_, on<! the ~ilClw~e permi' should .......ire mon"o<inll at the repiac<tn<nr
well. In oddi'ion. ..,erol new monitoring well. have been io ... lled in Mortendo<l Cooj'On
The I"'mit . hou ld require moni'oring .. tho>e ....11. .....

The di.dlllge plan ,hook! "'ovide fur makinlUWliJllIing and otherdol. I'oil.ihk.1<.>
memb'Y.2flb<.lIllblio in real time

SevOf1!I provi 'ion. of ,he ~"ft dille""ge permit re.quire mon;tOl1"l! on<! '''!'Orting to
the NMED ~., ' .iI-. Monitonng, Report'"& and 0Il>er R<quoreme"" ~'J9- 14 IIIId
COO1i_y 1'1 .... 'J'j1 5-19. n.. dillehatge permit !hould .....orI..< th.. the ,...,h,of tho'"
and "'her monitOfing .nd ..,."plong procedu... be marie .vail.ble '0 the member , of'he
publi. 01 the time ,nat they are oubm;tt«l to the NMED S""h ,"",I" 00II be INI<Ie .v.. I.b1<
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..,.. _II> _,ct"'puWi<.,Ioo_""" l_~"", " iI><__.ct• ......,._._.. """..on. __

no'. t opoafiaollot,,-"" I "'_'-.JlMof
• ' F,..-. ......-~-_ I ' , . _ ,-
~"C t-"0 6J"I07 Ni l) 0<'tJ* """- .... I , """ _", <!oar<~
.....__ . ... ....,.. ..,.' •• E.xod.oII

;;,,=~~_io"" 'Ie-,......_' •• I, Ij ..........
...._,.._ I ' f "'_'-_ _ ..
~:::~:I ....."'-..-- _
... I F ._.... h __,... e'....- ...,_.-
~_, i ...,pI-._......_~-- ..".,...._ p"'_ to_ ...-_ _ ...*"'*"'s_ ~

..- """"" _""""""'" ...- _ I • 't. io<h *"e__..-
,..... 0IIIIl diotlIor.. of1mIUIIl_ ,..jJI _ lihIy be --.,. '" po-.
_ , _ "'1"JlIioc _ De<.- ....,"8 ..... "'" I ,.ioo,_ 11oo~ ..
_ __"'-_~_""""'''''''' 01
001'" -.Ndioll ....vOliool. ..."_ -.,. .......... ill • _ Ie..,.,....,..,

f ,....I,• • <001 ..imot. """'Id boo ptV.__.. "'" "'... ;1K!ndod ;" tho cloouro
pl. ". ond • """..".,.... ,~ finonci.I onc. ohou'" bo' '''l'',red I. order '" ........ 1IIaI iI.l...
ar....i l.ol. for ,ho s.... ofN", "" ioo to:>...,.,. 011I 1"". pion, in tho ...,nt that tho
perm"' ... fail 10 ...,.,. OUI the , _

__ oI,ho '- ... . -. ploa. tad tho~ Irooor .. f ociiily
.., rioooood '" ......li.ti<.. [)I', I In rioo~ 01. "-iooI
_....,.'" , , .-. ill ... tho _ oro "'" _ ... "'" ...

...... '"'" ~iooIo~.,.,.".. ,..;.. __.. (N'.IAC
1lO 6 Jl lrn Al' 11J." tIM: P"-.I _""" , , ..

__ bJ.. Focilioy__"'_,_ •• Ii ..,. ..
..... , ._' - , I I • __ ~

_bo "'• ..- ........ _"'.......... - ,...,..___,.,.... s...01__



w,,~ ... r Obon
,~. 4, ZOO~.....

DLlIv_ *"*' f .

n.c I ' .. f.IIdo< ........oI ••• coI..... _ ...__
...-.__ .-lA>;'LfaciIllieo,wd 5 o_Pto<oIily _ _ c.,....
s,. c .. ' 0nI<0-0I.... l-""•.•-........ '-'__
_ c__",,..,..ld<,,,"'fl'P_o__ • ..__,_ 1 S
.-_ • • _~ ~ ..- _ S _

........- ........,----
~._Jo< DP·I IJ~"'_ 11 + ' _ "ol__ ••_L"""'l-_.__ .,...- _ _ ...IIl ... ()j'.

IIJZ.,.C I I ao...- in _ _... .. lll"· I I Jl
"0 ...... ........-'-1 ..""' .-.0( _. ' ' lor ....
C I I Onko- [)P- II l l _ -"' ,...,.- Jo< puIIIi< io..... .in+ri_",bo
_ .. .... _orC Ib ~_ S '__

.'.Dr' , ..,....~_.., ""' "'..' .' ,.._ ••~,,~.,._~..
.. • II .... M!!!!ll

roc draft -.,....-- ".:h". .. ..... -.10, ... .....-'" 'he _
_ ..II boo..- Jo< 0 period of . ..... ~"" --. o.-r. PIu l1S _of,1>o
""","""y of' oonIomi..",. tIIOl .. ift ' ho .._ Iludled by ,.... Focih'y. "'"' "",,001 " "'"
",ff><-iooO- Tbe <Ii""borg" penni! .......Id requR ltIOI ,,,,- no:ordo bo ....ail>Od illdd'iniloly

T1>e droll di",,!>orge petm. "","-,hl be ,,,,,oed ,; inc! ,he ..cci,io..1'<qU~'

d ,oaIOOeII """"", !, 0100 _ iocll>d< """"-.n. to , ,n. ............, <>f'he puO!;,; ..
kept infnn><d obout open<iooJ • ,he focih,y

~' pprec.... ,.,... <oootit1tJi. lhot ,.... _vod llli.~ Jo< .. pulolic;
"--' Iheor _ W. oloo ......w W, I-i.. rn-,.... ............
-...., dootormined _ ..... publIC -.. 1IO .......

,..",.,....lbo _



Will."" r (~_

,\ UfU" ' . .».n
P.... to

-­E-_m.o.r......
~Il<_

'-) '.
"'00W

o-,IasMak..............,

---~C_ ...CiI_ ... __-,.




