
Attachment 3 

SITEWIDE CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION fOR SITING, CONSTRUCI1NG, 
MODIFYING, AND OPERATING SMALL-SCALE STRUcrURES, PACIfiC 
NORTHWEST NATIONAL LABORATORY, RICHLAND, WASHINGTON 

Proposed Action: 

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) Pacific Northwest Site Office (PNSO) proposes 
to site, construct, modify, and operate small-scale support buildings and structures. 

Location of Action: 

The proposed action would occur on the Pacific Northwest National Laboratory (PNNL) 
Site and in the vicinity ofPNNL facilities in the State of Washington. 

Description of tbe Proposed Action: 

DOE proposes to site, construct, modify, and/or operate small-scale support structures. 
Siting and construction activities would generally be limited to small facilities and 
support structures, such as parking areas and storage facilities, that are within or 
contiguous to an already developed area. The construction of waste management facilities 
would require additional NEPA review. 

Modification activities would generally be limited to small-scale changes to existing 
facilities and structures that would not substantially alter the intended use. More 
extensive modifications would continue to require additional NEPA review. The 
proposed action would also include reasonably foreseeable actions necessary to 
implement the proposed activities, such as excavation, equipment and material staging, 
waste management, equipment maintenance, office and fUrniture moves, and award of 
grants and contracts. 

Biological and Cultural Resources: 

It is not likely that siting, constructing, modifying, and operating small-scale support 
structures would result in adverse impacts to sensitive biological or cultural resources. 
However, when special project circumstances warrant it, biological and cultural resource 
reviews would be conducted to assure that impacts to sensitive resources are avoided and 
minimized. 

Biological resource reviews would assure that impacts to sensitive biological resources 
are avoided. These reviews would identify the occurrence of federal and state protected 
species in the project area such as avian species protected under the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act (MBTA); plant and animal species protected under the Endangered Species 
Act (ESA), including candidates for such protection; and species listed as threatened or 
endangered by the state of Washington. Resource review recommendations would be 
followed to assure there are no adverse impacts to sensitive species and resowces. 

Cultural resource reviews would assure that impacts to sensitive cultural resources are 
avoided. Impact avoidance and mitigative measures would be implemented as stipulated 
by the resource review. Tagged historic artifacts would not be damaged. If consultation 
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with the State Historic Preservation Office and/or affected tribes is deemed necessary, it 
would be initiated before project implementation. 

Categorical Exclusion to Be AppUed: 

As the proposed action is to site, construct, modify, or operate small-scale structures, the 
following CX as listed in the DOE NEPA implementing procedures, 10 CPR lOll, 
would apply: 

B 1.15 Siting, construction, or modification, and operation of support buildings and 
support structures (including, but not limited to, trailers and prefabricated and 
modular buildings) within or contiguous to an already developed area (where 
active utilities and cU11'ently used roads are readily accessible). Covered support 
buildings and structures include, but are not limited to, those for office 
purposes; parking; cafeteria services; education and training; visitor reception; 
computer and data processing services; health services or recreation activities; 
routine maintenance activities; storage of supplies and equipment for 
administrative services and routine maintenance activities; security (such as 
security posts); fire protection; small-scale fabrication (such as machine shop 
activities), assembly, and testing of non-nuclear equipment or components; and 
similar support purpose, but exclude facilities for nuclear weapons activities and 
waste storage activities, such as activities covered in 81.10,81.29,81.35, B2.6, 
86.2, 86.4, 86.5, 86.6 and 86.1 0 of this appendix. 

EligibUity Criteria: 

The proposed activity meets the eligibility criteria of 10 CPR 1021.41 O(b) because the 
proposed action does not have any extraordinary circumstances that might affect the 
significance of the environmental effects, is not cOMected to other actions with 
potentially significant impacts [40 CPR 1508.25(a)(I)], is not related to other actions 
with individually insignificant but cumulatively significant impacts 
[40 CFR IS08.27(b)(7)], and is not precluded by 40 CPR IS06.1 or 10 CPR 1021.211 
concerning limitations on actions during BIS preparation. 
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The"" .• Elements" of 10 CFR 1021 are satisfied as discussed below: 
JNTEGRAL ELEMENTS. 10 CJllI021. SUBPART D, APPENDIX B (1)-(5) 
WOULD mE PllOPOSBD ACTION: EVALUATION: 

1breaten a vtoladon of applicable staIUtory. regu~ or 
pennIt requIremeDII for environment. safety. ad ? 

The proposed action would not tbreateD a vtolation 
ofreplations or DOE or executive orders. 

Require shinS and collSlnlcdon or qor expansion of waste No waste ~ facUlttes would be 
storap, disposal. recovery. or lreatment facilities? CODSbUcted ibis ex. Any amended waste 

would be IJlIIUIICd In &ICCOnIam:e with =0 
reauJatfons In existing tacmtIes. Waste 
pathways are ldcndfl=or to gcncrI1ins WIlSIe and 
waste acneratlon is m mlzed. 

Disturb hazardous substaaces, pollutants. or contaminants No preexJsdns hazardous subS1anees. polhdants. 
that preexist In die environment such that there would be or contaminants would be disturbed in a manner 
WlCOIltrolled or unpermitted releases? that lawas In uncontrolled or unpermitted 

releases. 

Have the potential to cause slpIftcant Impacts on No environmentally sensitive resources would 
environmentaJJ)' scusitive resources., inclUdlns. but not be adversely affected. Resource reviews would 
limited, to: be conducted for special circumstances. Refer 

• protected hls1orlclarchaeologieal resources to the Biological and Cultural Resources section 
for details regarding the ~lIcation of cultural 

• protec:ted blolosteal resources and habitat and biological resource re ews. 

• jurisdictional wetlands, l00-year floodpla1ns -r:J:roposcd action would not adversely affect 
• Federal- or statHeslr::! parks and wildlife refuses, n plains. wetlands resulalcd under the Clean 

wilderness areas. wi! and scenic rivers. national Water Act. national monuments or odler spcciaIly 
monuments, marine sanctuaries. national natural cleslgaated ereas.lrlme agricultural lands. or 
landmarks, and scenfc areas. special sources 0 water. 

Involve gcnedcaIly engineered OIpIIisms. synthetic The proposed action would not involve the usc of 
genetically engineered organisms. synthetic bi: 80venunentally designated noxious weeds, or biology. aovemmentallrc d= noxious In species? weeds or Invasive spec cs, ess the proposed 
acdvtty would be contained or confined in a 
manner ~ed and operated to prevent 
unautho release into the environment and 
conducted In accordance with applicable 
requirements. 
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Checklist Summarizing EnvironmentaillDpacta: The following checklist summarizes 
environmental impacts that were considered when preparing this ex determination, 
ADs to I t sti I' ed' de '}' th fill' the heckl wers re evan ~ QUe! ons are eXOI BID In taim e text 0 owinJ! c ist. 

VES NO 
Would tile proposed action a 

I Result in more than minimal air impacts? X 

2 Increase offsito radiation dose measurably? X 

3 Require a radiological work permit? X 

4 Cause more than a minor or temporary increase in noise level? X 

5 Discharge any liquids to the environment? X 

6 Require a Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures plan? X 

7 Require an excavation pennit (e.g., for leSt pits, wells. utility installation)? X 

8 Disturb an undeveloped area? X 

9 Use carcinogens, hazardous, or toxic chemicalslmaterials? X 

10 Involve hazardous, radioactive, polychlorinated biphenyl, or asbestos waste? X 

II Require environmental pennits? X 

Explanations: 
1. During construction or modifications, there might be temporary and localized dust 

and fumes from construction equipment. These would be minimized as necessary, 
using water applications or other emission controls, and would be compliant with 
applicable pennits, local, state, and federal regulations, DOE orders, and PNNL 
guidelines. 

3. Although not expected, it is possible that building modification activities might 
require a radiological work permit if modifications occur in radiological space. 
Activities would be performed in compliance with as low as reasonably achievable 
principles, applicable state and federal regulations, DOE Orders, and PNNL 
guidelines. The radiation received by workers during the perfonnance of activities 
would be administratively controlled below DOE limits as defined in 10 CFR 
835.202(a). Under nonnal circumstances, those limits control individual radiation 
exposure to below an annual effective dose equivalent of 5 rem. 

5, During construction or modification activities. there might be minor quantities of 
liquid effluents, for example, construction rinse water, such as concrete-equipment 
wash~own water, fire-or safety system-proofing wastewater, hydrotest water, 
cleanup rinse water, and water used for soil compaction after excavation, Bffiuents 
would be managed in accordance with applicable local, state. and federal 
regulations. PNNL requirements and best management practices. 

7. Constructing and modifYing small-scale structures might require an excavation 
permit. Stipulations in the excavation pennit to minimize potential impacts to 
safety and the environment would be followed. 

8. A small-scale support building might be sited on land that is within or contiguous to 
an already developed area. Active utilities and roads would be accessible. or 
additional NEPA review would be required. If located on or causes impacts to 
sensitive species or their habitats, such as old-growth sagebrush, additional NBPA 
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would be required. Additional NEPA review would also be required for 
modification or construction of support buildings on the Hanford Reach National 
Monument; within ~~mile of the Columbia River; other sensitive environments, 
including wetlands, tOO-year floodplains, critical habitats, and areas of traditional 
cultural properties or properties of historic, archeological, or architectural 
significance. 

9. Construction or modification activities might involve the use of carcinogens, 
hazardous, or toxic chemicals/materials. For example, certain equipment or 
machinery might contain or require the use of chemicals such as antifreeze, 
hydraulic fluids, or fire suppression chemicals. Project inventories would be 
maintained at the lowest practicable levels, and chemical wastes would be recycled, 
neutralized, or regenerated if possible. Product substitution (use of less toxic 
chemicals in place of more toxic chemicals) would be considered where reasonable. 
In addition, modifications of existing laboratory rooms could generate minor 
amounts of debris and excess equipment. These materials would be recycled, re­
used, or excessed for other uses to the extent practical. 

10. Construction or modification activities might result in minor am01mts of hazardous 
waste, such as excess caulking, paint, epoxy, and cleaning fluids. Although not 
expected, polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) or asbestos wastes might be generated 
during modification activities at older facilities. If unrecyclable, such wastes would 
either be returned to the client or characterized. handled, packaged, transported, 
treated, stored, and/or disposed of in existing Hanford Site or offsite treabnent, 
storage, and disposal facilities in accordance with applicable local, state, and federal 
regulations, DOE Orders and guidelines. 

11. Although not expected, construction or modification activities might require 
submittal of a notice of construction to the State Department of Health, for 
example, when a modification results in a change to an existing radiological control 
system. Notifications and approvals might be required from the Benton County 
Clean Air Authority, for example, to use temporary air pollution sources such as 
portable generators. Any necessary applications would be coordinated with PNSO 
staff. 

CompUlnce Action: 

I have determined that the proposed action satisfies the DOE NEPA eligibility criteria 
and integral elements, does not pose extraordinary circumstances, and meets the 
requirements for the ex referenced above. Therefore, using the authority delegated to 
me by DOE Order 451.1 B9 Change 2, I have detennined that the proposed action may be 
categorically excluded from further NEPA review and documentation. 

m __ ~ 
Theresa L. Aldrid 

Date:. __ //_/;"-;.._~_0_~_'/_ 

PNSO NEP A Compliance Officer 

00: JA Stegen, PNNL 
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