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REQUEST FOR SITE CERTIFICATION AGREEMENT AMENDMENT 

References: 1) Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council Resolution 302, "Energy 
Northwest Nuclear Projects Nos. 1 and 4 Site Restoration Plan," dated 
December 15 2003 

2) Letter dated January 29, 2003, from Bonneville Power Administration 
to Energy Northwest, Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council , and 
Department of Energy-Richland Operations, 'WNP-1/4 Site 
Restoration Plan and Four Party Funding Agreement" 

The purpose of this letter is to request an amendment to the Site Certification 
Agreement (SCA) for the Energy Northwest facilities known as Washington Nuclear 
Projects No 1 and No 4 (WNP1/4), located in Benton County. Energy Northwest seeks 
to amend the WNP 1/4 SCA with the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (EFSEC) in 
order to update the terms and conditions within the agreement to more accurately reflect 
our plans to pursue facility reuse opportunities and the future final phase of site 
restoration. The SCA has not been substantially amended since its original inception in 
1975 wherein the "project" referenced in the 1975 SCA is described as the construction 
and operation of two nuclear generating units. Since the construction of these two units 
has been terminated, an amendment to the SCA is warranted. 

This letter provides a description of the requested amendment and explains why the 
amendment satisfies the requirements set forth in regulations governing EFSEC review of 
SCAs, including compliance with the State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA). As part of 
our transmittal package, we have provided a red/blue-line mark up of the SCA showing 
the requested changes and a completed SEPA Environmental Checklist to assist the 
Council in reviewing this request. 
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Amendment Requested 

Energy Northwest requests an amendment to the SCA to accurately reflect the plans to 
pursue facility reuse opportunities and the future final phase of site restoration. As 
originally permitted, the project consisted of construction and operation of two nuclear 
generating units. Each of the units was to include a water reactor with a maximum rate 
output of approximately 3779 megawatts (thermal), and all of the associated facilities 
required for the potential generation and transmission of electric power of approximately 
1267 megawatts. 

Since terminating the construction of both units, each unit has, in varying degrees of 
completion, a reactor building, reactor auxiliary building, turbine-generator building, 
electrical switchyard, pumphouses, cooling towers, office and warehouse buildings, 
storage tanks, and the supporting infrastructure of roads, parking lots, storage yards, and 
service connections (water, sewer, electricity, firewater). 

Under the terms of Resolution 302 (Reference 1), EFSEC approved Energy Northwest's 
Site Restoration Plan. The plan provides that restoration will occur in two phases (near-
term restoration and final restoration). The near-term site restoration has been 
completed. Final restoration is deferred to the future to allow for possible reuse and to 
accumulate sufficient funds to complete the final restoration activities. The utility 
infrastructure, warehouses, office buildings, and potentially some of the plant buildings 
still have a significant useful life for reuse. Additionally, many of these buildings and other 
site resources are currently being used to support Columbia Generating Station activities. 
Deferral of the final phase of restoration activities allows an investment real rate of return, 
leverages multiple site restoration efficiencies, and maximizes reuse potential. 

As specified in Reference 1, upon completion of the near-term restoration, Energy 
Northwest will request to amend the SCA. The resolution provides that the amended 
SCA shall include only the requirements as EFSEC, in the reasonable exercise of its 
discretion, deems necessary to assure completion of the agreed site restoration actions. 
Further, those requirements will replace any and all requirements in the existing SCA. 

This amendment request includes modifications to the requirements and provisions of the 
existing SCA to pursue site re-use opportunities and achieve the future final phase of 
restoration. In summary, the requested amendment modifies the SCA as follows: 

• Revised Site Certification (Section I, Part 8) to describe reuse and future final 
restoration; 

• Removed requirements related to the construction of transmission lines (Section 
III, Part E); 

• Removed requirements related to the construction and operation of the intake 
system from the Columbia River (Section III, Part F); 

• Removed requirements related to the construction and operation of the discharge 
system (Section III, Part G); 

• Removed requirements related to construction clean-up (Section III, Part H); 
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• Modified the requirements for maintaining as-built drawings (Section III, Part I); 
• Modified the requirements for archaeological site protection (Section III, Part J); 
• Removed the authorization to withdraw water from the Columbia River; added the 

provision to continue to withdraw groundwater from two on-site wells (Section IV, 
Part A, 1-3); 

• Removed the air discharge provisions (Section IV, Part C); 
• Modified the requirements for ecosystem replacement to align with the provisions 

in the Four Party Agreement (Reference 2) (Section IV, Part D); 
• Removed additional protective measures of wildlife, fish, and other aquatic 

organisms (Section IV, Part E); 
• Removed Emergency Plan, Security Plan, and Monitoring Program requirements 

(Section V, Part A-C); 
• Removed the provisions to allow project visitation (Section VI, Part A); 
• Removed the discussion related to social and economic impacts (Section VI, Part 

8); 
• Removed the NPOES permit (no longer active) as an attachment; 
• Removed the Environmental Monitoring Plan as an attachment; 
• The Four Party Funding Agreement for site restoration activities, Reference 2 in 

this letter, has been added as Attachment I to the SCA Amendment; 
• EFSEC Resolution 302, Reference 1 in this letter, has been added as Attachment 

II to the SCA Amendment. 

Regulatory Requirements 

Pursuant to the Washington Administrative Code (WAC) 463-66-040, EFSEC considers 
whether SCA amendment proposals are consistent with: 

1. The intention of the original SCA; 
2. Applicable laws and rules; 
3. The public health, safety, and welfare; and 
4. The provisions of WAC 463-72. 

The requested amendment is consistent with the above as follows. 

First, the intent of the SCA is to grant state authorization to a certificate holder to 
construct and operate an energy project that has been determined to be in the state 
interest. As the certificate holder, Energy Northwest has committed itself to comply with 
the terms of the SCA, which include (i) conditions governing construction, (ii) conditions 
governing operation, (iii) conditions to mitigate for the environmental effects of 
construction and operation, and (iv) conditions EFSEC may impose for site restoration. 
Although Energy Northwest has chosen not to proceed with the construction and 
operation of the project, the agreed upon site restoration plan and reuse activities are 
consistent with the original intent of the SCA. 
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Second, under WAC 463-66-040, the Council must consider applicable laws and rules, 
including the Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 43.21C and WAC 197-11 (SEPA), 
and WAC 463-66-070 through 080 (SCA approval by Council action). To facilitate 
SEPA review and Council action consideration under WAC 463-66-070, Energy 
Northwest has provided a completed SEPA checklist. The checklist documents that the 
requested amendment would not result in significant adverse effects on the 
environment. Concurring with these findings allows for Council approval in the form of 
a resolution. 

Third, the Council must consider whether the proposed amendment protects public 
health and safety, and protects environmental aspects of the public welfare. As stated 
in Reference 2, the agreed upon site restoration plan was designed to meet the priority 
objectives of protecting the public's health and safety and being environmentally 
responsible. 

Finally, restoration plans have been carefully evaluated and developed in accordance 
with the requirements outlined in WAC 463-72. The required plan elements and initial 
and detailed plans have been submitted to and approved by EFSEC in Reference 2 
and Reference 1. 

For the foregoing reasons, Energy Northwest requests that the Council amend the SCA 
as suggested in Enclosure 1. If you have any questions concerning this amendment 
request, please contact SE Khounnala at (509) 377-8639. 

Respectfully, 

Manager, Regulatory Programs 

Enclosures: 1) Site Certification Agreement Amendment with Attachments 
2) SEPA Checklist 
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Site Certification Agreement Amendment with Attachments 



CERTIFICATION 
FOR PROJECTS NO.1 AND NO.4 

(WNP 1 AND 

THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
AND 

This was made and ontoyo,rI 

Code of Washington by and nCH1lAl£u>n 

the 
by and through 

Govemor the State of Washington, and mEmEmEiffiflaKmE~mE~'e'A~~mE~~StemE~mEew 
a municipal corporation and a joint operating of the State 

Washington organized in January 1957 pursuant to chapter of the Revised Code of Washington 

I. SITE CERTIFICATION 

A. Site and Project Description 

1. The in which the projec(,identified as WNP 1 and to be 
constructed and operatedl-~is located in Benton County, Washington. The site is 
located entirely within the federally-owned area known as the Hanford 
Operations Area, United States 
Y8VG1eGmeftl-Mme~fat;Ieft. and is adjacent to the Columbia River. The site is 
described as follows: 

A parcel of land lying in Section 4 of Township 11 North, Range 28 East, 
Willamette Meridian, described as follows: 

Beginning at the Southwest corner of Section 11, Township 11 North 
Range 28 East, W.M., (said corner being located by reference to 
Washington State Coordinate System South Zone at coordinates North 
408,335.30 and East 2,307,653.50) thence North 65° - 17'-03" West 
12,113.14 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING (said pOint being 
located by reference to the Washington State Coordinate System South 
Zone at coordinates North 413,400.00 and East 2,296,650.00); thence 
North 01°-01'-28" West 3000.48 feet to a point; thence East 5280.00 feet 
to a point; South 01 -01'-23" East 3000.48 feet more or less to the TRUE 
POINT OF BEGINNING, containing 363.69 acres more or less, and 

A parcel of land lying in Sections and of 11 North, Range 
East, and Sections 33 and 34 of Township 12 North, Range 28 East, Willamette 
Meridian, described as follows: 

Beginning at the Southwest corner of Section 11, Township 11 North, 
Range W.M., (said corner being located by to 
Washington Coordinate South Zone at coordinates North 
408,355.30 and 2,307,653.50) thence North 
14,311.63 feet to the TRUE POINT OF BEGINNING 
located by to the Washington State 

at coordinates North 417,00.00 and 
North 01 °-01 West to a point; rnolnro 



1 19 to a 
TRUE POINT OF 

on the 

B. 



II. GENERAL CONDITIONS 

A. legal Relationship 

1. This certification agreement is in lieu of any permit, certificate or similar 
document required by any department, agency, division, bureau, commission or 
board of this state. 

2. agrees to lease 
with the State Department of Natural Resources for use of certain public state 
land needed for this project. 

3. This agreement ratifies and incorporates the State of Washington's, acting by 
and through the Council, certification on May 5, 1975, that 
:;:,ySl6~S~!:1!:!l:ID!J::!!:m!1!'l!~~ discharge from WNP 1 and 4 to navigable waters 
will comply with the applicable provisions of §§1311, 1312, 1316, 131 Title 33, 
United States Code. 

4. This certification agreement shall bind the applicant and the state or any of its 
departments, agencies, divisions, bureaus, commissions or boards subject to all 
the terms and conditions set forth herein. 

6. 

This certification agreement is subject to federal laws and regulations applicable 
to the project and to the terms and conditions of any permits and licenses which 
may be issued to by pertinent Tor,er'",, 

agencies. 

This certification together those commitments 
applicant application constitute the 
agreement between parties and any 
representations or rACl,ITICl,ntQ written or oral. 



C. 

or modified pursuant 
to comply with the 

for violations of chapter 80.50 RCW, 
any other or federal 

and any other OI""""V'v state or forlo .. ", 

any order of Council. 

3. Where approval or agreement of the Council is required by this the 
Council may, but is not to, conduct a hearing pursuant to RCW 34.04. 

1. Filings of any document or notice with the +f:t9ffAat~}Wt~mLIa~~94:~~.oo~ 
Council be deemed to have been duly made when delivered to 
the Council at the offices of the Council in Olympia, Washington. Notices to be 
served upon shall be deemed to have 
been duly made when delivered to the office of the MelflfliGff~HH:esk}f!Ci 
======~==ofme~~~~~1~~~~~~· 

D. Right of Inspection 

1. shall provide access, subject to 
applicable health and safety regulations, to designated representatives of the 
Council in the performance of official duties to the project and all of its environs 
herein described. 

III. CONSTUCTION OF THE PROJECT 

A Construction Schedule 

1. 

B. Access Roads 

1. All permanent primary roads constructed by 
~~== or its contractors for servicing the plant's central facilities be 
constructed so as to meet or exceed Washington State Standards and U.S. 

guidelines for such roads. 

C. 

1 

to 
which is 



D. 

3. 

1. During all OOI~~HGF~J]~2@1UQ[L 
agrees to require contractors to employ all reasonable means in order to 
avoid soil erosion. agrees to set forth 
such conditions for achieving these purposes in its biding documents. 

ffi~~9t:ffr~OOI~1;f!EJr:gy~[Qrl~~ shall put in its present 
~~=~f;l.:::r't .. ,;:,./"'tc;, the following provisions relative to excavation and erosion 
control: 

a. Topsoil shall be stripped to a depth of three inches from the areas of the 
site and shall be removed to the disposal areas. 

b. Topsoil shall be placed in banks not exceeding six feet in height and 
having side slopes of at least 2:1 (H to V), at the spot in the disposal 
area. 

c. The contractor shall provide during the entire construction period dust 
control from the construction roads, temporary parking lots, spoil areas 
and disposal areas, as required, by wetling or by using other acceptable 
methods. Wetling shall be done with water by using sprinkler trucks or 
other means. 

d. When excavation exposes material likely to or to result in a dusty 
condition when exposed to the wind, the contractor shall place a four 
inch gravel blanket over the area. The gravel blanket shall consist of pit-
run gravel, maximum size three inches. The contractor shall also keep 
slopes and the floor of the excavation watered to alleviate dusting or use 
other approved methods for dust control. 

e. Slopes of cuts, and other areas covered by this work, where the 
exposed surface is composed of sand or is otherwise susceptible to 
wind erosion, shall be stabilized with a four inch layer of pit-run gravel 
containing gravel no larger than three inches. The stabilization rn,;:,,,"or, 

shall be uniformly over areas to be covered and trimmed to 
required lines. No additional cutling to care for the 
intended. 



4. areas in 

1. 

2. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 



7. 

1. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

H. Construction Clean Up 

1. 

I. As-Built Drawings 

1. agrees to maintain on file as-built 
drawings for the following project components: 

a. water intake system; 
b. water discharge 
c. 
d. 
e. 
f. 



J. 

1. 

h. 
i. 
j. 

2. agrees to report to the Council all 
archaeological finds made during the course of ~~~~==~_ 

the project 

3. agrees to consult with the Council to 
arrange for preservation of artifacts for interpretation of any archaeological site 
discovered in the course of 

K. Surface Mining 

1 . If the extent of the construction activities of 
!un""!,.",,,,::', falls within the jurisdiction of the Surface Mining Reclamation Act, 
:cYfsmmj;:~!ID~Q!1rntt2§! agrees to comply with the policies and requirements 
of the Act and to submit a Reclamation Plan to the Council for its approval prior 
to initiating construction. If the Council does not approve, it agrees to respond 
with comments to such proposal within twenty days of receipt of the proposal. 

IV. OPERATION OF THE PROJECT 

A. 

2. 

1 All discharges by ffiE'~~*T~'StEIffi~:;!!s[gJL!:':L!:':~~ to 
United shall be subject to 



3. 

D. Ecosystem Replacement 

1. 

Additional Protective Measures 

1. 

V. PUBLIC AND ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION 

1. 



1. 

2. 

C. Monitoring Program 

1. 

2. 

3. 



5. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

VI. MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

1. 



1. 

2. 

3. 

C. Modification Of Agreement 

1 This certification agreement may be amended by initiation of either the Council 
or Such amendatory activity shall 
accomplished pursuant to Council rules and procedures then in effect in a like 
manner as the development of this original certification agreement, including, 
but not limited to, the obtaining of the approval of the Governor. Any such 
amendments to this agreement shall be made in writing. 

2. In certain circumstances where a dangerous degree of impact on 
environment exists or is imminent, the Council may impose specific conditions 
or requirements upon the applicant in addition to the terms and conditions of the 
certification agreement as a consequence of any said emergency situation. The 
Administrative Procedure Act in RCW 34.04.170(2) contains authority for the 
Council to find that the public health, safety or welfare may imperatively require 
such emergency action. 

Attachments (2) 



at ""rY,nl!:> Washington 

FOR OF WASHINGTON 

Assistant Attorney General 
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ATTACHMENT I 

WNP 114 SITE RESTORATION PLAN! 
FOURPARYAGREEMENT 



EMERGY 
NORTHWEST 

P.O. Box 968 • Richland, Washington 99352-0968 
December 5, 2002 
GOl"()2"()OS2 

Mr. J.O. Luce, Chairman 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council 
P.O. Box 43172 
Olympia, Washington 98504-3172 

Subject: NUCLEAR PROJECTS NOS. 1 AND 4 
SITE RESTORATION PLANS 

Reference: Letter GOl-99-034 dated June 30, 1999, AE Mouncer (Energy Northwest) to 
AJ Fiksdal (EFSEC), "Nuclear Projects Nos. 1 and 4, Revised Site Restoration 
Plan" 

Dear Mr. Luce: 

As you are aware the Department of Energy-Richland Operations Office (DOE-RL), 
Bonneville Power Administration (BPA), Energy Northwest (EN), and the Washington State 
Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council have reached agreement on a site restoration plan and 
funding for WNP-l and WNP-4. That agreement (Attachment D) includes a funding guarantee 
from Bonneville and is contingent upon EFSEC approval of the agreement and site restoration 
plan as proposed herein. 

Energy Northwest proposes a Level 3D restoration plan (which does not require removal of the 
turbine pedestals) for the WNP-I and WNP-4 projects to be implemented in two phases (refer 
to Attachment A for historical information). The first phase will consist of completing, in the 
next 18-24 months, essential, "Health, Safety, and Environmental Protection," restoration 
activities to place the sites in a safe state for potential reuse and/or long-term storage. The 
second phase will commence in twenty-three years and will complete the remaining activities 
to implement Level 3D restoration. The information relevant for Council review of this 
restoration proposal is contained in the 1999 plan (Reference) and in Attachments B and C. 

Deferral of major site restoration activities allows an investment real rate of return, leverages 
multiple site restoration efficiencies, and maximizes reuse potential. Upon Council approval of 
this proposal, funds to cover both phases of restoration activities will be guaranteed pursuant to 
Attachment D. 

Restoration Level 3D 

Initially, Restoration Level 3D, without the requirement to remove the turbine pedestals, was 
recommended (Reference) based on a combination of factors including public health and 
safety, environmental considerations, stakeholder and tribal perspectives, compatibility with 
legal agreements and land use plans, and cost. The proposed plan implements the 1999 Level 
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3D description, with the exception of pedestal removal, over a period of twenty-six years 
(simulated images are provided in Attachment E). Benefits of this proposal include near term 
completion of activities for health, safety, and environmental protection; additional time to 
allow for funding accumulation and reuse of existing infrastructure and facilities; and the 
ability to defer cost impacts on Northwest ratepayers. A general description of Level 3D 
restoration follows. 

WNP-l This restoration level provides for the installation of substantial doors to 
minimize access, ground area cleanup, elimination of potential hazards at ground level, 
and sealing of the General Services Building by removing selected walls to elevation 
501 ' and completing selected concrete walls and roof areas. The Containment Building 
would remain intact, the turbine pedestal would remain in place, and the remaining 
power block structures would be removed to ground level. Unused support buildings 
would also be removed. 

WNP-4 This restoration level provides for substantial doors to mmllTIlZe access, 
ground area cleanup, elimination of potential hazards at ground level, sealing of the 
General Services Building by removing selected walls to elevation 479' and pouring 
concrete roofs to seal the building, and seals the Containment Building by removing 
walls to elevation 479' and pouring a concrete roof at that elevation. The turbine 
pedestal would remain in place and the remaining power block structures would be 
removed to ground level. Unused support buildings would also be removed. 

Further details are contained in Attachment C. 

Proposed Plan Benefits 

Health, Safety, and Environmental Protection The proposed plan provides for 
significant, "health, safety, and environmental protection," activities to be 
accomplished within the next 18-24 months, unless the Council agrees to a longer time 
period pursuant to Attachment D. These activities will ensure that a high level of 
protection is maintained at both sites until the major activities are completed or reuse 
negates the need for further restoration. 

Funding The proposed plan provides funding assurance (Attachment D) to complete 
activities at both WNP-l and WNP-4. BPA has acknowledged its restoration funding 
responsibilities for WNP-I. While no funding source for WNP-4 restoration exists, 
BPA has been willing to participate in funding some restoration of WNP-4 as a part of 
a total site restoration solution. This plan provides the long sought after solution for 
lack of funding for WNP-4 restoration and avoids the potential for costly and time 
consuming litigation. It also allows for the leveraging of multiple site restoration 
efficiencies and maximizes the reuse potential of these facilities. By deferring the 
major restoration activity by 26 years, the investment real rate of return from BPA's 
Restoration Trust Fund will work to accumulate the funds needed to complete site 
restoration at both sites. 
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The 1999 Site Restoration Plan estimated the total cost to restore both WNP-l and 
WNP4 to Level 3D at $48.3 million. Since that time, work estimated at $6 million to 
remove the asbestos-containing material from the cooling towers has been completed. 
It is reasonable to believe that remaining work, in 2003 dollars, is about $45 million. 
BPA proposes to establish a restoration trust fund and to guarantee an escalated $45 
million be available to complete restoration within 26 years, unless the Council agrees 
to a longer period pursuant to Attachment D. 

Reuse The utility infrastructure, warehouses, office buildings, and potentially some of 
the plant buildings still have a significant useful life for reuse. Many of these buildings 
and other site resources are currently being used to support Columbia Generating 
Station activities. The White Bluffs Solar Demonstration Facility is also located on the 
WNP-l property and is currently being considered for expansion. Energy Northwest is 
currently determining if there are additional economic development opportunities for 
these structures and land areas. Any reuse promotes local economic development and 
may dictate a delay in major demolition efforts or eliminate the need for restoration of 
certain facilities. 

Ratepaye~ Impact The proposed Level 3D plan stretches out in time a major portion of 
the costs, thereby, relieving pressure on the BPA power rate structure. 

Energy Northwest is currently finalizing preparations to proceed with the near-term activities. 
However, work on these activities will not begin until Council approval of this proposed plan 
is obtained. Your earliest consideration of this proposal would be greatly appreciated. Should 
you have any questions or desire additional information regarding this matter, please contact 
JD Arbuckle at (509) 377-4601. 

Respectfu~~ 

~h 
Chief Executive Officer 
Mail Drop 1023 

Attachments: as stated 



1'1lCLEAR PROJECTS NOS. 1 AND 4 
SITE RESTORATION PLANS 
Page 4 of 17 

References: 

Attachment A 
Restoration Plan Historical Summary 

1) Letter GO 1-95-0 12 dated March 8, 1995, WG Counsil (Supply System) to 
FS Adair (EFSEC), "Nuclear Projects 1, 3, 4, and 5 Site Restoration Plan" 

2) Letter dated June 15, 1995, JJ Zeller (EFSEC) to WG Counsil (Supply 
System), "Nuclear Projects 1, 3, 4, and 5 Site Restoration Plan" (EFSEC 
Resolution No. 280) 

3) Letter GO 1-99-034 dated June 30, 1999, AE Mouncer (Energy Northwest) 
to AJ Fiksdal (EFSEC), "Nuclear Projects Nos. 1 and 4, Revised Site 
Restoration Plan" 

4) Letter dated December 17, 1999, DRoss (EFSEC) to JV Parrish (Energy 
Northwest), "WNP-1I4 Site Restoration" 

In 1995 Energy Northwest submitted an initial site restoration plan for its terminated nuclear 
power plant projects (Reference 1). EFSEC approved the plan and noted that there were a 
number of uncertainties associated with the restoration work proposed in the plan (Reference 
2). Accordingly, the Council conditioned its approval on conducting more detailed reviews as 
additional information became available and Energy Northwest was able to finalize its plans. 

In 1999 Energy Northwest transmitted a revised restoration plan that included economic 
development strategies for WNP-l and WNP-4 (Reference 3). The plan provided a cost 
benefit comparison of a range of restoration alternatives for WNP-1 and WNP-4. Benefits 
were assessed in terms of protection of the public's health and safety and the environment. 
Both costs and benefits were determined by outside consultants. Based on these assessments, 
Energy Northwest recommended that a modified Level 3D restoration alternative would 
represent a balance between the priority objective of protecting the public's health and safety, 
while being environmentally responsible and cost effective. Approval by the Council was not 
requested at that time since the plan was contingent upon funding approval from BPA and 
concurrence by the landowner (USDOE). Correspondence from the Council following the 
submittal of the 1999 plan encouraged Energy Northwest to complete its short-term restoration 
activities contained in the plan, determine the economic development potential of the site, and 
pursue the approvals necessary to finalize the restoration plan (Reference 4). 

Since that time, some short-term restoration activities have been completed, several economic 
development initiatives have been explored, and significant discussions between Energy 
Northwest, DOE-RL, BPA, and EFSEC management and staff have occurred. 
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Attachment B 
Near-Term Activities 

This attachment contains a general description of the types of activities to be completed in the 
next eighteen to twenty-four months. Additional detail is included in Attachment C. 

As described in the proposed restoration plan, certain activities will be completed in the near 
term to maintain a level of public health, safety, and security until the sites are fully restored in 
approximately twenty-six years. In addition, potential environmental hazards will also be 
eliminated in the near term. Completion of the Health, Safety, and Environmental Protection 
(HS&EP) activities will allow the sites to be available for selected reuse during the next 
twenty-two years. Immediate reuse of certain facilities could result in some HS&EP activities 
being accomplished as part of a facility renovation. 

Substantial structures will be sealed to limit public access. Peripheral buildings will be 
removed if determined to be unsafe and unsuitable for reuse. Unwanted bird habitat and 
nesting areas will be reduced. Additional fencing will be installed to establish a safe 
perimeter. 

To permit site reuse in the interim, selected site infrastructure (Le., power lines, roads, 
railroad tracks, and other site utilities and structures) will remain to support economic 
development on, and adjacent to the site. 

1. Environmental Hazard Cleanup - Remove hazardous materials identified in the WNP-l 
and WNP-4 Environmental Site Assessments and resolve outstanding issues from previous 
evaluations. This task includes removal of oil in equipment, PCB containing light ballasts, 
etc. 

2. Eliminate Fall/Tripping Hazards - Identify access paths inside buildings and seal or 
cover accessible floor openings, pipe openings, vaults, pits, trenches, etc. 

3. Secure Pits/Vaults - Either by fencing or demolishing and backfilling to grade any minor 
underground structures. 

4. Remove Trash/Scaffold/Formwork - Eliminate any overhead hazards and debris by 
removing any construction forms, scaffolding, and trash from the interior and exterior 
areas. 

S. Secure WNP-4 Circulating Water Pump House - Debris will be removed, pipe openings 
sealed, floor drains provided, and the structure will be fenced to prohibit access. 

6. Seal Building Openings - Openings to the power block structures will be sealed to prevent 
human access. Sealing methods may include concrete block walls, metal plate, metal 
doors, or other substantial materiaL At WNP-4, access doors will be provided in two 
locations. The Containment access ramp at WNP-4 will be removed and stairs provided to 
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access the containment at each major level. At WNP-l, the permanent doors will be 
installed where feasible. 

7. General Cleanup and Grading - Scour the area to remove debris, fill in trenches, holes, 
etc., to provide a gentle slope to the area. 

8. Install Fencing and Signs - Install a second fence around the WNP-4 GSB and 
Containment, the WNP-l and 4 Cooling Towers, the WNP-l and 4 Spray Ponds, and the 
WNP-l GSB, TGB, and Containment. No Trespassing signs and access signage will be 
provided. Access gates to each fenced area will also be provided. 

9. Install Building Drains - At WNP-4 the GSB floor and roof drains will be plumbed to 
gravity drain to the building exterior. At WNP-4 drain holes or pumps will be installed at 
selected locations to minimize the buildup of water in the basement areas. At WNP-l, the 
roof drains for all buildings will be plumbed to drain to the building exterior. 

10. Remove Buildings and Structures - Remove unsafe and unusable buildings and structures 
to grade. 

11. Seal Underground Piping - Openings to the large circulating water piping (eight, nine, 
and twelve foot diameter) will be sealed. The exit weirs on each cooling tower will be 
sealed. 

12. Secure Air Intake Structures - These structures, two per site, will be secured by sealing 
wall openings and providing a permanent door. 
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Attachment C 
Final Restoration Level 3D General Description 

Final restoration will be implemented to meet the Level 3D definition in the June 30, 1999 
Restoration Plan, except that the turbine pedestals wiII remain in place. The site infrastructure 
will be maintained throughout the period to support near-term HS&EP activities and potential 
site reuse. Specific restoration activity descriptions are presented below. Although the 
detailed specifications for the near-term Health, Safety and Environmental Protection (HS&EP) 
work scope outlined in Attachment B are in process and have yet to be completed, the work 
scope will be finalized and prioritized based upon a thorough cost/benefit analysis of the 
proposed tasks. Detailed specifications for the final restoration will be prepared closer to the 
time when the work will be accomplished. 

Exterior 

Near Term HS&EP 

• Points of building entry will be provided with secure access doors or permanently 
sealed to prevent unauthorized entry. 

• Relocate fencing and provide additional fencing to minimize footprint and reduce 
unauthorized entry potential such that security patrols are not required. Install "No 
Trespassing" signs. 

• Potential environmental hazards will be eliminated. 

• Exterior fall hazards will be eliminated. Exterior trash will be removed. 

• Outside piping and electrical vaults will be sealed, protected, or demolished and 
backfilled, and the general outside areas will be graded. Large underground piping 
will be capped. 

• Temporary buildings neither safe nor feasible for reuse will be removed. 

• The turbine oil and condensate tanks will be removed. 

• The access ramp to the WNP-4 Containment Building will be removed. 

• Fence or remove exterior substations and distribution load centers to minimize entry 
potential. 

• Remove unnecessary fire protection loop valves and dead ends. 

Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• Slabs and remaining structures would be removed. 

• Close and cap landfill at completion of restoration. 

• Yard areas would be cleaned, contoured, graded, and seeded. 
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• The large underground circulating water lines would be backfilled. 

• Roads and rail lines would be removed and graded clear. 

Containment 

Near Term HS&EP 

• The interior wiII be cleaned to remove trash, debris, scaffolding, overhead hazards, 
and formwork. 

• At WNP-4 limited safe access paths will be provided for required maintenance 
activities and/or potential building reuse. 

• The WNP-l containment building will be secured with permanent doors. Openings 
in the WNP-4 containment building will be sealed. 

• The fire protection lines will be drained at WNP-l. 

• Provide drain holes or passive system for water drainage at WNP-4. 

• Minimize protrusions or install anti-bird roosting devices at WNP-4. 

Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• The WNP-4 containment walls would be removed down to elevation 479. 

• A concrete floor would be poured at elevation 479 at WNP-4. 

General Services Building 

Near Term HS&EP 

• Permanem doors will be installed at WNP-l. WNP-4 will be secured with 
permanent doors or sealed to provide highly secure access. Exterior wall openings 
will be sealed. 

• At WNP-4 the interior will be cleaned to remove trash. debris, scaffolding, 
overhead hazards, and formwork. This also includes construction of concrete walls 
to prevent access at ground level. 

• At WNP-4 limited safe access paths will be provided for required maintenance 
activities and/or potential building reuse. 

• Roof areas at WNP-l will be reworked to provide a long-term seal. 

• Replumb roof drains to grade and install sump pumps or drain holes in structure, as 
appropriate, to ensure rainwater can be removed from building interior. 

• The fire protection lines will be drained at WNP-l. 
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Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• The walls would be demolished down to elevation 479 at WNP-4 and 501 at 
WNP-l. 

• Concrete roofing would be poured at 479 (WNP-4) and 501 (WNP-l) elevations. 

• A concrete floor would be poured at elevation 479 for WNP-4. 

Turbine - Generator Building 

Near Term HS&EP 

• At WNP-l the building will be secured with permanent doors or sealed to provide 
highly secure access. 

• The WNP-l interior will be cleaned to remove trash, debris, scaffolding, and 
formwork. Note: At WNP-4 this only includes protection from fall hazards at 
ground level. 

• Seal transformer drains after transformer removal. 

• The fire protection lines will be drained at WNP-l. 

• The pedestal will be dressed up to eliminate protrusions or antibird roosting devices 
will be installed at WNP-4. 

Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• The WNP-I structure would be removed. 

• The turbine pedestals will remain. 

• The transformer footings and firewalls would be removed. 

• The footprint area would be cleaned, contoured, graded, and seeded. 

Cooling Towers 

Near Term HS&EP 

• Permanent doors and walls (to minimize bird access) to cooling tower stairwells 
will be provided. 

• Provide permanent seal to exit weir by sealing pipe providing drain holes in weir 
floor and backfilling to ground level. 

Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• The structures would be demolished to grade and the basin slab removed. 
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• The footprint areas would he cleaned, contoured, graded, and seeded. 

Circulating Water Pump House 

Near Term HS&EP 

• At WNP-l the building will be secured with permanent doors or sealed to provide 
highly secure access. 

• The interior will be cleaned to remove trash, debris, scaffolding, and formwork. At 
WNP-4 this also includes addition of a fence around the pump pit since the building 
has already been removed. 

• The roof drains will be replumbed to grade and drain holes will be provided in the 
basemem structure. 

Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• The surface slabs at both units and the building at WNP-I would be removed and 
the pit would be backfilled. 

• The footprint area would be cleaned, contoured, graded, and seeded. 

Spray Pond And Pump House 

Near Term HS&EP 

• The building will be secured with permanent doors or sealed to provide highly 
secure access and a separate fence will be installed around the spray pond. 

• The interior will be cleaned to remove trash, debris, scaffolding, and formwork. 

Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• The building would be removed and the pond backfilled. 

• The footprint area would be cleaned, contoured, graded, and seeded. 

Remote Air Intakes/Chemical Waste Treatment Building 

Near Term HS&EP 

• The buildings will be secured with permanent doors or sealed to provide highly 
secure access. 

• The interior will be cleaned to remove trash, debris, and formwork. Note that the 
WNPA Chemical Waste Treatment Building does not exist. 
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Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• The remote air intakes would be removed to grade and. backfilled. 

• The WNP-l Chemical Waste Treatment Building concrete slab and treatment ponds 
would be removed and backfilled. 

• The footprint area would be cleaned, contoured, graded, and seeded. 

River Intake Structure 

Near Term HS&EP 

• Any openings to the building will be sealed. 

• The interior would be cleaned to remove trash and debris. 

Level 3D (23-26 years) 

• No additional actions required, the structures will remain. 

Security Access Building 

Near Term HS&EP 

• The building will be provided with permanent doors or sealed to provide highly 
secure access. 

• The interior will be cleaned to remove trash and debris. 

Level 3D (23-26 Years) 

• Remove building. 

• The footprint area would be cleaned, graded, and seeded. 

Pipeline Corridor 

Near Term HS&EP 

• The openings to the vent stations will be sealed. 

Level 3D (23-26 years) 

• No additional actions required, the structures will remain. 
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January 29. 2003 

In reply refer to: P-6 

Mr. Keith Klein, Manager 

Department of Energy 

Bonneville Power Administration 
P.O. Box 3621 

Portland, Oregon 97208-3621 

POWER BUSINESS LINE 

Letter of Agreement 
Contract No. 03PB-11279 

U.S. Department of Energy A7-50 
Richland Operations Office 

Mr. J. V. Parrish, Chief Executive Officer 
Energy Northwest - MD 1023 
P. O. Box 968 

P. O. Box 550 Richland, WA 99352 
Richland, WA 99352 

Mr. James O. Luce, Chairman 
Washington Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council 
P.O.Box43172 
Olympia, W A 98504-3172 

Gentlemen: 

In September 2002, Energy Northwest, the Department of Energy - Richland Operations Office 
("RL") and the Bonneville Power Administration ("Bonneville") reached agreement on a 
proposed WNP-1/4 site restoration and funding plan. Since that time, Energy Northwest and 
Bonneville management and staffhave held numerous discussions with the State of 
Washington's Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council ("EFSEC") Chair and staff in order to 
reach agreement on that proposal. The four entities (hereafter "Parties") have now concluded all 
discussions and have agreed on a new 9-point WNP-1/4 site restoration and funding proposal 
("Proposal"). The purpose of this letter of agreement is to describe the Proposal and document 
our agreement with it. 

Independent, outside consultants assessed the costs and benefits of a range of restoration 
alternatives for WNP-l and WNP-4. Benefits were assessed in terms of protection of the 
public's health and safety and the environment. Based on those assessments, Energy Northwest 
recommended to EFSEC that a Level 3D (with the exception of leaving in place the turbine 
pedestals) restoration alternative would represent a proper balance between the priority objective 
of protecting the public's health and safety while being both environmentally responsible and 
cost effective. That level of restoration has been adopted in this Proposal. 

Additionally, considerable effort has been focused on investigating reuse opportunities for the 
WNP-l and WNP-4 facilities and clarifying site emergency preparedness prOcedures related to 
operations at the adjacent Columbia Generating Station. Based on interest expressed, there is 
some potential for economic development and reuse of a portion of the facilities at both sites. 
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Also, there are immediate health and safety concerns to address, mainly at WNP-4. However, 
starting major Level 3D restoration tasks beyond addressing these immediate concerns at this 
time would preclude the future use of these facilities. Thus, the immediate initiation of major 
site restoration activities at either site is neither appropriate nor necessary. Delaying major site 
restoration expenditures also provides a solution to the lack of funding for WNP-4 restoration, by 
allowing WNP-l restoration funds to grow to the point that they can cover both projects. 

Accordingly, the Proposal to assure funding for WNP-l and WNP-4 restoration is as follows: 

1. Within 18-24 months of EFSEC approval of a revised Level 3D site restoration plan 
(plan)1 enclosed herein, "health, safety and environmental protection" activities needed to 
assure that WNP-l and WNP-4 remain in a "safe state" compatible with reuse shall be 
completed by Energy NorthwestlBonneville or their designated contractor. The cost for 
these near-term restoration activities is expected to be between $3-4 million, with most 
activities occurring at WNP-4. These tasks are currently being prioritized and their costs 
estimated. If these costs exceed $4 million, Energy NorthwestIBonneville may request a 
reasonable extension of time to complete these tasks; Approval of such extension shall 
not be unreasonably withheld by EFSEC. 

2. Energy NorthwestlBonneville or their designated contractor shall: 1) commence by no 
later than 23 years; and 2) complete no later than 26 years from the date ofEFSEC's 
approval of the Plan, all final Level 3D activities; provided, however, that at the request 
of Energy NorthwestIBonneville or RL if Energy Northwest elects not to maintain site 
control, EFSEC shall revisit either date without prejudice if facility reuse or sequencing 
ofWNP-1I4 restoration activities with Columbia Generating Station decommissioning 
activities warrant extending either date. Approval of such extension of time shall not be 
unreasonably withheld by EFSEC. 

3. Bonneville guarantees funding of restoration activities and environmental mitigation 
pursuant to the approved Plan and paragraph 6 below. The cost/funding requirement is 
estimated at $45 million in 2003 dollars. In the event that the $45 million estimate 
(appropriately adjusted for costs incurred) escalated to 2025 dollars proves to be 
inaccurate and results in insufficient funds being aV811able to complete the restoration 
activities in 26 years, Bonneville shall make up the shortfall. Bonneville may make up 
the shortfall by requesting a reasonable extension of time to complete Plan tasks. 
Approval of such extension shall not be unreasonably withheld by EFSEC. 

4. Bonneville shall establish an external trust fund, agree to review funding status every five 
years, and provide EFSEC with annual reports regarding the accumulated funds in the 
trust. At EFSEC's discretion, it may audit the trust. 

I The revised Level 3D site restoration plan will not require removal of the turbine pedestals for WNP·l and WNp· 4. 
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5. The provisions of paragraphs 1-4 above are included in the Plan that Energy Northwest 
submitted by letter dated December 5, 2002 for EFSEC approval. Implementation of the 
near-term "health. safety and environmental protection" activities will be reviewed and 
monitored by EFSEC. 

6. Bonneville shall cause to be paid to EFSEClthe State $3.5 million for offsite 
environmental mitigation and other EFSEC activities that improve the environment. This 
payment is made in recognition of the level of site restoration described in the Plan and 
the delay allowed for the completion of final site restoration. These funds shall be used 
in EFSEC's discretion after consultation with the Washington Department ofFish and 
Wildlife, with the bulk of the funds to be spent for mitigation in Benton County. 

, Payment will be made in a lump sum after EFSEC approval of the Plan and within 30 
days of a request for payment by EFSEC. This payment will be deemed to satisfy all . 
requirements for wildlife or wildlife habitat mitigation under EFSEC Resolution No. 296, 
provided that if additional construction or changes in operation or operational conditions 
at the Columbia Generating Station result in the loss of additional wildlife or wildlife 
habitat then EFSEC may require Energy Northwest to undertake appropriate mitigation 
and Bonneville will guarantee payment pursuant to existing net-billing obligations. 

7. EFSEC shall amend the Site Certification Agreement (SCA) upon completion of the near 
term health, safety and environmental protection activities set out in the Plan. The 
amended SCA shall include only those requirements as EFSEC in the reasonable exercise 
of its discretion deems necessary to assure completion of Level 3D restoration actions 
pursuant to paragraph 2. Those requirements will replace any and all requirements in the 
existing SCA. Further, Bonneville may request Energy Northwest and/or Energy 
Northwest may request EFSEC to further amend or terminate the SCA to release those 
portions of the site and/or facilities that are proposed to be: 1) sold, leased or otherwise 
transferred and used for long-term economic development; and/or 2) no longer intended 
for the development of energy facilities larger than 350 MWs. Approval of such SCA . 
amendment or termination shall not be unreasonably withheld by EFSEC. 

8. Effective upon execution of this agreement and until final Level 3D restoration activities 
are completed, Energy Northwest will maintain general liability insurance on the leased 
property in the minimum amount of$I,OOO,OOO per incident and $10,000,000 aggregate 
limit and will include RL as an additional named insured. Insurance coverage may 
include a deductible consistent with industry standards. The policy will be funded 
pursuant to generally accepted accounting principles. Bonneville will guarantee funding 
for the policy. These obligations shall not apply to any portion of the leased property that 
RL transfers ownership of, leases or otherwise permits the use of for other than WNp·1/4 
purposes. 

9. Upon approval of the Plan, the State shall provide to Energy Northwest, Bonneville, and 
the United States Government (including RL and all other components of the U.S. 



Department of Energy) an immediate release from all claims, damages, and causes of 
action, existing or otherwise, related to the restoration of the WNP-l and WNP-4 sites 
beyond the level in the approved Plan. 
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It is important to note that each particular point in this Proposal is significant and rejection or 
revision of any particular point negates the Proposal in its entirety, unless the parties mutually 
agree otherwise. Additionally, until this Proposal has been agreed to and is effective, Bonneville 
does not and is not acknowledging any liability or responsibility for any WNP-4 costs. 
However, once the Proposal has been agreed to and is effective, the parties will be bound by its 
terms. Once effective, Bonneville's guarantee for the payment ofWNP-4 restoration costs shall 
be strictly limited to the obligations in the Proposal and is not intended to extend to any Qther 
WNP-4 cost. 

Please acknowledge your concurrence to the Proposal by signing all four originals. We will 
forward you one original after all have signed . 

. Norman 
Senior Vice President 
Power Business Line 

Enclosure 
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el~em .. 
Manager, Richland Operations Office Chie xecutive Officer 

U.S. D1!PttlJnt of Energy Ener~~ 3 
Date Date~ ~ 
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James O. Luce . 
Chair 
Washington Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council 

DEC 0 3 2003 
Date 



Stephen. rl 
Administrato and Chief Executive Officer 
Bonneville ower Administration 

DEC 0 3 2003 
Date 
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Gary ~kfJ~ a:...-----
Governor 
State of Washington 

DEC 0 3 2003 

Date 
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ATTACHMENT II 

EFSEC RESOLUTION 302 



WASHINGTON STATE 
ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL 

RESOLUTION NO. 302 
ENERGY NORTHWEST NUCLEAR PROJECTS NOS. 1 AND 4 

SITE RESTORATION PLAN 

WHEREAS, The Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council (Councilor EFSEC) has adopted rules 
directing applicants and certificate holders to formulate plans for site restoration, effective March 11, 
1987; and 

WHEREAS, Energy Northwest is the certificate holder for the Site Certification Agreement for 
Nuclear Projects Nos. 1 and 4 (WNP-l and WNP-4, or WNP-1I4) and is subject to the Council's rules 
regarding site restoration; and 

WHEREAS, Energy Northwest has terminated its plans to complete WNP-l and WNP-4; and 

WHEREAS, Energy Northwest on June 30, 1999, submitted to the Council for review a report that 
evaluated the costs and benefits of a range of options for restoration of the WNP-l and WNP-4 
construction sites, including the identification ofLeveI3D--Demolish and Seal (with the exception of 
removing the turbine pedestals) as the preferred alternative; and 

WHEREAS, Energy Northwest on December 5, 2002, submitted to the Council for approval a final 
Site Restoration Plan (plan) for the WNP-l and WNP-4 construction sites. The Plan, which by this 
reference is incorporated into and attached to this Resolution, is based on a revised restoration Level 
3D to be completed in 26 years, and includes the implementation of near-term health, safety and 
environmental protection activities to be completed in 18 - 24 months following Council approval of 
this Resolution; and 

WHEREAS, The Council has found that the revised restoration Level 3D, that does not require the 
removal of the WNP-l and WNP-4 turbine pedestals, containment structures, and general services 
buildings, is satisfactory for the final end state of the restoration project and is protective ofpuhlic 
health, safety, and the environment; and 

WHEREAS, The Council has found that the delay of the final restoration for 26 years is acceptable to 
resolve the lack offunding for WNP-4 restoration; assure restoration ofWNP-4 without costly and 
time consuming litigation; leverage multiple site restoration activities; accumulate funds necessary to 
complete final restoration; and maximize facility reuse potential; provided that the immediate near­
term health, safety and environmental protection activities proposed by Energy Northwest are 
completed in the next 18-24 months to assure the site remains in a safe condition for reuse or long-term 
storage; and 

WHEREAS, The Council understands that the cost estimates for the near-term restoration activities are 
expected to be between $3-4 million. If these costs exceed $4 million, Energy Northwest or 
Bonneville Power Administration (BPA) may request a reasonable extension of time to complete these 
tasks, and approval of such extension will not be unreasonably withheld by the Council; and 
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WHEREAS, The Council has detennined that it will, without prejudice, revisit the final completion 
date at Energy Northwest's or BPA's request, if facility reuse or sequencing ofWNP-ll4 restoration 
activities with Columbia Generating Station (CGS) decommissioning activities warrant extending that 
date, and that Council approval of such extension of time will not be unreasonably withheld; and 

WHEREAS, The Council understands that the cost estimates for Plan restoration activities has been 
estimated at approximately $45 million in 2003 dollars, and in the event that the $45 million estimate 
(appropriately adjusted for costs incurred) escalated to 2025 dollars proves to be inaccurate and results 
in insufficient funds being available to complete the restoration activities in 26 years, BP A shall make­
up the shortfall, provided that Energy Northwest or BP A may request a reasonable extension of time to 
complete these tasks, and approval of such extension will not be unreasonably withheld by the 
Council; and 

WHEREAS, The Council has found the WNP-1I4 Site Restoration Funding Agreement (Attachment D 
to the Plan) to be a satisfactory guarantee of funding for the restoration and environmental mitigation 
activities stated therein and in the Plan, based on the establishment of an external trust fund by BPA; 
and that agreement provides for review of the funding status every five years; transmittal of annual 
reports of the accumulated funds in the trust; and the ability to audit the trust fund at the Council's 
discretion; and 

WHEREAS, Pursuant to the WNP-1I4 Site Restoration Funding Agreement, and in consideration of 
the Council's approval of the agreed to level of restoration and for the delay in time allowed for the 
completion of final site restoration, BP A, within 30 days of a request for payment to Energy 
Northwest, will cause to be paid to the Council (State) the lump sum of$3.5 million for off site 
environmental mitigation or other activities that improve the environment to be used at the Council's 
discretion, after consultation with the Washington Department of Fish and Wildlife, with the bulk of 
the funds to be spent for mitigation in Benton County; and 

WHEREAS, Subject to receipt of the mitigation funds, the Council has determined that such payment 
will be deemed to satisfy all requirements for wildlife or wildlife habitat mitigation under EFSEC 
Resolution No. 296, provided that if additional construction or changes in operation or operational 
conditions at the Columbia Generating Station result in the loss of additional wildlife or wildlife 
habitat then EFSEC may require Energy Northwest to undertake appropriate mitigation; and 

WHEREAS, Upon completion of the near-tenn health, safety and environmental protection activities 
set out in the Plan, and submittal of a request from Energy Northwest to amend the WNP-1I4 Site 
Certification Agreement, pursuant to the WNP-1/4 Site Restoration Funding Agreement, the Council, 
upon a detennination that the requirements of the Plan and this Resolution have been successfully 
satisfied, shall amend the WNP-1I4 SCA as follows. The amended SCA shall include only the 
requirements as EFSEC, in the reasonable exercise of its discretion, deems necessary to assure 
completion of Level 3D restoration actions pursuant to the Plan. Those requirements will replace any 
and all requirements in the existing SCA. Further, Energy Northwest may request EFSEC to further 
amend or terminate the SCA to release those portions of the site and/or facilities that are proposed to 
be: 1) sold, leased or otherwise transferred and used for long-tenn economic development; and/or 2) no 
longer intended for the development of energy facilities larger than 350 megawatts. Approval of such 
SCA amendment or termination shall not be unreasonably withheld by EFSEC. 
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WHEREAS, The Council has recognized that the actual demolition/restoration methods have not been 
determined at this time and that specific details of the Plan may require additional review, approval, 
and monitoring by the Council; and 

WHEREAS, The Council agrees that upon the adoption of this Resolution approving the Energy 
Northwest's WNP-1/4 Site Restoration Plan, the state shall provide to Energy Northwest and BPA an 
immediate release from all claims, damages and causes of action, existing or otherwise, related to the 
restoration of the WNP-l and WNP-4 sites beyond the level in the approved Plan; and 

WHEREAS, The Council recognizes that the adoption of this Resolution approving Energy 
Northwest's current WNP-1I4 Site Restoration Plan will supersede all previous site restoration plans 
and commitments and will close EFSEC Resolution No. 280; and 

WHEREAS, The Council recognizes that Energy Northwest has completed certain initial restoration 
tasks at the 1 and 4 projects that have benefited the public health, safety, and the environment; and 

WHEREAS, The Council finds that the WNP-1I4 Site Restoration Plan (December 2002) is consistent 
with the public health, safety, and welfare; the applicable laws and regulations; and the intent of the 
WNP-1/4 SCA. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council hereby 
re-approves* Energy Northwest's Site Restoration Plan for Nuclear Projects Nos. 1 and 4 (December 
2002), subject to the commitments therein; provisions of this Resolution; and Council laws and rules. 
*Resolution No. 302 was initially approved by the Council on December 9, 2002. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That the Council hereby closes out Resolution No. 280; and the 
approved Plan supersedes all previous site restoration plans for the WNP-1/4 projects. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, That implementation of the near-term restoration activities and 
ongoing requirements will be reviewed and monitored by the Council. 

Dated and effective this 15th day of December, 2003. 

WASHINGTON STATE ENERGY FACILITY SITE EVALUATION COUNCIL 

By: 
Jim LUce, EFSEC'Chaif 

Attest: ~~ 
Allen FiksdaI, EFSEC Manager 

Attachment: 

Energy Northwest Site Restoration Plan for Nuclear Projects Nos. 1 and 4 (December 2002) 
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State Environmental Policy Act Checklist 



WAC 197-11-960 Environmental checklist. 

ENVIRO\iME\iTAL CHECKLIST 

chccklist: 

The State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), chapter 43.21C RCW, all governmental to consider the 
environmental of a proposal before making decisions. An environmental impact statement (EIS) must be prepared for all 
proposals with probable adverse impacts on the quality ofthe environment. The purpose of this checklist is to provide 
iniornlation to help you and the agency identify impacts from your proposal (and to reduce or avoid impacts from the proposal, if 
it can be done) and to help the agency decide whether an EIS is required. 

lnstl'uctionsfor applicanrs: 

This environmental checklist asks you to describe some basic infonnation about your proposal. Governmental agencies 
use this checklist to deternline whether the environmental impacts of your proposal are significant, requiring preparation of an 
EIS. Answer the questions briefly, with the most precise intornlation known, or give the bcst description you can. 

You must answer each question accurately and carefully, to the best of your knowledgc. In most cases. you should be 
able to answer the questions from your own observations or project plans without the need to hire experts. If you really do not 
know the answer, or if a question does not apply to your proposal, write "do not know" or "does not apply." Complete answers to 
the questions now may avoid unnecessary delays later. 

Some questions ask about governmental regulations, such as zoning, shoreline, and landmark designations. Answer 
these questions if you can. If you have problems, the governmental agencies can assist you. 

The checklist questions apply to all parts of your proposal, even if you plan to do them over a period of time or on 
diflerent parcels of land. Attach any additional information that will help describe your proposal or its environmental effects. 
The agency to which you submit this checklist may ask you to explain your answers or provide additional infonnation reasonably 
related to determining if there may be significant adverse impact. 

UW! O/cllccklistf(JI' nonprojcct proposals: 

Complete this checklist for nonproject proposals, even though questions may be answered "does not apply." IN 
ADDITION, complete the SUPPLEMENTAL SHEET FOR NO\iPROJECT ACTIONS (part D). 

For nonproject actions. the references in the checklist to the words "project," "applicant," and "property or site" should 
be read as "proposal," "proposer," and "affected geographic area," respectively. 

A. BACKGROUND 

I. Name of proposed project, if applicable: 

Site Certification AbJTeement Amendment for Energy Northwest Nuclear Projects NO.1 and NO. 
4 (WNP 114) 

2. Name of applicant: 

Energy Northwest 

3. Address and phone number of applicant and contact person: 

Enerbl)! Northwest 

P.O Box 968 

Richland, Washington 99352-0968 

509-377-8639 

Shannon Khounnala 
4. Datc checklist prepared: 

June 25,2009 



5. checklist: 

Washington State Energy Faeility Site Evaluation Couneil (EFSEC) 

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable): 

On May 4, 1995, EFSEC issued a Determination a/Non-Significance for Energy Northwest's plan 
to demolish its nuclear power plants WNP-1I4 in two phases. This plan was further detailed in the 
documents referenced below. 

The first phase of the plan includes health, safety, environmental, and security restoration activities. 
The first phase of restoration has been completed. The second phase of restoration will include 
removing slabs, remaining structures and unusable buildings; sealing underground piping; securing 
air intake structures; cleaning, grading, and re-seeding; and closing and capping the landtill. These 
activities are expected to be completed by 2029. 

This phased approach tor completion of the site restoration allows tor the time needed to 
accumulate funds to complete site restoration activities and realize the maximum reuse potential for 
the existing facilities. 

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or connected with this proposal? If yes, 
explain. 

No. Energy Northwest has telminated its plans to complete these units as nuclear power plants. 
The first phase of site restoration activities have been completed to maintain a level of public 
health, safety, and security, until the sites are fully restored in 2029. 

Minor changes are expected in the scope of the future demolition activities. In the meantime, 
Energy Northwest will continue to own and operate these sites for the reuse of existing 
infrastructure and facilities as the Industrial Development Complex. 

8. List any environmental intom1ation you know about that has been prepared, or will be prepared, directly related to this 
proposal. 

Energy Facility Site Evaluation Council Resolution 302, "Energy Northwest Nuclear Projects Nos. 
I and 4 Site Restoration Plan," dated December 15 2003. 

Letter dated January 29, 2003, from Bonneville Power Administration to Energy Northwest, Energy 
Facility Site Evaluation Council, and Department of Energy-Richland Operations, "WNP-1I4 Site 
Restoration Plan and Four Party Funding Agreement." 

Additional information is included in the proposed Site Certification Agreement (SCA) amendment 
prepared in accordance with W AC-463-66-030. 

Extensive documentation regarding the general site area was prepared pursuant to NEP A and SEP A 

to support decisions to construct and restore WNP-l/4. 
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tor ur\\;PfTm1P'nt" of other DroDm;a!s the property 
covered your 

None 

10. List any government approvals or pernlits that will be needed for your proposal, if known. 

The project sites and activities are currently subject to oversight by EFSEC as provided in RCW 
80.50 and Title 463 of the Washin!:,rton Administrative Code. The existing SCA and the powers 
vested in EFSEC preempt the need for additional pem1its from other jurisdictions (RCW 80.50.110 
and RCW 80.50.120). 

11. Give brief, complete description of your proposal, including the proposed uses and the size of the project and site. There are 
several questions later in this checklist that ask you to describe certain aspects of your proposal. You do not need to repeat those 
answers on this page. (Lead ageneies may modify this tornl to include additional specific information on project description.) 

Energy Northwest seeks to amend the WNP-1I4 SCA with EFSEC in order to update the terms and 
conditions within the agreement to more accurately reflect the intended activities, facility reuse 
opportunities, and future final phase of site restoration. The SCA has not been substantially 
amended since its original inception in 1975 wherein the "project" referenced in the 1975 SCA, and 
Amendment No 1 in 1982 (amendment to change the operating terms of emergency diesel 
generators), is described as the construction and operation of two nuclear generating units. Since 
the construction of these two units has been tenninated, an amendment to the SCA is warranted. 

12. Location of the proposal. Give sufficient information for a person to understand the precise location of your proposed 
project. including a street address, if any, and section, township, and range, if known. If a proposal would occur over a range of 
area, provide the range or boundaries of the site(s). Provide a legal description, site plan, vicinity map, and topographic map, if 
reasonably available. While you should submit any plans required by the agency, you are not required to duplicate maps or 
detailed plans submitted with any pernlit applications related to this checklist. 

The site at which the project, identified as WNP-1I4, is located in Benton County, Washington. 
The site is located entirely within the federally-owned area known as the Hanford Operations 
Area, United States Department of Energy located approximately 12 miles north of Richland, 
Washington in Sections 3 and 4,33 and 34 of Townships 11 and 12 North, Range 28 East. 

B. ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS 

1. Earth 

a. General description of the site (circle one)@lIing, hilly, steep slopes. mountainous, 
other ..... . 

The landmass ofthe subject site consists of fairly flat terrain surrounded by gentle rolling hills. 

b. What is the steepest slope on the site (approximate percent slope)? 

The developed areas of the site consist of flat terrain and slopes less than 3%. Undeveloped areas 
support gentle rolling hill formations with occasional slopes up to 20%. 
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types of soils are found on the site 
know the classification 

fam1land. 

Generally, the dominant native soil profile of the area is Rupert Sand. Rupert Sand is a brown-to 
,b'Tayish-brown coarse sand grading to dark grayish-brown to a depth of 35 inches. It is one of the 
most extensive soil types on the Hanford Site. Existing facilities however are constructed on 
engineered surfaces of compacted sand and gravel. 

d. Are there sudaee indications or history of unstable soils in the immediate vicinity? If so, 
describe. 

No. 

e. Describe the purpose, type, and approximate quantities of any filling or grading proposed. 
Indicate source of fill. 

Future site restoration actIVItIes are expected to require fill materials to bury structures, cover 
demolition debris, fill subsurface structures, and to recontour the land surface. The quantity of fm 
materials are not currently known but plans call for use of previously excavated material or other 
local sources already disturbed by the project construction activities. 

The proposed SCA amendment will allow Energy Northwest to continue to explore reasonable re­
use activities of the existing infrastructure and facilities. Economic development activities that 
propose new construction or significant modification of facilities likely to require excavation or fill, 
will be evaluated under the State Environmental Policy Act as separate project actions. 

f. Could erosion occur as a result of clearing, construction, or use? If so, generally deseribe. 

Limited wind erosion and fugitive dust is likely during the future demolition and restoration 
activities. Erosion is also possible during maintenance activities related to the reuse of existing 
facilities and structures. Water erosion is expected to be minimal, if any, due to the lack of steep 
slopes or frequent rainfall events. 

g. About what percent of the site will be covered with impervious surfaces after project 
construction (for example, asphalt or buildings)? 

Currently, less than 25% of the developed portion of the site is covered with impervious surfaces. 
Future activities are not expected to increase the impervious surface on the proposed site. Future 
removal of buildings or structures will reduce the total impervious surface on the site. 

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control erosion, or other impacts to the earth, if any: 

Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be utilized during any maintenance of existing facilities or 
future restoration activities that have the potential to result in erosion. The proposed SCA 
amendment provides specific construction related requirements, such as cuts and slopes, in order to 
reduce fugitive dust and wind erosion. BMPs outlined in the proposed SCA amendment also 
include, but are not limited to, dust suppression (wetting) of construction roads, temporary parking 
lots, and spoil and disposal areas. Restoration of vegetation will be also provided, as needed, to 
ensure that bare earth areas are stabilized. 
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a. Air 

a. What types of emissions to the air \",ould result from the proposal dust, 
industrial wood smoke) during construction and when the project is completed? If 

describe and approximate if known. 

During typical operation days, emissions are limited to the vehicles accessing the site. Lease tenants 
of the Industrial Development Complex are required to obtain any air permits prior to the start of 
any operation that may result in regulated emissions. 

During any potential construction maintenance activities or future site restoration actIVItIes, 
emissions to the air are expected from the use of construction equipment (e.g backhoe, bulldozer, 
trucks etc.) and site demolition activities. During these short term events, fugitive dust, windblown 
debris, hydrocarbon, nitrogen oxide, and particulate matter emissions would be expected. 

b. Are there any ofT-site sources of emissions or odor that may affect your proposal? If so. 
generally deseribe. 

No oft:'site sources of emissions or odors that may aftect the proposal are anticipated. 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any: 

Typical site operations do no require measures to control emissions or other impacts to air. Any site 
maintenance activities or future site restoration activities will be completed with equipment with 
standard muftlers to meet vehicle air emission standards. Temporary mitigation measures include 
water application to control fugitive dust, as needed, and reseeding or planting with native vegetation 
to provide long tenn stabilization. 

3. 'Vater 

a. Surface: 

I) Is there any surface water body on or in the immediate vieinity of the site (including 
year-round and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlands)? If yes, describe type 
and provide names. If appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into. 

Surface water near thc subject property is limited to the Columbia River, located 
approximately two miles east ofthe developed areas ofthe site. 

2) Will the project require any work over, in, or adjaeent to (within 200 feet) the described 
waters? If yes, please describe and attach available plans. 

An inlet structure, originally constructed to draw water from the Columbia River, is located at the 

eastern limit of the project area. This inlet is not in use and work within the shoreline will be 

limited to maintaining safety signs and removing debris as needed. 

3) Estimate the amount offill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed 
from surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that 'would be aflected. 
Indicate the source of fill materiaL 
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None 

surface water withdrawals or diversions') Give 
purpose, and ifknmvn. 

No. The option to withdraw water from the Columbia River has been removed from the proposed 
SCA amendment 

5) Does the proposal lie within a lOO-year floodplain? If so, note location on fhe site plan. 

No 

6) Does the proposal involve any discharges of waste materials to surface waters? If so, 
describe the type of waste and anticipated volume of discharge. 

Not currently. Any dischargc to the waters of the US shall be subject to the tenns and 
conditions of a valid NPDES pennit for as long as such a system is required. 

b. Ground: 

1) Will ground water be withdrawn, or will water be discharged to ground water') Give 
general description, purpose, and approximate quantities if known. 

Yes. Ground water will continue to be withdrawn fi'om the two existing on-site wells. Withdrawal 

will occur at a maximum rate of 2.3 cubic feet per second (CFS). The water will support the reuse 

of WNP-1I4 as an Industrial Development Complex providing potable water and fire service water. 

Additionally, this water is used to support Energy Northwest's Columbia Generating Station during 

maintenance activities. 

2) Describe waste material fhat will be discharged into the ground from septic tanks or 
other sources, if any (for example: Domestic sewage; industrial, containing the 
following chemicals ... ; agricultural; etc.). Describe the general size of the system, the 
number of such systems, the number of houses to be served (if applicable), or the number of animals or humans 
the system(s) are expected to serve. 

Domestic sewage at WNP-1/4 is treated at a common sewage treatment facility shared with Energy 

Northwest's Columbia Generating Station (WNP-2). This proposal does not involve the 

construction or operation of a septic tankldrainfield system or any other waste disposal system or 

facility. No waste material will be discharged into the ground as a result of this project. 

c. Water runoff (including stormwater): 

I) Describe the source of runoff (including stonn and method of collection 
and disposal, if any (include quantities, if known). Where will fhis water flow? 
W ill this water flow into other waters? If so, describe. 

There is no stonnwater runoff due to arid conditions and high rates of soil infiltration. 
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2) Could waste materials enter ground or surlace \vaters? If so, describe. 

No. The of potentially hannful leachate in the groundwater will be minimized by 

limiting the on-site disposal of demolition debris to those wastes contonning to the detInition of 
inert and demolition wastes (WAC 173-3-04-100). 

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control ground, and runoff water impacts, ifany: 

No other surfacewaterlstonnwater controls are necessary at WNP-l/ 4 due to the arid climate and 
high rate of soil infiltration. 

4. Plants 

a. Check or es of vegetation found on the site: 
deciduous tree: alder, maple, aspen, other 

--- evergreen tree: fir, cedar, pine, other 

---pasture 

--- crop or grain 

~attail, buttercup, bullrush, skunk cabbage, other 

---water plants: water lily, eelgrass, milfoiI, other 

--- other types of vegetation 

The WNP-l/ 4 site is charactelized as a shrub-steppe environment Riparian communities 
are present along the shoreline ofthe Columbia River. 

b. What kind and amount of vegetation will be removed or altered? 

None, except some vegetation areas incidental to future backfill operations associated with future 

restoration activities. Most of the natural vegetation was removed from the developed portion of 

the sites during the original project construction phase. 

c. List threatened or endangered species knm\11 to be on or near the site. 

The Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR) has been contacted regarding 

potential occurrence of significant plant species near the site. Unfortunately, DNR site surveys 

have not been completed in more than 10 years. However, the occurrence of federal and state listed 

species on the Hanford Site are tracked and described in reports prepared for USDOE by the Pacific 

Northwest National Laboratory (PNNL). PNNL reported that no federally listed endangered or 

threatened plants occur on the Hanford site, although 12 species present on the site are listed by 

Washington State. 

Energy Northwest completed surveys of the Columbia River shoreline near Energy Northwest 

property in 2008. This survey revealed the presence of the state-listed threatened species Rotala 

ramosior (Lowland toothcup) and watch list species Cyperus bipartitus (Shiningflatsedge) at a 
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location approximately one-half mile downstream of the Energy Northwest property. Also found 

near the water edge throughout the 2 km survey zone was the state watch list species Artemisia 
lindleyana (Col. River mugwort), 

d. Proposed landscaping, use of native plants, or other measures to preserve or enhance 
vegetation on the if any: 

Any removal of buildings, structures, or facilities during the future planned restoration, will be 

seeded and/or planted with native plant species typical of the shrub/steppe habitat. 

5. Animals 

a. Circle any birds and animals which have been observed on or near the site or are kno\vTI to be on or near the site: 

birds:~,~, other: owls, quail, pheasant, doves, magpies, crows 

mammals:~ bear@beaver, other: rodents, bats, raccoon, porcupine, skunk 

fish: ~~ herring, shellfish, other: sturgeon, crappie, catfish, walleye, pereh 

b. List any threatened or endangered species knO\VTI to be on or near the site. 

On the Hanford site there are three species offish and four species of birds listed as threatened or 
endangered by either the state or federal governments. Of the Federally listed fish species, only 
steelhead trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) spawns in the Hanford Reach. Spring chinook (0. 
tshmvvtscha) migrate through the area on their way to spawning grounds upstream. Bull trout 
(Salvelinus cOf!fluentus) have been found in the reach but are not considered resident. 

The four bird species are listed as threatened or endangered in the State of Washington. 
Ferruginous hawks (Buteo regalis) have successfully nested on the Hanford site, especially on 
several steel transmission line towers. The white pelican (Pelecanus erythrorhynchos) is 
relatively common along the Hanford Reach but does not appear to nest or reproduce on the 
Hanford site. The sandhill crane (Orus canadensis) migrates over the Hanford site and on rare 
occasions is observed on the shore or islands of the Hanford Reach. The greater sage grouse 
(Centrocercus urophasianus) was formerly more common on the Hanford Site, especially on the 
Fitzner-Eberhardt Arid Lands Ecology (ALE) Reserve Unit, located more than 10 miles west of 
the WNP-l! 4 site. It disappeared for a number of years following several large fires in the 1980s. 
Since the late 1990s, there have been scattered sightings of greater sage grouse on ALE, and 
during 2003 a dead sage grouse was found 20 miles north of the WNP-1I4 site. 

c. Is the site part of a migration route? If so, explain. 

Yes. The Hanford Site and Columbia River drainage is a segment of the Pacific Flyway, a 

migratory bird route. This area serves as a resting area for various migratory birds, waterfowl, and 

shorebirds. 

d. Proposed measures to preserve or enhance wildlife, if any: 

Ongoing site reuse activities are not expected to require significant removal of vegetative areas. 

Additional future restoration activities will remove structures and provide the opportunity to restore 

much ofthe devcloped area to natural conditions, ideal for habitat use. 
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6. Energy and natural resources 

a. natural gas. oil. wood stove, will be used to meet 
energy needs" Describe whether it will be used for 

None. Energy use has ceased for those facilities not currently in use. Remaining facilities and 
buildings operated for re-use as the Industrial Development Complex will continue to use electric 
power. 

b. Would your project affect the potential use of solar energy by adjacent properties? 
If so, generally describe. 

No 

c. What kinds of energy conservation features are included in the plans of this proposal? 
List other proposed measures to reduce or control energy impacts, if any: 

None 

7. Environmental health 

a. Are there any environmental health hazards, including exposure to toxic chemicals, risk 
of fire and explosion, spilL or hazardous waste, that could occur as a result of this proposal? 
If so, describe. 

During re-use of the site as the Industrial Development Complex, some waste materials will be 
generated. All waste that cannot be disposed of at Energy Northwest's inert landfill, will be 
promptly removed from the site and disposed of at an approved location. Hazardous materials will 
be stored at the site in secured facilities. It is possible small quantities of oil, mechanical fluids, 
paint, coatings, or solvents could leak from equipment, machinery, or vehicles used at the site. 

Future short tenn health hazards are expected during the final phase of site restoration. Some short 
tenn hazards are expected during the conduct of demolition work (toxic fumes from steel cutting, 
controlled explosions, potentially hazardous residue produced by cleaning, etc.). The completion of 
the restoration work will eliminate these hazardous. 

I) Describe special emergency services that might be required. 

None anticipated 

2) Proposed measures to reduce or control environmental health hazards, if any: 

b. Noise 

Robust procedures are in place to inspect, identity, and mitigate any spill from mechanical 
equipment or waste storage areas while the site is operated as the Industrial Development Complex. 

Long tenn heath hazards will be eliminated with the demolition and removal of the structures 
during the final phase of the site restoration. 

I) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your 
traffic, equipment, other)'l 
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f\;one which will atfect the project 

2) What types and levels of noise would be created on a 
shorHenn or a long-tern1 basis construction, r\tv'rflt;"n 

cate what hours noise would come from the site. 

Short tenn noise impacts are expected to occur during the tlnal site restoration activities. Noise is 
expected to be generated during the tenn of the demolition work between the hours of 7 am and 10 
pm. 

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise impacts, if any: 

None. Short-tenn construction noise is exempt during the hours of 7am-l Opm (WAC 173-60-050). 

8. Land and shoreline use 

a. What is the currcnt use of the site and adjacent properties? 

Partially completed power plants and their associated facilities currently exist on the subject 
property. Some of the storage/maintenance facilities are leased to various industrial tenants. 
Surrounding lands are occupied by the Columbia Generating Station or are undeveloped. 

b. Has the site been used for agriculture? If so, describe. 

No 

c. Describe any structures on the site. 

Each site has, in varying degrees of completion, a reactor building, reactor auxiliary building, 
turbine-generator building, electrical switchyard, pumphouses, cooling towers, office and 
warehouse buildings, storage tanks, and the supporting infrastructure of roads, parking lots, storage 
yards, and service connections (water, sewer, electricity, firewater). 

d. Will any structurcs be demolished? If so, what'? 

Yes. Most of the structures related to the nuclear projects constructed at these sites will be 
demolished according to a plan approved by EFSEC. This plan will result in restoration of the sites 
such that they pose minimal hazards to the public. Because Energy Northwest will retain 
ownership and control of this site for future energy generation projects, and for current re-use of the 
existing facilities, some structures and systems useful for that purpose will be retained. 

e. What is the current zoning classification of the site? 

The site is unclassified by Benton County. 

f What is the cun'ent comprehensive plan designation of the site') 

The Department of Energy has designated the area as "Industrial" in the Hanford Comprehensive 

Land-Use Plan. 

g. If applicable, what is the current shoreline master program 

Not Applicable 
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h. Has any part of the site been classified as an 

No 
sensitive" area'! 

L how many would reside or work in the COll1DlletC:Q .~~~.c'M·} 

None 

J. Approximately how many people would the completed project displace'! 

None 

k. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce displacement impacts, if any: 

Not Applieable 

specify. 

L Proposed measures to ensure the proposal is eompatible with existing and projected land 

uses and plans, if any: 

Not Applicable 

9. Housing 

a. Approximately how many units would be provided. if any? Indicate whether high, mid­
dle, or low-income housing. 

Not Applicable 

b. Approximately how many units, if any, would be eliminated? Indicate whether high, 
middle, or low-income housing. 

Not Applicable 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control housing impacts, if any: 

Not Applieable 

10. Aesthetics 

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed structure(s), not including antennas; what is 
the principal exterior building material(s) proposed'? 

The tallest structure currently located on the site is the reactor building at 235 feet. No new 

structures are proposed as part of the proposed SeA amendment. 

b. What vie\I,'s in the immediate vicinity would be altered or obstructed? 

None 

c, Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any: 

Final restoration activities will improve aestheties of the site, In addition, Energy Northwest 
agrees to landscape the project lands within the fenced perimeter in a manner which is 
compatible with its surroundings. Should any vegetation be disturbed as a direct result of any 
construction done by Energy Northwest, Energy Northwest agrees to restore vegetation insofar as 
practicable, This will be done by returning the area, as nearly as possible, to its original 
topography and topsoil conditions in order to promote revegetation of indigenous plant species. 

11 



11. Light and glan~ 

a. What type of 
occur') 

or glare will the "rf',nr.'~" nrf'.f111C''''! What time would it 

Use of the as the Industrial Development Complex requires operating various buildings with 
electricity during nonnal business hours. 

b. Could light or 

No 
from the finished project be a hazard or interfere \>,1th views? 

c. What existing off:site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal? 

None 

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any: 

None 

12. Recreation 

a. What designated and iniom1al recreational opportunities are in the immediate vicinity? 

The Columbia River, adjacent to the site, provides recreation opportunities. 

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe. 

No 

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation op­
portunities to be provided by the project or applicant, if any: 

None 

13. Historic and cultural preservation 

a. Are there any places or objects listed on, or proposed for, national, state, or local preser­
vation registers known to be on or next to the site'? If so, generally describe. 

No 

b. Generally describe any landmarks or evidence of historic, archaeological, scientific, or 
cultural imponance known to be on or next to the site. 

Archaeological investigations were conducted for the WNP-ll 4 prior to construction. The site was 
surveyed in 1974 and detailed monitoring of the makeup water pumphouse construction was 
conducted in 1977. Monitoring at the WNP-l/ 4 pumphouse, resulted in the recordation of a multi­
component site containing both pre-contact and historic era material. Surface investigations 
revealed a ceramic Chinese rice bowl fragment. The bowl was assumed to be linked to Chinese 
placer mining that occurred in the area in the 1860s. Pre-contact materials were discovered during 
excavation for the makeup water intake pipes. Radiocarbon dating of a piece of sagebrush limb 
charcoal found in association with a fire hearth, cobble tools, and stone flakes suggested the 
location was a late pre-contact fishing camp around 1600 AD. Archaeological materials recovered 
from the WNP-l pumphouse construction are stored in the USDOE Hanford Cultural and 
Historical Program curation and storage facility. 
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c. measures to reduce or control 
Energy Northwest is implementing procedural controls to assess and consider impacts to potential 
or existing historical and archaeological when planning and perfonning work activities. 

archaeological findings will be reported to EFSEC duting the course of excavation and 
restoration of the project. Northwest agrees to consult with the Council to arrange for 
preservation of artifacts and for interpretation of any archaeological site discovered in the course 
of maintenance and restoration. 

14. Transportation 

a. Identify public streets and highv,:ays serving the site, and deseribe proposed access to the 
existing street system. Show on site plans, if any. 

The site has paved highway access to Hanford Site Route 4. 

b. Is site currently served by public transit? If not, what is the approximate distance to the 
nearest transit stop? 

No 

c. How many parking spaces would the completed project have? How many would the 
project eliminate? 

Not Applicable 

d. Will the proposal require any new roads or streets, or improvements to existing roads or 
streets, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate whether public or 
private). 

No 

e. Will the project use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air transporta 
tion? If so, generally describe. 

To facilitate final restoration aetivities, use of all common transportation modes is anticipated for 
the removal of equipment or salvage duting the demolition petiod. Following eompletion of the 
project, no transportation will be necessary. 

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be generated by the completed project? Ifknown. indicate when peak 
volumes would occur. 

During operation as the Industrial Development Complex, travel to and from the site is estimated at 
160 trips per day. Following final site restoration activities, the completed project should generate 
no vehicular traffic. 

g. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts. if any: 

None 

15. Public services 

a. Would the project result in an increased need for public services (for example: fire pro-
police health care, schools. other)? If so, generally describe. 

No 
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b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services. if any. 

None 

16. Utilities 

a. Circle utilities 
ice,~, 

available at the site: ~ctri9iY, natural _.-c--_ 
septie system, other. 

b. Deseribe the utilities that are proposed for the project, the utility providing the service, 
and the general construction activities on the site or in the immediate vicinity which might 
be needed. 

The proposal will require no additional utilities that are not already available. 

C. SIGNATURE 

The above answers are truej\nd complete to the best of my knowledge. I understand that the lead 
ageney is relying on them }bim ifs decis' . 

Signature: .................. . 

Date Submitted: ............ ......... .. 
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