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Inspections of Waste Tanks Since 1971a
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.. Numbers in tables denote years in which inspection was made.

Ob.ematio.eb

Small waste salt deposit in ....1.s pan,
No source found. No significant change
5,... previous inspections,

Good condition, NO evidence of l.akage,

Good condition, No evidence of leakage.

Good condition. No evidence of leakage.

Good condition, NO evidence of leakage.

Good condition, N. evidence of leakage.

Good condition, N. evidence of leakage,

Good condition. N. evidence of leakage.

Approximately 9 i..he$ .f W.SCe salt
in ,“””1”, P.”. NO source found.

Appr.xim.tely 2 inches of w,,~e $alt in
?,nn.1.span. N.asource fo.”d.

Water i“leakage through riser ..11; .o”-
radi.active solids on wall: “.. salt
deposit f.u”d.

New salt deposit found.

Good co”dit~.n. N. evidence .f leakage.

kppr.xima~elY 14 in. of waste s.lt in
a“”ulus pan. Several additional leak
6ites were found.

A total .f about 15 leak sites f.u”d.

APP,..i.ate1Y 15 i.. ...te $.1. i. ~..l.s
pa”, The lar~e number of leak sites has
caused the tank to be emptied dom to a
sludge level; approxiwtely [X.6] 350 leak
sites have bee” identified.

Good co”diti.a.. NO e.ide”ce OF leakage,

Good co”diti.”. No evidence,.f leakage

Good c.”dition, NO evidence of leakage.

Good c.”ditio”, N. evidence of leakage.

Good c..diti.., No e.idemce of leakage.

Good condition. NO evidence of leakage,

Good c.”ditian. Slight rusti”~ Q“]y.

Good condition. Slight rusting drily.

Good condition, Slight r.sting only,

Good conditi.”. Slight resting only.

Good c.”ditio”, S1ight rusting only.

Good co”ditio”. Slizht r.stim~ o.lY.
Evidence of ground w~ter seepa~e
through fault[s) i“ dome.

Good c.nditi.”. Slight rusting .a”ly.

Good condition. Slight rusting.
Evidence of grou~ wate? seeping through
fault(s) in dome.

b. Al1 ..11andbottom,teelmeasurements to date compare favorably with mil1 r.alling ~pecifitati.”s for
the plates, indicating no 1.ss of thickness.
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