
RFP 339441 - Questions and Answers 7/16/2020  
 

1. Please provide any relevant limitations on grouted waste container sizes or weights. 

A limitation on container size or weight has not been established.  The container size and weight should 
consider the ability to handle and transport with commercially available equipment, using standard 
weight transport equipment. 

2. RPP-SPEC-64252 provides the following data: 
• Section 3.2.1.a: MGS shall have an average processing capability of 100,000 gal/year 
• Section 3.3.16.4: MGS integrated system availability design goal of at least 70%, 

evaluated on an annual basis and evaluated using standard reliability engineering 
techniques 

• Section 3.3.1: Design shall be based on 8 hrs/day, 5 days/week, 250 day per year 
operating schedule 

• Table 3-3: flowrate specified as nominal 0.62 gal/min, with range of 0.526 to 0.701 
gal/min 

Even assuming that (250 days operating/365 days per year) is the basis for the 70% availability, 
the above requirements are not consistent: 

• If the nominal flowrate is used, (0.62 gal/min)(60 min/hr)(8 hr/day)(250 day/yr) = 
74,400 gal/year, which is less than the requirement of Section 3.2.1.a (average 
processing capability of 100,000 gal/year) 

• If the upper bound of the nominal flowrate range is used, (0.701 gal/min)(60 min/hr)(8 
hr/day)(250 day/yr) = 84,120 gal/year, which is also less than the requirement of Section 
3.2.1.a  

Note that if the TOE of 70% is to be put on the 250 day operating schedule, the total annual 
throughput is even lower than the stated 100,000 gal/year target. 
Please resolve the above apparent discrepancy and provide the nominal operating flowrate and 
the maximum (peak) flowrate to the system.  Please identify any plans for batch transfers that 
may impact these flowrates. 

Agreed.  The nominal flow rate in Table 3-3 is in error and will be deleted.  The vendor is size the 
equipment and define the required nominal and peak flow rates for batch or continuous flow as 
required by their process to meet the production capacity of 100,000 gal/yr with consideration of the 
planned operating schedule and TOE. 

 
3. RPP-SPEC-64252, Figure 3-1, Modular Grout System Diagram, is missing.  Please provide. 

See figure below 

4. RPP-SPEC-64252, Tables 2-2 and 2-3 contains numerous Hanford Site documents in addition to 
national consensus codes and standards and DOE requirements.  Please provide copies of 
Hanford-specific documents listed in the “Other Publications” section of Table 2-2 and those 
documents listed in Table 2-3. 
 



Documents are available on the procurement site at:  
https://www.hanford.gov/tocpmm/page.cfm/prcoedures 

5. Section 10.3 of the Model Contract requires the supplier to have a “certified quality program.”  
Does this mean a third-party certified program, or is a program that has been reviewed and 
approved for work at Hanford (e.g., process for being placed on Hanford evaluated supplier list) 
suffice? 

QA Vendor program should meet requirements established in the QAR form (See first paragraph in 
Section 5 that states:  
 
The supplier QA program is not required to be compliant to NQA-1 and can be based on 
another nationally recognized standard as long as it adequately address the following 
requirements drawn from NQA-1, 2008 + 1a 2009 addenda. 
 

6.  RPP-SPEC-64252, Section 1.0, “Scope,” page 1-2 lists various process skids within the Vendor’s 
scope of supply.  One of the process skid requirements is to provide “waste receipt pumps and 
sampling system.”  The Statement of Work, section 2.0, states “New brine storage tanks will 
hold [the liquid to be solidified] until it is transferred to the Effluent Grout Treatment 
Facility.”  The interface between the new brine storage tanks (presumably within WRPS scope) 
and the Vendor scope of supply is not described in RPP-SPEC-642522, Section 3.2.2, “Interface 
Requirements.”  Please provide details on the interface between the new brine storage tanks 
and the waste receipt pump and sampling system, the system functional basis, and design 
requirements (e.g., NPSHa, piping sizes, and any flowrate requirements for the receipt pump). 

The interface will be defined during design of the MGS.  The interface is a pipe sized by the vendor 
based on operating parameters of the MGS and vendor determined fill rate of the staging tank. 

 

7. The timeline. It seems very very short, similar to situations where I have ‘unofficially‘ won jobs 
and had to simply wait for a public bid to be put out in order to satisfy federal and state 
requirements. In this case, I would very much appreciate being able to talk to the company at 
the front of this, to be able to show them the containers we propose for this project.  

 
Yes the timeline is only 4 weeks, but please submit your best proposal.  
 

8. I didn’t see much dose info, as in, I cant really see if shielded containers are needed or not? I see 
a light reference to what I would assume to be 55 gallons containers... but I cannot be sure. 
Could someone give me a better understanding of the dose profile?  

 
We have provided the dose information that we currently have in the Spec. 
 
 
 
 
 



9.  My design engineer has made some very interesting suggestions to make the process a little 
more efficient, cost effective, better ALARA etc, with a different method of secondary waste 
processing/storage/disposal based on the 20yr life need. Could we talk to someone about this 
and see if there is an appetite for this or if this process/spec etc is set in stone?  

 
Please submit your best proposal and our technical team will determine if it is technically acceptable. 



 


