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3.0 Mtematives to the fioposed Action

3.1 Retrieval Mtemativw

3.1.1 No-Ation

Under this alternative, the etiting TRU waste
mntinue to be stored in a retrievable mtilguration.

inventory in Trench 4C-TM wotid
Current waste managementpractices “

wodd be fo~owed. Monitoring, surveManm, and maintenanceof TRU solid waste wotid
wntinue unti a dwision is made to retiieve. Hting onsite monitoring fictions wotid
mntinue with activities such as site smeys, groundwater anrdys~, atmospheric sampling,
and biotic surveys. Based on monitoringrwdts, maintenancewotid include such activities
as erosion and subsidence control, rnaintenanm of trench vent pipes, and control of plant and
_ access. ,

~ alternative wotid maintain the waste containers in a retrievable stored condition
we~ beyond the intended design We of the waste containers, which mtid m- an increasing
potenti for loss of structural integrity. As a r~dt of mntainer deterioration, potential
releases of ~U waste to tie environmentcodd OCCW.

The No-Action Atermtive does,not support the purpose and need.

...

3.2 Storage Facfi~ Mtemativw

3.2.1 No-Ation

The Storage Factiity wotid not be buflt. Without the Storage Factiity, waste retrieval
and tr=tment for fii prowsing within the W Facfiity would be inefficient and there
would be insufficient RCRA compliant storage for retrieved TRU and newly generated TRU,
GTC3, tied waste, and for the processed waste awaiting shipment to ~e permanent
disposd site..

This alternative does not support the purpose and need.

3.2.2 Use of an E- Wte StorageFa~ty

Under thk alternative, an efiting factiity on the Hanford Site wotid be used for
storage of waste and the Storage Facfli~ wodd not be buflt. Retrievable stored and newly
generated TRU, tied, and GTC3 waste wodd be moved to this facflity for storage awaiting
processing and/or disposd.
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Existing factiities on the Hanford Site were evaluated that codd be utiti for storage
of solid waste witi sufficient capacity to support- Facdity processing and storage of
processed waste awaiting disposd. A 9,300-spe-meter (100,000-square-foot)buflding
construc~ in the 200 Mt Arm in the mly 1950’s, the 2101-M Buflding, was identiled as
the bwt pote4ti onsite storage alternative. me facfiity is presentiy occupied and would
have to undergo extensive modificationsto serve as a storage facflity. Using this facflity
wotid be less efficient, because waste wotid have to be stored in the 200 East Area but
processed in the 200 West Area. Costs to mow the 2101-M Butiding to RCRA standards
were estimati at about $106 per square foot, wtie new constructionwould cost about
$~ per square foot.

Mthough this alternative wotid greatiy reduce impacts to priority shrub-steppe habitat,
mst and schedde consideration tie this alternative unauptable. me CWC is currendy at
75 percent of avaflable.storage mpacity and WU run out of capacity in early 1997. ~
alternative would not provide tie needed additioti RCW compliant storage mpacity in a
timely manner. No other suitable facilities were identiled ~C 1993b).

3.2.3 Mte-te Co-don She of Sto~e Fa~@ _ SWOC ,

Under this alternative, the Storage Factiity wotid be located within SWOCbut sited in
an area that has been previously disturbed from prior solid waste activities. Based on the
restits of the biologid review, other sites within the SWOCwould disturb a larger area of
habitat (AppendixB).

~is alternative does not meet the purpose and need.

3.3 ~rwtmctie Up~adw Mtemativm

3.3.1 No-A&on
,

me tiastruc~e upgrades wotid not be provided as part of the proposed action.
Existing utiities wotid continue to be used and no upgrades wodd be made to support the
planned retrieval activity and - Factiity processing. Access to the planned SWOC to
support future transport and shipment of ~U waste wodd be restricted to inadequate
existing roadways.

me No-Action Wternative wotid not provide the site upgrades at the SWOC to
effectively implement tie Retrieval activities, Storage Facflity activitim, and eventual
_ Facflity prowsing and does not support the purpose and n~. .
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3.4 Central W-e Support Complex Mtemativ~ . .

3.4.1 No-Ation

Under this rdternative, a centrdti waste support complex consisting of two
administrative bufldings and one operation and maintenanw factiity wotid not be btit. Solid
Waste administrative and operatioti personnel wotid continue to be smttered around the
Hanford Site at various lomtions and wotid continue to travel between these scafiered offices
to work on assignd tasks.

me No-Action Mternative ,dom not support the purpose and need.

3.4.2 Use of Avdable Hte A~ation and Mtitenance Faties

Under this alternative, existing factiities on the Hanford Site wotid be used to
house the ~SC administrativeand maintenan~ personnel versus construction of new
pre-engineered bufldings.

~ alternative wotid support the square footage requirements to housethe plannd
personnel but would not provide for centrdti solid waste managementoperation in the 2M
West Area. Without this centrdti operation, the estimated4W solid ‘waste~gement,
maintenance, and engineeringpersonnel wotid continue to be spread throughout the Hanford
Site and wotid not provide for the desird operatioti efficiencyof the support tictions.
Office space outside the 2W Areas does not meet the need to rdu~ operationrdrests of the ~
Swoc.

Because of other ongoing activities in the 2W Area (e.g., actions n~sary for the safe
interim storage of Hanford tank was~; spent nuclear fiel mgemen~ Hanford cleanup
actions; and actions relati to tank waste remediation)and the projected growth in the 2W
Ara popdation @OE-~ 1993), administrativeand maintenancefacilities are not currentiy
avtiable to fu~y support waste managementneeds. If practid, a sharing of facilities wotid
be undertaken to accommodateofflm space n~. ~ alternative wotid neither provide
the n~ed administrative and maintenanceofice area, nor support the operatioti efficiency
of waste managementoperatiom.

~is alternative do~ not support the purpose and need.
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